arxXiv:1501.04263v2 [cs.IT] 14 Jun 2015

On the Dirty Paper Channel with Fast Fading Dirt

Stefano Rini and Shlomo Shamai (Shifz)
* National Chiao-Tung University, Hsinchu, Taiwan, E-matefano@nctu.edu.tw

T Technion-Israel Institute of Technology, Haifa, Israelpil: sshlomo@ee.technion.ac.il

Abstract

Costa’s “writing on dirty paper” result establishes thdk $tate pre-cancellation can be attained in the Gel'faisier problem
with additive state and additive white Gaussian noise. Te@ilt holds under the assumptions that full channel kndgdeis
available at both the transmitter and the receiver. In thiskwwe consider the scenario in which the state is multipligdan
ergodic fading process which is not known at the encoder. Wudysboth the case in which the receiver has knowledge of the
fading and the case in which it does not: for both models wa&elénner and outer bounds to capacity and determine thardist
between the two bounds when possible. For the channel witlading knowledge at either the transmitter or the receities
gap between inner and outer bounds is finite for a class ohdadistributions which includes a number of canonical fgdin
models. In the capacity approaching strategy for this cldss transmitter performs Costa’s pre-coding against teamvalue
of the fading times the state while the receiver treats tingareing signal as noise. For the case in which only the recdias
knowledge of the fading, we determine a finite gap betweeariand outer bounds for two classes of discrete fading bigtan.
The first class of distributions is the one in which there tsx& probability mass larger than one half while the secoadscis
the one in which the fading is uniformly distributed overues that are exponentially spaced apart. Unfortunatedycttpacity

in the case of a continuous fading distribution remains \esd to characterize.

Index Terms

Gel'fand-Pinsker Problem; Writing on Fading Dirt; Ergodtading; Imperfect Channel Side Information;

|. INTRODUCTION

In the Gel'fand-Pinsker (GP) modé€ll[1] the output of a pdipipoint memoryless channel is obtained as a function of
the channel input, a noise term and a state variable whictoriscausally provided to the transmitter but is unknown at th
receiver. In this channel the state may represent the @rente caused by another user in a wireless network whiclsas a
communicated to the transmitter by the network infrastreestin the original setup, both transmitter and receiveraasumed
to have perfect channel knowledge: while it is reasonablassume that a transmitter knows the channel toward itsdetén
receiver and vice-versa, it is not always realistic to sigepihat a transmitter knows the channel between an integferser
and the receiver. This is especially true in wireless netwsince here channel conditions vary continuously ovee tend

reliable channel estimates are hard to obtain.
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Shamai was supported by the Israel Science Foundation 8&dF)y the European FP7 NEWCOM#.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.04263v2

<
)

Fig. 1. The Dirty Paper Channel with Fast Fading Dirty (DPEDRF. The dotted line represent the state information prewidt the transmitter.

The “writing on dirty paper” result from Costal[2] estabkésha closed-form characterization of the capacity of the GP
problem in the additive state and additive white Gaussiagensetting. Perhaps surprisingly, the presence of the siags
not reduce the capacity of this model, regardless of theiloligion or power of this sequence. In this work we are irdtrd
in characterizing the effect of fading on the capacity obthiodel and determine the optimal transmission strategieisis
scenario. In the literature, different variations of Céstetup which also include fading have been considered.“Wniéing
on fading dirt” channel in[[3] is a variation of the channel [&] in which both the channel input and the state sequence
are multiplied by a fading value known at the receiver but aothe transmitter. The authors 6fi [3] evaluate the achievab
region with Costa’s assignment and show that the rate lasn full state pre-cancellation is vanishing in both the €igo
and quasi-static fading case. In the “compound dirty-pagieannel of [4] only the state is multiplied by a quasi-statiding
coefficient know at the receiver but unknown at the trangmifor this model, an inner bound based on lattice stratdgie
derived to compensate for the channel uncertainty at thesinéter. Achievable rates under Gaussian signaling attidda
strategies for this channel are derived[ih [5] while outest amer bounds to the capacity of the writing on fading diraichel
with phase fading are derived inl[6]. The approximate capadfi this channel is obtained in][7] for the case of binomiatia
uniform phase fading case.

In this paper we study the “writing on fading dirt” model, ariadion of the classic model in which the state sequence
is multiplied by an ergodic fading coefficient which is notdam at the transmitter. We derive inner and outer bounds to
capacity for both the case in which the fading is known at #eiver and for the case in which it is not. When neither the
transmitter nor receiver have fading knowledge, we show tiva outer bound can be attained to within a finite gap for a
class of fading distribution which includes the Gaussiae, iniform and the Rayleigh distribution but does not ineltlde
log-normal distribution. For the case in which only the iieee has fading knowledge, we show a finite gap between inner
and outer bound for two classes of discrete distributiorteewthe fading distribution has a mass function greater ¢hbalf
and when it is uniformly distributed over a set of points thed exponentially spaced apart.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Bectibiluces the channel model and the some related results. Sec
[Minvestigates the capacity for the case in which neittrer transmitter nor the receiver have fading knowledge wée.

[Vlfocuses on the case in which only the receiver has fadirmMedge. Finally, Se¢_V concludes the paper.
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Fig. 2. The Dirty Paper Channel with Fast Fading Dirty anddRexr Channel Side Information (DPC-FFD-RCSI).

II. DIRTY PAPER CHANNEL WITH FADING DIRT

In Dirty Paper Channel with Fast Fading Dirt (DPC-FFD), atkpicted in Fig[lL, the channel output is obtained as
Y, =X +cAS+Z, ie[l...N], (1)

for c € R and whereX; is the channel input§ the stateA; the fading realization and; the additive noise. The channel input

X; is subject to a second moment constrﬁﬂxjﬂ < P while the stateS§ and the noise terrd; are distributed as
S~ A(Ksl), Z~A(01), iid. 2)

where .+ (u,0?) indicates the Gaussian Random Variable (RV) with mgaand variances?. The fading RVA; is drawn
from a distributionpa which has variance one and megg. The state sequen@® is assumed to be non-causally available
at the transmitter while fading sequen&® is unknown at both the transmitter or the receiver.

A related model to the DPC-FFD in Figl 1 is the model in which fading sequence is provided to the receiver. We refer
to this model as the Dirty Paper Channel with Fast Fadingylrtd Receiver Channel Side Information (DPC-FFD-RCSI),
also depicted in Fid.]2. For the DPC-FFD-RCSI the receivde giformation can be seen as an additional channel outpatt, t

is, the channel output is the vecttt Aj] for Y; in ().

Remarkll.1. Mean of the state and the fading.The channel output if{1) can be rewritten as

Y =X+c(Ao—Ha)(So—Us)+Z

= X+¢(AoSH— HaSo — HUsPo + HaHs) +Z, 3)

whereAg = A— p and S = S— s, that Each of the term if(3) can be seen as follows

e ClUsAg can be cancelled at the receiver when it posses fading kdgeléwithout receiver fading knowledge, this term is
unknown at both the receiver and the transmitter and is atgnv to additive noise.

e CUAS can be pre-cancelled with Costa coding by the transmittén §&] (Costa pre-coding in the following).

e CAYS requires the cooperation of both transmitter and recesiece they each have a knowledge of one of the terms in the

multiplication.

The DPC-FFD and the DPC can be used to model the downlink soeimawhich a base station is aware of the signal
transmitted by a neighbouring base station but has onlyabant no knowledge on the channel between the interferende a

the intended receiver. In this scenario it is not clear whethe knowledge of the interfering message is at all usdftihe



base station since the pre-coding operations heavily nelthe knowledge of the channel gains.

A. Related Results

Gelfand-Pinsker (GP) channel. The DPC-FFD and the DPC-FFD-RCSI are a special case of the rGlitemqn for which

capacity is obtained iri_[1].

Theorem I1.2. Capacity of the DPC-FFD/-RCSI [1]. The capacitys” of the DPC-FFD in(@) is

¢ = max I(Y;U)—1(U;9), (4)

R xis
while the capacity of the DPC-FFD-RCSI is obtained fr@) by considering the channel outp[¥% A.
The expression ir {4) contains an auxiliary RVand entails the maximization over the distributiggy s. For this reason

a closed-form expression cannot be evaluated easily,rattaytically or numerically.

Dirty paper channel with receiver side information and phase fading.In [[7], we have derived the approximate capacity

of the DPC-FFD-RCSI for the case in whigh is a circularly binomial distribution.

Theorem I1.3. Capacity of the DPC-FFD-RCSI with circularly binomial fading [7] Th. IV.5].
Consider the DPC-FFD-RCSI

Yi=X+e%Ri+2z, ic[l...N], (5)

where the state§ is a Gaussian RV with zero mean and variance Q and while thiadaid A= exp{6} for

NI =

Po(t) = 5 (Lit—sa} () + Lp——ny(t)), A €[0,m/2], (6)

then, if m/4 <A < 11/2, the capacity lies to within constant gap of 3 bits per chdruse from the outer bound

log(P+1)+2 c?<1

ROUT _ Slog(P+1)+2 ¢ >P+1
Tlog(P+1) +3log (1+ (vP+c)?)
—1log(2c?) +2 1<c?<P+1

where c=sin(A)/Q.

Carbon copying onto dirty paper. A model related to the DPC-FFD is the “carbon copying onttydiaper” of [8]: in this

channel model there anfél possible state sequenc8s that can possibly affect in the channel output. The trarismfias
knowledge of each sequence but does not know which one wikkap Correct decoding must be granted regardless of the

state realization and for each of the possible channel dutpu

YN=xNteg'+2Z), je[l...Mm] (7)



WhereS'j\l is an i.i.d. Gaussian sequence for egch[1...M]. In [8] inner and outer bound to the capacity region are @efiv

but capacity has yet to been determined.

IIl. THE DIRTY PAPER CHANNEL WITH FAST FADING DIRT

We begin by investigating the capacity of DPC-FFD in Elg hicsi no closed-form expression for the optimization[ih (4)
is available, we derive a novel outer bound that is expresetaly as a function of the channel parameters. This outento
can be approached, for some models, by a simple achievahbtegst in which the transmitter to performs Costa pre-cgdin
against the terncuaS, the average realization of the fading times state.

For the DPC-FFD the terrausA acts as additional noise, since it is unknown at both thestrégiter and the receiver: for

this reason in the following we assume thaf= 0.

Theorem Ill.1. Outer bound and partial approximate capacity for DPC-FFD.
Consider the DPC-FFD in Fig]1 and let(A) = % log(2rteqa) for somea < [0,1], then the capacity’ is upper bounded as

1 P+1 1
< ROUT _ 7 1), 1 g
¢ < 209<—CZa+a)+2’ (8)

and the capacity is to within a gap G bits/channel-use frofY Rwhere

_log(a)

G= >

+ 9)

NI

Proof: The proof can be found in App.]A. |

The gap from capacity in Tl 1 can be easily evaluatedsimme canonical fading distributions.

Lemma I11.2. Gap from for some fading distributions.

e When A is Gaussian distributed with megg and unitary variance, the capacity is known to within a gap G
1
e When A is uniformly distributed betwegup — %,HA+ %], the capacity can be attained to within a gap,G
1
Gy =—=| —
v 2°g<12

e When A is Rayleigh distributed, i.e.zAvUZ2+V?2 for U,V ~ .4(0,2/(4— m)) and independent, capacity can be attained

to within a gap G defined as
1 1
Gr = —Elog(l) +y+1+ > <2.08,

wherey is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.
e When A is log-normal distributed, i.e. Aee 24-9°(e9” — 1)~ for Zs ~ (u,02), capacity can be attained to within a
gap Gog defined as

1 1
G|og:Iog(e02—1)+u+02+§§u+202—§,



which is not a finite value for all values ¢f and o?.

The result in ThIL1 is substantially a negative resultcg in establishes that, for a number of fading distribugifor
which a is close to one, the best strategy is to Costa pre-code aghmsnean value of the fading times the state and treat
the termAySy as additional noise. This strategy performs very poorly mvhempared to the full state pre-cancellation and
indeed, for any choice of the pow®; capacity tends to a small constant as the tefrincreases.

Note that the gags in (@) for the log-normal distribution is not bounded: theisace of this distribution grows exponentially
with o2 while the entropy grows logarithmically witt?, thereforea can be made arbitrarily small ar@ arbitrarily large.

In actuality, we expect the outer bound i (8) to be close fmac#y for a larger set of distributions than that for whigh
is close to one. The difficulty in developing a more generalllies in the lack of tighter outer bound.

Note also that this result does not hold for discrete fadiistributions and thus does not include extensions of theltras

Th.[IL.3 for the case with no RCSI.

IV. DIRTY PAPER CHANNEL WITH FAST FADING DIRT AND RECEIVER SIDE INFORMATION

We now turn our attention to the DCP-FFD-RCSI: also for tHisrmnel capacity can be obtained from Th.Il.2 but the
optimization is extremely hard to express in closed-forrisTcase is significantly harder to study than the case with no
receiver fading information because of the distributed wawhich transmitter and receiver can cooperate in dealiitg the
term cAS As an illustrative example, consider the DPC-FFD with nditie noise and in which the state and the input are

restricted to take value-1, that is
Y=X+AS X,Se{-1,1}, (20)

while A has any distribution. Given the cardinality of the inpug ttapacity of this channel is at most 1 bit/channel-use. This
rate can be attained by settig —1) = X(+1) = 1/2, independent fron® and by settind) = XSand independent fror§ in

(@). with this assignment) can be recovered from the channel output by consideringgharsd channel output, in fact:
(Y2|A=a) = X?> 4 a®S* + 2aX S= 1+ a®+ 2aU, (11)

so thatU = (Y2 —1— A?)/2A, regardless of the distribution @&. This simple example shows that the maximization[ih (4)
might yields some unexpected results.

Given the difficulty of the problem at hand, we are able to maRly partial progress in characterizing the capacity of the
DPC-FFD-RCSI. In the following we provide two approxima#gpacity results for two classes of discrete distributiohns:d(i)
for the class of discrete distributions in which one of thelability masses is larger or equal to one half and (ii) fer thass
of uniform distributions over the discrete set in which geiare incrementally spaced apart. Both results are a dezaian
of our previous result in TH._I113 and employ a similar inneubd in which the transmitter simply performs Costa prekwgd
against one realization of the fading times the state. Onfritutions is, therefore, to identify a set of channels imah Costa

pre-coding is optimal, although it is clear that this codsigategy is not be capacity achieving in general.



Note that, for the DPC-FFD-RCSI, we again consider the aasehich s is equal to zero: since the receiver has knowledge
of A, it can subtractusA from the channel output. We also lgh = O for simplicity: the general case is considered in the
journal version of this work.

Let’s consider first the class of distribution in which thesrists an outcomé = & with Pa(a’) > 1/2: this class of
distributions generalizes the distribution considereaum result in Th[IL3B. For this fading model the transmittain Costa
pre-code against the realizatioa’S and obtain full state cancellation for approximatively atjpm Pa(2') of the time. The
performance of this strategy can be improved upon lettirgg dhannel input be composed of two codewords: one treating
the state times fading as noise and one that Costa pre-cgdésstcadS. By optimizing over the power allocated to each

codeword, one obtains a larger inner bound.

Theorem IV.1. Approximate capacity for a discrete distribution with a mass larger than half.
Consider a DPC-FFD-RCSI in Fidl 2 and let A have a discretdritistion Py(a’) with supporte/ where there exists A @

such that R(a') > 1/2. Define moreover

PA=Pa(@), Pa=1-Pa®@)

G =P,E[log(a—a')?|a+a]

a2
G =P,E [Iog<(al aza) +1> la# a’} :
then the capacityy” is upper bounded as
log(1+P)+1 P < PAac?
% log(1+P) Pic2 < Pl(P+1)

¢ <RPYT =
+2log(P&) +1-G/2

Blog(1+P)+3-G/2 P2 >Pa(P+1)
an the capacity lies to within ‘G- G+ 3 bits per channel use from®T.

Proof: The proof can be found in App.lB. [ |

The result of Th[ IV can be evaluated for some discretenfadiistributions.

Lemma IV.2. Gap from for some discrete distributions.

e When A is distributed according to a geometric distributioa.
Pa(ka+1A) = (1—p)"p, neN, (12)

for some p= [0,1],A > 0 and A% = P (to obtain a unitary variance) anigk= —A(1— p)/p (to obtain zero mean), Th_1V.1
can be applied for p< 1/2. For this choice of p, A= kg has probability larger than a half and the best strategy fhe t

transmitter is to Costa pre-code against the sequeng8 ck otherwise treat the fading times state as noise. Thesvaflihe



outer bound in(12) depends on the value G, while the gap from capacity bmich are obtained as

G=2 i log(na) p(1—p)" > —(1— p)logh?

n2A2 no 1
zlog( s 1) PP 551 D) 13)
for which
G —G< (1-p)(kg2+logh?). (14)

The gap between inner and outer bound goes to infinit& @®es to zero: in this regime the channel reduces to the dassi
DPC with no fading for which the bounding techniques in [Thll Iste no longer tight. Note thagfl4) goes to infinity as &
goes to zero, but this is only a consequence of the boundi@@@n

e Binomial Distribution. Consider now the case in which A has a binomial distributiéthe form

pa(ka+nA,N) = N (1-p)"p™N " ne[-N...+N],
n
and 2N p(1— p) = A? to maintain the variance unitary and, k- —NAp to have zero mean. By simple enumeration we see that
for N > 1 no assignment of p gives a probability mass larger than a.l&f N =1 we have only one p which makes the
theorem applicable: p= 1/2 which corresponds to the probability vectfr/4/1/2/1/4]. This result extends the case where
the probability vector i§1/2/1/2] which corresponds to the case it Th]I.2.

Another possible extension of the result in Th.Il.3 is theecan whichA is uniformly distributed over a set with more
than two elements. In the following we indeed show such a gdimation: the caveat is that the points in the support of
the distribution must be increasingly spaced apart poifitss result is similar in spirit to our result in][9] for the @Pwith
slow fading, that is, for the channel in which a fading coéfit is randomly drawn from a set of possible values before
transmission and is kept constant through the channelrtriae®n. The intuitive interpretation of this result is adldws:
when two fading value are sufficiently spaced apart, thestratter cannot exploit the correlation between the twoedéht
channel outputs corresponding to the two different fadegizations. For this reason the best choice for the tratenis to

Costa pre-code against one realization of the fading tinegs.s

Theorem IV.3. Approximate capacity in the “strong fading” r egime.

Consider the case in which A is uniformly distributed over Het
o/ (M) ={apg,a;...am, @& €R}, (15)
with Var(A) = 1 and letA; be the distance between two consecutive pointg/jrthat is

Ajri=ai1—a, i€[0...M—1] (16)



andA; > a, then, if
N? > (ac®— ZAI+1+2 i>2 (17)
for somea > 0 then an outer bound to capacity is

log 1+ 585 ) +1 <
L log(1+P)+ & < M_1py )
ROUT _ M="M

+M¥-210g(c?) +1+loga/2

s7log(1+P) + 1+ loga /2 §>%(P+l)

and the exact capacity lies to within a gap méx{log(a)/2— G+ 3,1} where
~ (a__d)Z /
G=(M-1)E |log T+1 la#a|, (18)

Proof: The proof is provided in Apd.IC. [ |
As an example of TH_IVI3 consider the case in which= ¢?/(c®>+ 1): in this case the condition i (IL7) translates to the
set.e/ (M) defined as

1-
/(M) = {0,A1,cA1,¢*Aq...AM 20} — Do — ¢ (19)
where/\q is determined so that the variance is equal to one, that is
N21-cM2 A1 QM2
M 1-c2 _(M 1-c ) =1 (20)

which follows from the properties of the geometric series.

Note that Th[IV:B implies that, whee? is much larger tharP, then the capacity of the DPC-FFD-RCSI géVlLtimes the
capacity of the channel without state.

We conclude by providing an outer bound for the case of a naoatis fading distribution. Unfortunately this bound is not
tight in general: this reflect the fact that the outer bougdi&chniques employed so far are too crude to address thesajen

case.

Theorem IV.4. Outer Bound for continuous fading distributi ons.
Consider the case in which A has a continuous distributioth wsuch that there exists a an intervaH [a,b] C R with

Pa(l) > 1/2, let moreover

a elab] st P@)(b—a)=P(l)

G= | log((a—a)?)dps, (21)



then the capacity’ is upper bounded as

1log(1+P)+1 Pa(l) <Pa(l)c?

B log(1+P)+ Pa(l)c? <Pa(M)(P+1)
Palog (PP) +1-G/2

Blog(1+P)+1-G/2  Pa)® > Pa()(P+1)

¢ < ROVT —

It is straightforward to verify that the above bound cannetditained by simply performing Costa pre-coding against a

value ofcd'S for somea’ of choice: in fact this strategy achieves

1 1 P
RIN = é |Og(1+ P) — E]EA |:|Og (m(a— a/)2+ 1):|

1 1 22 o (@—@)?
~ élog(1+ P)— E]EA [Iog <m|n{a C ,P}T +1])1,

which goes to zero aB or ¢ grows, unlessA is mostly concentrated arourad+1/c2.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we studied a variation of the classic dirty papannel in which the channel state is multiplied by a fadirfg
process which is unknown at the transmitter. We considdr tiw case in which the decoder has knowledge of the fading and
the case in which it does not. For this model we derive inner @uter bounds to capacity and bound the difference between
the two when possible. When fading knowledge in not avadladil the receiver, the gap between inner and outer bounds is
small for a number of classic fading distributions but it & bounded for others. When fading knowledge is availabiiat

receiver we can characterize capacity for some specificatsdistributions of the fading.
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APPENDIX

A. Proof of Th[IIT.1

e Capacity outer bound

Consider the following series of inequalities developeaxrfrFano’s inequality

N(R— &n) (22a)
<1(YN;w) (22b)
<1(YN;wisY) (22)
=h(YN|SY) — h(YNjw, SV, xN) (22d)
=N mjaxh(Yj |Sj) — h(YNw, SV xN) (22e)
= Nmaxis, [h(X; +csA +Z;)] —h(YNw, SV, xN) (22f)
< QES log2me (P+c?s* + 1) — h(YNw, SY, XN) (229)
< glogZTre(P+02+1)—h(YN|W,SN,XN), (22h)

where [22p) follows from the GME property given thatlL X and VarA] = 1 by definition while follows from Jensen’s
inequality and from the fact th&[g = 0. Note that the mean dk does not influence this bound.

For the term—h(YN|w, S, XN) we have:

—h(YNw, SV, xN) (23a)
= —h(cS'AY + ZNjw, SV, xN) (23b)
= —h(cAN + ZN|gY) (23c)
= —Nh(cSA| +Z;|S;) (23d)
< —NH(SjAj[S)) —Nlog|c], (23e)

where [23k) follows from the Markov Cha&'AN +ZN — SN —w, XN, (234) from the fact that,§ andZz; are iid RV.

The term—h(Sj,Aj|S;j) can be rewritten as
1 4
—h(SAj|S) = —h(Aj) — Es| 5log(s’) | = ~h(A)) + 3,

wherey is the Euler's constang~ 0.577. Note that the derivation holds férboth continuous or discrete.

Combining the bounds in_(22) and {23) we obtain the exprasisiqg).

e Capacity inner bound

For the inner bound, we consider Costa’s dirty paper codirafegyy to pre-canceliaS while disregarding the remaining



randomness in the fading. This strategy attains

RN =1(Y;U|A) —1(U;9)

=HU|S) —H(UIY).
Considering now the assignment in whighandU

X~ A (0,P),

U=X+kS

which attains

1 P

N S+

RY > Slog <P+ PR ) (24)
P+c2(1+p3)+1

by upper boundindn(U|Y) using the GME property. The optimal choice lofs

P
K= — 25
Pritc (25)
which achieves
1 P
N S 2
RN > 2Iog (1+—02+1>’ (26)

as expected.

e Gap between inner and outer bound
By comparing the outer bound expression[ih (8)and the innent expression il (26) have that the difference in the two
expressions is
G=RVT_R" (27a)

= % log2re(P+ 1+ ¢?) — % log(2meca) + %

- (% log 2me(P+ 1+ ¢?) — % log 2mme(c? + l)) (27b)
1 2+1\ vy

=5 Iog( 2 > +3 (27c)
1 4 y

< > log <—3ac2> + > (27d)
1 1 1

< = it b

_2Iog<a>+2, (27¢)

where [Z7H) follows from the fact that capacity is known tdhivi 1 bit for c < 3.

Equation [2¥) concludes the proof.



B. Proof of Th[IVIL

e Capacity outer bound

Using Fano’s inequality we write

N(R—¢) < I(YN;w|AY) (28a)
< gIEA [log 2rte(P + a’c? + 2|c||a] VP + 1)} —HYNw, AN + % (28b)
< gEA [log2me(P+ac? + 1) — H(YN|w,A"Y) + % (28c)
< gEA [log2me(P+c¢?+1)] — aNesz HYNW,AN =&V + % (28d)

where [28H) follows from Jensen’s inequality. Next we deravbound orH (YN|W, AN) based on the letter-typicality of the

sequencea”, defined as
:—rL]N(k|aN) - PA(k)’ <ePak) Vk €, (29)
whereN(k|aV) is the number of symbols is the sequemewnhich are equal td, i.e.
N
NKaY) = S Lpea. (30)
j;i {k=aj}

Accordingly, thee-typical set.ZN(Pa) is defined as the set @' which satisfy [29):

IN(Pp) = {aN, :—rL]N(k|aN) — PA(k)‘ <ePa(k), Vk e ,Qz}. (31)
Using the letter-typicality in[(29), we write:
- 5 PEHH(YMW,AY =a") (32a)
aNegN
< - }N P(@V)H (YNjw, AN = aV). (32b)
aNe TN (Pa)

Let now ¢ < PA,’,#;% so thatN(a'|xV) > 1/2. With this provision, we can define the sequem® as a permutation of the
sequenca where

o if @ #£4, theng =4,

. if g #£4, theng =4a.

This permutation is also depicted in Fig. 3: the sequeftés obtained by permuting the positiongor which a; # & with
some of the positiong for which a; = & sinceN(&'|xV) > 1/2, this can always be done. Note that-2(N — N(a'|a")) =
2N(a'|a") — N positions are such tha =3 = 4.

With this definition ofa™ we next define the equivalent channel output

Y = XN 4 caVsV + 7V, (33)



sequence sequence

aV a
e ™~
Portion of a
>' # al
. N
Portion of A <
/
= da <
Portion of aN Portion of a
Fd 0 _
Permutation =a
~ %

Fig. 3. The permutation that genera@¥ from aV in the proof of Th[IV1 in App[B.

whereZ" has the same marginal distribution 8¥ and any chosen joint distribution with this term.

With these definitions in place, we write:

- EN P@V)H(YNw, AN = aV) (34a)
aNe% (Pa)
= ) (HYNW, AN = aV) + H (YN w, AN = a) (34b)
2 E% (Pa) ( )
1 N N N N >N
g_éaNe% (H NpcaVsV4ZN XN 4 caNSV+Z |W)) (34c)
_ _% 3 P(aV)H (c(a a4 2N - ZN XN 4 caNs +ZNIW) (34d)
aNe 7. (Pa)
1 - o
=—= H(c@ —a™MsV+zN—-Z") + H(Y|Y =Y, w, SN, xN) (34e)
2,3, P (e ") )
1 - >N
<= H(c@ —a™MSN+zN-Z") +H(@Z) (34)
2aNe?Z;‘ ( ( ) )
1 ( -y N
= H(c@N-aMsV+zN-7 +—Iog(2rre)) (349)
2aN % - ( ) 2

where [32k) follows from the fact th&" and the additive noises are independent fidn
Let us now focus solely on the term 2y ;v v p,) P(@")H (c(aN —aN)sV - zN —ZN): we can make use of the following

properties of the typical sets:

aVe N (35a)
| TN (Pa)| < (1 5)2"2-8HA) (35b)

N(kja") < NPa(k)(a)(1—¢), (35¢)



for

— 2|M|e*n2min<PA(k)_ (36)
Using the properties il (85) we now write:
1 N N _ gNygN N_ SN
-3 > P )H(c(a —aMSNpZN -7 ) (37a)
aNe 7. (Pa)
1 1 =N
e — H(c@ —aMsV+zN-Z (37b)
22 NIHR®) %(PA) ( )
1
<-3 c(a—a)S+Z-— (37¢)
s, 3 3 7).

We would now wish to change the summation in the right hand efd(37¢) fromi € [1...N] to k€ «/. To do so we need to
remember hova™N was defineda, —3; can take valuess’ —a, a—a and 0. Since the entropy terkh (c(a; —-a)S+7Z —Z) is
not affected by the sign d& —3a;|, we conclude that there aréNe—N(a'|aV)) times in which we havel (c(a —k)S +Zi — Z;)
for somek # & and N(a'|aV) — N terms with valueH (Zi —Z;). Additionally, for a givenk, H (c(a’ — k)S +Z — Z;) appears
N(k/aV) times.

With these observations we now write

1 1 N

- H(ca—a)S+Z -2 (38a)
2 2-Nn(1+&)H(A) aNeJZ‘( ) ;( ( 1 '))
1 1 _
= 2N(kla“)H (c(a —K)S +Z - Z)
2 2-N(1+e)H(A) aNe;gNmA) A
- %(2N(a’|a”) -N)H (z-Z). (38b)

We can now choose the joint distribution betwegrani Z; to simplify the bound above: for simplicity we choozl = ",

With this choice, we can write

1 1 =
S S— 2N(k|laV)H (c(a' —K)S +Z - Z)
22 nL+eHA) Z 2Py ke
—%(2N(a’|a )—N)H (Z - Z) (39a)
11 > 2N(Kla")H (c(@ — K)S) — ~ log(4rre) (39b)
2 2-n(1+£)H(A) e 5N e ke T 4
1t 2N(k|aN)} log(2rec(a —k)?) — N log(47te) (39c)
2 2—n(1+e)H(A) aNey%(PA) o 2 4
_ 1 n(1-€)H(A) Ny L 12
~ e (102 > NKa)3 log(2med (@ ~ k)
cof/\&
N
~7 log(4rte) (39d)
_ 1 n(1-g)H(A) 1 2
= oA (1 %)2 (1-eN 5 Rak(a)3 log(2rmec(a —k)?)

ke \a

— ; log(4rte). (39%¢)



WhenN is sufficiently large and sufficiently small, we then have that

—H(YNw,AN) (40a)
<- 3 mwmﬂﬂmem@w—m%—ﬂmmmm—%” (40b)
kea/\a 2 4
=/
< —% logc?® — %; - g log(411e) — a1, (40c)

for somegy that goes to zero ad — co.

Using the bound in[{40) i (28d) and for sorag sufficiently small, we obtain

=/

1 P G 1 1
ROYT — 5 log (2mre(P+ ?+1)) - ?A logc? — 5 —7'00(27€) + 5 (41a)
1 P, G
< EIog(P+ A+1)— ?Alog(cz)— 5 +1 (41b)

We next optimize the above expression over the parantétever the sef0,c?] since capacity must be decreasingcinThe

optimal value ofc? in (@) is

(A)° :min{%(ljL P),cz}. (42)

A

When P,gc2 > I5/A(1+ P) this optimization yield the tighter outer bound than thegioral outer bound in[{41)

ouT
R |P,gc22|3;(1+P> (43)
Pa 1 G
= 5 log(1+P) + Sha(Pa) — 5 +1 (44)
PA G 3
< A 4=
<5 log(1+P) > + > (45)
wherehy(x) indicates the binary entropy. so that the overall outer doean be further simplified as
$log(P+c?+1)
RUT={  _Phiog(c?)—S+1 PA@ <Ph(P+1) (46)

Rlog(1+P)—S+3 P2 >Pa(P+1).

e Capacity inner bound

For the inner bound consider the simple scenario in whichrémesmitter Costa pre-codes against the realizat#®, which

occurs more than half of the time. That is, consider the assént

X ~ A (0,P)

P
U=X+——acS U_LX.
TEr2es



The attainable rate of this scheme is

RN =Ea [[I(Y;U|A) - 1(U;9)]"] (47a)
P, Pa(a) (1+c%®+P)(1+P)
> Jlog(1+ P)+g/,a7éa’ > 109 <P;\c2(a—a/)2+P+c2a2+1) , (47Db)

the latter term is bounded as

Pa(a) (1+ca®+P)(1+P)
2 (Pcz(a_ a)2 1 Pt cZa? i1 (48a)
Pa(a Pa(a pa2c2 a—a 2
5 P@ggip)- B >|og(P+CZa2+1< ) +1) o
of aFd
2
> Pa(a) log(P _B@, (mln{P a’c?} (a— Za) . 1) 80
o aFd 2 a
> PAéa log (mm{l, ?} ) (48d)
o, a;éa’
2
G (mm 1 ﬁ} ) use
o a;éa’ 2 P
/
> _ Pa(a) log ( (a—a) + 1) _ s
o a;éa’ 2

This attainable rate can be improved upon by using two cod#svane that treats the interference as noise. We can assign
power a to one codeword and powear = 1— a to the other and successively optimize over the power asdiga each

codeword. This yield the achievable rate

1 aP
IN _ = -
RY = a@[g,)f}EA {Zlog (1+ 1+ 02a2+EP)
Pa _ Pa(a) ( (1+c%a®+aP)(1+aP) )
—~Llog(1+aP lo 49a
T load Hﬂ)a#a, 2 N\ PPa-a)rap+ a2 +1 (492)
1 aP [=A G
> = A N B P | —
> a@[%EA {Zlog <1+ 1+c2a2+ﬁP> +5 log(1+aP) 5 (49Db)
1 PA /
> - - _n el -
> a@[% 2Iog <1+ 1+02+WP) +5 log(1+aP) > (49¢)

where [49b) follows from the fact that the bound [n](48) hdidisany P.

/
a*P_max{min{;—f\cZ—l,P},o}, (50)
A

so that, wherP, < Pic? < Py(P+1) we have

the optimal value ofiP is then

=/

N = % log(P+¢c?+1) — % log () — ha(Pa) (51a)
_ )
> :—leog(P+c2+1)—%log(c2)—1—%. (51b)



Finally, we have shown the achievability of the outer bound

Zlog (1+ ch2) P < PAc?
1log(P+c?+1) Pp < Pac? <P (P+1)

RN = (52)

P, /
—2log(c?)-1-%
Rlog(1+P)-1-  Pi@>Ph(P+1)

e Gap between inner and outer bound

A gap between inner and outer bound of 3 bits in the inteP){(a? > ﬁ; can be obtained by comparing the two expressions
in (52) and [@B) in the cases B, < PAc? , i) Py < PAc? < PA(P+ 1) and iii) Psc? > Py(P+1).

For the case in whiclﬁ; < P,gc2 we have that? < 1 so that the capacity can be approached to within 1 bit byitgshe
interference as noise with a variance partially known atrdeeiver.

In the other two cases the gap is at me§ + % +3.
C. Proof of Th[IV.B

e Capacity outer bound

We proceed in the bounding from Fano’s inequality up[id (28Mpp.[B.
We next wish to construct now a sequeraée from aN as done it the proof of TH_IW1: for this proof we actually dete

constructM — 1 auxiliary sequences,z\‘l(), obtained as
a[\‘k) ={a=0aj = ayi=Omodk+jm) Vi €[Ll...]o} ke[0..M—1]. (53)
Accordingly we define((';‘) as the channel output obtained when the fading sequem%% ias in [33),
Yy = X+l SV +Zfy,. (54)

Note that, as in the proof of Th. V.1, we can associate aiffenoise to eaclﬂ('\k‘> in (54) and later choose the joint distribution
among these noise terms. Since the symbols are equiprobableave thaP(YN|wW,AN = a?‘m) = P(YN|w,AN = a[\‘k)) for all
k. Additionally, given the definition of typicality in[{29)fia\ € .ZN, we have that alsta’(‘l‘() e FN. As a last definition, let

Y('z)(j) be the subset of position Gf\k‘>(j) in which a j = aj for j € [1...M] in the chosen ordering of/, that is
Yoo () = {Yuoi(i), st ,agi=aj, ie[l...N]}, Vje[l..M] (55)

Accordingly Y(g)(m) is the subsets of channel outputs in whigh= xm andY (modm+Kk)) are the same subsets of outputs

but in whichaj = Xmogm+k)-

A first part of the proof involves extending the bounding[id{3o the case of any number of passible fading realization

M = |<7|. This derivation involves a recursion which we illustratéstusing the cas® = 3: the general case is inferred from



| N - - -
e TGO | T | )
N IN BN 7
Pirtzn of d Y(Z(\)]) (2)< Y(]Y) (3)< Yg) (1)<
_ 2 - _\ ___________________ -\
N >~ 7 7
ortion of N N N
P:ta3 f Yo) (3)< Yo (1)< Yp) (2)3

Fig. 4.  An illustration of the The sequench‘% and the subsequenc&%(j) for k,j € {1,2,3} in App.[A

this derivation. We shall continue the derivation of theesubound from[(28d) and focusing on the bounding of the term

—H(YNjw, AN).
e Case forM =3

ConsiderM = 3 and.«/ = {a;,az,a3} for some ordering of the elements.i#f and, as in[(38) note that

—HYMw,AY) < — > P@M)H(YNw,a") (56a)
aNe 7. (Pa)
1
== 2 H N W.aY) + g (56b)
aNe 7 (Pa)

The sequence‘é('\k‘) and the subsequenc&‘%(j) for k, j € {1,2,3} are illustrated it FigL}4 from which we see thé) (1),
Y1)(2) andY(3)(3) are obtained from the same setX$, Ss andZs but different fading value.

For this reason we can write

—H(YNAY =al) (57a)
. _% (HOMWAY = alfy) -+ H O W, AN = el )+ H (YW, AY = ) ) (57b)
< —% (H (Yo Y, Y5 |W)) (57¢)
= _% (HOY) (). Y5, Y8 (3. Y (0. Y8 2).Y0 (3. Y3, (0).Y3 2. Y5, 3)IW) ) (57d)

where [57H) follows form the fact that the transformatiorvafiables has Jacobian one.

Using the definition on('E)(j) in (G8) we conclude that the vector

Y1)(2) - Y(%)(l)v Y(%)(Z) =Y2(1); Y2(2) =Y (1), (58)



is a permutation of the vector

claz—a)SN + 2, (59)
whereZ)), is a permutation of the terms
Z0)(2) = Z12)(1), Z(2)(2) = Z10)(1), Z(2)(2) — Z1(1)]. (60)
We then have
—3H(YNw, AN = aN) (61a)

<H(Y)(2).Y(5(3),Y5)(2).Y5(3),Y3)(2), Y5 (3) W, (c(az — a1)SY) + Z3y W)

—H(c(az—ar)S" + Zyw), (61b)
where [61Ib) follows from the fact that this transformaticas hunitary Jacobian. Consider now the vector
Y5 (3) = Yu)(2), Yuy(3) - Y(5(2), Y3 —Y2(2)], (62)

which is again a permutation of the vector

clag—ap)SV + 28, (63)
whereZY), is a permutation of the noise vector
1283 -2(2), 203 -2 (2, Z0(3)-Z)(2)] (64)
With this definition we can write
—3H(YNw, AN = aNy (65a)

< H(c(ag—ap)SY + Z|c(az — a1)SN + Z))) —H(c(az—a1)SN + Z))
—H(Y0)(3). Y1) (3),Y2)(3) Ic(az — a1)S" + Z}}, c(ag — @) S + Z5, W) (65b)

< H(c(ag—a2)SY + Zh|c(a —a1)S¥ + Zby) — H(c(az — a)SY + Z) — H(ZY), (65c)
whereZ)) is a permutation of the noise terms
[Z0)(3), Yu)(3), Y2(3)] . (66)

The expression in[{6bc) is composed of vectors of indepeanigems, but the distribution ofg‘l and Zgz might not be

identical, since we haven't chosen a joint distributiorvi@n the noise terms. At this point in the proof we can sen tlises



to be independent so that
Zo1i, Zz2i ~ - (0,2), (67)

and iid for alli € [1...N]. We can now evaluate the terms [0 (b5c) for this assignment as

H(c(ap —aq)SN + Z) = g log2me (207 + 2), (68)
and
H(c(az —a)SN + Z|c(ax —ap) SV + 2D (69a)
c(az—ay) 5  Claz—a)(az—a1) 5
=NH ( ?(az— — l-—"-—5—8S)+Zs— 69b
<C (a3 —az)(a2 al)( Ploo—m2 1 >+ 22— a2il ) (69b)
where we haveZs, andZ,; are zero mean Gaussian with variance two. which can be fustheplified as
H (c(ag — 82)S+ Zgo|c(az — a1) S+ Z»1) (70a)
= H(CA2S+ Z2|cA1S+2Zy) (70b)
1 23
= Zlog2me( 2N +2 - ——12 70c
2109 ( ATV (70¢)
1 2c2 (05 +47) +4
= Zlog2me | —2 1 70d
299 ”e< 207 12 > (70d)
1 (D3 +03)+2
=Zlog( —=2—-—-—") +log2me 70e
2 ( N2+ 2 )+ g (70e)
The conditions in[(1I7) foM = 3 become
N> a, (71a)
03> (ac?—1)A2 —  D+0%>ac?h?, (71b)
for somea > 0 so that we can write
—3H(YNAN =aN) <2 —§I092rre(cz) — 5 loga | — = log2re. (72)
Note that when[{71b) holds, then the entropy teify |aN, W) no longer depends oa¥ and thus we have that
N NjaAN _ N M-1 1
= 5 PEYHH(YNAY =aY) < - == (log2rec — Sloga | — a, (73)
v 2M 2
aved/

for somee,; which goes to zero all goes to infinity. Equation (73) follows, similarly t6 (#0)oin the fact that the typical
set ZN(Pa) contains most of the probability and that the sequencesertytpical set have a sample probability close to the
Pa.

e Case for generalM

The derivation for the caskl = 3 can be extended to the general case by generalizing thedimguim (57), [61) and[{70)



to anyM. Typicality, as in [7B), can be invoked to obtain a bound am térmH (YN|W,AN). The bound in[(37)

o produceM — 1 sequenca{‘fo and the corresponding sequenh’% so that

1

—H(YNw,aN — k;H (74a)
1

<-H (Y>> Yim_)|W). (74b)

This expands on the bounding in{57)

« Obtain the term(a, —a;)S\ 4+ Z»1 as combination of the terméy (2) — Y modk+m—1,m)) (1) from the entropy term in
(7Z5): this transformation is composed of a circular magid an identity matrix which can be shown to have unitary
determinant. This term can be removed it from the term ingisire definition of conditional entropy and bounded as
—N/2log(2med®) + 1/2log(a) This generalizes the passage[inl(61).

« Successively remove the termgS\ +Z(i,1) so that

1 _ ~ ~ ~ ~
—H(YNJA =g MZ H(ASH+Z|MS+Zy ... N_1S+Zi_1) —H(Zw), (75)

whereZ ;1 is defined analogously t#; in (60).

Each termH (A S+ Z|A18+ Z1...0N_1S+ Z,l) in (Z8) can be evaluated as
_ _ _ 1 A(Y_,A?) 42
H(AIS+Zi|8S+ 21515+ Zi1) = 5 log (2(2:;—12)) . (76)
@ (3i40%)+2
This term, under the condition ifL{17) can be bounded &&dg 2rre + 1/2loga.
This generalizes the bounding i {70).

With the above recursion we come to the outer bound

-1 oo 1 M—1 1
M Iog((1+uA)c)+2Iog(a) oM +2 (77)

1
REUT = Slog(1+ (1+pR)c® +P) -

This expression correspond to the expressiofiih (41) in thefmf Th.[I\V.1, consequently in can be optimized oeeas such

said expression. This results in the outer bound

310g (P+c(1+p3) +1) — Mgt log(c*(1+ k)
—Ytlog(a) + 3

OUT __ 1
R = M
a1 109(1+P) — Yt log(a) + 3 Lc2(14pd) > ML (P+1).

c2(1+pd) <Y L(P+1) (78)

e Capacity inner bound

For the inner bound, consider the case in which the transmptte-codes against one of the realizations of the statestim



the fading. Let such realization @SV so that we attain the rate

1 Pc(a—a)?
IN
> bl i .
R M Iog(1+ P)— M Waz#a, o] <P+02a2+ 1 + 1> (79)
as in [@8). Using the definition o in
RV L log(1+P)—1 (80)
- 2M '

By combining the scheme i (I79) with the scheme that treatdating-times-state as noise we attain the bound

1 oP 1 —
RN = max Zlog | 1+ — | +=—log(1+05P)—1, 81
5¢[0.1] 2 g( 1+c2(1+uf\)+5P> 2M g( ) (81)

and the optimization oved yields

1 P M-1 12 2
SN _ ) 2109(P+ (14 kR) +1) Yt < w1+ pd) <Y (P+1) ©2)
~Yotlog(P(1+ 1) — G
a1 10g(1+P) ~G AR+ ) > M2 (P+1)

e Gap between inner and outer bound

The gap between inner and outer bound is obtained by contptivenexpressions i (¥8) and the expressiorin (82).

D. Proof of Th[IV.#
Similarly to the proof of Th[IV.1L in App[CB when deriving an t®u bound to capacity.

N(R—¢) < I(YN;w|ANY) (83a)
< g A [log2me(P +a%c? + 1) — gH(YN|W,AN) (83b)
<N log2re(P+ (14 pa)c®+1) — N P@)H (YN w,AN = aV)daV, (83c)
-2 2 JaNeaN
where
H(YNjAN w / Pa")H (XN + cad! + 2N w)daM
+/ P(@")H (XN + cad' + ZNw)da"
RN\IN
Given the condition in[(21) and since
N N N N 2
5 10g(27e) <H (X" + cad' +ZNw) < S logP+c*+1)+1, (84)

andIN is a closed interval, we can apply the mean value theorem andude that

/.N P(@)H (XN + ca's 4+ ZN W, AN = aN)dal = P (IN)H (XN + caNs + ZNw), (85)



for somea™ € IN. Note that this holds even if the distributi®qin v has some discrete points because of the convolution with
the distribution ofzN.

We can now write

/|N P(@V)H (XN 4 cad' + zNjw)da"
+/ P@V)H(XN +cad' + zNw)da"
JRN\IN
= (Pa(l) = (1= Pa())NHXN + ca™sY + ZN|w)

+ - Pa(@) (H(XN +ca! +ZMw) + H (XN + caVs¥ + ZN|w)) da

> (Pa(l) — (L= Pa()NH (XN 4 caNgV + zN|xN SY)
+ /RN\lN P(a) (H (XM + ca's + 2N XN + caNs + ZM\w)) da

PA(1) — (1= Pa( )N
2

[ P (e )4 2 XM S 4 2wl

N ORLESL0)

n P(aN)<}I092ne(cz(a'\‘—a’”)2+2)
JrAI 2

>N

log(2re)

log(2rte)

+H(ZN|c(@ —a™)st 4+ zN, SV xN)) da

N PA2(| ) log(21e) + %\') log 2te(1+ pZ)c>

" Pa(a) (a—a)?
* N./R\I 2 log ( 1+ uAZ ) da
Pa(l)

> NTI log(2rte) + @ log 2rte(1 + pZ)c? + G.

This yields the same outer bound &s1(41) but with an updatpdesgion forG. As for Thm.[IV.1 we can optimize the

expression irc and obtain the same outer bound.
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