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Abstract—This paper studies a symmetric K user Gaussian fransiter t L fecger !
interference channel with K transmitters and K receivers. A PN

“very strong” interferenqe regime is de.rived. for this channel —la 1 s
setup. A “very strong” interference regime is one where the X, Ya
capacity region of the interference channel is the same as “

the capacity region of the channel with no interference. In . .
this regime, the interference can be perfectly canceled bylla ° a °
the receivers without incurring any rate penalties. A “very Transmitter K| @ ] Receiver K
strong” interference condition for an example symmetric K user e i

deterministic interference channel is also presented. )
Fig. 1. Channel Model for the Symmetri& user Interference Channel

|. INTRODUCTION

Determining the capacity region of the Gaussian interfegeninterference channel is the same as the capacity regioreof th
channel has been a long standing open problem. Exact capagftannel with no interference. In this regime, the interfiee
results are known only for some special classes of intenfere can be perfectly canceled by all the receivers without incur
channels such as the two user “very strong” interferent@g any associated rate penalties. We also present a “very
channel in[1] and the two user strong interference chanrséfong” interference condition for an example symmetiic
[2], [8]. Recent results on the capacity region of the tworuseiser deterministic interference channel (see Figure 2p Th
Gaussian interference channel include - the charactiizaf Main tool used in this paper in deriving the “very strong”
the capacity region to within one bit per channel uselin [4]terference condition is lattice coding, where the traiti
and determining the sum capacity for the mixed interfereng@dewords are lattice points. Lattice and other structured
regime and the very weak interference regimk [B], [5], [7Roding techniques have been used recently to derive clever
For interference networks with more tha&nusers, capacity achievable schemes for several classes of networks. Some
approximations withino(log(SNR)) (also known as degreesrelevant results includé [9J[17].
g(];Iztzt?\(/jg)n::)hgi\:]eelg?/:/ai?hfggggﬁé?erntgng;;\?vrr)]“fr; grE,O; fégg?ﬁgﬁhe rest of the paper is organized as follows: We describe the
distribution [8]. Capacity results are also available foukm channel model in Section Il. In Section Ill, we summarize
. S p y ) . the “very strong” interference conditions for the two user
tiuser extensions of the “very weak interference” scenfijo - .
. L - Gaussian interference channel and present our main results
[6], [7] and for certain specific channel coefficient valugssh . . .
. : or the K user interference channel. We describe notations
as the toy examples in][8]. In][9], the authors approxmate[ S . . .
. : . nd preliminaries on lattices in Section IV. The proof of the
characterize the capacity region of many-to-one and one-

manv Gaussian interference channels using abstractions ain result for the three user interference channel is ptede
y >aussi 9 in‘Section V. We conclude in Section VI.
deterministic interference channels.

In this paper, we study thd<{ user symmetric Gaussian
interference channel (see Figlile 1) and derive a “very gtron Il. CHANNEL MODEL
interference regime for this channel. A “very strong” in-
terference regime is one where the capacity region of the
We consider thd< user interference channel, consistingrof
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X« - .
Yi(i)=X;(i)+a Y Xp(i)+Z), Viek x Ya
k=1,k#j

where at thei" channel useyY;(i) is the received signal at ]

the j*" receiver, X;,(i) is the transmitted signal at the' - Ya
transmitter,Z; (i) is the zero mean unit variance additive white -
Gaussian noise (AWGN) at receivgrAll direct channels are ] T
normalized to unity, while all cross channels take the same o 73
value a, which is constant across channel uses. The channel

inputs are subject to the transmit power constraint: Fig. 2. Deterministic Channel Example

1 « 2
— < .
n ; E [Xk(l) } <P Vkek (1) Condition [3) shows that each user can achieve his indiVidua

interference-free capacity if the strength of the intefere
scales exponentially with the number of users. As we show in
this paper, this condition can be tightened quite signifigan
The following example formulated in terms of the determin-
istic channel illustrates the key insights.

Achievable rates, probability of error and capacity arercfi
in the Shannon sense.

IIl. VERY STRONG INTERFERENCECONDITION

A 2 User IC o
C. Very Strong Interference on the Deterministic Channel

Carleial [1] showed that interference is not harmful when it ) o

is very strong, because the interfering signal can be detoddd- [2 is the deterministic channel model (as proposed by
without any rate penalty for either the desired or the ireténfy [9]) for a 3 user fully con_nected interference channel. In_thls
user's message. For the symmetric channel described ab&¥&mple, each user achieves a rate equal to the capacity that

if K =2 and he would achieve in the absence of all interference. Note tha
1 WP 1 with all three users transmitting at capacity, a receivabig to
3 log <1 + g P> > 3 log (1 + P), (2) decode the desired message but cannot decode any of the two

_ . . . . interferers. However, each receiver is able to decodesthe
then interference can be decoded first while treating thieestk s of the codewords sent by the interfering users. For examp|e'
signal as noise and without |Im|t|ng the rate of the inte'rfgr receiver1 cannot decode the messagés, s but it can

user's message. This gives us the very strong interferenggode the sum of the interfering codewords+ X.
condition as: ) )
Note that the example illustrated in F[d. 2 can be extended to

> >1+P. any number of users. In the terminology of generalized de=gre
Each user achieves a rafé = 1log(1+ P) which is his of freedom[[9] the “very strong interference” condition tbis
individual capacity in the absence of interference. For o§ymmetric deterministic channel can be stated as:
purpose, this is also the defining property of “very strong log(INR)
interference” - i.e., aK user fully connected (all channel log(SNR) = 2. (6)
coefficients are non-zero) interference channel is callegiy
strong interference” channel if every user achieves a iquale Since INR= Pa* and SNR= P, the example suggests a very

to his individual capacity in the absence of all interferenc Strong interference condition of the forat > P + o(P) for
all K, instead of the exponential increase wihevident in

B. K User IC - Decoding Interference the RHS of [b). These insights are most relevant for our main
result - a very strong interference condition for the user
One simple extension of the very strong interference candit Gaussian interference channel presented in the next sectio
for the symmetricK user interference channel is readily
obtained as follows. If D. K User IC - Aligning Interference
2
Kl_ e %log (1 + %) = 5log(1+P), (4) In this section we use lattice codes to align interference at
o ) o each receiver in such a way that the sum of the interfering
then it is easily seen that each user can first jointly dectide &, je\yords can be decoded, without requiring the decotiabili
interfering signals while treating his desired signal ass@o0 o 1he messages carried by the interfering signals. Regaxin
and then subtract all interference from his received signgls message decodability constraint produces a much tighte
to achlev? his interference-free ff?pac't)/; This gives s tr“\/ery strong interference” condition for th& user symmet-
following “very strong interference” condition: ric interference channel. Lattice codes have previousinbe
(1+ P51 —1)(1+P) used in [9] for interference alignment on theany-to-one
(K —1)P : ®) and one-to-many interference channels, leading to capacity

a’ >



characterizations within a fixed number of bits per channehered is the generator matrix that defines the latticelLet
use for these channels. However, since we are interestedinandV, denote the fundamental Voronoi region of lattite
fully connected interference networks, several key aspett and the volume of2, respectively. We will drop the subscript
the lattice code constructions in this section are uniquauto in the Voronoi region and will refer to it as just In this paper,
setup. We present our main result below: we consider lattices generated using construction A desdri

below (as used in_[16]).
Theorem 1: For a K user symmetric Gaussian interference ( .136)

channel, if the channel gain satisfies For any positive integep, Z, denotes the integers modulo
p. Letg : Z" — Z; denote the componentwise modylo-

2
a? > @’ (7) operation. LetAc denote a lattice of the form
the capacity region of the channel, denoted(y is given Ao ={veZ":g(v)eC}
(Ry,...,Rp): where C' is a linear code ovefZ, (This is referred to as
Cap = { L } . (8) Construction A). In fact, we will actually consider scaledan
Ry < glog(l+P) Vkek p lattices, i.e., lattices of the formA¢c = {yv: v € Ac} for

somey € R. The fundamental volume of such a lattice is
In the rest of the paper, we prove this result for the three use

interference channglK” = 3). The proof technique used here Vine =7"p
can readily be extended for ary.

n—Fk

The region described bj/I(8) is an outer bound on the capad?t setB of linear (n, k) codes overZ, is balanced if every

region for a three user interference channel for any value Ofngnzero element of; is contained n the same number of

This is becauseé/21log(1 + P) is the maximum rate achievedCOOleS fromB. Let £ be the set of lattices

by any user .when there is no inFerfere_nce. To show that the L£={Ac:CcB}. (10)

region described by [8) foK = 3 is achievable under “very

strong interference” given by](7), we show that the symmeive now restate Minkowski-Hlawka Theorem proved inl[16]

ric rate point (3 log(1+ P), 3 log(1+ P), 3 log(1+ P)) is in a slightly different manner.

achievable when{7) is satisfied. The transmitters usecdatti ) , )

coding to encode their messages, while the receivers first &Wm 1 (Mlnkoyvsl<|—HIaWka Theorem): Let f be a Riemann

code the total interference and then decode their messtge dfitégrable functionk”™ — R of bounded support. For any

canceling all the interference. We describe some prelirigaa N€9€rk, 0 <k <n and any fixedV’, let 5 be any balanced

on lattices in Sectiofi IV and also present some results St ©f Imgz;:r(n,k) codes overZ,. As p — oo, y — 0 such

lattice codes derived in [16] and [17] that will be used in thifaty"p" " =V, at least three-fourths of the lattices in the

proof of TheoreniIl. We then present the proof for achievabfi€t£ satisfy the following relationship

ity for the three user symmetric Gaussian interference roblan 4

under “very strong interference” in Sectibn V. AZ ) fo) <+ - fv)dv. (11)
veEYAc:v#£0

Note that the “very strong” interference condition for the

user symmetric Gaussian interference channel is différemt  The proof of the lemma is exactly similar to the proof ofI[16,

the condition for the two user case given by > P + 1. In . Theorem 1] with few minor modifications, and is omitted here.
fact, we have the following result far*> > P + 1 for the K ) ) ) ) N )
user symmetric Gaussian interference channel. We consider a single user point to point additive noise ceann

Theorem 2: For a K user symmetric Gaussian interference Y=X+7 (12)

channel, if the channel gain satisfiesa®? > P + 1, then each ) . . . )
user can achieve a rate éﬂog(P). Hence, fora2 > P + 1 where X is the transmitted signal,” the received signal and

each user achieves within half a bit per channel use of rf?g, is the additive noise of zero mean and variance equal to

maximum possible rate o that_ corrupts the tra_nsml_tted S|gnal at _the receiver. If the
transmitted word over time is a lattice point, then it can be

The idea behind the proof of Theorem 2 is described in Sectishown that a suitable lattice and a decoding strategy extists

\vd} that the probability of decoding error can be made arblyrari
small as the number of dimensions of the lattice increases.

IV. L ATTICE PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS This result is stated formally in the following lemma.

Lemma 2 ([[16]): Consider a single user point to point addi-
A lattice A of dimensiom is a discrete subset " described tive noise channel described i {12). L8tbe a balanced set
by of linear (n, k) codes ovefZ,. Averaged over all lattices from
A={\=Gx:xeZ"}, (9) the setC given in [10), each with a fundamental voluriie we



have that for any > 0, the average probability of decodingis similar for receiver® and3 and is skipped here. We first
error is bounded by describe the choice of lattick and the shifts. The lattice A

on} log(2mea?) is chosen such that:

Pe<149) Vv ' (13) « Condition [I1) (Minkowski-Hlawka condition) is satis-
for sufficiently largep and smally such thaty"p"—* = V. fied. /
Hence, the probability of decoding error for at least three « The volume of the Voronoi regiof’ = 27" Vs.
fourths of the lattices i satisfies « In decoding the interference, the probability of error is
on log(2mea?) upper bounded by (14) with? =1+ P.
Pe < 4(1 4 0)"——— (14)

1% We choose a shift such that the codebodk| > 2"%. The

existence of such a shift is guaranteed 17] for lange
The proof of the lemma is described in [16] and is omitted g by 117] a

here. The next Lemma summarizes the main result df [17]Decoding Strategy for Receivér Receiverl first cancels the

sum of the interference caused by transmittzrand 3 and

Lemma 3: Consider a single user point to point additive noisg ey decodes the message intended for it. The receivedtoutpu
channel in [(IR) where the noise is AWGN with zero meagr s given by

and variance equal te?. Let A be any lattice generated from
Construction A that satisfieg (11). Then, we can choose the Y1 =X1 +aXo+aXs3+ Z;.
fundamental volume of the lattic&, shift s and a shaping

regionS such that the lattice codg\ +s) NS achieves a rate As each transmitter uses the same latticethe interference

R with arbitrarily small average probability of error if caused by transmitters and 3 at receiverl is aligned and
1 is an element of:A. Here, we use the fact that the receiver
R < 3 log (1 + ;) : knows the shifts used by transmitter@ and 3 and cancels

them out. We use the Loeliger framework in[16] in decoding

The proof of the lemma is described i [17]. In the nexfe totalinterference. The volume of the Voronoi regionhaf t
section, we show that for the three user symmetric Gaussigferference lattice is given by"V. The total noise seen in
interference channel, all the users can achieve a symmefifcoding the interference is given by

rate of% log(1 + P) if the interference is “very strong”. L =X+ 7.

V. ACHIEVABILITY PROOF FORTHREE USERSYMMETRIC ~ The noise power is limited by 4 P. With the choice of our

GAUSSIAN INTERFERENCECHANNEL lattice, the probability of decoding error denoted By is
upper bounded by

The transmitters employ lattice coding as a transmission gn’ log(2me(1+P))

strategy. In this section, we show that each user can achieve P, <4(1+9) — (15)
a symmetric rateR < 3log(l + P) under very strong N anV _

interference condition. As the channel is symmetric, we u$tence, the probability of error decays if

the same lattice at each transmimamn_d is _generated using 1 2re(1 + P) 1

construction A. We denote the Voronoi region of the lattice 51 22 0 log V' < 0. (16)

by 2 and the volume of the Voronoi region B¥. The receivers

and then decod their message, £ach transmitter uses a JEMAL2 guarantees the choice of atisesuch thatTT)
ge. Is satisfied. After decoding the total interference causgd b

Z iggee:)fsrha%%%ggr% SLe(;eilotzenofj?ma:nsdil)T]glnzlohn:rle transmitters2 and 3, receiver1 decodes its message from
P e 2 a P the resulting point to point AWGN channel. In decoding its

; — p : .
of radius vnP' where P’ < P. Then the shaping regiod own message, receivéruses the nearest neighbor decoding

is given by S = S§1\S.. Let Vs denote the volume of thea . . e

) ) ...~ ™ approach as described in [17]. As the lattitesatisfies[(Tl1),
shaping regiorS. The codebook for each transmitter is givel . .an use the Urbanke - Rimoldi approach to decode the
by C = (A + s) N'S. The message set at each transmitter

denoted byM = {1,2,...,2"%}. For each message € M, ftended message at the receiver.
the transmitter assigns a codeword;(m) € C. Then, from [17], it follows that the average probability of
decoding error decays with. Hence, receivet can decode
/ / ’
We chooseR, ', P and P such that its message successfully if
;1 n 1

— — 1
R<R<2log(1+P)<2log(1+P) R/<§log(1+P) (17)
We describe the decoding strategy for receiver 1 and tAéso by choosing sufficiently large, the condition for de-
corresponding probability of error calculations. The g coding the interference with decaying probability of eresr



given in [I8) reduces to the capacity region of the interference channel is as if no
) 2p interference is present. Each receiver can decode the total
R < Zlog (a_> (18) interference seen, and then decode its message. The rate
2 L+ P achieved by each user in this scenario is equglligs(1+ P),
which is the maximum rate that can be achieved when no
The very strong interference condition comes when the raigerference is present. The condition for “very strongtein
constraints imposed by decoding the interference is less-biference presented here [ (7) is much tighter than the datura
ing than the constraint imposed by decoding their respectigxtension of the “very strong” interference condition foet

messages at the receivers. Hence, the very strong intecterewo user interference channel (s€& (5))[inh [1].
condition is given when the constraint d& due to [IB) is

less binding than that due tb {17), or when

a > M (19)
- P We thank Bobak Nazer for useful discussions and comments.
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