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On the Multiple Access Channel with Asymmetric Noisy

State Information at the Encoders
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Abstract

We consider the problem of reliable communication over iplg@taccess channels (MAC) where the
channel is driven by an independent and identically digtetl state process and the encoders and the
decoder are provided with various degrees of asymmetrgyndiannel state information (CSl). For the
case where the encoders observe causal, asymmetric noign@$he decoder observes complete CSl,
we provide inner and outer bounds to the capacity region¢chvhre tight for the sum-rate capacity. We
then observe that, under a Markov assumption, similar é¢gpeesults also hold in the case where the
receiver observes noisy CSI. Furthermore, we provide alesilegter characterization for the capacity
region when the CSI at the encoders are asymmetric detestiifiinctions of the CSI at the decoder
and the encoders have non-causal noisy CSI (its causaboueisirecently solved in [1]). When the
encoders observe asymmetric noisy CSI with asymmetrig/delad the decoder observes complete CSl,
we provide a single letter characterization for the capaion. Finally, we consider a cooperative
scenario with common and private messages, with asymmuatigy CSI at the encoders and complete
CSl at the decoder. We provide a single letter expressiortHercapacity region for such channels.
For the cooperative scenario, we also note that as soon aothmon message encoder does not have
access to CSI, then in any noisy setup, covering the casesewloeCSI or noisy CSI at the decoder,
it is possible to obtain a single letter characterizationtfe capacity region. The main component in
these results is a generalization of a converse coding appreecently introduced in [1] for the MAC
with asymmetric quantized CSI at the encoders and hereisiderably extended and adapted for the

noisy CSI setup.
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I. INTRODUCTION AND LITERATURE REVIEW

Modeling communication channels with a state process, lwigioverns the channel behavior, fits
well for many physical scenarios. For single-user chanrtbks characterization of the capacity with
various degrees of channel state information at the tratesm{iCSIT) and at the receiver (CSIR) is well
understood. Among them, Shannon [2] provides the capaaitydla for a discrete memoryless channel
with causal noiseless CSIT, where the state process is émdigmt and identically distributed (i.i.d.), in
terms of Shannon strategies (random functions from the stasice to the channel input space). In [3]
Gel'fand and Pinsker consider the same problem with nosalaside information and establish a single-
letter capacity formula. In [4], noisy state observatiomikable at both the transmitter and the receiver
is considered and the capacity under such a setting is derager, in [5] this result is shown to be a
special case of Shannon’s model and the authors also pravevtren CSIT is a deterministic function
of CSIR optimal codes can be constructed directly on thetigphabet. In [6], the authors examine
the discrete modulo-additive noise channel with casuallfG&tich governs the noise distribution, and
they determine the optimal strategies that achieve charapscity. In [7] fading channels with perfect
channel state information at the transmitter is considexed it is shown that with instantaneous and
perfect CSl, the transmitter can adjust the data rates foh ehannel state to maximize the average
transmission rate. In [8], a single letter characterizatib the capacity region for single-user finite-state
Markovian channels with quantized state information a@é at the transmitter and full state information
at the decoder is provided. In a closely related directionitefistate channels (with memory) with output
feedback is investigated in [9]. In particular, [9] showsttlt is possible to formulate the computation
of feedback capacity as a stochastic control problem. I, fifiite-state channels with feedback, where
feedback is a time-invariant deterministic function of th&put samples, is considered.

The literature on finite state multiple access channelsMR&) with different assumptions of CSIR
and CSIT (such as causal vs non-causal, perfect vs impgigeextensive and the main contributions of
the current paper have several interactions with the adailesults in the literature, which we present in
Subsection I-A. Hence, we believe that in order to suitalijhlight the contributions of this paper, it is

worth to discuss the relevant literature for the multi-usetting in more detail. To start, [11] provides a
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multi-letter characterization of the capacity region efie¢i-varying MACs with general channel statistics
(with/without memory) under a general state process (noesarily stationary or ergodic) and with
various degrees of CSIT and CSIR. In [11], it is also shown titgen the channel is memoryless, if the
encoders use only the pastasymmetric partial (but not noisy) CSI and the decoder hasptete CSl,
then it is possible to simplify the multi-letter characeation to a single letter one [11, Theorem 4]. In
[12], a general framework for the capacity region of MACshniausal and non-causal CSl is presented.
In particular, an achievable rate region is presented ferntemoryless FS-MAC with correlated CSI
and the sum-rate capacity is established under the condtii@t the state information available to each
encoder are independent. In [13], MACs with complete CSIR maoncausal, partial, rate limited CSITs
are considered. In particular, for the degraded case the.case where the CSI available at one of the
encoders is a subset of the CSI available at the other encadangle letter formula for the capacity
region is provided and when the CSITs are not degraded, ianérouter bounds are derived, see [13,
Theorems 1, 2]. In [14], memoryless FS-MACs with two indegemt states, each known causally and
strictly causally to one encoder, is considered and an e&bie rate region, which is shown to contain
an achievable region where each user applies Shannorg#sgtis proposed. In [15], another achievable
rate region for the same problem is proposed and in [16] ihisv that this region can be strictly larger
than the one proposed in [14]. In [14] it is also shown thattyrcasual CSI does not increase the sum-
rate capacity. In [17] the finite-state Markovian MAC withyasmetric delayed CSITs is studied and its
capacity region is determined. Another active researcbcton on the FS-MAC regards the so-called
cooperative FS-MAC where there exists a degraded conditiothe message sets. In particular, [18] and
[19] characterize the capacity region of the cooperativeMZ& with states non-causally and causally
available at the transmitters. For more recent results erctioperative FS-MAC problem see references
[20] and [21]. Finally, for a comprehensive survey on chdmoeling with side information see [22].

The most relevant work to this paper is [1], which presentsngls letter characterization of the
capacity region for memoryless FS-MAC in which transmitebserve asymmetric partial quantized
CSI causally, and the receiver has full CSI. In the conveese @f this work, which we discuss in more
detail below, the authors use team decision theoretic ndstf28] (see also [24], [25] and [26] for recent
team decision and control theoretic approaches). When gaason of this result with the previously
mentioned results is made, we observe the followingt shows that when the state process is i.i.d. there
is no loss of optimality if the encoders use a window sizé:of 1 in [11, Theorem 3];i) it extends
the causal part of result [12, Theorem 5] to the case wher@ &le not independent, and finally;)

it partially answers the setup in [13, Theorem 2] with theuagstion that CSITs are causal.
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A. Main Contributions and Connections with the Literature

We consider several scenarios where the encoders and tbdatembserve various degrees of noisy
CSI. The essential requirement we impose is that the noigyaGtlable to the decision makers is realized
via the corruption of CSI by different noise processes, Wwigose a realistic physical structure of the
communication setup. We herein note that the asymmetrgyr®@$!l assumption is acceptable as typically
the feedback links are imperfect and sufficiently far frorateather so that the information carried through
them is corrupted by different (independent) noise praegsBinally, what makes (asymmetric) noisy

setups particularly interesting are the facts that

(&) No transmitter CSI contains the CSI available to the rotme;

(b) CSI available to the decoder does not contain any of thiea@&lable to the two encoders.

When existing results, which provide a single letter caydormulation, are examined, it can be observed
that most of them do not satisfy:) or (b) or both (e.g., [1], [11], [12], [13], [17]). Nonetheless, any
these, [11] discusses the situation with noisy CSI and tllecasi make the observation that the situation
where the CSI at the encoders and decoder are noisy versiofs @an be accommodated by their
models. However, they also note that if the noises corrggtiansmitters and receiver CSI are different,
then the encoder CSI will, in general, not be contained indibeoder CSI. Hence, motivated by similar
observations in the literature (e.g., [12]), we partiallgat the scenarios below and provide inner and
outer bounds, which are tight for the sum-rate capacity,tfier scenariog1) and (1a) and provide a

single letter characterization for the capacity regionhaf latter scenarios:

(1) The memoryless FS-MAC in which each of the transmittexs Adn asymmetric causal noisy CSI

and the receiver has complete CSI (Theorems 2.1, 2.2 andi&gra.1).

(1a) The memoryless FS-MAC in which each of the transmittexrs an asymmetric causal noisy
CSI and the receiver has also noisy CSI (Corollaries 2.2a882.4).
(1b) The memoryless FS-MAC in which each of the transmities an asymmetric causal and non-
causal noisy CSIT which is a deterministic function of thesgdCSIR at the receiver (Theorem
2.3).
(2) The memoryless FS-MAC in which each of the transmitteas hn asymmetrically delayed and
asymmetric noisy CSI and the receiver has complete CSI (Ehed.1).
(3) The cooperative memoryless FS-MAC in which both trairs transmit a common message and
one transmitter (informed transmitter) transmits a pevatessage. The informed transmitter has

causal noisy CSl, the other encoder has a delayed noisy GSthanreceiver has various degrees
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of CSI (Theorems 4.1 and 4.2).

Let us now briefly position these contributions with respcthe available results in the literature.
The sum-rate capacity determined (ih) and (1a) can be thought as an extension of [12, Theorem 4]
to the case where the encoders have correlated CSI. Thel cmtsp of (1b), with the observation of
the existence of an equivalent channel, is solved in [1]. Sblation that we provide to the non-causal
case partially solves [13] and extends [12, Theorem 5] toctee where the encoders have correlated
CSI. Furthermore, since the causal and non-causal camaeite identical for scenaridb), the causal
solution can be considered as an extension of [5, Proposifido a noisy multi-user case. Finall§3)

is an extension of [18, Theorem 4] to a noisy setup.

B. The Converse Coding Approach

In this work, we adopt and expand on the converse technigesepted in [1] and use it in a noisy
setup. The converse coding approach of [1] is based on msérgoryless stationary team policiefich
play a key role in showing that the past information is irvalet. This is obtained by showing that under
any policy that one can achieve using an arbitrary decénthicoding policy, the same performance
can be achieved by using memoryless stationary team pmlitere specifically, this is accomplished
in two steps. In the first step, it is shown that any achievaate pair can be approximated with the
convex combinations of conditional mutual informationnterwhich are indexed by the past CSIR. In
the second step, the conditional probability distributifiox which these conditional mutual information
terms are a function of, is examined. With the observatian the past CSIR only affects the “controls,”
i.e., memoryless stationary team policies, taking the errwll associated to all possible such controls
completes the converse part. However, as the authors mentifl, Remark 2], for the validity of the
above arguments, it would suffice that the state informatigailable at the decoder contains the one
available at the two transmitters. In this way, the decoderschot need to estimate the coding policies
used in decentralized time-sharing.

For the noisy setup, we need to modify this approach to addounhe fact that the decoder does not
have access to the state information at the encoders, anthéhpast state information does not lead to
a tractable recursion. This difficulty is overcome by shaythat a product form on the team policies
exists in the noisy setup as well.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In SectionHlland IV, we formally state scenarios
(1)-(1b), (2) and (3), respectively, and present the magsulte and several observations. In Section V,

we provide two examples in one of which (the modulo-addif&MAC) we apply the result of [6] and
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get the full capacity region by only considering the tiglsmef the sum-rate capacity. Finally, in Section
VI, we present concluding remarks.

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notationstadom variable will be denoted by an
upper case letteK and its particular realization by a lower case lettef~or a vector, and a positive
integeri, v; will denote thei-th entry ofv, while vy, = (v1,--- ,v;) will denote the vector of the first
entries andy; ;1 = (vi,- -+ ,v;), @ < j will denote the vector of entries betweery of v. For a finite set
A, P(A) will denote the simplex of probability distributions ovdr. Probability distributions are denoted
by P(-) and subscripted by the name of the random variables and tamidg, e.g9.,Py 7v,s(u, t[v, s)
is the conditional probability ofU = w, T = t) given (V = v, S = s). Finally, for a positive integer
n, we shall denote byd(™ .= Uo<sen A° the set ofA-strings of length smaller than. We denote the

indicator function of an evenk' by 1,p,. All sets considered hereafter are finite.

II. AsYMMETRIC CAUSAL NoIsy CSIT AND CoOMPLETECSIR

Consider a two-user memoryless FS-MAC, with two encoders, and two independent message
sourcesW, and W, which are uniformly distributed in the finite se®y, and W,, respectively. The
channel inputs from the encoders aX¢& ¢ X, and X® € &;, respectively, and the channel output is
Y € Y. The channel state process is modeled as a seqyeéhgg; of random variables in some finite
spaceS. The two encoders have access to a causal noisy version sféateeinformationS; at each time
t > 1, modeled byS¢ € S, S? € S, respectively, where the joint distribution ¢§;, S¢, S?) factorizes

as

Py sp.5,(5¢, 5, 5¢) = Psg s, (s¢]51) Psyys, (57]5¢) Ps, (s¢). 1)

We also assume thef; is fully available at the receiver (see Fig. 1) and thas$;, S¢, SP)}12, is a
sequence of independent and identically distributedesipindependent froniW,,, 1W,,). Therefore, we

have that for any: > 1,

[n]?

Pg,, 50, 5t Wi (il 8{s $a)s Was 1) H \W ‘ \W ’Ps 15, (s¢15t) Pays, (s¢]s1) Ps, (s1). )

The channel inputs at time i.e., X{ and X?, are functions of the locally available informatioi’,,, Sﬁ})
and (Wb,Sf’]) respectively. LetW := (W,,W;) and X; := (X7, X?), respectively. Then, the laws
governingn-sequences of state, input and output letters are given by

Py W X 0,800,580, (Y ) [ W Xl 815 805 8Tap) = HPYt|Xg,X§’,St(yt‘x?7xg73t)7 (3)
t=1
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Fig. 1. The multiple-access channel with asymmetric canealy state feedback.

where the channel's transition probability distributid?y;, | x. x» g, (ye|z?, 22, s¢), is given a priori.
Definition 2.1: An (n, 2"« 2nf+) code with block lengthm and rate pairR,, R;) for an FS-MAC

with causal noisy state feedback consists of
(1) A sequence of mappings for each encoder

qﬁt“) (SEX W, = Xy, t=1,2,..n;

&0 SEX W, = Xy, t=1,2, ...
2) An associated decoding function

Y : S XY= Wy X W

The system’s probability of erroP(") is given by

2nRa 2an

Pe(N)_ on(R.+Ry) Z Z Yv[n n])#('wa,wb)’W:W).

wa=1w,=1
A rate pair(R,, Ry) is achievable if for any > 0, there exists, for ath sufficiently large arfn, 2 27F)
code such that log |W,| > R, > 0, Llog(Wy| > R, > 0 and P < ¢. The capacity region of the
FS-MAC, Crg, is the closure of the set of all achievable rate péks, R;,) and the sum-rate capacity
is defined a¥y := max(g, g,)ccrs (Ra + Rb)-

Before proceeding with the main result, we introdunemoryless stationary team policigd and
their associated rate regions. Let the set of all possibietions fromS, to &, andS; to &} be denoted
by T, := X, andT; := X,>, respectively. We shall refer t@,-valued and7;-valued random vectors

as Shannon strategies.
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Definition 2.2: [1] A memoryless stationary (in time) team policy is a family
I ={m = (77 (), 77 (-)) € P(Ta) x P(To)} (4)

of probability distribution pairs ori7,, 7).
For every memoryless stationary team policylet R rs(7) denote the region of all rate paif® =

(Rq, Ryp) satisfying

R, < I(T%Y|T" S) (5)
R, < I(T%Y|T%0S) (6)
Ry+ Ry < I(T*T"%Y|S) 7

where S, T, T® andY are random variables taking valuesSn 7,, 7, and), respectively, and whose

joint probability distribution factorizes as

PS,T“,Tb,Y(Sa ta7 tb7 y) = PS(S)PY\T“,Tb,S(y‘taa tba 3)7-‘.T‘1 (ta)ﬂ—Tb (tb) (8)

LetCiy := E< U RFs(w)> denote the closure of the convex hull of the rate regiBmsg;(7) given by
(5)-(7) associated to all possible memoryless stationeaynt polices as defined in (4). We now present
an inner bound and an outer bound to the capacity region. tter lbound is obtained by providing a
tight converse to the sum-rate capacity.
Theorem 2.1 (Inner Bound ©rs): C;ny C Crs.
The achievability proof follows the standard argumentsowritje-typical n-sequences [27, Section 15.2].
Definition 2.3: [27] Fix integerk > 1. The setA” of e-typical n—sequencei(x[ln], e ,xfn])} with

respect to the distributio®x: ..y« (!, - ,z%) =[], Px:(z?) is defined by
AP = {(x%n],--- k) € X0 X Llog (P(U)) — H(U)| < €YU € {X*, - ,X’f}}

whereu denotes an ordered sequencecm, cee LT

, corresponding td/.
Proof of Theorem 2.1:Fix (R, Ry) € Rps(m

k
[n]
).

Codebook Generation Fix 7. (t*) and 7y (t°). For eachw, € {1,--- ,2"%}, randomly generate its
correspondingl-tupletfn}7%, each according tp[;"_, 77« (¢, ). Similarly, For eachu, € {1,- - , 20y
randomly generate its correspondinguple tl[’n}’wb, each according t§]" , e (tﬁ?,wb). The set of these
codeword pairs form the codebook, which is revealed to tredier while codewordévwl are revealed
to encodet, | = {a, b}.

Encoding Define the encoding functions as follows; (w,) = ¢¢(wq, s‘[li]) =7, (sf) and 2l (wy) =

% (wp, s7) = t7,,,,(s?) wheret{,, and¢? , denote theith componentof?, ~andt}, . respectively,

[n]vwb
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ands¢ and s? denote the last components q;f} and sf[’ﬂ, respectively; = 1,--- ,n. Therefore, to send

the messages, andw;, we simply transmit the correspondimg] andt? respectively.

[n],wy

Decoding After receiving(y,,,, ] ), the decoder looks for the only pdin,, w;) such tha(t tb

[n],we? “[n],we

»Y[n)» S[n)) @re jointly e—typical and declares this pair as its estimaie,, ).
Error Analysis Without loss of generality, we can assume that, w,) = (1,1) was sent. An error oc-
curs, if the correct codewords are not typical with the reegisequence or there is a pair of incorrect code-

words that are typical with the received sequence. DefineetlemitsE,, 3= { s Yin), Spy) €

b
[n o T,

A}, e {1,--- 2"} andB € {1,--- , 27"}, Then, by the union bound we get

Pl = P(Ef, | Eap)

(a,8)#£(1,1)
< P(E{))+ Y. P(Eap)+ >, P(Eap)+ > P(Eap) 9)
a=1,6#1 a#1,8=1 a#1,8#1

WhereEi1 denotes the complement set Bf ;. It can easily be verified thatY;, S;, T}, Tb 2, is an

i.i.d. sequence and by [27, Theorem 15.231Ei1) — 0 asn — oco. Next, let us consider the second

term
Z P(Eazl,ﬁ;él) = Z P((T[CrLL],17]j[I;LLﬁ7Y*[n}7S[n]) S A?)
a=1,8#1 a=1,5#1

(@) b a

= Z Z PT[bn] (t[n])PTﬁLPY'[n]’S[n] (t[npy[TL]J S[TL])
a=1,BF1 (t2 1,80 1,Yin]s5[n) ) EAD

< Z ’An’2 n[H(T?)— 6]2—n[H(Ta,Y,S)—E} (10)
a=1,#1

< onRug—n[H(T*)+H(T*Y,S)—H(T*,T",Y,5)—3¢]

(i) 2n[Rb_I(Tb7Y‘S7TG‘)—3E] (11)

where(7) holds since for3 # 1, T[l;d is independent o(T Y, Spnp) @nd (i) follows sinceT” and

[n],1°
(T2, S) are independent anH{T?; Y, 7%, S) = I(T?% 7%, S) + (T Y|T?,S) = I(T*Y|T%,S), where
I(T% T, S) = 0. Following the same steps fgr # 1,3 = 1) and (a # 1,8 # 1) we get
Z P(E, 3) < 2nlfa=I(T*Y|T?,8)=3¢] Z P(E,g) < 2n[ReatRo=I(TT"Y]S)=3¢] (12)
a#1,6=1 a#1,6#1
and the rate conditions of th pg(7) imply that each term tends in (9) tends to zeronas» oo. This

shows the achievability of a rate pdiR,, R;) € Rrs(m). Achievability of any rate pair i€y follows

from a standard time-sharing argument. |
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10

Let
Cour = {(RaaRb) ER* xRT:R,+ Ry < sup I(Ta>Tb;Y|5)}>
wra (84) T (1°)
whereRR™ is the set of positive reals.
Theorem 2.2 (Outer Bound ©rgs): Crs C Cour.
As a consequence of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, we have the fofavairollary which can be thought of as
an extension of [12, Theorem 4] to the case where the encbdees correlated CSI.
Corollary 2.1:
C5¥ = sup (T, T%Y]S). (13)
mra (E) o (°)
Proof of Theorem 2.2:We need to show that all achievable rates satisfy
Ry+ Ry < sup  I(T*,T%Y]9),
mra (£*) s (£°)
i.e., a converse for the sum-rate capacity. Following [é{, |

€ H(e)
1—610g‘y’+1—6.

1
Oy = EPS[t—l] (1) and 77(6) = (14)

Observe thatim._,on(e) = 0 and
1
Z a“ = E Z Z Ps[t—l] (lu’) = 17
HES™M) 1<t<n peS¢t-1
whereS™ andS—1) are the sets of alf-strings of lengthn and (t — 1), respectively.
First recall that\v¢ > 1, X2 = ¢\ (Wa,Sﬁ}) — o (Wa,Sﬁ_lpsf) and X} = ¢.” (Wb,Sf’ﬂ) =
Eb) (Wb,Sf’t_l],Sf>. Then, we can define the Shannon strate@ig¢s: 7, and 7} € 7, by putting, for

everys, € S, ands, € S,
a a a b
Ti(s0) = 0 (War St_ypisa) s Tsw) i= 67 (Wo Sh_ypon) (15)

We now show that the sum of any achievable rate pair can beéewriéis the convex combinations
of conditional mutual information terms which are indexeg the realization of past complete state
information.

Lemma 2.1:LetT¢ € T, andT} € T, be the Shannon strategies induceobﬁtﬁ)‘i) and¢§b), respectively,
as shown in (15). Assume that a rate p&ir= (R,, R;), with block lengthn > 1 and a constant
e € (0,1/2), is achievable. Then,

Ro+ Ry < > (T, TP Vil Sh, Spe—yy = 1) + n(e). (16)
pneSm)
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11
Proof: Let T, := (T, T?). By Fano’s inequality, we get
H(W|Y}n), Spp) < H(€) + elog(Wal[W5l).- (17)
Observing that
I(W; Yy, Spp) = H(W) = H(W Y, Spyp)

= log(IWallWs|) — H(W Y]y, Spy)- (18)

Combining (17) and (18) gives

(1 =€) log([WalWel) < I(W; Y}, Spy) + H{(e)

and

1 1 1
Ry + Ry < Elog(|Wa||Wb|) <T"<n (I(W; Y}y, Spy) + H(e)) - (19)

Furthermore,
Z [H (Yy, S| Sp—1y, Yi—1) — H (Y2, S W, Spp_1p, Yie—1)]

t=1
= Y [HYSy, Yiy) — HYW. Sy, Yy y)]
t=1
(i)
> [HMYiISy) — HYiIW, Spy, Yie—y), T)]
t=1

I(W; Y}, Sy)

—~
.
~

n

= > [HYiS) — H(Y|S, )]

t=1
= Y I(Ty;Yi[Sy) (20)
t=1
where(3) is implied by (2), in(ii) Ty := (T2, T7) are Shannon strategies whose realizations are mappings
tt: 8¢ — X} for i = {a,b} and thus(ii) holds since conditioning reduces entropy. Finally;) follows

since

a 4b
Py W, 8,811y, Yien, 7,10 (Yt IW, Sty S[p—1]s Ye—1]» T )

_ a b ja 4b a b
= Z Py,s,,50,50,10 10 (Yt|st, 875 87, t¢ 1)) Pa sv1s, (815 8¢ |st)

s¢,8¢
= Pyys, o0 (Welse, tf,]) (21)

where the first equality is verified by (3) and (2), where= ti(s}) for i = {a,b}. At this point, it

is worth to note that by (21), one can remo¥g_;; from (20) in the conditioning. However, we will
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12

H{(e)

soon observe why it is crucial to keep it when we prove the pecodorm. Now, lety(e) := =0 and
combining (19)-(20) gives
1
Ro+ Ry < —log([Wa[[Wy])
1 1L I
< T—<n I(T{, T YalSpy) | + x(e) + (n = 1)x(e)
t=1
(a) 1 1 " a b e 1 - a b
< 1—en 2 I(T; th§Yt|S[t}) +n(e) — 1 —en ;I(Tt >Tt§Yt|S[t])
1 n
= Y NI TEYiSy) +n(e) (22)
t=1
where (a) is valid sincel (T}, T7; Y;|Sy) < log |V|. Furthermore,
T, ThYilSy) =n Y e (T8 TP YilSt, Sy = ), (23)
peSE-1
and substituting the above into (22) yields (16). [ |

Note that, for any > 1, I(T#, T}; Y;| S, S(i—1) = p) is a function of the joint conditional distribution of
channel states;, inputs7?, T? and outputy; given the past realizatiof,_,; = p). Hence, to complete
the proof of the outer bound, we need to show that 1v v, s,i5,_,, (t®,t*,y, s|u) factorizes as in (8).
This is done in the lemma below. In particular, it is crucialdbserve that the knowledge of the past

state at the decode$;;_;), is enough to provide a product form @rf and7?. Let

T4 (1) = {wa : 6" (war s%_y = pa) = 19}, Y4, (#) = {wy : 67 (wy, s,y = ) =17} (24)

and
e (19) = Z 1 Wub(tb) — Z 1
Ta . W bl Tb M W )
Wl (Wl
wa€Ta_(t2) w, €Y, ()
T (tY) = Y wh () Pes s, (alw),
Ha
() = ZWéf?(tb)Psftfl”s[t,u(Mb\ﬂ% (25)
Hb

where i, andpy, denote particular realizations 61&_1} and Sf’t_u, respectively.

Lemma 2.2:For everyl <t <n andu € S~ !, the following holds
Pre vy, 8,050 o (% 10y, sl1) = Ps(s)Py g e 1o (yls, t )l (t%)wh, (1) (26)
Proof: Let S:= (S, S¢, SP) ands:= (s, s?, s?). Observe that

a 4b a 4b
PTtavTr,bv}/:‘,yst‘S[t—l] (t ’t ,y,S‘ILL) = Z Z PS,TtavTr,ljvyt‘S[t—l] (S’t 7t 7y’M)
s¢eSe sbeSh
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= Y > Prisrem WISt ) Pspe s, (S 800)  (27)

s¢ES® sbeSh
where the second equality is shown in (21). Let us now consigetermPs 7. 735, ., (S, 1%, t*|u) above.

We have the following

PS,Tt“,Ttb‘S[tfl] (87 taa tb’M)

a 4b
D 2 2D Pwsy st psme sy (W tas b S 1 £ n)

W EWo W €EWL Ha b

@ PS(S) Z Z ZZPW,Sﬁ—l]vs[btfl]’Ttathb‘S[tfl](W’Ma”ub7ta’tb"u)

Wa EWo wp €W Ha  Hb

(i2)
=B D D DD Mume . ey PWSySyision (W s nl1)

Wa EWo Wp €W Ha b

(ii) 1 1
= B X 2 2D Yumgtwm, = b T TV S0t (Has £ 11)

W EWo Wp €W, Ha b

= Ps(s)> Pse 180y (Halpt) > Py 1501 (1)
Ma Hb

1 1
Z |Wa|1{ta:¢£“)(wa,ua>} Z —|Wb|1{tb:¢§b)(wb,ub)}

Wo EWg wpEWS

(v) 1 1
= 59 ZPSE‘«fl]‘S[‘*U D) Z Wl ZPS@—U‘S[**”(MM#) Z W

Lo waeTe_(to) 1 wy €YY ()
(’l)’l) a a b
= Ps(s) Z Psa 180 (palp)re () Z Pst 180y (i |p)hs ()

Ha Hb
(vid) a
=" Ps(s)mh. () 7k, (17) (28)

where(i) is due to (2) and (15):) is valid by (15),(éi7) is due to (2),(iv) is valid by (1) and (15)(v)
is valid due to (24) andvi) — (vii) is valid due to (25). Substituting (28) into (27) proves teenima.
[
We can now complete the proof of Theorem 2.2. With Lemma 2i% ghown that the sum of any
achievable rate pair can be approximated by the convex cwatibns of rate conditions given in (7)
which are indexed by: € S™ and satisfy (8) for joint state-input-output distributioriMore explicitly,
we have

Ro+ Ry < ) ouI(T7, TP Y|y, Sy = 1) + n(e)
peS™

= ) %I(Tta>Ttb;mst)w;a(ta)n;b(tb)+77(€)
neS )
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< sup (T, Ttb; Yi|Sy) + n(e)
(wha (to)mhe, (8), 1)

< sup I(Tta7 Ttb; YZ|St) + 77(6)7
(mpa (t¢) e (t°)€ID)

whereI(Tt“,Ttb;Yt\St)W;a(ta)ﬂ;b(tb) denotes the mutual information induced by the product itigtion
7. (t")7%, (t*) and the second step is valid sinE€l, T}; V3| Sy, S—1) = p) is a function of the joint
conditional distribution of channel stag, inputs7?, T and outpuf; given the past realizatiofb,_; =
1). Hence, sincéim._,o n(e) = 0, any achievable pair satisfiés,+ Ry, < supy.,., (o)r,, 1) L (T T, Y|S).
[

Having achievability and converse proof in hand, we can noovée Corollary 2.1.

Proof of Corollary 2.1: We need to show that (R,, Ry) € Crny achieving (13). We follows steps
akin to [27, p.535] where discrete memoryless MACs are camed. Let us fixrr. (t%) 7 (t°) and

consider the rate constraints givendipy
I(T%Y|T" S) = H(T|T° S)— H(T|T"Y,S)=H(T% — H(T*/T"Y,S) (29)
(T Y|T*,S) = H(T°|T% S) - H(T°|T*Y,S)=H(T" — H(T*/T%Y,S) (30)
and
(T, 1%Y|S) = H(T* T — H(T*TY,S)
= H(T*)+ H(T") — H(T*|T"Y,S) — H(T"|Y,S), (31)

where (29), (30) and (31) are valid sin@& andT® are independent of each other and independent of
S. Observe now that for anyr. (t*)mp (t°), I(T%Y|T®, S) + (T Y|T?,S) > I(T*,T*Y|S) since
H(TY,S) > H(T®|T*Y,S). Therefore, the sum-rate constraint@py is always active and hence,
there exist{ R, Ry) € Crn achieving (13). [ |

We now present a number of remarks.

Remark 2.1:0ne essential step in the proof of Theorem 2.2 is that, oncbave the complete CSlI,
conditioning on which allows a product form @ff and 7", there is no loss of optimality (for the sum-
rate capacity) in using associated memoryless team pslini&ead of using all the past information at
the receiver.

Remark 2.2:For the validity of Corollary 2.1, it is crucial to have theopluct form on(7¢,7%). If
this is not the case, we would get th&{T*; Y |T%, S) + I[(T% Y |T%,S) = H(T%T®) + H(T*T*) —
H(T®|T®Y,S)— H(T*T*Y,S) andI(T;Y|S) = H(T*T%) +H(T?)— H(T*T"Y,S)— H(TY,S).
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Therefore, it is possible to get an obsolete sum-rate cainstin C;; and hence, achievability aﬁ?s is
not guaranteed.

Remark 2.3:The main difference between the problem that we considex &ed the one considered
in [1] is the encoders’ information at the decoder. More &by, in [1], the information at the encoders
are available at the decoder. From this perspective, th@ e@itribution of the result of this section
can be thought as showing that when the decoder has no kngevtefdencoders’ CSl, by enlarging the
input space, there is no loss of optimality (for the sum-gatpacity) if the optimization is performed by

ignoring the past CSI at the encoders given that the decaecbmplete CSI.

A. Asymmetric Causal Noisy CSIT and Noisy CSIR

In many practical applications, CSI first needs to be estohdly the receiver, such as using training
methods, and then the receiver feeds back this informatiothé transmitters. This motivates us to
consider a scenario where the decoder is first provided wiikynCSI (where the noise models the
estimation error) and then, it feeds back this noisy CSI ahcoders thorough independent but noisy
feedback links as shown in Fig. 2, whefé, and N, denote independent noise processes. The two
encoders have causal noisy versions of the state informatiat each timet > 1, S¢ € S,, S? € S;,
respectively, and the decoder has access to noisy CSI atttisfec S,. Based on the physical setup,

the joint distribution of(S,, S¢, 57, ST) satisfies
Pss g0 s7.5.(5¢ 5, 81, 51) = Pag)sy (st157) Psyy sy (sf|7) Ps, 7 (st ) Psy (7). (32)
We also assume that the channel is memoryless (i.e., (3shaltd that

a b r
Ps[n],s[an],sf st Wa,Wb(S[n]>3[n}73[n]>3[n}awa>wb)

n]? n]?
1 1
————Pogagr
ALl 51

n

(s7157) Py sy (s7157) Ps, 1 (50, 87)- (33)

We first provide inner and outer bounds on the capacity regimhan expression for the sum-rate capacity,
akin to Theorems 2.1, 2.2 and Corollary 2.1, respectivehgnvthe feedback links are noisy. In the next
subsection, by assuming that the CSITs are asymmetricndi@istic functions of CSIR we obtain the
full capacity region.

A code can be defined as in Definition 2.1, exceptS x V" — W, x W, Pe("), achievable rates
and the capacity regiortys, are defined similarly. The sum-rate capacity is denote«f%y. We also

keep Definition 2.2 and slightly change the associated eg@n.
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b
U

St
W Encoder | X!
o1 (Wa, S8) i
— Channel Y Decoder —4—
— P(Yt’Xgﬂth?St) ¢(Yv[n}75{n]) Wb
Sy
Wh Encoder

(b)

t (Wbﬂsﬁ]) th

St

Jan
TNb
Fig. 2. The multiple-access channel with causal noisy C3id @oisy CSIR.

For every memoryless stationary team policyefined in (2.2), lefR ys(7) denote the region of all

rate pairsk = (R,, Ry) satisfying

R, < I(T%Y|T® 8S7) (34)
R, < I(T%Y|T% S") (35)
R.+ Ry < I(T%TY|S") (36)

whereS”, 7%, T* andY are random variables taking valuesSp, 7,, 7, and), respectively and whose

joint probability distribution factorizes as
Psr ooy (87, t%, 8%, y) = Pse (") Py e 1o 5 (y[t*, 17, 87) e (%) s (£). (37)

Let Cry == E(Uﬂ RNS(W)> denotes the closure of the convex hull of the rate regiBnrg;(7) given
by (34)-(36) associated to all possible memoryless tearitipslas defined in (4).

Remark 2.4:It should be observed that once we have the Markov propef); (Be setup with noisy
CSIR described above is no more general then the setup witiplete CSIR. This is because, one can
define an equivalent channel with conditional output prdigb

P;(‘ZXQ7Xb7S7~(y‘xaawba Sr) = ZPYLX“,Xb,S(y‘xa?xb? S)PS|ST(S‘ST) (38)
s€eS

which follows from (33). With (38), the noisy CSIR problemduees to the complete CSIR problem
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since we can now define a new channel with sigteand

Py sp.57 (8,50, 57) = Pops; (s815%) Py (4]55) Py (s5).
Hence, the proofs of the corollaries below follow directtgrh the complete CSIR case.
Corollary 2.2 (Inner Bound t&€xs): Crn C Cns.
Corollary 2.3 (Outer Bound t@ys): Cns € Cour, Where

Cout = {(RmRb) ER"XxRT:R,+ Ry < sup I(Ta,Tb;Y!ST)}-

mra (t)7re (°)

Corollary 2.4:

Cr.= sup  I(T%T"Y|S"). (39)

o (£)m20 ()

This corollary indicates the fact that even if we have noiSI; Shannon strategies are still optimal for

the sum-rate capacity as long as conditioning on the pasR@®kes a product form on these strategies.

B. CSITs are Deterministic Functions of CSIR:Causal and-Sansal Cases

Since the computation of optimal strategies in Corolla@ek and 2.4 requires an optimization over
extended input alphabets, it is worth to consider the caséhioh optimization can be performed over the
input alphabetsY, and &;,. The usual approach is to assume that the transmitters ltaessto partial
(through a deterministic function such as a quantizerestafbrmation at the decoder. In particular, let
St = f{(Sr), whereft: S, — S;, i = {a,b}.

The equivalent channel defined in (38) shows that the caesab ©f this problem is no more general
than [1]. Hence, the main contribution of this subsectiotoiprovide a single letter characterization for
the capacity region for the non-causal case. The expressiows that the result of [1] also holds for
non-causal coding.

We keep the channel codes definition identical for the caasdl non-causal cases, except for the
non-causal case we ha\kﬁf;i) (SPX W = A i ={a,b}, t=1,--- ,n.

Let C]%S and C]%'S denote the capacity region for the causal and non-causabcasspectively. We
need to modify Definition 2.2 in order to take the current Q8biaccount.

Definition 2.4: A memoryless stationary (in time) team policy is a family

I = {7 = (mejse 1) mxnse CL(T)) ) € P(X) x P() ) (40)
For everyr defined in (40),72%5(7?) denotes the region of all rate paifs= (R,, R;) satisfying
R, < I(X%Y|X% 8" (41)
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Ry, < I(X%Y|Xx% 587 (42)
R.+ Ry, < I(X* X°Y|ST) (43)

where 5™, X%, X andY are random variables taking values$h, X,, &, and ), respectively, and
whose joint probability distribution factorizes as
Psr xo x0y(s",2% 2", y)
= Ps-(s")Py|xa x50 (ylz®, 2%, ") x50 (2] F2 (7)) x50 (2P £2(57)). (44)
Let E(Uﬁ R%s(w)> denote the closure of the convex hull of the rate regi@%s(ﬁ) given by
(41)-(43) associated to all possible memoryless statjoteam polices as defined in (40).

Theorem 2.3:C%, = Cg = E(Uﬁ R%S(ﬂ-)>'

For the achievability proof, see [1, Section Ill] and obgetlvat any rate which is achievable with causal
CSl is also achievable with non-causal CSI. For the convarsef of the non-causal case see Appendix
A. The proof for the non-causal case is realized by obserthag there is no loss of optimality if not
only the past, as shown in [1], but also the future CSlI is igdagiven that the receiver is provided with
complete CSI.

It should be noted that the causal result can be thought ohasx&nsion of [5, Propositon 1] to a
multi-user case and the non-causal case is also considerdd®, Theorem 3] where inner and outer
bounds are provided.

Remark 2.5:Following [1, Remark 1], it is worth to emphasize that for #igove argument to work,
it is crucial that the past and future state realizations affect the team policies and that the state
information available at the decoder contains the one aviglat the two transmitters.

In particular, the latter fact plays a role in the converset pé& the coding theorem by enabling the
decoder to ignore the past channel outputs, given that thangt is memoryless, without any loss of
optimality.

Let us investigate this remark via considering the setupdatign 1l in order to observe that for the
non-causal case the optimality of Shannon strategies drguavanteed. Recall that, we have

I(W; Y, Spy) < Z [H(Y3|Sp, Y1) — H(YVi W, Sy, Y1), Ty)| (45)
t=1

whereT; := (T¢, T?). Consider now the right hand side of (45) and observe that
Py, W, S0 Yoo 1o 10 (YW, S[)s Y1), B t7)

_ a b ja ;b a b
= E P}Q\St,Sg,Sf,T,a,Ttb(yt\SuSt,Stﬂft,tt)PSg,sg?m,,l],St(St73t’y[t—1],3t)7

a ob
S¢,5¢
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and therefore, the past channel outputs cannot be ignomsghlRhat in the causal setup the conditional

probability Pga se1y;, s, (s s§|y[t_1], s¢) is independent of past channel outputs.

IIl. ASYMMETRIC DELAYED, ASYMMETRIC NoOISY CSIT AND CoMPLETE CSIR

Consider the problem defined in Section Il where the two eaptiave accesses to asymmetrically
delayed, where delays atg > 1 andd, > 1, respectively, and noisy versions of the state information
S; at each timef > 1, modeled bySy , € S,, S7_,, € Sy, respectively. The rest of the channel model
is identical and hence, (1), (2) and (3) are valid throughbatsection. We also assume tifatis fully

available at the receiver. A code can be defined as in DefinRid, except now
Ea) (Sl W, 5 X, t=1,2,..m;
(b) . ot—dy _ 1
¢ ST X Wy = A, t=1,2,..n.

Let Cpy denote the capacity region of the delayed setup.
In the main result of this section the team policies are campoof probability distributions on the
channel inputs rather than Shannon strategies.

Definition 3.1: A memoryless stationary (in time) team policy is a family

= {7 = (mx(), T () € P(X?) x P(A") }. (46)

For every memoryless stationary team poliey R pn(7) denotes the region of all rate paifg =
(Rq, Ry) satisfying

R, < I(X%Y|X’S) (47)
R, < I(X%Y|Xx%5) (48)
R+ Ry, < I(X* X"Y|9) (49)

whereS, X, X andY are random variables taking valuesSn X, xX* and), respectively and whose

joint probability distribution factorizes as
Ps xo xvy (s,2%, 2%, y) = Ps(s) Py |xe xv s(yla®, a°, s)mxa (2%)mx0 (2°). (50)

Let E(LL~T RDN(fr)> denotes the closure of the convex hull of the rate regiBnsy(7) given by

(47)-(49) associated to all possible memoryless statjoteam polices as defined in (46).
Obviously, whend;, > t, 1 = a,bthen X{ = ¢! (W,) and X} = ¢\* (W}).
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Fig. 3. Cooperative multiple-access channel with noisyesteedback.

Theorem 3.1.Cpy = E(Uﬁ Rpn(7) ).

Achievability can be shown by random coding arguments. Rerdonverse, see Appendix B.

Remark 3.1 (Strictly Causal CaseyWhend, = d, = 1, Theorem 3.1 is the capacity region of the
setup with strictly causal CSITs. In [14] and [16], achieleatate regions are provided for the case when
the channel is driven by two independent states (with no £SMhen the encoders have strictly causal
CSI (not noisy/not asymmetric), the authors proposed aregiich is based on sending a compressed
version of the state information available at the encodetbé decoder. Theorem 3.1 verifies that since
the full CSl is available at the receiver and since the deccddes not need to access the current CSI at

the encoders, there exists no loss of optimality if the pafstrimation at the encoders are ignored.

IV. COOPERATIVEFS-MAC wITH Noisy CSIT

We now consider the last scenario of the paper. Assume a commessage is provided to both
encoders and one of the encoders has its own private megssgiane further that the encoder with the
private message causally observes noisy state informatioereas the encoder with the common message
only observes noisy state information with deldy > 1. Let the common and the private messages be
W, andW,, respectively, ancﬂﬁ_da], d, > 1, ande’t] denote the CSI at encodey b, respectively, where

(1, S¢, St) satisfies (1) and (2). Hencel = ¢ (Wa, Si_, ) and X} = 6" (Wa, Wi, Sh); see Fig.
3. LetCc denote the capacity region for this channel. Recall fhat leb.

Definition 4.1: A memoryless stationary (in time) team policy is a family

A

= {7? = (mxeqo (")) € P(X?) x P(Tb)} (51)
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of probability distributions on( X, 75).

Let for every7, Rc(7) denote the region of all rate paif8 = (R,, R) satisfying
R, < I(TY|X%S) (52)
R+ Ry < I(X*,T%Y|S) (53)

whereS, X¢, T andY are random variables taking valuesSn X, 7, and), respectively and whose

joint probability distribution factorizes as
PS7Xa7Tb’Y(S, l’a, tb, y) = PS(S)PY‘XQ7Tb’S(y|xa, tb, S)ﬂ-Xa7Tb (SL’CL, tb). (54)

Let@( U- Rc(fr)> denotes the closure of the convex hull of the rate regi®p$7) given by (52) and
(53) associated to all possible memoryless stationary fgalines as defined in (51).

Theorem 4.1:Cc = E( U= Rc(ﬁ)>.
See Appendix C for the proof.

Remark 4.1:Theorem 4.1 shows that when the common message encoder hasess to the current
noisy CSI (since the delay, > 1), by enlarging the optimization space of the other encodarShannon
strategies, the past CSI can be ignored without loss of @flitiyrif the decoder is provided with complete
CSl.

One important observation to be made in the cooperativeasiteis that we do not require a product
form on the pair(X?, T?%) (see (54)). In connection with this observation, let us aersthe following
noisy CSIR setup.

Let the encoder with the private message causally obseligg state information, whereas the encoder
with the common message has no CSI, ¥, = ¢\ (W,) andX? = ¢\") (W,, W}, Sf’t
also has access to noisy CSI at timeS] € S,; see Fig. 4. Letfg denote the capacity region for this

}), and the decoder

setup. Let for every memoryless stationary team poficgtefined in (51),Rg(fr) denote the region of

all rate pairsRk = (R,, Ry) satisfying,
Ry, < I(T*Y|X%S") (55)
R+ Ry < I(X%T%Y|S") (56)

whereS”, X, T? andY are random variables taking valuesSp, X,, 7, and), respectively and whose

joint probability distribution factorizes as

Psr,Xa’Tb’y(Sr, .Z'a, tb7 y) = PSr (ST)PY|Xa7Tb7S7‘(y’wa, tb, ST)T(Xa’Tb (m“, tb). (57)
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Fig. 4. Cooperative multiple-access channel with noisyTC&id CSIR.

Letm( U R@(ﬁ)) denotes the closure of the convex hull of the rate regi®fi$7) given by (55) and
(56) associated to all possibieas defined in (51).
Theorem 4.2.C§ = m( Ux R@(ﬁ)).
Proof: The achievability proof is identical to that of Theorem 4Converse proof is also similar
and therefore, we only provide a sketch. In particular, oles¢he following lines of equations for the

converse proof of the condition oR;:

I(WbaYv[n}vs(n}) < I(WbaYv[an{n”Wa)

H (Y2, 71871 Y1), Wa) = H(Ye, STISE_y, Yoo, Was Wi

H
Il
—

I=
(]

H (Vi1 Sy Yo, Wa) = H YVl Sfy, Y1y, Was W)

W
Il
—_

I
M:

H(YilSfy Yo, Was X7) = BV}, Y1), W W, X0)|

H
Il
—

INE
NE

H(Yi|Sfy, X¢) = H (Y| Spy, Vi1, Wy Wo, X2, T7)|

W
Il
—_

B
)=

H(Yi|Spy, X¢) — H(Yi|Spy, X7, 77)|

H
Il
—

I
M:

I(Ttb§ Y| XE, ﬁ}) (58)

W
Il
—

where (i) follows since state is i.i.d., wherg’ is the Shannon strategy induced by encddat time ¢

as shown in (113), angi) is valid since conditioning reduces entropy, ad) is valid since state is
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i.i.d. and can be shown along the similar lines as (121). Heone can directly obtain that

Ry < > a I(THYiIXE,S), Sh g = pe) + () (59)
pe €S

R+ Ry <Y o I(X{ T YAST, STy = ) + m(e) (60)
e €S

whereay,, := %PS{H] (ur) @andn(e) is given in (14). We now need to show that the joint distribati
Pxa 10 y,.5715% (x,1",y, 5" |1r) satisfies (57). Let’, . (z%,1") = Pxa 1yis, (z®,t°|ur) and observe
that

b
ng,TtﬂYhSﬂS[T (xaﬂf Y, ST‘Mr)

t—1]

b/ b b b
= E E Py, 1xp xp,5. (2% 17(57), ) Psp 5,5, (s, 51, 8") Pxp sy, (2% 8 | o)
S?GSZ’ $t€S

= ﬂ'/;(aj*b (‘Taa tb)PS{(ST)PYAX;’,TE’,S{(yywaa tba ST) (61)
where the first equality is verified by (3) and by the fact th&f, 7)) is independent ofS;, S, S7). =

Remark 4.2:1t should be observed that unlike Theorem 4.1 and resulthénptevious sections, for
the validity of Theorem 4.2, it is not required to have a Markmndition onPShS?,S;(st,sg,s;‘) such
as the one given in (32). Furthermore, the result also holtsmwo CSIT, i.e.,S, = () is allowed, and in
this case Theorem 4.2 is as an extension of [18, Theorem 4htuisy setup.

Note that for the setup given in [18, Theorem 4], Theorem 4d¥iges an equivalent characterization.
Recall that in [18, Theorem 4] the informed encoder has fdl,Ge., X} = Eb)(Wa, W, Sy ), both the
uniformed encoder and the decoder has no CSI and the capegion,C4gs, is given as the closure of
all rate pairs(R,, Ry) satisfying

R, < IU;Y|X?) (62)
Ry+R, < I(UX*":Y) (63)
for some joint measure o8 x X, x A}, x Y x U having the form
Py xa xv s(ylz?, b, S)PXb\U,Xa,S(ZL"bW x%,8)Ps(s)Pxa y(z®, u), (64)
where|U| < |S||XL]|X| + 1. On the other hand, for this setup, Theorem 4.2 gives theocigpagion,
C%s, as@<ufr R'C(fr)> whereR(#) denotes the region of all rate paifs= (R,, R;) satisfying
R, < I(T;Y|X?) (65)

Ro+ R, < I(T,X%Y) (66)
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where Py 1 xa xv s(y,t, 2%, 2%, 5) factorizes as
PY'Xa’Xb’S(y‘xa7 .Z'b, S)PXHS’T(I'I)’S, t)Ps(S)ﬁ'Xa’T((L'a, t), (67)

andT : S — AX,.

Although the relation between an auxiliary variable andriloa strategies is well understood for the
single-user case (e.g., see [22, Section 3.2]), we bellefeitt requires more attention in the multi user
case; in particular, note the difference betwéighand |7|. Hence, we provide a proof f(ﬂ?s = Cyg,
see Appendix D.

We conclude this section with the following remark.

Remark 4.3:For the validity of converse proof of Theorem 4.2 it is cruiciaat X;* only depends on

W,. To be more explicit, let us assunse = () and consider the following steps of the converse

I(WyiYi) <> HY[Yjo1), Xfoy) = HOVYjeo1j, Wa, W, X1ty T7)
t=1

= Y HiYjoy, Xp)) — HY[ Yoy, X7, T7). (68)
t=1
Since S, is not available to the decoder, the above equality is valahd only if X[‘jﬂ does not provide

any information aboutS;. Hence, in other words, whether CSITs are noisy or not, ifehe no CSI
or noisy CSI at the decoder, the arguments above would faliléfuninformed encoder observes some

degree of CSI, i.ed, < oo SO thatX&] carry some information aboys;, S?, S7).

V. EXAMPLES

We present two examples. In the first example we discuss #te dependent modulo-additive MAC
with noisy CSIT and complete CSIR (as in Section Il) and shioat the proposed inner and outer bounds
are tight and yield the capacity region. In the second examwel consider the problem defined in Section

[I-B where the channel is a binary multiplier MAC with stateibg an interference sequence.

A. Modulo-Additive FS-MAC with Noisy CSIT and Complete CSIR

Recall that both the achievable regions and the sum-ratacitégs of Sections Il and II-A are given in
terms of Shannon-strategies. Hence, their computatianinesgan optimization over an extended space of
the input alphabet to a space of strategies and is often hafagt, very few explicit solutions exist even
in the single-user case. In [6] symmetric, modulo-addjtaiagle-user finite-state channel with complete

CSIT is considered and a closed-form solution for the capdsi derived. Based on this result, we
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now consider the modulo-additive FS-MAC with asymmetrigsgdCSIT and show that for the sum-rate
capacity, the optimal set of strategies has uniform distidiim. This enable us to determine the entire
capacity region by observing that under the uniform distidn both inner and outer bounds are tight.

To be more explicit, we consider a two-user FS-MAC in whicle tthannel noise, defined by a
process{Z;},, is correlated with the state process. The channel is giye¥i b= X¢ © X° ® Z where
X, =& =Y=2={0,---,¢— 1} and Z, is conditionally independent dfX*, X*®) given the states
and in the sequel addition (and subtraction) is understodaet performed mod- Assume further that
we have the setup of Section Il. The following theorem is tremmresult of this example and can be
though as an extension of [6, Theorem 1] to a noisy multi-sedting.

Theorem 5.1:The capacity region of the modulo-additive FS-MAC definead\abis given by the

closure of the rate pair€R,, R;) satisfying
R, <logq— Hpin
Ry <logq — Huyin
R, + Ry < logq — Huin (69)

where Hyin := ming. o H(Z + t%(S?) + t°(S?)|S).

Proof: First, recall the rate condition given in Theorem 2.2;
R,+Ry, < H(Y|S)—H(Y|T*T"S). (70)

The sketch of the proof is to first determine the optimal distions oft¢,¢*, the distributions achieving
the sum-rate capacity, and then concluding with the fact these distributions yield the same inner
bound. Let us first conside (YT, T°, S). Clearly, Py |x. x» s(y|z®, 2%, s) = Py s(y —2* — 2°|s) and
H(Y|T*,T® S) > min. » H(Y|T® =1, T" = t*, 5). Observe that

PY|T“,Tb,S(y‘ta7tb7s) = Z PY|T“,Tb,Sa,Sb,S(y‘taatbaSaaSbas)PSa,Sb|S(Saa3b’3)
s%,sb
= > Pys(Z =y —1(s") = t(s")[s) Pse s05(s%, ")
s%,8°
= Pziie(sa)see(s)s(yls). (71)

where the second step is valid singeis conditionally independent ofS¢, S®) given S. Therefore,
H(Y|T* =t T = *,8) = H(Z +t(S?) + t*(S®)|S). Let (t**,**) be two mappings frons, to X,
andS;, to &;, for which H(Y|T® = t**, T® = t**| S) = Hy,;,. Now, by Corollary 2.1, we have

Cgs = sup H(Y‘S) - H(Y‘TaaTb7S):|

mra (t)mre ()
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< sup H(Y|S) — Hpin, (72)
mra (E) s (1°)
and we now determine the polici¢sr. (t*), t* € T} and{r7+(t*), t* € T} achieving the supremum

above. Let us first define the following class of strategies
75 = {t2}, wheret2(s®) =t"(s*)+7, 7=1,--- ,q (73)
T = {t’}, wheret’(s®) =t"(s®) -7, 7=1,--- ,q. (74)
It should be noted thafl (V|7 = t™*,T* = t**,S) = H(Y|T* = t&,T® = 2, S) since H(Y|T® =
9, TP =14 S) = H(Z 4+ t*(5%) +t*(S%)|S). Note thatH (Y|S) < log |)| = log ¢, but if we choosel™

and 7% uniformly distributed within7,* and 7,*, respectively (with zero mass on strategies nofjh

and7,*), we would get

—~

i) 1
Pyslyls) = > > Y PY|Tb,Tb,5a,Sb,s(y|ta,tb,Sa,Sbjs)?PSa,sHs(Sa’Sb|3)

sa,sbte €T b e

= ZPSaSb‘Ss sbsq Z ZPZ\S — 1%(s*) — t"(s")]s)

5%,8P teeTr theTyr

()

= Z Psa’sb‘s(sa S Z 1
sa,sb t‘IGT*

@ 2 (75)
q

where (i) valid sinceT® andT? are uniformly distributed(ii) is due to (74) (i.e., follows from the fact
thatt® € 7;* traces all possible values ¢f) and finally, (iii) is valid since|7;*| = ¢. Therefore, we get

that Cz;s = log g — Hyin Which is achieved by
1 1
T (1%) = pt Vit e T, mp(t®) = pt Vil e T (76)

Let us now consider the inner bound. In particular, we neeshtaw that the sets of policies in (76) give

H(Y|T* S) = H(Y|T® S) = log q. ConsiderH (Y|T*, S) and observe that

a (3v)
Pyireslt®s) = >0 D Py seses(ulth ¢, 5%, " s)— P5a5b|s(3 s"[s)

s, sb T

= ) Pgugns(s s’ Z Pyis(y —t*(s*) — "(s")]s)

59,8t tbGT*

1
= ZPSa svs(s%, s |~5’)

5%, 8P
1

- (77)
q
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where (iv) is valid sinceT? is uniformly distributed andv) is due to (74) (i.e., follows from the fact

thatt® € 7;* traces all possible values df). Thus, H(Y|T¢,S) = logg. It can be shown similarly that

under (76)H (Y |T?, S) = logq. |
Finally, it is easy to see that when there is no side inforomatit the encoders and at the decoder the

capacity region of modulo-addtive FS-MAC is given by thesciee of rate pair$R,, R;) where
R, <logq—H(Z)
Ry <logq— H(Z)
R, + Ry <logq— H(Z). (78)
Observe that we have
H(Z +19(5%) +1°(S")[S) < H(Z]S) + H(t"(5") +1°(5")|9)

Hpin = min H(Z 4 t4(5%) +°(S®)|S) < min [H(Z\S) + H(t%(S) +t°(S%)|S)

to b ta,tb
= H(Z|5)
< H(Z)

where(vi) can be achieved with any deterministic mapping and) is valid sinceZ and.S (and hence
S) are correlated. Therefore, availability of state infotima strictly increases, by an amount of at least

I(S; Z), the capacity region of the modulo-additive FS-MAC.

B. Binary Multiplier FS-MAC with Interference

Consider the binary multiplier MAC with state process if¢eng the output, namely = X°X* @ S
where X, = &, =Y =S = {0,1}. Assume further that the communication setup is given aseitién
[I-B with S" = S & Z" whereZ" ~ Ber(p,) is Bernoulli with P(Z" = 1) = p, . We now show that
the capacity region, with both causal and non-causal codifithis channel is given by the closure of
(Ra, Ry) WhereR, < 1 — H(S|S™), Ry < 1 — H(S|S™) andR, + R, < 1 — H(S|S").

First recall the capacity region given in Theorem 2.3 anceolisthatf (Y'|S™, X, X?) = H(X* X’
S|S7T, X%, X% = H(S|S", X% X% = H(S|S"), where the last equality follows from (32). Hence,
input distributions do not effect (Y'|S”, X¢, X?). Obviously, H(Y|S") < 1, H(Y|S",X?) < 1 and
H(Y|S™, X% < 1 and we now show that equalities can be achieved. More ettpligie have the

following optimizing distributions which can be shown ugibasic inequalities

argmax H(YIST) = {mxose(0]f4(0)) = mxojse (01*(1)) = 0.5,

Txajse (2] f(57))T x50 (€ f0(s7))
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Ty (01/7(0)) = mxoj (01f°(1)) = 0.5)  (79)

argmax H(Y|S", X%) = {mxujse(01f°(0)) = mxajsa(01/*(1)) = 0,

mxajsa(z]f(s7)mxb g0 (20 f0(s7))
Ty (0LF(0)) = mxuyse(01f°(1)) = 0.5 (80)

argmax H(Y\ST,XI’) = {be|sb(0’fb(0)) = 7TXb|Sb(0’fb(1)) =0,

mxasa (@] f(s7)),mxb g0 (2P0 (s7))
Tocojse (O1(0)) = mxojse (01£7(1) = 0.5} (81)
and in the rest, let us show that these yield the equalitighénconditional entropies. Let us start with

R, i.e., H(Y|S", X"). Note that

HYIS. XN = Y Y P mos @I EHYS =5 X0 =ab). (62)
s7e{0,1} 20,1}

Substituting (81) in (82) gives
H(Y|S",X") = Ps-(0)H(X*® S|X*=1,8"=0)+ Ps-(D)H(X* & S|X*=1,5"=1). (83)

We next show that under (81 (X° @ S|X® = 1,S" = 0) = 1, for which it is enough to show that
PXQ@S'XI),ST(O’17O) = 0.5. We have

Pxeggxv,s-(0[1,0)

= Y ) Pxugsisxexe,s (05,2, 1,0) Pyjs- (s]0)7xe 50 (2] £%(0)) (84)
s€{0,1} z¢€{0,1}

Pg5-(0[1) [0.5PXQ@S‘57XG7XI,,ST(0|0,0, 1,0) + 0.5Pxugg|s,xe xv,5-(0[0,1, 1,0)]

+Pg|5-(1]1)[0.5Pxeg8)s, x4, xv,57(0]1,0,1,0) + 0.5 Pxagg|s,xa xv,5-(0[1,1,1,0)]
— 05,

where (84) is due to (32) and (40). We can similarly show tHatq g x» s-(0[1,1) = 0.5 and hence,
H(X*®S|X=1,8" = 1) = 1. Therefore,H(Y|S", X®) = 1. Since the above derivation is symmetric,
under (80)H (Y| X“,S") = 1.

It now remains to show that with (7% (Y'|S™) is equal to one. It should be observed that

Pxoxvgs)s-([s")

@)
= > Pxexvasixexn,s(l2% 2’ s)mxe o (@] 4 (s7)) x50 (2] £(57) Poyse (s]s7)
zo,xb,5€{0,1}
(44)
= 025 Z Pgs-(s]s") Z Pyoxogsixexns(-[z% 2, )
s€{0,1} ze,20{0,1}
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= 05

where (i) is due to (32) and (40)i) is due to (79) and the last step is valid since for gierhere
are only two pairs of 2, z*) for which PXaXb@S‘XQ7Xb,S(-]m“,x", s) =1 (and zero for the other twos).
Hence,H (Y|S") = 1.

Finally, it can be easily shown that the capacity regiortof= X*X°® @ S without CSIT and CSIR
is given by the closure ofR,, R,) whereR, <1 — H(S), R, <1— H(S) andR, + R, <1 — H(S5).
Therefore, availability of noisy CSI at the encoders (bo#tusal and non-causal) and at the decoder

increases the capacity region by an amounf @f; S").

VI. CONCLUSION AND REMARKS

We have considered several scenarios for the memoryle9dALSwith asymmetric noisy CSI at
the encoders and complete and noisy CSI at the receiver. Wieeencoders have access to causal
noisy CSI, single letter inner and outer bounds, which agbttfor the sum-rate capacity, are obtained.
Furthermore, under the assumption that CSI at the encodergravided by the decoder through noisy
feedback links, we demonstrate that a tight converse foistim-rate capacity still holds if the decoder
also observes noisy CSI. In order to reduce the space of izatiion, from Shannon strategies to channel
inputs, we consider the case where CSITs are asymmetricnaatstic functions of noisy CSIR. The
equivalent channel demonstrates that the causal setupsopribblem is considered in [1] and a single-
letter characterization for capacity region is provideenkle, we also considered the non-causal setup
and showed that the causal and non-causal capacity regiendemtical.

When the decoder does not need to access the current CSI aht¢beer, which matches with the
delayed scenario, we observe that a single letter chaizatien of the capacity region can be obtained
when the channel state is an i.i.d. stochastic process. Wheefudiscuss a cooperative scenario and show
that when the common message encoder does not have an actesstirrent noisy CSI, due to delay,
it is possible to obtain a single letter expression for thpacity region. Since a product form is not
required in a cooperative scenario, we observed that as &®dne common message encoder does not
have access to CSI, then in any noisy setup, covering thes aalsere no CSIR or noisy CSIR, it is
possible to obtain the capacity region.

Finally, the following further problems are worth to be ex@d: the complete characterization of
the capacity region for the problem defined in Section Il asdnbn-causal extension, the cooperative
FS-MAC where both encoders observe causal noisy CSI andobgecative FS-MAC where informed

encoder observe noisy CSI non-causally and the other encbderves noisy CSI with delay.
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APPENDIXA

CONVERSEPROOF OFTHEOREM 2.3: NON-CAUSAL CASE

Proof: Let

1
e = Py st (s pp)- (85)

Observe thatu, : uf) € SP~1, where(v : w) denotes the concatenation of two vectorandw, and

Y = % YD Py St (e ) = 1.

(pp:pe) €S, "1 1<t<n  pp,ps

Lemma A.1:Assume that a rate paiR = (R,, R), with block lengthn > 1 and a constant <

(0,1/2), is achievable. Then,

Ry < > o, JXEYAXY, 8], Sh 1 = iy Sy g = 1) +1(€) (86)
(1p:pie)
Ry, < Z aup,fI(th; Y;f‘Xga Str7 Ent_l] = Hp;, S{t—i—l,n} = /j’f) + 77(6) (87)
(1p:pie)
Ro+ Ry < > au, J(X{ X0 YilST, S _y) = tipy STy g = 1ig) + n(€) (88)
(1p:pie)
Proof: Let us first consider the sum-rate. With standard steps, we ge
11 .
Ry+Ry < 77— (I(W; Yiugs Shy) + H(e)) . (89)

Note that sinces”

] is independent oW, we havel (W;Y,, ST

) = I(W;Yy[Sp,) and

n

S [ HS} Vi) = HOYW, S, V)]

]’ )"

I(W; Y, [STy)

~+

—~
.
~
—_

Ms

H(Yi|Sy) = H(Y,[W, Shy, Y]

[n]’

~+
3

—_

i H(YiS}) = HOGIW, Sp, Y, X[n])}

[n]®

W
Il
—_

-~
|
NE

H(YiIS]) — HYiIS]) X)|

~
Il
—

I
M3

I(XﬁYt‘S[Tn]) (90)

W
Il
—

where(i) follows since conditioning reduces entrogi;) holds sinceXi = ¢\ (W, fi(Sf"n])), i = {a,b},

and (zi7) is due to (3). Combining (89) and (90) similar to (21), gives

1 n
R+ Ry < =% I(X[, X[ Yi|S)) + 1(e) (91)
t=1
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Furthermore,

(X XEYVSE) =n > oy (X, XD YAIST, Sh_yy = tps STyy g = i6), (92)
(ppipes)

and substituting the above into (91) yields (88).

Let us now consider encoder Using Fano’s inequality and standard steps we first get,

Ro < T (W, Y. 57) + H(9)) (93)

l—€en

Furthermore,

|
—~

I(mev[nbsfnn]) < I Wa§yv[n]|s[rn}awb)

[
NE

n]»

H(YiIShy, Yo, Wo) = H(YiIS]y, Vi, W)

~
Il
,_.

NE

(YIS, Ws) — H(Yi[S], Y-y, W)]

nl’

&
Il
—

A
S
<

M3

H (Y31} Wo X0yy) = H(YiIShy, Yie-1s W, X))

n»

~
Il
—

NE

H(YiIShy XP) = HY|S}, Yy, W, X))

[n]’

&
Il
—_

=
]+

H(Yi|Sh, X1) — H(Yi|Shy, X7, X7

[n]®

~
Il
—

I
M=

I(Xf:YilXP, STy) (94)

&
Il
—

where (i) is due to (2) and conditioning reduces entrofly) holds since conditioning reduces entropy,
(ii7) holds sinceX} = gb(")(Wi,f"(S{n])), i = {a,b}, (iv) is valid since conditioning reduces entropy
and finally, (v) is valid due to (3) and}, i = {a, b}, being a function ofS}.

Now combining (93)-(94) and following steps akin to (91) g8&), we can verify (86). To verify (87)
for encoderb it is enough to switch the roles of encodeand (b). [ |
Observe now that for any > 1, I(Xf,Xf’;Yt\S{,S[’;_H = Wp,Sy1, = M) IS @ function of the

conditional distributionPXta,th%,sﬂsﬁ St ](xg,xi’,yt,sﬂﬂp,uf). Hence, we need to show that this

distribution factorizes as in (44). Let

Yo (@ fUS)) = {wa s 6 (way S (s ), (7)) = 27,

Tl @ f2) = w6 (e, g ae), £ ) = 2} (95)
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and
rhnte (@074 = > g
Xea|Se ) W,
wa €3, (@0 fo(s7)
f T 1
et (1£60) = 3 ot (96)

w €T (@t f(s))

Lemma A.2:For everyl <t <mn and(up : ug) € S* 1, the following holds

a b T
PXg,Xf,Yt,S{\ST S (@, 2%y, " |up, pr)

k=1

= Ps(s") Py|sr xa xo (yls", 2%, a®)mhm 6, (20 f4(s))mhn e (@1 10 (s7). - (97)

T
[t+1,n]

Proof: First observe that due to (3) we have

a b r
Pxa xvy, srise osn. (@27, y, 8" |up, )

[t—1]°[t+1,n]

= Py, |57, xa xp (y]s", 2%, xb)PX;’,Xf,S;‘|SE‘ s (% ab " | up, pig). (98)

t—119Tt+1,n]

Let us now consider the second term in (98). We have

a b .r
PX?,XE,SHS[’;?H,S{Hl,n](m 27, 8" |pp, i)

_ a b .r
= Z Z PW7X:,X:77$:|S{;,1],S[;H,n](“W 28" | pip, pif)
Waq EW4 wpEWY

—
.
=

paa r
- : : : : 1{xl:¢(l) (whfl(sTnu'puu'f))’ l:avb}PWa7Wb7StT‘S[Tt—1] 75[7;4»1,71] (wa7 wb’ § ’Np, Mf)
waGWa waWb

—
=0
=5

=

11 )
Z Z 1{90l:¢(”(wz,fl(ST,,up,uf)), l:a,b} |Wa| |Wb|PSJZ(S )

Weq GWa Wy wa

1 1
= Po(s") D o oo (warfo(smpimpue)} D oot Lt ® (wnf (57 upoie))}
Waq EWe |Wa| wp EWY |Wb|
(Z“) T poHMf a a T P T
) ()t (a5 A (28] 7)) (99)

where(:) follows sinceX} = ¢ (W;, fi( b)) i = {a, b}, (ii) is valid sincelV,, andW¥;, are independent
of an]
completes the proof. |

and state process being i.i.d. atii) follows due to (95) and (96). Substituting (99) in (98)

We can now complete the proof of Theorem 2.3. With Lemma Aig,shown that any achievable rate pair
can be approximated by the convex combinations of rate tondigiven in (41)-(43) which are indexed
by (1p, pe) and satisfy (44) for joint state-input-output distributgo Hence, sincém,._,o7n(e) = 0, any
achievable rate pair belongs m( U- R%s(w)> . [ |
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APPENDIX B

CONVERSEPROOF OFTHEOREM 3.1

Proof: In the proof, we will use the fact that the delayed setup cambeeled by taking the last
da, dy entries of causal setup as empty. Recall thatis defined in (85).
Lemma B.1:Assume that a rate paiR = (R,, R;), with block lengthn > 1 and a constant <

(0,1/2), is achievable. Then,

Ry < Y auI(X{3YilXY, Sh, Sy = 1) +1(e) (100)
HeS™

Ry < > aul(XEYilXE, S, Sy = ) +n(e) (101)
HES™)

Ro+ Ry < ) o (X{, XD3Y4|Se Sy = 1) + 1(e). (102)

Proof: For the sum-rate, observe that the derivation in (20) candrfopned to verify (102), as for
d; > 1, T} = X} by takingS[it_di+1 1 = 0,i={a,b}.
Let us now consider encoder We have

1 1 1
R, <~ log(IWal) < T en (I(Wa; Yy, Spy) + H(e)) - (103)

Furthermore,

—
.
=

I(Wa; Yinp, Spp) - <

s =
N

. b
a5 Y], Stn)l We, Spyp)

_H(Yu SelSii—1), Yie—1]> Wh, an}) — H (Y, SelSi—1, Yje—11, W, Sf’n])]

~+~
Il
—

I's:
NE

H(YilSi, i), W Shy) = H(ViISi, Yoo, W, Shy)|

w
Il
—_

-~
[
NE

H (Y| S1g, Vi) Wo, St Xby) — H(Yi S, Yy, W, Sp X[bn])]

[n]’

o~
Il
—

M:

H (Y2 Sy, X7) — H(Yil Sy, Yie—1, W S X&PX[C;L])]

[n]®

w
Il
—_

A
IS
-

_H(Yt|5[t},th) — H(Y| Sy, X7, X1

o~
Il
—

I
M:

(XY XP, Sp) (104)

w
Il
—_

where (i) is due to (2) and conditioning reduces entrofiy) is valid since

b b
Ps,50(stls{) = Ps,|vi,_1),S—r.Wa, W52, (St1Y[t—1] S[t—1], Wa, W, S[yy)

[n]
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= PSt|Y[t71],S[tf1],Wb,S[bn] (St‘y[t—l}’ S[t—1]> Wo, S?n}) (105)

where the second equality is due to (R)ii) is valid sinceX? = (bt (Wb, t—d ]) (7v) is valid since

conditioning reduces entropy and finally) is valid by (3).

Now, recall thaty(e) = n(l( )6) and, combining (103) and (104) gives

1 n
Ro < =% I(X[5YiXY, ) + (o). (106)

t=1

Furthermore,
a. b _ a. b _
I(XHYiXP Sp)=n Y anl (XEYi|XP,S), Sy = ), (107)
peStE-1

and substituting the above into (106) yields (100).

Finally, for encodemn, (101) can be verified by following the similar steps of ensod [ |
Now since, for anyt > 1, conditional mutual information terms given in (100)-()CG#e functions of
ng,xg,n,st\s[,,l](x‘l’xbayaSW)v in order to complete the proof of the converse, we need tovghat
this term factorizes as in (50).

Lemma B.2:For everyl <t <n andpu € St—1 the following holds

Pxa x0v:,5,50_1 (2% by, s|p) = Ps(s) Pyys,xo xo (y]s, 2%, 2°)mhe, (a%)mhy, (20). (108)

Note that one of the crucial step in verifying the productidior the causal setup, see (18) and (19),
is the independence of Shannon strategies of the curretet Sthis also holds in the delayed setup.

Therefore, let
T (2) o= {wi 87 (wi, sfy_gy = ) = '}, i =a,b (109)

and
)= Y o = SRy s ) 1= o
w, €Y, (a7)
Hence, (108) can be shown following the same steps in Lemgia 2.

We can now complete the converse proof of Theorem 3.1. Wittnrha B.1 it is shown that any
achievable rate pair can be approximated by the convex ewtibns of rate conditions which are
indexed byu € S and satisfy (50) for joint state-input-output distributio Hence, any achievable
pair (Rq, Ry) € co(U; Rpn(T)). ]
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APPENDIXC

ACHIEVABILITY AND CONVERSEPROOFS OFTHEOREM4.1

Achievability Proof: Fix (R,, Rp) € R (7).
Codebook Generation Fix 7x.(xz®) and wa‘Xa(tbkc“). For eachw, € {1,---,2"%}, randomly

generater?,  , each according t[i_; 7x;(z{,, ). Reveal this codebook to encodernd, for each

[n],w
wy € {1,---,2""}, encoder randomly generateg, . each according t§[;; mpp xa (], |25y, ).
These codeword pairs form the codebook, which is revealeédeaecoder.
Encoding Define the encoding functions as follows'(w,) = ¢¢ (wa, sf;_, 1) anda?(ws) = ¢} (wp, 7)) =

b (b b - b i
tiw,(s7) Wherez?, ~andt; —denote theith component ofef, —and U, TESPECtiVEly. Therefore,

1,Wp [n],w

to send the messages, andwy, transmit the correspondirgln] w and?

[n}vwb’

respectively.

Decoding After receiving(y), ] ), the decoder looks for the on{yv,, w;) pair such tha(x‘[ln] w0, tf[’n] w0y
Y[n]> Sjn)) are jointly e—typical and declares this pair as its estimatg,, 1y).
Error Analysis Assume thaiw,,w,) = (1,1) was sent. LetEaﬁé{(X“ T[I;L} 0 Yin]> Sinp) € AL},

[n],a’
ac{l, -, 2"} andpB € {1,--- ,2"%}. Then

Pr=P(Ef; |J FEap) <PESD+ D P(Ewp)+ Y, P(Eap) (110)
(o, 8)#(1,1) a=1,8#£1 a#1,8#1

Since{Y;, S;, X2, TP}, is an i.i.d. sequence hencB(EY ;) — 0 for n — oo. Next, let us consider the

1771

second term

Z P(Eoezl,ﬁ;ﬁl) Z P((X[an},lvT[l:z],B7Yv[n}aS[n}) € A?)
a=1,5#1 a=1,5#1

(z) b
= Z Z Pre 1 xz, (|2 0) Pxsy Yo St (g Yl Sl
a=1,B71 (xf,1,t0,:Yn1,5m)) EAD

S |ApjanHT X —dgmnlH (X Y.5)=d

a=1,8#1
< onReg—n[H(T*|X*)+H(X®Y,8)—H(X",T"Y,5)~3¢]

—~
.
~

IN

@) on[Ry—1(T";Y|S,X*)-3¢] (111)

where (i) holds sinceT[I;L} 5 is independent ofY/,}, S,)) given Xia and (i7) follows since
H(T®| X% + H(X*Y,S)— H(X*T"Y,S)
= H(T"X%) + H(X%Y,S) - HY|X%T"S) - H(X*T"S)

= H(X%Y,S)- H(Y|X%T"S)— H(X%S)
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= I(T%Y]S, X%

where the second equality follows sin¢& and S are independent giveX“. Finally,

> PBapipr) = Y, PUX{a Ty Yinl Sim) € A7)
a#1,8#1 a#l,8#1
(i) b a
= ¥ > Pry. xt, (s ) Py S (Uil S1m)

AQFLBFL (2f 140 Yin] S(n] JEAT
Z |AZL|2—n[H(Tb,Xa)—e]2—n[H(Y,S)—e]

a#1,5#1
< on(Ra+Ry)g—n[H(T*X*)+H(Y,S)—H(X"T",Y,5)~3¢]

IA

(@) on[Ra+Ry—I(X*,T"Y|S)~3¢] (112)

where(iii) holds since for, 5 # 1, (T[Z],B’Xa ) is independent ofY},,), Sp,) and (iv) follows since

]«
H(T*, X%+ H(Y,S) — H(X%T"Y,S)
= H(T*, X%+ H(Y,S)— H(Y|X?, S, T — H(X%,S,T")
= H(T®, X%+ H(Y,S) — H(Y|X%,S,T° — H(X* T® — H(S)
= I(X%,T%Y]9),

and the rate conditions of tHe-(7) imply that each term tends in (110) tends to zermas co. H

Note that the main motivation in indexing mutual informati@rms by the past CSl, is to get a product
form on the team policies. In the cooperative setup, we daemtire a product form and therefore, the
convex combination argument is not essential. However, eveih keep this indexing (see (54)) to avoid
the use of a time sharing auxiliary random variable.

Converse Proof: First observe that, sinc&? = ¢§b> (Wa, W, St

A SE) we have

T} = ¢ (Wa, Wi, S,y ) € 2/, (113)

Lemma C.1:Let TP € T, be the Shannon strategy induced @S? as shown in (113). Assume that a
rate pairR = (R,, Rp), with block lengthn > 1 and a constant € (0,1/2), is achievable. Then,

Ry < Y and(Ty Vi XE, S Sy = 1) +1(e) (114)
uGS(")

Ro+ Ry < > o (X7, TP Y4|Se Sy = ) + n(e) (115)
HES™)

wherea,, andn(e) are defined in (14).
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Proof: Let us first consider the sum-rate condition. Since,

n

I(W; Yy, Spp) < D0 [HYiIS)) = HOGIW, Sy, Yy, X7, 7))

t=1

)« a

Oy [ - HIsy, X2 1)
t=1

_ Z[(Xf,Ttb;Yt!Sm),
t=1

where (i) can be shown in a similar way as (21), we have,

and

1
R, + Ry < E ZI(vaﬂbvn|S[t}) +77(€)
t=1

I(X}, T3 Y|Sy) = n Z a, (X T Y4y, Sy = ).

pES(E=

Substituting the above into (117) yields (115).

Let us now consider encodér With Fanao’s inequality and standard steps, we get

1 1 1
Ry < —log(IWel) < 7—— (I(Wy; Yin, Spp) + H(e)) -

Following similar reasonings as in (104) we get,

I(Wy; Yy, Spp) - <

where () is valid since

I(Wy; Yin)s Spjl Wa, Spy))

&
Il
—

NE

[n]®

o~
Il
,_.

NE

H (Vi S, X¢) = H(Yi|Sp), Yie1), Wa, Wh, S

&
Il
—

NE

_H(Yt!S[t]’Xf) — H(Y| Sy, X7, T7)

o~
Il
—

NE

(T} Y| X7, Spy)

&
Il
—

a a b
Pms[t],y[t,l],w,s[an],xa Tt”(yt‘s[t}7y[t—l}7wa Sn)» x[n]att)

[n]?

H (Y2|Sp), Y1 Was Sp)) — H(YilS7y, Yie-ap, Wa, We, 5&])}

_H(E!S[tpy[t—l}’Wa,Sa X)) — HY2| Sy, Y1), Wa, We, S

X T2

[n]’

37

(116)
(117)

(118)

(119)

o X6y

(120)

_ b _.a ;b b a a b
= D Prysistoxem (lse s ol 1) Poysi vie- w5, 0, 12 (52181 Uem1)y W 850y, 2, 17)

S?GSb
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b b b
= Z Py,is, s0.xa 10 (Yt|st, st 2 1) Py, (8¢ ]5t)
sfe&,

= PYt|S,,Xg,T§’(yt‘3t7x?7t?)' (121)
where the first equality is due to (3) and the second equaiyue to (1) and (2). Following (21), we
can directly verify (114). [ |
We now need to show that the joint conditional distributidrcloannel states;, inputs X¢, 77 and output
Y: given the past realizatioS;_1; = u), i.e., Pxa 1vy,,5,]5,_1, (z, 1%, y, s|u), factorizes as in (54). This

is straightforward. Let first, ., (¢,") :== Px, 13(5,_, (2% t*|u) and observe that
PXE,TJ’,Y,:,St\S[tfl] (xa’ tbv Y, S|lu’)

by b b b
= > Pyxexes, Wl t°(s)), s) Psyys, (5150 Ps, (8) Pxg oy, (2%, 210)
sbes?

= nga,Tb(ﬂfa> tb)PSt(S)PY,\X;?,T,b,St (ylz?, . ) (122)
where the equalities are verified by (3), by (1) and by the fhat (X7, T?) is independent of;. ®
We can now complete the converse proof of Theorem 4.1. Witnrha C.1 it is shown that any
achievable rate pair can be approximated by the convex ewtibns of rate conditions which are
indexed byu € S and satisfy (54) for joint state-input-output distributio Hence, any achievable
pair (Rq, Ry) € co(U; Re(7)).

APPENDIXD
PROOF OFC%g = Cas
Let us first show tha€% C Cas. Recall thatT' € |T| = |&,|!SI and|U| < |A,||A3||S| + 1. Hence, we
have eitheft/| > |T| or else. In the case whefi| < |7 |, we note thajl/| is limited to a finite set without
loss of generality. Hence, we can always tal¢ at least|7| such that it satisfies (62), (63) and (64).
Then we can directly conclude th&fs C Cag since Py (s r(zs, t) = Pyss7(ab]s,t, %) = Ly(s)y
and this is a special case EAFX”U,X%S(xb\u,x“, s).
In order to prove the other direction, i.€45 C C%"S, let CES be the closure of all rate pai(s,, R;)
satisfying
R, < I(U;Y|X%) (123)
Ry+R, < I(UX*":Y) (124)
for some joint measure of x X, x &, x Y x U having the form

PY\X“,Xb,S(yLL'av wbv 3)1{xb:m(s,xa,u)}Ps(S)PX“7U(xa7 u)v (125)
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for somem : U x X, x S — X, where|U| < |S||X,||A| + 1, and we first show thafss = C4,, and
following this, we show that%g C C%..
Lemma D.1:Cag = C%s.
Proof: ObviouslyC% C Cas and hence, we will show thatys C C4. Let Pys ya 75(2b, 2%, u, s)

be a joint distribution in the form of (64), i.e.,
pr,Xa,U,S($b>33a>u> s) = pr\Xa,U,S($b|33a>U> S)PS(S)an,U(iﬂaaU)- (126)

Let A denote aX,||U/||S|-by-| 4| matrix whereA; i = Pyvjxeps(ilj, k1), 1 <i <[], 1 <j <
X, 1 <k < |4l and1 < [ < |S|. Hence,A is a |X,|[U]||S|-by-|X,| row stochastic matrix, i.e.,
Ak >0, Vi, gkl andzg”l' Aijr =1, Vj, k. Let A denote dX,||U/||S|-by-|X,| binary stochastic
matrix, that is a matrix with each row has exactly one norszaement, which is. Observe now that
any row stochastic matrix can be written as a convex comibinaitf binary stochastic matrices (e.g., see

[28, Lemma 5] and [29, Proposition IV.1]). Therefore, we &av
k

k
A=) NAD NN =1, (127)
=1

=1
where A() is a binary stochastic matrix and by [28, Lemma B (|, ||14]|S|)>3.

Let, for the joint distributionPx: . p s(z®, 2%, u, s),

Ry < I(U;Y|X%j4, (128)

R+ Ry, < I(UX%Y)j. (129)

Therefore,(R,, Rp) € Cas. Now, observe that for a fix distributioRx. ;7(z, ), both I(U, X¢;Y") and
I(U;Y|X?) are convex inPy| x. ;7 (y|z?, u) and hence, convex iy x. y,s(:[z%, u, s). This and (127)
imply that

K
S AU Y X a0, (130)
=1

I(U;Y|X%g

IN

k
S MU XYY ) a0, (131)
=1

whereI(U;Y|X%)aw andI(U, X%; YY) denote the mutual information terms induced A{).

I(U, X% Y)x

IN

Now, let (R, R}), 1 <14 < k, be such that
R, < I(U; Y[X%) pco,

R4+ R < I(U,X%Y)pw,
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and hence(R:, Ri) € Ckq, 1 <i < k. Let (R}, R]) = > | \i(R%, R}). Since a convex combination
of achievable rates is also achievable,(Ri, R{f) € CXs. This observation and inequalities (128)-(131)
complete the claim thatR,, R;) € Ch. u
Up to now, we have shown tha&ig C Cas andChg = Cas. In order to prove that%y = Casg, it
remains to show thatfy C C%. Note thatC still depends onPy. ;7(z%,v) in which |i/| can be
larger than|7|. Hence, in the next lemma we basically show that for evegy ;7 (z*, u), there exists a
7re (%, w) which induces the same rate constraints as inducefpyr(z, u).

Lemma D.2:C¥q C C&g

Proof: Let us fix a joint distributionP;Xa7Xb’U75(y,x“,xb,u, s) satisfying (125), i.e.,
Py xe xous(y, 2% ab u,s) = P{;‘X%Xb’s(y]wa,wb,3)1{xb:m(s,xa7u)}P5(S)P)*(%U(m“,u). (132)

Observe that for everyn satisfyingz® = m(u,z?,s), one can define

2’ =m(u, 2% s) = m(a®,u)(s), m(a*,u) €T, (133)

where7 is the set of all mappings fror§ to A3. Now, let

(I(U; Y|XG)P{;YXQYU(y,x“,u) (U X Y) Py ya yly,ze u)) ) (134)
denote the mutual information pair induced BY . ;;(y, 2%, u). We have

I(U,X%Y)ps

YXa U(y zeu)

Py oy xe (Y, u, 27)
= 22 2 Ruewlatwlos pee o

uel yeY zoc X,

- TEE T Aerrtunlop gt

teT ueld yely ze X, U,Xe

(i) Py o p(y,u, 2%, t)
= ZZZ Z Py xoyr(y,x%, u,t)log P*}EU));* o

teT ueld yely ze€X, U,XeT

. P vo m(ylx® t) Pl a (u, t, %)
(@) " a Y|Xe,T YOy xa\Us Ty
= Py . ,x% u,t)lo > -

Y DD Pexeurly ) log Py (y) P o (u,t, %)

teT ueld yey zocX,
* a PYXG (y,x“,t)
= 230 Pt ut)los priie s
teT ueU yeY zo€X, XaT ’
Py v p(y,2%,t)
= 2.0 > Rueawa® g 5o s——
teT y€Y x2€X, P ( )PXaﬂs(x ,t)
= I(T X% Y) Py va p(y,zo,t)) (135)
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where (i) is valid sincem(z®,u) € T, i.e., for each(z*,u) there exists only one¢ € 7 such that

Prix. y(t|lz®,u) =1, (ii) is valid since

. (iii) . ()
PY‘XavT,U(ny“,t,u) = ZPY\XG7T,U7S(y|$a7t7u78)PS(s) = ZPYIXa7T7s(y|ZL'a,t,S)PS(S)

seS sES
= D PgxerWslz®t) = Py p(yla®,t), (136)
seS

where (i:7) is valid sinceS and (X*,T,U) are independent an@dv) is valid due to (3). Similarly, we

have

I(U;Y|X%) pe

Y,Xa,U(yvxavu)

= ZZ Z P;,X%U(Z/)xavu)log P*

uEU yeY ze€X, Y|Xe

P;,U\Xa (yv u|$a)
(o) By o (ala®)

- Z Z Z Py xa y(y, 2%, u)log — Py xa(y, u,z%)

uel yey xeeX, Y|X@ (y|xa)P[an (’LL,:L'a)

< )P IR a Py xor(y,u,2%,t)
B Py xour(y, 2%, u,t)log — e _
teT ueld yeY z"€X, Py o (yl2®) Py o p(u, 2%, 8)

;\T,Xa(y‘t’ )P xa(u,t,2)

(vi) * a
= 222 > Pxeurlya®ut)log — WIe™) B o (s £, 2%)

teT ueld yeY zoeX, Y|Xe

P Ly, tlz®
N ZZZ Z Py xeur(y, z,u,t) log 7 YT|X (y, tfa*)

teT ueld yeY za€X, Y\Xa(y’wa)Pj*qxa(t‘xa)

B ZZ Z Py xa p(y,2%,t) log 5 Py rixa (Y, tz?)

teT yey ze€X, Y|Xa(y|xa)P;“|xa(t|$a)
= I(T;Y]X%p.

v xa,r(YT%t)

(137)

where (v) and (vi) follows from the same reasonings @f) and (i), respectively. Now, letR, <
H(U;Y[XYp; (o ey @M Ry + Ry < I(U, XY )p: | (yae ) HENCE,(R,, Ry) € CKg. Observe
now that for a distribution in the form aPy v. 1-(y, 2%, t), one can definé x. r(z%,t) = Px. p(2%1).

Therefore, sinc€%y = E(Uﬁ Rb(ﬁ)), and due to (135) and (137)R,, ;) € C&%g, which completes

the claim. [ ]
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