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Abstract

A novel coding scheme applicable in networks with singleeant nodes is proposed. This scheme converts a
single antenna system to an equivalent Multiple Input NdétiOutput (MIMO) system with fractional dimensions.
Interference can be aligned along these dimensions anchighltiplexing gains can be achieved. Tools from
the field of Diophantine approximation in number theory asedito show that the proposed coding scheme in
fact mimics the traditional schemes used in MIMO systemsre/teach data stream is sent along a direction and
alignment happens when several streams arrive at the sagwtial. Two types of constellation are proposed for
the encoding part, namely the single layer constellatiath the multi-layer constellation.

Using the single layer constellation, the coding schem@sied to the two-useX channel and the three-user
Gaussian Interference Channel (GIC). In case of the two-Asehannel, it is proved that the total Degrees-of-
Freedom (DOF), i.e%, of the channel is achievable almost surely. This is the érstmple in which it is shown
that a time invariant single antenna system does not falitt sifcachieving its total DOF. For the three-user GIC,
it is shown that the DOF og is achievable almost surely.

Using the multi-layer constellation, the coding schemepigliad to the symmetric three-user GIC. Achievable
DOFs are derived for all channel gains. As a function of thenctel gain, it is observed that the DOF is everywhere
discontinuous. In particular, it is proved that for the fiwaal channel gains the achievable DOF meets the upper
bound%. For the rational gains, the achievable DOF has a gap to thiéable upper bounds. By allowing carry

over from multiple layers, however, it is shown that highédis can be achieved.

Index Terms

Interference channels, interference alignment, numbeorth fractional dimensions, Diophantine approxima-
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I. INTRODUCTION

NTERFERENCE MANAGEMENT plays a crucial role in future wiesls systems as the number
I of users sharing the same medium is rapidly growing. In faotjncrease in the number of users
results in an increase in the amount of interference in tlstesy. This interference may cause a severe
degradation in the system’s performance.

The study of interaction between two users sharing the sdraenel goes back to Shannon’s work on
the two-way channel in [1]. His work was followed by sevemdéearchers and the two-user interference
channel emerged as the fundamental problem regardingatien between users causing interference in
the networks.

The problem of characterizing the capacity region of the-twwer Gaussian Interference Channel (GIC)
is still open. In [2], a major step is taken and the region iarabterized within one bit. Followed by this
work, the sum capacity of the two-user GIC is derived in lograil to Noise Ratios (SNR), see [3]-[5].
Interestingly, it is proved that treating interference assa is optimal within the given range of SNRs.

In high SNR regimes, if the interference is ignored and &@ais noise then the throughput of the system
decreases dramatically. In particular, as the number ofeaatterfering users increases the interference
becomes more and more severe and the throughput dropsyragaiiever, this contradicts the actual
behavior of the system as recent results show that the thpuids constant regardless of the number of
active users in the system, c.f. [6].

Interference alignment is a solution for making the intexfeee less severe at receivers. In [7], Maddah-
Ali, Motahari, and Khandani pioneered the concept of ieice alignment and showed its capability
in achieving the full Degrees-Of-Freedom (DOF) of a classvaf-user X channels. Being simple and
powerful at the same time, interference alignment provitdhedspur for further research. Not only usable
for lowering the harmful effect of interference, but als@an be applied to provide security in networks
as proposed in [8].

Interference alignment in-dimensional Euclidean spaces for> 2 is studied by several researchers,
c.f. [6], [7], [9], [10]. This method can be applied, for expl®, by choosing a specific subspace for
interference, and forcing all interfering transmitters dend data such that it is received at the pre-
assigned subspace in the receiver. Using this method, Gadand Jafar showed that/&user Gaussian
interference channel with varying channel gains can aehievtotal DOF which isg.

Application of interference alignment is not confined to tmomore dimensional spaces. In fact, it

can be applied in one-dimensional spaces as well, c.f. [13]-In [12], after aligning interference using



lattice codes the aggregated signal is decoded and itst effesubtracted from the received signal. In
fact, [12] shows that the very-strong interference regibérthe K-user GIC is strictly larger than the
corresponding region when alignment is not applied. In théthod, to make the interference less severe,
transmitters use lattice codes to reduce the code-rateedhtbrference which guarantees decodability of
the interference at the receiver. In [13], Sridharan et fladwsed that the DOF of a class of 3-user GICs
with fixed channel gains can be greater than one. This rebstdtireed using layered lattice codes along
with successive decoding at the receiver.

The first examples of interference alignment in one-dinmamai spaces are reported in [14] and [15]
where the results from the filed of Diophantine approximatio number theory are used to show that
interference can be aligned using properties of rationdl ierational numbers and their relations. They
showed that the total DOF of some classes of time-invarigugfies antenna interference channels can be
achieved. In particular, Etkin and Ordentlich in [14] prepd an upper bound on the total DOF which
respects the properties of channel gains with respect taylyational or irrational. Using this upper bound,
surprisingly, they proved that the DOF is everywhere disicoious.

Built on [15] and [14], this paper broadens the applicatiofisnterference alignment. In fact, we
will show that it is possible to perform alignment in singlenénsional systems such as time-invariant
networks equipped with single antennas at all nodes. Ind@ett we summarize the main contributions
of this paper.

In Section Ill, we propose a novel coding scheme in which datsams are encoded using constellation
points from integers and transmitted in the directions odtional numbers. Two types of constellation
designs are considered, namely the single layer and tha-laysdt constellations. It is shown that the
coding provides sufficient tools to accomplish interfeesiatignment in one-dimensional spaces.

Throughout Section V, the single layer constellation isonporated in the coding scheme. First, the
performance of a decoder is analyzed using the Khintchiresiyv theorem in number theory. It is
shown that under some regularity conditions data streamscaay data with fractional multiplexing
gains. The two-usek channel is considered as the first example in which the siagkr constellation is
incorporated in the coding schem. It is proved that for thiarmel the total DOF o§ is attainable almost
surely. For theK-user GIC, achievable DOFs are characterized for some ofassannels. Finally, it is
proved that the DOF og is achievable for the three-user GIC almost surely.

Throughout Section V, the multi-layer constellation isarmorated in the coding scheme. The channel

under investigation is the symmetric three-user GIC. Ane@ble DOF is derived for all channel gains.



Viewed as a function of the channel gain, this achievable D¥D&verywhere discontinuous. It is shown
that the total DOF ofi2 is achievable for all irrational gains. For rational gaitiee achievable rate has a
gap to the available upper bounds. In Section VII, we coreltek paper.

Notation: R, Q, N represent the set of real, rational and nonnegative irgegespectively. For a real
numberz, |z| is the greatest integer less tharand [z ]| is the least integer greater thanFor a random
variable X, E[X] denotes the expectation valuer,n) represents the greatest common divisor of two
integersm andn. For two integersn andn, m|n means that is divisible bym. Similarly, m { n means

thatn is not divisible bym. [m n| denotes the set of integers betweerandn.

[I. MAIN CONTRIBUTIONS

In this paper, we are primarily interested in charactegzine total DOF of the two-usek channel
and theK-user GIC. LetC denote the capacity region of th€-user GIC (a similar argument can be
used for theX channel). The DOF region denoted By associated with the channel is in fact the shape
of C in high SNR regimes scaled bdyg SNR. All extreme points ofR can be identified by solving the

following optimization problem:

) AR
AT G WA 1 SNR @)
The total DOF refers to the case whexe= {1,1,...,1}, i.e., the sum-rate is concerned. Throughout

this paper,rsum denotes the total DOF of the system. In what follows we sunmeanain contributions

of this paper regarding the total DOF of tté channel and thé{-user GIC.

A. Bringing Another Dimension to Life: Rational Dimension

Proposed in [7], the first example of interference alignmsrdone in Euclidean spaces. Briefly, the
n-dimensional Euclidean space (> 2) available at a receiver is partitioned into two subspades.
subspace is dedicated to interference and all interferseysuare forced to respect this constraint. The
major technique is to reduce the dimension of this subspadbat the available dimension in the signal
subspace allows higher data rate for the intended usemmkgt using structural codes is also considered
by several researchers [11], [13]. Structural interfeeemlaggnment is used to make the interference caused
by users less severe by reducing the number of possible cods\vat receivers. Even though useable in
one-dimensional spaces, this technique does not allowgrirasion of different data streams as there is
only one dimension available for transmission.

In this paper, we show that there exist available dimensimasied rational dimensions) in one-

dimensional spaces which open new ways of transmittingrabdata streams from a transmitter and



interference alignment at receivers. A coding scheme thatigles sufficient tools to incorporate the

rational dimensions in transmission is proposed. This rpdicheme relies on the fact that irrational
numbers can play the role of directions in Euclidean spaces data can be sent by using rational
numbers. This fact is proved by using the results of Hurviizintchine, and Groshev obtained in the
field of Diophantine Approximation. In the encoding partpttypes of constellation are used to modulate
data streams. Type | or single layer constellation refethéocase where all integer points in an interval
are chosen as constellation points. Despite its simplitiig shown that the single layer constellation is
capable of achieving the total DOF of several channels. Type multi-layer constellation refers to the

case that a subset of integer points in an interval is chos@omstellation points. Being able of achieving

the total DOF of some channels, this constellation is moefulsvhen all channel gains are rational.

B. Breaking the Ice: Alignment in One dimension

Obtained results regarding the total DOF of networks areedbasn interference alignment in-
dimensional Euclidean spaces where> 2, c.f. [6], [7], [9], [16]-[18]. For example in [6], the totdDOF
of the K-user Gaussian interference channel is derived when eaonbkntitter and receiver is equipped
with a single antenna. In order to be able to align interfeegmowever, it is assumed that the channel is
varying. This in fact means that nodes are equipped withiplelantennas and channel coefficients are
diagonal matrices.

Recently, [14] and [15] independently reported that thalt®tOF of some classes of fully connected
GICs can be achieved. Although being time invariant, thdasses have measure zero with respect to
Lebesque measure. In this paper, we prove that the total DiCtfne invariant two-userX channel
which is§ can be attained almost surely. In other words, the set ofrefarthat this DOF can not be
achieved has measure zero. This is done by incorporatimanehtdimensions in transmission. In fact, two
independent data streams from each transmitter are serld atheéach receiver two interfering streams
are aligned. This achieves the multiplexing gain%oper data streams and the total §3for the system.
We also prove that the same DOF can be achieved for the tlsere@iC. However, for this case there

3. eand the achievable DOF.

is a gap between the available upper bound,s,

C. K-user GICs: Channel Gains May Help

In [14], it is shown that the total DOF of &-user GIC interference channel can be achieved almost
surely when all the cross links have rational gains whiledinect links have irrational gains. This result is

generalized by introducing the concept of rational dimemsi The rational dimension of a set of numbers



is defined as the dimension of numbers over the filed of ratinonmbers. For example, if all numbers
are rational then the dimension is one. We show that if thesctimks arriving at a receiver has rational
dimensionm or less and it is the case for all receivers then the total Doﬁq is achievable. In special

case wheren = 1, it collapses to the result of Etkin and Ordentlich.

D. Strange Behavior: Discontinuity of DOF

To highlight some important features of the three-user @G€,symmetric case in which the channel is
governed by a single channel gain is considered. Firstgtased that when the channel gain is irrational
then the total DOF of the channel can be achieved. This isirdddaby using multi-layer constellations
in encoding together with Hurwitz’s theorem in analysisefiéhis, however, a subtle difference between
this result and the one obtained for theuser GIC. Here, we prove that the result holds for all ioadil
numbers while in the<-user case we prove that it holds for almost all real numBdarfact, there may
be some irrational numbers not satisfying the requiremehtke K-user case.

When the channel gain is rational then more sophisticateli-tayer constellation design is required
to achieve higher performance. The reason is that interéer@and data are sharing the same dimension
and splitting them requires more structure in constelfetioNe propose a multi-layer constellation in
which besides satisfying the requirement of splitting rifeeence and data, points are packed efficiently
in the real line. This is accomplished by allowing carry ofrem different levels. Being much simpler
in design, avoiding carry over, however, results in lowerfPD®@/e show that the DOF is roughly related
to the maximum of numerator and denominator. But it is alwags thang.

Viewing the total DOF of the channel as a function of the clemain, we observe that this function
is everywhere discontinuous which mean its is discontisuaiwall points. This is a strange behavior as in
all previous results the DOF is a continuous function alneestrywhere. Although this is only achievable,

the result of Etkin an Ordentlich in [14] confirms that thisimsfact the case.

[1I. CODING SCHEME

In this section, a coding scheme for data transmission inaseshmedium is proposed. It is assumed
that the channel is real, additive, and time invariant. Thigliive White Gaussian Noise (AWGN) with
variances? is added to the received signals at all receivers. Moredvansmitters are subject to the
power constraint”. The Signal to Noise Ratio (SNR) is defined as SNFU@2

The proposed coding is rather general and can be applied/évade&ommunication systems as it will

be explored in detail in the following sections. In what éols, the encoding and decoding parts of the



scheme are explained. The important features unique toctienge are also investigated.

A. Encoding

A transmitter limits its input symbols to a finite set whichdalled the transmit constellation. Even
though it has access to the continuum of real numbers, ¢tistrito a finite set has the benefit of easy
and feasible interference management. Having a set of faoitets as input symbols, however, does not
rule out transmission of multiple data streams from a sitiglesmitter. In fact, there are situations where
a transmitter wishes to send data to several receivers @sithe X channel) or having multiple data
streams intended for a single receiver increases the thpuigpf the system (such as the interference
channel). In what follows, it is shown how a finite set of peicin accommodate different data streams.

Let us first explain the encoding of a single data stream. Témestnitter selects a constellatiofy to
send the data streamThe constellation points are chosen from integer poirgs{; C Z. It is assumed
that/; is a bounded set. Hence, there is a cons@@nsuch that; C [—Q;, Q;]. The cardinality ofi/;
which limits the rate of data streainis denoted by|l/;|.

Two choices for the constellatidd; are considered. The first one, referred to as Type | or sirayler|
constellation, corresponds to the case where all integaveden—(Q); and(); are selected. This is a simple
choice yet capable of achieving the total DOF of several ohkmn

In the second one, referred to as Type Il or multi-layer oglfegion, constellation points are represented

to a basdlV € IN. In other words, a point in the constellation can be written a
L-1
ui(b) =Y bW, 2)
k=0

whereb, € {0,1,...,a — 1} andl € {1,2,...,L — 1}. b = (by,...,br_1) is in fact another way of
expressingu; in W-array representation. is the upper limit on the digits and clearty < W. In fact,
if « = W then Type Il constellation renders itself as Type | conatalh which is not of interest. Each
constellation point can be expressed bydigits and each digit carries independent message. Each of
these digits is referred to as a layer of data. In other worgipe Il constellation carried layers of
information.

Having formed the constellation, the transmitter consgracrandom codebook for data streamwith
rate R;. This can be accomplished by choosing a probability distidm on the input alphabets. The
uniform distribution is the first candidate and it is selécter the sake of brevity.

tight in general, using this bound does not decrease thempeahce of the system as long as the DOF

is concerned.



In general, the transmitter wishes to sehdlata streams to one or several receivers. It first constructs
L data streams using the above procedure. Then, it combieas Wking a linear combination of all data

streams. The transmit signal can be represented by
u = T1u1 + T2U2 + ...+ TLUL, (3)

whereu,; € U, carries information for data streain 7; is a constant real number that functions as a
separator splitting data streamfrom the transmit signal. In fact, one can make an analogyvéat
single and multiple antenna systems by regarding that tha staeam: is in fact transmitted in the
directionT;.

T;'s are rationally independent, i.e., the equatign; + 7>z, +. ..+ Tz, = 0 has no rational solutions.
This independence is due to the fact that a unique map frorstelbation points to the message sets is
required. By relying on this independence, any real numbleelonging to the set of constellation points
is uniquely decomposable as = Zle T;u;. Observe that if there is another possible decomposition
u= Y"1 Tw) then it forcesT}’s to be dependent.

To adjust the power, the transmitter multiplies the signalabconstant4, i.e., the transmit signal is

T = Au.

B. Received Signal and Interference Alignment

A receiver in the system may observe a signal which is a limeanbination of several data streams

and AWGN. The received signal in its general form can be mepreed as

Y = gouo + Grua + ... + guun +2, 4)

I
wherewu; is the received signal corresponding to the data streamd = is the AWGN with covariance

a%. g; is a constant which encapsulates several multiplicaticéofa from a transmitter to the receiver.
Without loss of generality, it is assumed that the receivishes to decode the first data streagrwhich
is encoded with raté?,. The rest of data streams is the interference for the intkuidd¢a stream and is
denoted byl.

The proposed encoding scheme is not optimal in general. iAawé provides sufficient tools to
accomplish interference alignment in the network whichurmtmaximizes the throughput of the system.
In n-dimensional Euclidean spaces ¥ 2), two interfering signals are aligned when they receivehia t

same direction at the receiver. In generalsignals are aligned at a receiver if they span a subspace with



dimension less tham. We claim that, surprisingly, similar arguments can be igopin one-dimensional
spaces. The definition of aligned data streams is needed first

Definition 1 (Aligned Data Streams)fwo data streams; andu; are said to be aligned at a receiver
if the receiver observes a rational combination of them.

As it will be shown in the following sections, if two streamaligned then their effect at the receiver
is similar to a single data stream at high SNR regimes. Thikiesto the fact that rational numbers form
a filed and therefore the sum of constellations is again atebatson fromQ with enlarged cardinality.

To increaseR,, it is desirable to align data streams in the interferena¢ g@iathe signal, i.e. The
interference alignment in its simplest form happens whemrsé data streams arrive at the receiver with
similar coefficients, e.gl = gu; + gus + ... + guy,. In this case, the data streams can be bundled to a
single stream with the same coefficient. It is possible temdttthis simple case of interference alignment
to more general cases. First, the following definition isdsee

Definition 2 (Rational Dimension)The rational dimension of a set of real numbégks, hs, ..., hy}is
m if there exists a set of real numb€t,, H,, . .., H,,} such that each; can be represented as a rational
combination ofH;’s, i.e., h; = a;1 Hy + o Ho + . .. + iy H,, Whereay, € Q for all k£ € {1,2,...,m}.

In particular,{h1, hs, ..., hy} are rationally independent if the rational dimensionis i.e., none of the
numbers can be represented as the rational combinatiorhef nmbers.

Remark 1:In the above definition, one can replace the set of rationalbars with integers as multi-
plication of irrational numbers with integers results imatronal numbers. Therefore, the two alternative
definitions are used in this paper.

In fact, the rational dimension is the effective dimensi@ers at the receiver. To see this, suppose
that the coefficients in the interference part of the sighat g u; + gous + ... + gyuy, has rational
dimensionm with bases{Gy,...,G,,}. Therefore, eachy; for i € {1,2,..., M} can be written as
i = a;1G1 + apGy + ...+ oG, Whereay, is an integer. Plugging into the equation, it is easy to see
that I can be represented ds= G, + Go>1s + ... + G,,1,, where I, is a linear combination of data
streams with integer coefficient. In fact, if the coefficefiave dimensiom: then the interference part
of the signal occupies: rational dimensions and one dimension is available for theas. On the other
hand, since the dimension is one, it can be concluded thaipiexing gain of the intended data stream
is —L_. In one extreme case the rational dimension is one and afficieats are an integer multiple of

m+1-°
a real number aneh = 1.



10

C. Decoding

After rearranging the interference part of the signal, theeived signal can be represented as
y:G0u0+G1]1+...+GmIm+z, (5)

whereG, = g, to unify the notation. In what follows, the decoding schersedito decode; from y is
explained. It is worth noting that if the receiver is intaegsin more than one data stream then it performs
the same decoding procedure for each data stream.

At the receiver, the received signal is first passed throulgard decoder. The hard decoder looks at the
received constellatioty, = Goldy + G1Z; + . . . + G,,Z,,, and maps the received signal to the nearest point
in the constellation. This changes the continuous charmal discrete one in which the input symbols
are from the transmit constellatidgs, and the output symbols are from received constellation.

Remark 2:Z; is the constellation due to single or multiple data streg®nsce it is assumed that in the
latter case it is a linear combination of multiple data streavith integer coefficients, it can be concluded
thatZ; C Z for j € {1,2,...,m}.

To bound the performance of the decoder, it is assumed thaetieived constellation has the property
that there is a many-to-one map frafh to U,. This in fact implies that if there is no additive noise
in the channel then the receiver can decode the data stretme&io error probability. This property is
called propertyl'. It is assumed that this property holds for all received taltadions. To satisfy this
requirement at all receivers, usually a careful transmitstellation design is needed at all transmitters.

Let dmin denote the minimum distance in the received constellatitaving Propertyl’, the receiver
passes the output of the hard decoder through the manyetorap fromis,. to U,. The output is called
1. Now, a joint-typical decoder can be used to decode the disars from a block ofiys. To calculate
the achievable rate of this scheme, the error probabilityrarismitting a symbol frond{, and receiving

another symbol, i.eP, = Pr{U, # U,} is bounded as:

. 2
() <o (-). ©)

Now, P, can be used to lower bound the rate achievable for the dat@nsiin [14], Etkin and Ordentlich

used Fano’s inequality to obtain a lower bound on the achievate which is tight in high SNR regimes.
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Following similar steps, one can obtain

Ro= H(U,, Uy)
= H(Uy) — H(Up|Up)
> H(Up) — 1 — P, log [Uo|

b
> log |Up| — 1 — P.log [Uy| (7)

where (a) follows from Fano’s inequality and (b) followstmdhe fact that/; has the uniform distribution.
To have multiplexing gain of at least), |U;| needs to scale a§ NR™. Moreover, if P, scales as
exp (SNR~¢) for ane > 0 then it can be shown thqtogiiﬁs—oNR approaches, at high SNR regimes.
Remark 3: After interference alignment the interference term hasomgér the uniform distribution.
However, the lower bound on the achievable rate givehlingif)dependent of the probability distributions
of the interference terms. It is possible to obtain betteffgpmance provided the distribution of the

interference is exploited.

IV. SINGLE LAYER CONSTELLATION

In this section, the single layer constellation is used tolutate all data streams at all transmitters. Even
though it is the simplest form of constellation, it is pow#rénough to provide interference alignment
which in turn increases the throughput of the system. Bedlerészing import results regarding DOF of the
X and interference channels using this constellation, thitopeance of a typical decoder is analyzed.

The attempt is to make the analysis universal and applidabb®th channels.

A. Peformance Analysis: The Khintchine-Groshev Theorem

The decoding scheme proposed in the previous section is taséécode the data streamy from
the received signal ir{5). To satisfy Propetfty it is assumed tha{G,, G4, ...,G,,} are independent
over rational numbers. Due to this independence, any pairtheé received constellation has a unique
representation in the basé&y, Gy, ..., G,,} and therefore Property holds in this case.

Remark 4:In a random environment, it is easy to show that the se{@§,G,,...,G,,} being
dependent has measure zero (with respect to Lebesgue meadance, in this section it is assumed
that Propertyl” holds unless otherwise stated.

To use the lower bound on the data rate given[in (7), one needsaltulate the minimum distance

between points in the received constellation. Let us assemeh stream in_{5) is bounded (as it is the
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case since transmit constellations are bounded by the @s$isumn In particularlly, = [—Qo, Q] and

7T, = [-Q;, Q] for all j € {1,2,...,m}. Since points in the received constellation are irregdiading
dmin 1S NOt easy in general. Thanks to the theorems of Khintchime Groshev, however, it is possible
to lower bound the minimum distance. As it will be shown latgsing this lower bound at high SNR
regimes is asymptotically optimum. We digress here andagxgome background needed for stating the
theorem of Khintchine and Groshev.

The field of Diophantine approximation in number theory dealth approximation of real numbers
with rational numbers. The reader is referred to [19], [2068 dhe references therein. The Khintchine
theorem is one of the cornerstones in this field. It gives tema for a given function) : N — R,
and real numbery such that|p + ag| < 1(|q|) has either infinitely many solutions or at most finitely
many solutions forp, ¢q) € Z%. Let A(¢)) denote the set of real numbers such that aq| < ¥ (|q|) has
infinitely many solutions in integers. The theorem has twdpda he first part is the convergent part and

states that if(|¢|) is convergent, i.e.,

i¢(Q) < 00

q=1
then A(¢)) has measure zero with respect to Lebesque measure. Thisgrame rephrased in more
convenient way as follows. For almost all real numbérs; aq| > (|g|) holds for all(p, q) € Z* except
for finitely many of them. Since the number of integers violgtthe inequality is finite, one can find a

constantx such that
lp+ aq| > k¥(lq])
holds for all integerg and ¢ almost surely. The divergent part of the theorem states tat) has the

full measure, i.e. the sék — A(y)) has measure zero, providgdis decreasing and(|q|) is divergent,

ie., .
> () = o

There is an extension to Khintchine’s theorem which regaingsapproximation of linear forms. Let
a = (ag,qs,...,a,)andq = (¢, ¢, - - -, gn) denote arm-tuple inR™ andZ™, respectively. Let4,, ()

denote the set of-tuple real numberge such that

Ip+ a1q1 + @aga + . . + G| < V(]d]o0) (8)

has infinitely many solutions fgy € Z andq € Z™. |q| is the supreme norm af defined asmax; |¢;|.

The following theorem gives the Lebesque measure of thelsgi)).
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Theorem 1 (Khintchine-Groshevhet ¢ : N — R*. Then the set4,,(¢)) has measure zero provided

[e.e]

> " M(g) < oo, ©)
q=1
and has the full measure if

iqm‘lw(q) =00 andy is monotonic (10)

q=1
In this paper, the convergent part of the theorem is conderd@reover, given an arbitrary > 0 the

function ¢ (q) = qm% satisfies[(P). In fact, the convergent part of the theorend uisehis paper can be
stated as follows. For almost al-tuple real numbers there exists a constarsiuch that

K

Ip+ a1q1 + aoga + .+ WG| > (11)

(max; [g;])™*
holds for allp € Z andq € Z™.

The Khintchine-Groshev theorem can be used to bound themmamidistance of points in the received
constellation. In fact, a point in the received constedlathas a linear form, i.ey, = Goug + G111 +
...+ G,.I,,. Dividing by G, and using[(1l1), one can conclude that

kG

dmin > (12)

The probability of error in hard decoding, séé (6), can benbed as
2
P, < exp (— (1Go) ) . (13)

.....

Let us assumé); for i € {0,1,...,m} is L%-ij where~; is a constant. Moreovet, is the
constant appeared in_(11). We also assume that= VP%. As it will be shown later, these
assumptions are realistic and can be applied to the codingnmses proposed in this paper. It is worth
mentioning that in this paper it is assumed that each dagarstrcarries the same rate in the asymptotic
case of high SNR, i.e., they have the same multiplexing gdawever, in more general cases one may

consider different multiplexing gains for different dataeams. Substituting in_(13) yields
P. < exp (—=dP°), 14

whered is a constant and a function of x, o, and;’s. The lower bound obtained ihl(7) for the achievable

rate becomes

Ro> (1— P.)log [Uy] — 1

2 (1 — exp (—dP)) log(2 L%PQ(’;E“)J) —1
- (1—¢€)(1—-exp(—dP9))
2(m+1+¢)

(log(P)+1v) —1 (15)
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Fig. 1. The two-userX channel: Transmitter 1 sends data stredfsand V; to Receiver 1 and 2, respectively. Similarly, Transmitter 2

sends data streani$, and V> to Receiver 1 and 2, respectively.

where (a) follows from the fact that/,| = 2Q, and ¢ is a constant. The multiplexing gain of the data

streamuy can be computed using (15) as follows

. Ry
ro= lim

P=c0 0.5 log(P)
1—e€
> milte (16)
Sincee can be made arbitrarily small, we can conclude théttm%rl is indeed achievable. In the following
theorem, this result and its required conditions are sunaedr
Theorem 2:A receiver can reliably decode the data streagrwith multiplexing gainm+rl from the
received signal) = Goug + G111 + ... + G,.1,, + z if the following regularity conditions are satisfied:
1) Gy = wPﬂ%ﬁe) where~ is a consant.
2) ug € [—Qo, Qo] WhereQ, = L%ij and~, is a constant. Moreover, the uniform distribution
is used to construct the random codebook.
3) Forie{1,2,...,m}, I, € [-Q;, Q;] where@, = L%ij and~; is a constant.
4) G;sforie{0,1,...,,} are independent over rational numbers.
5) {&, &, .., %} is amongm-tuples that satisfy[(11).

Moreover, the last two conditions hold almost surely.

B. Two-userX channel: DOF= § is Achievable Almost Surely

The proposed coding scheme using the single layer cortgtells applied to the two-useX channel
as the first example. The two-usé&r channel is introduced in [7] where the first explicit integhece
alignment is used to achieve the total DOF of a class of MIMQhannels. In this channel, see Figure
[, there are two transmitters and two receivers. Transmittevishes to send data streartis and V;

to Receivers 1 and 2, respectively. Similarly, Transmiftewishes to send data strearfig and V5 to
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Receivers 1 and 2, respectively. The input-output relatibthe channel can be stated as

y1=h1171 + hiozo + 21,

Yo= ho121 + hooxo + 29,

where z; and z, are AWGN with variances?. z; and z, are input symbols of Transmitter 1 and 2,
respectively. Input signals are subject to the power caimdtP. h;; is the channel gain from Transmitter
j to Receiveri. Moreover, channel gains are assumed to be constant overinand y, are received
signals at Receiver 1 and 2, respectively.

In [9], an upper bound on the DOF of the channel is obtaineds Whper bound for the single antenna
case is%. We will show that this upper bound is in fact achievable. dtle data stream occupi%sof
DOF then the total DOF becomés Therefore, it is assumed that all data streams,l;e.U,, V; and
V5, use the same constellation with integer points from irefvQ, Q] with @ = mPﬁj where
~v and e are two arbitrary constants. Transmitter 1 (respectivglgr&codes the data streartis and V;
(respectivelyU, and %) utilizing the encoding scheme proposed in the previous@ecThe following

linear combinations are used to send the data streams thtbegchannel.

r1 = G(h22U1 + hlgvl), (17)

To = G(h21U2 + hllvg), (18)

whereG is the normalizing factor. To find7, one needs to calculate the transmit power of User 1 and 2.
It is easy to show that there exists a constgnsuch thatG = prﬁgff; normalizes the transmit power
to be less tharP at both receivers.
After rearranging, the received signal can be written as
y1= Ghirhaouy + Ghighayug + Ghighia(vy + v2) + 21,
I
Yo—= thlhgg(ul + Uz) -+ Gh12h21U1 -+ Ghllhgg’l}z + 29.
I
2

Now, it becomes clear why the linear combinationdin (17) @@ are used to combine the data streams
at the transmitters. In fact, the data streavsand V; not intended for Receiver 1 arrive with the same
coefficients at Receiver 1. In other words, they are aligrtetthe receiver and hence their effect can be
regarded as a single data stream. Letlenote the sum, + v,. Clearly, I; is an integer and belongs to
[—2@ 2Q)]. Receiver 1 wishes to decodg andU,. As proposed in the previous section, each data stream

is decode separately at the receiver. Therefore, decoditigeodata streantd/; is first considered. It is
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Fig. 2. TheK-user GIC. Uses for i € {1,2,..., K} wishes to communicate with its corresponding receiver avhékeiving interference

from other users.

easy to see that all regularity conditions given in Theoréare2satisfied withn = 2. Hence, Receiver 1
can reliably decodé/; which has the multiplexing gain cé‘ Similarly, Receiver 2 can decod& which
has the multiplexing gain o§ A similar phenomenon happens in the second receiver. Tdrerave have
proved the following theorem.

Theorem 3:The DOF of the two-useX channel is% almost surely.

C. K-user Gaussian Interference Channel: Special Cases

The K-user GIC models a network in whicR' transmitter-receiver pairs (users) sharing a common
bandwidth wish to have reliable communication at maximuta.r&éhe channel’s input-output relation can

be stated as, see Figure 2,

y1= huxy + hiowa + ... + hagrx + 21,

Yo= ho1T1 + hooway + ... + hagTx + 29,

b= : : (19)
Y= hg121 + hgoro + ... + hx i + 2k,

wherez; andy; are input and output symbols of Usefor i € {1,2,..., K}, respectivelyz; is AWGN
with variances? for i € {1,2,..., K}. Transmitters are subject to the power constraint

An upper bound on the DOF of this channel is obtained in [6] Tipper bound states that the total
DOF of the channel is less tha@ which means each user can at most use one half of its maximum
DOF. This upper bound can be achieved by using single layestetiation in special case where all cross

gains are rational numbers [14]. This is due to the fact thase coefficients lie on a single rational



17

dimensional space and therefore the effect of the interéerecaused by several transmitters behaves as
that of interference caused by a single transmitter. Usisingle data stream, one can deduce that the
multiplexing gain of% is achievable for each user.

Restriction to transmission of single data streams is noir@b in general. As an example showing
this fact, in the next subsection, it is proved that by hawimgjtiple data streams one can obtain higher
DOF. However, using single data streams has the advantagienpfe analysis. We are interested in the
DOF of the system when each user employs a single data stidanfollowing theorem states the result.
This in fact generalizes the result obtained in [14].

Theorem 4:The DOF omeJrl is achievable for the-user Gaussian interference channel using the
single data stream transmission scheme provided the sebsé gains at each receiver has the rational
dimension of at mostn.

Proof: To communicate with its corresponding receiver, each tratbar transmits one data stream
modulated with single layer constellation. It is assumexd #ll users use the same constellation, i~
[—Q Q] fori e {1,2,..., K'}. We claim that under the conditions assumed in the theoreim teansmitter
can achieve the multiplexing gain % To accommodate this data ratg,is set to LPmJ. The
transmit signal from Transmittéris z; = Gu; for i € {1,2,..., k} whereG is the normalizing factor and
equalst%%fie) and~ is a constant. Due to the symmetry obtained by proposed gatiheme, it is
sufficient to analyze the performance of the first user. Theived signal at Receiver 1 can be represented

as

Y = G(h11u1 + thUQ 4+ ...+ thUK) + 21 (20)

Let us assume the rational dimension(éf,, k13, ..., hix) IS less thanm. Hence, there exists a set of

real numberggi, ¢, . . ., gm) Such that eaclh,; can be represented as
hy; = i 91, (21)
=1
wherea;; € Z for j € {2,..., K} andl € {1,2,...,m}. Substituting in[(20) and rearranging yields
y1 = Glhnw + g1l + o+ gndm) + 21 (22)
wherel, € Z for [ € {1,2,...,m} and .
I = Z Q. (23)
j=2

It is easy to prove that there is a constaptsuch that/, € [-Q, @] for | € {1,2,...,m} where

Q= mP%ml?ﬁ@J. Receiver 1 decodes its corresponding data stream froniveecsignal in [(2R) using
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the decoding scheme proposed in the previous section. Bytosare correspondence with regularity
conditions in Theorerhl2, one can deduce that Receiver onelésta decode the data stream and in
fact the multiplexing gain ofﬁ is achievable almost surely. Due to the symmetry, we canladadhat

the DOF omeJrl is achievable for the system. This completes the proof. O

D. Three-user Gaussian Interference Channel: D@% is Achievable Almost Surely
In this subsection, we consider the three-user GIC. Finstfdllowing model is defined as the standard
model for the channel.

Definition 3: The three user interference channel is called standarccdritbe represented as

Y1= Gll’l + ) + ZT3 + 21
Yo= Ggl’g + T + ZT3 + z9 (24)

Y3= Ggl’g + T + Gol’g + z3.

wherez; for Useri is subject to the power constraift z; at Receiveri is AWGN with varianceo?.
In the following lemma, it is proved that in fact characterg the DOF of the standard channel causes
no harm on the generalization of the problem.
Lemma 1:For every three-user GIC there exists a standard channkltlét same DOF.
Proof: The channel model is the special case of thafiefiser GIC in [[1B) wherd({ = 3, i.e., the

input-output relation can be written as

y1= h1171 + hiows + hizzs + 21
Yo= ho171 + hooa + hozs + 22 (25)
y3= h3171 + h3ows + h3zxs + 23.
Clearly, linear operations at transmitters and receiversiak affect the capacity region of the channel.
Hence, we adopt the following linear operations:

1) Transmitter 1 sends; = %9}1 to the channel and Receiver 1 divides the received signal by
h12h13-
2) Transmitter 2 sends, = hi375 to the channel and Receiver 2 divides the received signah ;.

3) Transmitter 3 sends; = h1,23 to the channel and Receiver 3 divides the received signg:l—lgy—

12nd3h31 ”



19

If g; for i € {1,2,3} denotes the output of Receivemafter above operations then it is easy to see that

from input Z; to outputy; the channel behaves ds(24), i.e., it can be written as
1= G121 + T2 + T3+ 4
Uo= GoZo + T1 + T3 + 25 (26)
Uys= G323 + T1 + GoZs + Z3,
where Z; is the Gaussian noise at Receiviefor i € {1,2,3} with variances? = ;0% where d; is
constant depending on the channel coefficients. Simil&rly,input power constraint of Transmittefor

i € {1,2,3} becomesP, = ;P where~; is constant depending on the channel coefficients. Moreover

the channel coefficients can be written as

Gy = Msharhs
ot
G1= Zuzmhlg’
221613
G2 = oy
33101271621
s = ool

Since the above operations change the input powers as wiieasoise variances, the completion of
the theorem requires additional steps to make the powettreamis as well as noise variances all equal.
Notice that increasing (resp. decreasing) the power ancedsing (resp. increasing) the noise variance
enlarges (resp. shrinks) the capacity region of the chafierefore, two channels are defined as follows.
In the first channel with the same input-output relation a6 the power constraints at all transmitters
and the noise variances at all receivers are setia{P;, P», P3} and min{o?, 03,025}, respectively.
Similarly, in the second channel the power constraints ansenvariances are set toax{ P, P», P;} and
min{o?, 03,03}, respectively. The capacity region of the channel is sacled between that of these
two channels. Moreover, at high power regimes the SNRs dfethiero channel differ by a constant
multiplicative factor. Hence, they share the same DOF athikeeiof them can be used as the desired
channel. This completes the proof. ]

Having the standard model, a special case that the total D@fea@hannel can be achieved is identified
in the following theorem.

Theorem 5:If the channel gairGy in (24) is rational then the DOF 03‘ is achievable almost surely.

Proof: If Gy is rational, then the set of cross gains at each receives t@@ne rational dimension.

Applying Theoremi ¥4 withm = 1 gives the desired result. O
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In general, the event of having ration@}, has probability zero. The following theorem concerns the
general case.
Theorem 6:The DOF of% is achievable for the three-user GIC almost surely.

Proof: The encoding used to prove this theorem is asymmetrical Usscodes two data streams
while User 2 and 3 encode only one data stream. In fact, therrd constellation of Users 1,2, and 3 are
U, + Gold;, Uy, andUs, respectively. It is assumed that, U, U, Us are single layer constellation with
points in[—Q Q]. We claim that each data stream can carry data with muliipgegain of 1, and since
there are four data streams, the DOF;d$ achievable. To accommodate such 1@te- mPﬁJ where
~ ande are two arbitrary constants. The input signals from Trattens 1, 2, and 3 are; = A(u; +Gou)),
r9 = Aug, andxs = Aus, respectively.A is the normalizing factor which controls the output power of
all transmitters. It can be readily shown that there existemstanty’ such thatA = V’P%.

The decoding at Receivers are performed differently. Tloeived signal at Receiver 1 can be repre-
sented as

= A(Gruy + GiGouy + Ih) + 21, (27)

where [} = uy + ug3 is the interference caused by Users 2 and 3. Clehrly [—2Q 2@)]. Receiver 1 is
interested in both:; and«) and performs the proposed decoding scheme for each of thparasely.
By applying Theoreni |2, one can deduce that each of data Srearand v} can accommodaté of

multiplexing gain.

The received signal at Receiver 2 can be represented as
Yo = A(Gaus + I + Gouy) + 2, (28)

where I, = u; + ug is the aligned part of the interference caused by Users 2 a3, € [—20Q 2Q).
Receiver 2 is interested i, while I, andw) are interference. An application of Theoréin 2 shows that
the multiplexing gain of% is achievable for data stream.

Finally, the received signal at Receiver 3 can be repredesde
ys = A(Gsus + u1 + Gols) + 2, (29)

where I3 = u + uy is the aligned part of the interference caused by Users 2 aamtl3; € [—20Q 2Q).
Receiver 3 is interested im; while I3 andu, are interference. Again by using Theorem 2, one can deduce

that the multiplexing gain o% is achievable for data stream. This completes the proof. O
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V. MULTI-LAYER CONSTELLATION

In this section, multi-layer constellations are incorgedain the encoding scheme. Here, the focus

would be on the symmetric three-user GIC. This channel isateadby:

y1=21 + h(za +23) + 21
Yo= T2 + h(zs + 1) + 22 (30)

ys= x5+ h(z1 + 22) + 23

wherez; andy; are the transmit and the received signals of Useespectively. The additive noisg
for i € {1,2,3} is Gaussian distributed with zero mean and variamteUsers are subject to the power
constraintsP.

This channel is among channels satisfying conditions ofofém[%. Hence, one can deduce that the
total DOF of% is achievable for this channel almost surely. The reasorcémsidering the symmetric
case is to reveal some aspects of multi-layer constellationthis section, we obtain an achievable DOF
for all channel gains. For example, it will be shown the mlasier constellation is capable of achieving
the total DOF of% for all irrational gains.

As pointed out in Sectiop lll, in multi-layer constellat®rconstellation points are selected from points
represented in the ba$E € N. Since the channel is symmetric, all transmitters use theesaonstellation

U in which a point can be represented as

L-1
u(b) =Y bW, (31)
k=0

whereb, € {0,1,...,a—1} forall i € {0,2,...,L—1}. b represents the vect@by, by, ...,b;_1). a is the
factor which controls the number of constellation pointe ¥¢sume: < W. Therefore, all constellation
points in [31) are distinct and the size of the constellaio/| = a*. Hence, the maximum rate possible
for this data stream is bounded liylog a.

A random codebook is generated by randomly choosing poanta £ using the uniform distribution.
This can be accomplished by imposing a uniform distributoreachh,. The signal transmitted by User
1,2, and 3 are respectively = Au(b), 2o = Au(b’), andzz = Au(b”). A is the normalizing factor and
controls the output power.

Remark 5: The multi-layer constellation used in this paper has DC aomept. In fact, this component
needs to be removed at all transmitters. However, it onlylidages the achievable rate and has no effect

as far as the DOF is concerned.
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To obtainA, one needs to compute the input power. Sihcandb; are independent fdr# j, we have

the following chain of inequalities

L—1
E[X A2W2(L 1) ZE b2 W= 21
=

< 22D (a — 1)é2a —1) i W2

2
1
< pgppe-n o 2
= 3 T—w
A2a2W2L
- W2-1

Hence, ifA = 7%2:1)}) then £ [X?] < P which is the desired power constraint.
Due to the symmetry of the system, it suffices to analyze tts¢ fiser's performance. The received

constellation signal at Receiver 1 can be written as
L—-1
Y1 :AZ <bl—|—hIl>Wl—|—Zl, (32)
=0
wherel;, = b + 1} is the interference caused by Transmitters 1 and 2. Cleheyinterference is aligned

and/; € {0,1,...,2(a — 1)}. A point in the received constellatidd. can be represented as

L-1
u(b,1) = A (b hI )W, (33)
=0
wherel represents the vectadry, I1,...,I;_1). As pointed out before the received constellation needs to

satisfy Propertyl’. Here, Propertyl” translates into the following relation:
I': u.(b,I)#u.(b,I)iff (b,I)+# (b,I),

which means that the receiver is able to extract BottandI; from the received constellation.

Using (7) to bound the achievable rate, the total DOF of thenokl can be written as

lim 3i,
1 —
P—o 0.5log P
> fim 3 (log || —1— P.log |U])
P—oo 0.5log P
. 3L(1—P.)loga
= lim
P00 0.5log P
where P, depends on the minimum distance in the received consteildti;, as of [6). In fact, to obtain

T'sum—

(34)

the maximum rate we need to select the design parametéis, and L. Selection of these parameters
needs to provide 1) Properly in the received constellation, 2) exponential decreask.ias P goes to
infinity, 3) maximum achievable DOF of the system. In thedwaling, we investigate the relation between

these factors for rational and irrational channel gainsassply.
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A. Rational Channel Gains

In this subsection, we prove the following theorem whichvmtes an achievable DOF for the symmetric
three-user GIC with rational gains.
Theorem 7:The following DOF is achievable for the symmetric threerusS&C where the channel gain

is rational, i.e.h = &:
m

4

3log(n) ;
m if 2n > m,
— 3log(s+1) ; _
Tsum log((s-flw |f 2n<mandm—25+1,
102(1552@@ if 2n <m andm = 2s.

Sinceh is rational, it can be represented /as- - where(m,n) = 1. In this case, Equatiof (B3) can

be written as
L—-1

wn(b,I) = % S (mbl + nIl> Wi, (35)
=0

The theorem is proved by partitioning the set of rational hars in three subsets and analyzing the
performance of the system in each of them. Let us first asshatePropertyl’ holds for giveni¥ and
a. To obtain the total DOF of the system, one needs to derivertimmum distance in the received

constellation. It is also easy to show th&t, = %. Using [6), the bound on the error probability is

(W2 - 1)P )

Fe< exp <_8(ama)2W2L

Let L be set as
log (P%57¢)

= LWJ’ (36)

wheree > 0 is an arbitrary constant. Clearly, with this choice & P, < exp (—yP?*) where~ is a

constant. This results i, — 0 as SNR— oo. By using [(34), the DOF of the system can be derived as

. 3L(1— P.)loga
Tsum= lim
MM poee 0.5log P
3L log(a)
= lim ————=
P—oo 0.5log P
log(PO'E’*E)

= lim
P—oo 0.5log P
log a

= 1 — 2e¢). 37
og 17 1+~ 2¢) 37)

Sincee can be chosen arbitrarily small, the DOF of the system can tit¢ew as

3loga

T'sum = l()giw (38)
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TABLE |

RELATION BETWEENa AND W TO SATISFY PROPERTYT'.

h=n/m a w

Case | 2n >m n n(2n —1)

Casell | 2n<mandm=2s+1|s+1| (s+1)(2s+1)

Case 11 2n < m andm = 2s s 252 —n

From (38), one can deduce that in order to maximize the tof# Bf the system one needs to maximize
a and minimizel? while respecting Property. In fact, if it is possible to havél = a? then the upper
bound ofg can be touched. However, it is not possible in this case. Dogeatheorem states thdt and
a can have the relation given in Talble I. Even though the @tais quadratic for all cases, the achievable
DOF is always below the upper bound.

To complete the proof of Theorelm 7, it is sufficient to provattRropertyl” holds for the cases given
in Table[].

Lemma 2:Propertyl” holds for all cases shown in Takle I.

Proof: This lemma is proved by induction oh. To show that the lemma holds fdr = 0, it is

sufficient to prove that the equation
m(by — bo) + n(ly — Iy) =0 (39)

has no nontrivial solution wheby, b, € {0,1,...,a — 1}, and Iy, I, € {0,1,...,2(a — 1)}. In fact, two
necessary conditions for the equatidnl(39) to have a solutie I, — I, is divisible by m and b, — b,
is divisible byn. We can prove that this equation has no solution if one of we ¢onditions does not
hold. We consider each case separately.
Case I: In this case = n. Using the fact that-(n — 1) < by — by < n — 1, one can deduce that
nt (by — by).
Case II: In this case = s + 1 wherem = 2s + 1. Using the fact that-2s < I, — I, < 2s, one can
deduce thain 1 (I, — I).
Case llI: In this case = s wherem = 2s. Using the fact that-2(s — 1) < I, — I, < 2(s — 1), one
can deduce that t (I, — I).
Now, it is assumed that the statement of the lemma holdg.ferl. To show it also holds for., one
needs to prove the equation
A
m

FMh
o

<m(bl ~ b))+l — L)) W =0 (40)
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has no nontrivial solution. Equivalently, (40) can be vetittas
m(bo — 60) —+ n(I(] — jo)

L-1
=W (Z (m(bl+1 - Z~7l+1) +n(lip1 — fl+1))Wl> (41)

=0
In two steps, we prove that the above equation has no solRiwst, it is assumed that the right hand side

of (@1) is zero. Due to inductive assumption, it results,ir= b, andI, = [, for all l € {1,2,..., L —1}.

In addition, [41) reduces to
m(by — bo) +n(Iy — Ip) =0 (42)

which is already shown that it has no solution except theatrione b, = bo and I, = I,. Notice that this
step holds for all three cases.

Second, it is assumed that the right hand sidé_of (41) is eoo-Now, [41) can be written as
m(by — bo) +n(ly — Iy) = W, (43)

wherec € Z andc # 0. We prove that[(43) has no nontrivial solution in each thrages.

Case I: SincéV = n(2n — 1) in this casen dividesn(l, — I,) as well asciV, but it can not divide
m(by — by) becausgm,n) =1 and —(n — 1) < by — by < n — 1. Hence, [4B) has a solution §f = b,
which contradicts the fact that|l, — Io| < |c|WV.

Case Il: In this casél = (s + 1)(2s + 1) andm = 2s + 1. Hence,2s + 1 divides bothm (b, — bo)
and ¢IV whereas it can not divide(l, — I,). This is due to the fact tha2n,m = 2s + 1) = 1 and
—2s < Iy—I, < 2s. Hence, [4B) has a solutionif = I, which contradicts the fact that|b,—b,| < |c[WV.

Case lII: In this caséV = 2s?> —n andm = 2s. Due to the symmetry and the fact that
m(by — bo) +n(ly — )| < 2W, (44)
it suffices to assumé= 1. SubstitutinglV’ = 2s? — n, Equation [[4B) can equivalently be written as
2s(bg — bo) +n(ly — Iy + 1) = 252, (45)

It is easy to observe that divides2s(b, —b,) as well as2s?, but it can not dividex(1, — I, + 1) because
(2s,n) = 1 and —(2s — 1) < I, — I, < 2s — 1. Hence, [(4B) has a solution # + 1 = I, which is

impossible becaus®s|b, — by| < 2s%. This completes the proof. O
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B. Irrational Channel Gains

In this subsection, it is shown that when the symmetric ckhgain is irrational then the total DOF
of the system is achievable, i.egm = g This result relies on a theorem in the field of Diophantine
approximation due to Hurwitz. The theorem states as follows

Theorem 8 (Hurwitz [20]): There exist infinitely many solutions to the Diophantine aipn

2l —— (46)
whereh is an irrational number anth, n € IN.

Hurwitz’'s theorem approximates an irrational number by #or@al one and the goodness of the
approximation is measured by the size of the denominator.

Theorem 9:The total DOF of% for the symmetric three-user GIC is achievable for all ima&l channel
gains.

Remark 6: This result can be readily extended to the symmeéiriaser GIC. In fact, it is easy to show
that if the symmetric channel gain is irrational, thgnis an achievable DOF.

For an irrational channel gaih, let us assumen andn are two integers satisfying _(46). Therefore,
h == 4§ where|d| < ﬁ To transmit datalV’ is chosen as

21+ 2h)(a — 1)
T Ja-1)p| [+1

W — [ (47)

wherea = LW%%J ande is an arbitrary positive number. The following chain of inatjties shows that
W is positive.
4(a —1)
m2v/5
< 4a

ml—e

A(a — 1)|5|<

<

1

< .
m

In the following lemma, it is proved that the received coliat®mn possesses Property
Lemma 3:The received constellation i (33) possesses Progerty
Proof: Suppose there argh,I) and (b,I) such that their corresponding constellation points are the

same. Hence, we have B .
_m Zl:_ol(bl — bo)W!

h= E VAL,
o — W'

(48)
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which is a contradiction, because the right hand side isiana@tnumber whereas the left hand side is
an irrational number. This completes the proof. O
To characterize the total DOF of the system, we need to déneeninimum distance of points in the
received constellation. In the following lemma, the minmmudistance is obtained.
Lemma 4:The minimum distance among the received constellationtpaiith 7 levels of coding is
lower-bounded agmin > A (£ — 4(a — 1)|4]).
Proof: This lemma is also proved by induction dn In order to emphasize that the minimum

distance is a function of.,, we may writed,,;,(L). For L = 0, we have
dmin(0) = inn Alby — iy, (49)
whereby = by — by, Iy = I, — I,, and{) is defined as
Q = {(bo, o) : lbo| < 2(a — 1), |Io| <4(a—1)}.

Sinceh = - + 4, we have

dmin(o): min A ‘ZA)O — ﬁf(] — (Sfo‘ (50)
Q m
> min A )130 + ﬁfo — max A|5f0|. (51)
Q m Q
Since|ly| < 4(a — 1), we have
1
dmin(0) > A <— — 4(a — 1)|5\) , (52)
m

which is the desired result.
Now, it is assumed that the statement in the lemma holds fgrlan 1 level code. We need to show

it also holds forL level codes. The difference between two distinct congtetigpoints is written as
L-1
A =AW (bigr — hli)W' + A(by — hip). (53)
=0
Let us assume the first term in_{53) is zero. In this case, tménmim distance can be lower-bounded as

dmin(L) Z inn A }BQ - hjo} . (54)
The minimization problem is equivalent to that of cdse- 0. Hence,
1
(D)2 4 (£~ a(a = 1)), (55)

which is the desired result. If the first term [n[53) is nomeze¢hen its absolute value is at ledst, (L—1).

By the assumption of induction, we have

%ML—D2A<%—4M—DW)- (56)
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Therefore, we can obtain the following chain of inequaditie
Apin (K)= min |A|
Z dein(K - 1) —max A ‘ZA)O - hjo‘
1
> - _ _
> AW(m 4(a — 1)|4])
—2A(1+2h)(a—1)
1
> - _
A(m 4(a — 1)[d])x

~2(1+2h)(a—1)
(W myTp 1)\5|)

1
m

> A(% — 4(a —1)|9]).

This completes the proof. O
Having a lower bound on the minimum distance, we can derivepger bound for the error probability

as follows
dlznin
Pe< eXp <W)
A%(L —4(a—1)|0])?
< oxp (_ (;; —4(a—1)[0]) ) (57)

8o?

Due to Hurwitz's theorem, there are infinitely many soluidor (46), i.e., there is a sequenceraf
converging to infinity and satisfying (46). Therefore, thexists a sequence &fs converging to infinity

and satisfyingn = |log(P)|. We take the limit in[(I7) with respect to this sequentds again chosen as

_ 10g (P0.5—6)
To show thatP, decays exponentially with respect £ we consider the following chain of inequalities

W2 —-1)P, 1
Posexp (o (o~ ada = 1))

w?—-1,1 9 12
<o (o o dla = DIo)P)
g) exp (—7P26) —0asP — oo

where (a) comes from the fact th§&=2 (L — 4(a — 1)|6])* approaches a constant, sayas P — oo.
The total DOF can be calculated using (7) as follows

e~ lim 3L1og(a)
S pleo 0.5log P
3log(a)

= lim
P—oo log(WW)

= g(l —€)(1 — 2e).

(1 —2¢)
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Sincee can be chosen arbitrarily smatl,,, = % is achievable.

VI. CONCLUSION

We proposed a novel coding scheme in which data is modulaied egonstellation carved from rational
points and directed by multiplying by irrational humberssitg) tools from the filed of Diophantine
approximation in number theory, in particular the KhintehiGroshev and Hurwitz theorems, we proved
that the proposed coding scheme achieves the total DOF efaleshannels. We considered the single
layer and multi-layer constellations for the encoding part

Using the single layer constellation, we proved that thestinvariant two-usetX channel and three-
user GIC achieve the DOF cgf alike. However, for the former it meets the upper bound whnadans
that the total DOF of the two-use¥ channel is established. This is the first example in which ghown
that a time invariant single antenna system does not falit sifaachieving its total DOF.

Using the multi-layer constellation, we derived an achide@edDOF for the symmetric three-user GIC.
We showed that this achievable DOF is an everywhere disuomiis function with respect to the channel
gain. In particular, we proved that for the irrational chahgains the achievable DOF meets the upper
bound% and for the rational gains, even by allowing carry over fromltiple layers, the achievable DOF

has a gap to the available upper bounds.
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