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On Models for Multi-User Gaussian Channels with Fading

Rony El Haddad, Brian Smith and Sriram Vishwanath

Abstract— An analytically tractable model for Gaussian mul- is compared to the Gaussian case. Sedfioh IV illustrates the
tiuser channels with fading is studied, and the capacity reign of case of the semi-deterministic broadcast channel. Sefflon
this model is found to be a good approximation of the capacity gemonstrates that the cut-set bound on capacity of a unicast
region of the original Gaussian network. This work extends he . . .
existing body of work on deterministic models for Gaussian netW0r|_< _Of_ such fad"_"g Ch_annels’ and in faCt_ any quasi-
multiuser channels to include the physical phenomenon of ling.  deterministic network, is achievable when the fading state
In particular, it generalizes these results to a unicast, mliiple available to the final destination.
node network setting with fading.

II. MODEL FORFADING GAUSSIAN CHANNELS

A. Notation

A . . . . For a vectorX of length n denote by X’ the i** most
S capacity results for Gaussian multiuser networks are N ificant bit. ie X! is the most sianificant bit and™ is
general difficult to obtain, meaningful models that captilme Y L 9

capacity trends of these networks are very useful. RecenH%ed.lt(.a:nSt“S',?’.r;'ft'ﬁ:rgft_gsgllgb dg?ﬁf;'gﬁ?&?g d Zasrfm[:t)':)n
seminal work in this domain by Avestimehr, Diggavi an ftion, | irieve’ by bit-levet tinite-tl u :

Tse [1], [2], [9] has resulted in deterministic models wharie O.f two vectors, Whe_rea‘rs#‘” 'S _the algebraic_: addition of two
easier to analyze that the original Gaussian network andbeans.'gnals'.FOr a matrix, “rank is the rank, i.e. the number of
. . linearly independent rows (or columns).
shown through examples to approximate the actual capatity o
the channel fairly well. A bound of the difference betweeea th
capacity of the deterministic model and the general, GanssB- Model
unicast network has also been found [3]. The core idea is theThe simplified model that we introduce for fading Gaussian
representation of the channel in terms of a determinispatin channels is based on the work on deterministic modeling of
and output alphabet relationship that reflects the signabise Gaussian channels introduced in [1], and is similar to thdeho
ratio (SNR) at each node in the network. presented in [10]. For motivation, and to capture the spirit
The goal of this paper is to introduce fading into this modhe modeling assumptions, we briefly describe the trawosiati
eling framework. In general, fading, modeled in its simple®f the point-to-point fading Gaussian channel to our quasi-
form as a multiplicative channel state, adds an additionstiatic model.
dimension of complexity to a capacity problem. There are In [1], the case of a real AWGN channel with unit noise
Gaussian channels where capacity without fading is knowower and unit power constraint, i.%. = HX + Z where
but with fading unknown (an example is the fading broadcasX?] < 1 is the average power constraint a#d~ A (0, 1),
channel where the transmitter does not know the state)., Thigsconsidered. The capacity of such a changét;(1+ SNR)
analytically tractable models that can, with a fair degrée @an be approximated dg+vSNR = lg H. Thus, the paper
accuracy, capture fading in Gaussian channels can proye viattuitively models a point-to-point Gaussian channel aspe p
useful in capacity characterizations for Gaussian netg/orkhich truncates the transmitted signal and only passek;tHe
with fading. This paper assumes that, in each case, only thies which are above noise level. The point-to-point Garssi
receiver(s) know the fading state and the transmitter(s)ato channel has thus been modeled as a bit pipe which transmits
We introduce the term “quasi-deterministic network” irsome numbem of the most significant bits of the input, where
this paper, to describe most generally, any network whieh = (%logSNlﬂ for real signals.
is deterministic, given some random state variaSlevhich This paper takes a similar approach to modeling fading
is independent of all inputs. In this pape$, is iid over channels. As in [1], the input to our point-to-point channel
each timestep. The network models studied in each of thedel, X, will consist of a vector of fixed length bits. The
papers [3],[6], and [8] are all examples of quasi-deteratiai output of the channel” at time ¢ will consist of a vector
networks. of lengthm(t) bits. The effect of receiver fading is modeled
This paper has a relatively straightforward progressidre Tas the random variation im(t) over time, which is denoted
next section describes the quasi-deterministic modeleptesl by the random variablé/. The number of (most significant)
in this paper using the point-to-point channel, and sunmeari bits received (which is a realization dff) is determined by
the main results obtained for different multiuser channigls the fading and is independent of the inpitand known only
SectiorTll, a closed-form expression for the capacitysagif at the receiver. The number of received hits is a random
the multiple access channel (MAC) is derived, and the moderiable which takes on integer valués< m(t) < n: say
The authors are with Wireless Networking and CommunicationP [?;at zl]s’ ifl:.c(t) — {x’(t) ie {1, ..,n}}, then y(t) =

Group, Department of Electrical and Computer Engineeringhe ; . . L.
University of Texas at Austin, Austin, TX 78712, USA (e-mail {xl.(t)|z € {1, am(t)}} wherem(t) is the realization of the
bsmith,sriram@ece.utexas.edu;rony.elhaddad @maisitedu). fading random variablé/.
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X = Y = y2 where m(t) = max(mi(t), ma(t)), ni(t) = (1 — my)(t),
n2(t) = (1 — m2)(t) and we setr], = 0 for j < 0.
n m The capacity region of the MAC channel is therefore given
X Y by
Fig. 1. Model for the point-to-point channel Ry < E[M] ()
Ry < E[M;] (6)
Ri+R, < F [max(Ml, Mg)] @)
The capacity of this model for the fading point-to-point ) ) ) ]
channel is therefore Flgure@ |IIustra_tes the capacity region of this modedl an
compares it to a simulated Gaussian case WIeVER .. =
I(X;Y,M)=I(X; M)+ I(X;Y|M). SNR; > SNRy, E[M] = E [[Llog(1 + SNR;)]] =5 and
E [M,) = 3.

Since X and M are independent, the first term is zero; a
uniform binary input for X maximizes the second term as
E[M], that is, the average number of bits seen by the receiving
node. In fact,

I(X;Y|M) = H(Y|M)-HY|X,M) (1) X
= H(Y|M)
= > Pr(M=m)xHY|M =m) Y
= E[M] )

where [[1) comes from the fact that is a deterministic

function of X and M. Intuitively, this result corresponds X

to that of the fading Gaussian point-to-point channel, with 2

capacity (3 1g(1 + SN R)]. Figure[1 illustrates the point-to-

point model. Ann-bit vector is truncated into am-bit vector

depending on the realization of the fading random variable (a) Model for MAC
M. The main difference between the model and the fadin E[M,]
Gaussian is thad/ has integer realizations ang(1 + SN R) ;
has in general, real valued realizations. Thus, some diffe
or "loss” corresponds to the integer truncation of each rat ! N

term. Therefore, for higlb NR (SN R > 1), we can write: S
350 ™~

1 ‘ ' ‘ ‘ : model
[ log(1 + SR — v |

E[M] - B log(1 + SNR)} ’ <1 @) il R

In a the two-user Gaussian fading MAC channel, the re

ceived signal is given by " ,
Y = Hy Xy + Hy X + Z, Bl logll+ SNR,)]

where Z ~ N(0,1), H; > 0 and H, > 0 are the fading G T i s - 2 25 3 EE
channel gains. We assunteV R, < SN R; without loss of ElM, ]
generality. For the model depicted in Figjyre 2(a), we define
the number of bit-levels randomly received from ugeat the
receiver byM,,. The receiver knows both fading states,. The Fig- 2. [(@ Model for MACL(B) Comparison with the Gaussian Mégpacity
two inputs to this MAC are they, length vectorsXy(t) =
{xi(t):ie{1,..,ne}}, k € {1,2}, while the single output ~ The achieved capacity is at most within 1.5 bits from that
Y is a vector bit-level by bit-level finite-field summation ofof the Gaussian MAC with fading. In fact,
X; and X,, appropriately shifted by the fading leveldy. 1
Specifically, denoting by/(¢) the it most significant bit in Ry < E[§ log(1+ SN Ry)]
the bit-level expansion of the vectg(t), we can writey’(t) 1
as Ry, < E[§ log(1 + SNRy)]
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(b) Difference between model and Gaussian



Ri+Ry < E[1 log(1+ SNRy + SNRy))] for all 4 > 0 is an outer bound on the Kdrner-Marton
% region [7], and thus we focus on this optimization problem
< Elzlog(1 +2SNRyaz))] instead.
2 Because the receiver has access to the channel state,

1 1
< E[zlog(1+ SNRya:))] + =. 8
= Fllos Nty ® I(ViYs) = I(ViYa, My)
The model hence gives a good approximation of the Gaus- = I(V; M)+ I(V; Y| My)
sian MAC channel under the presented fading model. It can _ .
be seen from Equatiddl 8 that the capacity of this model lies
within 1.5 bits of the Gaussian MAC capacity. asV and M, are independent. Thus, the optimization problem
in[I0 translates into
V. BROADCAST CHANNEL AND THE CAPACITY OF THE max  HY1|V) — pH(Y2|V, Ma) + pH (Y2|Ms)
SEMI-DETERMINISTIC BROADCAST CASE p(v,2)
) ] ) ) max H(X'...X™|V)—
Since the capacity of the fading Gaussian broadcast channgb.z1,...,zx)
is yet unknown, a model for the corresponding simplified Srop() [HXO.. . XV) - H(X"...X7)]
channel model can serve two purposes. EII’St, it may help US |1ax Z;n:ll H(XI|V, X0, .., X" Y1 - puq(j))
benchmark the performance of practical wireless communigaw,z1,....xm, )
tion systems with fading. Second, it may suggest achievable +ug(YH(XI|XO, ... X1
schemes for the original Gaussian fading broadcast channel +ﬂ27 er POV X[ X, ..., X3-1) (11)

The input X for the fading broadcast channel model will
consist of a vector of a fixed numberbits. Receiverl sees whereX® = ¢, ¢(j) = Zi:jp(z) and is thus a non-decreasing
the m;(t) most significant bits of the input, while Receiversequence. '

2 sees thems(t) most significant bits. The values, (t) and Let io be such thatg(ip + 1) < 1/p and g(ip — 1) >
ma(t) are realizations of the independent random variables 1/p. It is clear that choosind(’s independent maximizes the
and M, and are known to the their respective receivers, onlgbjective in [I1). In addition})” must include the following

In [10], Yates et al. find an achievable region for the fadintyyo components{X° ... X'] the firsti, components of the
broadcast channel, that lies within a constant gapldfl inputand[X™: ! .. X"| the last(n—m;) components of the
bits/s/Hz of the capacity region. input (that are never received by Receiver 1). This assignme

We now turn our attention to the semi-deterministic cast, illustrated in Figurél3.
where we determine capacity in the hope of finding better
achievable schemes to approximate the capacity of the one- <

0

~+—— Most significant bit
sided fading Gaussian broadcast channel. Note that a datgle
ter characterization for semi-deterministic channelsrisvin,
but here we use the Korner-Marton outer bound as our startin
point for the analysis (which is tight on the capacity region
of semi-deterministic channels). The motivation for théstd
shed light on the choice of auxiliary random variablavhich
motivates one particular coding scheme that achieves itgpac
The semi-deterministic broadcast model studied here can be
summarized by the expressions

V=X X™] Yo =[X'. XM] 0 (9)

my

3
I X NN XN NN N

n—mg
—~—— Least significant bit

Fig. 3. Relationship ot/ andV to X
with input X = [X'... X"], wherem; constant with
0 <my <n, My~ p(i) with My ={0,1,...,n}.
For the channel model described in Equatlﬁh (9), we first
show that the Kdrner-Marton outer bound [7] (equlvalentl)? Achievability and Discussion
semi-deterministic capacity region) for this broadcasarch ~The converse helps determine what form the auxiliary
nel is easy to evaluate, and then show that it is achieva@ghdom variabled/ and V' should take in the achievability
using superposition coding. Note that, for a general sensitgument. We have Marton’s Inner Bound [7]:
deterministic channel, superposition coding is not sufitito

achieve capacity. I(U; Y1)

Ry <

Ry < I1(V;Ya)
A. Converse R+ Ry < I(U; Y1) + 1(V;Y2) = I(U; V)
Note that the boundary defined by the following optimizatio

problem for somep(u, v, ) = p(u, v)p(xlu, v).

Choose any integep such thad) < iy < mq, and letU and

max I(X; 11|V) + pl(V; Y2) (10) V' be uniformly binary random vectors of length; —io) and

p(v,z



i0+(n—my), respectively. The length (uniformly distributed) whereN;(7) is the set of nodes with edges incident on ngde
binary vectorX is formed by concatenating firg§ bits of V' mi(t) = max,eas, ;) m.(t) andm,.(t) is the fading realization
(in the most significant positions oX), then the(m; — ig) for edge(r, ;) at timet, and the summation is of the type.

bits of U, and finally the remainingn — m4) bits of V' in the It is useful to note a difference between the model presented
least significant positions. here and the model given by Avestimehr et al. in [4], where
From this choice of auxiliary random variables, it is cleathe channel gains are also chosen from a set for each link,
that I(U;V) is zero,I(U; Y1) is m1 — ip and however the fading state distribution is unknown at the send
io " In this paper, we assume that the distribution of the fading
IV-Y) =S inli i i—n))ni). state is known at the sender and therefore we can achieve a
(Vi Ya) ; p( )+i:;+1( ot ( N0 rate better than thénf of the cut-set bound in [4], i.e. the

. . . . . worst case. In fact, it turns out that the average value of the
Intuitively, this strategy has a straightforward implicat R 9
Cli!t—SG'[ bound is achievable.

Since the lowest level bits are never received by Receivé
1, they should always be assigned to Receielf the user
desires to dedicate more bits to Receierit is immaterial C. Upper Bound
to Receiverl which bits he chooses, since each contributes
an equal amount of rate. However, to maximize the amou
of data that can be transmitted to the second receiver, e
should first assign the bits which are most likely to be remaiv
(specifically, the most significant bits) to Receiverbefore

Let V be the set of vertices @, S a random vector of size
f, wherel|¢| is the number of edges &F. S is a collection of

| the state random variables in the network for a particula
timeslot. For a quasi-deterministic netwoik,can be thought

h Al te that thi hievabilit 50 bl of as the state of the network at each time instant. The set
any others. AlSo note that this achievabliity can aiso DEYaS,¢ o o5 of the network is denoted byp. For the special

generalized to the two-sided fading broadcast channehdt f case of this fading network, we define, similarly@, oc [1],

g:z CTOS(:r:g Ecg]eme and observations were also made by Ya)l%?g to be the random total transfer matrix associated with

a cutQ € Ap, i.e. the relationship between the concatenated
signal X. sent by the nodes on the left side of the cut and the

V. GENERAL UNICAST NETWORK ) ) ' i !
W id Luni lof fadi h | resulting signalY, received by the nodes on the right side of
e consider a general unicast netwdtlof fading channels th cut isY, = AgoX..

with each channel modeled as in Secfidn Il and having broa The randomness of the matrid is a result of the
cast and multiple access properties. The network is a émec}andomness of the random vecty fso.,srza fixed cutQ. Now

graphG = (V, &), where each nodg¢ € V has some power usin
. N ok - g the general cut-set upper bound for a general network,
and therefore can transmit the symh®l(t) = {27 (t)|k = we can write by [5] and [2],

1,...,1}, i.e. each symbol hak bit levels. Note thatc = 1
is the most significant bit. In this scheme, symbol fading or R< max min I(Xq;Yoe, S| Xqc) (12)
fast fading is assumed, and all the fading states are known to P@1,-mvy) READ

the ultimate destination and to the respective receiveemagh In fact, for the particular fading model studied in this pape
transmission. This network is actually a particular case of(model in[\-B),

guasi-deterministic network which we define next.

A. Quasi-Deterministic Networks I(Xa;Yoc, 8|Xge) = I(Xa;Yoe|Xqc, 5)

A quasi-deterministic network is a general network in which = H(Yoc|Xqc,5)
the channel model with input, outputy and states is given = EsH(Yoc|Xqc, S =s) (13)
by p(z,y,s) = p(s) x p(z) x p(ylz,s) wherep(yl|z,s) is a = EsrankAsgo) (14)

deterministic function and is independent of. Fading state . )
S is a random variable which i&d for each timeslot in this Where [IB) is the cut-set upper bound for the general quasi-

work, i.e. fast fading is assumed. deterministic network and_(14) is its particular value faro
fading network model, wherds , is the transfer matrix for a
B. Network Model certain cutq.

The network model studied in this paper is the linear finite-
field deterministic model presented in [1], augmented withVI. ACHIEVABILITY IN QUASI-DETERMINISTIC UNICAST
fading as explained in Sectidd Il. This network is a partcul NETWORKS WITHRANDOM CODING
case of the quasi-deterministic network. Hefeis a directed
acyclic graph. Then, every nogehas a numbet of bit-levels,
and each bit-level receives the finite-field sumGi#(2). In
other terms, the signal received at a node j, similarly to t
signal in Sectiof1ll, is given by

The goal now is to show that, using random coding, we can
achieve rates arbitrarily close to the upper bound specified
for the network model ifi_V-B. Also, the bound given by
eoren{ 6.1l is achievable for quasi-deterministic netaork
Theorem 6.1: Given a quasi-deterministic unicast network
with the model specified in Sectignl V, the rate given by

ko k—(riv—m.) (£) R
yt)= > {= B[k €0,....m(t)} R< _ max min EsH(Yoe|Xoe,S)  (15)
reNT(J) [Ip(z;),j€V Q€D



is achievable, and is equivalent to the upper bound given ihere(Q;,Qs, ..., Qg4 1) is a sequence of cuts corresponding
[I2 for the fading network, i.e. for the fading network modetio transmission times of blocks 2,..., (B + L) andQp is
defined i V-B[ 1P anfi14 are equivalent. Heteis a cut, and the set of all sequences of cuts. To calculBig E; ), we will

Ap the set of all cuts. use the union bound for all sequences of cuts.

To prove this, we need to prove that the upper bound inNote in this case that the eveﬂ(;k is only dependent on the
Sectior[V=C is achievable. We will proceed along similae$in eventF/; " , since random coding is performed independently
to the proofs in [8] and [2] and use random coding argumerdgs each outgoing edge and for each block. We assume the final
to get the result. destination knows all the fading realizations in theB + L)

Let W = {1,2,...,2"B} whereR is the desired rateB timeslots. Using the worst-case cut sequence and the union
the number of blocks to send andthe block size. IfL is the bound over all possible sequences of cuts, and denotingy by
longest path in the network, the transmission will take @laghe total number of sequences of cuts (which is finite), we can
in (B + L)n timeslots, achieving a rate dt x 2+, which then write
approaches? as B gets large.

1 2 1
A. Encoding and Decoding lg Pr(Ey) < lgk+1g Pr(Fy,) +1g Pr(Fg,|Fg,)
i ; ++ lgPr(FTEIFSTETY)
As in [8], each node generate$B + L) codebooks, where S
each codeword ia! bits long,! being the number of levels at < lgk+1g(1) +1g Pr(FS%2 |F§1h)

each node and codewords are all generated with the distnibut +o+1g PT(FBJrL |FB+L71)
n . p . Qp+r!” Qpyr—1

[I} p(xz) where X is a Bernoulli{f/2) random vector of size gk — nH (Yoe | Xoe, S)

l. The final destination knows all codebooks and all the states =8 K of laf

S(B+L) of the network during transmission time. Denoting by —-—nH(Yog  [Xog ,5) (16)
x;(b) the transmitted signal of nodeduring the transmission B+L

of block b, z;(b) = f” (yi(b — 1)) wherey,(b — 1) is the =lgk—n Y H(Yoc|Xgc ,S) (17)
block received on’s incoming edge during transmission time i=2 '

_ (®) .
of block (b 1).’ and f; " is the rqndom functlor_1 chosen at Now using lemma.4 and the proof of lemm&.2 from [2],
each block period for every outgoing edge of nade .

we have that for any,

To decode the message, the destination node deterministi-
cally simulates all th@"*? messages, knowing all the fading  B+F
states and all the codebooks used during transmission ime. Z H(Yqc|Xqe ,S) =2 (B+L-— 2172 1) x
the output observed when simulating exactly ane= W is =2 .
identical to the actual signal, themwas transmitted, otherwise aehy H(Yoe|Xqe, 5)
an error is declared. Thus, an error occurs if the fadingepatt
is not typical or if two codewords produce the same output at
the destination node, which we shall detail next. lgPr(E,) < lgk—n(B+L-— oVI=2 1) x

Join H(Yge|Xqe, S)

lg Pr(E7) can now be upper bounded by

B. Probability of Error Calculation

An error occurs at the destination node if the fading i¥sing the union bound for the probability of error we get

not typical, the probability of which can be made smaII1 Pr(E) < nRB+1 k—n(B+L—2|V“2+1) «
when a large enough is chosen. Let us turn our attention - &

to the error event where two codewords produce the same 5{2}}}3 H(Yoc|Xqe, 5)
output, which is more involved. Suppose that codewords < lgk+nB(R— min H(Ygc|Xgc,S) — €)
- QeAp ’

transmitted. Defing?; to be the event that codewordsand

w; produce the same output after the simulation of the netwoslhere the last inequality is obtained fd® large enough.

by the destination node. Then the error event associatdd Wience, forR < min H(Ygc|Xqc, S), lg Pr(E) — —oo
QeAp

transmittingw 1s Pr(F) — 0 and the rate il 12 is achievable. In the particular
277.RB*1

E=U;_, E case of the fading networkH (Yoc|Xqe,S) evaluates to

rank As o), as mentioned in [1] and hence the result[in] (14).
Let V, and V,; denote the nodes on the source and the

destination side, respectively. As in [8], define, for a QUi VII. CONCLUSION
as the event that after tl&" block is simulated, the inputs to
all the nodes inY; are identical and at least two of the input%
of the nodes iny; are different. So, ifv andw,; produce the
same inputs at the destination node, one of the evEhthas
occurred. So we can writ&; as

In this paper, an equivalent quasi-deterministic modehef t
aussian channel was presented, along with the comparison
to the original Gaussian channel in the fading point-taapoi
MAC and semi-deterministic broadcast case. For the general
unicast network, it was proven that the min cut is achievéde

the quasi-deterministic network model using random cading
E = U (Fgll1 NF3 N---NESTL) Combining our result with the result of [3] shows that we can

Q
(Q1,9,....054+L)EQD o find the capacity of the corresponding Gaussian network to



within a constant bound independent of the channel paramete
similarly to [4].
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