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Interference Alignment in Dense Wireless Networks

Urs Niesen

Abstract

We consider arbitrary dense wireless networks, in whichodes are placed in an arbitrary (deterministic)
manner on a square region of unit area and communicate with etiher over Gaussian fading channels. We
provide inner and outer bounds for thex n-dimensional unicast and the x 2"-dimensional multicast capacity
regions of such a wireless network. These inner and outendsdiffer only by a factoO(log(n)), yielding a
fairly tight scaling characterization of the entire reggioffhe communication schemes achieving the inner bounds
use interference alignment as a central technique and legsa conceptually, surprisingly simple.

Index Terms

Capacity scaling, interference alignment, multicast, trroinmodity flow, opportunistic communication, wire-
less networks.

. INTRODUCTION

Interference alignment is a recently introduced technigueope with the transmissions of interfering
users in wireless systems séé [L]—[3]. In this paper, weyaihps technique to obtain fairly precise (up
to O(log(n)) factor) information-theoretic scaling results for the aast and multicast capacity regions of
dense wireless networks.

A. Related Work

The study of scaling laws for wireless networks, descrikiing system performance in the limit of
large number of users, was initiated by Gupta and Kumarlin They analyzed a network scenario in
which n nodes are placed uniformly at random on a square of area afled@dense networkn the
following) and are randomly paired intosource-destination pairs with uniform rate requirememdé&r a
so-calledprotocol channel modeln which only point-to-point communication is allowed aimderference
is treated as noise, they showed that the largest uniforciijesable per-node rate scales @& ~'/?)
up to a polylogarithmic factor im. Achievability was shown using a multi-hop communicati@heme
combined with straight-line routing. Different constracts achieving slightly better scaling laws, i.e.,
improving the polylogarithmic factor im, were subsequently presented[in [5], [6].

These results are in some sense negative, in that they staavwwith current technology, captured
by the protocol channel model assumption, the per-nodeimal@ge wireless networks decreases with
increasing network size even if the deployment area is kepstant. An immediate question is therefore
if this negative result is due to the protocol channel modsuanption or if there is a more fundamental
reason for it. To address this question, several authors bansidered an information-theoretic approach
to the problem, in which the channel is simply assumed to beaas&an fading channel without any
restrictions on the communication scherme [7]+11]. We Iglediér to this as th&saussian fading channel
modelin the following. These works construct cooperative comivation schemes and show that they can
significantly outperform multi-hop communication in demsgworks. In particulatQzgir et al. showed in
[11] that in Gaussian fading dense wireless networks witlloaly deployed nodes and random source-
destination pairing, the maximal uniformly achievable-pede rate scales |id9(ni€) for anye > 0.
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In other words, in dense netwoﬁgscooperative communication can increase achievable tatetmost
constant scaling im—significantly improving the9(n~'/?) scaling resulting from the protocol channel
model assumption. The(n**) scaling law was subsequently tightenedntg?(es™"*() in [20], [21].

While these results removed the protocol channel modelngsson made in[[4], they kept the as-
sumptions ofrandomnode placement ancindomsource-destination pairing with uniform rate. Wireless
networks withrandom node placement andrbitrary traffic pattern have been analyzed inl[22], [[23]
for the protocol channel model and in [24] for the Gaussiatiniga channel model. On the other hand,
wireless networks witharbitrary node placement anchndom source-destination pairing with uniform
rate have been investigated [n [25] for the protocol chammedlel and in[[20] for the Gaussian fading
channel model. While methods similar to the ones developd@5] can also be used to analyze wireless
networks witharbitrary node placement andrbitrary traffic pattern under the protocol channel model,
the performance of such general networks under a Gausseaamehmodel (i.e., an information-theoretic
characterization of achievable rates) is unknown.

Finally, it is worth mentioning [[26], [[27], which derive daag laws for large dense interference
networks. In particular, [27] considers a dense random rmdeement with random source-destination
pairing. However, the model there is an interference chiaamepposed to a wireless network as modeled
in the works mentioned above. In other words, the source sxadanot communicate with each other,
and similarly the destination nodes cannot communicaté wéch other. This differs from the model
adopted in this paper and the works surveyed so far, in whilsuth restrictions are imposed. For
such interference networks, [27] derives the asymptotin-sate as the number of nodes in the network
increases.

B. Summary of Results

In this paper, we consider the general problem of deterrgiaghievable rates in dense wireless networks
with arbitrary node placement and arbitrary traffic pattéife assume a Gaussian fading channel model,
i.e., the analysis is information-theoretic, imposing astrictions on the nature of communication schemes
used. We analyze the x n-dimensional unicast capacity regiokP®(n) c R}*", and then x 2"-
dimensional multicast capacity regiod®(n) c R"**" of an arbitrary dense wireless networkVC(n)
describes the collection of all achievable unicast trafittgrns (in which each message is to be sent to
only one destination node), while"“(n) describes the collection of all achievable multicast tcgffitterns

in which each message is to be sent to a set of destinatioesiod/e provide explicit approximations
AYC(n) and AMC(n) of AYS(n) and AMC(n) in the sense that

AYC(n) ¢ A% (n) c Ky log(n)AYC(n),
AMC(n) ¢ AMC(n) C K,y log(n)AMC(n),

for constantsk;, K, not depending om. In other words,AYS(n) and AMC(n) approximate the unicast
and multicast capacity regions’©(n) and AM©(n) up to a factorO(log(n)). This provides tight scaling
results for arbitrary traffic pattern and arbitrary nodecplaent.

The results presented in this paper improve the known resunlseveral respects. First, as already
pointed out, they require no probabilistic modeling of tluela placement or traffic pattern, but rather are
valid for any node placement and any traffic pattern and aehline results for random node placement and
random source-destination pairing with uniform rate aseci case. Second, they provide information-
theoretic scaling results that are considerably tightaen tine best previously known, namely up to a factor
O(log(n)) here as compared 10(n°) in [11] andn®Ues™"*() in [20], [21]. Moreover, the results in this
paper provide an explicit expression for the pre-constarthé O(log(n)) term that is quite small, and

2\We point out that the situation is quite differentémtended networksn which n nodes are placed on a square of aredlere network
performance depends on tpath-loss exponent;, governing the speed of decay of signal power as a functiodistince. For small,
cooperative communication is order optimal, whereas faydar, multi-hop communication is order optimal [11]=]19].



hence these bounds yield good results also for small and natedsized wireless networks. Third, the
achievable scheme used to prove the inner bound in this pgpat least conceptually, quite simple, in
that the only cooperation needed between users is to peifaarference alignment. This contrasts with
the communication schemes achieving near linear scaliegepted so far in the literature, which require
hierarchical cooperation and are harder to analyze.

C. Organization

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sedfiortroduces the network model and nota-
tion. Sectiori 1l presents the main results of this papectiSe[IVl describes the communication schemes
used to prove achievability. Sectifn V contains proofs, 8edtiond VIl and V1l contain discussions and
concluding remarks.

[I. NETWORK MODEL AND NOTATION

Let
A=10,1)?

be a square of area one, and consideodesV (n) C A (with [V (n)| = n) placed in an arbitrary manner
on A. Letr,, be the Euclidean distance between nodemdwv, and define

A .
Tmin(1) = n'/? min T
uF#v

The minimum separation between nodes in the node placement is thenr,(n)n~'/2. Note that
rmin(n) = 1 for a grid graph, and;,(n) > n~* with high probability forn nodes placed uniformly and
independently at random aA. In general, we have

rmin(n) S 4/ﬁ < 37 (l)

and, while the results presented in this paper hold forapy(n), the case of interest is whef,;,(n)
decays at most polynomially with, i.e., ry,,(n) > n~" for some constant > 0. Note that we do not
make any probabilistic assumptions on the node placemantakher allow an arbitrary (deterministic)
placement of nodes oA. In particular, the arbitrary node placement model adopiei contains the
random node placement model as a special case. The arbitoaly placement model is, however,
considerably more general since it allows for classes oemadcements that only appear with vanishing
probability under random node placement (e.g., node plaognwith large gaps or isolated nodes).

We assume the following complex baseband-equivalent a&amodel. The received signai,[t] at

nodev at timet is given by
yolt] Z huoltlzult] + 2o t],
uF v

whereh, ,[t] is the channel gain from node to nodew, z,[t] is the signal sent by node, and z,[t] is
additive receiver noise at node all at timet. The additive noise componenfs,[t|}, . are assumed to be
independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) ciraljjasymmetric complex Gaussian random variables
with mean zero and variance one. The channel gaifit| has the form

o ot] £ 7’;3/2 exp(\/—_lﬁum[t]), (2)

wherea > 2 is thepath-loss exponenfs a function ofu andv, the phase shift§d,, , [t] }..., are assumed to
be i.i.d. uniformly distributed ovelo, 27). As a function of time,, we only assume thdt,, , [t]}: varies in

a stationary ergodic manner as a functiort &r everyw, v € V' (n). Note that the distances , between
the nodes do not change as a function of time and are assunbedkitown throughout the network. The
phase shift§6, ,[t]}.., are assumed to be known at timet every node in the network. Together with
the knowledge of the distancds, ,}.., this implies that full causal channel state informatiors(Cis



available throughout the network. We impose a unit averamgep constraint on the transmitted signal
{z,[t]}; at every node: in the network.

The phase-fading mod€[l(2) is adopted here for consisteritty tive capacity-scaling literature. All
results presented in this paper can be extended to Rayledihgf, see Sectidn VIiC.

A unicast traffic matrix\U® € R’*" associates with every node pdir, w) € V(n) x V(n) the rate
/\UC at which nodeu wants to transmit a message to nade The messages corresponding to distinct
(u w) pairs are assumed to be independent. Note that we allow the sadeu to be source for several
destinationsv, and the same node to be destination for several sourcesThe unicast capacity region
AYC(n) c R*™ is the closure of the collection of all achievable unicasffic matricesAYc € R’*".
Knowledge of the unicast capacity regidiY®(n) provides hence information about the achievability of
any unicast traffic matrixYc.

A multicast traffic matrix\M® ¢ R"™*" associates with every pair of node € V(n) and subset
W C V(n) the rate))';, at which nodeu wants to multicast a message to the nodeslini.e., every
nodew € W wants to receive the same message franThe messages corresponding to distiactil’)
pairs are again assumed to be independent. Note that we thitogsame node to be source for several
multicast groupsV, and the same subsBt of nodes to be multicast group for several sourece3he
multicast capacity regiomMC(n) c R’**" is the closure of the collection of all achievable multicast
traffic matrices\M® € R72**". Observe that unicast traffic is a special case of multicafid, and hence
AYC(n) is aR™"-dimensional “slice” of theR™**"-dimensional regiom™<(n).

The next example illustrates the definitions of unicast andtioast traffic.

Example 1. Considern = 4 andV (n) = {v;};_,. Assume node; wants to transmit a message » to
nodew, at a rate ofl bit per second, and a message; to nodev; at rate2 bits per second. Node,
wants to transmit a message, ; at rate3 bits per second to node;. The message§m; o, my 3, M2 3}
are assumed to be independent. This traffic requirement eadebcribed by a unicast traffic matrix
AV e R with AYC, £ 1, A0C £ 2, A0C £ 3, and\)S, £ 0 for all other (u, w) pairs. Note that node
v; 1S source forv, andwvs, and that nodes is destination for; andwv,. Note also that node, is neither
a source nor a destination for any communication pair, amdhesce be understood as a helper node.
Assume now node); wants to transmit the same message(s 4 to bothvs and v, at ratel bit
per second, and a private messagg;, to only nodev; at rate2 bits per second. Moreover, node
wants to transmit the same messagey; 4, to bothv; and v, at rate3 bits per second. The messages
{ma (3,43, M1 (3, Ma,g3.41 } are assumed to be independent This traffic requirement eatescribed by a

multicast traffic matrix\M® e R with AYC o 21, ANC L 22,00 L =3, and A, 2 0 for
all other(u, W) pairs. Note tha’vl is source for two multicast groudss, v4} and{vs}, and that{Ug,’U4}
is multicast group for two sourcas andvs. O

Throughout, we denote blpg andIn the logarithms with respect to bageand e, respectively. To
simplify notation, we suppress the dependencenowithin proofs whenever this dependence is clear
from the context.

Il. M AIN RESULTS

We now present the main results of this paper. Sedtion lllif8vidles a scaling characterization of
the unicast capacity regiohV“(n), and Sectiof III-B provides a scaling characterizationhaf multicast
capacity regiom\M¢(n) of a dense wireless network. Sectlon TlI-C contains exarspémarios illustrating
applications of the main theorems.

A. Unicast Traffic
Define

AYC(n) & {)\UCERT“:Z)\UC <1VueV(n), Y NS <1VweV(n )}
wH#u uFw
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Fig. 1. The set\"“(n) approximates the unicast capacity regiah®(n) of the wireless network in the sense tia{n)A"(n), with
bi(n) = 27/, provides an inner bound t4““(n) and b2(n)AY®(n), with b2(n) = log (n***/?r 2 (n)), provides an outer bound to

min

AY®(n). The figure shows two dimensions (namely5 and A\y5) of the n x n-dimensional set\"®(n).

AYC(n) is the collection of all unicast traffic matriced’® € R™*" such that for every node in the
network the total traffic
§ )\UC

wH#u

from u is less than one, and such that for every nadim the network the total traffic
S
uFEw

to w is less than one.

The next theorem shows th&t’c(n) is a tight approximation of the unicast capacity regidft (n) of
the wireless network.

Theorem 1. For all o > 2, n > 9, and node placemeiif(n) with minimum node separation,;, (n)n~'/2,
27°2AYC(n) € AYC(n) C log (n*T*/2r 2 (n)) A% (n).

Assuming thatrmin(p) decays no faster than polynomial in (see the discussion in chti ),
Theorem[]l states thatV®(n) approximatesAY“(n) up to a factorO(log(n)). In other words,AY¢(n)
provides a scaling characterization of the unicast capaegion AYC(n). This scaling characterization is
considerably more general than the standard scaling sesualthat it holds forany node placement and
provides information on thentire n x n-dimensional unicast capacity region (see Eig. 1). In paldir,
define

Phue(n) 2 max{p : pAU° € A% (n)}

to be the largest multiple such thatp\UC is achievable. Then, for angrbitrary node placement’ (n)
and arbitrary unicast traffic matrix\U € R’*", Theoren{L determines;,.(n) up to a multiplicative
gap of orderO(log(n)) uniform in \YC. This contrasts with the standard scaling results, whidvide
information onp},.(n) only for a uniform randomnode placement’'(n) and auniform randomunicast
traffic matrix \Y“ (constructed by pairing nodes randomly intasource-destination pairs with uniform
rate).

Theorentll also reveals that the unicast capacity region ehaalwireless network has a rather simple
structure in that it can be approximated up to a facidtog(n)) by an intersection ofn half-spaces.
Each of these half-spaces corresponds totan the wireless network, bounding the total rate across this
cut. While there ar@" such cuts in the network, Theordmh 1 implies that only a snatition of them
are of asymptotic relevance. From the definitionAd(n), these are precisely the cuts involving just a
single node (with traffic flowing either into or out of that re)d



B. Multicast Traffic

Let

AMC(n) & {AMC ERP: Y NG <1VueV(n), Y Z Ay <1vVw e V(n )} ®3)
WcCV(n): uFw WCV(n
WA{u}£0 e

Similarly to AYC(n) defined in Sectiofi II=A, the regiodMC(n) is the collection of multicast traffic
matricesAM® € R’**" such that for every node in the network the total traffic

> N
WcCV(n):
W\{u}#0

from u is less than one, and such that for every nadim the network the total traffic

> > Al
uFw WCV(n):
weW
to w is less than one. R
The next theorem shows that'©(n) is a tight approximation of the multicast capacity regiofc(n)
of the wireless network.

Theorem 2. For all o > 2, n > 9, and node placemeiif(n) with minimum node separation,;, (n)n~'/2,
2—1—a/2AMC<n) C AMC(n) C log( 2+4a/2 —a( ))AMC( )

mln

Assuming as before that,;,(n) decays no faster than polynomial#n Theoreni P asserts théf"c(n)
approximatesAMC©(n) up to a factorO(log(n)). In other words, as in the unicast case, we obtain a
scaling characterization of the multicast capacity reghdtt(n). Again, this scaling characterization is
considerably more general than standard scaling resultthat it holds forany node placement and
provides information about thentire n x 2"-dimensional multicast capacity regiox'(n). Define, as
for unicast traffic matrices,

Pe(n) £ max{p : pAVC € AMC(n)}

to be the largest multiple such thatpAMC is achievable. Then Theore 2 allows, for aapitrary
node placement (n) and arbitrary multicast traffic matrixA\¥© € R**", to determinep},c(n) up to a
multiplicative gap of ordeiO(log(n)) uniform in AM©. In particular, no probabilistic assumptions about
the structure of/(n) or A\M® are necessary.

As with AYS(n), Theorem 2 implies that the multicast capacity region of asdewireless network
is approximated up to a factap(log(n)) by an intersection ofn half spaces. In other words, we are
approximating a region of dimensionx 2" (i.e., exponentially big im) through only a linear number
of inequalities. As in the case of unicast traffic, each oséh@eequalities corresponds to a cut in the
wireless network, and it is again the cuts involving justregi node that are asymptotically relevant.

C. Examples

This section contains several examples illustrating ver@spects of the capacity regioklé (n), AMC(n)
and their approximationdYC(n), AMC(n). Example[® compares the scaling laws obtained in this paper
with the ones obtained using hierarchical cooperation apqsed in[[11]. Examplel 3 discusses symmetry
properties ofAY(n) and AM®(n). Examplel# provides a traffic pattern showing that the outemids in
Theorem$1l anfl2 are tight up to a constant factor.



Example 2. (Random source-destination pairing

Consider a random node placeméritn) with every node placed independently and uniformly at
random onA. Assume we pair each nodec V' (n) with a nodew € V(n) \ {u} chosen independently
and uniformly at random. Denote Hy;;, w;} the resulting: source-destination pairs. Note that each node
is source exactly once and destination on average once. dfarheu,; wants to transmit an independent
message ta; at ratep(n) (depending om, but not on:i). The question is to determing(n), the largest
achievable value of(n). This question was considered in [11], where it was showt) thigh probability
1 —o0(1) asn — oo and for everye > 0,

Qn) < p*(n) < O(n). @)

The lower bound is achieved by a hierarchical cooperatitrerse, and we denote its rate pyc(n).
We now show that using the results presented in this papsetheunds op*(n) can be significantly
sharpened. Sex/S, =1 fori e {1,...,n} and\}$, = 0, for all other entries of\““. p*(n) is then
given by
p*(n) = max{p : pAY® € AYS(n)}.

Setting )
p*(n) £ max{p: pA’® € A% (n)},
we obtain from Theoreml 1 that
2720 (n) < p*(n) < log (n 2 (1)) 7 (n). (5)

It remains to evaluatg*(n). By construction of\"C, we have
max )\gi} =1.
ueV(n) et
Moreover, by [28],

1 Inl
p(L <) Y AL <2) > 1-o(1).
2 In(n) weVin)

Using the definition ofAYC(n), this yields that

Inln(n) _ ., 2Inln(n)
21n(n) s/ = In(n)

(6)

with high probability.

Recall that the minimum distance between nodegiils(n)n‘l/z, and that, for a random node placement,
Tmin(n) > n~! with high probability asn — oo (see, e.g.,[]11, Theorem 3.1]). Hen€é (5) and (6) show
that that for random node placement and random sourceadésti pairing

2_1_0‘/2M < p*(n) < (44 3a)log(e) Inln(n) (7)
In(n)
with probability 1 — o(1) asn — oo. The lower bound is achieved using a communication scheme
presented in Sectidn IVIB based on interference alignmeerd, we denote its rate kya (n).

Comparing [[¥) and{4), we see that the scaling law obtained isesignificantly sharper, namely up
to a factorO(log(n)) here as opposed to a factox(n®) for any e > 0 in [11]. Moreover, [[¥) provides
good estimates for any value af whereas[(4) is only valid for large values of with a pre-constant in
O(n®) that increases rapidly as— 0 (see [21], [[29] for a detailed discussion on the dependefitheo
pre-constant om). For a numerical example, Talile | compares per-node yate&:) of the hierarchical
cooperation scheme df [11] (more precisely, an upper boarit with optimized parameters as analyzed
in [21]) with the per-node ratesis (n) obtained through interference alignment as proposed sghper.
For the numerical example, we choase-= 4.



TABLE |
COMPARISON OFprc(n) AND pia(n) (IN BITS PER CHANNEL USH FROM EXAMPLE[2.

| n=10> n=10"° n=10" n=10°
puc(n) | 0.0017  0.00047  0.00017  0.000070
pia(n) | 0.042 0035 0030  0.027

We point out that the per-node rate, (n) decreases as the number of nodescreases only because
of the random source-destination pairing. In fact, if thele®{u,, w;} are paired such that each node is
source and destination exactly once, then the interferaigament based scheme achieves a per-node
rate p;a > 272, i.e., the per-node rate does not decay to zere as co. O

Example 3. (Symmetry of\Y¢(n) and AMC(n))

Theoremd 11 and]2 provide some insight into (approximate)nsgtry properties of the unicast and
multicast capacity regiondVc(n) and AMS(n). Indeed, their approximationsVc(n) and AM®(n) are
invariant with respect to node positions (and hence, iniqdar, also invariant under permutation of
nodes).

More precisely, consider a unicast traffic matiX® € R’*". For a permutationr of the nodes/ (n)
set

S\UC é)\UC

(w),m(w)

Then A\YC € AYC(n) if and only if \UC € AYS(n). Hence Theorerl1 yields that ¥C € AYC(n), then
2—a/2 log_ ( 2+a/2Tmm( ))S\UC c AUC<n).

Similarly, let \M© € R"**" be a multicast traffic matrix, and define

Ao = Ay

where, forlV C V(n), 7(W) £ {x(w) : w € W}. Theorenl®2 implies that i\MC € AMC(n), then
9172/ g1 (n2+a/2r;f;(n))5\'\"c e AMC(n).

In other words, the location of the nodes in a dense wirelessork (with r,,;,(n) decaying at most
polynomially in n) affects achievable rates at most up to a fagiiog(n)). This contrasts with the
behavior of extended wireless networks, where node lagatgoucially affect achievable rates [20].0

Example 4. (Tightness of outer bounjls

We now argue that the outer bounds in Theoréins 1[@nd 2 are ughod a constant factor in the
following sense. There exists a constdnt> 0 such that for every:» we can find traffic matrices.Y©
and \M© on the boundary of the outer bound in Theordms 1 @And 2 suchKh&t € AY(n) and
KXMC e AMC(n). Or, more succinctly, there exists a constant- 0 such that

A% (n) \ K log (n®*°/2r 8 (n)) AYS(n) # 0,

AMC(n) \ K log (n*/2r6 (n)) AMC (n) # 0.
This shows that thé(log(n)) gap between the inner and outer bounds in Theotéms [land 2 iwdhe
use of the interference alignment scheme to prove the inmendy and that to further decrease this gap
a different achievable scheme has to be considered. Thootighis example, we assumg;,(n) > n="

for some constant > 0.
Choose a node* € V(n), and let, for eachu, w € V(n),

1 -
)\UC é m If w = w*,
ww 0 otherwise
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Note that\C € AUYC(n). Under this traffic matrix\’°, each node: € V' (n) has an independent message
for a common destination node*.

If we ignore the received signals at all nodest w* and transmit no signal at*, we transform the
wireless network into a multiple access channel with 1 users. Since, ,» < V2 for anyu € V(n),
each nodeu € V(n) \ {w*} can reduce its power such that the received power at nddes equal to
2-2/2_In this symmetric setting, the equal rate point of the cipaegion of the multiple access channel
has maximal sum rate, and hence each nodel/(n) \ {w*} can reliably transmit its message #g at
a per-node rate of

1

log(1 + (n —1)27%/?) > log(n2-%/?)
n

n—1 Il
Tn—1 (1 a 2102(71)) log(n).

Thus, forn > 2¢,

%log(n))\uc € AC(n). ®)

On the other hand, using the assumptigg,(n) > n=",
log (n2+°‘/27“;1§1(n)) < (2+ a(1/2 + K)) log(n),

and hence X
(2 +a(l/2+ KJ)) log(n))\uc ¢ log (n2+°‘/2r;i°;(n))/\uc(n). (9)
Therefore, setting
K2 (4+a(l+2r)"" >0,

we obtain from[(B) and_{9) that

AYC(n) \ K log (n*"/r 2 (n))AY(n) £ 0.
In words, at least along one direction i"**", the outer bound in Theorel 1 is loose by at most a
constant factor.

Since AY“(n) is an x n-dimensional “slice” of then x 2"-dimensional regiomM®(n), the same result
follows for AM©(n) as well. O

V. COMMUNICATION SCHEMES

This section describes the communication schemes achi¢k@inner bounds in Theorerhs 1 dnd 2.
Both schemes use the idea of interference alignment asdirmlblock, which is recalled in Section TVtA.
The communication scheme for unicast traffic is introduce8ectior IV-B and the scheme for multicast
traffic in Sectior 1V-C.

A. Interference Alignment

Interference alignment is a technique introduced recenfly], [2]. The technique is best illustrated with
an example taken from [[3]. Assume we pair the nod¢s) into source-destination paifs:;, w;}"_, such
that each node i (n) is source and destination exactly once. Consider the chgaings {h.,, ., [t1]}:
and{h., ., [t2] }:,; for two different timeg, andt,. Assume we could choogeandt, such thatu,, ., [t:] =
P i [t2] @NA hy, o, [t1] = —ha, w,[t2] for all @ # j. By adding up the received symbajs, [t1] andy.,, [t2],
destination nodey; obtains

Yo, [t1] + Yy [t2] = Py [1] (T, [T1] + 20, [t2]) + 20, [t1] + 20, [t2]-
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Thus, by sending the same symbol twice (i.e,[t1] = x,[t2]), every source node, is able to
communicate with its destination node at essentially half the rate possible without any interfeee
from other nodes.

Using this idea and the symmetry and ergodicity of the distion of the channel gains, the following
result is shown in[[3].

Theorem 3. For any source-destination pairinu,, w;, }?_, such thatu; # «; and w; # w; for i # j,

the rates
e _ {%log(l + 20 ?) i i =7,

v ) otherwise

are achievable, i.e \C € AYS(n).

For a source-destination pairiqa.;, w;, }I-, as in Theoreni]3, construct a matiske R’*" such that

1 ifi=j,
Su- w; — .
B 0 otherwise

Note thatS is a permutation matrix, and we will call such a traffic patterpermutation traffic Using
Fugwr < V2 anda > 2,

1 1
5log(1+2r.5,) > Slog(1+217%%) > 2772,

and hence Theoreid 3 provides an achievable scheme shovahgth2S € AY(n). In other words,
TheoreniB shows that, for every permutation traffic, a pelenate of2~/2 is achievable. In the next two
sections, we will use this communication scheme for pertiartdraffic as a building block to construct
communication schemes for general unicast and multicafictr

B. Communication Scheme for Unicast Traffic

Consider a general unicast traffic matiiX© € R*". If AU happens to be a scalar multiple of a
permutation matrix, then Theordm 3 provides us with an aelhile scheme to transmit accordingXd©.

In order to apply Theoreld 3 for generéi®, we need tscheduldransmissions into several slots such that
in each slot transmission occurs according to a permutatadfic. This transforms the original problem
of communicating over a wireless network into a problem dfestuling over a switch witm input and

n output ports and traffic requiremeit©.

This problem has been widely studied in the literature. Irtipalar, using a result from von Neumann
[30] and Birkhoff [31] (see alsol[32] for the application tevitches) it can be shown that for any
AUC e AYC(n) there exist a collection afcheduleqS;} (essentially permutation matrices, see the proof
in SectionV-A for the details) and nonnegative weigfis} summing to one such that

Z wiSi = )\UC.

This suggests the following communication scheme. Splietinto slots according to the weights; }.

In the slot corresponding to;, send traffic over the wireless network using interferergmment for the
schedules;. In other words, we time share between the different sclesduw;} according to the weights
{wi}.

We analyze this communication scheme in more detail in 8ef#Al In particular, we show that it
achieves any point i2=*/2AY¢(n). Combined with a matching outer bound, we show that this reehe
is optimal for any unicast traffic pattern up to a facksr? log (n*t*/?r_ (n)).

Recall from Examplél3 that the capacity region is approxaiyagsymmetric with respect to permutation
of the traffic matrix. This implies that the rate achievalile &ny permutation traffic is approximately the

same. While the decomposition of the traffic matk into scheduleqS;} is not unique, this invariance
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v*

e

Fig. 2. Construction of the “star” grapf¥, and parts of the corresponding induced transmissionseirutfderlying wireless network for
communication between andw.

suggests that it does not matter too much which decomposgi@hosen. The situation is different for
Rayleigh fading (as opposed to phase fading considered, hehere different decompositions can be
used for opportunistic communication. This approach idaneal in detail in Sectioh VI-C.

C. Communication Scheme for Multicast Traffic

We now turn to multicast traffic. Given the achievable scheresented for unicast traffic in Sec-
tion [V-Bl reducing the problem of communication over a wasd network to that of scheduling over a
switch, it is tempting to try the same approach for multidasffic as well. Unfortunately, scheduling of
multicast traffic over switches is considerably more ditti¢han the corresponding unicast version (see,
for example,[[3B] for converse results showing the infaligitof multicast scheduling over switches with
finite speedup). We therefore adopt a different approack. hEne proposed communication scheme is
reminiscent of the two-phase routing scheme of Valiant arebBer [34].

Consider a source nodec V' (n) that wants to multicast a message to destination gidug V'(n).
The proposed communication scheme operates in two phaséke Ifirst phase, the node splits its
message inta parts of equal length. It then sends one (distinct) part tiverwireless network to each
node inV(n). Thus, after the first phase, each nodé/ifn) has access to a distinct fractiarin of the
original message. In the second phase, each nodldsin sends its message parts to all the nodel/in
Thus, at the end of the second phase, each notlé @an reconstruct the entire message. All péirst’)
operate simultaneously within each phase, and contentitnrwthe phases is resolved by appropriate
scheduling (see the proof in Sectibn V-B for the details).

A different way to look at this proposed communication schamas follows. Consider the nodes in
V(n), and construct a grapfi = (Vg, Eg) with V; £ V(n) U {v*} for some additional node* ¢ V (n)
and with (u,v) € Eg if either u = v* or v = v*. In other words( is a “star” graph with central node*
(see FiglR). We assign to each edge E; an edge capacity of one. The proposed communication scheme
for the wireless network can then be understood as a two kghitecture, consisting of ghysical layer
and anetwork layer The physical layer implements the graph abstractiomnd the network layer routes
data overG. X

In Section[V-B, we show that the set of ratd¥C(n) that can be routed ove® containsAMC(n).
We then argue that i\MC € 27172/2AMC(n), then \MC € AMC(n), i.e., if messages can be routed over
the graphG at rates\M®, then almost the same rates are achievable in the wireléa®me Combining
this with a matching outer bound, we show that the proposednuanication scheme is optimal for any
multicast traffic pattern up to a fact@t™*/2log (n*™/?r_2 (n)).

min
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V. PROOFS
This section contains the proofs of Theorem 1 (in Sedfion)\aAd Theoreni]2 (in Sectidn VI B).

A. Proof of Theorerl1

We start with the proof of the outer bound in Theorgim 1. Forsstgs,, S, € V, S; NS, = (), denote
by C(S1,S2) the capacity of the multiple-input multiple-output (MIM@hannel between nodes iy
and nodes inS,. Applying the cut-set bound [35, Theorem 14.10.1] to thes $et= {w}¢, S, = {w},

we obtain
DN < C({wle, {w}).
uFw

C({w}c,{w}) is upper bounded by relaxing the individual power constsa@t each node to a sum-power
constraint ofn — 1. This yields

C{we {w)) < log (1+ (0= DL, sulhuul?)
= log <1 +(n— 1)Zu¢wr;‘f‘v>.

Sincer,, > n~Y?r,;,, We can continue this as

log (1 +(n— 1)Zu;éw uw> < log (1 + (n 1)2 a/zrmm)
< log (1 plte/2g—a 4 n2+a/27’r;f;)
< log (n**/%r0)

min/’

where we have used that;, < 3 by (1) and that. > 9 by assumption. Hence

Z AvS, < log (n*to/2r 2) (10)
uFw
for all w € V. Similarly,

Z )\UC < lOg 2+a/2,,,,—a

min) (11)
wH#u

forall u € V.
Let \UC € AYC. From [10) and[(11), we have that

)\UC e lOg( 2+4a/2 mm)AUC

This implies
AUC C log( 24 /2 —a)AUC

mln

concluding the proof of the outer bound. A
We continue with the proof of the inner bound. Consider a astidraffic matrixA\"© € AYC. By
definition of AYC, this implies that

NS <1vuevV,
wH#u
YN <1vweV
uFEw
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Moreover, we can assume without loss of generality #tjgt = 0 for all v € V. Hence

NS <1vueV,

- (12)
S NS <1VweV.

A matrix \Y¢ satisfying the two conditions ifi_.(12) is callecdaubly substochastimatrix. If \YC satisfies
the conditions in[(12) with equality, it is calleddoubly stochastienatrix. Now, by [30, Lemma 1], for
every doubly substochastic matrh¥® € R'}*", there exists a doubly stochastic matiX® € R:*" such
that \JS, < AJS, for all u,w € V. If we can show thah'® is achievable, then"® is achievable as well.
It suffices therefore to consider doubly stochastic traffetnmes, and we will assume in the following
that \UC itself is doubly stochastic.

The set of doubly stochastic matrices of dimensiox n is convex and compact, and hence every
matrix in this set can be written as a convex combinationsoéktreme points, see [36, Corollary 18.5.1].
Now, by Birkhoff’s theorem[[31, Theorem 1] (see, e.q.,/[3hgbrem 8.7.1] for a more recent reference),
the extreme points of the set of doubly stochastic matricestlae permutation matrices. Hence there
exists a collection of nonnegative weigHts;} summing to one and a collection of permutation matrices
{S"} such that

D w8t =\ (13)

We time share between the differefit*} with weights given byw;. Consider now transmission of
messages according to one such permutation métrikJsing the ergodic interference alignment strategy
proposed in[[B] (as summarized by Theorem 3 in SedtionlIVeagh source-destination pdir, w) such
that S;, ,, = 1 can simultaneously communicate at a per-node rate of

%log (1 + 27";%) > %log (1 + 21_0‘/2) > 2_a/2,

where we have used that> 2 in the second inequality. Thus, during the fraction of tinoeresponding
to w;, the nodes communicate at rates"/2S;.
With the time sharing described above and using (13), thisvsithat we can achieve

Z wi2_a/2Si _ 2—a/2)\UC.

Therefore2-2/2)\Y¢ ¢ AYC, which implies
9—a/2 jUC ~ pUC

proving the inner bound. O

B. Proof of Theorerl2

We first prove the outer bound. Assum¥® ¢ AMC. Fix a nodeu € V, and choose for every subset
W C V such thatiV \ {u} # (0 a nodew(W) € W \ {u}. Construct the unicast traffic matrix

uc a § MC
)\u,w - Au,W’
WcCV:
w(W)=w
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for all w € V, and AYS, £ 0 for @ # u. Note thatAM® € AM® implies that\Y® € AYC. Indeed, we can
transmit unicast traffic according t%“ by using the scheme for the multicast traffic mati%© and
simply discarding the delivered messages for subSeit all nodesiV \ {w(1W)}. Applying Theorenti1L,

Z =D > N

w#u WCV:
WA {0 (W)=

=> NS

wH#u
S 10g ( 2+Ol/2,,,,

Since the choice of: was arbitrary,[(T4) holds for att € V.
Fix now a nodew € V, and construct the unicast traffic matrix

P
Wwcv:
weW
forall uw € V, andAYS £ 0 if @ # w. As before, \M© € AMC implies \YC € AYC. Hence, by Theorerf 1,

PDPBEHIED B

uFw WCV: uFw
7 weW #

(14)

mln)

<log (n*™*r2). (15)
As before, the choice ofy was arbitrary, and hence_(15) holds for allc V.

Combining [I#) and{15) shows that'® ¢ AMC implies
)\MC c 10g< 24 /2 —a)AMC

mln

Therefore

AMC C log( 24 /2 AMC

mln)

proving the outer bound.

We now prove the inner bound. We construct a gréph (V, E¢) such thatV C Vg, i.e., the nodes
in the wireless network are a subset of the nodes in the grapile show that if messages can be routed
over G at rates\MC, then2-1-2/2)\MC is achievable over the wireless network. We then argue A&t
is a subset of the rates that are achievable by routing Gvéfogether this will yield the desired inner
bound.

The graphG is a directed capacitated “star” graph constructed asvislladConsiderl” and pick an
additional nodev* ¢ V. Set

Vo 2V U {U*},

Eg = {(u,v) :u =" orv=uv*}
(see Fig[R in Section TVAC). Assign an edge capaeitys 1 for all e € E. Note that, sincd’ c Vg,
every multicast traffic matrix\M© € R"**" for the wireless network is also a multicast traffic matrix fo
G (involving only the subset’ C Vi of nodes as sources and destinations). Defi}{e as the collection

of such multicast traffic matricesV® € R7**" that are achievable via routing over.
We now argue thatM® c AMC. AssumeAMC € AMC. Since

> A <1

Wcv:
WA {u}#0
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for everyu € V, we can route all traffid\)'y;, that is requested at some node other theine., such that
W\ {u} # () from u to the central node*. Since

IIPIRHTES

o LEy
for all w € V, we can route all traffic\)'(;, that is requested at some nodec W from the central node
v* to w. Together, this shows that'® € A<, and hence that

AME < AMC (16)

We next argue thatM® c 21+</2AMC_To this end, we show that any operation@rcan be implemented
in the wireless network at least at a factor—*/2 of the rate. For the implementation 6fin the wireless
network, we time share between edges towards the centraluioahd from the central node. This leads
to a factor2 loss in rate. We implement all edgégu, v*) }.,cy simultaneously, and similarly for all edges
{v*, whypev.

AssumeXMC e AMC and consider an edge:, v*) € Eg. Routing a message from to v* in G is
implemented as follows. Take the message: @nd split it inton (distinct) parts of equal length. Each
part is to be sent to one of thenodes inV. In other words, one part is kept at the othern — 1 parts
are sent over the wireless network. This procedure is fatbfor every message at every node V.
Note that the resulting traffic requirement is unicast, aadade it by \Y®. This unicast traffic matrix\V¢
is uniform, in the sense that each node= V' has traffic for every other node < 1 at the same rate,
i.e., \U depends only o but is constant as a function af. Moreover, since\M® ¢ AMC,

PIRIFEND DERHIES
wH#u Wwcv:
W\ {u}#0
for everyu € V, and where we have the first inequality (instead of equabggause one part of every
message is kept at the source nadelogether, this implies that

A <1/(n—1)

for all v # w, and we can assume without loss of generality that we havaliggtor everyu £ w. This
traffic pattern can be expressed as a convex combination-efi permutation matrices, each of which
can be implemented at a rate of at least/? by using ergodic interference alignment [3] as in the proof
of Theoren L. Hence, accounting for the facfoloss due to time sharing, all edgé&u, v*)},cy In G
can be implemented simultaneously with a loss of at most @mfac'~/2 in the wireless network.

Consider now an edgé&*,w) € Eg. Recall that all messages originatelatC Vi, and hence to
arrive atv* in G the message is distributed uniformly over the entire waeleetwork (as described in
the previous paragraph). Routing a message frorto w in G can thus be implemented in the wireless
network by transmitting all the message parts from nadesw to w. We transmit this traffic as unicast
traffic by duplicating all messages that are to be sent to rti@e one destination node. Denote again by
A\YC the resulting unicast traffic matrix. Since the messagesiisteibuted uniformly,)\gfﬂ depends only
on w but is constant as a function af Moreover, since\M® ¢ AMC,

S RECY S <
uFwW uFw WCV:
weW

for everyw € V. Together, this implies that
AC < 1/(n—1)

,w
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for all w # w, and we can assume again that we have equality for &l w. Expressing the resulting
uniform traffic pattern as a convex combination of permotatnatrices and using again ergodic interfer-
ence alignment as in the previous paragraph shows thatgdisédv*, w)}.,cy in G can be implemented
simultaneously with a loss of at most a facfor'—*/2 in the wireless network.

Together this shows that ¥M¢ € AMC then

2—1—0{/2)\MC c AMC

and thus
ARS C 212 AMe, (17)

Combining [(16) and[(17) shows that
2—1—0{/2]\MC C 2—1—0{/2[\%(3 C AMC7
completing the proof of the inner bound. O

VI. DISCUSSION

Here we discuss several aspects of the proposed commonicsthemes. The dependence of the
results on the network ardal| is discussed in Sectidn_VIJA. Implementation issues aresiciemed in
Section VI-B. Extensions to Rayleigh fading (as opposednhasp fading) are discussed in Secfion VI-C.

A. Dependence on Network Area

Throughout this paper, we have assumed a unit network aea/A| = 1. The results presented
generalize to networks of area
Al = |A(n)| £ a(n)

for generala(n) depending on the number of nodes in the network. Define the minimum distance
between nodes to be,;, (n)n"/2a'/%(n); as before, we assume that;,(n) decays at most polynomially
in n. Then Theorenll takes the form

1log (1+ 21_0‘/2a_°‘/2(n))f\uc(n) c A%C(n) C log (1+ nte/2y—a (n)a‘“/Q(n))]\UC(n),

2 min
and Theoreni]2
l log (1 + 21_a/2a_a/2(n))AMC(n) C AMC(n) C log (1 + p2te/2p—o (n)a‘a/Q(n))AMc(n).

4 min
Comparing the lower and upper bound in these two expresswassee that they provide the correct
scaling of the unicast and multicast capacity regions ofwireless network only ifa(n) = n°®, i.e.,
only if the regionA(n) grows slower tham” for any 3 > 0. This is not surprising, since wheiin) grows
on the order of2” for 5 > 0, the network is no longer solely interference limited, bather also power
limited. Under these conditions, interference alignmentat the appropriate communication strategy and
some form of hierarchical cooperatidn [11], [20], [24], [38 other form of cooperative communication
will likely be necessary (at least in the low regime).

B. Implementing Interference Alignment

While the ergodic interference scheme recalled in Se¢liBAlls conceptually simple, it suffers from
very long coding delays for larger networks. Indeed, it isilgaseen that the coding delay of the scheme
grows at least liké)(exp(n?)). To be implemented, coding schemes whose delay scales Wétieespect
to the network size need to be used. Devising such codingrsehguaranteeing the same rates as ergodic
interference alignment but with shorter delays would hemeef interest.

Similarly, the assumption of availability of full CSI at albdes in the network is quite strong. Relaxing
this assumption would be of interest. Some progress in tinectibn has been made ih [39], in which
a distributed algorithm for interference alignment usimgydocal CSI is proposed. However, while this
algorithm is observed to yield good results in some scesano performance guarantee is given for
general systems.
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C. Rayleigh Fading

Throughout this paper, we have assumed a simple phasegfadidel described by{2). In this section,
we discuss how the results presented for this model can heteatito the case of Rayleigh fading. We
will assume that the channel gaifs, ,[t]} are independent (but not identically distributed) as a fionc
of w,v and vary in a stationary ergodic mannertinEachh, ,[t] is assumed to be circularly-symmetric
complex Gaussian with mean zero and variarjcg The realizationg . [t] }.,, are assumed to be known
at timet¢ throughout the network, i.e., we assume again full CSI islavie at all nodes.

Denote byAMC(n) ¢ R"**" the multicast capacity region, and defin¥®(n) as in the phase-fading
case [se€{3)]. The next theorem approximates the multoegecity region under Rayleigh fading.

Theorem 4. There exists:, such that for alla > 2, n > ng, and node placemerit(n) with minimum
node separation,,,(n)n""/2,

= (loglog(n) — «/2 — log log(e))AMC(n) C AMC(n) C log (4n*T*r 2 (n ))AMC( ).

Comparing Theorer] 4 for Rayleigh fading with the correspogdesult Theorerh]2 for phase fading,
we see that the inner bound is enlarged by a factd@®@bg log(n)). This is the gain due to opportunistic
communication enabled by the random amplitudes of the alagains and the availability of full CSI.
Achievability is based on opportunistic interferencegainent. Note that, since unicast traffic is a special
case of multicast traffic, Theorelh 4 also applies\tty(n).

Proof: We first prove the outer bound. We assume throughout that 9. Following the same
steps as in the proof of Theordm 2, it suffices to upper bouadtiMO capacitiesC({w}¢, {w}) and
C({u}, {u}°). Relaxing again the individual power constraints to a swwgr constraint ofx — 1, and
increasing the channel gains by multiplying edch, by

—a/2 /4
% > 1,
ras/
we obtain
C({w)*, {w}) < maxE(log (1+ P(g)n*r,09) ).
where

02 S ilhal

uFEw
and where the maximization is over all power assignmétitg) such that
E(P(g)) <n—1.
By [40], this maximization problem is solved by water fillinfhe optimal power allocation is

1 1 +
PO ()

with g chosen such that
E(P*(g)) =n— 1.

Noting that .
Pr(g) < —
9o’

we can upper bound
C({w}*, {w}) < Elog (1 + P*(g)n"?r.59)
< Elog (1 + n®?y n_]mg/go)
<log (1+n**r 2 E(9)/90)
< log (1 + plte/? mm/go) (18)
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where we have used Jensen’s inequality.
It remains to find a lower bound ogy. From the power constraint,

1 1\
n—1=E(= - 7)

9o na/2 mlng

o 1 1
= R I
[{ /2 fg(w(go na/zr;li‘;'y> i

rnlngo

1
> _]P > 2 a/2 (07
= 290 (g = 2N mlng(])

1
> —P(g>2 19
> 5, P9 = 200) (19)
where we have used that;, < 3 by () and that, > 9 by assumption. The random variahjes the
sum ofn — 1 i.i.d. exponential random variables with mean one. Hendellows an Erlang distribution
with density ,

_ " Cexp(—y)

and

P(g > 7) = exp(—

IIMN

both for~ > 0. From this,

1 exp(—2go) = 29

~—P(g = 290) = - -

240 ( o) 290 ;
> exp(— 2g0).

290
Combined with [(IB), we obtain .
n—12>—exp(—2g). (20)

240

Assumeg, < 1/4(n — 1); then

L exp(-20) > 20 1) exp(—1/2(n 1)

>
90
> 2(n — 1) exp(~1/2)
Z (n - 1)7
contradicting [[2D). This shows that
9o > 1/4(n —1). (21)
Combining [18) and[(21),

C({w}*, {w}) <log (14 4(n — 1)n'*t?r 2
< log (4n2+a/27"_.a)

min

for everyw € V, and forn > 9. Similarly

C({u}, {u}?) <log (4n***/?r 2)
for everyu € V. This proves the outer bound oxC.
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We continue with the proof of the inner bound. From the carwiton in the proof of Theorernl 2, it
suffices to analyze communication according to the unica$fid matrix \;)S, = p(n) for all u # w, for
somep(n) depending om but not onu, w. If this AU is achievable for somg(n), then

p(n)AMC c AMC, (22)

Construct an undirected grapht] = (Vz[t], E5[t]) as follows. The vertex set;[t] is equal to the
collection of nodes/ in the wireless network for everyc IN. The edge(u, v) is in Es[t] if

max {|hu7v[t] |27 |hv,u[t]|2} 2 ln(l/p(n))r;fj,
with

p(n) £ 1/v/n.
Note that|r3’ h, ,[t]|? is exponentially distributed with unit mean, and hence
P (huo[t]* = n(1/p(n))ry5) = p(n)

for everyu,v € V with u # v. Thusé[t] is a random graph with vertices and each edge present i.i.d.
with probability p(n).

The choice ofp(n) guarantees by [41, Theorem 7.14] that, with probability o(1) asn — oo, the
graph(G|t] has a matching covering at least- 1 vertices, i.e., there is at least one way to pair adjacent
nodes inG[t] such that that all (except for possibly one node:ifs odd) nodes in/ are member of
exactly one paﬁ. Choosen, such that this probability is at leasy/2 for n > ny,. Whenever no such
pairing exists, we do not communicate during that time ghig yields a factoR loss in rate. Assume in
the following that at least one such pairing exists. Pick ofi¢he (possibly many) pairings at random.
By construction ofE, for every such paifu, v) either|h,,[t]|* or |k, .[t]|* is larger than

In(n)r, /2 > 271722 In(n).

For each painu,v) chooseu as the source fop if the magnitude of the channel gain fromto v is
larger than fromv to u, andv as a source for otherwise. During timé we transmit according to this
source-destination pairing at uniform raig].

Consider now all timeg that have resulted in the same source-destination paihloge that the
construction ofG[t], and hence also the construction of the source-destingtadnng, depends only
on the magnitudes of the channel gafns,[t|. Hence, conditioned on a particular realization (gjf],
the phases of the channel gains are still independently aifdronly distributed over0, 27) for every
u,v € V. The fading, conditioned on the source-destination pairesulting fromG|t], is therefore
still circularly-symmetric, and we can hence apply ergoiierference alignment as in Theorém 3 to
communicate at uniform rate

plt] > = log (1427 1In(n))

>

N =N =

(— /2 —loglog(e) + loglog(n)).

During each timef, at least(n — 1)/2 of the source nodes are transmitting at rate at |g&st By
the random choice of source-destination pairing, over @ lenough time period all node paifs, w)
communicate the same fraction of time. Accounting for thi digtime slots during which the grap&'[¢]

3The precise threshold for the appearance of such a matchijrig fact, forp(n) larger than(log(n) + w(1))/n. However, the weaker
choice ofp(n) = 1/4/n adopted here is sufficient for our purposes.
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has no valid pairing, this procedure achieves a rate betwaeh of then(n — 1) pairs (u, w) with u # w
of at least

p(n) > W_—ll) (%( — a/2 —loglog(e) + log 1og(n))>

= 8in( — a/2 —loglog(e) + log log(n)).

By (22), this implies that forp > ny,

%( — /2 —loglog(e) + log log(n))AMc(n) c AYC(n),

concluding the proof of achievability. [ |

VIlI. CONCLUSIONS

We presented inner and outer bounds onithen-dimensional unicast capacity regioiY“(n) and the
n x 2"-dimensional multicast capacity regiort©(n) of a dense wireless network with nodes placed
arbitrarily on a unit square. These bounds are tight up toctofaD(log(n)) (with a pre-constant that
is rather small), and hence they yield fairly tight scaliagv$ for achievable rates under any unicast or
multicast traffic pattern and any node placement.
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