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Asymptotic Expansions for Gaussian Channels with
Feedback
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Abstract

This paper investigates the asymptotic expansion for the ef block codes defined for the additive white
Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel with feedback under theviatig setting: The average error probability of decoding
the transmitted message is non-vanishing as the blockiéngteases. It is well-known that the presence of feedback
does not increase the first-order asymptotics (i.e., capaa the asymptotic expansion for the AWGN channel.
The main contribution of this paper is a self-contained proban upper bound on the asymptotic expansion
for the AWGN channel with feedback. Combined with existirghiavability results for the AWGN channel, our
result implies that the presence of feedback does not inepttes second- and third-order asymptotics. An auxiliary
contribution is a proof of the strong converse for the patdiaussian channels with feedback.
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. INTRODUCTION

The additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel is one inclviat each discrete timé € {1,2,...,n},
the outputY}, is the sum of the inpufX;, and a Gaussian random varialffg that represents additive noise. The
collection of the noise random variablg&y }.cq1,...,y IS assumed to be independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.). The inputs are also power limited, which meang thefl_; X7 < nP with probability 1 whereP > 0 is
the permissible power. If we would like to transmit a unifdyrdistributed messagé’ € {1,2,...,[2"]} across
this channel, it was shown by Shanndij fhe maximum rate of communicatioR or the capacityis

C(P) & %log(l + P)  bits per channel use (1)

In other words, ifM*(n,e, P) designates the maximum number of messages that can be iitedsavern uses
of an AWGN channel with power constraift and average error probabiligy one has

1
lim lim inf — log M* P) =C(P).
lim lim inf - log (n,e, P) = C(P)
In fact, the strong converse was shown by Shannor2fi{dlso see Yoshihara3] and Wolfowitz [4]) and so we
have

1
lim —log M*(n,e, P) = C(P)

n—oo N

for everye € (0,1).

Feedback which is the focus of the current paper, is known to simplifyding schemes and improves the
performance of communication systems in many scenarics.[55eChapter 17] for a thorough discussion of the
benefits of feedback in single- and multi-user informatioadry. When feedback is allowed, each input symigl
depends not only on the transmitted messHgéut also the vector of channel outputs up to and includinggtim
k—1, i.e., the symbol;itf’f—1 = (Y1,...,Y;_1). Formemoryles#®WGN channels, it is known that feedback does
not increase the capacity of the channel, i.e., the feedbapkcity remains af(P). This follows from a seminal
result by Shannong] in which he proved that noiseless feedback does not ineréees capacity of memoryless
channels.
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In this paper, we are interested in analyzing the performarfcthe AWGN channel with feedback under the
constraint that the average error probability in decodimg transmitted message is non-vanishing, i.e., bounded
above by a constante (0,1). In the absence of feedback, it is known from PolyanskiyrR@du [7, Theorem
54, Eq. (294)] and Tan-Tomamiched,[Theorem 1] that

log M*(n,e, P) = nC(P) 4+ \/nV(P)®~ %logn—FO(l) 2

where

» P(P +2)(log e)?
- 2(P+1)2
is known as the Gaussiatispersionfunction and® ! is the inverse of the cumulative distribution function foet

standard Gaussian distribution. See Hayashi's wétkfdr a proof of @) without the third—order% logn 4+ O(1)
term.

V(P) bits® per channel use (3)

A. Main Contributions

A natural question then arises. In the presence of feedlveltt is the analogue of the asymptotic expansion
in (2)? Let M (n,e, P) be the maximum number of codewords that can be transmittedigh » uses of the
channel when each input symbdl, is allowed to depend oW, Y*~1). Clearly, M} (n,e, P) > M*(n,e, P)
for all choices of the paramete(s, , P) (because the code can simply ignore the fed back symigbis). In
this work, our main contribution is a conceptually simplencise and self-contained proof that the asymptotic
expansion in Z) remains unchanged, i.e.,

1
log Mg, (n,e, P) = nC(P) + /nV(P)®~ 510gn+ O(1). 4

This means that, up to the third-order term in the asympttjgansion ofog M (n, e, P), full feedback from the
output of the channel to the encoder does not increase théearuai codewords transmissible over the channel.
This is somewhat surprising (at least to the authors) gihan the error probability performance improves greatly
in the presence of feedback for fixed rates below capatiij-[12].

As an auxiliary contribution, we investigate the paralleduSsian channels with feedback and prove an upper
bound for the second-order asymptotics. This establighestrong converse for this channel, which (to the best
of the authors’ knowledge) was not known previously.

B. Related Work

Our work is inspired by Altug and Wagner’s recent study of findamental limits of communication over
discrete memoryless channels (DMCs) with feedbdck. [In their work, Altug and Wagner showed3, Theorem
1] that for some classes of DMCs whose capacity-achievipgtimlistributions are not unique (and in particular
the minimum and maximum conditional information varianci$er), the second-order asymptotics improves in
the presence of feedback compared to the no-feedback smenhlhey also showedlB, Theorem 2] that feedback
does not improve the second-order asymptotics for DMEs, if the conditional variance of the log-likelihood

ratio log ’”/‘fig'x), whereg* is the unique capacity-achieving output distribution, sloet depend on the input
Such DMCs include the class of weakly-input symmetric DM@isidlly studied by Polyanskiy-Poor-Verdd4].
Our contribution is similar in spirit to 13, Theorem 2]. However, we note that the proof technique used b
Altug and Wagner requires the use of a sophisticated Besgeen-type result for bounded martingale difference
sequenceslp]. Our technique for the AWGN channel is conceptually simpl&e prove that a sum of random
variables that naturally appears in the non-asymptotityaisaof the AWGN channel with feedback has the same
distribution as the sum of i.i.d. random variables, thuglifating the use of the usual Berry-Esséen theoré®) |
Theorem 2 in Section XVI.5]. We prove this equivalence bemvéhe distributions by using moment generating
functions.

In another line of work, Schalkwijk and Kailati(] and Schalkwijk [L1] showed for the AWGN channel with
feedback that for fixed rates below capacity, the error fduditya decays doubly exponentially fast. This coding
strategy now known ggosterior matchindhas been and studied more extensively for a much wider cfagswonels



by Shayevitz and Fedefl?]. It has also been showed by Pinskér]} Zigangirov [L8] and Kramer 9] that the
probability of error can be made to decay as fast as an ampitezel of nested exponentials. The fact that the
asymptotic expansion dbg M*(n,e, P) (up to the third-order term) is unaffected by the presendeedback lies

in stark contrast to posterior matching in which the errgpanent is infinite for rates below capacity.

C. Paper Outline

This paper is organized as follows. Sectibrsummarizes the notation used in this paper. Sedtioprovides
the problem setup of the AWGN channel with feedback and ptesgur main theorem. Sectid contains the
preliminaries required for the proof of our main theorem,ickhinclude important properties of non-asymptotic
binary hypothesis testing quantities, and an importantdansoncerningimulating output distributionsSectionV
presents the proof of our main theorem. Sectiindiscusses the parallel Gaussian channels with feedback and
applies the techniques used in Sectiro prove the strong converse.

Il. NOTATION

We usePr{£} to represent the probability of an evefit and we letl(£) be the characteristic function &f.
We use a capital letteX to denote an arbitrary (can be discrete, continuous or ajbeeral) random variable
with alphabetX, and use the small letter to denote a realization oK. We useX” to denote a random tuple
(X1, Xo,...,X,), where the component’; have the same alphabéat

The following notations are used for any arbitrary randomaldes X andY and any mapping whose domain
includesX'. We letpx andpy|x denote the probability distribution of and the conditional probability distribution
of Y given X respectively. We le®r,, {g(X) > &} denote [, px(x)1({g(z) > £})dx for any real-valued
function g and any real constart The expectation and the variance ¢(fX') are denoted a¥,, [¢(X)] and
Var,, [9(X)] £ Ep, [(9(X) — Ep, [9(X)])?] respectively. We lepxpy|x denote the joint distribution ofX,Y"),
i.e., pxpy|x (7, y) = px(2)py|x (y|z) for all z andy. We let¢, .2 : R — [0,00) denote the probability density
function of a Gaussian random variable whose mean and eariare;. and o2 respectively such that

1 _=w?
¢M,02 (Z) = We 202

We will take all logarithms to base 2 throughout this paper.

[1l. ADDITIVE WHITE GAUSSIAN NOISE CHANNEL WITH FEEDBACK

We consider an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) chaniitbl feedback that consists of one source and
one destination, denoted kyand d respectively. Node transmits information to nodé in n time slots as follows.
Nodes chooses message

W e{l,2,...,M}

and sends$V to noded, whereM = |W|. We assume that’ is uniformly distributed ovef1,2,...,M}. Then

for eachk € {1,2,...,n}, nodes transmitsX; € R in time slotk and noded receives
Y, = X+ Zp,
where 71, Z,, ..., Z, are n independent copies of the standard Gaussian random \arigfd assume that a

noiseless feedback link fromd to s exists so that W, Y*~1) is available for encoding{; at nodes for each
k€ {1,2,...,n}. Every codewordX™ transmitted bys should satisfy>";_, X? < nP, whereP > 0 denotes the
power constraint forX™. In other wordsPr{>7_, X? < nP} = 1. After n time slots, noded declaresiV’ to be
the transmitted? based ony™.

Definition 1: An (n, M, P)-feedback code consists of the following:

1) A message set
W=2E{1,2,..., M}

at nodes. Messagd/V is uniform onW.



2) An encoding function
o WxRFTSR

for eachk € {1,2,...,n}, wherep; is the encoding function at nodefor encodingX;, such that
X = pr(W, Y57
and .
Pr {ZX,? < nP} = 1.
k=1
3) A decoding function
YR — W,
where is the decoding function foW/ at noded such that
W =p(Y™).
Definition 2: An additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel with feazlda characterized by the probability
density distributiongy | x satisfying
ay|x (y|z) = ¢o,1(y — ) (5)
such that the following holds for any., M, P)-feedback code: For eache {1,2,...,n},
Pr{W = w, X* = 2F Y*¥ = %} = Pr{WV = w, X* = 2 Y*! = " NPr{V}, = 4| X} = 21} (6)
for all w, 2* andy* where

Pr{Yy = yr| Xk = 21} = pyvix. (Wklzk) = avix (Yrl7r)- @)
Sincepy,|x, does not depend ok by (7), the channel is stationary.

For any (n, M, P)-feedback code defined on the AWGN channel with feedbackplj(gmynw be the joint

distribution induced by the code. We can factorjzg .. . ;5 as follows:

@
Pw xnynw = PW.X" YDy |yn

n
=pw (H pXk,Ykal,Ykl,W> Py jyn

k=1

n
=Pw (H pXkal,Yk1,Wpyk|Xk,Yk1,W> pmyn

k
(b) (
= pw

k

=1
n
=1
© -
C
= pw <H (pka7Yklek|Xk)> pW‘Yn. (8)
k=1

(pXkIW,YklekX’“7Yk17W)> Py |yn

where

(a) follows from Definition1 that 1 is a function ofY™.
(b) follows from Definition1 that X, is a function of(W, Y*~1) for eachk € {1,2,...,n}.
(c) follows from () and ) that for allw, z* andy* such thatpx« yr-1 w (2F, y* =1, w) > 0,

k—l)

ka|W,Xk,Y’€*1(yk|wa$kay = Pyi| X, (Yk|mg) = QY\X(Z/H%)- )

Definition 3: For an(n, M, P)-feedback code defined on the AWGN channel with feedback, avecalculate
according to 8) the average probability of decoding erratefined a®r { W +# W}. We call an(n, M, P)-feedback
code with average probability of decoding error no largemth an (n, M, P, ¢)-feedback code.



Before stating our main result, we defide: (—oo, c0) — (0,1) to be the cumulative distribution function for
the standard Gaussian distribution and recall the defirgtiof C(P) and V(P) in (1) and @). Since® is strictly
increasing on(—oo, 00), the inverse of® is well-defined and is denoted bj—'. The following theorem is the
main result in this paper.

Theorem 1:Fix ane € (0,1) and let
M;; (n, e, P) = max{M : There exists arin, M, P, ¢)-feedback codg

Then, there exists a constaninot depending om such that for each € N,
1
log Mg (n,e, P) < nC(P) + \/nV(P)®~ §logn+f<. (10)

Combining @) and Theorendi, we complete the characterizations of the first-, second-thind-order asymptotics
for the AWGN channel with feedback as shown #). (

In order to prove our main theorem, we need to leverage irapbgroperties of the non-asymptotic quantities in
binary hypothesis testing and we also need to construcabedsimulating output distributionsThese preliminaries
are contained in SectiolV. The details of the proof of Theorefhare provided in SectioW .

V. PRELIMINARIES FOR THEPROOF OFTHEOREM 1
A. Binary Hypothesis Testing

The following definition concerning the non-asymptotic damental limits of a simple binary hypothesis test is
standard. See for exampl2d, Section 2.3].

Definition 4: Let px and¢x be two probability distributions on some common alphalbiet_et
A({0,1}|x) £ {rzix : Z and X assume values if0, 1} and X' respectively

be the set of randomized binary hypothesis tests betwgeand gx where{Z = 0} indicates the test chooses
qx, and letd € [0, 1] be a real number. The minimum type-II error in a simple binaypothesis test betweery
andqx with type-l error no larger tham — ¢ is defined as

2 inf / 1 dx. 11
Bs(px llax) Tz\xev‘%?{o,l}|x)i :BEXTZ\X( |z)gx (x) dz (11)

fzex rz1x (1|z)px (v) dz>0

The existence of a minimizing tesy y is guaranteed by the Neyman-Pearson lemma.

We state in the following lemma and proposition some impargaoperties of3s(px ||¢x ), which are crucial for
the proof of Theoreni. The proof of the following lemma can be found in, for exampiang-Colbeck-Renne2],
Lemma 1].

Lemma 1:Let px andgx be two probability distributions on som&, and letg be a function whose domain
containsX’. Then, the following two statements hold:

1. (Data processing inequality (DPI} (px|lax) < Bs(pycx)llaqcx))-
2. Foralle >0, Bs(pxllax) > ¢ (5 = Jreaxpx(@)1 ({Zig) 5}) dx)

The proof of the following proposition can be also be foundANang-Colbeck-Rennel],, Lemma 3].

[ —

Proposition 2: Let pyy be a probability distribution defined oV x W for some finite alphabet), and letpy
be the marginal distribution qf;; 1. In addition, letgy, be a distribution defined oW . Supposey is the uniform
distribution, and let

a=Pr{U #V} (12)

be a real number if0, 1) where (U, V') is distributed according tp;y. Then,

W[ <1/B1-alpuvilprav). (13)



B. Simulating Output Distribution

Proposition2 and Statement 2 of Lemnfatogether imply a lower bound for the error probability, ahd tower
bound holds for all,. Therefore, we are motivated to choossimulating output distributiorgy, which is almost
the same as the output distribution choser?ity Section 4.2.2] so that the right hand side B8)(can be simplified.
The construction of the simulating output distribution entained in the following lemma.

Lemma 3:Given an (n, M, P, ¢)-feedback code for the AWGN channel, Ip&/x” Yot be the probability
distribution induced by the code according &).(Then there exists a probability dlstrlbutlegyn that satisfies
the following properties:

0 iy ~ Prirjy»
(i) sy» =]lj=1 5w
(i) For eachk € {1,2,...,n}, sy, (yx) = ¢o,1+p(yx) for all y, € R.
We call sy, 5, asimulating output distribution oby;, .. .. ;;, because,,, ;, captures all the important properties

A

of (Y™, W) when (W, X", Y™ W) is generated according to the given probability distritwtp,;, .

Yn W
Proof: Define Syn ji @S
Syngir (¥, 0) = (ﬁ ¢0,1+P(yk)> Pyiry (@[y") (14)
k=1
for all W € W andy™ € R". In order to prove Property (i), we marginalize4f and obtain
sy«(y") = ﬁ b0,1+P(Yk) (15)
k=1

for all y™ € R™. Property (i) then follows from14) and (5). Property (iii) follows from marginalizing 1(5).
Property (ii) follows from {5) and Property (iii). [ |

V. PROOF OFTHEOREM 1
A. Lower Bounding the Error Probability in Terms of the Tylp&rror of a Hypothesis Test

Fix ane € (0,1) and choose an arbitrary sequence(of M (n,¢e, P), P, ¢)-feedback codes for the AWGN
channel with feedback. Using Definitiah) we have

Pr{ZX,igﬁP} =1 (16)
k=1
for the (n, Mj (n,€, P), P,c)-feedback code for each € N. Given the(n, M (n, e, P), P, ¢)-feedback code, we
can always construct afn + 1, My (n, €, P), P, <)-feedback code by appending a carefully chosgn ; to each
transmitted codewordX™ generated by thén, M (n, e, P), P, ¢)-feedback code such that

n+1
Pr{ZX,% :(ﬁ—l—l)P} =1. (17)
k=1

The technique of transforming the power constraint ineiuél6) to an equality 17) by appending an extra symbol
has been employed irv,[ Lemma 39] and 42, Theorem 4.4] (and is called the Yaglom map trick). To sifiypli
notation, we letv = n+1. LetpW7Xn7Yn7W be the probability distribution induced by tle, M (n—1,¢, P), P, ¢)-
feedback code constructed above for each {2, 3, ...}, WherepW,men,W is obtained according td). In view

of (17), we assume without loss of generality that

pw,x»yn(w, 2", y") = pw,x» yn (w, 2" <{Zﬂfk = nP}) (18)

for all w € W, 2" € R" andy” € R™. Fix an (n, My (n — 1,¢, P), P,c)-feedback code. Les,., ;, be a
simulating output distribution opy;, v y. i, Such thatsYn satlsfles aII the properties in Lemmh Then it



follows from Proposition2 and Definition1 with the identificationd/ = W, V = W, PUV = Pyyyisr @V = Spip
W| = M} (n — 1,6, P) anda = Pr{lW # W} < ¢ that

Br—ec(py v lpwsy,) < Bi—a(py gy lpwsy,) < 1/Mp,(n —1,¢, P). (19)

B. Using the DPI to Introduce the Channel Input and Output

Consider the following chain of inequalities:

Br—e(pyyyvllpw sy3,)

= /Bl—a(prW|WHpWSW)
(@

> B (Pw Py [PW 83y y)

= ﬁl—a(pWPYn\WPWWn,WHpWSY"SW\Y")
(b)
= Bic(bwpy | wPyiry o w [PW Y Py yn)
()

= Bi—c(pwPy»|wPyirjyn
(d)

2 Pie | PWPyi |y Px YW

PW SY" Pyis|yn)

n
PW Py |y nSyn H pxkykl,w> (20)
k=1

where

(@) follows from the DPI of;_. by introducing the channel outpit™.
(b) follows from Property (i) in Lemma.
(c) follows from the fact that

W —=Y" W

forms a Markov chain for th¢n, M (n — 1,¢, P), P, ¢)-feedback code (cf. Definitiof).
(d) follows from the DPI of3;_. by introducing the channel input™.

C. Obtaining a Non-Asymptotic Bound from the Binary Hypsifh&esting

Following (20), we marginalize §) and obtain

Pw,Xxn Y = PW H(pxuykfl,wpmxk)
k=1

which implies that

n

Pxnyn|w = H(pkakfl,wpyk\xk)' (21)
k=1

Combining @0) and 1), we have

Br—e(py i lpw syi)
n

> Pr-e <pwpwyn H(pxuykfl,wpmxk)
k=1

n
Py |y nPW Sy H(pxkykl,w)>
k=1

n

()

= P1-e <prW|yn H(pxuy'cfl,wpyk\xk)
k=1

PWPyiryn H(pxkykl,wsyk)> (22)
k=1



where (a) follows from Property (ii) in Lemm& Fix any constant,, > 0 to be specified later. Using Lemnia
and @1), we have

n

n
B1—e (pwpmyn H(pkakfl,wpyk\xk)
k=1

k=1

1 “r Pvilx, (klTE)
> 1—5—/ oy (w, 27, )1 DX T o e W) qyrdamdw | (23
. ( g DAY ( y") ({H v, ) 3 y (23)

k=1
Combining (9), (22) and @3), we have
log Mg (n —1,¢, P)

x
<logé&, — log (1 —e— / pw,x~y-(w, 2", y")1 ({Zlog IM > log §n}> dy™ dx™ dw)
w,x™,y"

SY% (yk)
- Y,
=log¢&, —log <1 —&—Prpy cnyn {Z log % >
k=1 Yullk

" Yl X
= log &, — log <Prpw’xn,yn {Z log % < log gn} - 5) . (24)

k=1

==
IS
\—/w
Y
o
e
ny
3
——
v

D. Simplifying the Non-Asymptotic Bound

The channel law is

Pyiix, (Yklzk) = ¢o,1(yk — =) (25)
for eachk € {1,2,...,n}. Combining @5) and Property (iii) in Lemm&, we have
pyviix, (YelXk) 1 loge 2 2
log————+—=-log(1+P)+ —— (—P(Yr — X Xj +2X (Ve — X 26
og A 2og(+ )+2(1+P)( (Ys k) + Xi + 22X (Y k) (26)
for eachk € {1,2,...,n}. Due to the average power equality constraint imposed orcakdewords, we have
Prp n v {ZX,% - nP} @, 27)
k=1
Letting
U2 1BC ( pry, - X,)% 42X, (Ve — Xy) + P) (28)
k= 21+ P) k k k(Y k
for eachk € {1,2,...,n}, it follows from (26) and @7) that
pyvix, (YelXk)  n "
P log—————— = —log(1+ P =1. 29
I'pw,xn yn {Z sy, Yk) 2 Og( + )+kZ_IUk ( )
Combining @4) and @9), we have
log Mg (n —1,e, P) <log&, — log (Prpw)xn)yn {Z Ug <log&, — glog(l + P)} — z—:) : (30)
k=1

E. Evaluating the Distribution of the Sum of Random Variat¥e;_, U

In order to simplify 80), we now investigate the distribution of the sum of randomaldes";_, U;. Note
that if the AWGN channel has no feedback, it follows from sjdad symmetry O, Section 4.2.2] of the AWGN
channel that the evaluation d8@ can be simplified by assuming without loss of generalityt tha

(X1,Xs,...,X,) = (VP,VP,... VP). (31)



Surprisingly in the feedback case, we will show in the folilogvthat the distribution o} ";'_, U, can be evaluated

in closed form. We need not appeal to any sophisticated Bespeen-type results for bounded martingale difference
sequenceslf] as was done by Altug and Wagner for discrete memorylesaraia in [L3]. The evaluation of 30)

is as simple as the no-feedback case. Define the fungtioR x R — R

Az,y) = —P(y — z)* + 2z(y — x). (32)

We begin evaluating the distribution §f,_, U, by examining the distribution op ;_; A\(Xj,Y%) (cf. (28)) as
follows. Let
E

pwyxnyyn

Fzggwmw (33)

be the moment generating function »I,_, A(Xj,Y%). In order to evaluate a closed form expression &8),(we
write

E

pwyxnyyn

[6tzg:1 A(Xk,Yk)]

= / PwW,xn»yn (w7 z", yn)et Do Mxk,yk) dy"™ dz"™ dw
xn7y

UJ,IE",y

_ / Py (w, 2™ )1 ({ :L% _ nP}) et<k§1)\(xk7yk)>+1+2tp (NP Z >dy " 4™ dw
n k=1

w7m/n/7y
t( 30 Aaee) )+ 12 3
¢ / pw.xn v (w, 2", y" e <k§1 o yk)> ’ P< =N >dy " dz" dw
w7xn7yn
Z)‘(xkvyk) +12;tP nP—imz
Z/ pxnyw (@, y"w)e ( ) ' ( = k> dy" dz" (34)
’W’ U)EW xn’y'n/

where (a) follows from Definitionl that W is uniform onW. Following 34), consider the following chain of
equalities for eachw € W and eaclt € {0,1,...,n — 2}:

/ p(z", y"_é|w)et(:§A(w’“y")>+1““’ <nP z wk> dy"* da"

xn—*t ’ynfl

n—~£—1 2 n—~£—1
g, e t( > )\(xk,yk)>+ 2t <nP— > :ci)
_ / p(mn l 1’ yn ¢ 1|w)e = 1+2tP =

—e—1 gn—t—1
':Bn 7yn

2t242

X / p(xn—ﬁa yn—€|wv :L'n_é_lv yn_é_l)et)\(xn%’yHJ)_TZ# dyn—Z d$n—é dyn—Z—l dxn—Z—l
Tn—0Yn—2¢
ot ey, S M) )+ 2 (0P et
2 pla" =y w)e L
gn—t-t yn—t-1
2.2
X /p(acn_g]w,x"_z_l,y"_z_l)e%

Tn—t

X / $0,1 (Yn—t — Tn_g)eMT=0V=) Ay, dzy, o dy™ " da" !

Yn—¢
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n—~0—1 .2 n—L0—1
A P— 2
0 [ () £
gn—t—1 yn—
02,2
/ wn dw " _7 ”_Z_l)e 1+2tnP7[
Tn—t
1 22a2_,
X me 1+2'P dfll'n_g dyn_é_l d!l;'n_é_l
n—~—1 n—~£—1
1 -1 n—t—1 t< > A(wkvyk)>+1i§w (”P‘ wi) n—t—1 1 n—f—1
= p(z" Y |w)e \ #=1 = dy dx (35)
V1+2tP /
rn— £— 1 n £—1
where

(a) follows from @) and @5).
(b) follows from evaluating the integral

/ ¢0,1(yn—f - xn—Z)ethnibynie) dyn—Z

Yn—e
—(Yn—t—Tpn—r)? /2et[_P(yn7€_xn7@)2+2xn7@(yn7@_1‘n7€)]d B
/_27'(' / Yn—r
Yn—t
1 —2%/2 t[—P2?+42x, _ ;2]
= e e =2l dz
/ V2T
z
(2tz,, )2
1 T e 4<%+tf°)
\/ 5 Lytp
1 2t24 27£
= — € 1+42tP
V14 2tP
by using the definition of\(-,-) in (32) and the substitution

1
G0,1(Yn—t — Tn—y) = NG
Applying (35) recursively from¢ = 0 to £ = n — 2, we have for eaclw € W

e~ (Wn—t—Tn2)?/2.

n 2t2 _ n 2
/ Py (7 o )l Chm AEev) 2 (WP, 42) gy g
x™yn

= (1+2tP)"3 Pans oy (371, ) RS AU (WP o) et et
zr-tyn—t

n—2_2

=(1+2tP)”" / Ptz -y (@72, w)e iy Moy (WP eh) gy o2 g2
xTn 2yn72

= (1 + 2% P _n;I DX, Y, T, y1|w et)\(l‘lvyl)""‘liip (nP—xf) dyl dZUl, 36
1L, Y1|W
T1,Y1

where thek" equality follows from 85) for ¢ = k— 1. Following (36), we consider the following chain of equalities
for eachw € W:

2
%(nP—mf)

) tA(fEl ,yl)-‘r

/ pxy v w (T, yi|w)e dyy day
ZT1,Y1

6 242 P22 Ln
(:)/ pxl\w(ﬂfl\w)el“t”(n zl)/ pmxl(ylfﬂfl)etk(x ’y)dyl dzy
T Y1
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(25 i(nP—mz) 1 2%
= T |lw)er+2tp U eTr2tP (g
/acle]W( 1|w) T 2iD) 1
1 2t2np
= — e 1+42tP
(1+2tP)
which implies from 86) that
/ Pxcn o (27 fw)e! i AU qyn gt = (14 2tP) " e (37)
:ETL yn
Combining 84) and @7), we have
Epuy oo v [etZLl/\(Xk,Yk)] = (14 2tP) Zeiseir, (38)

Let {Z;}}_, ben independent copies of the standard Gaussian random \ari@b$traightforward calculation
reveals that

Elly_ps, [¢ 70 TPAH2VPA0] = (14 2tP)"Seie, (39)
Therefore,
Epu oo oo [etzzzl A(Xk,Yk)] —E[ [etzzzl(—Pzﬁmx/FZk)] (40)

by (38) and @9), i.e., the moment generating functionsm’zl(—PZ,erm/ﬁZk) andy ,_; A\(Xy,Y}) are equal.
It then follows that the probability distributions 3F}_, (—PZ2+2vPZ;) and> r_, A\(Xk, Yy) are equal, which
implies from @8) and B2) that the probability distributions of ;_, %(—PZ,% +2VPZ, + P) and> 1 _, Uy
are equal, which then implies fron3@) that

log Mg (n —1,¢, P)

" loge n
<log&, —log (Prﬂzlpzk {Z m(—PZ;% +2VPZ, + P) <log&, — 3 log(1 + P)} — E) . (42)
k=1

F. Applying the Berry-E€®n Theorem
Although the remaining steps for simplifyingX) are standard (cf.20, Theorem 74] andZ2, Theorem 4.4]),
we include them for completeness. We define the mean of thdorarvariable in 41) as
loge
=0,

A2

m (-PZ? +2VPZ; + P)}

the standard deviation as

1+ P)

_ \/ P(P +2)(log e)? 42)

2
o2 J Var,,, [(2(1&(_13212 +2VPZ; + P))

2(1+ P)?

and the third absolute moment as
3

loge
TLE ——°" (—PZ?+2VPZ,+P)| |. 43
Pz, ['2(1+P)( 1+ 1+ ) ( )
Since
1 37\ 1/3
T3S g || 26 (_pz2io0VPZ+ P
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@ loge
< 27
= 2(1+P)
_ _loge 1z 1/3
= 50+ P (15 P +2(2y/2/7) \/ﬁ+P)

where (a) follows from the triangle inequality for ttenorm, it follows thatT is finite. Using 42) and @3) and

applying Berry-Esséen theorem for i.i.d. random varialjles, Section XVI.5], we have the following bound for
all n e N:

(P By, [28))"° + 2VP (Bys, 12:F))° + P)

" loge 9 T
P —PZ; +2VPZ,+ P) < — & < .
ilelg rnklpzk{g\/_g 1—|—P i+ K+ )_a} (a)_a?’\/ﬁ
This implies by choosing = ®~! (5 3\/_) that

" loge 9 -1 2T T
Prn“pzk{afz PP+ WPL AP <@ <e+03\/ﬁ>}>s+03ﬁ. (44)
Following (41) and letting
A n —1 2T
n=—log(l+P o — ),
o2 D7) o (o4 )
we can express() as

log Mg (n —1,¢, P)

2T
< glog(l—FP)-ﬁ-O’\/ﬁ@_l <E+W>
" loge 2 9P 1 2T
—log | Pryp_ 272(1 +P)(—sz +2VPZ, + P) <oyn® ! (e + s ) (5]
k=1

which implies from 44) that

\ n . 2T T
log Mg (n—1,e, P) < 5 log(1 + P) 4+ oy/n® <€ + 03\/ﬁ> —log S (45)

Since

2T 2T /
ot =t —— (ot
<e+03\/ﬁ> (s)+0_3\/ﬁ( ) ()
for somec € [¢,27/5?] by Taylor's theorem, it follows from45) that there exists some real constant
A 2T\ T
RE= (O 1) (c) —log 3 (46)

o2
that does not depend on(cf. (42) and @3)) such that

1
log Mj,(n — 1,e, P) < gloga +P)+oynd ! (e) + ;logn + &,
which implies by letting

1 1
K2R+ 5 log(1+ P) + od e) + 3 (47)
that 3 1
log Mg (n —1,e, P) < log(1+ P) 4+ ovn — 107 1(e) + 3 log(n — 1)+ & (48)

for n > 2. Combining ), (3), (42), (43), (46) (47) and @8), we have 10).
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VI. PARALLEL GAUSSIAN CHANNELS WITH FEEDBACK
A. Problem Setup and Main Result

We consider the parallel Gaussian channels with feedbz@kJection 9.4] consisting of independent AWGN
channels. LetZ £ {1,2,...,L} be the index set for thé channels. For each € {1,2,...,n} and eacl’ € £
the channel law is described as follows: In time glpthe source node transmitsX, ;, on the/™ channel and the
corresponding channel output denoted¥y, is

Yor =X+ Zog,

Where{Zg kYke{1,2,..n}.0cc @re independent zero-mean Gaussian random variables Isatcthe variance of .

is 02 > 0. We assume that a noiseless feedback link from the destinatded to the source node exists so
that (W, {Y"C "Yer) is available for encoding Xy 1. }ee, for eachk € {1,2,...,n}. The codewords X} }ser
transmitted bys should satisfy the power constraiﬁtgL:1 ZZZIXZk < nP, WhereP > (0 denotes the power
constraint for(X7, X%, ..., X%). In other wordsPr{> ¢, S7_, sz <nP} =1. An (n, M, P)-feedback code
for the parallel Gaussian channels with feedback is defined similar way to Definitionl. To keep notation
compact, letX andY denote the random vectofs(y, Xs,...,X) and (Y1,Ys,...,Yr) respectively, and let
X 2 (21,29,...,21) andy 2 (yi,v9,...,yr) be realizations ofX andY respectively. The parallel Gaussian
channels with feedback is characterized by the conditipnatbability density functionyyx satisfying

gy x (ylx) = H% o3 (Ye — (49)

for all x ¢ R* andy € R’. The formal definitions of the parallel Gaussian channelg iéedback and the
correspondingn, M, P, ¢)-feedback code are similar to DefinitioBsind3 respectively, and hence they are omitted.
We will use the following proposition concerning noise ranmdvariables extensively. The proof of the proposition
can be established in a standard way us#@ @nd hence is omitted.

Proposition 4: Fix any (n, M, P, ¢)-feedback code and IthXn " i denote the probability distribution in-
duced by the code. Then, the following two statements hmcéan:hk € {1 S

O DX yer (Ve X oee = Pxt et TIEg PYo X
(ii): Foreachl € L, Ep, o yn [Yor — Xeg] =0 andE,y, wn v (Yo — Xeg)?] = 0.

The capacity of the parallel Gaussian channels with feddisawell-known and is achieved by the optimal power
allocation among thd. channels obtained from the water-filling algorith23] Chapter 9.4], which yield€. + 1
real numbers denoted by, Py, P, ..., P, that satisfy

L
> p=r (50)
/=1
and
Py = max{0, A — o7} (51)

for each? € L. Recalling the definitions o’ (P) in (1), we let
L
P)£Y " C(Py/of)  bits per channel use (52)

be the capacity of the parallel Gaussian chanrn&®s Chapter 9.4]. The following theorem states an upper bound
on the first- and second-order asymptotics for the paraliigsian channels with feedback.

Theorem 2:Fix ane € (0,1) and let

There exists an (n, M, P,¢)-feedback cod
for the parallel Gaussian channels consistng

of L independent channels with noise varian¢es

(J%,...,U%)

M (n,e,P,L) & max{ M
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Recall that the valueg, Py, P»,..., Pr, andCp(P) are determined by50), (51) and 62). There exists a constant
x not depending om such that for each € N,

log Mg (n,e, P,L) < nCL(P) + ky/n. (53)

B. Strong Converse

It was shown in Tan and Tomamichel’'s worg, [Appendix A] that for eaclr € (0, 1), there exists a constaht
(not depending om) such that

log Mg (n,e, P,L) > nCr(P) + /nV(P)®~ %logn—i- R, (54)
whereCy,(P) was defined in%2) and
L
P)£>Y V(P/oj)  bits* per channel use (55)
=1

denotes the dispersion of the parallel Gaussian channéteutifeedback (first proved by Polyansk80[ Theo-
rem 78]). Theoren? together with $4) imply that

1
li_>m - log Mg, (n,e, P, L) = CL(P) (56)

for all e € (0,1). Since the limit of the normalized logarithm of the code siaxists and does not depend on
€ (0,1), the strong converse is established for the parallel Gansdiannels with feedback.

C. Proof of Theoren?

Proof: Fix ane € (0,1) and choose an arbitrary sequencgof M (n,¢, P, L), P, c)-feedback codes for the
parallel Gaussian channels with feedback. Letting » + 1 and following similar procedures for provin@4) at
the start of the proof of Theoreh we obtain a sequence ok, My (n — 1,¢, P, L), P, ¢)-feedback codes with

L n
Pr {ZZka = nP} =1 (57)

=1 k=1
such that the following inequality holds for eaehe {2,3,...} and eack, > 0:

log My, (n —1,e, P, L)
& Y| X
S IOg gn - log (Prpw,x",yn {Zlog ka‘Xk( k’ k) < log gn} - 6) ) (58)

h—1 SY, (Yk)

wherepy, x+ y» denotes the probability distribution induced by the M (n — 1,¢, P, L), P, ¢)-feedback code,
andsy, is defined for eaclt € {1,2,...,n} as

sy, (Yk) H 00, P+02 (Yt k) (59)

for all y,. The channel law is

Py x, (Ye|xK) = H% o2 (Yek — T k) (60)
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for eachk € {1,2,...,n}. Combining 69) and 60), we have
Py x, (Y[ X%)

log sy, (Y)
L
Pg log e < —P 9 ))
+ Yo —X + X7 +2X0 (Yo — X
z:: < < %> 202+ P £ 0k o)’ ik ok (Yo ok ok)
L
P, loge [ —P,
@ Z ( log ( 5) + % <0—2€(Yé,k — Xok)? + X7 h +2X 01 (Yo — Xm))) (61)
/=1 Oy V4
for eachk € ,n}, where (a) follows from %1). Following 61), we define the function\ : R* — R such
g
that
—-P
MNP, 0% z,y) & 0_—( y—z)*+ P+ 2x(y —2) (62)
and let .
U 2 MNP0}, Xog Yor) (63)
(=1

for eachk € {1,2,...,n}. It then follows from §7), (62) and ©3) that

Prpwx” yn {Z Uk - ZZ < }/Zk - XE k) + X€2,k + 2XZ,I€(}/Z,I€ — Xg,k)> } = 1,

k=1 (=1
which implies from 62), (58) and 61) that

log Mg (n—1,e,P, L) <log&, —log (PrpwyxnyW {Z U < 2 (log gTog:CL(P)) } - E) . (64)
k=1

In the rest of the proof, we would like to use Chebyshev’s iraditly to bound the probability term ir64). To this
end, we will evaluate in the following

>0

k=1

L

n

63

g, [22A<Pz,ag,xf,k,n,k>
k=1 /=1

E (65)

Pw,xn yn

and

n L
= Varpw,x",Yn [)\(Pbo-l%vXZ,kyYYZ,k)] + Z Cov [)\(PZ,O'?,X&k,YV&k),A(PZI,O'?/,ZL'Z/7m,ny7m)] .
=1 =1 (m.£)#(k,0)
(66)
Following (65), we consider the following chain of equalities for edek {1,2,...,n} and eacl’ € L:
Epw,xn,yn [A(Pév 0%7 Xé,ka Ye,k)]
62 Py
@ Epw.xn yn [ = (Yo — Xow)® + Po+ 2X0 5 (Yor, — Xo)
¢
@
- Epw,xn,yn [2X57k(w,k - Xé,k)]
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(b)

=2E [Xe k] Epy s yn [Yor — Xo]

9y, (67)

Pw,xn yn

where

(@) follow from Statement (ii) in Propositio.
(b) follows from Statement (i) in Propositiof
(c) follows from Statement (ii) in Propositiofh

Combining 65) and 67), we have
=0. (68)

pwyxnyyn

>0
k=1

In addition, following 66), we consider the following chain of equalities for edcH’, k andm such that¢’, m) #
(4, k):

Epw,xn,y" /\(Pév 0-[%7 Xé,ka Yvﬁ,k))‘(PE/a O'l%, XZ',ma YVZQm)
(62 —bB
= Epy xn yn <7(Yz K — Xok)? + P+ 2X0 5 (Yo, — Xm))
1

—Py
X ( 0_2 (YYZ’,m - XZ’,m)2 + PZ’ + QXZ/,m(YVZ/,m - XZ/,m)>]
Z/

Py
@ Epw,xn,yn [2Xé,k(n,k — X&k) ( 2 (}/g/ — XZ’,m)2 + Pgl>
él
_PZ 9
+ 2XZ’,m(YYZ’,m - XZ’,m) 7(%,]6 - Xé,k) + PZ
¢

+4X 0 15 Xo o (Yo — Xog) Yorm — XZ’,m)]

pW xXn yn 2XZ,I€(}/Z,I€ - XZ,k)] Epwyxnyyn ;—l?(n/’m - XZ’,m)z + PZ’ If k S mv
(b)
pW xXn yn 2XZ’,m(}/£’,m - XZ’,m)] Epwyxnyyn 7‘—?(}/@,]6 - Xg,k)z + PZ if k > m
0,

(c)

(69)

where

(a) follows from Propositiord that

—P, — Py
E ( = — (Yor — Xop)? +Pz> < Yo — Xorm)? +Pe/>

=0.

Pw,xn,yn

¢ Jw

(b) follows from Propositiord that:
() If &k <m, Yy m — Xem) is a zero-mean random variable that is independeritXof ,,,, X, , Yo 1.).
(i) If &>m, (Yo, — X) is a zero-mean random variable that is independeritsof,, X¢ ., Yo m).
(c) follows from Statement (ii) in Propositiofh

Combining 67) and 69), we obtain

COVPW,xn,y" /\(Pév Ula Xé,ka Yvﬂk)’ )‘(PEH O-l%a X@,my Yré’,m) =0
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for all (¢/,m) # (¢, k), which implies from 66) and 67) that

n n L
2
Vatpy s vn | S Uk| =33 Epr o [(A(Pg,ag,Xg7k,§Q7k)) ] . (70)
k=1 k=1 ¢=1
Following (70), we consider the following chain of equalities for edek {1,2,...,n} and eacly € L:

By e [(AP 07 X0 ¥i) ]

(62
= Epw,x" Yn

9
—P,
(U—;(Yé,k — Xop)? + P+ 2X0 5 (Yoi — Xé,k)) ]
7

@

Pw,xn,yn

2P} + 40} X} k] (71)

where (a) follows from Propositiod that (Y, , — X, ;)/o, is a standard Gaussian random variable independent of
Xy - It then follows from 1) and §7) that

n L L
. 2 2 2 2 2
AnPmin{o?} <33 By v {()\(Pg,az,XM,}fg’k)) } <20y P+ 4nPmax{o?}. (72)
k=1 ¢=1 =1
Letting
i £ 4min{o]} P 73
R %1?{05} (73)
and
L
R22 ; P? +4 I:Eleagi{U?}P (74)
be two positive real numbers, it follows fron1@), (72), (73) and (74) that
nk < Varp, cn yn Z Ur| < nk. (75)
k=1

Omitting the distribution subscripts for probability, eqiation and variance and letting

1 2 .
log &, £ nCr(P) + (;ied ( > Var ZUk

1—¢
k=1

; (76)

it follows from (64) that
log Mg (n —1,e, P, L)

log e 2
< -
<nCr(P)+ 0 J(lf‘?) Var

>
k=1

- 2
—log (15Pr{klek>J<1€>Var

Since\/<%) Var [, U] > 0 by (75), it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality that

. 2
Pr{;Uk>J<1€>Var }<(1z—:)/2,

> Ui
k=1
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which implies from {7) that

>0,

~log < 5 5) . (78)

1 2
log Mg (n—1,e,P, L) <nCL(P)+(;gA6$ < )Var

Define
a loge 2K 1—¢
U log 5 + CL(P) (79)
and continue the inequality irv®) for n > 2 as follows:
1
nCr(P oge$ Var ZUk log< 5 6)
(75) log e 2/<m 1—¢
< nCr(P)+ oA — — log < 5 )
@ log e 2K 1—¢
< P —14+1 —1
e T W Og< 2 )
log e 2K 1—¢
<(n—-1)CL(P)+Vn—1 T2 ~log{ —5— ) +Cu(P)
D (n —1)CL(P) + kv/n — 1, (80)
where

(@) follows from the fact that/n < v/n—1+1.
(b) follows from our assumption > 2 that1 < y/n — 1.

The theorem then follows from combining8) and @0). [ |

D. Difficulties in Establishing the Exact Second-Order Agigtics

Unlike the case for, = 1 where we are able to provide a converse proof #)r (ve fail to obtain a matching
converse statement t64) for L > 1. Instead, we can only conclude from Theor2rand 64) that the second-order
asymptotics in the asymptotic expansion@f Mg (n, e, P, L) increases at a rate no faster thgn (which is good
enough for the purpose of the strong converse). The diffidnltobtaining a matching converse statement34) (
for L > 1 can be roughly explained as follows: Fbr= 1, we can always assume without loss of generality that
o? =1 and P = P, and the key equation to proving the reverse statemenb4fi¢ (18), which enables the

insertion of }
2t2 P— 2
g P (" kz::lxk> (81)

in the third equality of 84) and the cancellation of 27 in the last step of35). Unfortunately forZ > 1, to
prove the converse statement &), it appears to be necessary to ensure that the followingiés t

(82)

This requires the following. equations to hold
n
pw.xpyr(w, oy, ) = pwoxp v (w, oy, )1 <{Z$§k = ”PZ}> ; vie L. (83)
k=1

Unfortunately, we cannot assume (without loss of gengjatitat @3) is true in view of 67) unlesso? =
03 = ... = o2 (which is a trivial case for the parallel Gaussian channdispentially we cannot guarantee that
> k=1 X7, = nP for all £ € £ with probability one; we only know that the sui,.. >/, X7, = nP with
probablllty one. Since we are able to conclu@&)(from (57) for L = 1 but unable to claim&2) from (57) for
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L > 1, there is thus a discrepancy in the second- and third-orsianptotics between Theoreinand Theoren?
using the current proof technique.

However, what we are able to show using the current technigjubat the third-order term for the parallel
Gaussian channelwithout feedbacks upper bounded b)% logn 4+ O(1), improving on RO, Theorem 78] and
matching the lower bound ir8] Appendix A]. Establishing the exact second- and thirdeordsymptotics for the
parallel Gaussian channelgth feedbacks an avenue for future research.
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