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Abstract

This paper provides comprehensive coding and outer boundhéo half-duplex multiple access channel with
generalized feedback (MAC-GF). Two users communicate with destination over a discrete memoryless channel
using time division. Each transmission block is dividedi® time slots with variable durations: the destination is
always in receive mode, while each user alternatively tratssand receives during the firgttime slots, then both
cooperate to send information during the last one. The pppgoses two decode-forward based coding schemes,
analyzes their rate regions, and also derives two outerdsowith rate constraints similar to the achievable regions.
Both schemes requires no block Makovity, allowing the dedion to decode at the end of each block without
any delay. In the first scheme, the codewords in the third sioeare superimposed on the codewords of the first
two, whereas in the second scheme, these codewords areimitap. While the second scheme is simpler, the first
scheme helps emphasize the importance of joint decoding segarate decoding among multiple time slots at the
destination. For the Gaussian channel, the two schemesjeiith decoding are equivalent, as are the two outer
bounds. For physically degraded Gaussian channels, thmged schemes achieve the capacity. Extension to the
m-user half-duplex MAC-GF are provided. Numerical resutisthe Gaussian channel shows significant rate region
improvement over the classical MAC and that the outer bowembimes increasingly tight as the inter-user link quality
increases.

I. INTRODUCTION

The growing demands of multimedia services in communicasigstems necessitate new technologies that meet
high speed and throughput requirements. Cooperative camncation offers an efficient way to increase the data
rate. However, besides the high data rates demand, plamtiestraints including half-duplex tranceivers and short
decoding delay add other challenges to new systems. Cansideeration between two users sending information
to a common destination. Iinl[1], Willems et al. model this mha@ as a multiple access channel with generalized
feedback (MAC-FG) and propose a full-duplex coding schehs tises block Markov encoding and backward
decoding. While the full-duplex scheme can be adapted tiechgdlex systems, it may be inefficient. In this paper,
we aim to propose new cooperative schemes directly for tifednplex channel with shorter decoding delay.

The full-duplex MAC-GF proposed by Willems et al. inl [1] is aone practical channel than the MAC with
conferencing encoders also proposed by Willems_In [2]. i MMAC with conferencing encoders, each encoder
obtains information about the message of the other encbdengh delay-free communication links between them
even before starting transmission. However, in the MAC-BE, users are cooperating during their transmission
time. Willems et al. employ block Markov encoding and backdvdecoding to derive an achievable rate region for
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the MAC-GF. With backward decoding, the channel in any tnaiesion block resembles the MAC with common
message proposed by Slepian-Wolflin [3]. [l [4], Tandon alukUs derive an outer bound for the MAC-GF using
the idea of dependence balance [5] and show that their bautighiter than the cut-set bound. Ekrem and Ulukus
[6] study the effects of cooperation on the secrecy of the MaiE

The relay channel, introduced by Van der Meuleriin [7], caisdxn as a special case of the MAC-GF when only
one user has information to send and the other helps relayitviegeived to the destination. In the MAC-GF, at the
end of each transmission block, each user employs part@dieforward relaying to decode a part of the other’s
message and forward with its new message during the nexk.bRartial decode-forward is one of the relaying
protocols introduced by Cover and El Gamal [in [8] along witgtadde-forward and compress-forward. Kramer et
al. generalize these protocols to a relay network in [9].1€]] Liang and Veeravalli propose the broadcast relay
channel (BRC), in which one of the two receivers assists testmission to the other by relaying, and establish
its capacity in the degraded case. Reznik et al. [11] exteadBRC to multiple receivers and derive its achievable
rate region and outer bound.

Sendonaris et all_[12] apply the coding scheme of the fulilebu MAC-GF into cellular networks operating over
fading channels and show the advantage of cooperation neasimg both achievable rates and cellular coverage,
and in reducing the outage probability. However, curreciit®logies for cellular networks support only half-duplex
communications. Hence, to make the application possibke full-duplex scheme can be adapted to half-duplex
systems using standard frequency division for channelsdmt the two users. However, this adaptation requires
extra bandwidth and thus may not be the most efficient. As altreamore attention to half-duplex schemes has
been seen recently.

For example, Laneman et al. analyze the performance ofduglfex cooperative schemes in terms of outage
capacity in [18], and Vishwanath et al. derive outer bourmistiie capacity of the half-duplex relay channel in
[14]. Peng and Rajan study capacity bounds for the Gausst@nférence channel with transmitter or receiver
cooperation in[[15], and Wu et al. derive the sum capacitytlier symmetric interference channel with transmitter
cooperation in[[16]. Kim et al. study the half-duplex biditenal relay channel and provide inner and outer bounds
for different relaying protocols in_[17]. Schnurr et al. tker an achievable rate region for the restricted two-way
relay channel with partial decode-forward relayinglin|[1B] Gamal and Zahedi establish the capacity of the relay
channel with orthogonal transmitting components which et®drequency division in [19]. Partial decode-forward
relaying achieves its capacity, for which the half-duplextbr simplifies analysis. However, it is not always the
case that half-duplex capacity is simpler or can be derivezttlly from full-duplex capacity.

In addition, the block Markov coding structure in the fulklex MAC-GF introduces dependency between
contiguous codeblocks. As a result, backward decodingrhesdhe preferred technique to increase the rate region.
However, backward decoding leads to excessive decodimy.debrtunately in half-duplex systems, since each user
cannot transmit and receive simultaneously, block Markadirtg need not apply. Therefore, it may be the case that
optimal half-duplex coding can be done independently fmhezodeblock, which removes the need for backward
decoding and the excessive decoding delay accompaniedtwith

In this paper, we propose new coding schemes for the hale’dlAC-GF, taking into account the half-duplex
and short decoding delay constraints. Two main featuresvdltie proposed schemes to meet these two constraints.
First, these schemes perform the transmission in indemérdecks without block Markovity. As a result, the
destination can decode at the end of each block without alay.dgecond, we use time division in each code block
and divide each into three time slots. Allowing each useritizee transmit or receive during each slot satisfies the



half-duplex constraint. In the proposed schemes, eachaltsnatively transmits and receives during the first two
time slots, then both transmit during the third one and thatidation only decodes at the end of this time slot.

We consider two different coding schemes. Both schemes @myaite splitting and superposition encoding
in each time slot. However, they have two main differencasstFin the first coding scheme, the codewords
transmitted during th&™ time slot are superimposed on the codewords of the first tviis & similar to the
coding scheme of the full-duplex MAC-GF iql[1],_ [12]. Howeyén the second coding scheme, these codewords
are independent. Second, the first scheme employs partalddeforward, while the second uses full decode-
forward. For the Gaussian channel, we show that these twenseh achieve the same rate region and hence are
equivalent.

For the first coding scheme, we also consider two differembbdimg techniques at the destination: separate
decoding and joint decoding. In separate decoding, théndgisin starts from the™ time slot and decodes the
messages received in each time slot independently. In jl@odding, the destination uses signals received ig all
time slots to decode all messages simultaneously. Anassisell as numerical results show that joint decoding
strictly outperforms separate decoding by achieving aelargte region.

We also derive two outer bounds for the half-duplex MAC-GRiform similar to each achievable rate region
but on a larger input distribution. These outer bounds ar&vef using standard method that employs Fano’s and
data processing inequalities among multiple time slots.&lge show that the second outer bound can be derived
from the dependence balance outer bound for full-duplex M&Ein [4]. Similar to the achievable rate regions,
the two outer bounds are equivalent for the Gaussian chafheke bounds become tighter as the inter-user link
qualities increase. We also show that our outer bound besdh@ecapacity for the Gaussian physically degraded
channel. Finally, we extend our coding scheme, achiewgbiind outer bound to thei-user case.

This paper is organized as follows. Sectloh Il describeshhié-duplex MAC-GF model. Section ]Il presents
the partial decode-forward based coding scheme and poitglachievable rate region for both joint and separate
decoding techniques at the destination. Sediidn 1V presersimplified decode-forward based scheme and its rate
region. The outer bounds are provided in Sedfidn V. Seiibextends the channel to the-user case and provides
an achievability and outer bound. Application of the pragbsoding schemes in the Gaussian channel is given in
Section VIl with numerical results and comparison the obieund. Finally, Sectioh VIl concludes the paper.

Il. CHANNEL MODEL

The two-user discrete memoryless half-duplex MAC-GF cstagif two input alphabet&; and X5, three output
alphabets), V12, and)»;, and three conditional transition probabilitie§|x1, z2), p(y, y12|z1), andp(y, yo1|x2)
as shown in Figll. This channel is quite similar to the fulptx MAC with generalized feedback as defined in
[1]. However, each user (the owner of the messdgeor 1) can only either be in transmit or receive mode but
not in both. Hence, an additional requirement for the halfldx MAC-GF is that no two transition probabilities
occur at the same time. Because of this requirement, thengadiheme in[]1] can not be applied directly.

A ([2nf1], [2782] n) code for this channel consists of two message Béts= {1,...,[2"%1]} and W, =
{1,...,[2"F2]}, two encoding functiong;, f2;, i = 1,...,n, and one decoding function defined as

fli:W1Xy§f1—>X1,i:1,...,n
fgiZWQXJ}i;l%X% i1=1,...,n
g:y"—>W1 X Wao. (1)
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Fig. 1. The half-duplex MAC-GF model.

Finally, P. is the average error probability defined Bs= P(g(Y™) # (W1, W3)). A rate pair(R;, R2) is said to
be achievable if there exists(@2"1], [2"52],n) code such thaP. — 0 asn — co. The capacity region is the
closure of the set of all achievable ratg?;, Rs).

The three transition probabilities of the half-duplex MAZE- can be modeled using time division such that for
n uses of the channel, the transition probability, y12, y21]x1,22) can be expressed as

P* = p(y, y12, y21|71, 21) = p(y, y1z|z1) (w(k) — u(k — ain))
+ p(y, y21]z2) (u(k — a1n) — u(k — (a1 + az)n))
+ p(yle1, z2) (u(k — (a1 + az)n) — u(k —n)) )

where0 < a; + a2 < 1 andu(n) is the discrete-time unit step function.

Thus, each transmission block is divided into three timésshath variable durations;, as and (1 — a1 — aw).
While the destination is always in receiving mode, each e#éer transmits or receives during the first two time
slots and both of them transmit during the third slot. Speailfy, as in Fid.lL, the channelgy, y12|x1), p(y, y21|z2)
andp(y|z1, ) occur during thel®, 2" and3' time slots, respectively. For clarity, instead of alway#gs for
the channel out at the destination, we also refer to it in @sch slot differently agy;, y» or ys.

I1l. CODING SCHEMES WITH PARTIAL DECODEFORWARD (PDF) RELAYING

In this section, we propose and analyze a coding scheme déanah-duplex MAC-GF based on partial decode-
forward (PDF). The transmission is done in independentKksoaf lengthn. Each user employs rate splitting
and superposition coding in each time slot. Consider the tiser; it splits its messagél;, into three parts
(Wro, W12, Wi3) where (Wro, Wi3) are the private parts antd/15 is the public part. While the private parts
are transmitted directly to the destination at raidg and R3, respectively, the public part is transmitted to the
destination in cooperation with the second user at Rate During the1s time slot, the first user send®/o, W12),
while during the3™ time slot, it sendgWs1, Wia, Wi3). The transmission of the second user is similar. In this
coding scheme, the codewords of the private péiiss, 1W,3) sent during the3™ time slot are superimposed on
the codewords of the cooperative parts during the first twee tslots, which makes these codewords dependent.
We name this scheme the PDF scheme and show that the folleaiegegion is achievable.



Theorem 1. The achievable rate region for the half-duplex MAC-GF using the PDF scheme with full decoding
at each user and joint decoding at the destination is the convex closure of all rate pairs (R;, Rs) satisfying

Ry < anI(Xi0; Y1) + a3l (X135 Y3|Xa3,U, V)
Ry < apl(Xo0; Ya1) + azl(Xas; Y3| X453, U, V)
R1 + Ry < a1 l(Xi0; Y12) + aol (Xao; Ya1) + a3l (Xi3, Xos; Y3|U, V)
Ri+ Ry < a1l(Xi0; Y1) + a2l (Xa2o; Y21) + asl(Xi3, Xo3; Y3|V)
Ri + Ry < anl(Xi0; Y12) + aol(Xa0; Y2) + asl(Xi3, Xa3; Y3|U)
Ri + Ry < an1(Xy0; Y1) + ol (Xa0; Ya) + a3l (X13, Xo3; Y3) 3)

for some joint distribution that factors as

P* = p(x10, u)p(z20, v)p(T13|0, v)p(T23]U, V) (4)

where a3 = (1 — o] — 062).
Next, we provide a full description of the encoding and désgdechnique that achieves the above region, with
the summary in Table I.

A. Coding Scheme

As mentioned previously, the encoding is performed usitgsglitting and superposition encoding. The codebook
generation is done as follows.

1) Codebook generation: Fix P* in () and generate

« 2"z jid sequences” (wi2) ~ [T, p(wi),

o 2"R21 jjd sequences” (war) ~ [, p(vi).
Then for eachu”(w;2) and eachv™ (w21 ), generate

« 2" jid sequences?(wio, wi2) ~ [[i—, p(T10i|us),

« 2"R20 jj.d sequencesy,(wag, wa1) ~ [[1—, p(x20:|vi).
Finally, for each paif(u"(w12), v (we1)), generate

o 273 jj.d sequencesTy(wiz, wiz, wo1) ~ [, p(z13i|us, v;),

o 2"R23 jjd sequencesys(waz, wiz, wo1) ~ [, p(zasi|ui, v;).

2) Encoding: In order to send the message pair;, w-), the first user sendsg{:" (w1, w12) during thels! time
slot, while the second user sendg " (wao, wi2) during the2" time slot. At the end of thest and 2" time slots,
the second user and the first user will have the estimate@valii, wi2) and (wso, W21 ), respectively. Then, the

first user sends™ (w13, w12,21) and the second user sendy (a1+a2)n+1(w23, w12, we1 ) during the

13,(a1+az)n+1
last time slot. Hen(cé cozc))peration occurs via decode-fawelaying. Each user decodes the other user's messages
during the first two time slots, then forwards the public pErthis message during the third time slot, in addition
to another private message to the destination.

In this scheme, the codewords of the private péis;, wo3) are superimposed on the codewords of the public
parts, which is similar to the full-duplex coding scheme [i, [[12]. However, the codewords in the proposed
scheme encode messages in the same block, while€ in [1], tH]codewords for private parts are superimposed

on those of the public parts in the previous block. As a reshé proposed scheme has independent transmission



15t slot with lengthayn | 2" slot with lengthasn | 3 slot with length(1 — oy — az)n
first user 288" (w0, w12) —— T3 (01 +an)np 1 (W13, Wiz, Wa1)
second use - 255" (a0, w12) xg3,(a1+a2)n+l(w23’ w1z, Wa1)
- (@20,’5)21) (fuII Dec.) __
Yo, — ,
—— w9y (partial Dec.) ——
(1D10,’LZ)12) (fU” DeC.) —_— R
Yo — -
w12 (partial Dec.) - __
Y Yy Ys Ys
Sep. Dec. w1 Wao — (W12, Wa1, W13, W23)
Joint Dec. (12, W21, Wio, W20, W13, W23)

Table I: The encoding and decoding techniques for the PDEmseh

blocks while the coding scheme in [1], [12] has Markov depridlocks. Because of independent blocks, decoding
at the destination can be done at the end of each block. Hérere, is no decoding delay in the proposed scheme,
while in [1], [12], there is a long delay resulting from backw decoding. Also, we can see that the proposed
scheme includes the classical MAC and the classical TDMAesehas special cases when = a; = 0 and

a1 = as = 0.5, respectively.

3) Decoding Technique:

Full Decoding at each user: At the end of thel St time slot, the second user applies joint typicality rule ézaolde
both message par{svi9,wi2) from its received sequenc¥;,. Specifically, the second user looks for a unique
message paifio, w12) that satisfies

(u*™(w12), 274" (W10, W12), Y12) € A",
Similarly, the first user decodes the unique message(pair, w21 ) such that

(V2" (a1 ), 53" (W20, Wo1), Ya1) € AZ2™.

Following standard joint typicality analysis as in [20]etkrror probabilities in these decoding go to zeraas oo
if the following rate constraints are satisfied:

Rig < onI(X10;Y12lU) = I
Rip + Ri2 < anI(Xip; Y12) = 1o
Ryo < ol (X303 Yo1|V) = I3
Roo + Ro1 < al(Xo90;Yo1) = 1y (5)
Joint Decoding at the destination: From Table |, we can see that all received signals at therdetgin (Y7, Y2, Y3)
include information about the cooperative message fasts, w21 ). Thus, joint decoding among these three signals
will improve the rate region.
In joint decoding, the destination decodes the messagemgtts, w1, wio, Wao, W13, Wes) USING joint typicality

[20] or joint ML [21] decoding based on the whole received ey = (y7'"ys?" y5°"). Specifically, the
destination looks for a unique message ve¢idys, wa1, Wi, Wao, W13, Weg) that S|multaneously satisfies



{(w™ ™ (W12), 275" (W10, W12), Y1) €A™,
and (v2" (a1 ), x93 " (W20, W1 ), Y2) €AS?",
and (u®" (12), v**" (a1, 25" (W13, Wiz, Wo1 ), x93 " (23, W12, Wa1), Y3) €AY, (6)
The error analysis of this decoding technique is given in é&upx A and it leads to the following rate constraints:
Rip < a1I(X10; Y1|U) =
Rop < anl(Xa0; Y2|V) =
Riz < a3l(Xy3; Y3|U, V, Xo3) = J3
Roz < a3l(Xas; Y3|U, V, X13) = Ju
Ri3 + Roz < azl(Xi3, Xo3; Y3|U, V) = Js
Ri + Ry3 < anI(X10: Y1) + sl (X3, Xo3; Y3|V) =
Ry + Ryz < apl(Xa0; Ya) + a3l (X13, Xo3; Y3|U) =
Ri+ Ry < onl(X10; Y1) + ol (Xoo; Y2) + a3l (X3, Xo3; Y3) = Js. (7)

The same rate constraints can be obtained using joint MLdlegaas shown in[[22]. Now, by applying Fourier-
Motzkin Elimination (FME) to the inequalities if)(7) and (3he achievable rates in terms Bf = R1g+ Ri2+ R13
and R, = Rop + Ro1 + Ra3 can be expressed as in Theorem 1.

Remark 1: Alternative partial decoding at each user: In the above scheme, each user decodes both the public
and private message parts of the other user. However, tr@part is not forwarded. Thus, alternatively, each user
can also perform partial decoding. We will show, howeveat thartial decoding is of no advantage for Gaussian
channels.

In partial decoding, each user decodes only the public pathe other user during the first two time slots.
Specifically, the second user decodgs from Y72 by looking for a uniqued, 2 such tha{u®"(w2), Y12) € A ™.
Similarly, the first user decodes,; from Y»; by looking for a uniquews; such that(v®™(wsq1), Ya1) € A22™.
Again, by applying joint typicality analysis, the probatyilof error goes to zero as — oo if the following two
constraints satisfied:

Ry < a11(U;Y12)
Ry < aoI(V;Ya1).

By applying FME for these new constraints together with thestraints in[(I7), we get a rate region region similar
to Theorem 1, except that we need to replace

I(X10;Y12) by I(U; Y12) 4+ I(X10; Y1|U),
andI(Xao; Ya1) by I(V; Ya1) + I(Xao; Ya|V).
To compare between the two regions, note that in Theorem hawve
I(X10;Y12) = I(U, X10; Yi2) = I(U; Y12) + I(X10; Yi2|U),
and’(Xzo; Ya1) = I(V, Xo0; Ya1) = I(V; Ya1) + I(Xa0; Yau|V).



Therefore, we just need to compare the péir&Xo; Y12|U), I(X10; Y1|U)) and (I(Xzo; Y21|V), I(X20; Y2|V)).

If I(X10;Y12|U) > I(X10; Y1|U) and I(Xap; Y21|V) > I(X20; Y2|V), then full decoding at each user leads to a
larger rate region for a fixed input distribution. This is ttese for Gaussian channel explained in Se¢fioh VII when
the inter-user links are stronger than direct links.

B. Alternative separate decoding at the destination

In order to recognize the efficacy of joint decoding in enilaggthe rate region, we compare this decoding
technique with separate decoding, in which the destingtemforms decoding separately in each time slot as shown
in Table I. It decodes starting at t3& time slot, then goes back to 1289 and 15 ones.

In separate decoding, starting from tBé@ time slot, the destination uses the received sigialto decode the
message vectdri s, Wa1, W3, Wes) USING joint typicality decoding. In this time slot, the chmehlooks like a MAC
with common messagel[3] and the destination looks for a wnigassage vectdiin o, we1, W13, Wes) that satisfies

(u*™ (W12), v*3" (Wa1), 75" (Wis, Wiz, Wa1 ), Tos (W23, Wiz, Wo1), Y3) € A",

Then, the destination goes back to the firgime slots, in which the channel looks like a broadcast ckawith
superposition codind [20]. It uses the received sigiials(Y>) to decodew;o (w20), respectively, assuming that
it already decodes thé&i»,1;) correctly in the3™ time slot. Specifically, the destination looks for a unique
messageio (wz20) which satisfies

(U™ (Wia), 294" (110, Wia), Y1) € A21™
or
(va2n(W21), Iggn(’@zo, Wzl), YQ) S A?2n.

for a given (w2, w21 ). Following the analysis in[3]/[20], the rate constrairtiatt make the probabilities of error
to go to zero as — oo are as follows.

Rig < anl(X10:Y1|U) =15
Rog < anl (X203 Y2|V) = I
Ri3 < a3l(X13;Y3|U, V, Xo3) = I7

(
(
(
Roz < agl(Xa3; Y3|U,V, X13) = Is
Riz + Ros < agl(Xi3, Xo3; Y3|U, V) = Iy
Riz + Ri3 + Ras < a3l (X3, X23; Y3|V) = Lo
Ry + Riz + Roz < a3l (Xy3, Xo3; Y3|U) = 11y
Riz2 + Ro1 + Ri3 + Rog <azl(Xi3, Xo3;Y3) = s (8)

The derivation of these rate constraints are given in AppeBd
By combining these constraints together with the conssaif full decoding at each user il (5), we get the
following corollary.



Corollary 1. The achievable rate region for the half-duplex MAC-GF using the PDF scheme with full decoding
at each user and separate decoding at the destination is the convex closure of all rate pairs (R;, R2) satisfying

Ry < a1l(X10; Yi2) + asl(Xi3; Ya| Xa3,U, V) 9)
Ry < apl(Xa0; Ya1) + azl(Xos; Y3| X453, U, V)

R1 + Ry < anl(X10; Y12) + aol(Xao; Ya1) + asl(Xi3, Xos; Y3|U, V)

Ri + Ry < axmin(I(X10; Y12|U), 1(X10; Y1|U)) + a2l (Xao; Yo1) + asl(X13, Xo3; Y3|V)

R1 + Rg < agmin(I(Xz0; Y21|V), 1(Xa20; Y2|V)) + a11(X10; Yi2) + azl(X13, Xo3; Y3|U)

R1 + Ry < axmin((Xi0; Y12|U), I(X10; Y1|U)) + aemin(l(Xao; Ya1|V'), 1(X20; Y2|V)) + a3l (Xi3, X23; Y3)

for some joint distribution P* = p(210, u)p(220, v)p(z13]|u, v)p(z2s|u,v) and 0 < ag + ag < 1.

Remark 2: Although the first3 constraints in this rate region are the same as those in @ebr the otheB are
smaller. This is becausd (X10; Y1) > I(X10;Y1|U)) and (I(X20; Y2) > I(X20; Y2|V)). Hence, this rate region
will always be smaller than that in Theorem 1.

A simple explanation for this difference between the twagagis as follows. In separate decoding, the destination
only uses the received signal in tB& time slot to decode the public parts»,ws;) but ignores the received
signals in the first two time slots, even though they includerimation about the public parts. On the other hand, in
joint decoding, the destination uses the received sigmais the all3 time slots to decode the transmitted messages
(W7, Ws). As a result, the set of error events in separate decodirgeibigger than in joint decoding and hence,
the rate region for separate decoding is smaller.

Consequently, we can see that although the channel capaaitpe known in each time slot as of the (degraded)
broadcast channel [20] or the MAC with common message [&],ctpacity for the half-duplex channel cannot be
simply derived from these existing capacities. The halildu capacity is still an open problem and in Secfidn V,
we provide an outer bound for it.

Remark 3: The rate region in Theorem 1 was obtained by applying FMEBpaad [T). However, when applying
FME, the rate constraints involvingl,, I35) and (Ji, J2) given in [B) and[{(I7) appeared to be redundant and did
not affect the rate region in Theorem 1. Any value {@#, R2o) will not affect the rate region. Therefore, there
is no need for the private pafivig,wso) in the first two time slots if joint decoding is used at the desdton
(note however thatw., weo) is still necessary with separate decoding). Next, we pre@osew scheme taking
this remark into account.

IV. SIMPLIFIED DECODE-FORWARD (DF) SCHEME

In this section, we provide a simplified coding scheme in Wheach user splits it message into only two parts,
w1 = (w2, w13) andwsy = (we1,ws3). The transmission in each time slot is similar to the presisacheme but
without (w1, wep). Besides, the codeword in th85¢ time slot is independent from codewords in the first two,
instead of being superimposed on them as before.
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Theorem 2. The achievable rate region for the half-duplex MAC-GF using the DF with joint decoding at the
destination can be expressed as the convex closure of all rate pairs (R;, Ry) satisfying

Ry < onI(X12;Y12) + asl(Xi3;Y3| Xa3, S)
Ry < agl(Xo1;Yo1) + asl(Xas; Y3 X3, S)
Ri+ Ry < anI(Xi2;Y12) + a0l (X015 Yo1) + sl (X3, Xog; Y3|S)

(

(

(

Ri+ Ry < a1l(Xi12; Y1) + a2l (Xo1; Ya1) + asl(Xi3, Xo3; Y3)

Ri + Ry < a1 l(X12; Y12) + ol (Xa1; Y2) + azl(X13, Xo3; Y3)
(

Ri+ Ry < aI(X12; Y1) + ol (X215 Y2) + a3l (X3, Xo3; Y3) (10)

for some p(x12)p(x21)p(s)p(w13]s)p(x2s]s), where on + s + az =1
Proof: We provide the encoding and decoding techniques for this sveme in which each user splits its
message into only two paris; = (w12, w13) andws = (way, wa3).

1) Codebook generation: Fix P} = p(z12)p(z21)p(u)p(x13|u)p(zas|u), then generate

o 2"z jjd sequences’, (wi2) ~ [/, p(w12i)

o 2"R21 jjd sequencesy; (wa1) ~ [, p(w21)

o 2n(Ftl21) jjd sequences” (wia, war) ~ [[1, p(si).

Then for each paig™ (w2, we1), generate

o 2" jid sequences?y (wis, wiz, wa1) ~ [ L1, P(z134]8:)

« 2" jid sequences?yy (waz, wiz, war) ~ [[1m, p(z2s:]s:)-

The encoding and decoding of this scheme is similar to the B&ffeme of Theorem 1 but witho(t,o, wao).
Moreover, codeword§et; (w1s, Wiz, wa1), T3 (wes, w1z, we1)) are superimposed on codewott w2, wa; ), which
even though encodes the same message faiks wo1) as codewordgz’,y (wi2), 25, (w21)), is independent from
them because it is generated according to an independéributi®n.

2) Encoding: For the two users to send the message pair, w-), the first and the second users transmit
2{3" (w12) and 253" (we1) during the1s' and the2"® time slots, respectively. They also decodg andw;, at
the end of these two time slots. Then, during the last timésshiey sendv’f&(almz)nﬂ(wm,wlg,u?gl) and
$§37(a1+a2)n+1(w23,1171271021)-

3) Decoding:

At each user: At the end of thel®! time slot, the second user decodes by looking for a uniqued,, that
satisfies

(273" (W12), Y12) € A",
Similarly, the first user decodes,; by looking for a uniquei.; that satisfies
(251" (W21), Ya1) € A",
Following standard joint typicality analysis [20], we oistahe following rate constraints:
Rip < a1l(Xi2;Y12) = Hy
Ry < apl(Xa1;Y21) = Ho (11)
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Joint decoding at the destination: Similar to the joint decoding in Sectidn 1I3A, the destiimat utilizes the
received sequence from &lltime slots to decode the transmitted messages by looking fmique message vector
(12, Wa1, W13, Wes) that simultaneously satisfies

{(@93" (12), Y1) €A™,
and(ngn(ﬁ}gl),YQ) EAgzn,
and(s®" (w12, Wa1), 275" (W13, W12, Wa1), Tos " (Wes, Wiz, Wa1 ), Y3) €A™} (12)

The error analysis of this decoding technique is similarhtat in Sectior TlI-A and leads to the following rate
constraints:

Riz < a3l (X13;Y3]S, Xo3) = H3

Raz < azl(X23;Y3]S, X13) = Hy

Riz + Ras < azl(Xi3, X23; Y3]S) = H;

R+ Rog < anI(X12; Y1) + a3l (X13, Xo3; Y3) = Ho

Ra + Ri3 < aol(X21;Y2) + asl(Xi3, Xo3;Y3) = Hy

Ri+ Ry < a1l(Xi2; Y1) + a2l (Xo1; Y2) + azl(X13, Xo3; Ya) = Jg (13)

By applying Fourier-Motzkin Elimination (FME) to the ineglities in [11) and[(13), we get the achievable rates
in terms of Ry = R12 + Ri13 and Ry = Ry + Ra3 as in Theorem 2. [ |
Remark 4: In (I0), the second and the third constraints on the sum raterbe redundant if (Xi2; Y12) >
I(X12;Y1) and I (X213 Ya1) > I(X21;Ya).
Remark 5: Although this rate region looks slightly different from thaf the PDF scheme given in Theorem 1,
Appendix E shows that the two regions are equivalent for Ganschannels. For the discrete memoryless channel
(DMC), this equivalency may not hold in general.

V. OUTER BOUNDS

In this section, we provide an outer bound with rate constsasimilar to the PDF scheme and another one
similar to the DF scheme. During the third time slot, the arerooks like the MAC with common message while
during the first two time slots, it looks like a broadcast aenAlthough the capacity is known for the MAC with
common messagel[3], it is not known in general for the brostddaannel. Furthermore, the MAC-GF encompasses
as a special case the relay channel of which the capacitys@s radt known in general. Next, we provide outer
bounds to the half-duplex MAC-GF in a form similar to the asfaible regions. These bounds are tight as the
inter-user links are noticeably better than the link betweach user and the destination.

A. An Outer Bound Smilar to the PDF Region

Using standard Fano’s and data processing inequalitiem@ntwee time slots, we show in Appendix C that an
outer bound for the half-duplex MAC-GF can be expressed dkdrfollowing theorem.



12

Theorem 3. An outer bound of the half-duplex MAC-GF consists of the convex hull of all rate pairs (R, R2)
satisfying

Ry < a1I(X10; Y1, Y12) + a3l (Xa3; V3| X023, U, V)

(
Ry < apl(Xa0; Y2, Yo1) + a3l (Xa3; Y| X153, U, V)
R1 + Ry < a1l(Xi0; Y1, Y12) + ol (Xa0; Ya, Y1) + asl(X13, Xo3; Y3|U, V)
Ri+ Ry < arl(Xi0; Y1) + a2l (Xa20; Y2, Y21) + sl (Xi3, Xo3; Y3|V)
R1 + Ry < a1 l(Xi0; Y1, Y12) + ol (Xo0; Y2) + a3l (X13, Xo3; Y3|U)

(

Ry + Ry < o I(X10; Y1) + a0l (X205 Ya) + a3l (X3, Xo3;Y3) (14)

for some joint distribution p(x10, u)p(220, v)p(x13|Uu, v, T10)p(223|U, v, 220) P*®, Where P* is the channel given in
@,and as =1—a; — as.

Proof: See Appendix C. ]

Remark 6: Compared with the achievable region for the PDF scheme irofEme 1, this outer bound consists

of rate pairs(R;, Rs) satisfying constraints similar t¢1(3), except thdtX,2; Y12) and I(Xas;; Y2;1) are replaced
by I(X12;Y1,Y12) and I(Xa;;Ys,Ya;), respectively. These different termB&,X1o; Y1, Y12) and I(Xso; Yz, Y21),
resemble the cut-set bound in the first two time slots. Basitlee outer bound has a larger joint input distribution
than the achievable region. However, we show in Sedfiohhdtifor the Gaussian channel, both the achievable
region and outer bound can be maximized over the same inptutbdition.

B. An Outer Bound Similar to the DF Region

1) Outer Bound Formula: Following similar steps to the previous outer bound but vgithall modifications, we
derive also in Appendix C another outer bound similar to therBgion as in the following corollary:
Corollary 2. An outer bound of the half-duplex MAC-GF consists of the convex hull of all rate pairs (R;, R2)
satisfying
Ry < an(Xi2; Y1, Yi2) + azl(X13; V3] Xo3, S)
Ry < anl(Xa1; Y2, Yar) + azl(Xas; Y3| X113, .5)
Ri+ Ry < o 1(X12; Y1, Yi2) + ol (Xo1; Yo, Yo1) + a3l (X13, Xo3; Y3]5)
Ri+ Ry < anl(X12; Y1) + ol (Xa1;Ya) + a3l (X13, Xo3;Y3) (15)

for some joint distribution p(z12)p(x21)p(s|x12, T21)p(213]S, T12)p(223]8, 221 ) P, Where P* is the channel given
in@, and az =1 — a3 — as.

Remark 7: This outer bound looks similar to the achievable region iedrem 2 for the DF scheme, except for
the parts/(X10; Y1, Y12) andI(Xao; Ya, Y21) where in the achievability, we havd X1¢; Y12) and I(Xa; Ya1). As
a result of this replacement, the two middle sum rate coimstras in the achievability become redundant.

Remark 8: Similar to the previous outer bound, this outer bound andDReachievable region for Gaussian
channels can be maximized over the same input distribuffon.Gaussian channels, as the two achievable rate
regions for the PDF and DF schemes are equivalent, the twer dotunds are also equivalent. This equivalence
can be proved following similar steps as in Appendix E.
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Remark 9: This outer bound is related to the dependence balance ooterdbfor the full-duplex MAC-GF[4]
as shown next.

2) Relation with Dependence Balance Outer Bound for the Full-Duplex MAC-GF: In [4], Theorem 4, Tandon
and Ulukus derived the dependence balance outer boundégdulirduplex MAC-GF. Applying this outer bound to
our half-duplex channel, we can easily derive constrai8$ &s shown in Appendix C. However, for the half-duplex
MAC-GF, the dependence balance condition is automaticatisfied as also shown in Appendix C. Hence, the
outer bound in Corollary 2 for the half-duplex MAC-GF can berided from the full-duplex bound but without
requiring the dependence balance condition.

VI. GENERALIZATION TO THE m-USERHALF-DUPLEX MAC-GF

We now generalize the results to the-user half-duplex MAC-GF shown in Figufé 2. The m-user lthiflex
MAC-GF consists ofm input alphabetsY;, Xs, ..., A, m(m — 1) + 1 output alphabetsy and Y;;, for all
Jyk€1,...,mandj # k, andm-+1 transition probabilitieg(y|z1, . .., xn) andp(y, 9, |z;) forall j,k € 1,...,m

andj # k whereg ;. = (y;1,vj2,---,Yjm),J # k. Similar to the two user case, we require that no two traorsiti
probabilities occur simultaneously in order to meet thd-Haplex constraint.

S

Sy D

Sm

Fig. 2. Communication model for the:-user half-duplex MAC-GF.
A. Achievability

Following a similar procedure to the two-user case, thestrassion is done in independent blocks. Each block
is divided intom + 1 time slots with variable lengtha;, as, ..., am, ame1 Wherea,, 11 = 1 — Zz’;l «;. Each
user splits its message;, into two parts(wgk, wi,m+1). During any of the firstm time slots, one of the users
sends its cooperative pauty, while the other users decodes it. Then, during the last tilme sach user sends
all cooperative parts it decodes during the previous tiroessbgether with its private patty, ,,+1. Using similar
encoding and joint decoding techniques as in the simplifiedsEheme in Sectidn 1V, we obtain the following rate

region:
Theorem 4. An achievable rate region for the muser half-duplex MAC-GF can be expressed as the convex
closure of the rate m-tuples (Ry, Rs, ..., R,,) satisfying
Rt < (Z g ,e[lmi]n,#k I(ka;ij)> + a1 (X1 (T); Y41 ]S, X1 (T°)) (16)
ke IEET

R < <Z op  min I(ka§ykj)> + <Z OékI(ka;Yk)> + 1 L( X g15 Yig1)

i€[1im], j#£k
pea ISl keAe

for some joint distribution Pt given as

Pl = ( p(xkk)> p(s) (H p('rk,m+1|5)> (17)
k=1 k=1



14

and all subsets 7 C [1:m] and A C [1:m]. Here, Ry = >, .7 R, X1 = (Ximt1, Xomt 1y -+ o Xongmes1),
Xm+1(T) = (Xky m+1s Xkegmt1,---) for all {k1,ko,...} € T, X0pi1(T°) = (Xt m+15 X1, m+1, - - -) for all
{l1,15,...} € T¢ and T* is the complement of 7 in the set [1 : m]. Ro = Y .-, R; is the total sum rate and A°¢
is the complement of A in the set [1 : m]. Yj; is the signal received by user j from user & during the k™ time slot.
Y} is the received signal at the destination during the & time dlot.

Furthermore, if each of the inter-user link qualities istbethan any link between each user and the destination
as given in the following equation:

I(ka;ykj) > I(ka;yk) for all (k,_]) S [1 : m],] 75 k (18)

then, the effectiveR, becomes only that obtained with empty get= ¢ andA© = [1 : m]. For example, for 3-user
half-duplex MAC-GF satisfying conditio (18), the achiblarate region is the convex closure of all rate 3-tuples
(R1, Ra, R3) satisfying

Ry < oy min{I (X1, Y12), [(X11, Y13)} + aal (X145 Ya[S, Xog, X34)
Ry < ag min{/(Xag, Y21), (X2, Y23)} + sl (X24; Ya|S, X14, X34)
Rs < azmin{/(X33, Y1), (X33, Ya2) } + aal(Xs4; Ya|S, X1a, X24)
Ri + Ry < oy min{ I (X131, Y12), [(X11, Y13)} + ag min{I(Xaa, Yo1), [(Xa2, Ya3) } + gl (X4, Xog; Ya|S, X34)
R1 + Rz < oy min{I(X11, Y12), [(X11, Y13)} + az min{I (X33, Y31), [ (X33, Ya2) } + aal (X4, X34; Ya|S, Xo4)
Ry + Rz < ag min{I(Xa2, Ya1), [(Xa2, Ya3)} + azmin{l (X33, Y31), [(X33, Y32)} + aal (X4, X34; Ya|S, Xo4)
Ri + Rg + Rz < oy min{I(X11, Y12), [(X11, Y13)} + ag min{I(Xaa, Ya1), I(Xa2, Ya3)}
+ azmin{/(Xa3, Y31), [ (X33, Y32)} + al (X4, Xoa, X34; Y4|S)

Ri+ Ro+ Ry < aI(X11,Y1) + a0l (Xa2,Y2) + a3l (X33, Y3) + sl (X4, Xoa, X34;Ys) (19)

for some joint distributiorp(z11)p(z22)p(233)p(8)p(x14]8)p(x24|8)p(234]8).

B. Outer Bound

An outer bound for then-user half-duplex MAC-GF can also be derived in a similar wayhat of the two-user
case in Sectiof V. Using Fano’s and data processing indmsatimong multiple time slots as given in Appendix
C for the two-user case, we can obtain an outer bound as irotleeving Theorem:

Theorem 5. An outer bound for the m-user half-duplex MAC-GF can be expressed as the convex closure of all
rate m-tuples (Rq, Ra, ..., R,,) satisfying rate constraints obtained from (16) by replacing

o D ker Qkmijem ik L(Xek: Yij) bY D per ol (Xir; Vi, Yij) and

o D pen Ok Mije ] 2k L (Xik; Yig) BY D pen e d (Xik; Vi, Yj)
where Yo, = (Yi,jys Yi,in), ... for al {j1,j2,...} € [1 : m] and j # k. Furthermore, the joint probability
distribution factors as

(Hp (Trok ) s|T11, 22, -y Tynn) (H p(l'km+l|571'kk)> p (20)
k=1

where P is the channel given as
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m k—1 k
P= <Zp<ykamjlxkk> ( ( - az>n> u ( - ann)))
k=1 = —

+ pWir @ 1) (u ( - ann) —u(T—n)> (21)
=1

where €41 = (T1m+1, L2m+1y - -+ s Tmomet1)-

Although the outer bound for the two-user case is tight dgfigdor the Gaussian channel, it becomes looser as
the number of users increases. Even for the three-usertb@seuter bound is not tight in general. This is mainly
because during the first time slots, the outer is a cut set bound while in the achidighit is the rate achieved
by the user with minimum link quality. Hence, the optimal sagdscheme and the tightest outer bound are still an
open problem for then-user half-duplex MAC-GF.

VIl. GAUSSIAN CHANNELS
A. The Half-Duplex Gaussian MAC-GF Model
The discrete-time channel model for the Gaussian halfeduplAC-GF, as shown in Fid.] 3, can be expressed as

Y12 = K12X10 + 21

Yo1 = Ko1 X290 + 22
Y1 = K10X10 + Zo1
Yo = Ka9X20 + Zo2
Y3 = K10X13 + K29 Xo3 + Zo3 (22)

where K>, and K, are the inter-user link coefficient®;y, and K5 are the link coefficients between each user
and the destination; the independent AWGNs &re~ N(0,N), Zy ~ N(0,N), and Zy; ~ N(0,N), i = 1,2,3;
X1 and X3 are the first user’s transmitted signals during tfieand 3" time slots, respectively, similarlyXs,
and X3 are the second user’s transmitted signals during2fleand 3™ time slots.

X]() Y21 Xl3
Z
KlO ol <—Z KIO Z()3
2
K
12 Y] K2[ YZ Y3
<—Zl % KZO
20 ZOZ
Y12 Xz() X23

oyn onn | (1-a1-ax)n |

Fig. 3. Channel model for the Gaussian MAC-GF.
B. Partial Decode-forward scheme: Joint decoding vs. Separate decoding

Using the PDF scheme, we show in Appendix D that jointly Geussput signals are optimal. Specifically, the
first user can construct its transmitted signals as

X10 = v/ PioX10(wio) + v/ PrU(wiz)
X153 = v/ Pi3X13(wiz) + Ve2 PyU(wiz) + /e3Py V (way)
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and the second user constructs its transmitted signals as

X0 = /PaoXa0(w20) + v/ Py V (war)
X3 = /Pa3Xog(was) + /d2 Py V (way) + \/d3 PyU(wis),

where X1, X20, X13, Xo3, U, and V are independent and identically distributed accordingVi@, 1).
The power constraints for the two users are given as

a1(Pio + Pu) + as(Pis + coPy +csPy) = Py
(P + Py) + as(Pas + dsPy + do Py) = P, (23)

where(cq, ¢3) are constant factors specifying the relative amount of ppe@mpared taP; and Py, used by the
first user to transmit the cooperative informati@m, 2, w21) during the3™ time slot. The same holds fdls, ds).

The achievable rate region for the PDF scheme over Gauskamels with each of the decoding techniques in
Section1ll can be derived as follows.

1) PDF with Joint Decoding: The achievable rate region for this decoding techniquevisrgin [3) of Theorem
1. Applying to the Gaussian channel, we obtain the followdogollary:

Corollary 3. The achievable rate region for the Gaussian half-duplex MAC-GF under the PDF scheme with full
decoding at each user and joint decoding at the destination is the union of all rate pairs (R, R2) satisfying

K2, (Py+ P K2 P,
Ry <oyC (—12( v 10)) + asC (*1;)\] 13)

N
K3, (Py + Pa) K2 P
RzSOzzC( 21(}/\7 20) ( 20 23)
Ry + Ry < a,C K12 (Pu + Pio) K3 1 PV + Pao) +asC K32,Pi3 + K3, Pa3
N N
K3, (P, P K (P P
R1+R2§a10( io ( EJV—F 10)+ QC( 21 ( V+ 20))
4 asC K3(Pis + coPy) + K3y(Pas + d3PU) + 2K10K20v c2d3 Py
’ N
2 2
Ri+ Ry < anC Kz (Pv + Pro) + axC Koo (Pv + Poo)
N N
T asC K?y(Pi3 + c3Py) + K3y (Pos + do Py) + 2K190K20/dac3 Py
’ N
K (Py+P K2, (Py + P
Ry + Ry <oy C Kio (Pu + Pao) + ayC Ko (Pv + Pyo)
N N
s (T o 5 )
3
N

for some a1, ap > 0, a1+ < 1 and power allocation (Py, Py, Pio, Peo, P13, Pe3) satisfying the power constraint
in (23), where C'(z) = 0.51log(1 + z).

Remark 10: Achievable rate region with partial decoding at each user: The achievable rate region for the Gaussian
MAC-GF with partial decoding at each user is similar[fal (24} keplacing

o C(KLBetho)) py ¢ (Bl ) 4+ o (Kighe) and

K3, (Pv+Pso) K3 Py K3 P2o
« C A by C K2, Por N +C S
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As explained in Sectioh IlI-A3, in order to compare betweka tate regions with full and partial decoding, we
only need to compare betweeh(@) andC (@) which is equivalent to comparing betweéh, and
K1>. Hence we can see that for any input distributionkifs > K19 and K31 > Ksg, then the rate region with full
decoding is bigger. However, following the optimization#8], the two rate regions can be shown to be equivalent
if each user transmits with an optimal power allocation wmh@as Py = Py = 0.

2) PDF with Separate Decoding: For the Gaussian channel, the achievable rate region offtedeheme with
separate decoding can be obtained directly froim (9) asvisllo

Corollary 4. The achievable rate region for the Gaussian half-duplex MAC-GF under the PDF scheme with

separate decoding at the destination is the union of all rate pairs (R, R2) satisfying

Ry < oy C (M) 4 asC (@)

N N
K2 (Py + P, K2 P
Ry < apC (W) + a3C (%)
K2, (P, P K2 (P P K2 P K2 P
Ryt Ry <one (BT P0)) o (Ko v+ Pu)) o (KioPis 1 oo P
N N N
. K122P10 K120P10 K221 (PV +P20)
< 2 S S
Ri+ Re < almln{(} < N, , C N + axC N
4 anC K32,(Pi3 + caPy) + K3)(Pas + d3Py) + 2K10Ka0\/cads Py
’ N
K%, (Py + Pio) : K3, Py K3, P
Rt Ry < on€ (2L 00) o gpmind 0 (2222 o (2202
4 asC (K%Q(Plii +c3Py) + K3y(Pas + da Py ) + 2K10K20\/d203pv)
N

. K122P1 K120P10 . K221P20 K220P20
< —s —_— —Lss = —= =
R1+R2_alllln{c< , C + asmin< C , C A

+ asC (K120P13 + K3)Po3 + Py (K10v/C2 + K20V d3)* + Py (K104/C3 + K20\/@)2) 5)

N
for some a1, a2 > 0 and a1 + a2 < 1, given the power constraint in (23).

Remark 11: Comparison between joint and separate decoding: From [24) and[(25), we can see that joint decoding
leads to a strictly larger rate region than separate degdatause

K120 (1 U+ 1 10) ; K1221 10 K1201 10
- v -z 7 > -4 - - -
C< N min< C N , C N

1<220 (1 V ]20) ; ](2211 20 ](2201 20
ey O =7 > & = _ev =
C’< ~ min<{ C N , C ~

Fig.[4 compares the achievable rate regions of the PDF sciwitindifferent decoding techniques and the classical
MAC. These results are obtained for the symmetric Gaussianrel whereV =1, P, = P, = 2, K19 = K =1,
K15, = Ky and different values of(;, and by using the optimal power allocations and time duratianalyzed
in [23]. Results show that the PDF scheme with either joins@parate decoding at the destination has a larger
rate region than the MAC, and the rate region enlarge& asincreases. The results also show the advantage of
joint decoding over separate decoding. Separate decosdlistrictly suboptimal compared to joint decoding and
only approaches the performance of joint decodind<as — oc.
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1.6

— MAC
1.4 K1=1-6])
oint Decoding K =3
1.2} — K=

Separate Decoding

1.6

Fig. 4. Achievable rate regions for the half-duplex MAC-G§ing the PDF scheme with joint and separate decodingkfay = Koo = 1
and Kis = Ko.
C. Decode-forward scheme
The simplified DF scheme in Sectién]lV can be applied to a Gansshannel with the first and second users
constructing their transmitted signals as
Xi12 = VP2 X12(wi2)
X3 = /P13 X13(wi3) + /Ps, S(wi2, wa1)
Xo1 =/ Po1 Xo1(w12)
Xoz = /Pas Xoz(w13) + \/Ps, S(wa1, wa1)

where X1, Xo1, X13, Xo3 and S are independent and identically distributed accordingM(®, 1). The power
constraints for both users are now given as

a1 P2 +a3(Pis+ Ps,) = P,
asPo1 + a3(Pes + Ps,) = P (26)

The achievable rate region can be derived as follows.
Corollary 5. The achievable rate region for the Gaussian half-duplex MAC-GF under the DF scheme, denoted
as R(K%, K3,), is given as

2 2
Ry <aC <7K12P12) + asC <7K10P13>

N N
KZ P, K2 P,
Ry < axC (72]1\7 21) + asC (*2?\] 23)

2 2 2 9
Ri+ Ry < C (%) + aC (K21P21> + asC (K10P13]"’\'7K20P23>



19

K3,P K2 P
R1+R2§O&10( 1]()\[12) +OQC< 2]1\[21)

4 asC (KfO(PB + Ps,) + K3y(Pas + Ps,) + 2K10K20+/Ps, P52>
3

N

R1+R2<a10( 2P12) <K0P21)
)

ta C,<K10(P13—|—P51 +K20(P23+P52)+2K10K20\/P51P52>
3

R1+R2<a10( 10P12) C<K P21)
)

ta C<K10(P13+P51 + K (P23+PS2)+2K10K20\/P51P52>
3

(27)

for some some a1, p > 0, a1 + a2 < 1 and power allocation (Pya, Pa1, P13, Pes, Ps,, Ps,) satisfying the power
constraint given in (26).
Although the rate region of the DF scheme [In](27) appears t@atger than that of the PDF scheme [n](24),
they are equivalent as shown in Appendix E. We state thisvatgrice in the following corollary:
Corollary 6. The two achievable rate regions for the Gaussian half-duplex MAC-GF under the PDF scheme and
the DF scheme are equivalent.
Proof: See Appendix E. [ ]

D. Outer Bound

Similar to the equivalence between the two achievable regithe two outer bounds in Theorénand Corollary
2 are also equivalent for the Gaussian channel. This can b&rsheing the same procedure as in Appendix E.
Therefore, in this section, we only focus on the outefid (@)nd with rate constraints similar to the DF scheme.
Corollary 7. An outer bound for the Gaussian half-duplex MAC-GF is R (K%, + K2,, K2, + K2;), which consists
of all rate pairs (R, Ro) satisfying (27) but replacing K2, by K%, + K%, and K3, by K%, + K2,.

Proof: As stated in Corollarg, the outer bound is maximized over the joint distributidm,2)p(x21)p(213]s, £12)
p(xasls, x21)P*®. The difference between this distribution and that of theki@@ble region in Corollary is that
X3 and X2 (X23 and X»;) are correlated. Let/Li2 (v/Lo1) be the correlation betweeki; 3 and X1, (X23 and
Xa21). Then, from [[Ib) we obtain the same expressions ak_in (27ptdy replacing

e Pi3 by Pi3+ Li> and Pa3 by Pos + Loi;

« Ki, by K, + K7, and K3, by K3, + K3,
Since the power constraints are the same for the achievablerr and outer bound, it is possible to 98 =
P13 + L1y and Pas = Py3 + Loy in the outer bound, thus reducing the input distributionhat tof the achievable
region. Therefore, the only remaining difference is in tharmnel gain. ]

Remark 12: The tightness of the outer bound is determined by the r%@sand K%; The outer bound becomes
tighter as these two ratios increase since théh — K7, + K7, and K3, — K3, + K3,. Therefore, the bound
becomes increasingly tight as the inter-user link qualit'ru:rease.

Fig.[H compares between the DF scheme with joint decodingrentlll-duplex scheme i [1],112]. As expected,
the half-duplex scheme has a smaller rate region than theldplex scheme. The two regions become closer to



20

1.6 . . : : : : :
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Full-Duplex K,,=1.6
1.4 (Willems et al.) K,,=3 I
— K12=oo |
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Fig. 5. Achievable rate regions for the half-duplex MAC-Gfrpared with full-duplex and the classical MA& 1n = K20 = 1, K12 = Koa1).

1.4 T T T

— MAC

Achievability, K ,=1.6
Achievability, K ,=3 ]
= = = Outer bound, K12:1.6
- = = Outer bound, K12:3 i

1.2

1.4

Fig. 6. Achievable rate regions and outer bounds for the sgtrienhalf-duplex MAC-GF withK19 = K20 = 1 and K12 = Ko1.

each other ag(;5 increases. However, in the full-duplex scheme, each uaasitnits and receives in two different
frequency bands [12] which doubles the required bandwidth.

Figures[6 and]7 compare between the achievable rate regichdDF scheme and the outer bound for both
cases of symmetric and asymmetric half-duplex MAC-GF. . [Bi results are plotted for the symmetric case with
different values ofK, while K19 = 1. In Fig.[q, results are plotted for the asymmetric case wiffernt values
of Ky and K59 while K15 = K91 = 4. As discussed in Remark2, these results show that the achievable rate
region becomes closer to the outer bound as the r%%sand ﬁ—gi increase.
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Fig. 7. Achievable rate regions and outer bounds for asymeniealf-duplex MAC-GF with K12 = K91 = 4.

E. Capacity for the Physically Degraded Gaussian Channel

For the physically degraded Gaussian channel whiekg »; Y1|Y12) = I(Xoa1; Ya|Yar) = 0 for all p(z12)p(x21),
the achievable region becomes the capacity. The realivafithe degraded Gaussian channel applies to a channel
having correlated noise with a specific correlation facidithout loss of generality, assume that the AWGN noises
in 22) are identically distributed with zero mean and umitiance. LetZ; and Zy; be correlated with correlation
factor p;. Similarly, let Z, and Zy, be correlated with correlation factps. While these correlations do not affect
the achievability in Corollary 4, they alter the outer boundrheorem3 as follows.

K7y + Kiy — 2K10K12p1) Pm)

I(XIZ;YlaYlQ):C< =2

K2, + K3y — 2K30Ka1p2) Py
I(le;xfz,xle)z(?(( = 201_/)% )

Comparing these equations with the achievable countearpart
I(X12:Y12) =C (K122P12)
I(X21;Y21) = C (K3, P1)
we can easily show that they are equapif= ﬁ—ig, P2 = %; and Ko > K, Ko1 > K. Therefore, we have
the following result:
Theorem 6. The capacity region for the physically degraded Gaussian half-duplex MAC-GF can be achieved

using either the PDF or DF coding schemes if (Z1, Zo1) and (Z2, Zy2) are correlated with correlation factors ﬁ—i;
and ﬁ—’;“f respectively, provided that K15 > K19 and Ko > Kog.

VIII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have analyzed achievable regions and boterds for the half-duplex MAC-GF. We propose
two coding schemes (PDF and DF) based on rate splitting apergasition encoding. In the PDF scheme, each
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user splits its message infoparts and the codewords in tB& time slot are superimposed on those of the first
two. In the DF scheme, each user splits its messageiparts and has independent codewords at each time slot.
For the PDF scheme, we analyze the advantage of joint degodier separate decoding at the destination. The DF
scheme, however, is simpler and leads to the same regiomdoGaussian channel which models many practical
channels. Therefore, DF is preferred for practical impletaton and for further analysis of the optimal power
allocation and time duration.

We also derive two outer bounds with rate constraints smidl@ach of the two achievable regions using standard
Fano’s and data processing inequalities. We show the dguiz@ between these two outer bounds for the Gaussian
channel. We also show that one of the outer bounds can be=deatirectly from the dependence balance outer bound
of the full-duplex channel but without explicit depende@dance constraint. With straightforward generalizgtion
we extended out results to the-user case.

Lastly, we have presented numerical examples for the Gausgdiannel that compare between the proposed
schemes, the classical MAC, the full-duplex MAC-GF, anddibéer bound. These results also show the advantage
of joint decoding compared to separate decoding. When tteg-urser link is better than the link between each
user and the destination, results show that cooperationowap the rate region over the classical MAC even with
half-duplex constraint. Moreover, the rate region appheadhe outer bound as the inter-user link quality increases

APPENDIXA
ERRORANALYSIS OF THEPDF SSHEME WITH JOINT DECODING AT THE DESTINATION

Because of the symmetry of the random code generation, théit@mnal error probability does not depend on
which message vector was sent. Hence, without loss of gégewse assume that the message veetgs = wo; =
wig = wog = w13z = wo3 = 1 was sent. Then, the error events at the destination are lasv$ol

Fp =
Ey :={(u™*"(1), 27" (w10,1), Y1) € AZ" for somew;o # 1};
Es:={
Ey:={ wao, 1), Ys) € AZ?™ for somewsy # 1};

(1,1,1), 285" (1,1,1), Y3) & A"}
Eg :={(u™"(1 (w13, 1,1),255™(1,1,1),Y3) € AZ™ for somew;s # 1};
E7 :={(u™"(1 1), 275" (1,1,1), 255" (w23, 1,1),Y3) € A" for somewss # 1};

(

E8 ;:{ u*3m(1 w13, 1, 1),x§‘§"(w23, 1, 1), Yg) S A?gn for Some(w13 }é 1, W3 }é 1)},

(" (1), 255"
(" (1) 255"
(12" (1), 253"
(157 (1), 53"
By i={(u™"(1),0(
(e (1), 07
(1 (1), 000
(7 (1), 07
(" (1) 255"

Eq := 1,1),Y7) ¢ A2 and(v*2"™(1),258"(1,1),Ys) ¢ AZ*", and
(u™(1),v*" (1), 215" (1,1,1), 233" (1,1,1), Y3) & AZ" |5

Ero :={(u*™(w12), 273" (w10, w12), Y1) € AA" andv*?"(1), 258" (1,1),Y2) € AZ?" and (u™*" (wi2), v**" (1),
213" (w1s, w12, 1), 253" (was, w2, 1), Y3) € AS3™ for somews2 # 1 and any(wig, wis, was) };

By o={(u™"(1), 275" (1,1), Y1) € A" andv*?" (wa1), 258" (wao, wa1), Ya) € AZ2™ andu*"™ (1), v¥*" (wa1),

275" (w3, 1, wa1), 295 " (w23, 1, wa1), Y3) € AZ™ for somews; # 1 and any(wao, w13, wa3)};
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Eip :={(u™"(w12), 273" (w10, w12), Y1) € AS™, and(v*?" (wa1), 253" (w20, w21 ), Y2) € AZ?"™, and
(u*™ (wi2), v**" (wa1), 75" (w13, w12, wa1), 55 (W23, W12, Wa1), Y3) € AZ"
for Some(wlg 75 1,’(1}21 75 1) and any(wlo, w13, wgo,’wgg)}. (28)

By the Asymptotic Equipartition Property (AEF) [20], we ka{Pg, , Pg., Pr., Pr,) — 0 asn — oo. Then, by
using the packing lemma_[24], we can easily find that

e P, »>0asn — oo if Ryp < ayl(Xy0;Y1|U).

e Pg, > 0asn— oo if Roy < agl(Xag;Ya|V).

e Pg, —>0asn— oo if Rz < asl(Xi3;Y3|U,V, Xa3).

e Prp. = 0asn — oo if Rag < agl(Xas;Y3|U,V, X13).

e Pp, = 0asn — oo if Rig+ Rog < asl(Xis, Xog; Y3|U, V).
The analysis of the error event&, E11, F12) is more complicated because these error events are defired ov
multiple time slots. Starting witly;o, we can express the probability of this error event as

on(R1+R23)
Pg,= Y, Pg,, wherePg,, =Pp X P X Pg
=1
wherePg,,, is the probability of error for a particular set of messages), w12, wis, 1, 1, w23) and(ELy;, Eiy;, E3;)
are the events correspond to the first, second, and thirddioterespectively. WhiIePEle — 1 asn — oo by the

AEP, P~ can be bounded as
= Y plwpolu)piy)

an

(u,x10,y1) €A
<9™ n(H((U,X10,Y1 )+e)2—oz1 n(H(U,X10)—¢€) | 2—o¢1n(H(Y1)—e)

Pg

1
107

:27a1n(I(U,X10;Y1)735)

—9—an(I(Xi0;Y1)—3€)

Similarly, Pps = can be bounded as

Py = > p(w)p(v)p(z13|u, v)p(zas|u, v)p(ys|v)

agn
(u,v,213,723,y3)EALS

< 2(1377,(H(U,V,X]3,X23,Y3)+€)2—()¢371(H(U,V,X13,X23)—6)2—a3n(H(Y3 ‘V)—E)

3
107

_ 2—a3n(I(U.,X13,X23;Y3\V)*35)

— 9—asn(l(X13,X23;Y3|V)—3e)

Therefore,Pg,, has the upper bound

Py <9on(Ri+Ras) | g—a1nd(X10;Y1)—asnl(X1s,X23;Ys)
10 — .

Hence,PEm — 0asn — oo if Ri 4+ Ro3 < Oéll(Xlo; }/1) + OégI(Xlg, X23; }/3|V)
Following similar steps with; 1, we havePg, — 0asn — oo if Ro+Ri3 < aol(Xao; Ya)+asl(X13, Xos; Y3|U).
Finally, for E15, we can express its probability as

on(R1+R2)_q

Pg,= Y Pg,, WherePpg,, =Pgx Pp x Pp
i=1
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Then,PEllz_ and Pz can be derived in a similar way By WhereasPE% can be derived as

Pgs, = > p(w)p(v)p(z1slu, v)p(w23|u, v)p(ys)

(u,v,213,@23,y3)EAC 3"

<20('gn( (U,V,Xlg,X23,K3)+E)27043’!7.(H(U,V.,X13,X23)7€)27a3n(H(}/3)7€)
:270(371(1(U,V,X13,X23;}/3)736)

—9—asn(I(X13,X23:Ys)—3€)

Therefore,Pg,, can be upper-bounded as

PE <2n(R1+R2) . 2704171([(X10;Y1)736)704271([()(20;}/2)736) . 2704371([(X13,X23;}/3)73€)
12 — )

and thusPg,, = 0 asn — oo if Ry + Ry < a11(X10; Y1) + a2l (Xa0; Ya) + asl(Xi3, X23;Y). Combining all
rate constraints give the rate region i (7).

APPENDIXB
ERRORANALYSIS OF THEPDFSCHEME WITH SEPARATE DECODING

As in Appendix A, because of the symmetry of the random codeegaion, without loss of generality, we
assume that the message vedoi, = wo; = wig = weo = w1z = wez = 1) was sent. Then, the error events at
the destination in the third time slot are given as

By o={(u®"(1),v**"(1), 295" (1,1,1), 255" (1,1, 1), Y3) & A" };
By :={(u®™(1),v*"(1), 253" (w13, 1,1), 253" (1,1, 1), Y3) € A%*™ for somew,3 # 1};

By ={ (w7 (1), 0% (1), 234" (1,1, 1), 253" (w23, 1, 1), ¥3) € AZ*" for somewns # 1};

By :={(u®™(1),v™(1), 253" (w13, 1, 1), 253" (waz, 1,1), Y3) € A%*"™ for soméwis # 1, w3 # 1)};

By i={(u™"(1),v**"(1), 255" (1,1,1), 253" (1,1,1),Y3) & A" };

Ee :={(u™"(w12),v**" (1), 275" (w13, w12, 1), 253" (wa3, w12, 1), Y3) € AZ*" for somew: # 1 and any(wi3, w23)}
Er :={(u®"(1), 0™ (wa1), 275" (w1s, 1, w21), 255" (wes, 1,w21), Y3) € AZ*™ for somews, # 1 and any(wis, wa3)}
Eg :={(u™" (w12),v"*" (wa1), 295" (w13, w12, w1 ), 253" (was, w12, w2 ), ¥3) € A"

for some(wia # 1, w91 # 1) and any(wis, wes)}- (29)

Similar to Appendix A, we havéPg, , Pr.) — 0 asn — oo by the AEP. By the packing lemma, we have

e Pg, > 0asn— oo if Rz < asl(Xi3;Y3|U,V, Xa3).

o Pp, > 0asn — oo if Rag < agl(Xas;Y3|U,V, X13).

e Prp, > 0asn — oo if Rig+ Rog < azl(Xi3, Xog; Y3|U, V).

e Pg, > 0asn— oo if Ria + Ris + Ras < asl(Xi3, Xos; Y3|V).

e Pg. —0asn— oo if Roy + Ris + Ras < asl(Xi3, Xos; Y3|U).

e Pg, > 0asn— oo if Ria + Ro1 + Ri3 + Roz < asl(X13, Xos; Ys).
Now, after decoding the messag@si 2, we1, w13, we3), the destination goes back to the first two time slots to
decode(wig, wag) assuming that it already decod@s, s, wo1, w13, was) correctly. The error events in the first two
time slots are
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By ={(u® (1), 252" (1,1), Y1) & A%}

)

ut" 1),x10”(w10, 1),Y7) € A" for somewg # 1};
)
);

Ey :={(v*"(1), 253 (’LU20, 1),Y,) € AZ?" for somewsyy # 1}. (30)

Here, (Pg,, Pr,) — 0 asn — oo by the AEP. By the packing lemm#pPg,, Pr,) — 0 asn — oo if Ry <
a1I(X10;Y1|U) and Ry < a1 1(Xog; Y2|V), respectively. Hence, we obtain the rate regldn (9)

APPENDIXC
PrROOF OF THEOUTER BOUNDS

In this Appendix, we prove the outer bounds given in Sediion V

A. Proof of Theorem 3
We derive an outer bound for the half-duplex MAC-GF with ratastraints similar to the achievable region of
the PDF scheme.
Starting with Ry, given any sequence ¢"1 2772 n) codes withP. — 0, we have
TLRl = H(Wl) = H(W1|W2)
= I(Wl; Y”, Ylgv Y£|W2) + H(W1|Yn7 Ylgv Yﬂv WQ)
S I(W Y™, Y, Y51 [ Wa) + ne, (31)

where [(31) follows from Fano'’s inequality. Now, let's codisi the first part of((31). We have

I(Wl’yn7ylg7}/2q|w2) = ZI(Wl;Y;aY12i7Bli'WQ,Yi_l,Yli2717Y;]j1)
i=1
ain ‘ -
= ZI(Wl;E,Y12i|W2,Y112_1,YZ’1)
i=1

(a1taz)n
+ I(W Y, Yau[Wa, YU Vi Y Yo )
i=ain+1
D TWEYiWe, Y L VST YA (32)

i=(a1+a2)n+1

whereY;;2" is the second channel output sequence. Now, the first ter2ndan be bounded as

ain ) ) (a) aln ) )
ZI(WME,Y12i|W27Y112_17Y171) < ZI(Xloz';E,Y12i|W2,Y171,Y112_1)
i—1 i—1

a1n

:ZH(E,YMHWQ,YFl,Yfgl) — H(Y;, Y1gi| X10i, Wa, Y7L, Y5 )
i=1

() a7

< ZH (Y3, Y12:) — H(Y:, Y12i| X104)
=1
aln

= Z I(X10i; Y3, Y12:) (33)
i=1
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where (a) follows from the data processing inequality sifice — X9 — (Y1, Y12) forms a Markov chain and
(b) follows from removing conditioning and the memoryless mndp of the channel during the first time slot
p(y, y12|10)-

Moving to the second part of (B2)

(a14a2)n

D (W Yy, Yo [Wa, YO Vil Y v
i=ain+1

(ar14az)n

—

= Z I(W1;Yi, Youi| Xooi, W, YU, Y7L VS Yo )

i=ain+1

=

(a1 4a2)n

= > H(Yi, Yauil Xoos, W, YU, Y7L VS VI Y) — H(Yi, Yars|[Wh, Xogi, Wa, YOI, YL Y3 Vo)
i=ain+1

( (a14az)n

= > H(Y;,YaulXa0) — H(Y;, Ya1:| X2:) = 0 (34)
i=ain+1

where (a) follows since in the second time slot, for a givede;aXsy; = f;(W2) and (b) follows from the

memoryless property of this channgly, y21|x20).

Finally, the third part of[(32) can be expressed as
Do I Y| We, YL Y YR
i=(a1+az)n+1
= ) HMWy, VYR YY) — H(YWa, Vg, Wa, Y Y
i=(a1+az)nt1
(;) Z H(Y;|X23iaW27Y1051n7§/20{2n,yi_1) —H(Y;‘|X23i,Wg,leoéln,Xlgi,Wl,Y';ﬁn,Yi_l)
i=(a1+az)nt1
(b) - a1n a2m a1n 2N
< ) HYXas, ViR Y5 — H(Yi| Xosi, V5, Xusi, Yai")
i=(a1+az)nt1
= D (X YilXas, Y3 Y5P)
i=(a1+a2)n+1
= Z I( X33 Yi| Xo3:, U, V) (35)
i=(a1+a2)n+1

whereU = Y5'" and V. = Y;3*"; (a) follows from Xi3; = fi,(Wh,Y5?"), Xosi = fou(Wo,Y(5'"™) and
(W, Wo, Y=L VoL Vi) — (X1, Xos) — Y; forms a Markov chain; (b) follows from removing conditiogin
and the memoryless property of the chanp@l|x;3, z23).

Thus, from [3B8),[(34) and (B5), we have

a1n n
ni; < ZI(XIOi; Y14, Yioi) + Z I(X13i5 Y3i| Xa3i, U, V) + ne. (36)
i=1 i=(a1+az)n+l
Similarly,
(a14az)n n
nRy < > I(Xaoi; Yai, Yori) + > I(Xasi; Yai| X1, U, V) + me. (37)

i=an+1 i=(a1taz)n+1
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Moving to the sum rate, based on Fano’s inequality, we have
TL(Rl + Rz) = H(W1,Ws)
= I(le WQ; Yna Ylga }/27;) + H(le W2|Yna Ylgv }/27]7:)
< I(Wl,WQ;Yn,Ylg,Yvﬁ)'i‘TLE. (38)

The first term in[(3B) can be bounded as

I(Wh, W Y, Y5, Yo7) :ZI(Wl,WQ;}/i7}/12i;}/21i|yi71,}/1i2_17}/2il_1)
i=1
ain ) -
= ZI(WhWQ;E,Y121'|Y11271,Y171)

i—1
(a14az2)n ‘ -

+ Y I(Wh, Wy Y, Yoy [V Vi Y
i=ain+1

+ Y TV Wy ViYL Y YR (39)
i=(a1+a2)n+1
The first part of[(3P) can be bounded as

aln

D I(W, W Vi, Yig Vi 1 Y
i=1
ain
=Y H(Y ViaiYig YY) = H(Y:, Yiga| Wi, Wa, Yig 1, YY)
i=1
ain
@ ZH(Y},YlgﬂYfgl,th) — H(Y;, Yii| X105, Wi, Wa, Y5 1Y)
i=1
(b
< ZH(Yi,Ym) — H(Y;,Y12i| X104)
i=1
a1n
= ZI(Xloi;Yqu) (40)
i=1

where (a) follows since for the channel in the first time sfot,a given code X1o; = f;(W1); (b) follows from
the memoryless property of the chanpél, y12|z10) and from removing conditioning.
Similarly, the second part of (89) can be bounded as
(a14a2)n _ .
> I, Wo Vi, Yau V5, Vi LY
i=ain+1
(Ol]+0t2)n . . . .
= Y HY,YaulV3" Ve LYY = H(Y;, Yan[Wh, Wa, Vi3, Vo Yo
i=ain+1
(a14az2)n ) ) . .
=) HEYYau VS Ve LY — H(Y:, Yau[Wa, Xaoi, Wa, Vi5, Yo LY

i=ain+1

—~
=

(a14az2)n (a14az2)n

> H(Y,Yau) — H(Y:, YauilXo0i) = > I(Xa0i, Vi, You) (41)

i=ain+1 1=ain+1

—
IN=
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where (a) follows since for the channel in the second timg &o a given code Xy, = f;(W2); (b) follows from
the memoryless property of the chanpél, y21|z20) and from removing conditioning.
Moving to the third part of[(39):

I W VY YT V)
i=(a1+a2)n+1
= > HMYTLYS YR - HY Y Wa, Vg™, Wh, Ya™)
i=(a1+az)n+1
W NT HEY LYY — HYY' Xas, Wa, Vg™, Xuss, Wi, V™)
i=(a1+az)nt1
2N HOYTL YY) — HO X, Vi3 X Vi)
i=(a1taz2)n+1
(c) i
< Y HEYE™ Y5R") — H(Yi| Xosi, Vi5™, Xagg, Yap")
i=(a1+az)n+1

= Z I(Xass, Xogs Vil Y15, Y1)
i=(a1+a2)n+1

= Z I(Xa3s, Xo3i YilU, V) (42)
i=(a1+a2)n+1
Here (a) follows since for the channel in the third time sfot, a given code X3, = f1,(Wh,Y52"), Xagi =
f2i(Wa, Yi5'™); (b) follows from removingY*~!, W, W, since in this channel Wy, W, Y1 YV, L vish) —
(X14, X2i) — Y; forms a Markov chain; (c) follows from removing conditiogin

Thus, from [39),[(411) and_(42), we have

ain (a1taz)n n
n(Ri+Ro) < 3 I(X10,; Y10, Yizi) + Y I(Xo0i; Yai, Youi) + Y I(Xusi, Xosi; Yi|U, V) + ne. (43)
i=1 i=an+1 i=(a1+az)n+1

Another bound for the sum rate can be derived as
n(Ry + Ry) = H(Wy, Ws)
=I(Wy, Was Y™, Y51) + H(W1, Wa Y™, Y51)
< I(Wy,Wa; Y™ Y5)) + ne (44)
where [4#) follows from the Fano's inequality. The first teimm(44) can be bounded as

I(Wh Wa Y™, }/211)

ain (a1+az)n n
= DI, W i) 4 YT T, WV, Yau Ve LY YT T, W ViYL Vg
i=1 i=ain+1 i=(a14az2)n+1

(45)

Following similar lines of argument, the first part 6f [45)che bounded as
a1n ain
D IW, Wos V[V 1) = Y I(W YY) + I(Was Vi [Y* 1, 1)

i=1 i=1
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a1n
@ S I VYY) + (W ViYW Xaon)

i=1

) &= i—1

< ZI(Xloz';Yi|Y )
i=1

(¢ U1

< ZI(Xmi;Yi) (46)
i—1

where (a) follows since for the channel in the first time sfot, a given code X1o; = f;(W1), (b) follows from

the Markov chainWs, Y=t W;) — X10; — (Y5, Y12), and (c) follows from removing conditioning and the same
Markov chain.

Similarly, the second part of (#5) can be bounded as
(a14az2)n (a14az2)n

NI Wy Vi, Yau Vo YT ) = I(Wa Vi, Yau [Va LY + I(W Vi, Yau, W, Yo 1 YT
i=ain+1 i=ain+1

(a1+az)n
=) I(Wa Yy, Yoy [V 1 YY)

i=ain+1
®) (a1 +az)n . _
< Z I(Xo0i; Vs, Yori| Yo, 1Y)

i=ain+1
(¢) (a1+az)n

Z I(X20i; Yi, Ya1i) (47)

i=ain+1
where (a) follows sincd (Ws;Y;, Ya1,| Yo, 1, Y1) = 0 as shown in[(34), (b) follows from the Markov chain
(Wa, Yi‘l,Y;'fl) — Xa0; — (Y3, Ya1;) in the channel of the second time slot, and (c) from removirgd@ioning
and the same Markov chain.

Moving to the last part of (45), we have

D I, Wy ViYL YR
i=(a1+az)n+1
= Y HY[Y'TLY5R") - HY[Wh, W, YL Vi)
i=(a1+az)n+1
(a) " ) )
< S HMIYTLYSE) - HY WL Wa, YL Y V)
i=(a1+az)n+1

b - i aon i— asn ain

® Z H(Y; YL Y52"™) — H(Y;| Xasi, Xogi, Wi, Wo, YL YR Vi)
i:(a1+a2)n+1

(©) -

= Z HY; Y"1 Y52y — H(Y;| X1i, Xo3i)
i=(a1+az2)n+1

(d) .
< Z H(Yi|Y5*") — H(Yi| X13i, Xogi, Yo1°")
i:(a1+a2)ﬂ+1
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> I(Xusi, Xogis Vil Vi)
i=(a1+oz)n+1

n

Z I(X13i, Xo3i; Yi|V) (48)
i=(a1+a2)n+1

where (a) follows from adding’|5'" and that conditioning reduces entropy; (b) and (c) followcsi for the
channel in the third time slot, for a given code, we ha¥e;; = f1,(W1,Y5?"), Xosi = foi(Wo,Y5'"™) and
(Wi, W, Y=L Vi Vi) — (X1, X2i) — Y; forms a Markov chain; (d) follows from removing conditiogin

Thus, from [46),[(4l7) and_(48), we have

ain (a1+az)n n
n(Ry + Ry) < ZI(XIOT;QYM) + Z I(X20i; Yas, Yo1:) + Z I(X13i, X23i; Yi|V) + ne. (49)
i=1 i=a1n+1 i=(a1+a2)n+1

Similarly, the sum rate can be bounded as

ain (a1+az)n n
n(R1 + R2) < Z I(X10,3 Y1, Y1i2:) + Z I(X20i; Y2i) + Z I( X134, X23i; Y;|U) + ne. (50)
i=1 i=ayn+1 i=(a1+az)n+1

Finally, following the standard converse (for the cut-setihd), we get
n(Rl + Rg) = H(Wl, Wg)
= I(Wy,Wa; Y™) + HW;, Wa|Y™)
< I(Wl, Wa; Yn) + ne
<I(XT, X3 Y™) + ne

an (a1 +az2)n

< ZI(Xloi;Yli)-i- Z I(Xa0i; Y2i) + Z I(X13i, X234 Vi) + ne. (51)
=1 i=an+1 i=(a1+a2)n+1

Now, from the rate constraints (36), (37, (43).1(49).1(5d [51) and after defining a time-sharing random

variable@ independent of Wy, Wo, X7, X2 U, V,Y™) and uniformly distributed ovefl : n], an outer bound for
the half-duplex MAC-GF can be written as

Ry < a1 1(Xy0; Y1, Y12|Q) + asl (X135 Y3| X023, U, V, Q)
Ry < agl(Xa0; Y2, Y21|Q) + asl(X2s; V3] X413, U, V, Q)
Ri + Ry < a1 (X103 Y1, Y12|Q) + ol (Xa1; Y2, Ya1|Q) + asl(Xi3, Xo3; Y3|U, V, Q)
Ri + Ry < a1 1(X10; Y1|Q) + aal (Xo0; Y2, Ya1|Q) + a3l (X13, Xa3; V3|V, Q)
Ry + Ry < a1 1(X10; Y1, Y12|Q) + aol (Xa0; Y2|Q) + a3l (X13, X23; Y3|U, Q)
(

R+ Ry < a1 I(X10;Y1|Q) + a2l (Xa0; Y2|Q) + a3l (X3, Xo3; Y3|Q)
for some joint distributionp(q)p(z10, u|q)p(x20,v|q)p(x13|u, v, ¢)p(x2s|u, v, q)P*. Since I(Xio;Y1,Y12|Q) <

I(X10; Y1, Y12) and the same holds for all other mutual information termsgeethe bound given in Theorem 3.

B. Proof of Corollary 2

As mentioned in SectidnlV, with small modifications on thevjiwas outer bound, we get an outer bound similar
to the achievable region of the DF scheme.
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By setting X10; = X12i, X20i = X215, @and S = (Y5'",Y37?") = (U, V), then the individual rate constraints,
the first and last sum rate constraints inl(14) are kept urgdgdnHowever, the two middle sum rate constraints
need minor change. The last part [n](45) was bounded as_In Y¥8)can bounded it further by removing the
conditioning and applying the Markov chaifil,, Wy, V=1 Vit Vi) — (X14, X2i) — Y;, as follows.

Z I(Wy, Wa; YY1 Y53
i=(a1+a2)n+1
< > HYYE") = H(Yi[ Xasi, Xogi, Yar?")
i=(a1taz)n+1

n

< > HY) - H(Yi| X3, Xosi)
i=(a1+az)n+1

n

= > I(Xusi, Xa3i; Vi) (52)
i=(a1+az)n+1

Similar steps can be used for the third sum constrainiih. (A#hough these changes makes the two middle sum
rate constraints similar to those in the DF scheme, they estardant because they become greater than the last
sum rate constraint and hence are removed.

C. Relation with the Dependence Balance Outer Bound for the Full-Duplex MAC-GF

In [4], the following outer bound is proposed for full-duplMAC-GF:
Outer Bound for full-duplex MAC-GF [Tandon and Ulukus]An outer bound of the full-duplex MAC-GF consists
of the union of all rate pairs (R, Rs) satisfying

< I(X1;Y,Y12]X5,9)
< I(X2;Y, Y21] X1, S)
Ri+ Ry < I(X1,X2;Y,Y12,Y21]5)
Ri+ Ry < I(X4,X2;Y) (53)

for some joint distribution p(z1, 22, $)p(y|x1, x2)p(y12|x1)p(ya1|z2). The rates also satisfy the dependence balance
bound (X1, X»|S) < I(X1; Xa|Yia, Ya1, S).

In the proof of this dependence balance outer boundlin ( [Agofem 4), the individual rateR; was bounded
asy | I(X1;;Y:, Yigi| Xos, Yis ', Yo ). We can expand this bound over three time slots as

nky < ZI(XM;K7H2i|X2i,Y1i{173/;fl)
i=1
aln

@ ZI(Xloi;Yli7Y12i|Yf2_1) + Z I(X13i3 Yai | Xogs, Y5, Y1)

—~

=1 i=(a1taz)n+1

(b arn n

< ZI(X101';Y11',Y121')+ Z I(X13i5 Y3 X234, 5) (54)
=1 i=(a1+az)n+1

where (a) follows because for the channel in the first timg slo, = X1¢;, Y; = Yi;, for the channel in the second
time slot Xo; = Y3, * = ¢, X1; = ¢ and for the channel in the third time slot;; = X13;, Xo; = Xo3i, Vi = Y3,
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Vit = Y™ and Yyt = Y53 (b) follows by settingS = (Y;3'", Y532™), from removing conditioning and
from the Markov chainy}; * — Xi19; — (Yas, Y12:).

Following similar steps with the other constraints [inl(58fafter defining the time sharing random varia@le
uniformly distributed ovefl : n] and independent of all other random variables, we get thee sanstraints as
those given in Corollarg.

However, we can show that for the half-duplex MAC-GF, the efefence balance constraint is automatically
satisfied. Starting from the formula of dependence balaoostecaint given in([4],[[5], we have

0<

[M]=

(I(X14; Xoi[Yi2i, Yo15, Vg ' Yar 1) — I( X143 Xos| Y5 1, Y57 1))

Qﬁ'
H:)—A

(I(X12i;X21z‘|Y12i7Y21z',Y1i2_1aY2i1_1) - I(X12i;X21i|Y1i2_la}/2i1_1))
i=1
(a14az2)n . .
+ Z (I(Xlzi;X21i|Y12i7361i,Y1°§1n,1/;f1) - I(Xlzi;X21i|Y1°§1n,Ygzl_l))

i=ain+1

(a14az2)n
+ Z (I(X13i; X23i|Yi2i, Youi, Y151, Y512") — I( X134 Xoss| V15", Y512™))

i=ain+1

@y, (55)

where (a) follows sinceXs;, X2, and (Y12, Y21) are equal tap for the channel in the first, second, and third time
slot, respectively. Thus, the dependence balance camisisaautomatically satisfied for the half-duplex MAC-GF.

APPENDIXD
AN OPTIMAL INPUT DISTRIBUTION THE FORGAUSSIAN CHANNEL

For the discrete-time model of the Gaussian channel givédadi we need to find the optimal input distribution
that maximizes the rate region given [d (3). We will maximea&ch term in[(B) individually and then show that
jointly Gaussian distribution is an optimal distribution.

Starting withI(X1; Y12), we have

I(X10;Y12) = h(Y12) — h(Y12|X10) = h(Y12) — h(Z1). (56)

By the maximum entropy theoren,_{56) is maximized wh&n is Gaussian and sincg, = K13 X190 + Z1, X10
must be Gaussian. Because of superposition encoding, wehal®!(X1o; Y12) = I(U, X19; Y12) = I(U; Y12) +
I(Xlo; Y12|U) Now,

I(U, Ylg) = h(Ylg) — h(YlglU)
< h(Y,5) — h(Y12|U)
< h(Y§) — 0.5l0g (22h<X10\U> + 22h<Zl>)

whereY§ denotesY;> when X, is Gaussian, and the last inequality follows from the entrppwer inequality
(EPI). The equality holds whei14|U is Gaussian. Fof (X1¢; Y12|U), we have

I(X10; Y12|U) = h(Y12|U) — h(Y12|X10,U)
< hW(K12X10|U 4+ Z1) — h(Z4) (57)
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where the equality holds again wheX(|U is Gaussian. Therefore, we conclude tH&fo;Y12) is maxi-
mized when(X;o,U) are jointly Gaussian. Similarly] (X10;Y7) is maximized with the same distribution and
(I(Xa0;Y21), I(X20;Y2)) are maximized wheriXso, V') are jointly Gaussian.

Following similar steps td(37), we can show that

o I(X13;Y3|X23,U, V) is maximized wher(X,3|U, V) is Gaussian.

o I(X23;Y3|X13,U, V) is maximized wher(Xo3|U, V) is Gaussian.

(X13, X23; Y3|U, V) is maximized when(X13|U, V + Xo3|U, V) is Gaussian.

o I(X13,X23;Y3|U) is maximized when(X3|U + Xo3|U) is Gaussian.
o I(X13,X23;Y3]V) is maximized wher(X 3|V + Xa3|V) is Gaussian.
o I(X13,Xos3;Y3) is maximized when( X5 + Xo3) is Gaussian.

~

Therefore, we conclude that jointly Gaussian distribufiom( X3, X235, U, V') maximizes all above mutual informa-
tion expressions. Thus, the rate region in Theoteémmaximized with jointly Gaussian distributidiX o, X209, X13,
Xa3,U, V) ~ N(0,%), whereX is the covariance matrix.

For the input distribution given in Theorem (p(z10, u)p(x20|v)p(z13|u, v)p(z23|u, v)), the covariance matrix
>} can be expressed as

[Py 0 o, p2 Py O
0 Py ps ps 0 Py
pr ps Pz ops pr ps
P2 P4 P5 1623 P2 P4
Py 0 p1 p2 Py O
0 Py p3 ps 0 Py]

Y = cov(X1g, Xoo0, X13, Xo3, U, V) = (58)

where
e Pig=Pio+ Py, andPyy = Py + Py
e Pi3=Pi3g+caPy +c3Py, and Pa3 = Paz + d3 Py + do Py
e p1 = /Py andps = /d3Py
e p3 = /3Py andp, = /d2 Py
ps = \/c2d3 Py 4 \/c3dy Py .

APPENDIXE
EQUIVALENCE BETWEEN THEPDF SCHEME AND THE DF SCHEME FORGAUSSIAN CHANNEL

In order to show the equivalence between these two schemeaed to show thakppr C Rpr and Rpr € Rppr.
We follow a procedure similar to the interference channgPi.

First, to show thatRppr C Rpr, from the rate regions of the DF and the PDF schemes, we cdg appmple
one-to-one mapping as

e Pio=Pig+ Py andPy; = Pyg + Py

e Ps, =coPy + csPy and Ps, = ds Py + da Py
Then, the two rate regions will be virtually maximized oviee tsame input probability distributiaR, which is the
set of all jointly Gaussian distributions with covariancatnix given in [58). The distribution for the DF scheme
can be obtained froni (58) by settirfy= (U, V). For a givenP;;, the two rate regions will have the same power



34

and rate constraints, except the two middle sum rates foctwttie DF scheme is bigger. Hence, from the rate
regions expressions, it can be directly inferred tRapr C Rpr.

Now, to show thatRpr C Rppr, We use the following Corollary:

Corollary 8. For a given jointly Gaussian input distribution P, with covariance (58), Ror(FPg) € Repor(PgE) U
Repr(PE*) U Rppr(P5*) where

Py =Y PhandPy™ = P
ueld veV
Proof: For a given jointly Gaussian input distribution, supposa t# point(r1,r2) is in the region of the DF

scheme but not in that of the PDF scheme. Then, we must havaithiemium sum rate in each region to be one of
the two middle sum ratesS§ or S3) so that the rate region of the DF scheme can be bigger tharothiae PDF
scheme. This scenario can occur only if:

e K15 > K19 and Ks; < Kog, then the second sum rat is the minimum for both coding schemes, or
e K15 < K19 and Ko1 > Kog, then the third sum ratés is the minimum for both coding schemes.

Assume that the two minimum sum rates &%°" and SPF. By substitutingl’ = ¢, we have Rpe(P}) =
Rpr(PE*) since thenS = U. Now, Rppr(Pg5*) and Rpr(Pg) will have the same individual rates and the same
(51, S2,S4). The only different is inSs. However, we will show thafS; is the minimum for both schemes even
with V' = ¢, hence the two regionBppe(P5*) and Rpe(Pg) are equivalent. Whelt' = ¢, S, for both schemes
can be expressed as

K2 (P, P KZ P,
SQP’IZ‘)/F:d) _ SzD,E/:qb — o, C (M) + aC <M>

N N
K2 (P P K2 (P ds P, 2K 10K 20V cads P,
+a30< fo(Pis + c2Py) + K5y ( 23; 3Py) + 2K10K20v/ cads U) (59)
while S; for each scheme can be expressed as

K2 (Py + Pyy) K2 Py K2 P13+ K2,Pos
SEY_y =a1C (12T + axC % +azC [ 2 ¥ 20

K2 (Py + Pyy) K2 Py
SQDE/:qﬁ =aC (IQT + asC %

+ 030 (K120(P13 +coPy) + K220(P23;[- dsPy) + 2K10K20V 62d3PU> (60)

Since we assume th&k for both original regions, which mearf$;> > K1 and K21 < Ksg, then from [5) and
(€0), we can directly see that whéh= ¢, S, _, < SD¥,_ .

To show thatS5R_, in (B9) is smaller thars55_ , in (€0), we use the following observation: before substigit
V = ¢, we haveKs; < K» becauseSPF < SPF. Moreover, sinces5F < SPF, we have

o C (K120 (Py + Plo)) 4 asC (K120P13 + K3, P23 + Py (Ki10y/C2 + Ko9v/d3)? +PV(K10\/§+K20\/£)2)
1C| ————= 3

N N
K2, (P P K2 P, K2 P,
<o, C (W)_i_%c( 10 13]4\'7 20 23) 61)

From [61), we can see thaby_, in (B9) is smaller thars5%_, in (60).

Hence, after substituting = ¢, S557_, is still the minimum among the other sum rates. Therefore, tte
two regionsRppr(P5*) and Rpr(Pg;) are equivalent and the poifit;, 2) is in the rate region of the PDF scheme
whenV = ¢.
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Similar procedure can be applied wh8p is the minimum in each scheme by substitutitig= ¢. As a result,
it follows that Rpr(Pf) € Repr(Pg) U Repr(P5) U Repr(PE™) [ |

Finally, because of this corollary, we haf#>r C Rppr and since we show tha&ppr C Rpr, We obtain the
final result Rpr = Repr.

[
2l
3]
4]
[5]
[6]
7]
8]
[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]
[25]

REFERENCES

F. M. J. Willems, E. C. van der Meulen, and J. P. M. SchajkwiAchievable rate region for the multiple-access chdnmi¢h generalized
feedback,” inProc. Annu. Allerton Conf. on Communication, Control and Computing, 1983, pp. 284-292.

F. Willems, “The discrete memoryless multiple accesarctel with partially cooperating encoders (CorresdBEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol. 29, no. 3, pp. 441-445, 1983.

D. Slepian and J. Wolf, “A Coding theorem for multiple @ss channels with correlated sourceBgfl Sys. Tech. Journal, vol. 52, no. 7,
pp. 1037-1076, Sep. 1973.

R. Tandon and S. Ulukus, “Dependence balance based batards for Gaussian networks with cooperation and feedb&gEE Trans.
Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 7, pp. 4063—-4086, Jul. 2011.

A. Hekstra and F. Willems, “Dependence balance boundssifogle output two-way channelslEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 35, no. 1,
pp. 44-53, Jan. 1989.

E. Ekrem and S. Ulukus, “Effects of cooperation on therseg of multiple access channels with generalized feedbatkProc. 42nd
Annu. Conf. on Inf. Sciences and Systems, Mar. 2008, pp. 791-796.

E. C. van der Meulen, “Three-terminal communication rahels,” Adv. Appl. Prob., vol. 3, pp. 120-154, 1971.

T. M. Cover and A. El Gamal, “Capacity theorems for theagethannel,”IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 25, pp. 572-584, Sep. 1979.
G. Kramer, M. Gastpar, and P. Gupta, “Cooperative siateand capacity theorems for relay networkEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 51,
no. 9, pp. 3037-3063, Sep. 2005.

Y. Liang and V. Veeravalli, “The impact of relaying onetttapacity of broadcast channels,”IlBEE IST, Jul. 2004, p. 403.

A. Reznik, S. Kulkarni, and S. Verdu, “Broadcast-reldyannel: capacity region bounds,” iREE IS T, Sep. 2005, pp. 820-824.

A. Sendonaris, E. Erkip, and B. Aazhang, “User coopenatliversity - part |,”IEEE Trans. Com., vol. 51, no. 11, pp. 1927-1938, Nov.
2003.

J. N. Laneman, D. N. C. Tse, and G. W. Wornell, “Coopesatiliversity in wireless networks: Efficient protocols anatage behavior,”
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 50, no. 12, pp. 3062-3080, Dec. 2004.

S. Vishwanath, S. Jafar, and S. Sandhu, “Half dupleayl cooperative communication strategies and outer tsguimll EEE Int'| Conf.
on Wireless Net., Com. and Mobile Computing, 2005, pp. 1455-1459.

Y. Peng and D. Rajan, “Capacity bounds of half-duplexu§&an cooperative interference channel,IBEE IST, 2009, pp. 2081-2085.
R. Wu, V. Prabhakaran, and P. Viswanath, “Interfereccannels with half duplex source cooperation,1HEE IS T, 2010, pp. 375-379.
N. Kim, S. Devroye and T. Tarokh, “Bi-directional halfiplex relaying protocols,journal of communications and networks, vol. 11,
no. 5, pp. 433-444, Oct. 2009.

C. Schnurr, S. Stanczak, and T. Oechtering, “Achievables for the restricted half-duplex two-way relay chammeler a partial-decode-
and-forward protocol,” inEEE ITW, May 2008, pp. 134-138.

A. El Gamal and S. Zahedi, “Capacity of a class of relagrutels with orthogonal component$EEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 51, no. 5,
pp. 1815-1817, May 2005.

T. M. Cover and J. A. Thomaglements of Information Theory, 2nd ed. New York:Wiley, 2006.

R. G. Gallager|nformation Theory and Reliable Communication. New York:Wiley, 1968.

A. Abu Al Haija and M. Vu, “A half-duplex cooperative seme with partial decode-forward relaying,” IiEEE IST, Aug. 2011.

——, “Throughput-optimal half-duplex cooperative sche with partial decode-forward relaying,” IEEE ICC, Jun. 2011.

R. El Gamal and Y.-H. KimLecture Notes on Network Information Theory. Available: http://arxiv.org/abs/1001.3404/, 2010.

H. F. Chong, M. Motani, H. K. Garg, and H. El Gamal, “On thian-Kobayashi region for the interference channeEE Trans. Inf.
Theory, vol. 54, no. 7, pp. 3188-3195, Jul. 2008.



	I Introduction
	II Channel Model
	III Coding Schemes with Partial Decode-Forward (PDF) Relaying
	III-A Coding Scheme
	III-A1 Codebook generation
	III-A2 Encoding
	III-A3 Decoding Technique

	III-B Alternative separate decoding at the destination

	IV Simplified Decode-Forward (DF) Scheme
	IV-1 Codebook generation
	IV-2 Encoding
	IV-3 Decoding


	V Outer Bounds
	V-A An Outer Bound Similar to the PDF Region
	V-B An Outer Bound Similar to the DF Region
	V-B1 Outer Bound Formula
	V-B2 Relation with Dependence Balance Outer Bound for the Full-Duplex MAC-GF


	VI Generalization to the m-User Half-Duplex MAC-GF
	VI-A Achievability
	VI-B Outer Bound

	VII Gaussian Channels
	VII-A The Half-Duplex Gaussian MAC-GF Model
	VII-B Partial Decode-forward scheme: Joint decoding vs. Separate decoding
	VII-B1 PDF with Joint Decoding
	VII-B2 PDF with Separate Decoding

	VII-C Decode-forward scheme
	VII-D Outer Bound
	VII-E Capacity for the Physically Degraded Gaussian Channel

	VIII Conclusion
	Appendix A: Error Analysis of the PDF Scheme with Joint Decoding at the Destination
	Appendix B: Error Analysis of the PDF scheme with Separate Decoding
	Appendix C: Proof of the Outer Bounds
	C-A Proof of Theorem 3
	C-B Proof of Corollary 2
	C-C Relation with the Dependence Balance Outer Bound for the Full-Duplex MAC-GF

	Appendix D: An Optimal Input Distribution the for Gaussian Channel
	Appendix E: Equivalence Between the PDF Scheme and the DF Scheme for Gaussian channel
	References

