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Abstract

Deterministic identification (DI) for the discrete-time Poisson channel, subject to an average and a peak power

constraint, is considered. It is established that the code size scales as 2
(n log n)R, where n and R are the block length

and coding rate, respectively. The authors have recently shown a similar property for Gaussian channels [1]. Lower

and upper bounds on the DI capacity of the Poisson channel are developed in this scale. Those imply that the DI

capacity is infinite in the exponential scale, regardless of the dark current, i.e., the channel noise parameter.

Index Terms

Channel capacity, identification, deterministic codes, Poisson channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

In Shannon’s communication paradigm [2], a sender, Alice, encodes her message in a manner that will allow

the receiver, Bob, to recover the message. In other words, the receiver’s task is to determine which message was

sent. However, in the identification setting, the coding scheme is designed to accomplish a different goal [3]. The

decoder’s only task is to determine whether a particular message was sent or not, while the transmitter does not

know which message the decoder is interested in. Applications of identification are often associated with event-

triggered systems. Specifically, in molecular communication (MC), information is transmitted via bio-chemical

signals or molecules [4], [5]. Research on micro-scale molecular technology, such as intra-body networks, is still

in its early stages and faces many challenges. Nonetheless, MC is a promising contender for future applications,

such as the sixth generation of cellular communication (6G) [6], [7], and nanomedical applications including cancer

treatment [8]–[10] and targeted drug delivery [11], [12].

Ahlswede and Dueck [3] employ a randomized identification coding scheme, in which the encoder has access

to a large source of random bits, and the transmission is generated using the output of this source. It is well-

known that such a resource does not increase the transmission capacity [13]. On the other hand, Ahlswede and

http://arxiv.org/abs/2107.06061v2
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Dueck [3] have established that given local randomness at the encoder, reliable identification is accomplished with

a double-exponential coding scale in the block length n, i.e., ∼ 22
nR

[3]. This behavior differs radically from the

conventional transmission setting, where the code size grows of only exponentially in the block-length, i.e., ∼ 2nR.

Beyond the exponential gain in identification, the extension of the problem to various scenarios reveals a different

property of the identification capacity, compared to the transmission capacity [14]–[19]. For instance, strictly causal

feedback from the receiver to the transmitter can increase the identification capacity of a memoryless channel [14],

as opposed to the transmission capacity [20]. Nevertheless, it can be difficult to implement randomized-encoder

identification codes with such a performance. The construction of identification codes is considered in [21]–[25].

Furthermore, identification for Gaussian channels is studied in [1], [16], [26]–[30].

In the deterministic coding setup of identification, for a discrete memoryless channel (DMC), the code size grows

only exponentially in the blocklength, as in a conventional transmission [3], [31]–[34]. However, the achievable

identification rates are significantly higher compared to that of the transmission rates [32]. Deterministic codes

often have the advantage of simpler implementation and simulation [35], explicit construction [36], and a single-

block reliable performance. In recent works by the authors [1], [30], [32], [37], we have considered deterministic

identification (DI) for channels with an average power constraint, including DMCs and Gaussian channels with

fast or slow fading. In the Gaussian case, we have shown that in this scale, the code size scales as 2(n logn)R, by

deriving finite bounds on the DI capacity.

The Poisson channel is a useful model for an optical communication link with pulse amplitude modulation

(PAM) and a direct-detection receiver [38]–[45]. In particular, the Poisson channel with pulse position modulation

(PPM) is investigated in [46], which is advanced in [47]. The continuous-time Poisson channel (CTPC) with

infinite bandwidth exposed to a peak-power constraint and a possible average power constraint on its input signal

is extensively studied in the literature. Capacity of a general CTPC where the input signal is not restricted to be

pulse amplitude modulation (PAM) is derived exactly. For instance, computation of capacity using different methods

is addressed first in [48] where the capacity under a peak power constraint and PPM restriction using martingale

techniques is obtained. Those results subject to both peak and average constraints are extended in [49]. Further,

in [42], [43], the capacity is derived using information bearing “rate functions” of unbounded bandwidth and the

entire reliability function for all rates below the capacity as well as the error exponent and construction of specific

capacity-achieving codes are given. A similar treatment is conducted in [50]. In [42], it is shown that a two level

modulation on rate λ(t) is capacity-achieving. To emphasize, the models which take into account the bandwidth

limitations are investigated in [51]–[55]. The associated capacities, optimum coding and modulation methods for

this type of channels are sharply different than that of the unbounded bandwidth cases.

The reliability function of an ideal Poisson channel with noiseless feedback is determined in [56]. An extension

to multi-user settings is given in [57]–[59]. Extensions to multi-user networks and channel side information are

studied in [57], [58]. The Poisson channel with a random dark current, which is not known to the transmitter

or the receiver, is considered in [60] and a closed-form capacity formula is derived when the the dark current is

deterministic. The capacity under an Lp-norm constraint is studied in [61]. Bounds on the transmission capacity of

a channel with an average power constraint were established in [62]. An improved lower bound on the transmission
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capacity, and determined an asymptotic upper bound for the discrete-time Poisson channel (DTPC) in the limit of

infinite constraints, i.e., when average and peak power constraints both tend to infinity while their ratio remains

constant is derived in [63], [64]. The Poisson multiple-access channel is studied in [57]. The asymptotic capacity in

the limit of a low-value average and possibly peak power constraint, or at both average and peak power constraints,

is considered in [65], [66]. Optimal codes for a DTPC with memory under peak and average power constraints is

constructed in [67]. Bounds on the capacity of the compound DTPC are given in [68]. The Poisson channel with

fading is addressed in [69]. Covert communication over Poisson channel is studied in [70].

The Poisson channel is relevant for practical 6G networks in the context of MC [71] and optical communications

[72], [73]. The functionality of some 6G applications requires only a message identification. In particular, in the

context of MC, a nano-device might seek only to formulate its knowledge about a specific task in terms of a

reliable Yes/No answer. For such tasks, the identification problem and related code design plays a crucial role, and

is deemed as a potential key technology for 6G. For instance, in the course of targeted drug delivery [11], [12] or

cancer treatment [8]–[10], a nano-device seeks to know whether a specific drug is released or not, whether another

nano-device has replicated itself or not, whether a certain molecule was detected or not, whether the molecular

storage is empty or not, whether the blood PH exceeds a critical threshold or not [74], etc.

In this work, we consider DI over a DTPC under average and peak power constraints. In particular, we establish

that the code size scales as 2(n logn)R = nnR, by deriving finite positive bounds on the DI capacity of the DTPC.

The approach is similar to our previous analysis for Gaussian channels [1], [30]. However, the analysis and the upper

bound in the present paper are different. Here, in the achievability proof, we consider packing of hyper spheres

with radius ∼ n
1
4 inside a larger hyper cube. While the radius of the small spheres in the Gaussian derivation in [1]

tends to zero, the radius here grows in the block-length, n. Yet, we can pack a super-exponential number of spheres

within a larger cube. In the converse part, the derivation for the DTPC is more involved and leads to a larger upper

bound. Instead of establishing a minimum distance between the codewords, as in the Gaussian derivation [1], we

use the letter-wise ratio.

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. Section 2 introduces channel model and contains required definitions

for coding. Section 3 studies the previous contributions and results for the Shannon capacity of CTPC/DTPC. The

main results for the DTPC are presented in Section 4. Finally, in Section 5 the paper concludes with summary and

important remarks.

II. DEFINITIONS

In this section, we introduce the channel model and coding definitions.

A. Molecular Transmission and Reception

In MC, the transmitter has a reservoir that consists of a limited number of particles. Hence, the transmitter

controls the number of released particles via a biological outlet, the size of which is controlled by the actual values

of the transmitted codewords. Given a sufficiently large number of particles in the reservoir and a small probability
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of each exiting through the storage, the Poisson distribution with a codeword-dependent mean is a standard model

that represents the number of released particles stochastically [71].

It should be emphasized that the particle generator block is directly related to the bio-chemical structure of the

nano-transmitter, and it is impossible to manipulate this structure to extract additional randomness. Therefore, the

encoding procedure is entirely deterministic. The transmission is constrained by the maximal number of particles

released in each time slot.

The receiver absorbs any molecule that hits its surface, and counts the total number of molecules that have hit

it so far. The fraction of hitting molecules can be derived by solving Fick’s law subject to initial and boundary

conditions obeying the absorbing process following the techniques in [75], [76].

B. Notation

In this section, we introduce the channel models and coding definitions. We use the following notation conventions

throughout. Calligraphic letters X ,Y,Z, . . . are used for finite sets. Lowercase letters x, y, z, . . . stand for constants

and values of random variables, and uppercase letters X,Y, Z, . . . stand for random variables. The distribution of a

random variable X is specified by a probability mass function (pmf) pX(x) over a finite set X . All logarithms and

information quantities are to the base 2. The set of consecutive natural numbers from 1 through M is denoted by

[[M ]]. The set of whole numbers is denoted by N0 , {0, 1, 2, . . .}. The ℓ2-norm and ℓ∞-norm are denoted by ‖x‖
and ‖x‖∞, respectively. Further, we denote the n-dimensional hypersphere of radius r centered at x0 with respect

to the ℓ2-norm by

Sx0
(n, r) = {x ∈ R

n :‖x− x0‖ ≤ r} . (1)

An n-dimensional cube with edge A is defined by

Q0(n,A) = {x ∈ R
n : 0 < xt ≤ A} , (2)

for all t ∈ [[n]]. In the continuous case, we use the cumulative distribution function FX(x) = Pr(X ≤ x) for x ∈ R,

or alternatively, the probability density function (pdf) fX(x), when it exists.

C. Poisson Channel

Here, we consider the Poisson channel W which arises as key channel model in the context of MC [71].

We assume that the channel takes a positive real-valued input X ∈ R>0 and outputs a symbol Y ∈ N0 where

Y ∼ Pois(λ +X). Here, λ ∈ (0,∞) is the dark current (see Figure 1). The letter-wise channel law is given by

W (y|x) = e−(λ+x)(λ+ x)y

y!
. (3)

Since the channel is memoryless, for n channel uses, the law is given by

Wn(y|x) =
n
∏

t=1

W (yt|xt)

=

n
∏

t=1

e−(λ+xt)(λ+ xt)
yt

yt!
. (4)
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The peak and average power constraints on the codewords are

0 < xt ≤ Pmax and
1

n

n
∑

t=1

xt ≤ P avg , (5)

respectively, for all t ∈ [[n]], where Pmax, P avg > 0 represent the values for peak and average power constraints. We

note that while the average power constraint for Gaussian channel is a non-linear (square) expression of symbols

(signify the signal energy), here for the Poisson channel we have a linear cost function. This difference comes

mainly from the type of transmitter for Poisson model when it sends either X number of molecules or a realization

of a Poisson random variable with mean value of X [71].

i Enc Diffusion Channel Dec

j

Yes/No
ui Y

Fig. 1. Deterministic identification for the Poisson channel. Y (t) is Poisson distributed with rate λ + ui(t). Given the observation Y, the

decoder asks whether j equals i or not.

D. Coding for the Poisson Channel

The definition of a DI code for the Poisson channel is given below.

Definition 1 (Poisson DI Code). An
(

L(n,R), n
)

DI code for a Poisson channel W under average and peak power

constraint of P ave and Pmax, respectively, assuming L(n,R) is an integer, is defined as a system (U ,D) which

consists of a codebook U = {ui}i∈[[L(n,R)]], U ⊂ Xn, such that

0 < ui,t ≤ Pmax , (6)

1

n

n
∑

t=1

ui,t ≤ P ave , (7)

for all i ∈ [[L(n,R)]], all t ∈ [[n]], and a collection of decoding regions D = {Di}i∈[[L(n,R)]] with

L(n,R)
⋃

i=1

Di ⊂ N
n
0 . (8)

Given a message i ∈ [[L(n,R)]], the encoder transmits ui. The decoder’s aim is to answer the following question:

Was a desired message j sent or not? There are two types of errors that may occur: Rejection of the true message

or accepting a false message. Those are referred to as type I and type II errors, respectively.

The error probabilities of the identification code (U ,D) are given by

Pe,1(i) = 1−
∑

y∈Di

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui

)

(missed-identification error) , (9)

Pe,2(i, j) =
∑

y∈Dj

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui

)

(false identification error) . (10)

An (L(n,R), n, λ1, λ2) DI code further satisfies

Pe,1(i) ≤ λ1 , (11)
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Pe,2(i, j) ≤ λ2 , (12)

for all i, j ∈ [[L(n,R)]], such that i 6= j.

A rate R > 0 is called achievable if for every λ1, λ2 > 0 and sufficiently large n, there exists an (L(n,R), n, λ1, λ2)

DI code. The operational DI capacity of the Poisson channel is defined as the supremum of achievable rates, and

will be denoted by CDI(W , L).

III. PREVIOUS CONTRIBUTIONS

In this section, we review known results for the capacity of a DTPC in the asymptotic regimes of P avg → 0

and P avg → ∞. The asymptotic capacity with an average-power constraint P avg, when P avg → ∞ and
P avg

λ

is fixed was studied in [62]. Furthermore, the same problem for a constant λ, with and without an additional

peak power constraint was studied in [63]. The first-order asymptotic capacity for P avg → 0, both when
P avg

λ is

kept constant and when λ is fixed, with and without a peak power constraint, was determined in [66]. Later, the

previously obtained first-order capacity approximation when P avg = λ is constant were improved in [77] where a

refined approximation was determined, including an exact characterization of the second-order term, as well as an

asymptotic characterization of the third-order term with respect to the dark current. Asymptotic upper bounds for

the DTPC capacity with an average-power constraint were given in [63], [66], [77], [78]. Explicit asymptotic and

non-asymptotic capacity lower bounds for several settings were given in [63], [66], [77], [79]–[81].

Previously, the best known non-asymptotic upper bound, which was in fact the best capacity upper bound outside

the limiting case P ave → 0, was derived in [79]. However, the proof suffers a small gap, as mentioned in [63], and

is not considered completely rigorous. Later, in [82, Th. 8] strictly tighter upper bounds than the bound in [79] for

all P avg > 0 which are considered the best current capacity upper bounds for the DTPC with zero dark current term,

i.e., λ = 0 subject to an average power constraint P avg for all values of P avg outside the limiting case P avg → 0.

In the same paper, the result of [79] was recovered as an special (sub-optimal) case, thus yielding a rigorous proof

for the bound proposed in [79]. As well, the same authors in [83, Th. 1] showed derived a significantly improved

non-asymptotic upper bound on the capacity of the DTPC with constant positive dark current λ ≥ 0 and an average

power constraint P avg in non-asymptotic regimes of P avg.

A. Capacity-Achieving Distributions

There has been an enormous literature focusing on the properties of capacity-achieving distributions for different

channels. This problem is well-understood for quite general classes of additive noise channels under several input

constraints (see, e.g., the early works [40], [84], [85] and the recent works [86]–[88]). For the DTPC, in the absence

of input constraints, capacity is infinite. The DTPC under a peak power constraint alone was addressed in [89], and

was shown that the support size is of an order between
√
Pmax and ∼ Pmax log

2 Pmax. In particular, they characterized

the capacity in terms of the output optimal distribution where capacity equals − logPY ∗(0) for PY ∗(0) to be the

optimal output distribution. An analytic expression for the transmission capacity of a the DTPC with an average

power constraint alone, is still open. However, several bounds and asymptotic behaviors for the DTPC in different

setups have been established. For instance, it was shown that a capacity-achieving input distribution for the DTPC
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under an average power constraint must have a finite support. The number of mass points depends on the average

and the peak power constraints, and increases to infinity as the constraints are relaxed [40]. It was conjectured by

Shamai [40] that the support of such a distribution must be countably infinite. The result was extended in [90], [91]

and it was stated that the support of such a distribution for the DTPC under an average-power constraint must have

an unbounded support. Moreover, they also proved that such a distribution has a non-zero mass at x = 0, and, if a

peak power constraint Pmax is present, at x = Pmax as well. Unlike additive noise channels, less is known about the

capacity-achieving distributions of a DTPC when there is only an average-power constraint. In [82] it was shown

that such a distribution for the DTPC with an arbitrary λ ≥ 0, under an average-power constraint and/or a peak

power constraint, is discrete (see the conjecture by Shamai [40]). It was further shown that the support of such

a capacity-achieving distribution for the DTPC under an average-power constraint and/or a peak power constraint

has a finite intersection with every bounded interval [82, see Th. 14]. Further discussions on the capacity-achieving

distributions are provided in [72]. Here, we will consider the identification setting, where the receiver is not required

to determined the message, but rather identifies a specific task.

B. Asymptotic Characterizations

In the sequel, we denote the capacity under an average power constraint P ave, a peak power constraint Pmax and

the dark current λ by C (λ, P ave, Pmax). For the small values of P ave, in [66] it was shown that the asymptotic

capacity of the DTPC, i.e., when the average input power tends to zero while the peak-power, if finite, is fixed,

scales as −P ave logP ave, i.e.,

lim
P ave→0

C(λ = cP ave, P ave, Pmax)

P ave logP ave

= −1 , (13)

for any c ∈ [0,∞) and Pmax ∈ (0,∞]. Furthermore, they provided the following upper bound

C(0, P ave,∞) ≤ −P ave log p− log(1− p) +
P ave

β
+ P ave ·max






0,





1

2
log β + log

(

Γ
(

1
2 , 1/β

)

√
π

+
1

2β

)










,

(14)

where p ∈ (0, 1) and β > 0 are arbitrary constants and Γ(.) is the upper incomplete Gamma function. Later, in

[77], for a small value of P ave the higher order asymptotic behavior for C(P ave) was characterized and given by

C(λ = cP ave, P ave, Pmax) = −P ave logP ave − P ave log (− logP ave) +O(P ave) , (15)

where c ∈ [0,∞). This upper bound holds irrespective of whether a peak power constraint is imposed or not as

long as Pmax is positive and does not approach zero together with ǫ. Also the following upper bound was stated.

C(λ = cP ave, P ave, Pmax)≤ P ave −P ave log logP ave − log(1− P ave)−P ave log

(

1− 1

logP ave

)

+P ave · sup
x≥0

φµ(x) ,

which matches the asymptotic behavior given in (15) where

φµ(x) :=
1− e−x

x
log

( −x

P ave logP ave

)

. (16)
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For a large value of P ave, and in the absence of a peak power constraint, it was shown in [92] that

lim
P ave→∞

[

C(λ, P ave,∞)− 1

2
logP ave

]

= 0 , (17)

where the dark current is a non-negative constant, i.e., λ ≥ 0. Expressions for the capacity, based on the ratio of

the average and the peak power constraint, i.e., α = P ave

P max
was provided in [64] as follows

C(λ, P ave, Pmax) =















1
2 logPmax + (α− 1)u− log

(

1
2 − αu

)

− 1
2 log (2πe) +O(1) 0 < α < 1

3 ,

1
2 logPmax − 1

2 log
πe
2 +O(1) 1

3 ≤ α ≤ 1 ,

(18)

for u is the non-zero solution to

√
π erf

(√
u
)

(

1

2
− αu

)

−
√
ue−u = 0 , (19)

with erf(.) being the Gauss error function. Observe that α ≪ 1 represents the regimes of very weak peak power

constraints, whereas α = 1 corresponds to the absence of an average power constraint. Also, the term O(1) vanishes

as P ave, Pmax → ∞ where α is considered to be constant.

The previously best upper bound in the presence of only average power constraint P ave in any regime outside

the regime P ave → 0 was derived [79, see Eq. (10)] and is given by

C (λ, P ave,∞) ≤
(

P ave +
1

2

)

log

(

P ave +
1

2

)

− P ave logP ave −
1

2
+ log

(

1 +

√
2e− 1√

1 + 2P ave

)

, (20)

which is strictly less than the upper bound given in (14) for all P ave > 0 and tends to 1
2 log(1+P ave) for P ave → ∞.

However, recently, authors in [82] yielded the best known upper bound on the capacity C (0, P ave,∞) in the absence

of dark current, i.e., λ = 0 for any P ave outside the asymptotic regime P ave → 0, as follows

C (0, P ave,∞) ≤ P ave ln

(

1 +
(

1 + e1+γ
)

P ave + 2P 2
ave

e1+γP ave +2P 2
ave

)

+ ln






1+

1√
2e





√

1 + (1 + e1+γ)P ave + 2P 2
ave

1 + P ave

− 1











(21)

where γ ≈ 0.5772 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. This bound outperforms the previously best upper bound given

in (20) and recovers that result with a rigorous proof. Further, in [83, Th. 1], the best upper bound on the capacity

C (λ, P ave,∞) for a positive dark current term, i.e., λ ≥ 0 is given by

C (λ, P ave,∞) ≤ ln



δλ +
1√
2e

(

1
√

1− qλ,P ave

− 1

)



− (P ave + λ) ln qλ,P ave
(22)

where δλ = e−λeλE1(λ), with E1(z) being the exponential integral function and qλ,P ave
given by

qλ,P ave
= 1− 1

1 + e1+γ (P ave + λ) + 2−e1+γ

1+P ave+λ (P ave + λ)
2 (23)

where γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.

Poisson channel under an average power constraint alone is considered in [62], [93] where it was assumed that

both P ave and λ tend to infinity while their ratio, P ave

λ , defined as SNR, is kept constant. Namely, for every ǫ > 0

capacity is lower-bounded by

C (λ, P ave,∞) ≥ 1

2
log

P ave

2π
− 1

2
log

(

1 +
1

SNR

)

− ǫ , (24)
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and upper-bounded by

C (λ, P ave,∞) ≤ 1

2
log

P ave

2π
+ log

(

√
SNR

(

1 +
1

Pǫ

)

+
1√

SNR

)

+ 1 + log
3

2
+ ǫ , (25)

where the Pǫ < P ave is a large constant depending on ǫ but strictly less that the average power constraint P ave.

An upper bound on the capacity of a point-to-point DTPC W (y|x) under an average power constraint P ave and

dark current λ was proposed in [78, Example 2] where it was shown that the Shannon capacity satisfies

C (λ, P ave,∞) = max
X :E[X]≤P ave

I(X,Y )

≤ max
X :E[X]≤P ave

Cov
(

X + λ , log (X + λ)
)

, (26)

with Y ∼ Pois(λ + X) and Cov(X,Y ) = E [XY ] − E [X ]E [Y ]. Further, for a DTPC with an average input

constraint P ave and peak power constraint Pmax, the following upper bound was reported

C (λ, P ave, Pmax) = max
X :E[X]≤P ave ,

0≤X≤P max

I(X,Y )

≤















P ave

P max
(Pmax − P ave) log(

P max

λ + 1) P ave ≤ P max

2 ,

P max

4 log(P max

λ + 1) P ave ≥ P max

2 .

(27)

The capacity of the direct-detection Poisson photon-counting channel with fading (Poisson fading channel) is

established in [69] where a single-letter characterization of the capacity, assuming a perfect CSI at the receiver is

provided with perfect and no CSI at the transmitter. Also, the limiting behavior of the capacity in the high and

low peak-signal-to-dark-noise ratio (SNR) regimes, namely in the limits as λ → 0 and λ → ∞ is addressed. The

capacity for perfect CSI at the transmitter is reported to be

C (λ, P ave, Pmax) = max
µ :R∗

0→[0,1] ,

E[µ(S)≤σ]

E

[

µ(S)ζ (Sα, λ)− ζ
(

µ(S)Sα, λ
)

]

, (28)

where ζ(x, y) := (x+ y) ln(x+ y)− y ln y for x, y > 0 with 0 ln 0 := 0. The 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1 is the ratio of average to

peak power constraint, and S is a distribution satisfying following conditions

Pr [S > 0] = 1 , (29)

E [S] < ∞ , (30)

E
[

|ζ(Sα, λ)|
]

< ∞ . (31)

Finally, the capacity for no CSI at the transmitter is given by

C (λ, P ave, Pmax) = max
0≤µ≤σ

E
[

µζ (Sα, λ) − ζ (µSα, λ)
]

. (32)

IV. MAIN RESULT

We develop lower and upper bounds on the achievable identification rates for the Poisson channel. Our DI capacity

theorem is stated below.
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Theorem 1. The DI capacity of the DTPC W subject to an average power constraint of 1
n

∑n
t=1 ui,t ≤ P ave and a

peak power constraint of 0 < ui,t ≤ Pmax in the super exponential scale, i.e., L(n,R) = 2(n logn)R, is bounded by

1

4
≤ CDI(W , L) ≤ 3

2
. (33)

Hence, the DI capacity is infinite in the exponential scale and zero in the double exponential scale, i.e.,

CDI(W , L) =















∞ for L(n,R) = 2nR ,

0 for L(n,R) = 22
nR

.

(34)

The proof of Theorem 1 is given below. The second part of the theorem is a direct consequence of the arguments

in [1, Lem. 3].

Achievability Proof. Consider the Poisson channel W . We show achievability using a packing of hyper spheres and

a distance-decoder. We pack hyper spheres with radius ∼ n
1
4 inside a larger hyper cube. While the radius of the

small spheres in our previous derivation for the Gaussian channels vanishes [1], the radius here diverges to infinity

with n. Yet, we can obtain a positive rate while packing a super-exponential numbers of small spheres. A DI code

for the Poisson channel W is constructed as follows.

Codebook construction: Observe that if P ave ≥ Pmax, then the hypercube is fully inscribed within the hypersphere,

hence, the setup in the presence of both average and peak power constraints as given in (6) and (7) is reduced to

only the peak power constraint. For the case P ave < Pmax, we define

A = min (P ave, Pmax) , (35)

since by 0 < xt ≤ A for all t ∈ [[n]], both power constraints are met, namely 1
n

∑

xt ≤ P ave and 0 < xt ≤ Pmax

for all t ∈ [[n]]. Hence, we restrict ourselves to a hypercube with edge length A. We use a packing arrangement of

non-overlapping hyperspheres of radius r0 =
√
nǫn in a hypercube with edge length A, where

ǫn =
A

n
1
2
(1−b)

, (36)

and b > 0 is arbitrarily small.

Let S denotes a sphere packing, i.e., an arrangement of L non-overlapping spheres Sui
(n, r0), for i ∈ [[L(n,R)]],

with radius r0 =
√
nǫn = n

1
4
(1+b)

√
A, that cover a larger cube Q0(n,A) with an edge length A (see Figure 2).

As opposed to standard sphere packing coding techniques, the small spheres are not necessarily entirely contained

within the larger cube. That is, we only require that the centers of spheres are inside Q0(n,A) and are disjoint

from each other and have a non-empty intersection with volume Vol
[

Q0(n,A))
]

.

The packing density ∆n(S ) is defined as the fraction of the larger cube volume Vol
[

Q0(n,A)
]

that is covered

by the small spheres (see [94, Ch. 1]), i.e.,

∆n(S ) ,
Vol
(

Q0(n,A) ∩
⋃L

i=1 Sui
(n, r0)

)

Vol
[

Q0(n,A)
] . (37)

A sphere packing is called saturated if no spheres can be added to the arrangement without overlap.
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A/2

√

nǫn

A
√

n

Fig. 2. Illustration of a saturated sphere packing inside a cube, where small spheres of radius r0 =
√
nǫn cover a larger cube of edge r1 = A

and diameter A
√
n. The small spheres are disjoint from each other and have a non-empty intersection with the large cube. Some of the small

spheres, marked in cyan, are not entirely contained within the larger cube, and yet they are considered to be a part of the packing arrangement

with their center inside the cube. As we assign a codeword to each small sphere center, the 1-norm and arithmetic mean of a codeword is

bounded by A as required.

In particular, we use a packing argument that has a similar flavor as that observed in the Minkowski–Hlawka

theorem in lattice theory [94]. We use the property that there exists an arrangement
⋃L

i=1 Sui
(n,

√
nǫn) of non-

overlapping spheres inside a Q0(n,A), with a density of ∆n(S ) ≥ 2−n [95, Lem. 2.1]. Specifically, consider

a saturated packing arrangement of L(n,R) = 2(n logn)R spheres with radius r0 =
√
nǫn covering the larger

cube Q0(n,A) with edge r1 = A, i.e., such that no spheres can be added without overlap. Then, for such an

arrangement, there cannot be a point in the larger cube Q0(n,A) with a distance of more than 2r0 from all sphere

centers. Otherwise, a new sphere could be added. As a consequence, if we double the radius of each sphere, the

2r0-radius spheres cover the whole hypercube of edge r1. In general, the volume of a hypersphere of radius r is

given by

Vol
(

Sx(n, r)
)

=
π

n
2

Γ(n2 + 1)
· rn , (38)

( [94, see Eq. (16)]). Hence, doubling the radius multiplies the volume by 2n. Since the 2r0-radius spheres cover

the entire hypercube of edge r1, it follows that the original r0-radius packing has a density of at least 2−n, i.e.,

∆(S ) ≥ 2−n. (39)

We assign a codeword to the center ui of each small sphere. The codewords satisfy the input constraint as

0 < ui,t ≤ r1 = A ,

for all t ∈ [[n]] and i ∈ [[L(n,R)]] which is equivalent to

‖ui‖∞ ≤ A . (40)
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Since all the small spheres have volume equal to Vol(Su1
(n, r0)) and cover the whole cube, the total number of

spheres is bounded from below by

L =
Vol
(

⋃L
i=1 Sui

(n, r0

)

Vol(Su1
(n, r0))

≥
Vol
(

Q0(n,A) ∩
⋃L

i=1 Sui
(n, r0)

)

Vol(Su1
(n, r0))

=
∆(S ) · Vol

[

Q0(n,A)
]

Vol(Su1
(n,

√
nǫn))

≥ 2−n · Vol
[

Q0(n,A)
]

Vol(Su1
(n,

√
nǫn))

= 2−n · An

Vol(Su1
(n,

√
nǫn))

, (41)

where the second equality is due to (37) and the inequality that follows holds by (39). Hence,

2(n logn)R ≥ 2−n · An

Vol(Su1
(n,

√
nǫn))

. (42)

Thus,

R ≥ 1

n logn
· log

(

An

Vol
(

Su1
(n, r0)

)

)

=
1

n logn

[

n log

(

A√
πr0

)

+ log

(

n

2
!

)

]

=
1

n logn

[

o(n logn) +
n

2
logn− n log r0

]

. (43)

Hence, for r0 =
√
nǫn, we obtain

R ≥ 1

n logn

[

o(n logn) +
n

2
logn− 1

4
(1 + b) · n logn

]

,

which tends to 1
4 when n → ∞ and b → 0.

Remark 1. We note that the ratio of the small spheres in our construction grows with n, as ∼ n
1
4 . It is well-known

that the volume of an n-dimensional unit-hypersphere, i.e., with a radius of r0 = 1, tends to zero, as n → ∞ [94,

Ch. 1, Eq. (18)]. Nonetheless, we observe that the volume still tends to zero for a radius r0 = nc, where 0 < c < 1
2 .

In particular,

lim
n→∞

Vol
(

Su1
(n, r0)

)

= lim
n→∞

π
n
2

Γ(n2 + 1)
· rn0

= lim
n→∞

π
n
2

n
2 !

· rn0 = lim
n→∞

(

√

2π

n
r0

)n

, (44)

where the last equality follows by Stirling’s approximation,

lnn! = n lnn− n+ o(n) . (45)
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Observe that the last expression in (44) tends to zero, not only for a vanishing radius, but also for r0 = nc, where

0 < c < 1
2 . Whereas, the volume of the hypercube Q0(n,A) with an edge of length A tends to

lim
n→∞

Vol
[

Q0(n,A)
]

= lim
n→∞

An =



























0 A < 1 ,

1 A = 1 ,

∞ A > 1 .

(46)

As for the number of packed spheres, observe that the log-ratio of the volumes satisfies

log

(

Vol
[

Q0(n,A)
]

Vol
(

Su1
(n, r0)

)

)

= log

(

An

π
n
2 rn0

· n
2
!

)

= n log

(

A√
πr0

)

+ log

(

n

2
!

)

= n log

(

A√
π

)

+
n

2
log

n

2
− n

2
log e− n log r0 + o(n)

= o(n log n) +
1

2
n logn− n log r0 . (47)

Hence, for r0 = nc, we obtain

R ≥ 1

n logn
log

(

Vol
[

Q0(n,A)
]

Vol
(

Su1
(n, r0)

)

)

=
1

n logn

[

1

2
n logn− c n logn+ o(n logn)

]

, (48)

which tends to 1
2 − c for every value of A.

Encoding: Given a message i ∈ [[L(n,R)]], transmit x = ui.

Decoding: Let

δn =
A

3n
1
2
(1−b)

. (49)

To identify whether a message j ∈ M was sent, the decoder checks whether the channel output y belongs to the

following decoding set,

Dj =











y ∈ Yn :

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

yt −
(

uj,t + λ
)

)2

−
(

λ+ uj,t

)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δn











. (50)

Error Analysis: Consider the type I error, i.e., when the transmitter sends ui, yet Y /∈ Di. For every i ∈ [[L(n,R)]],

the type I error probability is bounded by

Pe,1(i) = Pr







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

Yt −
(

ui,t + λ
)

)2

−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> δn

∣

∣

∣x = ui






. (51)

Let Yt(i) ∼ Pois(λ+ ui,t) denote the channel output at time t given that x = ui. Now, we derive the expectation

as follows,

E







1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

)2

−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

]







=
1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

var
{

Yt(i)
}

−
(

ui,t + λ
)

]
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= 0 . (52)

Hence, the expectation of the random variable within the absolute value in (51) is zero. Next, we compute the

variance as follows

var







1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

)2

−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

]







=
1

n2

n
∑

t=1

var

{

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

)2
}

≤ 1

n
E

[

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

)4
]

, (53)

where the equality holds because the channel is memoryless and inequality follows by var{Z} ≤ E{Z2}. The

moment-generating function (MGF) of a Poisson variable Z ∼ Pois(λZ) is given by GZ(α) = eλZ(eα−1). Hence,

for X = Z − λZ , MGF turns to be GX(α) = eλZ(eα−1−α). Therefore, we have

E{X4} =
d4

dα4
GX(α)

∣

∣

∣

∣

α=0

= λZ

(

λ3
Ze

3α + 6λ2
Ze

2α + 7λZe
α + 1

)

eα+λZeα−λZ

∣

∣

∣

∣

α=0

= λ4
Z + 6λ3

Z + 7λ2
Z + λZ

≤ 7λ4
Z + 7λ3

Z + 7λ2
Z + 7λZ

= 7
(

λ4
Z + λ3

Z + λ2
Z + λZ

)

= 7
(

(

λ+ ui,t

)4
+
(

λ+ ui,t

)3
+
(

λ+ ui,t

)2
+
(

λ+ ui,t

)

)

≤ 7
(

(λ+A)
4
+ (λ+A)

3
+ (λ+A)

2
+ (λ+A)

)

. (54)

Thereby,

var







1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

)2

−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

]







≤ 7

n

(

(λ+A)
4
+ (λ+A)

3
+ (λ+A)

2
+ (λ+A)

)

. (55)

Now by (52) and (53), we can rewrite the type I error given in (51) as follows

Pe,1(i) = Pr







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

)2

−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> δn







≤
7
(

(λ+A)4 + (λ+A)3 + (λ+A)2 + (λ+ A)
)

nδ2n

=
63
(

(λ+A)
4
+ (λ+A)

3
+ (λ+A)

2
+ (λ+A)

)

A2nb

≤ λ1 , (56)

for sufficiently large n and arbitrarily small λ1 > 0, where the first inequality follows by Chebyshev’s inequality.

Next, we address type II errors, i.e., when Y ∈ Dj while the transmitter sent ui. Then, for every i, j ∈ [[L(n,R)]],

where i 6= j, the type II error probability is given by

Pe,2(i, j) = Pr







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

Yt(i)−
(

uj,t + λ
)

)2

−
(

λ+ uj,t

)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δn






. (57)
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Then,

Pe,2(i, j) = Pr







∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

+
(

ui,t − uj,t

)

)2

−
(

λ+ uj,t

)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δn






. (58)

Observe that the squared argument inside the absolute value can be expressed as

n
∑

t=1

(

Yt(i)−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

+
(

ui,t − uj,t

)

)2

=
∥

∥Y(i)− (λ1+ ui)
∥

∥

2
+
∥

∥ui − uj

∥

∥

2
+ 2

n
∑

t=1

(

ui,t − uj,t

)

(

Yt(i)−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

)

, (59)

where 1 = (1, 1, · · · , 1). Then, define the event

E0 =











∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

n
∑

t=1

(

ui,t − uj,t

)

(

Yt(i)−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

>
nδn
2











. (60)

By Chebyshev’s inequality, the probability of this event vanishes,

Pr(E0) ≤
4
∑n

t=1(ui,t − uj,t)
2 · var{Yt(i))}

n2δ2n

=
4
∑n

t=1(ui,t − uj,t)
2 · (λ + ui,t)

n2δ2n

≤ 4(λ+A)
∑n

t=1(ui,t − uj,t)
2

n2δ2n

=
4(λ+A)

∥

∥ui − uj

∥

∥

2

n2δ2n
. (61)

Observe that

∥

∥ui − uj

∥

∥

2 (a)

≤
(

‖ui‖+
∥

∥uj

∥

∥

)2

(b)

≤
(√

n‖ui‖∞ +
√
n
∥

∥uj

∥

∥

∞

)2

(c)

≤
(√

nA+
√
nA
)2

= 4nA2 , (62)

where (a) holds by the triangle inequality, (b) follows since ‖.‖ ≤ √
n‖.‖∞ and (c) is valid by (40). Hence

Pr(E0) ≤
4(λ+A)

∥

∥ui − uj

∥

∥

2

n2δ2n

≤ 16n(λ+A)A2

n2δ2n

=
16(λ+A)A2

nδ2n

=
144(λ+A)

nb

≤ ζ1 , (63)
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for sufficiently large n, where ζ1 > 0 is arbitrarily small. Furthermore, observe that given the complementary event

Ec
0 , we have

2

n
∑

t=1

(

ui,t − uj,t

)

(

Yt(i)−
(

λ+ ui,t

)

)

≥ −nδn . (64)

Therefore, the event Ec
0 , the type II error event in (57), and the identity in (59) together imply that the following

event occurs,

E1 =
{

∥

∥Y(i)− (λ1+ ui)
∥

∥

2
+
∥

∥ui − uj

∥

∥

2 ≤ 2nδn

}

. (65)

Applying the law of total probability, we have

Pe,2(i, j)
(a)
= Pr



















∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

+
(

ui,t − uj,t

)

)2

−
(

λ+ uj,t

)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δn











∩ E0









+ Pr



















∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

n

n
∑

t=1

[

(

Yt(i)−
(

ui,t + λ
)

+
(

ui,t − uj,t

)

)2

−
(

λ+ uj,t

)

]

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ δn











∩ Ec
0









(b)

≤ ζ1 + Pr (E1) , (66)

where (a) is due to (57) and (b) holds since each probability is bounded by 1.

Based on the codebook construction, each codeword is surrounded by a sphere of radius
√
nǫn thus

nǫn ≤
∥

∥ui − uj

∥

∥

2
. (67)

Thus, reconsidering (66) we obtain the type II error upper-bounded as follows

Pe,2(i, j) ≤ Pr
(

∥

∥Y(i)− (λ1+ ui)
∥

∥

2 ≤ n (2δn − ǫn)
)

+ ζ1

= Pr

(

∥

∥Y(i)− (λ1+ ui)
∥

∥

2 ≤ −nǫn
3

)

+ ζ1

= 0 + ζ1 , (68)

where the first equality holds since δn = ǫn
3 .

We have thus shown that for every λ1, λ2 > 0 and sufficiently large n, there exists an (L(n,R), n, λ1, λ2)

code.

A. Upper Bound (Converse Proof for Th. 1)

The derivation for the DTPC is more involved than the Gaussian derivation as in [1]. Instead of establishing a

minimum distance between the codewords as before, we use the letter-wise ratio.

We show that the capacity is bounded by CDI(W , L) ≤ 3
2 . In our previous work on fading channels [1], [30],

the converse proof was based on establishing a minimum distance between each pair of codewords. Here, on the

other hand, we use the stronger requirement that the letter-wise ratio for each pair is distanced from 1.
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Suppose that R is an achievable rate in the L-scale for the Poisson channel. Consider a sequence of (L(n,R), n, λ1,

λ2) codes (U (n),D(n)) such that λ
(n)
1 and λ

(n)
2 tend to zero as n → ∞. Given a codebook U (n) = {ui}i∈[[L(n,R)]],

we define the shifted codewords vi by

vi,t = λ+ ui,t , (69)

for t ∈ [[n]].

We begin with the following lemma on the letter-wise ratio for every pair of codewords.

Lemma 2. Consider a sequence of codes as described above. Then, given a sufficiently large n, the codebook U (n)

satisfies the following property. For every pair of codewords, vi1 and vi2 , there exists at least one letter t ∈ [[n]]

such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− vi2,t
vi1,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

> ǫ′n , (70)

for all i1, i2 ∈ [[L(n,R)]], such that i1 6= i2, with

ǫ′n =
Pmax

n1+b
, (71)

where b > 0 is arbitrarily small.

Converse Proof. Fix λ1 and λ2. Let κ, δ > 0 be arbitrarily small. Assume to the contrary that there exist two

messages i1 and i2, where i1 6= i2, such that
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− vi2,t
vi1,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ ǫ′n , (72)

for all t ∈ [[n]].

In order to show contradiction, we will bound the sum of the two error probabilities, Pe,1(i1)+Pe,2(i2, i1), from

below. To this end, define

Bi1 =







y ∈ Di1 :
1

n

n
∑

t=1

yt ≤ λ+ Pmax + δ







. (73)

Then, observe that

Pe,1(i1) + Pe,2(i2, i1) = 1−
∑

y∈Di1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

+
∑

y∈Di1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui2

)

≥ 1−
∑

y∈Di1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

+
∑

y∈Di1
∩Bi1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui2

)

. (74)

Now, consider the first sum in (74),

∑

y∈Di1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

=
∑

y∈Di1
∩Bi1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

+
∑

y∈Di1
∩Bc

i1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

≤
∑

y∈Di1
∩Bi1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

+ Pr





1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt > λ+ Pmax + δ

∣

∣

∣

∣

x = ui1



 (75)
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Now we focus on the probability in the right hand side. By subtracting expectation from each term inside the

argument and applying the Chebyschev’s inequality, we can bound this probability from above as follows

Pr







1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt −



λ+
1

n

n
∑

t=1

ui1,t



 > Pmax + δ − 1

n

n
∑

t=1

ui1,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

x = ui1






≤

var
[

n−1
∑n

t=1 Yt

∣

∣x = ui1

]

(

Pmax + δ − n−1
∑n

t=1 ui1,t

)2 .

(76)

Observe that due to the peak input constraint, Pmax − n−1
∑n

t=1 ui1,t ≥ 0. Hence, the denominator is bounded

from below by



Pmax + δ − 1

n

n
∑

t=1

ui1,t





2

≥ δ2 . (77)

Furthermore, the nominator satisfies

var





1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt | x = ui1



 =
1

n2

n
∑

t=1

var
[

Yt

∣

∣x = ui1

]

=
1

n2

n
∑

t=1

(λ+ ui1,t)

≤ 1

n
(λ+ Pmax) . (78)

Therefore, by (76)-(78),

Pr







1

n

n
∑

t=1

Yt −



λ+
1

n

n
∑

t=1

ui1,t



 > Pmax + δ − 1

n

n
∑

t=1

ui1,t

∣

∣

∣

∣

x = ui1






≤ λ+ Pmax

nδ2

≤ κ . (79)

Hence, reconsidering (75) we have

∑

y∈Di1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

≤
∑

y∈Di1
∩Bi1

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

+ κ . (80)

Returning to the sum of error probabilities in (74), the last bound yields

Pe,1(i1) + Pe,2(i2, i1) ≥ 1−
∑

y∈Di1
∩Bi1

[

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

−Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui2

)

]

− κ . (81)

Now let us focus on the summand in the square brackets in (81). By the channel law in (4),

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

−Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui2

)

=

n
∏

t=1

e−vi1,tvyt

i1,t

yt!
−

n
∏

t=1

e−vi2,tvyt

i2,t

yt!

= e−
∑n

t=1
vi1,t





n
∏

t=1

vyt

i1,t

yt!
− e−

∑n
t=1

(vi2,t−vi1,t)
n
∏

t=1

vyt

i2,t

yt!



 . (82)

We note that by (72), we have
∣

∣vi2,t − vi1,t
∣

∣ ≤ ǫ′nvi1,t, which implies

1− ǫ′n ≤ vi2,t
vi1,t

. (83)



19

Hence,

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

−Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui2

)

≤ e−
∑n

t=1
vi1,t ·

n
∏

t=1

vyt

i1,t

yt!



1− e−
∑n

t=1
ǫ′nvi1,t

n
∏

t=1

(

1− ǫ′n
)yt





= Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)



1− e−
∑

n
t=1

ǫ′nvi1,t

n
∏

t=1

(

1− ǫ′n
)yt



 . (84)

This can then be written as

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

−Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui2

)

≤ Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

·
[

1− e−ǫ′n
∑

n
t=1

vi1,t ·
(

1− ǫ′n
)

∑
n
t=1

yt

]

≤ κ ·Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

. (85)

The second inequality holds because of the following. Since vi1,t ≤ λ + Pmax for all t ∈ [[n]], and since y ∈ Bi1

satisfies
∑n

t=1 yt ≤ n (λ+ Pmax + δ), we have

e−ǫ′n
∑

n
t=1

vi1,t ·
(

1− ǫ′n
)

∑n
t=1

yt ≥ e−nǫ′n(λ+P max) ·
(

1− ǫ′n
)n(λ+P max+δ)

= enǫ
′
nδ · e−nǫ′n(λ+P max+δ) ·

(

1− ǫ′n
)n(λ+P max+δ)

≥ enǫ
′
nδ · f(nǫ′n)

≥ f(nǫ′n) , (86)

where

f(x) = e−cx(1− x)c , (87)

with c = λ + Pmax + δ. In (86). The third inequality in (86) follows by Bernoulli’s inequality [96, see Ch. 3].

Observe that by using the Taylor expansion, we have

f(x) = 1− 2cx+O(x2) . (88)

Therefore, for a sufficiently small values of x,

f(x) ≥ 1− 3cx . (89)

Then, the bound in (86) becomes

e−ǫ′n
∑

n
t=1

vi1,t ·
(

1− ǫ′n
)

∑n
t=1

yt ≥ 1− 3 (λ+ Pmax + δ)nǫ′n

= 1− 3 (λ+ Pmax + δ)

nb

≥ 1− κ , (90)

for sufficiently large n, where the equality holds by (71). The last bound implies (85).

Thereby, (81), (82) and (85) together yield

Pe,1(i1) + Pe,2(i2, i1) ≥ 1−
∑

y∈Bi1

[

Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

−Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui2

)

]

− κ

= 1−
∑

y∈Bi1

[

κ ·Wn
(

y
∣

∣ui1

)

]

− κ
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≥ 1− 2κ . (91)

Clearly, this is a contradiction since the error probabilities tend to zero as n → ∞. Thus, the assumption in (72) is

false. This completes the proof of Lemma 2.

Next, we use Lemma 2 in order to prove the upper bound on the DI capacity. Observe that since

vi,t = ui,t + λ

> λ , (92)

Lemma 2 implies

∣

∣ui1,t − ui2,t

∣

∣ =
∣

∣vi1,t − vi2,t
∣

∣

≥ ǫ′nvi1,t

> λǫ′n . (93)

We deduce that the distance between every pair of codewords satisfies

‖ui1 − ui2‖ >
∣

∣ui1,t − ui2,t

∣

∣

> λǫ′n . (94)

Thus, we can define an arrangement of non-overlapping spheres Sui
(n, λǫ′n), i.e., spheres of radius λǫ′n that are

centered at the codewords ui. Since the codewords all belong to a hypercube Q0(n, Pmax) with edge Pmax, it

follows that the number of packed small spheres, i.e., the number of codewords L(n,R) = 2(n log n)R, is bounded

by

2(n logn)R ≤ Pn
max

Vol(Su1
(n, λǫ′n))

. (95)

Hence,

R ≤ 1

n logn
· log

(

Pn
max

Vol
(

Su1
(n, λǫ′n)

)

)

=
1

n logn

[

n log

(

Pmax√
πr0

)

+ log

(

n

2
!

)

]

=
1

n logn

[

o(n logn) +
1

2
n logn− n log r0

]

.

Hence, for r0 = λǫ′n = λP max

n1+b , we obtain

R ≤ 1

n logn

[

o(n logn) +
1

2
n logn+ (1 + b)n logn

]

, (96)

which tends to 3
2 as n → ∞ and b → 0. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.
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V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have developed lower and upper bounds on the deterministic identification (DI) capacity of a DTPC subject

to average and peak power constraints, in the scale of L(n,R) = 2n log(n)R = nnR, where n is the blocklength. We

have thus determined that the super-exponential scale nnR is the appropriate scale for the DI capacity of the Poisson

channel. This scale is sharply different from the ordinary scales in the transmission and randomized-identification

settings, where the code size scales exponentially and double exponentially, respectively. Different non-standard

scales are also observed in other communication models, such as covert identification [97], [98], where the code

size scales as 22
√

nR

.

We have mentioned molecular communication as a motivating application for this study. Recently, there have been

significant advances in molecular communication for complex nano-networks. The Internet of Things incorporates

smart devices, which can be accessed and controlled via the Internet [99]. The advances in nanotechnology

contribute to the development of devices in the nanoscale range, referred as nanothings. The interconnection

of nanothings with the Internet is known as Internet of NanoThings (IoNT) and is the basis for various future

healthcare and military applications [100], [101]. Nanothings are based on synthesized materials, using electronic

circuits, and electromagnetic-based communication. Unfortunately, these characteristics could be harmful for some

application environments, such as inside the human body. Furthermore, the concept of Internet of Bio-NanoThings

(IoBNT) has been introduced in [102], where nanothings are biological cells that are created using tools from

synthetic biology and nanotechnology. Such biological nanothings are called bio-nanothings. Similar to artificial

nanothings, bio-nanothings have control (cell nucleus), power (mitochondrion), communication (signal pathways),

and sensing/actuation (flagella, pili or cilia) units. For the communication between cells, molecular communication

is well suited, since the natural exchange of information between cells is already based on this paradigm. Molecular

communication in cells is based on signal pathways (chains of chemical reactions) that process information that is

modulated into chemical characteristics, such as molecule concentration.

The Poisson channel is relevant for practical 6G networks in the context of MC [71] and optical communications

[72], [73]. The functionality of some 6G applications requires only a message identification. For instance, in some

applications it is only required that an alert to be identified [7]. In some other systems of molecular communication,

a nano-device demands to determine the occurrence of a target event. In particular, in the context of MC, a nano-

device might seek only to narrow down its knowledge regarding a specific task in terms of a reliable Yes/No answer.

For these tasks, the identification problem is deemed as a key technology for 6G. For instance, during the targeted

drug delivery [11], [12] or cancer treatment [8]–[10], nano-devices often should work in collaboration with each

other to accomplish complex task about the treatment. This collaboration is break into simpler identification tasks

such as to realize whether a certain signal or molecule was detected or not, to recognize whether a specific sort

of drug is delivered or not, to verify whether a nano-machine has already replicated itself or not, to know whether

the particle storage is empty or not, to discover whether the PH of blood is above a critical threshold or not, and

to find out whether a target location in the vessels is identified or not and etc [74].

However, it is not clear how randomized identification (RI) codes can be incorporated into such systems. In the
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case of Bio-NanoThings, it is uncertain whether the natural biological processes can be controlled or reinforced by

local randomness at this level. Therefore, for the design of synthetic IoNT, or for the analysis and utilization of

IoBNT, identification with deterministic encoding is more appropriate.

For deterministic identification over the DTPC, the current research shows a different and unusual behavior

compared to the traditional code size scales, i.e., exponential or double exponential. In the achievability, a counter-

intuitive phenomenon regarding the radius of small packed hyperspheres has been observed. Surprisingly, this radius

does not vanish and grows in the block-length, i.e., ∼ n
1
4 , nevertheless, the corresponding volume tends to zero

more rapidly than the volume of the larger cube as n → ∞. This allows us to pack super-exponentially many

small hyperspheres inside the hypercube (with volume An). Observe that in the achievability part for the fading

channels [1], [30] the radius of the smaller spheres tends to zero in the block-length. Another interesting aspect is

that even for the case of A < 1, which leads to a vanishing volume for the hypercube, still we are able to pack

super-exponentially hyperspheres. In the converse part, we have used the argument that there is a minimum distance

between the distinct codewords, in a similar manner as in the converse proof for fading channels. Nevertheless, a

different upper bound is obtained.

We have considered deterministic identification for the DTPC without memory. The DI capacity of the DTPC

where Yt ∼ Pois(λ +Xt) subject to an average and peak power constraints Pmax and P ave, is finite in the super

exponential scale of L(n,R) = 2(n log n)R, i.e,

1

4
≤ CDI(W , L) ≤ 3

2
. (97)

The analysis for Poisson channels relies on a geometric considerations and using sphere packing. Based on

fundamental properties of packing arrangements [95], the optimal packing of non-overlapping spheres of radius

√
nǫn contains an exponential number of spheres, and by decreasing the radius of the codeword spheres, the

exponential rate can be made arbitrarily large. However, in the derivation of our lower bound for the 2n log(n)-scale,

we pack spheres of radius
√
nǫn ∼ n1/4, which results in ∼ 2

1
4
n log(n) codewords.

For the double exponential scale, or equivalently, when the rate is defined as R = 1
n log log (# of messages),

the DI capacity is

CDI(W , L) = 0 ; for L(n,R) = 22
nR

, (98)

since the code size of DI codes scales only exponentially in block length. On the other hand, as observed by

Bracher and Lapidoth [19], if one considers an average error criterion instead of the maximal error, then the double

exponential performance of randomized-encoder codes can also be achieved using deterministic codes.

Our approach in the current research for finding positive finite bounds for the capacity was similar to our previous

analysis for the Gaussian channels [1], [30]. However, different analysis and bound were yielded. For instance, here

in the achievability proof, we addressed packing of hyper spheres inside a hyper cube and surprisingly the radius

of packed spheres scales as ∼ n
1
4 which grows in the block-length, n, while the radius of small packed spheres for

the Gaussian derivation tends to zero. We found that the volume for a hyper sphere of radius ∼ nc vanishes for

0 < c < 1
2 . Thereby we can pack a super-exponential number of spheres within the larger cube. The derivation in

the converse proof were more involved and leaded to a larger upper bound compared to that of the Gaussian case.
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