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Abstract

Consider a memoryless degraded broadcast channel (DBQjighwhe channel output is a single-
letter function of the channel input and the channel noise.efamples, for the Gaussian broadcast
channel (BC) this single-letter function is regular Euieid addition and for the binary-symmetric BC
this single-letter function is Galois-Field-two additiofihis paper identifies several classes of discrete
memoryless DBCs for which a relatively simple encoding sehewhich we call natural encoding,
achieves capacity. Natural Encoding (NE) combines symbrols independent codebooks (one for
each receiver) using the same single-letter function tdds alistortion to the channel. The alphabet
size of each NE codebook is bounded by that of the channet.inpu

Inspired by Witsenhausen and Wyner, this paper defines thditamal entropy bound function
F*, studies its properties, and applies them to show that NEeaes the boundary of the capacity
region for the multi-receiver broadcast Z channel. Thers, ffaper defines the input-symmetric DBC,
introduces permutation encoding for the input-symmetf8CI) and proves its optimality. Because it is
a special case of permutation encoding, NE is capacity aiclgidor the two-receiver group-operation
DBC. Combining the broadcast Z channel and group-operddBg results yields a proof that NE
is also optimal for the discrete multiplication DBC. Alonlget way, the paper also provides explicit

parametric expressions for the two-receiver binary-sytnm®BC and broadcast Z channel.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. Background

Nearly four decades ago, Cover [1], Bergmans [2] and Gallfgjeestablished the capacity
region for degraded broadcast channels (DBC). A commonm@btiransmission strategy to
achieve the boundary of the capacity region for DBCs is tim pncoding scheme presented in
[1] [2]. Specifically, the information intended for the régs with the most degraded channel is
encoded to produce a first codeword. Conditioned on thatdirdéword, a codebook is selected
for the receiver with the second most degraded channel, aridrt.

There is at least one independent-encoding scheme (in wh&lcodebook for each user
is independent of the messages intended for other usettsgdhaachieve the capacity of any
DBC [4]. This scheme essentially embeds all symbols frontral needed codebooks for the
less-degraded receiver(s) into a single super-symbolgbthaps with a large alphabet). Then
a single-letter function uses the input symbol from the rraegraded receiver to extract the
needed symbol from the super symbol provided by the leseaded receiver. See Appendix A
for a detailed description of this encoding scheme.

Cover [5] introduced an independent-encoding scheme forregeiver broadcast channels
(BCs). When applied to two-receiver DBCs, this scheme ieddpntly encodes receivers’ mes-
sages, and then combines these resulting codewords byirp@lysingle-letter function. This
scheme does not specify what codebooks to use or what dettge-function to use. It is
a general independent-encoding approach, which includesirtdependent-encoding scheme
described in Appendix A.

Consider DBCs in which the received signal of each compodeamnel can be modeled as a
single-letter function of the channel input and the chamoéte. A simple encoding scheme that
is optimal for some of those DBCs is an independent-encaapgoach in which symbols from
independent codebooks, each with the same alphabet asaheattinput, are combined using the
same single-letter function that adds distortion to thenoleh We refer to this encoding scheme as

the natural encoding (NE) scheme. As an example, the NE seli@na two-receiver Gaussian



BC has as each transmitted symbol the real addition of twb ggabols from independent
codebooks. The NE scheme is known to achieve the boundahgeafapacity region for several
BCs including Gaussian BCs [6], binary-symmetric BCs [J][B] [9], discrete additive DBCs
[10] and two-receiver broadcast Z channels [11] [12].

In proving the optimality of NE schemes for Gaussian BCs amthry-symmetric BCs,
Shannon’s entropy power inequality (EPI) [13] and “Mrs. s Lemma” [14], respectively,
play the same significant role. Shannon’s EPI gives a lowantdoon the differential entropy
of the sum of independent random variables. In Bergmans'sarieable paper [6], he applied
the EPI to establish a converse showing the optimality of sbleeme given by [1] [2] (the
NE scheme) for Gaussian BCs. Similarly, “Mrs. Gerber’s Leatimprovides a lower bound on
the entropy of a sequence of binary-symmetric channel ¢sitpMyner and Ziv obtained “Mrs.
Gerber's Lemma” and applied it to establish a converse stgpwiat the NE scheme for binary-
symmetric BCs suggested by Cover [1] and Bergmans [2] aekidwe boundary of the capacity
region [7].

Witsenhausen and Wyner made two seminal contributiong iar{8 [9]: the notion of minimiz-
ing one entropy under the constraint that another relatt@m@nis fixed, called the conditional
entropy bound, and the use of input symmetry as a way of gplamentire class of channels
with a single unifying approach. Witsenhausen and Wynetiegphe first idea to establish an
outer bound of the capacity region for DBCs [9]. For binayyasnetric BCs, this outer bound
coincides with the capacity region, which proved once mbw the NE scheme for binary-
symmetric BCs is capacity-achieving.

Later, Benzel [10] applied the conditional entropy boundptove that the capacity regions
for discrete additive degraded interference channels (&P and the corresponding discrete
additive DBC are the same, which means that NE is capachieang for discrete additive
DBCs. Recently Liu and Ulukus [15] [16] extended Benzel'sulés to include the larger class
of discrete degraded interference channels (DDICs). FemdlbDICs, Liu and Ulukus introduced
a capacity-achieving independent encoding scheme fordhesponding DBCs as long as the

transmitted signal for the DBC can be appropriately defined.

B. Contributions

The main contributions of this paper are the following:



1) Establishing that NE is capacity-achieving for multteezer broadcast Z channels

2) Introducing permutation encoding for input-symmetriB@s and proving its optimality

3) Proving the optimality of the NE scheme for discrete nmlitation DBCs.

This paper begins its investigation by extending ideas f\fitsenhausen and Wyner [9]
to study a conditional entropy bound for the channel outgua aliscrete DBC. This condi-
tional entropy bound leads to a representation of the cgpaegion of discrete DBCs. As
an application, explicit parametric expressions for thpac#ty regions are derived for two-
receiver binary-symmetric BCs and two-receiver broadg€agtannels. For broadcast Z channels,
this simplified expression of the conditional entropy bow®monstrates that the NE scheme
identified as optimal for two-receiver broadcast Z channe[d.1] is also optimal for more than
two receivers.

This paper then defines what it means for a degraded broadttashel to be input-symmetric
(IS) (first introduced in [9] for point-to-point channelshc provides an independent-encoding
scheme, referred to as permutation encoding, which achidwe capacity region of all IS-
DBCs. The group-operation DBC, which includes the disceatditive DBC [10] as a special
case, is a class of input-symmetric DBCs for which each cklaontput is a group operatién
of the channel input and the channel noise. For group-aper&®BCs, permutation encoding is
equivalent to NE, establishing the optimality of NE for gpeoperation DBCs.

The discrete multiplication DBC is a discrete DBC for whiacth channel output is a discrete
multiplicatior? of the channel input and the channel noise. This paper cdeslits investigations
by applying the conditional entropy bound to discrete nplittation DBCs and proving that NE

achieves the boundary of the capacity region in this case.

C. Organization

This paper is organized as follows: Subsection I-D belovs layt the notation used in this
paper. Section Il defines and studies the conditional eptropndF™(q, s) for the channel output

of a discrete DBC, and represents the capacity region of ig@ele DBC using the function

1A group operation is an operation which satisfies the groipnas (Closure, Associativity, Identity element, Inver$eneent)
on a pre-defined set. The group operation and the set togfettms a group.
2The definition of the discrete multiplication is given in $en VI. We refer to this operation as discrete multipliosti

because it is a generalization of multiplication as defirred field.



F*(q, s). Section Il uses duality to evaluaté'(q, s) and provides an approach to characterizing
optimal transmission strategies for the discrete DBC basethis evaluation. As an example,
Section 11I-B uses the duality-based computationFf g, s) to provide an explicit parametric
expression for the capacity region of the two-receiver tyiwrsymmetric BC. Section IV proves
the optimality of the NE scheme for broadcast Z channels witine than two receivers. Section
V defines the IS-DBC, introduces the permutation encodingaach, and proves its optimality
for IS-DBCs. Section VI studies the discrete multiplicatibBC and shows that NE achieves
the boundary of the capacity region for the discrete mudigtion DBC. Section VII delivers

the conclusions.

D. Notation

Denote X — Y as a discrete memoryless channel with channel inguand outputY'.
DenoteX — Y — ... » YK as aK-receiver (¢ > 2) discrete memoryless DBC wheré
is the channel input, an#® (i = 1,--. , K) is thei-th least-degraded output. For simplicity
of notation, we also denot& — Y — Z as a two-receiver DBC wherE is the less-degraded
output andZ is the more-degraded output. Since the capacity region tdtestically-degraded
BC without feedback is equivalent to that of the correspogdbhysically-degraded BC with
the same marginal transition probabilities, we assume tBEDin this paper are physically
degraded without loss of generality. Hencé,— Y — Z also denotes a Markov chain, i.e.,
P Z =z|Y =y, X =x)=Pr(Z =z|Y =y).

Throughout this paper, we use€ to represent a scalar random variable at the channel input.
Denotex and X' as its specific value and its alphabet respectively. We aswte X as a
sequence of random variables of lengthat the channel inputc denotes its specific valu&;
and x; denote thei-th element of X and x respectively. We apply the same notation rules to
the channel outputs’, Z, Y, the auxiliary random variabl&, and the codewor&  for the
1-th receiver.

Let X — Y — Z be a two-receiver discrete memoryless DBC whére- {1,2,--- ,k}, Y
={1,2,---,n},and Z = {1,2,--- ,m}. Let Ty x be ann x k stochastic matrix with entries
Tyx(j,i) = PY = j|X =1i) andT,x be anm x k stochastic matrix with entrie®,x(j,7) =
Pr(Z = j|X =1i). Thus,Tyx andT,x are the marginal transition probability matrices of the

degraded broadcast channel.



In this paper, we denote column vect@ss g, and w as the distributions of discrete ran-
dom variables. In particulag denotes the distribution ok. Let A, = {(pl, <o pn) €ER
1> pn = 1l,andp; > 0 for all 2} denote the uni{n — 1)-simplex of probabilityn-vectors.
We denoteh, : A, — R as the entropy function fon > 2, i.e., h,([p1, - ,pa]T) =
ho(p1, -+ 5 pn) = — > p;Inp;. We also denoté : [0,1] — R ash(p) £ hy([p, 1 — p]?).

Following the traditional notation, we denofé(X) as the entropy ofX, H(Y|X) as the
conditional entropy oft” given X, I(X;Y) as the mutual information betweeXi andY’, and
I(X;Y|U) as the mutual information betweexi andY given U. Since we have definefd, ()
using the natural logarithm, all information quantitiemsmlered in this paper are in terms of

nats unless explicitly stated otherwise.

[I. THE CONDITIONAL ENTROPY BOUND F*(q, s)

Observe that any auxiliary random varialle with alphabet sizd > 1 is characterized
by its distributionw = [wy,---,w;]T € A; and the transition probability matrix frorfy to
X, Txy = [ti---t] wheret; € Ay for j = 1,--- 1. The following definition introduces a
conditional entropy bound central to our analysis:

Definition 1: (F7, . 1,,(q,s)) Let ¢ € A, be the distribution of the channel inpuf. The
function 77, 1. (q,s) is defined as

Pt @9 = oy - aili, pyma TV @)
andU—X—(Y,2)

Thus F*(q, s) is essentially the smallest possible valuefdfZ|U) given a specified input
distribution and a specified value &f(Y'|U). We will sometimes abbreviaté}, ;. (q,s) to
F*(q,s) or evenF*(s) when there is sufficient context to avoid confusion.

The choices op(u, ) satisfying the condition$/ (Y|U) = s, px = g, andU — X — (Y, 2)

in the definition of F*

Ty x,Tzx

(q, s) correspond to the choices 6fv and 7T’y such that

!
q=px =Txow= ijtj (2)

J=1

and l

s=HY|U) =) wiha(Tyxt;). (3)

j=1



The correspondind? (Z|U) is given by
Z|U Zw] szt (4)

Let C be the set of al[py, s, n) satisfying (2), (3) and (4) for some choice lpfw andTx . Let
S ={(px, hi(TyxpPx), hin(TzxPx)) € Ak x [0,Inn] x [0,Inn]}. Each point inS corresponds
to apy € A,. ThusC and S are both triples whose first term js,, but the last two terms
of C are the conditional entropies af and Z given U while the last two terms of are the
marginal entropies ofY” and ~.

Let C* = {(s,n)|(py,s,n) € C for somep} be the projection of the s&t onto the(s, n)-
plane. LetC; = {(s,n)|(px,s,n) € C ,px = q} be the subset of* for which py = q. By
definition,C* = ca, Cy-

Note thatF;, ;. (g, s) is the infimum of ally for which C; contains the points, 7). Thus

F;YXTZX (q7 S) = 1%f {77|(va 5777) S CapX = Q} = 1%f {77|(5777) € C;} . (5)

The functionF*(q, s) is an extension to DBCs of the functidn(q, s) introduced in [9]. The
definition of F'(q, s) is restated here. Lek — Z be a discrete memoryless channel with the
m x k transition probability matrixI’, where the entrie§’(j,i) = Pr(Z = j|X = i). Let q
be a distribution forX. For anyqg € A;, and0 < s < H(X), the functionFr(q, s) is the
infimum of H(Z|U) with respect to all discrete random variablésuch thatH (X|U) = s and
U — X — Z is a Markov chain. By definitionf'r(q, s) = F;(q,s), where[ is an identity
matrix. Most properties of'(q, s) shown in [9] can be readily extended to apply £6(q, s)
as well. These properties are stated below as propositReaders can refer to [9] to see the
proofs for F'(q, s) corresponding to the propositions fér(q, s) given below.

Proposition 1: C is the convex hull ofS. C, C*, andC; are compact, connected, and convex.
See [9, Section IL.A].

Proposition 2: i) Every point ofC can be obtained by (2), (3) and (4) with< k£ + 1. In other
words, one only need to consider random varialbletaking at most: + 1 values.

i) Every extreme point of the intersection 6fwith a two-dimensional plane can be obtained
with [ < k. See [9, Lemma 2.2].

Proposition 3: For any fixedq as the distribution ofX, the domain off, ;  (q,s) in s

is the closed intervalH (Y| X), H(Y)] = [Zle gihn(Tyxe;), hn(Ty xq)], Wheree; is a vector



for which the:™ entry is 1 and all other entries are zeros.

Proof: For the Markov chain/ — X — Y, the data processing inequality [17] implies
H(Y|U) > H(Y|X) and equality is achieved wheii = X. One also had?(Y|U) < H(Y)
and equality is achieved whdn is a constant. [ |

Proposition 4: The function £

Ty x,Tzx

(q,s) is defined and convex on the compact convex
domain{(q, s)|q € Ak, X1, gihn(Tyxe:) < s < h,(Tyxq)} and for eactq, s) in this domain,
the infimum in its definition is a minimum, attainable withtaking at mostt + 1 values. See
[9, Theorem 2.3].

Proposition 5: F;. . ;. (g, s) is monotonically nondecreasing i and the infimum in its
definition is a minimum. Hencel’;. ., (g,s) can be taken as the minimuii(Z|U) with
respect to allp(u, z) satisfying the conditions? (Y |U) = s, py = q, andU — X — (Y, Z).
See [9, Theorem 2.5].

Proposition 6: For any fixedqg = py, andH (Y| X) < s < H(Y), a lower bound off*(q, s)
is F*(q,s) > s+ H(Z)— H(Y). See [9, Theorem 2.6].

Proposition 7: For any giveng = py, ands ranging over the intervdld (Y| X), H(Y)], the
attainable region of™*(q, s) is H(Z|X) < F*(q,s) < H(Z).

Proof:
F(q,s) = min {H(Z|U)|px = @, H(Y|U) = 5}
Zpr(rq}ti’g){H(Z\U,X)lpx =q,H(Y|U) = s} (6)
= H(Z|X), ()

where (6) follows since conditioning reduces entropy any fillows since Z and U are
conditionally independent giveX. Equality is achieved whe¥ = X and s = H(Y|X).
On the other hand,

F*(q,s) = pr(rgtig){H(Z\U)\px =q, HY|U) = s}

< pr&ig){H(Z)lpx =q, H(Y|U) = s} (8)
= H(Z), 9)

where (8) follows since conditioning reduces entropy. Hityuas achieved wher is a constant
ands = H(Y). n
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Fig. 1. lllustration of the curve’*(q, s) for a giveng shown in bold, the regiog;, and the point(0, ¥ (q, \)).

Proposition 8: For any giveng = py, F*(s) £ I*(q, s) is differentiable at all but at most
countably many points. At differentiable points 8% (s),
o
Proof: Since F*(s) is convex ins, it is differentiable at all but at most countably many
points. As illustrated in Figure 1, for ani/ (Y| X) < s < H(Y) where F*(s) is differentiable,

0 <1 (10)

the slope of the supporting line at the point F*(s)) is less than or equal to the slope of the
supporting lines + H(Z) — H(Y) at the point(H(Y), F*(H(Y))) because of the convexity
of F*(s). Thus%f) < 1forany H(Y|X) < s < H(Y) where F*(s) is differentiable. Also,
%S(S) > 0 because™(s) is monotonically nondecreasing. u

Let X = (X1, -+, Xn) be a sequence of channel inputs to the broadcast chahrelY” —
Z. The corresponding channel outputs &fe= (Y3, -+ ,Yy) andZ = (Z;,--- , Zy). Thus, any
two channel output pairgY;, Z;) and (Y}, Z;) with ¢ # j are conditionally independent given
X . Note that the channel outpu{¢Y;, Z;)} Y | are not necessarily i.i.d. sincé,, - - - , Xy could
be correlated and have different distributions.

Denoteg; as the distribution ofX; for ¢ = 1,--- | N. Thus,q = ) g¢;/N is the average
of the distribution of the channel inputs. For agye A, define F;@’T%)(q,Ns) be the
infimum of H(Z|U) with respect to all random variabld$ and all possible channel inputs
X such thatH(Y |U) = Ns, the average of the distribution of the channel inputg,isand

U—- X =Y — Zis a Markov chain.
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Proposition 9: For all N = 1,2,--- , and allTyx,T7x, q, and H(Y|X) < s < H(Y), one
haSF;ng,ngg (g, Ns) = NFy,  r,.(q,s). See [9, Theorem 2.4].

Proposition 9 is the key to the applications in Section IVindicates that i.i.d. inputsX
achieve the conditional entropy bouﬁgwj%) (g, Ns). Moreover, at each time instant, a single
use of the channel achieves the conditional entropy batnd -, (g, s).

Theorem 1:The capacity region for the discrete memoryless DBC» Y — 7 is the closure

of the convex hull of all rate pair6R;, R,) satisfying
0< R <I(X;Y), (11)
0< Ry <H(Z)—F} .1, (¢ Ri+ HYI[X)), (12)

for somepy = q € Ay, whereI(X;Y), H(Y|X), and H(Z) result from the channel input

distributiongq. For a fixedpy = g and A > 0, a pareto-optimal rate pair is given by

max  {Ry+ AR} = H(Z) = MNH(Y|X) —

min
p(u,z) : px=q s€[H(Y|X),H(Y)]

{F"(g,s) = As}p.  (13)

Proof: The capacity region for the DBC is known in [1] [3] [18] as

co| |J {(BiR):R <I(X;Y|U),Ry < I(U; 2)}] (14)
p(u),p(z|u)
whereco denotes the closure of the convex hull operation,lansithe auxiliary random variable
which satisfies the Markov chalh — X — Y — Z and|U/| < min(|X|,|Y],|Z|). Rewrite (14)
and we have

co| |J {(R1,Re):R <I(X;Y|U),Ry <I(U; 2)}
[ p(u)p(a|u)

=Co U { U {(R1,R2) : Ry SI(X;Y|U),R2§I(U;Z)}} (15)
_Px:quk p(u,z) st.px=q

| | { U {(RuR: Ry < HEYWU) — H(Y|X), B < H(Z) - H<Z|U>}} (16)
_Px:quk p(u,z) st.pxy=q

=co| |J U {(R1,Rs) : Ry <s — H(Y|X),Ry < H(Z) — Fj, 7, (a,5)} (17)
|px=aeay (H(Y|X)<s<H(Y)

=co| |J {(RiRe):0<R <I(X;Y),Re < H(Z) = Ffy g, (@ Ri+ HY X))} (18)

_Px:quk

Some of these steps are justified as follows:
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« (15) follows from the equivalence ¢fl,, ,i.j) ANAU, —gea, Upur) st py=as

« (17) follows from the definition of the conditional entroppund F*(q, s);

. (18) follows from the nondecreasing property Bf(s) in Proposition 5, which allows the
substitutions = R, + H(Y|X) in the argument of™(q, s).

To see that (13) holds, observe that:

max  {Ry+ AR}

p(ur) : px=q

= max {H(Z) - F*(q, Ry + H(Y|X)) + AR, + NH(Y|X) — NH(Y|X)}

R1€[0,I(X;Y)]

= H(Z) = M(YIX) + | max  {=F (q. B+ HY|X) + MR+ H(Y|X))

= H(Z) = MH(Y|X) = min - {F (q5) = As}

se[H(Y|X),H(Y
u
Note that for a fixed input distributiog = py, the items/(X;Y), H(Z) and H(Y|X) in
(18) are constants. This theorem provides the relationseiveen the capacity region and the
conditional entropy bound™(q, s) for a discrete DBC.
For any giverpy = q, Theorem 1 states that maximizify+ AR, is equivalent to minimizing
F*(q,s)—\s. Propositions 6, 7, and 8 indicate that for evary 1, the minimum off™*(q, s)—As

is attained whers = H(Y) and F*(q,s) = H(Z), i.e.,, U is a constant. Thus, the non-trivial
range of A\ is 0 < A\ < 1.

[Il. EVALUATION OF F™(q, s)

In this section, we evaluatéy, . 1, (g, s) for a giveng via a duality technique, which is also
used for evaluating”(-) in [9]. This duality technique also provides the optimalngmission
strategy for the DBCX — Y — Z to achieve the maximum ok, + AR; for any A > 0. The
section concludes with an application to the binary-symim@&cC.

A. The Duality Technique

Proposition 4 shows thdt;,, ;  (q,s) = min,{n|(s,n) € C;}. Thus, the functio’;. ., (q,s)
is determined by the lower boundary 6f as illustrated in Figure 1. Sina€; is convex, its
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lower boundary can be described by the lines supporting diadiary from the below. The line

with slope X in the (s, n)-plane supporting’; as shown in Figure 1 is given by

n=Xs+1(q,N), (19)

where(q, \) is then-intercept of the tangent line with slopefor the functionFy, - (g, s).
Thus,

U(g, N) = min {F*(q.5) = As| H(Y|X) < s < H(Y)) (20)
= min {n—Xs|(s,n) e Cy} (21)
ZIE{%H{U—AS\(q,sm)GCL (22)
= min {H(Z|U) = AH(Y|U)}. (23)

U—=X—=Y,Z st.px=q

For any giveng, and H(Y'|X) < s < H(Y), the functionF*(q, s) can be represented as
F*(q,s) = m)z\xx{z/)(q, A)+ As| — o0 < A < o0} (24)
= m}z\mx{z/)(q, A)+ As]0 < A< 1} (25)

where (25) follows from Proposition 8.

Let L, be the linear transformatiofy, s,n) — (q,n — As). Ly mapsC andS onto the sets

Cr= {(Q>U - )‘S)|(qa San) € C}v (26)

and
Sy ={(q, h(Tzxq) — Mo (Tyxq))|q € Ax}. (27)

Define ¢(q, \) = h(T2xq) — M\, (Ty xq). The lower boundaries af, andS, are the graphs
of ¥ (g, \) and ¢(g, \) respectively. Sinc€ is the convex hull ofS, C, is the convex hull of
Sy, and thusy(q, \) is the lower convex envelope @f(qg, \) with respect tog € Ay.

For each)\, we conclude that)(g, \) can be obtained by forming the lower convex envelope
of ¢(q,\) with respect tog. F'*(q, s) can be reconstructed from(q, \) by (25). This is the
dual approach to the evaluation 6f(q, s).

Theorem 1 describes the capacity region for a DBC in term$i@fftinction/*(g, s). Since
¥(q,\) and F*(q, s) can be constructed by each other from (20) and (25) for any 0, the
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associated point on the boundary of the capacity region neapind (from its unique value of
Ry + A\R;) as follows

maX{Rg + )\Rl} (28)

p(u,z)

:max{ ( max  {Ry + )\Rl}}
p(u,

. {SE[H( max (H(Z) - F*(q,5) + \s — )\H(Y|X)}}

¢ [SYAVS Y|X),H(Y),px=q

— max {H(Z) — AH(Y]X) — min{F"(q, 5) - Astpx = q}

qeA

=max {H(Z) — AH(Y|X) — ¢(q,\)|px = q} . (29)

geEA
We have shown the relationship amony(q, s), ¥/(q,A) and the capacity region for the
DBC. Now we state a theorem which provides the relationshipray £ (q, s), ¥(q, \), ¢(q, M),
and the optimal transmission strategjgs, =) for the DBC. This theorem is a straightforward
extension of Theorem 4.1 in [9].
Theorem 2:i) For any(0 < \ < 1, if a point of the graph of/(-, \) is a convex combination

of [ points of the graph of(-, \) with argumentg; and weightsw;, j =1,--- [, then

TYX Tzx (Z w] 7o Z w] Tyxt ) Z wj TZXt (30)

This convex combination representation of a point)ify, \) |mpI|es that for the fixed channel
input distributiong = Zj w;t;, an optimal transmission strategy to achieve the maximum of
Ry + AR, is determined by,w; andt;. In particular, an optimal transmission strategy fi#s=
I, PU = j) = w; andpy,_; = t;, wherepy ;,_; denotes the conditional distribution of
givenU = j.
ii)For a predetermined channel input distributignif the transmission strategy/| = I, PrU =
j) = w; andpy,—; = t; achievesmax{R, + AR:|>_; w;t; = q}, then the pointq, ¢ (q, \))
is the convex combination dfpoints of the graph ob(-, A) with argumentg; and weightsw,,
j=1,--,L

Note that if for some paifg, \), ¥(q, \) = ¢(q, \), then the corresponding optimal transmis-
sion strategy has= 1, which meand’ is a constant. For such (@, \) pair, the linen = As +
(g, \) supports the graph of*(s) at its endpoin{ H(Y), H(Z)) = (ho(Tyxq), hm(T2zxq))-
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B. Example: Application to the binary-symmetric broadoasannel

Consider the binary-symmetric B& — Y — Z with

1-— 1-—
Tyx = [ am ] Azx = |: N ] ; (31)

Qaq 1—oy Qo 1—ay
where0 < oy < ay < 1/2. The following theorem, which is proved by the duality teicjue,
provides an explicit parametrized characterization ofdapacity region.
Theorem 3:Consider the binary symmetric BC with crossover probabgit < a; < as <
1/2. For A > 0, the achievable rate pafz,, R,) which maximizes\R; + R, is given by

Rl = h (Oél + (1 — 20[1)]9)\) — h(al),
R2 = 111(2) —h (042 + (1 — 20&2)]9)\) s

where\, R;, and R, are parametrized by < p, < 1/2 satisfying

1—as—(1—2a2)px
_ 1 —2a ) In az+(1—-2a2)py
1—2m 1 1—a1—(1—2a1)py *
D (i —201)pa

Moreover, NE achieves all points in the capacity region.

A

Figure 2 shows several example capacity region boundaniepeted using Theorem 3.

Proof: For the binary-symmetric BX — Y — Z with 0 < oy < ay < 1/2, one has

o0, \) = ¢ ([, 1— )T, N)
= hm (Tzxq) — My, (Ty xq)

=h((1 —a2)p+azx(l=p)) = Ar((1 —ar)p+ (1l —p)). (32)

Taking the second derivative of(p, \) with respect top, we have
—(1 — 2ap)?
(azp + (1 —az)(1 —p)) (1 — az)p + az(1 — p))
N A1 = 2a;)? ‘
(ap+ (L= o)1 —p)) (1 —aa)p + aa(l = p))
In (33), ¢"(p, \) = —A + AB where A and B are both positive. Thug”(p, \) has the sign of

_d"(p,A) - aq 1—ay Qi
PN == =\ T, P) 102 7P) M 120, ) T, TP)
(34)

(b//(p, )\) —

(33)
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Fig. 2. Binary symmetric broadcast channel capacity regi@m bits per channel use) obtained using the explicit patém

expressions given in Theorem 3 fai = 0.001 and a variety ofaz values.

For any0 < A <1, p = 1/2 minimizesp so that

. A 1
minp(p:A) = T o T T = s (35)

Thus, forA > (1 — 2a2)?/(1 —2a1)?, ¢"(p, ) > 0 for all 0 < p < 1, and soy(p, \) = ¢(p, \).

In this case, the transmission strategy that maximizeslso maximizesk; + AR;. Thus, the

optimal transmission strategy has- 1, which meand/ is a constant.

Note thatp(1/2+p,\) = ¢(1/2 —p, \). For A < (1 —2as)?/(1 —2a1)?, ¢(p, \) has negative
second derivative on an interval symmetric abput= 1/2. Let p, = argmin, ¢(p, A) with
p < 1/2. Thusp, satisfiese),(py, A) = 0.

By symmetry, the envelopg(-, \) is obtained by replacing(p, A) on the intervalp,, 1 —p,)

by its minimum overp, as shown in Figure 3. Therefore, the lower envelope(@f \) for the
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D

y(p)

— e ———————— —

Fig. 3. An illustration ofy(p, \) and ¢(p, \) for the binary symmetric BC withh < (1 — 2a2)?/(1 — 2a1)?.

binary symmetric BC is

D(p ) = { d(pr,A), forpy <p<1—p, (36)

o(p,N), otherwise

For a predetermined distribution of, py = ¢ = [¢,1 — ¢]” with p) < ¢ <1 — p,, the pair
(q,%(q, \)) is the convex combination of the pointg,, ¢(px, A)) and (1 — py, &(1 — pa, N)).
Therefore, by Theorem 2, the optimal transmission stratefly p = q is NE with

1-pr—q 1—
py=| 7 | andTxy = ” » (37)
q—p
1—2p>\>\ I DA P

The conditional entropy bound™(q, s) = ha(Tzx - [pa, 1 — pal?) = h(as + (1 — 2a3)py) for
s = ho(Tyx - [px, 1 — pAl") = h(ar + (1 = 2aq)py), andpy < ¢ < 1 — py. For the giveng,
this definesF™*(s) = F*(q, s) on its entire domairns € [h(a), h(a; + (1 — 2a4)q)], i.e., s €
(H(Y|X),H(Y)].

Note that for a predetermined distribution &f, py = q = [¢,1 — ¢|7 with the suboptimal
choices ofg < p) or ¢ > 1 — p,, one hasy(q, A) = ¢(q, A), which means that a line with slope
A supportsF*(q, ) at points = H(Y) = h(a; + (1 — 2a1)q), and thus the optimal transmission
strategy under the constraint thak p, or ¢ > 1 —p, hasl = 1, which meand’ is a constant.

The boundary of the capacity region for the binary-symmeBC is always achieved when
px = [1/2,1/2]T (see [2]). Hence, the optimal transmission strategy toeaehihe boundary
of the capacity region always hds= 2 and follows from (37) with¢ = 1/2. This leads
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to the following explicit parametric expression for the bdary of the capacity region of the
two-receiver binary-symmetric BC:

Ry =h(ar 4+ (1 —2a1)py) — h(ay), (38)
Ry =In(2) — h(az + (1 — 2a0)py), (39)

where the parameter, is ranging from 0 to 1/2. In addition, the rate paR;, R,) in (38) and
(39) maximizesR, + AR, for each pair of\ andp, satisfying¢,(px, A) = 0, which implies

1—as—(1—2a2)p
\— 1— 20[2 ) In 042—1—(1—2012)]@)\
- _ 1—a1—(1—2a1)py *
1 20[1 1n Oc1+(1—2011)pA

IV. BROADCAST Z CHANNELS

The Z channel, shown in Figure 4(a), is a binary asymmetranokl which is noiseless
when symbol 1 is transmitted but noisy when symbol O is tratisth The channel output’
is the binary OR of the channel inpuf and Bernoulli distributed noise with parameter
The capacity of the Z channel was studied in [19]. The Brostl@achannel is a class of
discrete memoryless broadcast channels whose componanhals are Z channels. A two-

receiver broadcast Z channel with marginal transition phility matrices
1
Tyx = Tzx = ; (40)

where0 < «a; < as < 1, is shown in Fig 4(b). The two-receiver broadcast Z changel i
stochastically degraded and can be modeled as a physiegjladied broadcast channel as shown
in Figure 5, wherexa = (a2 — a1)/(1 — o) [11]. NE for broadcast Z channels uses the binary
OR function to combine each receiver’s independently eedadessage. As shown in [11] [12],
NE achieves the entire boundary of the capacity region fertwo-receiver broadcast Z channel.
In this section, we will show that NE also achieves the ertimendary of the capacity region

for broadcast Z channels with more than two receivers.
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Fig. 4. The Z channel (a) and broadcast Z channel (b).

Fig. 5. A physically degraded broadcast Z channel.

A. Capacity region for the two-receiver broadcast Z channel

Similar to Theorem 3 for the BS broadcast channel, we caryappl analysis off™ to obtain
a parametric expression for the capacity region of the wastdZ channel.

Theorem 4:Consider the broadcast Z channel with crossover probialilit< o < ay < 1.
Define 3; = 1 — «; for i = 1,2. For A > 0, the achievable rate pai?;, k) which maximizes

AR1 + Ry is given by

Ry = Zf—ih(ﬁlpn — h(By), (41)
Ry = h(gaB2) - Z—ih(ﬂzm), (42)
where )\, ¢\, R1, and R, are parametrized by < p, < 1 satisfying
In(1 — Bapy)
S S Y 43
In(1 — Bipy) 43)
. 1
¢ = min | py, (44)

B (1+ exp (5= (h(Bapr) = Mb(Bipa) + Apah(51)) ))

Moreover, NE achieves all points in the capacity region.
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Fig. 6. Broacast Z channel channel capacity regions (ingetschannel use) obtained using the explicit parametricquore

for a; = 0.01 and a variety ofae values.

Thus, Theorem 4 implies that for a specifiedandcs, the capacity region for the two-receiver
broadcast Z channel can be determined parametrically fdr 2as follows:

1) Use (43) to compute, from \.

2) Use (44) to compute, from p,.

3) Useq, andp, in (41) and (42) to find the?; and R, that maximizeR, + \R;.

Figure 6 shows several example capacity region boundasigsdfusing this procedure.

Proof: For the broadcast Z chann&l — Y — Z shown in Figure 4(b) and Figure 5 with

1 (03] 1 9
Tyx = Tzx = ; (45)
0 A 0 B

where0 < a1 < as <1, 1 =1—aq, andpy =1 — ay, one has

o0, A) 2 6 ([L—p,p]T, N) = h(pBa) — Ma(pBh). (46)

Taking the second derivative of(p, \) with respect top, we have
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Fig. 7. lllustration of¢(p, A) and (p, A) for the broadcast Z channel with a given

Vi _ _B2 )‘Bl
A T PR e @
Multiplying ¢”(p, A) in (47) by the positive quantityl — pf;)(1 — pB2)p produces
p(p, A) = ¢"(p, A) - (1 = pB1)(1 = pPa)p = pBifa(l — ) + AB1 — fa, (48)

which has the same sign a@&(p, \).
Let Sa 2 B2/ B:1. For the case ofr < A <1, ¢"(p,\) >0 for all 0 < p < 1. Hence,o(p, \)
is convex inp and thus¢(p, \) = ¥(p,\) for all 0 < p < 1. In this case, the transmission
strategy that maximize®; also maximizesk, + AR;. Thus, the optimal transmission strategy
has! =1, i.e., U is a constant. Note that the transmission strategy Wwithl is a special case
of the NE scheme in which the only codeword for the secondivecés an all-ones codeword.
For the case o) < A < Ba, ¢(p,\) is concave inp on [0,-2=2%_] and convex on

? B1B2(1-)

[61552‘(?@),1]. Figure 7 illustrates the graph in this case. Sing¢e, \) = 0, ¥(-, \), the lower

convex envelope of(-, \), is constructed using the tangent @f, \) that passes through the

origin as shown in Figure 7. Lefp,, ®(px, \)) be the point of contact. The value of, is
determined byp,, (px, A) = ¢(pa, A)/pa, 1.€.,

_ ln(l - 52]?,\)
In(1— Bipa)

Let g = [1—q,q]" be the distribution of the channel inpit. For g < py, (g, \) is obtained

(49)

as a convex combination of poin8,0) and (px, ¢(px, A)) with weights(p, — ¢)/p, andq/pa.
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By Theorem 2, it corresponds to= [(px — ¢)/pa] - 0 + [¢/ps] - M(Bipa) = qh(Bipx)/px and
F*(q,s) £ F*(q,s) = q/px - h(B2py). Hence, for the broadcast Z channel,

Fr. . 1, (a,qh(B1p)/p) = qh(Bap)/p (50)

for p € [g,1], which definesFz, ;. (q,-) on its entire domaingh(f), h(gB:1)]. Also by
Theorem 2, the optimal transmission strategy, «) to maximize( R;+\R;) given the constraint
px = qis determined by = 2, wy = (px—q)/px, w2 = ¢/pr, t1 = [1,0]" andt, = [1—py, pa]”.
Since the optimal transmission strategft, z) can be modeled as a Z channel as shown in
Figure 8, the random variabl€ can be constructed as the OR of two Bernoulli random varsable
with parametersp, — ¢)/p, and1 — p, respectively. Hence, an optimal transmission strategy
for the broadcast Z channel is NE. For> p,, ¥(q, \) = ¢(q, ) and an optimal strategy has
=1, ie. U is a constant.

Thus, the two-receiver broadcast Z channel capacity regitime convex hull of the rate pairs
(R1, Ry) satisfying

OSRuithmﬂ—QM&% (51)

Oﬁfhﬁhm&)—thwﬂ, (52)

for somegq € [0, 1] andpy € [q, 1]. For a fixed input distributiomp = [1 — ¢, ¢], the rate pair
(Rl, Rg) of

Ry = Lh(Bips) — qh(By), (53)
Px

fﬁzMﬂﬂ—%M@m% (54)

maximizes R, + AR; for each pair of\ and p, satisfying (49). Among all possible input
distributionsg € [0, 1], only one will finally maximize R, + AR; over all rate pairs in the

capacity region. Let;, be the input distribution which maximizds, + AR, and thus,

gy = arg max (Ry + ARy) (55)
= arg max (h(qﬂz) - p%h(ﬂzm) +A (p%h(ﬂlm) - qh(&))) : (56)

= min | py, 1 |
- (p B2 (1 + exp (ﬁ (h(B2px) — Ah(Bipa) + Ap}\h(ﬂl))))) (57)
u
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Fig. 8. An optimal transmission strategy for the two-reeeiteroadcast Z channel.
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Fig. 9. TheK-receiver broadcast Z channel

B. The broadcast Z channel with more than two receivers

Consider ak -receiver broadcast Z channgl — Y — ... — Y5 with marginal transition

probability matrices

1 Oéj
Ty,x = : (58)
0 B,
where0 < oy <---<ag <1l,andg;=1—-aq, for j=1,.--, K. The K-receiver broadcast Z

channel is stochastically degraded and can be modeled asealy DBC as shown in Figure 9.
NE for the K-receiver broadcast Z channel combines ihéendependently generated codewords
(one for each receiver) using the binary OR operation. jfheeceiver then successively decodes
the messages for ReceivAr, Receiverk —1, - - -, and finally for Receivey. The codebook for
the ;™ receiver is a random codebook drawn according to the birerglam variableX ) with
Pr{X ) = 0} = ¢V). DenoteX® o X9 as the binary OR of{ ) and X¥), Hence, the channel
input X is the OR ofXU) forall 1 < j < K, i.e., X = XWo...0 X&) From the analysis of

successive decoding in the proof of the coding theorem fo€®R] [3], the achievable region
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‘ Wl < {1,...,M1}

S1
S, e
X(Wy,..., Wg)
» Encoder 4@7 ------
y» 2) YK
\ AN
S
K WK € {19"'9MK} DEC D]i:C Dljc
W W, Wy
Fig. 10. The communication system forf&-receiver broadcast Z channel.
of NE for the K-receiver broadcast Z channel is determined by
R, <I (y(j)7X(j)‘X(jJrl)7 e ,X(K)) (59)
= H (Y(j)|X(J'+1)’ . ,X(K)) —H (y(j)|X(j)’X(j+1)’ e ,X(K)) (60)
K J K j—1
— ( H q(’)> h <5j Hq(2)> _ (H q(’)> h (5]. Hq(2)> (61)
i=j+1 i=1 i=j i=1
g q
= —h(Bjt;) — —h(Bjtj-1), (62)
tj tj—l

wheret; = [[_, ¢ for j = 1,--- , K, andg = P(X = 0) = [[, ¢). Denotet, = 1. Since

0<qW,... ¢ <1, one has
l=ty>2t1 >--->tx =q. (63)

Theorem 5 below states that NE achieves the entire boundatigeocapacity region for
broadcast Z channels with any finite number of receivers.s@en the communication system
for the K'-receiver broadcast Z channel in Figure 20.= (X, --- , Xy) is alength~’ codeword
determined by the messagdés, --- , Wx. YV ... Y are the channel outputs corresponding
to the channel inpuiX.

Theorem 5:If Zf\il Pr{X; =0}/N = ¢, then no point(R;,--- , Rx) such that

Rj > %h(ﬂjt]) - tj%lh(ﬂjtj—l)a ] = 17 te 7K
Ry = %h(ﬂdtd) — ih(ﬁdtd_l) +0, forsomede{l,--- ,K},6>0

(64)
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is achievable, where thg are as in (62) and (63).

Theorem 5 indicates that no rate poif®,,--- , Rx) outside the achievable region of the
NE scheme is achievable because if there exists an achiéexatiel point( Ry, - - - , Rx) outside
the NE scheme’s achievable region determined by (62), theretmust exist a boundary point
(Ri,---, Ri) on the NE scheme’s achievable region such that- R; forall j =1,--- | K,
and R, > R}, for somed € {1,--- ,K}.

The proof of Theorem 5 uses the same basic approach as theqgfrtdee converse of the
coding theorem for Gaussian BCs [2]. Lemma 1 below plays #meesrole in this proof as the
entropy power inequality does in the proof for Gaussian B@s.state and prove Lemma 1 and
then proceed with the proof of Theorem 5.

Lemma 1:Consider the Markov chaiti — X — Y — Z with >, Pr(X,; = 0)/N = ¢, if

H(Y|U)> N - % h(Bp), (65)

for somep € [g, 1], then
H(Z|U) > N - g - h(Bap) (66)
=N- ]% h(B1pBa). (67)

Proof of Lemma 1: Lemma 1 is the consequence of Proposition 9 for the broadtast
channel. Since?(Y'|U) > N - q/p - h(51p),

H(Z|U) 2 Fion 1o0(0, N - ¢/p - h{(B1p)) (68)
= N-Fr..1,.(¢q/p-h(Bip)) (69)
— %-h(ﬁzp) (70)
=N ]%-hwlpm (71)

These steps are justified as follows:

(68) follows from the definition off" v, (v (q; s);

YX " ZX

(69) follows from Proposition 9;

(70) follows from the expression of the functidn® for the broadcast Z channel in (50);
(71) follows from gy = P{Z = 0]Y = 0} = (/.
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Proof of Theorem 5:The proof is by contradiction. To this end, suppose that #tesr of
(64) are achievable, which means that the probability obdaw error for each receiver can be

upper bounded by an arbitrarily smalfor sufficiently largeN
P{W, # W)YV} <e, j=1,--- K. (72)
By Fano’s inequality, this implies that
HW;[YY) < h(e) +eln(M; —1), j=1,---,K. (73)

Let o(e) represent any function af such thato(¢) > 0 ando(e¢) — 0 ase — 0. Equation (73)
implies thatH (W;|Y'9), j =1,--- , K, are allo(¢). Therefore,

H(W;) = HW;|Wji1,- -, W) (74)
= I(W; YO W, i, Wg) + HW;|[YD Wiy, W) (75)
<I(Wi YD Wy, W) + HW; YD) (76)
= HYD Wi, ,Wi) = HY W, Wi, -, W) + ofe), (77)

where (74) follows from the independence of thg, j = 1,--- , K. From (64), (77) and the
fact that NR; < H(W;),

HYD Wy, W) = HY D Wy, Wy, W) > thh(ﬁjtj)—Ntih(ﬁjtj—l)—(?(@-
. -
J J (78)
Next, using Lemma 1 and (78), we show in Appendix B that
H(Y®)) > Nh(Bgq) + N§ — ole), (79)

whereq = tx = 3. Pr(X; = 0)/N. Sincee can be arbitrarily small for sufficient larg¥,
o(e) = 0 as N — oo. For sufficiently largeN, H(Y' %)) > Nh(Bxq) + N§/2. However, this

contradicts

N
H(Y") <> HY™) (80)
2]:\71
= " h(Bk - PIX; = 0)) (81)
i=1 .
< Nh (ﬁK ) PrX; = 0>/N> (82)
i=1

= Nh(Brq). (83)
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Some of these steps are justified as follows:
. (80) follows fromY %) = (v;¥) ... ylF);
. (82) is obtained by applying Jensen’s inequality to the esadunctioni(-);
. (83) follows fromq = >_~ Pr(X; = 0)/N.

The desired contradiction has been obtained, so the thesrpnoved. [ |

V. INPUT-SYMMETRIC DEGRADED BROADCAST CHANNELS

The input-symmetric channel was first introduced in [9] andled further in [15] [16] [20].
The definition of the input-symmetric channel is as followst ®,, denote the symmetric group
of permutations o objects byn x n permutation matrices. An-input m-output channel with

transition probability matrixr;, ., is input-symmetric if the set
Gr={Ged,|Te€d,, st.TG=1T} (84)

is transitive, which means for anyj € {1,--- ,n}, there exists a permutation matrix € Gr
which maps theé-th row to thej-th row [9]. An important property of input-symmetric chaais
is that the uniform distribution achieves capacity. We edtthe definition of the input-symmetric
channel to the input-symmetric DBC as follows:

Definition 2: (Input-Symmetric Degraded Broadcast Chahreldiscrete memoryless DBC
X =Y — Z with |X| =k, |Y| = n and|Z| = m is input-symmetric if the se§r, , 1, IS

transitive where

gTyX7TZX = gTYX N gTZX (85)
= {G € (I)k|E|HYX € (bnaﬂZX € (bm, S.t. Tny = nyTyx,szG = Hszzx} .
(86)

Lemmas 2 and 3 below establish basic propertie§ gf, 1, .
Lemma 2:Gp, . 1, IS @ group under matrix multiplication.
Proof: Every closed subset of a group is a group. Sigge, r,, IS a subset ofd,
which is a group under matrix multiplication, it suffices toosv thatGr, , 1, is closed under
matrix multiplication. Supposé&:,, G € Gy 1, Such thatlyxG, = [y x 1Ty x, TzxG1 =

Hzx1Tzx, TyxGa = Uy x Ty x andT;x Gy = 11z x 217 x. Thus,

TYXGlGQ = HYX,IHYX,ZTYX7 (87)
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and

TyxG1Gy = zx1llzx2T7x. (88)
Therefore,G1G2 € QTYX7TZX. |
Lemma 3:Let | = |Gry 1, | SO thatGry, , 7, = Gryx NGy = {G1,---,G}. Also let

k=|X|. Then}_!_ G; = 1117, where! is an integer and is an all-ones vector.
Proof: For allj =1,--- 1,
l l
G, (Z GZ-) 23N ¢,6 92y a, (89)
— , ,
where (a) follows from the distributive law for the field ofti@nhal matrices and (b) follows from
the closure axiom and the inverse element axiom for the géoyR 7, . -

Hence,>"!_, G; hask identical columns and: identical rows sincer, , 1, iS transitive.

Therefore,Y"._, G; = 117, |
Definition 3: (Smallest Transitive Sef) subset ofGr,  7,., {Gi,, -, Gy}, is a smallest
transitive subset o, , 1, if
ls
S ls
> Gy = EllT, (90)

J=1

where%‘ is the smallest possible integer for which (90) is satisfied.

A. Examples: binary-symmetric BCs and binary-erasure BCs

The class of input-symmetric DBCs includes most of the comutiscrete memoryless DBCs.
For example, the binary-symmetric B& — Y — Z with marginal transition probability

matrices

1—041 (05} 1—042 (0]
Tyx = andTZX = R
(03] 1 — 9 1 — (9

where0 < a; < ap < 1/2, is input-symmetric since

1
gTyx,TZX - ) (91)

is transitive.
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Fig. 11. The group-operation degraded broadcast channel.

Another interesting example is the binary-erasure BC withrgimal transition probability

matrices
1-— ap 0 1-— ag 0

Tyx = a1 a1 andTy;x = Qo Qo )
0 1-— aq 0 1-— a9
where0 < a; < ay < 1. It is input-symmetric since it§, . r,, IS the same as that of the

binary-symmetric BC shown in (91).

B. Group-Operation DBCs are input-symmetric.

We now define group-operation DBCs and show that they aret sygumetric.

Definition 4: (Group-Operation Degraded Broadcast Chanmediscrete DBCX — Y — Z
with X, Y, Z = {1,--- ,n} is a group-operation DBC if there exist tweary random variables
N; and N; such thaty ~ X @& N; andZ ~ Y & N, as shown in Figure 11, where denotes
identical distribution andp denotes a group operation which is an operation that satigie
group axioms on the sdtl,--- ,n}.

Group-operation DBCs include the binary-symmetric BC dreddiscrete additive DBC of [10]
as special cases. It is also a channel model for Gaussiaddastacommunication systems with
phase-shift-keying (PSK) modulation at the transmittet divect hard decisions on modulated
symbols at the receivers.

Theorem 6:Group-operation DBCs are input-symmetric.

Proof: For the group-operation DBX — Y — Z with X, Y, Z ={1,--- ,n}, let G, for
xr=1,---,n, be 0-1 matrices with entries
1 ifjdx=i

G.(i,7) = fori,j=1,--- ,n. (92)
0 otherwise



29

G, for x =1,--- n, are actually permutation matrices and have the propedaydh, - G, =
Gey Goy = Goow,- LEL 11, -+ 7,]T be the distribution ofV;. SinceY has the same distribution
as X @ Ny, one has

=1
Hence, Ty xG, = G,Tyx for all x = 1,--- ,n. Similarly, we havel,xG, = G,T,x for all
r=1,---,n,and so
{G17 T 7Gn} C gTYXyTZX' (94)
Since the se{Gy, - - - , G, } is transitive by definitionGr, . r,, is also transitive and hence the
group-operation DBC is input-symmetric. [ |
By definition, ", G; = 117, and hence{G,---,G,} is a smallest transitive subset of

G1, 1,5 fOr the group-operation DBC.

C. A note on discrete degraded interference channels (DPICs

We briefly note that while DDICs and their related DBCs areselg related to 1S-DBCs, the
class of IS-DBCs is not addressed by [15] or [16]. The clasBDfCs and the corresponding
DBCs studied in [15] and [16] have to satisfy the conditioattthe transition probability matrix
Ty is input-symmetric, i.e.gr,, is transitive. The input-symmetric DBC, however, does not
have to satisfy this condition. The following example pams an I1S-DBC which is not covered

in [15] [16]. Consider a binary-input DB&X — Y — Z with transition probability matrices

o
b d e f g h
TYX: 7TZY:
g h e f
_d b—
and
a f
TZX - TZYTYX - ) (95)
(8%

wherea+c=b+d=1,e+f+g9g+h=1,a=ae+bf+cg+dh andp = ag+bh+ce+df. This
DBC is input-symmetric since i§r, , 1, is the same as that of the broadcast binary-symmetric



30

channel shown in (91). It is not covered by the results of [1%] because

([ 7] B T )

(96)

01,y =

oS = O O
- o O O
oS = O O
_ o O O

o o o =
o O = O
o o o =
[ el =)

is not transitive.

D. Optimal input distribution and capacity region for IS-OB

Consider the input-symmetric DB& — Y — Z with the marginal transition probability
matricesTy xy andT,y. Recall that the sef is the set of all(py, s,n) satisfying (2), (3) and
(4) for some choice of, w andTxy, the setC* = {(s,n)|(px,s,n) € C for somepy} is the
projection of the se€ on the(s, n)-plane, and the set; is the subset of* for whichpy = q.

Lemma 4:For any permutation matri& € G, 1, and(p,s,n) € C, (Gp,s,n) € C.

Proof: Since(p, s, n) satisfies (2), (3) and (4) for some choicelpfv andT'xy = [t; - - - t/],

GTxpw = Gp (97)

ij Tnyt Z U)J HYXTyxt ) (98)

Z U)J TZXGt Z U)J HZXTZ)(t ) . (99)

Hence,(Gp, s,n) satisfies (2), (3) and (4) for the choice bfw and GTx. [ |

Corollary 1: Vp € Ay andG € Gy 1,5, ON€ haLy,, = C,, and soF*(Gp, s) = F*(p, s)
forany H(Y|X) <s < H(Y).
Lemma 5: For any input-symmetric DBQ* = C;,, whereu denotes the uniform distribution.
Proof: For any (s,n) € C*, there exits a distributiorp such that(p,s,n) € C. Let
G1yx 1y = {G1,- -+ ,Gi}. By Corollary 1,(G;p, s,n) € Cforall j = 1,--- | I. By the convexity
of the setC,

(g,s,1m) (Zl D, sn)EC (100)
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whereq = Zj  1G;p. SinceGr, , 1, is a group , for any permutation matriX € Gr,, 7,

l l
1 1
j=1 j=1

SinceG'q = q, the " entry and thej!" entry of g are the same iy’ permutes the™ row to
the 5" row. Since the se@r, , .r,, for an input-symmetric DBC is transitive, all the entries of
g are the same, and sp= wu. This implies that(s,n) € C;,. Since(s,n) is arbitrarily taken
from C*, one ha<* C C;,. On the other hand, by definitiog,” © C;,. ThereforeC* =C,,. ®

Now we state and prove that the uniformly distribut&dis optimal for input-symmetric
DBCs.

Theorem 7:For any input-symmetric DBC, its capacity region can be exdd by using
the transmission strategies such that the broadcast signa uniformly distributed. As a

consequence, the capacity region is

Cfo{(Rl,Rg) t Ry <s—hy(Tyxer), Ry < hoo(Tyxu) — Fro o op, (W, 8), hy(Tyxer) < s < ln(n)} ,
(102)
wheree; = [1,0,---,0]T, n = |Y|, andm = | Z|.
Proof: Let ¢ = [q1, - ,qx]" be the distribution of the channel inpuf for the input-
symmetric DBCX — Y — Z. SinceGr, , is transitive, the columns dfy x are permutations

of each other.

H(Y|X) = Z GH(Y|X =) (103)
= Z gihn(Ty xe;) (104)
= Z gihn(Ty xe1) (105)

= hn(TYXel)7 (106)
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which is independent of. Let | = |G, 7, | aNA G, 1, = {G1,-- -, Gi}.

H(Z) = hny(I7xq) (107)
I
% Z:: m(TzxGiq) (108)
l Lo
<h ( ; G ) (109)
= hm(Tzxu), (110)

where (109) follows from Jensen’s inequality. Sin€e= C;, for the input-symmetric DBC,
F*(q.5) > F*(u,s). (111)

Plugging (106), (110) and (111) into (17), the expressiorhef capacity region for the DBC,
the capacity region for input-symmetric DBCs is

co| |J {(RiR): Ri<s—HY|X),Ro<H(Z)~F} 1,.(q.5)} (112)
| Px=aq€Ak
C co U {(Rth) t Ry <s—ho(Tyxer), Ry < hy(Tzxu) — Fr, o 1, (u, S)}
| Px=4q€Ak
(113)
= C_O{(Rl, RQ) : R1 S S — hn(TYXel), R2 S hm(TZX’U,) - F;YXTZX (u, 8)} (114)
=Co{(R,Ry) :px =u, Ry <s—H(Y|X),Ry < H(Z)— Fy, .1, (u,s)} (115)
U {(Bi,Ry): Ri<s—H(Y|X),Ry < H(Z) = Fy, . 1, (q, S)}] . (116)
Px=qEA

Note that (112) and (116) are identical expressions, helit2 {116) are all equal. Therefore,
(102) and (114) express the capacity region for the inpatmsgtric DBC, which also means
that the capacity region can be achieved by using transonisgirategies where the broadcast
signal X is uniformly distributed. [ |

E. Permutation encoding approach and its optimality fodBCs

The permutation encoding approach is an independent-ergcedheme which achieves the

capacity region for input-symmetric DBCs. The block diagraf this approach is shown in
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W XV
S1 Ly Encoder 1 —

<

Successive|
Decoder !

\ 4

Tyx

N
>

v
~

=
v

hY)

» Encoder 2 |

Decoder 2 —» W.

Fig. 12. The block diagram of the permutation encoding apgio

Figure 12. In Figure 12l is the message for Receiver 1, which sees the less-degrhdadad
Ty x, and W, is the message for Receiver 2, which sees the more-degrédenhal 7, . The
permutation encoding approach is first to independentlyo@mdhese two messages into two
codewords X" and X®, and then to combine these two independent codewords using a
single-letter operation.

Let G, be a smallest transitive subset 6f, Denotek = |X| andl; = |G,|. Use a

random coding technique to design the codebook for Recéiasmcording to theé:-ary random

x,Tzx-

variableX ™ with distributionp, and the codebook for Receiver 2 according tolthary random
variableX ? with uniform distribution. LeG, = {G1, - - - , G,.}. Define the permutation function
g, (zV) = z if the permutation matrixs, . maps thes™-th column to ther-th column, where
@ e {1,--- I} andz, 2™ € {1,---  k}. Hence,g, (V) = = if and only if thezM)-th row,
z-th column entry ofG . is 1. The permutation encoding approach is then to broadkast
which is obtained by applying the single-letter permutafionction X = gy« (X®) on symbols
of codewordsX " and X®. Since X® is uniformly distributed and_* | G; = %117, the
broadcast signak is also uniformly distributed.

Receiver 2 receive& and decodes the desired message directly. Receiver 1 esdéiand
successively decodes the message for Receiver 2 and th&edeiver 1. The structure of the
successive decoder is shown in Figure 13. Note that DeconteFijure 13 isnot a joint decoder
even though it has two inpuf€ and X .

In particular, for the group-operation DBC with ~ X @ N; andZ ~ Y @& N,, the permutation
function g, (z") is the group operation® @ "), Hence the permutation encoding approach
for the group-operation DBC is the NE scheme for the grougrajon DBC. The successive
decoder for the group-operation DBC is shown in Figure 14eneh

j=y®(—z?). (117)
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Y » Decoder 1 ————» X(l) W,
A

)2 ()

— Decoder 2

Fig. 13. The structure of the successive decoder for inpumrgetric DBCs.

Decoder 1 —>X(1)’W71

Decoder 2

Fig. 14. The structure of the successive decoder for dedrgosup-operation DBCs.

From the analysis of successive decoding in the proof of tddng theorem for DBCs [2]
[3], the achievable region of the permutation encoding eagh for the input-symmetric DBC

is determined by

Ry <I(X;Y|X®) (118)
= HY|X®) - HY|X) (119)
ls k
= ) PUX® =2 HY|X® =2®) =Y "Pr(X = 2)H(Y|X = z) (120)
$(2):1 r=1
ls k
= ) PUX® =2, (Ty xGoopr) = Y PHX = 2)hn(Ty xe,) (121)
z(2)=1 =1
ls k
= Z Pr(X(Z) = x(Z))hna_IYX,x(?)TYXpl) - Z PrX = 2)h,(Tyxe1) (122)
z(2)=1 =1

= hn(TYXP1) - hn(TYXel)a (123)
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and

Ry <I1(X®); 7) (124)
= H(Z)— H(Z|X®) (125)
ls
= hn(Tzxu) — > PH(X® = 2®)h, (T;xG e p1) (126)
z(2)=1
ls
= hn(Tzxw) — > PX® = 2@)h, (I, .0 Tzxp1) (127)
z(2)=1
= hy(Tzxw) = b (T7xP1), (128)

wherew is the k-ary uniform distributionp, is the distribution ofX (Y, ande, is a 0-1 vector

such that ther-th entry is 1 and all other entries are 0. Hence, the achievagion is

co [ U {(R1, R2) : Ry < hy(Tyxp1) — hn(Tyxer), Re < hp(Tzxuw) — hy(Tzxp1) }
P1EAL

(129)
Define F(s) as the infimum ofh,,(T;xp1) with respect to all distributiong; such that

h.(Tyxp1) = s. Hence the achievable region (129) can be expressed as

{(Rl, Ro): Ry < 5— ho(Tyxer), Rs < ho(Tyxu) — enVE(s), hn(Tyxer) < s < hn(Tyxu)} :
(130)
where_en¥(s) denotes the lower convex envelopeofs).
Theorem 8:The permutation encoding approach achieves the capagityrér input-symmetric
DBCs, which is expressed in (102), (129) and (130).
Proof: In order to show that the achievable region (130) is the sasrtbecapacity region

(102) for the input-symmetric DBC, it suffices to show that

envF (s) < F*(u,s). (131)
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For anyp(u, z) with uniformly distributedX,

H(Z|U) = Z Pr(U H(Z|U = u) (132)
= PHU = w)h(TzxPxjo—) (133)
> PHU = u)F(hu(TyxPxjv—d)) (134)
> PHU = u)envF (h,(Tyxpxjv—.)) (135)
> envF” (Z Pr(U = u)hn<TyprU:u>> (136)
= envF(H (UY\U)) (137)

wherepy;,_, is the conditional distribution ok givenU = u. Some of these steps are justified

as follows:

. (134) follows from the definition of'(s);
« (136) follows from Jensen’s inequality.

Combining (137) and the definition df*, one hasinﬁ‘(s) < F*(u, s). [ |
Corollary 2: The NE scheme achieves the capacity region for group-aperaxBCs.
Conjecture 1:The alphabet size of the code for Receiver 2,s equal to the alphabet size

of the channel inputk, in a permutation encoding approach for any input-symm&BC. In

other words, a smallest transitive subgét,,--- ,G; } of Gr,. 1, for any input-symmetric

DBC has

o~
»

d Gi=11" (138)

VI. DISCRETEMULTIPLICATION DEGRADED BROADCAST CHANNELS

Definition 5: (Discrete Multiplication)A commutative operation on two inputs from the set
{0,1,--- ,n} is a discrete multiplication if it satisfies the group axioars{1,--- ,n}, and also
produces zero if either input is zero. Useto denote discrete multiplication.

Definition 6: (Discrete Multiplication Degraded BroadcaGhannel)A discrete DBCX —

Y — Z with X, Y, Z={0,1,--- ,n} is a discrete multiplication DBC if there exist twa + 1)-
ary random variable$/; and NV, such thatt” ~ X ® N; andZ ~ Y ® N, as shown in Figure 15.
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N, N,

y }

X—>® »Y >®—>Z

Fig. 15. The discrete multiplication degraded broadcaanngl.

X Y Z

0 > 0 > ()

v / S Vv S 7

X Y Z
Tf?? TZY

Fig. 16. The channel structure of a DBC with erasures.

As an example, the discrete multiplication DBC with= 1 is the broadcast Z channel, which is
studied in Section IV. By the definition of discrete multgation, the discrete multiplication DBC
X — Y — Z has the channel structure as shown in Figure 16. The sulmeh&h— Y — Z
is a group-operation DBC with transition matricés ; and T;; = T3 7Ts ¢, Where X, ),

Z = {1,--- ,n}. For the discrete multiplication DBX — Y — Z, if the channel inputX is
zero, the channel outputs and Z are also zeros. If the channel input is a non-zero symbol,
the channel outpul” is zero with probabilitya; and Z is zero with probabilityas, where

as = a1 + (1 — ag)aa. Therefore, the transition matrices far — Y — Z are

1 a;17 1 axl?
TYX == 7TZY - ) (139)
0 (I-oa1)Tyx 0 (1—an)Tzy
and
1 aal” 1 a;17 1 ay1”
Tyx =Tzvlyx = = . (140)
0 (1—aa)Tsy| |0 (1—ay)Tyg 0 (1—a9)Ts5

wherel is an all-ones vector an@ is an all-zeros vector.
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A. Optimal input distribution
The sub-channek — Y — 7 is a group-operation DBC, and hene®s, . r, . is transitive.
For anyn xn permutation matridxGi € Gr,  r, . With Ty 3G = Iy ¢ Ty ¢ andT G = T ;5T ¢,

the (n + 1) x (n + 1) permutation matrix

1 of
G = } (141)
0 G
has _
1 a17 1 oF 1 of
Ty xG = .| = - Tyx, (142)
0 1—a)Tyx| |0 G 0 Iyy

and soG € Gp, . Similarly, G € Gr,,, and hencez € Gp . 1, Therefore, for anyi,j €
{1,---,n}, there exists a permutation mat&X € Gr, . 1,, wWhich maps thei + 1)-th row
(corresponding to the elemeitto the(j+1)-th row (corresponding to the elemej)t However,
there is no matrix inGr, , 1,, Which maps the first row (corresponding to the element 0) to
other rows (corresponding non-zero elements) or vice vdilemce, any permutation matrix

G e gTYX’TZX has
1 of
G = 1, (143)
0 G
for someG € gr. .1, 1hese results may be summarized in the following lemma:

Lemma 6:Let Gy, 1, = {G1, -+ ,Gi}. Hence Gy 1, = {G1, -+, G}, where

1 of
G, = |, (144)
0 Gy
forj=1,...,L

Lemma 7 states that the uniformly distributéd is optimal for the discrete multiplication
DBC.

Lemma 7:Let py = [1 — ¢,qp%]" € A4, be the distribution of channel input, where
py is the distribution ofX. For any discrete multiplication DBQ,. C Cf_yqurr aNAC* =
Use01) Ci—g,gurrs Whereu € A, denotes the uniform distribution.

The proof of Lemma 7 is similar to that of Lemma 5 and the detaik given in Appendix
C.
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Theorem 9:The capacity region of the discrete multiplication DBC candehieved by using
transmission strategies whe® is uniformly distributed, i.e., the distribution of hasp, =
[1 —q,qu”]" for someq € [0,1]. As a consequence, the capacity region is

co| |J {(RiRa) iRy < s~ ahu(Tyex),

q€[0,1]

Ry < h((1 = a2)q) + (1 — as)qIn(n) — F}, 1, (1 — q,qu’]", S)}]~

(145)
Proof: Let py = [1 — ¢,qpx]" be the distribution of the channel inpaf, wherep; =
[p1, -, pa)T. Sincegr, . is transitive and the columns @f; ; are permutations of each other.
H(Y|X) = Z Pr(X =) H(Y|X =1) (146)
=(1-q)H(Y|X =0)+ Z qpihn (Ts 1 €7) (147)
=1
—quz o(Ty z€1) (148)
= qhn(Ty ze1), (149)

which is independent ob. Let Gr, 1, = {G1,- -+, Gi}.

H(Z) = hpt1(Tzxpx) (150)
!
= % ; b1 (T7xGipx) (151)
l
< Nt (TZX% ; GiPX) (152)
= Npt1 (TZX[l —dq, C_IUT]T) (153)
= hn+1 ([1 — ¢+ Qaq, (1 - a2)qu]T) (154)
= h((1 - az)g) + (1 — az)gIn(n), (155)

where (152) follows from Jensen’s inequality and (155)da# from the grouping rule for
entropy [18, Problem 2.27]. By Lemma T,, C Cj,_, , for the discrete multiplication
DBC. Hence,

F*(pyx,s) > F*([1 — q,qu’]", ). (156)
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Plugging (149), (155) and (156) into (17), the capacity eadior discrete multiplication DBCs
is

C’O[ U {(Rl,RQ)IRl SS—H(Y|X),

Py EAL

Ry < H(Z) = Fiy (1, (Px:9)}] (157)

C_O[ U {(Ry, Ry) : Ry < 5 — hn(Ty ze€),

Py EAL

Ry < h((1 = a2)q) + (1 — az)gIn(n)
— Ff oy (L= g qu]7, 8)}} (158)

= c*o[ U {(Ri Ry By < 5= qhn(Tygen),

q€[0,1]

N

Ry < h((1 —a2)q) + (1 — a2)qln(n)
— Fiy (= a0 9)}] (159)
_ ‘o[ U {(RuRe): R <s— HY|X),
px=[1—-¢,quT]T
Ry < H(Z) = Fiy 1, (Px:9)} | (160)
- C70|: U {(Rl,RQ) TRy <s— H(Y|X),

PxEA
Ry < H(Z) = Fiy . 1, (Px: )} |, (161)

where co denotes the convex hull of the closure. Note that (157) @&dl) are identical
expressions, hence (157 - 161) are all equal. Therefor®) (&&presses the capacity region
for the discrete multiplication DBC, which also means theg tapacity region can be achieved
by using transmission strategies where the broadcastisijhas distributiorp, = [1—¢, qu’|"

for someq € [0, 1]. ]

B. Optimality of the NE scheme for DM-DBCs

The NE scheme for the discrete multiplication DBC is showkigure 17.1/; is the message
for Receiver 1 who sees the less-degraded chafingland 17, is the message for Receiver 2

who sees the more-degraded chanhigt. The NE scheme is first to independently encode these
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Fig. 17. The block diagram of the NE scheme for the discret#iptioation DBC.

two messages into two codeword&'? and X ? respectively wheret™ x® = {0,1,--- ,n},
and then to broadcast which is obtained by applying the single-letter functisin= X @@ X ®
on symbols of codewordX ) and X ?. The distribution ofX® is constrained to b@ .« =
[1 — ¢, qu”]T for someq € [0, 1] and hence the distribution of the broadcast sigkiadlso has
pyx = [1 — q,qu’]" for someq € [0, 1], which was proved to be the optimal input distribution
for the discrete multiplication DBC. Receiver 2 receivBsand decodes the desired message
directly. Receiver 1 receive¥ and successively decodes the message for Receiver 2 and then
for Receiver 1.

Letpy = [1—q,qpx|" be the distribution of the channel inpiit, wherep y; is the distribution

of sub-channel inpuf. For the discrete multiplication DB& — Y — Z, the ¢ function is

¢(Px, A) = hny1(TzxPx) — A1 (TyxPx) (162)
N L I VAR (163)
q(1 — )T 3px q(1 — )Ty 3Py
= h(q(1 = az)) — q(1 — ax)hy (T53p%) — A (h(q(1 — 1)) — q(1 — 1) by, (T3 3Px))
(164)
= h(a) = (a5 + a2 (I (Ty505) = 1= (T 500 (165)
= hlgf) = M(afr) + a2 <P5<7 1 —)\QA> ; (166)

where; = 1 — oy, By = 1 — ay, andé(q, \) £ hi(T55q) — Ao (T q) is the ¢ function
defined on the group-operation degraded broadcast sumehsn— Y — Z.
DefinezZ(q, N m/qé(q, A) as they function for group-operation degraded broadcast sub-

channelX — Y — Z where the lower envelope is taken with respecyto
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For the channeX — Y — Z, define the lower envelope @f(p, \) with respect top; (not

with respect topy) as

¢(¢,px,A) £ eny, ¢(px, ) (167)
= h(qBa) — A(gBr) + afath (p;p ﬁ) - (168)
Therefore, the) function for X — Y — Z has
V(px,A) = env, é(px,N) (169)
=env, ¢(qg,pg. ). (170)

Lemma 8:¢([1 — ¢, qu”]", \) is the lower envelope op(q, u, \) with respect tay, i.e.,
@D([l -9, quT]T7 )\) = ﬂlq(p(Q7 u, )‘) (171)

The proof is given in Appendix D. Lemma 8 indicates that thedpenvelope ofs(-, A) with
respect tpy = [1 —¢, qu’]" can be obtained two steps by decompogiRginto ¢ andpy. The
first step is for any fixed;, the lower envelope ob(py, A) with respect top is ¢(¢,ps, A).
Second, fop ; = wu, the lower envelope ap(q, u, \) with respect tg; coincides withy)(py, A),
which is the desired lower envelope ofp ., \) with respect top .

Now we state and prove that NE is optimal for the discrete iplidation DBC.

Theorem 10:NE achieves the capacity region for the discrete multifibeaDBC.

Proof: This proof shows that combining NE for the broadcast Z chbhwmd NE for the
group-operation DBC achieves the capacity region of thereie multiplication DBC. This
encoding is also the NE for this channel.

Theorem 9 shows that the capacity region for the discret¢iphiahtion DBC can be achieved
by using transmission strategies with uniformly distrémifX, i.e., the input distributiop =
[1—¢q,qu”]T. By Lemma 8, for such @, ¥([1 — ¢, qu’]", \) can be attained by the convex

combination of points on the graph ¢f¢, u, \). Recall that

(0,1, 3) = h(ga) — Mh(aBr) + qfad <u, A ) 172)

1—04A

= ¢2(q,\) + qBot) (u A ) , (173)

’1—CEA

where ¢ is ¢ for the broadcast Z channel andis v for the group-operation DBC.
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Fig. 18. The optimal transmission strategy for the discratdtiplication degraded broadcast channel

Hence, by a discussion analogous to Sectiony¥[l — ¢, qu”]T, \) can be attained by the
convex combination of 2 points on the graphaf;, w, \). One pointis aty = 0 andp (0, u, \) =
0. The other point is af = p,, determined by solvindn(1 — fopy) = AIn(1 — Fipy) for py.

Note that the point (0,0) on the graph @fq,u, \) is also on the graph of(py, ). By
Theorem 2, the pointp,, ¢(px, u,\)) is the convex combination ofi points on the graph
of ¢(py, ), which corresponds to the group-operation encoding appréar the sub-channel
X — Y — Z because the group-operation encoding approach is the aptliE scheme for the
group-operation DBCX — Y — Z. Therefore, by Theorem 2, an optimal transmission strategy
for the discrete multiplication DB&X — Y — Z is NE as shown in Figure 18. [ ]

If the auxiliary random variablé& is 0, then the channel inplf equals 0 with probability 1.
If U is non-zero, thenY equals 0 with probabilit — p,. In the case wher& and X are both
non-zero,X can be obtained a& = U®V, where® is the group operation defined in the group-
operation degraded broadcast sub-chadfiel Y — Z. Here U is uniformly distributed and
V is ann-ary random variable. In order to achieve a pareto-optiratd pair which maximizes
(Ry + ARy) for the discrete multiplication DB&X — Y — Z, the crossover probability — p,
is determined byin(1 — 3,p,) = An(1 — B,p,), and the distribution o/ should be the one
which also maximizegR, + =~ R) for the group-operation DBX — Y — Z.

Since the NE scheme is optimal for discrete multiplicatid®3, its achievable rate region is

the capacity region for discrete multiplication DBCs. Henthe capacity region for the discrete
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multiplication DBC in Figure 15 is
C_O[ U {(R1,Rs) : R < HU®V®@N,)—H(URV@N,|U)
pu=[1-g,quT]T py€Ant1

R sH(U®V®N1|U)—H(U®V®N1|U®V)}}. (174)

VIlI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper extends the set of degraded broadcast channelhitt relatively simple encoding
schemes are known to achieve capacity. These results aagn@dtby extending the input
symmetry and conditional entropy bound concepts of Wynet Wfitsenhausen to degraded
broadcast channels. This paper introduces permutatiorderg as a relatively simple capacity-
achieving approach for input-symmetric degraded brodadt®snels. This paper also introduces
the concept of natural encoding and shows that natural @mg@thieves the boundary of the
capacity region for the broadcast Z channel with any numbeeceivers, for the two-receiver
group-operation degraded broadcast channel, and (by oimgbihe two previous results) the
two-receiver discrete multiplication degraded broadchastnnel.

The capacity-region characterization approach that wenasehe potential to provide explicit
characterizations of degraded broadcast channel capesgigns. As examples we provide
explicit capacity regions for the two-receiver binary-syetric degraded broadcast channel and
the two-receiver broadcast Z channel.

A main result of this paper is that simple approaches suclatasal encoding and permutation
encoding achieve the capacity region of degraded broadbasinels much more often that has
been previously known. It would seem that there are more sasks where natural encoding
achieves the DBC capacity region waiting to be identifiedethains an open problem to prove
a general theorem establishing the optimality of naturabdmg over a suitably large class of
DBCs. The results of this paper also open interesting prebla channel coding to find practical
channel codes that use permutation encoding or naturatiergto approach the channel capacity

region for the degraded broadcast channels studied in #psrp
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APPENDIX A

A SIMPLE INDEPENDENTENCODING SCHEME

This appendix presents a simple independent encoding schirde known to us by Telatar [4]
which achieves the capacity region for DBCs. The schemergkrnes to any number of receivers,
but showing the two-receiver case suffices to explain thecgmh. It indicates that any achievable
rate pair(R;, R,) for a DBC can be achieved by combining symbols from indepenheecoders
with a single-letter function. The independent encodeesate using two codebooKs™ (i) : i =
1, 2r) Lyn(j) : 5 =1,---,2"2} and a single-letter functiofi(v, u). In order to transmit
the message pait, j), the transmitter sends the sequerf¢e; (i), u1(j)), -, f(vn(2), un(7)).
The scheme is described below:

Lemma 9: Supposd/ and X are discrete random variables with joint distributi@ny (u, x).
There exists a random vectdr independent of/ and a deterministic functiorfi such that the
pair (U, f(V,U)) has joint distributiorpy, x (u, ). [4]

Proof: Supposel and X take values in{1,---,[} and{1l,--- &k} respectively. LetV =
(V1,---, Vi), independent ot/, be a random variable taking values{in, - - - , k}! with Pr(V; =

i) = pxyw(ily)- Setf((vi,- - ,u),u) = v,. Then we have
PHU = u, f(V,U) = 2) = P{U = u,V, = x)
= P(U = u)Pr(V,, = z)
= pu(u)pxv(zlu)

= pu.x(u, x). (175)
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If the rate pair(R,, R.) is achievable for a DBCX — Y — Z, there exists an auxiliary

random variablé/ such that

@U—->X—Y — 7

(b) I(X;Y|U) = Ry;

(©) I(U; Z) > R.. (176)
Apply Lemma 9 to findV independent ot/ and the deterministic functiofi(v, «) such that the
pair (U, f(V,U)) has the same joint distribution as that(éf, X'). Randomly and independently
choose codeword$v™ (1), --- ,v™(2")} according top(v") = py(v1) - - - pyv(v,), and choose
codewords{u"(1),--- ,u"(2"*)} according top(u") = py(u1)---pu(u,). To send message
pair (i, 7), the encoder transmitd(vy (i), u1(j)), -, f(vn(i), un(4))-

Using a typical-set-decoding random-coding argumentwtbak decoder, given™, searches
for the uniquej’ such that(=", v"(j")) is jointly typical. The error probability converges to zero
asn goes to infinity sincek, < I(U; Z). The strong decoder, giveyt’, also searches for the
uniquej’ such that(y™, " (j")) is jointly typical, and then searches for the unigusuch that
(y™,v"(i")) is jointly typical givenu"(j"). The error probability converges to zero agoes to
infinity since

Ry < I(U; Z) < I(U;Y), (177)
and
Ry < I(X;Y|U)
= H(Y|U) = H(Y|f(V.U),U)
= H(Y|U) = HY|f(V,U).U.V)
=HY|U)-HY|U,V)

= I(V;Y|U). (178)

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF(79)

Proof of (79): Pluggingj = 1 in (78), we have

H(YWO\Wy, - Wg) — HY DWW, - Wg) > Ntih(ﬁltl) — Nqh(By) —ole)  (179)
1
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or
H(Y O\ Wy, -\ Wi) = Nh(Bit:) = ofe). (180)
since
HYW Wy, - Wg) = HYWY|X) (181)
N
=Y HYX) (182)
z;l
=Y HY X)) (183)
z]:Vl
= > PIX; = 0)h(By) (184)
i=1
= Ngh(1). (185)

Some of these steps are justified as follows:
. (181) follows sinceX is a function of (W7, .-+, Wx);
« (182) follows from the conditional independence}q(fl),z’ =1,---,N, given X;
« (183) follows from the conditional independence)fp(f) and(Xy, -+, X1, Xivq, -+, Xiv)
given X;.
Inequality (180) indicates that

HYD| Wiy, W) > thh(ﬁjtj) — o(e), (186)
j

is true forj = 1. The rest of the proof is by induction. We assume that (18&uis for j, which
means

H(YV Wi, -+, Wg) 2 N [tgh(ﬁj%’) - %} (187)

j
q T\€E
- N ng e+ T, (189)
J N

where the functionr(e) — 0 ase — 0, sinceLh(p;t;) is continuous int;. Applying Lemma 1
to the Markov chaifW,,,,--- ,Wx) - X — Y9 - YU we have

Pty + ) (189)

q

t; + 2

- N%h(ﬁjﬂtj) +o(e). (190)

J

H(Y(j+1)|VVj+1v U >WK) > N
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Considering (78) forj + 1, we have

HY U Wig, - Wi ) =H(Y I Wy, W) > Ntih(ﬁjﬂtjﬂ)_thh(ﬁjﬂtj)—f?(e)-
o .
’ (191)
Substitution of (190) in (191) yields
H(Y VD Wyp, - Wi) 2 No=h(Biat i) = ofe), (192)
j+1
which establishes the induction. Finally, for> d, N§ should be added to the right side of
(187) because of the presencedoh (64) for j = d, and hence, ofV§ in (78). [ |
APPENDIX C
PROOF OFLEMMA 7
Proof of Lemma 7: Let G771, = {G1,---,Gi}. For any(s,n) € C,, , wherepy =

[1—gq, qp§]T, one ha9py, s,n) € C. Since Lemma 4 and Corollary 1 also hold for the discrete

multiplication DBC, (G,py,s,n) € C for all j =1,--- ,l. By the convexity of the sef,

l
(q,8,1m) = (Z

whereq = Zé’:l 1G;pyx. SinceGr, . 1, is a group, for any permutation matidX € Gy, 7,

o~ =

Gij 75777> € Ca (193)

l l
1 1
G'q zsz’Gij :ZjGij = q. (194)
j=1 j=1

Hence, thei+ 1)-th entry and théj + 1)-th entry ofq are the same -’ permutes thei+ 1)-th
row to the(j + 1)-th row fori,j € {1,--- ,n}. Therefore, the second to tfje + 1)-th entries
of g are all the same because the el , r,, for the discrete multiplication DBC permutes
the (i + 1)-th row to the(j + 1)-th row for all 7,5 € {1,---,n}. Furthermore, no matrix in
1,1, Maps the first row to other rows, hence the first entrygab the same as the first
entry of py. Therefore,q = [1 — ¢,qu”]". This implies that(s,n) € C},_, ,r, and hence

C’;,X C E_q,quT}T- ThereforeC* = qu[o’l] Cﬁ_q,quT}T- [
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APPENDIX D

PROOF OFLEMMA 8

Proof of Lemma 8:¢(py, A) is the lower envelope op(q, py;, A) with respect tapy. For
pyx = [1—q,qu”]T, suppose the poirfpy, ¥(py, A)) is the convex combination of + 1 points
((gi, t:), v(qi, ti, X)) on the graph ofp(¢, p¢, A) with weightsw; for i = 1,--- ,n+1. Therefore,

n+1

q= Z Wi g5, (195)
i=1

n+1

1=1

n+1

(P \) = > wiplgi, b, ). (197)
=1

By Lemma 5, for the group-operation degraded broadcastkahbnel, one has; C C;, for any
t. Hence, from (21)s)(t, \) > ¥ (u, \) for anyt, and so

o(qis ti, N) > o(gi, u, A). (198)

Therefore, the convex combination of+ 1 points((g;, w), ¥(g:, u, \)) with weightsw; has

n+1
> wigi =g, (199)
=1
and
n+1 n+1
> wip(giu, A) <Y wip(giti, A) = )(px, A). (200)
i=1 i=1

On the other hand, since(py, \) is the lower envelope op(q, pg, A) with respect topy,
Z?:ll w;p(qi, u, \) > (py, ) and hencezzjll wip(gi, u, \) = ¥(py, A). Therefore,([1 —
q,qu”]T, \) can be attained as the convex combination of points on thghgoép(q, u, A) only

in the dimension ofj. [ |
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