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Abstract—In this paper, a clustered wireless sensor network

can reconstruct individual sensor readings in an intenigze

is considered that is modeled as a set of coupled Gaussianfree manner, followed by a subsequent computation of the

multiple-access channels. The objective of the network isat
to reconstruct individual sensor readings at designated fsion
centers but rather to reliably compute some functions theref.
Our particular attention is on real-valued functions that can
be represented as a post-processed sum of pre-processedssgn
readings. Such functions are called nomographic functiongnd
their special structure permits the utilization of the interference
property of the Gaussian multiple-access channel to relidly
compute many linear and nonlinear functions at significanty
higher rates than those achievable with standard schemes ah
combat interference. Motivated by this observation, a comp-

tation scheme is proposed that combines a suitable data pre-

and post-processing strategy with a nested lattice code dgaed
to protect the sum of pre-processed sensor readings againgte
channel noise. After analyzing its computation rate perfomance,

function-values of interest. In what follows, we call such
computation strategies (i.e., strategies that combatf@rence

to recover all the associated sensor readings at the receive
side)separation-basedpproaches as they strictly separate the
wireless communication from the process of computation.

In the seminal paper [3], it is shown that this approach
can be highly inefficient when the function to be computed
at the fusion center iBnear. More precisely, it is shown that
the interference caused by concurrent transmissions can be
harnessed to compute function values at significantly highe
rates than those achievable with separation-based sesiteg

The problem of exploiting interference for efficiently com-

it is shown that at the cost of a reduced rate, the scheme can puting nonlinearfunctions of the sensor readings is addressed

be extended to compute every continuous function of the seois

in [4]. The main idea of the scheme proposed in [4] is to apply

readings in a finite succession of steps, where in each step aan appropriate pre-processing function to each real-dalue

different nomographic function is computed. This demonstates
the fundamental role of homographic representations.

Index Terms—In-network computation, nomographic func-
tions, Kolmogorov’'s superpositions, nested lattice codemultiple-
access channel, wireless sensor networks

I. INTRODUCTION

M

sensor reading prior to transmission and a post-processing
function to the signal received by the fusion center (ileeg t
sum of the individual transmit signals) to ensure a struadtur
match between the function of interest and the wireless-chan
nel with its superposition property. As an immediate conse-
guence, this enables the efficient estimation of functiohs o
the form f(s1,...,sn) = 1/)(2?]:1 vi(s;)), wheresy, ..., sy
denote the sensor readings apd, ..., pN,9 certain uni-

ANY wireless sensor network applications require a re/ariate functions. Even though [4] contains some intemgsti
liable computation of application-dependent functiongonlinear function examples having such a representaition,

of the sensor readings at one or multiple fusion centers, (elgcks a comprehensive characterization of the correspgndi
arithmetic mean, maximum value) [2]. To solve such a digunction space. Reference [5] provides this characteomat
tributed computation problem, the access of nodes to the coamd points out that multivariate functions representablthe
mon channel is usually coordinated so that the fusion cent@bove manner are known asmographic function§g].

(©?2014 |IEEE. Personal use of this material is permitted. Pssiom from
IEEE must be obtained for all other uses, in any current auréutmedia,
including reprinting/republishing this material for adtiging or promotional
purposes, creating new collective works, for resale orstatution to servers
or lists, or reuse of any copyrighted component of this warlother works.

In contrast to the analog approach proposed in [4] (see [7]
for a proof of concept), we present in this paper a simple
digital scheme that extends the study of [5] to the reliable
computation of nomographic functions in clustered Gaussia
sensor networks.The idea is as follows: each node in the
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readings and then employs a nested lattice code from [8] and
[9] to protect the sum of messages against Gaussian channel
noise. Decoding the sum and applying the corresponding post
processing function provides a reliable estimate of thegkbu
function value.

It turns out that this combination of analog data pre- and
post-processing with nested lattice codes allows for tha-co
putation of numerous nomographic functions at a computatio

1By a clustered Gaussian sensor network we mean a clustersbrse
network in which the intra-cluster communication takescplaver Gaussian
multiple-access channels.
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rate that is not achievable with a separation-based method. Ci_ ==~ - — ==~ Q2

The computation rate is thereby defined to be the number of / ;;1&/‘ A f.2 ° N
function values that can be reliably computed per chanresl us Ss =T s > " S -~ ;’
Furthermore, if some finite number of different nomographic PRGN fi > < :,_%_'\_'_'f— RN

functions is allowed to be computed over the channel one afte 5 ° ot \, & )
another, then it is shown that every continuous functiorhef t \04\ ~Z_ /2 YA . ',/

sensor readings can be treated. In addition to the imprated r

performance, the proposed scheme has several other pespert

that are essential for wireless sensor network applicasoich Fig. 1. A clustered wireless sensor network consisting\of= 25 nodes

as universality, lower decoding complexity, less coortlora andL = 4 clusters for computing some functiorfg, .. ., f4 at FCs. Nodes

burden as well as the ability to deal with maximum decodirR§!ong"n9 to one of the overlapsy, 1 Gy, £ 7 ¢, are called “common
. es”.

error probabilities.

fusion center 4 common nodes

A. Related Work and Paper Organization the closed unit interval. For somec NN, Z,, = {0,...,p—1}
Besides [3] and our own prior work, the computation o‘#enOtefS Igh%mteg_ers mogmcx;\zimd@ suj&nmfatlon mOdt[lilq.)'

special functions over a multiple-access channel (MAC) is'€ ™10 AfrtFe{smg produc bIX X q 0 sogng SEL 1S

considered for instance in [10]-[13]. To achieve perform&anertten asA”. Random variables are denoted by uppercase

gains, these works assume sosteictural matctbetween the letters and their realizations by lowercase letters, retspy,
W(Ij]ereas vectors are denoted by bold lowercase letters and

function to be computed (e.g., an estimator or detector) a : by bold : b logical
the operation the underlying MAC naturally performs. InsthiMatrices by 00 uppercase letters. et be some topo ogical
space, therC”(A™) denotes the space of real-valued contin-

context, assuming arbitrary functions and arbitrary MAtDs, ; . ith d A A d

authors of [14] analyze the impact of structural mismatares uous uncUogs W'tf omal a AQ con]gas_,l:[hF( I) enotfes

the computation performance. They show that for most paﬁt%e space oevery unct_lon f A7 = R The volume ot a
osed subseD of R" is described byol(D), I,, denotes

of functions and MACs a separation-based strategy is optim% denti . doot (a) e 1
The majority of the above-referenced works implicitly deal'® 7 % ™ identity matrix, andlog, (z) == max{log, (x), 0}.

with simple star-topology networks. The problem of com-

puting functions over wireless networks with a more general !l NETWORKMODEL & PROBLEM STATEMENT

topology is considered for instance in [15] and [16]. Notatth Consider a wireless sensor network consistingNof €
reference [5] considers a clustered network topology thatIN spatially distributed nodes that periodically monitor the
also used in this paper but under the assumptionaigeless environment resulting in a time series of sensor readings
communication between nodes and fusion centers. Althoug#[t] € E}iew, @ = 1,...,N.2 Assume that the network
this simplification provides insights for better understiugy is organized intol. € IN clusters, where the set of nodes
the mathematical subtleties of nonlinear computationsr ovegelonging to cluster is denoted byCy, ¢ = 1,...,L. In
wireless networks (Section Il contains a short summahgie particular, we focus on those clustered networks in whigh fo
is no coding scheme in [5]. each/ there exists at least orfé + ¢ such thatC,NCy # @.

As already mentioned, based on the results in [17], [18], Each cluster, consisting ofC;| nodes, has a designated
Nazer and Gastpar propose in [8] a lattice coding scherusion center (FC) that acts as the cluster head. Instead of
that allows an efficient and reliable decoding of linear conreconstructing the sensor readings of all the assignedsnode
binations of user messages in relay networks. Wilson et aach FC aims at reliably and efficiently computing some given
followed a similar approach in [19] whereas the same settimgntinuous function
is extended in [20] to cooperating transmitters.

The paper is organized as follows. Section Il provides the fo B SR seft] = ff(sf[t]) ) 1)
network model and the problem statement. In Section Il,—1,... L, thereof, calledlesired functionHere, the vector
the notion of nomographic functions is specified followed byé[t] e EI¢I contains all the sensor readings of clusteBee
some results to demonstrate that nomographic functions gig. 1 for a qualitative example.
well suited for distributed computation. Then, in Sectiaf | Towards this end, each node, say nogdeencodes its
we propose a corresponding computation scheme consistéegsor readings into a lengthsequence of transmit symbols,

of a novel data pre- and post-processing strategy along Wiif{1], ..., z;[n], subject to some average transmit power con-
a nested lattice computation code. Subsequently, Sectionsyaint P > 0, that is,

is devoted to determine the performance of the proposed n

scheme in terms of achievable computation rates as well as to 2m]<nP, i=1,...,N. 2)
comparisons with standard separation-based methoddlyfina oot

Section VI concludes the paper. To describe the intra-cluster communication between nodes

and FCs, we use the standard discrete-time additive white
B. Notational Remarks

Th Li | d . | b 2Assuming the sensor readings to be taken from the unit mteneans
e natural, integer, real, and nonnegative real numbers A6 loss in generality as the results of this paper are valicefery compact

denoted adN, Z, R, andR whereadE := [0,1] C R denotes interval of real numbers.



Gaussian noise MAC (Gaussian MAC) so that the real-valuadd ¢ have to be continuous. With this assumption in hand,
symbol received by F€ at some channeluse € {1,...,n} Theorem 1 is no longer valid and we have the following result.

is modeled as [21] Theorem 2 (Buck’82 [23]). The space of homographic func-

Ye[m] = Z xim]+ Zgm], £=1,...,L. (3) tions with continuous pre- and post-processing functias i
ieCy nowhere dense in the space of continuous functions, that is,

0 N im0 N
Here and hereafteZ, ~ A(0,0%) denotes for eaclf in- N (E") nowhere dense ia”(IE™).

dependent and iQenticeIIy distributed additive white Géars Theorem 2 may appear discouraging but the following ground-
noise (AWGN) with variance? > 0. In all that follows, we  breaking theorem provides a kind of remedy; it states that
call such a network a&lustered Gaussian sensor network  every continuous multivariate function is representable as a

Now, the problem to be solved in this paper is to efficientlyimple sum of nomographic functions taken frad(IEN).
compute at the FCs the desired functighs. . ., f7, with some

pre-defined accuracy > 0 by harnessing the superpositiond "€orem 3 (Kolmogorov's7 [24]). Every’ € C°(E™) can
in (3). This is challenging due to the following reasdns. ~ P€ represented as the superposition of at m2at + 1

(i)  The common nodes can be heard by more than Oﬂgmographic functions. That is, in the form

FC, which results in interference between clusters. 2N+1
(i)  The superposition of channel input symbols is cor- f(s1,...,8n) = Z g;i(s1,...,8n), (5)
rupted by Gaussian noise. j=1
To account for these facts, we need to devise a novel com: N 0Ny
Wllah gj(Sl7 ceey SN) = ’L/Jj (Zi:l Pij (Sl)) € N (E ), n

putation scheme that combines an adapted data pre- a 0
post-processing with a transmit strategy that fundambntamr};llggo?lgly‘Fheewgo(eEg d(eR)ngte pend onf but the N'(2N + 1)
differs from those designed for typical message transfer. | i '

particular, to address (ii), we employ a lattice code that Remark 1.The theorem states that every continuous multivari-
well suited for protecting sums of channel inputs wheregis (i ate function can be represented as a superposition of ogly on
accounted for by exploiting the so-callediversality property variable functions. A fact that was claimed to be impossible
which is inherent to certain combinations of nomographizy David Hilbert in the 1% of his famous 23 problems stated
functions. The following section provides some mathenadticin 1900 [25]. Representations (5) are call&dimogorov’s
background that helps to understand the results of thisrpapiperpositions

According to Theorem 32N + 1 nomographic functions are

[1l. NOMOGRAPHIC FUNCTIONS . : 0N
] . ) ) , sufficient to write everyf € CY(EY) in the form of (5).
Harnessing the superposition of different signals in (3) foryegrem 4 strengthens this result.

improving the network efficiency can be only beneficial if

there is astructural matchbetween the channel operation and heorem 4 (Sternfeld'85 [26]). To represent everfy €
the desired function [3], [14]. A certain class of function€’(E") as a Kolmogorov's superposition with elements from
whose structure can properly be matched to channels th{IE"), there are at leasRN + 1 nomographic functions
obey a superposition property are the so-caflechographic necessary (i.e2N + 1 cannot be reduced).

functions which are defined as follows [6], [3]. Remark 2.A geometric interpretation of Theorem 3, which

Definition 1. Let N > 2. Then, a functionf : EN — R for Wwill be useful for the discussions in Section V-C,
which there exist functiongy; € F(E)}Y, andy € F(R) is the following. Using in (5) 2N + 1 inner sums

such thatf can be represented in the form results in a continuous and bijective correspondence
N (s1,--,88) = (X (pil(si)v"'72221'N@+i,12]\7+1(8i)) € I,
S51,...,5N) = (s 4y With I' being a compact subset @t . In other words,
S v) ¢<;<P( )> @) (> @in(si)s---, > wian+1(si)) describes a homeomor-

. . . . phism that embedE?" in R2V+1,
is callednomographic functionThe space of all nomographic
functions with domainE? is denoted apl(EY). Let g, i=1,....N;j=1,...,2N +1, be N(2N +1)

Functions (4) are called nomographic functions because tH ontinuous functions such that according to Theorems 3 and
every continuoug : EY — R can be written as

are the basis of nomographs, which are graphical aids fefr so

ing certain types of equations [22]. The following surprégi 2N +1 N

result is due to Buck. f(s1,...,8n) = Z )j < goij(si)>

Theorem 1 (Buck’79 [6]). Every functioff : ENV — R is =1 =1

nomographic (i.e.N(EV) = F(EVY)). through a proper choice of the continuous functions
¥1,...,Pan+1. Suppose that each node in the network

0 N
In what fol!ows, we useN (EY) to c_ierlote the space ofjg uniquely assigned one of the function sefg;; ¢
nomographic functions with the restriction that, ..., ¢x CO(E) ?g;rl i = 1,....N. In what follows, we call them

SNote that the accuracy as well as the desired functions are typicallythe pre-processing functionand poi.nt out that by Theqrem
specified by the underlying sensor network application. 3, they do not depend on the choice fif Then, the desired



function (1) to be computed at FG ¢ = 1,...,L, can be Definition 3. Let f € F(EV) be some fixed desired function,

written as [5] f a corresponding estimate at the FC, ang 0 an arbitrary
IN41 but fixed computation accuracy. TheR°™(f ) € R, (in
fo(selt]) = e 0ii (si[t]) + vei (6) functlon-\{alues per channel gse) is said to beaahievable

e( ol ]) ; 4 ZEXC:Z J( H) t computation ratefor f ande if for every rate R’ = % <

RCO™P(f ) and everyd > 0 there exists an(f,nR’,n)
computation code such that the error probability fulfills

Vlj::Z‘Pij(o)ajzla"'va'i_lv (7) T
t=1 sl

with the constants

igCy s}u;?EN‘f(s[t]) - f(s[t])‘ > 5}) <d, (8)
tje
and appropriately chosen functiods);; € CO(R)};N,™,

referred to as th@ost-processing functionéssume that FC for n sufficiently large.

¢ knows its set of post-processing functiorfsi;};*\"', as  For ease of exposition, in the following two subsections
well as its set of constantsy,; }5Y,"". Then, the computation e consider the single cluster case (i= 1), whereas the
approach considered in this paper can be briefly outlined @gension to the general multiple cluster case is considiere
follows: Section V-B below. In particular, we propose a computation
(i) With sensor nodes transmitting concurrently in the sanoade for some fixed continuous nomographic function that is

frequency band, the FCs reliably reconstruct for evesy capable of achieving (8) at computation rates that are, fmeso

IN the sequences§) ;. , vi;(silt]) ;‘”:Vl“ ¢=1,...,L, extent, not achievable with separation-based strate§iese
of superimposed pre-processed sensor readings. the encoders and the decoder have to respect the particular

(i) The FCs add the constants (7), apply their post-prangss structure of nomographic functions, we decompose them into
functions{y; fﬁfl and sum up all intermediate resultsmultiple components each.

to yield the desired function values (6).
Remark 3.Due to the fact that the pre-processing functiond. Data Pre- and Post-Processing
are independent of the functions to be computed at the FC§ et f ¢ NO(IEV) so that it can be expressed as
(see Theorem 3), they do not need to be updated if the desired v
functions change during network operation. A property to
which we refer asniversality[5]. The constants (7) are for F(saltls-osnlt]) = ¢ Z%’ (s:lt]) ©)
instance responsible for preserving the universality ing$ _ _ =t _
otherwise, the pre-processing functions would depend en ffirough a proper choice of continuous pre- and post-praugss

cluster index/. See Section V-B2 for a detailed discussion. functions. One of the basic facts in multiuser information
theory states that the Gaussian MAC in (3) iirdéte capacity

channel if transmit powers and bandwidths are finite [21].
As a consequence, communicating the real valugs;[t])

over such a channel with infinite precision is not possible

What nomographic functions makes so interesting for odp hat we have to first quantize the pre-processed sensor
considerations is the mentioned structural match betwieen Peadings into binary representations. Sifgeis a compact

inner sums and the channel operation (i.e., SUperpositiomerval,the range of each pre-processing function is apzmn
which suggests that harnessing these signal interacti@ys Mhierval as well and we denote these setsThyC R (i.e.,
has the potential for improving the efficiency in wirelesssa € E : ¢i(s) € IL). Thus, it follows that the union
networks also for computing nonlinear functions. Reagziny ._ U£V1Hi is a compact interval and we denote by

this in a reliable manner requires the application of codi ax = maxeerr €] the unique maximal element in absolute
techniques as we have to deal with additive noise. This leags o sEmis

us to the formal notion of a computation code [3].

Definition 2. Let T, n € IN be chosen arbitrarily. Aiif, T, n)
computation codéor a Gaussian MAC consists of:

IV. RELIABLE COMPUTATION OF NOMOGRAPHIC
FUNCTIONS OVER THE GAUSSIAN MAC

Remark 4.To keep the notation simple, we assume in the fol-
lowing that the elements dl are nonnegative. This is without
loss of generality a$l can be shifted to the nonnegative reals

o A desired fUnCtionf S F(EN) by addingﬂ-max to everyg c II.
« N encoding functions that maf’ sensor readings . .
si[1],...,s:|T] to n channel input symbols each. Each node in the network employs the saguantizer
« A decoding function that assignsT estimates Q1 — {0,1} (10)
f(s[1]),..., f(s[T]) of desired function-values to
each length: sequence of channel output symbols. in order to form for everyt € IN the lengthb binary
. . : representation
The performance of a computation code is typically deter-
mined in terms of an achievable computation rate, which wilt] = Q(pi(silt]) , i=1,....,N, (11)
specifies how many function values can be computed per ) S -
channel use within a predefined accuracy. where b is some positive integer to be specified below. To

better understand how quantizgmworks, recall first from [27,
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Fig. 2. Block diagram of the entire transmission chain whemjguting a nomographic function over a Gaussian multipteess channel wittv nodes (i.e.,
within a single cluster).

Thm. 5.2] that every € II has a unique dyadic expansion first decomposeg into modulop sums of the binary repre-

. n sentations (11):
Wy . Wy
= =m0 o T T
r=—v r=—v Di(g) = (gl1],...,g[T]) = <@wi[1]v'--a@wi[T]> :
with w, € {0,1} andw, # 1 for infinitely manyr, unless =1 =1 17)

w, = 1 forall 7. Observe that depends on the largest integetierwards, the inverse quantizer evaluates the right hicel
part of. With this in mind, consider for eachi =1,..., N, of (12) at the digitsg[t], t = 1, ..., T, followed by the post-
the instantaneous approximation processing function) (see Fig. 2). This data post-processing
n provides the FC with an approximation of (9) given by
pi(silt]) = @i(silt]) = D welt]27 (12) N
r=—0 f(sl[t], ey SN[t]) = w <Z 951' (Sl[t])> . (18)
by terminating the dyadic expansion. Then, settng- n + i=1

v+ 1 with v = |log,(mmax)| fixed, quantizer) simply forms  Note that the corresponding accuracy crucially dependsen t
the lengthb representations in (11) by extracting the binangxplicit choice of the quantization parameterAs this will

digits from (12). also have a significant impact on the achievable computation
Each quantizer is followed by the sarseurce encoder  rate, we provide in Lemma 3 at the beginning of Section V
& {0,107 = Z’; : (13) the relationship betweeh and some given accuraey> 0.

which combinesI" € IN of the binary representations to ag. Nested Lattice Coding

length# message OVeZ,: 1) Basic Facts and Definitions:Reading through Sec-

w; =& (wi[l], . .,wi[T]) ,i=1,....,N. (14) tion IV-A reveals that the crucial step in achieving releabl
computations over the channel is the protection of (16)regai
Here and hereaftek, is a natural number anglis assumed to Gaussian noise. In order to ensure this, we employ sequences
be prime? See Fig. 2 for a block diagram. of lattice codes proposed in [8] as they possess favorable
Now, in order to compute the desired function in (9) ovestryctural properties. Towards this end, we first brieflyagec
the Gaussian MAC (3), the FC first needs for every fixed some necessary notions on nested lattices from [17], [28], [

t=1,...,T, areliable estimate of the inner sum An n-dimensionallattice A, n € IN, is a discrete additive
N subgroup ofR™ that is closed under addition. For evety
g(s1[t], ... snlt]) = Z@i (silt]) - (15) there exists a full-rank generator matiG € R™"*" so that
=1

_ _ _ _ A={A=Gu|lpe?Z"}=G7".
This can be achieved by reliably computing thedulop sum

of the messages (14), A q_uantizerassociated with\ is a mapQy : R” — A that
N assigns every, € R™ to the nearest lattice point in Euclidean
distance, that is,
i=1

Qa(p) = argﬂ/l\in [ = A2
as long a is sufficiently large. ) 6_ i
The fundamental Voronoi regioof A, denoted a¥/, is the set

Remark 5.Requiringp to be sufficiently large is necessary inof all points that quantize to the zero vector:
order to avoid a wraparound in (16). .
V= {peR"|Qa(n) = 0} .

R o The modulo operatiorwith respect toA provides for every
Di:Zy —{0,....N} p € R" the quantization error, which is always ¥t

Once the FC knows (16), source decoder

4We construct the encoder (13) explicitly in the proof of Tieo 5. (1] mod A := p — Qa(p) -



Remark 6.The essential structural property of a nested lat-
tice code is linearity, which means that each sum of lattice
codewords modulo the shaping lattice is a codeword itself:

N
z,...,xy €CM = {Z_l cc] mod Ag € C(™ . (25)

2) Channel Encodingin order to protect the modulo sum
in (16) against Gaussian receiver noise, each sensor node
employs the same-dimensional nested lattice cod&™
based on a nested lattice pair taken from Lemma 2. The
Fi_gr-] 3. hF’afrt tg‘ a nesttled hexagonal Iattiftehc «/?1(: in EL:clideaglsp;u(:jW shaping lattice is scaled such that the second moment equals
i)' e fndamentel vorona regocf e shaiing ihe(tack 4o the transmit power constraint (Ler?(Ae) = ). Thus, each
node is equipped with the sancbannel encodefsee Fig. 2)

Definition 4. The second momer(per dimension) of a given &2y —C™ CR", (26)

lattice A C R™ is defined as
02( ) — lfv Hm”%diL‘ ’
n  Vol(V)

with Vol(V) = [,, dz the volume of the fundamental Voronoip e 1 the scaling of the shaping lattice, each codewordsneet

which maps each messageg to a lengthr lattice codeword:

(19) wi:(xi[l],...,xi[n]):52(wi), iZl,...,N.

region. Thenormalized second momeistdefined as the average power constraint and the message rate (24}in bi
a2(A) per channel use) is
GA) = ———2—. 20
() Vol(V)2/n (20) i
Definition 5. Let {A("™)} be a sequence of lattices indexed by R== 10g5(p) - (27)

their dimension anc ~ N (0,0%1,,). Then,{A(™} is said
to be good for AWGN channel coding P(z ¢ V™) — 0
exponentially fast with growing. whenevervVol(V(™)2/7 > N N
2me 0% applies. On the other hangA(™} is said to begood &' ([Zi_l 52(“’1‘)} mod AS) =Pw: . (28)
for shapingif lim,, ., log,(2me G(A(™)) = 0. i=1

In what follows, we assume that (26) fulfills

A lattice As is nestedin some latticeA; if As C Ac. Here for all w; € Z’;. The existence of such linearity preserving
and hereafter)s with fundamental Voronoi regiobs is called lattice encoders is shown in [8, Lemma®6].
shaping latticewhereasA. with fundamental Voronoi region  3) Channel DecodingAfter the Gaussian MAC has been
Ve is called coding lattice Fig. 3 depicts an example of aused by the sensor nodestimes, the FC is aware of the

nested hexagonal lattice pair in which = GZ? andAs = length+ receive vector
3GZ?, with generator matrixG' = (‘{%2 (1)) v
Lemma 1. For allu, v € R™ and every pair of nested lattices y= Z T, +z, (29)
A c A/, the modulo operation satisfies: i=1
[p+v] mod A = [[p] mod A + v] mod A (21) wherez ~ N(0,0%1I,) (see Fig. 2). In order to obtain an
[Qa ()] mod A = [Qa([p] mod A)] mod A . (22) Zzgrgjl:re of the modulp sum (16), the FC applies a channel
Proof: The proof is straightforward. L Dy R™ — ZF
From [17], we conclude the following lemma, which will P
be essential for our considerations in Section V. that consists of afEuclidean nearest neighbor decodgr7]

Lemma 2 gEreZamir'04). There exists a sequence of nestd@llowed by the inverse of the channel encoding function.
lattices {A{” < A7} in which {A{} is simultaneously Thus. by (28) we have
. . n)

good for AWGN channel coding and shaping a{rmé } for b—D _ gt dA 30

AWGN channel coding. 9="Da(y) =& ([@ac(y)] mod As) - (30)

Definition 6. Given some pair ofi-dimensional nested latticesObVviously, the nearest neighbor decoder quantizes thévesce

As C A., anested lattice codé(™ is defined as vector onto the coding lattice and then reduces the outcome
to the shaping lattice in order to guarantee that the resgulti

C™ = AN Vs (23) Jattice point is a valid codeword.
with rate
1 1 Vol(V. S5Note thatp is assumed to be prime in order to guarantee Zgtforms
R=—-1log (‘C(”) |) = —log o ( 5) (24) along with the addition and multiplication modutoa finite field, which is a
n 2 n 2 VOI(VC) necessary condition for the existence of nested latticedars fulfilling (28).



Inserting (29) in (30) shows along with Lemma 1 that provide a lemma that guarantees that with the quantization
N procedure of Section IV-A, the desired functions in (6) can b
({QAC (Z L Ti + z)} mod As)

g= approximated with arbitrary precision.
Lemma 3. Letfy,..., fr) € CO(EIC) x ... x CO(E!°:]) be
== ~1 . Y Y
B ([QAC([ i=1 wz} mod As + z)} mod AS) some choice of, Kolmogorov’'s superpositions. Then, eagh

&1 ([Qa (z + 2)] mod As) | (31) can be uniformly approximated with arbitrary precisien> 0
[ if the common quantizer (10) is configured with sufficiently

wherex = [}, «;| mod As. Because of (25), we have € arge b = b(f1,..., fr, N,e). That is,

€™ so that (29) is essentially a single codeword corrupted
by Gaussian noise. The computation over the channel canvy. ~ 03y, v/ > by : sup |fi(se) — fo(se)| < e .
therefore be seen as a point-to-point link over which a singl se€EICe]
transmitter aims at reliably communicating the codewseri
its intended receiver.

4) Decoding Error Probability: Let § > 0 be arbitrary. Remark 8.In words, the quantization parametép =

Proof: The proof is deferred to Appendix A. ]

Then, the modulgp sum of messages is said to be decodeéd(f1,..., fr, NV, ) denotes the smallest number of bits with
with error probabilitys if which f;,..., fr can be represented within accuracyWe
Pe(”) — PG Lg) < (32) point out, however, that it is not a particular property oé th

scheme presented in Section |V tlhatgenerally depends also
To demonstrate that this can be considered asaximum ©On the number of nodes. In fact, all computation schemes

probability of error, we establish in the following the upperthat approximate a multivariate function by quantizing its
bound arguments suffer from this. Hence, we drop the correspandin
pe(ﬂ) <P(z¢ V). (33) indication in what follows.

Towards this end, note that each node chooses one outRgmark 9.Due to Remark 7, (8) represents a maximum error

p* codewords so that at the FC, the modplsum (16) can probability, which is therefore independent of the statisbf

take on at most/ = (P*+N-1) different valuesg(), 4 — Sensor readlngrs Because of Lemma 3, it can therefore be
N 1

,U. Thus, the conditional probability of error given tha%’v”tieSn asP(U.- 1{f( slt]) # f(s[tD)}). with f as defined
g(“) is the correct sum leads with (31) to n (18).

@ — (g g
AW =P #glg=9g") A. The Single Cluster Case

= P([QAc(m + z)} mod As # E2(g) ’g - Q(U)) Consider a single cluster consisting &f nodes, which
=P(z¢V;) . (34) means that. =1 and|Cy| = N

1) Nomographic FunctionsWe start with the computation
of a single nomographic function over a Gaussian MAC such
as depicted in Fig. 2. The following theorem provides an
achievable rate at which elements fraeA(IEY) can be reli-
ably computed through harnessing the interference. Nate th
P = Z)‘(u (9=49") < Jax A" =P(z¢Ve)  according to (17), the estimageof some givenf € N°(EV)

- (35) is defined to be (see Fig. 2)

Observe that (34) is independentwgfwhich follows from the
symmetry of the coding latticA.. Then, upper bounding the
total probability as

shows that the decoding error probability is essentially a f(s[t]) = (Q7'@lt)) s t=1,...,T. (36)
maximum probability of error.

Theorem 5. Giverf € N°(EN), let f be its estimate defined
by (36). Let: > 0 be some given desired accuracy dndlf, )
?)e specified as in Lemma 3. Then,

Remark 7.Note that in the network model given in Section Il
we did not introduce a probability distribution on the sans
readings, which requires the decoding error probability 0

be small forevery codeword and thus for every choice of 1logd (L;)
{pi(s;) € T} ,. According to (33), this can be ensured RCEOMP(f ) = 2 =2\ (37)
because ifP(z ¢ Vi) < 4, then P\ < §, which justifies bo(f,€) +logy(N)
to consider (32) as a maximum probability of error. is an achievable computation rate fgrande.
Proof: The proof is deferred to Appendix B. [ ]

V. ACHIEVABLE COMPUTATION RATES

In this section, our objective is to characterize the compfRemark 10.Note that in accordance with the proof of the
tation rates that are achievable in clustered Gaussiaroserf§eorem, (37) can even be slightly improved if the bound in
networks with the scheme of Section IV. In order to gain firdp4) is applied instead of (55).
insights, we start in Section V-A with a single cluster newo |, the following, we present some examples that are reliably
followed by the general case in Section V-B. Section Vgomputable up to rate (37).
is then devoted to discuss the results. First, however, we
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Fig. 4. Achievable computation rates in a cluster with= 5 nodes for Fig- 5. Achievable computation rates in a cluster wih= 10 nodes if the
the nomographic functions of Examples 1-3, where the ainuedpatation FC wants to know the “arithmetic mean” (see Example 1) witidouracye =

accuracy is set te = 10~3. The dashed upper bounds correspond with (39)1.073_1 which requiresbo (f, ) = 11bit. The dashed upper bound represents
the single-user AWGN capacity, normalized by+log, (10), whereas time-

division multiple access refers to naive time sharing [219¢).

Example 1 (Arithmetic Mean)Let the desired function be the

arithmetic meanf (s1,...,sy) = & .1, s;. With the con- separation, except for small ratid3/c%. See Section V-C
tinuous pre-processing functions(s;) = s;, ¢ = 1,..., N, for a more detailed discussion.

and the continuous post-processing functiofy) = %g, we Itis easy to see that faP/0% — oo, (37) achieves an upper
have f € N°(EY). bound given by the normalized single-user AWGN capacity:
Example 2 (Geometric Mean).et the desired function be the Liog, (1 + _P;)

geometric mearyf (s1,...,sy) = ([T, si)l/N with domain RCOMP(f ) = 7z (39)
[smin, 1]V, for some0 < smin < 1. With the continuous pre- bo(f,€) +log,(N)

processing functiong; (s;) = log.(s;), i = 1,..., N, and the Up to date, however, it is unknown whether this bound can
continuous post-processing functigrig) = exp.(g/N), we also be achieved for finit®/0%. See Fig. 5 for an example.
have f € N°([smin, 1]Y). Remark 11.The additional logarithmic term in the denomina-

Example 3 (Euclidean Norm)Let the desired function be thetors of (37) and (39) is the penalty for avoiding wraparounds
Euclidean normf(si,...,sx) = +/s7+---+s%. With 1N the modulop sum (16) (see Remark 5).

the continuous pre-p_rocessing functioqzv.s(_si) = 53 t= 2) Kolmogorov's SuperpositionsAlthough Examples 1-3
1,...,N,and the C(?”“JCUOUS post-processing funcidp) = gemonstrate thay®(EY) contains many functions of practical
V9, we havef € N°(E™). relevance, it has to be emphasized that by Theoren? @)

Fig. 4 depicts the achievable computation rates of Examplés Nowhere dense subset of all continuous functions. By The
1-3 for N = 5, smin = 10~2°, ande = 103 . It turns out, orem 3, however, every real-valued continuous functiotvof

for instance, that at a rati®/o% of 15dB, the “arithmetic Variables can be composed¥ + 1 elements fromN®(E™).
mean” can be computed approximatély times faster than We use this to provide in the following the computation

the “geometric mean” and approximatelytimes faster than rate that is achievable for reliably computing Kolmogosov’
the “Euclidean norm”, respectively. superpositions with the scheme depicted in Fig. 6. Givenesom

Consider now the standard separation-based computatiofi C°(EY), the corresponding estimator is of the form
approach in which the FC reliably decodes all quantized®ens 2N+1
readings individually from the Gaussian MAC output in order  f(st]) = Z )j (Q‘l(gj ) . t=1,....T. (40)
to compute the desired function-values afterwards. Tham, t j=1

corresponding rate performance is limited by the multipler—heorem 6. Giverf € CO(EN), let f its estimate defined by

access capacity region [21, p.98] from which we concluc{ﬁo) Lete > 0 be some given desired accuracy and/, <)
that the best computation rate is be s.pecified as in Lemma 3. Then ’

1 NP 1 + (P
oo g,y = 2 L) oo, 2y = T2 %2 (%) (41)
bo(fv E) ’ bO(fa 6) + 1Og2 (N)
which is achievable with Gaussian codebooks in combinati®man achievable computation rate fgrande.
with successive cancellation decoding. Comparing (38h wit
(37) reveals that with the scheme of Section IV, many linear
and nonlinear functions can be reliably computed at a rademark 12.Comparing (41) with (37) illustrates that when
that is significantly higher than every rate achievable witharnessing the superposition property of the Gaussian MAC,

Proof: The proof is deferred to Appendix C. [ ]
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Fig. 6. Block diagram of theé" computation transmitter and tH& computation receiver (i.e., of F€), consisting of adequate data pre- and post-processing
as well as of nested lattice encoding and decoding.

universality with respect to the pre-processing strategstss which is significantly smaller than (43), except for smatlaa
additional wireless resources. See Section V-C for a moR/o%.

detailed discussion. Remark 13.0bserve that (43) is independent ofind there-
B. The Multiple Cluster Case fore equal for all clusters.

Now, consider the general network model introduced iRemark 14.In clustered networks in whicl, N Cy # &
Section Il, in whichV sensor nodes are divided infoclusters for all £, ¢/, (43) and (44) cannot be increased by more clever
Cy. The objective is to compute at FGsome desired function time-sharing. The reason is that the common nodes transmit
fe € CO°(EIC) of the associated sensor readings. continuously and would therefore violate the average power

1) Nomographic Functionsit can be shown that when constraint when increasing their transmit powers by a facto
restricted to nomographic functions with continuous pred a of L. If, on the other hand, some of the clusters are disjoint
post-processing functions, the pre-processing functicers (see Fig. 1 for an example), the rates could be improved by
never be chosen to be universal [5]. This is due to thfesigning a time-division protocol that activates thesestelrs
overlap between clusters. Therefore, the clusters haveeto dimultaneously. This, however, would further increase the
activated in a time-division manner whenever the functimns coordination effort and is out of the scope of this paper.
be computed at adjacent FCs are different. This is illustiat

by the corresponding nomographic representations 2) Kolmogorov’'s SuperpositionsSince the pre-processing

functions in (6) are universal, the function HCcomputes

_ ©q. is determined by the choice of the post-processing funstion
fg(sz[t]) = <€zcj i (Sl[t])> ’ (42) {%e; ;‘”:Vl“ only. As a consequence, the data pre-processing
1€Cy

. , . ) and lattice encoding is fixed so that an additional protocol
in which the pre-processing functions depend @nl = ¢4 ¢qordinating the activation of clusters, as it was reegi
1,...,L (i.e., on the FC that is currently addressed). As g achieving (43) and (44), is not necessary. Thus, the

consequence, the average computation rate achievablesn CJ:omputation rate achievable with the scheme of Fig. 6, fedlo
ter £ under a naive time-division strategy scheduling clustefs,, Theorem 6 to

in time follows from Lemma 3 and Theorem 5°to Comp
RComp _ RE (f17"'7fLa€):
¢ (flv"'v.fLaa)_ 1 4 P
s (4) = et (4) 2
’z ) bo(f1,-.., fr,€) + logy (max, [Cyl) ’
bO(fla'"7fL7€)+10g2(ma’Xl|Cl|) 0 ’ ’ ’ 2

In contrast to the single cluster case, the rates depend fgpall £ = 1’;"’L' , i
f1...., fr. as the error probability in (8) extends in the multi- The attentive reader might note that according to Theorem 3,

cluster case to every continuous desired functigfa can be represented as

L T 2|Co|+1
P <U U { sup | fe(set]) — fé(sé[t])‘ > 5}) : fe(selt]) = Z he; (Z @E?(&[ﬂ)) ,  (46)
(=1t=1 | selt]eEI] j=1 i€Cy
This means that the computation accuracy has to be withiryich apparently requires less pre- and post-processing fu
for all £ so thatb, depends oryy, ..., fz (see Remark 8).  jons than representation (6). The reason for preferring (6
Following a similar reasoning for a separation-based apgwever, is that due to the coupling between clusters, the
proach results in the achievable computation rate pre-processing functions in (46) depend @n In order

L log, (1+ |Cl2|P) to illustrate this please recap from Remark 2 that there
RE™(fy, . fre) = ] 2 /| (44) exists for each¢ a homeomorphism(ss,, ..., s, ) —
bO(f17"'afLa€)

(ZiECg Pil (Sfi)v sy Ziece Pi,2|Cp|+1 (Sfi)) between E|CZ|
81t is assumed that the time is divided infoslots of equal duration. and some compact, c R2¢I*! which allows every
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fe € C°(EIC!) to be written as in (46) with the same universals clear from the structure of nomographic functions, and
set of pre-processing functions. Since thig will differ in  therefore Kolmogorov’s superpositions, that the compaat
general, the pre-processing functions in (46) depend¢.onof only one-variable functions is required at FCs, which can
Whereas this is irrelevant for nodes whose transmit signdde less demanding than computing the multivariate desired
can be received by only a single FC, the common nodes tlianction given the entire set of raw sensor readings, such as
can be heard by more than one FC have to adapt their pirethe case of separation-based computation.

processing in accordance to the FC that they want to addresH the underlying application is satisfied with the computa-
in a subsequent step. Hence, the coordinated activationtioh of continuous nomographic functions, then in addition
clusters in a time-division manner would be necessary aast wo the superior rate performance, the scheme proposed in
already the case for achieving (43) so that the correspgndihis paper has a significantly lower decoding complexity,

achievable computation rate in cluster/ = 1,..., L, would which is essentially the complexity of a single-user lattic
follow from Theorem 6 to decoder. As a consequence, the decoding complexity ineclust
Rgomp(fh' fr.e) = ¢, ¢ =1,...,L, is |Cyl-fold less than for separation-based
computation in which the FC has to reliably decode all

mbg; (%) (47) the sensor readings gathered in clustér The latter has
bo(f1,- s fr.e) + log, (maxz |Cz|) : also the drawback of a higher sensitivity regarding deapdin

) i i _errors since already a single wrongly decoded sensor rgadin
A comparison of (47) with (45) shows that this computatiopygyjts in a faulty function-value. We would like to emplzasi

strategy would lead to a superior rate performance only Rt the computation rates presented in this section are all
those clusters in whicte|Cy| + 1)L < 2N +1 applies, but at chievable under a maximum probability of error criterian a
the cost of additional coordination. it is indispensable for most sensor network applications.
When additionally using common randomness at sensor
C. Discussion of the Results nodes and FCs in combination with minimum mean square
The results for the single cluster case in Section V-Arror estimation prior to decoding [8], [19], slightly high
show that when harnessing the superposition property of tb@mputation rates could be achieved than those presented in
Gaussian MAC, nomographic functions with continuous prdheorems 5 and 6. This, however, would have the drawback
and post-processing functions can be computed significarithat only average error probabilities could be handled with
faster than with any separation-based strategy, which wasiformly distributed sensor readings.
illustrated in Fig. 5. When considering the computation of

arbitrary continuous functions of the sensor readings, the VI. CONCLUSION
corresponding computation rates scale down by a factor ofin this work, we considered the reliable computation of
2N + 1 (see (41)). arbitrary continuous functions of the measurements in-clus

In a network of multiple clusters, as shown in Section V-Bered Gaussian sensor networks. In doing so, it has been
the computation rate achievable when considering in eafdund that when appropriately harnessing the superpasitio
cluster an individual continuous nomographic functionés r property of the underlying Gaussian multiple-access chlsnn
duced by a factor of. (see (43) and (44)) since additionak certain subset of all continuous functions (i.e., the det o
coordination is necessary in the form of time sharing betweeontinuous nomographic functions) can be computed at con-
clusters. In contrast, due to the universality of pre-psso®y siderably higher rates than those achievable with an approa
functions and the particular data post-processing styateg that intends to decode all associated sensor readings at the
picted in Fig. 6, the rate at which in each cluster an indigldufusion centers for computing the function-values aftedsar
Kolmogorov’s superposition can be computed is further giveSince many continuous functions of practical relevance are
by Theorem 6regardlessof the coupling between clusters. nomographic, the result extends the known results for the-co

In the domain of wireless sensor networks, achieving higiutation of linear functions to numerous nonlinear funusio
rates is generally not the main concern. Due to limited When the computation adrbitrary continuous functions is
energy and processing capabilities, computation scherhesdesired, then the presented approach that combines alsuitab
low complexity are also of particular interest. Considgrindata pre- and post-processing strategy with a simple queanti
the results of Section V-B from this perspective reveald thand nested lattice codes requires the successive computa-
the proposed computation scheme has not only in the ca®m of multiple nomographic functions, which scales down
of continuous nomographic functions several advantages othe achievable computation rates accordingly. Even though
separation-based approaches. For example, when computitigese rates can be inferior to those achievable with stdndar
set of individual Kolmogorov’s superpositions in a cluser multiple-access schemes, the proposed approach prowdes s
network, any coordination of nodes or clusters is not nesgsseral other advantages that are indispensable in many sensor
as it would be the case for continuous nomographic functionstwork applications such as lower decoding complexity and
or separation-based approaches. Especially for largeonletw less coordination burden. As a consequence, the resultssof t
with many clusters, this may lead to significant savings ipaper partially carry over the results of [5] to noisy netkgor
complexity so that computing Kolmogorov's superpositions Note that the clustered Gaussian sensor network model
(i.e., continuous functions) over the channel can be aronpticonsidered in this paper assumes that the channel gains be-
even if the achievable computation rate is not maximal. tiveen nodes and FCs are all equal to one (see (3)). For many
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applications, however, the propagation conditions areemds. Proof of Theorem 5
challenging as corresponding wireless transmissions neay bFor someT € NN to be specified below, consider the

subject to fading effects. In networks with non-overlagpin B N T .
clusters this is not a big issue as nodes could invert thsll?quence{f(s[t]) = (2= #i(silt]))}i=, of nomographic

channels by employing channel state information. In cattra Unction-values with continuous pre- and post-procesking-

; i — N T
when clusters allowed to overlap, some of the nodes can tf)%ns and l?t{f(s[t]) . M.Zi:l. Pilsilt]) iy der_wote the
corresponding approximations in accordance with (15). In

heard by more than one FC, which generally results in differe ddition, lete > 0 be arbitrary but fixed and choose the quan-
channel gains. Since this can have a detrimental impacten f}'l ’

computation rate performance, it has to be figured out inréutu lzation parameteb = b(f, €) as in Lemma 3 tdy = bo(f, )

work how to appropriately cope with this. S0 thatsup,ey |f(s) — f(s)| <& .
In order to prove the theorem, we have to first construct

the source encoder (13). To this end, each of the binary
APPENDIX representations (11) is equivalently considered as aneglem
of the set of integerq0,1,...,2% — 1}, which we denote
A. Proof of Lemma 3 in the following asw;[t] to avoid confusion with the vector
Observe that an expansion in the way of (12) represel} otation. With this in mind, for eache {1,...,T}, the sum

along withv = |log,(mmax) | the pre-processed sensor readingos these integers is bounded above as

up to precision N
wilt] < N2 —1) =¢g—1. (51)
|90ij (S) - @ij (5)| <27 = 2~ bttt < 7"'maxzibJrl ) (48) ;
forallse E,i=1,...,N,andj = 1,...,2N + 1. Hence, Now, for somer € IN to be specified below, we form the

we can bound the accuracy of the sum of pre-processed se@Bgth+ messages (14) in the following way

readings by virtue of the triangle inequality to - -
w; = (Z wiltlg™t, . Z w;ilt + (k — 1)T]qt1> ,
t=1 t=1

D wii(si) = > Bijlsi)

G G - (49) i =1,...,N, with ¢ as defined in (51). Note that the sum
< Z i (si) — @ij(si)| < |Celmma ™"t overi of each component is bounded above as
ieC,
e N T T N
forall s, c EIl, ¢=1,....L,andj =1,...,2N + 1. SN wiltld Tt =)0 wiltld T <qT 1. (52)
Since the constants in (7) are bounded and continuity on =1 t=1 t=114=1
compact metric spaces implies uniform continuity [29, d, 91yjence, for every fixed; and alphabet size (see (13) and
we conclude from (49) that (26)), choosingr such that
T _ < _
SUI\:)C | Py (Z 0i;(si) +Wj> g —1<p-1 (53)
E!*~e 3 .
o< e (50) avoids any wraparound when messages add up over the
~ <Z i (5:) + %) < e4;(b) channel. Thus, with the right hand side of (51) we have
i€Cy 1
for somez,;(b) > 0 and for all’, 5. Now, lete > 0 be arbitrary logy (2%0(/2) — 1) +logy(N)

but fixed. Then, there exist = bo(f1,...,f1, N,e) such Now, consider the more conservative bound

thatmaxy ; g0 ;(b) < a1 forall b > by. As a consequence,
ICel 9 — >

we have for alls, € EI“¢!, ¢ =1,..., L, andb > by < log,(p) (55)

2N+1 bO(faE)+10g2(N)

Je(se) — fé(sé)‘ <Y ey <Z vij(si) +Wj> by ignoring the—1 in the denominator of (54). Then, as the
J=1 i€Cy number of encoded sensor readingd’is= k7, we conclude
~ for the computation rate (see Definition 3)
— i | D @iilsi) + e || <€,
i€Cy klogy(p) R

po T
n

= n(bo(f.€) +logy(N)) ~ bo(f,e) + logy(N) -

Note that the computation scheme proposed in Section IV

"Because every finite sum of compact spaces is compact, dslfrom employs a code-sequence based on a sequence of nested
the compactness of tHd;; (i.e., the ranges of pre-processing functions) thag, tti h f L 2 A I}Q(éL) <
the ranges of the sunfs’; ., wi;(s:), £=1,...,Lij=1,...,2N +1, altices chosen from Lemma . AS a conseque =

are compact as well. P(z ¢ Vé”)) — 0 exponentially fast inn as long as the

which proves the lemma.
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message rate (27) fulfills at each node

<V01( W))

Vol(W{™)
P

Vol(V{™)2/n

k 1

—1 = —1
n ng(p) n 089

R:

—
Q
~

= N

)

> — %10g2(27re G(A{M)) .

log
2<m&%
P

logd | =
0go (U%

—~

b)
<

Here, (a) follows from Definition 4 and the fact that eachj, P

C. Proof of Theorem 6

Representingf as its Kolmogorov’s superposition (see
Theorem 3) suggests that it can be computed at the FC by suc-
cessively computing the correspondifgy + 1 nomographic
functions over the Gaussian MAC. Hence, given some fixed
e > 0, chooseb = b(f,e) in accordance with Lemma 3
to by so that the quantization error is smaller thanNow,
due to (33), we have for the decoding error probability at
the FCP™ < Y2V p(g, # g,). Therefore, the theorem
follows from Theorem 5 by taking into account that for each
P(g; # g;) goes to zero exponentially fast in the block

shaping latticeA{™ is scaled such that its second momeriengthn as |0ng as (37) is fulfilled.

equals the power constrainP whereas(b) is a conse-
guence of the sequence of coding Iattit{e‘é")} being good

for AWGN channel coding (see Definition 5). Because the

sequence{Aé")} is simultaneously good for shaping (i.e
lim,, 0 log, (2me G(AS™)) = 0), we therefore have?™ —
0 exponentially fast with growing if

1, (P
R<§10g2 (Q) .

Consequently, letting”, and thust andp, grow appropriately
with n, expression

T
P <U{§(S[t]) #é(s[ﬂ)}) (56)
t=1
vanishes exponentially fast im as well, provided that
3 log] (%)
/ 2 9z __ pCom,
B < T T log () ~ (f.e),  (B7)
whereg(s[t]) = Yo, @i(si[t]) and g(sft]) = Q7 (g4]) are

the corresponding estimate at the FC.

Now, recall thatD;(g) = (g[1],...,g[T]) and choose
g[t] for some fixedt € {1,...,T} such thaty(j(s[t])) #
¥(g(s[t])). Then, this choice impliesj(s[t]) # g(s[t])
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