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Abstract

Deterministic identification offers an efficient solution for scenarios where decoding entire messages is unnecessary. It is
commonly used in alarm systems and control systems. A key advantage of this approach is that the capacity for deterministic
identification in Gaussian channels with power constraints grows superexponentially, unlike Shannon’s transmission capacity. This
allows for a significantly higher number of messages to be transmitted using this event-driven method. So far, only upper and
lower bounds for deterministic identification capacity have been established. Our work introduces a novel construction: galaxy
codes for deterministic identification. Using these codes, we demonstrate an improvement in the achievability bound of 1

4
to 3

8
,

representing a previously unknown advance that opens new possibilities for efficient communication.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In modern times, both the number of messages exchanged and the number of communication partners in networks are steadily
increasing. At the same time, there is a continuous effort to enhance communication performance by expanding capacities.
However, such approaches face technical limitations. A promising alternative is goal-oriented communication, as described in
the Post-Shannon Theory.

One specific implementation of this approach is message identification introduced in [1]. Unlike traditional decoding in the
sense of Shannon [2], message identification focuses on the receiver determining whether a specific, sender-unknown message
is present. This type of modulation is particularly useful in applications like alarm or control systems. Practical use cases
include the concept of the digital twin or molecular communication.

Deterministic identification was initially introduced in the context of communication complexity in [3]. Later, the concept of
randomized identification was explored for discrete memoryless channels (DMCs) in [1], where messages are processed using
randomized encoding. It was shown that for DMCs, the number of identifiable messages grows double-exponentially with the
block length, in contrast to traditional transmission, where growth is merely exponential.

In practical scenarios, however, randomized encoding is not always feasible. An alternative is a deterministic identification,
which also allows for an increase in the number of messages, though the growth, in this case, is only exponential with respect
to the block length [4].

For applications in wireless communication, the Gaussian channel becomes particularly relevant. It has been demonstrated
that, for an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel with power constraints [5], deterministic identification grows
superexponentially with block length. However, thus far, only bounds for the deterministic identification capacity have been
derived.

To enhance the best-known achievability bound for deterministic identification, we propose Galaxy codes. The design of
Galaxy codes is inspired by a fractal-like hierarchy found in celestial systems: moons orbiting planets, planets orbiting stars,
stars orbiting the center of a galaxy, and galaxies orbiting the center of a cluster; hence the name. At each level of this hierarchy,
the structure is represented by points on a hypersphere centered around a specific point, which then serves as the origin for
hyperspheres at the next level.

The decision-making process mirrors this hierarchical structure, proceeding from the top level down. Starting with a given
codeword, the process first determines whether it belongs to its highest-level galaxy (“yes” decision) or not (“no” decision).
A “yes” advances the process to decide its membership in a specific star system, and then, if confirmed, to its planet. At the
final level, the decision focuses on distinguishing the codeword itself (a “moon”) from other moons orbiting the same planet.

This hierarchical approach effectively zooms in through successive scales to pinpoint a single codeword. To successfully
identify a message, the binary test at each level must result in a “yes.” A single “no” at any stage halts the process, rejecting
the codeword.

This paper is structured as follows: Section II introduces the notations, definitions, and the system model used throughout
the paper. Section III surveys the known results for message identification via the Gaussian channel and presents our new
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achievability bound. Section IV focuses on the construction of a novel identification code, referred to as the Galaxy code.
Section V analyzes the properties of Galaxy codes, including code size, code distance, and error performance. Section VI
provides the proof of our main result. Finally, we conclude in Section VII.

II. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATIONS

We use bold symbols, u, to denote points u = (u1, u2, . . . , un) in Rn. Additionally, bold symbols with arrows, u⃗, represent
vectors o⃗u = (u1, u2, . . . , un) in Rn, where o = (0, 0, . . . , 0) is the origin.

The uppercase symbols X and Y , denote random variables, while the lowercase symbols, x and y, represent constant real
numbers. The notation log refers to the logarithm to base 2, also known as the binary logarithm.

Let ∥u∥2 denote the Euclidean 2-norm, defined as

∥u∥2 =

[
n∑

i=1

u2
i

]1/2

.

By S(u, r), we refer to an n-dimensional sphere with center u ∈ Rn and radius r.
Our system model considers a point-to-point communication channel consisting of a sender, a noisy channel, and a receiver.

The sender transmits codewords of block length n to the receiver, who observes n noisy symbols.
Let M := {1, 2, . . . , N} represent a set of messages. Define X and Y as the input and output sets of the channel, respectively.

Each message i ∈ M is encoded into a codeword ui = (ui1, ui2, . . . , uin) ∈ Xn. After passing through the channel, the output
is represented by a vector y = (y1, y2, . . . , yn) ∈ Yn.

In the identification problem, for each message i ∈ M, the decoder must determine whether or not message i was sent
based on the received output. A collection {Di : i ∈ M} is referred to as the set of decoding sets. If the channel output lies
in Di, the decoder decides that i was sent; otherwise, it concludes that i was not sent.

In this paper, we consider a Gaussian channel G characterized by the input-output relationship:

Y = ui + σZ,

where Y = (Y1, Y2, . . . , Yn) is the channel output, ui = (ui1, ui2, . . . , uin) is the channel input, and Z = (Z1, Z2, . . . , Zn)
is a noise vector. The noise components Z1, Z2, . . . , Zn are independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) standard normal
random variables, Zi ∼ N (0, 1).

The standard normal probability density function ϕ(z) and cumulative distribution function Φ(x) are defined as:

ϕ(z) =
1√
2π

e−z2/2, ∀z ∈ R,

Φ(x) =

∫ x

−∞
ϕ(z) dz, ∀x ∈ R.

For a set D ⊆ Rn and u ∈ Rn, the probability that the output of the Gaussian channel G lies in D when the input is u is
denoted by P (D | u).

Definition 1: A deterministic (n,N = 2nR logn, λ1, λ2) DI (deterministic identification code) for Gaussian channel G, is

defined as a pair (U ,D), where U = {ui, i ∈ M} ⊆ Xn with power constraint ∥ui∥22 =
n∑

k=1

u2
ik ≤ nP and collection of

decoding sets D = {Di ⊂ Rn, i ∈ M}. The error probabilities of types I and II of this system equal to

P (output /∈ Di|sending a codeword corresponding to i)

=P (Dc
i |ui) ≤ λ1 ∀i ∈ M

P (output ∈ Dj |sending a codeword corresponding to i)

=P (Dj |ui) ≤ λ2 ∀i ̸= j ∈ M

Definition 2: The rate R is called achievable if for every λ1 and λ2 > 0 and large enough n, there exists a (n,N =
2nR logn, λ1, λ2) DI code over the Gaussian channel G and the capacity of the channel equals the supremum of all achievable
rates and will be denoted by CDI(G).



III. KNOWN RESULTS AND MAIN RESULT

The paper [4] was the first to provide a detailed analysis of deterministic identification over Gaussian channels with power
constraints. Before this, it was not known that in this case, the scaling of messages for deterministic identification differs from
that of message transmission over these channels. This result was highly unexpected. Specifically, the following was shown,
where L(n,R) denote the scaling:

Theorem 1 ( [4]): The deterministic identification (DI) capacity of the Gaussian channel G with power constraints in the
2n logn-scale, i.e., for L(n,R) = 2(n logn)R, is bounded by:

1

4
≤ CDI(G,L) ≤ 1. (92)

As a result, the DI capacity is infinite in the exponential scale and zero in the double exponential scale. Formally,

CDI(G,L) =

{
∞, for L(n,R) = 2nR,

0, for L(n,R) = 22
nR

.

The work [6] improved the upper bound and established the following result:
Theorem 2 ( [6]): For a Gaussian AWGN channel G with power constraints for L(n,R) = 2(n logn)R, the deterministic

identification (DI) capacity satisfies:

CDI(G) ≤
1

2
.

In this work, we focus on improving the lower bound. To achieve this, we developed a new coding method called Galaxy
Codes. It turns out that this method allows us to establish a better lower bound. Specifically, we prove the following result:

Theorem 3: For a Gaussian AWGN channel with power constraints, the deterministic identification (DI) capacity satisfies:

CDI(G) ≥
3

8
.

The proof is given in Section VI,

IV. GALAXY CODES FROM SPHERICAL CODES

Before introducing the new ID code, we need some further notations.
Notation 1: Consider two arbitrary points o and u in Rn. For each point y ∈ Rn the orthogonal projection of y onto the

line ou is the point that reaches the line ou if we drop a perpendicular from y to the line ou and is denoted by Projou(y).
Let

Po,u = {y ∈ Rn : ∥u− Projou(y)∥2 ≤ σ log n}.

Consider two arbitrary vectors u⃗ = (u1, u2, . . . , un) and v⃗ = (v1, v2, . . . , vn) in Rn. The inner product of two vectors v⃗ and

u⃗ in Rn, is defined by < u⃗, v⃗ >=
n∑

i=1

uivi. The orthogonal projection of u⃗ onto the vector v⃗ is the vector <u⃗,v⃗>
<v⃗,v⃗> v⃗ and is

denoted by Projv⃗(u⃗). For an illustration, see Fig 1
For points o, u, y1 and y2 in Rn, by an easy task one can easily find the coordinate of the orthogonal projection of y1+y2

onto the line ou in Rn as follows:

Projou(y1 + y2) = Projou(y1) + Projo⃗u(y⃗2),

where + in the right-hand side of this equation is the summation between two n-tuples in Rn and Projou(y1) is the projection
of the point y1 on the line ou and Projou(y⃗2) is the projection of the vector y⃗2 on the vector o⃗u. Also for each u in Rn, let

Su = {y ∈Rn; n(σ2 − ϵn) ≤ ∥y − u∥2 ≤ n(σ2 + ϵn) } ,

where ϵn = n−1/2 log n.
Given Sn−1, the unit sphere in Rn, a θ-spherical code is a finite subset A ⊆ Sn−1 such that no two distinct points x,y ∈ A

are at an angular distance less than θ. In other words, no two points subtend an angle less than θ at the origin. For each
0 < θ ≤ π, let M(n, θ) be the largest cardinality of the θ-spherical codes A ⊆ Sn−1. An important case of the spherical codes
problem is the kissing number problem, where θ = π/3. The kissing number problem equivalently asks for the maximum
number of non-overlapping spheres that can touch another sphere of the same size in some n-dimensional space.

According to our notations and definitions, for each point o in Rn and each radius r, there are at most M(n, θ) points
on the surface of ball S(o, r), where no two points subtend an angle less than θ at the origin o. Independent of each other,
Chabauty [7], Shannon [8], and Wyner [9] proved that

M(n, θ) ≥ (1− o(1))ns−1
n (θ) log

(
sin(θ)√
2 sin(θ/2)

)
,



Fig. 1. Projection of point and vector.

Fig. 2. Illustration of a Galaxy of depth 1 and 2, when M(n, θ) = 8

where

sn(θ) = (1 + o(1))
sinn−1(θ)√
2πn cos(θ)

.

In the sequel, by Ao(r, θ) we mean a set of exactly M(n, θ) points on the surface of ball S(o, r), where no two points
subtend an angle less than θ at the origin o. A set Ao(r, θ) is called a Galaxy of depth 1 with center o and is denoted by
A1

o(r, θ). Let k be a natural number. A Galaxy of depth 2 with center o is the union of all A1
u(r, θ), where u ∈ Ao(kr, θ)

and is denoted by A2
o(r, θ). Actually

A2
o(r, θ) =

⋃
u∈Ao(kr,θ)

A1
u(r, θ).

An illustration of a Galaxy of depth 1 and 2 is given in Fig. 2



A Galaxy of depth 3 with center o is the union of all A2
u(r, θ), where u ∈ Ao(k

2r, θ) and is denoted by A3
o(r, θ). More

precisely
A3

o(r, θ) =
⋃

u∈Ao(k2r,θ)

A2
u(r, θ).

An illustration of a Galaxy of depth 3, when M(n, θ) = 8 is given in Fig. 3.
With the similar way, a Galaxy of depth t with center o is denoted by At

o(r, θ) and is defined by

At
o(r, θ) =

⋃
u∈Ao(kt−1r,θ)

At−1
u (r, θ).

Clearly for each t we have
|At

o(r, θ)| = M(n, θ)t.

Now we are ready to define the Galaxy Deterministic Identification Codes. We assume power constraint on codewords u,
that means ∥u∥2 ≤ nP , for given positive real number P . For very small real number b ∈ R and natural number k assume that

t = ⌈
log

(
n1/4

nb

)
log k ⌉ = ⌈ (1/4−b) logn

log k ⌉, r = nb and {oi, i ∈ M} are points in Rn such that ∥oi∥22 ≤ nP , ∥oi − oj∥2 ≥ 2nb+1/4

and packing is saturated (|M| is maximum). Now consider a DI code (U ,D)n, where

U =
⋃
i∈M

At
oi
(r, θ),

for t = ⌈ (1/4−b) logn
log k ⌉ and r = nb. For each u ∈ U there is an l ∈ M such that u ∈ At

ol
(r, θ). Now let ōt = ol. According to

our assumptions there is a point ōt−1 ∈ Aōt
(kt−1r, θ) such that u ∈ At−1

ōt−1
(r, θ). Again since u ∈ At−1

ōt−1
(r, θ), there is a point

ōt−2 ∈ Aōt−1
(kt−2r, θ) such that u ∈ At−2

ōt−2
(r, θ). With the same argument, we can see that there is a sequence {ōi}ti=1 of

points such that u ∈
⋂t

i=1 A
i
ōi
(r, θ) and ōi ∈ Aōi+1

(kir, θ) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1. Now consider

Qu =

t⋂
i=1

Pōi,u,

where
Poi,u = {y ∈ Rn : ∥u− Projoiu(y)∥2 ≤ σ log n}.

Now let
Du = Su ∩Qu

be the decoding set corresponding to the codeword u ∈ U . We will show that (U ,D)n is an identification code over Gaussian
channels. We call this code a Galaxy code and denote it by Gn(θ, b, k).

V. PROPERTIES OF GALAXY CODES

A. Number of codewords
Let N = |U| be the number of our codewords of a Galaxy code Gn(θ, b, k). We know that |At

oi
(r, θ)| = M(n, θ)t. On the

other hand,

M(n, θ) ≥ (1− o(1))ns−1
n (θ) log

(
sin(θ)√
2 sin(θ/2)

)

≃
(1− o(1))n

√
2πn cos(θ) log

(
sin(θ)√
2 sin(θ/2)

)
(1 + o(1)) sinn−1(θ)

≥ 1

sinn(θ)
.

Therefore, we have

N = |M||At
oi
(r, θ)| = |M|M(n, θ)t ≥ |M| 1

sinnt(θ)
.

Now we show the following claim about the number of codewords.



Fig. 3. Illustration of a Galaxy of depth 3, when M(n, θ) = 8

Claim 1: If |M| = 2nR1 logn, then

R1 ≥ log
√
nP − 1

log n
− (b+ 1/4)

R1 ≤
log

(√
nP + nb+1/4

)
log n

− (b+ 1/4). (1)

Proof: Let o = (0, 0, · · · , 0). Clearly |M| balls S(oi, n
b+1/4) are pairwise disjoint. So

|M|V ol(S(o1, n
b+1/4)) =

|M|∑
i=1

V ol(S(oi, n
b+1/4))

≤ V ol(S(o,
√
nP + nb+1/4)).

Therefore

|M| ≤ V ol(S(o,
√
nP + nb+1/4))

V ol(S(u1, nb+1/4))
= (

√
nP + nb+1/4

nb+1/4
)n,

and so
n log n R1 ≤ n(log

(√
nP + nb+1/4

)
− (b+ 1/4) log n),

which implies that

R1 ≤
log

(√
nP + nb+1/4

)
log n

− (b+ 1/4).

On the other hand, by maximality of |M|, we conclude that

S(o,
√
nP ) ⊆

|M|⋃
i=1

S(oi, 2n
b+1/4)



and then V ol(S(o,
√
nP )) ≤ 2n.|M|.V ol(S(o1, n

b+1/4)). This implies that

|M| ≥ 2−n V ol(S(o,
√
nP ))

V ol(S(o1, nb+1/4))
= 2−n(

√
nP

nb+1/4
)n.

Therefore,
n log n R1 ≥ −n+ n(log

√
nP − (b+ 1/4) log n),

and then

R1 ≥ − 1

log n
+

log
√
nP

log n
− (b+ 1/4) =

log
√
nP − 1

log n
− (b+ 1/4).

Now using Claim 1, the equality t = ⌈ (1/4−b) logn
log k ⌉ and the fact that

N = |M||At
oi(r, θ)| = |M|M(n, θ)t ≥ |M| 1

sinnt(θ)
,

we conclude with the following result.
Lemma 1: If N = 2nR logn, then

log
√
nP − 1

log n
− (−b+ 1/4)

log(sin(θ))

log k
− (b+ 1/4) ≤ R.

B. Distances between codewords
In this section, we give some results about the distances between codewords of Galaxy codes.
Theorem 4: For u ∈ At

o(r, θ), we have

r
kt − 2kt−1 + 1

k − 1
≤ ∥u− o∥2 ≤ r

kt − 1

k − 1
.

Proof: Let ot = o. If u ∈ At
o(r, θ) = At

ot
(r, θ), then according to our assumptions there is a point ot−1 ∈ Aot

(kt−1r, θ) such
that u ∈ At−1

ot−1
(r, θ). Again since u ∈ At−1

ot−1
(r, θ), there is a point ot−2 ∈ Aot−1(k

t−2r, θ) such that u ∈ At−2
ot−2

(r, θ). With
the same argument, we can see that there is a sequence {oi}ti=1 of points such that u ∈

⋂t
i=1 A

i
oi
(r, θ) and oi ∈ Aoi+1(k

ir, θ)
for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1. Now clearly we have

∥u− o∥2 = ∥u− ot∥2

≤ ∥u− o1∥2 +
t−1∑
i=1

∥oi − oi+1∥2

≤ r +

t−1∑
i=1

kir = r
kt − 1

k − 1
.

On the other hand, we have

kt−1r = ∥ot − ot−1∥2

≤ ∥ot − u∥2 + ∥u− o1∥2 +
t−2∑
i=1

∥oi − oi+1∥2

≤ ∥u− o∥2 + r +

t−2∑
i=1

kir.

Therefore

r(kt−1 −
t−2∑
i=0

ki) = r
kt − 2kt−1 + 1

k − 1
≤ ∥u− o∥2,

and the proof is completed.
For given two codewords u1,u2 ∈ At

o(r, θ), according to our definitions there are two sequences {o1,i}ti=1 and {o2,i}ti=1

of points such that for j = 1, 2, we have uj ∈
⋂t

i=1 A
i
oj,i

(r, θ) and oj,i ∈ Aoj,i+1
(kir, θ) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t − 1. Note that

o1,t = o2,t = o and so {o1,i}ti=1 ∩ {o2,i}ti=1 is nonempty. Now assume that t(u1,u2) is the minimum value of l for which
u1,u2 ∈ Al

ō(r, θ), for some ō ∈ {o1,i}ti=1 ∩ {o2,i}ti=1.



Theorem 5: For given codewords u1,u2 ∈ At
o(r, θ) assume that t(u1,u2) is the minimum value of l for which u1,u2 ∈

Al
ō(r, θ), for some ō ∈ {o1,i}ti=1 ∩ {o2,i}ti=1. Then we have

2r(kt(u1,u2)−1 sin(θ/2)− kt(u1,u2)−1 − 1

k − 1
) ≤ ∥u1 − u2∥2.

Proof: Since t(u1,u2) is the minimum value of l for which u1,u2 ∈ Al
ō(r, θ), for some ō ∈ {o1,i}ti=1∩{o2,i}ti=1, according

to our definitions we have ō = o1,t(u1,u2) = o2,t(u1,u2) and o1,t(u1,u2)−1, o2,t(u1,u2)−1 ∈ Aō(k
t(u1,u2)−1r, θ). Therefore

∥o1,t(u1,u2)−1 − o2,t(u1,u2)−1∥2 = 2kt(u1,u2)−1r sin(α/2)

≥ 2kt(u1,u2)−1r sin(θ/2),

where α is the angle between two points o1,t(u1,u2)−1 and o2,t(u1,u2)−1 at the origin ō. According to our definitions and code
construction we have π ≥ α ≥ θ and so sin(α/2) ≥ sin(θ/2). Now clearly we have

∥u1 − u2∥2 ≥
∥o1,t(u1,u2)−1 − o2,t(u1,u2)−1∥2
− ∥o1,t(u1,u2)−1 − u1∥2 − ∥o2,t(u1,u2)−1 − u2∥2,

On the other hand, for i = 1, 2 we have
ui ∈ At(u1,u2)−1

oi,t(u1,u2)−1
(r, θ).

Therefore using Theorem 4 we have

∥o1,t(u1,u2)−1 − u1∥2 ≤ r
kt(u1,u2)−1 − 1

k − 1
,

and

∥o2,t(u1,u2)−1 − u2∥2 ≤ r
kt(u1,u2)−1 − 1

k − 1
,

and so

∥u1 − u2∥2 ≥∥o1,t(u1,u2)−1 − o2,t(u1,u2)−1∥2−
∥o1,t(u1,u2)−1 − u1∥2 − ∥o2,t(u1,u2)−1 − u2∥2

≥2kt(u1,u2)−1r sin(θ/2)− 2r
kt(u1,u2)−1 − 1

k − 1
,

and the proof is completed.
Consider two points o and u in Rn. For each point y ∈ Rn the projection of y on the line from two points o and u is

denoted by Projou(y). Let
Po,u = {y ∈ Rn : ∥u− Projou(y)∥2 ≤ σ log n}.

.
Lemma 2: For given codewords u1,u2 ∈ At

o(r, θ) assume that t(u1,u2) is the minimum value of l for which u1,u2 ∈
Al

ō(r, θ), for some ō ∈ {o1,i}ti=1 ∩ {o2,i}ti=1. Then P (Pō,u1
|u2) ≤ 2Φ(− log n) when

∥u1 − ō∥22 + ∥u1 − u2∥22 − ∥u2 − ō∥22
2∥u1 − ō∥2

≥ 2σ log n.

Proof: Assume that the projection of u2 on the line from two points ō and u1 is

w = Projōu1
(u2).

Clearly
∥w − ō∥22 + ∥w − u2∥22 = ∥u2 − ō∥22,

and
∥w − u1∥22 + ∥w − u2∥22 = ∥u2 − u1∥22,

and so
∥w − ō∥22 − ∥w − u1∥22 = ∥u2 − ō∥22 − ∥u2 − u1∥22.

On the other hand,
∥w − ō∥2 + ∥w − u1∥2 = ∥u1 − ō∥2.



Therefore,

∥w − u1∥2 =
∥u1 − ō∥22 + ∥u1 − u2∥22 − ∥u2 − ō∥22

2∥u1 − ō∥2
.

According to our assumptions we conclude that ∥w − u1∥2 ≥ 2σ log n. Therefore

P (Pō,u1
|u2)

= P (∥u1 − Projōu1
(Y)∥2 ≤ σ log n|u2)

= P (∥u1 − Projōu1
(u2 + σZ)∥2 ≤ σ log n)

= P (∥u1 − (Projōu1(u2) + Projōu1(σZ⃗)∥2 ≤ σ log n)

= P (∥Projōu1(σZ⃗) +w − u1∥2 ≤ σ log n)

≤ P (−∥Projōu1
(σZ⃗)∥2 + ∥w − u1∥2 ≤ σ log n)

≤ P (∥Projōu1
(Z⃗)∥2 ≥ log n)

= 2Φ(− log n),

where the last inequality is held by Appendix B.
Note that according to Notations 1, we have Projōiu1(u2 +σZ) = Projōiu1(u2)+Projōiu(σZ⃗), where Projōiu1(u2) is

the projection of the point u2 on the line ōiu1 and Projōiu1(σZ⃗) is the projection of the vector σZ⃗ on the vector
−→
ōiu1. If

we consider Projōiu1(u2) + Projōiu1(σZ⃗) as a summation between two n-tuples in Rn, the result is the coordinate of the
point Projōiu1(u2 + σZ) (the projection of the point with coordinate u2 + σZ on the line ōiu1).

Theorem 6: For given codewords u1,u2 ∈ At
o(r, θ), assume that t(u1,u2) is the minimum value of l for which u1,u2 ∈

Al
ō(r, θ) for some ō ∈ {o1,i}ti=1 ∩ {o2,i}ti=1. If (sin(θ/2)− 1

k−1 )
2 > 2

k−1 , then P (Pō,u1 |u2) ≤ 2Φ(− log n).

Proof: According to our assumptions, u1,u2 ∈ A
t(u1,u2)
ō (r, θ), and so using Theorem 4, we have

r
kt(u1,u2) − 2kt(u1,u2)−1 + 1

k − 1
≤ ∥ō− u1∥2 ≤ r

kt(u1,u2) − 1

k − 1
,

and

∥ō− u2∥2 ≤ r
kt(u1,u2) − 1

k − 1
.

On the other hand, using Theorem 5, we have

2r(kt(u1,u2)−1 sin(θ/2)− kt(u1,u2)−1 − 1

k − 1
) ≤ ∥u1 − u2∥2.

Therefore,
∥u1 − ō∥22 + ∥u1 − u2∥22 − ∥u2 − ō∥22

2∥u1 − ō∥2

≥ 4r(k − 1)k2(t(u1,u2)−1)
(sin(θ/2)− 1

k−1 )
2 − 1

k−1

kt(u1,u2) − 1

≥ 4rk2(t(u1,u2)−1)

kt(u1,u2) − 1
≥ 4r = 4nb ≥ 2 log n.

Therefore using Lemma 2, we conclude that P (Pō,u1 |u2) ≤ 2Φ(− log n), and so we are done.
Corollary 1: If (sin(θ/2)− 1

k−1 )
2 > 1

k−1 , then for any two codewords u1,u2 in the same Galaxy of depth t = ⌈ (1/4−b) logn
log k ⌉

(this means that u1,u2 ∈ At
oi
(r, θ) for some i ∈ M), we have P (Pō,u1

|u2) ≤ 2Φ(− log n).
Lemma 3: For any two codewords u1,u2 in the different Galaxies of depth

t = ⌈ (1/4− b) log n

log k
⌉,

(which means u1 ∈ At
oi
(r, θ), u2 ∈ At

oj
(r, θ) for some i, j ∈ M with i ̸= j) we have

∥u1 − u2∥2 ≥ nb+1/4

2
.

Proof: We have
∥u1 − u2∥2 ≥ ∥oi − oj∥2 − ∥u1 − oi∥2 − ∥u2 − oj∥2.



On the other hand, according to our code construction we have ∥oi − oj∥2 ≥ nb+1/4 and by Theorem 4

∥u1 − oi∥2, ∥u2 − oj∥2 ≤ r
kt − 1

k − 1
.

Therefore for t = ⌈ (1/4−b) logn
log k ⌉ we have

∥u1 − u2∥2 ≥ nb+1/4 − 2r
kt − 1

k − 1
≥ nb+1/4

2
.

C. Error Analysis
Type I probability error:
For each u ∈ U , as we mentioned in Section 3, there is a sequence {ōi}ti=1 of points such that u ∈

⋂t
i=1 A

i
ōi
(r, θ) and

ōi ∈ Aōi+1
(kir, θ) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ t− 1. Also

Pōi,u = {y ∈ Rn : ∥u− Projōiu(y)∥2 ≤ σ log n},

and Qu =
⋂t

i=1 Pōi,u and Du = Su ∩Qu.
Then, we have

P (Pōi,u|u)
= P (∥u− Projōiu(Y)∥2 ≤ σ log n|u)
= P (∥u− Projōiu(u+ σZ)∥2 ≤ σ log n)

= P (∥u− (Projōiu(u) + Projōiu(σZ⃗))∥2 ≤ σ log n)

= P (∥Projōiu(σZ⃗)∥2 ≤ σ log n)

= P (∥Projōiu(Z⃗)∥2 ≤ log n).

Note that in the above equations according to Notations 3.1, we have

Projōiu(u+ σZ) = Projōiu(u) + Projōiu(σZ⃗).

P rojōiu(u) is the projection of the point u on the line ōiu, which is clearly equal to u and Projōiu(σZ⃗) is the projection
of the vector σZ⃗ on the vector ⃗̄oiu. As we mentioned in Notations 3.1, if we consider Projōiu(u) + Projōiu(σZ⃗) as a
summation between two n-tuples in Rn, the result is the coordinate of the point Projōiu(u+σZ) (the projection of the point
with coordinate u+ σZ on the line ōiu). In Appendix B, it has been shown that

P (∥Projōiu(Z⃗)∥2 ≤ log n) = 1− 2Φ(− log n).

And then,

P (Pōi,u|u) = 1− 2Φ(− log n),

and so

P (Rn − Pōi,u|u) = 2Φ(− log n).

Therefore we have

P (Rn −Qu| u) = P (Rn −
t⋂

i=1

Pōi,u| u)

≤
t∑

i=1

P (Rn − Pōi,u|u)

= 2tΦ(− log n)

= 2⌈ (1/4− b) log n

log n
⌉Φ(− log n)

On the other hand, using Theorem 7 in Appendix A we have

P (Su| u) = P (n(σ2 − ϵn) ≤ ∥Y − u∥2} ≤ n(σ2 + ϵn) | u)

= 1− 2Φ(
−
√
nϵn√
2σ2

).



Therefore

P (Du|u)
= P (Su ∩Qu|u)
≥ P (Su| u)− P (Rn −Qu| u)

= 1− 2Φ(
−
√
nϵn√
2σ2

)− 2⌈ (1/4− b) log n

log k
⌉Φ(− log n).

Let b → 0 and k → ∞, for ϵn = n−1/2 log n, using Appendix A, Theorem 7, clearly we have

P (Du|u) = 1− o(1).

Type II probability error:
Consider two arbitrary codewords u1,u2 in U . We are going to show that P (Du1 |u2) = o(1).
If two codewords u1,u2 lie in different Galaxies of depth t = ⌈ (1/4−b) logn

log k ⌉ (this means that u1 ∈ At
oi
(r, θ),u2 ∈ At

oj
(r, θ)

for some i, j ∈ M with i ̸= j), using Lemma 3, we have

∥u1 − u2∥2 ≥ nb+1/4

2
.

Therefore by Corollary 2 Appendix A , we have

P (Su1 | u2) = o(1)

Hence
P (Du1

| u2) ≤ P (Su1
| u2) = o(1)

and we are done. Now with no loss of generality assume that u1,u2 are in the Galaxy of depth t and center Oi for i ∈ M. For
θ = 2arcsin

(
2√
k−2

)
one can easily see that we have (sin(θ/2)− 1

k−1 )
2 > 1

k−1 and so using Corollary 1, P (Pō,u1 |u2) ≤ λ2.

VI. PROOF OF THEOREM 3

Proof: For each n consider an Galaxy code with parameters Gn(θ, b, k) (which is defined in Section 2) where θ =

2arcsin
(

2√
k−2

)
. As we showed in the previous sections Gn(θ, b, k) is a Deterministic Identification code a Gaussian AWGN

channel with power constraints. If the number of codewords in this code is Nn = 2nRn logn, then using Lemma 1 in Section
V we have

log
√
nP − 1

log n
− (−b+ 1/4)

log(sin(θ))

log k
− (b+ 1/4) ≤ Rn.

Since θ = 2arcsin
(

2√
k−2

)
, we have sin(θ) = 4

√
k−6

k−2 < 4√
k

and so for b < 1/4 we have

Rn ≥ log
√
nP − 1

log n
− (−b+ 1/4)

log
(

4√
k

)
log(k)

− (b+ 1/4)

≥ 1/2 log n+ 1/2 logP − 1

log n
−

(−b+ 1/4)
log 4− 1/2 log k

log k
− (b+ 1/4)

=
3

8
+

1/2 logP − 1

log n
+ b(

log 4

log k
− 3/2)− log 4

4 log k

Therefore Rn tends to 3
8 + b( log 4

log k − 3/2) − log 4
4 log k when n goes to infinity, which means that we construct DI codes where

their rates tends to 3
8 + b( log 4

log k − 3/2) − log 4
4 log k . Since b is a small arbitrary real number and k is an arbitrary large natural

number if b → 0 and k → ∞, we conclude that CDI(G) ≥ 3
8 and so we are done.



VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we developed a new coding method and demonstrated that it can be used to improve the lower bound on
the achievable rate for deterministic identification codes over Gaussian channels with power constraints. The core idea of our
coding method is as follows: All code points are positioned on a hypersphere with a certain minimum angular separation. We
use a hyperplane, perpendicular to the radius of the point in question, to separate it from the other points. This separation
is achieved by projecting onto the radius line of the point. The method works because, due to the angular separation, the
projections of the other points are at a sufficiently large distance from the decision boundary where the hyperplane passes
(but on opposite sides). Gaussian tail probability bounds handle the remaining analysis. When described this way, the scheme
scales efficiently through multiple levels.

We were able to prove that the lower bound can indeed be improved to 3
8 . We conjecture that the current upper bound can

be achieved.
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APPENDIX A
Theorem 7: If ui ∈ Rn and

Sui = { y ∈ R; n(σ2 − ϵn) ≤ ∥y − ui∥2 ≤ n(σ2 + ϵn) }.

Then for large enough n, we have

P (Sui | ui) = 1− 2Φ(
−
√
nϵn√
2σ2

)

= 1− o(e−nϵ2n/4σ4

).

Proof: Note that if the codeword ui has been sent, then for k = 1, . . . , n, the variables Zk = Yk−uik
σ

, are independent normal random

variables N (0, 1) and then
n∑

k=1

Z2
k has Chi-Square distribution with n degree of freedom, denoted by χ2(n). Therefore,

P (Sui | ui)

= P (n(σ2 − ϵn) ≤ ∥Y − ui∥2} ≤ n(σ2 + ϵn) | ui)

= P (n− nϵn
σ2

≤
n∑

k=1

Z2
k ≤ n+

nϵn
σ2

)

= P (−
√
nϵn√
2σ2

≤ χ2(n)− n√
2n

≤ +

√
nϵn√
2σ2

)

a≃ Φ(

√
nϵn√
2σ2

)− Φ(
−
√
nϵn√
2σ2

)

= 1− 2Φ(
−
√
nϵn√
2σ2

)

Approximation (a) is true because if n is large enough, the random variable χ2(n)−n√
2n

has standard normal distribution approximately.
Besides, by Mill’s inequality,

Φ(
−
√
nϵn√
2σ2

) ≤ 2σ2

√
nπ ϵn

e−(
√
nϵn)2/4σ4

,



which goes to zero if
√
nϵn −→ ∞. Then we have

P (Sui | ui) ≥ 1− 2σ2

√
nπ ϵn

e−(
√
nϵn)2/4σ4

.

Therefore we have P (Sui | ui) = 1− o(e−nϵ2n/4σ4

), which proves the theorem.

Remark 1: Therefore P (Sui | ui) ≥ 1− λ1 is equivalent with
√
nϵn√
2σ2 ≥ Φ−1(1− λ1/2). In other words we need to choose

√
nϵn ≥

√
2σ2Φ−1(1− λ1/2). (1)

and when λ1 goes to zero, Φ−1(1− λ1/2) goes to infinity very fast.
Theorem 8: Consider two codewords ui and uj , with distance dn = ∥ui − uj∥2. Then for large enough n, we have

P (Suj | ui) ≃ Φ(
nϵn − d2n

σ
√
2nσ2 + 4dn2

)

Proof: For the first step, we assume ui = o = (0, 0, · · · , 0) and uj = (dn, 0, · · · , 0). Therefore we have

P (Suj | ui)

= P (nσ2 − nϵn ≤ ∥Y − uj∥2} ≤ nσ2 + nϵn | ui)

= P (nσ2 − nϵn ≤ (σZ1 − dn)
2 + σ2

n∑
k=2

Z2
k ≤ nσ2 + nϵn)

= P (n− nϵn
σ2

− d2n
σ2

≤
n∑

k=1

Z2
k − 2

dn
σ
Z1 ≤ n+

nϵn
σ2

− d2n
σ2

).

On the other hand,
n∑

k=1

Z2
k ∼ χ2(n), and for large n,

n∑
k=1

Z2
k ≈ N (n, 2n). Also, −2 dn

σ
Z1 ∼ N (0, 4dn

2/σ2) and Cov(
n∑

k=1

Z2
k ,−2 dn

σ
Z1) =

0, which implies
n∑

k=1

Z2
k − 2 dn

σ
Z1 ≈ N (n, 2n+ 4dn

2/σ2), and then

P (Suj | ui) = Φ(
nϵn − d2n

σ
√
2nσ2 + 4dn2

)− Φ(
−nϵn − d2n

σ
√
2nσ2 + 4dn2

)

≈ Φ(
nϵn − d2n

σ
√
2nσ2 + 4dn2

)

Step 2. Let ui = o = (0, 0, ..., 0) and uj = (a1, a2, · · · , an), be two codewords with distance dn =

√
n∑

k=1

a2
k = ∥ui − uj∥2 ≥ n

1
4 logn.

P (Suj |ui)

= P (nσ2 − nϵn ≤ ∥Y − uj∥2} ≤ nσ2 + nϵn | ui)

= P (nσ2 − nϵn ≤ σ2
n∑

k=1

(Zk − ak/σ)
2 ≤ nσ2 + nϵn)

= P (n− nϵn/σ
2 ≤

n∑
k=1

Z2
k − 2

σ

n∑
k=1

akZk + dn
2/σ2

≤ n+ nϵn/σ
2)

= P (n− nϵn/σ
2 − dn

2/σ2 ≤
n∑

k=1

Z2
k − 2

σ

n∑
k=1

akZk

≤ n+ nϵn/σ
2 − dn

2/σ2)

Since we have Cov(
n∑

k=1

Z2
k ,

n∑
k=1

akZk) = 0, the same result will be obtained.

Step 3. For two arbitrary codewords ui and uj , we can use the previous steps by the following property to complete our proof.

P (Suj |ui) = P (Suj−ui |o).
Therefore we have the following corollary.
Corollary 2: Then for ϵn = log(n)√

n
, dn ≥ n

1
4 log(n) and large enough n, we have

P (Suj | ui) = o(1)



APPENDIX B

The inner product of two arbitrary vectors v⃗ and u⃗ in Rn, is defined by < u⃗, v⃗ >=
n∑

i=1

uivi. Clearly v⃗−Proju⃗(v⃗) and u⃗ are orthogonal,

(v⃗ − Proju⃗(v⃗)) ⊥ u⃗ (which means that their inner product is zero) and then

< u⃗, v⃗ >=< u⃗, P roju⃗(v⃗) >

and
|< u⃗, P roju⃗(v⃗) >| = ∥u∥2 ∥Proju⃗(v⃗)∥2 .

Therefore
∥Proju⃗(v⃗)∥2 =

|< u⃗, v⃗ >|
∥u⃗∥2

.

For Z⃗ = (Z1, Z2, ..., Zn), where Z1, Z2, ..., Zn are iid random variables with standard normal distribution, we have

< u⃗, Z⃗ >=

n∑
i=1

uiZi ∼ N(0, ∥u⃗∥22).

Therefore

P (
∥∥∥Proju⃗(Z⃗)

∥∥∥
2

≤ x) = P (

∣∣∣< u⃗, Z⃗ >
∣∣∣

∥u⃗∥2
≤ x)

= Φ(x)− Φ(−x)

= 1− 2Φ(−x),

equivalently we have

P (
∥∥∥Proju⃗(Z⃗)

∥∥∥
2

≥ x) = 2Φ(−x).
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