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Abstract—The relay channel, consisting of a source-destination
pair along with a relay, is a fundamental component of
cooperative communications. While the capacity of a general
relay channel remains unknown, various relaying strategies,
including compress-and-forward (CF), have been proposed. In
CF, the relay forwards a quantized version of its received
signal to the destination. Given the correlated signals at the
relay and destination, distributed compression techniques, such
as Wyner–Ziv coding, can be harnessed to utilize the relay-
to-destination link more efficiently. Leveraging recent advances
in neural network-based distributed compression, we revisit
the relay channel problem and integrate a learned task-aware
Wyner–Ziv compressor into a primitive relay channel with a
finite-capacity out-of-band relay-to-destination link. The resulting
neural CF scheme demonstrates that our compressor recovers
binning of the quantized indices at the relay, mimicking the
optimal asymptotic CF strategy, although no structure exploiting
the knowledge of source statistics was imposed into the design.
The proposed neural CF, employing finite order modulation,
operates closely to the rate achievable in a primitive relay channel
with a Gaussian codebook. We showcase the advantages of
exploiting the correlated destination signal for relay compression
through various neural CF architectures that involve end-to-end
training of the compressor and the demodulator components.
Our learned task-oriented compressors provide the first proof-
of-concept work toward interpretable and practical neural CF
relaying schemes.

Index Terms—relay channel, Wyner–Ziv source coding,
decoder-only side information, task-aware compression, binning.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE relay channel, as introduced by van der Meulen [2],
is a building block of multi-user communications. In this

model, a relay facilitates communication between a source and
a destination by forwarding its “overheard” received signal
to the destination. As such, the relay channel comprises a
broadcast channel, from the source to both the relay and
the destination, and a multiple access channel, from both the
source and the relay to the destination. The relay channel
forms the foundation of cooperative networking, which has
been shown to be effective in mitigating fading [3], [4],
increasing data rates [5], and managing interference [6]. With
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Fig. 1: The primitive relay channel (PRC) under consideration. The
red link denotes out-of-band relaying between the relay and the
destination.

the advent of 6G, new forms of relaying and cooperation are
envisioned for communicating in highly dynamic settings [7],
[8].

Despite decades of research, the capacity of the general
relay channel is still unknown to this day. Cover and
El Gamal [9] provided upper and lower bounds for the general
relay channel by invoking information theoretic achievability
and converse arguments. These bounds coincide only in a
few special cases, such as the physically degraded Gaussian
relay channel. Even though optimum relaying strategies are
not known in general, various effective relaying techniques
have been proposed, which can be broadly categorized into
two main classes: decode-and-forward (DF) and compress-
and-forward (CF); see [9] for a detailed analysis of DF, CF,
their variations and combinations. While DF is known to be
efficient in certain scenarios [5], its achievable rate is bounded
by the capacity of the source-to-relay channel since the relay
is required to perfectly decode the source information.

On the other hand, in CF, the relay refrains from directly
decoding the source and instead, compresses its received signal
to send to the destination. Upon reception of the compression
index, the destination combines it with its own received signal
to decode the source information. Given that the received
signals at the relay and destination are correlated, the relay
can leverage distributed compression techniques to reduce
the compression rate without requiring explicit knowledge
of the received signal at the destination. As such, it can
utilize Wyner–Ziv (WZ) source coding [10], also known
as source coding with decoder-only side information, to
efficiently describe its received signal. Unlike DF, CF relaying
consistently outperforms direct transmission since the relay
always aids in communication, even when the source-to-
relay channel is poor. For additional discussion on scenarios
where CF has been proven to be optimal, we direct readers
to [11]. Despite its benefits, the limitations of practical WZ
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implementations operating in the finite blocklength regime
have hampered the widespread use of CF relaying.

In this paper, drawing on recent advances in neural
distributed compression [12], [13], we revisit practical CF
design and illustrate the potentials of learning for reaping
the benefits of CF. To highlight design constraints for CF,
we focus on the primitive relay channel (PRC) [14], depicted
in Fig. 1, where there is an orthogonal (out-of-band) noiseless
link of rate 𝑅 connecting the relay to the destination. Our main
contributions are summarized as follows:

• We present learned CF relaying schemes for the
Gaussian PRC that are based on task-aware neural
distributed compressors, where the task is to maximize
the source-to-destination communication rate. We provide
several architectures, differing in the way the distributed
compression is carried out. Each of these schemes
consists of a compressor at the relay and (soft)
demodulator at the destination, both of which are learned
in an end-to-end fashion.

• We offer post-hoc interpretations of the resulting
neural CF schemes on some representative modulation
schemes. Through visualizations, we show that the
task-aware neural relay quantizer exhibits binning
(grouping) in the source space, which is known to
be information theoretically optimal. In addition, we
illustrate explainable decision boundaries for the learned
demodulator at the destination. These structures emerge
from learning, not from design choices based on system
parameters.

• Using a comprehensive set of experimental results, we
evaluate the performance of our neural CF strategies both
in terms of communication and error rates. Comparison
with theoretical benchmarks suggests the effectiveness of
our learning-based relaying frameworks.

• We provide a detailed analysis of robustness to varying
signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) both at the relay and the
destination. We empirically demonstrate that training over
a range of SNRs enables the resulting CF strategy to
maintain good performance across the range of interest.

Overall, our learned CF framework represents the first
proof-of-concept investigation towards practical and robust
CF relaying, with the added benefit of yielding interpretable
results.

A few comments are in order regarding our motivation
for considering the PRC. Firstly, the PRC offers a scenario
where the compressed relay signal can be readily transmitted
to the destination. Compared to the general relay channel, the
PRC model decouples the relay transmission from that of the
source, allowing a natural setting to study CF. Note that the
PRC model represents the simplest channel coding problem,
viewed from the source’s perspective, with a rate constraint
among the two receiving terminals (relay and destination).
Simultaneously, it also encapsulates the simplest compression
problem, viewed from the relay’s perspective, for enabling
channel coding between the source and the destination.
Secondly, PRC provides a good model for scenarios in which a
different wireless or wired interface is used for relaying, such

as base station cooperation. Finally, the relaying strategies
developed for the PRC can be extended to a more general relay
channel model by incorporating the multi-access reception at
the destination. We also note that CF relaying is optimal for
the PRC if the relay is unaware of the source codebook, also
known as oblivious relaying [15]. The oblivious setting is well-
suited to the learning framework, in which the relay is not
explicitly informed about the transmission strategy used by
the source. Rather, a data-driven relay trains its compressor
based on samples of its channel output.

There is limited literature addressing practical CF designs,
e.g., [16], [17]. Both of these works proposed entropy-
constrained scalar quantizer designs with binary phase shift
keying (BPSK) modulation for the half-duplex Gaussian
relay channel, with [16] considering lossless Slepian–Wolf
(SW) coded nested quantization as a practical form of
WZ compression (following the WZ compressor proposed
in [18]), and [17] not taking into account the side
information at the destination while quantizing at the
relay. In addition, these works relied on handcrafted and
analytical solutions, thereby constraining their generalization
to more complex communication settings. Unlike some of the
previous distributed compression work (e.g., [18], [19]) or
the aforementioned relay quantizer designs, our proposed CF
strategies neither enforce any specific structure onto the model
nor assume prior knowledge about the source-to-destination
communication strategies or link qualities.

Recent learning approaches for the relay channel [20]–
[22] considered a joint source-channel setting, where the
first two focused on image transmission via joint source-
channel coding, while the last one targeted text communication
utilizing attention-based transformer architectures. Our paper,
in contrast, concentrates only on the channel part and addresses
an important open problem in the cooperative communications
literature, namely how to make CF practical. While our
learned CF framework is built upon those of [12], [23],
[24], an important distinction is that in CF, the goal is
to facilitate source-to-destination communication, and not to
reconstruct the relay signal per se. In fact, it is demonstrated
in [17] that relay compression that minimizes mean squared
error distortion can be significantly suboptimal. We refer the
reader to [13] for an overview of distributed compression and
practical designs, including those based on neural networks,
that focus on signal reconstruction.

This paper is organized as follows. The system model
is explained in Sec. II. The proposed neural CF schemes
and learning procedures are described in Sec. III. Extensive
numerical results are presented in Sec. IV. Conclusion and
future work are discussed in Sec. V.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

In this section, we introduce the PRC model (Fig. 1) and
provide an achievable rate for CF, which is tight for oblivious
relaying. Next, we explain the performance criterion we adopt
for testing relaying schemes that involve task-aware neural
distributed compressors.
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A. Primitive Relay Channel (PRC)

We consider the PRC setup [14], illustrated in Fig. 1. The
Gaussian PRC, which we study in this paper, is given by:

𝑌𝑅 = ℎ𝑅 𝑋 + 𝑁𝑅,
𝑌𝐷 = ℎ𝐷 𝑋 + 𝑁𝐷 ,

(1)

where 𝑋 denotes the signal transmitted by the source, 𝑌𝑅
and 𝑌𝐷 denote the received signals at the relay and the
destination, and ℎ𝑅 and ℎ𝐷 are the corresponding channel
gains, respectively. The noise components, 𝑁𝑅 and 𝑁𝐷 , are
independent of one another and of 𝑋 .

In this work, we consider both real and complex-valued
channels. For the real-valued channel, without loss of
generality, we consider 𝑋, ℎ𝑅, ℎ𝐷 ∈ R, 𝑁𝑅 ∼ N(0, 1) and
𝑁𝐷 ∼ N(0, 1). For the complex-valued channel, we assume
𝑋, ℎ𝑅, ℎ𝐷 ∈ C, 𝑁𝑅 ∼ CN(0, 1) and 𝑁𝐷 ∼ CN(0, 1). Note
that by allowing for arbitrary (ℎ𝑅, ℎ𝐷), one can incorporate the
effect of different SNRs for the source-to-relay and source-to-
destination links. As customary, we consider communication
over a blocklength of 𝑛, with 𝑛 asymptotically large, and i.i.d.
noise. For brevity, we omit the time index in (1). The out-of-
band relay-to-destination channel is represented by a link with
relay rate 𝑅 bits/channel use.

For a general PRC 𝑝(𝑦𝐷 , 𝑦𝑅 |𝑥) with an oblivious relay,
where the relay is agnostic to the codebook shared by source
and destination, it was shown that the capacity can be attained
by the CF strategy with time sharing [15]. Without time-
sharing, the following rate 𝐶 is achievable [15]:

𝐶 = max I(𝑋;𝑌𝐷 ,𝑈), (2)
s.t. 𝑅 ≥ I(𝑌𝑅; 𝑈 | 𝑌𝐷), (3)

where maximization is with respect to the distribution
𝑝(𝑥)𝑝 (𝑢 |𝑦𝑅). Here, 𝑈 corresponds to the relay’s compressed
description of 𝑌𝑅, and the rate constraint in (3) coincides
with the one that emerges in WZ rate–distortion function [10].
Recall that in CF, the relay regards its received signal 𝑌𝑅 as an
unstructured random process jointly distributed with the signal
received at the destination 𝑌𝐷 . This enables the relay to exploit
WZ compression [10], to efficiently describe its received
signal. We note that the capacity of the PRC without oblivious
relaying constraint is still not fully characterized [15].

For the real-valued Gaussian PRC in (1), the following CF
rate is achieved with Gaussian input under power constraint
E[|𝑋 |2] ≤ 𝑃 [15]:

𝐶CF =
1
2

log2
©«1 + 𝛾𝐷 + 𝛾𝑅

1 + 1+𝛾𝐷+𝛾𝑅
(22𝑅−1) (𝛾𝐷+1)

ª®¬ , (4)

where 𝛾𝐷 = |ℎ𝐷 |2𝑃 and 𝛾𝑅 = |ℎ𝑅 |2𝑃 are SNRs at the
destination and at the relay, respectively. Note that, in the
case of a complex-valued PRC, the factor of 1/2 in (4) is
removed. It is shown in [15] that while the Gaussian input is
not necessarily optimal, the rate in (4) is at most 1/2 bit away
from the capacity of the Gaussian PRC, even if the relay is
not oblivious. Hence, we will use (4) as a benchmark for our
learned CF communication rates.

B. Performance Criterion

For our learning-based CF frameworks, we assume a finite
order modulation such that an index 𝑊 ∈ {1, . . . , |X|}, which
represents the output of the channel encoder, is mapped
to a symbol 𝑋 ∈ X, where X ⊂ R (or, X ⊂ C for
complex-valued signals) is a constellation of cardinality |X|.
We consider a fixed modulation scheme with equally likely
symbols, and do not optimize over the constellation X or over
the distribution 𝑝(𝑥). Incorporating the learned probabilistic
and geometric constellation shaping [25] into our neural CF
frameworks is beyond the scope of this work. Our goal is
to jointly learn the encoder at the relay, which outputs a
compressed description 𝑈, and the (soft) demodulator at the
destination, which outputs a probability distribution on 𝑊

(Fig. 1) that maximize the mutual information I(𝑋;𝑌𝐷 ,𝑈)
subject to the relay rate constraint 𝑅, as in (2) and (3).
We assume the availability of good channel codes to be
used in conjunction with the modulation scheme, and as
such the mutual information I(𝑋;𝑌𝐷 ,𝑈) can be viewed as
a CF achievable rate. In Sec. III-C, we will discuss how
this performance criterion is incorporated into the objective
function used in the learning process.

III. NEURAL COMPRESS-AND-FORWARD (CF) SCHEMES

In this section, by leveraging universal function
approximation capability of artificial neural networks
(ANNs) [26], [27], we propose three neural CF schemes to
be employed in the PRC shown in Fig. 1. We describe these
schemes in detail in Sec. III-A and provide design insights
in Sec. III-B. Objective function and implementation details
are discussed in Sec. III-C. As detailed in in Sec. II-B, the
modulation scheme remains fixed throughout. On the other
hand, the relay’s encoder, employing CF strategy, and the
destination’s demodulator will be parameterized using ANNs,
which will undergo joint optimization in an end-to-end
manner.

A. Neural CF Architectures

Building onto neural distributed compressors proposed
in [12], we consider learning-based CF schemes that include
neural one-shot WZ compressors (with side information 𝑌𝐷 at
the destination), paired with either a classic entropy coder (EC)
or a SW coder, at the relay. We will name these two variants
as marginal (marg.) and conditional (cond.) formulations,
respectively. As a benchmark, we also consider a neural one-
shot point-to-point (p2p) compressor coupled with a classic
EC. All of these learned compressors are combined with a
neural demodulator available at the destination, which has
access to the side information 𝑌𝐷 .

The overall proposed learned CF relaying architectures
are illustrated in Fig. 2. The encoder’s ANN at the relay
is denoted by e𝜃 (·), with 𝜃 representing its parameters;
the probability distribution of the relay encoder’s output
(which is then used by the EC or SW coder) is modeled
with q𝜁 , parameterized by 𝜁 ; the demodulator’s ANN is
p𝜙 (𝑤 |𝑦𝐷 , e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅)), where 𝜙 denotes its parameters. The
mapping defined by the demodulator p𝜙 represents the
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Fig. 2: The three proposed neural CF schemes: (a) and (b) are based
on marginal (marg.) and conditional (cond.) formulations, (coupled
with classic either entropy or Slepian-Wolf (SW) coder) respectively;
(c) is the point-to-point (p2p) scheme. The learned parameters are
indicated in blue. Note that the schemes in (a) and (b) operationally
correspond to task-aware neural Wyner–Ziv compressors, since the
encoder can exploit the side information 𝑌𝐷 at the receiver side. In
(c), neither parameters of e𝜃 and q𝜁 are updated during the fine-
tuning step (only p𝜙 is learned). In the split I-Q variants of each
scheme (not depicted), we have two separate encoders that compress
in-phase and quadrature components of the complex-valued signal
independently. Wherever we present relevant experiments, we label
the depicted respective scheme illustrated in this figure as joint I-
Q, indicating a single encoder for both in-phase and quadrature
components.

posterior probability over the alphabet {1, . . . , |X|} (soft
decision), which serves as an approximation of the true
posterior distribution 𝑝(𝑤 |𝑦𝐷 , e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅)). In the learning process
of a point-to-point compressor, as shown in Fig. 2c,
we initially train a demodulator p𝜉 (𝑤 |e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅)) to prevent
this neural compressor from utilizing the side information
𝑌𝐷 during training. The pre-trained point-to-point neural
compressor as such (highlighted in green) is then used as input
for fine-tuning the demodulator p𝜙 (𝑤 |𝑦𝐷 , e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅)), which
incorporates side information (highlighted in orange).

We set the relay encoder’s output as 𝑈 ≜ e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) as in
Fig. 1. Envisioning a practical scheme, we have 𝑈 as discrete.
Specifically, we have that e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) ∈ {1, ..., 𝐾}, where 𝐾 is a
model parameter. This parameter 𝐾 is chosen large enough
to guarantee sufficient support for the encoder output. To
facilitate the learning process of the encoder, we will use a
probabilistic model for e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) during training. We set the
encoder output in a deterministic way, as in [12], that is
𝑢 = arg max𝑘∈{1,...,𝐾 } e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅) for a given 𝑌𝑅 = 𝑦𝑅. Note that
the encoder e𝜃 operates in an unordered categorical space,
outputting one of the categories of the quantization index

𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝐾} for each input realization.
Similar to [12], without loss of generality, we define

the probabilistic models e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) (during training) and q𝜁 as
discrete distributions with probabilities as follows:

𝑃𝑘 =
exp𝛼𝑘∑𝐾
𝑖=1 exp𝛼𝑖

, (5)

for 𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝐾}. The unnormalized log-probabilities (logits)
𝛼𝑖 are either directly treated as learnable parameters or
computed by ANNs as functions of the conditioning variable.
We note that the lossless compression rates induced by the
models q𝜁 are attainable with high-order classic EC [28] or
SW coder [29], operating on discrete values.

For experiments involving complex-valued modulation
schemes, the CF architectures depicted in Fig. 2 compress
the in-phase (i.e. real) and quadrature (i.e. imaginary)
components of 𝑌𝑅 jointly. We also explore the variants of these
architectures illustrated in Fig. 2 (not shown), where the in-
phase and quadrature components are given as input to two
separate encoders, each of which has parameters of its own.
The compression rate in this case is computed as the sum of
the rates achieved by the in-phase and the quadrature entropy
coding schemes (involving either classic EC or SW coders for
both). Similar to the architectures outlined in Fig. 2, we still
employ a single demodulator p𝜙 for all these variants, which
takes as input the two indices coming from the compressed
representations of the in-phase and the quadrature components,
along with the side information 𝑌𝐷 . We will refer to these
architectural configurations as the split I-Q variants, whereas
we will name the original architectures shown in Fig. 2 as the
joint I-Q versions.

Although joint compression of in-phase and quadrature
components using schemes illustrated in Fig. 2 should, in
principle, outperform independent processing as in the split I-
Q variant, we argue that incorporating domain knowledge into
the design, especially when training learning-based schemes,
can sometimes facilitate finding the optimal solution for the
algorithm. This will be further clarified in Sec. IV-B.

We refer the readers to Sec. III-C for further details on the
training procedure.

B. Rationale Behind Our Design Choices

While the popular class of neural image compressors
(e.g., [30]–[32]) seems well-suited for distributed compression,
and more specifically for the WZ problem, analysis in [24]
reveals that it fails to learn efficient many-to-one mappings
exploiting the side information. Consequently, these popular
schemes do not recover proper binning schemes, which are
known to be optimal in the asymptotic setting [10], for
abstract exemplary sources (such as the quadratic-Gaussian
case), severely limiting their compression efficiency. In [24],
it is hypothesized that this limitation stems from the inherent
spectral bias [33] of the popular class of neural compressors.
This spectral bias arises because the encoder outputs operate
on the real line. This inherently favors learning smooth
functions, consequently hindering these neural compressors
from capturing highly discontinuous functions and many-to-
one mappings such as binning.
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Based on this, our proposed learning-based CF schemes, as
in the case of the learned WZ compressors [12], [24], operate
directly within an unordered categorical space, similar to
traditional vector quantization. Our neural relay compressors
are, therefore, in the form of entropy-constrained vector
quantizers that can more easily leverage correlated signal
available at the destination. Note that this is in contrast to the
popular class of neural compressors [30]–[32], where each of
the dimensions at the encoder output is subjected to entropy-
constrained scalar quantization in an ordered transform space
operating on real line.

The design choices explained in Sec. III-A maintain the
parametric families in their most general form, avoiding
any unnecessary imposition of structure. In particular, these
would enable the model e𝜃 to recover, when necessary,
quantization schemes featuring discontiguous quantization
bins, reminiscent of the random binning operation in the
achievability of the WZ theorem [10], which also appears in
the CF relaying strategy [9], [15].

C. Objective Function

In contrast to prior works on neural distributed
compression [12], which focus on minimizing the distortion
in the reconstruction of the input source in tandem with
variable rate entropy coding, our goal in this work is to
optimize the operational trade-off between relay-to-destination
compression rate and source-to-destination communication
rate in the PRC setup, underscoring the task-aware nature of
the relay compressor design.

For our objective function, building onto the relay rate
in (3), we first consider the following upper bound:

I(𝑌𝑅; 𝑈 | 𝑌𝐷) ≤ 𝐻 (𝑈 | 𝑌𝐷), (6)

≤ E
[
− log2 q𝜁 (e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅))

] Δ
= �̃�, (7)

where �̃� represents an operational upper bound on the relay’s
compression rate, which is limited by 𝑅. The inequality
in (7) is due to the fact that the cross-entropy is larger or
equal to entropy [34, Theorem 5.4.3]. Here, �̃� encapsulates
the compression rate of a relay quantizer having a one-shot
encoder coupled with high-order entropy coder over large
blocks of the quantized source.

Similarly, we also establish a lower bound based on the
achievable rate in (2) as follows:

𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌𝐷 ,𝑈) = 𝐻 (𝑊) − 𝐻 (𝑊 | 𝑌𝐷 ,𝑈), (8)
≥ log( |X|) − �̃�, (9)

where �̃�
Δ
= E

[
− log(p𝜙 (𝑥 |𝑦𝐷 , e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅)))

]
, and (9) is a lower

bound on the source-to-destination communication rate 𝐶

from (2). Here, (8) follows from 𝑋 being a one-to-one
deterministic function of 𝑊 , and (9) is again due to cross-
entropy being larger or equal to entropy. Since we have a
fixed modulation scheme and do not perform any probabilistic
shaping, we have 𝐻 (𝑊) = 𝐻 (𝑋) = log( |X|) in (9).

For a demodulator making hard decisions as:

�̂� = arg max
𝑤∈{1,..., |X | }

p𝜙 (𝑤 |𝑦𝐷 , e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅)), (10)

the corresponding symbol error rate (SER) is defined as:

SER = 𝑃(𝑊 ≠ �̂�). (11)

Since minimizing the cross-entropy �̃� is known to be a
surrogate for maximizing the accuracy of classification (that
is symbol detection) [35], minimizing �̃� also operationally
corresponds to minimizing SER.

Building onto the above bounds, the training objective of all
the proposed neural CF relaying schemes depicted in Fig. 2
can be described by the following loss function:

𝐿 (𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜁) = �̃� + 𝜆�̃�, (12)

where �̃� and �̃� are from (7) and (9) respectively, and 𝜆 > 0
controls the trade-off. The optimized e𝜃 , q𝜁 and p𝜙 models,
parameterized by 𝜃, 𝜁 and 𝜙, yield the ANN-based encoder,
EC or SW coder, and demodulator component, respectively.
The upper bound in (7) corresponds to the compression rate
achievable by a CF relaying scheme employing a one-shot
task-aware encoder e𝜃 and demodulator p𝜙 , both coupled with
an entropy code based on q𝜁 (either classic EC or SW coder).
This asymptotic compression rate is equivalent to the cross-
entropy E

[
− log2 q𝜁 (e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅))

]
. Similarly, the lower bound

in (9) corresponds to the overall communication rate achieved
by a capacity achieving channel code, operating over large
blocklengths, used in conjunction with the (soft) demodulator
p𝜙 . Therefore, minimizing the loss function in (12) enables the
end-to-end optimization of this operational relaying scheme.

Consistent with findings in [16], [17], we empirically
confirmed that minimizing mean squared error distortion
metric at the quantizers may not always maximize the source-
to-destination communication rate. The intuition for this is as
follows: A distortion-minimizing quantizer aims to preserve
the relay’s received signal, whereas the relay quantizer should
instead retain the source information as the relay’s end
goal is to facilitate the communication in the source-to-
destination link, highlighting the task-aware nature of the
compressor design objective at hand. Grounded in information
theoretical principles following [15], this key insight underlies
the objective function (see (12)) for our neural CF relaying
schemes.

Adjusting the trade-off parameter 𝜆 in (12) results different
points within the achievable region. The learnable parameters
are amenable to joint optimization using stochastic gradient
descent (SGD) since the loss function is differentiable with
respect to them. The gradients can be computed using
automatic differentiation methods, as implemented in deep
learning frameworks such as JAX [36].

As in the popular class of neural compressors [32], we use
SGD to optimize all learnable parameters jointly, which relies
on Monte Carlo approximation for the expectations in the loss
function. In SGD, the expectations in the loss functions are
replaced by averages over batches of samples 𝐵, and the order
of differentiation and summation is exchanged due to linearity.
For a given generic pair of 𝑋 = 𝑥 and 𝑌 = 𝑦, let ℓ𝜃 (𝑥, 𝑦) denote
the sample loss with parameters 𝜃 (represented as one of the
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sample loss functions inside the brackets in (12)). In this case,
Monte Carlo approximation yields:

𝜕

𝜕𝜃
E[ ℓ𝜃 (𝑥, 𝑦)) ] ≈

1
|𝐵 |

∑︁
(𝑥,𝑦) ∈𝐵

𝜕ℓ𝜃 (𝑥, 𝑦)
𝜕𝜃

. (13)

This requires that we draw some samples from the model e𝜃
throughout training. The Gumbel-max trick, initially proposed
in [37], provides a method to draw samples from any discrete
distribution. It does so by drawing samples from a distribution
of 𝐾 states (as in (5)) as follows:

arg max
𝑘∈{1,...,𝐾 }

{𝛼𝑘 + 𝐺𝑘}, (14)

where 𝐺𝑘 are i.i.d. samples from a standard Gumbel
distribution.

Recognizing that the derivative of the arg max operator
in (14) is zero everywhere except at the boundaries of state
changes, we opt for a continuous relaxation of this operator
during training to carry out SGD. Such a relaxation is provided
by the Concrete distribution, introduced in [38]. Rather than
obtaining discrete (hard) samples, this method produces soft
samples, forming a vector of length 𝐾 where the mass is
distributed across multiple states instead of being concentrated
in one. The index 𝑘 ∈ {1, . . . , 𝐾} of such a soft sample is
determined using a softmax function:

𝑈𝑘 =
exp((𝛼𝑘 + 𝐺𝑘) / 𝑡)∑𝐾
𝑖=1 exp((𝛼𝑖 + 𝐺𝑖) / 𝑡)

, (15)

where 𝑡 is a temperature parameter that controls the amount
of relaxation. As 𝑡 → 0+, the soft samples converge to their
hard counterparts, indicating that the Concrete distribution
converges to a discrete one. Throughout training, we also
choose the Concrete distribution for the models q𝜁 to match
the distribution of samples from e𝜃 .

During evaluation, we transition from Concrete distributions
back to their discrete counterparts. As explained in Sec. III-A,
we also use a deterministic encoding function equivalent to the
mode of e𝜃 , instead of sampling from it, by setting encoder
output as 𝑢 = arg max𝑘∈{1,...,𝐾 } e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅).

Note that in spite of considering specific modulation
schemes in training, we do not assume a priori knowledge of
the modulation scheme by the relay in our neural CF schemes.
The parameters {𝜃, 𝜙, 𝜁 } are learned solely in a data-driven
fashion from samples, through the proposed loss function
in (12). Similarly, the relay also has no prior information on the
channel gains ℎ𝑅 and ℎ𝐷 (see (1)). Further improvement in the
performance may be obtained by also learning an optimized
probabilistic shaping (𝑝(𝑥) in optimization (2)-(3)) and a
geometric shaping (constellation X) of the modulation [25].

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

While our framework can be adapted to different modulation
schemes and PRC setups, we adopt the following system
configuration to showcase numerical results. As stated in
Sec. II, we assume equally likely symbols, i.e., 𝑝(𝑥) = 1/|X|.
The average power constraint on the transmitted signal is
E[|𝑋 |2] = 𝑃. For real-valued channels, we consider BPSK,
4-PAM, and 8-PAM modulations, having constellations X =

{±𝐴}, X = {±𝐴,±3𝐴}, and X = {±𝐴,±3𝐴,±5𝐴,±7𝐴},
respectively, where 𝐴 is chosen to satisfy the power constraint
𝑃. For complex-valued channels, we consider 4-QAM and 16-
QAM modulations with power constraint 𝑃. We recall that
the SNR at the destination and at the relay is defined as
𝛾𝐷 = |ℎ𝐷 |2𝑃 and 𝛾𝑅 = |ℎ𝑅 |2𝑃, respectively.

For the parametrization of e𝜃 and p𝜙 , we use ANNs of
three dense layers, with 100 units each, except the last one,
and leaky rectified linear unit as the activation function. In
our experiments, we observed that increasing the size of the
networks or employing different activation functions did not
lead to improved results. The demodulator p𝜙 receives a
concatenated vector comprising both its inputs, e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) and
𝑌𝐷 .

We perform our experiments using the JAX framework [36]
and employ Adam [39], a widely used variant of SGD. We
use a learning rate of 10−4, which we chose by monitoring
the convergence of the loss function in the high-rate regime,
reducing it by a constant factor of 10 each time the loss visibly
plateaued. We found that convergence of the high-rate models
takes longer than low-rate models, so we simply carried over
our schedule to the lower-rate cases. All neural CF schemes
are trained for 500 epochs with randomly initialized network
weights. We use a batch size of 𝐵 = 1024 (as in (13)) and
set the model parameter 𝐾 = 32. The output dimension of p𝜙
is set to be |X|, since this probabilistic model represents the
posterior over the transmitted constellation.

We evaluate our learned CF relaying schemes in terms of the
trade-off between the relay rate 𝑅 (using the proxy �̃� in (7)),
and two metrics: (i) the communication rate I(𝑋;𝑌𝐷 ,𝑈), for
which we use the lower bound (hence, a pessimistic estimate)
in (9), and (ii) the SER = 𝑃(𝑊 ≠ �̂�) (see (11)). All empirical
estimates of compression rates, communication rates, and bit
error rates are obtained by averaging over at least 106 source
realizations.

The rest of this section is organized as follows. Baseline
references for 𝑅 = 0 and 𝑅 → ∞ are presented in IV-A.
The performance of various learned CF relay schemes is
analyzed in IV-B, while an interpretation of the corresponding
relay’s encoder and destination’s demodulator is provided
in IV-C. Finally, results for robustness against different SNRs
are shown in IV-D.

A. Baselines

The regimes where 𝑅 = 0 and 𝑅 → ∞ are referred to as
without relay and perfect relay scenario, respectively. When
𝑅 = 0, the destination has only access to 𝑌𝐷 , having an
effective SNR of 𝛾𝐷 . In the perfect relay regime (𝑅 → ∞),
however, the destination has full access to both 𝑌𝐷 and 𝑌𝑅,
and it optimally combines them. This effectively results in an
increased SNR of 𝛾𝐷 +𝛾𝑅 compared to the scenario without a
relay. In these two regimes, mutual information and SER can
be numerically computed for the considered modulations as a
function of (𝛾𝐷 , 𝛾𝑅) [40].

When 0 < 𝑅 < ∞, we consider 𝐶CF from (4) (or its
complex channel equivalent) as a benchmark for the achievable
communication rate of our learned CF schemes with discrete
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Fig. 3: Symbol error rate (SER) and mutual information as a function
of the relay-to-destination rate 𝑅, for the 4-PAM modulation with
𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 13 dB. The colored lines represent the performance
of three neural CF relay architectures (Fig. 2), where each marker
corresponds to a unique model trained for a particular value of 𝜆
in (12). The horizontal black lines provide baseline results without
relaying (𝑅 = 0) and with perfect relaying (𝑅 → ∞).

modulations. Increasing the modulation order, |X|, gives more
degrees of freedom for the end-to-end learned communication
system to approach the rate of a PRC that assumes Gaussian
inputs, as represented by 𝐶CF in (4).

B. Performance of the Learned CF Relaying Schemes

For the first set of results, we assume that the SNR is the
same for both the destination and the relay, i.e., 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅.

Fig. 3 shows the SER and mutual information for the 4-
PAM modulation when 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 13 dB. In this case, 𝑌𝑅 and
𝑌𝐷 , are highly correlated. We observe that the three models
exhibit different trade-offs. Recall that, in the point-to-point
variant depicted in Fig. 2c, e𝜃 is not able to use 𝑌𝐷 as side
information in compression. As seen in Fig. 3, the conditional
model yields the best performance as the side information
is also exploited within the SW coder. The marginal model
surpasses the point-to-point model mainly due to exploiting
the side information during compression (see Sect. IV-C for a
more detailed discussion), yielding rate reduction.

Similarly, Fig. 4 contains the SER and the mutual
information for 16-QAM modulation when 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 7
dB. In this case, we also show results where two separate
encoders compress the in-phase and quadrature part of 𝑌𝑅
independently – these models are annotated as split I-Q
variants, as introduced in Sec. III-A. We observe that at lower
rates, the architectures depicted in Fig. 2, which correspond
to joint I-Q compression, perform best across three different
schemes (conditional, marginal and point-to-point). In these
models, both the in-phase and quadrature components are fed
into a single encoder e𝜃 , enabling joint compression of real
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Fig. 4: Symbol error rate (SER) and mutual information as a function
of the relay-to-destination rate 𝑅, for the 16-QAM modulation with
𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 7 dB. The colored lines illustrate the performance of
three neural CF relay architectures depicted in Fig. 2, accompanied
by their respective split I-Q variants (as introduced in Sec. III-A).
In the figure, each marker corresponds to a unique model trained
for a specific value of 𝜆 in (12). The horizontal black lines indicate
baseline results without relaying (𝑅 = 0) and with perfect relaying
(𝑅 → ∞).

and imaginary parts of the complex-valued input signal. This
allows these compressors to learn more flexible quantization
boundaries (not depicted), making them more efficient in
the low-rate regime. However, at higher rates, we observe
that the split I-Q variants outperform their joint counterparts.
Since one would expect “grid-like” quantization boundaries for
QAM modulations, imposing separate processing on real and
imaginary parts in the split I-Q models, effectively leverages
this domain knowledge, enabling them to approach capacity
at high rates. In contrast, all of the joint I-Q architectures
for conditional, marginal and point-to-point variants saturate
around a capacity value of 3. These results suggest that as
the modulation order and relay rate increase, incorporating
domain knowledge into the compressor design could be
beneficial. Imposing such well-informed design structures in
this case further enhances the efficiency of learned CF relaying
schemes, particularly at high rates, where training neural
compressors becomes relatively more challenging compared
to the low rate regime.

Fig. 5 compares 𝐶CF from (4) with the mutual information
obtained with the marginal formulation (Fig. 2a) for the BPSK,
4-PAM and 8-PAM modulations. Here, the SNR for all the
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Fig. 5: Mutual information for the marginal model (Fig. 2a) in case of
BPSK, 4-PAM and 8-PAM modulations with 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB. The
solid line represents 𝐶CF in (4) [15], obtained for Gaussian inputs.
The dotted lines represent the perfect relay (𝑅 → ∞) bounds for the
respective curves, similar to Figs. 3 and 4.
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Fig. 6: Mutual information for the marginal model (Fig. 2a) in case of
BPSK, 4-PAM and 8-PAM modulations with 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 13 dB. The
solid line represents 𝐶CF in (4) [15], obtained for Gaussian inputs.
The dotted lines represent the perfect relay (𝑅 → ∞) bounds for the
respective curves, similar to Figs. 3, and 4.

considered schemes is 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB, suggesting a
lower correlation between 𝑌𝑅 and 𝑌𝐷 compared to the one
illustrated in Fig. 3. As expected, increasing the modulation
order narrows the gap to the bound in (4). Notably, the
marginal variant meets the performance of the corresponding
perfect relay (𝑅 → ∞) baseline at higher rates.

Similarly, Fig. 6 compares 𝐶CF from (4) for the same
modulation schemes considered in Fig. 5, but now at higher
SNR 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾𝐷 = 13 dB, suggesting a stronger correlation
between 𝑌𝑅 and 𝑌𝐷 . We note that at higher SNR, as theory
suggests, the rate allowed by higher-order modulation is
greater and the performance gap between different modulation
schemes is larger. At high rates, for each of the modulation
schemes considered, our neural CF schemes once again match
the communication rate bound for perfect relay (𝑅 → ∞),
mirroring the trend observed in Fig. 5.

Considering next a complex-valued communication
scenario, we illustrate the results obtained with 4-QAM and
16-QAM modulations in Fig. 7, where we set 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾𝐷 = 7
dB. For this case, we use an adapted version of 𝐶CF from (4)
that considers instead a complex-valued PRC. For the
16-QAM results depicted, we select the best performing
variant for the marginal model (either the joint I-Q scheme

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

2.00

2.25

2.50

2.75

3.00

3.25

3.50

𝑅 [bits/ch. use]

M
ut

ua
l

In
fo

.[
bi

ts
/c

h.
us

e]

𝐶CF from (4) adapted for complex-valued signals
16-QAM neural relay marg. (joint and split I-Q combined)
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Fig. 7: Mutual information for the marginal model (Fig. 2a) in case
of 4-QAM and 16-QAM modulations with 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 7 dB. The
solid line represents 𝐶CF in (4) [15], obtained for Gaussian inputs.
The dotted lines represent the perfect relay (𝑅 → ∞) bounds for the
respective curves, similar to Figs. 3 and 4. In the case of the 16-QAM
modulation shown here, we select the best performing model among
two variants of the marginal neural relay quantizers: the joint I-Q
scheme depicted in Fig. 2a and the split I-Q architecture introduced
in Sec. III-A, both of which are plotted in orange in Fig. 4.

shown in Fig. 2a or the split I-Q version, both of which
are introduced in Sec. III-A). Consistent with the trends
observed in Figs. 5 and 6, our neural CF scheme again
meet the respective perfect relay baselines (𝑅 → ∞). These
empirical results further confirm that our learning-based relay
compression schemes can be easily adapted to any chosen
fixed modulation, scoring higher communication throughput
as the order of modulation increases.

C. Interpretability of the Learned CF Relaying Schemes

The maximum a posteriori (MAP) estimator for 𝑊 in the
PRC of Fig. 1 is as follows:

�̂� = arg max
𝑤

𝑝(𝑤 |𝑦𝐷 , 𝑢), (16)

= arg max
𝑤

𝑝(𝑦𝐷 |𝑤) 𝑝(𝑢 |𝑤) 𝑝(𝑤), (17)

where we have used the independence of 𝑦𝐷 and 𝑢 given
𝑤. For equally likely symbols, 𝑝(𝑤) is a constant and
therefore, can be removed from (17). Note that the term
𝑝(𝑢 |𝑤) represents the likelihood of 𝑤 based on the relay’s
quantized observation 𝑢, and it updates the destination’s
likelihood 𝑝(𝑦𝐷 |𝑤) in (17). For reference, without the relay,
the optimal decision thresholds on 𝑌𝐷 for the maximum
likelihood estimator for a PAM (QAM) modulation under
Gaussian noise would be the intersection between adjacent
likelihoods, that is the middle point (line) between adjacent
symbols [40].

We recall that for our learned CF schemes introduced in
Sec. III, 𝑢 = e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅), and the posterior estimated by the
neural demodulator is p𝜙 (𝑤 |𝑦𝐷 , e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅)). In the remainder
of this section, we provide results that help to visualize and
interpret the quantization boundaries recovered by the neural
encoder e𝜃 and learned MAP (10) decision thresholds adopted
by the demodulator. First, we show that the marginal CF
variant (Fig. 2a) groups the quantized indices at the relay,
by assigning the same quantization index to discontiguous
intervals in the source space. This empirical evidence suggests
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Fig. 8: Visualization (best viewed in color) of the learned CF strategy
(marginal scheme in Fig. 2a) and demodulation decisions for the 4-
PAM modulation with 𝛾 = 13 and relay rate 𝑅 ≈ 1. The horizontal
lines denote the quantization boundaries on 𝑌𝑅 , and the colors
designate the transmitted index e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅). The vertical lines denote
the hard decision boundaries for the demodulator, and the markers
represent the decisions. The transmitted symbols (denoted by cross,
triangle, star, square) are also reported near the axis for reference.

that the scheme effectively uses the side information 𝑌𝐷
during compression. Next, we show how the relay’s likelihood
𝑝(e𝜃 (𝑦𝑅) |𝑤) operationally shifts the decision thresholds.

Fig. 8 illustrates the marginal CF scheme and the
demodulation’s hard decision regions (see (10)) for 4-PAM
with 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝐷 = 13 dB and relay rate of 𝑅 ≈ 1. The vertical
axis and horizontal axis show 𝑌𝑅 and 𝑌𝐷 , respectively. The
colors represent the transmitted indices e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) by the relay,
and the horizontal lines are the corresponding quantization
boundaries. Note that this neural CF architecture exhibits
binning (grouping) since non-adjacent intervals are assigned
to the same index (same color). It is worth noting that this
recovered grouping behavior is similar to the random binning
operation in the achievability proof of the WZ theorem [10]
and also in the achievability of CF [9]. This emergence of
learned one-shot binning behavior also explains the further
reduction in relay rate compared to the point-to-point model,
as illustrated in the experimental results shown in Figs. 3
and 4. Unlike the marginal scheme, the point-to-point model
(Fig. 2c), however, lacks access to the side information signal
𝑌𝐷 , which is available at the decoder, during compression.
Therefore, this latter model cannot learn a binning behavior
in the relay compressor (not depicted). In contrast, the
conditional variant (Fig. 2b) leverages the side information not
only during compression but also within the entropy coding
stage. This enables the conditional scheme to execute binning
over long sequences i.e., in a multi-shot fashion. Note that such
a high-order binning scheme, facilitated by the SW coder, is
inherently more efficient than the one-shot binning achievable
by an encoder at the relay. As the model e𝜃 compresses each
source realization one at a time, it can only bin the quantized
indices at the relay in a one-shot fashion.
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Fig. 9: Visualization (best viewed in color) of the learned CF strategy
(marginal scheme in Fig. 2a) and demodulation decisions for the 4-
QAM modulation with 𝛾 = 7 dB and relay rate 𝑅 ≈ 1. Figure (a)
shows the quantization boundaries on 𝑌𝑅 (on the complex plane), and
the colors designate the transmitted index e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅). Figures (b) and (c)
show the hard decision boundaries for the demodulator as a function
of 𝑌𝐷 (on the complex plane), where different colors represent the
different decisions. Figure (b) represents the decisions when e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅)
corresponds to the blue index from Figure (a); Figure (c) represents
the decisions when e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) corresponds to the red index from Figure
(a). The transmitted symbols (denoted by cross, triangle, star, square)
are also reported for reference.

The vertical lines in Fig. 8 denote the hard decision
boundaries, where the markers denote the decisions �̂� .
We observe that the decision boundaries are shifted with
respect to the midpoints between transmitted symbols
(optimal boundaries without relaying). This highlights the
interpretability of our neural CF relaying scheme. For example,
when cross or star are transmitted, the index blue will be the
(most likely) relayed index. In this case, the decision regions
for cross and star at the destination are larger than the other
symbols.

Fig. 9 shows the learned marginal CF strategy for the
complex-valued 4-QAM modulation when 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 7 dB
and relay rate of 𝑅 ≈ 1. The vertical and horizontal axis
of each subfigure represent real and imaginary parts of 𝑌𝑅
and 𝑌𝐷 . Fig. 9a reports the output of the relay’s encoder,
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where the color represents e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅). One can note that the
regions surrounding the farthest symbols are paired with the
same encoding (color) e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅). Similar to Fig. 8, one can
argue that this is yet another instance of binning in the relay
compressor. Fig. 9b shows the hard decision boundaries on
𝑌𝐷 when e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) corresponds to the blue index. Meanwhile,
Fig. 9c shows the hard decision boundaries on 𝑌𝐷 when
e𝜃 (𝑌𝑅) corresponds to the red index. Again, the decision
boundaries are shifted to favor the symbols that were most
likely to be received at the relay.

In practice, Figs. 8 and 9 can be used as look-up tables
for direct deployment of the resulting CF relaying strategies,
including both the relay’s encoder and the destination’s
demodulator. Although ANN-based architectures (Fig. 2) were
used to minimize the loss function in (12), the actual CF
scheme and the hard demodulator implementation at test time
rely only on the learned quantization boundaries and threshold
values shown in Figs. 8 and 9.

D. Robustness to Signal-to-Noise Ratio (SNR) Variations

In Sections IV-A, IV-B, and IV-C, we evaluated the
performance at the same SNRs used for training. In this
section, we analyze robustness with respect to the training
SNR. We consider 4-PAM modulation for the source 𝑋 , and
a range of test SNRs 𝛾𝐷 , 𝛾𝑅 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB. We consider
models that satisfy the relay rate constraint of 𝑅 ⪅ 1. Note
that for this SNR range, it is known that the 4-PAM capacity
is superior to the BPSK one, and almost equivalent to those
achieved by higher order PAM modulations [40]. This is
also evident in Fig. 5 at 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB. Adapting the
modulation order to the SNR is a key component of modern
communication systems relying on link adaption [41], and as
such, we assume 4-PAM modulation is only used in the above
SNR range.

We study the following test scenarios:
1) Same SNR at both the relay and the destination, i.e.,

𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB;
2) Relay SNR fixed at 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB, and variable destination

SNR 𝛾𝐷 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB;
3) Destination SNR fixed at 𝛾𝐷 = 3 dB, variable relay SNR

𝛾𝑅 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB.
For all of the tests above, we consider baseline models that are
trained at a single SNR 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾, where 𝛾 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6}
dB. In the remainder of this subsection, we analyze the
performance of the baselines on the abovementioned scenarios,
and propose alternative learning strategies based on robust
training.

1) Testing at the same SNR at both the relay and the
destination: Fig. 10 shows the mutual information when the
same SNR is experienced at both the destination and the
relay, i.e., 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾. The rate constraint is satisfied for
all the models 𝑅 ≈ 1 (not shown here). We also include a
robust model trained on a range of SNRs 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾 ∼
Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB. Note that the baseline models trained at
a single SNR perform well for adjacent SNRs too. The robust
model trained on the range 𝛾 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB exhibits a
good compromise, offering performance similar to the model
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Fig. 10: Robustness analysis when the destination and the relay have
the same test signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾. The rate
constraint is 𝑅 ≈ 1 for all points. The lines represent the mutual
information obtained with the learned CF strategy (marginal scheme
in Fig. 2a), as a function of the testing SNR 𝛾. The dotted lines
represent models trained for a single value of 𝛾. The solid blue line
represents the model trained for robustness over the SNR range of
interest, i.e., the training SNR is 𝛾 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB. The red
stars represent the points where testing and training SNR match.

0 1 2 3 4 5 60.50

0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

𝛾𝐷 (fixed 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB)

M
ut

ua
l

In
fo

.[
bi

ts
/c

h.
us

e]

trained at 𝛾 = 0 dB trained at 𝛾 = 1 dB
trained at 𝛾 = 2 dB trained at 𝛾 = 3 dB
trained at 𝛾 = 4 dB trained at 𝛾 = 5 dB
trained at 𝛾 = 6 dB trained on 𝛾 ∼ Unif.{0, . . . , 6} dB
trained on 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB
and 𝛾𝐷 ∼ Unif.{0, . . . , 6} dB 𝐶CF from (4)

Fig. 11: Robustness analysis when the relay signal-to-noise ratio
(SNR) is fixed 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB, and the destination SNR changes
𝛾𝐷 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB. The lines represent the mutual information
obtained with the learned CF strategy (marginal scheme in Fig. 2a),
as a function of the destination SNR 𝛾𝐷 . The dotted lines represent
models trained for a single value of 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾. The solid blue line
represents the model trained over equal SNR at both the relay and the
destination 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB. The green triangles
represent the model trained for a fixed SNR at the relay 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB,
and variable SNR at the destination 𝛾𝐷 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB.

trained for the SNR in the middle of the range, and minimal
performance degradation in the lower and higher end of the
SNR range. Another observation is that models trained for
lower SNRs exhibit less degradation at higher SNRs compared
to the opposite case; in fact, the models trained at high SNRs
fail at lower SNRs.
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Fig. 12: Robustness analysis when the destination signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) is fixed 𝛾𝐷 = 3 dB, and the relay SNR changes
𝛾𝑅 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB. The lines represent the mutual information
obtained with the learned CF strategy (marginal scheme in Fig. 2a),
as a function of the relay SNR 𝛾𝑅 . The dotted lines represent
models trained for a single value of 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾. The solid
blue line represents the model trained over equal SNR at both the
relay and the destination 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB.
The green diamonds represent the model trained for a fixed SNR
at the destination 𝛾𝐷 = 3 dB, and variable SNR at the destination
𝛾𝑅 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB.

2) Testing on a range of SNRs at the destination, fixing
the SNR at the relay: Fig. 11 shows the mutual information
achieved as a function of the SNR at the destination 𝛾𝐷 ∈
{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB, when the SNR at the relay is fixed as
𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB. In other words, the statistics of the relay’s received
signal do not change, while the received signal 𝑌𝐷 at the
destination has variable SNR levels. We also include two
robust models, one trained for a single 𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB, and a
range of 𝛾𝐷 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB, and another trained for
SNRs 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB. We note that the
performance of the model trained on a range (with the same
SNR on both 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾) is equivalent to the performance
of the robust model trained for [𝛾𝑅 = 3 dB, 𝛾𝐷 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6}
dB].

3) Testing on a range of SNRs at the relay, fixing the SNR at
the destination: Fig. 12 illustrates the mutual information as
a function of the SNR at the relay 𝛾𝑅 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB,
when the SNR at the destination is fixed as 𝛾𝐷 = 3 dB.
In this case, the received signal 𝑌𝐷 at the destination has
fixed statistics, while the relay’s received signal is subjected
to different SNR levels. As above, we include two robust
models, one trained for a single 𝛾𝐷 = 3 dB, and a range
of 𝛾𝑅 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB, and another one trained for
SNRs 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾 ∼ Unif.{0, 1, . . . , 6} dB. Similar to
the previous scenario, the performance of the model trained
on a range (with the same SNR on both 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾) is
equivalent to the performance of the robust model trained for
[𝛾𝐷 = 3 dB, 𝛾𝑅 ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 6} dB]. We also note that, in this
scenario, the baseline models trained at an SNR in the vicinity
of 𝛾𝐷 = 𝛾𝑅 = 𝛾 = 3 dB perform well.

In summary, we showed that training on a range of equal
SNRs for both at the relay and the destination provides
a good compromise in performance. This suggests good
generalization capabilities for both the compressor and the
demodulator, eliminating the need for ad-hoc SNR choices
during training. Experimental results suggest that knowing the
SNR at the destination is generally more important in order to
achieve good performance. In principle, the destination could
have a fine-tuned model for each SNR (or SNR range) it
experiences. Concurrently, the experiments demonstrate that
training robust relay nodes only requires a rough estimate of
the SNR range at the relay.

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

In this paper, we have revisited CF relaying in the context
of learned distributed compression and incorporated a task-
oriented neural WZ compressor into a PRC setup as a practical
form of CF relaying mechanism. Our proposed framework
represents the first proof-of-concept work for an interpretable
learned CF relaying scheme, where both the compressor
and the demodulator components are parameterized with
lightweight ANNs. Such a design choice also enables us to
provide post-hoc explanations of these learned components by
explicitly visualizing their behaviors. Our results demonstrate
that the learned CF schemes exhibit characteristics of the
optimal asymptotic CF, such as binning of the quantized
indices at the relay. We also note that the performance of
these schemes, across various modulation schemes (both real
and complex-valued), meets the communication rate of perfect
relay (𝑅 → ∞) with minimal relay rate 𝑅. We have also
demonstrated that training over a range of SNRs, both at the
destination and the relay, provides good generalization over
the range of interest, with minimal performance degradation
compared to models trained for a specific SNR.

Extending our framework to a general relay channel,
in which the destination does successive decoding of the
compressed relay index and the source information, would
be possible. Additional design constraints arising from
incorporating a learned CF in full-duplex and half-duplex
relay channels, as well as more complex and realistic
channel models would be interesting future research directions.
Another promising area for future exploration is extending the
proposed neural CF frameworks to handle multi-hop networks
and MIMO relay channels.
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