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Abstract—An asynchronous Ka-active-user unsourced multiple
access channel (AUMAC) is a key model for uncoordinated massive
access in future networks. We focus on a scenario where each
transmission is subject to the maximal delay constraint (Dm), and
the precise delay of each user is unknown at the receiver. The
combined effects of asynchronicity and uncertain delays require
analysis over all possible delay-codeword combinations, making
the complexity of the analysis grow with Dm and Ka exponentially.
To overcome the complexity, we employ a wrap-decoder for the
AUMAC and derive a uniform upper bound on the per-user
probability of error (PUPE). The numerical result shows the
trade-off between energy per bit and the number of active users
under various delay constraints. Furthermore, in our considered
AUMAC, decoding without explicit delay information is shown
to achieve nearly the same energy efficiency as decoding with
perfect delay knowledge.

I. INTRODUCTION

Massive access techniques have attracted significant attention
in 6G and beyond, especially for Internet-of-things, sensor
networks, and massive machine-type communication [1]. A key
challenge lies in designing short-blocklength codebooks to en-
able numerous devices to access an access point simultaneously.
Conventional multiple-access channel (MAC) systems, which
rely on individual codebooks per device [2], are impractical for
such scenarios. To address this, the unsourced multiple-access
channel (UMAC) was proposed [3], where all transmitters
share an identical codebook.

Key results on the UMAC include asymptotic capacity
analysis for user numbers scaling with blocklength [4], second-
order asymptotic achievable rates in grant-free random access
[5], [6], and energy efficiency under per-user probability of error
(PUPE) constraints [3]. A practical T-fold ALOHA scheme
for grant-free Gaussian random access has also been proposed,
with energy efficiency analysis [7].

Asynchronous systems are worth investigating due to the
difficulty of synchronizing a large number of devices. For
asynchronous MAC, asymptotic capacity matches synchronous
MAC if the delay-to-blocklength ratio asymptotically vanishes
[8], [9]. For asynchronous UMAC (AUMAC), authors in [10],
[11] consider T-fold ALOHA [7] in orthogonal frequency-
division multiplexing (OFDM), where the length of the cyclic
prefix must be greater than the maximum delay. Sparse

orthogonal frequency-division multiple access (OFDMA) and
compressed sensing techniques are applied for identifying
devices and decoding codewords [12]. A joint detection of
delay and user activity is formulated by tropical linear algebra
in [13].

The PUPE can be bounded by considering all possible incor-
rectly decoded codewords transmitted by the users in subsets
S ⊆ [Ka]. For UMAC, the permutation-invariant property [3]
guarantees that for a given number of incorrectly decoded code-
words, |S|, the probabilities that the receiver incorrectly decodes
all combinations of |S| out of Ka transmitted codewords are
identical. This permutation-invariance, however, is destroyed by
the AUMAC, where different combinations of codewords and
delays are distinguishable. Therefore, even though the receiver
is assumed to have perfect delay information, the PUPE of
AUMAC consists of many more different error events that
must be considered, leading to a more complex error bound.
To overcome the difficult analysis of AUMAC, we investigate
[14] the worst-case delay for an AUMAC with the assumption
that the receiver decodes at the n−th channel use with perfect
delay information.

Instead of decoding at the n-th channel use [14], in this work,
we consider the case where the receiver decodes the transmitted
codewords after receiving n+ Dm symbols, where Dm is the
maximal delay constraint. Inspired by [9], we apply a wrap-
decoding strategy to the AUMAC, where the last Dm received
symbols are summed up with the first Dm received symbols.
As a result, the receiver observes the sum of Ka cyclically
shifted codewords plus Gaussian noise, where the power of the
noise in the first Dm symbols is two times than that of noise
in the remaining symbols. For AWGN and i.i.d. Gaussian
codewords, the design of the wrap-decoding results in the
identical PUPE for all delays, such that finding the worst case
becomes unnecessary. In addition, obtaining the perfect delay
information is difficult for the receiver for practical massive
access systems. Therefore, in this work, we not only relax the
assumption that the receiver decodes at the n-th channel use
[14] but also analyze the PUPE of the AUMAC without delay
information. Although evaluating the PUPE of the AUMAC
without delay information is more difficult compared to the
AUMAC with delay information, the wrap-decoding enables
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us to derive a uniform upper bound for all combinations of
codewords and delays. Consequently, the PUPE can be derived
by scaling the uniform upper bounds with the number of the
corresponding error events.

Our numerical results illustrate the performance loss due to
the asynchronicity as well as the improvement over [14] due to
decoding after n+Dm received symbols. We also show that the
wrap-decoder design not only makes the decoder robust against
different delays but also against the lack of delay information
at the receiver since the performance of the wrap-decoder with
and without delay information is nearly identical.

Notation: We will denote f (i)(t) as the i-th derivative of f(x)
at the point x = t and f

(i)
1,y(x, t) as the i-th partial derivative

of f1(x, y) with respect to y at the point y = t. We use the
indicator function 1(·), the natural logarithm log(·), and the
Landau symbol O(·). The binomial coefficient of n out of k
is represented by

(
n
k

)
. The number of permutations of k is

denoted as k!. The transpose of a real matrix A is denoted
as A⊤. We use ∥A∥1 to denote the 1-norm of the matrix
A.We denote [k] = {1, 2, ..., k}, X[k] := {X1, X2, ..., Xk},
and F\T ={x : x ∈ F , x ̸∈T }, where F and T are two sets.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

We consider an AUMAC with Ka active transmitters, one
receiver, and additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN). All
transmitters use the same codebook with the same maximal
power constraint, P′, to transmit a fixed log2 M bits payload.
The codewords are independent and identically distributed
(i.i.d.) generated from a Gaussian distribution with mean zero
and variance P, where P < P′. The power backoff reduces the
probability that the maximal power constraint is violated.

Definition 1: We define the asynchronicity with delay
constraint Dm by a vector of delays as

d[Ka] := [d1, d2, ..., dKa ] ∈ {N0}Ka ,

where di represents the delay of the i-th received codeword,
di ≤ di+1, ∀i ∈ [Ka −1] and dKa ≤ Dm. We define α := Dm

n ∈
[0, 1), which is a constant with respect to the blocklength n,
and ᾱ = 1− α.

…
Channel use

…

…

Fig. 1: A Ka-active-user AUMAC with d[Ka]=[0,1,2,3,...,Dm].

For any ℓ ∈ [n], we define a shift function τdi(X
n
i , ℓ) :=

Xi,ℓ−di
, where Xi,ℓ−di

is the (ℓ− di)-th element of Xn
i , and

if ℓ− di ̸∈ [n], Xi,ℓ−di
= 0, ∀i ∈ [Ka]. The received symbol

at the receiver at time ℓ ∈ [n+ Dm] is

Yℓ =

Ka∑
i=1

τdi(X
n
i , ℓ) + Zℓ, (1)

where the channel input Xn
i ∈ Xn ⊂ Rn, Xn := {xn : xn ∈

Rn, ∥xn∥2 ≤ nP′} satisfying the maximal power constraint,

and Zℓ ∼ N (0, 1), ∀ℓ ∈ [n+Dm]. The received signal of a
Ka-active-user AUMAC with d[Ka]= [0, 1, 2, 3, ..., Dm] is
illustrated in Fig. 1.

We define an AUMAC code, where the receiver does not
have perfect delay information, as follows:

Definition 2: An (n,M, ϵ,Ka, α)−code for an AUMAC
described by PY |X[Ka]

consists of one message set M, one
encoder f : M → Xn, and one decoder ĝ : Rn+Dm →

(M
Ka

)
such that for the maximal power constraint P′ and any d[Ka]

satisfying di≤αn, ∀i∈ [Ka], the PUPE satisfies

PPUPE :=

Ka∑
i=1

1

Ka
Pr(Ẽi|d[Ka]) ≤ ϵ, (2)

where
(M

Ka

)
is a set containing Ka distinct elements from the

set M, Ẽi := {{Mi = Mℓ, ∀ℓ ∈ [Ka], ℓ ̸= i} ∪ {Mi ̸∈
ĝ(Y n+Dm)} ∪ {∥f(Mi)∥2 > nP′}}, i ∈ [Ka], and Mi is the
i-th transmitted message, which is uniformly distributed in M.

III. MAIN RESULTS

This section investigates the achievable PUPE upper bound
of the AUMAC where the receiver decodes based on n+ Dm
received symbols. In Theorem 1, we consider the AUMAC
without delay information at the receiver. In Theorem 2, we
consider the AUMAC with delay information at the receiver.

To analyze the PUPE of the AUMAC with the receiver
decoding with n+Dm received symbols, we consider the wrap-
decoder for the AUMAC without delay information defined as
follows:

ĝ(Ỹ n) = argmin
Xn

[Ka]
∈C, d[Ka]∈[0,Dm]Ka

∥∥∥Ỹ n −Xn
[Ka],d[Ka]

∥∥∥2, (3)

where C contains M codewords, Xn
[Ka],d[Ka]

:=
∑

i∈[Ka]
SdiXn

i ,

S :=
[
0n−1 1
In−1 (0n−1)⊤

]
is the circular shift matrix, In−1 is an

(n − 1)× (n − 1) identity matrix, Ỹ n := [Y1, Y2, ..., Yn] +
[Yn+1, Yn+2, ..., Yn+Dm , 0

n−Dm ], and 0k is a vector of zeros of
length k. Because the receiver does not have delay information,
the decoder compares all combinations of delays d[Ka]∈[0,Dm]

Ka

and codewordsXn
[Ka]

∈C.
Based on Definition 2 and the decoder defined in (3), we

summarize the FBL analysis results for the AUMAC as follows:
Theorem 1: Fix 0 < P ≤ P′. There exists an

(n,M, ϵ,Ka, α)−code for an AUMAC such that the PUPE is
upper-bounded as follows.

Ka∑
s=1

s

Ka

(
Ka

s

){
min
t>0

{
exp(g(s, t, Ts))

Ts(1−Ts)
√
2π

(
g
(2)
ts (s, t, Ts)

)−1
2

}

+

Ka−s∑
s1=1

(
Ka−s
s1

)
(1 + αn)s1 min

t>0

{
exp(ḡ(s, s1, t, T s))

T ∗
√
2π

·
(
g
(2)
ts (s, t, T̃s)

)−1
2

}}
+p0+O

(
exp(−n)√

n

)
≤ϵ, (4)



if there exists Ts ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that g(1)ts (s, t, Ts) =

0, T s ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that

g
(1)
ts (s, t, T s) = γ(s, s1, t, T s), (5)

and T̄s ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that

g
(1)
ts (s, t, T̄s) = γ̄(s, s1, t, T̄s), (6)

where

g(s, t, ts) :=tslog θ(s)−
n(ts−1)

2
log(1+2sPt)

−αn

2
log(1+2sPt(1+ts)(1−4t·ts))

− ᾱn

2
log(1+2sPt(1+ts)(1−2t · ts)), (7)

θ(s) =

(
M − Ka

s

)
(1 + αn)s, (8)

ḡ(s, s1, t, ts) :=g(s, t, ts)−
2ns1P(αf2 + ᾱf1)√

1 + 2λ̄+ λ̄2

3

, (9)

T ∗ :=min{T̄s(1− T̄s), T s(1− T s)}, (10)

T̃s := arg inf
ts∈(0,min{1,1/4t})

g
(2)
ts (s, t, ts), (11)

fι(s, t, ts) :=
(1− 2 · ι · t · ts)t · ts

1+2sPt(1+ts)(1−2 · ι · t · ts)
, ι = {1, 2},

γ̄(s, s1, t, ts) :=

{
2s1nP

(
α∂f2

∂ts
+ᾱ∂f1

∂ts

)
, if ∂f2

∂ts
≥ 0

4s1nP
∂f1
∂ts

, o.w.,
(12)

γ(s, s1, t, ts) :=


2s1nP

1+2λ̄

(
α∂f2

∂ts
+ᾱ∂f1

∂ts

)
, if ∂f2

∂ts
≥ 0

4s1nP
∂f2
∂ts

, o.w.,
(13)

λ̄ :=4s1f1P, and p0 :=
Ka(Ka−1)

2M +
Ka∑
i=1

Pr(∥Xn
i ∥2 > nP′).

The proof is relegated to Appendix A.
For an AUMAC without delay information at the receiver,

the event that the receiver incorrectly decodes the messages
transmitted by the user in [s] consists of the following cases:

1) The codewords transmitted from the users in [s] are
incorrectly decoded with any d̂[s] ∈ {0,Dm}s and
the codewords transmitted from [Ka] \ [s] are correctly
decoded with correct delays d[Ka]\[s].

2) The codewords transmitted from the users in [s] are
incorrectly decoded with any d̂[s] ∈ {0,Dm}s and
the codewords transmitted from [Ka] \ [s] are correctly
decoded with s1 incorrect delays and Ka − s− s1 correct
delays, where s1 ∈ [Ka − s].

Therefore, by utilizing the union bound, we express the
probability that the receiver incorrectly decodes the messages
transmitted by the users in [s] as the sum of the probabilities of
the first case and the second case in (4). It is worth noting that
the wrap-decoder, AWGN, and the i.i.d. Gaussian codebooks
cause the PUPE to be identical for any delay d[Ka]∈ {0,Dm}Ka

because any d[Ka]∈ {0,Dm}Ka has the same distribution of Ỹ .
As a result, Theorem 1 is independent of d[Ka].

For the AUMAC with delay information at the receiver, we

define an AUMAC code as follows:
Definition 3: An (n,M, ϵ,Ka, α, d[Ka])−code for an AUMAC

described by PY |X[Ka]
consists of one message set M, one

encoder f : M → Xn, and one decoder ĝ : Rn+Dm →
(M

Ka

)
such that PPUPE ≤ ϵ for the power constraint P′ and given d[Ka]

satisfying di ≤ αn, ∀i ∈ [Ka].
We consider the decoder defined as

ĝ(Ỹ n) = argmin
Xn

[Ka]
∈C, d[Ka]∈S(d[Ka])

∥∥∥Ỹ n −Xn
[Ka],d[Ka]

∥∥∥2, (14)

where S(d[Ka]) contains all permutations of d[Ka]. Compared
to (3), for AUMAC with perfect delay information at the
receiver, we only consider all permutations of d[Ka] instead of
all combinations of possible delays.

Theorem 2: Fix 0 < P ≤ P′. There exists an
(n,M, ϵ,Ka, α, d[Ka])−code for an AUMAC such that the PUPE
can be upper-bounded as follows:

Ka∑
s=1

s

Ka

(
Ka

s

){
min
t>0

{
exp(g2(s, t, Ts))

Ts(1−Ts)
√
2π

(
g
(2)
2,ts

(s, t, Ts)
)− 1

2

}

+

Ka−s∑
s1=1

(
Ka−s
s1

)
(s+ s1)!

s!
min
t>0

{
exp(ḡ2(s, s1, t, T s))

T ∗
√
2π

· (g(2)2,ts
(s, t, T̃s))

− 1
2

}}
+p0+O

(
exp(−n)√

n

)
≤ϵ, (15)

if there exists Ts ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that g(1)2,ts

(s, t, Ts) =

0, T s ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that g

(1)
2,ts

(s, t, T s) =

γ(s, s1, t, T s), and T̄s ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that

g
(1)
2,ts

(s, t, T̄s) = γ̄(s, s1, t, T̄s) = 0, where

g2(s, t, ts) :=g(s, t, ts)− ts log
(1 + αn)s

s!
, (16)

ḡ2(s, s1, t, ts) :=g2(s, t, ts)−
2ns1P(αf2 + ᾱf1)√

1 + 2λ̄+ λ̄2

3

, (17)

the terms g(s, t, ts), λ̄, T ∗, T̃s, f1(s, t, ts), f2(s, t, ts),
γ̄(s, s1, t, ts), and γ(s, s1, t, ts) are defined in Theorem 1.

The proof is relegated to Appendix B.
Note that for a given number of incorrectly decoded

codewords, s ∈ [Ka], we derive γ̄(s, s1, t, ts) and γ(s, s1, t, ts)
by finding the upper bound for a given number of the
incorrect delays paired to the correctly decoded codewords,
s1 ∈ [0,Ka−s]. Even though the delay information is available
at the receiver, the receiver may correctly decode Ka − s
codewords with s1 incorrect delays. As a result, γ̄(s, s1, t, ts)
and γ(s, s1, t, ts) are identical regardless of the availability of
delay information.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

Based on the results of Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 without
considering O

(
exp(−n)√

n

)
, we numerically evaluate Eb

N0
versus

Ka, where Eb
N0

:= nP′

2 log2 M . The PUPE upper bounds from
Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 are compared to UMAC and
different AUMAC schemes under different scenarios with the
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and Ka

following parameters: logM = 100, n = 4000, ϵ = 5× 10−2,
and Ka ∈ [50, 160]. In Figure 2, all curves are evaluated by
numerically optimizing P < P′. The black solid curve indicates
the required Eb

N0
of the UMAC [3]. A blue dashed curve marked

with triangles indicates the required Eb
N0

of the AUMAC where
the receiver decodes at the n-th channel use with perfect delay
information [14].

We evaluate the required Eb
N0

of the AUMAC without delay
information by Theorem 1 for α = 0.2 and α = 0.4 and
that of the AUMAC with delay information by Theorem 2
with α = 0.2. Numerical results show that for an AUMAC,
a larger α causes the transmitters to consume more energy
to transmit reliably. Observing the curves of Theorem 1 and
Theorem 2 with α = 0.2, we conclude that the availability of
delay information at the receiver only slightly influences the
required Eb

N0
. By comparing the Eb

N0
of the AUMAC with delay

information evaluated by Theorem 2 to the Eb
N0

of [14], the
energy efficiency is improved significantly by decoding with
completely received codewords, especially when Ka is large.

V. CONCLUSIONS

This work investigates the FBL performance of the AUMAC
where the receiver decodes with n + Dm channel uses and
does not have delay information. Although the asynchronous
model and decoding without delay information lead to a more
complex PUPE bound, we design a wrap-decoder achieving
the same PUPE for all delays. In addition, the wrap-decoder
enables us to derive a uniform upper bound of the PUPE for
all combinations of codewords and delays. As a result, the
analysis is significantly simplified by multiplying the uniform
upper bound with the number of the corresponding error events
instead of calculating the tail probabilities of all error events.
The numerical results show the trade-off between Eb

N0
and delay

constraint Dm. By observing the Eb
N0

, the performance loss due to
the asynchronicity is improved by applying the wrap-decoding
to decode with completely received codewords. In addition, the
wrap-decoder can efficiently overcome the lack of information
on delays since the energy efficiencies of the AUMAC with
and without delay information are nearly identical.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM 1

In the following, we apply the RCU bound [15] to express
the PUPE defined in Definition 2 as a sum of tail probabilities.
Then, we apply the Taylor expansion, the Chernoff bound, and
the inverse Laplace transform to the tail probabilities.

We define E := {{Mℓ ̸= Mi, ∀i ̸= ℓ, ∀i, ℓ ∈ [Ka]} ∩
{∥f(Mi)∥2 ≤ nP′, ∀i ∈ [Ka]}}, which represents the event
that all transmitted messages are distinct and transmitted
codewords fulfill the power constraint. By Definition 2, for any
d[Ka]∈ [0,Dm]

Ka , the PUPE of an (n,M, ϵ,Ka, α)-code can be
upper-bounded as follows:

PPUPE≤p0+
∑

S⊆[Ka]

|S|
Ka

Pr
(
MS ̸∈ ĝ(Ỹ n),MS̄ ∈ ĝ(Ỹ n)|d[Ka], E

)
,

where S̄ := [Ka] \ S and p0 is defined in Theorem 1. By
substituting the wrap-decoder defined in (3), we have∑
S⊆[Ka]

|S|
Ka

Pr
(
MS ̸∈ ĝ(Ỹ n),MS̄ ∈ ĝ(Ỹ n)|d[Ka], E

)

=

Ka∑
s=1

s
(Ka
s

)
Ka

Pr

 ⋃
X̄n

[s]⊆f(M\M[Ka]),

d̂[Ka]∈[0,Dm]
Ka

∥∥∥Ỹ−X̄n
[s],d̂[s]

−Xn
¯[s],d̂ ¯[s]

∥∥∥2≤∥Z̃n∥2

,
(18)

where ¯[s] := [Ka] \ [s], Z̃i ∼ N (0, 2), i ∈ [Dm], and Z̃i ∼
N (0, 1), i ∈ [Dm] due to the wrap-decoding. The equality is
because, for the wrap-decoder defined in (3), Ỹ ∈ Rn is the
sum of Ka i.i.d. codewords plus independent noise. Therefore,
all subsets S⊆ [Ka] with the same cardinality |S| lead to the
same tail probability.

For the AUMAC without perfect delay information at the
receiver, the receiver must consider all possible delays, i.e., all
d̂[Ka]∈ [0,Dm]

Ka . Then, the RCU bound [15] and the Chernoff
bound with t > 0 are applied to (18) as follows:

Pr

 ⋃
X̄[s]⊆f(M\M[Ka]),

d̂[Ka]∈[0,Dm]
Ka

∥∥∥Ỹ n − X̄n
[s],d̂[s]

−Xn
¯[s],d̂ ¯[s]

∥∥∥2 ≤ ∥Z̃n∥2


= E

Pr

 ⋃
X̄[s]⊆f(M\M[Ka]),

d̂[Ka]∈[0,Dm]
Ka

∥∥∥Ỹ n − X̄n
[s],d̂[s]

−Xn
¯[s],d̂ ¯[s]

∥∥∥2
≤ ∥Z̃n∥2

∣∣∣∣Xn
[Ka]

, Z̃n

)]

≤ E

min

1,
∑

d̂[Ka]∈[0,Dm]Ka

(
M − Ka

s

)

Pr
(∥∥∥Ỹ n − X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
−Xn

¯[s],d̂ ¯[s]

∥∥∥2 ≤ ∥Z̃n∥2
∣∣∣∣Xn

[Ka]
, Z̃n

)]}
≤

∑
d̂ ¯[s]∈[0,Dm]

Ka−s\d ¯[s]

min
t>0

E

[
min

{
1, θ(s) exp(t∥Z̃n∥2)



· E
[
exp

(
− t
∥∥∥Bn

¯[s]
+Xn

[s],d[s]
− X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
+ Z̃n

∥∥∥2)]}]
+min

t>0
E

[
min

{
1, θ(s) exp(t∥Z̃n∥2)

· E
[
exp

(
− t
∥∥∥Xn

[s],d[s]
− X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
+ Z̃n

∥∥∥2)]}], (19)

where θ(s) :=
(M−Ka

s

)
(1 + Dm)

s, Bn
¯[s]

:= Xn
¯[s],d ¯[s]

−Xn
¯[s],d̂ ¯[s]

,

and Bn ∼ N (0n,Σ(d̂ ¯[s])). The first equality follows from the
random coding [15]. The first inequality follows from the union
bound. The last inequality follows from the Chernoff bound
and min{1, a+ b} ≤ min{1, a}+min{1, b} for a, b ≥ 0. The
first term in (19) represents the probability that the receiver
incorrectly decodes the codewords transmitted by users in [s]
and correctly decodes codewords with incorrect delay d̂ ¯[s];
the second term represents the probability that the receiver
incorrectly decodes the codewords transmitted by users in [s]
and correctly decodes codewords with correct delay d ¯[s].

To derive tail probabilities, the Taylor expansion and the
inverse Laplace transform are used in [14], [16], [17]. Therefore,
for a given s ∈ [Ka], d̂ ¯[s] ∈ [0,Dm]

Ka−s \ d ¯[s] and t > 0, we
apply the Taylor expansion and the inverse Laplace transform
to the first term in (19) as follows:

min
t>0

E

[
min

{
1, θ(s) exp(t∥Z̃n∥2)

· E
[
exp

(
− t
∥∥∥Bn

¯[s]
+Xn

[s],d[s]
− X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
+ Z̃n

∥∥∥2)]}]

≤
exp
(
g(s, t, Ts)+logE

[
exp
(
−(Bn

¯[s]
)⊤A(s, t, ts)B

n
¯[s]

)])
Ts(1− Ts)

√
2π

·

(
d2

dt2s
logE

[
exp
(
−(Bn

¯[s]
)⊤A(s, t, ts)B

n
¯[s]

)]∣∣∣∣
ts=Ts

+ g
(2)
ts (s, t, Ts)

)− 1
2

+O

(
exp(−n)√

n

)
, (20)

if there exists Ts ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that

d

dts
logE

[
exp
(
−(Bn

¯[s]
)⊤A(s, t, ts)B

n
¯[s]

)]∣∣∣∣
ts=Ts

= −g
(1)
ts (s, t, Ts), (21)

where

g(s, t, ts) := tslog θ(s)−
n(ts−1)

2
log(1+2sPt)

− αn

2
log(1+2sPt(1+ts)(1−4t·ts))

− ᾱn

2
log(1+2sPt(1+ts)(1−2t · ts)), (22)

the matrix A(s, t, ts) ∈ Rn×n is a diagonal matrix,
A(s, t, ts)i,i = f2(s, t, ts), ∀i ∈ [Dm], and A(s, t, ts)i,i =
f1(s, t, ts), ∀i ∈ [n] \ [Dm],

f1(s, t, ts) =
(1− 2t · ts)t · ts

1 + 2sPt(1 + ts)(1− 2t · ts)
,

and
f2(s, t, ts) =

(1− 4t · ts)t · ts
1 + 2sPt(1 + ts)(1− 4t · ts)

.

To simplify the notation, we use A, f1, and f2 to denote
A(s, t, ts), f1(s, t, ts), and f2(s, t, ts), respectively. It is worth
noting that to guarantee the convergence of g̃(s, s1, t, ts) in
(20) for a given t>0, we need 0<ts<

1
4t , and to guarantee a

positive Ts(1− Ts) in (20), we need 0<ts<1.
Let s1 :=

∑
i∈ ¯[s] 1(di ̸= d̂i) be the number of in-

correct delays paired to correctly decoded codewords and
G(d̂ ¯[s])G(d̂ ¯[s])

⊤ = Σ(d̂ ¯[s]). We derive the expectation by
expressing the quadratic form as follows [18, Corollary 3.2a.2]:

E
[
exp
(
−(Bn)⊤ABn

)]
=

r∏
i=1

(
1 + 2λi

(
Σ
(
d̂ ¯[s]

)))− 1
2

, (23)

where r = rank
(
Σ
(
d̂ ¯[s]

))
, and λ[r]

(
Σ
(
d̂ ¯[s]

))
are non-zero

eigenvalues of G
(
d̂ ¯[s]

)⊤
AG

(
d̂ ¯[s]

)
. To simplify the notations,

we use λ[r] to represent λ[r]

(
Σ
(
d̂ ¯[s]

))
. We substitute (23) into

(20) as follows:

E
[
min

{
1, θ(s) exp(t∥Z̃n∥2)

· E
[
exp
(
−t∥Bn

¯[s]
+Xn

[s],d[s]
− X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
+ Z̃n∥2

)]}]
,

≤ exp(g̃(s, s1, t, Ts))

Ts(1− Ts)
√
2π

(
g̃
(2)
ts (s, s1, t, Ts)

)− 1
2

+O

(
exp(−n)√

n

)
,

(24)

if there exists Ts ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that

g̃
(1)
ts (s, s1, t, Ts) = 0, where

g̃(s, s1, t, ts) :=g(s, t, ts)−
1

2

r∑
i=1

log(1 + 2λi). (25)

For a give d̂ ¯[s], (24) provides the probability that the decoder
incorrectly decodes the codewords transmitted by users in
[s] and correctly decoded codewords transmitted by user in
the set ¯[s] with delays d̂ ¯[s]. However, the first term in (19)
requires calculating all possible d̂ ¯[s] ∈ [0, αn](Ka−s)\{0}(Ka−s).
It requires calculating (1 + Dm)

(Ka−s) different combinations
of the delays, which is infeasible when Ka and Dm are
large. To overcome the computational complexity, we derive
the uniform upper bound of the probabilities for a given
s1 by upper-bounding g̃(s, s1, t, Ts), (Ts(1 − Ts))

−1, and(
g̃
(2)
ts (s, s1, t, Ts)

)− 1
2

in (24), separately.
To find a uniform upper bound of the term (Ts(1− Ts))

−1,
we introduce the following lemma.

Lemma 1: Let q(ts) be a function with range of convergence
R̃, R := R̃∩(0, 1), and q(ts) is convex with respect to ts ∈ R.
Let Ts ∈ R satisfy

q(1)(Ts) =

r∑
i=1

∂
∂ts

λ̃i

∣∣
ts=Ts

1 + 2λ̃i

,

where λ̃[r] are non-zero eigenvalues of a matrix K ·A(ts) ∈



Rn×n with rank r, K ∈ Rn×n and A(ts) ∈ Rn×n are positive-
semidefinite, A(ts) is a diagonal matrix, and A(ts)i,i is convex
with respect to ts ∈ R, ∀i ∈ [n]. Then, there exists T̄s

and T s satisfying q(1)(T̄s) = q1(T̄s) and q(1)(T s) = q2(T s),
respectively, such that T s ≤ Ts ≤ T̄s, where

q1(ts) :=


Tr(K∂A

∂ts
), if ϱ ≥ 0

ϱ̄ · Tr(K), if ϱ < 0 < ϱ̄

Tr(K∂A
∂ts

)/(1 + 2Λ), o.w.,

q2(ts) :=


Tr(K∂A

∂ts
)/(1 + 2Λ), if ϱ ≥ 0

ϱ · Tr(K), if ϱ < 0 < ϱ̄

Tr(K∂A
∂ts

), o.w.,

Λ := max{∥K · A(ts)∥1} ≥ max{λ̃[r]}, ϱ̄ :=
maxi∈[n]{ ∂

∂ts
A(ts)i,i}, ϱ := mini∈[n]{ ∂

∂ts
A(ts)i,i}, and

Tr(K) represents the trace of the matrix K.

The proof of Lemma 1 is relegated to Appendix C.

By using Lemma 1, if there exists T s ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
and T̄s ∈

(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
satisfying (5) and (6) such that

T s ≤ Ts ≤ T̄s for a given d̂ ¯[s], we have the inequality as
follows:

1

Ts(1− Ts)
≤ 1

T ∗ , (26)

where T ∗ := min{T̄s(1 − T̄s), T s(1 − T s)}. The inequality
follows from the concavity of ts(1− ts). The terms T̄s and T s

are identical for any d̂ ¯[s] with a given s1. Therefore, (26) is a
uniform upper bound for all d̂ ¯[s] with a given s1. Note that to
guarantee that the RHS of (20) is positive and converges, we
consider T s, T̄s ∈

(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
. Besides, in our considered

case, f (1)
1,ts

(s, t, ts) ≥ 0, i.e., we have a positive ϱ̄. Therefore,
there are only two cases in (5) and (6).

To proceed, we find an upper bound of g̃(s, s1, t, Ts).
The non-negative ∂2

∂t2s
g̃(s, s1, t, ts) results in the convex

g̃(s, s1, t, ts) with respect to ts ∈ (0,min{1, 1/4t}). Therefore,
by substituting T s into (25), we can upper-bound g̃(s, s1, t, Ts)
as follows:

g̃(s, s1, t, Ts) ≤g(s, t, T s)−
1

2

r∑
i=1

log(1 + 2λi) (27)

≤g(s, t, T s)−
2ns1P(αf2 + ᾱf1)√

1 + 2λ̄+ λ̄2

3

(28)

: = ḡ(s, s1, t, T s), (29)

where Ts satisfies g(1)ts (s, t, Ts) = 0, (27) follows from the fact
that the convex function g(s, s1, t, ts) achieves its minimum
at the point ts = Ts satisfying g̃

(1)
ts (s, s1, t, Ts) = 0, (28)

follows from inequalities,
√
1 + x+ x2

12 log(1 + x) ≥ x and
λ̄ := 4s1f1P ≥ max{λ[r]} derived from Gershgorin circle
theorem [19, Theorem 6.1.1], and the fact that the sum of all
eigenvalues of a matrix is the trace of the matrix.

To upper-bound (g̃
(2)
ts (s, s1, t, ts))

− 1
2 , we find the lower

bound of g̃(2)ts (s, s1, t, ts) as follows:

g̃
(2)
ts (s, s1, t, ts)=g

(2)
ts (s, t, ts)−

r∑
i=1

∂2

∂t2s
λi

1+2λi
+2

r∑
i=1

(
∂
∂ts

λi

1+2λi

)2

(30)

≥g
(2)
ts (s, t, ts), (31)

where ∂2

∂t2s
λ[r] are non-zero eigenvalues of matrix G ∂2

∂t2s
AG.

The inequality (31) follows from subtracting two positive terms,

−
∑r

i=1

∂2

∂t2s
λi

1+2λi
and 2

∑r
i=1

(
∂

∂ts
λi

1+2λi

)2

. The term −
∑r

i=1

∂2

∂t2s
λi

1+2λi

is positive because

∂2

∂t2s
f1 =

−4t(1 + 2(sP)2t(1− 2t · ts)3)
(1 + 2sP(1 + ts)(1− 2t · ts))3

− 4sPt(2t+ 3t2t2s + (1− 3t · ts)2)
(1 + 2sP(1 + ts)(1− 2t · ts))3

(32)

and

∂2

∂t2s
f2 =

−4t(2 + 2(sP)2t(1− 4t · ts)3)
(1 + 2sP(1 + ts)(1− 4t · ts))3

− 4sPt(4t+ 12t2t2s + (1− 6t · ts)2)
(1 + 2sP(1 + ts)(1− 4t · ts))3

(33)

are negative for t > 0 and ts ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
, resulting

in the negative-semidefinite matrix G ∂2

∂t2s
AG. Therefore, the

non-zero eigenvalues of G ∂2

∂t2s
AG, ∂2

∂t2s
λ[r], are negative.

However, the sign of the term g
(3)
2,ts

(s, t, ts) is not fixed for
t > 0 and ts ∈

(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
, leading to (31) is not a non-

decreasing function with respect to increasing ts. Consequently,
to lower bound g

(2)
ts (s, t, ts), we find a

T̃s := arg inf
ts∈(0,min{1,1/4t})

g
(2)
ts (s, t, ts) (34)

such that

g
(2)
ts (s, t, T̃s) ≤ g

(2)
ts (s, t, ts), (35)

for all ts ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
.

Consequently, from (20), (29), (31), and (35), we conclude
that the uniform upper bound of the PUPE for a given t, s1,
s, and any d̂ ¯[s] as follows:

E
[
min

{
1, θ(s) exp(t∥Z̃n∥2)

·E
[
exp
(
−t∥Bn

¯[s]
+Xn

[s],d[s]
− X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
+ Z̃n∥2

)]}]
≤ exp(ḡ(s, s1, t, T s))

T ∗
√
2π

(
g
(2)
ts (s, t, T s)

)− 1
2

+O

(
exp(−n)√

n

)
,

(36)

if there exist T s ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
and T̄s ∈

(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
satisfying (5) and (6), respectively.

By applying the same approach to the first term in (19), we
have

E
[
min

{
1, θ(s) exp(t∥Z̃n∥2)



·E
[
exp
(
−t∥X[s],d[s]

− X̄[s],d̂[s]
+ Z̃2∥2

])}]
=

exp(g(s, t, Ts))

Ts(1− Ts)
√
2π

(
g
(2)
ts (s, t, Ts)

)− 1
2

+O

(
exp(−n)√

n

)
,

(37)

if there exists Ts ∈
(
0,min

{
1
4t , 1

})
such that g(1)ts (s, t, Ts) =

0. By substituting (19), (36), and (37) into (18), we complete
the proof of Theorem 1.

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF THEOREM 2

In the following, we apply the RCU bound to express the
PUPE defined in Definition 3. For a given d[Ka], the PUPE is
upper-bounded as follows:

PPUPE ≤p0+
∑

S⊆[Ka]

s
(Ka
s

)
Ka

Pr

 ⋃
X̄[s]⊆f(M\M[Ka]),

d̂[Ka]∈S(d[Ka])

∥Zn∥2

≥
∥∥∥∥Ỹ n − X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
−Xn

¯[s],d̂ ¯[s]

∥∥∥∥2
)
, (38)

where S(DKa) is the set containing all permutations of d[Ka].
By applying the RCU bound to the tail probability in (38),

we have

Pr

 ⋃
X̄[s]⊆f(M\M[Ka]),

d̂[Ka]∈S(d[Ka])

∥Zn∥2 ≥
∥∥∥∥Ỹ n − X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
−Xn

¯[s],d̂ ¯[s]

∥∥∥∥2


≤ E
[
min

{
1, θ2(s)Pr

(
∥Zn∥2 ≥∥∥∥Xn

[s],d[s]
− X̄n

[s],d̂[s]
+ Zn

∥∥∥2∣∣∣Xn
[Ka]

, Zn

)}]
+

∑
d̂ ¯[s]∈Ŝ( ¯[s],d[Ka]),

s1 ̸=0

E
[
min

{
1, θ2(s)Pr

(
∥Zn∥2 ≥

∥∥∥Xn
[s],d[s]

− X̄n
[s],d̂[s]

+Bn
¯[s]
+ Zn

∥∥∥2∣∣∣Xn
[Ka]

, Zn

)}]
, (39)

where θ2(s) :=
(M−Ka

s

)
s! and Ŝ( ¯[s], d[Ka]) contains all permu-

tations of Ka − s terms selected from d[Ka]. The set Ŝ( ¯[s], d[Ka])
only considers all permutations of Ka − s terms selected from
d[Ka] since the permutations of delays of s incorrectly decoded
codewords, i.e., s!, are calculated in θ2(s).

The terms Bn
¯[s]

and s1 are defined in Appendix A. The
inequality follows from the RCU bound. Additionally, we
express the probability that the receiver matches the delays
to correctly decoded codewords (s1 = 0) and the probability
that the receiver mismatches the delays to correctly decoded
codewords separately.

We upper-bound (39) by using the results from Theorem 1
with the term θ2(s) modified from θ(s). Additionally, for a
given s ∈ [Ka], we upper-bound the number of permutations
in the set Ŝ( ¯[s], d[Ka]) satisfying a given s1 ∈ [Ka − s] by(Ka−s

s1

) (s+s1)!
s! , which completes the proof.

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA 1

In Lemma 1, the function q(ts) is convex by assumption,
which implies q(1)(ts) is a non-decreasing function with respect
to increasing ts ∈ R. Additionally, we have the term Ts ∈ R
satisfies

q(1)(Ts) =

r∑
i=1

∂
∂ts

λ̃i

∣∣
ts=Ts

1 + 2λ̃i

.

By finding the functions q1(ts) and q2(ts) such that

q2(Ts) ≤
r∑

i=1

∂
∂ts

λ̃i

∣∣
ts=Ts

1 + 2λ̃i

≤ q1(Ts),

we can find the term T̄s ≥ Ts by fulfilling q(1)(T̄s) = q1(T̄s)
and the term T s ≤ Ts by fulfilling q(1)(T s) = q2(T s).

To proceed, we find the functions q1(ts) and q2(ts). We
derive q1(ts) and q2(ts) for ϱ := mini∈[n]{ ∂

∂ts
A(ts)i,i} ≥ 0,

ϱ < 0 < ϱ̄ := maxi∈[n]{ ∂
∂ts

A(ts)i,i}, and ϱ̄ < 0, separately.
We first derive q1(ts) for ϱ ≥ 0 as follows:

r∑
i=1

∂
∂ts

λ̃i

1 + 2λ̃i

≤
r∑

i=1

∂

∂ts
λ̃i = Tr

(
K

∂A

∂ts

)
,

where the first inequality is because λ̃[r] are non-zero eigenval-
ues of a positive-semidefinite matrix, and the second equality
follows from the fact that the sum of eigenvalues is the trace
of the matrix. For ϱ < 0 < ϱ̄, we have

r∑
i=1

∂
∂ts

λ̃i

1 + 2λ̃i

≤
∑
i∈R+

∂

∂ts
λ̃i ≤ ϱ̄ · Tr(K),

where R+ is a set containing indices of positive eigenvalues.
The first inequality follows 1 + 2λ̃i ≥ 1 and the removal
of negative terms. The second inequality follows from the
definition of ϱ̄. For ϱ̄ ≤ 0, we have

r∑
i=1

∂
∂ts

λ̃i

1 + 2λ̃i

≤
∑r

i=1
∂
∂ts

λ̃i

1 + 2Λ
=

Tr(KA(ts))

1 + 2Λ
,

where the first inequality follows the definition of Λ. The
second equality follows because the sum of eigenvalues is the
matrix trace. Therefore, we have

q1(ts) :=


Tr(K∂A

∂ts
), if ϱ ≥ 0

ϱ̄ · Tr(K), if ϱ < 0 < ϱ̄

Tr(K∂A
∂ts

)/(1 + 2Λ), o.w.,

By using the same approach, we have

q2(ts) :=


Tr(K∂A

∂ts
)/(1 + 2Λ), if ϱ ≥ 0

ϱ · Tr(K), if ϱ < 0 < ϱ̄

Tr(K∂A
∂ts

), o.w.,

Consequently, we conclude the conditions of T̄s and T s are
q(1)(T̄s) = q1(T̄s) and q(1)(T s) = q2(T s), respectively, which
completes the proof.
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