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Abstract

In this paper, we study single transceiver passive RFID otsvby modeling the underlying physical system as a special
cascade of a certain broadcast channel (BCC) and a multgaesa channel (MAC), using a “nested codebook” structure in
between. The particular application differentiates ttesnmunication setup from an ordinary cascade of a BCC and a MAC
and requires certain structures such as “nested codehoiwhplrity channels or additional power constraints. Weegtigate
this problem both for discrete alphabets, where we chaiaet¢he achievable rate region, as well as for continuopbadiets
with additive Gaussian noise, where we provide the capaeigyon. Hence, we establish the maximal achievable eree fr
communication rates for this particular problem which ¢ilates the fundamental limit that is achievable by any TDMased
RFID protocol and the achievable rate region for any RFIDXgmol for the case of continuous alphabets under additives&an
noise.

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we deal with a multiuser communication setiyciv consists of “cascade” of a broadcast channel (BCC) and
a multiple access channel (MAC). The encoder of BCC part aeddecoder of the MAC part is the same transceiver, and
the decoders of the BCC part and the encoders of the MAC parthar mobile units of the system. The ultimate goal of the
communication system considered in the paper is the fcxﬂgwtransceivgwants to “find out” some specific information
possessed by the mobile units and for this purpose it firsidiasts the “type” of the information it seeks to receiverfreach
mobile unit. Then every mobile unit “sends” the correspagdnformation of the received type to the transceiver. TipecHic
type of information phenomenon differentiates the systémaad from the ordinary cascade of BCC and MAC, because in
order to model this situation we employnasted codebook structuat the MAC encoders, i.e. at the mobile units, which will
be explained in detail in Sectidn II}B.

Beyond its promising structure to model wireless commuiicanetworks, the problem at hand gives the fundamentatdim
of RFID protocols in two different ways, supposing the tiaaiger is RFID reader, mobile units are RFID tags and the RFID
reader knows the set of the IDs of the RFID tags in the enviemtm

(i) The above mentioned communication problem gives theldnmental limits achievable in TDMA based RFID protocols,

since the transceiver sends the TDMA time slots, which amggdated to allow communication in a collusion free
manner, using the BCC part and then mobile units uses theiegmonding time slot information in order to transmit

their data to the RFID reader. Supposing equal informatate, rsayR’”, at each BCC branch, the maximum number
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1in practical RFID systems, the problem of reader collus®mlso considered, which amounts to having multiple tramecein our setup. In our case,
we concentrate on the “single reader (transceiver)” setufirst step.
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of RFID tags that can be handled3&’” and the maximum data rate from tags to reader is the maximterthrat can
be achieved using TDMA at the MAC part of the communicatioste.

(i) The above mentioned communication problem gives thed&mental limits of any RFID protocol, since the RFID
reader transmits “on-off” messag&om the BCC to tags, and then tags communicate back theirtiadugh the MAC
simultaneously to the reader. The achievable rate regiagheoMAC part is the fundamental limit of any RFID protocol

under the assumption that receiver knows the set of the IDBeoRFID tags in the environment.

The nested codebook structure used in the MAC part of thigmpegpsimilar to the “pseudo users” concept introduced in
[4], where the authors investigate a special notion of ciéyp&ar time slotted ALOHA systems by combining multiple &ss
rate splitting and broadcast codes. However, in [4], thénangt explicitly investigate the ALOHA protocol over a dedeal
additive Gaussian noise channel, where users communigat@a@ommon channel using data packets with predefinedstmtiu
probability. Unlike [4], our codes achieve the capacity lie tisual sense, where the codewords are sent with arlyitsanil|
error probability. We also investigate a cascade strudnrikiding a BCC in the front and a different MAC in the end. We
study this setup both for discrete alphabets using impgofechannels to model the impurities of the actual physsystem
as well as for continuous alphabets over additive Gaussigerchannel by including appropriate power constraints.

We note that the nested codebook structure used in this pliffens from the nested codes defined in [5], [6]. In [5] néste
codebooks, especially nested lattices codes, are ekpligfined with a multi-resolution point of view, where thestiag of
codes provide progressively coarser description to finecrijation of the intended information. Here, our nestedetmabks
are independent from each other and convey different irdition.

Organization of the paper is as follows: In Sectidn |l weestdie notation followed throughout the paper and formulage t
communication problem considered in the paper. Setifibddlioted to derive an achievable rate region of the problemnthto
case of discrete alphabets, by also including “imperfectibannels” in order to model the practical phenomenon bétte
Sectior 1V, we state the capacity region of the problem ferdhse of Gaussian BCC and Gaussian MAC by also incorporating
suitable power constraints. Paper ends with the conclagiiren in Sectiof V.

II. NOTATION AND PROBLEM STATEMENT
A. Notation

Boldface letters denote vectors; regular letters with stipss denote individual elements of vectors. Furthermoepital
letters represent random variables and lowercase letteiste individual realizations of the corresponding randanmble. The

sequence ofay, as, ..., ay} is compactly represented lay¥. The abbreviations “i.i.d.”, “p.m.f” and “w.l.0.g.” arehsrthands

2This on-off message also meaningful in practice as far asivea®RFID tags are concerned, since they need to facilitatexéernal energy in order to
operate



for the terms “independent identically distributed”, “pability mass function” and “without loss of generalitygspectively.

B. Problem Statement

In this paper, our major concern is finding maximum achiexator-free rates for the following multiuser communioati
problem (For the sake of simplicity, we define the problemtfar case of two mobile units, however all of the results can
easily be generalized td/ users using the same arguments employed in the paper): gceier first acts as a transmitter and
broadcastsa pair of messagesi¥y, Wa) € Wy x Ws, to mobile units through the first memoryless communicatbannel.
Mobile units decode the messages intended to them, i.e(rfxs. second) mobile unit decidés (resp.Ws), and then choose
their messages accordingly, i.e. first (resp. second) mabilt chooses\/; € M?’l (resp.Ms € M;’%), andsimultaneously
sends to transceiver, which this time acts as a receivangjtir the second memoryless communication channel.

Next, we give the quantitative definition of the communioatsystem considered:

Definition 2.1: The above-mentioned communication system consists ofdit@ving components:

(i) Eight discrete finite set&’, V1, Vs, Q1, Qs, O1, Os, S.

(ii) A one-input two-output, discrete memoryless commatiimn channel, termed as “broadcast channel part” or shBGIC
part from now on, modeled by a conditional p.mufy:, y2|x) € Y1 x Ve x X. Using the memoryless property, we have

the following expression for the n-th extension of the BCCtpa

P y51x") = [ ok yarla). €Y
k=1

(i) The memoryless “imperfections channel”, which magighe impurities and the instantaneous erroneous behavibea
mobile units (especially useful in the modeling of the RFHY4), given by a conditional p.m#(g;|¢;) € 9 x Q.

Using the memoryless property, we have the following exgioesfor the n-th extension of the i-th imperfection channel

pla;lay) = [ p(dirlair), )
k=1

for i € {1,2}.
(iv) A two-input one-output, discrete memoryless commatian channel, termed as “multiple access channel parthontky
MAC part from now on, given by a conditional p.mg(s|g1,d2) € S x 0, x Q,. Using the memoryless property, we

have the following expression for the n-th extension of th&Qvpart:

n
p(s"lay, &) = [ p(sklgun, Gor)- ©)
k=1
Next, we state the code definition
Definition 2.2: An (2"3{13,2"3513,2”R9am,2"35ata,n) code for the communication system given above consistsef th

following parts:



(i) Pair of transmitter messages, termed as “broadcastnehanessages” or shortly BCC messages from now on, to mobile
units given ag Wiy, Ws) € Wy x Wh, whereW; 2 {1, ce 2”RfD} fori e {1,2}.

(i) The transceiver’s encoding function, termed as “bizd channel encoder” or shortly BCC encoder from now orergiv
as

XBCC W x Wy — &A™, such thatX BEC (W, Wh) = x" (W, Wa). (4)

(i) The mobile units’ decoding functions, termed as “badoast channel decoders” or shortly BCC decoders from now on,
given by gP°C . yr — W; U {0}, such thatyP¢C (Y?) = W}, for i € {1,2}, where{0} corresponds to “miss-type”
error event.

(iv) The mobile units’ messages corresponding to decode@ B@ssaged/;, termed as “multiple access channel messages”
or shortly MAC messages from now off; € va WhereMZWi 2 {1, ceey 2”R?m}, for i € {1,2}. Note that this
is the message part of a “nested codebook structure” camelipg to the decoded messagé at each mobile unit.

(v) The mobile units’ encoding function, termed as “muldifglccess channel encoders” or shortly MAC encoders from now
on, given byQMAC : MW 5 g for i € {1,2}, such thatQMAC (M;) = ay, (M;). Note thatqy: (M;)'s are the
codewords of the “nested codebook structure” correspanttirthe decoded messagjé at each mobile unit.

(vi) The transceiver's decoding function, termed as “npldtiaccess channel decoder” or shortly MAC decoder from now
on, given bygMA4¢ . 87 5 MV x MY,

(vii) Decoded messages at the transcei\(e\&l,Mg) € M‘l’Vl X M;’V2. Note that since transceiver knoWd’;, W5) pair and
tries to “learn” the correspondin@\/1, M) pairs simultaneously, hence it choogéd;, M>)-th messages from the set
MV MYV,

Obviously, the communication system may be intuitivelysidered as a cascade of a two user “broadcast channel’[14 and

two user “multiple access channel’[1] with the following difications: first the employment of the nested codeboolctire

at the MAC encoders and the imperfections channels inclutlee aforementioned modified cascade, including the emspde

codewords and decoders at both BCC and MAC part is shown inré&liy below:

Now, we state following “probability of error” related dettions, which will be used throughout the paper.

Definition 2.3:

(i) The conditional probability of erroy \;, for the communication system is defined by:

Nusunams.ans = 1=Pr ([(W1,W2) = (w1, w2)| (W2, Wa) = (w1, w2)| A [(, D) = (ma, mo)| (M, Ma) = (m1,m3)] )

(®)
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Fig. 1. Block Diagram Representation of the multiuser comitation system considered in the paper.

and themaximal probability of error \("), for the communication system is defined by:

A
n

)‘( ): w u{n?i( m /\w17w27m1,m2' (6)
1,W2,M1,M2

(i) The conditional probability of error for the BCC part\2¢“, is defined by:
ABoc £ pr ((Wth) # (wi, wa)[(Wr1, W2) = (w17w2)) , (7)
and theaverage probability of error for the BCC parPe(fgcc, is defined by:
Plec & Pr((Wi,W2) # (W1, W2)), ®)
(iii) The conditional probability of error for the MAC payt\M4¢, is defined by:
Appie & Pr ((Mth) # (m1,ma)|(My, M) = (mq,ms), (Wr, Wa) = (w1,w2)) : )
and theaverage probability of error for the MAC parPéﬁ\?{Ac is defined by:
Pe(,?t)mc £ pr ((MlaMz) # (My, M) | (Wl,Wz) = (wl,wz)) . (10)
Note that, using[{5){7) and@1(9) we conclude that
Awnwamims = 1= (1= A ) (1 = Affac?)- (11)

Next, achievabilityis defined as
Definition 2.4: Any rate quadrupld R{°, RLP, RP**e, RP**) is said to beachievableif there exists a sequence of codes

ID ID Data Data
(2"31 20T gnRY onRy ,n) such that\(® — 0 asn — oo.
IlIl. DISCRETECASE

In this section, we deal with the problem stated in SedfieBl Linder the discrete random variables assumption.



A. Achievable Region for The General Case
The main result of this section is the following theorem:
Theorem 3.1: (Achievability-Discrete Casiy quadruple(RIP, RIP RPate RPte) € R, is achievable, where
Ro £ {(RIP, RSP, RP", RP“'%) : RIP RIP RPe RD®* >0, RIP < I(U:Y1), RE? < 1(V3Ya),
R+ RiP < I(UY1) + 1 (V;Y2) = I (U; V), RP“™ < I(Q1 5|Qa), RY™™ < I(Qa; S|Qn),
RPata L gDate — 1(Qy,Q: S), for somep(u, v, ) onl x V x X andp(qi, gz, s) on Q1 x Qs X S,

wherep(qi, gz, 5) = > p(sldr, 42)p(d11g1)p(d2]92)p(q1)p(g2), for somep(qr), p(qz) on Qi, Qs, respectivelys . (12)
a1,z
Proof: Proof follows combining arguments from [2] and [1] for BCCdaMAC parts, respectively; by also taking
imperfection channels and nested codebook structure ttoust.
W.l.o.g. we suppose € (0,1).
First, defineAE")(U) (resp.AE”)(V)) as the set ok-typical sequences [ € U™ (resp.v™ € V™) for any givenp(u)
(resp.p(v)) onU (resp.V).

Next, forw; € {1, ..., 2”R{D}, we define following cells:

B, 2 {(wl — )2 WY)=RP—9) | wlgn(l(U;YnfR{Dfs)} .

Similarly, for resp.ws € {1, ..., 2”R5D}, we define:

1>

Cuus {(wQ ~1)2nU(ViY)=RsP =) 4 g wQ2n<1<v;Y2>fRéDfs>} :

W.1.0.g. supposing than({(UiY)—Ri® =€) on(I(ViYe)=Ry"—€) ¢ 7+
Encoding at BCC part:

n ID n ID )
i) Generation of the codebopksenerate the codebodkgcc € X2 T x2"T o xm osuch that(z, j, m)-th element is

Tm (1, j) andw,, (i, j)s are i.i.d. realizations ok of which distribution isp(z) = 3, , p(u, v, ) for all i, j,m and reveal
the codebook to both mobile units and transceiver.

ii) Choose an(Wy, Ws) € Wy x W, uniformly overW; x Wy, i.e. Pr(W; = wy, Wy = wy) = 1/ (2”RfD2”R5D), for all
(w1, ws) € Wi X Wh.

i) Next, generate2"(!(U:Y1)=) jjd. u”, such that
p(u™) = Gy e AU
0 , otherwise

3Since we want to show that(™) — 0 asn — oo, this will suffice. To see this, observe that in the proof af theorem, we show that for any sufficiently
large n and for anye € (0,1), A(™) < ¢, which directly impliesA(™) < ¢’ for any e’ > 1.



Similarly, generate™(!(Vi¥2)=¢) jjd. v, such that

1 'f n AE") 14
pvty = APy Ve AT)
0 , otherwise

Label theseu” (k) (resp.v" (1)), k € [1,2nUWUYD=9)] (resp.l € [1,2nU(Vi¥2)=9)]),

iv) If a message paifw;,ws) is to be transmitted, pick one paia™(k),v™ (1)) € AE")(U, V)N By, x Cy,. Then, find an
x (w1, w2) wWhich is jointly e-typical with (w;,w2) pair and designate it as the corresponding codewordofws). Send
over the BCC partp(y1, y2|x).

Decoding at BCC part:

i) Find the indexes: (resp.i) such that(u™(k),y1) € A™ (U, Y1) (resp.(v™(1),y2) € A" (V,Y2)). If k,i are not unique
or does not exist, declare an error, i = 0 and/orW, = 0. Else, decidgV; € W, (resp.W2 € W) at mobile unit
one (resp two), such thate By, (resp.i € Cy,).

Encoding at MAC part:

i) Generation of the codebo@¥ested codebook structure): FiXq:), p(q2). Let p(q1, ¢2) = p(q1)p(g2). Generate thew;-th

codebookCy/ 4 € Q?"RiDm x @ such that(j, k)-th element isq,, 1 (j) andqw, 1 (j)s are i.i.d. realizations of); of
which distribution isp(¢;) for all j € {1,...,2"B"""} k€ {1,...,n} andi € {1,2}.

i) Choose a messagkl; € le uniformly for the W; decided at the BCC part, i.&r(M; = m;) = W for all
m; € va and fori € {1,2}. In order to send the message, pick the corresponding codewoqq}vi (m;) of CX}/%AC
and send over the imperfection chanpéy;|qy;, ) resulting ing;® for i € {1,2}. The pair of(q:, §z) is the input to the
MAC part, p(s|di, 2)-

Decoding at MAC part:
i) Find the pair of indexes(Ml,Mg) € MY x MY such that(q?, (M), q%, (Ms),s") € AU (Q1,Q,S), where

AE”)(Ql, Q2,5) is thee-typical set with respect to distribution

Plar,q2,8) = Y p(sldn, 42, a1, 42)p(d1, dolar, g2)p(a1)p(g2), (13)
41,42

= Z p(sld1, 42)p(G1, G2l a1, 42)p(q1)p(g2), (14)
41,42

= Z p(sq1, 42)p(q1la1)p(G2|g2)p(q1)p(g2), (15)

where [IB) follows sincer(q1,q2) = p(q1)p(g2) (cf. the codebook generation of MAC part), {14) follows snelAC

channel depends on onlyj, =) and [I%) follows since imperfection channels are independed depends on only;

and g2, respectively.



If such a(Ml,MQ) pair does not exist or is not unique, then declare an ermr); = 0 and/or M, = 0; otherwise
decide(Ml, ]\?[2).
Analysis of Probability of Error:
We begin with BCC part. By defining the error event&&~“ = {(Wl (Y7), Wa(Y3)) # (W1, Wg)}, we have the following

expression for the average probability of error averagest all messagesw:, w2), and codebookszcc
Pe(.%)cc = Pr (5800) )
= Pr (gBCCKWla WQ) = (L 1)) ) (16)
where [[16) follows by noting the equality of arithmetic zage probability of error and the average probability of egiven

in (@) and the symmetry of the codebook construction at th€ B@rt.

Next, we define following type of error events:

gBcc 2 {39 () € (B, xCl)ﬁAgn)(U,V)}, (17)
egec & {r X" (wn,w0), Vi, ¥3) ¢ AUV XV, 1) | (18)
gpec = {3k¢k st (i%>,y?>eA£"><U,m}, (19)
efec 2 {3z st(vi()yh) € AN (VY2 (20)

where [1¥) corresponds to the failure of the encodihg], (i€5p( [2D)) corresponds to the failure of the decoding atilmob
unit one (resp. mobile unit two).
Using typicality arguments, it can be shown thiat(£5¢) < e/4 for i € {2,3,4} and Lemma 1 of [2] also guarantees

that Pr (££°“) < ¢/4. Using these facts and the union bound, we conclude that
P = Pr(EBCC) = Pr(BC (W1, Wa) = (1,1)) < ¢, (21)

for anye > 0, for sufficiently largen; provided thatl (U; Y1) > RIP +e, I(V;Ys) > REP +¢, I(U; Y1) +1(V; Yo) = I(U; V) >
RIP 4+ RIP 4 2¢ + §(e), such thati(e) — 0 ase — 0.
Further, using standard arguments for finding a code withigibe maximal probability of error (cf. [1] pp. 203-204)dm

the one withPe(fgcc < e we conclude that we have
)\(n) co = Inax Apoer < 2, (22)

for any e > 0 and for sufficiently large:, which concludes the BCC part.
By defining the error event a&&"/4C 2 {(Ml(S"), 1\7[2(8”)) # (M, My)| (Wl, Wg) = (wi, wQ)}, we have the following

expression for the average probability of error averagesr @i messagegym,, m2), and codebooks corresponding to the



messages;,} - andC,7 4.
Pe(jzl\)mc = Pr(eM49),
= Pr (gMACKMlvMQ) = (171)) ’ (23)

where [28) follows by noting the equality of arithmetic zage probability of error and the average probability of egiwen
in (I0) and the symmetry of the nested codebook construeticghe MAC part.

Next, we define the following events
eS¢ S {(an, (i), i, (7).5") € AP(Q1. Q. ) } (24)
Using union bound and appropriately bounding each errontelyg exploiting typicality arguments, one can show that
P 4o = Pr (EMAC) = Pr (MAC|(My, M) = (1,1)) < e, (25)

for anye > 0 and sufficiently larges; provided that’ (Q1; S|Q2) — RP > 3¢, I(Q2; S|Q1) — RY > 3e andI(Q1, Q2; S) —
(Rf)ata 4 R%)ata) > 4e.
Further, using standard arguments for finding a code withigibe maximal probability of error (cf. [1] pp. 203-204)dm

the one withPe(f}&Ac < e we conclude that we have

A L2 max AT < 9, (26)

mi,ms2
for any e > 0 and for sufficiently large:, which concludes the MAC part.

Next, we sum up things and conclude the proof in the followimgnner.

First, by plugging[(1il) in[{(6), we have

(n) _ w1, w2 mi1,M2 W1, W2 \1M1,M2
A= o8 g Apéc +Aviac” — Apéc Avac” - (27)
BCC *MAC

Further, using the fact that the cost function[in](27) is mon@ increasing in both ;2> and \;';%, we conclude that (cf.

(22) and [(26))

A < ge — 4¢3, (28)

for any 0 < e < 1 and sufficiently large:. Sincee may be arbitrarily small[{28) concludes the proof. ]

IV. POWER CONSTRAINED GAUSSIAN CASE
A. Problem Statement

In this section, we generalize the communication probleatestin Sectiof 1B to continuous random variables under th

assumption of Gaussian noise and power constraint on thebood#ts. To be more precise we have the problem depicted in
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Figure[2, with the power constraints:

E[Xx?] < P (29)
E {(QLWI)Q} < a by, (30)
E {(Ql,Wz)Q} < b, (31)

such thatvy,ay < 1 and Py + P, < P, whereP; (resp.P) is the power delivered to mobile unit one (resp. two) andosgl

we assume thatv; < Ns.

Z ~N(O,N,)

GOy

XEEO> (W, W) L
| Y, @ W M, oM

Y,

() Z,~NON,)
DM{’VVZ q\X&(M]_) Bl 1MAC(D]

(I\I}l 1"\;| 2) D QMAC(D]

A

q, (M;) | Q™

Z,~N(O,N,)

Fig. 2. Block Diagram Representation of the multiuser comitation system under Gaussian noise assumption.

Note that both Definitioh 211 (excluding imperfection chalsn which are irrelevant for this case) and Definition] 2.2 ar
valid for this case, witht = Q; = @, =S =R.
Remark 4.1:
(i) Observe that, we model the “imperfection channel” ofcdite case as an additional power constraint for the Gaussia

case.

(i) BCC part for the Gaussian case at hand is equivalent egraded BCC”, which enables us to state tiapacity region

instead of characterizing achievable region only.

B. Capacity Region for Gaussian Case

In this section, we state the capacity region of the comnatitin system given in Sectidn TVIA. Note that throughout the

section, all the logarithms are basgin other words the unit of information is “nats”.
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Theorem 4.1:The capacity regionR,; C R*, of the system shown in Figufé 2 is given by

1 P
Ra 2 {(RIP B2 RPee REY)  RIP R RP R 20, P < 1o (1457 ).

Ny
1 (1-a)P 1 aoy P 1 (1-a)asP
RID Z1 1 A ) RData 21 1 RData Z1 1 A e
2<2Og<+Ng+aP)’ L <5008 +N3 » f < glog | 1+ N )
1 P 1-— P
RP™ 4 RY™ < S log (1 4o +§v3 a)az ) s t0<a<1,0<aa< 1}, (32)

wherea may be chosen arbitrarily in the given range andanda, are system parameters.
1) Achievability: In section, we prove the forward part of Theoreml 4.1, in otherds following theorem:
Theorem 4.2:Any rate quadruplé RIP, RAD RPate pDate) ¢ R4, there exists a sequence of

(Q"R{D,2"R5D,2"R1Dm,2"R5m,n) codes with arbitrarily small probability of error for sufiémtly largen, provided that

%1og (1 + %) > RIP p¢ (33)

%log (1 + O‘}Vagp ) > RPate 4 3¢ (35)

g (1 B10) L g, 0
%mg (1 4 el + ?;3(1 — )P ) > RPata | pData 4 4 (37)

foranye>0,0<a<1and0<aj,as <1.
Proof: In order to prove the theorem, we useperposition codindl] at BCC part and standard random coding at MAC
part. W.l.o.g. suppose € (0,13/84).

Encoding at BCC part:

i) Generation of the codebodBuperposition Coding) Generate codebatjky - (resp.C% ) with corresponding rat&!

(resp.R:P) such that bothR!P and RLP satisfy the conditiond(33)[(B4) and {35) where
N
Chec = [z1i(w)], (38)
such that each; ;(w;) are i.i.d. realizations of; ~ N (0, P — €/2) and
s A
Choc = [w2,i(w2)], (39)

such that eachrs ;(w2) are i.i.d. realizations of{s ~ N(0,(1 — )P — ¢/2). Reveal bothC}, . andC%. to each

mobile unit.

4Since we want to show that(™) — 0 asn — oo, this will suffice. To see this, observe that in the proof af theorem, we show that for any sufficiently
largen and for anye € (0,13/84), A(™ < ¢, which directly impliesA(") < ¢’ for any e’ > 13/84.
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i) Choose a message pdin;, ws) € Wi x Wa, uniformly overW, x Wy, i.e. Pr(Wy = wi, Wa = wy) = 1/2n(E17+R2"),
for all (wl,wg) € W1 X Ws.

iii) In order to send messagev:, w), takex? (w1) from Cho andxy (ws) from C3. and sendk™ (wq, w2) 2

x7 (w1) +
x4 (we) over the BCC to both sides, yielding éx"(wl,wg) + Z; at mobile unit one and% éx"(wl,wQ) + Zs
at mobile unit two, whereZ; and Z, are arbitrarily correlated with following marginal didittions Z; ~ A(0, Ny),

Zs ~ N(0, N3). Note that law of large numbers ensus€(w, , ws) satisfies the power constraint ¢f{29).

Decoding at BCC part:

i) Upon receivingys, second mobile unit performs jointly typical decoding. idecides the uniqué’, € W, such that
(yQ,xQ(Wg)) S AE") (X2,Y3). If such alW, € W, does not exist or is not unique, then declares an erron/¥g= 0.
Mobile unit one also performs the same jointly typical deogdfirst with y7 in order to decide the uniqu’, € Wy
such that(y’f,x?(Wg)) S AE")(XQ,Y). If such W, € W, does not exist or is not unique, then declares an error, i.e.
W, = 0. After deciding oni¥,, mobile unit one calculates the correspondjrfgé vy — xg(Wg) and then performs
jointly typical decoding, i.e. decides the uniqti& € W, such that(y”,x?(Wl)) € AE”)(Xl,Y). If such alv; € W,
does not exist or is not unique, then declares an errorjii;e= 0.

Encoding at MAC part:

i) Generation of CodebooiNested Codebook Structure): FiXq1), f(g2). Let f(q1,q2) = f(q1)f(g2). Generate thev,-th

(resp.w»-th) codebook ag}, = [quw,,j(m1)] (resp.Cytac = [quw,,;(m2)]), such thatg,, ;(m1) (resp.qu,, j(m2)) are
ii.d. realizations ofQ; ~ N(0,01aP — €) (resp.Qy ~ N(0,az(1 — a)P — ¢)) for all wy € {1,...,2"%"} (resp.

Data

wy € {1,...,2"R2" Yy my € {1,...,2"B7"} (resp.my € {1,...,2"R2"“ V) andj € {1,...,n}.

i) Choose a messag/; € MVi uniformly, i.e. Pr(M; = m;) = 1/2°F"" for all m; € MV and fori € {1,2}. In
order to send a message;, take the corresponding Codewoq% of CXZ;,C and send over the MAC, for € {1,2},
resulting inS™ 2 q%/l + q;}v2 + 7.

Decoding at MAC part:

i) Find the pair of indexe$M;, M) € MY x MY? such that(qu, (M), qu, (Ms),s™) € A™(Q1,Q,, S). If such a pair

does not exist or is not unique, then declare an errorjile= 0 and/or M, = 0; otherwise decidé;, M>).

Analysis of Probability of Error: We begin with the BCC part. First, note that(16) is still dadis well as the error event

definition. Next, we define following type of error events

BCcCc A 1n2
Fof = E;%@Uﬂj, (40)
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eree & (g yh) € A (Ko 1), st A1), (41)
A n(,s n n -

e & {eaG)y") e AN (XL Y), st £1], (42)
A n n n

e70¢ 2 {eahyy) € AP (Xa Vo), stk A1}, (43)

where [40) corresponds to the violation of the power coirgtrédl) corresponds to the failure of the first step of theatdtng
at the mobile unit one[ (42) corresponds to the failure ofstheond step of the decoding at the mobile unit dn€, (43) sporeds
to the failure of the decoding at the mobile unit two.
Using union bound and appropriately bounding the probgbdf each error event term by using arguments of typicality

(except for the power constraint, which follows from law afde numbers), one can show that

P") e = Pr(€8CC) = Pr (£59C (W1, Wa) = (1,1)) < T, (44)

for any e > 0 and sufficiently large:, provided that; log (1 + %) — RIP > ¢ (cf. (33)), 1 log (1 + (lpfj)vp) —RID > ¢

(cf. (34)) and; log (1 + (;j‘\;f) — RIP > ¢ ((which is guaranteed by recalliny; < N, and [338).

Further, using standard arguments for finding a code withigibe maximal probability of error (cf. [1] pp. 203-204)dm

the one withPe(fgcc < 7e we conclude that we have
A, & max NG < lde, (45)
for any e > 0 and sufficiently large:, provided that[(33) and (34) hold, which concludes the BC@&.pa

Now, we continue with the MAC part and note that](23) is stilig as well as the error event definition. We additionally

include the following type of error event, which deals wittetpower constraints

gac 2 { qu > ;P } (46)

for i € {1,2}, such thatP, = aP and P, = (1 — o) P and« is the same as the one given in BCC case.
Using union bound and appropriately bounding the prokgbdf each error event term by using arguments of typicality

(except for the power constraint related terms, which felfoom law of large numbers), one can show that
Pe(Z\)4AC = Pr (EMAY) = Pr (EMAC|(My, My) = (1,1)) < 6e, (47)
for any e > 0 and sufficiently large:, provided that; log (1 + %) > RPeta 4 3¢ Llog (1 + %) > RDate 4 3¢,
%log (1 + W) > RlData + Rg)ata + e,
Further, using standard arguments for finding a code withigibe maximal probability of error (cf. [1] pp. 203-204)dm

the one withPe(f}&Ac < 6¢ we conclude that we have

A 2 max AT < 12, (48)
my,ma2
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for any e > 0 and sufficiently large:, provided that[(35),[(36) and(B7) hold, which concludes¥C part.

Following similar arguments as in Sectibn IlI-A and usifidl 4nd [(48), we conclude that
™) < €(26 — 168e), (49)

forany0 < e < 5, whereA(™) is as defined in[{6). Sincemay be arbitrarily small[{49) concludes the proof. ]
2) Converse:ln this section, we prove the converse part of Thedrerh 4.bttier words we have the following theorem:
Theorem 4.3:For any sequence oé?"RfD,2"R5D,2"R?m, 2"R5m,n)-RFID codes withP{™ < ¢, for anye > 0, we
have (R{P, RIP RP* RDP) ¢ Ry.
Proof: Proof relies on ideas from [3] for BCC part and [1] for MAC part

First of all, we have following

P = 1_Pr([(W1,W2):(W1,W2)]A[(Ml,th):(Ml,MQ)D,

1—Pr ((Wl,m) - (W, WQ)) Pr ((Ml,MQ) — (My, My)| (W1, Wa) = (W1, WQ)) . (50)
Using [50) and noting thaP\™ < ¢, we have
(1 —Pr ((Wl, Wa) # (W, Wg))) (Pr ((Ml, M) # (M, Ma)|(Wi, Wa) = (W1, WQ))) :

which implies

Pe(.,nB)CC =Pr ((Wth) # (W17W2)) <e, (51)

and

Pac = Pr (81, M) # (My, My)| (W3, W2) = (Wi, W2)) <, (52)

Next, (51) enables us to use the result of [3] for BCC casecdeave state that

1 P
RIP < §log<1+(jv—l>, (53)
1 (1-a)P
RIP < Zlog|1+4+-—"t" 54
P < 2og(+wp+N2>, (54)

forany0 < a < 1.

Further, [G2) enables us to use the result of [1] for MAC chssice we state that

1 ajaP
Data < 21 1 1 55
RPUe < Slog (149925, (55)
1 as(l — )P
Data oo (14 2 56
RPUe < Jlog (14 2EEUT, (56)
1 P 1—o)P
RPata 4 pData < §10g (1 L Qo +a23( ) ) (57)
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Combining [58), [(BK),[(35)[(56) and (57) we conclude thateoy (2”R{D,2"R§D , 2”RP“'“,2"32D““,”)-RF|D codes with

Pr, we have(R{P, RIP RPe* RP**) € Ry, which concludes the proof. [ ]

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the RFID capacity problem by modgelie underlying structure as a specific multiuser comnainic
tion system that is represented by a cascade of a BCC and a M#&CBCC and MAC parts are used to model communication
between the RFID reader and the mobile units, and betweemdigle units and the RFID reader, respectively. To connect
the BCC and MAC parts, we used a “nested codebook” structveefurther introduced imperfection channels for discrete
alphabet case as well as additional power limitations fatiooous alphabet additive Gaussian noise case to aclyunatelel
the physical medium of the RFID system. We provided the aelhile rate region in the discrete alphabet case and theitapac
region for the continuous alphabet additive Gaussian resise. Hence, overall, we characterized the maximal adbieearor

free communication rates for any RFID protocol for the lattase.
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