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Capacity of the Discrete-Time AWGN Channel
Under Output Quantization

Jaspreet Singh, Onkar Dabeer and Upamanyu Matihow

Abstract— We investigate the limits of communication over the
discrete-time Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN) chanrn | __

-
when the channel output is quantized using a small number |

of bits. We first provide a proof of our recent conjecture on ADC Quantizer %
the optimality of a discrete input distribution in this scenario. Q

Specifically, we show that for any given output quantizer chize
with K quantization bins (i.e., a precision oflog, K bits), the....#©®”#©~~=~=~=~====== = ——— — — — — —

input distribution, under an average power constraint, need not

have any more than K" + 1 mass points to achieve the channel  fig 1 TheAWGN-Quantized Ouput Channel 1Y = Q(X + N) .
capacity. The cutting-plane algorithm is employed to compte

this capacity and to generate optimum input distributions.

Numerical optimization over the choice of the quantizer is hen

performed (for 2-bit and 3-bit symmetric quantization), and capacity for any signal-to-noise rati®NR) [2]. For multi-

the results we obtain show that the loss due to low-precision bit quantization [3], we provided a duality-based approtch
output quantization, which is small at low signal-to-noiseratio  pound the capacity from above, and employed the cutting-

SNR) as expected, can be quite acceptable even for moderate . . L
Eo hig)h SNRF\)/alues. For exar?]ple, atSngs up to 20 dB, 2-3 bit plane algorithm to generate input distributions that nearl

quantization achieves80-90% of the capacity achievable using achieved these upper bounds. Based on our results, we con-

infinite-precision quantization. jectured that a discrete input with cardinality not excegdi
the number of quantization bins achieves the capacity of the
|. INTRODUCTION average power constrained AWGN-QO channel. In this work,

Analog-to-digital conversion (ADC) is an integral part ofV€ Prove that a discrete input is indeed optimal, although ou
modern communication receiver architectures based otatligf€Sult only guarantees its cardinality to be most K + 1,
signal processing (DSP). Typically, ADCs with12 bits of Where K is the number of quantization bins. Our proof
precision are employed at the receiver to convert the redeiyS inspired by Witsenhausen's result in [4], yvhere prms
analog baseband signal into digital form for further pregeg. theorem [5] was used to show that the capacity of a discrete-
However, as the communication systems scale up in speed 4R memoryless channel with output cardinall§, under
bandwidth (for e.g., systems operating in the ultrawidechan ©Nly apeak power constraint is achievable by a discrete input
the mm-wave band), the cost and power consumption of su¢fil at most & points. The key to our proof is to show
high precision ADC becomes prohibitive [1]. A DSP-centriéha@t, under output quantization, an average power constrai
architecture nonetheless remains attractive, due to thiéncn automatpally induces a peak power constraint, after whieh
ing exponential advances in digital electronics (Mooraig). US€ Dubins’ theorem as done by Witsenhausen. Although not
It is of interest, therefore, to understand whether DSRrizen @PPlicable to our setting, it is worth noting that for a Dister
design is compatible with the use of low-precision ADC. Memoryless Channel, Gallager first showed that the number

In this paper, we continue our investigation of the Shannofit iNPUts with nonzero probability mass need not exceed the

theoretic communication limits imposed by the use of low2umber of outputs [6, p. 96, Corollary 3]. S
precision ADC for ideal Nyquist sampled linear modulation While the preceding results optimize the input distribntio
in AWGN. The discrete-time memoryless AWGDantized for a fixed quantizer, comparison with an unquantized system
Output (AWGN-QO) channel model thus induced is showkequires optimization over the choice of the quantizer as
have shown that for the extreme scenario of 1-bit symmet¢/antization, and use our numerical results to make the

quantization, binary antipodal signaling achieves thenoeh following encouraging observations: (&) Low-precision @D
incurs a relatively small loss in spectral efficiency conagar

to unquantized observations. While this is expected for low
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set to implement maximum likelihood (ML) hard decisiong\. An Implicit peak power Constraint
achieves nearly the same performance as that attained by afpe following KKT condition can be derived for the
optimal input and quantizer pair. This is useful from a syste AWGN-QO channel, using convex optimization principles in

designer’s point of view, since the ML quantizer threshold$ manner similar to that in [8], [9]. The input distributidn

have a simple analytical dependence on SNR, which is ahoptimal if and only if there exists & > 0 such that
easily measurable quantity.

K
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. The quantized Wi(x) 2
s i ) ; — - <
output AWGN channel model is given in the next section. In Z;Wz(x) log R(y:; F) FyP=a) S IF), )
Sectior1ll, we show that a discrete input achieves the dt—;pac]c I B ith litv if 2 is in th { o
of this channel. Quantizer optimization results are presen or all z, With equality 1.z 1S In the support ol

in Section(1V, followed by the conclusions in Sectioh V. The first t_erm on the left hand S|_de of the KKT condition
(@) is the divergence (or the relative entropy) between the

Il. CHANNEL MODEL transition and the output PMFs. For convenience, let ustgeno
We consider linear modulation over a real AWGN channel, by d(z; F'). The following result concerning the behavior of
and assume that the Nyquist criterion for no intersymbol in¥z; F') has been proved in [10].
terference is satisfied [7, pp. 50]. Symbol rate samplindieft Lemma 1. For the AWGN-QO channe[[1) with input dis-
receiver’s matched filter output using a finite-precision@D tribution [, the divergence functioni(x; F') satisfies the
therefore results in the following discrete-time memosgle following properties
AWGN-Quantized Output (AWGN-QO) channel (Fig. 1) (@)lim d(z; F) = —log R(yx; F).

Y =Q(X +N) . L (b) There exists a finite constani, such thatv = > Ay,
d(x; F) < —log R(yx; F).
Here X € R is the channel input with distributiof’(z) and Proof: See [10].

N is N(0,0%). The quantizeQ maps the real valued input We now use Lemmall to prove the main result of this
X + N to one of theK bins, producing a discrete channekybsection.

outputY € {y1,--- ,yx}. We only consider quantizers for Proposition 1: A capacity-achieving input distribution for
which each bin is an interval of the real line. The quantizehe average power constrained AWGN-QO chanikl (1) must
Q with K bins can therefore be characterized by the set Rfive bounded support.

its (){ — 1) thresholdsg = [q1, 2, -+ ,qx—1] € R, such Proof: Assume that the input distributiof™* achieved the
that —co := ¢ < 1 < g2 < -+ < qr-1 < gk = oo. The capacity in [&) (i.e. . I(F*) = C), with v* > 0 being
resulting transition probability functions are given by a corresponding optimal Lagrange parameter in the KKT

i1 — pp— condition. In other words, with = v*, and,F’ = F*, (§) must
Wia) = PY =X =) = Q (2222 ) (2 ),
2)

pu be satisfied with an equality at every point in the support of
F*. We exploit this necessary condition next to show that the
whereQ(z) denotes the complementary Gaussian distributi@pport of F* is upper bounded. Specifically, we prove that

g

function \/% fz"o exp(—t2/2)dt. there exists a finite constant,™ such that it is not possible
The input-output mutual informatiod(X;Y), expressed to attain equality in[(5) for any > A>".

explicitly as a function ofF" is Using Lemmal, we first let

- K IangO d(z; F*) = —log(R(yx; F*)) = L, and also assume
I(F) :/ ZWi(Z) log MdF(I) , (3) that there exists a finite constadiy such thatv = > Ao,

—0 4 R(yi; F) d(z; F*) < L. We consider two possible cases.

where {R(y;; F) ,1 < i < K} is the Probability Mass ¢ Case 1»” >0.

Function (PMF) of the output when the input 8. Under If C'> L +~*P, then pickAy" = Ao.

an average power constraift (i.e., E[X 2] < P), we wish to Else pickAy" > max{Ao, \/(L +7*P —C)/v*}.

compute the capacity of the channigl (1), which is given by ~ In either situation, forz > A>", we getd(z; F*) < L,

and,v*z2? > L +~y*P - C.

C = sup I(F), 4 U
ol (£) (4) This gives

where F is the set of all average power constrained distribu-  d(z; F*)+v*(P—2?%) < L+~7*P—(L+~*P-C) = C.

tions onR. o Case 27y* = 0.

I11. DISCRETEINPUT ACHIEVES CAPACITY Puttingy* = 0 in the KKT condition [5), we get
We first use the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) optimality K Wi(z)
condition to show that an average power constraint for the d(xz; F*) = ZWi(x) log ————~—~ < C, V.
AWGN-QO channel automatically induces a constraint on the i=1 Rys; )

eak power, in the sense that an optimal input distribution
P P P P 1That the capacity is achievable can be shown using standardts from

must have a bo_und_ed SUppO_ft set. ThiS fact is then eXplomﬁﬂmization theory. For lack of space here, we refer theleedo [10] for
to show the optimality of a discrete input. detalils.



Thus, C. Capacity Computation

L :Ih_{go d(z; F*) < C. We have already addressed the issue of computing the
o . . capacity [#) in our prior work. Specifically, in [2], we have
Picking A>™ = Ao, we therefore have that for > 42" ghown “analytically that for the extreme scenario of 1-bit
d(z; F*) +~4*(P — 22) = d(2; F*) < L. symmetric_ quantization, binary_ aptipodal_ sig_naling achge
(s F) 44 (P —22) < O the capacity (at anysNR). Multi-bit quantization has been
' ‘ considered in [3], [10], where we show that the cutting-plan
Combining the two cases, we have shown that the supportadorithm [11] can be employed for computing the capacity
the distributionF™* has a finite upper bound, ™. Using similar and obtaining optimal input distributions.
arguments, it can easily be shown that the suppottohas

- . . IV. OPTIMIZATION OVER QUANTIZER
a finite lower boundA4;™ as well, which implies that™ has Q

a bounded support. - Until now, we have addressed the problem of capacity com-
putation given a fixed quantizer. In this section, we cornside
B. Achievability of Capacity by a Discrete Input the issue of quantizer optimization, while restrictingeatton

To show the optimality of a discrete input for our problemi© Symmetric quantizers only. Given the symmetric nature of
we use the following theorem which we have proved in [10f"€ AWGN noise and the power constraint, it seems intuifivel
The theorem holds for channels with a finite output alphab&ausible that restriction to symmetric quantizers shauod

under the condition that the input is constrained in bottkpeR€ Sub-optimal from the point of view of optimizing over the
power and average power. quantizer choice irf{1), although a proof of this conjectuss

eluded us.

Theorem 1. Consider a stationary discrete-time memo= : _ . , . .
ryless channel with a continuous input taking values A Smple Benchmark: While an optimal quantizer (with a

in the bounded intervallA;, A,], and a discrete output cprre_sporjdi_ng optimal input) provides the absolgte commu-

Y € {y1,y2, -+ ,yx}. Let the transition probability function nication limits for our model, from a system designer’s per-

W-(x)( — P(Y = yi|X = «) be continuous inz, for eachi spective, it would also be useful to evaluate the perforraanc
K3 - - J1 - ’

in {1,.., K'}. The capacity of this channel, under an averadgegradation if we use some standard input constellatiods an

power constraint on the input, is achievable by a discretatin guantizer choices. We take the following input and quantize
with at mostK + 1 points pair as ourbenchmark strategy : for K-bin quantization,

Proof: See [10]. - consider_ equisp_acgd gniform_ K-PAM (_Pulse Amplitude Mod-
Our proof in [10] uses Dubins’ theorem [5], and is arlrllgted). input dlstr!but|0n, with q.uantlzer. thresholds ae t
extension of Witsenhausen’s result in [4], wherein he skipw@"d-Points of the input mass point locations (i.e., ML hard
that a distribution with onlyX points would be sufficient to d€cisions). With the -point uniform input, we have the
achieve the capacity if the average power of the input was ftroPY 1 (X) = log, K bits for any SNR. Also, it is easy
constrained. to see that aSNR — oo, H(X|Y) — 0 for the benchmark
The implicit peak power constraint derived in Secml_dnpgt-qu_antizer pair. Therefor_e, our benphmark schemgas-n
allows us to use Theoremto get the following result. optimal if we operate in the highNR regime. The main issue
Proposition 2: The capacity of the average power cont-o investigate ahead, therefore is: at low to modefiRs,

strained AWGN-QO channel](1) is achievable by a discreﬂt?w much gain does an optimal quantizer choice provide over

input distribution with at mos#< + 1 points of support. th? belrllctr;]mark. its that foll take th . .
Proof: Using notation from the last subsection, It be an n afl the resufts that follow, we take the noise variance

5 . o
optimal distribution for [(#), with the support of™* being ;‘h t_'flb I—tlﬁv]\;eveg ”;e resultsl a(;ebsc;:e mvanafnt 't;rﬂ:ﬁ sense
contained in the bounded interviad,*, A;*|. Define F; to be at oo ando¢* are scaled by the same factr (thus

the set of all average power constrained distributions wholéeeping theSNR unchangeo_l), then there is an equivalent
support is containe?j igfh* A7), Note thatF* € F) c quantizer (obtained by scaling the thresholds W) that

F, where F is the set of all average power constrained'V€s a" identical performance.

distributions onR. Consider the maximization of the mutual NUMERICAL RESULTS
informationI(X;Y") over the setF; A. 2-bit Symmetric Quantization
C1 = max I(F). (6) A 2-bit symmetric quantizer is characterized by a single
FeF

parameterg, with {—¢, 0, ¢} being the quantizer thresholds.
Since the transition probability functions i (2) are conttus Hence we use a brute force search oyeto optimize the

in z, Theorem1 implies that a discrete distribution with atquantizer. In Fig[R, we plot the variation of the channel
most K + 1 mass points achieves the maximui in (). capacity (computed using the cutting-plane algorithm) as a
Denote such a distribution b,. However, sinceg* achieves function of the parameter at variousSNRs. We observe that
the maximumC' in (@) andF* € F;, it must also achieve the for any SNR, there is an optimal choice af that maximizes
maximum in [6). This implies tha€; = C, and thatF; is the capacity. At higtENRs, the optimalg is seen to increase
optimal for [4), thus completing the proof. B monotonically withSNR, which is not surprising since the



SNR(dB) —10 0 5 10 20
2t _— 3-bit optimal | 0.0667 | 0.4817 | 0.0753 | 1.5844 | 2.8367
3-bit benchmark| 0.0557 | 0.4707 | 0.9547 | 1.5332 | 2.8084

TABLE II

MUTUAL INFORMATION (IN BITS/CHANNEL USE) AT DIFFERENTSNRS.

Optimal Input Distributions: The optimal input distributions
(given by the cutting-plane algorithm) corresponding te th
optimal quantizers obtained above are depicted in[Big. 13, fo

Capacity (bits / channel use)

0.5F 1

0de different SNR values. The locations of the optimal quantizer
-5dB thresholds are also shown (by the dashed vertical linesarii
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ signaling is found to be optimal at [o8NRs, and the number
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 of mass points increases (first ® and then to4) with

Quantizer threshold 'q’ . . i .
increasingSNR. Further increase iSNR eventually leads to

the uniform4-PAM input, thus approaching the capacity bound
of 2 bits. It is worth noting that all the optimal inputs we
SNR(dB) 1o =5 o = 5 obtained havel or less mass points, whereas Propositias

1-bit optimal | 0.0449 | 0.1353 | 0.3689 | 0.9020 | 0.9974 looser as it guarantees the achievability of capacity using
2-bit optimal | 0.0613 | 0.1792 | 0.4552 | 1.0981 | 1.9304 most5 points.
2-bit benchmark| 0.0527 | 0.1658 | 0.4401 | 1.0639 | 1.9211

TABLE | B. 3-bit Symmetric Quantization

MUTUAL INFORMATION (IN BITS/CHANNEL USE) AT DIFFERENTSNRS. For 3-bit symmetric quantization, we need to optimize over
a space of3 parameters {0 < ¢1 < ¢2 < g3}, with the
quantizer thresholds beingtq:, +¢2, ¢35 }. Instead of brute
force search, we use an alternate optimization procedure fo

benchmark quantizerg scales as/SNR and is known to be joint optimization of the input and the quantizer in this €as
near-optimal at higlsNRs. Due to lack of space, we refer the reader to [10] for detalils,

Comparison with the benchmark: In Table[l, we compare and proceed directly to the numerical results. (TaBle 1)

the performance of the optimal solution obtained as abotle wi Comparison with the benchmark: As for 2-bit quantization
the benchmark scheme. The capacity with 1-bit quantizatioonsidered earlier, we find that the benchmark scheme per-
is also shown for reference. While being near-optimal &rms quite well at lowSNRs with 3-bit quantization also. At
moderate to higltSNRs, the benchmark scheme is seen te10 dB SNR, for instance, the benchmark scheme achieves
perform fairly well at lowSNRs also. For instance, at10 83% of the capacity achievable with an optimal quantizer
dB SNR, it achieves86% of the capacity achieved with choice. Tabléll gives the comparison for differé&iRs.
an optimal2-bit quantizer and input pair. From a practical Optimal Input Distributions: Although not depicted here, we
standpoint, these results imply that the benchmark scheragain observe (as for th-bit case) that the optimal inputs
which requires negligible computational effort (due tovitsll-  obtained all have at mogt points (' = 8 in this case), while
defined dependence &NR), can be employed even at smalProposition2 guarantees the achievability of capacity by at
SNRs while incurring an acceptable loss of performance. mostK +1 points. Of course, Propositicnis applicable to any
qguantizer choice (and not just optimal symmetric quansizer
that we consider in this section), it still leaves us with the

Fig. 2. 2-bit symmetric quantization : channel capacitysusrthe quantizer
thresholdg (noise variancer? = 1).

fos ode 04 0an guestion whether it can be tightened to guarantee achigyabi
= o T T T T of capacity with at mos& points.
’ ’ C. Comparison with Unquantized Observations
04 4B 04 1548 We now compare the capacity results obtained above with
02 T T 0z T T T T the case when the receiver ADC has infinite precision. Table
. o [ provides these results, and the corresponding plots are
shown in Fig[#. We observe that at I&NRs, low-precision
04 7d8 04 20d8 guantization is a very feasible option. For instance,5atlB
02 T T 02 T T T T SNR, even 1-bit receiver quantization achieves% of the

capacity achievable with infinite-precisioz:bit quantization
Fig. 3. 2-bit symmetric quantization : optimal input distributioncaquantizer at the sameSNR prowdes as much as0% of the infinite-

at variousSNRs (the dashed vertical lines depict the locations of the tgen  Precision capacity. Such high figures are understandahbiz s
thresholds). if noise dominates the message signal, increasing the igaant

X —>



SNR(dB) -5 0 5 10 15
1-bit ADC | 0.1353 | 0.3689 | 0.7684 | 0.9908 | 0.9999
2-bit ADC | 0.1792 | 0.4552 | 0.8889 | 1.4731 | 1.9304
3-bit ADC | 0.1926 | 0.4817 | 0.9753 | 1.5844 | 2.2538
Unquantized| 0.1982 | 0.5000 | 1.0286 | 1.7297 | 2.5138
TABLE Il

CAPACITY (IN BITS/CHANNEL USE) AT VARIOUS SNRS.

—¥— Infinite precision ADC
—6— 1-bit ADC
—— 2-bit ADC
—&— 3-bit ADC

Capacity (Bits/Channel Use)

SNR (dB)

V. CONCLUSIONS

Our Shannon-theoretic investigation indicates the féligib
of low-precision ADC for designing future high-bandwidth
communication systems such as those operating in UWB and
mm-wave band. The small reduction in spectral efficiency due
to low-precision ADC is acceptable in such systems, given
that the available bandwidth is plentiful. Current reshais
therefore focussed on developing ADC-constrained aligast
to perform receiver tasks such as carrier and timing synchro
nization, channel estimation and equalization.

An unresolved technical issue concerns the number of mass
points required to achieve capacity. While we have shown
that the capacity for the AWGN channel witli-bin output
guantization is achievable by a discrete input distributidth
at mostK + 1 points, numerical computation of optimal inputs
reveals that’ mass points are sufficient. Can this be proven
analytically, at least for symmetric quantizers? Are syrtrioe
guantizers optimal? Another problem for future invesiigat
is whether our result regarding the optimality of a discrete
input can be generalized to other channel models. Under what
conditions is the capacity of an average power constrained
channel with output cardinality{ achievable by a discrete

Fig. 4. Capacity with 1-bit, 2-bit, 3-bit, and infinite-pision ADC.

precision beyond a point does not help much in distingugshin1]
between different signal levels. However, we surprisirfgigd
that even if we consider moderate to higiRs, the loss due to [2]
low-precision sampling is still very acceptable. A&tdB SNR,
for example, the corresponding ratio f@rbit quantization [3]
is still a very high85%, while at 20 dB, 3-bit quantization
is enough to achiev85% of the infinite-precision capacity. [4]
Similar encouraging results have been reported earlier in
[12], [13] also. However, the input alphabet in these workd®
was taken as binary to begin with, in which case the goog)
performance with low-precision output quantization ishzgrs
less surprising. [7]
On the other hand, if we fix the spectral efficiency to thats]
attained by an unquantized systeml18tdB (which is1.73
bits/channel use), we find thatbit quantization incurs a loss [9
of 2.30 dB (see TabléTV). From a practical viewpoint, this
penalty in power is more significant compared to th5&% loss
in spectral efficiency on usingbit quantization at0 dB SNR. [0l
This suggests, for example, that the impact of low-prenisio
ADC should be weathered by a moderate reduction in the spec-
tral efficiency, rather than by increasing the transmit powe (1]

[12]

Spectral Efficiency (bits per channel use)

025 [ 05 [ 1.0 [ 1.73 [ 25
T-bt ADC | —2.04 | 1.79 | — = = (13]
2-bit ADC | —3.32 ] 0.59 | 6.13 | 12.30 —
3-bit ADC | —3.67 | 0.23 | 5.19 | 11.04 | 16.90
Unquantized| —3.83 | 0.00 | 4.77 | 10.00 | 14.91

TABLE IV

SNR (IN DB) REQUIRED FOR A GIVEN SPECTRAL EFFICIENCY

input with at mostK + 1 points?
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