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MISO Broadcast Channel with Delayed and
Evolving CSIT
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Abstract—The work considers the two-user MISO broadcast during timeslott of this /th block, the corresponding received

channel with a gradual and delayed accumulation of channel signals at the first and second user take the form
state information at the transmitter (CSIT), and addressesthe

question of how much feedback is necessary, and when, in ?/élt) — h}ﬂw.t-i-zélt) (1)
order to achieve a certain degrees-of-freedom (DoF) perfonance. (’2) ' (é)

Motivated by limited-capacity feedback links with delays, that Yoo =9iTer+ 24 (2
may not immediately convey perfect CSIT, and focusing on the

block fading scenario, we consider a gradual accumulationfo (¢t = 1,2,.-..7), where Zélt)Vzl(Qt) denote the unit power

feedback bits that results in a progressively increasing C8  A\nGN noise at the receivers. The above transmit vectors

quality as time progresses across.the coherence perio@ channel accept a power constraifit||« ||2] < P. for some power

uses - current CSIT), or at any time after (delayed CSIT). p P 4t = 4 7 p_ .
Specifically, for any set{a, }2_, of feedback quality exponents £ which also here takes the role of the signal-to-noise ratio

describing the high-SNR rates-of-decay of the mean squarerer  (SNR). The fading coefficients are assumed to be independent
of the current CSIT estimates at time¢ < 7" (0 < oz < --- < and identically distributed (i.i.d.) complex Gaussiandam
ar < 1), given an averagea = »,_, o/T, and given perfect ygariables with zero mean and unit variance, and are assumed

delayed CSIT (received at any timet > T), the work here ., womain fixed during a coherence block, and to change
derives the optimal DoF region to be the polygon with corner

points {(0,0), (0,1), (a, 1), (22, 2£3) (1,), (1,0)}. Aiming to independently from block to block.
now reduce the overall number of feedback bits, we also prove
that the above optimal region holds even with imperfect delged
CSIT for any (delayed-CSIT) quality exponent 3 > 122
Additionally, motivated by settings where users have diffeent As in many multiuser wireless communications scenarios,
feedback qualities and delays, we prove the above to hold t1 the performance of the broadcast channel depends on the
even when the users’ quality exponents are different but s iy6liness and quality of channel state information at the

a common average. The work further proceeds to derive the - o . .
optimal DoF region in the general asymmetric setting. transmitter (CSIT). This timeliness and quality though may

The results are supported by novel multi-phase precoding b€ reduced by limited-capacity feedback links, which may
schemes that utilize gradually improving CSIT. The approat offer consistently low feedback quality, or may offer good
here incorporates different settings such as the delayed @8 quality feedback which though comes late in the communi-
setting of Maddah-Ali and Tse (5 = 1,a; =0, vVt < T), the  cation process and can thus be used for only a fraction of

imperfect current CSIT setting of Yang et al. and of Gou and th ication durai Th di f
Jafar (B = l,a1 = --- — ar > 0), the asymmetric setting of e communication duration. The corresponding perforraanc

Maleki et al., and the not-so-delayed CSIT setting of Lee and degradation, as compared to the case of having perfect feed-
Heath (3 = 1,1 = -+ = a, = 0 for some 7 < T). back without delay, forces the delay-and-quality questién
how much feedback is necessary, and when, in order to achieve
a certain performance.
. INTRODUCTION These delay-and-quality effects of feedback, naturally fa
between the two extreme cases of no CSIT and of full CSIT
(immediately available and perfect CSIT), with full CSIT
We consider the multiple-input single-output broadcasilowing for the optimall degree-of-freedom (DoF) per user
channel (MISO BC) with anM-transmit antennaM/ > 2) (cf., [1])}4, while the absence of any CSIT reduces this to just
transmitter communicating to two receiving users with @k&in 1/2 DoF per user (cf.,[[2],[13]).
receive antenna each. Within the block fading setting, we A valuable tool towards bridging this gap and further
consider a coherence period ‘Bfchannel uses, during whichunderstanding the delay-and-quality effects of feedbazkje
the channel remains the same. Faor and g, denoting this with [4] showing that arbitrarily delayed feedback canlstil
channel during théth coherence block for the first and secondllow for performance improvement over the no-CSIT case.
user respectively, and fat, , denoting the transmitted vectorin a setting that differentiated between current and delaye
CSIT - delayed CSIT being that which is available after the
The research leading to these results has received fundingthe Euro- channel e|apse5, i.e., after the end of the coherence gmi’ed

pean Research Council under the European Community’s Seffeamework : ; ;
Programme (FP7/2007-2013) / ERC grant agreement no. 25G2BECT), responding to the channel described by this delayed feé&dbac

from the FP7 CELTIC SPECTRA project, and from Agence Natierde la ] ]
Recherche project ANR-IMAGENET. IWe remind the reader that for an achievable rate %ﬂﬁ,Rz), the

J. Chen and P. Elia are with the Mobile Communications Depamt, corresponding DoF paifd: , d2) is given byd; = limp_, o oepr t=1,2.
EURECOM, Sophia Antipolis, France (emaflcheniji, elig @eurecom.fr) The corresponding DoF region is then the set of all achiev@l@F pairs.

B. Delay-and-quality effects of feedback

A. Channel model
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while current CSIT corresponded to feedback received durin — If we send a’log P feedback bits without delay

the channel’s coherence period - the workl[ih [4] showed that (at t = 0), then send(a” — o')log P bits at

perfect delayed CSIT, even without any current CSIT, allows t =T/3, (/! — o) log P bits att = 27/3, and

for an improved2/3 DoF per user. (8 — &) log P bits at any timet > T, then what
Within the same context of delayed vs. current CSIT, the performance can be guaranteed?

work in [5]-[7] introduced feedback quality consideraton « Can imperfect CSIT allow for the optimal 1 DoF?

and managed to quantify the usefulness of combining perfect _ Can CSIT with very small delays allow for the

delayed CSIT with immediately available imperfect CSIT of a optimal 1 DoF?

certain quality that remained unchanged throughout thigeent | \wnat is better: less feedback early, or more feedback
coherence period. In this setting the above work showed a |ter?

further bridging of the gap from/3 to 1 DoF, as a function — Given a certain target DoF, what is the tradeoff

of this current CSIT quality. . . ) between feedback delays and feedback quality?
Further progress came with the work inl [8L.I [9] which, — Given imperfect feedback, what feedback delays
in addition to exploring the effects of the quality of curtren allow for a certain DoF?

CSIT, also considered the effects of the quality of delayed
CSIT, thus allowing for consideration of the possibilitytlthe
overall number of feedback bits (corresponding to delayesl p
current CSIT) may be reduced. Focusing again on the specific.
setting where the current CSIT quality remained unchanged the channel changes in order to achieve the best possible
for the entirety of the coherence period, this work revealed performance?
among other things that imperfect delayed CSIT can achieve. When is dela.yed feedback unnecessary?
the same optimality that was previously attributed to petrfe . Under what conditions of feedback asyr.nmetry do two
delayed CSIT, thus equivalently showing how the amount of uneven feedback links behave similarly? '
gS:‘:‘é’ng;ZZ%giﬁk required, is proportional to the amount of |1, 4 the feedback capabilities of one user, affect the

) other user?

A useful generalization of the delayed vs. current CSIT _ o ; ;
paradigm, came with the work in_[10] which deviated from \I;o?s ere?éjrc?ﬁgt ISs:r us; r;n fieni(:gggle( g?iltzj/e?rigie
the assumption of having invariant CSIT quality throughthet ' £ o
coherence period, and allowed for the possibility that ewirr of the other user's feedback quality?

CSIT may be available only after some delay, and specificaklé/ tificati f ving CSIT lit

only after a certain fraction of the coherence p@iddnder + Quantification of evo vmg ] quaity

these assumptions, in the presence of more than two userd! t€rms of current CSIT, i.e., in terms of CSIT correspond-
and in the presence of perfect delayed CSIT, the above wdp@ 1 feedback received during the coherence period of the
showed that for up to a certain delay, one can achieve thadnnel in question, we consider the case where at tiofe

optimal performance corresponding to full (and immediatd}€¢th coherence block, the transmitter has estimaiesg,,
CSIT. of hy andg, respectively, with estimation errors

« How many feedback bits must be accumulated before
the channel changes, in order to achieve a certain per-
formance?

How many (delayed) feedback bits must be gathered after

The above settinfsaddressed different instances of the hey=he—hey, 9ot =90 9oy (3)
more general problem of communicating in the presence r?f]:\ving ii.d. Gaussian entries with power
feedback with different delay-and-quality propertieshweach o
of these settings being motivated by the fact that perfect iE[”fL“”?] — LE[”g |
CSIT may be generally hard and time-consuming to obtain, M ’ M
that CSIT precision may be improved over tiin@nd that for some non-negative parameter describing the quality
feedback delays and imperfections generally cost in terf the estimates at any given time= 1,2,--- .7 during
of performance. The generalization here to the setting #fe channel's coherence pefiodn this setting, a possibly
time-evolving CSIT, incorporates the above consideratamd increasingy; implies an improving CSIT quality, with; =0
motivations, and allows for insight on pertinent questisnsh implying very little current CSIT knowledge up to tinteand
as: with o = oo - and for all DoF-related purposes; = 1 (

) - implying that starting at a given timg the transmitter
as access to perfect CSIT.

In terms of delayed CSIT, and again focusing on the afore-

s 0 mentioned channels,, g, appearing during théth coherence
We note that[[5] also introduces comparable delay condides in the ; ;
context of the two-user correlated MISO BC with a boundedpiEmpspread. block, we consider the case where at any time after the end

3In describing existing work, we focused only on immediateliated work, of the (th block, the transmitter has delayed eSt'mdwsgé
thus neglecting other results in the context of delayed CSIich as those in with estimation errors
( [L1]-[16]) and in many other publications. . . -

4Such gradual improvement could be sought in FDD settings livitited- hy=hy — hy, 9r=9,—9y (5)
capacity feedback links that can be used more than oncegdtiméncoherence
period to progressively refine CSIT, as well as in TDD settiriat use 5We clarify that the power of the error is averaged over chareatizations
reciprocity-based prediction that improves over time. and noise, and is naturally a function obut not of 4.

=P @

o Can a specific accumulation-rate of feedback bits, gu
antee a certain target DoF performance?



again having i.i.d. Gaussian entries, but this time with gow for a§1>,a§2> describing the current CSIT quality for user 1
1 . 1 and user 2 respectively, and where
—Ellh]?] = —Ellg|*] = P~*
W M Elhel2) = P, TE[lg,)12) = P~
for some non-negative parameter M ‘ 9
Remark 1:We here note that the choice of invariant (nop . EIONET
evolving) delayeql CSIT, is meant to reflect the fact that '+kgnl two use’rs. The asymmetric setting here incorporates thiaget
the case of evo_Ivmg current CSIT - delayeq CSIT.can, wnhom [19] corresponding to havingzgl) _ 1,a§2) —0VE<T
loss of generality, be assumed to be received with any delg)ﬁdﬁ(l) —B® —5=1
after which any further improvement of feedback-qualityyma '
be unrealistic. Equivalently given a sequenget > T of
delayed CSIT quality exponents at any timefter the end D. Structure of paper
of the coherence period, then ofirhere simply denotes the Sectiorf 1l provides the optimal DoF regions for the differen
maximum in this sequence. cases of evolving CSIT, with Theordrh 1 describing the optima
Remark 2:We also note that without loss of generality, irDoF region for the case of having symmetrically evolving-cur
the DoF setting of interest, we can restrict our attention tent CSIT and perfect delayed CSIT, with Theorlgm 2 consid-
the ranged < a1 < ap < --- < apr <1 and0 < S <1, ering the same symmetric setting but with imperfect delayed
as well as to the case wheter < /8 since delayed CSIT CSIT, with Theoren{13 considering the partially symmetric
with 8 < ar can be readily improved to delayed CSIT withsetting where the two users’ quality exponenfs’, o{* are
3 = ar, simply by recalling current CSIT estimates at a latedifferent but share a common average= - iV /T =

time. As a result, we will consider the general setting WherST . a§2)/T and with Theorenfl4 describing the optimal
t= L

0<ay<as<--<apr<pB<l1, DoF region for the general asymmetric setting where the

h d havi tect delaved aforementioned averages need not be the same. In addition
where/5 = 1 corresponds to having perfect delayed CSIT, ang y,q theorems, we also provide corollaries and examples

yvhereql =1 cor_responds to the optimal case of perfect ar}ﬂat are meant to offer insight. Sectignl Il is dedicated to
immediately aval_lable CSIT. ) , presenting the different schemes and their DoF performance
Remark 3:Wh|le the resu_lts here will be in term_s_ Ofand it applies towards the achievability part of the proofhef
feedback quality rather than in terms of feedback quaritity, aforementioned results. Specifically, after a brief desimn
the DoF setting of interest, the relationship between the Y SectiorTI=A of the notation that is’common to all schemes
takes a clear form under basic scalar quantization tecksigu the subsequent subsectioRS TIEBIN-C afd TII-D des<’:ribe
where from [[IB] we know that sending log P fee_dback bits different schemes that jointly achieve the optimal DoF oegi
at some point in time, corresp_onds to a quality exponent, the general asymmetric case, then SedfionlllI-E dessribe
o = o Furthe_rmore proceeding to gradually accumulaige gcheme for the case of having symmetric or partially
more feedback bits, allows fpr gradual improvement of CSIg—ymmetric evolving current CSIT and perfect delayed CSIT,
quality; for example proceeding to sefa” —a’)log P extra  ,y then Sectiofi IIIF describes the scheme for the case
bits atsome point; < T aft(/a/rtl, C_:Orrequnds to an”mcrease f having symmetric or partially symmetric evolving curten
quality exponent ofy, = o”, while sending(5 — a”)log P cqi1 ang imperfect delayed CSIT. Sectiol IV provides the
bits at any point after the end of the coherence perig oF outer bound for the asymmetric case with perfect delayed
corresponds to a delayed CSIT exponentiof CSIT, where this outer bound directly supports Theofém 4,
We can now see how the evolving CSIT generalizatioghile it also supports Theorefd 3 after setting?) = a2,
naturally incorporates different settings such as theegtrf as well as supports Theordmh 1 and Theofém 2 after setting
delayed CSIT setting in [4]4 = 1,z = 0, vt < T), the () — & + — 19 ... 7. Appendix[Vl presents some
perfect-delayed and imperfect current CSIT setting[in [Sltetails from the achievability proofs, some DoF calculasio

2) describing the delayed CSIT exponents for the

7 (3 = Lap = --- = ar < 1), the bounded-overall- a5 well as some encoding details, and finally Appefidi¥ VII
feedback setting with imperfect current and imperfectgia provides brief proofs of the different corollaries.
CSIT[8,91 B < 1l,a1 = --- = ar < 1), as well as the

‘not-so-delayed’ CSIT setting in [10] corresponding to imay . .

B=Tl,a1 ==, = 0,001 = - — ap — 1 for some E. Notation and conventions

integerr < T. Throughout this papere)™, (o) and || e || denote the

Furthermore proceeding to the asymmetric setting where tfi@anspose, conjugate transpose and Frobenius norm of &matr
CSIT quality differs from user to user, we consider the cagespectively, whilediag(e) denotes a diagonal matrix, e ||
where denotes the Euclidean norm, and denotes the magnitude of

1 . NI | o @ a scalaro(e) comes from the standard Landau notation, where
a7 Ellhed T =P B llge T =P~ (6)  f(a) = o(g(x)) implieslim, . f(x)/g(x) = 0. We also use
= to denoteexponential equalityi.e., we write f(P) = PP
SWe clarify that this relationship between CSIT quality arebdback log f(P)

quantity, plays no role in the development of the resultsd @ simply to denote lim ———~ = B. Similarly > and < denote

mentioned in the form of comments that offer intuition. Owcds is on _P|—>_oo O%. . L ith f baseFinall
quality exponents, and we make no optimality claim regaydire number of exponential inequalities. Logarithms are o erinally

guantization bits. we adhere to the common convention (see [4], [6], [71) [19])



of assuming perfect and global knowledge of channel state dZ — — NodGSIT
information at the receivers (perfect global CSIR), whére t Delayed CSIT [MAT]
receivers know all channel states and all estinflates

e Evolving CSIT
(@,1)

II. DOF REGION OF THEMISO BC WITH EVOLVING CSIT 1

We proceed with the main results, which we divide in
four cases; the case of symmetrically evolving current CSIT
with perfect delayed CSIT, of symmetrically evolving curte 2/3
CSIT and imperfect delayed CSIT, the partially symmetric
case with perfect and imperfect delayed CSIT, and finally the
more general asymmetric case. As stated, the corresponding
schemes can be found in Sect[oqd Ill, while the corresponding
outer bound proof can be found in Sectlod IV.

(@M}
33

(1,a)

A. Symmetrically evolving current CSIT and perfect delayed 0
CSIT

We here consider the case of evolving current CSIT Wiy, 1. Optimal DoF region of two-user MISO BC with evolvingireent
perfect delayed CSIT, and focus on the case where the t@&®IT and perfect delayed CSIT.
users enjoy the same quality of current CSIT corresponding t
the same set of quality exponents< oy < --- < ar < 1).
This statistical symmetry is meant to reflect scenarios wher The above applies to settings such as that’id [10] which
the quality of the feedback links is similar across diffarerconsiders delays in receiving current CSIT, thus corredjman
users. We also focus for now on the case where delayed C®tThavinga; = ---a, = 0 for somer > 0, and thus having
can be considered to be perfect; an assumption that is meant 1. The corollary shows that, unlike in thé/{ + 1)-user
to reflect the ability to eventually, after sufficiently largelay, user case in[[10] where the optimal sum DoF is achieved
receive sufficient feedback to allow for perfect CSIT estiesa even in the presence of the aforementioned (current fegjibac

23 1

For notational convenience, we define delays, in the two-user case here, any delay or imperfegtion
T the current CSIT, will result in suboptimal DoF performance
as 1 Z o 7 The following examples provides insight.
T t=1 Example 1:Let us consider a setting where we seek to
to be the average (current) CSIT quality exponent. achieve a certain symmetric target DaF = 7/9. Noting

. . . ;o
Theorem 1:The optimal DoF region for the two-user MISOd'reCtIy from the theorem that this requires> 3d'—2 = 1/3,

. . . e identify possible sets of quality exponents to include:
o Symmeticaly Svoing curtent CSIT and Pertect s — 0for ¢ < 213, a, — 1 for t ~ 21/3) which allows

for maximal current-feedback delay that is equal to twodir

di <1, dy<1 (8) of the coherence block, and which asks for perfect feedback
2y +dy <2+ a 9) at the beginning of the last third of the block

o (ay =0fort<T/3, oy =4/9fort e (1/3,27/3], a, =

2dy+di < 240a (10) 5/9 for t > 2T'/3) which allows for some feedback delay and
and corresponds to the polygon with corner points a gradual evolution of CSIT quality
91 a 24 a e (aq = 1/3 forall t € (0,7]) which asks for immediate
{(0,0),(0,1), (@, 1), ( 3 3 ), (1,@),(1,0)}. feedback, but of lesser quality with fewer feedback bits.
Example 2:In the setting of the previous example and the
This is depicted in Fid.11. aforementioned three options, let us assume for the sake of

Drawing from the above, the following corollary is partiall simpiicity that channel quantization is simple scalar dizan
motivated by the possibility of having imperfect feedbaction, in which case a quantization ratelog P bits allows for
and/or having feedback with delays. The proof is brief antl cgessentially) perfect feedback, and wheréog P bits allow
be found in Appendi VII-A. The use of the tersymmetric for 4 quality exponent: € [0,1] ( [18]). In this simplified
DoF is meant to correspond to the case where the two Usgfantization setting we observe the following.
have equal DoF. e The first option is direct: send no feedback during the

Corollary 1a: In the setting of the two-user MISO BC, thefirst two-thirds of the coherence block, and then séwglP
optimal symmetric DoR’ = 1 (DoF pair (d’,d') = (1,1)) feedback bits right after that (no need for further delayed
requiresa = 1, i.e., requires perfect and immediately availabléeedback).

CSIT. e To get the second option, we allow for feedback delay equal

; . to a third of the coherence block, at the end of which we send

See for example the work df [20[. [21] on the challenge of ititg such

perfect global CSIR, and the work il[9] on designs that optiynutilize %logP bits of feedb_aCk. to get; = 4/97? € (T/3, 2T/3],
imperfect and delayed global CSIR. and then at the beginning of the last third of the coherence



TABLE | , . . .
SOME FEEDBACK OPTIONS ACHIEVING SYMMETRICDOF d' = Z. which takes the form of a polygon with corner points

’ {(0,0),(0,1), (a,1), (28 —a,1+a—B),(1 +a— 3,28 —

ar | ar,, | azr,, | feedback| feedback extra bits a), (1,a),(1,0)}.

o to to delay .bgsl'” . tafe:fp The following corollaries provide further insight and con-
oL | oer or period” — - clusions that hold in the same DoF context.

/3 1/3 /3 0 1/3 Tog P | 2/3 log P _ _ o

0 479 5/9 T/3 5/9 -log P | 4/9-log P Corollary 2a: Having delayed-CSIT qualitys > %

0 0 L 21/3 log P 0 is equivalent to having perfect delayed CSIT. Consequently

wheneveiy > 122 there is no need for any delayed CSIT,
i.e., there is no utility in sending feedback after the enthef

block, send an additiona},! log P bits to increase the numbercOherence block.

of accumulated feedback bits t§log P bits and to get The above is direct from the theorem and simply considers

ar = 5/9,t € (2T/3,T). Sending, at any point after thethat current CSIT estimates can be recalled at a later point i

end of the coherence block, an additiorfalog P bits of time. It applies towards answering the question of how many

delayed feedback, would complement the exis@irigg P bits ~ (delayed) feedback bits must be gathered after the channel

of feedback accumulated during the coherence block, wofilfanges in order to achieve the best possible performance,

bring the total number of accumulated feedback bitiogoP ~ Offering insight on understanding when delayed feedback is

bits, and would allow for perfect delayed CSIT correspogdimneécessary.

to 3 = 1. Furthermore we have the following, which gives insight on

« To get the third option, we immediately seddog P bits how many feedback bits to send, and when, in order to achieve

of feedback at the beginning of the coherence block in ord@rcertain performance’. The proof is again direct.

to getay = 1/3,t € [1,T]. Sending an extr& log P bits Corollary 2b: To achieve a symmetric target DaF, it is

of delayed feedback at any point> T' after the end of the sufficient to havear > 3d’ — 2 with 8 > 2d’ — 1 or to have

coherence block, would result in perfect delayed CSIT. & > 3d'—2 with ar > 2d’—1 (and no extra delayed feedback).
These are summarized in Talle Il where the second-to-lasin addition, the following corollary describes feedback

column describes the total number of feedback bits sent_1gur|de|(—j“,S that allow for a given target symmetric DdFin the

the coherence block, and where the last column describes fagsence of constraints on current and delayed CSIT cesliti

number of extra (delayed) feedback bits required to refiee thye will be specifically interested in the allowable fraction
current CSIT estimates to the point of perfect delayed CSIfg|ay of feedback

AN
v =arg max{a. . = 0} (15)
B. Symmetrically evolving current CSIT with imperfect de- ) 7 _
layed CSIT l.e., the fractiony < 1 for whichay = -+ = a,7 =

0,ay741 > 0. A constrainta; < amax ON the current

We now proceed to the more general case where, in additigality exponents, is meant to reflect a constraint on tra tot
to imperfections in the current CSIT, imperfections can hgumber of feedback bits sent during the coherence period,
found in delayed CSIT estimates as well £ a1 < --- < while bounding3 corresponds to having a limited total number
ar < 3 <1). Having 5 < 1 could reflect a limitation in the of (current plus delayed) feedback bits per coherence gferio
feedback link quality or a limitation in the total number of Corollary 2¢: Under a current CSIT quality constraing <
(current plus delayed) feedback bits, which in turn resints o a symm.etric target Do’ can be achieved with Eny
coarse CSIT, irrespective of how long we wait for this dethy ma;‘.' ldelavs < 1 — 3=2 by settinda, — - - - — _
feedback. We recall that delayed feedback is not considere ractiona yI= e+ Y SEH gaa = = Ay =

Q741 = -+ = Q7 = Qmax = 2d' — 1 = . Furthermore

be evolving, again because such delayed feedback Can’w'thﬁjnder a delayed CSIT quality constraifit< Bu.y, a target

loss of generality, be considered to arrive at any pointraft y : : Y >
the end of the coherence period, and after CSIT has reacr@e%: d" can be achieved with any < 1 Brmax ’ by setting

its maximum refinement. As before, is the average of the ¢! ~ ayr =0, 0yria =07 = fmax = 2d’ — L.
: Finally under no specific constraint on CSIT quality, they&dr
quality exponents.

DoF d' can be achieved with any < 3(1 —d'), using perfect
Theorem 2:The optimal DoF region takes the form (but delayed) feedbacky = --
car=4=1).

The following bounds the quality of current and of delayed

when 8 > 22 while wheng < 2% this region is inner CSIT needed to achieve a certain target symmetric DoF

bounded by the achievable region Corollary 2d: Having cumax = 3d’ — 2 and 3 = 2d' — 1, is
sufficient to achieve a symmetric Daf-.

= ayr = 0,041 =

di <1, do<1, 2d1+ds<2+a, 2do+di<2+a

di <1, do<1 11 - : .
dl . d S (12) The proof of this is straightforward; the correspondingleua
2hitda =20 (12) ity exponents can be; = --- = ar = 3d' — 2,8 =2d' — 1.
2dy +dy <2+« (13)
8 ; o . . ! ) )
do+di <1+8 (14) Our ignoring integer rounding considerations is an abuseotdition that

is only done for the sake of clarity, and it carries no reageif



TABLE Il

SOME FEEDBACK OPTIONS ACHIEVING SYMMETRICDOF d' = . distinct cases. In the first case, which could be described
as a partially symmetric case, we show that the results of
a1 [azr . | azr feedback| extra bits the two previous theorems hold even when the two users’
to to to B delay after quality exponentmgl), osz) are different but share a common
o | e or t=T averagea = Y,_, agl)/T =y, a§2)/T, thus revealing
1(/)3 i?g é;g g;g T0/3 2/9 'OlogP among other things the condition (equal exponent average)

0 0 1 1 3773 0 under which two uneven feedback links behave similarly. The

results are derived based on the design of specific schemes

that will be shown to properly utilize this partial asymnyetr

. . In the second case we derive the optimal DoF region in the

We proceed with some simple examples. general asymmetric setting where the averages need not be
Example 3:Consider a symmetric target DoF = {. In  the same. The subsequent results are supported by the outer

the absence of any specific constraint on the quality of atirrg,qnd in SectiofTV, while the achievability part of TheoBm

and delayed CSITJ’ can be achieved with, = ---asr/3 = s supported by the schemes in SecfionllI-E and SeEfioh,11-

0, ¢ = B = 1,t € (2T/3,T], corresponding to fractional anq the achievability part of Theordmh 4 is supported by the

feedback delayy = 3(1 — d') = 2/3 (Corollary[2¢), and schemes in SectioR 1IEB, Sectid MMFC and Section 11I-D,

corresponding to sending perfect feedback at the begirsfingyhere these latter schemes are specifically designed tdehand

the last third of the coherence period. If on the other haanymmetric feedback qualities.

the feedback link only allows fory; < am.x = 1/2, then Th 3F t of lit NNCOINE)

the desiredd’ = 7/9 can be achieved with feedback delay eorem s.For any set o qlfa'y expgnen(l)t M

v =1—(3d —2)/amax = 1/3, allowing for o, = 0 for ¢ € th"}t sh(%re a common average = >,_a; /T =

[1,7/3] and thena, = 1/2 for ¢ > T/3, and 3 > % — Yo oT, f_;lnd in the presence of perfect delayed

2d' —1=5/9. CSIT, the optimal DoF region for the_ two-user MI_SO
Example 4:1f in the setting of the previous example, weBC takes the forrr21 Pf2 a polygon with corner points

loosened slightly the constraint, from < 1/2 to a, < 5/9, 1(0,0):(0,1),(a,1), (5%, %), (1,a),(1,0)}. Furthermore

we could allow for an increase in the fractional delay, frorff? this same partially symmetric setting, the above optimal

y=1/3t07=1-2 =1— 3d'—2 _ 1 _1/3 _ 2/5 allowing region remains the same for any imperfgct- 2%, while
d/i a . . . .

for oy, = 0 for ¢ < 52T/5 ar?d tfllenat :5/29d’ ~1=5/9 = for g < % the optimal DoF region is inner bounded by the

3 for t > 2T/5. polygon with corner point$ (0, 0), (0,1), (a, 1), (268 — &, 1+

Example 5:If feedback delay is not a priority, then we carft —F). (1 + a-p,26-a)(L,a),(1,0)}. _ .
substantially reduce the number of current feedback bits an Proceeding to a more general asymmetric case, without loss

achieved’ = g with oy = --- = ap =a = 3d — 2 = 1/3 of generality we assume that
(=122 =24 —1=5/9). L I |
Example 6:1f feedback can only be sent every third of the @2 NP <ab2 N,
coherence period, then possible feedback optiond'fer 7/9 T T4
would include: and focus on the practical case where
e (ay =0fort <2T/3, oy = 1= g for t > 27/3) which @) )
allows for increased feedback delay O0<a” <oy <1,t=12,---,T (16)

; (go‘t = Offortt 3271:/?; O‘th_:;]l/9 fo{),t = (?/%ST/E’]& ‘lj‘t = as well as on the case of perfect delayed CSIT.
/9 = f3 for t > 2T'/3) which combines feedback delay an Theorem 4:The optimal DoF region for the two-user MISO

a reduced total amount of feedback bits : : .
o (a; = 1/3forallt < T, 3 = 5/9) which allows for reduced BC with asymmetric and evolving CSIT, takes the form

feedback within the duration of the coherence block. di <1, dy<1 (17)
. These opuons are summgrlzed in Ta[ﬂe I!, agam_correspond- 2%y +dy < 2+ (18)
ing to the simple aforementioned quantization setting. [ake )

column describes the number of delayed feedback bits, sent a 2dy +dy <2+a (19)

any point after the end of coherence block, to refine curregtq

: _ ( for 2a — a® < 1 corresponds
CSIT estimates to the desired quality of delayed CSIT.

to a polygon  with corner  points {(0,0),

_ a1 52 (2 _ 51 _
(1’0)7(1’a(1))’(2+2a 3_ a2+2a3_a )7(a(2)v1)5(071)}1
C. Asymmetrically evolving current CSIT else to a polygon with corner points

JE) N

We here consider the asymmetric case Wh@i’@ need {(O’O)’(1’0)’(1’%)’(0‘(2)’1)’(071)}'
not be equal ton!®, corresponding to having CSIT quality Figurel2 depicts the above. o
that evolves differently from user to user. Such asymmetry The following corollaries provide further insight and ctrc
could reflect feedback links with different capacity or ditént Sions that hold in the above context of asymmetrically evajv
delays. The approach here seeks to shed light on the quesfBfent CSIT and perfect delayed CSIT.
of how the feedback capabilities of one user, affect the Corollary 4a: For any2a® — a(® > 1, the optimal DoF
other user. The exposition of the results is done for twegion does not depend ari®).




d d . . . .
’ ’ A. Precoding schemes: Basic notation and conventions

The schemes are designed to hav@hases, with phase
(s =1,2,---,5) spanning7; coherence blocks, and where
N d,424,22+2" N d 4202243 Ty, Ts,--- ,Ts will be separately deagngd in egch scheme.
The labels of the blocks in each phasewill constitute a set
B, wherd
. . T
7 \'\B \\ Bl_{l}l 1> BQ_{Z+T17, 17"'7BS:{Z+ZT]€}Z':51
AN . k=1
.\'\.dv+2dz:2+;m “‘T'\\d,+242:2+5”‘ (20)
"'\.\ NN The transmitted vector at timeslobf block ¢ will typically
- = d; — ~d; take the form
0 1 2ta 2+a 0 1 2ra 2+a
2 2 ’ ’ ’ ’
(a) Case 1: 2;” —;2)<1 (b) Case 2: 2;” —;!(2)21 m&t - wl,tcf,t + u&tal"t + uz"ta/&t + ’Uf,tbl,t + 'U[_’tbgyt (21)

wherea, ;, a, , are symbols meant for userfi,;, b, , for user

Fig. 2. Optimal DoF regions for the two-user MISO BC with assymn((:;):md 2, ande, ; are common symbols. Their respective powers are
evolving CSIT. The corner points take the following valuds= (1, 1*“ ), denoted'as

(1) _52) (2) _5(1)
B = (Oc<2), 1)’ C = (2+2a S & , 24-2a 3 & ) and D = (1706(1))- , ,
P(C) A E|C@ t|2 P(a) A E|aé7t|2, PE(,?E ) éE|a’l,t|2

P ’” 2y, 2, Pé’i’ 2R, 2,

Example 7:For a = 1, the optimal
DoF region is a polygon with corner pointsand the prelog factors of thelr correspondlng rates are re-
{(0,0),(1,0),(1,%),( ?),1),(0,1)}. This generalizes spectively denoted @r“, ;t ,rgbg,r§t ,rﬁ) From the
the optimal DoF region{(o,o (1,0),(1,4),(0,1)} derived unit-norm precodersu,:, v, are typically chosen to be
in [19] for ) =1, a® = 0. orthogonal tog, , and hy, respectively, whilewy,, uy ,, v,

The next corollary provides insight on how a reduction in are generated pseudo randomly. All precoders are assumed t
user’s feedback quality, is exacerbated by quality asymmetbe known by all nodes.

The proof is brief and can be found in Appendix_VII-C. In addition
quollary 4b_: L_et (d(d,d),d(d_,d)) _b? the_ozpuma_ll sym- Lé? 2 Rl (vg.4bes +’U,é,tbl€,t) Et) 2 gl (ugraps +u;,ta'é7t)
metric DOF pair in the symmetric cagé") = a(® = a, and : 22)

let (d(a, @), d(@, &) be the new optimal DoF pair that, after,
a?) is reduced fromw to &’ (&' < @), maintains the DoF of
the first user. Ther(a,a’) < d(a’,&').

(2 Ry (g bey + vy by ), 052
Example 8:Consider an original set of quality expo- ‘¢t AR 0,t%0,8)y Lot

will denote the interference at user 1 and user 2 respegtivel
and

Hl>

gy (weap; + ulf,ta,é +)

nents @ = a® = 0.6 providing for an optimal (23)

(d(a,a),d(a,a)) = (d(0.6,0.6),d(0.6,0.6)) = (%8, 28). will denote the transmitter's delayed esumates@f L“,

Then consider a feedback quality degradation for the secofffile we will use

user, froma® = 0.6 to a newa® = 0.5. The optimal A1) _ (1) D) ( ) _ /2 _ 2 (24)
Lo =lee — et tor Tler —le

DoF pair(%2,d(0.6,0.5)) = (22, £2) that guarantees the first

users or|g|nal4p9erformance of. 6/3 DoF, offers thzeSsecond to denote the quantized versionsif and s, respectively,
user a DoF of'¢, which is less thanl(0.5,0.5) = =, i.€, i i), i) denoting the corresponding quantization errors.
if both users received their optimal DoF after their quetiti

A plex numbers, we will usg(x) to mean that the corresponding
equally degraded ta’ = 0.5.

number of quantization bits ig(z) log P.
I1l. COMMUNICATION SCHEMES FOR THEMISO BC WITH We proceed to first describe the three schemes for the
asymmetric quality settu@ Specmcally, X11 will achieve

EVOLVING CSIT 1 _g@ <2> 5
. . DoF pointC = (222 2420 — for the case of
We proceed to describe precoding schemes that achieve P ( 3 ’ )

the corresponding DoF corner points, by properly utilizing eg;oeks ¢ — 1 — T1 constitute phase 1, blocké = T, + 1 — Tb
different combinations of superposition coding, Suca&ssiconstitute phase,- - -, blocks¢ = Tg_1 + 1 — T constitute phasé.
cancelation, power allocation, and phase durations. Asrbef  °For example, we use<a) to mean that, at timeslat of block ¢, symbol
we will consider a channel coherence periodlofime slots, carr.esngag log P — o(log P) bits.

but clarify that the schemes’ DoF performance does nofilas stated, in this setting, without loss of generality, weuase that
depend on the channel being temporally independent. a® < a, focusing on the case whefe < af” < o} <1, t =

We first present the basic notation and conventions used1 g1 as well as on the case of perfeCt)de'ayed CSIT. The scheme
escrlptlon often considers the case of ratloné’l but any other case can

our schemes. This prellmlnary descrlptlon allows for Idl;ev be readily handled with minor modifications. To accommodhte choice of
in the subsequent description of the details of our schemesghase durations, the number of phasemay be chosen to be large.




a —a® <1 (case 1), whilet;, will achieve DoF point reconstruct perfect delayed estlmal{egt),lfg,é € B},
D (1,a) for case 1, as well asl = (1,13 for the (cf. (22),[23)), and to quantize them |n{6(élt,l,(3t,£ € B},
case wherea® — a? > 1 (case 2), andt; WI|| achieve (cf. (23)) with ’

DoF pointB = (a(?, 1) for both cases.
o)) =1-a", o)) =1-af”
B. SchemeY;;: utilizing asymmetric and evolvmg CSIT to ({Lft),lglt),f €Bi}i ) =nT2-a" -a?®) (32)
2425 -5 24253 5
achieve DoF pointC ( 3 , 3 ) for 9 o plea® @12 - 1_a®
case 1 pa) —a® < 1) which, given thaﬂEW =P~ andE[y,/|* = P

As stated, schemet;; is designed to haveS phases,
with phases (s = 1,2,---,5) spanningTy blocks, where

T1,T>,--- ,Ts are integers satisfying
T, =Teip* % Vs €{2,3,---,8 -1},
TS = T57152 = T1€1/LS_362 (25)
o aW_g® 49 oM 5™ _
where p = SShma s @ = e &2 =
—(1 —(2
a——a 28 and whereA can be any numblEt such that

1—2aM +a®
3 )
The labels of the blocks in each phaseconstitute the sel;
as this was described i (20).
1) Phase 1:During phase 1 (consisting of blockss 5;),
the transmitter sends

0<A< (26)

a}“:ugytag_,t+u;7ta;7t+v47tbg7t+v;7tb27t (27)
(e B, t=1,2,--- T, with power and rates set as
P(a) - P, Pé(i/) - Plfocf)’ Pg(li) P P(b) Plﬂ
réat) =1, Tﬁl) =1- agg), rébt) =1, r(b)—l ( ),
(28)

The received signals at the two users then take the form

(1)
Lot

1 1
yé t) hyue rag t+heuz t(le t+hl tVe,tbe t"'hzvz tbe ¢t Zé .
%/_’ %/—’ —_—— h/—’ —~—
P Pl oci ) Plfocil) 170¢§1) PO
(29)
o
(2) _~7 T, T T, 1/ (2)
Yot =Gp U0t i+goty 4ap+Gp00bet+gvg 1by 1+ 24
—_—— Y e—e——
1—al® 1—a® P oD PO
P t P t P t
(30)

where under each term we noted the order of the summand’s

average power, and where
1)2 2 a2
Blogl) PP =ElRjve bl + Elhjvy by |
(1)

~T . —
:E|h£tWtblt|2+E|h;”,étb,ét|2:P1 e
()

ElLé?t)F Elgy e ae:]® +]E|ggu“a“| =pl- (31)

At this point, and after the end of the first phase, the

transmitter uses its perfect knowledge of delayed CSIT

12\We here clarify that any choice dk in the region shown ir[{26) will, as
the number of phases increases, eventually achieve the BafeGenerally
speaking, choosing a largex reduces delay and allows for faster convergenc
to the optimal DoF.

allows for bounded quantization noise power

Eli P =Elil)? =1, teBy, t=1,---,T

(see for example[[18]). At this point the, T (2 —a —

a(®)log P bits representing@,’).,ii'),¢ € Bi}1,, are dis-
tributed evenly across the sét“,f € By}l , of newly
constructed symbols which will be sequentially transrditte
during the next (second) phase. This transmissiofrgf, ¢ €
B2}E | in the next phase, will help each of the users cancel
the dominant part of the interference from the other user,
and it will also serve as an extra observation (which will in
turn enable the creation of a corresponding MIMO channel
- see [(3V) later on) that allows for decoding of all private
information of that same user.

2) Phases, 2 < s < S —1: During phases (consisting of
block ¢, ¢ € B,), the transmitted signal takes the exact form

in @)

’ ’ ’ ’
Tyt = We,Cot + g tQp e + Up 4y 4 + vetbes + W,tbz,t

(33)
lteBs, t=1,2,---,T, where we set power and rates as
P =P, r) =1-af) —A
P = P“(D*A, NONNCIN
P;t )= pal—a®ra @) ) (0 LA (34)
P L BN
Pl = pA, ) = A,

Then the received signals at the two users take the form

(1 _

Yoi = hywy tco s+ hywe sae s + heuz t%t
—_—— —— e—

P Poé(l)JrA Pa§1)7a§2)+A

(1)
Lot

+ hé (Veibe + hjvg by, + Zél) (35)
PA PA Ppo
RO
2.t

y( ) — = gyWy oy + gz Uty + geug tae t

P
W_0@in palD_a®ia

po

+ ng,tbé,t + nglz,tb/e,t + Zz(zt) . (36)
— Y= =~

o patlia pa po
Upon reception, based o {36).[36), each user first decodes

the common signat, ; by treating the other signals as noise.
dhe details for the achievability of“ =1- (1) - A
follow closely the exposition of the details of schenﬁ\g



as these details are shown in Apperﬁ]@l -C. After decoding As before, for¢ € Bg, t = 1,2,---,T, both receivers
ce, user 1 removehgwg tce from y§ e and user 2 removes decode, ; by treating all other 5|gnals as noise. Consequently

ghwe ico from Yoi (2) leB,t=1,2,--- T. user 1 removes,wy +c; from yét and decodes,;, and

At this point, each user goes back one phase and (®er 2 removeg,wy c,; from yf? and decode$,;, all at
constructs, using its knowledge dic,,, ¢ € Bs} ., the the aforementioned rates. Finally each user goes back one
quantized delayed estlmategé(éQt,szlg,ﬁ € B, 1}, of all phase and, using knowledge @f; ;, ¢ € Bs}{_,, reconstructs

the interference accumulated durlng the previous phasé. {Lft), zglt,é € Bs_1}1_,, which in turn allows for decoding of

User 1 then subtracﬁ%l) from y(1 to remove, up to bounded s andaé , atuser 1, and ofi; ; andbé ,atuser2/c Bs 1,
noise, the interference corresponding nﬁt, ¢ € By, t=1,2,---.T, all as described in the previous phases (see
t = 1,---,T. The same user also employs the estma&ppendlxm for more details).

Lft) of 7,7 e as an extra observatlon which, together with the Tablellll summarizes the parameters of schethe The use
observatloryé Twgc t_Lé t, allow for decoding of both of symbol L is meant to indicate precoding that is orthogonal
as, and a/“, again corresponding to the phase— 1) (note to the channel estimate (rather than random). The tablsts la

thates, — 0, £ € By). Specifically user 1 is presented, at thigow indicates the prelog factor of the quantization rate.

instance, with & x 2 equivalent MIMO channel of the form TABLE IlI

1 =(1 1 1 SUMMARY OF SCHEME X171 .
v — hiwescee—ig] | _[h; Dhuce s [+ 261 T iy
Eft) g; o Ay, —th) Phase 1 Ph.s (2<s<S5-1) PhaseS
’ ' ’ Duration T Tiep® 2 TieipS Seq
(37) @ ey @)
Tot 1 o +A oy
Which allows for decoding of, ; anda, , with ré“t) =aolV 4+ r{®) 1-a® o —aP A -
A, T“ = ozgl) (2) + A Le By, t=1,---,T (see T’ébt) 1 o +A al?
AppenleIEZ] for similar achievability detalls) r) 1—a” A -
Similar actions are performed by user 2 which uses the 7«502 B 1—aV-A 1-a@
knowledge off,(zlt) andy;t) gyWe Cop — ZYt to decode both P L P Pa(“+A pol?
by, and b“ with 7" = ol + A, ") = A, £ € B,_4, P NN RN -
t=1,- T. ) ) @
_ P L P pae A P
As before, after the end of phase the transmitter uses "(ﬁ),) —m <
its knowledge of delayed CSIT to reconstrygf”), "), ¢ € P (s P r -
2) V(l) Pe t - P
B}, and quantize that mt@z t20p: L € Bs VL with Quant. | 22 —a® T a® T 5

(B =4, (@) =a) —alP + A

o({72). 7)) 0 e BAL,) = T,T(aV — a® +2A)  (38) a) DoF calculation for schemeY;;: We proceed to

hich all for bounded tizati ise. Then the t afd up the total amount of information transmitted during
w 'C,? OW82 or bounded guantization noise. 1hen the folgj;q scheme. In accordance to the declared pre-log factors
T.T(a™™ —a® 42A) log P bits representing all the quantize ()

(@) ;
values{Z@zt),zleg,ﬁ € B,)T,, are distributed evenly across 6.t ot and phase durations (see Takbl# IIl), we have that

the set{cu,é € Bgi1}l,, the elements of which will be T2 — a® +ZS L7260 — a® 4 2A) + Tea®

sequentially transmitted in the next phase (phasel). dy =
3) PhaseS: During the last phase (consisting of blo¢k Zi:l T;
¢ € Bg), the transmitter sends S5-1
= (O (T -a® - A)+ Ti(@V + A)) + Ts(1 - al?)
T = Woe,tCet + gt + Ve tboy (39) i—2
{eBg, t=1,---,T, with power and rates set as 3
s Wi Pow +Tea® + Ta® - A 1) /(3 T)) (43)
pl - p ) = 1—a® : :
ot T o - -
(a) = pal® (a) (2) Ti(a® + A —1)+TsA
Pyl =Py = oy (40 _(1_a)4 (@) + = )+ Ts (a4
P = poi”, gbg = al? i T
resulting in received signals of the form where [4B) considers the phase durations seef ih (25), and

1), : - 1 where we recall that\ can be chosen to be any number that
Yoo =howescoithpuwgiani+ hyviiber +2,4,  (41) satlsfleSIIZB) Con5|der|ng thai 1 < 1 (seel(2b) for case 1),

~—
P po®  pal® ) _py PO and thaty" "% i = 1= “ , we see that
yﬁ):g}we,tcm + G0 Wt +gpve tbe s + Zﬁ) . (42 E(dm + A= 1)+ Top’3eA
e L L d=1-A)+= (45)

’ P LT + a5 - 1)



which, for asymptotically hight, gives that 2) Phases, 2 < s < S —1: The transmitter sends

L@ +Aa-1) Ty = WeiCor + Wepaey + u,“a;,t +ve,ibet (51)
d=(1-A)+ =2 .
1= ) et e (e B, t=1,2,---,T, with power and rates
1A 1+a® —2a® —3A _ 2+ 2a1) — 54@)' P =p P — 1~
3 3 a o a 1
(46) Pl = po v T 52
@) pal @) _ @ (52
Pé ' PO‘ Qe Tor =0 —oy
. o ) ®) - pal () _ (1)
Similarly, considering the values f@ﬁyt,rg ,”» we have that by =P Tpp = Qg
Each user first decodest by treating the other signals as
(1 S— L 1) 2 )
dy= (2 - )) +2 i (O‘( +24) + Tsa®® noise, and then user 1 removiewy .cy, and user 2 removes
Zl 1 T g,wece . Then each user goes back one phase and recon-
(D) oA T1(2—2a®M —2A)+Ts(a® —aM —2A) structs the quantized delayed estlma{tél% (e By 1 }E, of
=o' +2A+ Z T, all the interference in phase— 1. User 1 then employs the
1o 20((1)_2&;”; 3e5(62) — (D _2A) estlmatebﬁ_’t) of Lg?t) as an extra observation which, together
—aM42A+ 2 with the observatiory,g,lt) — hjwy tcoy, allow for decoding of

T (G e - )

H both a,, and a/“, again corresponding to the phage— 1)

which, in the highs limit, gives g]zc))te thatcféﬁ =0, £ € By). Atthe same t|m§, user 2 subtracts

7, fromy,? to remove, up to bounded noise, the interference
1 _ ' Ji 2)
dy = a® 12 + 51( : — 20 : 2A) correZpondl(r;_g tcbg i ?nd decodéght_, L eb_lli_s_ld t :'| 1,---,T
I+ (sie bp?en nEfYIIh or n:jorefz a;}: |evf';1] ility detai s). _
_(2) _on(l) _ @ ~(1) s before, after the end of phasgthe transmitter uses its

=aWM+2A+ 20+6"7-2a0 —3A) _ 2+2677 -G knowledge of delayed CSIT to rec:onstn{ufﬁ2 e Byl
3 t t=1

(47) quantizes these intc{ﬂft),é € Bs}E, with fb(ﬁft)) =aolV -
a!?, and evenly distributes tHE,T(a) — &) log P quan-
In conclusion, for case 126" —a® < 1), scheme)(ll tization bits across the sdty;, ¢ € B,y1}L,, to be sent in
achieves DoF pai€ = (2+2°‘(1)* =y 2”“?’“ ). the next phase (phase+ 1).
3) PhaseS: The transmitter sends

C. SchemeY),: utilizing asymmetric and evolving CSIT to Ty = We,tCot + U pape + Vribe g (53)
. . =(2
achieve DoF point(1,a)) for case 1, and(1, 242™) for ¢ Bg, t=1,---,T, with power and rates
case 2 gal) —a® >1)
P~ p 9 =1 o
Schgme)(lg hasS phases, with phase (s = 1,2,---,5) P(“) a® (a) _ (54)
spanningT blocks (with labels from se; from (20)), where ¢4t A ¢
pl) = pa® (B _ (@)
0t v T t -

_ s—2 _
T =Tvpr® ", Vs € {2,3, 5 =1}, As before, both receivers decodg,, user 1 removes

S—3
Ts =Ts_1p2 =Tip1n” "2 (48)  hlw,cp, from y{") and decodes,,;, and user 2 removes
)
a0 _g®@ e, AW _5@ g,wece: fromy,”) and decodes, ;. Then after reconstruct-
and where) = &5, 91 = y=gmn, @2 = S5t iné (i 0 € BLlt ML, user 1 goes back one phase and
1) Phase 1:The transmitter sends 9 e S-lit=1 9 ) P
decodesa,; and g 4 and the same is done by user 2 to
wé,t:uf,taft+u/g7ta/e,t+'vé,tbé,t (49) decodeb_g,t, e Bs_q,t=1,2,---,T, all as descnbed_ in
the previous phases (see Appendix VI-C for more details).
(eBi, t=1,2,---,T, with power and rates set as Table[IM summarizes the parameters of schethe
The DoF calculation, which is relegated to Apperdix VI-A,
p(a) P, p( )= preo? PY = = pai! 50) shows that(gchemé’u achieves DoF paif1, a!)) for case 1,
14+a&
Té,t) —1, r(a ) =1—a®?, ét) _ El)- and (1, £3—) for case 2.

After the end of the flrst phase, the transmitter recod. SchemeY;s: utilizing asymmetric and evolving CSIT to
structs delayed estlmate{sg e B} 1, quant|zes them achieve DoF pointB = (a(?),1)

into {L“,é € By}, (cf. 24)) with ¢(L“) =1-a? Towards achieving DoF paifa?, 1) for both case 1 and
(getting bounded quantization noise), and evenly d|s(te|sbu case 2, schem&,; is truncated to consist only of the last block
the 7y7(1 — a®)log P bits representingi\” 7,0 € Bi}{_,, of the last phase of schemi,. During theseT time slots,
across the seftey ¢, £ € B2}/ | to be sentin the second phasewe have seer, being able to delivel’(1 — a®)log P —



TABLE IV : .
SUMMARY OF SCHEME X}. During the second phase (two blocks,time slots each),

the transmitter sends

Phase 1 | Phs (2<s<S5-1) PhaseS
Duration T Tip1m° 2 Tip1n® 302 Top = Wy iCop + WppQp + Vo byt (58)
(a) L M @)
xR oy Oy .
@) @ 6] ) t=1,2,---,7T, ¢ =2,3, with power and rates set as
"ot I—ay oy T oy -
Tgt) O‘il) O‘El) O‘EQ) P(C) -~ P P(a) = Pagz) P(b) KN Pagl)
NO) a0 —a® et = 5 gy = y Loy =
£t ¢ L (a) _ (2) (b)) _ (1)
Pl L P pet” pet” Top =% 5 Top =% (59)
o @ @ .
Pé,t) Pl P T - and with eachl-length vector{c; 1,ce2, - ,cor|™, £=2,3
p® L | pal” patV pai” carryingT'(1 — @) log P — o(log P) bits. The received signals
Pl - P P are then of the form
Quant. | 1 —a® a® —a®@ 0 1 _T 1
yéyt):hz'wé,tcé,t+h;'ué,ta€,t+hg7t'Ué,tb€,t+ Zl(.,t) , (60)
P o(2) Po PO
Pt
o(log P) bits that are common to the two users, as well as yft):g}wg,tc“+§}7tu47tag,t+g}vg,tbg7t+ zﬁ) . (61)
Ta® log P — o(log P) bits for user 1, andl'a® log P — Y T T =
Pt

o(log P) bits to user 2 (cf.[(53].(84)). As a result, the DoF
point (d; = a®, dy = 1) can be achieved by associating At this point, taking into consideration the possibilityath
common information only to the second user. al’ # of”, we deviate from scalar decoding and consider
decoding of the entire vectde, 1, -, cer]". As a result, at
E. SchemeX,: symmetric and partially symmetric evoIvingthe end O_f the bIo_cI£ (¢ =2,3), useri, i :T 1,2, quOdes the
CSIT and perfect delayed CSIT cpmmon mforr?.?tlon ve((;)to[m,l, e ,c_&T] from its r(_ecewed
. . ) signal vectorly,"},- -+ ,y,'7]" by treating the other signals as

For the partially symmetric setting where the o userggise. Consequently, in terms of the achievability, we rtioa
quality exponentsa’, o{® might or might not be the the mutual information satisfies
same, but share a common average= Zleagl)/T = ) .
Zthl a§2)/T, and where delayed CSIT is perfect, schetse 1 ([ce1, -+ cer]’; [y§,1)7 "' ayé,:)r]Tv he)
is first designed to achieve the optimal symmetric DoF point T o
(“Ta, HT“), while with a small modification it will achieve = logHPl‘“t —o(log P) =T(1—a)log P — o(log P),
the other DoF corner pointsy, 1) and (1, &) and the entire t=1

optimal DoF region in Theorefd 1 and Theorein 3. The schenielc, ;- -, cor]; 002, -y 0", 90)
has two phases, with the first phase spanning one coherence ’ ’
block, and the second phase spanning two blocks. — 1OgH pl-ot? _ olog P) = T(1 — &) log P — o(log P)
During the first phase, the transmitter sends i
’ ’ ’ ’ (62)
.’131715 = ’Ullytalyt + ’Ullytalyt + vl,tbl,t —+ vl,tbl,t (55) .
to conclude that both users can reliably decode each common
fort=1,2,---,T, with power and rates set as information vector[cg1,- - ,c,7|", where each such vector
contains
a) - b) . a') - —_a® b') —_a®
Pl(,t):Pl(,t):Pv pl(ﬂ;):pl ‘ Pl(,/t):Pl ¢ -
7‘5“2 _ ng —1, rgat) —1_ a§2) rgl:t) —1-aW. T(1 —a)log P — o(log P) (63)

t
(56) . . . . .
: ts. The encoding and decoding details for this step, can be
After the end of the phase, the transmitter construc%und in Appendi VIB.

{th),ift)}f:l- Given p(el)rfect delayed (;SIT@a)no_l given_that the After decoding each common vector, user 1 removes
order of the power of; ; (and respectively;;) is no bigger hjwyco, to decodeay,, and user 2 removegwy cs. 10
than p1-o:" (respectiverPl—af)), allows for quantization decodeb, ;, all corresponding to the aforementioned rates.

of {th), ng}tT:l into {th), fﬁt)}f:l (cf. (24)) with With {ca.4,c3.:}i; at hand, each user goes back one phase
and reconstructs{ffg,Zfz}le. Then user 1 subtractéft)
from yﬁ to remove, up to bounded noise, the interference
which in turn allows for]E|th)|2 - IE|Z$)|2 = 1 (cf. [18]). corresponding taft), for all t = 1,2_,-~- ,T, and then also
Then the ¢({Z%f2,ffg}f:1)logP — 27(1 — a)log P bits the same user employs the estimafé of L§22 as an f}()f;[ra

representlng{?fg,zft)}tT:l, are split across the common in-observation which, together with the observaty{ﬂ} =034

formation vectorsicy 1, -+ ,cor]” and[esq,-- - ,cs.r]" that allow for decoding of bothu; ; and all,t' Specifically user 1,

will be transmitted during the next phase. using its knowledge offt), and yft) - 2513 is presented, at

N =1-a”, 9@ =1-a (57



this instance, with & x 2 equivalent MIMO channel of the The received signals then take the form
form
(1 _

Yo = hywecrs +hpug, s+ hjug gy, t+Z§ Y
(1«1 T (1), 1) — Y ——
Y10 —he| _ | roq|aLe 214 Tl P P @ f
qo) = | e ) | T o)t P~ i
i 91 B K Y —lyg (1) 1 _.(1)
(64) lot Lot et

T ’ ’ T ro
which allows for decoding ofa;; and a;, with r§“2 = Fhe(Veibes + Vo) Hhe(Veibee +vibey),  (68)

L) = 1—al® fort=1,2,---,T. po-af? PO
Similar acugg\)s are tgl;en _E)% user 2 which utilizes the yft) :gzwz,tCe,t+92w,tbe¢+9}vz,tbg,t+ztgi)
knowledge ofi; ;, andy,”; — i;; to decode both; ; and — T —_—— ~~
’ ] ’ P P (1) 0
bltwnhrlt—1,7“8’2—1—049),fort:1,2,---,T. PP "
An easy DoF calculation shows that 0 =i
dy =dy = T(2—a)+2Ta _ 2+ 0_" +gz(uf,taé,t+ul,tae,t)+g2(uf,taf,t+ue,tal,t) (69)
3T 3 (2) PO

PPy
To achieve DoF pairga, 1) and (1, &), we consider that

over the third block, the above scheme was able to de“\)gpere
T(1 — a)log P — o(log P) bits that are common to the two E|L§1t)|2:E|ﬁzvé,tb€,t|2 + Elhyv, by |2
users, as well as delivéfalog P — o(log P) bits for user 1, " s

~T =T 2 FT 0 g 7041)
andT'alog P—o(log P) bits to user 2 (cf.[(38L.(39).(60).(61)). =E|(h, —he)ve b +Elhyvg by [* = PP )
Consequently the DoF pointd; = a, d» = 1) can be |; 2)| —E|(@},,—§})weiai*+E|giuy a2 = PP~ a?
achieved by associating common mformatlon only to the (70)
second user, whiléd; = 1, ds = a) can be achieved by
associating common information only to the first user. and

Blogy — i) P =Elhy(ve.cbee + vy, = P,
F. SchemeYs: symmetric and partially symmetric evolving E|L57 v(2 2= E|gé(u€,taé7t+ué7ta€,t ?=P°%  (71)

CSIT and imperfect delayed CSIT
P y At this point each user decodes . (details in Ap-

Remaining in the symmetric and partially symmetric SebendlxIEE) Then user 1 remové@wz sce.c from yg . and
tings, we now allow for imperfect delayed CSIT, and proceed 5 ¢ Th t th d of th
to present schemi; which, for 3 < 122 achieves the afore- ser 2 removegjw,cr.. from y;7. Then, at the end of the

mentioned DoF point&s—a, 1+a— ﬁ) (1+a—8,28—a), first phase, the transmitter reconstru{:télt), th),ﬁ € B},

and (2, 148) while for any 3 > %22, it achieves the (cf. (Z3)), quantizes mtc{azlt),zgi,é € B}, (cf. @2)) with
optimal (2+0‘ 2+0‘) Furthermore, with minor modifications,

X o ; (1) _ M Ay _ g _ @
the same scheme will allow for the remaining DoF points o (L t) o M) =8 — oy
(@,1) and (1, @) for any S. & #2) f cB —OT\T(B — @) (72)
SchemeX; is designed to haveéS phases, with phase 3 o i) T
(s =1,2,---,5) spanningl’; blocks with labels from seB; gets bounded quantization noise SInCE|LZ |2 =
in (20), wherel}, Ty, --- ,Ts are integers satisfying Pﬁ_a?)’ |v(1 2 = ps- ot " and then evenly splits the
T,=T, 16 =T Vs € {2,3,---,5 — 1}, 2T1T(_ﬁ a)log P quant!zat|0n bits into sefic, ¢, ¢ € Ba}i,
5o that will be transmitted in the second phase.
Ts =Ts-1¢=T1&"""C (65) 2) Phases, 2 < s < S —1: Phases is similar to phase 1
and wheret — a)’ ¢ = 28-3) (same signal structure, same power and rate allocatiortp up
-8 > 1-a - .and including the point where the two users decade Hav-

nﬁ’g done that, each user goes back one phase and reconstructs
the quantized delayed estimatgs 2)1 t,ZL, ol € Bsa
of all the interference accumulated durlng the previousspha

s—1. User 1 then subtracf%? and also employs the estimate
ii?) of 7") as an extra observation which, together with the

many of the details to be presented in Appendix VI- C
1) Phase 1:During phase 1 the transmitter sends

’ ’ ’ ’
Tyt =W tCot+Uet@et + Wy Qpp + Veber + vy by 4 (66)

teB, =12, T, wih power and rates set as observatlonyé}t) — hjwg ey — Zﬁ_lt), allow for decoding of
Pz(i) ~p, récg —1-3 both a,; and a/“, again corresponding to the phase— 1).
pl@ P(b) ps g 0 _ 3 Similar actions are taken by user 2. As will be argued further
Zz(&a) A ’ (éj) 0t @ (67) in AppendmlﬂEO the above MIMO decodmg allows for
Py =P Ta =0 e ) =l =5, ) =g, ) =p-alV teB, .,
P, = pBoy” =4 t=1,---,T.



TABLE V

As before, after the end of phase the transmitter  s,yuary oF SCHEME X5 SCHEME X5 ACHIEVING OPTIMAL DOF

reconstructs {\”,7;'),¢ € B}/, quantizes that into (2%, 2£9) por ANY 3 > 1£29
#2) =(1) T i _ = i ati
{%t,%t_,é € Bs}ia Wlth. 27T (8 — a)log P quantleatlon Phase T Phs (2<s<5—T) | Phases
bits, which are evenly split to form sét; ¢, ¢ € Bsi1};_4, tO teB (€ B, ¢ Bs
be transmitted in the next phase (phase 1). Duration TTy TTiE5 1 TT1E572C
3) PhaseS: During the last phase the transmitter sends e B B al?
(@) €8]
"ot B B ay
Lot = Wy Cop + WGy + Viibey (73) rg‘t,) 8—a® g—a® B
. ROP) PN 53— oD _
{eBg, t=1,---,T, with power and rates set as [N t t
i) 1-8 1-8 *
R Y S I Ol "
NN ) O =
pl) | pp—al? ph—af? R
and with the entire common information vector l(lf,) oD D
[ce1,co2,-++ ,cor)" carryingT (1 — @) log P — o(log P) bits. Plﬁz) P P .
Then each user waits until the end of the block to decode the | Fe.: o L . L 1;
entire common information vector (treating all other sigres Quant. [ 2(8-a) (B-3a)
noise); this can be done since
I(leeqs - s eer]’s [yyl)v 7y§,1’1)“]T7h5) a) An examPIe:We describeX; for the specific case
T . Whereagl) = atQ) — oy, t =1, T, a; = - =
=log [[ P —o(logP) =T(1—a)log P = o(log P), ar/s =0, arpr/s =+ = aarys = 4/9, aryorys =+ =
t=1 ar = =15/9, and ask that the scheme achieves the optimal
I([cer, - cor]™s [yfl)’ . 7y§,2:)r]T79z) symmetric DoFd’ = . Plugging in the values of, oy, we

- see thatly, =3,s=1,2,---,5—1, Tg = 2. During phases
_ logH pl—a® _ o(log P) = T(1 — &) log P — o(log P). (consisting of block/, ¢ € B,), the transmitter sends
t=1

(75) Tyt =Wy tCot+WUptapt + Ulz,t(l/gyt +vebes + vll,tb/l,t
) teBs, t=1,2,---,T, with power and rate set as
After decoding[c.1,- -, cor]T, user 1 removed,wy icp © @ ®) (@) o)
to decoden, ;, and user 2 removegyw ;c;, to decodeb,,. P,y =P, Py =P = P3/9, Py in/t = p5/9-en
With {c,+,¢ € Bs}l_, in hand, each user goes back oneréft) =4/9, Téjlt) = ngbt) =5/9, Téi)zréft):wg_at,

hase and reconstrudig?, i ¢ € Bs_1}7_ , Which in turn .
P c{tév“%t’ € Bs-1}ioy Then at the end of phase, the transmitter reconstructs

allows for decoding ofiy ; anda“ at user 1, and of,; and 5212, th)7€ € BT ,, which it quantizes t0{£§}2if2,£ c

b/“ atuser 2/ € Bg_1,t=1,2,---,T, all as described in B.}T, with
the previous phases (see Apperdix VI-C for more details). /="
Table[M summarizes the parameters of schethe ¢({th), Zé}t),ﬂ € B ) =6T(8—a)=4T/3,

. . 12 . . 1_,’_2&
As shown in Appendb[VEL, forf" = min{§, =5}, which (for this example) matches the common informatioa rat

)ﬁ achieves D(;F p0|r_1(25 f_ha’ }_Jr a ; ) bz' aIIocaEng to be sent in the next phase. During the last phase (corgsistin
the common information of the first p ase ¢, C € Bi}is of block ¢, ¢ € Bg), the transmitter sends
entirely for user 2. The same scheme achieves the point

(I1+a—p8 ,28 —a) by assigning all the common information Ty = Wy Cop + Wl + Vo by
to user 1, as well as achieves DoF pojAt.—, 1+~

d hd " 5—) by with power and rates set as
evenly splitting this information between the two userseTh

three DoF points converge to the optimal DoF corner point Pg(ft) =P, Téct) =1l-o
(3£ 249 for any g > 1429, Pg‘fi’ = Pg(f;) = po réf’t) = rébt) =

Towards achieving DoF pairgy, 1) and (1, &) for any 3,
schemeXs is truncated to consist only of the last block o
the last phase. During thegeé time slots, we have seef’
being able to delivel’(1 — &) log P — o(log P) bits that are
common to the two users, as well @&vlog P — o(log P) IV. OUTER BOUND
bits for user 1, andl'alog P — o(log P) bits to user 2 (cf.  Extending the work in[[6] that focused on the specific
(73),(73)). As a result, the DoF poifi; = @, dz = 1) can instance of non-evolving and symmetric CSIT, we proceed to
be achieved by associating common information only to tfe®nstruct a new DoF outer bound that supports the genemal cas
second user, whiléd; = 1, ds = @) can be achieved by of having evolving current CSIT with any feedback quality
associating common information to the first user. asymmetry. The bound, in terms of the quality exponeaﬂ%

From the exposition ofts we know that with increasing,
the achieved DoF converges quickly to the optinfak g



and a§2)

Theoreni#. Setting") = a(® allows for this bound to apply

directly as the outer bound proof for TheorEm 3, while sgttin
-, T and considering perfect delayed
CSIT, aIIows for thls bound to apply for Theordh 1 as well™

(2)

alt) = t=1,2,-

as Theorenf]2.

w
Lemma 1:The DoF region of the two-user MISO BC with

asymmetrically evolving CSIT, is upper bounded as

dp <1, dp<1 (76)
2d; +dy < 2+a) (77)
2dy +dy <2+ a?. (78)

Proof: Let Wy, W5 respectively denote the messages fd

the first and second user, and Iet, R> denote the two users’
rates. Each user sends their message bvasherence blocks
corresponding ta = LT channel uses, whetk is large. For
ease of exposition we also introduce the following notation

. o
e () sef] seefi)
Sy = {Se}io1s

S[z]é {Se}oet,

S = {8} 1U{Su}g 1t 19

l) £ {yl }t 1U{W lé 11tT1

L) = {wlt}t 1U{mlt}g 1,5 1
Qua2 {Su. Sy, S}

The first step is to construct a degraded BC by providing th

first user with complete and immediately available inforiorat
on the second user’s received signal. In this improved s@gna
the following bounds hold.

an
= H(Wy)
= HW1|Q 1)
< TWasy(p gy i | Q) + nen (79)
1 2
< I(Wh; Wa, [(L)T] y[(L)T 1Qz,17) + nen
1
= I(Wla y[(L)T]a L T]|W2, Q[L T]) + nep
L T
1) (@), (1 2
= ZZI(Wl y§ t)7y§ t)|y[(e)t 1 y[(e.at—l]v W2, Q1) + nep
(=1 t=1
L T
D (2), (1 2
< Z Z I(@e; yé,)?’ yé,t)lyfei 1Y [(é)t 1 We, Qr.1) + nen
(=1 t=1
(80)
L T
2), (1 2
= Z Z (g 1; yé t)7 yé t) |y[(z.,1—1]7 y[(e,)tq]v Wa, Q) + nen
(=1 t=1
(81)
L T : :
1 1 2
= Z Z(h(y§ t2Ye t)|y[(e t—1]> y[(l.afflﬁ Wa, Qp.0)
(=1 t=1
1 (2 1 2
—h y§)t)7 yég |ml,ta y[([;fl]v y[(g;fl]v WQa Q[Z,t])) + ney

in (@), will directly serve as the outer proof for

L T
1 2 1
—ZZWM@WMﬂwwMAM+w
(=1 t=
L T
(2
Z Z yg t 73/@)2 |T[E,t]7 Sf) + ne, (82)
(=1 t=1
here
ag (1) (2) & &
T[é,t] _{y[g)t_l]v y[g7t_1]a Wa, S[Z—l]a S[f]a S[Z,t]}v
where [79) results from Fano's inequality, where
lim, oo, = 0, where in [8D) we employ the data
processing inequality property of the Markov chain

yé t),yu) Where [(Bl) is due to

pe fact that inputr,, and outputSy“ Yot % do not depend
on the future channel states given the past and currensgstate
and where the last inequality is because differential gytro

(Wl,Wg) < Tyt < (

" h(z4}), 21 is non negative.
Slmllarly
nRg
= H(W>)
< I(Wa; y[(z?;r] 1Qz,77) + ney, (83)
L T
2 2
= Z Z I(Wa; y@)t) |y[(57171] ,Qz,m) + nep
(=1 t=1
L T
:ZZI(W2’y£t|y[ét 1 Qe) + nen (84)

~
Il
-
~
Il

—

L T
:ZZ( (yft)ly[“ 1 Qeny) = (yét|W27y[£t 1 Qey)
e ¢=1t=1
+ ne,
L T
(1
SZZ( (y”|Sg) (ylt|W2’ ei 1]73/[(@35 1 »Qey))
(=1 t=1
+ ney (85)
L T
2 2
= > > (hlyp)180) = by} | Ty S0) +new (86)

~
Il

1t=1

where again[(83) results from Fano’s inequality, whérd (84)
follows in the same way ag (B1), and where](85) is due to the
fact that conditioning reduces entropy.

Now given [82) and[(86), we upper bourit] + 2R, as

n(Ry + 2Ry) <ZZ

=1 t=1
_2h(yét|T€t S¢) + 2h(

gt,y4)|Tu S¢)

yﬁ”Sz)) + 3ne,. (87)

For a given time index/, t), each of the above summands
can be upper bounded as

(1) (2)

thwﬁuyﬂsn—2m@?up¢sw+2mwtwn
< max (h(ysY) u) | T, o) — 20y | Tie iy, Se)
Treep " ®e,e1Tpe,0)
+2h(y;71S0))
< max (h(yé { ,yg { |T€t Sy) — 2h(y“ T4, Se))

PT[/z,t] 7Pwl,t‘T[£ t]



+ 2log P + o(log P) (88) where [91) is due td (48).
Regarding the second user, for case 1 wherd) —a(?) <

where the above maximization is over all probability dgnsi (n < 1), we see that

functionsPr, ,,, Pr, |1, @nd wherel(88) is due to the single

receive antenna constraint. At this point, one can follow th Y7 'Tia® + T5a® ;) Tg(@@® —a®)
work in [6] (specifically the steps involving equation (2%) i 2 — Zf T - T
[€]), and get the upper bound S-3 (1) (2
) _a T Pe(@t - a®) (©3)
P, t]{gjim . (h(ysY) u) | T, Se) — 20y | The, Se)) Ty + Topr Y02+ TrpnnS 3
,(2) e, @ 77573 (—(1) d(2))
< ;" log P + o(log P) (89) =Q (94)

oty e - 1)

which combines with[(88) to give ) _
which, for large S, gives thatd, = a(Y). For the case of

h(ye e )|T¢ 1, Se) — 2h(yz p |T[g 1, Se) + 2h(ye )|Sg) 2a) —a® > 1 (n > 1), then [9B) gives that

< 2+ a?)log P + o(log P). (90) 2 S =305(a) — a@)
2 = -
Finally combining [8F) and{90), gives that ot F e — 1)
L T . which, in the highS regime, gives that
n(Ry +2Ry) <> > ((2+a1”)log P+ o(log P)) + 3ne, (@ —a®) 1+a®
(=11=1 ds = aV) — - R (95)
and consequently that 2T T

For the case oa'V) —a(?) =1 (y = 1), then [3B) gives that

dy = al) — % which, for larges, gives

dy +2dy <2+ a®,

Similarly, interchanging the roles of the two users, gives
a2

dy+2dy < 2 +a. dy = o) = 1+2°‘ . (96)

In conclusion, schemé’;, achieves DoF paifl,a!)) for

~(2)
case 1, and1, 12— for case 2.

Finally the single antenna constraint gives tia 1,ds < 1.
[ ]

V. CONCLUSIONS

This work considered the two user MISO BC setting with
gradually accumulated feedback that incrementally imgsov
CSIT quality. This was done for the cases of perfect andWe here present the encoding for tfielength vectors
imperfect delayed CSIT, as well as for the case of statisticer, ¢ = 2,3, which are transmitted during phase 2. This
asymmetry in the quality of CSIT at the different users. Th@ncodmg guarantees successful decoding of these veators,
many corollaries and examples aimed to offer insight on mahgth users, at a rate = r log P—o(log P), wherer £1—a—4§
questions relating to the delay-and-quality effects ofifesek. (recall [63)) for some positivé which will be eventually

chosen to be arbitrarily small.

VI. APPENDIX- FURTHER DETAILS ONX;2, X5 AND X3 f\::/1e \;vill draw each vectoey, ¢ = 2,3, from a lattice code
of the form

B Encoding and decoding details for step in equat{68)
regarding schemet,

A. DoF calculation for schem#&’,

We proceed to add up the total amount of information {0Mgq | q X} (97)
transmitted during schem#,.

In accordance to the declared pre-log factors for the fir,
user (see TabledV), and irrespective of whethé€? , a2 fall
under case 1 or case 2, we have that

where® ¢ C7 is the T-dimensional2®-QAM constellation,
"WhereM € CT*7T is a specifically constructed unitary matrix
of algebraic conjugates that allows for then vanishing
product distanceproperty (to be described later on - see for

_Ti(2- a®)+ Y7 126 —a®) + Tsa® example [[22]), and where

Zl 1 T § =P = platd)2 (98)
T+ T (1 a2 Ta® + T (aM—a®)) +Tsa®

is designed to guarantee tfi&ic,||> = P (to derive this value

Zz 1T of 6, just recall the QAM property thdE||q||? = 27 = PT)
_T1+Zi5;21( L(1—aM) 4+ T,aM) + T (1—a®) + Tga? SpeC|f|caJIy for any two codevectors= [cy,--- ,cp|T, ¢ =
= Ziﬂ T, [e1,- -+ ,ep|", M is designed to guarantee that
(91)
DA T+ T4+ T +Ts ©2) [Tlc—ei? = 67 (99)

Th+To+--+Ts



This can be readily done for all dimensions by, for exampléyg phaseS, we note that

using the proper roots of unity as entries of a circuladt B (1)1r

( [22]), which in turn allows the vectordZq to consist of I([ceq, -+ cor] '[y“,--- ’yE,T] s he)
non-zero integers.

« ) —
In the post-whitened channel model corresponding to user 10gHP1 © —o(logP) =T(1—a)log P — o(log P),

1=12 - @) @)
I([eeq, - seer]’ [ym e aye,T]Tvgé)
—(i) _ g —al? 2 —a'? /2 ~(i)
y, =diag(P~®1 /4, ... P77 /)¢y + 2z (100)
¢ ( ) ¢ ogH pr-ai’ o(log P) =T(1 — &) log P — o(log P)
the n0|se’(z) has finite power, which means that (105)
()12 5 to conclude that the'(1 — @)log P — o(log P) bits of the
Pr([z71" > P7) = 0. (101) common information vectofe, 1, - -+ ,cor]" (¢ € Bs) can be
decoded.

At the same time, after whitening at usér= 1,2, the  Regarding the achievability m“l) — B, of ré"t/) =pB—al?
codeword distance for any two codewordsc is lower ’
bounded as

of rf) = 3 and ofrét) — 8 —a!” during phases (1 <

s < S8S—-1),¢¢€ Bs, t = 1,---,T, we note that during
phases, both users can decodgt, and as a result user 1 can
removeh}wz tce¢ from yélt), and user 2 can remoygwy ¢C¢ ¢

_ v>/2 9 from ye (cf (68),[67) [(68)[(61)). Furthermore, after phase
= Z |P Ct —C )|
1, each user can use its knowledge fh . 0 € By},
to reconstruct the quantized delayed es'uma{m%> Zglt e
> H [P~ )/ (e —c )| 2/T (102) B,}i_, of all the interference accumulated during phasés

a result, corresponding to phasguser 1 is presented with

||diag<P-a5“/2, e PO 2) (e )2

er o & , TT, linearly independer? x 2 equivalent MIMO channels of
=P T 2=1% H [(cr — ct)|2/T the form
t=1

, . 1) g7 (1) T (1)

>62p© o3) |Vt hzu;g)tcf,t Le,t] [g ][W L t} [fojjul Z (tz)]

_ p-apa+s _ pd (104) o £ 2 0t

lteB,,t=1,---,T, where
where [I0R) results from the arithmetic-mean geometrieime ) _ ) X W, )
inequality, and wherd (103) stems from}(99). Setwingpsitive B = Py (vebes + b)) + ) + i
but vanishingly small, combined with (1I01), proves the tesu\we here note that
Em;(”é,tb&t + vle,tble,t”g = P07

C. Further details onts (see [(GI)[(E8)). Furthermore, the rate associate@lch le

2) =(1)
We describe some of the details left over from the descn%STh gllcm;Ch?c?r t:ebc?uu:dn;'dzit;gr:?;eo?féé’ ij f’;\’nétaitlon
tion of schemeXs. The clarifications of these details carry */t=1" 9 q
noise, i.e.,
over easily to the other schemes.
Regardmgr(c) of phases (1 < s < S —1), ¢ € By, Eli)[? =Eli)[? =1, €€B,, t=1,--- T

t =1,2,---,T, we recall that during phase, both users . .
decodec“ from yé t)’yg ) by treating all other signals as I herefore, the equivalent noise term of the above MIMO chan-

noise (cf. W)@Bm%) Consequently, in terms of thetwal nel has bounded average power, which allows for decoding of

information, we note that {a{,ta ay,.l € B;}1_, at arate corresponding ‘éat) = and
Tﬁ) :ﬂ—agg),ééBs,t:1,~-~ T
I(ceu; yé}t),hg) =1I(coq; yft) .9¢)=(1—=p)logP+o(logP) ‘Similarly user 2 is presented witF, T linearly independent
2 x 2 MIMO channels of the form
to get, for largeP, that L:Elt) il; » —Lélt)
() 1 . (1) 2) ng t) —gyweCet —Lg t)‘| - [gg] [W ‘o t} [{;7&'] i [ (,22 ]
T = ogP min{Z(ce,e; Y ¢ he)s I(con; Yo+ 90)=1-8 - . o
leBg,t=1,---,T, Wherez“ = gy(ugaes + u“a“) +
(eBs,t=1,---,T. zz( t) + LE , and WhereIE|g¢(ug tagr + u“a“)|2 = PO,

Regarding the achievability of vectds, 1, -+ ,c,r]” dur- E|Z i)|2 = E| g)lt)|2 = P9, thus allowing for decoding of



{bg t: by t,é € B ML, at rates corresponding b(i ) = = g and which, for increasingS, approach quickly the optimal value

) _ 5 T 26 —a = 22
T =6 . o, Ele st _t =L (@) T @ ®) @ For the case off > 122 (¢ > 1), from (106)[I0V) we get
Regarding achievability for,; = ;™ andr,;, = ;" ipat

during phases, ¢ € Bs, t = 1,--- ,T, we note that, after de-
codingcy ¢, user 1 can removhgwg,tc“ from yé}t), and user 2 di =28 —a
can removey,wy ¢, from y§2> (seel(7B)[{74)). Consequently
during phaseS, user 1 seeq'Ts linearly independent SISO

w(l— B) +2652¢(a - B)
ES ! +£5-2¢
L -w D)1= )+ 2365 -

)

channels of the form di =26 - LE T sz
37(1) Ayﬁlt) hzwé,tcé,t:hzué,taf,t'i‘ilztvé,tbé,t+Zé71t) which, for asymptotically highs, gives
é(e Bs, t(z_ 1, T, which can be readily shown to support dy = dy = 26—+ 2(a-p) _2+a (110)
r,/ =« . A similar argument gives achievability f@éft) = — ﬁ 3
ag LEBg, t =1, ,T. Consequently we see that, for = min{ﬁ, 1i2an " g

1) DoF calculatlon for scheme¥s: In accordance to the .
! . — chleves DoF pomtSZﬁ —a,1+a—8") by settingw = 0,
pre-log factors and phase durations (see ThBle V), and al‘?l _ 8" .28" — &) by setingw = 1, as well as

splitting the common information of the first phase ;, ¢ € . 1+5 . .
B1}1_, touser 1 and user 2 with ratio and1—w respectively (2, ) by settingw = 1/2, all of which converge to the

(0 < w < 1), we have the two DoF values given by optimal DoF corner poin{*£%, #£2) whenevers > H2¢.
_ S—1 _ _
g = Dl =-p+26-a)+>:, Ti(28—a)+Tsa VIl. APPENDIX- PROOF OF COROLLARIES
ST A. Proof of Corollary[Th
=268—a+ Tiw(l - p) +2Ts(a - §) Let {a;}thl be any set of current CSIT quality exponents
Zl-s:l T; with averaged’ = Zthl a; < 1. Consider the better case of
w(l = B) +265-2¢(a — p) having current CSIT quality exponenfs,,}Z_, wherea; =
=20—a+ —— , (106) . 11 ...7_ _ ;
(Zs 2 £i) 4 £5-2¢ oy, t=1,---T—1,andar = 1. In this latter case, the average
=0

7 S—1 B . a= ZtT:J o must again be less than one, which also means
dy — T(1-w)(A=B)+28-a)+>7, Ti(28 —a) + Tsa  that 1428 < 1, and thater > £22 which, directly from
Zle T; Theorenl2, implies that the optimal symmetric DoF point is
(1—w)(1—B)+265-2¢(a — B) (107) 2ta < 1, which completes the proof.
(s &) +657%¢

For the case off < 2% (0 < ¢ < 1, see [(6F)), from

=28-a+
B. Proof of Corollary[2t
In the presence of a constraint @~ but not onj3, we

(106).[107) we see that can raise$ such that3 > 122 in which case we have that
w1 =)+ 2652 (a— B) a = 3d' — 2 (cf,, TheorenlR), and+22 = 24’ — 1, which
di=26-a+ - 581 4 £5-2¢ allows us to reachy; = -+ = ayr = 0,741 = -+ =
6o ar = 2d' — 1 = g after setting(1 — v)ar = a =3d' — 2.
—28—a w(l— 5) + 26 *¢C(a—p) In the presence of a constraint gnbut not onar, when
T2 B < E22 then Theoreni]2 gives that = 24’ — 1, which
(1—w)(1—B) +265-2((a — B) means thats > 3871 = 34’ — 2, which in turn allows us to
dy =28 —a+ T eser - £ setar =3 =2d —land getn; = -+ = ayp = 0, Q41 =
¢ T-¢ =ar=F=2d -1,
which, for asymptotically hight, gives that Finally in the absence of any constraint ag and 3, we
can setayry1 = -, = 1 = f for the maximumy that
di1 =20 —-a+w(l-38+2q) allows for the desired average to hold.
= B(2 - 3w) + a(2w — 1) + w, (108)
do =28 —a+ (1 —-w)(1—36+2a) C. Proof of Corollary4b
=B0Bw—-1)+a(l —2w)+1-w. (109)  Fora = al® = a, the optimal symmetric DoF ig =

Z£a (cf. TheorenTH), while fom™ = a® =a' < a, the
optlmal symmetric DoF is reduced th = ”0‘ < d. If after

For the case of3 = 1122 (¢ = 1), from (108)[I0V) we

have that 9
) decreasinga(® from a to a’, we malntam the first user’s
d =28 —a+ w(l = B)+2¢(a—8) original DoF d, then from TheorerEI4 the opt|maI DoF for
S—1+4¢ user2|s”°‘* _3+2—Q=2§a 0‘6“ =d a2 <
_, 1=w)@=8)+2¢(a-p)
dy =28 —a+ ( d', which completes the proof (see in [Elg 3 for the |Ilustra)|on

S—1+¢C



Fig.
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