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Abstract

In this paper we study the “Z” channel with side information non-causally available at the encoders. We use
Marton encoding along with Gelf’and-Pinsker random binning scheme and Chong-Motani-Garg-El Gamal (CMGE)
jointly decoding to find an achievable rate region. We will see that our achievable rate region gives the achievable
rate of the multiple access channel with side information and also degraded broadcast channel with side information.
We will also derive an inner bound and an outer bound on the capacity region of the state-dependent degraded
discrete memoryless Z channel and also will observe that our outer bound meets the inner bound for the rates
corresponding to the second transmitter. Also, by assuming the high signal to noise ratio and strong interference
regime, and using the lattice strategies, we derive an achievable rate region for the Gaussian degraded Z channel
with additive interference non-causally available at both of the encoders. Our method is based on lattice transmission
scheme, jointly decoding at the first decoder and successive decoding at the second decoder. Using such coding
scheme we remove the effect of the interference completely.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Z channel is a two-transmitter two-receiver model shown in Fig. [T] where the first sender only
wishes to send information to the first receiver whereas the second transmitter sends information to both of
the receivers. The Z channel was first studied by Viswanath et al [1] where they introduced the model and
found the capacity region of a specialclass of Z channels and the achievable rate of a special case of the
Gaussian Z channel (GZC). In [2]], Liu and Ulukus obtained several capacity bounds for a class of GZC.
Chong-Motani-Garg (CMGE) [3] studied three different types of degraded Z channel and characterized
the capacity region in one type. They also characterized the capacity region of GZC with moderately
strong crossover link.

The capacity region of the general Z channel is still an open problem. The best achievable rate region
for the discrete memoryless Z channel until today is due to Do et al [4].

Channels with side information were first studied by Shannon [5] where he characterized the capacity
of a point-to-point channel with side information causally available at the transmitters. Gelf’and and
Pinsker [[6] found the capacity of a single-user channel with side information non-causally available at
the encoders. State-dependent multiuser settings have been studied in [7]], [8], [9], [10], and [[11].

In this paper we study the Z channel with channel state information non-causally available at the
encoders that is depicted in Fig. [2] The reason to study this channel model is buttressed by the applications
it has in some wireless communication scenarios such as the case where two communication-involved
cells are interfering with each other and thus suffer from a common interference modeled by some S
non-causally available to two distinct destination base stations as shown in Fig.

As in Fig. [2| the first transmitter sends my, € #1; = [1 : 2”311] to Y] while the second transmitter first
splits its messages, ma; € Mo = [1 : 22| and myy € Moy = [1 : 2"722], t0 two independent parts, i.e.
My = (Mg, M%) and My = (Ms,, MY,) with rates Ry = RS, + RS, and Ry = RS, + Rb, respectively,
and then encodes its messages to send through the channel. The channel state information is non-causally
available at the transmitters. The messages (M3, Ms,) can be decoded by both receivers, while M3, is
decoded by its respective receiver, k = 1, 2.

We propose an achievable rate region using the lattice based coding for the Gaussian degraded “Z”
channel with additive interference non-causally available at both of the encoders under high-SNR and
strong interference regime. Our method is based on lattice transmission scheme, jointly decoding at the
first decoder and successive decoding at the second decoder. Using such coding scheme we remove the
effect of the interference completely.
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Fig. 1: The “Z” Channel
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Fig. 2: The general “Z” channel with side information non-causally available at the encoders.

The rest of the paper is as follows. In section |lI, definitions are provided. In section we derive an
achievable rate region for the general discrete memoryless Z channel with side information non-causally
available at the encoders. In section we derive an inner and an outer bound on the capacity region
of degraded discrete memoryless Z channel and we will observe that our outer bound coincides with
the inner bound for the communication rates of the second transmitter, i.e. Ry; and Ryy. We will also
show that using dirty paper coding, we can remove the negative effect of the interference in the direction
of one transmitter-receiver pair in the derived inner bound. In section we derive an achievable rate
region for the Gaussian degraded “Z” channel with additive interference non-causally available at both of
the encoders using lattice strategies and show that using lattice strategy we can completely remove the
interference.The conclusion is given in section

II. DEFINITION

The discrete memoryless “Z” channel with channel state information non-causally available at the
transmitter, depicted in Fig. 2| consists of five finite sets .7, 27, 23, #1, % and two marginal proba-



Fig. 3: A downlink communication scenario as a practical application of the state-dependent Z channel

bility distributions p(ys|x2, s) and p(yi|z1, x2, s). The memorylessness nature of the channel imposes the
following additional constraint on the channel transition probability

p(ut sy, w5, ") = [ [ pvaileas, si)p(yrlwri, v, 5:) (1
=1

A (2nBu gnfta gnlz p ¢) code for the discrete memoryless Z channel with side information consists of
two sets of encoding mappings

ey : {1,2,... 2"y 5 m 5 g (2)
ey {1,2,..., 2" 11,2, ... 2nf2) o om o gn 3)
and two sets of decoding mappings
dy : @y {1,2,..., 2"} x {1,2,... 2"} 4)
dy @t —{1,2,...,2"H2} (5)

and an average probability of error defined as the probability that the decoded message does not equal
the transmitted message such that

p(di(yy') # (mar, mar) or da(yy) # maa) < €

where the messages are assumed to be uniformly distributed on their respective sets.
A rate triple (Ry1, Ra1, Rao) is said to be achievable for the discrete memoryless “Z” channel with side
information if there exists a sequence of (271 2nftar onf ) codes.

III. THE MAIN RESULT

In this section, we derive an achievable rate region for the general Z channel with side information. At
the first transmitter we apply the Gelf’and-Pinsker random binning and at the second transmitter we use
a combination of superposition coding, Marton encoding [|12], Gelf’and-Pinsker coding, and CMGE [13]
jointly decoding.



Definition 1. Define #?;¢5; as the set of all random variables (S, W, Uy, Uy, Us, X1, X, Y7, Ys) such that
p(s,w, uo, ur, Uz, 1, T2, Y1,Y2) =
p(s)p(w|s)p(z1|w, s)p(uo|s)p(ui, uzluo, s)p(z2luo, ur, uz, 5)p(y1, y2|21, 22, 5) (6)
where (p(z1|w, s), p(xa|ug, u1, us, s)) € {0,1}>

Theorem 1. An achievable rate region for the discrete memoryless Z channel with side information non-
causally available at the transmitters, depicted in Fig. [2| is the closure of the convex hull of the set

K701 = Upe s, 0s, #zcs1(p) where

Kzcs1(p) = {(Ru, Ra1, Ryz) : Ry < A (7
Ry < B (8)

Ry < C 9)

Ri1+ Ry < D (10)

Ry + Rye < min{FE, F'} (11)

Ri1 + Ro1 + Roe < min{G, H, I} (12)

for some (S, W, Uy, Uy, Us, X1, X5, Y1,Y2) € Pzes1
}

where we have

A = I(W;Y1|Uo, Uy) — I(W; S|Us, Uy )

B = I(Uy, Ui; Y1|W) — I(Uy, Uy; S|W)

C = I(Uy, Uy; Ya) — I(Up, Us; S)

D = I[(W,Us,Uy; Y1) = I(W, Uy, Uy; S)

E = I(Uy, U; YA|W) + I(Us; Ya|Uo) — I(Uy, Uy; SIW) — I(Us; S, Uy |Up)

F = I(Uy; VAW, Uy) + I(Uy, Us; Ya) — I(Uy, Uy; S|W) — I(Us; S, Uz |Uy)

G = I(W,Uy; Y1|Up) + 1(Uy, Us; Yo) — I(W, Uy; S|Uy) — 1(Ug; S|W) — I(Us; S, Uy |Up)
H =1(W,Uy,Uy; Y1) + I(Us; Ya|Uy) — I(W, Uy, Uy; S) — I(Us; S, Uy |Up)

I =IW, Uy, Up; Y1) + ](UO, Us; Yo) — I(W, Uy, Uy; S) — I(Us; S, Uz |Up) — 1(Up; S)

Corollary 1.1. If we put S = ) in ([7)-(12)), then we have the achievable rate for the Z channel provided
by [4].

Corollary 1.2. If we let no information to be sent to the second receiver, we obtain the achievable rate
for the state-dependent multiple access channel with independent sources, i.e. if we set R, = Rb, = 0,
Ryu=R, Ry, =Ry, Uy=Uy=0,U =U,, W=U,, and Y; =Y in (§7)-(©9), we obtain the closure
of the convex hull of the set of all rate-pairs (R, Rs) satisfying

Ry < I(U;Y|U,) = I(Uy; S|Us) (13a)
Ry < I(Uy; Y|U,) — 1(Uy; S|UY) (13b)
Ri+ Ry, < I(U,,UyY) — I(U,,Uy; S) (13c)

Corollary 1.3. If we set Ry; = RS, = 0, RS, = Ry, Ry, = Ry, and W = Uy = (), Uy = Uy in the 12

expressions derived from (87)-(99) and assuming that receiver Y5 is a degraded version of receiver Y},

we obtain the achievable rate region of the degraded broadcast channel with side information provided in
[?], namely,

Ry < I(Uy; Ya|Up) — I(Uy; S|Uo) (14a)

Ry < I(Up; Y2) — I(Up; S) (14b)

Proof: See Appendix. [ ]



IV. DEGRADED “Z” CHANNEL WITH CHANNEL STATE INFORMATION

Here we determine an inner bound and an outer bound on the capacity region of degraded discrete
memoryless Z channel with channel state information. We will see that the derived outer bound coincides
with the inner bound on the rates of the second transmitter to the second receiver, i.e. Ry + Roo and Fos.
Then we show that using dirty paper coding, we can cancel the effect of interference from the direction
of one transmitter-receiver pair inside the inner bound provided.

A. An achievable rate region for the degraded discrete memoryless Z channel with channel state infor-
mation

Definition 2. A “Z” channel is said to be degraded if given every s € ., the following Markov chain
holds,

Xy = (X1,5,Y3) = 13 (15)
i.e. the distribution in (6)) is limited to the following,

p(yb y2|x17 T2, S) = p(y2’$27 S)‘p(yl‘xla Y2, 5)' (16)

Theorem 2. The achievable rate region for the degraded “Z” channel is the closure of the set of all rate
triples (RH, Rgl, R22> such that

Riy < I(W; Y3|Uy) — 17 S|T5) an
Ry < I(Uo; Y4[W) — I(Up; S|W) (18)

Roy < I(Uy; Ya|Up) — I(Uy; S|Up) (19)

Ry + Ry < I(W,Up; Y1) — I(W, Up; S) (20)

Ro1 + Ray < 1(Uy, Uy; Ya) — I(Up, U S) (21)

Proof: Setting RY, = 0, RS, = Ra1, Rby = Ra, and U; = () in the 12 expressions derived from
(87)-@©@9) in the proof of Theorem [, we can derive (I7)-(21). [

Remark 2.1. Notice that if the receivers be also aware of the channel state, then using Definition [2| one
can show that (2] is redundant provided that xy; is a one-to-one mapping.

B. An outer bound on the capacity region of the degraded discrete memoryless Z channel with channel
state information

Theorem 3. The set of all rate triples (Ry1, Ra1, Ra2) satisfying,

Ry1 + Ry < I(Up, W: Y1) — I(W;5) (22)
Ry < I(Up; 1 |W, S) (23)
Ro1 + Ryy < 1(Uy, Uy; Ya) — I(Up, Ua; S) (24)
Roy < I(Us; Ya|Up) — I(Uy; S|Up) (25)

over all distributions of the form

p(s, w, ug, uz, T1, T2) = p(s)p(w|s)p(uo, us|s)p(z1|w, s)p(z2|uo, us, 5)
form an outer bound on the capacity region of the degraded discrete memoryless Z channel with side
information.
Proof: See Appendix. [ ]

Remark 3.1. Notice that achievable rates of the second transmitter coincide with their counterparts in the
outer bound and therefore, the second transmitter can communicate optimally with the receivers.



C. Achievable rate for the degraded Gaussian Z channel with interference

Now we study the Gaussian version of the Z channel with channel state information. First we define the
Gaussian Z channel model with interference. Then we evaluate the achievable rate found for the discrete
memoryless degraded Z channel with side information to the Gaussian case and use dirty paper coding to
remove the negative effect of the interference in the channel associated with the first transmitter- receiver
pair. The general model of the Gaussian Z channel is as follows,

Yo = Xo + ho1S + 7 (27)

where for k =1, 2,

%ZE(X@ <P Zi~N(O,Ny), and S ~ N(0,Q)
Now we use dirty paper coding presented in [14] to evaluate the achievable rate provided in Theorem
for the Additive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN) channel. We first present a Lemma to prove that when
Theorem [2] is evaluated for the AWGN channel, only one transmitter can successfully cancel the negative
effect of the interference while the other transmitter struggles to cancel the interference in its bite of the
achievable rate region. Throughout the paper, we optimize the Costa [[14]] coefficients so that the first
transmitter achieves its own share the non-interfered achievable rate region.
Let UO, Ug, and W be three pa1r—w1se independent Gaussian random variables with zero mean and unit
variance. Notice that Uo, Ug, and W are also assumed to be independent of the noise and interference.
We also assume that 0 < ¢ < 1 is an arbitrary real number and define ¢ £ 1 — (. Also define,

U = [70 + oS
W/AW+55
U2 Uy +~S (28)
2 \/PW
X, & \/@ﬁo + 5P2ﬁ2
Lemma 1. Using (26), and the definition in (28), we have,

I(Uy; Vi|W) = I(Ug: Yi, S| W) (30)
I(W;Y1|Ug) = I(W; Ya, S|Us) (31)

provided that,

h11h12 \% §P2

= 32
Ny + P+ b3, Py (32)
hiov/ P,
Proof: See Appendix. [ ]

Now using the definitions in (28)), the equalities (29)-(31) , and the inequalities (I7)-(21)), we derive
the following Theorem,



Theorem 4. The closure of the convex hull of the set of all rate triples (Ry1, Ra1, Rao) satisfying,

1 P, +h§1§Pg>
Rii+ Ry < <o (1+— (34)
11 21 5 g h%1CP2+N1
1 h2,C Py
Roy < =log 1+ #) (35)
=508 ( WP+ Ny
1 P )
Rhn<z-log|ll+ ——"—— (36)
=508 ( W2 CPy + N
1 Py + h? N-
Rot + Fap < + log 2 R (37)
2 Py + h5,Q + Ny /(P + aho1QQ /(P 4 vha1Q
VP + ahy Q 1+ a%Q ayQ
VP 4+ vhaQ ay@ 1++2Q
PQ + hng + NQ CPQ + Oéhng
1 P, + ah 1+ a?
R22 S - log C 2 21@ 62_ (38)
2 Py+h3,Q + Ny /(P + ahQ /(P2 + 7ha1Q
V(P + ahg Q 1+ a*Q ay@
V(P + vho Q ay@ 14+~%Q

for any 0 < ( < 1 is an achievable rate region for the degraded Gaussian Z channel.

Remark 4.1. Note that with the Costa coefficients of (32) and (33)), we can cancel the effect of interference
from the first three inequalities. In fact, it can be shown that (32) changes if one desires to cancel the
effect of interference in the bounds on the rates of the second transmitter.

Remark 4.1. Notice that inequalities (34)-(38)) are like those found in Corollary 1 of [15] where there is
no interference.

V. LATTICE STRATEGIES FOR THE GAUSSIAN DEGRADED “Z” CHANNEL WITH ADDITIVE
INTERFERENCE

Now we propose an achievable rate region using lattice based coding for the Gaussian degraded “Z”
channel with additive interference non-causally available at both of the encoders under the high-SNR and
strong interference regime utilizing the standard notation of [?], [?] and [?]. Our method is based on
lattice transmission scheme, jointly decoding at the first decoder and successive decoding at the second
decoder. Exploiting such a coding scheme we cancel the effect of interference completely. The model of
the Gaussian degraded Z channel with the additive interference that we use in this section is depicted in
Fig. @] The outputs are as follows,

Vi=Xi+huXo+ (1 +hn)S+ 23 (39)
Yo=Xo+ S5+ 2, (40)

where hy; is a real number, X;, ¢ = 1,2, is the channel input transmitted by user ¢ which is subject
to power constraint P;, Z; is an AWGN with zero mean and variance N;, i.e. Z ~ N (0, N;), and the
interference signal S is assumed to be i.i.d Gaussian with variance @, i.e. S ~ N (0, Q), independent of
everything else and known non-causally at both encoders.
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Fig. 4: The Gaussian degraded “Z” channel with additive interference non-causally available at both
encoders

Theorem 5. An achievable rate region for the Gaussian “Z” channel with degraded message sets and
with side information non-causally available at the transmitters, denoted by ‘R, is given by

wn= |J RGN 1)

¢€[0,1],x0€R+

with,

m(C7)\O) - {(RO Z 0>R1 2 OaRQ Z 0) :

1 Py P
Ro-i-RQS§1Og(<§\gCP2—|—/\(2)(C_P2+N1)) (1—'—?2)) @

1 A Wi\ By
Ry+ Ri+ Ry < —1 1+—1,=1 = 43
ot Q—mm{z Og( +N1>’2 Og(Agh§1P2+AgN1 :

Proof: Our method is based on Lattice transmission scheme, jointly decoding at first decoder and
successive decoding at second decoder.

Encoding: Consider three lattices A;, « = 1,2,3, with fundamental Voronoi regions V;, and second
moments 03, = (P, 03, = Pi, 03, = (P, respectively. Encoder 1 desires to transmit message m; to
receiver 1 while encoder 2 desires to transmit message message m to both receivers and message ms to
receiver 2. We let Ry = Ry, R; = Rj; and Ry = Rs,. The message m; is carried by vector V; where V;
is uniformly distributed over V;, and V, V1, and V, are pair-wise independent. Also let D; be uniformly
distributed over V;, i.e. V; ~U(V;), 1 = 1,2, 3, be three dither signals which are Uniformly distributed
over V;, and independent of each other. In our encoding structure, transmitters 1 and 2 send X; = W
and Xy = Uy + U,, respectively, where Uy, W, and U, are generated as,

UO = [VO — )\OS -+ Do] mod Ao (44)
W = [Vl — )\15\08 + Dl] mod A1 (45)
U2 = [VQ — )\25\08 + DQ] mod A2 (46)




where \g = 1 — X\ and the MMSE criterion is used to determine );, i = 0,1,2. Note that using this
encoding structure we have,

1
E]Euxzu =P k=12

Decoding: To decode (V, V) at decoder 2, we use a successive decoding scheme in which decoder 2
first decodes V and then decodes V5. Therefore, receiving Y, and using lattice A, decoder 2 computes,

)\0(U0 + U2 + S + Zg) — Do] mod AO
VO — 5\0U0 + )\0(U2 -+ Zg)] mod AO

Y(()Q) = [)\0Y2 — Do] mod AO
= |
= |
= [Vo + 20276] mod AO (47)

where Zoy . = —X\Ug + A\o(Uy + Zy). Therefore, we have,

1

= (Y)Y IVo) )
- % {h<yg2>) — h ([=2Up + Ao(Us + Z)] mod Ao)}

1 P. 1 - <
> Liog < GC( o )) — S log (2me (WP + R(CPs + M) (48)

where (48)) stems from the fact that,

i Yéz) is uniformly distributed over V,

ii for a fixed second moment, Gaussian distribution maximizes the entropy,

iii modulo operation reduces the second moment.
and where G(/) is the normalized second moment per dimension of the lattice Ag. Therefore, as long
as Ag is a good lattice for quantization, we have,

1 P,
Fo < 5 log (AggPQ T 2(CPs 1 NQ)) “49)

Note that the optimal )y for transmitter 2 from the second receiver standpoint is )\SPFZ = Lo

5 T (Py+lPe+Nay
%, and by substituting this A" - into (@9), we obtain,
1 P, )
Ry<-=-log |1+ =—"— 50
0> 5 g ( TP+ N, (50)

Also note that this )\SPFQ is non-optimal from the first receiver standpoint.

Now using lattice Ay, decoder 2 computes,
Yg) = [/\2(/_\0Y2 + 20275) — Dg} l’IlOd AQ
= [/\Q(UQ + ZQ) + /\2/\08 — DQ] mod AQ
= [VQ — S\QUQ + )\QZQ] mod A2 (51)



Therefore, we have,

~
—~
<
.
w‘\
Do
—

MYE) = (YP V) |

W= I3[ —I3[—3 |+

=

MYE) = h([=XUs + AoZo] mod As) |

v

(P, 1 oz
log (%) —3 log (2me(A3CPy + A3 N2)) (52)

and with a good lattice for quantization, the achievable R, is,
1 (P
Ry < =1 _ 53
2= %% (/\§CP2+>\%N2) ©9)

Note that the optimal A, is Ay = EPE%JVQ’ and by substituting this 5" into (53), we obtain,

1 CPy
< Zlog(1+2= 4
R2_20g<+N2> (54)

To decode (Vy, Vy) at decoder 1, we first set ( = 1 and ¢ = 0 and then use a similar method as [?]
for MAC. Therefore, as long as Ay is a good lattice for quantization, we have,

1 h2. P
Ry < = log ( = 117 2 55
0=5°% (Agh§1P2+AgN1) (53)

Note that the optimal A\, for sender 2 from the first receiver standpoint is Agp“ = hzh;;]le, and by
11
substituting this A%~ into (53), we obtain,
1 h2. P,
Ry<=log |14+ —-L—=). 56
055 og( + N, ) (56)

Also note that this /\gpt_1 is non-optimal from the second receiver standpoint. Similarly, for a good lattice
for quantization we have,

1 1
R <=1 _ . 57
<5 () 0
Meanwhile, the optimal \; is A\{™ = P11‘|D’1N1’ and by substituting this A}” into (57), we obtain,
1 P
Ry < 3 log (1 + Fl) . (58)
1

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we derived an achievable rate region for the general “Z” channel with side information
non-causally available at the transmitters using Marton encoding, Han-Kobayashi rate splitting, Gelfand-
Pinsker coding, and CMGE jointly decoding. We also showed that our rate region subsumes the achievable
rate region of the multiple access channel with side information and degraded broadcast channel with side
information as its special case. We then derived an inner bound and an outer bound on the capacity
region of a special case of degraded “Z” channels with side information. We then derived an achievable
rate region for the Gaussian “Z” channel with degraded message sets and with additive interference
non-causally available at both encoders using lattice strategies.



VII. APPENDIX
A. Proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem [I} Fix a distribution of the form,

p(S)p(w|S)p(x1|w, 3)p(u0|5)p(u17 U2|U0, 3)p($2|uoa Uy, U2, 5)

The second transmitter splits its messages as mentioned in section [l We then generate the codebook as
follows,

Randomly and independently generate 2™ sequences w"(mq1,mq1) each one i.i.d according to
[1;_, p(w;) and randomly partition them into 2" bins.

Randomly and independently generate 27(Fs1+Ro+ 851 +R5,) sequences u" (ms,, ms,, ms, , ms,) each one
i.i.d according to [, p(uo;) and randomly partition them into 2751 +152) bins,

For each pair (m$,, ms,), independently generate 2"(fax+12:) sequences uf (ms$,;, mS,, ms; , 1777152, mh,, M, ),
k = 1,2, each one i.i.d according to [];", p(uxi|uo;) and randomly partition them into 2™z« bins.

Encoding: Assume that the transmitters desire to senc{ the triple (11, moy, mgg) with moy = (m§,, mb,).
TXI1, i.e. transmitter 1, looks in bin m;; to find some 724, such that (w"(m11,m11),s") is jointly typical.
Assume that the chosen index is M;j;.
TX2, in the meantime, looks in bin (m$;, m$,) to find some pair (m$,, mS,) such that the pair,

Ri1+Ri1)

(un (mgb m§2, mglv mg2)7 Sn)

is jointly typical. Assume that the chosen pair is (Ngl, NQCQ).
TX2 then looks in bin m}, to find some m}, such that the pair u}(ms$,, mSy, mS;, My, Moy, mb, ), s
is conditionally jointly typical given u{. Given that TX2 has found some m},, that satisfy the above
condition, it looks in bin (m},, m5,) to find some (uf,u}) such that the tuple (uy,u},ul,s™) is jointly
typical.
TX1 and TX?2 then send T = .Qfli(wi, Si) and To; = I’Qi(UQZ’, U1s, U4, Si) at time q.

Decoding: Without loss of generality, assume that the triple (1,1, 1) was sent through the channel. The
first receiver receives y} and looks for the unique pair (71, 79;) such that

n

(w"(ﬁhl,Mll),ug(mgl,r/ng2, 515 22) ul(m227 915 5277/7\151=M2pl)79?)€14? (59

where A? is the set of jointly typical sequences.
The second receiver, meanwhile, receives 4 and looks for the unique message index 729 such that

(ug (M, Moy, My, 22) U2(m227M2c1a 52, My, M3y), y5) € A7 (60)

We now define the following error events for the encoding section,

lI>

{(w™(my1, M), s™) & A for all 7y, € [1: 251} (61)
{(ug (msy, moy, Moy, M), s™) & Agn) for all (m3,,my,) € [1: 2nR§1] x [1: QHRSQ]} ~(62)
{(uo (m217 m227 m21a C2)7 UZ(mglﬂ m;27 mgl» 77152, mgkv ﬁlgk): Sn) ¢ Agn) fOl‘ all mgk € [1 : QnR%]}

k=1,2, (63)

enc é n C C ~C ~C n C C ~C ~C P ~ P n C C ~C ~C p ~ D
By = {(“0 (m21, Mog, Moy, m22), ul (Mg, Mg, My, Mgy, My, Mgy ), Us (m21, Mog, Moy, Mog, Moy, m22)

s") ¢ A™ for all (b, mb,) € [1: 2Fa] U1 : "B (64)

enc

El
enc

E2

enc
3k

[I>

(1>



The decoding error events of the first receiver are defined as follows,

Effc é {(wn(L M11)7 ug(L 17 M201a M§2)7 uTll(lv 1a M§17 M2627 ]-a Mp ) y’f) ¢ Agn)} (65)

Eerc = {< n(ﬁ“l? 77111) Ug(ﬁ\lgl, 7/7\152, mglv TAfL%Q)? u?(mﬂa m227 m217 m§27 mgl? 777‘1201)7 y?) € Agn) for some
(M1, My, Mg, My, ) # (1,1, 1,1) and (M1, My, Mg, My, ) 7# (Mix, Mgy, Myy, M3))} (66)

Efgc 2 {(w (1,M11),u0 (M, Mo, Mgy, My ), Uy (Mg, My, My, Moy, My, My ), Yy') € Agn) for some
(7, 5y, i5) # (1,1,1) and some (i, s, b, ) # (Mg, My, M)} (67)
Efic = {(w™ (M, man), ug (1,1, Myy, Msy), i (1,1, Mgy, Mgy, by, mé,), yy') € Agn) for some
(g1, M5,) # (1,1) and some (1, mb,) # (Myy, ME)} (68)
Big® £ {(w" (L, Mu), up (1,1, My, Msy), wf (1,1, My, My, iy, iy ), i) € AL for some iy # 1
and some mb, # M3} (69)
Eiec & £ (w™ (g, gy ), ult (1,1, My, M5,), uf (1,1, MS,, M5y, 1, ME,), y7) € A™ for some iy # 1
and some mq; # Mll} (70)
The decoding error events for the second receiver are as follows,
g & {(uf (1,1, Mgy, Msp), uj (1, 1, Mgy, Mgy, 1, M), ) ¢ A} (71)
E?SC £ {(ug (Mg, Mg, My, My ), uy (MGy, Mg, My, Moy, Mia, Ths), Yy ) € A(n for some
(mghmgzavmg%l?é (1,1,1) and some (75,, M5y, h,) 7 (M§17M§2a M52>} (72)
B & {(ug (1,1, M§), MS,), us (1,1, M§1,M§2,m22,m22),y2) e A™ for some m5, # 1 and some
gy 7 Mby}. (73)

Now we bound the probability of encoding the error,

p(E) = p({(w" (may, ), s™) & A for all 7y € [1: 271}
onRi1
= [I p((w"(muy, ), s") ¢ A?)
mi1=1
2nﬁ11
H 1-— mu,mu) ) < A?)
mi1=1

<(1-2" n(I(W;8)+31 (e )27”?11

< 6_2—n<1(W i8)+61(e)—R11) < i
- — 13’
provided that,
Ry > I(W;8) + 61 (e) (74)
Similarly, we can prove that,
enc enc enc enc 46
p(ES") + p(E51¢) + p(E35°) + p(E7") < 13’
provided that,
RS, + Rgy > 1(Us; S) + da(e) (75)
RS, 2 I(Uy; S|Uo) + d3(e) (76)
R, > I(Usz; S|U) + d4(e) (77)
R§’1+R > [(Uy; Us|Uyg) + I(Uy, Uy; S|Uy) + I5(e) (78)



The probability of error at the first receiver is bound as follows,
Due to weak law of large numbers p(E{¢) < <. Other bounds are found as follows,

p(Efs) = > > pw")p(ug)p(lug)p(yr)
(mll:mgvﬁlgz:mgﬂ#(lvl’l:l) (w",ug,u?,y?)eAE")
< gn(Bui+Rin+RS; + RSy +RS+ R, +RY, +Ryy) on(HWUoUrYi)+e) o—n(H(W)—e) o—n(H(Uo)~2¢)
.27n(H(U1 [Uo)—2¢) .2fn(H(Y1)f€)
€

<
— 13

(79)
provided that,

Ri1 + Ry + RS, + Ry + RS, + RSy + R, + RE, < I(W, Uy, Uy; Yy) 4 1(Ug; W) + I(W; Uy |Uy) — Te
(80)

Similarly, one can prove that 30, p(E%e) < ¢ provided that,

RS, + RS, + RSy + RSy + R, + R, < I(Uy, Up: Y1 |W) + I(W; Up) + I(W; Uy |Up) 81
Rii + Rip + RY, + RE, < I(W, Uy; a|Us) + I(W: Up) + I(W: Uy |Up) (82)

RY, + RY, < I(Uy; Y |Ug, W) + I(W; Up) + I(W; Uy |Uy) (83)

Rii + Ry < I(W: Y3 |Uo, Uy) 4+ I(W; Up) + I(W; UL |Us) (84)

For the second receiver, the analysis of error events imply p(E55°) 4 p(Eg5°) < % provided that,

RS, + RS, + RS, + RSy + RY, + RE, < I(Usp, Us; Ya) (85)
Rb, + Rb, < I(Usy; Ya|Up) (86)
Therefore,
5e¢ 6  2e

P = p (U B U B U (Ui Be) U (UL, BEES)) < 2o+ 3 + 75 = €

Now combining (80)-(86) with (74)-(75)), and setting RS, = RS, + RS, we obtain the following expressions,

Ry <A (87)

Ry + Ry <B (88)

Ry + R+ Ry, < C (89)
Ri1+ RS, + R, <D 90)

Ry + RSy + RS, + RY, < min{FE, F} (91)
Ry +2R5,+ Ry, + RS, < G (92)
Ry <H (93)

Ry <1 94)

Ry + Ry < J 95)

Ry + Ry < K (96)

RS+ RY, < L (97)

RSy + RS, + Rb, < min{M, N} (98)

2RS, + RS, + RS, <O (99)



where,

A = I(W: YA|Us, Uy) + I(W; Up, Uy) — (W 5)
B = [(W,Uy; Yo|Us) + I(W; Up, Us) — I(Uy; S|Us) — I(W; S)
C = I(W,Uo,Uy; Y1) + I(W;Us, Ur) — I(Up, Uy; S) — I(W;5)
D = (W, Uy o|Uo) + I(Us; Ya|Us) + I(W; Uy, Uy) — I(Us; Us|Us) — I(W3S) — I(Uy, Us; S|Up)
E = I(W,Uy: Yo|Up) + I(Us, Us: Ya) + I(W; Uy, Us) — I(Uy: Ua|Us) — T(W3.S) — I(Un, Uy, Uy: S)
F = (W, Uy, Uy; V) + 1(Us; YalUo) + I(W;Up, Uy) — I(Uy; Us|Us) — I(W: S) — I(Us, Uy, Us; S)
G = (W, Uy, Ups V) + LUy, Up: Ya) + I(W: Uy, Uy) — I(U: Ua|Us) — I(W: S) — I(Ty: S)
(U, Uy, Us; S)
H = I(Ui; YA[W, Uo) + I(W; Uy, Ur) — 1(Us; S|Up)
I = I(Us; Ya|Up) — 1(Us; S|Up)
T = LUy AW, Up) + I(Us: Ya|Up) + I(W: Uy, Uy) — I(Uy: U|Us) — I(Ur, U: S|T,)
K = [(Us, Up: Yi|W) + I(W; Uy, Us) — 1(Up, Us; S)
L = [(Uy, Uy Ya) — I(Up, Us: S)
M = [(Us, Uy; i|W) + I(Us; Ya|Uo) + I(W; Up, Uy) — I(Uy; Us|Us) — I(Us, Ur, Us; S)
N = I(Uy: AW, Up) + I(Uy, Us: Ya) + I(W: Uy, Uy) — L(Uy: Us|Us) — I(Uy, Ur, Us: S)
_.|_

0 = ](Uo, U17Y1|W) + [(U0>U27YQ) [(W; Uo, Ul) - I(Ul; U2|U0) - [(Uo;S) - I(Uo, Ul, UzSS)

The expressions (87)-(99) first undergo a Fourier-Motzkin procedure using Lemma 1 in [?] after which
we will have 12 expressions in (87)-(99) Now applying the Fourier-Motzkin elimination scheme to the
12 expressions derived from the last step using the constraints Ro; + Ry = RS, + Rb, + Rby, Rb, < Ro,
R?, < Ry, and non-negativity of the rates, we obtain inequalities (7)-(12). [ |

B. Proof of Theorem

Before proving Theorem [3] we need to prove the following Lemma which will be needed throughout
the course of the proof procedure,

Lemma 2. Let the discrete memoryless broadcast channel X — (Y1,Ys) be a less noisy broadcast
channel with Y being the less noisy receiver than Yy. For every i = 1,2, ... ,n, consider (M,S" ') to
be any random vector underlying the state-dependent broadcast channel X — (Y1,Y5). From the discrete
memoryless-ness of the channel,

(M, 57" = (X;, 5;) = (Yuii, Yai)
forms a Markov chain. Then,
TV Yaal M, ST < T(Yg7y Vil M, 57 (100)
Proof: For any i1+ 1 <r <n —1 we have,

I(Y{ 41, YQ(,:)+1§ V4| M, S = I(Yf:z‘;lla YQ(,Z)H; Vi M, S + 1(Y1y; VeI M, S YV, YQ(?)+1>

(a) . , . .
< IO YA Y M S0 4 1Yoy Yia M, S™ Y, Yotk

= 17 Yo Y ML S
where (a) follows from the fact that,

(M, =LY Y Vi) = (X, S0) — (Yi,, Ya,)



and also from the fact that Y5 is a less noisy version of Y;. Applying the above inequality a number of
times yields the Lemma. u

Proof of Theorem 3} Suppose that (27411, 2nfiz1 2nF22) g g code for the degraded discrete memoryless
Z channel. We define the auxiliary random variables as follows,

Wi 2 (M, ST) (101)
Upi = (Myy, Ml,Sl o) (102)
Uss 2 (May, Moo, Yai) 1, S™1) (103)

We start with the bound on R;; + Rs;. We have,

n(Ry1 + Ra1) @ H(Myy, My |YT") + I(Myq, Moy YT") — I(Myq, Moy S™)

® vy Qi1
< nenn + Yy T(Miy, Moy Yis Yy 7) — T(Myy, May; Si S

i=1

© . |
< néin + Z I(My, My, Yl(,zu)rl; Vi;) — I(Miy, Moy, 5715 S;)

=1

= N€y, + Z[(Mn,Mm,Yi(?H,SZ b ) I(Siil;}qi’MllaM217Y1(,?-)|-1)
i=1

](M117M217S’L 1 17—2—1;5’5)+](Y1(’;L+17S|M117M217SZ 1)

d & n 71— 71— n
= nern + D LMy, My, Y5, 875 Y3 — I(Muy, Moy, S Y015 )

=1

< neéry + Z I(Miq, Moy, S Y1) + [<Y1(7;J)rl, Y| M, M21.Si_1)
i=1

I(M117M21asl 1 n) S)

1 2+17
(e)

IN

N€y + Z I(Miq, My, S Y1) + I<Y2(Z)r1, Y| M, M21-Si71)
i=1

- ](Mlh Si_l; S’L)

=

i + Z I(Muy, My, 8", }/2(,?3-1; Y1) — I(My; S|

i=1

—~
)
~

Neé1, + Z I(Myy, My, 5™ Yg(?ll, Y1) — 1(My; SZ|SZ(Z)1)

i=1

—
>
~

N€y + Z I(Mn, My, Si_l, Si(z)p Yz(,?}rl; Yu) - I(Mn, Si(ﬂ; Si)

i=1

i=1

IA

where (a) follows from the independence of the messages from the state of the channel, (b) follows from
Fano’s inequality and the chain rule for mutual information, (¢) follows from non-negativity of mutual
information and from the fact that channel state elements are i.i.d, (d) follows from Csiszar-Korner
identity [?], (e) follows from Lemma [2| and non-negativity of mutual information, (f) follows from the
i.i.d-ness of channel state, (g) follows from the two ways that /(M/;;S™) can be extended, (h) follows



from the i.i.d-ness of channel state and non-negativity of mutual information, and (j) follows from (I0T])
and (I02)). Now we prove the bound on Ry;. We have,

nRyy = H(May| My, S™,Y") + I(Moy; Y| My, S™)

< neég, + Z I(My; Yy Myy, S, S, Si(j:)la Yl(?}rl)

=1

IN

neio, + Z I(My, S, 3/1(21, Yii| M, S, 51(1)1)

i=1

—
S]

)
i=1

= n612n+z-[ Moy, 571, 21+1,Y11|M1175175£)1)

=1

©) N€joy + Z I(Ugs; Y1i]Si, W5)
i=1

< neérg, + Z I(Msy, S™1 Y| My, S;, 52(.74:)1) + [(YQ(Hp Y1i| My, My, S™)

where (a) follows from Lemma [2| and (b) follows from (T0I)) and (T02)). Now we prove the bound on
R + Rg9. We have,

n(Ray + Roo) = H(May, Mao|Yy") + I(May, Mag; V') — I(May, Mag; S™)

< negin + Y 1(May, Mag, Y373 Yai) = I(May, Moz, S5 8))

i=1

= N€ain + Z I(May, My, Yg(,?}rp Si_l; Yai) — I(Si_l; Yai| M1, M, Yg(?}rl)

=1

— I(May, Moo, ST Y3015 S:) + T(Yarly; Si| Moy, Mo, ST71)

I

i=1

b n
Z) Ne€ary + Z I(Uy;, Ugi; Yo;) — I(Upi, Uais S;)

i=1

—~

where (a) follows from Csiszar-Korner identity [?] and (b) follows from (102) and (TI03).
We now prove the bound on Ry,. We have,

nRgg

= H(Mao|Ma1,Yy") + I(Mag; Y5 | May) — I(Maa; S™|May)

< neggy + Z I(Maa; Yai| My, Yg(?ll) — I(Ma; Si| My, S™)
i=1

= Negy + Z I( My, Sifl; Yai| Moy, }/2(?3-1) - I(Sifl; Yai| May, Moo, Yz(?}d)
i=1

- I(Mzzayg(,?jﬂ; Si| Moy, 1) + I( 2l+1, Si| Moy, My, S'™1)

—
S

)

nessn + O (Moo, S0 Yai| Moy, Y3 7)) — I(Mas, Yy3) 13 Si| Moy, S

i=1

Negap + Z I(May, My, S, Y;?j—p Yoi| Moy, Yé(?il)

=1

2 Ne€21n + Z I( My, Mo, Yz(?}rp SN Yay) — I(May, Moo, S1, YQ(,?J)A; S;)



— [ (May, Mo, Yg(?}rp S S My, S

= Negzp + Z I<Si71; Yo;| Moy, 5/’2(21) + I(May, Moo, Y;?}rl, Yoi| Moy, Yz(?+17 S 1)
i=1

_I( 2Z+1,S|M21,S’ 1) (M21>M22v51_ S|M SZ 1 27;+1)

() o n S
= negn + Y I(May, Mag, Y1)y Yar| Moy, Yy, S77)
=1

— I(May, Moo, S S;| Moy, S, }/2(2—0

n

i—1, i—1

:n622n+5 I(May, Ma, 2,+175 s Yoi| Moy, 22+17S )
i—1

—[(M21,M22>Si_175/§(,?}rl;Si|M21>Si ! Yz(?}rﬁ

© NE€gopn + ZI(U% Yoi|Uoi) — 1(Usi; Si|Uos)

i=1

where (a) and (b) both follow from Csiszar-Korner identity [?] and (c) follows from (102)) and (103). =

C. Proof of Lemma []|
First we prove (29). In fact, it suffices to show that,

We have
h(Uo,WD/l) h<U0+(JéS W+ﬁS|X1 +h11X2+h125—|—Zl)
h(U —|—OéS W—FBS’\/ W+h11\/<P2UO+h11 CP2U2+h125+Z1)
= h(U - i(T + Z1), W — ﬁ(T + Z1)|T + h1aS + Z4)
h12 h12
= h(u, Yu|T + h12S + Z1)

where we define,

= \ P1W+ hi1y/ szﬁo + hi EPQﬁQ
@buéﬁ—&(T_FZl)
hia

Y W—hﬂ(T‘i‘Zl)
12

One can easily observe that,

E{tpu X (T+ Z1)} = E{¢py x (T + Z1)} = 0
provided that,
_ hi1hi2v/CPs
Ny + P+ 03\ Py

= hiav Py
Ny + P+ h3, P




and therefore v, and 1, are both independent of T + Z;. We also know that v, and %, are both
independent of S. Thus we have,

h<wuu ww‘YI) = h(d’m Q/Jw)

We can also easily prove that,

h(Uo, WY1, 5) = h(tu, Yu)-

and therefore (104) follows. (30) and are proved to hold true in a similar way.

(1]
(2]

(3]
(4]

(5]
(6]
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