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Coding Schemes and Asymptotic Capacity of the
Gaussian Broadcast and Interference Channels with
Feedback

Michael Gastpar, Amos Lapidoth, Yossef Steinberg, and ®leWigger

Abstract—A coding scheme is proposed for the memoryless are allowed to cooperate. This turns the BC into a (singbexin
Gaussian broadcast channel with correlated noises and febeck.  multiple-output) point-to-point channel whose capacityvell
For all noise correlations other than+1, the gap between the sum- known and is not increased by feedback. Not surprisingly

rate the scheme achieves and the full-cooperation bound vihes ith feedback. the full tion b di i
as the signal-to-noise ratio tends to infinity. When the corelation ~€VEN With feedback, the lull-cooperation bound IS gengra

coefficient is—1, the gains afforded by feedback are unbounded Not attainable.
and the prelog is doubled. When the correlation coefficientsd In this paper we consider the case where the noises at

+1 we demonstrate a dichotomy: If the noise variances are the receivers are correlated, e.g., due to a common external
equal, then feedback is useless, and otherwise, feedbackaalls  iarference. In the absence of feedback, such correldties

unbounded rate gains and doubles the prelog. The unbounded . . .
feedback gains, however, require perfect (noiseless) fewatk. not impact the capacity region, because the latter depends

When the feedback links are noisy the feedback gains are Only on the marginal channels. In the presence of feedback,
bounded, unless the feedback noise decays to zero sufficignt however, the correlation is key.

fast with the signal-to-noise ratio. . . Positively correlated noises were already considered by
Extensions to more receivers are also discussed as is theOzarow and Leung. Willems and van der Meulén][33] ex-

memoryless Gaussian interference channel with feedback. tended Ozarow and Leung’s scheme to negatively correlated
Index Terms—broadcast channel, capacity, feedback, noises. They also observed that when the two noises are

high SNR, interference channel, prelog. of equal variances, the sum-rate achieved by the Ozarow-
Leung scheme decreases as the correlation increasese(In th
|. INTRODUCTION limiting case of fully correlated noises of equal variances

, ) feedback does not increase capacity at all.) Willems and van
Among Shannon’s most elegant results is that feedbagkr veulen's observation inspired the current investgati

cannot increase the capacity of a memoryless point-totpo{fje wanted to see whether this observation is an artifact of
channel. Feedback can, however, increase the capaciynreghe specific scheme they studied or whether it applies to the
of various memoryless multi-terminal networks such as try-épacity region. And we wanted to see how crucial is the

multiple-access channel (MAC) and the broadcast chanpglsymption that the noises are of equal variance (very much
(BC). Exact expressions for the feedback capacities arwknoso!)_

only for special networks, e.g., the memoryless Gaussia€MA | this paper, we present a novel coding scheme and show
[, [Zl] ) ) that—in the high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) limit—it aehies
This paper considers the memoryless Gaussian BC Wil{t fyll-cooperation bound for all noise correlations satis-

feedback. In the standard setting, the signals at the difer fying —1 < 5, < 1. Consequently, the sum-rate capacity with
receivers are corrupted by independent noises. For thiaget npise-free feedbacksc s, satisfies

Ozarow and Leung [9],[110] showed that, indeed, feedback
can enlarge the capacity region, though the exact capacity

region with feedback remains to date unknown. A naturgl 9 9
b H I : ” : . 1 P(Gl +0'2 —2pz0'10'2)
enchmark is the “full-cooperation bound,” where the reees lim |Cgecx — =log |1+ 5
Prreo T2 oios(1—p2)
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cooperation bound is infinite for all SNR 0, and it is thus Gaussian BC setup equals one (as in the absence of feedback).
useless. An alternative upper bound is the sum of the singlehe proof of this result is based on a genie argument inspired
user capacities of the marginal channels to each receiver. by the work of Kim, Lapidoth, and Weissman [14].

Prima Facie it seems that this upper bound is completely Finally, we consider the{-receivers memoryless Gaussian
out of reach because it ignores the tension between fA& with K > 2, where no two of the Gaussian noise
users. Nevertheless, perhaps surprisingly, we show théaiein sequences corrupting th& received signals are of equal
high-SNR limit, this upper bound becomes achievable. Mok&riance; none of the noise sequences is of zero variande; an
precisely, for noise correlatiopn. = —1, as well as for noise the covariance matrix of th& noises is of rankl. For this
correlationp, = 1 provided thats? # o3, setup, our proposed coding scheme proves the achievatfility
a prelog of K. For a related recent result séel[13].

The second network we consider is the two-user scalar
memoryless Gaussian IC with noise-frere-sidedfeedback

1 P 1 P . . .
lim |Cgcx— | slog(l+—= | +5log(l+— where each of the two transmitters communicates with a
P—o0 2 o] 2 lop . . . .
different intended receiver, and each transmitter observe
=0, (2) | feedback from its corresponding receiver only. Our prodose
(when p. = —1, or whenp, = 1 ando? # U%) coding scheme proves that if the noise sequences at the two

receivers are perfectly anticorrelated or perfectly datesl,
then, for most channel gains, noise-free feedback doubges t
_ _ prelog from 1 to 2. Noise-free feedback thus approximately
Without feedback, the sum-rate capacity 4dog,(1 + doubles the sum-rate capacity at high SNR and thus provides
P/(min{o_—%,ag})), so, for such noise correlations, feedbacknpounded capacity gains. (When the interference chasnel i
asymptotically doubles the sum-rate capacity in the hiRS symmetric, the prelog result can also be shown using a slight
regime and theprelog becomes generalization (to account for the correlation betweemtsise
sequences) of Kramer's memoryless LMMSE-schemeé [15].)
Previously, a prelog of 2 was known to be achievable for the

= Cbcy _ (3) two-user scalar Gaussian IC only when the two transmitters

P—oo %IOgP (or the two receivers) coultllly cooperate[[16] in the sense

(Whenpz — —1, or whenp, = 1 ando? # U;)_ that bth transmitters could compute their channel ippsts a
a function of both messages. Our result shows thmited

cooperation through feedback can be sufficient.
For the two-user Gaussian IC we do not consider noisy
To put this result in context, it is important to note thateedback. Rate-limited feedback for this setup has regentl
although feedback does provide capacity gains in many ngeen studied in [19].
works, these gains are typically modest and bounded in thene conclude this section with some notation and a brief
SNR. By contrast, the present paper exhibits instances aiftline of the rest of the paper. Throughout the paper loga-
networks where the capacity gains afforded by feedback afgims are base 2, and for convenience we defifieg 0 = oo.
unbounded in the SNR. To the best of our knowledge, these & use the shorthand notatidsg™ () for max{0, log(z)}.
the first examples of such large feedback gains. Such exampigso, we denote byd™ anda™ the tuple of random variables
were first reported irl[2] for the two-user memoryless BC and, , .. ., A,, and their realizations, . . ., a,,, respectively. The
for the symmetric two-user memoryless interference chlanrgt of real numbers is denoted By the set of positive real
(IC) where the individual noise sequences corrupting th&imbers byR*, and the set of positive integers .
outputs at the two receivers are perfectly anti-correlated The abbreviatiorlD stands forindependent and identically
the meantime, other networks have been found where feedbdgkributed
affords unbounded capacity gains; see [3]J [17] (based en th The paper is organized as follows. In the following Sec-
scheme proposed in [18]) for the two-user Gaussian IC wheon[llwe study the two-user Gaussian BC with noise-free or
the noise sequences are independent. Multiplicative gains noisy feedback; in Sectidn]Il we study tHé-user Gaussian
the Gaussian IC with independent noises at moderate SBR with noise-free feedback; and in Sectlod IV the two-user

were already reported in_[L5, Section VI-B]. Gaussian IC with noise-free feedback.
There are several important ensuing questions concerning
the special case of fully correlated noises. For example, we Il. TwO-USERBROADCAST CHANNEL

show that even if the correlation is not perfect but tends. Setup

to one (or minus one) at least inversely proportionally ' \we consider the real, scalar, memoryless Gaussian BC.

the SNR, we also obtain the same asymptotic capacity gaIfs]enoting the time- transmitted symbol byr; € R and the
Another question concerns the case where the feedbadiig?e-t received symbols by; ; and s ,

noisy. We show that when the feedback links are corrupte

by independent Gaussian noise sequences, then—irregpecti Yipg = x¢+ 2y, (4a)
of the positive feedback-noise variances and of the cdioela
of the forward noise-sequences—the prelog of the two-user Yo = x4 Zay, (4b)



D] where the encoding function is of the form

Zl#té e Receiv | Fihaisys: M1 X Mz x RTIX RIS R, (10)
M M Trans.ﬁ In both scenarios, the channel inputs are subject to an
Zz,t)\ You - M, expected averag_e bIock-Power congtralht> 0. Thus,nwe
® Receiv2—— only allow encoding functlon{fé’(‘:?t}h1 or {fég),\loisyyt}til
—D}——- for which

1 n
—E 2 .
- lz X <P (11)
t=1
Receiverk € {1,2} decodes its desired messak based
where the sequence of noise pajfs; ¢, Z»;)} is drawn IID 0N its observed channel output sequeriGg. That is, it

according to a centered Gaussian distribution of covaeaneroduces the estimate

matrix . )
< _( o? pzam) - My o= 0, ke{l2,  (12)

2
P20102 05

Fig. 1. The two-user Gaussian BC with noise-free feedback.

using some decoding function

We assume that both noise varianegso3 are strictly posi-

tive, and we denote their positive roats, o-. ,ﬁ"% R™ — {1,..., 2" |}, ke{1,2}. (13)
The transmitter wishes to send Message to Receiver 1 ) ) ) )

and an independent messalge to Receiver 2. The messages FOf the scenario with noise-free feedback, a rate pair

M, and M, are assumed to be uniformly distributed ovef!i1: ff2) is said to be achievable if for gl block-length

the setsM; 2 {1,...,[2"%1 |} and M5 2 {1,..., |2"B2 |}, there exists a set of encoding functiong fg, }7-, satisfying

wheren denotes the blocklength a®th and R, the respective the power constrainf{11) and two decoding functi¢ﬁi’@ and

rates of transmission. ¢§") such that
We depict the scenario withoise-free feedbadk Figure[1 o
and with noisy feedbackn Figure[2. In the former the trans- 1Lm Pr [(Ml, My) # (M, Mg)} =0.

mitter learns the outputs; ;_; andY, ,_; after sendingX,_;.
It can thus choose its timechannel inputX; as a function The closure of the set of all achievable rate pais, R>) is
of both messages and all previous channel outputs: the capacity region The supremum of the sui; + R, over

(n) PP all achievable rate pair§R;, R2) is the sum-rate capacity

Xe = focy (M1, M2, Y71, Yy70), tefl,...on}, (6) whichis denotedsc (P, 02,03, p.).

For the scenario with noisy feedback, achievable rates,
the capacity region, and the sum-rate capacity are defined
() =1 RE-1 analogously but using the encoding functiof§r iy } 71 -

BC,t " M x My xR x R - R. (7) g y g g C{ CN0|sy,t}t71
The sum-rate capacity with noisy feedback is denoted by
CBCNOiSME(Pv 0%7 0'%’ Pz, 012/V17 UIQ/VQ)'

Theprelog characterizes the logarithmic growth of the sum-
rate capacity at high SNR. In the scenario with noise-free
feedback it is defined as

where the encoding functiofég?t is of the form

In the scenario withnoisy feedbackhe transmitter, after
sending X;_;, does not learrt; ;—; and Y, but instead
learnsV; ;1 andV;;_1, which are noisy versions df; ;1
andYs;_q:

Viger =Y 021 + Wi, — Cegex(P,o,03,p.)

Vo1 =Yo 1+ Wapa, A 1log(1+ P) (14)
where the sequence of pairs of feedback nof$&€8, ;, W2:)}  and in the scenario with noisy feedback as
is IID according to a zero-mean bivariate Gaussian digtiobu
of diagond] covariance matrix o CheNoisys (P 03,03, p2, 0815 Otys) (15)
o2 0 P—o0 3 log(1+ P)
( ‘gl o2 >, ow1,owz2 > 0. (8)
w2

The sequencd (W7, Wa )} is assum(_ed to be independené_ Main Results
of the messageéM;, M>) and the noise sequences on the .
forward path{(Z;, Zs,)}. In this scenario the transmitter OuUr results depend on whether or not the channel is

chooses its time-channel inputX, as physically degraded. The Gaussian BC is physically degrade
(n) R whenever
Xt = facnoisys (M1, Mz, Vi1 V37 1) te{l,...,n}(,g) pZZZ—; or pz:Z_—_?- (16)

1We do not treat setups with correlated feedback noises opsewith For ?Xample* itis phy3|cally.degraded Wh,e{l: lando; =
feedback noises that are correlated with the forward noises o2, In which case the receivers observe the same sequence.



Whenp. € {—1, 1} and the BC is not physically degraded,

D Zid y i the desired rates are achieved by a novel scheme that we de-
@ Lt Receiv. — scribe in Sectiof II-=C ahead (see Corollaty 9 in Sedfiond)-C
My, My X, The converse for this case follows by applying the cut-set
Trans; 7 . bound with two cuts, one between the transmitter and each of
)\“ Yo 1 M, the two receivers:
() Receiv2——
R Ry < I(X; Y I(X;Ys
o VRS max TGV + (X3 Y2))
Wa 1 P\ 1 P
Fig. 2. The two-user Gaussian BC with noisy feedback. D) log (1 + a_f) + ) log (1 + G_g) , (22)

where the equality follows because a Gaussian law maximizes
When the Gaussian BC is physically degraded, feedback déle differential entropy under a variance constrdint [23].

not increase capacity [20], and thlis][21].1[22] When p, € (—1,1) and the channel is not physically
5 o 5 o 9 ) degraded, the achievability is demonstrated using ourmnsehe
Coe (P, 01,02, p2)=Crenoisy s (P 01,92, 02, 0iy1:0v2)  of Sectior -0 (see Corollafyl 8 in Sectibn TI-C5); the corsee

1 P follows by applying the cut-set bound with a single cut
=zlog|{ 1+ ———F5—5 |, 17) ; i i
2 min{o7, 03} separating the transmitter from the two receivers:
irrespective ofod,,, 0%, andp.. If the channel is not phys- Ri+Re < max I(X;Y1,Ya)
ically degraded, therCsc s, and Cacnoisy,s: @re, in general, TX:EX?ILP
unknown, and bounds are called for. Lo (1 P(0? + 0% — 20102p.) 23
We first present our results for noise-free feedback. Far thi sglesltT oio3(1—p?) - &)

scenario Theorerl 1 reveals the high-SNR asymptotic sum-

rate capacity. As we shall see, feedback strictly improhes t _
asymptote whenever the BC is not physically degraded. In general, the previously proposed schemes_In [9]] [10],

We shall express the asymptotic behavior using the functigd [13] cannot achieve the high-SNR asymptotic sum-rate
Chisnr(P, 02,02, p.) whose definition depends on whethefaPacity Ciisnr: The scheme i [19], [110], for example,
the BC is physically degraded and on whetheris strictly 2chievesChisng when p. < 0 but not whenp. > 0. And
between—1 and +1: the scheme uﬂl_B, Theorem 2] achiev@g.sng Whenp, =0

Definition 1: Define Cisnr(P, 07, 03, p.) as follows. ando; = o3, but it does not apply whea # 0. .

. For channels that are physically degraded Note 1: If |p2] < 1 and the feedchk links are noise-free,

' then the high-SNR sum-rate capacityi.snr(P, 0%, 03, p.)
9 o Al P is as though the two receivers could fully cooperate in their
Cri-snr(P, 01,03, p2) = 38 (1 * min{o?, ag}) " decoding. Ifp., € {—1,1} and the channel is not physically de-
(18) graded, then the high-SNR sum-rate capacity is as thougé the
) were a separate (non-interfering) link from the transmite
« For channels that are not physically degraded and fghch of the receivers and the transmitter could communicate

which p. € {-1,1}, with full power P over each of these links.
1 P 1 P Note 2: Given o, 01 > 0, define thepower offset
Crisnr(P, 07,03, p2) £ Slog—5 +Slog— (19) o
. 1 2 v:(=1,1) = RT (24)
o For ch_annels that are npt physically degraded and where 02 + 02 — 2p,0109
the noises are only partially correlated, i.e,,€ (—1,1) 2 02— 2 (25)
o1 o 1¥2 z

andpz¢{;;,;§}ﬁ ©

Chisnr(P, 01,03, p2)

2 oio3(1—p?)

1
Crisnr(P, 07,03, p2) = 5 log(Py(p2)), |psl <1.

Notice thaty(p,) — oo asp. — —1. Also, if o1 # o9, then

Theorem 1:For all 01,02 > 0 andp, € [—1,1] v(pz) = o0 @asp. — +1. Moreover,y(p. ) is strictly decreas-
. ing for p, € (—1,min{%, %}) and strictly increasing for
lim (Cee (P, 07,03, p2) — Chisnr(P, 07,03, p2)) = 0. > _ .
Proo (21) P- € (min {Z—;, Z—f} , 1). The power offset is thus minimal at
Proof: When the channel is physically degraded, thg, — min A, wherevy(p.) = (min{o?,02})~!. Unless
result follows from [(1F). o1 andoy are equal, the power off-set is not monotonic over

°Notice that for physically degraded channels with pastiatorrelated the mterval(_l’ 1)' FlgureIZB shows the typlcal behavior of

noises, i.e., forp, € (—1,1) andp. € {%, g—f} the definitions in[{1B) V(p2)-

and [20) coincide. From Theoreni]1 we obtain the following corollary.
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Fig. 3. The functiony(p.) is plotted overp. € [—0.9,0.95] for o3 = 2

and o3 = 0.25. The minimum is at,/1/8 ~ 0.3536, and the function is
strictly decreasing ovef—1, \/1/8) and strictly increasing ovefr,/1/8, 1).

1.8
By 1.6
gt
Al o0
< 1.4f
=
1.2+
1 1 \2 \, "
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Fig. 4. The sum-rateRg(If) achieved by the scheme in Sectibn1I-C
) is plotted as a function of the power

normalized by  log(1 +
1
P > 0. The noise variances? = o3 =
curves correspond (in increasing order) to correlationfficients p, =

—0.85,-0.95, —0.99, —0.999 — 0.9999.

Corollary 2: The prelog of the Gaussian BC with noise-

free feedback is 2 ip, = —1 orif p, = +1 andoy # o9; it
is 1 otherwise:

Pz = -1
2 p.=1ando} # 03 (26)
1 otherwise

lim

P—oco

CBC,E(Pa O-%a O-%a Pz)
3 log(1 4 P)

Note 3: Our results fop. € {—1, 1} remain valid when the Where

transmitter has only one-sided noise-free feedback,vileen
the transmitter for example only observes the outdifs; }

but not{Y>,}. Indeed, forp. € {—1,1}, the capacity regions Unlesso? = 02 andlimp_,, p.(P)
with one-sided and two-sided noise-free feedback coincide

whenp, € {—1,1} the transmitter can compute the output it lim
does not observe from the input and the output it does observe

TheorenTlL and Corollarfyl 2 show that whene {—1,1}

1 are fixed, and the different

smalle > 0 depending on the powd?). The same observation
can be made whep, =1 — ¢ if 0% # o3.

Theoren{B and Corollafyl 4 ahead explore the relationship
between the poweP and the correlatiop, that are required
for noise-free feedback to roughly double the sum-rate ca-
pacity. Since the required correlation depends on the rméns
power P, we make the dependence explicit and denote the
correlation byp,(P). Theoren{B and Corollafy] 4 thus char-
acterize thegeneralized prelogvhere the channel parameters
(here the noise correlation,) vary with the powerP.

Let the noise variances?, o3 > 0 be fixed. For every
functional dependence. (P) of the correlation coefficient on
the powerP, define

—log(1 + p.(P))

& T
1= Ph—{rnl)o log(P) ’ 27)
— —log(l —p.(P))
£ ] 28
G = Jim log(P) ’ (28)
where —log0 % oo. Notice that (_; > 0 only if

limp . p.(P)=—1,and¢y1 > 0 only if imp_, p.(P) =
1.

Theorem 3 (Generalized Prelog with Noise-Free Feedback):
The generalized prelog depends on whether or not the noise
variances are equal. 2 = ¢2, then the generalized prelog
is

CBC,E(Pv O—%a U%vpz(P))

li = min {1 1,2 29
Pl %log(l—i—P) min{l+¢-1,2} - (29)
and if o? # o3, then the generalized prelog is
1.— CBC,E(Pa O—%a U%va(P))
1m T
P—o0 51log(1+ P)
:min{l—i—max {C_1,§+1},2}. (30)
Proof: See AppendikA. [
Corollary 4: Let p.(P) be of the form
e(P
p-(P) =+ (1 - Ex)) . celo,1]
log(e(P)) B
P—oo  log(P)
= 1,
2 2
o CBC,E(Pa 011027pz(P)) -1+ < (31)

P—o0

1log(1+ P)
The above results on the dramatic capacity gains afforded

and the channel is not physically degraded, noise-freebieedd by feedback were predicated on the feedback being noise-fre
approximately doubles the high-SNR sum-rate capacity. @therwise, as the next theorem shows, the gains are more
Section[1I:C we present a coding scheme achieving thes®derate.

gains. (Whenp, = —1 also the Ozarow-Leung schenid [9], Theorem 5:lrrespective of the correlatiop, € [—1,1], if

[10] achieves such sum-ratés [11],[12].) Figlie 4 depicés tthe feedback is noisy then the prelog is one:

sum-rate achieved by the scheme of Sedtionl II-C as a function
of the transmit powel, for various values of the correlation

p-. It shows that for large power® (i.e., P > 100), noise-

free feedback can nearly double the sum-rate capacity npt on

when the correlatiorp, is exactly —1, but also whenp, is
sufficiently close to -1, (i.e., whep, = —1+ ¢ for sufficiently

CBCNoisy,E(Pa U%a U%a Pz, UI%Vla UIQ/VZ)
Llog(1+ P)
Proof: See Section II-D. [

Thus, if the feedback is noisy, then the prelog equals 1
also when the noise correlatign is +1. This result assumes

lim
P—oo

-1. (32



that the feedback-noise variance§,,, o3, > 0 are fixed. feedback):
If instead they tend to O as the powdt — oo, then

for p, € {—1,_1} the (generalized) prelog may be Iarger. X, = VP= (34)
than 1, depending on the speed of convergence of the limits
021,085 — 0. The following note examines the generalized X, = \/?QZ1 (35)
prelog when the feedback-noise variances tend to O more
slowly thanP—¢ for any ¢ > 0. Lo

Note 4: Theorem[b remains valid if the feedback-noise P
varianceso?,,, 02, tend to 0 as the poweP — oo, if the Xn =1/ 2 Zn-1- (36)

convergence is slower thaa—¢ for all ¢ > 0. More precisely,

NS S )
if i1, o7y, depend on in a way that Consider now a (suboptimal) receiver that replaces ithe

channel outputy?, ..., Y; with the single random variablg

— —log (o7y,) where
— <L
Plgnoo log(P) — 0, ve {2
Ul P n—t
then the prelog with noisy feedback is 1, irrespective of the I= Z (—\/ —2> Yy (37)
noise correlatiorp, € [—1,1]. =1 7
Proof: See AppendixB. [ | et
PP =VP ; E+ Z,,. (38)

From [38) we see that the noise sampls Zs, ..., Z,_1
have all been canceled out, and the only remaining noise

We present a “successive noise cancellation” coding slyateSample isZ;,,. The channel fron¥ to [ is a Gaussian channel.
for the Gaussian BC with noise-free feedback. The schef@ch use of this channel requires transmissions on the
achieves the desired rates in Theoréins 1[@nd 3; see Coroliginal channel, so this scheme allows us to attain the rate
ies[7E9 and the proof of Theordm 3 in Appendik A.

Our scheme is similar in flavor to the schemes proposed 1 log (14 Py’ (39)
by Cover and Pombréd[4] for (non-white) Gaussian point- 2n & o? '
to-point channels with noise-free feedback, by Lapidoth &

Wigger and Khisti & Lapidoth for the two-user Gaussian MAGpe obtain the largest achievable rate by choosing- 1.
with noisy feedback[[5] or with intermittent feedback angyowever, when we extend the scheme to the Gaussian BC, we
side-information([6], and by Lapidoth, Steinberg, and Vgg will be interested in the limity — co. In this limiting case,
[7] for the two-user Gaussian BC with one-sided noise-frafie described scheme achieves any fate 0 that satisfies
feedback.

Before describing our scheme in Subsectigns JI-C3 and 1 P
[[=C4] ahead, we first motivate it by sketching a simple R < 510g+ (;) (40)
scheme for the Gaussian point-to-point channel with noise-

free feedback (Subsectign 1I-IC1) and a scheme for the two- .
user Gaussian BC with noise-free feedback whenis +1 V\LPhus, even though fo — oo the described scheme does not

(Subsectiof T-CR). achieve (_:apacn_y, it nevertheless a_\chle_ves prelog 1 angahe
to capacity vanishes aB tends to infinity.

1) Motivation I: “Successive Noise Cancellation” scheme : : : _
; . . ; . The lesson from this example is that for high-SNR optimal-
for the Gaussian point-to-point channeConsidem transmis- ., . . . o .
ity it suffices to send “most of the time” past noise samples,

sions over the standard memoryless Gaussian point-td-pali . )
channel rather than information symbols.

2) Motivation II: “Successive Noise Cancellation” scheme
Y; = 2 + Z4, (33) for the Gaussian BC whep, € {—1,1}: Consider the two-
receivers Gaussian BC with noise-free feedback and noise

wherez, andY; denote the time-input and output{Z,} is a correlationp. € {-1,1}. In this case,

sequence of 11D zero-mean, variance > 0 Gaussian random

variables, and the input$x,} are subject to an expected AR Za . -

average block-power congtra}iﬁt The transmitter is assumed o1 ng—Q with probability 1, (41)
to have access to noise-free feedback.

In the first channel use, the transmitted symbol is a unite., the noise samples at the two receivers are pro-
variance information-carrying symbal In the subsequenmt— portional. Consequently, using the successive noise can-
1 channel uses, the transmitted symbols are scaled versionsallation scheme, the transmitter can simultaneously and
the preceding noise symbols (which are known thanks to thsymptotically-optimally serve both receivers. To see ,Hetv

C. A Coding Scheme for Noise-Free Feedback



the transmitted symbols be (with dependent noises). We thus obtain frdm] (48) dnd (49)
— the achievability of the rates
X1 = ’7(:1 + :2) (42) ty

2
P | p | p 1 v (PN o1
- = = il Ry = —1 1+ == 1—p,— 52
Xo =7 (Pz 0_3»—«1 + U%~2> + g Zia (43) 1 o og( + P (crf) P p (52)
2 n 2
P 1 Yy P 092
_ Ry = —1 1+ —= | — 1—p,— . (53
X3 = “U—%Zl,Q (44) 2 Y 0g( + P (05) ( P 01) ) (53)

Notice thaty is nonzero and does not depend @nConse-
guently, when the BC is not physically degraddd] (16), and

Xy = | = Z1m1 (45) whenn tends to infinity, the described scheme achieves all
o1 rate pairs(R;, R;) that satisfy (see also Corollaky 9 ahead)
wherey > 0 is a scaling factor that ensures that the sum 1 P
of the powers of the first two input&; and X, does not R < §1Og+ (;) (54)
excee® P, and where now we have two information-carrying 1 ];
symbols:Z; is intended for Receiver 1 arigh is intended for Ry < =log™ (_2> , (55)
Receiver 2. We transmit the two information symb@&lsand 2 92
E along the two signaling directions, 3) A General SchemeThe “Successive Noise Cancella-
_ 573 T tion” schemes can be extended to the general Gaussian BC
w=(1 p:v/P/of 0 ... 0) (46) with noise-free feedback. The idea is to use the feedback to
and transform each block af uses of the original scalar BC into a
w=01 P/oZ 0 ... 0), (47) single use of a new MISO BC, which can be viewed as a BC

. . . . with two transmit antennas and a single receive antenna for
which are different whenever the BC is not physically de- L o ) — A\t 9

) o o each receiver: the new BC's input is the vedfei, =2)" € R?,
graded, i.e., whenever, ¢ {2, 2

) o2’ 01’ and its two scalar outputs afe € R at Receiver 1 and; € R
Receiver 1 use¥1,,..., Y, to computel;, where at Receiver 2. We then code over this new BC ignoring the
n n-t feedback. Scaling by~! any rate pair that is achievable on
I = Z (— —2> Yi the new BC will yield a pair that is achievable on the original
=1 71 BC with feedback.

P n=1 - We next describe how to transform a blockrptises of the
=7 (— —2> (1 — pz—l) E1 4 Zy (48) original scalar BC with feedback into a single use of the MISO
o1 72 BC. For simplicity, we restrict attention to the first blodkge

and Receiver 2 Us€§, 1,...,Ys, to computel,, where procedure for the subsequent blocks is analogous. The key
et parameters are the signaling vectagsandus, the coefficients
i P according to which past noise symbols are retransmitted,
I = ZZ Pz o2 Yo which we collect into the strictly lower-triangular magg
=1

1 B1, B2, and the receivers’ beam-forming vectersandvs,. (In
P o9\ _ the following Subsectiof 1104, we present a specific choice
v (‘ U—§> (1 - /)za—l) B2+ Za. (49)  for these parameters.)
We use the notatonX £ (Xi,...,X,), Y1 =
In other words, each receiver projects its observed outmits (Yi1,...,Y1,), andYs £ (Y2,1,...,Y2,). The transmitter
a particular receive beam-forming vector: produces the-length input vectoX based on the information
carrying symbols=; and Z; and on the feedback signals it

V1= ((_ VPR (=PI 1)T (50)  received

at Receiver 1 and — Zyuy + Souy + By Zy + BoZo. (56)

—((_ /p/,2\7 /D7 52)12 !
V2 (( pz\/P/o3) (= p=\/P/03) 12 ) whereZ, £ (Z11,...,2Z1,) andZy = (Z21,. .., Za,), and

(51 . !
. . . where the assumption th&; and B, are lower-triangular
at Receiver 2. These beam-forming vectors are differentwhe P ! 2 g

ever the Gaussian BC is not physically degraded guarantees thak;, =, and the feedback signals suffice to
o computeX.
We see from [(48) and[{#9) that the noise samplesThe inputs to the original channel satisfy the average block

211y Z1y—1 and Zaq, ..., 22,1 are completely can- ) . . -
Ll oo 2Ll S pietely power constrain{{d1) whenever the information carryingsy

celed and do not influencé and I>. Only the last noise _ _ - e o —9
. . = = = =5 <
samplesZ; ,, and Z»,, remain. Moreover, also the undeswecPoIS 1 and=; are independent and satigj=i] , E [=3] < 1

information symbol is canceled ouf; does not influencé;,
y 2 ! 3The transmitter can compute all the past noise symbols becalrough

and Z; does not influencd,. The channel fror_‘El 011 e feedback, it learns the past channel outputs and beiaalse knows the
and the channel fror&, to I, are parallel Gaussian channelgast channel inputs.



and when

[us[* + luz* + tr (B1BY) oF + tr (B2Bj) 03

+2tr (B1By) p-o102 <nP. (57)
Receiverl observes

Y1 =ZE1uw + Zous + (By + 1) Zy + ByZo, (58)

and computes
LAVY;. (59)

Receiver2 observes

Yo =E1u; + Zus + (B + 1) Zy + B1Zy, (60)

and computes
I, £ viYs. (61)

4) Choice of Parameters and Achievable Rat&ven 7,
we describe a choice of the paramet®isBs, uy, us, vy, vo.

Chooseq > 0 and¢ ¢ {—1,0} to satisfy Equation[(82)

(shown at the top of the next page), and define

the vectoruy, but not tous. Therefore, the noise samples
Ziay- s Zig—2 and Za 1, ..., 25 ,—o are completely can-
celed out when forming the “new outputs” [0 {59) and only the
noise samples?; , 1, 21y, Z2,n—1, Z2,, remain. Moreover,
the “interference™=, is canceled in/; and the “interference”
=, is canceled inl,. In fact,

a

P by \"! az b\ _
Il = b2 —_— 1—-—— =1
2_}_2_5 ag b2 a1
ay
bo
+ - +ar | Zig+Zig+axZoy—1 (70a)
2
and
P b\ ay by \ _
12 = ez \ T~ 1———= =9
2_|_2_% a1 b1 ag
2

b
+ (-a—l + (12) Zom—1+ Zay+a1Z1y—1. (70Db)
1

Over the original Gaussian BC with feedback we can
achieve the scaled-by-" capacity of the new MISO B (70),
and we thus have the following proposition.

A
a“ : q ) (63) Proposition 6: The noise-free feedback scheme of Sec-
az = —0%q (64)  tion with the choice of parameters presented here in
b1 2 —5(1+0)¢* (65) Sectior1I=C4, achieves all rate paif®;, R2) for which
2 g2 2, 2 a
b2. o1+ o (66) < Lioe 1 N 2+2§%;r(51)+5)2 (1 +6)%)" (71a)
Choose the x 1 matricesB; andB; to be Toeplitz with non- “* = 5, & (262 + 1)02 + 2602
zero entries only on the first and second diagonals below the - .
main diagonal: Ry < ilog - % (q252(1+5)2)n 710)
o o0 o0 -~ 0 0 0 — 2 (¢262 + 1)03 + q203
ar 0 o --- 0 0 O
by a, O -~ 0 0 O simultaneously hold for some real numbérg {—1,0} and
. q such that[(€R) holds.
Be=|0 bx a 0 -t 1, (67) ° The choice of parameters i (63)=(69) that leads to Proposi-
: T tion[d is, in general, sub-optimal; better choices can badou
0 - 0 br a, 0 0 in [8]. However, whenever the BC is not physically degraded,
0 -+ -+ 0 bp ar O the rates in Proposition] 6 achieve the asymptotic high-SNR
, , sum-rate capacity with noise-free feedback (Thedrém B; se
and choose the-dimensional vectors Corollaries[8 and19 ahead. Moreover, they also achieve the
P , T generalized prelog in Theorelh 3. In fact, Corollaty 7 ahead
u = | — % (1 o 0 0) (68a) suffices to prove the achievability of Theor&in 3, as is shown
2+ 2?% in Appendix[A.
7 . 5) High-SNR PerformanceBy the following lemmay = 1
= | —— (1 Z_i 0 0) (68b) maximizes the constraints in_(71) for small powdpsand
2+23 17 — oo maximizes them for large power3.
’ Lemma 1:Let &, ¢ be positive real numbers. If + ¢ >
and &, then the mapping) € Z© %bg(l + &171¢), has its
B b T b\ 72 . T maximum atn = 1; otherwise it has its supremum gt— co.
V1= ((_E) ( a_i) as 1> (69a) Proof: See Appendik L. m
1 n—2 T Letting  — oo, we obtain the following corollary to
vy = ((_2_11) (_2_11) Z_ll 1) . (69b) PropositiorB.
Corollary 7: All nonnegative rate-pair$R;, R») that sat-

By (62)-[{68), this choice satisfies the power constrdin).(57sfy
Moreover, the vectorv; is orthogonal to the firsty — 2

1
columns of the matrice$B; + 1) and B, and to the vector Ry < 3 log™ (¢*(1 + 0)?) (72a)
ug, but not tou;. Similarly, v, is orthogonal to the first 1. oo )
n — 2 columns of the matrice®; and (B, + I), and to Ry < Slog™" (¢°0°(1 +4)°) (72b)



(0 + %02 — 26%p.0109) + ¢* (1 +0)26%(0F + 6202 + 20p.0102) < P (62)

for some real numbers¢ {—1,0} andq such that[(62) holds, D. Proof of Theorerfil5 (Prelog with Noisy Feedback)
are achievable over the Gaussian BC with noise-free feédbac 10 interesting part is the converse, which we prove using a

From CorollanyL¥ with an appropriate choice of the paramyenje-argument inspired by [14]. It is based on the follayin

etersé ¢ {—1,0} andq we further obtain: three steps. 1.) We introduce genie-aided Gaussian BC
Corollary 8: If p. € (—1,1), then for everye € (0,1) without feedback and show that its sum-rate capacity upper
there exists a positive real numbBs(e, o7, 3, p.) such that pounds the sum-rate capacity of the original Gaussian BC

the sum-rate with noisy feedback. 2.) We introducel@ss noisy Gaussian
1. ((1=e)P(c?+ 02 —2p.0102) BC with neither genie-information nor feedback and show that

B+ Ry = ) log ( > (73) its sum-rate capacity coincides with the sum-rate capaxity

_ ) ) ) ) the genie-aided Gaussian BC. 3.) We show that the prelog of
is achievable over the Gaussian BC with noise-free feedbag ess noisy Gaussian BC equals 1, irrespective of thesnois

oto3(1—p?)

when the allowed poweP exceeds’ (e, 01,03, pz). variances?, o3, 0%, 0%, > 0 and the correlation coefficient
Proof: By choosing p. € [—1,1].
5o 0L 01— p:02 (742) We next elaborate on these steps starting with the first.

The genie-aided Gaussian BC is defined as the original
1/4 Gaussian BCwithout feedbackbut with a genie that prior
q= ( . . 2(1 _26)123 ) , (74b) to transmission reveals the sequen¢€s, , + Wi ,)};, and
02(1 4 0)%(o7 + 6203 + 20p,0102) {(Z2,4+Wo4)}i, to the transmitter and both receivers. Notice
in Corollary[7 and in power constraiff {62). m that with this genie information, after each channel tisihe
Corollary 9: If p. € {—1,1}, and the channel is nottransmitter can compute the missing feedback outputsand

02 02 — P01

physically degraded, i.ep, ¢ {g—;, Z—f} then all nonnegative Va.i!
rate-pairs(R, R») that satisfy Vie=Xe+ (Z1s+Wiy), (78)
1 P Voo =X+ (Zoy + Way). (79)
Ry < = log* (—2) (75a)
2 g1 Consequently, the sum-rate capacity of the genie-aided-Gau

1 i sian BC is at least as large as the sum-rate capacity of the
—logt [ = 75 - . .
f2 < 2 0% (ag) (75b) original Gaussian BC with feedback.

We next elaborate on the second step. The less noisy

are achievable over the Gaussian BC with noise-free fewba@aussian BC is described by the channel law

Proof: Follows from Corollary{V by choosing

5= —p. 2t (76a) iy =t 2oy, (80)
B 02 Y2I,t =2 + Zé,tv (81)
1/2
B < P ) (76b) where the reduced noise samplgls;, andZ; , are defined as
N7
ot(1=5ee) 74,2 Zoy— ElZ0l(Zoe + W), (Zos + War)],  (82)

and verifying the power constraiff (62). [ Zh 2 Zoy — E[Zoa|(Zrg + W), (Zay + Way)],  (83)
Note 5: Specializing the rate constraints ih_[71) to the i
choice in [76) we conclude that when € {—1,1} all rate- @nd are of variances

pairs (R;, Ry) that satisfy Var(z),) = o? 01051 = p2) + o1 o (84)
. by 2 b R G N [ e I e T
Ry < > log (1 + (_2) (1 - Pzﬂ) W;})Q) var(z,) = o2 Ti207 (1= p2) + 0fira iy (85)
g g g - .
! ! ’ 7 202 (07 + 0f1)(03 + o) — 070302
- 5 ) By the following two observations, the sum-rate capacity
1 P _ 92 P/o; of this less noisy Gaussian BC coincides with the sum-
Ry < log {1+ | — 1—p. 5
27 o} o1) 2+42P/o?

rate capacity of the genie-aided Gaussian BC. The first is
(77b) that the sum-rate capacity of the less noisy Gaussian BC
remains unchanged if prior to transmission a genie revbals t
for some positive intege, are achievable. Consequently, f0Fsequence$Zl,t + Wi} and{Zy, + W} to the transmitter
fixed n, whenp. € {—1,1} and the BC is not physically and both receivers. Indeed, iy 182)3(83) and the Gausgiahit
degraded, our scheme achieves preldg=. Thus,n = 3 all involved sequences the genie-informatigh .+, ,} and
suffices to increase the prelog compared to the non-feedbq%yt + Wa,} is independent of the reduced noise sequences
setup. Also, whem — oo the scheme can achieve prelog 2.{217“ Z4,}, and it thus plays only the role of common
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randomness, which does not increase capacity. The secéwthievable rate-tuples, the capacity region, the sum-cate
observation is that the sum-rate capacity of the geniedaideacity, and the prelog are defined as in the two-receiver. case
Gaussian BC coincides with the sum-rate capacity of the Iéa& denote the sum-rate capacity Oy.sc = (P, K.).

noisy Gaussian BC, when in this latter case the transmitterOur main result for this model is the prelog when

and both receivers additionally know the genie-informatio

{(Z1s + Wi,)} and {(Z2, + Wa,)}. Indeed, knowing the rank(K,) = 1. (91)

e-i 1 n n
genie mform?tlor{(Zl;t+W17t)}t:1 and{(Z2,+ Wan)liot:  This case is thé-receivers analog of the two-receiver setting
the outputsyy ; andY;, can be transformed into the OUtPULSith noise correlation+1. In this case, the noise samples

Vi and.YQ’t’ and vice versa. ) Zi4,...,Zx, are all multiples of each other, and we can
We finally elaborate on the third step. The less NOISY, i ' X
&vrlte the channel law as:

Gaussian BC is a classical Gaussian BC with neither feedbac

nor genie-information, and its sum-rate capacity(is [21] Yii: =X + p1uonZis, te{l,...,n}, (92
. 2 2 2 2
ChcLessNoisys (P, 07, 03, 0z, Oy 1, Oty where o, > 0 (by (88)), andp; ;. denotes the correlation
1 P coefficient betweer?; ; and Zj ¢, which, by [91), is either
= —10g 1+ - 7 7 5 (86 _1 OI' 1
2 min {Var(Z] ,),Var(Z},)} -
where the variances/ar(Z;,),Var(Z;,) are defined in pre€{-1+1},  ke{l,... K} (93)

@4) and [BF). By [B4)E(86) the prelog of the less nois% '
. . . : : efine
Gaussian BC equals 1, irrespective of the noise variances

A
0%, 03,0%,,,0%, >0 and the noise correlatiop, € [-1,1]. ak = priok, ke{l,... K}, (94)
This concludes the third step, and thus our proof. and note that by[(88) an@{93)
I, K-USERBROADCAST CHANNEL ay # 0, ke{l,....,K}. (95)

A. Setup and Results .
] ) As we shall see, wheH, is of rank1, the prelog depends
We next extend the model of Sectibnd Il by allowing the)n the numben,, of a,’s that are different:

number of receiverg( to exceed two. We assume noise-free

feedback. For eack € {1,..., K} we denote the message n, = cardinality of{aq,...,ax}.
intended for Receivek by M, and we assume that it is _ )
uniformly distributed overM,, 2 {1,...,|2"Rx|} and that Notice that n, is also the number of noise samples
Mi,..., Mg are independent. The timesymbol observed {Z1.t:---,Zxk.} that are not exactly the same, but that differ
by Receiverk is by a constant factor not equal to 1. It is also equal to the
number of different rows (or columns) ig..
Yo = o0 + Zit, tefl,...,n}, (87) Theorem 10:If all the noises are of positive variande [88),

where z, is the timet transmitted symbol, andZ; is and if the covariance matri, has rank 1, then the prelog is
the time¢ noise sample at Receivet. We assume that M-

{(Zvt...., Zi1)"}, is a sequence of IID centered Gaussian Tim ClK'BQZ—(P’KZ) = ng,. (96)
vectors of covariance matriX, and that this sequence is P—oo 5 log(l+ P)

independent of the message¥/, ..., Mk). We denote the

. . . Proof: Since there are only,, different channels, the
variance of the noise at ttieth receiver bys? and the standard Yia

relog cannot exceea,. It thus only remains to prove

deviation byo,. We assume that the standard deviations a; %hievability
all strictly positive If n, = K, then a prelog,, is achievable using the scheme
o, >0, ke{l,...,K}. (88) presented in Sectidn 1IB ahead; see Propositidn 12 atride e

Based th d the feedback si s the t of that section. Ifn,, < K, then we pickn,, receivers such
based on Iné messages and the feedback signais, the gy e corresponding’s are all different. We then apply the
mitter produces the timechannel input

scheme in Sectidn IITIB to only these, receivers (and ignore
X = rgc,t(Mh e Mg YT YT the other receivers). _ _ u
Corollary 11: WhenK, is of rank 1 and all its rows are
different (i.e.,n, = K), the prelog isK.
fél?m: My X x Mg x REG=D L R (89) The achievability of prelogk, for K > 3, was proved in
T i [13] for the complexmemoryless Gaussian broadcast channel.
that are constrained to produce channel inpits..., X |y [13], however, it is assumed that the real and imaginarispa
satisfying the expected average block-power constralfit (1 of the noise symbols are correlated. Consequently, ThefiBem
Based on its rgceived sequentg, ..., Y, Receiverk is not implied by [13].
forms the guess\l, of M. We say that an error occurred Note 6: Theoren{ID remains valid also when the transmit-
whenever at least one of the receivers errs, i.e., whenever . has feedback only from a single receiver. The proof is

(My, ..., Mg) # (Ml, o ,MK)_ (90) analogous to the proof of Nofé 3.

using encoding functions of the form
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B. A Scheme for the case wheemkK,) =1 andn, = K  (iv) the power constrainf{102) is satisfied for &l> K.

We generalize the coding scheme of SedifionllI-C to the caseProperties (i) and (i) guarantee that the new scalar output
where there aré > 2 receivers. We focus on the case whertormed at Receivek has the form
K. has rankl and S -
ne = K, (97) Iy = ViwEy + a1y, (103)
i.e., the firstn — 1 noise symbolsZ; 1,..., Z1 ,—1 and the
interference symbol$=; }, . are completely canceled out.

/ !
ak 7 o (k Kedl,... K} k# k) (98)  As explained in more detail later, Property (iii) guarastee

The idea is to exploit the feedback in order to transform eaéf@t, Whens — oo, our scheme achieves prelog 1 to each

block of n uses of the original scalar BC into a single use dReceiverk € K.
a new MISO BC with vector input=,,...,Zx)" € RE and  To describe our choice of the parameters, we need defini-

scalar outputd, . .., Ix at Receivers, ..., K, and to then tions [104) and[(105) ahead. Define for edch {1,..., K'}

code over these blocks (ignoring the feedback) This allosvs the K -dimensional column-vector

to achieve on the orlglnal_ scalar BC the scaledsby-capacity =1 o a2 a} ... OékK)T' (104)

of the new MISO BC (without feedback). o _
We next describe how to transform the first blockjofises Let w;. be the projection ofay onto the linear subspace

i.e.,

of the original BC into a single use of the new MISO BCspanned by{ay,. .., a1, ak41,...,ax}, and define
subsequeny-length blocks are transformed similarly. The key an — W
. . . A k k
parameters are: the-by-n strictly lower-triangular matrices Wi = m- (105)
B1,...,Bgk; the n-dimensional column-vectora,..., uk;
and then dimensional column-vectors,, ..., vx. How to Note that the vector§ey,} and {w;} do not depend o or
choose these parameters will be discussed later. . _
The transmitter produces thelength vector of inputs For everyn > K, choose the matriceB,, ..., Bk so that
K K 0 o - 0 0 0
X = szuk + Z BraxZ, (99) VP 0 0 0 0
K 0O vP 0 -~ 0 0
whereZ, £ (Zy1,...,7Z1,)" are the firsty samples of the Z Brayr = . (106)
noise experienced by Receiver 1, which can be computed
0 0 VP 0 0
strictly-causally by the transmitter thanks to the feedbac 0 - 0 0 VP O

Using [92) and [(94), we can express the channel outputs
Y, = (Yia,-.., Y, Observed by Receivére {1,..., K} and choose fok € {1,..., K}:

as w w w B T
uk:(ﬁ';;al T S w0 0))

K K
Yk = Z Ekllk + <Z Bk'ak’ + IOLk) Zl. (100) (107)

k'=1 k'=1

. ) wherewy, ; denotes thg-th entry of the vectow,, and
Based on these outputs, Receivecomputes its new scalar ’

output B JB\1 ! JB\12 VAN
I 2 VY5, oy V¢T <(‘W) (‘a—k) o—up 1) - (108)

The channel input sequence satisfies the average blockrpowad/Ve next verify that this parameter choice satisfies Progerti
constraint over the block of lengthwhenever the information (i)=(iv). Property (i) follows from[(106) and_(108). Bl (P&hd

carrying symbolsZ,...,Zx are independent; they satisfy(@8) the vectorday.}/—, are linearly independent. Therefore,
E[Z?] <1 for everyk € {1,...,K}; and by (I03) and by the definition of the vectdié }, each vector
wy, is orthogonal to{a, ..., a1, 541, ...,ax} but not

K K K to ap:
> el + tr <<Z Bkak> (Z Bzak>> < nP. (102) g
k=1 k=1 k=1

apwy =0, Ke{l,...,k—1,k+1,...,K}, (109a)
For every integer > K, we next present a choice of the nd
parameterﬁl, s Bx,uy,...,ug, andvy,...,vg with the alwy # 0 (109b)
following properties: k
(i) each vectorv, is orthogonal to the firs) — 1 columns Property (i) follows now by[(109b) and because by (107) and

of the matrix (Y5 _ | Buay + lag); (108):
(i) each vector u, is orthogonal to the vectors \/ﬁan

Vi, ey Vik_1,Vkt1,---, VK but not tovy; ViU = ?a}c,wk, k k' e{1,...,K} (110)
(i) each inner product vju; is proportional to QO

(\/ﬁ/ak)"_K, where the proportionality factor is Property (iii) follows by [Z0P) and[{110), and becausgand
nonzero and does not depend por P; and wj, do not depend om or P. Finally, the last Property (iv)
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(the power constraint foP > K) follows by combining[(Z06)  Each transmitter has access to noise-free feedback from its
with (I07) and because, by definitidn (108w || = 1. intended receiver. Thus, each transmitter can choosaeritstti
We conclude that the new outpijf at Receivelk is of the channel input as
form in (Z03). Therefore, by (110), whe > K our scheme (n) i
with the described choice of parameters achieves all ratesu Xt = Jicw (Mk’ Yy ) , kefl2),

(R, Ric) that satisfy for some encoding functioml(éfiyt of the form

1 Pr—E(alw)?
Rk§2—nlog<1+M>, ke{l,.. . K}, Fhe M xRTL SR, ve {1,2).

(111) The two channel input sequences are subject to the same

_ _ average block-power constraift > 0:
for somen > K. Sinceaj, wy, is not zero[(Z109b) and does not

depend om, by lettingn tend to infinity, we obtain froni{111): e [zn: X2
- k,t
- :

t=1

<P ke{1,2} (115)

Proposition 12:If rank(K,) = 1 andn, = K and if the ) ) ) ) )
power constraint? > K, then with noise-free feedback allP€coding rules, achievable rate pairs, the capacity region
nonnegative rate-tuplesz; , . . ., Rx) satisfying the sum-rate capacity, and the prelog are defined as for the
Gaussian BC. We denote the sum-rate capacity of the Gaussian
Ry < llog““ (%) . kefl,... K}, (112) IC with noise-free feedback bgc (P, a%,a%,p_z).

2 oy, Without feedback, the prelog of the Gaussian IC equals 1;
with noise-free feedback it can be 2, depending on the channe

are achievable over th&-user Gaussian BC. - g
goainsai 1, a1,2,a2,1,az22 # 0 and on the noise parameters
2 2

Thus, for each Receivek, we can achieve prelog 1; an

therefore we achieve prelof for the sum-rate. 015025 Pz ) ) )
Theorem 13:The prelog of the Gaussian IC with noise-free

feedback satisfies the following three statements.

IV. TWO-USERINTERFERENCECHANNEL .
o If [p| <lorif|p;]=1and 22 = 22 — p 22 then

A. Setup and Results arz ~ ai 1!
M CIC,Z(Pa U%ao-%vpz) -1 (116)
@ P—oco % log(l + P) !
1,
M, X1 11 Vi : M, « if |p:| = 1 and neither;>2 nor 712 equalsp. 22, then
— Trans. 1 : + Receiv.l |~ ’ '
ag, T Cic.x(P, 01,03, p2) _ 9. (117)
P> Llog(l+ P) 7
M, a Jve .
— Trans. 2 % i \? v Receiv2 | 2 « otherwise
2.t : 2t L 2 2
Z2 + 1 S hm Clcfl(Pa 01 ) 0'23 pz) S 2 (118)
D} : P—oo  5log(l+ P)
Proof: See Sectiof IV-IC. [ |

Fig. 5. The two-user Gaussian IC with one-sided noise-feselliack.

In this section we study the real scalar memoryless GaussfinA Scheme

IC with noise-free feedback, which is depicted in Fighte 5. We present a scheme similar to the scheme for the BC in
This network has two transmitters and two receivers: TranSection[JI-=C. Thus, the idea is to transform each block;of
mitter 1 wishes to send Messagd; to Receiver 1, and channel uses of the original IC into a single use of a new
Transmitter 2 wishes to send Messa@® to Receiver 2. |C with inputs Z; € R at Transmitter 1 andE, € R at
Assuming that at time Transmitter 1 sends the real symbofrransmitter 2 and with output$, at Receiver 1 and, at

x1,, and Transmitter 2 sends the real symbg|, Receiver 1 Receiver 2, and to then code over this new IC. In this way we
observes can achieve on the original IC the scaling-py! of any rate

v " i (113a) pair that is achievable on the new IC.
Lt G11%1,6 7 41,2226 7 L1t We describe how to transform the first block mfuses of
and Receiver 2 observes the original IC into a single use of the new IC; subsequent
blocks are transformed similarly. The key parameters ave: t
Your = agamie+ag2x2:+ Zog. (113b)  strictly lower-triangularn-by-n matricesB; and B»; two 7-

dimensional column-vectora, us; and two n-dimensional
row-vectorsvy, vo.
ay1,a1,2,a2,1,a22 7# 0, (114) Denoting by

The channel gains are non-zero real constants

and the noise sequencg&Z, ;, Z2 1) }7-, are as in Sectionlll. Xp 2 (Xpseees X)) ke {1,2}, (119)
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then-length vector of symbols that Transmittessends in this ~ We obtain:
first block, we choose

Il é V11—Y1
— = —1
X = u1:1 + Bl(GLQXQ + Zl) (120&) B PU% B \/ﬁal,l n . G910 .
Xo = usZs + By (a271X1 + ZQ) (120b) - 0'% i PCL%_]l o1 4110202 1,121
Receiver k observes the correspondinglength vector of +Z1. (125a)
outputsY, and computes the new output and
I =v. Y. 121
k Vi Xk ( ) _[2 é V;YQ
In the following, we present a choice of parameters for the /P n—1
case where, € {—1,1}. In this case, — < @2 1) <a2,2 _ ‘11,2@)4 + pz Z1,n
P02 01
Zyt = pzo_—lZl,t, (122) (125b)
and we can rewrite the channel outputs at Receiver 2 as Thus, the noise symbols; i,...,Z; ,-1 are completely
o9 canceled out when forming the "new outputs” [n_(I25a) and
You = a2 X1+ a22Xo + pzo._lzlvtv (123a) (I25B) and onlyZ, ,, remains. Moreover, the "interference

symbol”=s is canceled out id; and the "interference symbol”

We chooseB; the all-zero matrix and - .
=, is canceled out irf5.

0 o o - 0 0 By (I28), we conclude that our scheme achieves all non-
\5_1? o 0 --- 0 0 negative rate pairs that satisfy
0 ¥ 0 ... 0 0 1 Pra2n 2 4 o1 \2
B, = | . ! R 124) Ry < —log [ 14—k 2 <1—L)
L : : : ( ) ! 2’[] & < fﬁ (U% + Pa%_]l) a1,1Pz02
0 ... 0 ¥ (1263)
o1
VP 1 pi—1421-2 2
0 0O ... O = 0 Ry < » log <1 n 2772 1 (GQ,Q B a1,2Pz02) (126b)
By (I20&) and[{123), with this choice " 92 o1
0,2
Y =a11wZ1 + a1 2(a1,1B1 + HueEs for 3”_77 Za2p .
+(a1.1B1 + )24 Taking the limitn — oo leads to the f0||OWIr;(§:]] .
Proposition 14:1f p. € {—1,1} and neither;~ nor ;22
and equaIsz , then all rate-pairs satisfying ’
Yo = az1u1Z1 + (az1a1,2B1 + az2l)us=s 1 a2, P
o9 Ry <o 5 (127)
+<a2,151+pzo_—|> Z;. 2 o1
1
2.pP
We now choose the vector; to be orthogonal to the first Ry < llong <a2—12> (128)
(n—1) columns of the matriXa,,1B1+1); v2 to be orthogonal 2 92

to the first(n—1) columns of the matriXaz,1B1 +p. 221); the  are achievable over the Gaussian IC with noise-free feddbac
vectoru, to be orthogonal tav; but not tov,; and the vector  Note 7: With the proposed choice of parameters our scheme
uy simply not orthogonal tq{az,1a1,2B1 + az2l)va. Such a achieves prelog 2 whep, € {—1,1} and 224 and 22 are

choice is: both different fromp_ 22 2 and whenn — oo. For flxedn the
P/2 /P T scheme achieves a prelog @L see the rate constraints

W=\ T2 ploZ (1 2.1 0 0) in (IZ8). Thus, choosing = 3 Suffices to achieve a prelog
a3 P/oj pz02

larger than 1.

B o? 10 O)T Note 8: Exchanging the roles of the two transmitters we

"2 = 2a2 ( obtain: wherp, € {—1,1} and3> and 32 are both different

' from 2222 then all rate-pairs satls |n
vi = ((al,lﬁ)“ (m,lﬁ)"*  —aaVP 1) o P fing

z s z b1 (@aP 29)
Vo = —az1VP n—1 —as1VP n=2 —a21VP 1 L= 5 o8 0'%

2 P202 pz02 e Pz02 ’
_ _ . 1 a3, P

If the information symbolsZ; and =, are independent and Ry < §1Og+ — 5 (130)
satisfy E[=3] ,E[23] < 1, then the chosemy,us, By, B, 71

result in a scheme satisfying the blocklengtaverage power are achievable over the Gaussian IC with noise-free feédbac
constraint at Transmitter21 for any positive integeand also Note 9: For a symmetric setup where,; = az» and
at Transmitter 2 fom > 2”—113. a12 = ag; the achievability of [I17) can also be shown
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using a slight generalization of Kramer's memoryless LMMSRossible to find encoding/decoding strategies for the genie
schemel[[15], seé [12]. aided MAC such that the probability of error over the MAC
is no larger than over the IC.
Given encoding/decoding functions for the genie-aided IC,
C. Proof of Theorerl 13 we choose the encoding/decoding functions for the genie-
Relation [11IB) follows from the following more generakided MAC as follows. The MAC transmitters apply the same

result: Irrespective of the channel parameters, encoding functions as the IC transmitters. The sole MAC-
— Cies(P.0?,02,p.) receiver decodes the pdit/;, Ms) as follows: 1.) It applies
1< lim 'C’lz 91:92:P2) o (131) IC-Receiver 1's decoding rule to decode Messade 2.) It
P—oo  5log(l+ P) computes

The lower bound in[(I31) can be achieved by silencing
Transmitter 1 and letting Transmitter 2 communicate its
MessagelM, to Receiver 2 over the resulting interferencegng
free Gaussifm channéh; = ag2Xo, + Zo, at rate Ry =

%log 1+ a";%P . The upper bound can be derived using the
cut-set bound and the entropy maximizing property of the .
Gaussian distribution under a covariance matrix constrain where M; denotes the decoded message in 1.) s’ﬂ@t
fact, applying two cuts between both transmitters and e&chdenotes IC-Transmitter 1's encoding function. 3.) It fipall

Xie= £, (00, YFY,  tefl,...n}, (133)

A a ol O
}/271 = %(Yln — allef) + 0/2,1)({I =+ Una (134)
1,2

the two receivers yields the following upper bounds applies IC-Receiver 2's decoding rule to decode Messdge
) based on the sequentg’.
Ry < llog <1 + (lar1| + |2ak=2|> P> . ke{1,2}, Notice that if the MAC-receiver (and thus also IC-Receiver
2 Ok 1) decodesM; correctly, thenX = X7, andYy® = Y3,
which establish the converse result [E{L31). and the MAC’s guess ol\/; is identical to that of the IC's.

We next prove[[I16). The achievability follows from31)_(lonsequently, whenever the IC-Receivers 1 and 2 decode thei
Whenp, € {~1,1} and %1 = %2 — , % the converse intended message&/; and M, correctly, so does the sole
z k) a1 - - 4 o1 L]

holds because in this case 61,2 MAC-receiver, and the probability qf_ error over the MAC
; cannot therefore exceed the probability of error over the IC
Yii= pz—lYu with probability 1 (132) This concludes the second step.

02 In the third step we show that the genie-aided MAC has
and thus, each receiver can reconstruct the other recgiv@relog no larger than 1. Combined with the previous two steps
outputs. Consequently, the feedback capacity of our Gamissihis yields the desired converse fo (1116). Before elahugati
IC coincides with the feedback capacity of the Gaussian MA@h this third step, we recall that in the genie-aided MAC the
from the two transmitters to one of the two receivers, and ithannel law is
prelog is 1 [27].

To prove the converse t6 (1116) when € (—1,1) we use
a genie-argument and a generalized Sato-MAC bolnd [2
similar to the upper bounds in [29, Section V-B], [30], [31]
[32]. Our proof consists of the following three steps. In th
first step we let a genie reveal the symbols

Yii=a1 X +a12Xo+ 21y, te{l,...,n};

ﬁﬂle two transmitters observe the generalized feedbaclalsign
{Y; .} and {Y2,}; and before the transmission begins, the
ceiver learns the genie-informatidf’.
We now prove that the prelog of this genie-aided MAC
gn — gn _ 922 is upper-bounded by 1. To this end we fix an arbitrary
2 gyt sequence of blocklength; rates{R;, R2) coding schemes for

. . . . . the considered MAC such that the probability of ere¢n)
to Receiver 1 before the transmission begins. This obwou Pnds 10 zero as tends to infinity. For every blocklength

can only increase the sum-rate capacity of our channel. Ve then have:
refer to the resulting setup as thienie-aided IC '

In the second step, we apply Sato’s MAC-bound argumeniz, + R,
[28] to this genie-aided I8 That is, we define an appropriate 1 e(n)
genie-aided MACand show that the capacity of the genie- < (M1, M ¥7",U") + —=

n

aided IC is contained in the capacity of this genie-aided MAC 1 o €(n)
The genie-aided MAC is obtained from the genie-aided IC by = —1(Mi, My Y{'|U") + ——=
eliminating Receiver 2 and requiring that the sole rema@nin 1
Receiver 1 decode both messagds and M. The desired = — > (h(Yl,tlYf’l,U")
inclusion of the capacities is proved by showing that for any g
encoding and decoding strategies for the genie-aided I€ it i Ch(Yi Y, My, M, U")) n e(:)

4Unlike in Sato’s setup, here both transmitters have feddtiamm their 1 &
corresponding receivers. However, as we shall see, alsoriseiup (because < - Z (h(Y17t|Ut)

n

the feedback is one-sided) we can use the same arguments. —1
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(Y14 [V My, My, Y, U")) + e(n) We first prove the converse b {29) wherg = o3. In this
n case, Upper bound (18B7) specializes to

1 n
= = Z (h(Y1,t|Ut) — h(Y1 4| X1 ¢, Xog, Ut)) Ceex(P, 03,03, p.(P))
t=1
n 1 P
1 <log 14—, p(P)e(-1,1).(138
= EZI(Yl,t;Xl,t,Xz,tWt) -2 g< %%(1+pz(P))> p=(P) € ( )-(138)

t=1
In view of (I7), and since we assumé = o2 and we defined
) (135) —log(0) = oo, Upper bound[(138) holds also for.(P)
) {—1,1}, and thus for allp,(P) € [-1,1]. Therefore, by the
definition of (_; in (1),

1 2p
“log |1+ (lar 1| + |a12])
2 Var(Zl_,t|Z2_’t _ %ZL)S

ai,2

IN

where the first inequality follows by Fano’s inequality; tiirst

equality follows by the independence of the genie-infoiorat Tm Cec s (P, 01,07, p=(P)) <14C1. (139)
U™ and the messageﬁill1 and Ms; the third equality by P00 %log(l + P) -

2??\2?7 ;,?ga_tl fgiggfﬂ?ﬁ’%ee %‘4;) ihzofgsrl:;egqi;i?yf:orfg\f;o” the other hand, by (IB6), irrespective{gf.(P)}(p=o},
because the inpuk’ ; is a function of the Messag#/; and — Caex(P,o2,02, p.(P))
the feedback outputsfffl, and similarly X5 ; is a function lim ' <2 (140)

t—1 : P—oo tlog(1+ P) -
of My andY, ™, and because of the Markov relation
Combining [I3B) and{140) establishes the conversgfo (29).

(My, Mo, Y{~ 1 Yy L U UR) — (Xt Xo, Ur) — Y We now prove the converse 0 {30) wherg # o3. Using

and the last inequality follows because the Gaussian d%‘? facts that

tributioq maximizes differential entropy under a covadan 02+ 0% —2p.(P)oroa < 2(0? 4 02) (141)
constraint.

Since Var(Zl,t|Zg,t — %ZM) does not depend o and ,
and is strictly positive whenever. € (—1,1), by (I35) we L= pz(P) = 1= |p-(P)], (142)

conclude that[(116) holds also when € (-1, 1). we can further upper bound the right-hand side[0f{137) to
The converse to[(117) follows from the general Re'%‘btain:

tion (I31), and its achievability from Propositibn]14 in Sec

tion [V-Bl Cecx(P,07,05, p=(P))
1 P
ACKNOWLEDGMENT <glog |1+ — » p=(P) € (=1,1).
, : 3oty (1= lp=(P)])
The authors thank Prof. Frans M. J. Willems, TU Eind- 172

hoven, for pointing them ta [33], which inspired the invegati (143)

tion leading to this work. They also thank the Associate &dit Now, since we defined- log(0) = oo, Upper bound[{143)
and the anonymous reviewers for their valuable commentspo|qs also forp.(P) € {—1,1}, and hence for alp.(P) €

[—1, 1]. Moreover, since by the definitions ¢f ; and(;; in

APPENDIX A @10) and [(ZB),
)|
PROOF OFTHEOREM3 s —lp(P)) _ o {¢-1,¢41) (144)
Recall that here. (P) depends on the powe?. e tog(P) o

The following two upper bounds are obtained from the cut-e conclude that
set bound and the fact that a Gaussian law maximizes the
differential entropy under a variance constraint [23]. Wivo Cee,n(P, 01,03, p-(P)) <14 max{C1.Co1). (145)

individual cuts between the transmitter and each of the twe—o +log(1+ P)
receivers we obtain Combining [14b) with[(140) establishes the conversé fd.(30)
Ri+Ry<  max {I(X:Y1)+I(X;Ys)} We next prove that for arbitrary?, o3:
X: E[X2]<P
2 2
. 1 P 1 P m OBC,E(Paa'lanapz(P)) >min{1+C71 2} (146)
=3 log (1 + G—%> + 3 log (1 + G—%) ,(136)  pi s log(1+ P) -
and with a single cut between the transmitter and both relnce a generalized prelog of 1 is achievable even without
ceivers feedback [[21L], [[22] the interesting caseds; > 0. In the
following, assume thaf_; > 0, which implies the existence
RitRy< gl)%g%PI(X; Y1,Y2) of an increasing unbounded sequeré&} 22, such that
1 P(of + 03 — 20102p2) . —log(1 + p=(P%))
< -1 1 . (137 lim =(_1>0, 147
< gos (14 HE 2 (37 BT Toar) (an
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and in particular To this end, it suffices that in the proof to (146) we replace

(148) (-1 by ¢41; (I41) by

Zlim p=(Pp) = —1.
—00
—log(1 — p.(P,
L —log(l— pu(Py)

For each? we choose parametegg and é, and show that Hm Llog(P) = (41> 0; (159)
Inequality [146) follows from Corollary]7 specialized tcete 2708
parameters. We choose (148) by
o1 . o1—=p:(Pe)os i _ lim p,(P) = 1; 160
5[ — o2 U27p;(Pe)gl If pZ(PZ) e ( 1’ 1) (149) l~>oop ( ) ( )
_pz(PE)U_; if pZ(Pl) € {_13 1}7 and m) by
and define the limit (not necessarily finite) 9
- 2 o1 K -
k2 T Py(o} + 6705 + 20ip-(P)o102).  (150) o1 (1 - 0—2) 2 (1 + ﬁa—g) =1 (161)
— 00
Depending orx, we choosey, > 0 as follows. Lete € (0, 1) The assumption of non-equal noise varianegs # o3 is
be a small positive number. needed here to conclude thaI(1L56) holds and (161) has a
o If kK =00, we choose finite solution forg.
(1- )P 1/4 Combining finally [I58) with[(146) establishes the achiev-
— P, =
= . ability of and and concludes the proof.
0= (i r Lot ) O of € and B P
(151)
o if Kk €]0,00), we choose APPENDIXB
PROOF OFNOTEH]
@ = (80 -ep)"”? (152) |
] ) Let 07,03 > 0 and p, € [-1,1] be fixed and for every
where > 0 is a solution to power P > 0 let the feedback-noise variance$;,, (P) and
2 o2, (P) be given, where
o2 (1+;> ﬁ(1+ﬁ§) —1.  (153) w2(P) i
2 2 — —log(oyy, (P))
Notice that for everye > 0 there exists a positive integer Plgnoo log P =0, ve L2} (162)

lo(e,0%, 03, k) such that our choicés,, q¢) satisfies the power
constraint[(6R) for all > ¢y(e, 0%, 03, k).
Moreover, if k € [0,00), then specializing the rates in

Since for each power® a prelog 1 is achievable even
without feedback we have to prove

Corollary[7 to the chmce:;: II’?EQ) and (152) proves that — Chenoisys (P, UflaUgaPzaU%v1(P)aU%v2(P)) o
1.— OBC,E(Plvalaa'QapZ(Pl)) P—oo —10g(1+P)
im - > 2. (154) g 163
1500 5 log(1+ Py) (163)

For p. € (—1,1) Inequality [168) follows immediately from
Corollary[2, because with noisy feedback the prelog cannot
be larger than with noise-free feedback. (The transmitter c
always add the feedback noise itself.)

If x = oo, then for all sufficiently large/ the correlation
coefficientp. (P;) € (—1, 1), and by [I4P) the choice il (1b1)
evaluates to

B (00 — o1p2(Pr))? 14 For p, € {—1,1} the proof of [I6B) is similar to the proof
qe = 62(1 4 6¢)20% (03 + 03 — 2p.(Pr)o102) in Section1I=D. In fact, following the same steps as before,
(1— P 1/4 we can conclude that for eadh > 0
- [4
N S A . (155)
<1 - |pZ(Pé)|2) CBCNOiSy,E(Pa U%a U%, Pz, 0'12/1/1 (P)a UTQ/VQ(P))
Notice that by [(148) and (1#9) 1 =
< —-log |1+ — ; ; . (164)
log (02— 01p2(P))? 2 min {Var(Z; ,),Var(Z},)}
) 62(1480)202 (03+02 —2p. (Pe)oro2 ) (1+|p= (Pr)|) . .
Zlggo Tlog(P) =0, where here, becausg.| = 1, the variances in(84) an@(85)
208 (156) simplify to
and therefore, specializing the rates in Proposifibn 7 ® th o202 (P)o2..(P
choice in [149) and(I%5) proves that Var(Zy,) = —— P lgwgl( ])3 WQ(Q) Pl (D)’
o P o2 o2 P 01039 (P) + 0305, (P) + iy, (P)ojo (P)
E BC,E(l 250'150'27/&( f)) Z 1+<71' (157) 5 ) (165)
=00 5 log(1 + P) Var(Zg t) _ o304y, (P)oiyo (P) '
Combining [I5V) with[I54) establishds(146). " 0iofys(P) + 0305, (P) + 0ty (P)ogy(P)
In a similar way we can also prove that whef # o2 (166)

The desired inequality(163) fos, € {—1,1} follows now
simply by combining[(162) with[{164)E(1E6).

m CBC,E(Pa O—%aagva(P))

> min {1 2}. (158
P oo %log(l—i—P) —mln{ +<+11 } ( )
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