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Abstract

The two-receiver broadcast packet erasure channel witllbéek and memory is studied. Memory is modeled using a
finite-state Markov chain representing a channel stateerQand inner bounds on the capacity region are derived when th
channel state is strictly causally known at the transmiftbe bounds are both formulated in terms of feasibility jeots and
they are matching in all but one of the constraints. The tesare extended to feedback with larger delay. Numericalltses
show that the bounds are close in many examples and the giémedothrough feedback can be quite large. The presented
outer bound meets the inner bound recently derivedin [1] lznite describes the capacity region.

I. INTRODUCTION

The capacity of broadcast channels (BCs) remains unresdleth without and with feedback. It was shown lin [2] that
feedback does not increase the capacity of physically degrBCs. Nevertheless, feedback increases the capacignefaj
BCs and even partial feedback can help [B8], [4]. Feedbaak ialsreases the capacity region of AWGN BCs [5], [6].

The capacity region of memoryless broadcast packet eratiarenels (BPECs) with feedback (FB) was found_in [7] for
two receivers. The region is characterized by the closuralafon-negative rate pairsR;, R2) such that
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wheree; ande; are the erasure probabilities at receiteand 2, respectively, and;s is the probability of erasure at both
receivers. In particular, feedback increases the capaaitiythis is of practical interest since the required feekiiaonly
a low-cost ACK/NACK signal that is easy to implement in BPECs

This result has been extended to certain cases of broadtastels with more number of receivers fin [8], [9], [10]. In
all these works, the capacity region is achieved using faekbased coding algorithms that are based on network godin
ideas. The converse theorems are proved by proving geméelaiuter bounds on the capacity region. The trick is that the
genie helps the receivers such that the broadcast chant@ines a physically degraded one, for which the capacitypregi
with feedback is known 2]/ [11]/112].

The capacity region of two-receiver multiple-input BPEC#hwfeedback has been studied in [13] where the capacity
region is derived and is shown to be achievable using linetwark codes (LNC). The schemes are also applied to partiall
Markovian and partially controllable broadcast PECs whieeglinear network coding rate region is characterized hipear
program which exhaustively searches for the LNC schemeifb) the best possible throughput.

In a recent trend of research, noisy feedback has been dtadi¢ achievable schemes are developed_in [L4], [15].

This paper studies BPECs with memory and feedback. The gmolid motivated by the bursty nature of erasures in
practical communication systems, e.g., satellite linkg],[117], [18]. We model the memory of a channel by a finite estat
machine and a set of state-dependent erasure probabiltedinite state channel models see €.a! [19] and the refesen
therein.

When there is no feedback, one can use erasure correctieg émdmemoryless channels in combination with interlesver
to decorrelate the erasures. But feedback enables moréssoated coding methods and several such schemes aresskstu
in [20]. We remark that[[21] studied the general broadcasinael with feedback and memory and considered different
cooperation scenarios. The capacity characterizatiofdlhare, however, in multi-letter form and not computable.

The main contribution of this paper is to provide lower anghepbounds on the capacity region for two receivers when
the channel state is strictly causally known at the trartemiBoth bounds are formulated in terms of feasibility peafs,

The authors are in alphabetical order and contributed Bgt@the work.
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Fig. 1. Block diagram for the broadcast packet erasure @lamith visible state. The box marked with= 1 represents a delay of one time unit.

and are similar in all but one set of constraints. Our outemioids a genie-aided bound. The bound is subtle in the sease th

it cannot be derived directly using the results [of [2],/[1l’]. Our proposed achievable scheme extends the queee-bas
algorithms of [7], [9], [22] to incorporate knowledge abdhe past channel states. The techniques generalize to BPECs
with delayed feedback.

During the preparation of this work, we were informed thatairparallel line of work [[1B],[[1] investigated dynamic
scheduling algorithms for a similar problem. The outer lbwe derive in Section IV matches the inner-bound derived in
[1] and thus characterizes the capacity region. The innantave derive in SectionlV is included in this region, and this
inclusion can be strict.

This paper is organized as follows: We introduce notatiosh e system model in Sectidd I, and elaborate on the main
result in Sectiori ll. The outer bound is presented in Sedil and the inner bound and two achievable schemes are
discussed in Sectidn]V. In SectibnlVI we discuss implicatiof our results.

II. NOTATION AND SYSTEM MODEL
A. Notation

Random variables are denoted by capital letters. A finitaisege (or string) of random variablés;, Xo, ..., X,, is
denoted byX™. In this context, sequences always refer to sequences & tBaquences may have subscripts, &(.
denotesX; 1, X,2,...,X; . It is sometimes convenient to collect random variables #ppear at the same time in a
vector. Vectors are written with underlined letters, e4,.,= (71, Z2,1). Sets are denoted by calligraphic letters, eXj.,
The indicator functioni{-} takes on the valué if the event inside the brackets is true ahatherwise. The probability
of a random variableX taking on a realizationz given an even€ is written asPr[X = z|&]. Often, the conditional
event corresponds to another random varidbléaking on some realizatiop. This conditional probability is written as
Pr[X = z|Y = y] or equivalently Pxy (z|y). The equivalent expressiori&r[X|Y] or Py|y are used to address the
conditional probability (distribution) for any outcome &f, Y.

The conditional expectation of a functighof a random variableX' given another random variablg is itself a random
variable and is written a&[f(X)|Z]. Using the law of total expectatiob[f(X)|Z] = E[E[f(X)|Y Z]|Z]. Note that if
X —Y — Z forms a Markov chain, we can write[f(X)|Z] = E[E[f(X)|Y]|Z].

B. System Model

A transmitter wishes to communicate two independent messdg and W, (of nR;, nRy packets, respectively) to
two receivers Rx and Rx overn channel uses. Communication takes place over a packetrerbsaadcast channel with
memory and feedback as described below:

The input to the broadcast channel at timg = 1,...,n, is denoted byX; € X. The channel inputs correspond to
packets ofL bits; we may represent this by choosiag= [, with ¢ = 2%, and L >> 1. Transmission rates are measured
in packets per slot and so entropies and mutual informagamg are considered with logarithms to the base

The channel outputs at timeare written ast; , € Y andY;, € Y where) = X U{E}. EachY;,, j € {1,2}, is either
X, (i.e., received perfectly) oF (i.e., erased).

We define binary random variablés ;, j € {1,2},t=1,...,n, to indicate if an erasure occurred at receiydn time
t;i.e., Z;, = 1{Y;, = E}. Clearly,Y;, can be expressed as a functionXf and Z, ;. FurthermoreY; , also determines
Z. We denote(Zy ,, Z2,) by Z,.

The broadcast channel we study has memory that is modeledl fiiste state machine with statg at timet. The state
evolves according to an irreducible aperiodic finite stateridv chain with state space and steady-state distributiarn,
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Fig. 2. Bayesian network for the two-receiver broadcaskegerasure channel with memory and ACK/NACK + previousesfaedback (visible state),
for n = 3 andd = 1. Dependencies due to feedback are drawn with dashed lines.

s € §. The initial stateSy is distributed according ta. Depending on the current random state of the channel, thiench
erasure probabilities are specified through the conditidisribution Pz s, Arbitrary correlation betweefQZ, +, Z2 ;) is
permitted. The transition probabilities between chantates are known at the transmitter. Note that the sequgfices
correlated in time in general, hence the channel has memory.

After each transmission, an ACK/NACK feedback is availabtehe encoder from both receivers. Two possible setups
can be considered for the encoding functifn

(i) Only ACK/NACK feedback is available at the encoder:

Xt - ft(W17W27Z§7172571)' (1)
(i) ACK/NACK and the previous state feedback is known:
Xt:ft(WhW?aZfilazéilast_l)' (2)

Depending on whether the transmitter knows the previousrdlastate or not, we call the statésible or hidden This
paper is focused on the problem with visible states (see[BigThe joint probability mass function of the system then
factorizes as

n
Pivwoxnsnyyyyzyzy = Po P Psy [ Psuis, o Pxysi-120 1001 P2 019P7.01 22,08 P ol X 21, P X a0
t=1
The corresponding Bayesian netwibror the visible case is shown in Figl 2 and can be used to déterconditional
independence of random variables.

The state can be visible either because it is explicitly latée at the transmitter or because it may be determined from
the available feedback. The latter is illustrated via thiéofaing example.

Example 1:Consider a Gilbert-Elliot model [23], [24] with state spa®e- {GG, GB, BG, BB} where G and B respectively
refer to a good and bad state at each user.

One case of interest is when we have erasure in state B andamorerin state G, i.e.,

Pz,5,(0,0/GG) =1, Pz, s,(0,1|GB) =1
Pz,5,(1,0|BG) =1, Pz s,(1,1/BB) =1. (3)
In such a channel, the feedbagk determines the channel state, and we thus say that the staisitile. We use this

channel model for our simulation results in Secfion VI.
We define the probability of erasure events given gheviouschannel state as follows:

€12(s) = Pg,|s,_, (1, 1]s), €12(s) = Pg,|s,_,(1,0]s),
612(8) = Pgt|5t71(07 1|S)a ETQ(S) = PZt|St71(07 0|S)a
€1(s) = €12(s) + €13(s), €2(s) = €12(s) + €12(5)- 4)

Note that these probabilities do not dependtan our setup.

The goal is to have each decoder;Reliably estimatd; = h;(Y;") from its received sequend€™. A rate-pair(R1, Rz)
is said to be achievable if the error probabilPty[Wl £ Wy, W # Ws] can be made arbitrarily small asgets large. The
capacity regiorCh ™ is the convex closure of the achievable rate pairs.

1The Bayesian network can also easily be transformed intaetiinal dependency graph (FDG) [4], for which simple rules checking conditional
independence exist.



I1l. M AIN RESULT

The main result of this paper is the following bounds on thpacity region of the two-user packet erasure broadcast
channel with memory and ACK/NACK feedback.
DefineC°™ to be the closure of rate paifs?,, R2) for which there exist variables;, ys, s € S such that

0<z:;<1, 0<ys<1 ()

Ry < ZTFS(I —e1(8))xs (6)
seS

Ry <> mo(1—e1a(s))(1 - ys) ()
seS

Ry <Y (1 — ea(s))ys (8)
seES

Ry <> me(1—e1a(s)) (1 — o). 9)
seES

Define, furthermoreC"s™ to be the closure of rate paif&;, R2) for which there exist variables;, ys, s € S such that

0<z,<1, 0<y,<1 (10)

Ts+ys>1, VseS (11)

Ry <) (1 — e(s))zs (12)
seS

Ry <) mo(l—erz(s))(1 - ys) (13)
seS

Ry <) (1 — ea(s))ys (14)
seS

Ry <) (1 — ena(s))(1 — ). (15)
seS

Note thatCie™ and C"s™ differ in (L1).
Theorem 1:The capacity regiol;™ of the two-user broadcast packet erasure channel with &sidand visible state
is sandwiched betwee®{is™ andCe™ i.e,

CmC CRm e (16)

For example, consider Theordrh 1 wh&nhas one state only, say statewhich models a memoryless erasure broadcast
channel. One may verify that the two regio®%™ and C®™ match, and that eliminating variables, y5, the well-known
result of [7] follows. Let us call this capacity regiah,(s). Now consider the case whel®| is larger: One might guess that
the capacity regio® ™ is the average direct sum (set sum) of the capacity regigyis) over all statess € S. However,
this isnotin general the case: the capacity region can be stricthefaftan the average direct sum of thg(s). We expand

on this remark in Section VI.

In Sectior(1V, we prove thaf}*™ forms an outer bound; i.e., for any achievable scheme thiel@rodefined in[(5) -{9)
is feasible. This is done by bounding the achievable r&gs?, and expressing them in a manner similar[ib (5)1- (9). Our
converse proof is motivated by [11],1[2], [25].

In Section[Y, we introduce two schemes that can achieve aeypar inC'ly™, and thus prove achievability of it. The
first scheme is a probabilistic scheme that chooses encagiagtions according to a probability distribution. Thews®
scheme uses a deterministic queue-length based algofihithchooses encoding operations based on the feedbackend th
current buffer states. This scheme stabilizes all queudisemetwork for every rate pair i@

While ™ and C™ match and characterize the capacity in several examplee tre interesting cases whelg™ is
strictly smaller tharC'is™ One such example is given inl[1, Sec. 11.B]. In this exan@E™ turns out to be strictly smaller
than the capacity region.

In Sectior V], we plot our inner and outer bounds@ff™ for a few examples and address the gain due to feedback and
causal knowledge of the channel state. We furthermore ssthe gap between the inner and outer bounds and show that
the capacity region is strictly larger that the averageatiseim of theCs (s). Finally, we discuss variations of the problem
with delayed feedback.



IV. THE CONVERSE

In this section, we prove thate™ is an outer bound on the capacity region. The general idea show that for any
achievable scheme, there are parameterg,, s € S, as in [) - [9). We find these parameters by relating them tauahu
information terms.

In order to boundR; and R, for anyé > 0, we write the following multi-letter bounds and singletégize them properly
next. Forj € {1,2}, we definej € {1,2} such thatj # ;.

nR; < I(WjY]") +nd 17
nR; < I(W;; Y'Y |W5) + nd (18)

In (I7) - (18), we have used the independence of the messageBamo’s inequality [26, Chapter 2.10].
For j = 1, the single-letterization is done as follows:

1
Rl ) S —I(Wl;}/ln)
n

IN

1 n n—
EI(Wl;YlS 1)

1 1 ot
= I(Wis Y18, |V 182
t=1

3

n

==Y [I(Was Sea| YT ZE 1 ST72) o T(Was Y[V 1S )]
t=1
1 t—1 qgt—1
= EI(Wl;YLtD/l S )
IW Yy 181 Y, 4|Sq)

"1
= Z—I(Ul,t;yl,t|5t—1)
="
© I(Uyr; Y1,7|S7—1T)
= ZWSI(Ul,T;Yl,ﬂT, St_1=235). (19)
seS

—

In the above chain of inequalitie&;) follows becauseZ! ! is a function ofY;~! and because of the Markov chain
Wl _ }/f*lszlst—Q _ St—la

(b) follows by definingl; ; = (W,Y{~*8*~1), and
(c) follows by a standard random time sharing argument with ténaring random variabl€.
Similarly, one obtains

1
Ri—6< EI(Wl;Y1nY2n|W2)

< ZFSI(ULT; Y1, 7Y, 7|Us o VT, Sr—1 = 5), (20)
seS
whereUs r = (WoYy ~1ST=1) andVp = (YL 1y, —1sT-1).
By symmetry, we also have the following bounds:

Ry —46< ZFSI(Uz,T;Yz,ﬂT, St_1=5) (21)
seS

Ry —46< ZWSI(Uz,T;Yl,Tyz,T|U1,TVTT7 St_1=235). (22)
seS

Remark 1:Note that
(i) Vr is a function of(U; Uz 1), and
(i) Zp —TSr_1 — Uy rUsrVr Xy forms a Markov chain.
The following lemma extend$ [25, Lemma 1] and is proven in éqmugix[A.



Lemma 1:For everys € S andj € {1, 2}, we have:
IU;,r:Y;,0|T, Sr—1 = s) = (1= €;()) L (Uj.r; Xo|T, Sp—1 = 5) (23)
LU Y1,0Yer|U; pVrT, Sr—1 = 5) = (1 — e12(8)) [ (Uj,1; X7|U; 7 VT, ST—1 = 8). (24)

Using LemmdJl we now replace the mutual information term&®) ¢ (22) and define the following variables fpe {1, 2}
ands € S.

ul = 1(Ujr; Xr|T, Sr—1 = 5) (25)
29 = I(Uj 13 X7 |U; n VT, Sp—1 = 3). (26)
We have
'—5<Z7T5 —(s)ul), j=1,2 (27)
s€S
R;—0< Zﬂ's(l —e12(s)2), j=1,2. (28)
s€S

The following Lemma relates the parameters defined abovasapbven in AppendixB.
Lemma 2:For everyj € {1,2} ands € S, we have

ul) + 2(3) <1.

Comblmng the above results and lettifigyo to zero,(R1, R2) can be achieved only if, for some vanabhe(;%) uf), zél)
22 the following inequalities hold for alf € {1,2}, s € S:

0< ugj),zgj) <1 (29)

ud) + 29 <1 (30)

Rj < Z 7T3(1 - 67(8))’11,2]) (31)
seS

Ry <> my(1 - e1a(s))zl). (32)
seS

The final step is to show that the above outer bound matc§jg8 defined in[() -[(®). This is done by noting that inequality
(30) can be made tight without changing the rate region. Thavalence of the two regions then becomes clear by setting
(1) =1-ys, zg ) — 11—z, ugl) = xz,, anduf) = Ys.

V. ACHIEVABLE SCHEMES
A. Queue and Flow Model

In this section, we develop codes that achieve the rate meg[f™. For this, we build on the idea of tracking packets
that have been received at the wrong destination, dsl iniJf],The transmitter has two buﬁe@ﬁl), Q§2> to store packets
destined for Rx, Rxy, respectively. We consider dynamic arrivals, where pact@tRx;, Rx; arrive in each slot according
to a Bernoulli process with probabiliti,, R2, respectively. An analysis for more general arrival preesds possible. The
transmitter has two additional buffe@.gl) (resp.QéQ)) for packets that have already been sent, but have beewvedasly
by Rx; (resp. Rx). Hence buffengl) contains packets that are destined for, Rmd have been received at Riut not at
Rx;, and vice versa foQég). These queues are empty before transmission begins. Eachi, ys= 1,2, has a buffengj)
that collects desired packets. These buffers correspottideteystem exit and are always empty. The networked queuing
system is shown in Fid.] 3.

Each receiver has an additional buffer (not depicted inBjghat collects ?ackets not intended for it, i.e. packetgtie
other user. Note that packets in this buffer are either atsggnt mQ2 or have left the system.

A packet for Rx WI|| onIy traverse buffers with superscript i.e. Q(J) (J) or Q3 In the following, sllghtly abusing
the notation, we usé)l ; to denote the number of packets stored in bu@é% in time slott. Obwously,Ql , € Q with

={0,1,...,00}. Define

Qt ( 125 glzv 527 )€Q4 (33)

Becausng1 = Q( = 0 by definition, the vector), determines the queue state at time

If both Qg and Q2 are nonempty, the transmitter can send the XOR combinafitimrese packets. If both users receive
this coded packet, both can decode one desired packet anghtvkets per slot are delivered. In general, the transnater
select its actiond; in slot ¢ from the set of actionsA = {1, 2,3} where
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Fig. 3. Networked system of queues.

A; =1 corresponds to sending a packet for;Rrom Q?),

A; = 2 corresponds to sending a packet for,Rrom Ql2),
Ay = 3 corresponds to sending a coded packet.

Actions at timet are based on theurrent queue stat€), and thepreviouschannel states;_;.
Note that we permit actions from the action spat@nly. The corresponding stability region consists of atertuples
(R1, R2) for which all queues in the network are strongly stable [2&filition 3.1], i.e., if

lim sup — Z E[Q:] < oo. (34)

n—oo

A network is strongly stable if all queues are strongly sg@li, Definition 3.2]. The algorithms developed in the faliog
ensure network stability for rate pairs insidgs". The analysis is based on [27], [22], extended to incorgotfa¢ setup.

B. Probabilistic Scheme

Consider a strategy that bases decisions for actions onflyeoprevious channel staf_;, but not on the queue stafg,.
These strategies are called S-only algorithms in [22]. Téesions are random and independent from previous desision
according to a probability distributiof,,|s,_, that does not depend an

Let F(J) denote the number of packets that can travel from bl@‘ﬁ to Q in slot ¢. Clearly, F, 7) ., depends on the
action chosen in slot Recall thatZ; ; is equal to one if an erasure occurs at titréer Rx; and is zero otherW|se So, we
have

Flzt =1{A =1} 214(1 = Zay). (35)

The long-term average rapéfé) is bounded by

flé)ﬁ hm_ZF(Qt_[EFl()] (36)

n—oo

where the expectation i (B6) is taken over the random pusvithannel stateS;_,, the random erasure events and the
possibly random actiont;. Equality in [36) is achieved nglg > 0 wheneverA; = 1. Similarly, we have

£ <EFS], FRh=1{4, =131~ Z1) (37)
) <E[FR)], FS) =1{A, =3}(1 - Z1,) (38)

and correspondingly for the flows to Rx
Thus, with this scheme, rate tupléB;, R,) can be achieved if there is a distributiéty, s, , such thatv j € {1,2}:

Ry < fi§ + 1) (39)

fl(J) < f2(j) (40)

19 <Y mPags,  (il9)(e(5) = en2(s)) 1)
seS

(J) < ZWSPAtISP 1(_]| )(1 - Ej(S)) (42)
seS

£ < ZWSPAtIS, L(3]5)(1 — ¢;(s)). 43)

seS



Action A; | Weight depending od), andS;_1 = s
1 [1—a ()" +e3(s)(QY — Q)
2 [1—e2()]Q +era ()@Y — @)
3 [1— e ()@Y + 1 — e2()]QY)
TABLE |

DETERMINISTIC SCHEME

Note that the region described By {39]-1(43) is equivalenhtorate regior€g*" described in[(12) {{15). This may be seen
by settingPa,|s,_, (1[s) = 1 — ys, Pa,js,_,(2|s) =1 — x4, Pa,js,_,(3|s) = vs +ys — 1 and eliminating the flow variables
l(Jm). Whereas[(39) {(43) is maximum flowformulation, [12) -[(Ib) describes the dualnimum cutformulation. Note that

inequality [11) ensures thadt,,|s,_, (3|s) > 0. This inequality is implicitly required in this approachtbdoes not appear
in the outer bound’g)*™.

C. Deterministic Scheme

In the probabilistic scheme, actions are chosen dependilygoo the channel state, so it can happen that there is na@pack
to transmit because the corresponding buffer is empty. Thisbe avoided by a max-weight backpressure-like algorithm
[28], [29], [3Q], [27], [22] that bases its actions on bothege and channel states.

In each slott, the action maximizing the weight function inh_{44) is chosen

A =argmax > 1A = 5} ([1 - ()@ + (6(9) — 2@ — Q) + 1A=} - ()} (44)

Table[] lists the weights for each action depending on theeciirqueue stat€), and the previous channel state ; = s.

Proposition 1: The max-weight strategy in Talle | stabilizes all queues@rtetwork for every rate pafiR, +6, Ry+9) €
CE™ 6> 0.

The proof is given in Appendik]C.

The rule in [4%) ensures that actions are chosen only if tmeegponding queues contain packets.

The proof uses &-slot Lyapunov drift analysis similar to_[22] but has to beapted so that it takes into account only
the previous channel states instead of the current one. difiesence changes parts of the proof and the corresponding
max-weight policy. In the model of [31], the authors dealhnibrrelated channels but have tberrent channel state (or
an estimate of it) available for the current decision. Samy, in [30], [32], the current channel state is availabtetre
transmitter. In[[38],[[34] the authors focus on obtaininguchel state information in a scenario that is related to #sec
of hidden states, however without permitting coding operet Similarly, [35] investigates the case of delayed clehn
state information for general networks, without permgtitoding operations. During the preparation of this work werev
informed that a similar approach was analyzed_in [1] in a lfrne of work. More powerful coding actions are permétte
in [1]] that allow to close the gap to the outer bound.

VI. DISCUSSION

Consider the Gilbert-Elliot model of Examplé 1. We assumat tihe individual channels to usetsand 2 are both
Gilbert-Elliot channels with states G and B. The broadchshoel state space is therefore givendy: {GG, GB, BG, BB}
where G and B respectively refer to a good and bad state at wsmh Transitions from stat® to stateG occur with
probability g; for userj, j = 1,2. Similarly, a transition from staté to state B occurs with probabilityb; for userj.

For simplicity, these transitions are assumed to be indigreracross the two users. The corresponding finite statedvar
chain is summarized in Fif] 4. The average (long-term) eeaptobability at user usef is given by
b
TR )

Fig.[3 shows the capacity region for a channel with parameies 0.5, o = 0.5, g1 = 0.2, go = 0.3. In this figure we
compare the bounds on the capacity region with that of a mg@ess channel with the same average erasure probability
(with and without feedback). We also show the rate regiothithachieved by a simple scheme that does not permit coding
across the two messagés|[20]. This helps distinguishingélires due to channel memory and the gains due to coding.

A. Combination of Memoryless Strategies

Looking at the the characterization 6§°™ in (I0) - (I8), one may wonder if this rate-region can be a#disimply by
a combination of memoryless capacity achieving schemesCh6s), s € S, denote the capacity region of a memoryless
BPEC with feedback and erasure probabiliia$Z,|S;—1 = s]. Capacity achieving algorithms for memoryless BPEC with
feedback are devised ihl[7]. A combination of memorylessacip achieving schemes may be described as follows:

o Choose fractionsy, > 0 and3, > 0 such that) s as =" s Bs =1 and(as Ry, BsRz) € mCi(s), forall s € S.
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Bounds on the Capacity region for = 0.5, ez = 0.5, g1 = 0.2, g2 = 0.3. In this caseC{}®™ and C[}°™ almost match.

« TakenasR; packets for Rx andnS, Ry packets for Rx to be transmitted only when the previous channel state ialequ
to S;—1 = s, s € S. For each previous statee S, the transmitter chooses an optimal memoryless strategy, @s
devised in[[7]) corresponding to a memoryless BPEC chaniiblfeedback and erasure probabilities Z,|S;—1 = s].

Using the above scheme, for largeone can asymptotically achieve the performance of the m@ess strategy for each

states with the corresponding capacity regi6m(s). The overall rate region achievable by this strategy, daRe,, is thus

a weighted combination of the individual memoryless ratgaes (for each state):
Ro = P 7.Cu(s),
sES

where® denotes the set addition operHtQMinkowski sum).
We show in Fig[b thaR4 can be strictly smaller thagf®™.

Remark 2:Note that each memoryless rate regity(s), s € S, is a polytope defined by linear inequalities. However, the
polytope generated by the Minkowski sumnist equal to the one defined by the sum of the individual polytapestraints.
That would be the case, for example, if the memoryless rag@me were polymatroids, as pointed out inl[26, Chapter
15.3.3],[36]. In that caseR4 would be equal t&€g®™. However, this is not the case in general.

2For example;riR1 @ maRa = {miry + mary|r; € Ri,72 € Ra}.
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The difference betwee@f®™ and Ci{*™ is negligible in this case, s6f°™ is omitted.

B. Delayed Feedback

The result in Theoreml 1 extends to the scenario where fekdbrat channel state become available at the encoder with
more than a single symbol-time delay. Consider a delay &f1 time units and call the achievable rate reg@ff™(d). In
the converse, one can obtain the corresponding bounds tacieg the sequences” !, v/ ~! zI'~1 v/~ and zI !
with §7—d, y'= zI=d vy I~ and zI .

The bounds on the capacity regi@f°"(d) and Cji*™(d) have thus a characterization as b (5{} (€)1](10) (15), by
redefining the erasure probabilities [d (4) as

€12(s) = Pg,1s5,_,(1,1[s), €12(8) = Pgz s, ,(1,0s),
612(5) = PZt|St,d(Oa 1|S)7 ETQ(S) = Pgt\st,d(ov O|S)a
€1(s) = €12(s) + €12(s), €2(s) = €12(s) + €12(5).

The corresponding deterministic achievable scheme asdtic®BE&/~-Q uses these redefined conditional erasure prabesil
to obtain the same description as in Table I.

Fig. [4 shows the effect of feedback delay for a Gilbert-Elithannel with parameters = 0.6, g1 = 0.1, e = 0.5,
g2 = 0.1. One observes that delayed feedback shrinks both the omtemaer bounds, as the state information becomes
less useful. After a feedback delay @f= 10 time units for this example, the regi@f*"(d = 10) is almost the same as
for the memoryless case. In general this depends on the igemee speed of the state Markov chain towards its statjonar
distribution. It is interesting to see that, dsncreases the difference betwe€f*™ and Cjf®™ becomes smalleCg*™ and

Cive™ match for the memoryless BPEC.

VII. CONCLUSION

We investigated the two-user broadcast packet erasurenehavith feedback and memory. We modeled the channel
memory by a finite state machine and found outer and innerd®an the capacity region when the channel state is known
strictly causally at the encoder. To achieve the inner bovagroposed a probabilistic scheme and presented a detstimin
gueue-length based algorithm. The results are extendezktibhck with larger delay. Numerical results show that #ingy
offered through feedback can be quite large and that therdifte between the outer and inner bound is small. One f®ssib
future direction is to determine for which cases the innet anter bounds meet.
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APPENDIXA
PROOF OFLEMMA 1]

In the following, we prove[(23) of Lemmid 1L(P4) is derived #arly.
I(Ujr; Yr|T, Sr—1 = s) = I(Ujr; Y0 Zjr|T, ST—1 = 5)

=I(U;r; Zjr|T, Sr—1 = 8) + I(U; 103 Y0 | ZjoT, S1—1 = 5)

@ IU;r;Y,;r|ZjrT,Sr—1 = s)

= Ej(S)I(Uj)T; Y})T = E|T, ST—l =S, Zj)T = 1) + (1 — Ej(S)) I(Uj)T;XT|T, ST—I =S, Zj7T = 0)

b

© (1 - (5)) LU0 X2 |T, Sp—1 = 5). (47)
In the above chain of equalitie§;) and(b) both follow by the Markov chair®, r — Sp—_1T — Uy pUs Vi X and because
I(Uj)T;}/})T = E|T, ST—l =S, Zj)T = 1) =0.

APPENDIXB
PROOF OFLEMMA [Z]
First note thatl (U, v Us v Vr; Xr|T,S7—1 = s) < 1 becauseH (Xr|T,Sr—1 = s) < 1. Applying the chain rule, we
obtain

1

Y

I(Uy U rV; Xop|T, ST—1 = 5)

I(Uyp; Xp|T,Sr—1 = 8) + I(Vp; Xp|Ur v T, Sr—1 = 5) + I(Ua, 7 Xp|Ur, o VrT, Sp—1 = )
(
§

ul) + I(Vp; Xp|Uy 7T, Sy = s) + 22
ulM + 2. (48)

v v

Similarly, u )y zgl) <.
APPENDIXC
PROOF oFPROPOSITIONT

The objective is to show that the max-weight criterion[in)(4#tongly stabilizes all queues in the network, as defined in
(34). An approach using Lyapunov-drift theory will lead tast result.

Let FO(1 ;. denote the indicator random variable if a packet arnveduquQ(J) during time slott. Fé{?t is independent
from all other random variables in the system, Sd O({)t] = R;. Recall the definitions olFlmt in 3B8) - (38) and let
F(7) = F ) ]l{Q G > 0y. F () , describes the actual number of packets traveling from qné;ﬁ@ to Q%) during time
sIott. The dynamlcs of queu&??}, (J) are given by

Q1j,t+1 = Q1J,t - Fl(g)t - Fl(g)t + Fé{,)t
= (@) - P, - P+ R, ()



Q2t+17 () F2(§)t+Fl(%)t

<| é{i — BT+ ) (50)
where [z]* = max(z,0). There is an inequality rather than an equality [in] (50) bee@ll could be empty and thus

FY ) < Fl(g)t (i.e., no packet could travel from buff€@’ to QY althoughFlg)t =1). The flow vanables‘«“(” depend on
the actionA, and the erasures,, so the queue sta@tJrl is a function of@,, A; and Z,. Actions are restrlcted to depend
only on the current queue state and on the previous charatel §this is a possibly subopumal choice, but we will see tha
this choice is sufficient to achieve rate pointsCifs™. All dependencies are depicted in the Bayesian network gn[&i

Q Q, Q3 Q

So Sl SZ SS

Fig. 8. Bayesian network of the queuing system. Actionsraett are permitted to depend on the previous channel sfate and the current buffer
state@,. Note thatQ, denotes the buffer stateeforeaction A; is executed.

Define the Lyapunov functio(Q,) as

55> (@)’ (51)

j=11=1
and theT-slot conditional Lyapunov drifA(Q,) as
A(Qt) =t [L(Qt+T) - L(Qt) |Qt} ) (52)
where the expectation is with respect to the possibly randctionsA;, Ay y1,..., Ayyr—1, €rasuresl,, Z; 1, ..., Ly 7 1,
previous states; 1, S;,...,Syyr—2 and queueg),  1,Q; o, ..., Q; r. A(Q,) is a measure of the expected reduction or

increase of the queue lengths from sidb slot¢ + 7', conditioned ong,, and will be useful to prove strong stability.
Split A(Q,) into the following telescoping sum
o]

t+T—-1
= > E[L(@Qr4) - L(Q,) Q] (53)

t+1T—1
AQ)=E| > L@ ) - LQ,)

Note that the individual expectation terms of the suniid @&)end on the conditioning, only through@,_ andS._;, as
Q1A Z, — Q.51 —Q, forms a Markov chain forr > t. Hence, one can use the law of total expectation and write

t+T—-1

AQ)= Y E[E[L@r) - L@)|Q-51] @] (54)

T=t
We will bound the individual terms inside the inner expeictabf (54). To this end, we can ude [27, Lemma 4.3], which
states that for any nonnegative numbers, p, o satisfyingv < [u — u|™ + «, we have

v? <u? 4 p? 4o = 2u(p — a). (55)
We apply this lemma and combine it with the fact tl@ﬁfj}ﬁ)Q = FZ%)’T <1 becauseﬂ%{T is eitherl or 0 and obtain the
following bound:

2

=

<10-2 ZQ(J) ( 127 T F (7) — Foy! T) + Q(J) (F2(§)r - Ff;)r) . (56)



The bound in[(56) is used to develop a bound®(Q,). First, we insert[(56) back intd_(b4) to obtain

t+T 1

Z [E[[E [10 22@1 ( L+ FS - FY ) Q(J)( . )‘Q Sr- 1] ‘Qt] (57)
)t+T 1

< Z 10 - [E{2ZQ(”(PrA = J1Q, 8- 1] (1= e12(S1)) - R; )

+QF(PrlA; = 31Q,8,1](1 = (S,-)) — PrlA; = 112, 5, 1)(es(Sr-1) — @12(S-1)))

Qt] - (38)

In the above chain of inequalities, step (s derived as follows. Foj € {1,2}, we have
[E[Fl(é,)‘r + Fl(g)-,)'z—lQTST—l]
=E[L{A = j} (Z;-(1~ Z;,) + 1~ Z;) |Q,S:1]
=Pr[A; = j[Q,, 8, 1] - (1-Pr[Z, = (1,1)|S, 1))
=Pr[A; =j|Q,,S-—1] - (1 = €12(S7-1)) , (59)

becauseZ . —S._1—A,Q. forms a Markov chain. Corresponding steps apply for theratkpressions inside the expectation,
leading to [(58).

Note that the criterion if{44) finds the tightest upper boand\(Q, ) in (88): The distribution4 ¢ s, _, that maximizes
the expression inside the conditional expectation for yeweritcome ofQ). and S;_; also minimizes the upper bound in
(58). The associated optimization problem is a linear mogronly constrained by conditions thBl o s, , must be a
probability distribution. The optimizer of a linear progndies at the boundary of the constraint set, and thus thenapti
conditional distribution is deterministic, leading to thmx-weight criterion in[{44).

Remark 3:Note that

« the criterion in [[44) does not depend on

« actions are chosen only if the corresponding queues arenmutgeso no transmissions are wasted :E{,@)

unless all queues are empty.
The criterion in [(4%) finds the tightest upper bound[inl (58)iemthe assumption that actions can depend)orand S, _;.
Hence, any stationary probabilistic scheme that basedsidns only orS; _;, according to a distributio®, |5 __,, leads
to a looser upper bound av(Q,) than the one ensured by the criterion[inl(44). This is staie@Q@) and serves as starting
point to further boundA(Q,) as follows. The individual steps are explained below.

(J)

lm , 7!

t+T 1

210[5

+ Q) (PrlA; = 318r1](1 = ¢5(S;-1)) = PrlAs = jIS; 1](e;(S5-1) = e12(S- >>)|Qt] (60)

S

t+7T—-1
Yy 10— 2ZQ1TfQ1 Seo1) + QYL FS)(SH - 1)Q] (61)
T=t
t+17—1
< Z 10+ 8(r — ) — [5{2262“%1 )+ QYL S (S )Qt] (62)
(d) 2 t+7T-1
D107 +4T(T - 1) =2 > 3 Prls, 1 = 51Q) (QU)15)(5) + Q§1£5) () (63)
1 7=t s
" < t+1T—1
9 107 4 4T(T - 1) —2ZZ(Q1 )+ Q) S PrlSe 1 = sl@)] (64)
j=1s€eS T=t
. 2
107472 =273 Q1) Y (r(5)15)(5) — <) + Q5L Y (r() 15 (9) —e) (65)

7j=1 seS seS



(9) 2 . _
<107 +472 275 —2IS) Y (QF) + QF)) . (66)
j=1

To simplify notation in stegb), we write the flow divergence of buffeépl asz (s). The flow divergence [37, Chapter
1.1.2]is the average number of packets that can depart frmﬂnrm)(” minus the average number of packets that can

arrive ath , given that the previous channel statesiand the probabilistic scheme according to soRyg s, _, is used.
Hence,

.f(jl) (S) =t |:F1(;)T + Fl(bj’)f - 01 T|S -1 = S:| (67)
IS =E [P, — P18, 1 = 5] (68)

Note that the flow d|vergencﬁg) ) is an average and does not depend on the buffer t@yi%l

For step(c) we follow similar steps as in_[22, Sect. 4.9]: The buffer Ie@‘lfr can decrease by at most one per slot,
because at most one packet can depart in each time slot:

D> Q) —(r—t), forr>t. (69)

One obtains[{62), where the expression inside the expectdbes not depend af. anymore. Stepéd) and(e) write out
the expectation and rearrange terms.
The constanf” can be chosen large enough such that
t+T—1
s)—1/T Z Pr[S.—1 =s|Q,]| <e, VseS8 (70)

for somee > 0. Such a value ofl" always exists if the Markov chain of the channel state pr®desirreducible and
aperiodiE: In this case the steady-state distributiors unique (see, e.gl. [38, Theorem 4.3.1]) and the distobu®s,__, o
converges tar for any initial distributionPs, ,|o , 7 > t. If Ps__,|o, converges tar, so does the Cesaro mean n1(70).
The constanfl” is thus related to the mixing time of the channel state Markioain.

We replaceZtJr “'Pr[S,_1 = s|Q,] by its lower boundI'(w(s) — ¢) for step(f), where we have also used the fact
thatf(”( ) <1 foralll, j ands.

For step(g) note that if the rate pair is in the interior of the rate regi@fined by[(39) {(43), i.e. ifR,+5, Ro+0) € CE™,
then there exists a constant> 0 that goes to zero wheh — 0 such that

STr()f$(s) =6, Vie{1,2}, je{1,2}, (71)

seS

whered should be chosen such that> ¢|S].
Using the result in[(86) and the law of total expectation, \aa bound

£ [L(QHT) - L(Qt)} :E[A(Qt)’Qt]

2
<UT? - 2T —€lS) S E [ngg + Qé{i] . (72)
j=1
Summing over all time slots=1,...,n yields
n T
> E[L@Qir) - Z[E (Qrsn) — L(Q)]
t=1 t=
n 2
<14nT? — 2T(5 — £|8]) ZZ[E[ ) +QY) ] (73)
t=1 j=1
Rearranging terms gives
n 2
1 T Zt  E[L(Q))]
nZZ[E +Q2 - 6 5|S| 2(6 —e|S)Tn’ (74)
t=1 j=1

and taking alimsup on both sides proves strong stability of the queuing netwgiken thatl/T ZL E[L(Q,)] <
This is true if the constarif is finite andE[L(Q,)] < oco. This proves Proposition] 1.

SAperiodicity is not necessarily required due to the Cesaan in [70), but this is beyond the scope of this work.
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