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SUMMARY In this paper, the posterior matching scheme
proposed by Shayevits and Feder is extended to the Gaussian
broadcast channel with feedback, and the error probabilities and
achievable rate region are derived for this coding strategy by
using the iterated random function theory. A variant of the
Ozarow-Leung code for the general two-user broadcast channel
with feedback can be realized as a special case of our coding
scheme. Furthermore, for the symmetric Gaussian broadcast
channel with feedback, our coding scheme achieves the linear-
feedback sum-capacity like the LQG code and outperforms the
Kramer code.

key words: Gaussian Broadcast Channel with Feedback, Feed-
back, Posterior Matching, Iterated Function Systems.

1. Introduction

The capacity region of the broadcast channel with M
users (i.e. M receivers) is a well-known open prob-
lem. However, it is known that feedback can increase
the capacity region for broadcast channels. Specially,
Ozarow and Leung [1] proved for M = 2 that feed-
back can increase the capacity region of the additive
white Gaussian broadcast channel (AWGN-BC) by co-
operation between the users and the sender via feed-
back. Kramer [2] extended this coding scheme to the
case of M > 3. Later, Elia [3] showed for M = 2
that the achievable rate region obtained by Ozarow and
Leung [1] can be enlarged by using robust control the-
ory. Ardestanizadeh et al. [4] proposed a coding scheme
based on LQG (Linear Quadratic Gaussian) control ap-
proach for the symmetric AWGN-BC with feedback,
and showed that their LQG code can attain the same
achievable rate region as the Elia scheme [3] for M = 2
and outperforms the Kramer code [2] for the symmetric
AWGN-BC with feedback for M > 3. The LQG code
is derived based on a mapping from a feedback control
problem to a linear code for the AWGN-BC with feed-
back. The achievable rate region is determined by the
eigenvalues of the open-loop matrix of a linear system
and the power constraint of channel input is related
to the minimum power needed to stabilize the system
using a feedback control signal.

Recently, Amor et al. [5], [6] showed that the rate
regions achieved by linear feedback coding schemes
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over dual multi-antenna AWGN multi-access channels
(MACs) and broadcast channels (BCs) with indepen-
dent noises coincide, and the sum-rate achieved by the
LQG code is optimal among all the linear-feedback cod-
ing schemes for the symmetric AWGN-BCs. This op-
timal sum-rate is called linear-feedback sum-capacity,
and they showed for M = 2 that the linear-feedback
sum-capacity of the scalar AWGN-BC with indepen-
dent noises can be achieved by a simple rearrangement
of Ozarow’s MAC coding scheme [7]. (Refer to Re-
mark 7 in Section 5 for more details.) However, it is
not shown for M > 3 how to construct a coding scheme
for AWGN-BCs with feedback by a rearrangement of a
coding scheme for AWGN-MACs with feedback. Note
that since Kramer’s MAC coding scheme [2], which is
a generalization of Ozarow’s MAC coding scheme for
M > 3, uses complex modulation coefficients, it is not
easy to construct a BC coding scheme from Kramer’s
MAC coding scheme even if we try to use a rearrange-
ment similar to the one used in [6].

In a more general setting, Gaspar et al. [8], [9]
proposed a coding scheme for the AWGN-BC with cor-
related noises in the case of M = 2 with arbitrary noise
covariance and in the case of M > 3 such that the noise
of each user is a multiple of the same Gaussian noise.
For example, they showed that for all noise correlations
other than £1, the gap between the sum-rate of their
scheme and the full-cooperation bound vanishes as the
signal-to-noise ratio tends to infinity. Although their
coding scheme works well in the asymptotic regime, it
does not work well when the input power is not suffi-
ciently large.

Shayevits and Feder [10] proposed the Posterior
Matching (PM) Scheme for the point-to-point com-
munication system with feedback, and they showed
that the PM Scheme reduces to the Schalkwijk-Kailath
scheme [11] when the channel is Gaussian. But, it is
very hard to directly apply their scheme to AWGN-BCs
because we need to assign multiple messages to a single
vector and to refine the vector sequentially based on
feedback to reduce the uncertainty of every user at the
same time. To execute such a behavior, a higher order
kernel is required for the reversed iterated function sys-
tem (RIFS) used in the decoders, and all the decoders
must know all the other decoders’ messages. On the
other hand, the indirect assignment methods used in
the Ozarow-Leung code [1] or the Kramer code [2] can
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lead to only a suboptimal sum-rate compared with the
Elia code [3] and the LQG code [4] as mentioned above.
Specially, they assumed that the transmitted signal at
each time n is a linear combination of different signal
components, each of which is intended to decrease the
uncertainty of each user, and they also imposed a re-
dundant restriction such that each signal component
at time n + 1 must be statistically independent of the
signal feedbacked from the corresponding user at time
n. This idea is originated from the Schalkwijk-Kailath
scheme [11] and repeated in the Shayevitz-Feder scheme
[10, Section A] to attain the capacity for point-to-point
AWGN-BCs with feedback. But for the AWGN-BCs
with feedback, this scheme cannot realize so good per-
formance as the Elia code [3] and the LQG code [4].

In this paper, we extend the PM scheme [10] to
AWGN-BCs with M users by devising a new encod-
ing scheme for any M such that an M x M binary
Hadamard matrix exists. Our encoding procedure can
be considered as an optimization of the Kramer scheme
[2] by using some mathematical tricks. The decod-
ing scheme uses the same technique as the Shayevits-
Feder scheme [10]. But our coding scheme is a general
one for AWGN-BCs with feedback because it includes
all the coding schemes treated in [1] and [2] as spe-
cial cases, and we derive the achievable rate region of
the proposed coding scheme. Then, we prove that a
variant of the Ozarow-Leung scheme [1] obtained from
our scheme can achieve the same achievable rate re-
gion as the original Ozarow-Leung scheme. Further-
more, we propose a coding scheme for physically non-
degraded symmetric AWGN-BCs with feedback which
can achieve the linear-feedback sum-capacity like the
LQG code. Besides, since our coding scheme is a vari-
ant of the Kramer code, it has a potential to achieve not
only the asymptotic capacity [8], [9] but also a good per-
formance in non-asymptotic settings. More precisely,
we can determine the code length (i.e. the repetition
number of feedback) necessary to attain a given target
of error probabilities and coding rates in our coding
scheme in the same way as other PM schemes. This
is an advantage over the Elia code [3] and the LQG
code [4], in which we cannot determine the necessary
code length because the decoding error exponent and
achievable mean square error exponent are treated only
in the asymptotic setting for these codes.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2
presents the channel model and some mathematical
preliminaries. A general time-varying coding scheme
is proposed for AWGN-BCs with feedback in Section 3,
and the achievable rate region and error probabilities
for this general scheme are derived in Section 4. Sec-
tion 5 shows that a variant of the Ozarow-Leung cod-
ing scheme can be obtained from our coding scheme.
We show that the proposed coding scheme can achieve
the linear-feedback sum-capacity for physically non-
degraded symmetric AWGN-BCs with feedback in Sec-
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tion 6. Finally in Section 8, we compare the sum-rate
for the AWGN-BC with the one for the AWGN-MAC.

2. Channel Model and Preliminaries
2.1 Mathematical Notations

Upper-case letters and lower-case letters denote ran-
dom variables and their realizations, respectively. A
real-valued random variable X is associated with a dis-
tribution Py (-) defined on the usual Borel o-algebra
over R, and we write X ~ Px. The cumulative dis-
tribution function (c.d.f.) of X is given by Fx(x) =
Px((—o0,z]), and their inverse c.d.f is defined as
F{'(t) = inf{z : Fx(z) > t}. The uniform probability
distribution over (0,1) is denoted by U. In addition,
we use the following notation. (f o g)(x) = f(g(x)),

Yg(m) = (Y;m),Y;ﬂ),...,}@(m)) for p < ¢, and tr(A)
is the trace of matrix A. In this paper, we use the

following lemma:

Lemma 1 ([10, Lemma 1]): Let X be a continuous
random variable with X ~ Px and © be a uniform
distribution random variable, i.e. © ~ U, and X be
statistical independent of ©. Then Fy'(0) ~ Py and
Fx(X)~U.

The binary Hadamard matrix [12] of order M
is an (M x M) matrix of +1s and —1s such that
HyH?Z, = MT where I is the (M x M) identity ma-
trix. It is not yet known for which values of M an Hj,
exists. However, we know that if the Hadamard matrix
of order M exists then M is 1,2,4, or a multiple of 4.
Moreover, if M is of the form 2™ for a positive integer
m we can construct Hp; by using Sylvester’s method.
In addition, Paley’s construction, which uses quadratic
residues, can be used to construct Hadamard matrices
of order M when M is equal to p+ 1 for a prime p and
M is also a multiple of 4.

2.2 AWGN-BCs with Feedback

We extend the communication model treated in [1] to
the case of AWGN-BCs. Consider the communication
system shown in Fig. 1 such that one encoder and M de-
coders are connected via an AWGN-BC and all channel
outputs are noiselessly feedbacked to the encoder. Let
O,, be a random message point uniformly distributed
over the unit interval that must be transmitted from
the encoder to decoder m € {1,2,..., M }. At each time
n, the received signal of decoder m is

Y™ = X, + Z + 20, (1)

where X,, € R is the symbol transmitted from the en-
coder at time n, and Yn(m) € R is the signal received by
decoder m at time n. Z,, is a common white Gaussian
noise with variance o2, and Zr(lm) are individual white
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Gaussian noises with variance o2, for m = 1,2,---, M.
For physically non-degraded AWGN-BCs, we can set
02 = 0 and 02, > 0. We also assume that output
symbols are casually feedbacked to the encoder and
the transmitted symbol X,, at time n can depend on
both messages (01, 0a, ..., 0,/) and the previous chan-
nel output sequences (Y"1 yn=1(2) ... yn-1(D)

where Y710m) = (y,™ y™ .. Y(m))

»in—1

An encoding scheme for an AWGN BC is a measur-
able transmission function g, : (0, 1) x R»=DM _ R,
so that the channel input generated by the encoder is
given by

X, = gn (@1, ey O, YLD yn—12) ...,Y"—1<M>) .
(2)
A decoding rule for the AWGN-BC is the sequences

of measurable mappings {A( ™R &}, where
& is the set of all open intervals in (0,1). We refer to

N (y"("™)) as the decoded interval of decoder m. The
error probabilities at time n are defined as

P = P(On ¢ ATV (YM™)) (3)

form=1,2,--- , M, and the corresponding coding rate
at time n is defined by

R™ = —% log }A%m) (Y"(m)) ‘ , (4)

where |AT(Y™)

A ym).
We say that a coding scheme achieves a rate tuple

is the length of the interval

(R1, Ra,---,Ryr) over an AWGN-BC if for all m €
{1,2,..., M}, it satisfies
lim P (R<m> <R ) 5)
n— o0

im ™) —
Jim p7 = 0. (6)

The rate tuple is achieved within an input power con-
straint P if it also satisfies

lim sup — ZE X <P (7)

n—oo

An optimal fized rate decoding rule for an AWGN-
BC with feedback for rate tuple (Ry, Ra, ..., Rar) is the
one that decodes the tuple of fixed length intervals
(J1,Jo2, ..., Jar) satisfying |J,,| = 27"Fm for each m,
which maximizes each marginal posteriori probability,

ie.,
AGM (ym) = P, jynem (Jm [y ™).
(8)

An optimal variable rate decoding rule with target

argmax
I €E:| I | =27 m

error probabilities pﬁ,’? = (5,(1m) is the one that decodes
the tuple of minimal-length intervals (Jy, Ja, ..., Jar)
such that each accumulated marginal posteriori proba-
bility exceeds corresponding target, i.e.,

A () =

argmin [T
. n(m (m)
JmES.IP’@m‘Yn(m)(Jm\y (m))>1-45,"

9)

Both decoding rules make good use of the marginal pos-
terior distribution of the message point Pg, |y~ which
can be calculated online at the encoder and each de-
coder. Refer [10] for more details. Then, the following
lemma holds.

Lemma 2 ([10, Lemma 3]): The achievability defined
by (5)—(7) implies the achievability in the standard
framework.

Remark 1: In the standard framework, a message 4.,
uniformly distributed over {1,2, ... 2”R
decoder m via a BC when the coding rate is R( ™

is shown in the proof of [10, Lemma 3] that if R(m)
satisfies

} is sent to

= 1 m
RU™ < R, + = log (1 —/pim) — Tn) (10)
n

for some 7, > 0 such that lim, . 7, = 0, then we
can choose message points 0, , in (0,1) such that

Oiiin — Oipn > 27"Fm for 1 < iy, < 27R 1

and the decoding error probability p(m) in the standard
framework is upper bounded by

A < A\ pl. (11)

Note that the encoding in the standard framework
can be realized by mapping each message ,, to 0;,, ».
Hence, if R,, is achievable in the sense of this section,
then R,, is also achievable in the meaning of the stan-
dard framework. See [4] and [10] for the details of the
proof of Lemma 2. Also note that since M indepen-
dent message points (01,02, ,0),) are used in the
encoding function g, defined by (2), each message i,



can be mapped to the message point 0;,, , indepen-
dently from other messages ,,,, m’ # m. Therefore,
Lemma 2 holds for the case of BCs in the same way
as the case of point-to-point communication treated in
[10].

3. A Time-varying Coding Scheme for AWGN-
BCs with Feedback

In this section, we propose a time-varying coding

scheme for AWGN-BCs with feedback.
3.1 Encoding Scheme

Assume that the sender wants to send M messages
{0,,}M_ | to M users, respectively, where ©,, satis-
fying ©,, ~ U is the message for user m and O,, is
independent of ©,,, for m’ # m.

Initialization at n = 1.7
For each m,1 <m < M:

e The encoder broadcasts a message S§m) =
F3'(©,,), where S ~ N(0,R), and Py > 0 is
determined based on the channel situation.

e User m receives V™ = S 4+ 7z, + 7™ and
feedbacks Yl(m) to the encoder.

Recursion for n > 2.

e The encoder creates a random variables S,Sm) de-
fined by

m 1 m m m
S7(z ) = (m) (57(1,)1 - bng)lyé—l)) > (12)
Ap—1

where afl"i)l > 0 and bgﬁ)l,m =1,2,..., M, are real
numbers which are also chosen based on the chan-
nel situation.

e The encoder broadcasts the following signal to all

the users:
M
Xn =B Y ol sim. (13)
m=1

Here, 3, is a real number, which is chosen to satisfy
the input power constraint (7), and

OING)! 0N T (1g)

is a modulated vector.

e User m receives the signal

M
Y™ =8, 3" oSt + z, + 2™, (15)
m=1

fWe use M time slots for the initialization. But for
simplicity of notation, n = 1 is assigned for these M time
slots.
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and it feedbacks Yn(m) to the encoder.

3.2 Decoding Scheme

Recursion for n > 2:

e Bach user m receives Y™ given by (15).

e Fach user m selects a fixed interval Jl(m) =
(Smstm) C R with respect to S’,Sm).

e Then, each user m estimates the interval J,(Lm) for

the S\ as follows.
I = (T (50), T () (16)
where
T (@) = wi™ ow™ - owfM@)  (17)
and
wi™ (z) = a{™z + bMY, ™. (18)

Note that a{™ > 0 ensures that w(™ (z) and
T,Sm)(ac) are monotonically increasing in x for any
realization y™("™) of Y"(™),

e Finally, the decoded interval A{™ (Y™™)) is de-
termined for ©,, as follows:

Al (yn(m)y = pg (J,QW) : (19)

where S ~ N(0, ), and for the p.d.f. fs(t) of S,

a b
Fs«a,b))(/ oy, [ fs<z>dz>.

(20)

4. Error Analysis for the Time-varying Coding
Scheme for AWGN-BCs with Feedback

In this section, we evaluate the performance of the time-
varying posterior matching scheme proposed in Section
3.

Theorem 1: The time-varying coding scheme for the
AWGN-BC given by Fig. 1 achieves any rate tuple
(R1, Ra, ..., Ryr) if it satisfies

Ry, < R, = —limsuplog a{™ (21)

n—r00

for 0 < limsup, . ay™ < 1 and W™ = E[S{™]?
is upper bounded. Furthermore, the error probability

pgﬁé) satisfies that for every m € {1,2, ..., M}1T,

77"7

“logp™ = o (22”<R%*Rm>) . (22)

T f1(n) = o(f2(n)) means that lim,— .« f1(n)/f2(n) = 0.
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Remark 2: Eq. (22) means that pgﬂ) can go to zero
in the following way:

22n(an—Rm)
u(n) )

= K expy (_22n(R:nme7ﬁ log u(n))) (23)

p—

for some x > 0 and any wu(n) satisfying that
lim,, oo u(n) = oo. Hence, if we use u(n) satisfy-
ing lim,,—,(1/2n)logu(n) < n(R}, — Ry) for some n,
0 <n <1, then pﬁ,’? can go to zero with double ex-
ponential order. More precislely, x can be determined

from (30).

Proof Let R%m) be the instant rate to transmit message
O,, to user m. For any fixed rate R,,, we have

“ 1
P (R(™ < Ry @p <H log ‘Ag@ (Y”<m>)’ < Rm)

=P (JAg (Y em)| > 27 )
()

<P (|J7§m>| > 2—”Rm/K) (24)
where
K = sup{fs(z)}. (25)
zeR

Here, (a) follows from (4), and (b) holds from (19),
(20), and (25).
Note from (18) that for all ¢, s € R, we have

[ 1) =l (s)| = afle -5l (26)

For a,, = limsup,, . a\/" we have R, = loga;! > 0

since 0 < a,, < 1. Hence, for any rate R,, < R;,, we
can find an € > 0 such that R,, < log(a,, +¢)~! and
am + € < 1. Furthermore, there exists an N, € N

(m) < am, + €

such that sup,,- N, On Define v, =
SUPj << N, al™. Then, from (24) and (26), we have

P (Rﬁl’”) < Rm)
<P (lJ0"] > 27 /K)

(a)
< Ko™ [IE (|w§m) o wém) cowl™ (t)

—wgm) o wém) .. 0 w;m) (5m)] ’Y;L(m))]

(®)
< K2MFm oy, B [|w£m) o wém) o wl™ (tm)

™ 0w 0wl (5,
(e
< K2 B [l owlily o wl (b)

0w 0wl (s

(d)
< KQanviXG (am +E)(n*1\’e)|(]1(m)|7 (27)

where (a) follows from Markov’s inequality and the law
of iterated expectations, (b) follows from (26) and v,,, =
SUP; << N, al™, (c) is the recursive application of (b),
and (d) follows from sup,, y. al™ < am + € and the
recursive applications of (b).

From (27) and a,, + € < 1, it is easy to see that

P(RY™ < R,,) — 0 holds if

(] = o (grtestam o™ =R} (28
For Q(z) = f;o \/%e_ﬁpdt and W,S”” =

E[SY™]2, we obtain't

) =B (0 207 (¥700))

—P (@m ¢ FS(J,([”>))

(m)
o0 (7”1 | (29)
2

o 2/ W™ Jm2
V2| Jy 8Wha

Here, (a) follows from the fact that ©,, is uniformly dis-
tributed over (0, 1) and this equality holds for any real-
ization y™(™) of the random vector Y™™ (b) follows
from the fact that SU™ is Gaussian with E[S%m)] =0,
which can be shown inductively from (12) and (15), and

JU™ s symmetric if we set s, = —tp,. (c) follows from
that Q(x) satisfies

1 1 2
7 (1) (7)<
1 2
Joa exp <%) (31)
for any x > 0.

From R,, < log(a, +¢)~! < R’

m>

J™) satisfying (28) and |J{™| = oo as n — co. Fur-

<

we can select

thermore, since W,Sm) is upper bounded by some W,
we have

2
swi™ T 8W

— 0. (32)

fexp,(n) = 2.

T fi1(n) ~ fa(n) means that lim, e fi(n)/f2(n) = 1.



More precisely by substituting (28) into (30), pﬁ,’? sat-

isfies
|J(m)|2 24 /an
1ogp(m) —~loge —
Wi ReENE
J(m) 2
| 1 ( |) 10ge
Wi
=0 (22"(103;(“’"*6)71712’")) . (33)

Since the above argument holds for any sufficiently
small € > 0, we can attain

—logpgﬁé) —0 (22n(Rjn—Rm)) _ (34)

O

Remark 3: Since we can estimate R}, and know our
desired rate R, in advance, it is possible to choose € ap-
propriately as a target. This means that the decoding
algorithm is technically realizable. However, there is a
tradeoff between the transmission rate R,, (the possible
values of €) and the code length n. If R,, is very close
to R}, e must be very small. As a result, the required
N, becomes very large. Furthermore, since R,, is also
very close to log(a,, + €)1, the error probabilities p( m)
decay slowly to zero. In the sequel, a very large code
length n is required if R,, is close to R},. On the con-
trary, if R}, — Ry, is large, we can choose quite large e,
which makes the required N, smaller and the decay of
error probabilities faster.

Remark 4: In the case of finite n, P(R%m) < Rp) is
not zero even if J,, satisfies (28). But this does not
worsen the error probability pgﬂ) if retransmission is
allowed. Note that since the encoder obtains y™(") via
the feedback channel, both the encoder and decoder m
can know the value of R%m) for y™(™). Hence, they
can know whether event {RY™ < R,,} occurred or

not when they received y»(™). If event {R"™ < R}
occurs, they discard this transmission and resend the
same massage i,, in the standard framework. This re-
transmission decreases the coding rate of massage i,
from RY™ to R%m)(lfP(R%m) < R,,)). But, this degra-
dation of coding rate is negligible if P(R%m) < Rp,) is
sufficiently small.

Remark 5: If we cannot use the retransmission de-
scribed in Remark 4, event {R,(lm) < R;,} makes a de-
coding error. In this case, we need to minimize the total
decoding error probability given by p% e) + P(R%m) <
R,,), and hence we cannot attain double exponential
order. By setting |J1m)|2(1og e)/8W = n(log(am +
€)"! — R,,) in (27) and (30), the error exponent of the
total error probability is given by

1
lim lim {—— log (p;me) +P(R(™ < Rm))]
o :

e—0n—oo
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_ Rm]
= R, — Ryn. (35)

> i -1
> 21—% [log(am + €)

5. A Variant of the Ozarow-Leung Coding
Scheme for Two-User AWGN-BCs with
Feedback

Denote

E[S{Y S{?
Pn = % (36)
/2

In this case, we set

Py = PJ2, (37)
oV =1, (38)
a?) = g sgn(py)- (39)

Here, sgn(z) = 1ifz > 0 and sgn(z) = —1ifx < 0. g is
a nonnegative number which allows a trade-off between
Rj and Rj [1]. We also define

2
= — 10
v 1+ g2 + 2g|pn| (40)
(1) var(S,(ll)|Y,§1))
w =N\ TP (41)
@) var(5£2)|Y,§2))
wW =\ TP (42)
(1)y-(1)
b = % (43)
var(Y,
@ EISPv)
b = T2 (44)
var(Y,™)

By substituting (41)—(44) into (12), we can show for
m =1 and 2 that

S(m) —Fs_lo

ntl — FS;’"J [y, ™) (Sém) |Y7§m))- (45)

(see [13], [14]).
From Lemma 1, each realization yn ™) of Y™ sa
isfies that

Fggroym (S g™ ~ U, (46)
which means
Fgm ytm (ST V™) ~ UL (47)

Since S ~ N(0,P)) = N(0,P/2), we have S\™
F3'(O©.m) ~ N(0, P/2) from Lemma 1. Repeating this
procedure we obtain

Sm) ~ N(0, P/2) (48)

for any n > 1. In addition, we have from (13) and (15)
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that
= Ba[SWad 1+ §@a2)]
= BalS + g sgn(pn) S, (49)
Y, = 8,1SW + g sgn(p,)SP] + Z, + 21, (50)
V2 = B,[S + g sgn(pn) S + Zn + 2P (51)

Since 5™ satisfies E[S{™] = 0 from (48), we have

E[X,] = E[y,V] =E[Y,*] =0 (52)
Furthermore, from (48) we also have E[(S{™)2] = P/2.
Hence,

E[X7] = P, (53)

B[SOV = (P/2)B(1+ glpal), (54)
E[SPY, D] = (P/2)Busgn(pn)(g + lpal),  (55)
var(Y(V) = P4+ 02 + 02, (56)
var(Y,(?) = P 4+ 02 + o2. (57)

Note that the following relations hold. (Refer, e.g. [19,
page 323].)

(E[S(l)y(l)])Q

Var(sgl)|yé1)) = var(Sfll)) - (1) ) (58)
var(Y, )
(2)y-(2)71y2
var(SPY,?) = var(SY) — M (59)
var(Y,™)

Substituting (53)—(59) into (41)—(44), we finally
have

o) = \/U2 +of + (Pg?(1

= p2))/(1+ g%+ 2g|pul)

P+ 0% +0? ’
(60)
W@ — o208+ (P = p))/(1+ g%+ 29|pa])
" P+ 02+ 03 ’
(61)
P/2)B(1 + glpnl)
p1) — ( 62
" P+o2+o07 (62)
P/2)ﬂnsgn(pn)(9 + [pnl)
p® _ 63
From (12) for m =1 and 2, we have
1
ElSih ] = —m5 o (EIS50] - VRSP YY)

BBV 4 HOBPEIY))

(64)

By substituting (36) and (60)—(63) into (64) and some
calculations, p, must satisfy

pn+1

7
B Apn = 5oy (9 + pal) (1 + glonl)sen(pn)
2 2 4 Pg*(1—pn)? 2 2, P(—p3)
\/Z\/(“ o+ ) (02 4 0 + )
(65)
where
A= (P+0*+0?)(P+0?+02), (66)
B=P+0®+0?+03, (67)
D(z) =1+ ¢° + 2gz. (68)

It is very difficult to affirm that the sequence |py|
is convergent. One strategy to overcome this difficulty
is to keep |p,| unchanged (see [1]). Hence, we set p,, =
(—=1)"*t1p, where p is the biggest solution in (0,1) of
the following equation :

Ax — %(g +2)(1 + gx)
2 2, Pg?(1—x)?2 2 P(1—a2)
\/Z\/(O' + o7+ D@ )(O’ +U =+ D(@) )

= 0. (69)

T+

Note that (69) has a solution in (0, 1) since the left hand
side of (69) is negative at = 0 and positive at © = 1.
Then, we have from (60) and (61) that

lim sup ag)

n— o0
o>+ 0t + (Pg(1— )/ (1 + g + 29p)
= B} ) (70)
P+ 02+ 07
lim sup agf)
n—roo
_ [PEA PO R 120 g
P+ 02+ 02
It is easy to verify that 0 < limsup,,_, . a%m) < 1 for

m = 1 and 2. Hence, from Theorem 1 the proposed
scheme achieves any rate-pair (Ry, Rg) if

R, < R} = —limsuploga(!)
n—oo
_ 1 ( P+ 0%+ o} >
"2 %\ o+ (PRI - 9)/D(p))
(72)
Ry < Ry = —limsuploga'?
n—oo
RN ( P+o® +of )
T2\ 3+ (P = ?)/D(p) .
73
The error probabilities decay to zero as
~logpil), = o (22 (Ri= ), (74)
—logp?) =0 (22n<R;—R2>) , (75)

)



Remark 6: The encoding scheme for M = 2 treated
in this section is a variant of the Ozarow-Leung cod-
ing scheme [1] which is represented by a form of time-
varying posterior matching [13], [14]. However, the per-
formance of this code is worse than the one of the LQG
code [4] and the Elia code [3]. Using the same ap-
proach, we can obtain a variant of the Kramer code [2]
for M > 2. In the next section, we show that by choos-
ing sequences aﬁ{”),b%m) appropriately, we can achieve
larger coding rate for M > 2. Specifically, we show
that our proposed coding scheme for the symmetric
AWGN-BCs with feedback attains the linear-feedback
sum-capacity like the LQG code [4], which is larger than
the achievable sum-rate of the Kramer code [2].

Remark 7: The Amor-Steinberg-Wigger (ASW) cod-
ing scheme [6] for 2-user asymmetric AWGN-BCs is
constructed by a rearrangement of the Ozarow coding
scheme for 2-user AWGN-MACs [7], where two mes-
sages are assigned to two vectors with different powers
and the power of each message can vary at each time n.
See [6, (189)]. But, the variant of the Ozarow-Leung
coding scheme treated in this section uses a constant
power at every time n as shown in (48). Therefore,
for the 2-user asymmetric case, our coding scheme is
generally inferior to the ASW coding scheme. How-
ever, in the 2-user symmetric case, our coding scheme
can attain the linear-feedback sum-capacity, like the
ASW coding scheme, as shown in Section 6. We con-

jecture that by choosing appropriately a!™, ™, 8, in
general setting given by (12), (13), our coding scheme
can also attain the same coding rates as the ASW cod-
ing scheme for the 2-user asymmetric case. Further-
more, it is expected that our coding scheme can be
extended to the M-user asymmetric AWGN-BC chan-
nels with feedback easier than the ASW coding scheme
because our scheme works for real AWGN-BC channels,
but Kramer’s MAC coding scheme [2], which is a gen-
eralization of the Ozarow MAC coding scheme, uses a
compler modulation. These extensions are interesting
future works.

6. M-user Physically Non-degraded Symmet-
ric AWGN-BC with Feedback

In this section, we consider a physically non-degraded
symmetric AWGN-BC with 0? = 03 = ... = 0%, = 1
and 02 = 0. For this case, the following theorem holds.

Theorem 2: For the M-user physically non- degraded
symmetnc AWGN BC Wlth feedback satisfying o} =
03 =+ =03, =1and 0% = 0, the time-varying cod-
ing scheme proposed in Section 3 can achieve the linear-
feedback sum-capacity, i.e. the sum-rate Ry, satisfy-
ing

M

Rsum =

m=

1
R = 3 log (14 PX), (76)
1
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where A is the biggest solution in [1, M] of the following
equation:

(PA+ )Mt = [(P/MONM — X))+ 1M (77)

Theorem 2 will be proved in Section 7. The sum-
rate given by (76) coincides with the sum-rate of the
LGQ code [4, Theorem 2], which is the linear-feedback
sum-capacity of the symmetric AWGN-BC treated in
this section [6, Corollary 5].

From this theorem, like the MAC case, we can
prove that for large M,

M 1 1
o~ —log M + = loglog M.

Z R, 727 108 + 5 loglog (78)

Refer [2, (72)] for details. This means that the differ-

ence of the sum-rate of AWGN-BC with between feed-

back and no feedback grows as (loglog M)/2 similar to
the case of MACs.

Next we derive the tight upper bounds of pg@ and

P (R,(lm) < Rm) for this symmetric case. Since a%m)

can be fixed as a%m) = ¢ for all m and n in this case as
we will show in Section 7, it holds in (26) that

™ () — wi™ (s)| = alt — s]. (79)

n

This means that we do not need to use € in (27) in this
case. Therefore, from (27) and (29), if we choose

m)| _ 2\/ W2n(710ga*Rm) — 0 (Qn(f log ame))
80

|7

for any wu(n) and some constant W such that

lim,, 00 u(n) = oo and Wr(lm) < W for all n and m,
we can construct the coding scheme satisfying

2n(—10ga—Rm)
P <2Q (7) ;o (81)
u(n)
P (R(™ < Ry ) < K20 | g™
2KVW

(82)

Remark 8: In the symmetric case treated in this sec-
tion, it holds from (31) and (81) that for R* = —loga,

—log ) = o (22n(R*_Rm)) _ (83)

Furthermore, it also holds from (35) that

1
lim {ﬁ log (pgmg +P(R™ < Rm))] > R* — Ry,
(84)
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Since (81) gives the tight upper bound of péf',?, we

can know how many n is required to achieve the targets
of pgﬁé). On the other hand, the LQG code satisfies

p’l(’:jé) <4 x 2—2n(—loga—Rm—en) (85)

where €, — 0 as n — oo [4, (48)]. However, we cannot
know necessary n for the targets of pg@ in this code
because the error exponent and achievable mean square
error (MSE) exponents are only given in asymptotic
settings. The same holds for the Elia code [3].

It is also worth noting that since our encoding
scheme is a variant of the Kramer code, it has potential
to achieve not only the symmetric capacity but also a
good performance in asymmetric settings [9]. But it is
very difficult for the LQG approach to treat the asym-
metric setting.

7. Proof of Theorem 2.

The following Lemmas 3 and 4 play important roles to
prove Theorem 2.

Lemma 3: Let AN X®__ XM) he g set of positive
numbers satisfying:

ety _ L (P/MA(M — )

A 1+ PA

A (86)

for m = 1,2,...., M — 1, where A\(). = X is the biggest
positive root of (77). Assuming that v is a negative
number satisfying

A

S PA+ 1 (87)

Y2

then, we have \(™) 4+~ > 0 for all m.
Proof From (77) and (86), we have

(M) _ [1+ (P/M)NM — \)M-1

1
(1+ PA)M-1 A

A

A

1
1+ (P/MNDM — )
A
T 14 (P/MNM —N)

Combining (88) with (87), we obtain

A
PA+1

A A
1+ (P/M)AM —)) Px+1
(P/M)N

NI R
(89)

)\(]M) + ~ Z )\(]\/I) _

Moreover, from (86) we have for allm =1,2,.... M —1

)

that

14+ PX\— (P/M)X2
1+ P

< A0 (90)

Almtl) — Alm)

This means that
A Ly > A Ly 50, VYm=1,2,..., M. (91)
O

Lemma 4: For any positive number A, the follow-
ing simultaneous equations have a unique solution pair
(b,7y) in b > 0.

V= ey Y @

v:4—22 Mb2+7(f/_i\2§\\2r)\. (93)
Moreover, we have

0>72 1Py ®4)

Mb* —2b A+7+(113/+LP);2=0. (95)

Proof Eq. (93) is equivalent to (95), and (92) is
equivalent to

o (M/P)szQ(PA +1) (96)

Substituting (96) into (93), we have

(M/P)QbQ(P)\+1)L{Mb%r(fﬁ\@f] a

A2 A2
(97)

which means

o (M/P2(PA+1)] ., . [PX2+2A] ,
e PR ] oy [P0,

(P/M)X

TPV %)

Since the discriminant of the above quadratic equation
is equal to zero, this equation has a unique solution b?
given by

s (PA2420)/(1+ P
= M2 1 A[(M/P)2(PX+ 1)]/A2

(99)

Since we choose b > 0 as the statement in Lemma 4,
we get

B (P2 +2)\)/(1+ PX)
b= \/M2 (100)

T A[(M/P)2(PA 1 1)]/A2"

Furthermore, from (93) and b > 0 we have v+ A > 0
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and (95).
Since this equation has a real solution b, v must
satisfy

(P/M)X> PN

> M - 101
Aty 2 Mo = T P (101)
which means
A
> . 102
7= TTEPA (102)

On the other hand, we have v < 0 from (96). Hence
(94) holds. O

Define a normalized covariance matrix by

1

. T
R, = 7(P/M>E [S.ST]
(S$M s E[SSY S
1 [57(12)5 )] [S(2 S M)]
(P/M : :
E[S7(1M)57(11)] [S(M g M)]
7’7(11’1) T%I,M)
r7(12,1) Tg,M)
= . _ . ; (103)
T%]M,l) o T%]M,]M)
where
(m) q(k)
p(mk) = E[Sn “Sn7) (104)

v (P/M)

For 1 < m < M, let H,, be the m-th column vec-

tor of Hadamard matrix H, and set vector a, =

[ as),a@) a,'(,l]\/j) ]T = H(nfl mod M)+1' In addi-
(

n o ’
tion, we also set = b, oi™ for each m where {bn}
is a real sequence. We define a related matrix G,, by

by

Gn:Rn

where {7,} is another real sequence.

Let XD X@ XM be the set of the positive
numbers defined in Lemma 3. We first show by in-
duction that if G, is symmetric positive definite and
all column vectors of M x M Hadamard matrix are
eigenvectors of Gjs, then by suitably choosing se-
quences by, Vn, Bn for all n > M, matrices G,, also
satisfy the same properties. In addition, in this case,
it A = AW AR =A@ AUD = AOD | we also
have )\(1) )\(1) )\(2) )\(2) )\(M) AOD for all
n > M. Here, )\,(, ™) is the elgenvalue determined by the
[(n 4+ m —2) mod M + 1]-th column vector of M x M
Hadamard matrix for each m = 1,2,...,M. For no-
tation simplicity, denote by A, = Ay, and A = A1),
hereafter.

We first show that if G,, is symmetric definite and

IEICE TRANS. ??, VOL.Exx-77, NO.xx XXXX 200x

AT = A0 for 1 < m < M, then Gy and AP
satisfying the same property. Denote

Ly A
. P2 L ) o
pglzv:m) . pglJ\J:,M)
Then from (105), we obtain
P = )~y 8(m — k), (107)

where 6(n) = 1 if n =0 and d(n) = 0 if n # 0. Since
in our encoding scheme, X, is given by (13), and R,
and G,, are defined by (103) and (105), respectively,
the expected input power at time n, E[X?], can be rep-
resented by

P
E[X?] = ZMaTR o,

P
%M [aZGnan + fynaflnan]
P
= B2 — [M\+~, M
= PBr(A + ), (108)
where the third equality holds from the fact that
G,a, = M, and ala, = ||a,||3 = M.

On the other hand, since the relation between S,(,m)
and Y,\™ is given by (15) with Z,, = 0 and IE[ZT(IW)] =0,
we obtain that

B(S(Y) = B

M
Sim) (ﬂn > alPsh + Zf]’”)

t=1
M
P
= (t),.(
= Mﬂnt;an r

P M
= 375 2 I 4 im0

:—ﬂn Tplm) 4 ﬂnvn ™, (109)

where the third equality holds from (107), and

T
plm = [ Pl pms2) o pmen) T (110)

) )

From the assumption that G, is symmetric and \, is
the eigenvalue associated with the eigenvector «, of
this matrix, we have

oG, =alGT = al), (111)
which means
alpm) = \a(m), (112)

Substituting (112) into (109), we obtain
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P
E[Sy™Y,(M] = 28 (A + 7m)al". (113)

Furthermore, we also obtain
E[Y™YP] = B[(X, + Z0™) (X, + Z0)]

= E[X2] + E[Z{™ Z{M]

=PB2A+7) +6(m—k).  (114)

Note from (12) and b(m) =b, a(m) that if we set a%m) =
an for all m, our transmission scheme satisfies

m 1 m m m
sm = = (S,S )~ bpal™Y >) . (115)

Therefore, we have

1
L (BIS 5] ~ bl BISPY)

n

~b,aPE[SIYO] + 2ol oM EY MY 0])

m k
E[S{1 S0, =

(116)
Then,
P m,k 1 P m
MT£L+1)G—2<MT( M —ba ﬂn(/\Jr%) &
P
—b, (k) A " (m)
ay” 57 Pn(A +Tm)ay,

520l [PB2(A + ) + 8(m — k)]

1 P mk
= g <MT( )72bnﬂn

+b2 o™

()\ﬁL'Yn) (m )aslk)
W PBZN +7a) + (m — K)])

(117)
Hence, it holds from (107) and (117) that

(m,

1
Pn+1) + Yny16(m — k) = ( (m.k) 4~ d(m — k)

n

— 20, B (X + vn)a%m)ag“) + Mbiﬁz()\ + Vn)a%m)a;k)

M
+Fbga§;’%>ag€>5(m — k)> . (118)
Now, if we use

1 M,
Yn+1 = g (’7n + an) ) (119)
then for all m, k we have
'Yn-i-l(s(m — k)
1
= a_2 <7n5(m - k) +

n

M
Fbia%m)a%k)é(m - k)> .
(120)

Combining (120) with (118), we obtain

m,k
Pi+1)

11

= = [ = 2B r + al el
+MB (N + )l ol
= = (A — BB+ )
—MB B+ 7a)] alMal)) . (121)

Now, for all n > M, we set

[T+ (P/M)NM — )
B \/ 1+ PX ’ (122)

ap =

by, = b and v, = v < 0 where (b,7) is given in Lemma
4. In order to satisfy the input power constraint, we
set [3,, as follows.

1 1
ﬂ”\/—wr%\/—hw' (123)

Then, it holds from (108) and (123) that E[X?2] = P
for all n > M. In addition, we also see from (95) and
(123) that

265 B (A + n) — Mb;, B2 (A + 1)
=2by/ A+ v — Mb?
_ (/)N
14+ PAC (124)

Substituting (124) into (121) we obtain the following
recursion:

(mk) _ L+ PA (m.k)
pn 1 pn ’
+ 1+ (P/M)ANM — )\
(P/M)N? (m) (k)
— m 12
AL (129)
which means
1+ P
Gu1 =77 (P/M)A(M — X) Gn
P/M)\2
(P/M) anal. (126)

1+ (P/M)NM — ))

We easily note from (126) that when G, is sym-
metric, Gpy1 is also symmetric. Denote H, =
[, @t auiv—1]. By our induction as-
sumption, the column vectors of H,, are M linearly
independent eigenvectors of G,,. Furthermore, it holds
from (126) that

IIZJrlGn-i-lIIn-i-l
1+ PX
= H
1+ (P/M)X(M — ) H, 11 GnHo
B (P/M)N
1+ (P/M)NM — \)

H, a,alH, . (127)

Note that since all column vectors of H,, are eigenvec-
tors of Gy, all the column vectors of the matrix H,, ;1
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are also eigenvectors of G,,. Hence we has the following
eigenvalue decomposition

A, =H] G, H,1, (128)

where A, = Mdiag(A®), A®) . XM A1) wwhich is a
diagonal matrix. We also note that

Hg—f-lanaZHnﬁ-l = [aan-l-l]TaZH?Hl
= M*diag(0,0,...,0,1)  (129)

because a4+ = o, and hence

anJrM}
:[0 0 --- M} (130)

T T
o, Hn—i—l =, [ Qpnit1 Qpy2

From (127)-(130), H, | G, 1 1H,,11 must be a di-
agonal matrix. Hence, all column vectors of H, 1 are
eigenvectors of G,,+1. Moreover, we obtain from (127)
that for 1 <m < M — 1,

1+ PA

)\(m) — )\(m-i-l)
LT (P/M)NM — \)
@ \om) (131)
and
A1) _ 14+ P 5\ (P/M))\? M
n+1
14+ (P/M)ANM —X\)" 1+ (P/M)NM — \)

A
1+ (P/M)NM — \)

(@) 1 1+ P\ M1

T 1+ (P/M)NM = X) |1+ (P/M)A(M — X)
M)

© \on (132)

where (a) and (b) holds from (77) and (86), respec-
tively.

Therefore, from (126), (131) and (132), G471 is
symmetric positive definite and )\Sj_)l =\ if G, is
symmetric positive definite and )\Slm) = \m),

Next, we show that Gj; can be derived from

G1 = Molu (133)

by choosing of parameters 7, by, Bn, an, by, Ao appro-
priately for 1 < n < M. In the same way as the case of
n > M, we set a, = a,b, = b,v, =y where a and (b, )
are given by (122) and Lemma 4, respectively. But, we
allow that )\%m) depends on n for 1 < n < M. Then, in
the same way as (121), we obtain the following relation:

m,k
pé+1)
1 m
== [p% k) — (2680 (An +7)

~MB B2 + 7)) afMal® ] (134)
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Now, we consider d,,, 1 <n < M — 1, that satisfies

—d,
M

(135)

Then, (134) becomes

(mak) _ 1 m,k 1 B dn m k
Pnt1” = E |:p$1 ) — ( M )‘na% )agz) ) (136)

which means

1 1-d, .
= — — . 1
Gt e [Gn ( i ))\nanan } (137)

Furthermore, in the same way as (131) and (132), we
obtain

\m) (1/a2)A™HY, m=1,2,...M—1,
T (dn /)N, m = M.

(138)

From (137) and (138), we note that G,, is symmetric
positive definite for 1 <n < M if d,, is positive.

We now derive d, and Ay such that Gj; has
eigenvalues XM A AM) " which are defined in
Lemma 3. Note that )\gm) = ) for 1 < m < M.
Hence, applying (138) M — 1 times, we obtain

" Ay
Alm) — Wf—lﬁo
B 14+ PA R
- [1 + (P/M)A(M — \) m=170
[1+4 PAM-L

[1+ (P/M)XM — A)|M
% [14 (P/M)AM — N)]dm—_1Ao (139)

where dy = 1. Since A is the solution of (77), (139)
means

A = 11 (P/M)AM = N)]dum—1 Mo (140)

Hence, in order to satisfy )\5\7) =A™ Xy and d,,_1
must satisfy

[14 (P/M)ANM — N)]dpm—120 = A™. (141)

Since )\5\14) =1 = X and dy = 1, we obtain

A
Ao = 142
O 14 (P/MAM — N (142)
and
A(m)
A1 = . (143)

On the other hand, it holds from (86) and (122) that
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M) = g2m=1) \ (144)

Comparing (143) with (144), we have d,,,_; = a?(m=1)
for all 1 < m < M. This means that

dp =a*, for1<n <M —1. (145)

To complete the proof, we need to show that (135)
has a positive solution 3, for d,, = a?™. Note that (135)
has a real solution f3,,b if

1—d,
o+ 9?2 (o +)M=—Xn, - (146)

ie.,
(An +7) (v + dnAn) > 0. (147)

From (138), (142), and )\gm) =Xforl<m<M-—1,
A, satisfies

L)
q2(n—1) A1
1
a2(n—1) Ao
1 A

. (148
2(n—1) [1  (P/MAM — )\)] (148)
Therefore, from (122), (145), and(148), we obtain

Ay = A0 =

A
_ 2n
Y+dnAn =7 +a a2(n—1) [1+(P/M))\(M—)\)}

) A
:7+G[I+UVMMM4M}
14 (P/M))NM = N)
1+ PA

8 [1 ¥ (P/M))\A(M - /\)]

O (149)
where the last inequality follows from (94). On the
other hand, since it holds from (122) that a® < 1, we
have d,, = a®® < 1. Therefore, it holds from (149) that
¥4+ A > v+ dp Ay > 0, which means that (147) also
holds. Hence, (135) has two positive solutions b3,, by
Vieta’s theorem, but we choose smaller b3,, to reduce
the transmission power.

Finally, we check that Ry is realizable. From (105)
and G1 = \gIs, we have

Ri=Gi+7Iy = (Ao +7)In
A

= I. 150
T+ (P/MNM —x) 7|t (150)
Since it holds for any positive A that %y +)}3A <
W/)M’ we have from (149) that
A
+~ > 0. (151)

1+ (P/MNM — \)

13

This means that the initialized random variable S§m) =
F3'(©,,) used in the encoding scheme given in Sec-
tion 3 must satisfy

A
1+@M@MM—M*”D'
(152)

SN <0, (P/M) [

Now, we evaluate the achievable rates and error
probabilities. Our encoding scheme satisfies

E[X% =P forn > M, (153)
and hence by the Cesaro Mean,
1 n
limsup — Y "E[X}] = P. (154)

n
n—o0 1

This means that the input power constraint is satisfied.
Furthermore, for all n > M, we also have

M M
3w = 3" sisgp
m=1 m=1
P
P
=27 (tr(Gy) + My)
M
P
M(ZMﬁMO
m=1
< . (155)
Hence, we have W, = sup,, M)« o0 since M is

finite. Furthermore, since 1 < A < M, we have

1+ (P/M)NM — X\
0 <limsupa, =a= + (P/M)X( )

< 1.
n— oo PA+1

(156)

Therefore, since the two conditions in Theorem 1 are
satisfied, any rate less than the following R, is achiev-
able.

R, = —limsuplog a{™
n—oo

= —loga

1 1+ PA .
- 38 (rEmnary) =T 050

2

Hence, the following sum-rate is achievable:

MM 1+ P
mzlem = le <1 ¥ (P/M))\(M—)\))

_ L 14 PA M
— 2% <1 T (P/M))\(M—)\))

1
5log(1+P)), (158)
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where A is the biggest solution in [1, M] of (77).

8. Relation between AWGN-BCs and AWGN-
MACs

The time-varying coding approach can be applied to
the AWGN-MAC (multiple access channel) with feed-
back. It is shown in [13] that the time-varying coding
scheme can achieve the linear-feedback sum-capacity
for AWGN-MAC:s [18] as with the Kramer code [2] and
the LQG code [4]. Let Ryac(M, P) denote the achiev-
able symmetric sum-rate by the time-varying code [13]
for M-sender AWGN MACs with feedback where each
encoder has power constraint P. Then, it is shown in
[13, Theorem III] that

1
Ryac(M, P) = 7 log(1 + MPX), (159)

where ) is the biggest solution of
(1+ MPx)M=t = (1 + Px(M — 2))M. (160)
Comparing (159) with Theorem 2, we note that
Rpc(M, P) = Ryac(M, P/M). (161)

This shows that when we use the time-varying code
under the same sum-power constraint P, the achievable
sum-rate for MAC is equal to the one for BC. This
relation between MAC and BC is already pointed out in
[4] and [6]. From our results, we note that the posterior
matching scheme can also attain this duality between
MAC and BC.

9. Conclusion

We proposed a general coding scheme based on the
posterior matching for AWGN-BCs with feedback, and
we derived the achievable rate region and the decod-
ing error probability of the proposed scheme. Then,
we showed that a variant of the Ozarow-Leung coding
scheme can be obtained as a special case of our scheme.
Furthermore, we clarified how to realize the poste-
rior matching for the physically non-degraded symmet-
ric AWGN-BCs, and we showed the proposed coding
scheme can attain the linear-feedback sum-capacity for
these symmetric AWGN-BCs.

An interesting further research topic is to find a
good sequences a5{”>, b5{”> to attain good performance
for more general settings treated in [8] and [9].
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