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Abstract—In this paper, we present an analytical model for the
diffusive molecular communication (MC) system with a revesible
adsorption receiver in a fluid environment. The widely used on-
centration shift keying (CSK) is considered for modulation The
time-varying spatial distribution of the information mole cules
under the reversible adsorption and desorption reaction atthe
surface of a receiver is analytically characterized. Basecdn
the spatial distribution, we derive the net number of adsorked
information molecules expected in any time duration. We futher

derive the net number of adsorbed molecules expected at the

steady state to demonstrate the equilibrium concentrationGiven

the net number of adsorbed information molecules, the bit
error probability of the proposed MC system is analytically
approximated. Importantly, we present a simulation framework

for the proposed model that accounts for the diffusion and
reversible reaction. Simulation results show the accuracyf our

derived expressions, and demonstrate the positive effectf the

adsorption rate and the negative effect of the desorption ree on
the error probability of reversible adsorption receiver with last

transmit bit-1. Moreover, our analytical results simplify to the

special cases of a full adsorption receiver and a partial adsption

receiver, both of which do not include desorption.

Index Terms—Molecular communication, reversible adsorption
receiver, time varying spatial distribution, error probab ility.

I. INTRODUCTION

of encoding information onto physical molecules, sensamgi
decoding the received information molecules, which could
enable applications in drug delivery, pollution contradalth,
and environmental monitoring [3].

Based on the propagation channel, molecular communi-
cation (MC) can be classified into one of three categories:
1) Walkway-based MC, where molecules move directionally
along molecular rails using carrier substances, such asanol
ular motors [4]; 2) Flow-based paradigm, where molecules
propagate primarily via fluid flow. An example of this kind is
the hormonal communication through the bloodstream in the
human body [1]; 3) Diffusion-based MC, where molecules
propagate via the random motion, namely Brownian motion,
caused by collisions with the fluid’s molecules. In this ¢ase
molecule motion is less predictable, and the propagation is
often assumed to follow the laws of a Wiener process. Exam-
ples include deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) signaling among
DNA segments [5], calcium signaling among cells [6], and
pheromonal communication among animals [7].

Among the aforementioned three MC paradigms, diffusion-
based MC is the most simple, general and energy efficient
transportation paradigm without the need for external gyner
or infrastructure. Thus, research has focused on the mathem
ical modeling and theoretical analysis [8—12], receptiegign

Conveying information over a distance has been a problgis)  receiver modeling [14], and modulation and demodula-
for decades, and is urgently demanded for multiple distanggp, techniques [15-17], of diffusion-based MC systems.

scales and various environments. The conventional saolugio

to utilize electrical- or electromagnetic-enabled comian
tion, which is unfortunately inapplicable or inappropeidh

In diffusion-based MC, the transmit signal is encoded on
the physical characteristics of information moleculeslsas
hormones, pheromones, DNA), which propagate through the

very small dimensions or in specific environments, such asflig medium via diffusion with the help of thermal energy in

salt water, tunnels, or human bodies. Recent breakthraughgne environment. The information can be encoded onto the the
bio-nano technology have motivated molecular commuraeati gyantity, identity, or released timing of the moleculesthe

[1,2] to be a biologically-inspired technique for nanonetks, jomain of timing channel, the first work on diffusion based
where devices with functional components on the scale of {1c was pioneered by Eckford [8], in which the propagation
100 nanometers (i.e., nanomachines) share information Oyging channel is ideally characterized as an additive eois

distance via chemical signals in nanometer to microme®esCchannel. In the domain of concentration-based encodirgg, th
environments. These small scale bio-nanomachines aréleapgoncentration level of information molecules represerits d
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information molecule is directly proportional to the scmar
root of diffusion time [5], long distance transmission reqa
much longer propagation times. Moreover, the randomness
of the arriving time for each molecule makes it difficult for
the receiver to distinguish between the signals transehitte
in different bit intervals, because the number of received
molecules in the current symbol depends on the molecules
emitted in previous and current symbols. This is known as
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intersymbol interference (1SI). From a theoretical perspective, researchers have derived
In most existing literature, some assumptions are madetire equilibrium concentration of &D [29], which is insuf-
order to focus on the propagation channel. One assumptioriicdent to model the time-varying channel impulse response
that each molecule is removed from the environment when(énd ultimately the communications performance) of aaDA
contributes once to the received signal. As such, the irdernreceiver. Furthermore, the simulation design for th&DA
tion molecule concentration near the receiver is intemtlign process of molecules at the surface gblanar receiver was
changed [18]. Another widely-used idealistic assumptien also proposed in [29]. However, the simulation procedure fo
to consider a passive receiver, which is permeable to thecommunicatiormodel with aspherical A&D receiver in a
information molecules passing by, and is capable of cogntifiuid environment has never been solved and reported. In this
the number molecules inside the receiver volume [13, 19 Tmodel, information molecules are released by the trangoniss
passive receiver model easily encounters high ISI, sinee thf pulses, propagate via free-diffusion through the chhnne
same molecule may unavoidably contribute to the receivadd contribute to the received signal vid&R at the receiver
signal many times in different symbol intervals. surface. The challenges are the complexity in modeling the
In a practical bio-inspired system, the surface of a receiveoupling effect of adsorption and desorption under diffasi
is covered with selective receptors, which are sensitiva toas well as accurately and dynamically tracking the location
specific type of information molecule (e.g., specific peggidr and the number of diffused molecules, adsorbed molecules
calcium ions). The surface of the receiver may adsorb or biadd desorbed molecules (which are free to diffuse again).

with this specific information molecule [20]. One example is pegpite the aforementioned challenges, we consider in this
that t_he_ influx of calcium towa_rds the center of a receiveg.(€.paper the diffusion-based MC system with a point transmitte
cell) is induced by the reception of a calcium signal [21,22}nq an A:D receiver. The transmitter emits a certain number
Despite growing research efforts in MC, the chemical ry information molecules at the start of each symbol intetwa
action receiver has not been accurately characterized Bt M present the transmitted signal. These information nubdsc
of the literature except by Yilmaz [14, 15,17] and Chou [23}an adsorb to or desorb from the surface of the receiver. The
The primary challenge is accommodating the local reaciionsyymper of information molecules adsorbed at the surface of
the reaction-diffusion equations. In [14] and [24], themwhel the receiver is counted for information decoding. The gdal o

impulse response for MC with an absorbing receiver Wagjs paper is to characterize the communications perfocaman
derived. The MolecUlar CommunicatloN (MUCIN) simulatorgf 3n AD. Our major contributions are as follows:

was presented in [15] to verify the fully-absorbing receive
The results in [14, 15] were then extended to the ISI mit@yati 1) We present an analytical model for the diffusion-based

problem for the fully-absorbing receiver [17]. In [23], theean MC system with an &D receiver. We derive the
and variance of the receiver output was derived for MC with exact expression for the channel impulse response at a
a reversible reaction receiver based on the reactionsikffu spherical A:D receiver in a three dimensional (3D) fluid

master equation (RDME). The analysis and simulations were environment due to one instantaneous release of multiple
performed using the subvolume-based method, where the molecules (i.e., single transmission).

transmitter and receiver were cubes, and the exact losation2) We derive thenet number of adsorbed molecules ex-
or placement of individual molecules were not captured.yThe pected at the surface of the&& receiver in any time
considered the reversible reactions only happens inside th  duration. To measure the equilibrium concentration for

receiver (cube) rather than at the surface of receiver. a single transmission, we also derive the asymptotic
Unlike existing work on MC, we consider theversible number ofcumulativeadsorbed molecules expected at
adsorption and desorptio(A&D) receiver, which is capable the surface of &D receiver as time goes to infinity.
of adsorbinga certain type of information molecule near its 3) Unlike most literature in [19], where the received signal
surface, and desorbing the information molecules prelyous is demodulated based on the total number of molecules
adsorbed at its surface.&D is a widely-observed process expected at the passive receiver, we consider a simple
for colloids [25], proteins [26], and polymers [27]. Within demodulator based on the net number of adsorbed
the Internet of Bio-NanoThings (IoBNT), biological cellsea molecules expected. When multiple bits are transmitted,

usually regarded as the substrates of the Bio-NanoThings. the net number is more consistent than the total number.
These biological cells will be capable of interacting witick 4) We apply the Skellam distribution to approximate the net
other by exchanging information, such as sensed chemical number of adsorbed molecules expected at the surface
or physical parameters and sets of instructions or commands of the A&D receiver due to a single transmission of

[28]. Analyzing the performance characteristics of MC sys- molecules. We formulate the bit error probability of the

tems using biological cells equipped with adsorption and  A&D receiver using the Skellam distribution. Our results

desorption receptors allows for the comparison, clastidica show the positive effect of adsorption rate and negative
optimization and realization of different techniques talize effect of desorption rate on the error probability aB

the 10BNT. The A:D process also simplifies to the special receiver with last transmit bit-1.

case of amabsorbingreceiver (i.e., with no desorption). For 5) We propose a simulation algorithm to simulate the
consistency in this paper, we refer to receivers that do not diffusion, adsorption and desorption behavior of infor-
desorb, but have infinite or finite absorption rates,fusly- mation molecules based on a particle-based simulation
adsorbingand partially-adsorbingreceivers, respectively. framework. Unlike existing simulation platforms (e.g.,



Smoldyn [30], N3sim [31]), our simulation algorithmthe transmitter and the receiver as in most literature [9—
captures the dynamic processes of the MC systedd,13-17,19]. The system includes five processes: emjssion
which includes the signal modulation, molecule frepropagation, reception, modulation and demodulationcivhi
diffusion, molecule A:D at the surface of the receiver,are detailed in the following.

and signal demodulation. Our simulation results are in

close agreement with the derived number of adsorbed o

molecules expected. Interestingly, we demonstrate tHft EMission

the error probability of the &D receiver for the last  The point transmitter releases one type of information
transmitted bit is worse at higher detection thresholdfolecule (e.g., hormones, pheromones) to the receivenfor i
but better at low detection thresholds than both thgrmation transmission. The transmitter emits the infofora

full adsorption and partial adsorption receivers. This igolecules at = 0, where we define the initial condition as
because the &D receiver observes a lower peak numbgp4, Eq. (3.61)]

of adsorbed molecules but then a faster decay.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section C(r,t —0|r) =
II, we introduce the system model with a single transmis-
sion at the transmitter and thed&D receiver. In Section whereC (r, t — 0| () is the molecule distribution function at
[ll, we present the channel impulse response of informatidime ¢t — 0 and distance: with initial distancer.
molecules, i.e., the exact and asymptotic number of addorbe We also define the first boundary condition as
molecules expected at the surface of the receiver. In Sebtjo
we derive the bit error probability of the proposed MC model lim C (r, t[ro) =0, (2)
due to multiple symbol intervals. In Section V, we present
the simulation framework. In Section VI, we discuss th&uch that at arbitrary time, the molecule distribution fimre
numerical and simulation results. In Section VII, we codelu €quals zero when goes to infinity.
the contributions of this paper.

d (T - TO) s (1)
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B. Diffusion

Il. SYSTEM MODEL ) i ) _
Once the information molecules are emitted, they diffuse by

We consider a 3-dimensional (3D) diffusion-based MGandomly colliding with other molecules in the environment
system in a fluid environment with a point transmitter and fjs random motion is called Brownian motion [5]. The
spherical A:D receiver. We assume spherical symmetry wheg@ncentration of information molecules is assumed to be
the transmitter igffectivelya spherical shell and the moleculegficiently low that the collisions between those inforinat
are released from random points over the shell; the actygblecules are ignored [5], such that each information muéec
angle to the transmitter when a molecule hits the receiver dgfuses independently with constant diffusion coeffitign

ignored, so this assumption cannot accommodate a flowifige propagation model in a 3D environment is described by
environment. The point transmitter is located at a distance Fick's second law [5, 14];

from the center of the receiver and is at a distatheery —r,

from the nearest point on the surface of the receiver with A(r-C(r,tlro)) _ D62 (r-C(r, t|10)) 3)

radiusr,.. The extension to an asymmetric spherical model ot or? ’
that accounts for the actual angle to the transmitter when,fere the diffusion coefficient is usually obtained via aipe
molecule hits the receiver complicates the derivation & thyant [34].
channel impulse response, and might be solved following [32
We assume all receptors are equivalent and can accommo-
date at most one adsorbed molecule. The ability of a molec@e Reception

to _adsorl_a at a given site is indepe_ndent Of_ the_occupation Of\Ne consider a reversible 8D receiver that is capable of
Eelghbonnﬁ rgcelpltprgt. t'l_'he sprl[ﬁncal reé:ewer ISI assum?dcéunting the net number of adsorbed molecules at the surface
ave no physical imiation on the number or placement gk o recejver. Any molecule that hits the receiver surface

saturation). This is an appropriate assumption for a saffity lengthxtime~!). The adsorbed molecules either desorb or

low number of adsorbed molecules, or for a sufficiently hig main stationary at the surface of receiver, based on the
concentration of receptors. desorption raté:_; (time~!) '

Once. an mformatlop molgcule binds to a receptor S'.te’ At t = 0, there are no information molecules at the receiver
a physical response is activated to facilitate the countng%rface so the second initial condition is

of the molecule. Generally, due to the non-covalent nature

of binding, in the dissociation process, the receptor may C (ry, 0| 7o) = 0,andC, (0| r¢) =0, (4)
release the adsorbed molecule to the fluid environment witho

changing its physical characteristics, e.g., a ligandtoig whereC,, (¢| 7o) is the average concentration of molecules that
receptor [33]. We also assume perfect synchronizationdsstw are adsorbed to the receiver surface at time



For the solid-fluid interface located at, the second bound- (and our results will demonstrate) that our approach is more
ary condition of the information molecules is [29, Eq. (4)] appropriate for a simple demodulator. Here, we write the net

(C (r, t|70)) number of adsorbed molecules measured by the receiver in the
DT =kiC (ry, t|ro) —k—1Cq (t|ro),  jth bit interval asN2x [4], and the decision threshold for the
" r=rf number of received molecules i$;;,. Using threshold-based

®) demodulation, the receiver demodulates the received Isigna
which accounts for the adsorption and desorption reactiobig-1 if NEX [j] > Ny, and demodulates the received signal

new

that can occur at the surface of the receiver. as bit-0 if NRx [j] < Nu,.
Most generally, when bothk; andk_; are non-zero finite
constants, (5) is the boundary condition for th& B receiver. I1l. RECEIVER OBSERVATIONS

Whenk; — oo andk_; = 0, (5) is the boundary condition for
the full adsorption (or fully-adsorbing) receiver, wheseghen
k1 is a non-zero finite constant akd ; = 0, (5) is the bound-
ary condition for the partial adsorption (or partially-adsing)
receiver. In these two special cases with, = 0, the lack
of desorption results in more effective adsorption. Hehe, t
adsorption ratek; is approximately limited to the thermal
velocity of potential adsorbents (e.@y, < 7 x 10 um/s for
a 50 kDa protein at 37C) [29]; the desorption raté_; is A. Exact Results

In this section, we first derive the spherically-symmetric
spatial distributionC (r, t| ), which is the probability of
finding a molecule at distance and timet. We then derive
the flux at the surface of the 8D receiver, from which we
derive the exact and asymptotic number of adsorbed molecule
expected at the surface of the receiver.

typically betweenl0~*s~" and10*s~! [35]. The time-varying spatial distribution of information
The surface concentratiafi, (¢[ro) changes over time as nolecules at the surface of the receiver is an importaristitat
follows: for capturing the molecule concentration in the diffushased
9C, (t|ro) Da (C(r, t|70)) ©) MC system. We solve it in the following theorem.
ot or r=rf Theorem 1. The expected time-varying spatial distribution of

which shows that the change in the adsorbed concentrataminformation molecule released into a 3D fluid environment
over time is equal to the flux of diffusion molecules towardwith a reversible adsorbing receiver is given by
the surface.

2
Combining (5) and (6), we write Clrtlr) = — Y o _(r=ro)”
OCa (t]70) I S D p{ ADt }
T =kC (7’7«, t| TO) —k_1C, (t| TO) ; (7) N 1 (T‘ +r9— 27‘r)2
which is known as the Robin or radiation boundary condition 8mrorvmDt P 4Dt
[36,37] and shows that the equivalent adsorption rate is 1 I -
proportional to the molecule concentration at the surface. ~ 3 (7% (w) + e’z (w)) dw,
_ _ (8)
D. Modulation and Demodulation where
In this model, we consider the widely applied amplitude- i
based modulation—concentration shift keying (CSK) [13,15 , 2 (i + %)
17,38, 39], where the concentration of information molesul ¥Z (w) = Z (jw) = .
is interpreted as the amplitude of the signal. Specifically, < > D(Ju}-fz ot \/JTU)
utilize Binary CSK, where the transmitter emit§ molecules !
at the start of the bit interval to represent the transmit bit « 1 expl — (r+70 — 2ry) [IY
1, and emitsN, molecules at the start of the bit interval to 8nrov/ Djw D[’
represent the transmit bit-0. To reduce the energy consampt 9)

and make the received signal more distinguishable, we assum
that Ny = Ny and Ny = 0.

We assume that the receiver is able to counttenumber Proof: See Appendix A. u
of information molecules that are adsorbed to the surface ofOur results inTheorem 1 can be easily computed using
the receiver in any sampling period by subtracting the numbgatlab. We observe that (8) reduces toasorbingreceiver
of molecules bound to the surface of the receiver at the efght, Eq. (3.99)] when there is no desorption (i/e.; = 0).
of previous sampling time from that at the end of current To characterize the number of information molecules ad-
sampling time. The net number of adsorbed molecules owsrbed to the surface of the receiver usidr,t| o), we
a bit interval is then demodulated as the received signal f@¢fine the rate of the coupled reaction (i.e., adsorptiordasd
that bit interval. This approach is in contrast to [17], wh#te orption) at the surface of thes&D receiver as [24, Eq. (3.106)]
cumulative number of molecule arrivals in each symbol dura- aC (.t 7o)
tion was demodulated as the received signal (i.e., cumalati K (t|ry) = 4mr?Dp —2 21
counter is reset to zero at each symbol duration). We claim or r=r,

and ¢%, (w) is the complex conjugate gfz (w).

(10)



Corollary 1. The rate of the coupling reaction at the surfac&. Asymptotic Behavior: Equilibrium Concentration
of a reversible adsorbing receiver is given by

o jw - In this section, we are interested in the asymptotic number
K (t|ro) = QTrD/ e 7 \/;@Z (w)| dw of adsorbed molecules due to a single emissiorljagoes
0 to infinity, i.e., the concentration of adsorbed moleculés a
ot Jw the steady state. Note that this asymptotic concentratfon o
+ 2”D/0 ¢’ l\/%@z (w)l dw,  (11) adsorbed molecules is an important quantity that influences
the number of adsorbed molecules expected in subsequent bit
wherey (w) is as given in(9). intervals, and we have assumed that the receiver surface has
infinite receptors. Thus, in the remainder of this sectior, w
derive the cumulative number of adsorbed molecules exgecte
at the surface of the &D receiver, the partial adsorption

From Corollary 1, we can derive the net change in thd€CeIver, and the full adsorption receiver, Bs— co.
number of adsorbed molecules expected for any time intervall) Reversible &D Receiver:
in the following theorem.

Proof: By substituting (8) into (10), we derive the cou
pling reaction rate at the surface of aidzR receiver as (11).

Theorem 2. With a single emission at= 0, the net change Lemma 1. AST; — oo, the cumula_ltlve rjuml_a_er of adsorbed
mglecules expected at th&m® receiver simplifies to

in the number of adsorbed molecules expected at the surfac
of the A&D receiver during the intervall, T+7T] is derived

as
Ntxrr

E [Nagp (., Ty, — 00| rg)] = o

E[Naep (., T, T + Ts| r0)] = 2r Nix D

0o —jwT _ —jw(T+Ts) : " >*1 Jw
X l/ c - {\/ %cpz (w)} dw - 4chTrD/0 Elm [\/ ¥z (w)] dw.  (15)
0 Jw

e8] ejw(T-ﬁ-TS) _ ej'wT iw
+ / - [\ ez )]dw|, @2
0 Proof: We express the cumulative fraction of particles

where ¢z (w) is given in(9), T, is the sampling time, and adsorbed to the surface of thel# receiver at timeT} in
Q.. represents the spherical receiver with radigys (13) as

Proof: The cumulative fraction of particles that are ad-
sorbed to the receiver surface at tifieis expressed as

. Ragp (24, Ty| o)
- < Ty 1 j
/oo 1 — e~ JwT \/E ( ) p .
—_— - w w s ]
0 jw D ¥? :47*TD/ Wb Re \/%g@z (w)] dw
0

w
o vl _ 1 \/]Tu
+ _ — w) [dw]|. 13 ® ¢os — [
0

=2r.D

w
. i ; sin z z > cos z
expected at the receiver surface during the intervall[+T5] - Re [q (?)]dz + 47°TD/ -
is defined as b 0

z >~ 1
E [Nawn (2, T,T + T| ro)] = Im [q (Tb):| dz — 47°TD/O EIm [q (w)]dw,  (16)

NixRagD (QTM T+ Ts| TO) — NixRagp (QTM T| TO) .
(14)

Based on (13), the net change in adsorbed molecules oo
:47“TD/
0

o ) ) where
Substituting (13) into (14), we derive the expected net

change of adsorbed molecules during any observation aiterv
as (12) u 1 kijw

Note that the net change in the number of adsorbed g (w) = (7 + D(J’w+’€—l>) 1
molecules in eacbit interval will be recorded at the receiver, < L, kgw \/E) 4dmroD
which will be converted to the recorded net change of adsbrbe D

D(jw+k_1)
molecules in eachit interval, and compared with the decision w0
X exp{—(ro —rT)UE}.

Tr

thresholdNVy, to demodulate the received signal (the sampling a7)

interval is smaller than one bit interval).



As T, — oo, we have the following: k1, and decreases with increasing diffusion coefficiBnand
increasing distance between the transmitter and the cehter
Re([q (0)] the receiverr.
oo oo 3) Full Adsorption Receivertn the full adsorption receiver,
dz + / oSz [q (0)]dz — / 1 lq (w)]dw} all molecules adsorb when they collide with its surface,clhi
o F o w corresponds to the case bf — oo andk_; = 0 in (5).

(b > gin z |
= 4TrDNtx{/O 2 Re [q (0)]dz — / —Im(g (w)]dw] Proposition 2. The cumulative number of adsorbed molecules

> sin z

E[Nagp (D, Ty — 00| 70)] = 4TTDNtX[/
0 z

© ” % Gin o 00 10 v expected at the full adsorption receiver by tiffig asT, —
= Ntx{ . / dz — 4nD/ —Im [q (w)]dw} 0, is derived as
Tro 0 z 0 w N
T
NixPr > 1 j E [Nga (Qr,, Ty — =T 22
= 2o —4Ntan/ —Tm l\/ﬂwz (w)] dw,  (18) (Nea (., Th = 00| o)) (22)
27‘0 0 w D

Proof: We note that the exact expression for the net
where(b) is due to the fact thalim [¢ (0)] = 0, and(c) is due number of adsorbed molecules expected at the full adsorptio
0 ¢(0) = 5. B receiver during T, T+T,] has been derived in [14,24] as

2) Partial Adsorption ReceiverThe partial adsorption re-
ceiver only adsorbs some of the molecules that collide vtéth i E[Npa (0, , T, T + Ts[ ro)] =

surface, corresponding to as a finite constant ankd ; = 0 T o — T ro — Ty
in (5) Niyx— |erfc { ———— 3% — erfc . (23)
in (5). 7o VAD (T + Ty V4D

Proposition 1. The number of molecules expected 0 be The fraction of molecules adsorbed to the full adsorption

adsorbed to the partial adsorption receiver by tiridg, as | oceiver by timeT}, was derived in [24, Eq. (3.116)] and [14,
T, — oo, is derived as

Eq. (32)] as
Ntxkl’f'Q
E [Npa (92y,., T =——"r 19 T o — Tr
[ PA( r b—)OO|’f‘0)] 0 (/{17’T+D) ( ) RFA(QT3T5|T0)_%erfC{\;m}' (24)
Proof: We note that the exact expression for the_z net By settingT}, — oo and taking the expectation of (24), we
number of adsorbed molecules expected at the partial ad-- . o (22) -

sorption receiver duringl[, T+T,] can be derived from [24,

Eq. (3.114)] as Alternatively, with the help of integration by parts, theuét

in (15) reduces to the asymptotic result in (22) for the full

. rra— 1 adsorption receiver by setting = co andk_; =0 .
E[Nea (Qr,, T, T+ Ti|ro)] = Nex roq The asymptotic result for the full adsorption receiver i2)(2
R reveals that the cumulative number of adsorbed molecules
T 0 e g . . .. . .
X |er N hlaaal exp {(ro — ) @ expected by infinite timel}, is independenbf the diffusion
(T+T.) coefficient, and directly proportional to the ratio betweha
DT+ T o2 epfe d 70~ T+ 2D (T + Ts) radius of receiver and the distance between the transraittbr
+D (T +Ts) a” ferfe ID(T +T5) the center of receiver.
T —T0 2
—erf +exp(ro —7)a+ DT« IV. ERRORPROBABILITY
V) o (ta=m) )

v 4+ 2DaT In this section, we propose that the net number of adsorbed

x erfc {u} , (20) molecules in a bit interval be used for receiver demodufatio
4DT We also derive the error probability of the MC system using

Wherea — % " TL the Poisson approximation and the Skellam distribution.

The cumulative fraction of molecules adsorbed at the dartia TC(; c;alcula(;e Itrt]: er:otr. ;z.robat;lllty ?t tr:e rzcewetr_, WeFﬁrSt
adsorption receiver by timé, was derived in [24, Eq. (3.114)] need lo modet the stalistics of molecule adsorption. For a

as single emission at = 0, the net number of molecules adsorbed
) during [T, T + T3] is approximatelymodeled as the difference
_ e ' —To between two binomial distributions as
Rpa (2, T = 1 f
pa ( bl 70) oo ( +er {m}

—exp {(ro — 1)+ DTbaz} erfc {

TQ—TT+2DOéTb Nri)\cv ~B (NtxaRA&D(Qr,-7T+Tb|r0))_
\4DTy ' B (Ntxv Ragp (eraT| I‘())) ) (25)

(21) where the cumulative fraction of particles that are adsibtbe

By settingT;, — oo and taking the expectation of (21), wethe A&D receiver Ragp (2., T|r0) is given in (16). Note

arrive at (19). m that the number of molecules adsorbed7at- 7, depends
The asymptotic result in (19) for the partial adsorption reen that at7’, however this dependence can be ignored for
ceiver reveals that the number of adsorbed molecules eegbec sufficiently large bit interval, and makes (25) accurate.
at infinite time T} increases with increasing adsorption rat&he number of adsorbed molecules represented by Binomial



distribution can also be approximated using either theddois in the jth bit is given as
distributions or the Normal distributions. )

The net number of adsorbed molecules de Bl =11s; = 0,515-1]

pends on the

emission in the current bit interval and those in previous = P (Naoy [7] = Nen| sj = 0, 51,5-1)
bit intervals. Unlike the full adsorption receiver in [110,4 > /2
41] and partial adsorption receiver where the net number™ Z exp {— (V1 + W2) } (U1 /P2) "Ly, (2 ‘111‘112)7
of adsorbed molecules is always positive, the net number "=V 30
of adsorbed molecules of the&D receivercan be nega- (30)
tive. Thus, we cannot model the net number of adsorbehere¥,; and ¥, are given in (28) and (29), respectively.
molecules of the reversible adsorption receiver during oneThus, the error probability of the random transmit bit in the
bit interval asN2X ~ B (N, R (€, T,T + Ty|1o)) with  jth interval is expressed by
R(Q,, T, T+ Ty|ro) = [ " K (t| o) dt, which was used P PP 4 —0le —
to model that of full adsorption receiver and partial adsorp el =PiPe[s; =0[s; =1,51;-1]
receiver [40, 41]. + PoPe[s; =155 =0,s1;5-1], (31)

For multiple emissions, the cumulative number of adsorbgghere P, and P, denotes the probability of sending bit-1 and
molecules is modeled as the sum of multiple binomial randogit-0, respectively.
variables. This sum does not lend itself to a convenientror comparison, we also present the error probability of the
expression. Approximations for the sum were used in [43}kansmit bit-1 signal in thejth bit and error probability of
Here, the binomial distribution can be approximated witthe transmit bit-0 signal in thgth bit for the full adsorption

the Poisson distribution, when we have sufficiently larggceiver and the partial adsorption receiver using thes@ais
Nix and sufficiently smallRagp (€2r,., 7| 7o) [43]. Thus, we  approximation as

approximate the net number of adsorbed molecules receive N1
th —

in the jth bit interval as . [NixI]"
Pe [Sj =0 |Sj = 1, Sl:j—l] ~ exp {Ntxr} nzo tn! ’
Re [ . - ) (32)
Nnew [.7] ~P ZNtXSiRA&D (Qna(.] —1+ 1) Tb|T0)
i=1 and
! Nen—1 (NI
=P Nesias (0 G- DTIr) ) Rulsy = 11y =01y )% 1 —expvry > Do
1=1 7—0 n.
(26) (33)

where s; is the ith transmitted bit. The difference betweer*n (32) and (33), we have

two Poisson random variables follows the Skellam distidyut J
[44]. For threshold-based demodulation, the error prdtigbi ~ I'= Y _ siRea (2, (G — ) Ty (j — i+ 1) Ty|ro)  (34)
of the transmit bit-1 signal in thgth bit is then i=1
for the full adsorption receiver, and
Pe [§J =0 |Sj = 1, Slzjfl]

J
=Pr (N2, ] < Nen| s5 = 1, s1,5-1) T'=> siRpa(Q,., (G =) Ty (j—i+1)Ty|re) (35)
Ngp—1 =1
~ Z exp{— (¥1 + \Ifg)}(\I!l/\Ifg)"/QIn (2 \111\112) ,  for the partial adsorption receiver.
(27) V. SIMULATION FRAMEWORK
where This section describes the stochastic simulation framlewor

for the point-to-point MC system with the 84D receiver
j described by (5), which can be simplified to the MC system
Uy = Z NixsiRagep (., (j — i+ 1) T| 10), (28) with the partial adsorption receiver and full adsorptioceieer
i=1 by settingk_; = 0 andk; = oo, respectively. This simulation
framework takes into account the signal modulation, mdéecu
free diffusion, molecule AD at the surface of the receiver,

j—1 and signal demodulation.
WUy = ZNtxsiRA&D (., (j — i) Tp| ro), (29) To model the stochastic reaction of molecules in the fluid,
i=1 two options are a subvolume-based simulation framework

or a particle-based simulation framework. In a subvolume-

3; is the detectedjth bit, and I, (-) is the modified Bessel based simulation framework, the environment is divided int
function of the first kind. many subvolumes, where the number of molecules in each
Similarly, the error probability of the transmit bit-O sign subvolume is recorded [23]. In a particle-based simulation



framework [45], the exact position of each molecule and the The time is divided into small simulation intervals of size
number of molecules in the fluid environment is recorded\t, and each time instant is,, = mAt, wherem is the

To accurately capture the locations of individual inforiroat current simulation index. According to Brownian motiongth
molecules, we adopt a particle-based simulation framewatisplacement of a molecule in each dimension in one sim-
with a spatial resolution on the order of several nanometartion stepAt can be modeled by an independent Gaussian

[45]. distribution with varianc@ DAt and zero mea/ (0, 2DAt) .
The displacemem\ S of a molecule in a 3D fluid environment
A. Algorithm in one simulation step\t is therefore

We present the algorithm for simulating the MC system withAS = {N (0,2DAt), N (0,2DAt), N (0,2DAt)}. (36)
an A&D receiver in Algorithm 1. In the following subsections,

we describe the details of Algorithm 1. In each simulation step, the number of molecules and their

locations are stored.

Algorithm 1 The Simulation of a MC System with an&D
Receiver
Require:Nix, 70, 7, Qr,., D, At, Ts, T, Nin

1: procedure INITIALIZATION

C. Adsorption or Reflection

According to the second boundary condition in (6),
molecules that collide with the receiver surface are either

2. Generate Random Bit Sequenfia,b2,--- ,b;,---}  adsorbed or reflected back. THé- collided molecules are
3. Determine Simulation End Time identified by calculating the distance between each matecul
4: For all Simulation Time Stelo and the center of the receiver. Among the collided molegules
5: If at start ofjth bit interval andb; = “1” the probability of a molecule being adsorbed to the receiver
6:  Add Ny emitted molecules surface, i.e., the adsorption probability, is a functiontioé
7. For all free molecules in environmenb diffusion coefficient, which is given as [46, Eqg. (10)]
8: Propagate free molecules following (0, 2DAt)
9: Evaluate distancé,,, of molecule to receiver Py =k /W_At_ (37)
10: if d,, <7, then D
11: Update state location of collided molecule The probability that a collided molecule bounces off of the
12: Update+# of collided moleculesV¢ receiver isl — Pj.
13: For all N¢ collided moleculeslo It is known that adsorption may occur during the simu-
14: if Adsorption Occurghen lation step At, and determining exactly where a molecule
15: Update# of newlyadsorbed moleculed 4 adsorbed to the surface of the receiver durikgyis a non-
16 Calculate adsorbed molecule location trivial problem. Unlike [29] (which considered a flat adsioigp
17 (xﬂv Yins Z?ﬁ) surface), we assume that the molecule’s adsorption siieglur
18: else [tm—1,tm] IS the location where the line, formed by this
19: Reflect the molecule off receiver surface to molecule’s location at the start of the current simulatiteps
20: (zBe,yBe, 2B0) (Tm—1,Ym—1,2m_1) and this molecule’s location at the end
21: For all previouslyadsorbed moleculeso of the current simulation step after diffusién,., ym, zm), in-
22:  if Desorption Occurshen tersects the surface of the receiver. Assuming that theitota
23; Update statek location of desorbed molecule ~ Of the center of receiver iz, y, z.), then the location of the
24 Update# of newly-desorbed moleculed’ intersection point between this 3D line segment, and a spher
25 Displacenewly-desorbed molecule to with center at(x,, y,, z») in the mth simulation step, can be
26: (zD,yD . 2D) shown to be
27: Calculatenet number of adsorbed molecules, oA =g,y I T Imt (38)
28: which isN4 — Np A
29: Add net number of adsorbed molecules in each simulation YA =y 1+ Mg, (39)

interval of jth bit interval to determingVx [4] A
30: Demodulate by comparingy %, [4] with Ny,

Zm — Zm—1
zZh =Zm—1+ A , (40)

where

B. Modulation, Emission, and Diffusion

. | =/ @m = 1)+ G = Im1)” + (o — 2 1)
In our model, we consider BCSK, where two different

. . 41
numbers of molecules represent the binary signals “1” and (41)
“0". At the start of each bit interval, if the current bit is ™1
then Ny, molecules are emitted from the point transmitter at g = —b—Vb? — dac (42)

a distancerg from the center of the receiver. Otherwise, the 2a
point transmitter emits no molecules to transmit bit-0.



In (42), we have be sufficiently accurate due to the lack of consideratiorttier
2 2 o coupling effect of A:D and the diffusion coefficient in (48).
a:(M) + (ym—ym_1) + (’Zm _Z’”‘l) , Unlike [29], we have a spherical receiver, such that a
A A A molecule after desorption in our model must be displaced
(@m = Tm-1) (Tm-1 — z7) n 2(ym — Ym—1)(Ym-1 —Yr) differently. We assume that the location of a molecule after
A A desorption(z2,y2, z), based on its location at the start of

T Yms 7o :
o (Fm = Zm—1) (Zm-1 — 2r) (a3) the current simulation step and the location of the center of

b=2

+ ) ; ;
A the receiver(z,, y,, z,), can be approximated as
A A
c=(Tm-1 — arr)2 + (Ym-1 — yr)2 + (zm-1 — ZT)Q -2, 957131 =T, +sgn (‘rm—l - fr) Az,
(44) yD =yi 1 +sen (yim_y —yr) Ay,
whereA is given in (41). 2D =2 sz —2z) Az (49)

Of course, due to symmetry, the location of the adsorptiorln (49), Az, Ay, andAz are given in (47), andgn (-) is the
site does not impact the overall accuracy of the simulation.Sign fuhctic;n Y 9 ' &

If a molecule fails to adsorb to the receiver, then in
the reflection process we make the approximation that the
molecule bounces back to its position at the start of tfe Demodulation

current simulation step. Thus, the location of the molecule The receiver is capable of counting the net change in the
after reflection by the receiver in theth simulation step is nymber of adsorbed molecules in each bit interval. The net
approximated as number of adsorbed molecules for an entire bit interval is
Bo , Bo _Bo compared with the threshold/y, and demodulated as the
(Im yYm » Pm ) . .
received signal.
Note that the approximations for molecule locations in the
adsorption process and the reflection process can be agcurat V1. NUMERICAL RESULTS
for sufficiently small simulation steps (e.g\t < 10~7 s for . . .
the system that we simulate in Section V), but small simaoiati In this _sectlon, we examine the channel response ar_1d _the
steps result in poor computational efficiency. The tradedifymptotic channel response due to a single bit transmissio

between the accuracy and the efficiency can be deliberat galso examine the channel response and the error prapabili
balanced by the choice of simulation step ue to multiple bit transmissions. In all figures of this sm@tt

we use FA, PA, “Anal.” and “Sim.” to abbreviate “Full adsorp-

] tion receiver”, “Partial adsorption receiver”, “Analyét and

D. Desorption “Simulation”, respectively. Also, the units for the adstiop
In the desorption process, the molecules adsorbed at thee k; and desorption raté_; are um/s and s~! in all

receiver boundary either desorb or remain adsorbed. Tiigures, respectively. In Figs. 1 to 4, we set the parame-
desorption process can be modeled as a first-order chemiea$ according to micro-scale cell-to-cell communicatjéin
reaction. Thus, the desorption probability of a moleculéhat N, = 1000, 7. = 10 um, ro = 11 um, D = 8 pum?/s, and
receiver surface during\t is given by [29, Eg. (22)] the sampling interval’s = 0.002 s.

Pp=1—e k1At (46)

- (Imflvymflaszl) . (45)

A. Channel Response

The displacement of a molecule after desorption is anF, 1 and 2 olot th h ¢ adsorbed molecul
important factor for accurate modeling of molecule behaxio 'gs. L an plot the ngt change ot adsorbed molecuies at
e surface of the &D receiver during each sampling tirfi¢

. . . t
If the simulation step were small, then we might place th : . - .
desorbed molecule near the receiver surface; otherwiseg do ue to a single bit transmission. The expected analyti

so may result in an artificially higher chance of re-adsonpti are plotted using the gxact resultin (12). The simulaticniso
in the following time step, resulting in an inexact concatitm are.plotted by measuring the. net change (.)f ad§orbed moiecule
profile. To avoid this, we take into account the diffusifter during [t, ¢ + T3] using Algorithm 1 described in Section IV,

desorption, and place the desorbed molecule away from l\ﬁgeret = nTy, andn € {1,2,3,...}. In both figures, we
surface with displacemerit\z, Ay, Az) average the net number of adsorbed molecules expected over

10000 independent emissions of,, = 1000 information
(Az, Ay, Az) = (f (P1), f(P2), f(Ps)), (47) molecules at time = 0. We see that the expected net number
f adsorbed molecules measured using simulation is close

where each component was empirically found to be [2 0 the exact analytical curves. The small gap between the

Eq. (27)]
0.571825P — 0.552246P2 1The small separation distance between the transmitter eceiver com-
f (P) = V2DAt 5 (48) pared to the receiver radius follows from the example of thecpeatic islets,
1 —1.53908P + 0.546424P where the average cell size is around 15 micrometers andothenanication

In (47), P, P, and P; are uniform random numbers)g€ IS around 315 micrometers [14, 15].
This diffusion coefficient value corresponds to that of aéamolecule,

b_etween 0 and 1. Placmg the desorbed molecule at a ranqqmever, our analytical results and simulation algorithpplg to any specific
distance away from where the molecule was adsorbed may tte.
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Fig. 1. The net number of adsorbed molecules for variousrptien rates Fig. 3. The net number of adsorbed molecules with the sinomastep
with k_1 = 5 s~! and the simulation step\t = 1075 s. At =107 s,
10 Fig. 3 plots the net number of adsorbed molecules from

] 1 bit transmission over a longer time scale. We compare the
Anal. | A&D receiver with other receiver designs in order to compare
their intersymbol interference (ISI). The analytical ces\for

the A&D receiver, the partial adsorption receiver, and the
full adsorption receiver are plotted using the expressions
(12), (20), and (23), respectively. The markers are plotted
by measuring the net number of adsorbed molecules during
[t,t + Ts] for one bit interval using Algorithm 1 described in
Section IV. We see a close match between the analytical surve
and the simulation curves, which confirms the correctness of
our derived results.

It is clear from Fig. 3 that the full adsorption receiver and
the partial adsorption receiver with high adsorption redgeh
longer “tails”. Interestingly, the &D receiver in our model
Fig. 2. The net number of adsorbed molecules for variousrgéen rates has the shorter tail, even though it has the same adsorption
with k1 = 20 pum/s and the simulation stepht = 102 s. rate k; as one of the partial adsorption receivers. This might
be surprising since the 8D receiver would have more total
adsorption events than the partial adsorption receiver thi¢
samek;. The reason for this difference is that the desorption

. : . haviour at the surface of the receiver results in morerpdso
reflection, and desorption processes in (37), (45), and, (4 |§n events, but not moraet adsorbed molecules; molecules
which can be reduced by setting a smaller simulation step. ' T

that desorb are not counted unless they adsorb again.

Fig. 1 examines the impact of the adsorption rate on theA expected, we see the highest  peak

net number of adsorbed molecules expected at the surfz;tcgE(Hvs(Q T,T +T,|re)] in Fig. 3 for the full adsorption
Try Ly s| 10 .

the receiver. We fix the desorption rate to be; = 557!, . L _— .
. receiver, which is because all molecules colliding with the
The expected net number of adsorbed molecules increase . .
L ; ) . ) Surtace of the receiver are adsorbed. For the partial atisorp
with increasing adsorption raig, as predicted by (5). Fig. 2

shows the impact of the desorption rate on the expected rr]ee?elver, th_e _peak _value OﬂE.[N (&, T,T + TS.' 7o)l
.Increases with increasing adsorption rateas shown in (5).

number of adsorbed molecules at the surface of the receiver, .
e net number of adsorbed molecules expected at the partial
We setk; = 20 um/s. The net number of adsorbed moleculeg

expected decreases with increasing desorptiorkagewhich adsorption receiver is higher than that at th& receiver
P 9 P £ with the samek;. This means the full adsorption receiver

is as predicted by (). From a communication perspecuv%d the partial adsorption receiver have more distingbigha

F.'g' L shows. that a higher adsorptlor_1 rate makes the bltreceived signals between bit-1 and bit-0, compared with the
signal more distinguishable, whereas Fig. 2 shows that anovyA&D receiver
desorption rate makes the bit-1 signal more distinguishfdl '

the decoding process. In Figs. 1 and 2, the shorter tail due o _
to the lower adsorption rate and the higher desorption rdfe EQuilibrium Concentration

corresponds to less intersymbol interference.

Net Number of Adsorbed Molecules
during Each Sampling Time
— N0 W R L N O

(=]

curves results from the local approximations in the adsampt
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Fig. 4. The cumulative number of adsorbed molecules. Fig. 5. The cumulative number of adsorbed molecules.
Fig. 4 plots the number afumulativelyadsorbed molecules 20

== Sim. Newiy adsorbed molecules

expected at the surface of the different types of receivéin wi — Transmit Sequence

a single emissionVy, and asT, — oo. The solid curves are
plotted by accumulating the net number of adsorbed molscule
expected in each sampling tinfie[N (., T, T + Ts| ro)] in
(14), (20), and (23). The dashed lines are plotted using the
derived asymptotic expressions in (15), (19), and (22). The
asymptotic analytical lines are in precise agreement with t

—_
W

T

S

W

o

Net Number of Adsorbed Molecules
during Each Sampling Time

exact analytical curves a%, — oo. The exact analytical TR F
curves of the full adsorption receiver and the partial apison von J".’i;i """ﬁl ‘li;f,‘
receiver converge to their own asymptotic analytical lines - '
faster than the convergence of th&B receiver. Interestingly,

, : - -10 :
we find that the analytical curve of thef#D receiver decreases 0 1 ) 3 4 5

after increasing over a few bit intervals, and then increase Time (s)

again, while that of the partial adsorption receiver has an

increasing trend as time goes large and shows a sudden jusigPs. The net number of adsorbed molecules.

at a specific time. The discontinuities in the PA curves are

caused by the underflow during the evaluation of (rfc

which results from the limitation of Matlab’s smallest piids

double. As expected, the asymptotic curve of the partiBbmber of adsorbed molecules expected at the surface of the

adsorption receiver degrades with decreasing as shown A&D receiver at each sampling time due to the transmission of

in (19). More importantly, the full adsorption receiver hagultiple bits. In both figures, the solid lines plot the tranis

a higher initial accumulation rate but tteame asymptotic sequence, where each bit can be bit-0 or bit-1. Note thattim bo

number of bound molecules as that of th&B receiver with figures, the y-axis values of the transmit signal for bit-@ ar

ky =300 um/s andk_; = 20 s L. zero, and those for bit-1 are scaled in order to clearly shw t

relationship between the transmit sequence and the nunfiber o
) o adsorbed molecules. The dashed lines are plotted by angragi

C. Demodulation Criterion the number of adsorbed molecules over 1000 independent
In Figs. 5 and 6, we compare our proposed demodulatiefissions for the same generated transmit sequence in the

criterion using thenet number of adsorbed molecules withsimulation.

the widely used demodulation criterion using the numberIn Fig. 5, it is shown that the number a@umulatively

of cumulativelyadsorbed molecules in [13,19]. In these twadsorbed molecules expected at the surface of tdeDA

figures, we set the parameteks: = 10 um/s, k_; = 5 s~!, receiver increases in bit-1 bit intervals, but can decréabi-

Nix = 300, . = 10 pm, ro = 11 ym, D = 8 um?/s, 0 bitintervals. This is because the new information molesul

At = 107° s, T, = 0.02 s, the bit intervalT, = 0.2 s, injected into the environment due to bit-1 increases thelrarm

and the number of bitsv, = 25. Fig. 5 plots the number of cumulatively-adsorbed molecules, whereas, without new

of cumulatively-adsorbed molecules expected at the sarfamolecules due to bit-0, the desorption reaction can evéntua

of the A&D receiver in each sampling time due to thalecrease the cumulative number of adsorbed molecules. In

transmission of multiple bits, whereas Fig. 6 plots the n&ig. 6, we observe a single peak net number of adsorbed
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Fig. 7. The error probability for the last transmit bit-1. Fig. 8. The error probability for the last transmit bit-0.

molecules for each bit-1 transmitted, similar to the ch&nne
response for a single bit-1 transmission in Fig. 1. We also
see a noisier signal in each bit-0 interval due to the ISlotffe

> o
brought by the previous transmit signals. = &
To motivate our proposed demodulation criterion, we com-

. . o] g s
pare the behaviours of the accumulatively and net change of 9! YL
adsorbed molecules at the receiver in Fig. 5 and Fig. 6. We see ke Anal FA L&

. : : e
that the number of cumulatively-adsorbed molecules irsgea E 4~ Anal PA k=10’ ¥

with increasing time, whereas the met number of adsorbed

a8 1 Foo103
molecules have comparable value (between 10 and 15) for Anal. A&D k=10, k=10

all bit-1 signals. As such, the threshold for demodulating —o— Anal. A&D ;= 10* k= 10*
the number of cumulatively-adsorbed molecules should be 5 —6— Anal. A&D k,=10°, k= 10°
increased as time increases, while the same threshold can be 10 ‘ :
. 50 100 150 200
used to demodulate the net number of adsorbed molecules in N,

different bit intervals. We claim that the received sigrabsid

be demodulated using the net number of adsorbed molecutgg.9. The error probability for the last random transmit bi
Note that the net number of adsorbed molecules refers to

the net change, since the receiver cannot distinguish between

the molecules that just adsorbed and those that were already _ _
adsorbed. both figures, we see a close match between the simulation

points and the analytical lines.
. Fig. 7 plots the error probability of the last transmit bit-

D. Error Probability 1 at the A&D receiver with N, = 3 bits transmitted for

Figs. 7 and 8 plot the error probability as a function o¥arious adsorption raté; and desorption raté_;. We see
decision threshold for the third bit in a 3-bit sequence whethat the error probability of the last transmit bit-1 incea
the last bit is bit-1 and bit-0, respectively. The first 2 kire monotonically with increasing thresholdy,. Interestingly, we
“1 1”. In these two figures, we set the parameté¥s; = 50, find that for the samé_,, the error probability improves with
r, = 15 pym, 1o = 20 pm, D = 5 pum?/s, At = 1076 increasing:;. This can be explained by the fact that increasing
s, T. = 0.002 s, and the bit interval}, = 0.2 s. Note that k1 increases the amplitude of the net number of adsorbed
with lower diffusion coefficient and larger distance betweemolecules expected (as shown in Fig. 1), which makes the
the transmitter and the receiver, a weaker signal is obderveeceived signal for bit-1 more distinguishable than that fo
The simulation results are compared with the evaluation bit-0. For the sameék;, the error probability degrades with
(27) for bit-1 and (30) for bit-0, where the net number olncreasingk_;, which is because the received signal for bit-1
adsorbed molecules expected at the surface of the receweria less distinguishable than that for bit-0 with increasing,
approximated by the Skellam distribution. There are negatias shown in Fig. 2.
thresholds with meaningful error probabilities, thus conifing Fig. 8 plots the error probability of the last transmit bife®
the need for the Skellam distribution. The simulation peindifferent types of receivers wittV, = 3 bits transmitted. The
are plotted by averaging the total errors o¥8? independent error probability of the full adsorption receiver and thetjz
emissions of transmit sequences with last bit-1 and bir0. &dsorption receiver are plotted using (32) and (33). We see
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that the error probability of the last transmit bit-0 decesa APPENDIXA
monotonically with increasing the threshaly,. Interestingly, PROOF OFTHEOREM 1

we see that the error probability of thelD receiver with e first partition the spherically symmetric distributiorto

partial adsorption receiver with; = 20 um/s and that of the

full adsorption receiver, which is due to the higher taileeff r-C(r, tlro) =rg(r, t|ro) +r-h(r tlro),  (50)
from previous bits imposed on the partial adsorption remeiviynere
and the full adsorption receiver compared to that imposed on

1
the A&D receiver withk_; = 10 s~! as shown in Fig. 3. g(r,t=0|rg) = mtg(r —70), (51)
Fig. 9 plots the analytical results of the error probabitify 0
the last random transmit bit for different types of receiver h(r,t — 0|ro) = 0. (52)

with various k; and k_; using (31), considering that the

analytical results have been verified in Figs. 7 and 8. We Then, by substituting (50) into (3), we have

set the parametersyy, = 1000, r. = 5 um, rog = 10 pm, O(r-alr thr 92 (r-a(r tlr

D =79.4 um?/s, T, = 0.002 s, Ty = 0.05 s, P, = Py = 0.5, ( g((%, ro) _ D ( %5,2’ | 0)), (53)

and the first 2 bits “1 1”. Interestingly, we see that the errqp

probability of the last random bit of the §D receiver is )

lower than that of the full adsorption receiver and the pérti O(r-h(rtlro)) _ 0% (r-h(r t[ro))

adsorption receiver folV;, < 110, and higher than that of ot or?

the full adsorption receiver and the partial adsorptiorerner ~ To deriveg (r, t| 7o), we perform a Fourier transformation

for Ny, > 120. The observations are consistent with what wen rg (, t| 7o) to yield

expected, and can be explained by the advantage due to a lower o0
G (k, t| 7”0) = /

(54)

tail at the A&D receiver than that at the other receiverkater rg (r, t|ro) e " dr, (55)
detection thresholdsand the advantage due to a higher peak
at the other receivers than that at th&B receiver athigher and
detection thresholdd/Ve also observe that overall the PA and
FA have lower optimal bit error probability. The&D receiver
with k; = 10* andk_, = 102 achieves comparable bit error
probability value as that witk; = 103 andk_; = 102, which
may due to having the sanig /k_; ratio. dG (kd’ t|ro) = —DE2G (k, t| o) . (57)
t )

According to (57) and the uniqueness of the Fourier trans-
form, we derive
In this paper, we modeled the diffusion-based MC system 9
with the A&D receiver. We derived the exact expression for G (k, tro) = Kgexp {_Dk t} ’ (58)
the net number of adsorbed information molecules expectetiere i, is an undetermined constant.
at the surface of the receiver. We also derived the asyneptoti The Fourier transformation performed on (51) yields
expression for the expected number of adsorbed information 1 ,
molecules as the bit interval goes to infinity. We then de- G(r,t—0|ro) = Irro e "o, (59)
rived the bit error probability of the &D receiver. We also - .
presented a simulation algorithm that captures the behavio Combining (58) and (59), we arrive at
of each information molecule with the stochastic reveesibl G (k, t| 7o) =
reaction at the receiver. ’

Our results showed that the error probability of thé&[B Substituting (60) into (56), we find that
receiver can be approximated by the Skellam distribution, )

_(7" — o) } (61)

oo

1 [ e
r-g(r tlro) = 7 / G (k, t| 7o) €™ dk. (56)

We then perform the Fourier transformation on (53) to yield

VIl. CONCLUSION

L e~ To exp {—Dth} . (60)
To

and our derived analytical results closely matched our sim- .. g(r, t|ro) = exp{

ulation results. We revealed that the error probability ref t 8mrovmDt 4Dt

A&D receiver for the transmit bit-1 improves with increasing By performing the Laplace transform on (61), we write
adsorption rate and with decreasing desorption rate. More '
importantly, the error probability of the 8D receiver for the ) _ 1 e \/E}
last transmitted bit is worse at higher detection thresholat LAr-g(r tro)} = 8oV Ds eXp{ Ir = ol D’
better at low detection thresholds than both the full adsomp (62)

and partial adsorption receivers. This is because t8eDA  \ye then focus on solving the solutidn(k, ¢| ) by first

receiver observes a lower peak number of adsorbed mOIeCLHEﬁorming the Laplace transform dn(k, t| 7o) and (54) as
but then a faster decay. Our analytical model and simulation ’

framework provide a foundation for the accurate modeling an py (r, s|10) = L{h(r, t|10)} = /OO h (r, t|ro) e=*"dr,
analysis of a more complex and realistic receiver in mokecul
communication. (63)
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and Having (66) and (71), and performing the Laplace transform
8% (rH (r, 5| 70)) of the concentration distribution, we derive
srH (r, s|rg) = D———2——~ 0

e e {-r-nly/5}
rC (r, s|ro exp —To
respectively. 87””0

According to (64), the Laplace transform of the solution I { + 9 /_}
with respect to the boundary condition in (64) is 87r7°0\/ eXp (r 7o = 2r.) D

2 (L 4+ ks exp{—(r—+ry—2r) /3
IR o = (% D(HM) b et WE
8771"0\/_( S_ﬁ; ])—i-\/_)
wheref (s) needs to satisfy the second initial condition in (4), 200
and the second boundary condition in (5) and (6). (72)
Havmg the Laplace transform ofr - g (r, t|r9)} and
h(r, t|m0) in (62) and (65), and performmg a Laplace trans- Applying the inverse Laplace transform leads to

formation on (50), we derive (r — 10)
. rC(r, s|rg) = ——=——=expq —————"— +
rC (r, s|ro) =G (r, s|7’0)+7’H (r, s|To) 8mroVmDt 4Dt

1 (r+mro— 27})2 1

eX — T —F——=2~¢€ _ < 3L Z .

87T7“o\/ P { oD } 8rroV/rDE T { 4Dt {Z(s)

+ f(s) exp{—\/ir} , (66) (73)
D Due to the complexity of (s), we can not derive the closed-

form expression for its inverse Laplace transfoyin(t) =
L71{Z (s)}. We employ the Gil-Pelaez theorem [47] for the
Characteristic function to derive the cumulative disttibo
tf?mctmn (CDR)F (t) a

R()=5-~ /OOO L ZAC

whereC (r, s|79) = IS C (r, tIro) e~stdt.

We deviate from the method in [24], and perform the
Laplace transform on the Robin boundary condition in (7)
solve f (s), which yields

kC (re, 8| ro)

)

C~1a (S| TO) = L ) (67) 2 m w
- ; 1/00 ey (W) — Moz (W) g
=— — — - w’
whereC,, (r, s|r¢) = Jo" Ca (r, t]70) e *'dt. 2 7)o 2jw

We then perform the Laplace transform on the second initighere p, (w) is given in (9).
condition in (4) and the second boundary condition in (5) as Taking the derivative ofF, (t), we derive the inverse
- Laplace transform of(s) as
0 (C(r,slm0)) ) ) .
b=——"] =hClnsr)=kaCulsr).  f @)= /0 (e™7 g (w) + /" oz (w)) duw. (75)

(68) Combining (73) and (9), we finally derive the expected time-
varying spatial distribution in (8).

=T,

Substituting (67) into (68), we obtain
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