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Abstract—Numerous applications in the field of molecular
communications (MC) such as healthcare systems are often
event-driven. The conventional Shannon capacity may not be
the appropriate metric for assessing performance in such cases.
We propose the identification (ID) capacity as an alternative
metric. Particularly, we consider randomized identification (RI)
over the discrete-time Poisson channel (DTPC), which is typically
used as a model for MC systems that utilize molecule-counting
receivers. In the ID paradigm, the receiver’s focus is not on
—— decoding the message sent. However, he wants to determine
whether a message of particular significance to him has been
- . sent or not. In contrast to Shannon transmission codes, the size
(/) ' of ID codes for a Discrete Memoryless Channel (DMC) grows
O ' doubly exponentially fast with the blocklength, if randomized
encoding is used. In this paper, we derive the capacity formula
for RI over the DTPC subject to some peak and average power
constraints. Furthermore, we analyze the case of state-dependent
DTPC.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Molecular communication (MC) represents an emerging
communication paradigm, using molecules or ions as the
carriers of information [1], [2]]. MC has arisen as a promising
technique for detecting and pinpointing abnormality in diverse
applications including biotechnology and medicine, such as
drug delivery [3l], cancer treatment [4] and health monitoring
[S]. In particular, the use of MC for abnormality detection
in medical applications has been extensively studied over
the past decade [6], [7], [8]]. In this context, by abnormality
detection, we are referring to the detection of viruses, bacteria,
infectious microorganisms, or tumors within the body, via
either static [6]], [[7], [8] or mobile nanomachines [9], [ILO].
Once the abnormality has been detected, a suitable treatment
is initiated using drug delivery, targeted therapy, nanosurgery,
etc. Information-theoretical analysis of diffusion-based MC
was established in [11]], [12]. For diffusion-based MC, the
capacity limits of molecular timing channels were investigated
in [13] and lower and upper bounds on the corresponding
capacity were reported.

Numerous applications in MC such as healthcare systems
are often event-driven, where the conventional Shannon ca-
pacity may not be the appropriate metric for assessing per-
formance. Especially in situations involving event detection,
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where the receiver needs to make a dependable decision
regarding the presence or absence of a particular event, the so-
called identification (ID) capacity might be the performance
metric of interest. The ID theory was first proposed by
Ahlswede and Dueck in [14]], [15]. They were motivated by
the work [[16]], [17] on communication complexity. In the ID
paradigm, the receiver’s focus is not on decoding the message
sent. However, he wants to determine whether a message of
particular significance to him has been sent or not. The sender
does not know about the message that piques the receiver’s
interest. Otherwise, this would be a trivial task. Ahlswede and
Dueck [18|] proved that for Discrete Memoryless Channels
(DMCs) the size of ID codes grows doubly exponentially
(22nR) fast with the blocklength, if randomized encoding is
allowed. Later, ID codes have been developed [19], [20],
[21]. If only deterministic encoding is allowed, the ID rate
for a DMC is still more significant than the transmission
rate in the exponential scale as shown in [22f], [23]]. The
number of ID messages that can be identified over Gaussian
channels [22] and Poisson channels [24], [23] scales as (n"?),
if no randomization is used. Lower and upper bounds on the
deterministic identification (DI) capacity over the discrete-
time Poisson channel (DTPC) were established in [26]. In
MC, a sender, such as a cell, releases molecules into the
channel at a specific rate (molecules/second) over a time
interval. These molecules spread in the channel by diffusion
and/or advection and can even be degraded in the channel by
enzymatic reactions. Decoding assumes a counting receiver
(nanomachines, cells) capable of counting the number of
molecules received. The molecule production/release rate of
the transmitter is of course limited. Assuming that the release
propagation and the reception of individual molecules are
statistically similar but independent, the received signal will
follow Poisson statistics if the number of molecules released
is large. Therefore, it makes sense to model such channels
by a DTPC. The constraints on average and peak power take
into account the limited molecule production/release rate of the
sender [27], [28], [29]. Furthermore, the DTPC is of significant
importance in the field of optical communications, where at
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the transmitter, a laser emits a stream of discrete photons and
the receiver consists of a photodetector, which can discern the
accurate arrival times of individual photons [30].

In this work, we consider randomized identification (RI)
over the DTPC. To the best of our knowledge, the RI capacity
of the DTPC has not been studied so far. We derive the RI ca-
pacity of the DTPC under average and peak power constraints
that account for the limited molecule production/release rate
of the sender. We then extend the results to the DTPC with
independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) state sequences.
The random channel state is available to neither the sender
nor the receiver. We show that, in this case, the RI capacity
of the state-dependent DTPC coincides with its RI capacity.

Outline: The remainder of the paper is structured as follows.
In Section [l we introduce our system models, recall some
basic definitions related to ID, and present the main results
of the paper. In Section [, we establish the proof of the RI
capacity formula of the DTPC and the state-dependent DTPC
subject to some average and peak power constraints. Section
concludes the paper.

Notation: R(J{ denotes the set of nonnegative real numbers;
Z3 denotes the set of nonnegative integers; the distribution of
a RV X is denoted by Px; for a finite set X, we denote the
set of probability distributions on X' by P(X) and by |X| the
cardinality of X'; X'“ denotes the complement of X’; if X is a
RV with distribution Px, we denote the expectation of X by
E(X) and by Var[X] the variance of X; if X and Y are two
RVs with probability distributions Px and Py, the mutual
information between X and Y is denoted by I(X;Y); the
Kullback-Leibler divergence between Py and Py is denoted
by D(Px || Py); all logarithms and information quantities are
taken to the base 2.

II. SYSTEM MODELS AND MAIN RESULTS

Let a memoryless DTPC (X,), W (y|x)) consisting of
input alphabet X C R, output alphabet J C Zg and a pmf
W (y|z) on Y, be given. For n channel uses, the transition
probability law is given by

W (y" ") = [T W (wiela)

(-rt + )\O)yt
Y!

t=1
n
:HGXP(*(%ML)\O)) 5
t=1
where )¢ is some nonnegative constant, called dark current.
The dark current )y, here, represents the non-ideality of the
detector. The sequences 2" = (z1,%2,...,2,) € X™ and
y" = (y1,Y2,-.-,Yn) € Y™ are the channel input and the
channel output, respectively. The peak and average power
constraints on the input are

:I"tSPmaX; Vtzlv"'anv (1)

1 n

E Zzt S Pavg; (2)
t=1

where Phax, FPag > 0 represent the values for peak power
and average power constraints, respectively. Let X ( Prmax, Pavg)

denote the set of all input symbols x € X such that (I) and
@) are satisfied. Let C(W, Ppax, Pavg) denote the Shannon
transmission capacity of the DTPC W under peak and average
power constraints Py, and Py, as described in (1) and (@),
respectively. Then C(W, Prax, Pavg) is given by [30]

max
Px eP(X)
X €X (P, Puvg)

cw, PmaX7Pavg) = I(X,Y) 3)

For the sake of notational simplicity, we denote the DTPC
described above by W.
In the setting depicted in Fig. [ the sender releases molecules
(ID message i € N :={1,2,...,N}) into the DTPC W at a
specific rate over a time interval. The receiver, here, (nanoma-
chines, cells) wants to check whether a specific pathological
biomarker exists around the target or not. Assuming that the
release propagation and the reception of individual molecules
are statistically similar but independent, the received signal
follows Poisson statistics.

In the following, we define RI codes for the DTPC intro-
duced above.

Definition 1. An (n, N, A1, A2) RI code with A1 + X2 < 1

for the DTPC W is a family of pairs {(Q(:|?), D;),
1,...,NY with

i:

Qi) € P(X" (Puaxs Parvg))s Di C Y™, Vi=1,..., N,

such that the errors of the first kind and the second kind are
bounded as follows.

e [ Q")
I"EX"(P;na.an)

- WH(D§|z™)dx™ < A, Vi, @
i | Q")
I"GX”’(Pmuxan'g)
S W™(Dj|a™)da™ < Ao, Vi # j, ®)

where X™(Puax, Pavg) = X (Praxs Pavg) X « .. X X(Prax, Pavg)

n times

The error ,ugz) in @) is called the error of the first kind,
which is produced by channel noise and fits the same error
definition as for a transmission code. In addition, we have
another kind of error ugw ) called the error of the second kind
(@), which results from the ID code construction. In contrast
to transmission code, we permit a degree of overlap among
the decoding sets in the case of ID codes. This results in both
a double exponential increase in the rate (e.g., for DMCs) and
introduces another kind of error as described in ().

In the following, we define achievable ID rate and ID capacity
for our system model.

Definition 2. 1) The rate R of an (n, N, A1, 2) RI code
for the channel W is R = M bits.
2) The ID rate R for W is said to be achievable if for \ €
(0, 3) there exists an no(X), such that for all n > no()\)
there exists an (n, 22nR, A, A) RI code for W.
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Fig. 1: Discrete-time memoryless Poisson channel with ran-
dom state

3) The RI capacity Crp(W, Puax, Pavg) of the channel W
under the peak and average power constraints (1) and
@) is the supremum of all achievable rates.

The following Theorem characterizes the RI capacity of the
DTPC W under peak and average power constraints Py, and
Py, respectively.

Theorem 3. The RI capacity Crp(W, Puax, Pavg) 0f the chan-
nel W under peak and average power constraints Py, and
Py, respectively, is given by

CVID (Wa Pmaxa Pavg) = C(W Pma)m Pavg)-

It is to be noted that the right-hand side of (??) is a
convex optimization problem. Therefore, Theorem [3] provides
the formula for computing the ID capacity of the DTPC as
a function of the peak power and average power values Ppax
and P,,, respectively. Many studies have been dedicated to
investigating the properties of the capacity-achieving distri-
bution of the DTPC. In the absence of input constraints, the
transmission capacity of the DTPC is infinite. The DTPC was
addressed in [31]] when only subject to peak power constraint
and was shown that the support size is of an order between
v Prax and Ppax In? Prax. An Analytical formulation of the
transmission capacity under only average power constraints
is still an open problem. However, bounds and asymptotic
behaviors for the DTPC in different scenarios were established
e.g., [32], [33], [134], etc. It was shown in [30] that the capacity-
achieving distribution for the DTPC under an average-power
constraint and/or a peak power constraint is discrete. However,
an analytical formula for the capacity-achieving distribution of
the DTPC remains an unresolved question. In some instances,
it was demonstrated that the optimal input distribution for the
DTPC is not even computable [35]. All these results can be
extended and applied to the RI case. Let a DTPC with random
state (X x S, Ws(y|z,s),)) consisting of an input alphabet
X C R(J{ , a discrete output alphabet ) C 7, a finite state
set S and a pmf W (y|x,s) on Y, be given. The channel is
memoryless, i.e., the probability for a sequence y” € V" to
be received if the input sequence " € X™ was sent and the
sequence state is s™ € S™ is given by

ng(ynun’ s") = H WS(ytlwta St)'
t=1
The state sequence (S1,Sa,...,Sy) is i.i.d. according to the
distribution Ps. We assume that the input X; and the state
S; are statistically independent for all t € {1,2,...,n}. We
further assume that the input satisfies the peak power and

average power constraints in (I) and @), respectively. We
further assume that the channel state is known to neither the
sender nor the receiver. Now, let’s define ID codes for the
state-dependent DTPC Wg.

Definition 4. An (n,N,A\1,\2) RI code with A\ +
Ao < 1 for the channel Wg is a family of pairs
{(Q(-2), Di(s™))snesn, i=1,...,N} with

Q(|Z> S P(Xn(Rnax; Pavg)); Dz(sn) C yn
for all s™ € 8™ and for all i = 1,..., N such that the errors
of the first kind and the second kind are bounded as follows.
> e [ Q")
smeSn I"GX"(R”M.,PWK)
- WE(D;(s™)C|a™, s™)dx™ < Ay, Vi,

S P / Qi)

smesn I"EX"(R”M.,PWK)
WR(D, (™", 7)™ < Ag, Vi #

In the following, we define achievable ID rate and ID
capacity for the state-dependent DTPC Wg.

Definition 5. 1) The rate R of an (n, N, A1, \2) RI code
for the channel Wg is R = % bits.

2) The ID rate R for Wy is said to be achievable if for \ €
(0, %) there exists an no(N), such that for all n > ng(\)
there exists an (n, 22nR, A, A) randomized ID code for
Ws.

3) The RI capacity Cip(Ws, Puax, Pavg) of the channel Wg
under peak and average power constraints (1) and @)
is the supremum of all achievable rates.

The following corollary, a consequence of Theorem [3]
outlines the RI capacity of the state-dependent DTPC Wg.

Corollary 6. The RI capacity of the state-dependent DTPC
Ws under peak and average power constraints P, and P,

respectively, is given by
CID (WS; Rna.xv Puvg) - max
PxeP(X)
X €X (Prax, Pavg)

I(X:Y).

Proof. For the proof, we use the same idea as in [?] by
averaging over the finite set of states.
Let We(y|z) = > ,cs Ps(s)Ws(y|z,s) be the channel ob-
tained by averaging the state-dependent DTPCs Wg over the
finite set of states S. Then, it can be readily verified that the
Shannon capacity of the state-dependent DTPC Wg when the
state is available at neither the sender nor the receiver is given
by

C(WS; Pmax; Pavg) =

max
PxeP(X)
XGX(RmxyPavg)

I(X;Y).

As the set of states S is finite, we can show that the state-
dependent DTPC Wy satisfies the strong converse property as
well. That means that the RI capacity of the state-dependent
DTPC Wg coincides with its Shannon transmission capacity.
This completes the proof of Corollary O



Now, we revisit the definitions of inf-mutual information
rate and sup-mutual information rate defined in [36]. Those
quantities will play a key role in proving Theorem [3 We first
recall the definition of liminf and lim sup in probability.

Definition 7. For a given sequence {X™}°°, of RVs, the
liminf and lim sup in probability are defined as

p-liminf X" := sup {3: nl;rr;o Pr{X" < 8} =0}

n—oo

p-limsup X" := inf {a: nl;rr;o Pr{X" > a} = 0}7

n—oo

respectively. We refer the reader to [36)] for more details.

The quantities mentioned above play a pivotal role in
establishing information-spectrum methods.

Definition 8. Let X = {X"}5°, be a general input process,
where X" is an arbitrary RV with probability distribution
Pxn on X™ Let {Y™}S2, be the output of a channel
W = {W"}>2 | corresponding to the input X. The output
Y™ is an arbitrary RV with probability distribution Py~ on
" given by
Pxnyn(x",y") = Pxn (z")W" (y"|z").

The spectral inf-mutual information rate and the spectral sup-

mutual information rate defined in [36] are given by (@) and
@), respectively.

LW (YXT)
I(X,Y) = pliminf - 212 ) 6
I(X,Y) pliminf = =5 (©6)
- 1 WwWn(yn|xm
I(X,Y) = p-limsup — (2|x™) @)

n Pyn (Yn) ’

n—00

where %% is called the mutual information density

rate of (X,%(') as defined in [36].

I1I. PROOF OF THEOREM 3]

In this section, we show that the RI capacity of the DTPC
W coincides with its transmission capacity. Indeed, it has been
shown in [36, Corollary 6.6.1] that if a channel W satisfies the
strong converse property under some cost constraint, then the
corresponding RI capacity and transmission capacity coincide.
In the following, we prove that the DTPC under peak power
constraint P, and average power constraint P,,, satisfies the
strong converse property. Let U ( Prax, Pavg) denote the set of
all input processes X = { X"} ; satisfying

PI‘{X” S Xn(PmaxaPan)} =1

for all n = 1,2,.... Then, as stated in [36, Theorem 3.7.1],
the DTPC satisfies the strong converse property under cost
constraints P, and P,y if and only if

l(Xv Y)=

sup IX,Y). 8

X €U (Prax, Puvg)

sup
Xeu(anx-,ng)
By applying [36, Theorem 3.6.1], the transmission capacity of
the DTPC W under peak and average power constraints can
be rewritten as follows:

C(VV, PmamPavg) = sup l(X,Y)

X EU(Prax, Pavg)

Thus, in order to develop the strong converse property for the
DTPC W under cost constraints Ppax and Py, in view of [36,
Theorem 3.6.1] it suffices to show
I(X,Y) <

sup I(X;Y)

X €U (Prax, Pavg)

sup
Px€eP(X)
X €X (Prnaxs Pave)
= max
Px€P(X)
X €X (Prnaxs Puve)

= C(VV, PmaxaPavg)- (9)

I(X;Y)

Let Px € P(X(Pnax,Puwg)) an arbitray input distribu-
tion and Py € P(Y) the corresponding output distribu-
tion via the DTPC W. Then, for a fixed input sequence

" = (z1,22,...,%n) € X" (Pnax, Pavg), We define I(Y, z)
as follows
W (Y|x)
I(Y,z) = log =12/
(Y,z) = log Py (Y)

The conditional expectation of I(Y,z) given X = z is given
by

BII(Y,2)] = 3 W (olo) o 10
y=0
= DW(Iz) || Py). (10)

The mutual information induced by the input distribution Px
is given by

I(X,Y) = /0 " Py (@)E[I(Y, )] dz

Prax
/0 Px(x)D(W (-|x) || Py)dz.

In the following, we define the Lagrangian function
L(p, x, Px) with Lagrange multiplier ;1 > 0 as

L(p,z, Px) = 1(X,Y) +N($*Pan)

— D(W(|z) || Py). (11)

It has been shown in [30] and [37, Theorem 5] that Kuhn-
Tucker conditions yield the following theorem.

Theorem 9 ([37]). The distribution Px € P (X (Puax, Pavg)) is
capacity-achieving iff for some . > 0, the following conditions
are satisfied

L(u7'r7PX) ZO;
L(,LL,$,PX):O,

x € [0, Puaxls
z € d,,

(12)
13)

where ®, is the support of Px.

It has been shown in [30] that the capacity-achieving input
distribution is unique and discrete with a finite number of mass
points for finite peak power and average power constraints.
Let Py denote the capacity-achieving input distribution of
the DTPC under peak power and average power constraints



Prax and Py, respectively. Therefore, as described in [37]
and w.l.o.g. the input distribution Py is given by

PX(‘T) =P15($—5€1)+p26(g; —jQ) 4.

5($*fm), x € X(Pmax;Pavg)v

+Pm

(14)
where 4(-) denotes the Dirac impulse function, ®, =
{Z1,Z2,. .., Tm}, 0 < T3 < Tg < ... < Ty < Prax 18
a finite input constellation and ®, = {p1,p2,...,pm} is the
set of the corresponding probability masses. Let Py denote

the output distribution of the DTPC W corresponding to the
distribution Py. For all y € ), we have

Py (y) = / P ()W (y)z)dx
2E€X (Prax, Pave)

/ E p] ZL' — ZEJ
IGX Rmx P'ng)

7j=1

/ W (y|lz)d(z — Z;)dx
IGX Rmx P'ng

piW (y]Z;).

W (ylx)dz

Ms uMs

15)
1

<.
Il

Let X and Y be two RVs with probability distribution func-
tions Pgx and Py on X(Prnax, Pavg) and ), respectively. In
view of (I0), the capacity C(W, Pnax, Pavg) of the DTPC W
can be rewritten as follows:

C(VV, Pmaxa Pavg)

= max I(X;Y)
PxeP(X)
X €X (Prax, Pave)
_ I(X,Y)
W
= / Z W (y|x)(y|z;) log (y|x)d
zeX(Pmax,Pavg) Py ( )
-/ Py(@)D(W (|2) || Py)da
IGX(PmamPavg)
ij W(z;) || Py).
It holds for each blocklength n that
1 wry"|xm) 1 W (Y| X3)
— log 7( | Zl tl t

For fixed z" = (:cl,acg, cey ) EXT (PmaX,Pan), we define
> W (Y3 X)
1(Y; =log ————
(e, 22) = log Py (V)
In addition, we have forall t =1,2,...,n

E[I(Y;,21)] = D(W(-|z2) || Py).

In order to show (@), we first prove the following inequality:

1~
E[~ > I(Yilz:)] < C(W, Puax, Pave)- (16)

t=1

It follows from Theorem [0l that for = € [0, Prax]

L(:U’vxvp)Z)

=I(X,Y) + pu(x — Pug) = D(W(|2) || Py)

= C(W, Prax, Pavg) + (@ — Payg) = D(W(-|2) || Py)
> 0.

As the sequence =" satisfies the peak power and average power
constraints, we have

E[I(Y,2)] = D(W(|z) | Py) < C(W, Puax, Pave)- - (17)
It yields that
1 n
— Z I Y;E; wt < C(VV, Prax, Pavg)-
"=
This completes the proof of inequality (I6).
Next, we want to show that the variance of I(Y;, x;), ¢ =

1,...,n wurt. the conditional probability mass function
W (-|xt) for fixed x; € X(Ppax,Pavg). For this purpose,
we prove that E[(I(Y;,z¢))?], ¢ = 1,...,n is finite. For
notational simplicity, we will drop the index ¢. Let )4 and Vs
be defined as

_ Py (y)
={yey: W) > 1},
={yey: ?(zj)) < 1}
We have
E[(I(Y x))?] (18)
_ oe? (Y Wl2)
ZW vl log? (5 05
W(ylz)
yezylw ylx) log ( P (1) )
2 W(y|z)
+yezy2W(y|:c)log (T(y)) (19)
(20)

We first establish an upper bound on the first term of the sum



in (19).
2 (W (ylz)
W (y|x)lo
yezyl y g ( (y) )
Z W (yl|z) 1og (V[P;( (|?J)))
y€y1
£ oo i
P v ()
= loa(e) 2 Pyl log (7 15)
© log(e) (D(Py(') | W (-|))
Py (y)
- 3 s (et
(2 log(e) (D(Py(') | W(|z))
e g W)
X ron-R55)
= log(e) (D( () |l W(e|x)) Z W(ylz) — Py (y ))

yeY2

Droge) (DR | W) + Py (W (o) )
( Pr() | W(e) + 1)

(PSR | W) +1)

7j=1
(h) i A+ T
< log(e) [ D_ps((A+ 1) log T
j=1
(jj - x)) + 1)

l) ™ )\+me
<1Og (ij )\—f—PmaX)lnga +Pmax+1)

() ax )2
% 1og(e)<1og(e)m%“) 4 P + 1), @1

where (a) follows because log ( ‘(”;‘yz))) > 0 and log(z) <
(x — 1)log(e), (b) follows from the definition of the
Kullback-Leibler divergence, (¢) follows because log(z) >
log(e)(1 — 1), (d) follows from the definition of the vari-
ational distance d(Py (), W(:|x)), (e) follows because 0 <
d(Py (1), W(-z)) < 2, (f) follows from (I3), (g) follows
from the convexity of the Kullback-Leibler divergence, (h)
because W(-|Z;), j = 1,...,m and W(-|z) are Poisson
distributed with mean A + Z; and X\ + =z, respectively, (¢)
follows because 0 < z, Z; < Pnax and (j) follows because

log(z) <
Now, we compute an upper bound on the second term of the

sum in (I9). We have

(z —1)log(e).

o W)
2 Wiyle)log® (T 1. %)

yeY2

= Y Wiyla) (log(W (yl)) — log(Py (1))

YyEY2

YN Wyle)

YyEV2

~tog (YW Cle,)
S Wik

y€y2
- ij 1og |z])))

23 Wik ((bg(fﬂ +A) =Y _pjloglz; +A))y
YyEY2 j=1

(S )
¢ > Wiyle) <ay + 5)2

(1og<w<y|x>>

(1og<W<y|w>>

YyEV2
=a? Y W(yln)y* +208 Y W(ylr)y
YyeEY2 YyEY2
+52 ) W(ylo)
yEY2

< Q’E[Y? X = 2] + 20B8E[Y|X = z] 4+ B*(\, Pnax)
Y 042()\ + Pmax)2 + 2(16()\ + Prax) + 623
where d(-, -) denotes the total variational distance, (a) follows
(13D, (b) follows from the convexity of —log(z), (c) follows
because W(-|Z;), j = 1,...,m and W(-|z) are Poisson
distributed with mean A + Z; and X + z, respectively, (d)
follows from @23) and @4) and (e) follows because given the
input X = x, the output Y is Poisson distributed with mean
Atz and 0 < 2 < Poax.
Let o and B be defined as follows:

(22)

Pde
)

a=log(l+ ——
ﬂ = Pmax-

Then, it can be easily shown that

- ij log(z; + A) < « (23)

Jj=1

log(z + A)

and

(24)

m
> pwj—x<p
j=1



It follows from @2I) and (22) that

Varl - " 1(%i, )

< tog(e)  tog(e) 2=

+ CY2()\ + Pmax)2 + 2(16()\ + Pmax) + 62-

+Pmax+1>

Let (A, Pmax) be defined as

A PmaX 2
0 Po) = 030 10gt0) 2 4 1)

+ (A + Puax)? + 208\ + Prax) + B2
Therefore, Chebyshev’s inequality implies
1= .o
Pr{=> " I(YVi,21) > C(W, Prax, Pg) + v|X" = 2"}
n
t=1

’Y(Aa Pmax)
n

< ; (25)
where v > 0 is an arbitrary constant. As X = {X"}>, €
U(Prax, Pavg) is assumed, (23)) holds for all realizations 2™ of
X". Thus, we have

1o
Pr{= 3" 1(Y:, Xi) = C(W, P, Pavg) + v}
t=1

< V(A,Pmax)_
n

That means

Pr {E lOg W Z C(W, Pma)w Pavg) + V}
< 'Y(AapmaX)
n

We have
W (Y™ XxXm)

1
lim Prq—1
e

n—oo

=0.

> C(W, Pmam Pavg) + V}

Since v > 0 is chosen arbitrarily, we have
. 1 1 W (Y™ Xm™)
-limsup — log ———————
P n— oo P n & P}?n (Yn)
It follows from (26) and [36, Lemma 3.2.1] that
wmyn"|xm»
L 70X
n Pyn (Y")

< C(W Pmaxa Pavg)- (26)

p-limsup
n—oo

< C(W, Pmam Pavg)-

This completes the proof of (@). Thus, (8] holds, and the strong
converse property is proved for the DTPC W under peak and
average power constraints Ppax and P, respectively. That
means that the RI capacity of the DTPC C;p(W, Prmax, Pave)
coincides with its transmission capacity C(W, Prax, Pavg)-

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In our work, we perform an information-theoretic analysis
for event-triggered molecular communication. In the previous
considerations known to us, the model was considered with
deterministic encoding. We now assume in our analysis that
local randomness is available at the sender. Instead of n"f
messages in the deterministic case, we get 22" in the
randomised scenario. Furthermore, we derive an exact formula
for the RI capacity, whereas in the DI case, only upper and
lower bounds have been established so far. Of course, one
can ask how realistic it is to have randomness available at
the sender. One possible scenario would be a sender outside
the body (for example in a bracelet). Another scenario would
be to gain randomization through resources such as feedback.
Finally, we examine the scenario where the channel depends
on a random state and derive the corresponding capacity. In
future studies, we should investigate deterministic identifica-
tion with resources (as indicated above) that allow randomized
encoding. Additionally, a fundamental objective is to analyze
encoding techniques with finite block lengths for this model.
Our work marks the initial step in undertaking this analysis.
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