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Abstract—We investigate if feedback can increase the capac- E;
ity of an energy harvesting communication channel where a l
transmitter powered by an exogenous energy arrival process
and equipped with a finite battery communicates to a receiver Brax | Battery

over a memoryless channel. For a simple special case whereeth De BEC v,
energy arrival process is deterministic and the channel is 8EC, - t t -
Transmitte Channe Receive
[Transmittef—{ Channe}——{ Receivel
| |

we explicitly compute the feed-forward and feedback capaties
and show that feedback can strictly increase the capacity dhis
channel. Building on this example, we also show that feedbkc Y, .
can increase the capacity when the energy arrivals are i.i.d )
known noncausally at the transmitter and the receiver.
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Fig. 1. Energy harvesting channel model.
I. INTRODUCTION

The capacity of the basic energy harvesting communication

channel where the transmitter is powered by an exogenqBgC). See Figl]l. We compute the capacity of this channel
energy arrival process and equipped with a battery of siggth and without causal output feedback from the receiver to
Buax has been of significant recent interest [LI-[7]. Thehe transmitter and show that the feedback capacity istlgtric

capacity has been characterized in the two extremal cag@ger than the feed-forward capacity. We then extend our
Bumax = 00 and Bimax = 0 in [1] and [Z] respectively. When model to the case of i.i.d. Bernoulli battery recharges and
Bmax is finite, [7] characterizes the capacity as the limit of aghow that when the energy arrivals are known noncausally

n-letter mutual information rate under various assumpt'mrms at the transmitter and the receiver, feedback also incsghse
the availability of energy arrival information at the tramiter capacity of this channel.

and/or t_he receiver, and derlve_s upper and lower boundswhic The fact that feedback increases the capacity of the energy
are easier to compute, and which differ by a constant gap. Tll?

difficulty in ch terizing th it in thi liasth a?rvesting channel is indeed surprising. In a classicatless
fl Itctlrjl B{I'rr: ¢ t?rac elr;]zmg N catp:u y ":j Its E[:atse !?h © channel, it is clear that feedback can increase the capacity
actthat the channe! has an input-depencent state wi m}emg]y allowing the transmitter to learn the state of the channel

Wh'Ch is known at t.he transmltter. but not at the receiver. Iwhich is typically available at the receiver. However, in an
this paper, we consider the question of whether feedback ¢ rgy harvesting channel the state of the system (captured

increase the capacity of this peculiar channel. the available energy in the battery) is readily known at th

. . . .. b
Feedback natur.ally comes into play in certain app“.cat'o?%nsmitter (but not at the receiver) and communicationuoec
of energy harvesting networks where the transmitter is POWLer a memoryless channel. It is tempting to believe thatesi

ered by RF energy transfer from its corresponding TeCEVEI information regarding the state of the channel is alyead

Such applications include internet of things, where many i m{i\ilable at the transmitter, feedback from the receivel wi

self-powgred sensor nodes may b? communicating to a s provide the transmitter with any additional informatind
node which has access to conventional power, or RFID ta

| h licati " b wral for th . erefore will not increase the capacity of this channelekd,
h such applications 1t can beé natural for the TECEIVer ipq interesting to note that in his 1956 paper on zero error
provide feedback information to the transmitter along wit

. : apacity [8], Shannon claims that feedback would not irsgea
RF energy. We model such a communication scenario wi pacity [8] ! wou !

. _ e capacity of such channels. Theorem 6 of his paper proves
a simple model. We assume that the transmitter has a UH pactty Paper p

|5 . . .
I L t feedback does not increase the capacity of a discrete
battery which is recharged periodically every two chanrselsu memoryless point-to-point channel. His proof is followey b

and the communication occurs over a Binary Erasure Chanma following interesting comment:

The work of D. Shaviv and AQzgur was partly supported by a Robert “It is interesting that the first sentence of Theorem 6 can

Bosch Stanford Graduate Fellowship and the Center for Seiefi Informa- pea generalized readily to channels with memory providegl the
tion (CSol), an NSF Science and Technology Center, undet grgreement

CCF-0939370. The work of H. Permuter was supported by thaelScience aré Of such a nature that the_ |r_1ternallstate of the f:ha_nnel can
Foundation (grant no. 684/11) and the ERC starting grant. be calculated at the transmitting point from the initial &a
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Fig. 2. Binary erasure channel.

and the sequence of letters that have been transniftted.

Our Channel mOde| described in SeCtlml Il CorreSpondS to Fig. 3. Finite state energy harvesting binary erasure atflann

a time-invariant finite state channel where the state is com-

putable at the transmitter from the initial state and thednait-

ted symbol sequence. As such, it provides a counter-exametergy constrainf{1)f; (w) < b;(f;—1(w)). The receiver sets

to Shannon’s claim. W =g(¥Y™).

When there is feedback from the receiver to the transmitter,

I SYSTFfM MODEL the encoding functior{4) is changed to
The energy harvesting binary erasure channel (EH-BEC)

depicted in Fig[ll has input alphabat = {0,1}, output frMx YTt x, (6)

alphabety = {0,1,e}, and channel transition probabllltlesSuch thate, = £, (w, Y*~1). In both cases, the capacity is de-

given in Fig.[2. The transmitter has a battery with finit(? . ;
capacityBy.. = 1, and the input symbol energy at each timemed in the usual way as the supremum of all achievable rates.
max L It is interesting to note that this channel, with or without

slot is constrained by the avallablt? energy in the batteey. I'feedback, is equivalent to a finite state time-invarianincieh
B, represent the available energy in the battery at tintehe . -
where the transmitter can compute the state from the initial

system energy constraints can be described as .
Y oy state of the channel and the transmitted symbol sequence,

Xy < By, (1) satisfying the conditions of Shannon’s claim discusseci t
By = min{By_1 — Xy_1 + B, 1}, ) earlier section. LefS; = (P, B;) whereB,, P, € {0,1} and
where E; is an exogenous process of energy arrivals. Tu- 1 P=0
. - o : By =
tuncuoglu et al.[[3],[[5] considered similar binary charnel 1-X, ,P=1

with a unit sized battery, with a noiseless channel and a
binary symmetric channel (BSC) instead of the BEC, and i.i.d
Bernoulli energy arrivals. Consider a binary channel with no input constraints, but
Here we consider a special case where the energy arrivigistead assume that wheB, = 1, the channel behaves as
E; are binary and deterministic. In particular, suppose a standard BEC and wheB, = 0, the channel behaves as a

Pt+1:1—Pt.

1+ odd BEC with X = 0 at its input, regardless of the actual input
E, = { ’ X;. This channel is illustrated in Fi¢] 3. Assume the initial
0 ,teven state iss; = (p1,b1) = (1,1), and it is known beforehand
Therefore,B; can be written as both at the transmitter and the receiver. Here the statalari
B, corresponds to the battery level in the energy harvesting
B, = {1 ;¢ odd (3) channeland’; € {0,1} is a state variable indicating whether
1-—X;-1 ,teven the timet is odd or even P stands for “parity”). The state

We consider this channel with and without feedback. Aﬂlagram is shown in Figll4. Note that at odd times, the

(M, n) code for the EH-BEC without feedback is an encodinS%tate always_ reyerts tg.: (1,1). At even times, the sta_te_
function f and a decoding functiop: a deterministic function of the past input, thereforesit i

computable at the transmitter, but unknown at the receiter.

fiM—=&", (4) is easy to see that this time-invariant finite state chanmi w
gV = M. (5) Mo input constraints is equivalent to our original EH-BEE, a
codes designed for one channel can be easily translateeé to th
where M = {1,..., M}. To transmit message € M the other with the same probability of error.

transmitter sets™ = f(w). The functionf must satisfy the
1. CAPACITY WITHOUT FEEDBACK

1The first sentence of Theorem 6 readis & memoryless discrete channel . . . L
with feedback, the forward capacity is equal to the ordinagpacity C The Impact of the energy constraint [ (3) Is to proh|b|t the

(without feed-back). transmission of the inputx;,z2) = (1,1) over a block of



Fig. 4. State diagram of the energy harvesting binary eeasbannel.

two channel uses starting with an odd channel use. With this
additional input constraint, the channel is memorylessr ove

blocks of two channel uses froff? to Y'2. The capacity is

then
C(a) max I(X?%Y?)
X2#(1,1)

m H(Y?) — H(Y? X?
5 e [HO7%) = H(Y?X2)]
1 2

= 2 107 ~ el

| = DN =

(@)

where hy(-) is the binary entropy function, i.ehs(a) =
—alog,a — (1 — a)logy (1l — a).

To find the optimal input distribution, we first observe that

whereI(X? — Y?) is directed information ang(x?||y;)
p(z1)-p(x2|z1, 11) is the causal conditioning input distribution
with the additional constraint

plee =1z1=1,11) =0 Vyi.

imposed by energy harvesting model. This result has been

established for a far more general case_in [9] (specificaidy,
apply here Theorem 2 and eq. (48) therein).
Let

p('rl = 1) = P1,

p(z2 = 1|z = 0,31 = 0) = pay,
p(ze = 1lz1 = 0,y1 =€) = pae,

where 0 < p1,p20,p2e < 1. Then the directed information
in @) can be written as

I(X? = Y?) = 1(X1; Y1) + [(X?%Ya|V1)
= H(Y1) + H(Y2|Y1) — 2ha(a),

where

H(Y1) = ha(a) + (1 — a)ha(p1),

since the channel is memoryless, then by the symmetry anﬁ(YzlYl) = (1-p)(1-a)H(Ya|Y; =0)

the concavity of the mutual information, the inpyés 1) and
(1,0) must have the same probability, denotee: 0.5. Then

+p1(1 —a)H(Ya|Yy = 1) + aH(Y,|Y; = €).

p(z* = (0,0)) = 1 — 2m. The entropy of the output can becClearly, V; = 1 implies X; = 1, which in turn implies

readily computed, yielding

I(X%Y?) = (1 — a)?[he(27) + 27] + 2a(1 — a)ha(7). (8)
This is a concave function of. To find the maximum, we
take derivative w.r.tr and equate to O:

(1—a)? [210g 1-2

T 1—m

=0

™

2 ==
T . T _ o
1—27 1—m

Denotingr = 1™, we get

+ 2} +2a(1 — a)log

/=) 4 1 =0.

This can be solved numerically for any valuelok o < 1.

Specifically, fora = 0.5 we can solve analytically to obtain
7 = (3 —/5)/2 ~ 0.382. Substituting in the expression for

capacity, we have

C(0.5) = %[@(3 —VB) + 2ha((3 = VB)/2) + 3 — V5]
= 0.4339.

IV. CAPACITY WITH FEEDBACK

Consider now the channel defined in Secfidn Il with feed-

Xo = 0. ThereforeH (Y2|Y; = 1) = ha(a). WhenY; = 0,
the input is necessarilyX; = 0, then the inputXs is
Bernoulli(psg), which yields

H(Y2|Y1 = 0) = ha(a) + (1 — a)ha(p20)-

Finally, whenY; = e, we haveX, 1 w.p. p2. only
if X1 = 0, and X5 = 0 otherwise. ThereforeX,
Bernoulli(pz (1 — p1)), giving

H(}/2|Y1 = e) = hg(a) + (1 — Oé)hg (pge(l —pl)).
Summing up all terms, we get
I(X? = Y?) = (1 —a)[ha(p1) + (1 = a)(1 = p1)ha2(p20)
+ ahy (p2e(1 = p1))]-

This can be maximized by choosingy = 0.5 and p, =
min{m, 1}. Further optimization ovep; € [0, 1] yields

~

1

p1 = 1_|_2170¢‘

We finally get

Cip(a) = I_Ta [log(1+2""%) +al.

back. Looking at blocks of size 2, the channel is memorylessFor a = 0.5, we get

over different blocks, but witin-block memoryThe capacity
of this channel is given by

1
C = I(X?—>Y?
fb(a) 2 p(rﬂgéﬁi) ( )’

9)

Cw(0.5) = 0.4429 > 0.4339 = C(0.5).

For all other values of) < o < 1, the capacities with and

without feedback are plotted in Figl 5.
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Fig. 6. Equivalent channel models. The dashed line corredgpdo the
channel equivalent to the case with feedback.

Fig. 5. Capacity of the EH-BEC with periodical rechargeshveind without

feedback. capacities in the two cases above can be explicitly computed

C=(1-a)max [p(l - a)ha(r) + alha(pr) = rha(p))]
Cry = (1 — ) max [p(l — a) + a(ha(pr) — rha(p))].

V. WHY DOES FEEDBACK HELP?

In this section, we will try to illustrate the intuition betd
the usefulness of feedback in this scenario. Recall that
state of the battery is

1 t odd
B, = ho
1—-X; 1 ,teven

tWé can see thats, > C with equality iff » = 1/2, which is
true only whernp =0 orp =1, or whena =0 or a = 1.

We focus on even times: the transmitter knows the current
state of the channdB;, and the receiver has a noisy estimate
of it B, = Y,_1. (Note thatY;_; is the output of a BEC with
input X, ; = 1 — B;.) With feedback, the transmitter not
only knows the true state of the chanrgl but also its noisy
estimate at the receives,.

The question of whether feedback can help to increase
the capacity of this channel is then related to the following

guestion: Consider a channel with i.i.d. statds known S =0 Sy =1
causally at the transmitter. Assume the receiver observes a
noisy version of the staté,. Can the capacity be increased if Fig. 7. Equivalent channel with i.i.d. states.
the transmitter knew the receiver’s noisy estimate of tlgest
S*? in addition to k_nowing the actual st_ate of the channe_l? See VI. RANDOM ENERGY ARRIVALS
gil\?e[g. t;l;,he capacity when the transmitter observes dflys We showed that feedback can increase capacity when the
energy arrivals are deterministic with period 2. Howevke t
C =maxI(U;Y,S) =maxI(U;Y|S) ,U:S— X. model usually studied in the literature involves i.i.d. ee
plu) p() arrivals (see e.gl [3]/[]6]). We will show that feedback can
When transmitter also observés, the capacity is help in this case as well, at least when noncausal obsemgatio
. of the energy arrivals are available at the transmitter ded t
Cr, = max I(U;Y9) U8 =X receiver.

_ . _ . Consider the model presented in Sectign I, with the fol-
The increase in capacity follows from allowirig to depend |owing modifications: the energy arrivals; are now i.i.d.
ons. Bernoullip) RVs known noncausally to both the transmitter

To illustrate that the second capacity can be strictly largand the receiver. The encoder and decoder functidns (4JEnd (
than the first assumg, = 1 w.p.p andO w.p 1—p. S; is given gre now modified to

as the output of BEC(«) with S; as its input. The channel N N
transition probabilities depend df as in Fig[T (note that this frMx e =&, (10)
is exactly the same as Figl 3, with; replaced byS;)H The g: V" xE" - M, (11)

2 This channel does not exactly correspond to our original BEG and where§’ = {O’ 1} is the alphapet of’;. _S'm'larly to (6), when
has different capacity. We use it to illustrate how feedbaek be useful there is feedback the encoding function becomes

to increase the capacity of the EH-BEC, rather than progidin direct 1
equivalence. friMxE*x YT x. (12)



We prove the following theorem in Appendix A. For each staté&, we generate a codeword where each super-

k i i ki, k—1
Theorem 1. The capacity of the EH-BEC with i'i'd'symbolx IS generated according to the pifz Hy_ ! )'.
. . - Note that this guarantees the energy constriint (1) isfieakis
Bernoullip) energy arrivals and noncausal energy arrival

. . . . o For decoding the codeword corresponding to statewe
information, with and without feedback, is given by use the technique i [11], [10, Section 17.6.3]. Roughlg, th
>, 1 . subcodeword formed by thg-th symbol inside the super-
C=> p(l-p max  H(Y") —ha(a), (13) symbolz* is decoded separately for< j < k by treating the
zf’ffx);q earlier decoded subcodewords and the corresponding channe
T outputs as side information. Thus, for sub-blotkwe can

Chn, = ZPQ(l —p)f=t max H(Y*) - hy(a), (14) achieve ratel(X;;Y}|X/~!,Y7~1). The achievable rate for

(" ly" ) statek is then given by

T Xi<1 N
where p(z*||y*~1) = [, p(zilzi~", ¥~ ") is a causally Ry =Y I(X;YFXx/7yiTh
conditioned input distribution, and in both cases the mazdém j=1
tion is over all input distributions with suppoEf:1 X; <1 =I(X*" > Yh)

a.s., i.e. only input sequences with at most one 1. (a)H(Yk) Fha(0)
= - 2(&),

Observe that for every we have )
where (a) is due to the memorylessness of the channel and

max H(Y")> max H(Y"), becausef (Y;|X;) = ha(a).
p(@ ”yx;){ ,f(mx)fq For a sequence™ and1 < k < N, the empirical
2z Xi< =t distribution of the states, or epoch lengths, is
and the results of SectiohsllII ahd]IV imply that the inegtyali L e
is strict fork = 2 anda = 0.5, that is Ele?) = = Lmin(l: (e™). N) = k
nke) = 5 37 Tmin(a(en), N) = b},
max H(Y?) > max H(Y?). =1
)zg(r@l{yﬁzl Xp(zX)<1 where1{-} is the indicator function, aneh(e™) and ¢;(e"),
phAes e i=1,...,m(e"), have been defined above. Note that this is
Therefore, we conclude that feedback can strictly increaset a legitimate probability distribution, as it does notrsu
capacity for i.i.d. energy arrivals. to 1. Nevertheless, by the strong law of large numbers for
regenerative processes:
APPENDIXA ")
PROOF OFTHEOREM Em 1
| ” wwE") = " LN fnin( (B7), ) = k)
First we note thal’ < C'y, < 1—a, and bothC' andCy, are n m(E™) =
limits of increasing sequences, so convergence is guaente —p-q(k) as. asn — oo,

We prove Theorem]1 for the case with feedback; the proof S ]
without feedback follows exactly the same lines. whereq(k) is a probability distribution, defined as

p(1—p)F~1 1<k<N-1

A. Achievability q(k) = {(1 N1 k=N

Without loss of generality, we assume the initial batteayest
is By = 1, or, equivalently, thatZ; = 1 w.p. 1. Fix N and We define the following-typical set fore™:
maximizing distributions{p(z*||y*~1)}_, in (14). Divide T = {em : |m(kle™) — pg(k)| < epa(k), ¥1 < k < N},
the message intaV messages, such thdt = Zk 1 B
Upon observinge™, the transmitter and receiver divide theiencePr{E™ € T = 1
transmission intcepochs where an epoch refers to the time Now, assuming:" € 7., there aren; > n(1 — €)pq(k)
between two consecutive energy arrivals. More precisély, symbols transmitted in staﬁe The achievable rate is then

can be mapped to a sequence of integghsts, ..., 0n), N

wherem(e™) = Y7, e, is the number of energy arrivals, R=") (1-e)pq(k)Ry

¢;(e™) is the time between theth and the(i + 1)-th energy k=1

arrivals, and we let,, = n — Z;’;l ¢;. Each epoch can be

considered as a super-symbol and the epoch length can be (1—e¢ Zp [H(Y") = kha(a)].

thought of as the random state of the channel determining the

size of the inputted super-symbol. For this super-chaniitbl wThis is a lower bound to capacity for every> 0 and N > 1,
states we use the multiplexing techniquelini [10, Sectiorl}.4therefore we can take— 0 and N — oo to obtain

to communicate a codeword of rafe, over each staté:.

(Since eacl; can take any value betwednandn, we treat Cr, > Zp P TH(YF) = ha(a).

all values greater than or equal f¢ as the statéc = N.)



B. Converse
By Fano’s inequality:

nR —ne, < I(W;Y"|E")

Recall the definition ofn(e™) and/;(e™), : = 1,...,m(e"),
as before. We further defing(e™), i = 1,...,m(e"), as the
energy arrival times, i.e. the times for whieh = 1, or t; =
1+ Z;;ll ¢;(e™) (where again we assumg, = 1 w.p. 1).

[
NE

&
Il
=

I
NE

~
Il
-

I Il
21

I
ting

IW; 3|Vt B
I( XYY E™)

[HY Y™ E™) — ha(a)]

Y"|E™) — nha(a)
p(e")H(Y"|E™ = €") — nha(a).

Then we can further upper-bound the rate as
m(e™)

nR — ne, < Zp(e") Z H(Ytii“fl) — nho(a)

where

en

i=1

m(e™)

en

C(k) 2 max
k k—1
p(®|ly® ")
1 Xi<1

Takingn — oo, we get

where the expectation is over the R¥". By the strong law

Cr

< liminf —E

n—,oo M

<D p(e") Yo O,

H(Y") = khy(a).

m(E™)

> cE)|,

i=1

of large numbers for regenerative processes:

m(E™

n

whereL is a geometric RV with parametgr Moreover, since

m(E™)
>.ﬁ Y C(t(Em) —»p-EC(L)] as,
=1

C(k) < k(1 —a) andn = 76" ¢(e”) for any em:

m(En)

% Y. CltEM)) <(1-a) wp. 1
i=1

which completes the proof.
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