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Molecular Communication in Fluid Media: The

Additive Inverse Gaussian Noise Channel

K. V. Srinivas, Raviraj S. Adve, and Andrew W. Eckford

Abstract

We consider molecular communication, with informationw®yed in the time of release of molecules.
The main contribution of this paper is the development ofethtical foundation for such a communica-
tion system. Specifically, we develop the additive inversei$zian (IG) noise channel model: a channel
in which the information is corrupted by noise with an ineiGaussian distribution. We show that
such a channel model is appropriate for molecular commtioitan fluid media - when propagation
between transmitter and receiver is governed by Browniatiomcand when there is positive drift
from transmitter to receiver. Taking advantage of the atdd literature on the IG distribution, upper
and lower bounds on channel capacity are developed, and anmaxlikelihood receiver is derived.
Theory and simulation results are presented which showdhelh a channel does not have a single
quality measure analogous to signal-to-noise ratio in thNéGN channel. It is also shown that the
use of multiple molecules leads to reduced error rate in aneraakin to diversity order in wireless
communications. Finally, we discuss some open problemsoleecnlar communications that arise from

the 1G system model.

I. INTRODUCTION

Modern communication systems are almost exclusively basethe propagation of electro-
magnetic (or acoustic) waves. Of growing recent interemoscale networks, or nanonetworks,
are systems of communicating devices, where both the dethesnselves and the gaps between

them are measured in nanometers [1]. Due to the limitationthe available size, energy, and
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processing power, it is difficult for them to communicateotigh conventional means such
as electromagnetic or acoustic waves. Thus, communicdt@ween nanoscale devices will
substantially differ from the well known wired/wirelessnamunication scenarios.

In this paper, we address communication in a nanonetwornkatipg in a aqueous environment;
more precisely, we consider communication between twomaaehines connected through a fluid
medium, where messages are encoded in patterns of molebuldss scheme, the transmitter
sends information to the receiver by releasing moleculés the fluid medium connecting
them; the molecules propagate through the fluid medium; &edréceiver, upon receiving
the molecules, decodes the information by processing atingawith the molecules. This
method, known amolecular communicatiof2], is inspired by biological micro-organisms which
exchange information through molecules. Information canebhcoded on to the molecules in
different ways, such as using timing, concentration, orndleatities of the molecules themselves.

Molecular communication has recently become a rapidly grgvdiscipline within commu-
nications and information theory. The existing literatdhat can be divided into two broad
categories: in the first category, components and desigmsgiement molecular communication
systems are described; for example, communications basethloium ion exchange [3] and
liposomes [4] have been proposed. These are commonly usédiry cells to communicate.
Other work (e.g., [5], [6]) has explored the use of molecutamtors to actively transport
information-bearing molecules. To date, a considerableusrhof work has been done in related
directions, much of which is beyond the scope of this pap&oad review is found in [7].

In the second category, channel models are analyzed andniafion-theoretic capacity ob-
tained, largely via simulations. Our own prior work fallsthis category: in [8], idealized models
and mutual information bounds were presented for a Wienmrgss model of Brownian motion
without drift; while in [9], [10], a net positive drift was aléd to the Brownian motion and
mutual information between transmitter and receiver dated using simulations. Aside from
our own work, mutual information has been calculated forpdified transmission models (e.qg.,
on-off keying) in [11], [12]; while communication channelogkels for moleculaconcentration
have been presented in [13], and mutual information caledlan [14]. Less closely related to
the current paper, information-theoretic work has alsolne to evaluate multiuser molecular
communication channels [15], and evaluate the capacityakeiwm relay channels [16]. Related

work also includes information-theoretic literature o ttnapdoor channel [17], [18], and the
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gueue-timing channel [19], [20].

Building on the work in [10], in this paper, we consider a noolar timing channel in
the presence of Brownian motion with positive drift. Broamimotion is physically realistic
for nanodevices, since these devices have dimensionslproadhe same scale as individual
molecules; and we choose positive drift since it arises in applications of interest (e.g.,
communications that takes advantage of the bloodstreann).f@us here is on the channel;
we assume that the transmitter and receiver work perfédiyassume the receiver has infinite
time to guarantee that all transmitted molecules will @&@wnd that there are no “stray” particles
in the environment. Therefore, in our system, communicaisocorrupted only by the inherent
randomness due to Brownian motion.

The key contributions of this paper are:

« Most importantly, we show that a molecular timing channel ba abstracted as an additive
noise channel with the noise havimyerse GaussiafiG) distribution (Section Il); thus, the
molecular communication is modeled as communication omedalitive inverse Gaussian
noise(AIGN) channel. This forms the basis of the theoretical dgwments that follow.

« Using the AIGN framework, we obtain upper and lower boundsheninformation theoretic
capacity of a molecular communication system (Theorem 1).

« We investigate receiver design for molecular communica#ind present three key results:
A maximum likelihood estimator (Theorem 2) and an upper ldoon the symbol error
probability (Theorem 3). We also show an effect similar toedsity order in wireless
communications when multiple molecules are released samebusly (Theorem 4).

While the work in [10] is based largely on simulations, theGAl framework developed here
allows us to place molecular communications on a theoldicding. However, we emphasize
that this paper remains an initial investigation into theaity of molecular communications in
fluid media.

This paper is organized as follows: Section Il presents ytstesn and channel model under
consideration. Section IIl then uses this channel modeleeeldp capacity bounds for this
system. Section IV then develops a maximum likelihood (M&geiver. Section V wraps up the
paper with extensive discussion, a few open problems ane smmcluding remarks.

Notation: h(X) denotes the differential entropy of the random variallle X ~ exp(y)

implies that X is an exponentially distributed random variable with médn, i.e., fx(z) =
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Fig. 1. System Model with transmitter at = 0 and receiver atv = d

vexp " x > 0. L(X) denotes the Laplace transform of the the probability dgrfsibction
(pdf) of the random variablé’. Throughout the papelkyg refers to the natural logarithm, hence

information is measured in nats.

II. SYSTEM AND CHANNEL MODEL

Let W(x) be a continuous-time random process which represents thiéigooat time x
of a molecule propagating via Brownian motion. Let< z; < z, < ... < =z, represent
a sequence of time instants, and It = W(x;) — W(z;_;) represent the increments of the
random process for € {1,2,...,k}. ThenW(x) is a Wiener proces# the incrementsi; are
independent Gaussian random variables with variarfi¢e; — x;_;). The Wiener process has
drift if E[R;] = v(z; —x;—1), wherew is the drift velocity. The Wiener process is an appropriate
model for physical Brownian motion if friction is negligil[21].

The system under consideration is illustrated in Fig. 1. raasmitter releases one or more
molecules into the fluid medium at some chosen times; the culds then propagate to the
receiver. The receiver notes the arrival time(s) and ussgdhestimate the time(s) of transmis-
sion. In the figure the receiver is depicted as a wall, sinceassume that molecules cannot
propagate beyond the receiver — and once a molecule aritivesabsorbed and does not return
to the medium. We therefore model one-dimensional propagatowever, our analysis doesn’t

change in a two- or three-dimensional environment, as Ientha environment is isotropic.
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Consider a fluid medium with positive drift velocityand free diffusion coefficienD, where
the Wiener process variance is given &= D/2 (see footnotd. A molecule is released into
this fluid at timex = 0 at positionw = 0. Under the Wiener process, the probability density of

the particle’s positionv at timex > 0 is given by [23]

fw(w;z) = \/ﬁexp (—%) ) Q)
That is, treating the time as a parameter, the pdf of the positiens Gaussian with meanz
and variancer?z.

Since the receiver acts as a perfectly absorbing boundargrevonly concerned with tHest
arrival time N at the boundary. We assume that the transmitter is locatéueadrigin, and in
the axis of interest, the receiver is located at position 0. In this case, the first arrival time
is given by

N = min{z : W(z) = d}. 2)

The key observation here is that«f > 0, the pdf of N, denoted byfy(n), is given bythe

inverse GaussiaflG) distribution [24]

iy = | Ve (55 n-0 ©

0, n < 0.
where
d
o= - and (4)
v
2
A = %. (5)

The mean and the variance df are given bymy = p andVar(N) = “73 respectively. We will
uselG(u, A) as shorthand for this distribution, i.eV, ~ IG(u, A) implies (3). It is important to
note that ifv = 0, the distribution of N is not IG. Furthermore, ity < 0, there is a nonzero
probability that the particle never arrives at the recgvboundary. Throughout this paper, we
will assume thawv > 0.

To develop our molecular communication channel, we assumatthe processed’(z) are

independent for different molecules. The information tadda@smitted is encoded in the transmit

In [22], values ofD between 1-1Qum?*/s were considered realistic for signalling molecules.
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time of each molecule. The transmitter sends symbblks R, , whereR, represents the set of
nonnegative real numbers; the symbol= x represents a release of a single molecule at time
x. This molecule has initial conditiol/(x) = 0; the molecule propagates via a Wiener process
with drift velocity v > 0, and Wiener process variance coefficierit This process continues
until arrival at the receiver, which occurs at timé € R,. We assume that the propagation
environment is unlimited and that, other than the receildagndary, nothing interferes with the

free propagation of the molecule. Under these assumptions, single molecule, clearly
Y=X+N, (6)

where N is the first arrival time of the Wiener process. Substituiimg (3), the probability of
observing channel outpit = y given channel inpufX’ = z is given by

/A _ My—z—p)? )
(y|x) _ 27‘((34_13)3 eXp < 2u2(y—x) ) ’ y = .T7 (7)
0, y<z.
It is apparent that the channel is affected by additive namstne form of the random propagation

Jyix

time N; furthermore, by assumption, this is the only source of wagsty or distortion in the
system. As the additive nois®& has the IG distribution, we refer to the channel defined by
(6)-(7) as aradditive inverse Gaussian noise channdbte that we assume that the receiver can
wait for infinite time to ensure that the molecule does arrive

The results below follow directly from this IG framework.\&eal of the results are based on
properties of the 1G distribution available in [24]. Prewsoworks on the IG distribution were
motivated by its application in diverse fields such as finalnceliability, hydrology, linguistics
and demography [24], [25].

IIl. CAPACITY BOUNDS
A. Main Result

Equation (6) is reminiscent of the popular additive whiteu€aan noise (AWGN) channel, a
crucial parameter of which is the channel capacity. As inAW&GN case, the mutual information

between the input and the output of the channel is given by
I(X;Y) = h(Y)—h(Y[X),
= h(Y)—h(X+ N|X)=h~Y)—-hN|X),

— A(Y) - h(N), (8)
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sinceX andN are independent. The capacity of the channel is the maximutaahinformation,
optimized over all possible input distributiorfs (). The set of all possible input distributions
is determined by the constraints on the input sighalWith the information being encoded
in the release time of the molecule, there is no immediatdognto input power for the
AWGN channel; the constraints are application dependemnt, l@oth peak-constrained and mean-
constrained inputs appear reasonable. So far, peak cotstiave not been analytically tractable;

in this paper we constrain the mean of the input signal suah th
E[X] < m. 9)

That is, on average we are only willing to wait seconds to transmit our signal. Thus, we
define capacity as follows:
Definition 1: The capacity of the AIGN channel with inpat and mean constraitit[X] < m
is defined as
C= max I(X;Y). (10)

fx (x):E[X]<m

From the receiver's perspectivé;|N] is finite as long av > 0, so (9) ensures that the
expected time of arrival at the receiver is constrained, E§'| = E[X| + E[N| < m + E[N].
Further, note that peak constraints are not possible aetteaver, since the pdf a¥ is supported
on [0, o).

Unfortunately, unlike the AWGN channel, there is no simplesed-form, single-parameter
characterization of the AIGN channel capacity; however, wge the IG distribution to form
bounds on the capacity. Thus, our main result in this seascem upper and lower bound on
the capacity of the AIGN channel.

Prior to stating this result, we need the following two pndjgs of the IG distribution:

Property 1 (Differential Entropy of the IG distribution)et /g, ) represent the differential

entropy of the IG distribution with the parametersand \. Then

0
3K (N p) =12 A Ky (M) + K_spp(M 1)
h = log (2K _1,2(\ + -2 —

IG(p1,\) g ( 1/2( /M)M) 9 K—l/Q()\//l) 2,U K—1/2()\/ﬂ)
where K., (-) is the ordery modified Bessel function of the third kind. [

, (11)

This property is easily derived from the differential emtycof a generalized 1G distribution; see
Appendix A. An expression for the derivative of the Besselciion with respect to its order,

needed in the second term of (11), is given in [26].
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Property 2 (Additivity property of the IG distribution, fro[24]): Let N; ~ IG (i, Ai), i =
1,...,1, bel not necessarily independent IG random variables ﬁ?jd: x for all 7, and let
N =3%".¢N;, ¢; > 0. ThenN ~ IG(Y, cipi, k(3 cini)?). [ |

The bounds on the capacity are then given by the following theorem.

Theorem 1:The capacity of the AIGN channel, defined in (10), is bounded a

PG (et (0 2) (mn)2) — Pic(uy) < C < log((u+m)e) — g, (12)

where hyg(,,) is given by Property 1.
Proof: From (8),
I(X5Y) = hY) = higun, (13)

with g\ given by Property 1/(X;Y) is therefore maximized by maximizinyY") subject
to the constraint given by (9), equivalen®#y|Y'] < m+u. Hence, /(X ;Y') achieves its maximum
value whenh(Y") is maximized subject to the following two constraints: first(y) = 0,y < 0,
and secondE[Y]| < m + p.

For the upper bound, for a random variable with a mean cdnstiis known that the expo-
nential distribution, defined over the interv@l o), is the entropy maximizing distribution [27].
Let Y ~ exp(1/m + p)); thenh(Y) = log((m + p)e) > h(Y) for any possible distribution of
Y with E[Y] = m + p. Thus,

C <log((m + p)e) — higun)- (14)

For the lower bound, suppose the input sigialis IG distributed with mean equal to,
satisfying (9). Choose the second parameter of the IG bigian for the input signalX as
(A/p*)m? i.e., X ~ IG(m, (A/u*)m?). Then from Property 2V ~ IG(m + i, (A/p?)(m+ p)?)
and h(Y') = higm-u,(r/u2)(m+w2)- The mutual information is given by

I(X5Y) = Iig(metpu,(\/u2) (mm)2) — Tis () (15)

Note thatfy (y) in this case is not necessarily an entropy maximizing distion for a given

mean ofm + x, and hence

C' 2 Mg,/ 2) (m+)2) — PG () - (16)

The theorem follows from (14) and (16). |
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Note that if one could find a valid pdf fak' (with £[X| < m) that resulted in an exponential
distribution forY" (via convolution with the IG distribution ofV) then the expression in (14)
would be the true capacity for mean constrained inputs. kamgle, at asymptotically high
velocities, i.e., a3 — oo, u = d/v — 0 and the varianc&ar(N) = “73 — 0, i.e., the noise
distribution tends to the Dirac delta function. The factttl%fa—> 1 asv — oo is proven in [25].
The fact thatY is distributed exponentially then leads to the conclusibat,tat high drift
velocities, the optimal inpuk is also exponential, i.eX ~ exp(1/m).

At low velocities, the situation is considerably more coitgied. As shown in Appendix B, the
deconvolution of the outpu®{) and noise {V) pdfs leads to an invalid pdf, i.e., at asymptotically

low velocities, this upper bound does not appear achievable

B. Numerical Results

We now present numerical results by evaluating the mutdatnmation of the AIGN channel
and, in order to illustrate the upper and lower bounds, wesicem four cases:

1) Y ~ exp(1/(m+ ),

2) Y ~1G(m + p, (N p?) (m + p)?),

3) X is uniformly distributed in the rang), 2m],

4) X is exponentially distributed with mean, i.e., X ~ exp(1/m) with v > /202/m. The

need for this constraint is explained below.

In all the four casesy;n = 1. The first two choices correspond to the upper and lower b®und
in Theorem 1, respectively. The final two choices also prevmver bounds on the capacity,
though in these cases we can only exprésgy) (and noth(Y')) in closed form; numerical
integration must be used to calculate mutual informatiarthe case wher& has the uniform

distribution on|0, 2m|, convolving the input and noise distributions leads to

1 o
fy(y) = QTFN(@/), y < 2m; )
5 (Fn(y) — Fn(y —2m)), y > 2m.

where Fiy(n) is the cumulative distribution function (cdf) df and is given by [24]

Fy(n) =@ ( % (% - 1)) + Mg (— % (% + 1)) (18)
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Fig. 2. Mutual information as a function of velocity? = 1.

where ®(z) = 1 (1 + erf (%)) is the cdf of a standard Gaussian distributed random variabl

Z. In the case wher& ~ exp(1/m) with m > 202 /v?, the convolution leads to [28]

Friy) = %e(—#d}z) (a‘kd/02<1> (—kg\;@d) + P (—kg\j@d)) (19)

wherek = y/v2 — 22°. The constraint on velocity? > 202 /m ensures reat.
Figure 2 plots the mutual information as a function of veipéor the four cases listed above.

The upper and IG lower bound are close to each other only overr@w range of velocities.
Further, the cases with exponential and uniform inputsttiae upper bound, with the exponential
input approaching the bound at high velocities. This is tast with the discussion in the
previous section. However, given its finite support, a umifonput may be closer to a practical
signalling scheme. Unsurprisingly, the plot shows thabey is an indicator of channel quality
in that the mutual information increases without bound decoiy increases. As a caveat, this
understanding may be valid only at higher velocities; thpanpound is not monotonic, and at
very low velocities the the upper bound actually decreas#s wcreasing velocity.

The complicated relationship between mutual informatind aelocity arises because, unlike

AWGN channels, there is no single parameter like SNR thardehes the mutual information.
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—4A— Upper bound; Y Exponential
—v— Lower bound; X IG
2.5{ ——©— Uniform X

1(X;Y) in nats

Fig. 3. Mutual information as a function of diffusion constas? (v = 1).

The pdf in (3) is a function of both velocity (via) and diffusion constanty? (via \). An
example of this complex relationship is shown in Fig. 3, veher= 1. Both the upper bound
and the mutual information with uniform inputs fall with im@sing diffusion (randomness), but
then further increasing diffusion increases mutual infation.

The increase in mutual information as a function of diffusi® counterintuitive since diffusion
is assumed to be the source of randomness. To understarréghisit is instructive to consider
the zero-velocity (no drift) case. Without diffusion, theolecule would remain stationary at
the receiver, never arriving at the receiver, and resulteiro znutual information. In this case,
increasing diffusiomelpscommunication. So, while it is true that diffusion increasgndomness,
its impact is not monotonic. To illustrate this effect, cales Fig. 4. Here, the velocity is set
relatively high ¢ = 10). The plots are the entropies and mutual information (uppent) as a
function of the diffusion constant. Here, the upper bouris fsteeply untilo? ~ 4, very slowly
until 02 ~ 10 and thenrisesslowly for increasings2. This is because for relatively large values
of o2, this velocity appears “low” and increasing diffusion ieases mutual information. This

is confirmed by the falling entropy of the noise teri({)).
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Upper bound on I(X;Y); Y exponential

4 - — —h(N)
—o6— h(Y) in case of upper bound
3 .

nats

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

Fig. 4. Mutual information as a function of diffusion constas? (v = 10).

To summarize, in this section we developed capacity boumadthe AIGN channel based on
the IG distribution of the molecule propagation time. Whilereasing velocity increases mutual
information, increasing diffusion beyond a point also @ases mutual information. Unlike the

AWGN channel, no single parameter captures the performahtee AIGN channel.

IV. RECEIVER DESIGN

We now discuss receivers for this channel by recoveringrdresinitted message (transmission
time) from the times the molecules are received. We devetolp the maximum likelihood (ML)

estimator and the ML detector, and provide an error proliglahalysis for the ML detection.

A. Maximum Likelihood Estimator (MLE)
The ML estimator ofX, denoted byXy., is given by
Xu = argmtaxfy|X(y\X =), (20)

where

Fo(lX = 1) = A M) Yt (21)

2m(y — )7 7 (‘272 UED
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and fyx(y|X =t) = 0 for y < ¢. The pdf given above is commonly known as the shifted IG
distribution, or the three-parameter IG distribution, @denoted a$G (¢, i1, A) wheret, is the
location parameter [24], or the threshold parameter [2B¢ hean of the shifted IG distribution
IS p +t.

Theorem 2:Let Xy, represent the ML estimate of the transmitted symioin an AIGN

. 2(3 o X
XML=y+M—<—— —+—>. (22)

channel. Then

A\ 2 4 p?

Proof: Let A(t;) = log fy|x(y|X = t;) represent the log-likelihood function. Sinaeg is

monotonic,
X = argmax fy|x (y|X = t;) = argmax A(t;).
In our case,
~3log(y — ti) — 25 Wy s
A(tl) = 2 g(y ) 2u? y—t;) y (23)
—0Q, Y <t

By setting 8/})(;” = 0, and searching over values ©f< y, we obtain the MLE given by (221

This result is consistent with the expected high velocityec@ — o), wherein Xy, = y.

B. ML Detection: Symbol Error Probability Analysis

Analogous to the use of a signal constellation in AWGN chésnge now restrict the input
to the channel, i.e, the transmission time, to take disaraliges: for7T-ary modulation we have
X e{t,...,tr},0<t; <tg,... <tr.

Using such a discrete signal set, we analyze the error pildigdbr binary modulation with
ML detection at the receiver. LeX € {t1,t.}, 0 < t; < t9, with Pr(X = t;) = p; and
Pr(X =ty) = po. Thelog-likelihood ratio L(y) is given by

_ flylX =ts)
L) = loe g =7

= A(t2) — A(t)
—0Q, Yy S t27
- 3 y—t A 2 1 1 (24)
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If L(y) is positive (negative), then, has higher (lower) likelihood thaty. If L(y) = 0, then
there is no preference betweeén and ¢,; we ignore this case, which occurs with vanishing
probability. Thus, for ML detection, the decision rule is:
Pick X = t, if L(y) > 0, otherwise pickX = ;.
For MAP detection, we use the same decision rule, replating > 0 with L(y) > log(p1/p2).
The symbol error probability (SEP) is given by

P, = piPr{t; — to} + poPr{ty — t1}, (25)
wherePr{t; — t;} is the probability of Xy, = t; when X =t;.

Pr{t; — to} = /yoo fr(y|X = t1)dy (26)
wherey,, is the decision threshold value of tsatisfyingL(yth) = 0. Similarly,

Pr{ty =t} = /tyth [y (Yl X = t2)dy. (27)

We now give an upper bound on the error probability for theeaglsenp; > p», which is simple
to calculate and yet closely approximates the exact erraiogiility.

Theorem 3:Let X € {t1,t2}, 0 < t; < to, with Pr(X = t;) = py, Pr(X = t3) = p, and
p1 > po. The upper bound on the symbol error probability of the MLed&lr in an AIGN

channel with inputX is given by

P, < pi(1 = Fyn(ta — t1)). (28)
Proof: To prove (28), let
5= [ X =i [ X =t
t2 th
Yth -
= fr (Y| X = t1)dy. (29)
to
Then
Pr{t; = t,} = fy (| X =t1)dy
Yth
= / fr(y|X = ti)dy — 6. (30)
2}
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Note thatd > 0 sincey,, > t,. Furthermore,

Yth

Pl"{tg — tl} = fY\X(y|X - t2)dy
to
Yth

< frix(y|X =t1)dy (31)

to

) (32)

where (31) follows since, under ML detectiofy; x (y| X = t1) < fyx(y|X = t2) wheny < yy,.
Finally, (25) becomes
Pe = piPr{ti — to} + poPr{ty — t1}

< m ( OOfY(y|X = t1)dy —5) + p20 (33)

t2

= pl/t fy WX =t)dy — (p1 — p2)d

IN

P /too fr (Y| X = t1)dy, (34)

where the last inequality follows singe > p, (by assumption), and §@; —p-)d iS non-negative.
Finally, note thatft‘;O fy(y| X =t1)dy =1 — Fx(ty — t1), and (28) follows. [ |
Corollary 1: The bound in (28) is asymptotically tight as— o, i.e.,

lim (P —pi1(1 — Fn(t2 — t1))) = 0. (35)

V— 00

Proof: The error in bound (33) is at mogtd, and the error in bound (34) is equal to
(p1 — p2)d; thus, the total error is at mogtd. Noting thaty — 0 asv — oo, we show that

0 —0asyu — 0. Fory > t,, we have

- B A My —ty — p)?
Frixtylr=h) = | =5 o <_ 22(y — 1) )

Ve () ()

A e (f(tz ‘21:2" 2“)) | (36)

Finally, 6 — 0 follows from substituting (36) into (29): sinag — ¢; > 0 (by assumption), then
fyix(y|X =t,) = 0forally>t, aspu — 0, and (35) follows. [ |
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Fig. 5. Deriving the upper on symbol error probability;= 0, t2 =1, v =1, ¢ =1 andd = 1.

To illustrate this result, consider Fig. B:is the area under the curv&y|X = t;) asy
varies fromt, to y,, and is always larger thaﬁzt” fy(y|X = ty)dy, the area under the curve
fy (y|X = t3) from t5 to yyp.

This bound can easily be generalizediteary modulation. WhenX € {t¢;,...,t7},0 <t <

ty,... <ty andp; > p, > ... > pr, the upper bound on symbol error probability is given by

Po<> pi(1—Fy(tin — ). (37)

To compute the ML estimate, the receiver needs to kpoand )\, the parameters of the noise.
One way to enable the receiver to acquire the knowledge detlparameters is biraining
as in a conventional communication system. Appendix C plexwithe ML estimates of these

parameters based on the IG pdf.

C. Improving Reliability: Transmitting Multiple Molecide

The performance of a molecular communication system (thisahinformation and the error

rate performance) can be improved by transmitting multiplelecules to convey a message
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symbol. We assume that the trajectories of the moleculesralependent and they do not
interact with each other during their propagation from ttas$mitter to the receiver.

The transmitter release®/ > 1 moleculessimultaneousiyto convey one ofl’ messages,
X € {ty,...,tr}. In[9], it was shown using simulations that if multiple moldes are available,
releasing them simultaneously is the best strategy. Baflgnteleasing them at different times
leads to confusion at the receiver with molecules potdwpteiriving out of order. In the case

of simultaneous transmissions, the receiver obsetfesiutually independent arrival times
Vi=X+N;, j=1,..., M, (38)

whereN; are i.i.d. withN; ~ IG(p, A), 7 =1,..., M.

1) Maximum likelihood estimationWe first consider ML detection of the symbol when
multiple molecules are used. Assuming that the receivewknihe values of: and \ through
an earlier training phase, it can use the multiple obsewafi;, j =1,..., M, to obtain X .

The pdfs fy,x(y;|X =t;),j = 1,..., M, are i.i.d. with fy | x(y;|X = t;) given by (21). The

ML estimate, in this case, is given by
M
XL = argmt?XH fryix (Y] X = ;)

7j=1

M 2
= arg max I_I(yJ — ;)" exp <—2%L2 ; ((y](;]tz_)tl_) ) ) : yj > t;. (39)

j=1
Simplifying the above equation, the ML estimate can be esqwéd as

Xy = arg max Ap(ts) (40)
where u y
3 Aoy —t) —w)?
N 2 1 A . -
AM(tl> 9 Z Og<yj tl) 21u2 Z (y] - tz) ) yj > tl (41)

2) Linear filter: The above approach estimates the transmitted messageausomgplicated
ML detection filter that processes the received signal. Gitree potential applications of this
research, a simpler filter would be useful. One such filtehéslinear average, which is optimal
in an AWGN channel [29]. In this case, the receiver averaes\f observations and performs

a ML estimate with the sample mean as the test statistic. @beivier generates
1 M
Z=+; > (42)
j=1
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The linear filter has the following nice property: by the atly property of IG distribution in
Property 2,7 ~ IG(E[X] + p, MX). Now,

XuL = arg max fz(z| X =t,),

where

MM MM ((z —t;) — u)?
fax(z|X =t;) = meXp <— 20 ( (Zt_)tz_)'u) ) 2>t (43)

The linear receiver therefore acts as if the diffusion camist2, is reduced by a factor of/ to
o?/M. At reasonably high velocities, this leads to better penfamce; however, we have seen
in Section Il that, at low velocities, diffusion can actlyahelp communications.

At high drift velocities the reduction in the effective diffionresults in an effect akin to the
diversity order in wireless communication systeifisis is shown in the following result.

Theorem 4:As drift velocity v — oo,
2 2

log(P,) < —Cy = + Cy + Cylog —, (44)
g g
where(C4, Cy andC3 are constants.
Proof: The proof is found in Appendix D. [ ]
Furthermore, forM molecules and detection using the linear filter,
log(P.) < —C4 A/[UCZU2 + Oy + C3log ]\40021127 (45)

which is essentially (44) witlr? replaced byo? /M.
Since, in both (44) and (45), the first term dominates at higjoaities, a semi-log plot of,

versus velocity is asymptotically linear, with slope prapmal to — M.

D. Simulation Results

Figure 6 shows how the variance and the mean of the ML estinatiewith velocity for a
giveno?. With increasing velocity, the estimator becomes unbias®tithe variance approaches
zero. As in Section Ill, velocity appears to be close to th&NMIlequivalent of SNR in AWGN
channels; however, again, this is only true at high velesitAt low velocities, both the velocity
and the diffusion constant play a role.

Figure 7 plots the symbol error probability with-ary modulation for different value%'.

The input alphabet employed for simulations 35 € {1 + +=%,i = 1,...,T}. The figure
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—6— Standard deviation; X =1,0% =1
—+ —Mean;X=1,0°=1
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Fig. 6. Mean and standard deviation &fy. .

Symbol Error Probability

—»— T=2 Simulation
107 %H — © — T=2 Analytical UB
—¥— T=4 Simulation
— B —T=4 Analytical UB
—+— T=8 Simulation
— ¢ — T=8 Analytical UB
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Fig. 7. Comparing the analytical upper bound and simulateor @robability; single molecule case wiffi-ary modulation.

Equiprobable symbols ang” = 1.

December 10, 2010 DRAFT



20

—%*— M=1 ML Detection
—6— M=2 ML Detection
.| —— M=2 Averaging Filter |l
—&— M=4 ML Detection

—+— M=4 Averaging Filter

Symbol Error Probability

1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4
Velocity

Fig. 8. Comparing the error probability of MLE with the avgiag filter. Equal a priori probabilities and® = 1.

also compares the upper bound on error probability, predeint Section 1V-B, with the error
probability obtained through Monte Carlo simulations. Tapidly deteriorating error probability
is clear, as is the tightness of the upper bound.

The poor performance df-ary modulation as shown in Fig. 7 motivates the multipleexale
system described in Section IV-C. Figure 8 plots the errte merformance wheX € {1,2}
and each symbol is conveyed by releasing multiple molecidlesexpected, there is a effect
akin to receive diversity in a wireless communication systelere, the performance gain in the
error probability increases with the number of moleculesismitted per message symbol.

Figure 8 also compares the performance of the averaging\iiite the ML estimation given
by (40). The linear averaging filter is clearly suboptimalthwperformance worsening with
increasing number of molecules transmitted per symbd).(This result again underlines the
significant differences between the AIGN and AWGN channetiei®.

V. DISCcUSSION ANDCONCLUSIONS

In proposing a new channel model based on IG noise, we havessatly analyzed the

simplest possible interesting cases. In this regard, thereseveral issues left unresolved.

December 10, 2010 DRAFT



21

Single versus Multiple Channel Uséghroughout this paper, we have focused on the case of
a single channel usen which we use the channel to transmit a single symbol afrmftion;
our capacity results are measured in units of nats per chasee Translating these results to
nats per molecule is straightforward: each channel useistensf a deterministic number of
moleculesM, where M > 1, thus, we merely divide by/. However, measuring nats per unit
time is a more complicated issue, since the duration of tlemél use is a random variable,
dependent on both the input and the output. Following [19]ere the capacity per unit time
of a queue timing channel was calculated with respect tattegage service timéiere we can
normalize our capacity results either with theerage propagation timé&[N], or the average
length of the communication sessifif’]. SinceE[Y] = E[X]+ E[N], our decision to constrain
the mean of the input distributioffiy (z) would then have a natural interpretation in terms of
the capacity per unit time.

Further, our system model excludes the possibility of otmedecules propagating in the
environment, except those transmitted as a result of theanghause; equivalently, we assume
each channel use is orthogonal. This raises the questioovotduse the channel repeatedly: if
the signalling molecules are indistinguishable, then éuralr formulation) the transmitter must
wait until all A/ molecules have arrived before a new channel use can begitheQsther hand,
if the signalling molecules are distinguishable, then clehmuses can take place at any time, or
even the same time. This is because, if there is no ambiguityatching received molecules to
channel uses, those channel uses are orthogonal.

Inter-symbol InterferenceRepeated channel uses also leads to a situation akin tesyrgbol
interference (ISI) in conventional communications. Sipcepagation time is not bounded, the
transmitter may release the molecule corresponding to rile&t™ symbol while the “previous”
molecule is still in transit. Molecules may, therefore,narout of order. This problem is
exacerbated if multiple molecules are released simuliasigao achieve diversity. Decoding
with such ISI is complex since schemes such as the Viterlorithgn cannot be used (even
ignoring the fact that the system would, in theory, have itdimemory). This is because, in
each time slot, the number of molecules not yet received -tdueansmission from previous
time slots - acts as the state of the channel with correspgndoise distributions. In other
contexts, an example of a channel with states is the GiBkidtt channel [30].

Synchronization and Differential Encodinghe system model and the analysis presented here
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assumes perfect synchronization between the transmitigértfze receiver. It is unclear how
difficult, or easy, it would be to achieve this with nano-gcdkvices. An information theoretic
analysis of the effect of asynchronism in AWGN channels hesnbpresented in [31]. Given
the importance of timing in our model, extensions of suchkwnr the AIGN channel would
be useful. An interesting alternative would be to use d#ffitial modulation schemes such as
interval modulationpresented in [32].

Amplitude and Timing ModulationThe work presented here focuses on timing modulation,
which leads naturally to the AIGN channel model. A more sepbated scheme would be to use
“amplitude” modulation as well - such as by varying the numidifenolecules released. It may be
possible to leverage work on positive-only channels such aptics [33]. Amplitude modulation
could be coupled with the timing modulation considered hel@wever, it is important to note
that any amplitude information would reproduced at the iveedaithfully since, in the model we
have considered so far, the receiver is allowed to wait lanalecules to arrive before decoding.
Therefore, to be useful, a reasonable model of amplitudeutatidn must also include receiver
imperfections and account for the issue of ISI as descrilbedea

Two-way Communication and Negative Drifihe AIGN channel model is valid only in the
case of a positive drift velocity. In this regard, it does opport two-way communication
between nano-devices. With zero drift velocity, the meandition time is unbounded, but
the probability that the molecule arrives approaches 1h wegative drift velocities, even this
arrival is not guaranteed [24]. Molecular communicationgwegative drift velocities remains
a completely open problem and one that is outside the scotigsgbaper. In this case, the noise
term isIG(—pu, \) and the 1G framework provided here may be used to analyze sycbblem.

In conclusion, our results both illustrate the feasibibfymolecular communication and show
that it can be given a mathematical framework. However, esults lead to many interesting open
guestions, some of which are described above. We believ&eyucontribution here has been

to provide this mathematical framework, making it possiioldackle some of these problems.

APPENDIX A

DIFFERENTIAL ENTROPY OF THEIG DISTRIBUTION

Here we prove Property 1. For a givenand )\, the differential entropy of the noisk(V)
is fixed and can be computed from the generalized 1G distabyGIG). The GIG distribution
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is characterized by three parameters and the pdf of a ran@doiable X distributed as GIG is
given by [24]

1 B e+ (N )z
fx($7’}/,,u,)\):7)\$7 leXp<_ 2( /,u) )7
20k (3)

—o<y<oo,u>0,A>0x>0, (46)

where K, (-) is the modified Bessel function of the third kind of orderit is commonly denoted

as GIG(v, u, ) andIG(u, \) is a special case, obtained by substituting —1/2 [24].
When X ~ GIG(y, i, A), its differential entropy, in nats, is given by [34]

DI N i () + s )
Ky(Ap)  2p K (A )

Settingy = —1/2, the differential entropy ofV ~ IG(u, A) is given by

§%K’Y(A/M) =172 A Kip(Mp) + K_zp(Mp)

2 Koip(Mpw) 2u K_1/2(A/p) ’
(48)

h(X) =log (2K, (\/ p)p) — (v — (47)

h(N) = Mgy = log (2K_1/2(\/p)p) +

and the property follows.

APPENDIX B

EVALUATING OPTIMAL INPUT DISTRIBUTION AT LOW VELOCITIES

If a pdf exists that leads to an exponentially distributedasuged signal’’, it would be
the capacity achieving input distribution. Furthermotee pdf of the measured signal is the
convolution of the pdf of the input and that of IG noise pdf. Werefore attempt to evaluate
the optimal distribution at asymptotically low velocitiéy deconvolving the known optimal
distribution (exponential) of the outpif and the IG noise. The Laplace transform of the IG
distribution is given by

L(N) = Ele™**] = exp [% <1 —1/1+ 2TM28>] . (49)

For given values of* andd, asv — 0, 4 — oo and~ is fixed. In such a case;(N) can be
approximated as

L(N) ~ exp (—\/%) . (50)
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AsY = X+ N, L(X) = L(Y)/L(N). To achieve the upper bound on capacifyy) =
mly emv , wheremy = E]Y]| = E[X]+ p and hence
l/my 1/mY
V)y=—24+ _ X)=—">"2 V2 1
L(Y) s+(1/my):>£( ) (1/my)+sexp< As) (51)
and the pdf ofX can be obtained by computing the inverse Laplace transfori{X). The

inverse Laplace transform can be computed by making useeofalfowing Laplace transform
pair [35]:

£ {eXp(_Cm)} = %at <exp (—C\/a—+b> erfc (L —V(a+ b)t)

s—a 2/t
+exp <cx/a—+b> erfc <2L\/f +(a+ b)t)) , (52)

wherea, b andc are constants. Using(52), we obtain

£ {% exp(\/ﬁ\/g)} = % (exp (] 2)\/my> erfc (—m — ]\/t/Ty)
+exp (—j 2)\/my> erfc (—\/W —|—j\/t/7y>) (53)

where

erfc(z) = %/ e dz
™ z

Note that erf¢z) can be evaluated for complex values of its argumesntd erf¢z*) = (erfc(z))*,

wherez* is the complex conjugate of. Hence

—1
emy?®

fx(x) = -~ R {exp (] 2)\/my> erfc (—\/)\/2x - j\/x/my>} : (54)

This, unfortunately, does not appear to be a valid pdf. Tipaciéy of the AIGN channel at low

velocities is therefore, yet, unknown.

A. When there is no drift

To confirm the result in (54), we test the case of zero velobltte that in this case, the noise
is not IG; however, the zero velocity case converges in limithe case without drift. Without

drift, the arrival time has a pdf given by [24],
/A Y
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Note thatt ~ Inverse Gammid /2, \/2). The inverse Gamma distribution, with shape parameter

« and scale parametét, is given by

ﬁa

. _ a+1
f(t0, ) = prg (V0" exp(B/1), > 0. (56)
Hence, the Laplace transform of the inverse Gamma distoibus
1/4
L(N) = L[InvGamma(1/2,\/2)] = %KUQ(VW\S). (57)
s
Substituting
™ —z
Kl/Q(Z) = 56 s (58)
we get
L(N) = e V2 (59)
This results in
1/my 22
LX)=—F"— s 60
( ) s 4 (1/my)6 ( )

Note that (59) is same as (50) and (60) is same as (51). Herecgetw(54) when we try to
obtain fx(z) by evaluatingC™!(X).

APPENDIX C

ESTIMATING NOISE PARAMETERS

To estimate the noise parameters, the transmitter reléasgaining” molecules at known
timet,. Let the receiver observ§, = to+N,,j = 1,2,..., k, whereN; ~ IG(u, A) are i.i.d. and
the receiver knows, a priori. The pdf's of(Y; —¢,),j = 1,...,k, are i.i.d. and IG distributed

as given by

I A ((y; —to) — w)?
fri—0(y; —to) = m exp <_2—,u? (v — o) ) 'Y > to- (61)

In general,co < t, < —oo; however, in our case) < t, < co. WhenY ~ IG(tg, i, A),

my = E[Y] = p+ to. When the receiver knows the value &f the ML estimates of the

remaining two parameters and A can be obtained as

fi(to) =Y — to, (62)
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whereY = £ 3" |V} is the sample mean and

k

R N R 3

J=1

Assuming . and A does not change significantly from the time the receivernedgs the
parameters and the time of actual communication, the receaign obtain the ML estimate

of the release times of the molecules.

APPENDIX D

UPPERBOUND ON ASYMPTOTIC ERROR RATE

Here we prove Theorem 4. Recall that, fyary modulation withX € {t;,t,},0 > t; > t,

the upper bound on SEP is given by

Pe <p1(1—FN<t2—t1>> (64)

Fy(n) = ® ( % <g - 1)) + Mg (— % (g + 1)) (65)

where ®(z) = 1 (1 + erf (%)) is the cdf of a standard Gaussian distributed random variabl
Z. Here,

where

erf(z f / v du (66)

For z > 1, erf(z) can be approximated as

52

-

Now, we computef'y(c), ¢ =ty — t;, and examine its behavior as— oco. Recall thaty = %

and )\ = fj—i.
cv? d? vd /o cv? d?
ﬂp(\/?—\/@)**d/ ‘%‘\/?‘\/9) (68)

Consider the first term iy (c

<\/CT2 \/7 ) ~ |1 4erf —\/;;5@ (69)

erf(z) ~ (67)
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Whenv — oo, /< — oo and thus(w/ij—; — ,/%) > 1. Hence, we use the approximation
given by (67) to obtain

2 2 C’U2 v
oC L) g L ! (=) (70)
o? co? Vem fer _ [a
o2 co?

Now, consider the second term iy (c).

cv? d?

[ cv? | d? 1 Vor T\
Ol —/——\/—|==[|1—-erf| —F— 71
o2 co? 2 V2 (1)

Whenv — oo (w%ﬁ + \/%) > 1 and, using the approximation given by (67), we obtain

2

2 2 cv 2
e2vd/o? [\ [ | & ~ 1 1 6(‘?‘%) (72)
o? co? V2T fe? )&
o2 co?

Hence,

2vud _ d?
+L2_w72 _'_ 1 1

1 1 <_£ <_£
V2 Je? [ d V2om, fe? ) A2
o2 co? o2 co?
cv? d? v2 4 2vd d2

As e(_ o2 372) decays faster tha(_i}_2 o2 _w2), the second term in the above equation

Fy(c)~1— &) (73)

dominates the rate at whichy(c) goes tol asv — oo. At high velocities, Fiy(c) can be
approximated as

1 e o2
Fy(e)=1—— (74)
V2m /%2
C’U2
Thus, at high velocities, the upper bound on SEP is give "22 . The theorem follows
=3
by taking the logarithm of this expression.
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