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Abstract

This paper studies the capacity of a class of discrete mdassrynterference channels where inter-
ference is defined analogous to that of Gaussian interferenannel with one-sided weak interference.
The sum-rate capacity of this class of channels is detemmifie with the Gaussian case, the sum-rate
capacity is achieved by letting the transceiver pair suligterference communicate at a rate such that
its message can be decoded at the unintended receiver usihg gser detection. It is also established
that this class of discrete memoryless interference cHarnsequivalent in capacity region to certain
degraded interference channels. This allows the consgiruof capacity outer-bounds using the capacity
regions of associated degraded broadcast channels. The teahmique is then used to determine the
sum-rate capacity of discrete memoryless interferencaredia with mixed interference as defined in the
paper. The obtained capacity bounds and sum-rate capaaigeused to resolve the capacities of several

new discrete memoryless interference channels.

. INTRODUCTION

The interference channel (IC) models the situation wheee tthnsmitters communicate with their
intended receivers while generating interference to enid¢d receivers. Despite decades of intense
research, the capacity region of IC remains unknown exceptaffew special cases. These include
interference channels with strong and very strong interfee [1]—[5]; classes of deterministic and semi-
deterministic ICs [6], [7]; and classes of discrete degdalies [8], [9].

There exists a strong parallel, both in terms of capacitioregnd capacity achieving encoding schemes,
between two classes of interference channels: the diseretaoryless interference channel (DMIC) and

the Gaussian interference channel (GIC).
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A DMIC as described in II-A is characterized by its discretglt and output alphabets as well as
the channel transition probability(y;y2|z122). On the other hand, a GIC, in its standard form, has its

outputs expressed as
Y1 = Xi+4+aXo+ 74, Q)
Yo = bX1+ Xo+ 2, 2)

wherea and b are the channel coefficients corresponding to the interéerdinks, X; andY; are the
transmitted and received signals, and the channel inpuiesegX 1, X0, - - - , X4, IS subject to the power

n
constraintz S[ij] <nP;,i=1,2, Z1 and Z, are Gaussian noises with zero mean and unit variance,

j=1
independent ofX;, X5. We describe below parallel capacity results between tloetypes of interference

channels.

Very Strong Interference

Carleial [1] defined the very strong interference for a GlGiandard form as
a2 > 1+ Pl, (3)
Vo> 14+ P (4)

in Egs. (1) and (2). In this case, interference can be decdidg&tdand subtracted from the
received signals, resulting in interference-free sigf@she intended receivers. This sequential

decoding scheme under the very strong interference conditthieves the following rate region

0< R < %log(l—l—Pl)

R(P1,P2) = (RlaRZ)
0 < Ry < $log(l + P»)

(5)

This rate region is also a natural outer bound, hence is thttee capacity region of the GIC
under very strong interference, and is achieved with Gauasiput. ForGaussian inpytthe

condition in (3) and (4) implies that
I(X1;Y1]X2) < I(X1;Y2), (6)
I(X9; Y| X1) < I(Xo;Y1). (7)
Sato in [2] imposes the above condition on a DMIC with the addal requirement that it hold

for all product input and obtained the capacity region forMID with very strong interference

to be

0 < Ry < I(Xy;Y1|X2)
R =< (R1, R2)
0 < Ry < I(X2;Ya]Xy)
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Sato alluded in [2] that (6) and (7) hold for all product inpoay be too restrictive, i.e., “This
is a sufficient condition for the coincidence of the bounds, rihay not be necessary.” In [10],
it was established indeed that for a DMIC, the very strongrietence can be relaxed to be
such that conditions (6) and (7) need to be satisfied onlyrput distribution achieving the
boundary points of the capacity region. This simple geieatbn broadens the class of DMIC
with very strong interference and is also consistent with &C counterpart - it was shown in
[10] that (6) and (7) may be violated with non-Gaussian inpeen if (3) and (4) are satisfied.
Strong Interference
Han and Kobayashi [4] and Sato [3] independently obtainedcdpacity region of a GIC under

strong interference, i.e., whea,> 1 andb > 1 in Egs. (1) and (2) as the following

0< Ry < 3log(l+ Py)

R(Py, P) = (R, R2) 0< Ry < Llog(l+ ) G)

Ry + Ry <min{}log(1 + P + aP,), 3log(1 +bP; + P,)}
Clearly, this capacity region coincides with that of a connpd multiple-access channel (MAC)
where both receivers are expected to decode both messagjies that in the case af > 1+ P;
andb? > 1 + P, the sum rate bound in (8) is inactive thus (8) includes (5itsaspecial case.
Nevertheless, to achieve (8) under the strong interferenoélition, joint decoding instead of
sequential decoding is required at each receiver.
In [3] Sato also conjectured the condition as well as the cigpaegion of DMICs under
strong interfernce, which was eventually proved by CosthEElnGamal in 1987 [5]. The strong
interference for a DMIC is referred to the condition that ithyguts X; and X, and corresponding

outputsY; andY; satisfy
I(X1;Y1|X2) < I(Xq;Y2|X2), 9)
I(X9; Y2 X1) < I(X9;Y1|X4), (10)
for all product probability distribution ot} x X5.
The corresponding capacity region was shown to be the unfotheo rate pairs(R;, Rs)
satisfying
0< Ry < I(X1;Y1|X2Q)

R = { (R, Ry) 0 < Ry < I(X; Y2|X1Q) : (11)
Ri + Ry < min{I(X1X2;Y1|Q), I(X1X2; Y2|Q)}
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where @) is a time-sharing parameter of cardinality and the union is over all probability
distributions of the formp(q)p(z1|q)p(x2|q)p(y1y2|z122), With p(y1y2|z122) Specified by the

channel. It was established in [10] that the condition in &8y (7) are consistent with the
strong interference condition for a GIC. That is, for a GlCstardard forma > 1 andb > 1

is equivalent to (6) and (7) for all product input distrilmrtifor a GIC.

While the capacity region for the general GIC remains unkmaWwere have been recent progresses in
characterizing the sum-rate capacity of certain GICs uidiclg: GICs with one-sided weak interference
[11], noisy interference [12]-[14], and mixed interferenfd3]. This paper attempts to derive parallel
sum-rate capacity results for DMICs with weak one-sided amged inference which complement
existing parallel results in the strong interference regi@ur definitions of one-sided, weak, or mixed
interference are motivated by properties associated \Wwighcorresponding Gaussian channels. Some of
those definitions are intimately related to those introduice[15] which studies the capacity region of
the discrete memoryless Z-channel.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section Il gmtssthe channel model and relevant
previous results. Section Il defines the DMIC with one-digdeeak interference and derives its sum-rate
capacity. We refer to those DMICs with one-sided interfeeeas DMZIC (i.e., discrete memoryless Z
interference channel) for ease of presentation. The elgmva between the DMIC with weak one-sided
interference and the discrete degraded interference eh@DNDIC) is established which allows one to
construct a capacity outer-bound for the DMZIC using theac#ty region of the associated degraded
broadcast channel. Several specific DMICs are studied itid®eltl whose capacities or capacity bounds
are obtained. Section IV defines DMICs with mixed interfeemand derives the sum capapcity for this

class of channels. Section V concludes this paper.

[l. PRELIMINARIES
A. Discrete Memoryless Interference Channels

A discrete interference channel is specified by its inpubal@etst; and X,, output alphabet3y; and

Y,, and the channel transition matrices

pilzizs) = Y pyryeleizs), (12)
Y2€)2

plyalzize) = D p(yrys|zies). (13)
Yy1€M1
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The discrete IC is said to bmemorylessf

n

pivslatay) = [ [ p(yriyaileriza). (14)
i=1

A (n,2n0 2nfz X ),) codefor a DMIC with independent information consists of two megs sets
My = {1,2,---,2")} and My = {1,2,---,2"f2} for sendersl and 2 respectively, two encoding

functions
fii My = &7, for My — &Y,
and two decoding functions

<p1:y{‘—>/\/ll, @Q:yg%MQ.

The average probabilities of error are defined as

gnR1 gnRy

1

M=o Priei(y1) # w1lWi = w1, W2 = wa},
Rl 22, 22, e
1 gnBi gnka
Ag=r——— Pr U}W:w7W:w
2 M [ M| Z Z {2(y2) # w2[W1 1, W2 2}

7JJ1:1 w2:1
A rate pair(Ry, Ry) is said to beachievabldor a DMIC if there exist a sequence @1, 272 n \;, \o)
codes such thaky, \» — 0 asn — oo. The capacity region of a DMIC is defined as the closure of the

set of all achievable rate pairs.

B. Existing Results for GICs

Sason [11] proved that the sum-rate capacity for GICs wite-sided weak interference « 1 and

b=10in Egs. (1) and (2)) is

Csum= %log(l + P) + %log <1 + 1 —|—P61LP2> )

This sum-rate capacity is achieved by letting the trangcgdair subject to interference communicate
at a rate such that its message can be decoded at the unthtestddver using single user detection,
and the interference-free transceiver pair communicatheatmaximum rate. The GIC with one-sided
interference is often referred to as the Gaussian Z intemfay channel (GZIC).

Motahari and Khandani [13] established that the sum-rapaaty for GICs with mixed interference

(a<landb>1)is

. 1 P 1 bP; 1
= -1 1 -1 1 —log(1 + Ps).
Csum mm{2 og< +1+aP2>’20g< +1+P2>}+20g( + P)
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To achieve this sum-rate capacity, the transceiver paijestito strong interference communicates at a
rate as if there is no interference, while the transceivar qebject to weak interference communnicates
at a rate such that its message can be decoded at both receswey single user detection. We attempt
to extend these results to DMICs with appropriately defined-sided weak interference and mixed

interference. This extension will in turn allow us to solwe tcapacity of new DMICs.

C. Useful Properties of Markov Chains
The following properties of Markov chains are useful thrbagt the paper [16]:
o DecompositionX — Y —ZW — X - Y — Z;
e Weak Union:X —Y —ZW —= X - YW — Z;
o Contraction:(X - Y —-Z)and(X - YZ-W)= X -Y — ZW.

IIl. THE DMIC wiTH ONE-SIDED WEAK INTERFERENCE
A. Channel Model and Sum Rate Capacity

Definition 1: For the DMIC defined in Section II-A, if for alky, xs, o,

p(y2|r2) = p(y2|z172), (15)
or equivalently,
X1 —Xo—-Ys (16)

forms a Markov chain, this DMIC is said to have one-sidedrietence.

Clearly, the Markov chain condition (16) holds for the GICttwb = 0 in (2). As with the Gaussian
case, we refer to the DMIC with one-sided interference aglsirdiscrete memoryless Z interference
channel (DMZIC). From the definition, it follows thaf; andY; are independent for all input distribution
p(z1)p(z2).

To define DMZIC with weak interference, we first revisit somepgerties of Gaussian ZIC with weak
interference. It is straightforward to show that a Gaus&ih with weak interference is equivalent in its

capacity region to a degraded Gaussian ZIC satisfying thekd¥achain
Xo — (X1,Y2) — V5. a7

The proof is similar to that in [15] for a Gaussian Z channstéad of a Gaussian Z interference channel.

This motivates us to define DMZIC with weak interference dkfas.
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Definition 2: A DMZIC is said to haveveak interferencé the channel transition probability factorizes

as

p(y1ya|z122) = p(y2|z2)p (Y1|2192), (18)

for somep’(y1|x1y2), or, equivalently, the channel is stochastically degraded

In the absence of receiver cooperation, a stochasticafiyaded interference channel is equivalent in
its capacity to a physically degraded interference chamsekuch, we will assume in the following that
the channel is physically degraded, i.e., the DMZIC with kéaterference admits the Markov chain
X, — (X1,Y3) — V1.

The channel transition probabiliy(y1y2|x122) for this class of channels factorizes as
p(yiyelzize) = p(ye|zize)p(yi|zizeys)
= p(y2lr2)p(y1]2192). (19)
As a consequence, the following inequality holds
I(U;Ys) > I(U; Y11 X4), (20)

for all input distributionsp(z1)p(u)p(z2|u). We note that this condition is indeed what is needed in
establishing the sum-rate capacity of this channel and wad in [17] to define the weak interference
for DMZIC. The definition used in this paper, while stronglean necessary, is much more intuitive and
easier to verify.

The above definition of weak interference leads to the fallgwsum-rate capacity result.

Theorem 1:The sum-rate capacity of a DMZIC with weak interference a@nde above is

Csum= max {I(X1;Y1)+1(Xo;Y2)}. (22)

p(z1)p(z2)

Proof: This sum-rate is achieved by two receivers decoding their pvessages while treating any

interference, if present, as noise.
For the converse, we have

(a)

n(Ry + Ro) —ne < I(XT5Y7") + (X35 Y5")
b i— i— n i— i— n
”Z H(Yu[Y, ™) — BV X7) + H(YailYy ™) — H(Yail Y3 X3))

() & ) ) ) )
< Z (H(Y1) — H(YulYy ' X7V + H(Yail Yy 1) — H(Yai| Y5 X))

=Y (H(Y) — HYu|X7Y5 1) + I(Xo; Yai|Us))
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=
INgE

N
Il
-

(H(Y1;) — H(Y1i|X1:Ys ™) + 1(Xoi; Yoi |U))

(I(U; X145 Y1) + 1(X0;; Yo, |U))

e

s
Il
-

e

N
Il
-

(I(X14; Y13) + I(Ui; Y14 | X13) + 1(Xo; Yo |Us))

—~
)
—

I

s
Il
-

(I( X143 Y1) + I(U;; Yai) + I( X4 You |U3))

o

N
Il
-

(I(X14; Y1:) + I(U; X245 Yo;))

v

s
Il
-

)

(I( X145 Y1) + 1( X943 Y2,)),

whereU; £ Y, ! for all i, (a) follows the Fano’s Inequalityb) is from the chain rule and the definition
of mutual information,(c) is because of the fact that conditioning reduces entropg, that Ys; is
independent of any other random variables gives, (d) is due to the memoryless property of the
channel and the fact that}; is independent of any other random variables givén and Ys;, then
(X7, Y1) — (X{, vy~ — vy~ forms a Markov chain. By the weak union property, the Markbaio

Yy — (X7, Y571 = Y{~" holds; (e) is because of the Markov chaik (™', X7, ;) — (X1;, Y5~ ") — Yi,.

This can be established using timelependence grapfi8]. Alternatively, we first note that the Markov

chain
(Xf_lyX{L,i+1a Vo) — (X4, Yai) — Y

holds, since givenXy; andYy;, Y7; is independent oﬂ({‘l,Xﬁi+1,Y;‘1. By the weak union property,

the following Markov chain is obtained:
(Xi7H XTi4) — (X0, YY) — Y.
The independence betweéff’ and X' gives the Markov chain
(Xi_17X{L,i+1) — Xy - Y5,
The above two Markov chains lead to the following Markov chai
(Xf_laXﬁHl) - X1 — (Y13, Y3)

by the contraction property. Again, using the weak uniorpprty and then the decomposition property,

we obtain the Markov chain
(XL XT) — (X4, Yy ) = vy
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as desired. Sinc#; and X;; are independent, thep(x;xou) = p(z1)p(u, z2), thus (f) comes from
(20). Finally, (¢) follows from the Markov chairlU; — Xo; — Y5;. Finally, by introducing a time-sharing

random variable), one obtains

Ri+ Ry < I(X13Y1|Q) +1(X2;Y2|Q) + €

IN

max {I(X1;Y7)+ 1(X2;Y2)} +e
p(z1)p(z2)

[ |
Remarkl: From the strong interference condition (10), it is perhagspted to define the condition

for weak interference as
I(X2; Y11 X1) < 1(Xa;Ya), (22)

for all product input distribution o} x A5. Notice that the right-hand side is same AX5; Y>| X1)
given that this is one-sided interference channel. The Madhain (17) is a sufficient, but not necessary,
condition for the mutual information condition (22). An ewple is provided in Appendix zA such that
the mutual information condition holds but the Markov ch&nnot valid. This is different from that
of the Gaussian case; it can be shown that the coefficientl in a Gaussian ZIC is a sufficient and
necessary condition for (22) to hold. It is yet unknown if digion (22) is sufficient for the sum-rate
capacity result (21) to hold for the DMZIC.

Remark2: For a DMZIC with weak interference, an achievable rate negiy is given by the set of

all nonnegative rate pairdi;, R2) that satisfy

Ry < I(X1:1|U2Q), (23)
Ry < I(X2;Y2|Q), (24)
Ri+ Ry < I(UX1:Y1|Q) + I(X2;Y2|U2Q). (25)

where the input distribution factorizes as:

plquaziz2) = p(q)p(z1]q)p(u2|q)p(w2|us, ). (26)

Furthermore, the region remains invariant if we impose thestraints| Q|| < 5, ||Uz|| < ||X2|| + 3. This
can be readily obtained from the achievable rate region efgéneral two-user IC [4], [19]. In the next
lemma, we provide a simpler description for the above aclflvrate region.

Lemma 1:The regionC is equivalent to the set of all rate paif&;, R2) satisfying
Ry < I(Xi;:11|U3Q), (27)

Ry < I(UyY1Q) + I(X2; Y2 |U3Q). (28)
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10

where the input distribution factorizes as (26). Furthaenahe region remains invariant if we impose
the constraintg| Q|| < 4, U5 < || X2 + 3.

Proof: Let E denote the set defined in the above lemma. The factfhat C follows simply by
settingU, = U}, and noticing that (23)-(25) imply (27) and (28). To provettiac E, we first note that

for a givenp(quazi22), C is a pentagon with two extreme points in the first quadranemilny

p1 = (I(X;;N|U2,Q = q), I(UsY11Q = q) + 1(X2; Y2 |Us2, Q = q)), (29)
p2 = ([(U2X1;1|Q = q) — I(Us; Y2|Q = q), [(X2; Y2|Q = q)) . (30)

It suffices to show that, for any givem(qusexi22) in (26), the corresponding; andps, belongs to the
setE, where

Thatp, € E follows from settinglUs, = U. To show thatp, € E, we use the following inequality

I{U2X1;1[Q =q) — I(U; Y2|Q =q) = (U Y1|X1Q = q) — I(U; Y2|Q = q) + I(X1;Y1]1Q = q)
< I(Xi;MQ =q)
< I(X;;Nn|Us,Q = q).

Hence,C C E. [ |

B. Capacity Outer Bound for DMZIC with Weak Interference

Costa proved in [20] that a GZIC with weak interference isiegjent in capacity region to a degraded
GIC. As such, Sato’s outer-bound on degraded GIC [21] appiiethat of the GZIC with weak interfer-
ence. Sato’s outer-bound is in essence the capacity refimmatated Gaussian broadcast channel, which
is a natural outer-bound to the interference channel dugstamiplied transmitter cooperation. In this
section, we use the same technique to obtain a capacity-looterd for DMZIC with weak interference,
i.e., that satisfies the Markov chaii, — (X1, Y2) — Y;7. Specifically, for any such DMZIC with weak
interference, one can find an equivalent (in capacity rogMDIC whose capacity region is bounded

by that of an associated degraded broadcast channel.
Theorem 2:For a DMZIC that satisfies the Markov chaixi, — XY — Y7, the capacity region is
outer-bounded by

_ Ry < I(U; Y1),
ROB = CO { U (Rl, RQ) }
p(u)p

(z122|u)
whereU — X; X, — Yy —Y; forms a Markov chain ande/|| = min{|| V1 ||, |V5]], [|X1]| - || X2}, andeo {-}

denotes the closure of the convex hull operation.
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11

Proof: Suppose that the DMZIC with weak interference has inpkits X> and outputsYy, Y,
respectively. Let us denote by], X} andY7, Y; the inputs and outputs of another DMIC wiff = X,
X}, = Xy, Y/ =Y, andY] to be a function ofX; andY;, denoted ag, = f(X;,Y2) such that the
Markov chain(X], X}) — Yy — Y/ holds. Thus, the DMIC specified by the input péif{, X)), and the
output pair(Y{,Yy) is indeed a DMDIC.

The proof that this DMDIC has the same capacity region as pleeiied DMZIC, and hence is outer-
bounded by the associated broadcast channel follows intlgxhe same fashion as Costa’s proof for
the Gaussian case [20], hence is omitted here. |

Remark3: A trivial choice ofY; is a bijection ofX; andYs. It is easy to verify that the Markov chain
(X1, X%) — Yy — Y/ holds for suchy;. However, otherY; can be constructed, as long as the Markov
chain (X1, X)) — YJ — Y/ is satisfied. Nevertheless, the associated broadcast elsawnuld have the

same the capacity region.

C. Examples

Example 1:Consider a DMZIC with input and output alphabets = X, = ) = )» = {0,1} and
is defined by the equationg; = x1 - 22, y2 = 2. Etkin and Ordentlich in [22] established the capacity
region for this binary multiplier channel via a new outerbds derived in their paper. As this channel
satisfies the weak interference condition in this paper, areimmediately get the sum-rate capacity to

be (m)aﬁc )I(Xl;Yl)-l-[(Xg;Yg).
p\ZT1)p(T2
Example 2:Let X1 = A, =), = )2 ={0,1} and

Yi - XI@Y27
Yo = Xo® Z,

where® denotes the modul® sum andZ ~ Bern(e).

Clearly, the Markov chainXs — XY — Y] is satisfied. Lep = Pr(Xy = 1). Then,
I(X2;Y2) = ha(e(l —p)+ (1 —¢€)p)— hale),
I(X1;Y1) = HY1)—ha(e(1—p)+(1—¢€)p).
The sum-rate capacity is

Csum= max {I(X1;Y1)+ I(Xo;Y2)} =1~ ha(e),

p(z1)p(z2)
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which is achieved by any(z1)p(z2) such thatH(Y;) = 1. Additionally, both points(0,1 — ha(e))
and (1 — ho(e€),0) are trivially achievable. Therefore, the capacity regidrthis channel is the triangle
connecting the two rate pai®, 1 — ha(e) and (1 — ha(e),0).

This channel does not belong to any class of channels tha begn studied in the literature. The
property of H(Y1|X;) = H(Y2) is similar to the deterministic interference channel dé&bni [6].
However,Y5 is not a deterministic function aks.

This channel is equivalent, in the capacity region, to tHeang interference channel:
Y = X190 X Z,

This can be proved in a similar way to that used in [20] for imgwhe equivalence between the Gaussian
ZIC and the Gaussian degraded IC. Notice that the capagjignef the discrete additive degraded IC is

solved by Benzel in [8], the capacity region of the DMZIC candbtained through the equivalent discrete
additive degraded IC, i.e., the closure of the convex hulhlbthe nonnegativé R, R,) satisfying the

following inequalities:
Ry < I(X1; Y1),
R2 S I(XQ; Yg),

for all possible product input distribution off; x X5.

Example 3:Let X} = X, = )Y, = V> = {0,1} and
Yi = Xi-Yy,
Yo = Xo® Z.

This channel is similar to Example 2 except thatis replaced by an erasure channel.
The Markov chainX, — X1Y5 — Y3 holds and the capacity region of this channel can be obtamead
manner similar to that of [22]. We first upper-bound the twdiwidual ratesR; and R,. From the proof

of Theorem 1, it is straightforward to obtain

Ri—¢ < I(UX1§Yl|Q)
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whereU is an auxiliary random variable satisfyinguziz2) = p(z1)p(uxs2). For Ra,

Tl(RQ — 62) S [(Xg, an)
S (HYaulYs ™) — H(Y2i|X5Y5 ™)
i=1

D (H(Yas) = H(Yas| X27))
i=1

n
= ZI(X% Y2;)
i=1

= n[(Xg; Y2|Q)

IN

IN

Let p1y = Pr(z1 = 1|Q = q), p2g = Pr(z2 = 1|Q = q), py , = Pr(y2 = 1|Q = q), 1y = H(Y2|U, q),
note that

pg,q =p2q(l =€)+ (1 —pagle,
and
rq < ha(p2,g),
for eachq. Then,

Ri—¢ < I(UXl;Yl‘Q)

el 1
= Y [HMlg) = Y plzilg)H(Yi|z1,U, q)]
q=1 x1=0
el
q=1
el
= Z[h2(p1,qu7q|Q) — p(x1 = 1g)ry]
q=1

and
Ry—er < I(X2;Y2/Q)
= H(Y2|Q) — H(Y2|X>Q)
= ha(py,) — ha(e).

Compared with the expressions in [22, Eqgs. (15) and (16y,ahly difference is the constant(e),

which does not affect the optimization. Therefore, therajgation process there can be directly applied
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here. It follows that the capacity region of this channelhis tonvex hull ofR’, where
R = U {(R1,R2) : R1 < I(X1;Y1) = ha(p1py,) — p1he(py,), R2 < I(X2:Ya) = ha(py,) — ha(e)},
0<p1,p2<1
wherep,, = e(1—p2)+(1—e)p2. Clearly, the sum-rate capacityiisax { (pipy,) + (1 — p1)ha(py,) — ha(€)}.
Pip2
Example 4:(|X1 || = [[X2]| = [[22]l = 2, D1 = 3.

v X1 ®Y,, with probability 1 — §
1 =
e, with probability §

Yé = XQ@VM

where V; ~ Bern(e). Clearly, Y; is the output of a erasure channel with inpXif @ Y> and erasure
proability 6. DefineYy = X; @ Y>. Thus, the DMIC with inputsX;, X, and outputs;, Yy is a degraded
DMIC. The capacity region of this degraded DMIC has beenexblby Liu and Ulukus [9], and can be

expressed as

Rr=c0q |J ((Bi,R): Ry <I(X1:Y1), Ry < I(Xp;Y3)X1))
p(z1)p(z2)
The corresponding capacity region for the DMZIC is

Rz=tq |J (R, Ry): R <I(X1;Y1), Ry < I(X5:Y3))
p(z1)p(z2)

That Rz being the capacity region comes from the fact thaX»; Y| X;) = I(Xs;Y2) while R is
naturally an outer-bound.

Example 5:Let ||X1]| = ||X2]| = [|V1]] = || V=2]| = 2 and the channel transition probability be given by

p(y1y2|r122) = P(Y2|T2)P(Y1]T1Y2),

wherep(yz|z2) andp(y:|z1y2) are specified in Table I.

TABLE |
CHANNEL TRANSITION PROBABILITIES
p(y2lz2) | y2=0 | y2 =1 p(y1|T1y2) y1=0 |y =1
22 =0 1 9 Ty =000r1l | .75 25
2 =1 9 1 z1y2 = 01 or 10 0 1

By Theorem 1, the sum-rate capacity is

Csum = max [(Xl;Yl) —I-I(XQ;YQ) ~ .b31.
p(z1)p(22)

July 2, 2018 DRAFT



15

In addition, a simple outer bound can be constructed aswsllo

R < [(Xl;Yleg), (32)
Ry < I(X2:;Y3), (32)
Ri+ Ry < I(X1;Y1)+1(X2;Y). (33)

We now use Theorem 2 to obtain a new outer bound. Consklieis follows

0, if z1y2 = 00 or 11,

Yy =
1, otherwise
Thenp(y)|z12z2) is given in Table II.
TABLE I
P(Y3]X1X2)
p(yslzize) | yo=0 | yo =1
xr1x2 = 00 1 9
r1xe = 01 9 Nl
z172 = 10 9 1
r1x0 = 11 1 9

Using Theorem 2, the capacity region of the DMZIC is outemisied by that of the associated discrete

memoryless degraded broadcast channel:

R < [(U; Yl),

Rop =0 U (R Ry)
Ry < I(X1 X Y{|U)

p(u)p(x1Ta|u)
Let R, to be fixed atr, then

= H(Y1) — HY
B =t T~ HRI)
< log(MA) — (e + ha(.1),

where fr(-) is a function defined by Witsenhausen and Wyner [23]. Fig. diaie the new outer-bound

specified by
Rop = {(R1, R2)|R1 < log V1| — fr(z + ha(.1)), Ra < x}. (34)

This new outer-bound significantly improves upon the simgiger-bound (31)-(33).
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0.7

T T T
= = = outer-bound combining (22) and (30)
simple outer-bound (22)-(24)

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18 0.2

Ry

Fig. 1. Comparison of the outer-bounds.

IV. THE DMIC WITH MIXED INTERFERENCE
For the GIC with mixed interference: (< 1 andb > 1 in (1) and (2)), one can construct an equivalent
GIC with degradedness defined by the Markov ch&in— (X;,Ys2) — Yi:
Y/, = (1—-ab)X; +aYs+ 7,
Yy = bX|+ Xo+ Zo,

where Z] ~ N(0,1 — a?). This motivates us to define DMIC with mixed interference manalogous

fashion, which leads directly to its sum-rate capacity dbsd in Theorem 3.
Definition 3: A DMIC is said to havemixed interferencd it satisfies the Markov chain

Xo — (X1,Y2) -1 (35)
and

I(X1; V1] Xo) < I(X15 Y2 | X?) (36)

for all possible product distributions of; x A5.
Theorem 3:The sum-rate capacity of a DMIC with mixed interference,, iame that satisfies the two

conditions (35) and (36), is

Csum= max {I(XQ,Y2|X1)+m1n{I(X1,Y1),I(X1,Y2)}} (37)

p(z1)p(x2)
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Proof: In order to achieve this sum rate, ugeransmits its message at a rate such that both receivers
can decode it by treating the signal from ugeas noise; use? transmits at the interference-free rate

since receiveR is able to subtract the interference from usér.
For the converse, we prove the following two sum-rate bowsegmrately:

n(Ri+Ry) < > I(X1iXai; Yai), (38)
=1

n(Ry + Re) < ZI(XM;YM)+I(X2i;Y2i|X1i)- (39)
im1

For (38), the derivation follows the same steps as Costa arslafal’s result [5]. For (39), we apply
similar techniques used in the proof of Theorem 1. Firsticeothat (35) implies

I(U;Y1|X1) < I(U; Yz | Xy) (40)
for any U whose joint distribution withX;, X5, Y7,Y5 is
p(u, x1, 22, Y1, y2) = p(u)p(z122|u)p(Y1y2|T122). (41)
Therefore,
n(Bs + Ry) — e (1’1<X?; YP) + 10X Y7 IXT)

—Z (VY71 = H(Vul Vi X7) + H(Yai Vi XT) = H(Yai |V X5 X))
<Z (Vi) = H(Yul Yy X7Y5 1) + H (Yo Ui X1i) — H(Yail X20X1,U3))

:Z(I(UiX1i§ Yii) + 1(Xoi; Yoi Ui X13))

=1

= (X135 Y1) + T(Us; Yis | X1i) + T(X4; Yail Ui X 1))
=1

() &
<Y (X33 Yii) + I(Us; Yai  X1i) + T(Xai; Yai Ui X15))

=1
Q)Z(I(Xlzﬁyli) + 1 (X233 Yai[ X14))
i=1
where (a) is because of the independence betwéghand X7; (b) is from the fact that conditioning
reduces entropy and by definiig £ (X{~' X7, ,,Y;7"); (c) is from (40); and(d) is because of the
memoryless property of the channel and (41). From (38) a8} (8e have

Ri+ Ry < Y min{l(X1;Xai; Yai), I(X15; Y1s) + I(Xai; Yai| X14) }. (42)
i=1
Finnally, by introducing the time-sharing random varialeone obtains (37) as desired. [ |
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We give the following example where the obtained sum-ragaciy helps determine the capacity

region of a DMIC.
Example 6: Consider the following deterministic channel:

}/1 - Xl'XQa

Y, X1 ® Xo,

where the input and output alphabets = A, = Y, = ), = {0,1}. Notice that this channel does not
satisfy the condition of the deterministic interferenceumhel in [6]. Obviously, the Markov chain (35)
holds. Moreover,

I(X1; V1] X2)=H (Y1|X2) = p(x2 = 1)H(X1),
1(X1; Y| Xo)=H(Ya|Xo) = H(X1).
Therefore,
I(X1;Y1|Xe) < I(X4; 2| X2),

for all possible input product distributions oty x X5. Thus, this is a DMIC with mixed interference.
On applying Theorem 3, we compute the sum-rate capacity to be

max [min(I(Xng;Yg)J(Xl;Yl)+I(X2;Y2|X1))]

p(z1)p(x2)
= 1.

Csum

Given that(1,0) and(0, 1) are both trivially achievable, the above sum-rate capde#ys to the capacity
region for this DMIC to be{(R;, Ra) : R1 + Re < 1}.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have derived the sum-rate capacity for ssad discrete memoryless interference
channels whose channel property resembles that of the faausterference channel with one-sided and
weak interference. Capacity outer bounds are also dervethis class of channels. The same technique
is then applied to obtain the sum-rate capacity of discretenaryless interference channels with mixed
interference. For both cases, the capacity expressionekhsasvthe encoding schemes that achieve the
sum-rate capacity are analogous to the Gaussian intecei@rmannel counterpart. These results allow us

to obtain capacity results for several new discrete mersssylnterference channels.
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APPENDIX

A. Counter Example for the Equivalence between the TworBiffeConditions

This example explains that a DMZIC that satisfies the mutofdrimation condition (22) does not
necessarily imply the Markov chain relationship (17).
Let f;; represenp(y; = 1|z = 4,22 = j), g; represenp(y, = 1ljz2 = j), p; = Pr{X; = 1}, and

pi =1—p; (1,7 € {0,1}). From the mutual information condition (22)
I(X2;Ys) > I(Xo;Y1]X1),
we have
H(Yz) — H(Y2|X2) > H(Y1[X1) — H(Y1[X1, Xo)
ha(P2go + p2g1) — p2ha(g1) — P2ha(go) = prha(p2foo + p2for) + prha(P2fio + p2fi1)
—p1P2ha(foo) — P1paha(for) — pip2ha(fio) — pip2ha(fin)

Upon obtaining the above inequality, one can make specifitcels of{ f;; } and{g;} to make the above
inequality hold for all possible; andp, range from0 to 1. For example, it is easy to verify that a valid

choice is
foo = .1, for = .3, fio = .5, fi1 = .25,
g = .1,g1=.5.

In the following, we prove by contradiction that this chaht@es not satisfy the markov chain condition
7).

Suppose that the markov chain (17) is satisfied,
p(yilz1z2y2) = p(y1]2192).
Then we would have,

p(yilziza) = Y pyryalerza) =Y plyalz2)p(yi|1y2)-
Y2 Y2
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Solving this equation, we get

1

p(yl = 1"%1 = 17y2 = 1) = _Ea

which contradicts the fact that channel transit probabidin never be negative.
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