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Feedback Increases the Capacity of Queues with
Bounded Service Times

K. R. Sahasranand and Aslan Tchamkerten

Abstract—In the “Bits Through Queues” paper [2], it was
hypothesized that full feedback always increases the capacity of
first-in-first-out queues, except when the service time distribution
is memoryless. More recently, a non-explicit sufficient condition
under which feedback increases capacity was provided [3], along
with simple examples of service times meeting this condition.
While this condition yields examples where feedback is beneficial,
it does not offer explicit structural properties of such service
times.

In this paper, we show that full feedback increases capacity
whenever the service time has bounded support. This is achieved
by investigating a generalized notion of feedback, with full
feedback and weak feedback (introduced in [3]) as particular
cases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Anantharam and Verdud [2] proposed a single-server queue
as a channel model for conveying information via timing.
Under this model, the message to be conveyed is encoded
into arrival instants of packets to a single server queue. Each
packet is “served” for a random duration before departing. The
decoder observes the departure times of all the packets and
finally outputs an estimate of the message. When full feedback
is available, the transmitter is causally revealed the times at
which packets exit the queue, and can use this information to
select subsequent packet arrival times.

Under the First-In-First-Out (FIFO) service policy, given a
service time .S with mean E[S] and a fixed queue output rate
A < 1/E[S], the full feedback capacity Cr(\) of the channel
is given by

Cr(N) = /\[ sup H(W+4+S8) - H(S)],
W>0:
EW]< % -4

where . = 1/E[S] denotes the rate of the server, H (-) denotes
entropy, and the W’s are independent of S. Interestingly,
Anantharam and Verdd showed that when S is exponentially
distributed the full feedback capacity Cr()) is equal to the
capacity C(\) of the channel without feedback. Moreover,
they hypothesized that full feedback always increases ca-
pacity, except in cases where the service time is memory-
less—specifically, exponential in the continuous-time setting
and geometric in the discrete-time setting [4]]. The question of
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whether there exist service times for which feedback increases
capacity remained unresolved until recently. This problem was
addressed in [3], where it was demonstrated that full feedback
increases capacity when the service time satisfies the following
condition:

sup H(W(X)+S2)< sup H(W+S)
X2OEWXIS3 -5 w20:
wO)® (x—s)+ Ewl<y-2
&)

for any A < p. Here, Si, S, are independent copies of S, the
X’s are independent of (S, S2), and the WW’s are independent
of S. Inequality (1) was derived by considering a weaker
form of feedback, where the transmitter is causally informed
of the times at which packets enter service, rather than the
times at which packets depart the server. If the capacity
under weak feedback is strictly smaller than the capacity
under full feedback, then full feedback increases capacity.
The left-side of corresponds to an upper bound on the
maximum output entropy under weak feedback, whereas the
right-side corresponds to the maximum output entropy under
full feedback.

Inequality (@) involves two convex optimization problems
and can, in principle, be verified by examining the Karush-
Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions of each problem with respect
to specific service times. Examples for which (1)) holds are the
two equal mass point service time P(S = 1) = P(S = 2) =
1/2 in the discrete-time setting, and .S ~ Uniform[0, 1] in the
continuous-time setting. However, even for such service times,
the KKT verification turns out to be tedious. Beyond simple
examples like the ones above, no explicit characterization
of service time distributions for which feedback increases
capacity was provided.

In this paper, we show that full feedback increases capacity
for any service time with bounded support. For continuous-
time queues, this is obtained through a direct analysis of in-
equality (. In particular, we show that when the service time
distribution has bounded support, for the output distributions
corresponding to the two sides of to match, a certain
compact operator with infinite-dimensional domain must be
invertible which it is not. Unfortunately, this argument does
not carry over to the discrete case. Besides, unlike in the
continuous case, direct analysis of (1) in the discrete case for
S with essential supremum £ entails solving a k-th order non-
homogeneous recursive relation for the left-side term, which
is cumbersome. Instead, we show that sufficient condition (1)
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generalizes to

sup HW(X)+S2)< sup HW+S)
X2OBW (X1 <k W20
WO (x -1, Bwls+-1
Tdér(SI*TM,
2

for any 0 < 7 < oo. The left-side upper bounds the maximum
output entropy under “generalized feedback.” This term turns
out to be nondecreasing in 7, equal to the weak feedback
maximum output entropy for 7 = 0, and equal to the full
feedback maximum output entropy for 7 = oco. Interestingly,
if the service time has finite support, then by choosing

T=k-—1,

the non-homogeneous recursive relation alluded to above
becomes tractable since its order reduces from & to one, and
indeed it can be verified that holds.

By contrast, if the service time has unbounded support, the
previous arguments fail since it can be shown that inequal-
ity @) becomes equality for all 7 € [0, 00|, in both discrete-
time and continuous-time settings. In particular, this disproves
a conjecture made in [3] regarding the tightness of the weak
feedback capacity upper bound.

Related work

The discrete-time variant of [2]] was considered in [5] and
was studied in detail in [4] with an extension to multiple
packets being served at a time. The zero-error capacity of
a class of timing channels with finite support service times
was investigated in [6], [7]; indeed, the methods used are
quite different due to the combinatorial nature of zero-error
information theory. Upper and lower bounds on the capacity of
timing channels with bounded service times in the continuous-
time setting were derived in [8]. Finite block length achievable
rates for queues with geometrically distributed service times
were provided in [9)]. The capacity of discrete-time queues
with Poisson inputs and Poisson outputs was considered
in [[10]. Bounds on the capacity of queues with random arrivals
were derived in [11]. Practical error-correcting codes over
timing channels with memoryless service times were discussed
in [12].

Other variants of the queue channel, namely multiserver
and bufferless queues were studied in [13] and [14], re-
spectively. Beyond capacity characterization, timing channels
have been investigated with a focus on robust decoding [15]],
sequential decoding [16], and reliability function [17]], [18].
Example applications of timing channels include estimation
and stabilization of linear systems [[19], [20], secure and covert
communication [21]-[27], energy harvesting systems [28]],
molecular communication [[6], [29], and more recently, real-
time monitoring of stochastic processes [30].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section
introduces the model and provides the context for our results
which are presented in Section Proofs of the main results
are provided in Section [Vl We conclude with a summary and
future directions in Section [V]

Notation: For z € R we use (z)4 to denote max{z,0}.
The probability law of a random variable S is denoted Ps. The
cumulative distribution function (cdf) of a random variable S
is denoted Fg. If S is a discrete random variable, we use pg to
denote its probability mass function (pmf). If S is a continuous
random variable, we use fg to denote its probability density
function (pdf). The expectation of S is denoted E[S]. The
shorthand notation supp(S) denotes the support of the pmf or
the pdf of .S, depending on whether S is discrete or continuous.
We use esssup(S) to denote the essential supremum of S.
Finally, we use H(-) to denote the entropy function (both
discrete and continuous, unless stated otherwise) and hy(p)
to denote the binary entropy —plogp — (1 —p) log(1 — p) for
p € (0,1).

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

We follow the FIFO single-server queuing model developed
in [2], [3]]. In this model, upon the departure of a packet, the
server selects a packet from the queue on a first-come-first-
served basis, which immediately enters service, and departs
from the server after a random service time. Specifically, a
packet departs the queue at instant

d=a+A+S
=b+ 5,

where a denotes the instant the packet arrives in the queue,
A denotes the time spent by the packet waiting in the queue,
where
b a+ A

denotes the time when the packet enters service, and the
nonnegative random variable S ~ Pg denotes the random
service time. This variable has mean E[S] = 1/u, where
1 > 0 denotes the rate of the queue (in packets per unit time).
Packets are assumed to experience independent and identically
distributed (i.i.d.) service times.

Remark I If a, A, and S are nonnegative integer-valued ran-
dom variables the setting is said to be discrete, and if any of
a, A, or S takes values over R (at least one of which is not
an integer), the setting is said to be continuous. Throughout
this paper results hold in both settings unless stated otherwise.

Definition 1 (Timing code) An (n,M,,T,,¢€,)-code for a
timing channel used without feedback consists of

o M, messages where each message u is encoded into n
arrival instants 0 < a; < ag - -+ < a,. The nth departure
from the queue occurs on average, over equally likely
messages, no later than 7;,—the queue is assumed to be
initially empty.

e A decoder that observes the departures dy,...,d, and
outputs an estimate of the transmitted message u(d™)
such that the probability of error averaged over equally
likely messages satisfies

Plu # u] < e,.

An (n, M,,T,,€,)-code is a full feedback code if a; is a
function of u and d*~!. An (n, M,,T,,¢€,)-code is a weak
feedback code if a; is a function of u and b*~!.



The rate of an (n, M,,, T, €,)-code is defined as
1Og2 Mn
Ty

in bits per unit time.

Definition 2 (Capacity) The capacity C' without feedback is
the supremum of all R for which, for all v > 0, there exists
a sequence of (n, M,,T,,€,)-codes without feedback with
T, — oo and €, — 0 as n — oo and such that

10g2 Mn
T,
for all n sufficiently large.

The full feedback capacity Cr and the weak feedback
capacity C'wr are defined analogously.

>R —7.

Definition 3 (Capacity at fixed output/departure rate) Given
A > 0, the capacity C'(\) without feedback at output rate A is
the supremum of all R for which, for all v > 0, there exists
a sequence of (n, My, n/\, e,)-codes without feedback such
that

logy M,
a2 R
n

where €, — 0 as n — oco. The capacities Cr(A) and Cywr ()
at output rate A under full feedback and weak feedback,
respectively, are defined similarly.

The weak feedback capacity can obviously not be lower than
the capacity without feedback. What is perhaps less obvious is
that the full feedback capacity is at least as large as the weak
feedback capacity (hence the term “weak”). This follows from
the fact that b; is a function of {d; };<;—1 and {a;},<;. Hence
we have:

Lemma 1 ([3]) For 0 < A < u, we have
C(\) < Owr(A) < Cr(N).

From this lemma and the relationship between capacity and
capacity at fixed output rate (see [2, Theorem 1]) we get:

Proposition 1 A queue with service rate p > 0 satisfies

C= sup C(\) <Cwr = sup Cwr(A)
0<A<p 0<A<

< Cp = sup Cr(N).
0<A<
It is known (see [2]])) that when full feedback is available,
encoding strategies may, without loss of optimality (in terms
of error probability for the same communication rate), be
restricted to those for which

a; > di—1,

i.e., the transmitter awaits the full feedback information before
sending the next packet which immediately enters service
(A = 0). This, in turn, reduces the communication over
the queue channel to communication over the additive and
memoryless channel

where
def

Wi=a;—di
denotes the waiting time of the queue—between the (i — 1)st
and the ¢th packets. In other words, this channel transforms
the amount of time the queue waits for the ¢th packet into
the total amount of time the queue spends on the ith packet,
waiting and serving. The following result follows:

Proposition 2 ([2l]) For 0 < A\ < u, we have

Cr(N)=X sup I(W;W+585), 3)

W>0:
E[W]< %+
where the optimization is over all nonnegative random vari-
ables W independent of S.

In [3] it was shown that under weak feedback encoding
strategies may be restricted to those for which

a; > bi_1.

Hence, similarly to the full feedback case, the transmitter
awaits the weak feedback information before sending the next
packet. Accordingly, to a given transmitter signal

X, ¥, — by >0,
corresponds the waiting time of the queue
def
Wi(Xi) = (X — Si1)+-
This, in turn, yields the additive (possibly with memory)
channel

WZ(Xl) — WZ(XZ) + Si

whose maximum mutual information upper bounds the weak

feedback capacity:

Proposition 3 ([3l]) For 0 < A\ < u, we have

Cwr(A) <A sup I(W(X);W(X)+ 52),
X>0:E[W(X)]<+ -

w(x) & (x—s1),

ks
m

“

where S7 and Se are ii.d. Ps with mean 1/u, and the
optimization is over all nonnegative random variables X
independent of (S7,.52).

Remark 2 Proposition 3] gives only an upper bound on the
weak feedback capacity. This is by contrast with the full
feedback capacity expression of Proposition [2| which corre-
sponds to the capacity of the additive channel W — W + S.
Indeed, under weak feedback the outputs {W;(X;) + S;}2,
are generally dependent since W;(X;) depends on S;_;.
Proposition[3]is obtained by upper bounding the output entropy
H({W;(X;) + Si}_;) by the sum of the individual output
entropies ., H(W;(X;) + S;).

Observe that the right-sides of (3) and @) are continuous
functions of A over the open interval (0, 14). This follows from
the fact that the functions

g+~ sup H(W +55)

W>0:
E[W]<q



and

q— sup H(W(X)+S2)

X>0:E[W (X)]<q

wO®(x—s),

are nonnegative and concave over R™ (see, e.g., [3, proof of
Lemma 1]). Observe also that the right-sides of (3) and @)
tend to zero as A T p and as A | O[] Hence, the supremum
over \ of the right-sides of (3 and are achieved for some
A € (0, ), and Propositions [I] and B3] imply:

Corollary 1 For a queue with service rate > 0, the
weak feedback capacity is strictly less than the full feedback
capacity if, for any 0 < \ < p,

sup HW(X)+S2)< sup HW+S).
X20EW CO1E - w20
wO¥(x-s1) Ew)<d-4

)

III. RESULTS

Generalized feedback, g-feedback in short, is said to be
available if the transmitter has causal access to

def
9i = (bi, i),

where
def . .
ci = by +min{S;, 7} = min{d;, b; + 7}
for some known fixed constant 7 > 0 and 1 < ¢ < n. The
transmitter first learns b;, the time at which the packet enters
service, and later, at time c;, it learns either the departure time
of the packet (if S; < 7) or that the packet is still in service
@if S; > 7). Under g-feedback, the capacity and the capacity
at fixed output rate are denoted C, and CFL(\), respectively.
Since

¢; = min{d;,b; + 7},

and b; < d;, weak feedback and full feedback correspond to
the cases 7 = 0 and 7 = oo, respectively. Indeed, for 7 = 0
we have ¢; = b;, and for 7 = oo the transmitter has access to
gi = (b;,d;) which is equivalent to having access to d; only
since b; is a function of {d;};<,—1 and {a;},;<,;. Hence,

Cg = CWF and Cgo = CF,

and similarly for the capacity at fixed output rate.

It turns out that the coding schemes available under g-
feedback with parameter 72 include those available under g-
feedback with parameter 7; < 79, hence we have the following
monotone capacity property:

Proposition 4 For any A < pu, we have that CL(\) is
nondecreasing in 7 over [0, oo].

As an immediate consequence we have:

IFor the latter this follows by noting that the mutual information terms on
the right-sides of (@) and (@) are upper-bounded by 1+ In(1/\), the entropy
of an exponential random variable with mean 1/ in the continuous case, and

A+1 A
by “"he (,\+1)
1/ in the discrete case.

, the entropy of a geometric random variable with mean

Corollary 2 For any 0 < A < g and 0 < 7 < o0,

def

C(\) < Cwr(\) & &ef

= Cr(N).

As we saw in Section [[I} if either full feedback or weak
feedback is available, it is optimal to send a packet after
receiving the feedback information: a; > d;_; under full
feedback and a; > b;_1 under weak feedback. This generalizes
to g-feedback:

Cp(N) < CE(N) < C2(N)

Proposition 5 Under g-feedback, for any 0 < 7 < oo, encod-
ing strategies may, without loss of optimality, be restricted to

those where
aiZCi_l 1§Z§7’L

Following Proposition 3] define under g-feedback the trans-
mitter signal

def
Xi=a;—ci—12>0.

This yields the additive channel
Wi(X;) = Wi(X,) + S; 1< <n,
where
Wi(Xi) € (X = (Sim1 = 1)+ )+

denotes the waiting time of the queue. The next result general-
izes Proposition 3] and is obtained through similar arguments:

Proposition 6 For any 0 < A < p and 0 < 7 < o0, we have
Cr(A) <A IT(W(X); W(X)+ 52),

1
m

sup
X>0:E[W(X)]<% -

W()()‘ize“()(fT)Jr

(s, -7

where S; and Se are ii.d. Ps with mean 1/u, and the
optimization is over all nonnegative random variables X
independent of (57, S2).

Using similar arguments as for Corollary [1l Corollary
together with Propositions [2] and [6 implies:

Corollary 3 For a queue with service rate u > 0, the g-
feedback capacity with 7 € [0, 00) is strictly less than the full
feedback capacity if, for any A € (0, ),

sup H(W(X)+S) < sup H(W+S9).
XZOEWISx -y w20:
wO®(x-1), gwi<i-1

(s, -y

(6)
Notice that Corollary 3 with 7 = 0 reduces to Corollary [T}
In the discrete-time setting, it can be shown that for a
bounded support service time S inequality (@) holds by
choosing
T = esssup(S) — 1.

This implies:

Theorem 1. For a discrete-time queue with bounded support
service time S we have

C < Ch < Cp



with 7 = esssup(S) — 1. In particular, full feedback increases
capacity for bounded support service times.

From Proposition [4] and Theorem [ we get:

Corollary 4 For a discrete-time queue with bounded support
service time we have Cwr < CF.

In the continuous-time setting, it can be shown that for
a bounded support service time inequality (3) holds (equiv-
alently, @) with 7 = 0). This implies:

Theorem 2. For a continuous-time queue, the full feedback
capacity is strictly larger than the weak feedback capacity in
the following two cases:

i. supp(S) = [a,b] where a > 0 and b < cc.

ii. supp(S) = [a,b] where a > 0 and b < oo and fs(-) is

continuous on [a, b].

In particular, in the above two cases, full feedback increases
capacity.

Unfortunately, for service times with unbounded supports,
for both the discrete-time and the continuous-time settings,
Corollary Bl is inconclusive since inequality (@) is never
satisfied:

Theorem 3. For unbounded support service times we have
for any T € [0,00] and any X\ € (0, p),

sup HW(X)+S2)= sup HW+S)
X>0EW(X)<%—+ Wjo: .
def E[W]Sxfﬁ
W(X)=(X=T) 4
Td:p'/‘(SlfT)+
(N

(As before, S1,S2,S are iid. Ps with mean 1/p, X is a
nonnegative random variable independent of (S1, S2), and W
is independent of S. The theorem holds in both the discrete-
time and the continuous-time settings.)

A few comments are in order. Identity may come as
a surprise since the optimization on its left-side imposes the
extra condition that W should be of the form (X —T') 4 with

T (S1 — 7)4+. We also note that Theorem [3] disproves
a conjecture made in [3] that (Z) with 7 = 0 holds only
for geometric service times in the discrete-time setting (or
only for exponential service times in the continuous-time
setting). Theorem 3] also implies that for an unbounded service
time either the weak feedback capacity upper bound given in
Proposition [3 is not tight and Cwr < CF, or that it is tight
and CWF = CF

We end this section by discussing an alternative to g-
feedback. The astute reader may wonder why g-feedback
involves both b; and c¢;, as opposed to only ¢;. Indeed, for
the particular case 7 = oo, we have ¢; = d;, and g-feedback
reduces to full feedback where only ¢; is fed back since b;
can be retrieved from {a;},<; and {d;};<i—1.

In the definition of g-feedback, suppose we replace g; by c;.
In this case, it can be shown that Proposition 5} Proposition [6]
and Corollary [ still hold, but it is unclear if Proposition
holds. In particular, it is unclear how Cwr(A) and CL()) with
0 < 7 < oo are related, and therefore if Corollary 4] holds.

IV. PROOFS

We first prove Proposition B followed by Proposition 4]
which relies on Proposition 3l We then prove Proposition [6]
followed by Theorems and 3]

A. Proof of Proposition 3]

Fix a g-feedback encoding strategy aj, as, . .
sage u. This induces a departure distribution

P(d"|u) = H]P’(di|u, ).

., a, for mes-

We show that if we change each arrival a; with

~ def
a; = max{a;,ci—1},

the conditional probabilities P(d;|u,d~1), 1 < i < n, remain
the same, hence the input-output joint distribution P(u,d")
remains the same, and so does the error probability (for any
decoding rule). Towards this, first we show that

P(d;|u, d™ 1) = P(d;|u,d ', a’, ). 8)

The symbol a; is uniquely determined by the message v and
we have
¢1 = min{dy, a1 + 7}

as the queue is initially empty. For ¢ > 2, the symbol q;
depends on both u and ¢'~! and from the definitions of c; and
b;, it can be seen that from u and d*~!, we can recursively
compute (a;,c;) for j <i—1, and a; and hence (8) follows.
Thus,

P(d;|u,d" ™) = P(d;|u,d" !, a*, 1)
=P (Sl- =d; — max{a;, d;_1 }|u,d" ', a’, ciil)
=P(S; = d; — max{a;,di—1})
=P (S; =d; — max{a;,d;—1}).

To justify the last step, observe that
o if a; > d;_1, then a; > ¢;—1 and hence a; = a; > d;_1;
o if a; < d;_1, then either a; = a; < d;_1 or a; = c;—1 <
di-1,
whereby
max{ai, d/i—l} = max{?ii, d/i—l}'

This completes the proof.

B. Proof of Proposition

We show that the coding schemes available under g-
feedback strategy with parameter 7> < oo include the coding
schemes available under g-feedback strategy with parameter
71 < 79. Denote the feedback corresponding to the ith packet
under a g-feedback strategy with parameter 7; by

9 = i),

where cz(-j ) = min{d;,b; + 7;}. By Proposition [5] optimal
policies under g-feedback with parameter 77 satisfy

&)

a; = ¢; .



Consider a g-feedback strategy with parameter 7 > 7. Given
@ _ (p. P
g;” = (bi,¢;”’), we have

cl(-l) = min{b; + 7'1,052)}. 9)

Therefore, given {912 o 91 2} the encoder can compute
b2, and {c{", ..., c{"),} by (@). Then, the encoder computes
the value of cgi)l at time instant 057)1 as follows. The encoder,
having received a feedback at b;_1, sets

Cz(' 1—)1 = 052—)1

if the feedback 652—)1 is received before b;_; + 71; otherwise
sets

6517)1 =bj_1+71.

Thus, if a; is a function of (gf), . ,gz(l)l) then using g-

feedback with parameter 72, the encoder can compute a;
no later than c(_)l Therefore, a g-feedback strategy with
with parameter 7o can “simulate” a g-feedback strategy with
parameter 7 < To. O

C. Proof of Proposition

The proof follows the proof of [3, Theorem 2] and amounts
to replacing D; = (X; — Si—1)+ + S; with D; = (X; —
Ti,1)+ + Si, where Ti,1 = (Si,1 - T)Jr. [l

D. Proof of Theorem [I]
We show that for

T =esssup(S) — 1,

the unique@ output distributions corresponding to the maximiz-
ing input distributions of the convex optimization problems on
either side of (@) are different.

Let p; denote pg(i), @ > 0 and let ¢ & ps(t+1) > 0.
Then, random variable

def (Sl _ T)
satisfies
PT=1=1-PT=0=¢q
We have
def
px-1), (n) = P[(X =T)4 =n]
=(1-q) px(n)+q px(n+1).
For n > 0, we have
wy EPI(X —T)y + S0 =1

[
M:

Pj D(x-T)4 (n—7)
0

<.
Il

pi{(1—q) -px(n—j)+q-px(n+1-7)}.

I

<
Il
o

2The output distributions corresponding to the maximizing input distribu-
tions are capacity-achieving output distributions of the corresponding channels
and hence are unique (see, for instance, [31, Corollary 5.5]).

Further,

E[(X -T)4] = Zj “px—1y, (J)

=i {0~ px() +a px(+ 1)}

The Lagrangian with respect to the left-side optimization of
(6) is given by

Ll(pXufyv(S) -

— Zwklnwk - (pr(k) — 1>
k=0 k=0

-a(sr--(5-3))

Taking the derivative with respect to px(n) yields

d

—L 0) =

dpx(n) 1(pX577 )

— > 1= @)pe + apera] (nwpyp + 1)
l=—0o0

—y=dn(l—q)+(n—1)q.
Setting the derivative to zero gives
(1—-q)Es[- + qEs[—

In w4 5] Inwp—145]

=14+v+d(n—yq). (10)
Using the shorthand notation
xn = Eg[—Inwp4s], n >0,
yields the recursive equation
(1—q)Tn +qrp_1=1+~v+d(n—q). (11)
A particular solution is given by
P) =14y +nd,
and the homogeneous solution is given by
™ = (qg—l) xo = (q%%) Es[— Inwg].
Since z,, = e 4 P , we get
Es[—-Inwptg]=14~v+nd+ ( z 1)nE5[—lnws].

Plugging in n = 1 in (1), we have
Es[-lnwg] =1+7,

which implies

Ll)n(lﬂw).

Es[-Inw,1s] =1+~ +nd+ (

Next, we consider the right-side of (6). Given a nonnegative
random variable W, for n > 0, we have

nﬁmw+s_m

= pr(n —J)p
=0



The Lagrangian is

Lo(pw, o, B) =

kalnvk -« <pr(k) - 1)

k=0 k=0

s (3-1)

Taking the derivative of La(pw, , 3) with respect to py (n)
yields

d
— E (Inwy, 1)—a-—
dow () 2 Opg NUpte+ 1) —a—np.
Setting the derivative to zero gives

Es[-Inv,ys] =14 a+np.

L (pW,CY ﬁ

12)

Assuming that w,, = v,, yields a = 7 and comparing (10)
and (I2) for n = 1 yields § = 3, and therefore

Es[—Invnys] — 2P = 0.

However,
Es[—Inw,ys] — P = (%)n (L+7),
which is positive for n even and negative for n odd since
1+~ =Eg[—Inwg] > 0.

Therefore, we have w,, # v, which completes the proof since
the (feedback) capacity-achieving output distribution is unique.
O

E. Proof of Theorem

We show that (3) is satisfied and use Corollary [ to
conclude. The pdf of W + S is given by

)= / St — $)fs(s)ds

The Lagrangian corresponding to the right-side of (@) is given
by

Jwas(t

Lo(Pw, o, B)

S (-0)]

Let E be the vector space of all signed measures from
R* to R. By Lebesgue’s decomposition theorem (see, for
instance, [32, Theorem 19.61]), any v € E can be decomposed
uniquely as

V = Vge + Ve + Vpp,

where v,. < Lebr (Lebg denotes the Lebesgue measure on
R), v, is singularly continuousf] and v, is a discrete measure
with pure point masses on a countable set 1. Defind]

A,,(t)def/ Pt — ) fs(s)ds + 3 vp(t — ) fs(d),

i€l

3The cdf corresponding to v, has derivative (with respect to R) uniformly
equal to O.

4Loosely speaking (since v is a signed measure), A, denotes the pdf of a
random variable Z + S where Z has probability law v.

where 7 denotes the Radon-Nikodym derivative of v with
respect to Lebr. With this notation, the Gateaux derivative
of Ly at Py in the direction of v € E is given by

SLo(Pov, v, Biv) = — /RA,,(t){l inAp, (1) )i

—a/RdV—B/thu.

For a € supp(S), let v be ¢, the Dirac measure centered on
a. Then,

Ay (t) = A5, (1) = fs(t — a).
Thus,

3Lz (Pw, a, B;v)

—/Rfs(t - a){1 +1nApW(t)}dt —a—afB

=0,

whereby
Es[—InAp, (S +a)] =1+ a+ap.
Setting a = 0 yields
Es[-InAp, (S)] =1+ a.

Next we compute the Lagrangian with respect to the left-side
of (3). The pdf of (X — S), is given by

/fs ) x(t+ s)ds

b:/R</0adPX> dPs.

The pdf of (X — S1)+ + Sz is given by

/(/fs fxy+s>ds>fs(t— y)dy

for t > 0. The Lagrangian with respect to the left-side of (3

is given by
Li(Pw,vy,€) =— / w(t) Inw(t)dt —~ {/ dPx — 1]
R R

11
- t-dPx_s. — [~—~]].
[frares - (5-3)]

The Gateaux derivative of L1 at Px in the direction of v € F

is given by
/ By( 1 +1nBp, (t)}dt

—W/du—e/tc,,(t)dt
R R

Ut + s)ds + Y fo(i)vpp(t + )
iel

fix—s).(t) = bdo(t) t>0

)

where

w(t) = bfs(t)

OL1(Px,v,6v)

where

) &f / fs(s



and where

s [ ([ )on]
[ ([ st s sste - wyan
+ / (Z Fs (i) + z’)) fs(t - w)du.
With v = §, we have

Cu(t) = Cs, (t) = fsla—1),
and
B,(t) = Bs, (t)
— {1- Fs(a)} fs(t) /fs (a - w)fs(t - u)du

Setting 0L equal to zero yields

{1 - Fs(a)} Es[—In Bpy ()]

_A<Aagm_wﬁ@_mmom3&@mt

:1+7+e/ tfs(a —t)dt. (13)
0
Setting a = 0 yields

Es[— hprX(S)] =1 +’}/.

The double integral in can be written (by interchanging
the order of integration using Fubini’s theorem) as

/ (/ fs a—u)fs(t—u)du> In Bp, (t)dt
/ fsla—u <—/Rf5(t—u)lanX(t)dt) du

:/0 fs(a —u)Eg[—In Bp, (S + u)]du

By the same argument, we have

([ ssta=gste = wae) i = pio

Thus, the two output distributions satisfy, respectively,

Es[-InAp, (S+a)] =1+ a+af, (14)
and
{1 - Fs(a)} Es[—In Bp, (S5)]
—I—/ fs(a—u)Eg[—InBp, (S + u)]du
0
:1+”y+e/ tfs(a—t)dt. (15)
0

Suppose the two output distributions match. Then, we have
a = 7. Let y; denote Eg[—InAp,, (S + t)] for t € [0,a].
Then, identities (I4) and can be written as

Yo =1+ a+af,

and
(1= Fs(@}wn+ | fsla—
L0
=1l4+a+te a —t)dt.
+ o+ /Otfs( t)t

Plugging the first equation into the second yields 3 = e. Thus,
the particular solution to the set of equations is given by

y,gp)zl—i—a—i—ﬁt.

The homogeneous solutions are given by y(t) that satisfy

| fsta = owtoi =0

for all a € supp(S). Consider the following bounded linear
operator on the Banach space C[0, co):

a) = / " fsla— tyy(tyr

If the equation (Ly)(a) = 0 has nontrivial homogeneous
solutions, then the optimal output distribution under full feed-
back and weak feedback are different and hence feedback
increases capacity. A sufficient condition for the equation to
have nontrivial homogeneous solutions is for L to be not
invertible. The operator L is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator if

/Ooo/ooofs(a—t)?dt-da<oo.

A Hilbert-Schmidt operator is a compact operator and it is
well-known that (see, for instance, [33, Chapter 6]) when the
domain of a compact operator is infinite-dimensional, then
zero belongs to its spectrum. This implies that either L is not
invertible or it does not have a bounded inverse. However,
since L is bounded, by the inverse mapping theorem [33,
Theorem 12.5], it follows that L is not invertible. Indeed,

i. When supp(S) = [a,b] where a > 0 and b < oo, (16)
holds and hence L is Hilbert-Schmidt.

ii. When supp(S) = [a,b] where a > 0 and b < oo and
fs(+) is continuous on [a, b], (1) holds and hence L is
Hilbert-Schmidt.

(16)

Remark 3 When S has exponential distribution with mean
1/p, we have

/ / fs(a —t)%dt - da = / / pe 2@ dg . dt
o Jo o Jo
=00

and hence L is not Hilbert-Schmidt. Indeed, for this case,
Cwr = Cr8 O

SEquality is achieved by X distributed as

PIX = 0] = 4,
fx(@)=01- B))\ef)‘z; z >0,

where 8 = A2 / ,u2 and W as exhibited in [2, Theorem 3].



F. Proof of Theorem 31—

We show that the optimization problems on either side of (7))
have the same solution. This is established by showing that
the non-homogeneous recurrence relation with variable coeffi-
cients resulting from the KKT conditions has no homogeneous
solution and that the unique particular solutions match.

For

discrete-time setting

vndif]P’[W—i-S—n] n >0,

we have (see (I2) in the proof of Theorem [I)),
Es[-Inv,ys] =14 a+np. a7

Fix 0 < 7 < oo. Let p; denote Pg(i),¢ > 0 and
| def 9l B — )

_ { Zk:o Pk

anrT

ifn=0
ifn>1.

For simplicity, assume that gy > OE Then,
def
px—1), (n) EP[(X —T)4 =n]

_ {Z‘” (0 5o px(w)

> ico gipx (n +1)

ifn=0
if n > 1.

Therefore,
E[(X —=T)4] = i]’ (i gipx (J + i)) ,
and oo
n Z PI(X
zn: px-1),(n—J)p;
<Qk 2)1»((@) Pn + zn: (i aipx (j + i)) Pn—j-

j=1 \i=0

T)t + S2=n]

The Lagrangian with respect to the left-side of (Z) is given by
- Zwk Inwy, — <pr(k) - 1)
k=0 k=0

()}

The derivative of L1 (px,y,d) with respect to px(n) is

Ll(pX777 6) -

oo

Li(px,v,6) = — Z {(Qn + Gnt1 + . )Pnse

l=—00

_ad
dpx(n)

+ Gn—1Pnte—1+ ... + q1De+1 + qopz} (Inwypqe+1)
n
e s(Xs)
j=1

SIf go = 0, all the arguments follow almost verbatim with 95> qj+1,---In
place of qo,q1, ... where

j =min{i > 0: g; > 0}.

Let

dﬁf Es[ In wn+5].

Setting the derivative of L;(px,,d) with respect to px(n)
to zero yields, for n > 1,

|
_

n

Q0Tn + (1Tn—1+ ... T qn-121 + (1 - Qi)ﬂCo
=0
=14y +6( Y jans) (1)
j=1
and zp = 1 + ~. This is an order n non-homogeneous

recurrence relation with variable coefficients [34, Chapter 2].
It can be checked (by comparing it with (IZ7) for n = 0 and
n = 1) that &« = = and 8 = J. Further, it can be checked
(by substitution) that the particular solution to the recurrence
relation in (I8) is given by

2P =14~+nd

which matches (7). The homogeneous solutions to the recur-
rence relation in (I8) are obtained by solving the correspond-
ing homogeneous recurrence relation, namely for n > 1,
n—1
qQ0Tn + Q1Tp—1+ ...+ o171 + (1 - Z Qi)«TO =0. (19
i=0
Since x¢ = 1+, the recurrence relation in (I8) can be written
as

Az =D

where A is an infinite Toeplitz matrix [35]] that is the limit of
the sequence of n x n Toeplitz matrices A,, given by

Q0 0 0o --- 0
31 @0 0
A= ¢ @ @ 0 ’
ldn—1 QGn-—-2 " q1 qo0 |
and
e=[z1—(1+7) 22— (1+7) z3—(1+7) -],
b=[0g0 8(q1+2q0) (g2 +2q1+3q) --- 1"
with [---]7 denoting the transpose. Finding solutions to the

homogeneous recurrence relation in (I9) is equivalent to
finding solutions z* such that Az* = 0. By [35] Section 6.4,
4.2], the system Ax = 0 has a non-zero solution if and only
if

lim inf omin(A,) =0,

n—oo
where omin(Ay) denotes the smallest singular value of A,,. It
can be seen that the A,,’s are lower triangular with all diagonal
entries equal to ¢p and hence for all n > 1, we have

Umin(An) =qo > 0.

Thus, there are no homogeneous solutions to the recurrence
relation in (I8). Hence, the solutions to the optimization
problems on either side of () are the same. This completes
the proof. 0



G. Proof of Theorem 3| - continuous-time setting

We assume that does not hold for an unbounded
continuous-time service time distribution S and arrive at a
contradiction to Theorem [3] under the discrete-time setting,
proved in Section

Throughout this proof, we use h(-) to denote differential
entropy and H (-) to denote discrete entropy. Convergence of
random variables is in distribution. Suppose X and W achieve
the left- and right-sides of (7)), respectively. Now, suppose that

W +8) =h((X —=T)4 + So) +¢ (20)

for some € > 0. We will show that this results in a contra-
diction. For a random variable Z, let Z2 denote the discrete
random variable corresponding to the uniform quantization of
Z with interval width A. Clearly, Z A 5 Zas A — 0. The
differential entropy of Z is defined as [36, Section 7.4]

h(Z) = sup H(Z"?).

For A > 0, let XA be the input distribution that achievesﬂ
the upper bound on the weak feedback capacity for ser-
vice time distribution S2. Similarly, let W% be the input
distribution that achieves feedback capacity for service time
distribution S2. Let

Y E (X —T)4 + 5.

Since, Y2 — Y and also
(X572, 452 v,

for § < ¢, we can choose A small enough so that

H((X2 = T2, + 88 < HY?) + g

Then,

H((X? —T?), 4+ 558) +

RS
IN

H(Y?) 44

<X =T)y +82) +6
h((X —=T)1 +S2)+46
< h(W+85),

where the last inequality follows from (20) and ¢ < e. Again,
since (W + 9)2 — W+ S and W2 + 54 — W + S, we
have

h(W +8) < HWA +8%) +

N |

for A small enough. Therefore,

S b
H((X® =T, +853) + 5 < H(W" +5%)

< HW + 8%) +

N |

+
)
5 )

whereby we have

H((X2 =T, + 85) < HW + 5%).

TFor simplicity, throughout we assume that the distributions achieve the
supremum and hence the maximum. This does not change the results—indeed,
we can choose § and A appropriately to accommodate the difference.

10

This is a contradiction to the discrete counterpart of the
theorem (proved in Section which states that for S2
a discrete-valued service time with infinite support, the two
bounds match. This concludes the proof. 0

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have established that full feedback increases the capacity
of FIFO queues with bounded service times. This result
was obtained by investigating generalized feedback, which
interpolates between weak and full feedback.

For the case of unbounded service times the problem
of characterizing the service times for which full feedback
increases capacity remains open. We have no examples of spe-
cific service times with unbounded support for which feedback
increases capacity, and our general approach is inconclusive as
all the derived bounds are equal to the full-feedback capacity
(Theorem [3). One possible reason for this is that our upper
bound on the weak feedback capacity (Proposition B) is not
tight. As noted in the remark following Proposition [3 the
outputs {W;(X;) + S;}", are generally dependent since
Wi(X;) = (X; — Si—1)+ depends on S;_; and it may be
possible to derive a tighter upper bound via a more careful
analysis of the output entropy H ({W;(X;) + S;}1 ).
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