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Abstract

The two-user Gaussian interference channel (G-IC) is revisited, with a particular focus on practically
amenable discrete input signalling and treating interference as noise (TIN) receivers. The corresponding
deterministic interference channel (D-IC) is first investigated and coding schemes that can achieve the
entire capacity region of D-IC under TIN are proposed. These schemes are then systematically translate
into multi-layer superposition coding schemes based on purely discrete inputs for the real-valued G-IC.
Our analysis shows that the proposed scheme is able to achieve the entire capacity region to within
a constant gap for all channel parameters. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first constant-gap
result under purely discrete signalling and TIN for the entire capacity region and all the interference
regimes. Furthermore, the approach is extended to obtain coding schemes based on discrete inputs
for the complex-valued G-IC. For such a scenario, the minimum distance and the achievable rate of
the proposed scheme under TIN are analyzed, which takes into account the effects of random phase
rotations introduced by the channels. Simulation results show that our scheme is capable of approaching
the capacity region of the complex-valued G-IC and significantly outperforms Gaussian signalling with

TIN in various interference regimes.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Interference is one of the key challenges in wireless networks where multiple transmissions
share and compete for the same medium resource [3[]. To study this problem, it is essential
to start with one of the most fundamental channel models: the two-user Gaussian interference

channel (G-IC), which is described by the following input-output relationship
Y1 = hiiXy + hieXo + 24, (D
Yo = ho1 Xy + hoeXo + Zs, (2)

where Vk, k € {1,2}, X, is user k’s signal intended for receiver k and is subject to a unit
power constraint E[||X;||?] < 1, Zj is the additive white Gaussian noise with zero mean and unit
variance, and h,j, is the channel between transmitter k£ and receiver k., which is fixed and known to
all transmitters and receivers. For notation simplicity, define user £’s signal-to-noise ratio (SNR)
and interference-to-noise ratio (INR) as SNR, £ |hyi|? and INR;, £ |h,z|? for k # k, respectively.
This channel is referred to as the complex G-IC when all the variables are complex-valued and
is referred to as the real G-IC when all the variables are real-valued. The interference regimes of
the channel can be characterized into: very weak when INR;(1+INR;) < SNR;, [4], weak when
INRj, < SNRy, [5], strong when INRj; > SNR;, [5], very strong when SNR; (1 + SNR2) < INR?
[6], and mixed when SNR; > INRj;, SNRz < INRj or SNRy < INRj, SNR; > INR [3].

For this channel, after a long pursuit [[7], [8]], the capacity region can now be characterized
to within 1/2 bits per channel use [5]. For some special cases where the interference are either
strong or very strong [6], [9], [10] or very weak (and symmetric) [|11], the exact characterizations
of the capacity regions are also available. The key ingredients for deriving these results are a tight
converse bound [5]] and the use of Han-Kobayashi (HK) scheme [12], [13]] along with Gaussian
signaling. The main idea of the HK scheme is to split the message at each transmitter into a
common message and a private message, while the common message needs to be successfully
decoded and subtracted out first at both intended and unintended receivers. However, such a
successive interference cancellation (SIC) procedure would introduce extra decoding latency and

complexity and may compromise the security of the transmissions.

A. Motivation

Compared to SIC, treating interference as noise (TIN) is much appealing in practice as it

simply involves single-user decoding. Due to its low decoding complexity and latency, there



has been a growing interest in characterizing the behavior of TIN decoding in various channel
models, e.g., [4]], [14]-[22]. For the class of interference channels, it is well-known that when
the interference is sufficiently weak in the sense that each user’s desired signal strength is no less
than the sum of the strongest interference strengths from and to this user [4], Gaussian signaling
with TIN is constant-gap optimal for the two-user G-IC [11]], [23]], [24] and it is optimal in the K-
user G-IC from a generalized degrees of freedom perspective [4]. However, for other interference
regimes, adopting Gaussian signaling with TIN usually achieves significantly suboptimal results
due to excessive interference. On the other hand, encouraging results can be found in [25],
[26]] where the capacity region of the interference channel is shown to be achievable with each
receiver performing single-user decoding, i.e., TIN. However, due to the multi-letter nature of
the results in [235], [26], the capacity region is hard to compute and the capacity-achieving input
distributions are difficult to find. Nonetheless, these results reveal that the suboptimality of TIN
is not fundamental to the problem itself; but merely the limitation of the existing schemes.
Although most of the achievements with TIN adopt Gaussian input distributions, one may still
suspect that the Gaussian input distributions are the main source of the suboptimality of TIN.
This can be seen by noting that Gaussian is the best input distribution for the power constrained
point-to-point Gaussian channel, but also the worst noise (or interference when it is treated
as noise) for such the channel [27]. In addition, it is still very difficult (if not impossible) to
implement Gaussian signaling in the current communication systems. On the other hand, discrete
signaling can behave differently from Gaussian signaling when being treated as noise as several
works have reported larger rate regions obtained by discrete signaling with TIN over Gaussian
signaling with TIN, which we will discuss shortly. Further, in the current communication systems,
e.g., 4G [28] and 5G [29], channel coded discrete modulations are the sole approach to carry
and transmit messages. In light of the above considerations, to unleash the full potential of
interference channels in practical communication systems, the study of employing discrete inputs

and TIN in the G-IC is of utmost both practical and theoretical importance.

B. Relevant Works

Recently, a number of research has been conducted on discrete inputs and TIN for the
interference channel [30]-[33]]. In [30], it was shown that it is possible to achieve higher rate
when one user adopts discrete inputs while the other user adopts Gaussian inputs. Furthermore,

Dytso et al. [32] showed that employing mixed pulse amplitude modulation (PAM) and Gaussian



inputs at each user can achieve the capacity region of the real-valued G-IC within a gap of at
most O(log,(log,(min(SNR,INR))/n)) [ up to a Lebesgue measure 1 € (0, 1]. The rationale
behind this success is that under TIN, the structure of discrete interference can be harnessed by
carefully designing the power allocation for the discrete and continuous parts of the mixed inputs.
Despite the huge step made in [32] towards eliminating the need of SIC, a mixed discrete and
Gaussian input still involves Gaussian distributions and hence is far from being practical. On the
other hand, the author in [[33]] (also its conference version [31]) constructed schemes with TIN
for the symmetric deterministic interference channel (D-IC) [34] (i.e., the linear deterministic
approximation of the G-IC [35]) and translated the schemes into purely discrete PAM signalings
with TIN for the symmetric real-valued G-IC. After the translation, the author showed that the
translated scheme can achieve the symmetric capacity of the symmetric real-valued G-IC to
within a constant gap [33]], under the assumption that the channel gains are powers of 2. All the
above works have demonstrated that discrete signalings are promising for handling interference
when they are treated as noise. That being said, it remains unclear whether it is possible for
purely discrete inputs with TIN to achieve the entire capacity region of the two-user general
G-IC (which can be symmetric or asymmetric) to within a constant gap for all interference
regimes and all channel parameters. Further, the above works only consider the real G-IC. For
the complex G-IC, the performance of discrete signalings with TIN could be severely affected
by the phase rotation introduced in each communication link. Consequently, it is difficult to
directly apply the results from the real G-IC to complex G-IC, although this is not a problem

for circularly symmetric Gaussian input signaling.

C. Contributions

In this work, we continue the quest of designing (asymptotically) optimal input distributions
that can achieve the capacity region to within a constant gap for the general G-IC. In particular,
for practical relevance, we focus solely on purely discrete input distributions at the encoders
and TIN at the decoders. Our goal here is not to obtain sharpened bounds on the achievable
rate of discrete inputs, but rather to further push the frontiers of discrete signaling with TIN

in other interference regimes and show its (constant-gap) optimality. Specifically, we focus on

'The asymmetric very strong interference regime and some subregimes of the symmetric weak interference regime can be

achieved by purely discrete inputs to within a constant gap [32].



the not very weak, not very strong and mixed interference regimes. As for other regimes, the
constant-gap optimality of discrete signaling with TIN has been shown. The main contributions

of the papers are as follows:

o We use a three-step approach to prove the constant-gap optimality of purely discrete sig-
naling with TIN for the general G-IC for all interference regimes: Step 1) We first look
into the general D-IC model [34] and systematically construct novel coding schemes with
TIN that are proven to achieve the entire capacity region for all interference regimes; Step
2) We translate the scheme for the D-IC into a multi-layer superposition coding scheme
based on the commonly used PAM for the general G-IC; Step 3) By using the connection
between the D-IC and G-IC, we prove that the translated schemes are capable of achieving
any rate pair inside the capacity region of the real-valued G-IC to within a constant gap for
all interference regimes. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first time that discrete
signaling with TIN is proven to be constant-gap optimal in the general G-IC for all the

interference regimes.

— In Step 1), we propose novel coding scheme to achieve the whole capacity region of
the general D-IC with TIN. This allows us to obtain purely discrete input distributions
for the G-IC from the proposed scheme in Step 2). Our scheme is different from [34]]
which achieves the capacity region with HK schemes; and it is also a highly non-trivial
generalization of [33]] which only considers achieving the symmetric capacity of the
symmetric D-IC and thus no longer suffices for our purpose. Specifically, we propose
two types of schemes to achieve every corner point of the capacity region for all
interference regimes. The capacity region of the general D-IC can then be achieved by
the proposed schemes together with time-sharing. With the “achieving corner point”
approach, the design of achievable schemes and the achievability proof are greatly
simplified compared to [33] (See Remark [2).

— In Step 2), we translate each sub-matrix in the D-IC model into an independent discrete
modulation. These discrete modulations are then scaled and superimposed together to
form the composite discrete constellation. Different from [32] which directly construct
schemes for the G-IC, we translate schemes from the D-IC and take advantage of the
fact that there exists a universal constant gap between the D-IC and the G-IC [34].

With this, we only need to focus on achieving the rate pair of the D-IC in the G-IC



setting. Moreover, we consider general channel parameters that can be any real values,
rather than restricting to powers of 2 as in [33]]. Under this setting, the power and the
size of each independent discrete signal are carefully designed such that the proposed
scheme is robust to the real channel gains that are not necessarily powers of 2.

— In Step 3), we establish some useful tools to lower bound the minimum distance of a
multi-layer superimposed signals in the proposed scheme (Lemmas [TIj4) as we show
that the gap to capacity is a function of the minimum distance by using an Ozarow-
type bound [36]. Unlike [33] directly citing a minimum distance bound as a fac
we rigorously prove that the minimum distance under the proposed scheme is lower
bounded by a constant independent of all channel parameters and interference regimes.
This allows us to prove that for every interference regime, the proposed scheme is
capable of achieving any rate pair inside the capacity region of the real-valued G-IC
to within a constant gap regardless of channel parameters. It is also worth noting that
a two-layer scheme based on PAM inputs was mentioned in [32, Sec. VIII-C] that
may be good for the moderately weak interference regime. Our results can be deemed
as a significant extension of the two layer scheme to multi-layer and to cover all the
interference regimes. Moreover, our analysis offers a complete understanding and new

insights for the multi-layer inputs schemes.

o For the complex-valued G-IC, we translate the proposed scheme from the D-IC into a
multi-layer superposition coding scheme based on the commonly used quadratic amplitude
modulation (QAM). We then establish a useful tool for lower bounding the achievable
rate of a discrete input drawn from an irregular two-dimensional constellation. With this
tool, we obtain a lower bound on the achievable rate of the proposed schemes in the
complex-valued G-IC, where the gap to the capacity is a function of the minimum Euclidean
distance of the superimposed constellation. Although obtaining a closed form expression of
the minimum distance of the superimposed constellation is difficult due to random phase
distortions experienced by different links, we still manage to show that the phase rotations
that result in zero minimum distance constitute a set of Lebesgue measure zero. Simulation

results are provided to show that the proposed scheme can operate close to the capacity outer

*It can be easily shown that when the channel parameters are not powers of 2, Facts 1-4 hinged by the proof in [33] no longer

hold.



bound [5] and the achievable rate region of the Gaussian HK scheme [5] and it significantly

outperforms Gaussian inputs with TIN.

D. Paper Organization

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section [lI| introduces the D-IC model and the
proposed achievable schemes with TIN that are proven to be capacity achieving. In Section |1}
the scheme proposed for the D-IC is translated into a multi-layer superposition coding scheme
based on PAM with TIN for the real-valued G-IC. The constant-gap optimality of the proposed
scheme is also rigorously proven step-by-step in this section. Section [[V| presents the proposed
schemes for the complex G-IC, followed by the achievable rate analysis and simulations. Finally,

the paper concludes in Section [V]

E. Notations

This paper uses the following notations. Z, N, R and C represent the sets of integers, natural
numbers, real numbers and complex numbers, respectively. Random variables are written in
uppercase Sans Serif font, e.g., X. For z € R, || = y € Z gives the nearest integer y < x.
For a set S, |S| outputs the cardinality of S. For integers a,b and b > a, [a : b] denotes
the set {a,a+1,...,b}. For z € C, R(z) and 3(z) represent the real and imaginary part of z,
respectively. The binary field and the collection of binary matrices of size m xn are denoted by [,
and F5"", respectively. PAM(|A|, dyin(A)) represents the uniform distribution over a conventional
PAM constellation A with mean E[A] = 0, cardinality |A
(A)% Similarly, QAM(|A|, dmin(A)) represents the uniform

, minimum distance d,;,(A) and with

average energy E[|A]]?] = 2

distribution over a conventional QAM constellation A with mean E[A] = 0, cardinality |A],
minimum distance dp,;,(A) and with average energy E[||A|]?] = dfmn(_/\)lA‘T_l. The symbol 3!

denotes unique existence. We reserve k, k € {1,2} to be the user indexes such that k = 1 if

k=2and k=2if k = 1.

II. THE LINEAR DETERMINISTIC INTERFERENCE CHANNEL

In this section, we first look into the linear D-IC as an approximation to the G-IC model and
propose a family of capacity achieving schemes. The schemes obtained here will be systemati-
cally translated into coding schemes for real and complex G-IC in Section [III| and Section [IV]

respectively.



A. Channel Model
The channel model for the two-user D-IC is defined as [34]
Yy = STTEX, @ STTMREX, 3)
where the multiplication and summation are over Fy, 1z, = |log, SNR.| and n,; = |log, INR; |

are for approximating the complex G-IC; while ny, = [1log, SNR,] and ng; £ |1 log, INRy]

are adopted for approximating the real G-IC, ¢ = max{nii,nia,n21,n22}, S is a ¢ x ¢ shift

matrix,
0 0 0 0]
1 0 0 ... 0
S=10 1 0 ... 0], )
0 -~ 0 1 0

and X, Y}, € FI are binary column vectors representing the discrete channel inputs and outputs,
respectively, for user k. Each entry of the input column vector represents a power level. The
highest element of Xj is called the highest power level while the lowest element is called the
lowest power level. The channel operation S™ for some natural number n < ¢ is modeled as
a set of noiseless bit pipes such that with S™Xg, only the highest ¢ — n bits of X; would be
received losslessly while the lowest n bits of X are below the noise level and get truncated.
The capacity region of this channel is characterized in [34] and is summarized in Theorem [I]

for completeness.

Theorem 1. The capacity region of the D-IC is the set of non-negative rate pair (ry, ry) satisfying:

T <Nk (%)

rr + 15 <max{ng — Nz, 0 + max{nzz, i} (6)
ri 4 rp <max{ng,, max{ng, — ng;, 0}} + max{n,z, max{ngz — ng, 0}} (7)
21y, + ri <max{ngg, ng,} + max{ng, — nz, 0} + max{n,z, max{ng; — 7z, 0}}.  (8)

Moreover, the above capacity region is within a constant gap to the capacity region of the (real

and complex) G-IC.

It should be noted that the above capacity region of the D-IC was shown to be achievable by

Han-Kobayashi scheme together with time-sharing in [34]. In contrast, we show in the following



that by carefully designing the transmission scheme, the capacity region can be achieved with
TIN together with time-sharing.

B. Main Result
We state the main result of this section in the following.

Theorem 2. For the two-user G-IC in (3), there exist a pair of input distributions (X, Xy)
such that any rate pair inside the capacity region can be achieved by using TIN together with

time-sharing.
Proof: The proof is provided in the next subsection, where the detailed achievable schemes
|

are given in Appendix [A]

C. Proof of Theorem 2
Let U, be user £’s message vector of length 7, with i.i.d. entries drawn independently and

be the channel input for user k, where

uniformly distributed over Fy. And let X, = G;U;
£ 897"k and B £ S7 " represent the

G). € F¥™ is a generator matrix. We also let A

channels of the D-IC.
The achievable rate of user £ with single-user decoding (i.e., TIN) can be derived as

I(Xi; Yi) = H(Yi) — H(Y5|X)
= H(ST ™" GUp & ST GrUy) — H(ST " G} Uz)

= rank([ST " Gy, ST GE]) — rank (ST GY)
)

= rank([A; Gy ByGj)) — rank(B,G}),
where the multiplication and addition are over [Fs.

From this point onwards, the problem becomes designing G; and G5 such that
(ri,72) for any integer rate pair (ri,75) inside the capacity region

(L(X1; Y1), 1(X3;Y2)) =
defined in Theorem

In our proposed scheme, we decompose the generator matrix into M) submatrices, G =
,E{ )" Define J,, & {ji : ju € [1 : My],Ey;, # 0}. There are |J;| binary

[EL,, ...
submatrices and M, — | Jx| all-zero submatrices. Specifically,
Frips Jk € Tk, f(dr) = ir,
E;, = o (10)
07 ]kG[le]\jk,



i Th

where Fj;, € IF;n sir € [1 2 Ly), f: Jx — [1 : Ly is a surjective mapping function
and thus Ly < |Jk|. The rows of F; are linearly independent and satisty m; < 7y, ie.,
rank(F'y ;) = m,;, . Note that m;, is a crucial design parameter for achieving the target rate
r,. The two binary matrices F',;, and F'., are linearly independent as long as (a,b) # (c,d).
Moreover, the position of submatrix E, ;, in G, determines the power level of the bits generated
by E j,. In order to achieve the capacity region, we propose two types of schemes and whether

to use a type I or type 1I scheme depends on the interference regime. The schemes are defined

as follows.

Definition 1. An achievable scheme is referred to as a type I scheme if Vjy, j,. € Tk, Jk # ji
such that Ey j, # Eyj and |Ji| = L for both users. An achievable scheme is referred to
as a type II scheme if Jj, € Ji,3j, € Ti,jx # Jj such that Ey,; = Ey; = Fp;, and

|Jk| = Ly + 1 for either one user or both users.

Remark 1. In a type I scheme, every binary submatrix E ;, is linear independent to any other
binary submatrix E} ;,, as in Definition |I} Thus, we say that each submatrix only occupy one
power level. In a type II scheme, there is a binary submatrix that appears in two different sets
of rows in the generator matrix, and we say that this submatrix occupies two different power
levels. When a type I scheme is used, we design the scheme in such a way that all the desired
bits are in the power levels that are not occupied by the interfered bits at both users. This allows
the receiver to easily distinguish its intended bits from the interfered bits and thus facilitates
the use of TIN to achieve a target rate pair. A type Il scheme contains all the features of a
type 1 scheme, except that each of the bits in the block occupying two different power levels
will have only one interference-free replica and the other one interfered by the other user’s bit.
The purpose of introducing these bits is to maximize the achievable rate of their intended user
without interfering the other user’s bits that occupy the same power levels. In what follows, we

use an example to demonstrate the above ideas.

Example 1. Consider ny; = 8,195 = 7,112 = 6,197 = 5. This set of parameters belong to the
weak interference regime, for which our proposed scheme is a type II scheme given in in

Appendix a). Assume that we want to achieve the target rate pair (r1,72) = (7,2) on the



Tx1 Rx1

X, (1) X1, (1)
X1,1(2) X1‘1(2)
) X,1(3)
E X1‘3 G—) XZ‘l
X1,3 X1‘3
XLs (1) X1,6 (1)
X1,6 (2) X1‘6(2)
X16(3) X,6(3)
Tx2 Rx2
0
X1 0
0 X51
0 X141 (1)
0 %,(2)
0 x,3)
XZA &
0 Xoq O Xis

Fig. 1. Coding scheme for the example channel to achieve (ri,72) = (7,2).

capacity region of the D-IC. The generator matrices are

~ _ ~ _ E271 01,2
E, Fi,
E,, Fy,
E, , F, 3 19
G, = =|—|.G2= E2,3 = 10" ) (11)
E, 3 F 3
— E;, Fs4
| Eq 4] | F16] 19
E275 (O

where F'; 1, F 14 € F§’7, F,3 ¢ ]F%j, and F'y;, Fy, € IF;Q. We underline submatrix F'; 3 to
stress that it is associated with two power levels. The message vectors for users 1 and 2 are
T, = [mlvl,%,%,mm]T = [:1:171(1),:131,1(2),:13171(3),@,%,a:176(1),:13176(2),:13176(3)]T and
2 = [0,291,0,224,0]7 = [0,221,0,0,0,0,x94,0]", respectively, where each element inside
the message vector is generated by the corresponding submatrix in the respective generator
matrix and x; (1) denotes the first bit of subvector «;; and so forth.

An illustration for the above type II scheme is depicted in Fig. [T} where each circle represents
a bit. A bit is said to be above the noise level at a receiver if it is emitting from its circle at a
transmitter and passed noiselessly through the edge to the circle at that receiver. A bit is said to
be below the noise level at a receiver if there is no edge between its circle at a transmitter and
any circle at that receiver. Each bit occupies a power level and the power levels are separated

by dash lines. There are 8 power levels in total and we number them from the highest power



level to the lowest power level as power levels 8, ..., 1. In this example, transmitters 1 and 2
are intended to transmit 7 and 2 bits of information, x; and @, to users 1 and 2, respectively.
The received bits get shifted down due to the channel effects on the incoming communication
links.

At receiver 1, user 1’s bit in a power level (i.e., power levels 1-4 and 6-8) that is not interfered
by any of user 2’s bits, can be successfully received. Note that every bit in a type I scheme has
this feature. Although ;3 and w5 are aligned in power level 5, user 1 can still retrieve x; 3 in
power level 4 As aresult, user 1 successfully receives 7 bits. At receiver 2, the bit in power level
6 can be received successfully. Although x5 4 and x; 3 are aligned in power level 1, user 2 can use
the knowledge of interfering bit ;3 received in power level 2 to obtain its intended bit x274ﬂ As

a result, user 2 receivers 2 bits. [ |

Since TIN has already been proved to be constant-gap optimal in the very weak interference
regime [4] and in the very strong interference regime [32], hence, we only focus on the weak,
strong and mixed interference regimes. The characterizations of the interference regimes for the
D-IC follow that of the G-IC in Section |} weak interference regime when ny; > no1, n9s > nqo;
the strong interference regime when ny; < nop, nge < njo; and the mixed interference regime
when nis < Nog, Moy = Nqq OF Nio > Moo, Ny < Niyp. We consider ny; > ngy without loss of
generality. Since we do not consider the very weak [4] and very strong interference regimes [6]],
n11, N2z, N2, and ng; should not satisfy either min{ny;,noe} > niz + noy or min{nqa, noy b >
n11 + Nag.

Note that the capacity region in Theorem [l is also defined by the convex hull of all corner
points (including (0, 0)). That is, the boundary of the region is formed by all corner points and
the line segment between each pair of neighboring corner points. Hence, for the achievability
proof, we are targeting on achieving every corner point of the capacity region of the D-IC. Once
all the corner points are achieved, the capacity region can then be achieved by the proposed
schemes together with time-sharing. For the rest of the proof, we show the detailed design of

the generator matrices in Appendix |Al We also provide the details of all interference subregimes

3For the ease of presentation, we refer to “two signals are aligned” as that two signals occupy the same power level in the
D-IC. The reader should not confuse this with any form of interference alignment [37], [38].
“This process corresponds to Gaussian elimination when computing the ranks in @0) and (©2) and it should not be confused

with any form of SIC.



and a pointer to the achievability proof of each subregime in Table Il Although we focus on
achieving corner points, we also showcase that the proposed scheme is capable of achieving all

the integer rate pairs inside the capacity region without time-sharing for some subregimes in

Appendix [A-A]

TABLE 1

INTERFERENCE REGIMES AND SCHEMES

Interference regimes Subregimes Scheme
Weak 1: n11 > no2 > ni12 > no1 | Appendix Mand Table

Weak: ni2 < naz,n21 < nii Weak 2: ni1 > nos > noy > nis Table

Weak 3: n11 > n21 > ne2 > ni2 Table [IV|

Strong 1: n12 > n21 > N1 > nae
StI‘OIlgI ni < n21, 122 < ni2 StI'OIlg 2: nop > Nz > Ny > Moo

Strong 3: n21 > ni1 > ni2 > Noo

Mixed 1: n11 > ni2 > nas > noy Table
Mixed 2: n11 > no1 > niz > Moo Table
Mixed: ni2 < naz,n21 > n11 | Mixed 3: ni11 > ni2 > nei > naz Same as Mixed 2

or 12 > N22,N21 < N1 Mixed 4: ni2 > ni11 > no1 > Noo

Mixed 5: ni2 > ni11 > nog > noi

Mixed 6: no1 > ni1 > neg > Ni2

Remark 2. We emphasize that the “achieving corner point” approach has greatly simplified the
achievable schemes and the achievability proof compared to the “achieving symmetric capacity”
approach in [33]]. This can be seen by looking into the weak and strong interference regimes of
the symmetric D-IC, whose symmetric capacity is not a corner point. In order to achieve the
symmetric capacity of these two regimes, the author in [33] had to divide the interference regime
into an infinite number of subregimes. As a result, the generator matrices of the corresponding
achievable scheme can have infinite number of submatrices (see Eq. (2.18) and Eq. (2.23)
of [33]]). In our case, we successfully circumvent this difficulty by targeting on corner points.
Consequently, we only need to consider a finite number of sub-regimes and the generator matrices
have a finite number of submatrices. In addition, the scheme proposed in [33] requires two time
slots to achieve the symmetric capacity in the aforementioned two regimes (See Eq. (2.33)- Eq.
(2.36) of [33]) while all of our capacity-achieving schemes only use one time slot. We will see

in Section that these successes in the D-IC also lead to much simpler achievable schemes



for the G-IC.

When characterizing each subregime of the considered above regimes, we only present the re-
lationships between channel parameters as strict inequalities since any relationship with equalities
automatically belongs to a special case of that subregime. When the relationship has equalities,
the number of rows of some submatrices of G become zero. It is also possible that some
corner points can become single-user achievable rate points, i.e., (111, 0) and (0, no2). When this
happens, their associated achievable schemes become single-user achievable schemes. Hence, the
case mi; = Ngy = N1y = Moy is excluded as the only corner points are the (n1,0) and (0, 192),

which is off the interest here.

III. THE REAL-VALUED GAUSSIAN INTERFERENCE CHANNEL

In this section, we propose purely discrete input distributions by systematically translating the
schemes for the D-IC to the real G-IC. The constant-gap optimality of the proposed discrete
input distributions is then shown. Unless specified otherwise, the definitions and their associated

notations from Section [lIf are continued to be used for the rest of the paper.

A. Main Result

We state the main result of this section in the following.

Theorem 3. For the two-user real G-IC in (1)) and (2), there exist a pair of purely discrete input
distributions (X1, Xs) such that any rate pair inside the capacity region can be achieved to within
a constant gap by using TIN together with time-sharing, where the gap is independent of all

channel parameters and interference regimes.

In what follows, we describe the proposed scheme and the proof for Theorem [3]

B. Proposed Schemes

First, we denote the difference between the actual channel value and the corresponding

quantized value (in the D-IC) as [ = %log2 SNRy — ny, and By = %log2 INRy; — n4z. Thus,

Bieks Bix € 10,1).



The proposed distributions in the D-IC are systematically translated into a multi-layer super-
position PAM signaling, where each PAM’s power level and cardinality can be directly derived

from G, and G5 in our proposed scheme for the D-IC. Specifically, user k’s signal is given by

Lk M
X, = 271 Z 92 i, 41 ToW(Ei) PricFrins (12)

ir=1
where 277 is the normalization factor for satisfying the power constraint E[||X]|?] < 1 as shown
in Lemma [1] in Appendix [B] row(.) outputs the number of rows, F; is a discrete random
variable and the cardinality of its support is associated with rank(F';, ), Ey j, = F,; when
f(r) = ik, jx € T, and Ey;, = 0 when j, € [1: M;]\ Ji following (10), ZZﬁﬁk“mW(E’“’i)
and py;, € [1,2) are the power scaling factor and power adjustment, respectively, for Fy ;, .

In a type I scheme, Fj; ~ PAM (2% (Frir)=1 1) and is uniquely associated with one power
scaling factor. Moreover, py;, = 1 (i.e., no power adjustment is required).

In a type II scheme, Fy; ~ PAM(Qra“k(F’fvik)_Q, 1). If By, = E, ;. = Fy;, for j. # ji and

. . . M ) Zj_wk_, row(E}, ;) i
Jk, Jr. € Jk, then the power scaling factor of Fy;, is 92 iy 1P (Eki) | oovizji 41 " Consider
Jx < ji. without loss of generality. Given user k’s generator matrix Gy, = [E%J, ceey E% MR]T with

binary submatrix Ej ; = Fj ;. and j; € J;, the power adjustments for any pair of (Fy,, F,;’Z»E)

follow
(2maxt Bk Bt =B gmax{Bir.Srt =P - C1,
(PE.ir» p,;ﬂ.%) = <2max{5kfwﬁfck}_ﬁkk’ QmaX{ﬁmﬂ;;k}—ﬁm)’ C2, (13)
(1,1), Otherwise.
Cl1 ng, + ZZ;H row(Ey ;) < ngg + Zji’;kﬂ row(Ey ;) < ng, + Zj\:k row(Ey;),
C2 g + Zf’;ﬁl row(Ey ;) < ng, + Zflzkﬂ row(E;) < ngip + Zf’;k row(Ey ;).

Conditions C1 and C2 in (13) correspond to scenarios in the D-IC, where for binary matrix
F;;, in Gy, there uniquely exists a matrix consisting of ¢ + 1 consecutive binary submatrices

[F,

Fip—t) F% i,;]T in G, such that both matrices occupy the same rows which are in a higher

position than that of the replica of Fy;, in matrix [A;Gy B;Gy| and matrix [A;G; B Gyl
(i.e., at receiver k and /;:), respectively, and ¢t € {0,1} by design. It should also be noted that
either C1 or C2 is active for F';, in a type Il scheme. Moreover, in our design for any pair of
the submatrices that occupy the same rows, only one of them has a replica and occupies two

different power levels in the D-IC. We emphasize that the power adjustment is a constant to



enforce perfect alignment for (Fy;, , FE,i,;> at the receiver when the channel gains are not powers
of 2. The detailed explanation is given in Section [[II-C4

For type I and type II schemes, the reduction on the order of the cardinality of a PAM signal
is to reduce the extra interference between each PAM signals caused by the mismatch between
the expected channel gains (powers of 2) and the actual channel gains. It is also used to avoid
the carry over from the signal with two power levels to the signal above in a type II scheme.

The details will soon become clear when we analyze the minimum distance.

Remark 3. In our scheme, we translate each non-zero submatrix in G, into a PAM constellation.
Note that each submatrix can be further partitioned into a number of submatrices and can
be translated into the superposition of multiple independent PAM constellations. Therefore,
in its ultimate form, each non-zero row of G/, could be translated into a binary phase shift
keying signal. However, this is completely unnecessary. Moreover, for each independent PAM
modulation, we have to added a one-bit (two-bit for type II schemes) guard interval as mentioned
above. Hence, in our translation, we tend to keep the number of independent PAM modulations,
1.e., Lg, small. The largest number of L; among all of our schemes for the D-IC in Appendix

[A]is 9, which occurs for the scheme in (94).

C. Proof of Theorem 3]

It has been shown in [34] that the capacity region of the D-IC Cpc and that of the G-IC
Co.ic satisfy Cg.c C Cpc + ¢ for some constant ¢ > 0 for the real G-IC. In what follows, we
will show that the rate region RGN achieved by our discrete input distribution given in (12)
with TIN satisfies Cpic € RN + ¢ for some constant ¢’ > 0. Hence, any rate pair inside the
capacity region of the real-valued G-IC can be achieved by our scheme to within a constant gap,
i.e., Coac C REN + ¢ for some constant ¢’ > 0. Next, we prove the constant gap result in six
steps.

1) Bounding User k’s Achievable Rate as a function of Minimum Distance: With the channel

model in () and (2)), user k£’s mutual information is
=h(hueXe + hiX5 + Zi) — h(hyp X5 + Zi)

=h(heeXy + hp Xy + Zi) — "M(Zy) — (h(he X5 + Zi) — h(Zy))



=1 (hpeXp + haeXes P Xp + hyeXs 4+ Zi) — T (hypXes hiiXg + Zie). (14)

To bound I (hXi + hipiXs; heeXe + hiXs + Zi), we first note that

hkak + hk,;X,; =\ SNRka + |NR]€X,’C (153)
NS row(By) N vy
— 9nkk+Brk—a Z 92 i=j+1 "OW( Bk prei Frin + Nk +Bri—4 Z 92-i=jp+1 Fi Phis Fl_&i;; (15b)
ip=1 ip=1
x,j.:x,; xgj:xlg

where in (I5b) we decompose the superimposed signals of users k and k from into two
parts, respectively, and the superscripts “+4” and “—”" mean that the signals are above and below
the noise level, respectively, from receiver k’s perspective. Each decomposed signal has the same
form as that of the signal before decomposition, except that the range of i; and i; are from the

following subsets of [1 : Lx] and [1 : Lj], respectively,

M
M
B, £ {ik : Zi:};kﬂ row(Ey;) < q— nkk} , for X, (17)
M,
Ay £ {zk : Zi:’;% row(Ep ;) > q — nkk} , for X, (18)
A ) My, B
B = {zk : Zisz row(E} ;) < q— nkk} , for X7 (19)

Note that |A;| < Ly and |Ag| < Lj. It is also worth noting that 27 " and 29 ™ are the
noise levels for users k and k, respectively. This follows the D-IC model in Section where
(¢ — nix) and (¢ — ngz) bits of X; and X;, respectively, are shifted down to below the noise
level at receiver k. In fact, the signals above the noise level are those translated from the binary
submatrices in [A; G\ B, Gy Next, we give a detailed example to show the signals above and

below the noise level for the type II scheme illustrated in Example

Example 2. Consider the scheme in Appendix [A-A2(a). In this case, ¢ = n;;. We assume

B11 > P12 and (391 > [ao. From user 1°s perspective,
persp
Xil— =X; = 2B11(F1,6 + 9niz+na1—nge—t1 F1,5 + on22tnii—niz—n21—te F1,4
+ (2n11—n21 + 2”22+"11_”12_”21)F173 + on21—t1 F172 + gn21 Fl,l)a (20)
X;r :2ﬁ12<2n12+n21*n22 Foo - 2n22tnui—nia—na 9B11—P12 F 1) (21)

X; =0, (22)



X5 —9ob2 (2mzm22f, , 4 92(n12+4n21—n22)—ni1 Fas), (23)

where (py 3, p9.1) = (20171 28n=F2) = (1 2P1-F12) and the rest of the power adjustments are

1. From user 2’s perspective,
Xii' :2521(271124-27121—7111—7122—151 |:175 + gnzz—n12—t2 F1,4 + (1 + 2n22—n12)l:173
4 92n21—ni1—t |:172 4 92n21—n11 Fl,l)a (24)

X;_ =Xy = 2B22(F2’4 4 22n21—n11 F2,3 4 9na F272 + 22n22+n11—2n12—n21 . 2511—ﬂ12 F271)’ (25)

X; =2fn-muF g (26)
X5 =0. Q27)
]

With (13)), we further bound the mutual information I (hgeXg + hpiXz; heeXe + hiXi + Z)

I(hirXe + hyiXes e X 4+ hieXg 4+ Zi) = (X + X + X5+ X2+ Zy) — h(Z) (28a)

> h(X;, + X5+ Z) — h(Z) (28b)

> I(X¢ + X5 X5+ X5+ Z) (28¢)
1 1 1

> H(X + X)) — Zlog, 2 — 28d

where the lower bound in does not result in too much loss since (X, + X;) is already
below the noise level as will be shown shortly, and (28d) follows from an Ozarow-type bound
[36]] for the achievable rate of a uniform input distribution over a one-dimensional constellation

in [32, Prop. 1].

Remark 4. Although there exist better bounds for the mutual information for discrete inputs
(e.g., in [32]), we opt to use a type of Ozarow-Wyner bound [36]] due to its simplicity for

enabling closed-form analytical computation (see also [32, Sec. 1I-A]).
With (13)-(19), we further bound I (h;;Xj; hipiXs + Zx) from (14)) as
T (P Xes e X + Zi) = Wy Xy + Zy) — h(Xp + Zg) + (X, + Zy) — h(Zy)
= T(OXE5 hye X + Zi) + T(X3 XE 4+ Zy,)

1 _
< H(X) + 5 logy(1+ E[|IX¢[°])



1 N7 s Nﬁ;, row(Ey ; 2
© H(X;) + 5108 (1 + EH DY gimip+1 oM ’“)pzz-,ik Frir D
i €By,
+ 1 28,5 A2 2(niz—q) q—NyL 2
< H(X!) + 5 log; (1 + max {22 p? 22— OR[|| PAM(20%, 1) ]) (29a)
1 92(a—nyg) _
< H(X[) + 5 logy <1 + Q2(mr— )+ T) (29b)
o1 7
< H<Xi€ ) + B log, 3/ (29¢)

where (29a)) follows that there are at most ¢ — n,; bits of Xj, below the noise level in the D-IC
and their corresponding g —n,; rows in G, can be translated into a PAM(29- "+ 1) which gives

the largest possible constellation for X7, and (29b) follows from (T3) that max{2°pz; } < 4.
Substituting and into gives

1 1 1 1 7
106 Yi) 2 HOXE +XF) = HGH) — - logy 2me (d2 T ﬁ> ~ Slog, (§> '
k k

(30)

In what follows, we analyze the cardinality and the minimum distance of (X + XI). We
present the detailed analysis for our proposed two types of schemes separately. This together
with (30) and the converse bound in [5] will allow us to complete the proof of Theorem [3]

2) Bounding the Minimum Distance Under Type I Scheme: When a type I scheme is used,

(Xi +X) can be written in the following form

L L
Xi+XE =D PV € Y il i, £ Ay, 31)

=1 I=1
where V; ~ PAM(2™~!, 1) with support A;, representing either Fy;, or Fy,; with i, € A and
i, € Ay, my is either rank(F'y;, ) or rank(F; ) and mo = 0, p, = 1 for type I scheme and thus
does not appear in (31), oy > 0 is the number of rows of the all-zero submatrix between the
binary submatrices associated with V; and V,_; in [A; G\ B;Gj] in the D-IC, §5; € { Bk, Bii ) is
the channel difference associated with V;, P, £ 9% i—1 aitmioi+Bi s the overall power coefficient
including the power level and the channel gain, i.e., 2Xi-1 %+mi-1 is either g+ i s oW (i)
or 2"’“’5_q+2?i§k+lrow(E’5’i) and P, > P, L = |Ai| + | Az|, Ax is the overall constellation. We

then have the following proposition for (X + Xg)
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=

————— Noise level

Fig. 2. Visual illustration of the desired and interference signals observed by receiver 1 when (a) the channel gain is a power
of 2 and no reduction on the cardinality, (b) the channel gain is not a power of 2 and there is no ‘—1’ to the order of the

cardinality, (c) the channel gain is not a power of 2 and with ‘—1’ reduction on the cardinality of each signal.

Proposition 1. (X} + X7') is uniformly distributed over Ay defined in (31) satisfying
i) [Ag| = 2% ™t
11) dmin(AZ> - 20114-51 Z ]-7

jif) 1 — 92X (mita) =1 -\~ o¥ity(mita)=1 _ | y) € Ay,

Proof: See Appendix [C| u

The intuition behind how the ‘—1" on the cardinality allows us to guarantee non-vanishing
minimum distance is illustrated in Fig. [2] where we visualize the desired signals (user 1’s signals)
and interference (user 2’s signals) as well as their power levels from receiver 1’s perspective in
the D-IC model. Specifically, each signal is represented by a grid, whose position is determined
by its power level in the D-IC. As it can be seen in Fig. 2(a), when the channel gain of each
signal is a power of 2 with 5; = 0, the minimum distance is not vanished since the desired signal
and the interference are disjoint. When the channel gains are not powers of 2 as shown in Fig.
2[b), the interference could be stronger than expected, which shrinks the minimum distance. In
Fig. [2fc), the ‘—1 on the cardinality serves as a guard interval to maintain a large minimum
distance. Since the power spacing between the least significant bit in the desired signal and most
significant bit in the interference signals is determined by the difference 51, — B12 € (—1,1),
adding a 1-bit guard interval suffices to guarantee a constant minimum distance even in the worst

case.
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3) Bounding the Achievable Rate of User k Under Type I Scheme: With Proposition (1| and
(30), user k’s achievable rate is lower bounded by

I(Xg; Ye) ( Z rank(F'y ;. ) — |Ax| + Z rank(F'y,; ) — ]Akl)

i, EAL ip€AL
1 1 1 1 7
_ < Z rank(F; ) — ].Ak]) — §log2 27e (d2 X+ X7 + E) — 510g2 (§>
A min 2
1 1 1 1
= Z rank(F'y;, ) — |Ax| — log2 2me to) —log, T
; ’ mln( ) 2 3
i EAL
1 1 1 1 7
=r — [Ar| — ) log, 2me (dr2nm<x+ + X—i—) + _2) ) log, <§> (32a)
1 13 1 7
Sp _ = _ = z
>ry — | Agl 5 log, 27e (12) 5 log, (3) , (32b)

where (324) follows from Proposition |5 ﬁ that ), 4 rank(F}; ) = rank(AyGy) = ry in the
D-IC, and | Ag| is due to the “—1” on the cardinality of X and |Aj| < L; with L; upper

bounded by a constant as discussed in Remark

Remark 5. For some cases, it is possible to reduce the gap in (32) by using less guard bits.
Consider a specific example where 317 < (12 and let A; and A;;; be the supports of PAM (2™ 1)
and PAM(2™+1 1), respectively, which belong to user 1 and user 2, respectively, for some
[ € [1: L]. According to (21b) from [32, Proposition 2], we have dmin(QEézlaH_mi_l—i_ﬁuAl +
oyl aitmiitBia A, ) = 2 etmiatBug L (A)) which is a crucial condition in ([I3) of
Lemma [3| I in Appendix [B| for lower bounding d,,,;,(Ax). Hence, there is no need to reduce my
(i.e., no guard bits). Moreover, when 3;; > (12 and oy, > 1, the above condition still holds.
The introduction of the ‘—1’ to the cardinalities of all PAM signals is to universally lower bound

dmin(Ax) by a constant regardless of the values of 5, and .

4) Bounding the Minimum Distance Under Type II Scheme: Following Sec. when a

type II scheme is used, (XJr + X) can be written in the following form

XZ_ —+ X Z Plprl —+ Z Pl//pl/Vl/

l'ed

zmvl+22ﬂl' % Pypi Ve (33a)

'ed

IIMh

c Z 22%:1(ai+mi—1)+ﬂlplAl + Z 222/:1(a¢+mi—1)+611pl,Al, é AE, (33b)
=1 l'ed
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where V; ~ PAM(2™~2 1) with support A; and Vi, ...,V are L independent discrete random

variables with their respective power coefficient P, ..., P;, and (334) follows that the power
coefficient of Vy is Py + F» such that ;é;j = ;—ll_’,,, where 3’ € ® C [1: L],3N € [1: L]\ ®.

Specifically, V and Vj are a pair of random variables whose corresponding signals in the D-IC
occupy the same power leve]E] and their modulation orders satisfy my = my, and |®| € {1,2}
is by design as in Appendix |Al Following (13), (pr, pp) = (200w Buit=0y  gmaxtSee.fuz}—Fir)
when Py < P and p; = 1 otherwise. Note that the power adjustments are to ensure perfect
alignment, i.e., Pppp = Pupp in the case of Py < Py only when the channel gains are not
powers of 2 and do not matter in the case of Py > Pj.

In what follows, we analyze the minimum distance and the cardinality of (X} + Xg) under
three scenarios in 4a) with |®| = 1 and Py > Py, 4b) with |®| = 1 and Py < Py, and in 4c)
with |®| = 2, respectively. Note that scenarios 4a) and 4b) cover the type II schemes translated
from all the corner point-achieving type II schemes (as well as some integer rate pair-achieving
type II schemes) in the D-IC. Thus, the achievable rate analysis of these scenarios together with
time-sharing already suffices for deriving the constant-gap result. For the sake of completeness,
we still present scenario 4c¢) which further covers one type Il scheme translated from a particular
integer rate pair-achieving type Il scheme in the D-IC. These three scenarios cover all the type
IT schemes in this work.

4a) Consider Py > P which implies P, > Py and I’ > . An example of such a scenario
can be found in Example [2| where k = 2, (Vy, Vi) = (Fy3,Fo4), Py = 2m22—m2tban p, = 9821
Py = 2°22 and (py, py) = (p13,p24) = (1,1), which is the scheme translated from that in the
D-IC for user 2 in in Appendix [A-A2h. The superimposed signal in becomes

r-1 -1 L
XE+XE =D PN+ PopiNp + ) g PN+ (P + Po)piVe + Y plPpNe - (34)
=1 =41 I=1'+1
v ) ) 4 ) )
c AEJ + (22»5:107,"1‘"7/171 + 221:1 ozﬁ-mlfl)zﬁupl,Al, + AE,Q L AZ’ (35)
As shown in and the discussion below, in some of our design, Vi = Fp ;41 + 22 FrixtF, . € A, with

Fr.i, ~ PAM(2"*Fki)=2 1) and Fy,, +1 ~ PAM(2*(Frit+1)=2 1) To obtain the lower bound on the achievable rate
an £ : T : T —_ .

for this case, we always consider Vj ~ PAM(2" KF ki Pl 42 17) =2 1) with support As, such that Ay C Ap, dmin(Ae) =

dmin (Ap) = 1, max{As} < max{As}, and 4|A,| = |As|. Then for any A. # 0, we have dmin(Ac + Aa) > dmin(Ac + Ap)

and [Ac + Aa| > $[Ac + Asl.
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Fig. 3. The desired and interference signals observed by receiver 1 when (a) each power level is a power of 2 and no reduction
on the cardinality, (b) each power level is not a power of 2 and no reduction on the cardinality, (c) each power level is not a

power of 2 and with ‘—2’ reduction on the cardinality of each signal.

where in (33) we have used the relationship P = P;2% =% and

i-t -1 -1
Z BipVi+ PpppVip + Z PpV, € AE,l £ Z 22%:1(Qi+mi—l)+ﬁlplAl, (36)
=1 I=l'+1 =1
L L
Z PV, € Ay 5 £ Z QZ§=1(ai+m¢71)+BzIOZAl
I=U+1 I=U'+1
, LU
= Xt Z 22221(al/Herl/”_lHﬁ”",01+1/A1+1/- (37)
=1

Then, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2. (X + X7') is uniformly distributed over Ay defined in (33), and Ay satisfying
i) [Ag| = 2% 2t

ii) dpin (Ag) = 220790 > 1.

Proof: See Appendix u

In Fig. [3] we give a visual illustration on the effect of ‘—2’ bits. As it can be seen from
Fig. B[a)-(b), due to the replicated signal occupying the pink power levels, a part of the desired
signal and a part of the interference signal occupy the same power level, regardless of whether

<

the channel parameters are powers of 2. Hence, the ‘—2’ bits serves a larger guard interval to

avoid the carry over from the signal with two power levels to the signal above as shown in Fig.

Blc).
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Remark 6. We introduce the ‘—2 bits’ reduction to the cardinalities of all the PAM signals
for a type II scheme to simplify the presentation of our scheme under G-IC without losing the

constant-gap optimality. In practice, the reduction on the cardinality can be less.

4b) Consider Py < Py, which implies Py < Py and I’ < I'. An example of such a scenario
can be found in Example 2| where k¥ = 1, (V;;,Vy) = (Fi3,Fqy), Py = 2mi—natbu p, =
gruitnn—miz=nathn - p, — gnutnez-nwe-nathe and (pp, pp) = (p1.3, p21) = (1,2°17%12) which
is the scheme translated from that in the D-IC for user 1 in (84) in Appendix [A-A2h. The
superimposed signal in becomes

I'—1 -1 L
Xi+XE =Y PipNi+ PopeNu + Y PipNVi+ PoppVp + PopeNe + ) PpVo (38)
=1 I=l'+1 1=i"+1

EAs s+ 222;1 ai+mi71+max{ﬁkkvﬁkl§}Al, + Ay gy
+ 225:1 a¢+m¢71+max{5kk75kk}(/\p + Al’) + AE,B L AE; (39)

where in (39) we have used the relationships (py, pp) = (2m21Bkk:Brt=By gmaxtfurBiit=Fir) and

Pypy = Pyppp, as well as
I'—1 -1 l
D PpVi € Mgy £ aimlertme i, o, (40)
I=1 =1
r—1 v
Z Pz,01Vz c AZ,4 A Z 221:1(Qi+mi—1)+51p1Al
I=U+1 I=l'+1
, 7—1'-1
:222:1 ai+mi—1 Z 227{-:1(al/+i+ml/+i_1)+,ﬁl+l/lerl/AlJrl/’ (41)
=1

L L
Z PV, e Ag’g) £ Z 2Zé:l(ai+mi_1)+ﬁl,@1/\l

1=I"+1 I=l'+1
. -0 l
] ) ) ; _ _ _
=X itmios N oXim @t it oy A, (42)
=1

We then have the following proposition.

Proposition 3. (X; +X.') is uniformly distributed over Ay defined in (39), and Ay, satisfies the

two properties in Proposition

Proof: See Appendix [E] [



25

Remark 7. The power adjustments are designed to enforce perfect alignment, i.e., Pypp = Fppy
in the case of Py < Fj» only. There are many other ways to satisfy this requirement. For example,
in Example [2 one can simply let (p13, p21) = (2771,27912) € (0, 1]*. However, at receiver 2
(i.e., scenario 4a)) we end up having (2721 p; 3,2%22p, |) = (2022711 2P22=F12) and the dypin(As)
for user 2 can be reduced if (51 < (517 or P2 < [12. On the other hand, if the power adjustment

¢

is too large, the “—2” guard bits may not be sufficient to guarantee a constant lower bound
on the minimum distance. Therefore, our design in (13) ensures that the power adjustments are
neither too small nor too large such that d,,;,(Ayx) is lower bounded by a constant under the

“—2” guard bits for all users.

4c) Consider the case of |®| = 2. The only instance of such a case is the type II scheme in
Appendix. [A-A2p. Notice that for both users, Ay, is a mixed of two superimposed constellation
from (35) and (39), where the signals with one replica are F; 5 and Fy ;. We prove in Appendix
[F that scenario 4c) can be equivalently treated as 4b) and thus Proposition [3 is also applied in
this scenario.

5) Bounding User k’s Achievable Rate Under Type Il Scheme: Equipping with the lower

bound on d,,i,(Ay), we obtain the achievable rate of user k£ under a type II scheme by following

(2

1 13 1 7

where 2|.A| is due to the —2 on the cardinality of user k’s signals above the noise level.

6) Constant Gap: As it can be seen from (32) and @3) that r; — I(Xy;Y1) and 75 — I(X2; Y2)
are upper bounded by two constants, respectively. Hence, our scheme is able to achieve every
corner point of Cgc to within a constant gap. This, together with time-sharing, shows that our
proposed scheme achieves a rate region REN- satisfying Cgic € REN + ¢ for some constant

¢’ > 0. This completes the proof of Theorem

IV. THE COMPLEX GAUSSIAN INTERFERENCE CHANNEL

In this section, we translate the proposed scheme from the D-IC to the discrete input distri-

bution for the complex G-IC and analyze the achievable rate pair.

A. Proposed Scheme

For the complex G-IC, we similarly denote the difference between the actual channel value

and the corresponding quantized value (in the D-IC) as [y = log, SNRy — ngx and Sz =
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log, INRg — niz. Thus, Bkk, Bii € [0,1). We then translate our input distributions for the D-IC in
Section [[I| to obtain the following proposed input signaling, which is a multi-layer superposition

of QAM constellation for each user

» Ly, Zi\iﬁ'kJrlmw(Ekﬂi)
Xe=283 27 5 R (44)
tp=1

The notations and their definitions here follow from those in (I2]), except that 273 is the
normalization factor to ensure E[|[X.|[?] < 1, and Fj;, ~ QAM(27*(Fri) 1), When using
discrete signaling in the complex G-IC, the most difficult problem to deal with is the channel
phase distortions in two direct links and cross links. Thus, we ignore the fine tunes, including
—1 or —2 to the cardinality and the power adjustment py,;,, as they may not be effective.

To analyze the achievable rate of user £ under our scheme, we start by writing the received
signal following (TJ)

haaXp + hi X = [Pkl €% X, + [P e X,

L My,

Li My,
_ Sk row(E,C i) _ _ k Z-: i "OW(E]; )
N tBrr—a i=jp+1 Al "etPrE 1 Timiptl TR L,
=27 3 § 2 2 IOk Fy 427 2 § 2 2 eFr, . (45)
ip=1 ip=1
NS A

Vv vV

+ — —

X +X;, XX

where we adopt the same the definitions in (I5) - (I9) to characterize the signals above and
below the noise level.
Similar to the rate analysis for real setting in (28]) and (29), user k’s achievable rate in the

complex G-IC is lower bounded by

7
+ + 4 1 + 7
> H(X; +X) — log, 2me 5 (X++X+)+Z — H(X;) — log, 3 (46a)
min\”"“k k
log, 2 1 - ! +1 ! (46b)
=r, — log, 2me - o) -
L Tl (XD +XT) 4 &2\3 )

where follows by applying an Ozarow-type bound [36] for a uniform input distribution
over a two-dimensional constellation in Lemma [5] in Appendix [B] and {#6b) follows the same
argument used in (32a) under the condition that [X; +X;'| = 2"*. In Proposition 4, we will show
that the condition is true almost everywhere, i.e., the set of phases resulting in overlapping in
(X{ + Xg) has Lebesgue measure zero. Then the gap between the capacity and the achievable
rate solely depends on the minimum distance of the signal above the noise level from user £’s

point of view.
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B. Minimum Euclidean Distance Analysis

The signals above the noise level for the complex G-IC in (I)) can be written in the following

form based on (@3), (I6) and (18]

X++X+_2 2 ejekk Z Pklkalk_l—Q 2 ejekk Z szkazka (47)
i €A ip €A
M
nkk7q+zi:{“. TOW(Ek:,i)
where Py ;, = 2 . and Fy;, ~ QAM(2*(Frir) 1) with support Ay ;. More-

over, since any phase rotation at the receiver does not lose information, we equivalently consider

e % (X + XT), where

e IO (X + XT) € o 4t > PriMis, P > P A = As, (48)
in€Ax in€Ag
where 0 £ 0 — 0, € [0, 27] is the phase difference between hyy and hyy.
For any A, € Ay, we let R( s, ), S(Aei,) € {£3,. .., ot _ 1} represent the
real and imaginary part of a constellation point ) ;,, respectively. VA, X € Ay, and X # )\, the

square Euclidean distance between A and )\’ is
2

ﬁ B .
(0 N) = Y Peai = M) 125 €7 D0 Py (i — M)
€Ay i €A
2

Bkk / 0
\S § :Pklk )\klk_ kzk +226] E szk )\kzk k;zk)

ir€AL ip €A},

k+ﬂkE
2

_ Bk
=200 (AR + AT + 20 (A + AT ) +2

Brkt+Pri
2

+ COSH(ARkARE + A]kA[E)

+1 sinH(AR%AIk — ARkAI;g)7
5
Z(Q%AR,; + Q%AR,C cosf + QﬁkaAIk sin 0)?
Brk
+ %A, — 2 Ap sing + 25 A cosh)?, (49)

where we have used the following definitions

Ap, 2 )" PR, — My, €2, (50)
1L EAL
Ap 2 Y7 PeiaSOwie — Miy,) €2, (51)
i, €A
g2 | Ak 4
and R(As — Ny ) SOs, — Now) € {021, 42772 _ 1}, The condition A # X

guarantees that A% + A7 + A%+ A? # 0. The minimum Euclidean distance of (X} +X)
is dmin(Asy) = min{d(\, \')}.
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We define the outage probability £ Pr{dyu.(Ax) < ds} for a target minimum distance
ds > 0. According to (@9), it is obvious that d,,;,(Ax) = 0 if and only if

ﬁ —

25 A + 2 Ap, cosd+ 24 Ap sind =0, (52)
.

2H A, — 2 Ap sind + 25 Ay, cosf = 0, (53)

In what follows, we show that this event has measure zero.

Proposition 4. For the complex G-IC with (hy, hy;) € C? with Oy, 0,5 € [0, 27] and by using
the scheme in (@4), the channels such that d,,;,(Ax) = 0 for Ay in (48) have Lebesgue measure

Z€r0.

Proof: Following (52) and (53)), the conditions that dp,(Ax) = 0 are
ﬁk,;;ﬁkk ARkAIE — AI}cARE

sinf = 2 ) € [-1,1], (54)
Brk—Prk ARkAR* + A A
— 923 k Pk e [—1,1).
cos 6 A2 A2 € [-1,1] (55)

Note that when A% +AF = 0, we have that din(As) = min{2%* (A% + A7 )} > 1 based on
#@9)-(51). Since and (53)) need to satisfy sin?# + cos? § = 1, we thus obtain
AR + A,

Bk —Pre — . -
Y
AR;; + AI;;

(56)

where we note that A%+ A? = 0 leads to dpin(As) = min{2%* (A%, + A7 )} > 1 based on
(9)-(51). Substituting (56) into and (53) gives
AR, A, — A Ag,
V(& +AT)(A] +AF)
ARkAR,; + AIkAI]’C
J@3 A1) (A, 1 AL
Again since Ag, and Aj, only take value from a subset of the integer set as shown in (50) and

(51), the solution set of ¢ to (@9) is a discrete set and thus countable. Hence, dpin(Ax) = 0 has

sinf =

€ [_L]-]a (57)

cosf = —

e [-1,1]. (58)

measure Zzero. u
To obtain a closed-form expression for dy,;,(Ayx) is difficult. In what follows, we use some

examples to show the values of d,i,(Ayx) for a number of channel settings.

Example 3. Consider a superimposed constellation Ay, = Z?:l el P A,;, where 0, = 603 =

011,05 = 019, for I € {1,3}, A, is the support of QAM (2", 1), and (Py, P», P3) = (1, QmTl, 2

mi+mo
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1,2,4)
8,4,8)
684) ||
6,8,10)

12,6,12)
16,8,16) |
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Minimum Euclidean Distance

Fig. 4. Minimum distance and the outage.

The outage probability 7 versus target minimum distance ds for various channel settings are
shown in Fig. 4] where the legend shows the values of (m;, ms, m3).

From the figure, it can be seen that for a given target outage probability 7, din(Ax) is reduced
by at most about a factor of 2 when the superimposed constellation size |Ay| = 2™ Tm2F™ms g
increased from 2'° to 22°, which is equivalent to about doubling max{SNRy, INR;} in dB. This
is because |Ay| is at most max{ngg, n,; b = max{log, SNRy — B, logs INR; — 5,7 }. Moreover,
the minimum distance does not reduced much when the overall constellation size is increased

from 230 to 249,

C. Achievable Rate Pairs Simulation

We consider two cases: (SNRy, INR;, SNRy, INRy) = (49,37,43,31) and (25,30,13,17) dB,
corresponding to (ni1,n12, M2, n21) = (16,12,14,10) and (8,10,4,2), respectively. The first
case belongs to the case of Weak 1-2 in Appendix [A-A2] and the second case is Mixed 5-1 in
Table [XI| in Appendix The achievable rate pairs (/(X1;Y71),1(Xs;Y2)) are averaged over
50000 samples of random channel phases. To put the results of the proposed scheme in context,
we also include the capacity outer bound of the complex G-IC from [5], the capacity region of
complex D-IC from [34], the Han—Kobayashi achievable region with Gaussian signaling from

[5] and the achievable rate of Gaussian signaling with TIN.
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Fig. 6. Achievable rate pairs for the mixed interference regime.
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As shown in Fig. [5 and Fig. [f] our scheme with purely discrete inputs and single-user TIN
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decoding can operate close to the outer bound of the capacity region of the complex G-IC
and that of the complex D-IC for both cases. Notably, our scheme significantly outperforms
the conventional approach using Gaussian signaling with single-user TIN decoding in the weak
interference regime (Fig. [5) and for user 1 in the mixed interference regime (Fig. [6). The reason
that user 2’s achievable rate is similar to that of the Gaussian TIN is because the interference
experience by user 2 is already very weak. In summary, our results indicate that although suffering
from random phase distortion introduced by complex channel coefficients, by properly designing
the input distributions, the proposed scheme with low-complexity TIN decoding can still be very

promising.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this work, we have studied the problem of using discrete signaling with TIN for the real
and complex G-IC. Most importantly, we have constructed coding schemes with TIN to achieve
the entire capacity region of the D-IC for all cases under weak, strong and mixed interference
regimes. We have then translated the schemes from the D-IC into the G-IC and provided a
systematic way to design discrete input signaling. For the real G-IC, we have proved that our
scheme is able to achieve any rate pair lying inside the capacity region to within a constant gap,
regardless of all channel parameters. For the complex G-IC, the impact of phase distortions on
the minimum distance of the proposed scheme has been investigated. Simulation results have
been provided to demonstrate substantial gains of the proposed scheme over the existing scheme
with TIN. We remark that when translating schemes in the D-IC to that for the G-IC, there
are many parameters one can tune to get improved results. However, since our motivation is
to showcase the usefulness of discrete input signalling under TIN, we focus on a simple and
systematic translation that is analytically tractable and we leave meticulous optimization for

future work.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THEOREM [2| CONT.

To clearly express the idea of our approach and in the interest of space, we first give the
full achievability proof by showing that the proposed schemes are capable of achieving all the
integer rate pairs inside the capacity region of the D-IC for two cases under the weak interference

regime in Appendix [A-A]l For the rest of the proof, we focus on achieving all the non-trivial
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corner points on the capacity region (excluding the trivial points (n11,0), (0,n92)) and provide

our choices of G; and G, in Appendix

A. Achievability Proof for the Weak Interference Regime

We consider a subregime of the weak interference regime, which is defined by n; > ngs >
N1z > Noj.

1) : We further consider the case nj; > n1s + no; > nge. The corner points of this regime
are (n11,0), (n11 + ni2 4+ na1 — 2192, 2n92 — N1z — Na1), (N1 — N1z — Na1, Na2), (0, n22).

1a) To achieve the rate pairs between point (n11,0) and (n11+n12+n91 —2n99, 2199 —n12—"No1),
we propose

B 7] F21

)

07122—7121—252,7“2
0”12+n21*n22$2

G1 - F172 ,GQ - (59)

0n22—n12—t177“2

F,,

ol 7 Qni1—n2z;r2

no1—t1,r ni11—ng21—niz,r nio—ta,r to,r t1,r
where 1_;11’1 c ]F221 1 1,F172 c ]F211 21 12 171_711’3 c F212 2 1’1_712’1 c F22 2,F2,2 c le 2 and

t1 € [0 : nag —nia), ta € [0 : oy —ngy] are two independent variables that are tunable parameters
allowing our scheme to achieve all the integer rate pairs between corner points (7n11,0) and
(n11 + 112 + no1 — 2192, 299 — N1 — Na1).

Substituting G and G- into the first term of (9) leads to

F,,
0t1,7“1 Qnii—miz,r2
Fiz .
rank([AlGl BlGQ]) = rank . = m1n{n11 — tl, T+ 7'2}.
NS
Ql2m1 F271
Onzz—nm—tzm
Fi;
On12+n21—n227r2

(60)
Note that for our proposed G, it holds that rank(A;G;) = r; by design. We then have that

r = N1 — tl - tg. (61)
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Substituting into gives
rank([A1Gy B1Gs)) = min{ny; —t1,ny —t; —ta + 12} = nyy — ty. (62)
The last term of (9) becomes
rank(B1G3) = rank(F'a 1) = min{te, ro} = to. (63)
Substituting (60), and into (9), we obtain user 1’s rate as
I(X1;Y1) =ngg —t — to. (64)

For user 2, substituting G; and G into (9) gives

0”11 —n22,r2

ni1—n21,"1
Fy, 0

0”22—”21—152,7"2

rank([A2G2 BQGl]) = rank = min{n21 + t27 ro + 701}-

0n12+n21—n22,T2

R Fi,
F;, (R
_ _ (65)
Similar to the case for user 1, for our designed G, it holds that
rank(AsGs) =ty + ty = 1o. (66)

Note that our design of G; and G5 ensures that conditions (61) and (66) are satisfied simulta-
neously. Due to (66), the rank of [A2G2 B2G)] can be written as

rank([A2Gy BoG1)) = min{ngy + to, t1 +to + 11} = noy + to. (67)
The last term of (9) becomes
rank(ByG1) = rank(F'; 1) = min{no; — t1,71} = ngy — 1. (68)
Hence, user 2’s rate is obtained as
I(X2;Y3) = t1 +to. (69)

It can be easily verified that the above achievable rate pair achieves the corner points (141, 0)
and (111 + ni12 + nay — 2n99, 2n99 — N2 —noy) as well as all the integer rate pairs between them.

To further simplify the proof, we use the following proposition.
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Proposition 5. User k’s mutual information in (9) achieves the target rate ry if Gy and Gy,
satisfy the following two properties

P1. Each binary submatrix F'j;, is in a subset of the rows of matrix [A;G), B;Gf] that is not
occupied by F'j; ;

P2. rank(A;Gy) = rank(Gy,) = ry.

Proof: We start from (9)
I(Xy; Yy) =rank([Ay Gy BGj)|) — rank(B,Gy)
= min{rank(A;Gy) + rank(B;G}), i + 17} — min{rank(B;G}), 3 }
Zrank(A1Gy,) + rank(B,G;) — rank(B,G;)
=rank(A,G}) = 7% (70)
]

1b) To achieve the capacity region between points (111 + 112 + 121 — 299, 2N99 — N9 — Ny )

and (nq; — N1z — N1, No2), We propose

Qs
F, Fy,
Qn22—"n12,71 On12+n21—n22—t3,7“2
Gl = aGQ = ) (71)
F, Fy,
Qn2z—n21 +t3,m1 Qmi1—n22,m2
e Fl’g -

where }71171 c F72112+n21*n22*t377‘1,F172 c FSll*nIQ*nQL'fl’ 1_711’3 c F312+n21*n22*t3,7“1’ F271 c F322*n21+t3,r2’
F272 € IF72122—7112,7‘27 ts € [0 I Mo + Moy — n22].
We design 7 and G5 such that P1. and P2. hold, which can be seen by noting that user 1

and user 2’s binary submatrices are disjoint in [41G; BG4, i.e.,

0153,7’1
F
1,1 Qni1—"mi12,72
Qn22—n12,r1
[A1G1 B1G,| = ; (72)
F, J
0n22*n21+t3,7‘1 F271
1:"1 3 On12+N21—n22—t37?“2




and
rank(A1G1) = nyy + nig + Noy — 29y — 2t3 = 1.
As a result, user 1’s rate can be directly obtained by using Proposition [3] as
I(X1;Y1) = rank(A1G1) = nyg + nag + ngy — 2ng9 — 2t3.

For user 2, notice that

Qni1—T22,m
0n11*n21+t3,1"2
Fy,
[A2G2 B2G1} = )
On12+n21*n22*t3ﬂ“1 1.7‘171
F2 9 Qn22— 12,72

and

rank(AgGg) = 277,22 — N9 — N21 + t3 =T2.
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(73)

(74)

(75)

(76)

Hence, P1. and P2. still hold. User 2’s rate can then be directly obtained by using Proposition

[ as

I(Xg, Y2) = rank(AQGg) = 277,22 — N2 — Na91 + tg.

(77)

Ic) To achieve the capacity region between (n1; — nya — n91,n92) and (0, ngy), we propose

Qn21m1
Ot4’r1 F2,1

Gl = 7G2 = F2,2 ’
Fl’l Qnri1—naz;r2
Qni2m

(78)

n11—ni12—n21—t4,r1 n12,72 n22 —N12,T2 .
where F171 S ]FQ ,Fg}l S FQ ,F272 € IFQ ,t4 € [O ‘N1 — N1 — n21].

For user 1, we note that P1. and P2. hold since

Qn21m

0t4,7‘1 Onll_nl2,r2
[AlGl BlGQ] -

Fl,l

0n12,7”1 F2’1

Thus, user 1’s achievable rate can be obtained by using Proposition [3] as

I(Xy;Y1) = nup — nyg — ngy — ty.

(79)

(80)
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For user 2, P1. and P2. still hold since
Q122

[A2Gy ByGH] = Fy, orirz |, (81)

Fj,

)

Thus, user 2’s achievable rate can be obtained by using Proposition [] as
[(Xg, Y2) = N9g2. (82)

2) : We now consider 1117 < nia+n91 and ny;+ng9e —n19—2n9; < 0. The corner points on the
corresponding capacity region are (n11,0), (n11 + n12 — nag, 2(N2g — n12)), (2(n1; — n12), Nea +
ni2 — n11), (0, n92). We further consider 2(njy + no; — ngy) — ny; < 0 which implies that
2n11 + ngg — 2119 — 2n97 > 0 because nq; > n9. To achieve the capacity for this subregime,
we use a type II scheme.

2a) To achieve the region between (111, 0), (n11 + 112 — N9g, 2(n9y — ny2)), We propose

Qni2—na1,r2
_ _ Ot17r2
F,,
F Fy,
1,2 t2,72
0
Fi;
Fy,
Fi, L
Gl — , G2 = | Qm2tn21—n22,T2 , (83)
O2n22+n11—2n12—2n21—tzﬂ“l
Qt2r2
Fi;
P Fy
13 t1,r2
0
Fig
Fy,
Qnrii—nezr2

mn11—N21,T1 t1,7m1 2n21+ni12—n11—n22—t1,r1 t2,r1
where F171,F176€]F2 ,F172,F175€F2 ,F1,3€]F2 ,F174€F2 ,
2n21+n12—n11—n22—t1,72 2ng2+n11—2n12—2n21 —t2,72 .
F271,F274 E]F2 ,F2727F273 E]FQ ,and t; € [O D 2n91 +

N2 — N1 — TLQQ], tg € {O . 277,22 + ni — 2n12 - 277,21].
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Substituting G and G into the first term of (9) leads to

[ Qri1—ni2,72 i
F;
Qri2—n21,72
F172 Q12
F,; Fy,
rank([A1G1 BlGQ]) = rank F174 0152’712 = ].'Ilil’l{nu, T+ 7”2}.
02n22+n11 —2n12—2n21—t2,m1 F2’2
Fi5
1_711 3 0n12+n21—n22,r2
- F176 -

(84)
In this type II scheme, we introduce a correlation in G; such that F'; 3 appears in two different

power levels. Moreover, we still design the generator matrices such that P2. holds and thus

Fyy
rank(A;G;) = rank (85)

02n22+n11—2n12—2n21—t277“1

F;
Fi3
Fi;

=n1 +nig — N+t +t2 =771, (36)
where (806) follows that these two matrices F'; 3 are exactly the same matrix (linearly dependent).
Then, the rank of [A;G; B1G5] in becomes

rank([A1G1 B1Gs)) = min{nyy, nyy + nig — ngg + t1 +ta + 12} = nyq. (87)
The last term of (9) becomes

F
rank(B;G5) = rank 2 = Ngg — Ny — b1 — to. (88)
F,,

Substituting (84)-(88) into () gives

I(X1;Y1) = nyp + nyg — nge + 1 + to. (89)
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For user 2, substituting G; and G into (9) gives

Qri1—n22,r2 )
07’1,12—77,21,1”2
Qi1r2
On117n21»7'1
Fy,
015277“2
Fy, J
rank([A,Gy B2G1]) = rank Fp,
ni12+n21—n22,7r2
0 Fi,
Fi3
015277’2 F174
F2’3 02n22+n11—2n12—2n21—t2,r1
Otlﬂ”z F1,5
Fy, F s
= min{ng + noy —nip —t; —ta, o+ 11} (90)

Similar to user 1, we design the generator matrices such that P2. holds. As a result, the rank of

[A2G2 ByG4] in (O0) becomes
rank([A2G2 BQGl]) = 122 + No1 — N1 — tl — tg. (91)

The last term of (9) becomes

F,,
F,
Fi3
rank(B,G) = rank = No1 + Ni1g — Ngg + t1 + 1o. (92)
F,
Fi;

Fis

Hence, user 2’s rate is obtained as
[(Xg, Yg) = 2(n22 — Ny — tl — t2> (93)

Notice that the rank of the replicated F'j;, does not contribute to the rank of G. Moreover,

either F},; or its replica and a binary submatrix of user k occupy the same subset of rows
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of matrix [AyG\ B;Gj]. As a result, the calculation of rank([A, Gy B;Gj]) under a type 1I
scheme can be made equivalently to that of a type I scheme as if the aligned F';;, is replaced
by 0. This, with property P2. induced by our design, guarantees that Proposition [5| still holds
for all type II schemes.

2b) To achieve the region between (n1; + ni2 — ngg, 2(nge — n12)) and (2(ng; — nya), Noe +

N1z — N11), We propose

- . . Fy,
1,1 0“12—7121—753,7”2
Fl 2
F Fy,
1,3
ot Fy;
Fy,
Fi,
F2 5
0t4ﬂ“1 ’
02n21+n12—n11—n22—t477’2
F
1,5 02n11+n2272n1272n21,r2
G, = |Q%22tru—2ne—2nan | Gy = , (94)
. Fy
0“12—”21—155,7‘2
Fi;
Fy5
Fig
’ 02n21+n12—n11—n22—t4ﬂ"2
Qs
P Fy;
1,7
Fyg
Fig
7 Fyy
1
o 9 - Qri1—n22,72

where 1;1171 c Fg47T17F1,27F1,57 F1,9 c F§n21+n12—n11—n22—t4,7"1’FLB’ F1,6 c F§n11+n22—2n12—2n21#1’F1’4 c
Fg12*n21*t3,T17F177 c F72112*n21*t5,1“17F178 c IF;4,7"17 F2’1 c ]];1‘11‘/23,7“27}7'12727 F2’5,F2,8 c F;4’r2, F2’3,F2,9 c
F§n21+N12—n11—n22—t47T2’ 1712’471_71277 c F§n22+N11—2n12—2n217T2’F276 c Ft;,rz, and t3, 15 € [0 Ny —
no1],ts € [0 : 2n9; + nia — Ny — ngs). Here, the value of ¢5; depends on the value of ¢3, i.e.,

ts = 0 when t3 < mjy — ng; and t5 can take any value from [0 : nyy — n91] When t3 = njg — ng;.

The dependence of {5 on t3 ensures that F'y 5 and F'; 4 are disjoint at receiver 2, which will be

shown in (98]).



For user 1, note that

rank([A1G, B1G3)) = rank

Fl,l
F172 Onll_n1277'2
F

Q'sm F;,

F1’4 Qniz—n21—t3r2
Q'+ F,,

Fi; Fi3

(Q2n22tni1—2n12—2n21,m1 F274

Q'4m Fy5

1‘71175 (Q2n21tnizz—n11—n22—t4,72
F1,6 02n11+n2272n12*2n21¢2
0’5" Fig

1,71177 Qri2—n21—tsr2
FLg F2,5

1_711’9 02n21+n12—n11—n22—t4,7’2
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95)

It is easy to see that the above rank is equal to the rank of the above matrix with the upper F'; 5

and the lower F'; 5 replaced by (ﬂ Moreover, we have that

rank(B;,G3) = rank

= rank

(96)

These indicate that evaluating the rate of this type 1I scheme is equivalent to evaluate a corre-

sponding type I scheme with the upper F'; 5 and the lower F'y 5 replaced by 0. Hence, we can

again use the property P2. to obtain user 1’s achievable rate by using Proposition |5| as

[(Xl;Yl) = rank(AlGl) = N1 + N2 — Nog — t3 — t4 — t5.

O7)

This can be easily seen by the fact that Gaussian elimination does not alter the rank. However, we opt not to use the term

“Gaussian elimination” deliberately to avoid causing the confusion that we are doing SIC, which we do not.
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For user 2, the following rank equals to that with the lower F'; 5 and upper F's 5 replaced by 0.

[ Qni1—n22,r2
Fy,
On12—n21—t3,r2
Qri1—n21,m1
Fy,
Fy3
Fy, )
Fy; F,,
02n21+n12—n11—n22—t4,r2 F’1 9
rank([AsGo B2G1]) = rank
02n11+n22—2n12—2n21,7“2 Fl 3
Fy ots1
niz2—n21—ts,r
Qriz—n21—ts5,r2 F1’4
F2 5 0t4,T1
02n21+n12*n11*n22*t4,7"2 F175
F2 . 02n22+n11—2n12—2n21,r1
F2 8 0t4,T1
F279 F1,5

This with property P2. allows us to use Proposition |5| to obtain that

I(Xg, Yg) =

2(”22 — nlg) + t3 + t4,

t5 =0, f3 <nip—no

2N99 — Ny — Mg + s +tg, t5 >0, t3=mn12 —no

(98)

99)

2¢) To achieve the region between (2(n1; — n12), n2e + n12 — n11) and (0, ngs), We propose

Qte-m1
Fy,
ot7m1

F,

On22 —n21,r1

Fy,

02n11 +ngo2—2n12—2n21—t7,r2

Gl — 02n21+n12*n11*n22,ﬁ ’G2 — ,

F

o7 25
F 3

Fy3 P

Qte-m1 2,6
F,;

Fyy

0”12 —n21,r1

0”11*”2277'2

(100)
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2n21+ni12—n11—n22—te,r1 2n11+n22—2n12—2n21—t7,m1 n22—"n21,75
whereFLl,FlA GFQ ,FLQ,FLg GFQ ,F271 E]F2 s
6,72 2n21+ni12—n11—n22—te,r2 t7,r2 ni2—mn2i,r2
Fyy Fy5 € Fy'?, Fas € T, Foy € Fy'2 Fog € Ty For €
N22—N12,T2 . .
IFQ ,and tg € [0 1 2n91 + Nyg — Ny — n22],t7 < [0 12011 + Nog — 2N — 277,21].

For user 1, we design the generator matrices such that P2. holds. Moreover, by noting that

Qte-m )
F
171 Onllfn1277‘2
0t7,7"1
Fy |
Qn22—"21,m1 F2,1
F2 2
rank([A,G1 B1G5]) = rank | |(Q?rzrtm2—ni—nazmn ’ . (101)
Fy;
0t7,r1 F2’4
Fl 3 027L11+n22—2n12—2n21—t777’2
Qte-m F2,5
F,, Fy,
Qni2—n21,m1 F2,6

Since the above rank is equal to the rank of the above matrix with the lower F'; 5 replaced by

0, user 1’s achievable rate is then obtained as
I(Xh Yl) = rank(AlGl) = 2(%11 — N1 — t6 — t7) (102)

For user 2, we design the generator matrices to ensure that that P2. also holds. Moreover, we

note that

O’nll*nQQ,T’Q
Qmri1—n21,m1
Fy,
F272 OtGJ'l
Fy3 Fy,
F,, 0’
rank([A>,G> B2G4]) = rank ; , (103)
02n11+n22—2n12—2n21—t7,7"2 14"172
3\
Fy5
1_71273 (Qn22—n21,m1
F2 6 02n21 +ni2—ni11—n22,r1
Fy; |
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By using Proposition [5] user 2’s achievable rate is obtained as

I(X3;Ys) = rank(AsGy) = ngg + nig — nyy + te + tr. (104)

B. Achievability Proof for Other Subregimes

We report the generator matrices for each of the remaining subregimes in a table.

TABLE II: Achievable schemes for Weak 1: n11 > n22 > ni12 > noi cont.

Interference subregime Generator matrices Target corner point

Fsy;

0n11+n22*n12*2n21w2

Fl 1
’ Qni2tnz1—n22,m2

Gy = [gmetrai—minm | Gy = )
Qnirtnez—2ni2—n21,m2 r1 = 2n11 — Ni2 — Na1,

Fi2
F2 re = 2(n21 + N1z — n11).
0"117712277‘2
1) : n22 < n11 < ni2 +n21 _ ) mor )
( ) ) 1,7‘171 c Fgll n12,7”17F172 c F;Lll n21;71’

ni1 + n22 — 2n12 —n21 >0 Fay, Fyy € F2tn21-m1m2,

= n11 + na2 — n12 — 2n21 > 0. Fi, Fas
Qniitnez—2n12-n21,71 Fyo
G = Qniztn2i—n11,m1 JGg = |Qgmztnai—nazra |
L= 2(TL12 + no1 — TLQQ),
0n11+n227n1272n21m1 F2}3
Fi9 Qni1—n22,72 T2 = 2n22 — N12 — N21.
L ? - L -

ni12+n21 —n22,71 ni12+n21—ni1,72
F,,,F.;cF, " Fay €T, e,

‘F12 2 E F;11+n22777412*2n2177‘2 1.7‘2 3 E IF;74227”127"'2
’ I ’ N

02n12+n21—n11—n22ﬂ“2

F Fy,
1,1
? Qni1tn22—2n21-n12,m2
G = |Qr22 2| Gy = ,
Qni2tne1—n22,T2 r1 = n11 + ni2 — Na2,
Fi2
)
Fs,» T2 = 2(7122 — n12).
Qni1—n22,72
(2) P2z < My < Tz o e, n12+n21 —N22,T1 ni1—n21,m1
Fy;cT, ,Fi12 €F, ,
ni1 + n22 — 2n12 —no21 <0, Fyq, Faq € Fp22—mar2,
F F
ni11 + naz — niz — 2n21 > 0. 1,1 2,1
Q2n12Hn21—n11—n22,71 F2’2
Qn22— 112,71 Qni1—ni2,T2
G = G2 = ,
Qni1tnez—2n21-n12,m1 F
2,3 _
r1 = 2(n11 — ni2),
Fis Fsy,

T2 = N2z + Ni2 — Ni1.

02n12+n217n117n22,7‘1 0”11*"22»7‘2

n11—n12,r1 ni12+n21—nii,r2
Fi11,F12cF, T Fyy €, 2

n11+n22—2n21—n12,m2
F2,2 € ]FQ e,

2n ng1—mii—n s mnoy—n T
17‘273 c IE‘Q 12+n21 11 22, 27F274 c IF‘222 12, 2.
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-F1 1_ Qn12—n21.72
,
(3a) Fi- Fq
a) :n22 < ni1 < niz + nei,
G = Fi3 ,Go = |Qni2tm21—naz,m2
n11 + ne2 — 2n12 —n21 < 0, Fi, Fi, 1 = n11 + Ni12 — N22,
nip—n22,r2
ni11 + ne2 — 2n21 —ni2 <0, [F1,4] Y J ro = 2(n22 — N12).
F1 1 e Fnll_n21irl Fl 2 6 Fn22_n1277‘1
, 2 1, 2 >
2(n12 + n21 — n22) — ni1 > 0.
2n21+2n12—n11—2n22,71 ni1—n21,7T1
F1,3€F2 ,F1,4€F2 P
Fsq1,Fy, € Fy227 1272,
Fi1 Fq
0”22_712117"1 F2 2
(3b1) : 22 < n11 < Maz + nar, 7
. Q2n21+2n12—n11—2n22,71 . F2,3
_ _ 1= 2 =
n11 + n2z — 2n21 — ni2 < 0, Qn22—n12,71 ’ Fas ’
ni1 + n22 — 2n21 —ni2 <0, QrizTnan T Fs4
Fl 2 0”117712277‘2
2(n12 + n21 — n22) — ni1 > 0, - ’ - - -
Fi1,F15 € F3117M27 oy g Fp227 2002,
3n12 +n21 — 2n11 —na2 >0 n11— 3 - -
. 11— 112,72 ni12+n21—2n11—n22,r2
Fy, €T, "2, Fa3 € TF, ne,
F274 c Fgm—nlzﬂ“z. T = 2(77,11 — n12)7
G = G2 = T2 = MN22 +Ni2 — N11.
F1,1 - .
. Fy,
1,2
Fso

(3b2) : o2 < n11 < niz + N2,

n11 + N2z — 2n21 — N2 < 0,
n11 + N2z — 2n21 — N2 < 0,
2(n12 + n21 — naz) — n11 > 0,
3n12 +n21 — 2n11 — n22 < 0.

Qn22—"n21,71
02n11+n22—2n21—2n12,72
027121 +2n12—n11—2n22,m1

’ F2,2 >
On22_n1217‘1
Fsy3
0”12_712117"1
Fy 4
Fi3
07L1177’L22,T‘2
Fq4 - -

2ng1+ni2—n11—n22,71
Flyl,F1)4EF2 s
2n11+n22—2n21 —2n12,71 n22 —N21,T2
Fi5,Fi3¢clF; " Fay €F, "2,
2n21+n12—n11—n22,72 12 —N21,72
FQ,QE]FQ ’ ,F273€F2 e,

F2’4 c ]}.4";7'227”1217‘2.

TABLE III: Achievable schemes for Weak 2: ni1 > na22 > no1 > N1

Interference subregime

Generator matrices

Target corner point

(1) : na1 > naz + n21 > na2

Same as in Appendix |A-A1|

Same as in Appendix |A-A1|

(2) : m22 < n11 < naz + no,
n11 + no2 — 2n21 —n21 > 0

= n11 + n22 — 2n12 — no1 < 0.

Same as in Table

Same as in Table [II

D
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(3al) : n22 < ni1 < naz + nai,
ni11 + ne2 — 2n21 —ni2 <0,

3n21 + ni2 — 2n22 —n11 > 0.

Fi,

Fip-
Qni1t2n22—ni12—3n21,m1
Fips
Fi3

, Ga=

F3q
Fyo

0”12+n21*n22m2

0”21 —ni12,T2

Fs3

)

Fa4

0”11 —n22,T2

n11—n12,71 2n21+n12—n11—n22,71
Fl,le]FQ ’ 7F1,2€]F2 T,

niy—n T 2n91+nij2—mi1—n r
F1,3 E]FQII 21> 13F2,17F2,4 E ]FQ 21 12 11 22, 27

r1 = Ni1 + Ni2 — Na22,
n11+2n22—n12—3n21,72
Fy5,Fy3 €, T
" = - T2 = 2(n22 — n12).
Fq, F
F1,2 0n12+n21*n22,7"2
— — n21—n12,T2
(3a2) : n22 < n11 < naz + na, G Fis|, G 0 ’
Fiq- Fs3o
ni11 + nae2 — 2n21 —ni2 <0,
Fi. Q11— n22:72
— - . n11—"n12,71 Moo —n21,T1
3n21 +ni12 — 2n22 —n11 <0 F,, €T} TR0 € FY N
3ng1+niz—2n92—n11,71 m11—"N21,7T1
Fi3 €T, ,F1,4 € Fy ,
Mmoo —n91,T
Fy,,Fyy € FR227 2072,
—02n21+n12*n11*"22$1 1 _ _
Fs,
Fi, F
0”11+n22*2n12*n21ﬂ“1 22
. Qnri1—n21T2
(3b1) : 22 < 11 < Ma2 + N2, G, = | g2rzitmiz—nui—naer | Gy =
F
n11+2n22—n12—3n21,71 23
n11 + na2 — 2n21 — niz2 < 0, 0
Fy 4
Qn2z—ni2:mi1
2n12 + n21 — ni1 — na2 < 0. QritTna2r2
L Fi2 ] B .
n11—"n21,71 M2 —N21,T2
Fi1,F12 €, ,Fa1,Fa4 €T, ,
F2 5 € F2n21+n12—n11—n22,r2 F2 3 € ]Fn21—"7'12772
s 2 I s 2 °
Fsy;
Q21— 12,71 Foo
F1,1 F2,3
Fi Fsy
, ;
Gl - aGQ = ’
Fi.1 Fs5
(3b2) : n22 < m11 < naz + nai,
Q22— M12:71 Qni1—m21,72
n11 + N2z — 2n21 — N2 < 0, Fi3 Fs6
, ;
mnil1—n22,r2
2n12 + n21 — n11 — n22 > 0, 0 -
1’11 L€ F2n12+n21—n11—n22,7‘1 F2 6 c IFTL22—"12«7‘2
2 ’ s 2 ’
2(n niz2 — n11) — N2z < 0. '
( 21 + N2 11) 22 2n114n29—2n12—2n91,r1 n11—mn21,7T1
F172€F2 7F1,36F2 s r _Q(Tl n )
1 — 11 — 721 ),
min{2ni2+ng1 —n11—n22,n22—n21 },r2
F2,1,F2,5€F2 ’ ”
T2 = N22 + N21 — N11.

min{|2(n21+n12—n22)—n11|,n21 —n12},72
Fy5,Fy4 €T, 2

F2,3 S

Fmi“{\nlz +3n21—n11—2n22|,In11+2n22—3n12—n21|},72
2 .
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Fs,
- q Fjo
Qn21—m12:71 ’
P Fa3
1,1
W
02(n21+n12—n11)—n22,m1 ’
Fy5
(303) : n22 < m1r <M1z +n21, |Gy = Fi, ,Gy = ,
F
Qn21—m12:71 2,6
ni1 + no2 — 2n21 — ni2 < 0, Fo-
Qn22m21:71 ’
2n12 + n21 — n11 — n22 > 0, QnitT L2
Fi2

B - Fag

)

2(n21 + ni2 — n11) — naz > 0,

0”11 —n22,72

3n21 + 2n12 — 2n11 — 2ng2 > 0. Fi1,Fi0¢€ F;ll_nm’m,Fz,l,sz c ngz—n’n,w,

Fu,,Fa6 € F;“ill{3"21+2n12—2n11—2712277121—”12},7“2’

Fo3,Fas€ Fgﬂi"{nn*nzl1|2n11+2n22*3n12*2"21\}7T2’
Fag € Fo2 ™22 oy €

Fmin{\3n12+n21—n11 —2n23|,[3n114+2n22 —3n12—3n21|},r2
2 .

(364) : m12 + n21 > ni1 > noo,
(3b3), except

n11 + ne2 — 2no1 — ni2 < 0, Foo Fog € Fmin{2"11+2n22—3n21—2n127n11—n21},1"2
12 , 2 ’

G1 and G2 same as in Table

min{ng; —n12,[2n12+2n21 —n11—2n22|},r2
2n12 +n21 — n11 — na2 > 0, Fa3,F25 €T, { | b,

2 _ _
Fy1,Fa7 € F2(”21+n12 ni1) n227T27F274 c

2(n21 + ni2 — n11) — na2 > 0, )
me{|3n12+n21—n11—2n22|,|n12+3n21—n11—2n22|},7"2
b .

3n21 + 2n12 — 2n11 — 2n22 < 0.

TABLE IV: Achievable schemes for Weak 3: ni11 > na1 > nae > ni2

Interference subregime Generator matrices Target corner point
Fi,
077'12 372
Fi-
Gl == ,G2 = Fz’l 5
Q22— M12:71 1 = n11 + Ni2 — N2z,

0”11777422?7‘2

F1,3 r9 = N22 — N12.

mn21 —Nn22,7T1 12,71
Fi,ecT, " Fi2 €T, s

ni1—mn21,r1 nos—niz,ra
Fi3cT, T Fay € Fy "2,

(1) : n11 > n12 + n21 > naa. Fi,
F
om22:"1 21
Gl = 7G2 = F272 5
Fqi, 1T = N11 — N22 — N1z,
’ Qni1—m22:T2
Qn12:71

T2 = N22.
mn21—N22,T1 mn11—mn12—n21,7T1
F, €} JFi5 €T} L

mni12,r2 n22—n12,72
Fyq € F3'2"2 Fy o € Fy 2
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- - Fsyq
Fi1
F Fs o
1,2
Fsy3
Q22— m12:7m1
Fay
Gy = |Q?m2t2na1—2nu1—nazm1 | Gy = ’ )
P Fy5
1,2 Qi1 —n21T2
naa—ni2,7m1
(2) : 22 < na1 < niz + nai, 0 Foo
Fis ’ 1 = 2n11 — Na2 — Na1,
n11 + ne2 — 2n12 — n21 < 0, - - Qni1—n22,T2
- —nai, r2 = n22 + N21 — N11.
Fii €Fi217m220 By Fy g € Fpn—m2em
2n12 + 2n21 — 2111 — n22 > 0. )
F,, ¢ len{2"12+2n21*2n11*n227n11*”21}w2
s 2 ’
Foos € Frin{l2ni2+3n21—3n11—n2z|,n2z—n12},r2
, 2 s
s —n T
Fog €Fi22 ™22 B, o ¢
Fmiﬂ{2n12+2n21*2n11*n227n11*n217n22*n12»|3n11+2n22*3n12*2712 [}r2
2 £}
Fo,c ]Fmin{|3n12+2n21—2n11—2n22\7n11—n21},7"2
s 2 s
Fosc Fmin{2"12+2n21*2ﬂ11*n22,n22*n12}m2
5 2 .
Fi1 R 1
n22—Nn12,71 %1
0
Fo
Fi2
Fs3
G = Fi3 , G2 = ot
11—n21,72
(3) : n22 < ni11 < niz + nai, Fis 0
’ Fsyy 1 = 2n11 — Na2 — Na1,
n11 + n22 — 2n12 — na1 < 0, QrezTrzm
Qn11— 22,72
Fi. L J T2 = n22 + N21 — N11.
2n12 + 2n21 — 2111 — n22 < 0. '

n21—N22,71 2n12+n21—n11—n22,71
Fl,l EFQ ’ ,FI,QE]FQ ’ s

2n11+n22—2n12—2n21,71 11 —N21,71
FI,SG]FQ ’ 7F1,4€]F2 5

min{2ni2+nz1—n11—n22,n22—n12},72
Fy1,Fy3cT, 2

[3n12+n21 —n11—2n22|,m2 M2 —N12,72
Fy, c T, "2 Fay €Ty .

Either (2), (3) or (4).

— ) =
0”12+n21*n11$1 F2,1
Fi» Qni1—n21:T2
(4) tno2 < N1 < N1z + Na2i, G = Qn11tn22—2n12—n21,m1 G2 = Fso ’ r1 = 2n11 — N22 — N21,
ni11 + ne2 — 2n12 —ne21 > 0. Qrzna LT U T2 = Ma22 + N21 — N11.
L F1’3 n
F,, e ]1“'3217”22’”,171,2,17'1,3 c ]F;lu*nzhn7
F2,1 c Fgl2+n21—n11m27F2,2 c F;22—n127T2_
Fi,
0n11*n12+n22*n21w1 F2’1
G = ,Go = Fso s T1 = N21 — N22,

0”12+n21*n11$1
0"11*"2277'2
Qni1—n21LT1

Fl,l c F3217n22’T17F2,1 = ]F'gfl217‘27 F2Y2 c ]F;227"7'1277‘2.

T2 = N22.
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Interference subregime

Generator matrices

Target corner point

Fi,
Fi,

0"217'”11 71

G, =

0"1277121771

Fl,l c F;l21*n22,7"1

0"11+n22*n21$2

Fsy;

0”12771227'”11 sT2

7G2:

0”1157‘2

ni1+na2—n r
71;1172 c F211 22 21, 1’

T1 = N,

T2 = Nn21 — Ni1.

m21—N11,72
Fy,,eF, 2
(1) : n12 > na1 + na2 > nor. Fi.
F1 1 F2 2
G = ’ G2 = ’
0n12+n22*n21,7'1 ’ Qn21—n22,m12 T1 = N21 — N22,
0”11+n22*n211n12
T2 = N22.
Mmoo —Nn22,m12 22,112
Fi1,eT, T2 Fag, € FyP22
Fao, € F;u*nn*nzz,nlz
14 -
Fi1
F1,2 F2,1
- Fi3 - Qniz—mn21,72
1= 2 = ’
(2@) I M11 + N2z > N1z > Noi, F1,4 Qniitn22—niz,r2 71 = N1i1,
ni2—n22,r2
2n11 + n22 —ni2 —n21 > 0. Fip 0 T2 = N21 — Ni1.
0’”127711117‘1

mn21 —N22,71 m21—N1171 mn21—N11,72
F.; €T, T F 0 €T ,F21 €T, "2,

n12—n21,T1 2n11+n22—n12—n21,71
F,3cT, ,Fi4 €15 R

(201) : n11 + n22 > N1z > noi,
2n11 + n22 — ni2 — n21 > 0,

n11 + 2n22 — ni12 —n21 < 0.

Fi,
Fi2

0"11+n22—n21,?“1

0"21 —ni1,71

0"127"7'217"'1

ni11+nz2—n T
Fl,l e ]F211 22 12, 17

Mn12—N11,72
F2 1€ ]F2

Fj,
Fso

0”12+n21—n11—2n22,7“2

0"12*"21#"2

F o

nig+nzi—ni1—2n22,71
F1,2 S F2 5

- )
Fss € ]F;lqunzz n12,72
b ’ .

(2b2) : 11 + naz > ni2 > o,
2n11 + n22 —ni1z — no1 > 0,

n11 + 2n22 — ni12 — n21 > 0.

Fi1

0”11+n22*n21
G =

0"21_'”11 sT1

07112 —n21,T1

Fl,l c ]F;LZI*'"Q%

Fyq
Fjpo
F2,3 s
F o

On12_n2117‘2

71

1 n12—N11,72
7F'2,1 (S FQ N

n21—N22,72 2n22+N11—N12—N21,72
Fy, €T, "2, Fa3 €T, 2,

1 = n21 — N2z,
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Fi,
Qnriz—n21.72
Fi,
, Fy,
Fi3
Gl = 7G2 = F272 )
Qni2tn21—2n11—n22,71
0n11+n22*n12ﬂ'2 r1T = nii,
F,
3 Qn12—m22:72 7
Qniz—n21:T1 L R T2 = Nn21 — Ni1.
—no2,T M1 —mnol,T
(3) 1 n11 + N2z > Ni2 > Noi, Fii€ F;m 2 Fip € Fyt2mmem,
Fis¢ Fn11+n22*n12m1 Fspc€ F”11+"22*”12v7"2
3 2 ) ) 2 3
2n11 + n22 —ni2 —n21 <0
Fas F;12+n21*2n11*n22vT2
= 2n22 +n11 — ni2 —n21 < 0. Fol
Fi; Fy o
G, = Fio 7G,'Q = [Qmiztn21—2n22—n11,72
) T1 = N21 — N22,
0”12+n22*n21w1 Fg,z
Qnriz—n21T2 T2 = n22.
— —92 —
Fl,l c F;lqunzz 7112#1’171’2 c ]F;L12+n21 n22 n117T1’
F2,1 c FSIZ—nllaT27 ngz c F511+n22—n12w2.
TABLE VI: Achievable schemes for Strong 2: na1 > ni2 > ni1 > nae
Interference subregime Generator matrices Target corner point
F Fs,
1,1
’ Qnriitnez—niz,r2
Gl = [Qr21—ni1—n22,71 7G2 = s 1T = ni1,
Qn12—mn22,m21
Qn22:n21

Qn21—ni2:n21 T2 = Ni12 — N11.

5T T —n 3T
Fl,lann 17FY1€]F 127 711,72
( ) I N21 > Ni1 + No2 > nia.

0”11+n22*n12#1 17‘2’1
F1 1 F2 2
, ) — _
G, = ,Ga = R T1 = Ni2 — N22,
0’"’217’”117”2217‘1 0"‘127’”2277‘2
Qn22:n21 Q21— n12:T2 T2 = N2z
Fyi, € Fp27me2m po o Fre—™Mum2 Fy o, ¢ F;L11+n227n12,7'2’
- 1 Fa,
Fi1
Fs o
Fi2
Fsy;
G, = F1,3 , G2 =
0"217’”12’7'2
Fi4 1 = Nii,
! Q12— 22,72
n21—mni1,r1
(2) : na1 + n22 > na1 > naz, 0 i Qr21—n12.72 r2 = N1z — N11.

niz2 +n21 — 2n11 —naz >0 Fi1,Fy 4 € Fpritree—nenm gy, ¢ frei—mer

n12+n21—2n22—n11,71 n11+n22—n21,72

= ni12 +n21 — 2n22 —ni1 >0 Fis €y EERERR B
ni2+n21—2n11—n22,r2
F2,2 S ]FQ .
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- q Fj1
Fi, F
Qm21—m12:71 22
Faj3
G, = Fio , G2 = >
Fy 4 . B
Fi 1 = N12 — N22,
’ Qni2—n22:7m2
Qnr21—mi1:T1 .
L E Qr21—n12,72 T2 = N22.
Fii€ Fn11+n22—ﬂ21$1 Fis¢€ Fn12+n21—n11—2n22$1
) 2 ) B 2 >
n11+n22—n21,72 n12+n21—2n11—n22,r2
Fy1,Fy3 €Fy! "2 Fao €y e e,
M2 —N12,T2
Fy,4 €T, .
F1,1 F2,1
Fio 02n11+n22—n12—n21m2
,
Fi3 F31
G1 = 7(';2 = s
Fi. Qne1—mi2:T2
,
(30,) I Mn11 + N2z > N2t > Nig, F175 Qni2—n22,72 1 = N11,
n21—mn11,71 n21—ni2,r2
N1z +no1 — 2n11 — noz < 0. _0 i L 0 i T2 = N12 — N11.
Fi. Fis¢ Fmin{nm*n22»2n11+n22*n12*n21}W1
i1y , 2 s
in{|2 —2n11-2 -
Fi5,Fi4€ F;mn{l n21+ni12—2n11—2n22|,n12 nn},ﬁ’
min{|2(n12+n21—n22)—3n11],In11+2(n22—n21)|},m1
Fi3 €T, ,
n12—n11,72
Fs; €T, "2,
Fs,
- - Fyp»
Qn21—m12:71 ’
Fs3
Fi1 7
o 2,4
G, = |2re2tnui—niz—n21m | Gy = ,
Fy5
Fi1 F
(3b1) : n11 + no2 > na1 > naa, Q211171 20
L - 0”12*”22(’"2
ni2 + no21 — 2n11 — n22 <0,
Qnre21—mi2:72
ni2 + n21 — 2n22 —ny1 < 0. Fi;c F;le—n22ﬂ"1,F2 L€ F;ﬂiﬂ{nlz—nu72n22+n11—n12—n21}$2’
, ;
Fooc F"lin{|2n12+n21—2n11—2n22\7n21—n12},7"2 Fas e
s 2 ) s — _
1 = ni2 na2,
Fmin{\2"21+”12*2n11*27122|1n21*nlz,nlzfnzz72n11+n22*n12*n21}$2
2 )
T2 = N22.

min{[2n21+n22—2n11/,]2(n12+n21 —n11)—3n22|},r2

Fa, 6F2 {l [12( ) I} ,
min{|2n21+n12—2n11—2n22[,n12—n22},m2
F2,5 S ]FQ 5

Fog € Fmiﬂ{2"22+n11*n12*n21,n12+n21*n11*n22}$2
5 2 .




r 1 Fjy,
Fy,
Fipo
0"217’"'12»7‘1
G G Fs3
(3b2) : n11 + n22 > n21 > nao, 1= Fi , G2 = ,
Fsyy
Flvl niz2—n22,72
n12 + no1 — 2n11 — n22 < 0, 0 )
0"217’"'11»7‘1
- - Qn2l—m12,72
ni2 + n21 — 2n22 — na1 > 0. L |

n n —n T n n —2n —n T
F,1€IF 11+n22 217171;17 cF 12+n21 22 1171,
mi2—ni1,T 2n11+ng2—ni2—n2q,r
F’,F7 c 112 11’2,F, c F2mtn2z—niz 21,2,

F2,4 c F;21*"12»7‘2.

TABLE VII: Achievable schemes for Strong 3: noi > ni1 > niz > na2

n11—n12,7T1 n12—N22,T2 n22,r2
Fi, €, " F2 €, ,Foq1 € Fy?272,

Interference subregime Generator matrices Target corner point
Fia
OnQQaTl F271
G = Fio ,Go = [Qmi2—n22:72
(1) : n21 > na1 + n22 > nia.
n21—n11—n22,71 n21—ni12,72
0 0
Qn22:71

Fi1
Fi2 Fy;
0’71,21*’”11,7‘1 F2,2
G1 = G2 =
(2)'71 + no2 >no1 >n ’ niz2—ng2,r2
HE(5 22 21 12, Fi3 0 ,
n21—ni2,r2
n12 + N1 — n11 — 2n22 > 0. Fip 0
0”21777'1177'1

mi1—n12,71 m11+n22—n21,71 Mn21—N11,72
Fi,el, " F12 €F, " Fao €T, e,

nig2+n21—ni1—2n22,71 n11+n22—n21,72
F1,36F2 ,Fzyl 6]F2 .

- 1 F3q
Fi,
P Fs
1,2
Fa3
Q21— n11:T1
. Gy = G2 = F
(3) 111+ N2 > N2 > niz, 0n11+2n227n127n21,r1 ’ 2,4 ’
Fas
n12 +no1 — n11 — 2n22 < 0, Fi-
’ Qniz—n22:7T2
Qn21—miLT1
3n22 + 2(n11 — niz —n21) > 0. - - Qn21—ni12,72

mi1—ni12,71 n12 —N22,72
Fi;cF, " Fa1,Fay €T, 2

n12—MN22,71 n21—n11,72
F1,2€F2 ,Fzyg,FzﬁGFz s
3ngo+2(n11—mnio—n I8
Fy3 € FS 22+2(n11—n12—n21), 2

T1 = Nni1 — n22,

T2 = Nn22.
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(4) : n11 + n22 > no1 > nio,
ni2 + n21 — ni1 — 2n22 < 0,

3n22 + 2(n11 — n12 —n21) < 0.

- 1 F3q
Fi1
Fyo
Fi9
N Fa3
Qn21—ni1LT1
Gl = X 7G2 - F274 5
0"11+2n22*n12*n21,71
Fas
F1’2 Qniz—m22:7T2
Qn21—niL,T1
= - Qn21—n12,72

2
Fosc F\2n21+n12—2n11—2n22|,7“2
5 2

)

F275 c F;ﬂm{"m*nn ,n11+2n22 —ni12—n21 },r2 .

n11—"n12,71 min{niz—ng2,n11+2n22—n12—n21},72
Fi; el, T Fyy €y ’ ne,

ni2—n22,r [2n12+n21 —n11—3n22]|,r2
Fio € Fyr27m22" By, € Fy I ,Fa3€

Fmin{nm*nzzynm*nn»n11+2n22*n12*n21v|2(”12+n21*n11)*3n22|}$2

s

TABLE VIII: Achievable schemes for Mixed 1: n11 > ni12 > nos > na1

Interference subregime

Generator matrices

Target corner point

(1) : n11 > naz 4+ na1 > nao

F11 F21

, ,
Fi-

0”22 —n21,T1

0”21 )72

>G2: 5

0”12 —n22,72

G, =

Fl 3 0"11_n1277‘2
:

mn21,71 mn11—N21—N12,71

Fi, €F20" Fy, € FD ,

Fi;5¢ Fn12+n21—n22m1 Foqc Fr22—m21,72
s 2 ’ s 2 .

= ni11 + n21 — N2z,

T2 = N22 — N21.

Qn2171
. F3q
1,1
G = . ’T ,Go = [Qni2—m22:72
Qn2271
F39
Fi

Mn1]1—n21—ni2,m N1 —"N T
F1’1€F211 21 12 1,F172€]F212 2271’

n22,72 ni1—ni2,r2
Fyq € Fy?2"2 Fy 5 € Ty 2

1 = Nni1 — nN21 — N22,

T2 = N22.

(2) : n22 < na1 < niz + nai,

ni11 + na2 — 2n21 — niz > 0.

Fi1

Fy,
)
0”12+n21*n11,7"1 F2,2

0”11“1’”2272"217”1277‘1 0”117”1217‘2

G1 ,G2

Fio

0"12+"21 —ni1,7r1

Fy3

s

0”127712217‘2

Fi3 i
12 —"N22,T mi2+n21—n11,72
Fi3elF}! Yo, Fa3 € Fyt rTrE

— —2 —
F1,1,F1,2 c F;H 71127T17172’2 c H;-;l11+n22 n21 112,72

0"117”1257‘2

1 = 2n11 — N12 — N2,

T2 = ni2 + Na22 — N11.
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(3) : m22 < mi1 < naz2 + nat,
n11 + ne2 — 2n91 — ni2 < 0,

2n21 + 2n12 — 2n11 — n22 < 0.

G

Fi1 -
Fi,
2— £
07’L22 n21,71
Fi,
Fi3

, G2

0”22 —n21,"1

Fi4
Fi5 B

02n11tn22—2n12—2n21,72

’ Q2n21tni2—n11-n22,72

F21

)

Fo

F2,3 B

0"12 —n22,72

Onll —ni2,m2

2”21“1’”127”117”22 1 n22 —M21,72
Fi1,F14€F; " Fyq, Faz €T, ,

2n11+n22—2n12—2n21,71 n12—"N22,71
Fi5, F13¢cT; T F s €T T,

Fas € F2n21+’ﬂ12*n11*’ﬂ22,rz
) 2 .

1 = 2n11 — N12 — N2,

T2 = N1z + N22 — N11.

(4) 1 n22 < mni1 < miz + net,
n11 + n22 — 2n21 — niz <0,

2n21 + 2n12 — 2n11 — n22 > 0.

G

Fi1

0”22 —n21,7T1

Fi,

0"22 —n21,7T1

Fio

02n21+2n12—2n11—n22m1

Fi3

F 1
Fjo

5

Fy3

)

Onll —ni2,m2

Foa

0"12 —n22,72

0”11*"12»7‘2

mn11—n12,71 mn12 —Nn22,71
Fi.,F.15 €T, " P13 €T, e,

M2 —MN21,T" M1]—"N12,7
F2’17F2’3€]F222 21 2’F2Y2G]F211 12 2’

Fao,c€ an21+2n12—2n11—n22w2
, .

1 = 2n11 — N12 — No2,

T2 = N1z + N22 — N11.

Either (2), (3) or (4).

G, =

Qn11—n12,71
0"12+n21—n11,7“1

0n11+n227n127n21,n

Fi,

Fq
F3o

0”12 —n22,T2

7G2:

0”11_n12772

n12—n22,r1 M22—N21,T2 n21,72
F1’1>EF2 7F2,176F2 ,F2;26F2 .

= Ni2 — N22,

= N22.

TABLE IX: Achievable schemes for Mixed 2: ni1 > neo1 > ni2 > nao

Interference subregime

Generator

matrices

Target corner point

(1) : n22 < m11 < maz + no,
ni2 + n21 < Ni1 + na2,

2(n12 + n21 — n11) — na2 > 0.

02(n12+n21—n11)—n22,m1

G, =
Fi,
Fi

Fi,
Fi3
Fi4

G»
Fsy,
Fs o
Fjy3

0"11+n22—n12—n21,7"2

0"127"‘22!7‘2

Onll —ni2,T2

21 —N22,T1 ni1+n22—niz—n21,m1
F171 GFQ ,F1’2,F1’3€]F2 s

n12—"N22,T1 [3n12+3n21 —3n11 —2n22],m2
F1,4€]F2 ’ 7F2,2€F2 5

min{2(n ng1—n —-n n nmog—mig—n T
Fy1,Fy3 €FS {2(n12+n21—n11)—n22,n11+n22—n12—"n21}, 2

r1 = 2n11 — N12 — Na21,

ro = ni2 + N21 — N11.
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(2) : n22 < m11 < naz2 + no,
ni12 + n21 < ni11 + N2z,

2(n12 + n21 — ni11) — naz < 0.

Fi1
Fi,
F

G 1,3
Fi;
Fq4

_Fl’s_

G2 =

Fy

0”11+n22*n12*n21ﬂ"2

0”127”2217‘2

Onll_n12ar2

n21—Nn22,T1 n22+2(n11—n12—n21),m1

Fi,eF2 72" Fi3€l, ’
) ng2—niz—noy,r m12—N22,7T1

1_;11’4 c F;11+ 22—NM12—N21, 1,F1,5 c FQ R

no1—n11,T n12+n21—n11,72
Fip € Fpr2trai—minr g, e Y .

1 = 2111 — N12 — No1,

T2 = Ni2 +N21 — N11.

Either (1) or (2).

Fi1

0n11+n22—n12—n21w1
07112+7L21*'ﬂ1177"1

0”11+n22*n12*n21»T1

Fis

—nag, n1z—ng2,r 122,72
Fi € B2 7722 Fyp € 27227 Foy € Fy2272,

Fs,
0"12 —Mn22,T2

G2 =

0”117"7'127"'2

71 = n12 + N21 — 2Nna2,

T2 = N22.

(3) : a2 < na1 < miz + nai,
ni2 + n21 > ni1 + N2,

2n922 + 11 —ni2 —no1 > 0.

Fi1

Fi,
02n22+n117n127n21,7"1

Fi»

Fi3

Fyq
Fso
F2,3 s

0"112 —n22,T2

0"11_n1277‘2

— s n12+n21—n11—n22,71
F1,1 c ]F;r,u ni2 T17F1,2 c ]F212 21 11 s

min{2ng2+n11—n12—n21,n12+n21 —n11—n22},r2
Fy1,Fy3cT, { ,

" —n21,71 |'3
F173€F211 b 7I’_'Q,ge]Fz

n22+2(n11—ni2—n21)l,72

(4) : 22 < na1 < niz2 + nai,
ni2 + n21 > nii1 + na2,

2n22 + n11 — ni2 —no1 < 0.

Fi,
Fi2
Fi3

O”L22 sT1

G

G2

| F1a

Qniztn21—ni1—2n22,m2

Fy;

Fy; »

071/117”21Yn11

0”11*”12»"11

. —n ks 22,71 11 —"N21,71
Fip € Fyt M2 Frp € " Frg € T T

Fis¢ F;12+n21*n11*2n22

noo,T
’Tl,F2,1 c ]F222 2.

1 = N11 — N22,

T2 = N22.

(5) : m11 > na2 +na1 > nao

= ni1 > 2Nna2.

Fi1

0”22 571

Gi=| Fip |,G2=

0”22 sT1

| F13

Fj,

0"12*”22”"2

0"117"1127"'2

—noo,T mi11—mn12—n21,7T1
F1,1 GF;QI 22 17F1,2€F2 R

nio—n r M22,72
Fis c Fii27ne2m Fy o ¢ Fpeem,

1 = n11 — 2na22,

T2 = Nn22.
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Interference subregime

Generator matrices

Target corner point

(1) : na2 > na1 + n2a > noat.

Fi1
Fyq
on22:71
,Go = [Qriz—mi1—n22,7m2
Fi.

0”11 372
0”12‘”1157‘1

mn21 —n22,71 711 —"Nn21,7T1 n22,7r2
F, cF, ,Fi2 €y ,Fao1 €Ty .

(2) : ma1 + n22 > ni2 > na,

2n22 +n11 — n12 —n21 < 0.

G

- q Fsy
Fi,
Fo
Fi2
0”12+n21—2n22—n11,7“2
= Q221 ,Ga =
Fs3o
Fi3
Q12— n11,T2
Qn12—"n11,T1
- - Qni1—"n21,72

no2+ni1—ni2,r1 n11 —n21,7T1 mn12—Nn11,72
Fi, €, " F13,eFy ,Fo1 €T, ne,

nio+no1 —2n90—n r noo+nii—n ™
F1,2 6 F212 21 22 11, 1’17‘2,2 e IF222 11 125 2.

(3) : n11 + n22 > niz > na,

2n22 +n11 — ni2 — n21 > 0.

Fj,
Fi, Fs3 o
0”221T1 F2,3
G| = ’GQ =
-IT'1 2 0”12_”‘1117‘2

s

0"12777'11 sT1

Fso

Onll_n2117‘2

n21 —n22,71 mn11—n21,71 mn12—N11,72
Fi,el, ,Fi12 €T, ,Fa1 €T, ,

91 —MN r 2n99+n11—"N12—"N I8
1;"2’2 e ]F221 22, 27F273 e ]FQ 22 11 12 21> 2.

T1

T2

= ni1 — n22,

na2.

TABLE XI: Achievable schemes for Mixed 5: n12 > n11 > Nag > Na1

Interference subregime Generator matrices Target corner point
- Fs,
Fi1
Qni1tnez—niz—n21,T2
G1: Fi- 7G2: 5 1 = ni1,
’ Qn21,m12
0"12777/11”‘1
- Qniz—n22:T2 T2 = N1z — Ni1.
m21,71 11 —"N21,7T1 n12—N11,72
F1,1€F2 ,FLQG]FQ 71"—‘2,1,61[7'2 .
(1) : n12 + n21 < n11 + noa. =
0”21/"1 _
F3,
n11+n22—n12—-Nn21,"1
O j—
G, = .Gy = Fas , r1=nN12 — N2,
Fi,
) _
n niy,r 0”12 e T2 n22
0 12—"n11,71 - °
mn12—N22,71 m22—N21,72 n21,72
Fi1,€F, T Fa € Fy "2 Fap € Fy2H72.
Fi,
F3, _
G = Fi2 , G2 = N r1 = nii,
- ’
0”12 n21—n22,m2
n12—n11,7T1
0 T9 = N2z — No1.
(2) : n12 +n21 > nu1 + na2. Fi1 €Fy?™ Fpo € FRtt 720" By € Fy227 2072,
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0”217T1 F271
Gi = Fl,l ,Ga2 = F2,2 s 1 = Nni11 — N2,
0"12_77'11 sT1 0”12_"”'227"?
T2 = N22.
Fl,]. E ]Fgll*"IQIaTl , F271 e ]F;L22777/2117‘2, F2’2 e Fng:TQ'
TABLE XII: Achievable schemes for Mixed 6: n21 > ni1 > naz > nie
Interference subregime Generator matrices Target corner point
0”1217‘2 7]
Fi1
0”11-"—"22—7112—"21#2
G = F1,2 7G2 = s 1 = nNnii,
F31
On21_n1117‘1
Qn21—n22,72 T2 = N21 — N11.
F171 c F3117n12’r1,F172 c Fgmﬂ“l , F271 c F;l21*"11:7'1’
(1) : n12 + no1 < na11 + noa.
Fl,l -
Fy;
0n11+n22*n12*n21$1
G = ,Ga = Fs, N T1 = N21 — N22,
0”127T1
0"217"’2277‘2 _
0"21*”11»”'1 - T2 = N22.
Fl,l E ]F;L21_n227TI , F271 e IE‘;7'127T2 , 1;"2’2 e IF‘;IZZ_”JZ;TQ.
17‘1’1 0"7'12777'21
G, = Fip G2 = Fa s 1 = Ni1,
0”217'"'11 371 0"21777'2257‘2 _
T2 = N22 — N12.
(2) tN12 + na1 > ni1 + no22. Fl,l E F;ll_n127T17F172 E F;127T1,F2’1 e ]F;LZ2—”12,”'2~
Fs,
Fi1 _
G, = , G2 = Fs o s 1 = MN11 — Ni12,
0n12+n21—n11#1 ’
077'217”'2217‘2 r n
2 = N22.
Fl,l e Fgll_n127r17F271 e F;127T27F272 e ]F;LZQ_"12J'2.

APPENDIX B

USEFUL LEMMAS

Lemma 1. The normalization factor 27 in satisfies E[||x||?] < 1,Vk € {1,2} .

Proof: Denote the generator matrix of user k by G. The actual normalization factor satisfies

1 1

2 B M row i
\/E[ka“ ] \/E[H Zﬁle 92 i1 (Ek’Z)pk,ika,ikHﬂ
1
max {py;, }+/E[[PAM(2¢, 1)[1?]

i €[1:Ly)

(105a)

(105b)
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1/ 12
>§ m > 279 (105¢)

where (105b)) follows that the largest possible constellation generated by matrix Gy, is PAM(27, 1).
]
In what follows, we provide some properties of superimposed constellations. First, we define

the inter-constellation distance, which will facilitate the analysis of minimum distance.

Definition 2. Consider two one-dimensional constellations (A1, Ay) (not necessarily regular). If

min{A,} — max{A;} > 0, the inter-constellation distance between A, and A; is defined as
dic(Ag, A1) 2 min{As} — max{A,}. (106)

Definition [2] is also used as an indication in relation to the minimum distance of the joint

constellation A; U Ay, as shown in the following Corollary.

Corollary 1. Consider the two constellations defined in Definition [2| with dp,;,{A1} > 0 and
dmin{A2} > 0. When djc(Ay, A1) > 0, we have that

dmin{A2 U Al} = min{dIC(A27 A1)7 dmin{Al}a dmin{AQ}}- (107)

Lemma 2. Let (P, P») € R? be two positive constants. Let (A;, Ay) be two one-dimensional
constellations (not necessarily regular) with dyin(A;) > 0 and dyin(A2) > 0, respectively.

Consider
Pidmin(A1) < Pydmin(Asg), (108)
without loss of generality. Then
Amin (P1A1 + PoA2) = min{ P (min{A;} — max{A;}) + Podpin(A2), Pidmin(A1)},  (109)
under the following condition

P (mln{Al} — maX{Al}) + Pgdmin(Ag) > 0. (110)



58

Proof: Let Ay £ {\;,...,Ax} and \jy1 > A\;, Vi € [1:; N — 1] and some N > 1. Notice
that the minimum of the inter-constellation distance (Definition [2)) between P;A; + P \;;1 and

PlAl +P2)\1 18

min {dIC(PlAl —+ P2/\z+1; PlAl -+ PQ)\ )}

i€[l;,N—1]

= rnln {P1 min{A;} + P2 A1 — Prmax{A;} — P,\;}

i€[l:,N

:Pl (mm{Al} — maX{Al}) + PQdmin(Ag) > 0. (111)

With (IT1I) and Corollary [T we obtain that

N
Ainin (P1A1 + PoyA3) = diin (U(PIAI + PQ)\i)> )

i=1

= min{ Eﬁn}\? {dic(PiA1 + PoXis1, PN + Po)i) ), Pldmin<A1)} )

= min{P1 (mlH{Al} — maX{Al}) + Pgdmin(AQ), Pldmin(Al)}'

This completes the proof. [ ]

Lemma [2] can be seen as a generalization of [32, Prop. 2] with A; and A, being irregular.

Lemma 3. Consider a superimposed constellation Ay, = Zle PA;, where L > 1, A; is a

one-dimensional constellation (not necessarily regular) with dp,i,(A;) > 0. Then
Apin(As) = Pidmin(A1), (112)
under the following conditions VI € [1: L — 1]
Pri1dmin(Ai11) > Pidiin (), (113)

dmin(-PlAl + Pl+1Al+1) = Pldmin(Al)~ (114)

Proof: We proof this lemma by induction.

First, it can be easily verified that (112) is true for L = 2 by substituting = 1 into (I13)
Amin(PLA1 + P2A2) = Prdpin(Ay). (115)

Next, we assume (I12)) is trueupto I =L — 1

inin (Z PZAZ> Pyduin(Ay). (116)
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With (113)) and Lemma [2| it must be true that
Pi(min{A;} — max{A;}) + Pi1dmin(Aiy1) > Pidmin(Ar). (117)

By summing the inequality in (117) from [ =1 to L — 1, we get

L-1 L-1
Z (P (min{A;} — max{A;}) + Pry1dmin(Aig1)) > Z Pydin (A1) (118)
=1 =1
L-1 L—
émln{z PIAI} max{z PlAl} +Zpl mln Al Z mln Al) (119)
=1 =
L—-1 L—-1
= min {Z PIAI} — max { PIAI} -+ PLdmin(AL) > Pldrnin<A1)~ (120)
= =1

With (120) together with

Prduin(82) S Prduin (1) @ oy (ZPZAz), (121)

we can use Lemma 2] to show that (T12) is true for [ = L

L1
Amin <Z PA; + PLAL)
=1
L1 L1
= min {min {Z PZAZ} max {Z PZAI} + Prdmin(AL), dmin <Z PZA1> }

=1 =1
L—-1 L—1
@ min {mll’l {Z BA[} — max {Z ]DZAI} + PLdmin(AL)a Pldmin(Al)}
=1 =1

D Py dpin (A1) (122)
This completes the proof. [ ]

Lemma 4. A superimposed constellation 2™ Ay + (2 + 1)Ag, where A; = A, are the same
support of PAM(2™2,d) with d > 0, my; > ms, and m;, ms € N, has the following properties:

i) the minimum distance of 2™ A; + (2" 4 1)A, satisfies
min (2™ A1 + (2™ 4+ 1)Ay) = d, (123)

i) 2™ A; + (2™ + 1)A, can be decomposed into the following 22! — 1 subsets
2matl_j

2N + (2™ +1)A, = U Al (124)
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dIC (AIZMz 41! AIZMZ ) dIC (A Izmz +27AI2"‘2 +1)
| | e |
o oo 000 0000 dod oo o
. ., - . .
A I2"‘2 -2 A Iz"‘z -1 A Iz’"z A 'z'“2 +1 A Iz"‘z +2
N J
e
2MA + (2™ +1)A,
Fig. 7. Tllustrations of set 2™ Ay + (2™ + 1)A5 and its subset Aj.
where
Ay ={2"1(t = 2™)d + A Ag € W, C Ao}, (125)
3.2m2 1 3.2m2 3 2ma_1 ma . oma+1
=4 t)d, (—=—+1)d,..., di, te|[2m2.2mTt — 1],
v, = {( Ny 2 m)2 ( 2 N ) 2 } [ ] (126)
{—2 2_1d,—2 2_3d,...,(—%+t)d}, tel:2m —1],
and the inter-constellation distance (Definition [2) between A,y and A; is
(242m —2m2tl 4 §)d, ¢ e [2m2; 2m2tl — 2]
dic(Ap 1, A}) = (127)

(1+2m —t)d, tefl:2m —1].

Before we proceed to the proof, as an example, we show the sketches of the superimposed
constellation 2" A; + (2" + 1)A, and its subset A} in Fig.
Proof: Note that A; = Ay = {£1d,...,£%2=1d}. To prove property i), first consider any

A1, A2 € Ay Ao, oo € Ag and (Aq1,A21) # (A2, Ao2) and define A = A1 — A1z, Ao £
A21 — Ago. Thus, Ay, Ay € [(—272 + 1)d,: (22 — 1)d]. The minimum distance is

dmin(leAl + (Zml + ].)AQ) = Hllll{|2m1 (Al,l — )\172) + <2m1 + 1)()\2’1 — /\2’2)|}
= min{|2"A; + (2™ + 1)Aq|} (128a)
=d, (128b)

where (I286) follows that [2™1 21 4 (2™ 4 1)22| € N because £, 22 € Z and 21 < 2™ and
22 < 2™ and thus min{|2™ & + (2™ 4 1)£2|} = 1. The minimum of (I28a) can be obtained
when Ay =d, Ay = —d or Ay = —d, Ay = d.

To prove property ii), we let A\, € Aj, Ay € A, and define t £ (A1+/\2)§+2m2 € [1:2m2tl 1],
A& {2m1(t — 2m2)d + Ay : Ay € W, } for some subset U, C A, such that

omat+l_1

U A =20+ @™ + DA, (129)

t=1
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Notice that
mo 1

2
d=max{2™ (t — 2™)d + Xy : Ay € Ao} > max{A}}.  (130)

min{A;,;} > min{2™ (t — 2™ + 1)d + Ay : Ay € Ao} =2™1(t — 2" + 1)d — d

m2

2
> oMt — 9ma)d 4

Then 2" Ay + (2™ +1)A, can indeed be decomposed into 22+ — 1 subsets A}, ..., AL.,41_,
where the inter-constellation distance of each pair of neighboring subsets A;,, and A} satisfies
dic(A}, 1, A}) = min{Aj, ; } —max{A;} > (2™ — 2™ + 1)d according to (I30). It then remains
to determine W, in order to satisfy (129). By using the following, we obtain (126).

v, :{/\2 P Ay = (t—2m2)d—)\1,)\1 eAl}ﬂAQ, (131)
min{¥,;} = max{min{As : Ay = (£ —2™)d — A, A € A1}, min{Ay}}

—22dd 4 (t —2m2)d,t € [2m2 ; 2m2th — 1],
] e —2mydie| | 132

—22=ld t e [1:2m — 1],

max{¥,;} =min{max{As : Ay = (£ —2™2)d — A\, \; € A1}, max{A,}}

22-d,t e [2m2 2t — 1],
=q (133)
Ad+ (t—2m)d, te[1:2m —1],

The exact inter-constellation distance between A; and A;,; is
dic(Aly;, A) = min{AL,} — max{A}}
=2"(t+1—2")d +min{Ws 1} — 2™ (t — 2™?)d + max{V,;}
= 2"d 4+ min{V;, } — max{V;}. (134)

Plugging (132))-(133)) into (134) leads to (127). This completes the proof. [

The following lemma is a modification of [32, Prop. 2] to encompass two-dimensional discrete

constellations with irregular shapes.

Lemma 5. Let X be a discrete random variable uniformly distributed over a two-dimensional
constellation A with minimum distance d,,;,(A) > 0. Let Z ~ CN(0,1) and independent of X.
Then

4 1
I(X;X +Z) > H(X) — log, 2me (m + Z) . (135)

min
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Proof: Let X' = X+ U, where U is independent of X and U ~ B(0, d+(A)) £ {t e R%:

|t] < d“+(A)} Clearly, X', X, Y form a Markov chain in the following order
X' =X =Y. (136)
Therefore, from the data processing inequality [27], we have

I(X;Y) > I(X;Y) = h(X') = h(X'|Y) = H(X) + h(U) — h(X'|Y)
— H(X) + log, <Vol (B (0, meW))) — h(X'|Y)

= H(X) + log, (Mﬂ — h(X'|Y). (137)
Note that
MY =) = = [ o) og e’ < = [ o) ogy, (a0, (138)
for any valid distribution ¢, (z’). We pick
qy(2') = ( ;ﬂse‘w) : (139)

Plugging this choice into (138) gives
1
rX'Y =y) < (1r127r$2 + 8—2E [IX" = ly|*]Y = y}) log, e.

1
=h(X'Y) < (m 2ms® + S—QE[HX’ — lYH?]) log, e. (140)

E[|IX]I?]
+E[IX]]

Now, choosing [ = , we have

E[IX" = Y]] = E[IX + U = I[(X + Z) |

in(A
= (1= 1)’E[||X|]?] + o> (B (0, dm‘;( ))) + 12 (141a)
B[X|P] | dhun(A)

- min 141b
1+ E[||X]|?] 16’ ( )

where in (I41b) we have used [39, Eq. (3)]. Hence, (140) becomes

L (CEXP] din ()

/ < 2 - min )

h(X'Y) < (ln 2ws® + = (1 FE[X[] + 16 log, e (142)

BlIXI2 |, a2, (A)
TEE(XIZ T 16

: E[IX|?] | dan(d) dpin(A)
X'|Y) < log, 2 min < logy 2me (14 —min 22 ) 14
h( ‘ ) = 108, 47e (1 +E[HX||2] + 16 = 10g, 2Te + 16 ( 3)

We choose s = to obtain
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Plugging (143) into (137) results in

10X Y) > H(X) + log, (W@) log, 2mc (1 . M)

16
H(X) —log, 2 1 —|—1 (144)
= —lo el ———+-1|.
2R, ()
This completes the proof. [ ]
APPENDIX C

PROOF OF PROPOSITION [T]

Given that P, £ 2Zi=i(ei+mi-0)+6 and A, is the support of PAM(2™~1 1) for [ € [1: L], we

have
P | din () = 2X =1 (@itmiz) 481 gmi=l _ o= 1350, (@itmi)+6
S 2Z£ii(ai+mi—1)+ﬁl+1 — -Pl+1dmin(Al+1)‘ (145)

It should be noted that without the “—1” reduction in m;, (I45) may not hold (e.g., when
a1 = Bie1 = 0 and §; > 0). Now with (145), we can use [32, Prop. 2] to obtain that

dmin(IDZAl + PlJrlAlJrl) = min{Pldmin(Al)a ]Dl+ldmin(Al+l)} = Ijldmin<Al)- (146)

Finally, with (I45)) and (146)), we are able to use Lemma [3] to obtain that

L
i (Z PZ»AZ»> = duyin(Ax) = Prdmin(Ay) = 2777 > 1. (147)
=1
Since none of the constellation points are overlapped, hence
L L
As| =TT 1] = 2%t (148)

=1

where —L is due to the “—1” in the cardinality of A,;.
By considering the extreme case of /5, = 1, we obtain an upper on max{Ax} and a lower

bound on min{Ay} as

L L my—1 _
maX{Az} < ZQZézl(ai—&-mi,l)ﬁ—l . maX{Al} _ 2222:1(Qi+mi71)+1 . 2—21
=1 =1
< 2Xia(ortm)—1 _ 1 (149)

min{Ag} = — max{Ag} > 1 — 2= (ertm)—1 (150)
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APPENDIX D

PROOF OF PROPOSITION

Since Ay has the same form as the Ay in (31), one can directly use Proposition |I| property

1) to obtain that
dmin(Asp1) = 208 o diin (A1) > 1. (151)

Similarly, it can be easily checked that the following also holds

l/
min (A2,1 + 2Zé:1°‘i+mi’1+ﬁl'pz/Az/> = din <Z QZi—l(aﬁmilHﬁ’plAl)

=1

= 290 i (A1) > 1. (152)
With (I52) and the fact that
Aonin(As 1) = 22 p1dpin(A) < 22{11ai+mi’125l'Pl/dmin(Al'), (153)
the following is true according to Lemma 2]
min{As,} — max{As, } + 25— G198 o (ALY > dn(As). (154)

As for Ay 5 in (37), we obtain the following by directly using Proposition |I| Property i1)
dmin(As2) = pEir ot (20 Pt oy digin (A1) = e kit gy . (155)
Thanks to the “—2” reduction in m;, we have
min{(ZZLl ditmi-1 4 251 oitmi-ny b p Ay} — max{(?zgzl Qitmi-1 g AN outmi-1) b o, A}
+ dmin(As 2)
(2l ectmics Tl a2y (1 - 27+ d ()
> _ 4(225:1 aitmi-n 22?:1 aitmi-1y(omr=2 _ 1) 4 225211 aitmi—1+By 4y (156a)
- 225/:1 aitmi 222,:1 aitmi 4 2257:1 oitmi_1+2
+ 222;1 aitmio1+2 | 222/;11 ai+mi—1+8y (156b)
SoTiniactmioit2 | 3. 9F i aitmioy (156¢)

>dmin ((222/:1 a;i+m;—1+8y por + 222:1 az‘+mz>1+/3’z/)Al,> , (156d)
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where in (156d) we have used the fact that 2% p, < 4, (T56B) follows that 2%i=1 ®i+mi-1 . gmy —
9%%i-1 9+ mi because my = my, and is due to 22i=1 @itmio1 > 93 eitmi gince ! > [,
Then, (I56) together with the fact that

(222;1 Qit+m;_1 4 22&21 ai+mi71)25l/pl/dmin(Al’) @ dmin(AE,2)7 (157)
allow us to use Lemma [2| to obtain that

i ((225’:1 Qitmiot g ¥ artmion )l Ny Az?)

— dmin <(22l1l:1 C!i“rmi—l"!‘ﬂl/pll + 22%21 ai+mi—l+ﬁl/)Al/> . (158)
Define Ay, = (225;1 atmit 4 93 aitmi-1)280 pi App + A 5. Since (153) and (154) imply that
dmin(AE,l) < 222:1 ai+mi712,81/pl/ @ dmin<AZ,2a)7 (159)
) ([138)
min{As1} —max{As1} + dnin(As24) > dmin(As1), (160)

we thus directly use Lemma [2] again to obtain that
Ainin(As) = din (As1 + As20) = dmin(As1) = 27 prdin(Ay) > 1. (161)

The cardinality of Ay is

L
As| = [T 1A = 2% m-2+), (162)
=1
where —2L is due to the “—2” in the order of the cardinality of A;.

APPENDIX E

PROOF OF PROPOSITION BI
Let Ay, = Ax s+ As g + Ay + Ay 5, where
AA é 222/:1 a¢+mi_1+max{5kkﬂkk}Al, + 2227:1 a¢+mi_1+max{6kk,ﬂ%}(AP + A[/)
— 22?:1 a;+m;—1+max{Brk,Bri (22?:3” O‘i+l’+mi71+l’Al—/ + <22§:_1ll iy TMy_1qr 1) Al’> . (163)

First, by substituting P,p; — P, and PAM(2™ 72 1) — PAM(2™~!,1) into (1)), we obtain the
following by using Proposition |1| property i)

din(Asa) = 2253(ai+mi71)+ﬁu+1pl/+1’ (164)
dmin(AE,z,) = 2a1+ﬁ1p1dmin<A1) = 2a1+51,017 (165)

uin(Ass5) = 25071 gy (166)
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Next, using the fact that

mp—2 __ 1

maX{PlplAl} — 222:1 Oli+mi71+/3lpl < 222:1 Q;+mi—1 (2ml_1 o 1)7 (167)

for [ € [1: L]\ I/, which is the same as the upper bound for max{PA;} with P,A; in (31), the
following can be obtained by using Proposition |1| property i)

max{As 3} < 25i= (mite)=1 _ 1 (168)
max{As, 4} < 25im1 aitmio (2257:‘1”‘1<mz+l'+az+z'>—1 -1). (169)
Since Ay = Aj are the same support of PAM(2™ =2 1) as my = my and my — 2 <

Zf’:—f , Qg + mi_14p, we can use Lemma @ property 1) to obtain that
() = 24ms bt mos{Fua i), (170)

When deriving dpin(As 4+A4), we note that Lemma [2{ cannot be directly used because conditions
(108) and (110) cannot be satisfied simultaneously. Instead, we first use Lemma {4 property ii)

to decompose A, into

oM~ g

M= | A (171)
t=1

Aé :{22?:1” Qi tmy_ gy (t _ lel_Q)dmin(AA) + A eV, C 222/:1 ai+mi—1+max{ﬂkkaﬁkﬁ}Al,}’
(172)

{(_—3.2"‘1/2—2_1 + t) dmin(AA)a R le/;g_ldmin(AA)} , L€ [2m1/72 2mel — 1]7

Ve = oMy —2_1 2" 241 -
{_ 5 min(Aa), -, <_T++t> dmin(AA)}, tel:2m=2_1],
(173)
and the inter-constellation distance between A; ; and A; is
dIC<A:t+1v A;)
_ dmin(Aa)(2 + oSl apbmiyiy  gmy— +1t), te[2m 2 2m—l 9] (174)

i (M) (1 + 2505 cosrtmay g te1,2m2 1],

First, we use Lemma [2] to obtain that

dmin(Ag + AEA) = dmin<AA>7 (175)
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because the following conditions hold by using (164) and (172)
mln{A;} - maX{AQ} + dmin(AEA) 2 (1 - 2ml,_2)dmin(AA) + 225/;11 ai+mi_1+5ﬁ+lpl/+1
> X et s (M), (176)
dmin(AZA) > dmin(AA)- (177)
Next, we compute the minimum of the inter-constellation distance (Definition [2)) between A; | +
Asqand A} + Agy for t € [1:2m 1 — 2]
mtin{dIC(AQH + AE,4> A; + AEA)} = mtin{min{AQH + AE,4} - HlaX{A; + AEA}}
= mtin{min{A;H} — max{A;}} + min{As 4} — max{As,}
E min{dic(Afy, A7)} — 2max{As,}
(169 vt B v U—1'—1
> dinin(AA)(2 + 92 i=1 Qi M1y QM %) + 9 i=1 @itmi—1 (2 — 92 (ml+z’+al+z/))

> 225/:1(04i+mi—1)+2 + 225:1 aitmi—1 _ 222/:1(04#%)—2 _ QZgzﬁl(ai-Fmiq)—mz/
> 2 (et (M), (178)

With (I70), (I71)-(173), (I78) and Corollary [T} we arrive at
omy 1y

dimin(Aa + Ax4) = diin U (A, + As4)

t=1

= min {mtin{dIC(AQH + Asa, AL+ Asa)}, mtin{dmm(/\; +Asa)}, mtin{dmin(Ag)}}

= duin(An) = 250 bt mac{Bhe i), (179)
The upper bound for the maximum of A, + Ay 4 is obtain with direct calculation
maX{AA + AZ,4} < 22{:1 a;+m;—1 (22{;—1l’(ml+l/+al+l/)_l o 1) ) (180)

For the rest of the proof, one can follow the same line of approach in Appendix [D] by using

Lemma [2] together with (T63)-(168)) and (I79)-(180) to show that the conditions (T13)) and (T14)

hold for Ay 5 and (Ax + Ax4) as well as (Ax + Ag4) and Ay 5. Then, one can use Lemma (3| to
obtain that

Ainin(As) = din(As 3+ (Aa + Asg) + Ass) = dpin(Ax3) = 22 P1p > 1. (181)

The cardinality of Ay is the same as (162).
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APPENDIX F

ANALYSIS OF SCENARIO 4c¢)

We analyze dp,(Ayx) for each user separately. As illustrated in (95) from the D-IC, the
superimposed constellation at receiver 1 can be written in the form of (38) with the replacement
(Vi,Vy) = (Fis,Fa3) and (Vyyy,Vp) = (Fos,Fig) with 7 € [1 : I’ — 1] are the pairs of
signals whose corresponding submatrices in the D-IC occupy the same subset of rows in matrix
[A1G1 B1G5]. Hence, Fy 5 is a part of Z?:l,lﬂ PV, and F, g is a part of Zﬁ:ll PipV,.

First, it is obvious that the lower bound on the minimum distance and the upper bound on the
maximum value of Zﬁ:ll Pp)V; are the same as those of Ay 3 from scenario 4b) in and
(168), respectively. As for Fy 5, we note that its power coefficient is Py = (22511“2‘*"”*1 +

oxi @itmi-1)96r+1, Then, it can be shown that

-1 9 -1 l
dmin < Z PlplAl> > dmin ( Z 2Zi_l(ai+mi_1)+ﬁlplAl)

I='+1 I=l'+1

D oSt wtmic) 4841 ), (182)

Since the following holds due to the “—2” guard bits,
2mr+172 — 1
2
< o5 cutmi-t(gmup—l 1) (183)

e S
max{B/+1pl,+1Al,+1} — (221':1 oi+mg—q + 222‘:1 al+m271)2ﬁl/+1pl/+1

then following (I49) together with the fact that holds for [ € [I" 4+ 1: I’ — 1], we have

-1 o
max{ Z PlplAl} < 9Ximy outmiy <22§:711 T mpprtag )=l 1) . (184)
I=l'+1

One can see that the lower bound on the minimum distance and the upper bound on the maximum
value of Z;:,l 1 Pipi\; are the same as those of Agy from scenario 4b) in and (169),
respectively. From here, the analysis of scenario 4c) is exactly the same as that of scenario 4b)
and thus Proposition [3| applies to Ay for user 1.

Similarly, for receiver 2 as illustrated in (98)) from the D-IC, the superimposed constellation can
be written in the form of (38), where the differences are (V,, Vi) = (Fa5,F11) and (Vy_1, Vi) =
(Fis,F29) with [” € [1 : ' — 1]. Since both F; 5 and Fyg are parts of Z;:ll P,pV;, then the
lower bound on the minimum distance of 25,:_11 P,pV, is the same as that of Ay in (33) from
scenario 4a) as shown in Proposition [2, This means that lower bound on the minimum distance

of Z;:ll P,pV, is also the same as that of Ay 3 in from scenario 4b) in (I65)). In addition,
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using the similar arguments as in (183)-(184), it can be easily shown that the upper bound on

maX{Zﬁ:ll PV} is the same as (168). From here, the analysis of scenario 4c) is exactly the

same as that of scenario 4b) and therefore Proposition [3| holds for Ay, for user 2.
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