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Mustafa Anil Kogak, Elza Erkig
Dept. of ECE, NYU Polytechnic School of Engineering BroakI\NY, USA
kocak@nyu.edt) elza@poly.edl

Abstract—This work considers a communication scenario sufficient conditions, and regions for which the necessady a
where the transmitter chooses a list of sizek’ from a total  sufficient conditions become equivalent, thereby progdin
of M messages to send over a noisy communication channel,tight bounds. We argue that the necessary and sufficient

the receiver generates a list of sizeL, and communication diti d | d in thi d d the ch |
is considered successful if the intersection of the lists at CONCGILIONS GEVEIOPEd In thiS paper depend on the channe

two terminals has cardinality greater than a threshold 7. In  ©nly through its Shannon capacity.
traditional communication systems K = L = T = 1. The

fundamental limits of this setup in terms of K, L, T and the A. Notation

Shannon capacity of the channel between the terminals are

examined. Specifically, necessary and/or sufficient condins The following notation will be used throughout the paper:

for asymptotically error free communication are provided. . We use calligraphic capital letters for sets, and bold
|. INTRODUCTION items for vectors.

In the classical formulation of communication over a noisy « For any positive integef:, [k| stands for the set of
channell[1], the transmitter chooses a message from thé set o all positive integers smaller or equal tg i.e. [k] =
possible messages, encodes and transmits the corresgondin {1,...,k}.
codeword over the channel. The receiver observes the chane For any set4, and any integek < |A|, (1) stands for
nel output and decodes the chosen message. If the decoded the set of all sizet subsets of4, i.e. (f) ={B:BC
message is not same as the transmitted one, we declare an A, |B| = k}.
error. Alternatively, if the receiver cannot decide reljab « We denote the set of permutations of a given4etith
the transmitted message, it can choose to produce a list of U 4. Explicitly, anyy € ¥ 4 is a bijective function from
possible messages. This is knowrliasdecoding where the A to itself. The corresponding element @& A under
main goal is to achieve a trade-off between the probability this permutation is denoted by (a), and lastly for any
of error, defined as the transmitted message not being in the BC A, ¢ (B) = {z: 2 = (b),b € B}.
list, and the list size. An excellent treatment of list deogd « We use the standard notation for the equality and in-
can be found in[[2] and references therein. Error exponent of equality up to first exponent, with respect to the natural

list decoding is recently presented il [3], which also inigs basee, i.e. f,=g, stands forlim,,, ., %log % =0,
a survey of the literature. also >, <, >, < are defined similarly as iri [4].

In this work, we introduce a more general communication
setup in which the transmitter chooses a subset of &ize Il. PROBLEM DEFINITION

of all possibleM messages. The receiver forms a list (set)
size L and communication is considered successful if the The problem setup consists of two terminals and a channel
size of the intersection of the transmitter and receives et in between characterized by, Y, W (y"[z")), where X
larger than a certain threshald Note thatK = L =7 =1 denotes the input alphabe), denotes the output alphabet
corresponds to the classical approach wheigas T'=1 andW (y"|z") is the transition probability of the channel
corresponds to the list decoding approach. for a block lengthn. In the following, we will denote the
This kind of communication may appear in various scenaghannel by(X’, ), W) for the sake of brevity. We assume
ios; for example in a wireless network to alert a user atfout the channel has a Shannon capacity denoted (in naté). by
available resource blocks among possible ones, where theThe first terminal (transmitter) choosés messages from
user is interested in a total @f of the resource blocks and isthe set of all possible messagés, ..., M}, and transmits
willing to go through a list ofZ. Another possible scenarioa codeword of length, 2" € &A™, through the channel. The
can be an internet search engine generating an unordesegond terminal (receiver), observes the channel oujput,
list of links size K for a query which is transmitted over a)™, and generates a list df messages. Communication will
noisy channel. The user is presented with a listlofinks be considered successful if the intersection of the estidhat
and is satisfied as long as affyyof the L results presented list and the set of chosen messages by the transmitter has
are relevant to his query. cardinality larger than a given threshdld We assume all the
In this paper, we are interested in conditionsin K, L parameters\/, K, L,T are nondecreasing positive functions
andT that guarantee an asymptotically vanishing probabiligf block lengthn.
of communication failure. We investigate such necessatdly an The following definitions formalize the above setup.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.3013v1

Definition 1: An (M, K, L,T,n) list encoding/decoding Codebook Generatione pick2" size L subsets of M|
(LED) codefor a given channe(X’, Y,V) consists of the i.i.d. with a uniform distribution over all subsets of siZe

following: and denote them with A7, ..., Ns.r}. Note these subsets

« Set of all possible messages:, ..., M}. are not necessarily distinct. _ »

« Encoding function,, : (/) — x™, which maps the ~ Encoding: For a given encoder inpuf € ("), we
chosen subset to channel inputs_ encodeA to u;, such that|A ﬁ./\/l| > T. If there are more

« Decoding functiory,, : Y —» ([/\L/‘]), which generates than one suchV;’s we pick any one of them, and if such a
the estimated message list from channel output. N; does not exists then we declare an encoding error denoted

« Overlap thresholdf’, which is the success criterion forby the eventfe,,..
the designed code. Decoding:At the receiver if the received channel output

Remark 1:When K — 1. we call a LED code dist Y" € Dj, the receiver declare’; as the estimated list. Note

decoding (LD) codeWhen K = L — 1 we call a LED that if y» € D; while the transmitted codeword is; for
code aclassical code. somei # j, then we cannot guarante& N A;| > 7' and we

Definition 2: An error is said to occur if and only if the declare a d?ch_in% error.thr:lilg eV?m s denoted}l(?j/,jac. h
size of the intersection of the decoded list and the set OfError Analysis: The probability of error averaged over the

chosen messages is smaller tHanThe probability of error ensemble of codes can be calculated as:

when the message sat € (7)) is sent can be expressed E [)\fg)q] = E [/\E;ﬂ )
as: < P(Baee) + P (Eene) 7))
MY = Pr{lg. (V) NA[<T X" = fu (M)} = P(Bacc) + -
— . min{K,L} (K\ /M—F\\ 2
The average error probability is defined as N (1 B Yoier (Z)( I—i ))
M
R )
)\((l?))q = m Z )‘A . smin{K,L} (1{)(1»171{)
[ _onRZi=T BERAwAS)
K) pé(m) < P(Egec) +e (%) 3)

Definition 3: A family of (M,K,L,T,n) codes for a Eq. [d) and [[R) follows from the symmetry of the code
given channel(X,Y,W) is called afeasible familyif construction and the union bound, afidl (3) follows from the
Af;ié — 0 asn — co. simple inequality:1 — ¢ < e~* for all ¢t > 0.

Our goal in this paper is to identify necessary and suf- Since the code{(u;,D;) : i = 1,...,2"%} is chosen
ficient conditions for(M, K, L,T,n) to obtain a feasible to achieve rateR for the classical communication problem,
family of codes. P(E4e) — 0 asn — oo for R < C. Furthermore,

II1. NECESSARY ANDSUFFICIENT CONDITIONS FOR .th? iecg;nd term also converges to zermaspproaches to
FEASIBILITY infinity, 1
(2)
L

In this section, we present our main results. Specifi- lim llog .
cally, Theorem 1 presents a combinatorial inequality which n—oon C ymin{K,L} ("5

provides a sufficient condition on code parameters for ther, s under the hypothesis of the theorem, we can always
§X|str]ence of 2a fea§|ble _Lamlly of codes. Co;r.e_sponr:]hnglyick an appropriaté to satisfy both of the conditions. Since

:cn T_beior?m " W? eZC” eha r|1deces§a:cry czn ition that apy, expected probability error over the ensemble can be made
easible family ot codes shou satisty, akin to ConVerst‘jr:symptotically small, we conclude there exists at least one
results in classical coding. While our necessary and seffici ¢, 2 cipje code family in the ensemble with asymptotically
conditions are not tight in general, Section IV provides 80M, 01 error probability -
important special cases for which the conditions becomernaqrem 2:(Necessary condition for feasibility) For any

equivalent. o - o feasible family of(M, K, L, T, n) LED codes for a channel
Theorem 1:(Sufficient condition for feasibility) There (X,Y, W) with Shannon capacit¢, we have
exists a feasible family ofM, K, L, T, n) LED codes if Y ’

<

1 (x)/ (1)
1 M lim — log — < C
nh—>ngo E lOg Zmin{K,L(}L()K) (1\471() < C e ZfiT (IZ() (Af(_lf)
i=T i/\ L—i Furthermore, ifT" = 1, we have the tighter inequality
whereC is the Shannon capacity of the chanf&l, Y, W). |
Proof: We prove this result by constructing a fixed Jim —log o= < C

composition random code using a family of classical codes pyqof: Suppose there exists a feasible family of
that achieves rat& for the channel X', Y, W). We denote (M, K, L,T,n) LED codes for which

this code family with{(u;,D;) : i = 1,...,2"%}, where N
u;’s are the codewordsD;’s are the decoding regions, and lim 1 log (x)/ (7) s C
R is the rate of the codé][4]. Note tha&t < C. noon SR (BY (M

i




Additionally assumejim, o +log 2- > C if T = 1. IV. FEASIBILITY, RATE AND CAPACITY
We denote the encoding and decoding functions of the
corresponding LED codes in this family &g,,} and{g.}.
Then one can construct a LD code as described below.
Code Generation:
i. Choose the largest s&t ¢ (X)) such thatiP; N P;| < AT
T for any P;,P; € P, 2( ;é)j Note tr|1at a fj'irect rates a.re f|r.1|te, "eﬁlgréoﬁlogM < oo ) .
application of Gilbert bound gives a lower bound on To simplify the presentation, we define the following

the size ofP [5]: guantities.
Definition 4: Therateofafamily of(M,K,L,T,n) LED

In this section we examine the asymptotic tightness of
the bounds presented in the previous section under differen
regimes representing how/, K, L, andT' increase withn.

In particular, we assum&’, L < M and their exponential

M
P > _ (%) _ (4) codes is defined bR = limy, o0 £ log 2L
dieT (If) (Af{__f) Definition 5: The gap for a family of (M, K,L,T,n)
For T = 1, the cardinality of? can be calculated as-ED codes is defined by,
M/K. 0 T=1
ii. Generate a permutation; of [M] randomly from the G =

uniform distribution over¥ ;.
iii. Fix the message set of the LD code g5 ..., |P|}.
Encoding: A messagei € {1,...,|P|} is encoded as Corollary 1: If R < C with C > 0 and finite, then there

limy, 00 %log % T>1

[ (0 (Py)). exists a feasible family ofM, K, L, T, n) rateR LED codes
Decoding:After observing the channel outpgit’ € Y™, for the channel(X, Y, W) with capacityC.
the receiver generates the following list: Proof: The proof is given in two parts.
Ly™) = {i:[v7 (g (y"))NPi| 2T} LO<R<C

Note in this caseM T > K L sinceR > 0, andT = O (1)
sinceC is finite.

We definev; = () (",_)/(%), and consider the term
vp. Using Proposmomz in the Appendix:

Since the intersection OIP“P € P, i # j has size smaller
thanT and\w ™))| = L for all y", we can conclude
IL (y )| < (5. For the case the list size is smaller th),
add (%) — L (y™)| arbitrary messages to the list. Thus the

final list size is fixed to(%). .1 (KLe\" _,,

Error Analysis: We calculate the probability of error of vr = ﬁ (W) ’ ®)
the constructed LD code averaged both over the transmitted
messages and the choice ofby exploiting the symmetry  \whereA; = © i'; + = T2 + I]<WL)
introduced through the random permutation. If we denote the ginca7 is bounded andw < KL
average probability of error for the LD code vDéLD and
the average probability of error for the giveh/, K, L, T, n) ) KL\"
LED code as\\%),, we get v = <ﬁ)

E [/\5:"1))} = /\f[;)g The hypothesis of the corollary implies:

where the expectation is taken over the choice)of e "0 & up

SinceAfﬁ,ZI — 0 asn — oo, we can conclude there exist min{K,L}
at least one permutation € ¥, with corresponding error & Z v;. (6)
probability /\(an)) — 0. Note that the rate of the constructed §=T

LD codes areR = lim,_, < log|P| /(%) where|P| is the

size of the message set aiffl) is the length of the list

generated at the decoder. The converse result for LD co%e

indicates that, if\") — 0 asn — oo, thenR < C [3], [B]-
Combining this with [(#) we obtain:

Finally (8) and Theoreri]1 guarantee the existence of a
fea3|ble family of codes.

For anyjo = IfWLea" with some nonnegative, such that

0 < jo < K and0 < jo < L, Propositior_A.2 suggests

M L
n—o0o N Zi:T (1)( K—1i ) Vs - Le(l—an)eo‘" }I(WL e —As (7)

This leads to a contradiction and completes the proof. 7 Vio ’

ForT =1, we use|P| = M/K instead of the bound in
@) and the rest of th|e |proof f()llows as above. ] Wh.er.eAQ.: % (1. o (1).

Remark 2: Theorem L and2 suggest that the necessary This implies that ifo: is non-zero, then
and sufficient conditions presented depend on the channel 1 (I —an—e ) j
only through its channel capacity, and are applicable to Jim —loguj, = lim -

all channels whose capacity can be determined. = —o0. (8)



Also note the following always holds under the condition i. If "= O (1), then we can choose arbitrarily small

R <0, and [12) simplifies to:
min{K,L} T—1 e . KQL T
=T j=0
’ -, >J o (10) which leads toR — G < C.
- € ii. Otherwise forMT?>K?L,
for any C > 0. Here [9) follows from the identity 1 J K2\ "
min{K,L} _ i _ - = —
S v; = 1, and [@0) follows from the fact that lim —log 3 = -
J=0 J, . n—oco 1 T \MT
all the terms in the sum decay faster than any first order
exponential due td8). and [I2) cannot be true. This implies that7if — oo,
Finally, (), [10) and Theorefd 1 imply the existence of a thenMT? < K?L andR — G <0.
feasible family of(M, K, L, T, n) codes. [ |

- Remark 4:Corollary 1 and 2 suggest that the necessary
Remark 3:Unlike the rate of classical codes, the rate ofnd sufficient conditions of Sectignllll become tight for the
LED codes may be negative. When the rate is negative, whighecial casel’ = 1. Hence forT" = 1, the existence of a
could happen for example if the list sizes at the encodi§@sible family of LED codes can be determined by simply
and/or decoder grow fast enough, we have feasibility for a§pmparing the code rate (as in Definition 4) with the Shannon
channel whose Shannon capacity is non-zero. capacity of the channel. o .
Corollary 2: If there exists a feasible family of Moreover, for feasibility the list sizes at the terminalg ar

(M, K, L, T,n) rateR LED codes for a channélt, , W) transferable as long as their product is conserved, siree th
with capacityC, thenR — G < C. rate only depends on the produgtL.

Proof: Note forT" = 1, the proof immediately follows V. CONCLUSIONS
from TheoreniP. Also fo/T < K2, R — G < 0, and the

Corollary follows. Hence for the rest of the proof we assume .
sen subsets of messages over a noisy channel. In our treat-

In this paper, we have studied how to communicate a cho-

MT > K2, : T L
First define ment, we have provided fundamental_ Ilm!ts for feaS|b|I_my i
terms of number of message¥/ ), the list size at transmitter

J _ { e if K>0 (K), at the receiver(L), overlap thresholdT), and the

K  otherwise Shannon capacity of the chanrél). Specifically, we have

derived necessary and sufficient conditions for asymptoti-

cally error free communication and argued that they depend

on the channel only through its capacity. Our results have
N K illustrated that for the special cagé= 1 the necessary and

e "¢ < ( ) Z W sufficient conditions coincide and communication is pdssib
T =T only when rate, defined & = lim,, % log % is smaller

P than capacity.

wherew; = % By Propositio /AL and the assump-

for any a such that’k’ > J > T.
Then Theoren]2 suggests

APPENDIX
: Lo K .
tion MT > K%, wj is a decreasing sequence for lange In this appendix we examine the asymptotic behav-
Therefore , KN\ (M—K\ /(M :
ior of the sequencey; = (j)(ij)/(L) for j =
I\ < N\ K 0,...,min{K, L}. For the following we assume, as in the
67710 Z w; 4 Z W . . . A . .
= \7)- j T) - J previous sections)/ exponentially increases with, M >K
7=T i=J and M > L.
B <L) Jwp + <L>ijl Proposition A.1: There exists an € N such that the
T T sequencdgv, } is either unimodal or decreasing jnfor all
By applying PropositioR Al2 and{1L3J{14) in the Appendix” > nyg. If’t*he. sequence is unimodal, its maximum is reached
we get for somej* = KL/M.
Proof: First define,
. J(K2L\" KLT [ K2\’ Vig1
e < = 11 a; = 2=
¢ =7 (MT2> tr (MT?) (11) 7 v;
Note the second term in the sum ii)11) has a double - (K_])(,L_j) _
exponential decay, thus: (M-K-L+j+1)(+1)
7/ KR2INT Sincg{aj} is a de_creasing s_equ_enqejlnand as =0 for s
e e < 2 <_) ) (12) = min{K, L}; v; is decreasing if is smaller thanl and
T\ MT? unimodal if ay is larger thant.



Considering the following limits:

i - KL
e

KL
lim aj, = lm — = 1
n—00 n—oo M jg
lim a;; = lim j._o = 0

for any jo = &L andj; > &L,
We can argue the existencemf such that for allh > ny,
v; is decreasing i/ > K L, and unimodal with the maximum

at somej* = jy otherwise. [ |
Proposition A.2:For any0 < j < K andj < L:
.1 (KLe\’ _,
vj = —=|—=—=] e where
Vi ( Mj )
A= i k(k1+1) ((K+L_j)k+zlx4_’ka+l_LkH + j;:kl + jzt)'
k=1
Proof: For any A, B,C' € N:
A B AA+L/2 eO(%Jrﬁ) 13)
B - BB+1/2 (A _ B)A—B+1/27
c o2 ak
(1 — %) — Clog(1-4/B) _ “x 25 (14)

Here [13) follows from successive application of Sterlipg a
proximation [7], and[(I4) follows from the Taylor expansion
of log (1 — x).

The proposition simply follows from application of those
identities onv;. By noting (1 — %)C = 1for B > AC, we
have

oo L (KLY
T G\ M

M—-K M—L
. -4)""(-4)
(- =) - -
- L(ﬂ)j A L(KM)’GA
J\Mj J\ Mj
[ ]
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