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On the inner and outer bounds for 2-receiver
discrete memoryless broadcast channels

Chandra Nair, CUHK and Vincent Wang Zizhou, CUHK

Abstract— We study the best known general inner bound[1] General inner and outer bounds for the two-user discrete
and outer bound[2] for the capacity region of the two user memoryless broadcast channel have also been known in liter-

discrete memory less channel. We prove that a seemingly siger  44,re  Here we state the best known inner and outer bounds
outer bound is identical to a weaker form of the outer bound . .
for the region from the literature.

that was also presented in [2]. We are able to further express R X . . .
the best outer bound in a form that is computable, i.e. there ge Bound 1: [Marton '79] The following rate pairs are achiev-

bounds on the cardinalities of the auxiliary random variables. able:
The inner and outer bounds coincide for all channels for whit

the capacity region is known and it is not known whether the Ry < I(U,W: Y1)
regions described by these bounds are same or different. We Ry < I(V,W;Y3)
present a channel, where assuming a certain conjecture bael .
by simulations and partial theoretical results, one can she that Ri+ Ry < min{I(W; Y1), [(W;Ya)} + I(U; Y1|W)
the bounds are different. + I(V; Yo |[W) — I(U; VW)
for any p(u,v,w,z) such that({U,V,W) - X — (¥1,Y3)
. INTRODUCTION form a Markov chain.

) ) Bound 2: [Nair-El Gamal '07] The regiorR defined by the
In [3], Cover introduced the notion of a broadcast channghion over the rate pairs satisfying

through which one sender transmits information to two or

more receivers. For the purpose of this paper we focus our Ry < I(U,W; Y1)
attention on broadcast channels with precisely two recgive Ry < I(V,W;Y5)
Definition: A broadcast channg|BC) consists of an input Ry + R < min{I(U, W3 V1) + I(V; Ya|U, W),

alphabetY and output alphabefg; and)» and a probability

transition functionp(yy, yo|z). A ((2"f%,27%2) n) code for IV, W3 Y3) + I{U Y|V, W)}

a broadcast channel consists of an encoder over all p(u)p(v)p(w, z|u,v) such that(U,V,W) — X —
b onR R . (Y1,Y,) form a Markov chain forms an outer bound to the
g 2T 2T = AT capacity region.

Remark 1:Both the bounds are tight for all the special

and two decoders classes of two-user broadcast channels for which the dgpaci

Wy Y — onf region is known. However, since the bounds are difficult to
evaluate in general it is not known whether the tightness
Wy 1 Vit — 2nFz, of these bounds is specific to the scenarios or whether they

coincide yielding the capacity region.

The probability of erronDe(") is defined to be the probability A possibly weaker form of the outer bound was also
that the decoded message is not equal to the transmitigdsented in [2] by removing the independence betw&en
message, i.e., and V. Under this relaxation we have the following:

Bound 3: [Nair-El Gamal '07] The regioriR; defined by
the union over the rate pairs satisfying

Rl S I(U, Yl)
where the message is assumed to be uniformly distributed Ry < I(V;Y3)

overanhi x nh. . Ri+ Ry < min{I(U: Y1) + I(V; Ya|U),
A rate pair(R1, R2) is said to beachievablefor the broad- -
I(V;Ys) + I(U; Y1|V)}

cast channel if there exists a sequence((@*f,2"52) n)

codes WithPe(") — 0. The capacity regionof the broadcast over all p(u,v,z) such that(U,V) — X — (Y1,Ys) form

channel with is the closure of the set of achievable ralbe. a Markov chain constitutes an outer bound to the capacity

capacity region of the two user discrete memoryless chanmegjion.

is unknown. One of the main results of the paper is the followifidre
The capacity region is known for lots of special cases suokgions described by Bounfls 2 and 3 are identical.

as degraded, less noisy, more capable, deterministic,- semiThe organization of the paper is as follows. In Secfidn Il

deterministic, etc. - see [4] and the references therein. we show that the regions described by Bolihd 2 and Bouind 3

pM =P ({Wl(yln) # WU (Y5 # W2})
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are the same. We also present a different representatidreoft  Proof: Since (U,V) — X — (Y1,Y2) form a Markov
the bound which allows us to have bounds on the cardinalitiesain, we have (U; Y1|V) < I(X; Y1|V) and I(V; Y3|U) <
of the auxiliary random variables. In Section Il we studg th1(X;Y>|U). Therefore it is clear thaR; C R.. Hence it
binary skew-symmetric channel [5] and conjecture that thsiffices to show thaks C R;.

inner and outer bounds are different for this channel. Let ! denote the size of’. Given (U, V, X) it was shown
in [2] that for the following triple(U*, V*, X), having cardi-
[I. ON EVALUATION OF THE OUTER BOUND nalities|Z4]], I||V||, ! respectively, defined according to
A. ldentity of the bounds P(U* = u;, V* = v;)
Theorem 1:The regionsk andR; coincide, i.e.R = R;. B 1P U uV o X = (i— i
Proof: Clearly, by settingl’ = (U,W) and V' = =7PU=uV=vX=(-j))
(V,W), we have thaiR C R,. Therefore it suffices to show P(X* = k|U* = u;, V* = v;) (2)

that Ry C R. _ _ 1L ifk=(—j)h
The idea of the prodfl is as follows: Given au, V) we =1 0 otherwise
will produce a(U*, V*, W*) with U*, V* being independent '
such that one obtains
I(U;yh) = 1(U",W* 1) I(U;Y1) = I(U*; Y1)
I(V3Ys) = I(V", W"; Y3) I(V;Ys) = I(V*: Ys) (3)
IUN|V) = 1(U 73|V, W) ) I(X;|V) = I(X; V4|V = I([US Y|V
I(V;Y2|U) = I(V* YU, W), I(X;Ya|U) = I(X; Yo |U*) = I(V*; Yo |U).
Let (U,V,X) be a triple such thai{U,V) — X — ThusRy C Ry. -

(Y1,Y3) form a Markov chain. Lety = {0,1,....m — 1}
Define new random variabldg*, V*, W* and a distribution

p(u*,v*, w*, z) according to C. Cardinality bounds
PU* =u,V* =i,W* = j, X = 2) Using the strengthened Carathéodory theorem by Fenchel
and Eggleston [6] it can be readily shown that for any
= —P(U =u,V=_>047)m,X =), choice of the auxiliary random variabl€, there exists a
m ) random variablé/; with cardinality bounded by X'|| 41 such
whefe(-)m.denotes the mod operation. _ that I(U; Y1) = I(Uy; Y1), I(X;Ys|U) = I(X;Ya|U;) and
Itis straightforward to check the following: preserves the distributiop(X). Similarly one can find &%

with cardinality bounded byjX'|| + 1 such thatl(V;Y3) =

* X . . 1 .
PU* =u, V" =i)= —P(U =u) I(V1;Ys), I(X;Y1|V) = I(X;Y1|Vi) and preserves the distri-

and hence independent butionp(X). Since boti/; andV; share the same distribution
. . 1 p(X) one can create a triplé/;, V1, X) (for e.g. by generating
PU*=u,W"=4,X=1)=—P(U=uX=u), U, and V4 conditionally independent of{). Thus one can

e 1 o assume without loss of generality that the cardinalitie& af
PV* =i, W' =j,X=1)= EP(V =(i+j)m, X =2).  in Lemmall are bounded k|| + 1 each.

From the above it follows in a straightforward manner that

(D) holds and thus completes the proof. B D. An outer bound formulation that can be evaluated
o Putting all of these together we have the following charac-
B. An alternate characterization terization of the Bound]2.
We reproduce some of the arguments in [2] to express theBound 4: The regionR consists of the union of rate pairs
Bound[3 in an alternate manner to aid its evaluation. satisfying

Lemma 1:The regionR; is equivalent to the following

region, R, defined by the union of rate pairs satisfying Ry < I(U;11)

B < HU-Y: Ry < I(V;Ya)

R1 - IEV’ Yli Ry + Ry < min{I(U; Y1) + I(X; Y2|U),

o I(V:Ye) + I(X; Vi [V)}
Ry + Ry < min{I[(U; Y1) + I(X;Y>|U),
I(V;Ys) + I(X; Y1 |V)} over all p(u,v,z) such that(U,V) — X — (Y1,Y3)
and constitutes the Bourld 2. Further, one can assume that

over all p(u, v, z) such that(U,V) — X — (¥1,Y>) U], 11V < []X]| + 1.

T o _ _ L _ Alternately one can also use constructigh (2) to restrict
The idea of the construction is motivated in part by a similanstruction b d inistic f . off hil laxi h
(@) originally appearing in [2] and also from a conversatioith Prof. Hajek X to_ e a eterministic function , V' while relaxing the
about the tightness of Bourid 2 for the deterministic brostichannel. cardinalities to||U{||, |V|| < || X (] X] + 1) .



I1l. THE BINARY SKEW-SYMMETRIC CHANNEL Figure[2 plotsH(Y;) — H(Y>2) and the line2n — 1 as a
A. On evaluating Mrton inner bound function of P(X = 0) = . Let f(n) = H(%) — H(52),
We consider the following channel [5] called the Binary

skew-symmetric channel, BSSC. For ease we restrict owselv
to the casey = 1.

1—p Z Fig. 2. The plot of the functiorf(n) = H(2) — H(152).
where H(-) denotes the binary entropy function. Then it is
Fig. 1. Binary Skew Symmetric Channel easy to see that(n) is concave i < n < % and convex in
the remaining region% <n<l.
Remark 2: The channel, BSSC, has already appeared in aSuppose thaP(X = 0) = n and we seek thé/ that
couple of instances to produce the following surprisingitss maximizesl (V;Y3)—I(V; Y1) subjecttoV — X — (V7,Y3)
« In [5] BSSC was used to show that using the auxiliar§€ing Markov and®(X = 0) = 7. Then it is not difficult to
random variablgV in the Cover-van der Meulen achiev-S€€ that the optimal choice would be to $et= @ (the trivial
able region, even in the absence of ratg (common random valriable) for alh < no = % wherer is the unique
information), enhanced the achievable region. pointin [0, 3] at which the line joinindo, f(110)) to the point
« In [2] BSSC was used to show that an outer bound {d-1) 1S @ tangent to the curve(n). L
2-user broadcast channel by Korner and Marton [1] was -6mma 2:Let P(X = 0) =1 < ny wheren, = 3 is the
not tight and that the region prescribed by Theofgm Yique solution of the equation
was strictly contained inside the Korner-Marton region. 1= f)

fn) =
Backed by numerical simulations we make the following I=n
conjecture about the BSSC with= 1. or in other words the point at which the line joinifg, 7 (7))
Conjecture 1:Let (U,V) be auxiliary random variables to the point(1, 1) is a tangent to the curvé(n).
such that(U, V) — X — (¥1,Ys) form a Markov chain.  Then for all V' — X — (Y¥1,Y2) we havel(V;Yz) <

Then the following holds: I(Vih).
Proof: Defineg(n) as follows:
IU; Y1) + 1(V;Y2) = I(U; V) < max{I(X; Y1), [(X;Y2)}.

Remark 3:1t is easy to see that this conjecture implies that () = f(n) 0<n<mo .
Marton’s bound without the random variabi#é reduces to the 11__72) fo) +=RF(1) no<n<l
time-division region. Observe thag(n) is concave and that(n) < g(n),0 <n < 1.

WhenU andV are independent, this conjecture has been
established in the appendix of [5]. In this paper, we sh
establish the validity of the conjecture for some ranges

Let P(V = i) = v; andP(X = 0|V =) = «;. We have
; via; = 1. Observe that we have the following,

P(X =0). I(V;Yz) = I(ViYh)
By symmetry of B_SSC the maximum of the tedfi/; Y1)+ = HW1|V) — H(Y2|V) — (H(Y1) — H(Yz))
I(V;Ys) — I(U; V) is same forP(X = 0) = n andP(X = B
0) = 1 — n and hence it suffices to considgrin the range = Zvif(o‘i) = f)
0<n<3. i
Observe that <Y viglas) — f(n)
IU; Y1) + 1(V;Y2) = I(U; V), (a)
< I(V;Y3) + (U3 Y1, V)~ I(U5 V), SO
= (Vi Y2) + IU V), =g(m) — f(n) =0as0 <n <.
< . .
< I(ViYe) + I(Xsna|V), Here (a) follows from the concavity of;(r). This completes
= I(X;Y1) + 1(V;Y2) = I(V; Y1), the proof of Lemmal. n



This implies that fory < ny = %, we have V. CONCLUSION

IUY)+I(V;Ys) —I(U; V), In this paper, we study the inner and outer bounds for
<I(X;Yh) + (V3 Ya) — I(V:Yh) the 2-user discrete memoryle;s broadcast channel. We prove
that for the purpose of evaluating the outer bound the region
<I(X;1) +0, described by aveakerversion (which is easier to evaluate)
= I(X; Y1) indeed coincides with a stronger version.

Further using the symmetry of BSSC and the fact that The bounds matched for all the special classes of channels
the maximum of[(U; Y1) + I(V;Ys) — I(U; V) is same for for which the capacity was known. It is not known if the

P(X =0) =7 or 1 —n, we have the following result. bounds were inherently different or not. We then studied the
Lemma 3: Conjecture[]l is true as long asax{P(X = bounds for the particular case of the binary skew symmetric
0,P(X=1)}<ny=1 channel (BSSC). We present a conjecture that, if provedidvou

Assum|ng Conjecture 1 is true we can now ana|yze the SLﬁﬁtabllSh that the inner and the outer bounds are indeed not

rate of the Marton inner bound with the random variafe tight for BSSC. Numerical simulations also indicate thag th
Theoren{]l implies bounds differ for BSSC.

. _ _ This definitely indicates that one of the bounds or possibly
Ri+ Ry < min{I(W; Y1), I(W;Y2)} both are weak. We have demonstrated that resolving the
+I(U; YAW) + I(V; Yo |W) — [(U; VIW). capacity region for the BSSC would definitely give a strong
Let Wy = {w: P(X = 0|W = w) < 0.5} andW, = {w: hinton the capacity region of the broadcast channel for two
P(X =0|W = w) > 0.5}. LetT be a function ofi¥ defined USErs.
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In [2] the bound on sum ratenin{I(T;Y1),1(T;Ys2)} +
P(T =0)I(X;Y T =0) +P(T = 1)I(X;Ys|T = 1) has
been studied and the maximum was evaluated-a&3616.

This could also be inferred from [5] and the evaluation of the
Cover-van-der-Meulen region for this channel.

Thus assuming Conjecturé 1 we have that the sum rate of
the Marton inner bound is bounded ky3616... (correct to 4
decimal places).

B. Evaluating outer bound - BSSC

In [2] the sum rate of the pairfsk;, R2) described by Bound
[4 was evaluated and it was shown that the maximum sum rate
was bounded by).3711.. (correct to 4 decimal placesfhus
we have that the region described by Bolihd 2 is strictly large
than that described by Bourid 1(assuming Conjecture 1) and
thus the inner and outer bounds differ for BSSC.
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