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Abstract

This paper investigates the capacity region of the optical intensity broadcast channels (OI-BCs), where

the input is subject to a peak-intensity constraint, an average-intensity constraint, or both. By leveraging

the decomposition results of several random variables, i.e., uniform, exponential, and truncated exponential

random variables, and adopting a superposition coding (SC) scheme, the inner bound on the capacity region

is derived. Then, the outer bound is derived by applying the conditional entropy power inequality (EPI).

In the high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regime, the inner bound asymptotically matches the outer bound,

thus characterizing the high-SNR asymptotic capacity region. The bounds are also extended to the general

K-user BCs without loss of high-SNR asymptotic optimality.

Index Terms

Capacity region, optical broadcast channel, intensity modulation-direct detection, optical wireless com-

munication, peak- or/and average-intensity constraints.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent years have witnessed rapid development and improvement of wireless communication

technology, which has brought the vast popularity of the application of smartphones, intelligent
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robots, and driverless cars [1]–[3]. These mobile terminals provide great convenience to our daily

lives. With the increasing number of mobile terminals and the demand for stable and high-speed data

transmission, the traditional radio frequency (RF) wireless spectrum is facing severe congestion. To

cope with this problem, we urgently need an emerging wireless communication to compensate for

the shortcomings of traditional RF communication.

Optical wireless communication (OWC), with the advantages of low cost and abundant bandwidth,

has attracted extensive attention [4]–[7]. In an OWC system, information is carried on the intensity

of optical light emitted by light-emitting diodes (LEDs) or laser diodes (LDs) and detected by

photodetectors, which is known as the intensity-modulation and direct-detection (IM-DD) scheme

[8], [9]. This unique scheme leads to fundamental differences between the OWC and RF systems.

Here, the input corresponds to the optical intensity signal. Hence it is real-valued and non-negative.

Furthermore, the peak or/and average intensity are often constrained for the input with battery

limitation and safety considerations [10]–[13]. With the advancement of coding, modulation, and

detection technologies, the OWC systems have been successfully applied in offices, hospitals, and

airport cabins [14]–[16].

Generally, the OWC systems can be classified as outdoor free-space optical communication (FSO)

and indoor visible light communication (VLC) systems [17]–[19]. In this paper, we mainly focus

on the indoor VLC systems and explore them from an information-theoretic perspective. Extensive

studies have been done on the channel capacity for single-user indoor VLC systems [10], [11], [20]–

[24]. For example, the authors in [10] derived the upper and lower bounds on the single-user channel

capacity when the input satisfies peak or/and average-intensity constraints. Besides, the asymptotic

capacity results at low and high signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs) were also proposed. In recent years,

there has been an increasing interest in the multi-user VLC networks, where the transmitter serves

multiple users so that each user reliably receives messages simultaneously [25].

Considering the input satisfies peak- or/and average-intensity constraints, several studies have

been done on the capacity region of the VLC networks, such as broadcast channels (BCs), multiple

access channels (MACs), and interference channels (ICs) [26]–[29]. For the BC network, the authors

in [26] considered both peak- and average-intensity constraints for the input. They derived the inner

bound on the capacity region based on the truncated Gaussian or on-off keying (OOK) coding

scheme and the outer bound based on Bergmans’ approach. These bounds asymptotically matched

at low SNR and achieved a constant gap at high SNR. For the MAC network, the authors in

[27] adopted a similar method as in [26] and the derived bounds achieved similar performances.
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Different from [27], the authors in [28] considered the peak- or average-intensity constraint for the

input. They derived the inner bound based on the uniform or exponential coding scheme, which

achieved asymptotic optimality at high SNR. For the IC network, the authors in [29] considered

both peak- and average-intensity constraints for the input. They derived the inner bound based on

the treating-interference-as-noise (TIN) or Han-Kobayashi (HK) schemes and the outer bounds by

providing different side information to the receivers.

In this paper, we investigate the optical intensity BCs (OI-BCs). Different from [26], here we

consider the input is subject to three different intensity constraints: (1) only peak-intensity constraint;

(2) only average-intensity constraint; (3) both peak- and average-intensity constraints. We provide

new inner and outer bounds on the capacity region of the considered OI-BCs. Instead of the truncated

Gaussian codes [26], we adopt a superposition coding (SC) scheme from the decomposition results

of several random variables to derive the inner bound. These random variables are the maximal

entropy-achieving inputs when considering peak- or/and average-intensity constraints [10]. The outer

bound is derived by applying the conditional entropy power inequality (EPI) [30]. We show that

the bounds are asymptotically optimal in the high-SNR regime. Moreover, we extend the bounds to

the K-user OI-BCs without loss of high-SNR asymptotic optimality.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. Sec. II introduces the channel model

of the OI-BCs. Secs. III and IV analyze the capacity regions of two-user and K-user OI-BCs,

respectively. We conclude this paper in Sec. V. A few proofs are given in the Appendices.

Notation: A random variable is denoted by an uppercase letter, e.g., X , while its realization by

a smallcase letter, e.g., x. The support of a random variable is denoted by supp(·), the expectation

by E[·], and the characteristic function by φ(·). Differential entropy is denoted by h(·) and mutual

information by I(·; ·). The set of non-negative real numbers is denoted by R+ and the set of positive

natural numbers by N+. Dirac delta function is denoted by δ(·) and the convex hull of a set by

Conv{·}. The index set {1, 2, . . . , k} is denoted by [k], k ∈ N+, and j =
√
−1. Function A(t) .= B(t)

denotes that limt→∞{A(t)−B(t)} = 0.

II. CHANNEL MODEL

For a single-user optical intensity channel, the channel output is given by

Y = X + Z, (1)

where X denotes channel input and Z denotes Gaussian noise with variance σ2, i.e.,

Z ∼ N (0, σ2). (2)
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Since X is proportional to optical intensity, its support must satisfy

supp(X) ⊂ R+. (3)

Considering the limited dynamic range of LED devices and the requirement of illumination quality

or energy consumption, the input is usually subject to a peak-intensity constraint:

Pr(X ≤ A) = 1, (4)

or/and an average-intensity constraint:

E[X] ≤ E. (5)

For convenience, we denote the ratio between the maximal instantaneous intensity and average

intensity as α, i.e., α = E
A

, which is limited in
(
0, 1

2

]
.

In this paper, we mainly focus on the OI-BCs. We first consider a two-user OI-BC, and the

channel output at user k is given by

Yk = X + Zk, k ∈ {1, 2}, (6)

where X denotes the channel input, whose support satisfies (3), and is also subject to (4), or/and (5);

and Zk denotes the Gaussian noise at user k, and

Zk ∼ N (0, σ2
k), k ∈ {1, 2}. (7)

Without loss of generality, we assume σ1 ≤ σ2. Besides, a high SNR regime corresponds to the

regime where A� σk or E� σk, k ∈ {1, 2}.

In a two-user OI-BC, the desired messages for users 1 and 2 are denoted by M1 and M2,

respectively. We assume M1 and M2 are independent. The transmitter encodes and sends them at

coding rates R1, and R2, respectively, and simultaneously. If both users can decode their messages

with vanishing error probabilities as the code length tends to infinity, we say that the rate pair

(R1, R2) is achievable. The capacity region of this channel is the closure of the set of all achievable

rate pairs.

Note that the channel in (6) belongs to the class of the additive white Gaussian broadcast channels,

which is a physically degraded channel [25]. As a consequence, we have

Y2 = Y1 + rZ2, (8)

where rZ2 ∼ N (0, σ2
2 − σ2

1). The capacity region of a two-user physically degraded channel is

characterized by [31, Theorem 15.6.2] and summarized in the following lemma:
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Lemma 1. The capacity region of the two-user OI-BC in (6), where X → Y1 → Y2 forms a Markov

chain, is the set of rate pair (R1, R2) satisfying

R1 ≤ I(X;Y1|U), (9)

R2 ≤ I(U ;Y2), (10)

for some pU,X(u, x) subject to (3), (4), or/and (5).

Above notations and assumptions can be directly extended to the K-user OI-BC, i.e.,

Yk = X + Zk, k ∈ [K], (11)

where X is a codeword of independent messages M1,M2 · · · ,MK , and satisfies (3), (4), or/and (5);

and Zk ∼ N (0, σ2
k), k ∈ [K]. Without loss of generality, we also assume σ1 ≤ σ2 ≤ . . . ≤ σK . It

should be noted that the above K-user OI-BC is also a physically degraded channel, and we have

Yk+1 = Yk + rZk+1, k ∈ [K − 1], (12)

where rZk+1 ∼ N (0, σ2
k+1 − σ2

k). The capacity region of a K-user physically degraded channel is

characterized by [25, Chapter 5.7], [32, Theorem 3] and summarized in the following lemma:

Lemma 2. The capacity region of the K-user OI-BC in (11), where X → Y1 → Y2 → . . . → YK

forms a Markov chain, is the set of rate tuple (R1, R2, . . . , RK) satisfying

Rk ≤ I(Uk;Yk|Uk+1), k ∈ [K], (13)

for some pUK−1|UK (uK−1|uK)pUK−2|UK−1
(uK−2|uK−1) · · · pU1|U2(u1|u2) subject to (3), (4), or/and (5),

where U1 = X , UK+1 = ∅, .

III. CAPACITY REGION CHARACTERIZATION OF TWO-USER OI-BCS

In this section, we characterize the capacity region of two-user OI-BCs with three different

input constraints. In each case of input constraints, we first present some preliminaries about the

decomposition of the random variable and the existing single-user channel capacity, then derive the

inner and outer bounds on the capacity region. Finally, the high-SNR capacity region is characterized

based on these bounds.

A. Peak-Intensity Constrained OI-BC

1) Preliminary: Considering the peak-intensity constraint in (4), the decomposition of a uniform

random variable and the existing single-user channel capacity is introduced in the following.
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Lemma 3 ([33]). Given any integer N ∈ N+, a uniform random variable S, i.e.,

pS(s) =
1

A
, s ∈ [0,A], (14)

can be decomposed as a sum of two independent random variables S1 and S2, i.e.,

pS1(s1) =
N

A
, s1 ∈

[
0,

A

N

]
, (15)

pS2(s2) =
1

N

N−1∑
n=0

δ
(
s2 −

n

N
×A

)
. (16)

For convenience, the distribution in (14) is denoted by U[0,A].

Lemma 4 ([10], [20]). The channel capacity C(A, σ) of a peak-intensity constrained optical intensity

channel, is upper bounded by

Cub(A, σ) = min

{
1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

4σ2

)
, log

(
1 +

A√
2πeσ

)}
, (17)

At high SNR,1

Cub(A, σ)
.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2

)
. (18)

2) Bounds on Capacity Region: The inner bound on the capacity region is derived based on the

SC scheme.

Theorem 1 (Inner Bound). When the input is only subject to the peak-intensity constraint in (4),

the rate pairs in the set Conv{∪N∈N+

(
Rin

1 (N), Rin
2 (N)

)
} are all achievable for a two-user OI-BC,

where

Rin
1 (N) =

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeN2σ2
1

)
, (19a)

Rin
2 (N) =

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
2

)
− Cub

(
A

N
, σ2

)
. (19b)

Proof. We first encode the messages M1 and M2 independently into signals X1 and X2, where X1

follows U[0, A
N
] and X2 follows

pX2(x2) =
1

N

N−1∑
n=0

δ
(
x2 −

n

N
×A

)
. (20)

Then we adopt an SC scheme such that X = X1 +X2. By applying Lemma 3, we obtain that X

follows U[0,A], which satisfies the peak-intensity constraint in (4). In Lemma 1, we instantiate U

1It should be noted that Cub(A, σ) can be further simplified to Cub(A, σ)
.
= 1

2
log

(
A2

2πeσ2

)
, but we keep the current form in (18)

to simplify the subsequent calculations.
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into U = X2. Therefore, we can compute the achievable rates I(X;Y1|X2) and I(X2;Y2) to be as

the inner bounds on R1 and R2, respectively. On the one hand,

I(X;Y1|X2) = I(X1;X1 + Z1) (21)

= h(X1 + Z1)− h(Z1) (22)

≥ 1

2
log

(
1 +

e2h(X1)

e2h(Z1)

)
(23)

=
1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeN2σ2
1

)
. (24)

where (23) holds by the EPI. On the other hand,

I(X2;Y2) = h(Y2)− h(Y2|X2) (25)

= h(X + Z2)− h(X1 + Z2) (26)

≥ 1

2
log
(
e2h(X) + e2h(Z2)

)
− h(X1 + Z2) (27)

≥ 1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
2

)
− Cub

(
A

N
, σ2

)
. (28)

where (27) holds by the EPI; and (28) holds since X1 is limited in [0, A
N
] and independent of the

Gaussian noise Z2, thus we can bound h(X1 + Z2) by h(X1 + Z2) ≤ Cub
(
A
N
, σ2
)
+ h(Z2).

Combining (24) and (28), the rate pairs
(
Rin

1 (N), Rin
2 (N)

)
in (19) are achievable. Moreover,

by adopting a time sharing strategy between these achievable rate pairs, the rate pairs in the set

Conv{∪N∈N+

(
Rin

1 (N), Rin
2 (N)

)
} are all achievable. Finally, the proof is completed.

The outer bound on the capacity region is derived based on the conditional EPI.

Theorem 2 (Outer Bound). When the input is only subject to the peak-intensity constraint in (4),

the capacity region is outer bounded by ∪ρ∈[0,1](Rout
1 (ρ), Rout

2 (ρ)) for a two-user OI-BC, where

Rout
1 (ρ) =

1

2
log

{
1 +

σ2
2

σ2
1

(
e2Cub(ρA,σ2) − 1

)}
, (29a)

Rout
2 (ρ) = Cub(A, σ2)− Cub(ρA, σ2). (29b)

Proof. We resort to Lemma 1 to derive an upper bound on the achievable rate R2 of user 2 first

and then the achievable rate R1 of user 1. When U → X → Y2 forms a Markov chain, it follows

that

h(Y2|U) ≥ h(Y2|X) = h(Z2). (30)
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Furthermore, we have

h(Y2|U) ≤ h(Y2) ≤ Cub(A, σ2) + h(Z2). (31)

Note that Cub(A, σ2) is monotonically increasing with respect to A and approaches zero when A

tends to 0. Combined with (30) and (31), there exists ρ ∈ [0, 1] such that

h(Y2|U) = Cub(ρA, σ2) + h(Z2). (32)

Applying Lemma 1, the achievable rate R2 can be upper bounded by

R2 ≤ I(U ;Y2) (33)

= h(Y2)− h(Y2|U) (34)

≤ Cub(A, σ2)− Cub(ρA, σ2), (35)

where (35) is obtained by substituting h(Y2) ≤ Cub(A, σ2) + h(Z2) and (32) into (34). Moreover,

the achievable rate R1 can be upper bounded by

R1 ≤ I(X;Y1|U) (36)

= h(Y1|U)− h(Z1) (37)

≤ 1

2
log
(
e2h(Y2|U) − e2h( rZ2|U)

)
− h(Z1) (38)

=
1

2
log

{
1 +

σ2
2

σ2
1

(
e2Cub(ρA,σ2) − 1

)}
, (39)

where (38) is obtained by noting that Y2 = Y1+ rZ2 and we can utilize the conditional EPI to bound

h(Y1|U) such that h(Y1|U) ≤ 1
2
log
(
e2h(Y2|U) − e2h( rZ2|U)

)
; and (39) is obtained by substituting (32)

into (38). Combining (35) and (39), we complete the proof.

The high-SNR capacity region is derived based on the inner bound in Theorem 1 and the outer

bound in Theorem 2. We summarize it as follows.

Theorem 3 (Asymptotic Capacity Region). When the input is only subject to the peak-intensity

constraint in (4), at high SNR, the capacity region of a two-user OI-BC asymptotically converges

to the region where the rate pair (R1, R2) satisfies

R1 ≤̇
1

2
log

(
1 +

ρ2A2

2πeσ2
1

)
, (40a)

R2 ≤̇
1

2
log

(
1 +

(1− ρ2)A2

ρ2A2 + 2πeσ2
2

)
, (40b)

with ρ ∈ [0, 1].
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Proof. At high SNR, the single-user capacity result of peak-intensity constrained optical intensity

channel is given in Lemma 4. Substituting it into Theorem 2, we obtain that the capacity region at

high SNR is outer bounded by ∪ρ∈[0,1](Rout
1 (ρ), Rout

2 (ρ)), where

Rout
1 (ρ)

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

ρ2A2

2πeσ2
1

)
, (41a)

Rout
2 (ρ)

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

(1− ρ2)A2

ρ2A2 + 2πeσ2
2

)
. (41b)

For convenience, we write the boundary of the above outer bound as

Rout
2

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
2

)
− 1

2
log

(
1 +

σ2
1

σ2
2

(
e2R1 − 1

))
, R1 ∈

[
0,

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
1

)]
. (42)

Next, we proceed to show that the inner bound in Theorem 1 is tight with (41) at high SNR.

Substituting (18) into (19), we obtain that the rate pairs in Conv{∪N∈N+

(
Rin

1 (N), Rin
2 (N)

)
} are all

achievable, where

Rin
1 (N)

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeN2σ2
1

)
, (43)

Rin
2 (N)

.
=

1

2
log

(
A2 + 2πeσ2

2

A2 + 2πeN2σ2
2

×N2

)
. (44)

To analyze the inner bound characterized by the above achievable rate pairs, we fix an integer N and

derive the convex hull of two adjacent rate pairs
(
Rin

1 (N), Rin
2 (N)

)
and (Rin

1 (N + 1), Rin
2 (N + 1)),

which is a straight line segment:

Rin
2
.
=

log
(

A2+2πeN2σ2
2

A2+2πe(N+1)2σ2
2
× (N+1)2

N2

)
log
(

A2+2πe(N+1)2σ2
1

A2+2πeN2σ2
1
× N2

(N+1)2

)(R1 −
1

2
log

(
A2

2πeN2σ2
1

))
+

1

2
log

(
A2 + 2πeσ2

2

A2 +N22πeσ2
2

×N2

)
.
= −R1 +

1

2
log

(
A2

2πeσ2
1

)
, R1 ∈ [Rin

1 (N), Rin
1 (N + 1)], ∀N ∈ N+. (45)

We compute the gap between Rout
2 −Rin

2 such that

Rout
2 −Rin

2
.
= log

(
σ2
1

σ2
2

)
− 1

2
log

(
1 +

σ2
1

σ2
2

(
e2R1 − 1

))
+R1 (46)

.
= log

(
σ2
1

σ2
2

)
− 1

2
log

(
1 +

ρ2A2

2πeσ2
2

)
+

1

2
log

(
1 +

ρ2A2

2πeσ2
1

)
(47)

.
= 0, R1 ∈ [Rin

1 (N), Rin
1 (N + 1)], ∀N ∈ N+. (48)

where (47) is obtained by substituting (41a) into (46). When we take all the possible integer N in

N+, it follows that

Rout
2 −Rin

2
.
= 0, ∀R1 ∈

[
0,

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
1

)]
, (49)
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which indicates that the outer bound in Theorem 2 and inner bound in Theorem 1 are tight at high

SNR. Hence, we complete the proof.

The derived bounds on the capacity region are shown in Fig. 1, where we assume σ2 = 2σ1 and

ASNRk =
A
σk

, k ∈ {1, 2}. From the figure, it is straightforward to observe that the inner and outer

bounds become tighter as SNR increases, which numerically validates the derivations.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

0

1

2

3

4

5

ASNR
2
=10dB

ASNR
2
=20dB

ASNR
2
=30dB

Fig. 1: Bounds on capacity region of 2-user OI-BC with peak-intensity constraint.

B. Average-Intensity Constrained OI-BC

1) Preliminary: Considering the average-intensity constraint in (5), the decomposition of an

exponential random variable and the existing single-user channel capacity is introduced in the

following.

Lemma 5 ([33]). Given any E > 0, E1 > 0, and E1 ≤ E, an exponential random variable S, i.e.,

pS(s) =
1

E
e−

s
E , s ∈ [0,+∞), (50)

can be decomposed as a sum of two independent random variables S1 and S2, i.e.,

pS1(s1) =
1

E1

e
− s1

E1 , s1 ∈ [0,+∞), (51)

pS2(s2) =
E1

E
δ(s2) +

(
1− E1

E

)
× 1

E
e−

s2
E , s2 ∈ [0,+∞). (52)

For convenience, the distribution in (50) is denoted by Exp(E).
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Lemma 6 ([10], [21], [22]). The channel capacity C(E, σ) of an average-intensity constrained optical

intensity channel, is upper bounded by

Cub(E, σ) =
1

2
log

{
e

2π

(
2 +

E

σ

)2
}
, (53)

At high SNR,

Cub(E, σ)
.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

eE2

2πσ2

)
. (54)

2) Bounds on Capacity Region: The inner bound on the capacity region is proposed as follows.

Theorem 4 (Inner Bound). When the input is only subject to the peak-intensity constraint in (5),

the rate pairs in the set ∪ρ∈[0,1]
(
Rin

1 (ρ), R
in
2 (ρ)

)
are all achievable for a two-user OI-BC, where

Rin
1 (ρ) =

1

2
log

(
1 +

eρ2E2

2πσ2
1

)
, (55a)

Rin
2 (ρ) =

1

2
log

(
1 +

eE2

2πσ2
2

)
− Cub(ρE, σ2). (55b)

Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1. Here we mainly emphasize the differences.

Different from the peak-intensity constrained OI-BC, here X1 follows Exp(ρE) and X2 follows

pX2(x2) = ρδ(s2) + (1− ρ)× e−
x2
E

E
, x2 ∈ [0,+∞), (56)

where ρ ∈ [0, 1]. Substituting them Lemma 5, we obtain that X follows Exp(E), which satisfies the

average-intensity constraint in (5). Besides, note that X1 satisfies E[X1] = ρE and is independent

of the Gaussian noise Z2, thus we can bound h(X1 + Z2) by

h(X1 + Z2) ≤ Cub(ρE, σ2) + h(Z2). (57)

Finally, following similar steps from (21) to (28), we can complete the proof.

The outer bound on the capacity region is proposed as follows.

Theorem 5 (Outer Bound). When the input is only subject to the average-intensity constraint in

(5), the capacity region is outer bounded by ∪ρ∈[0,1](Rout
1 (ρ), Rout

2 (ρ)) for a two-user OI-BC, where

Rout
1 (ρ) =

1

2
log

{
1 +

σ2
2

σ2
1

(
e2Cub(ρE,σ2) − 1

)}
, (58a)

Rout
2 (ρ) = Cub(E, σ2)− Cub(ρE, σ2). (58b)
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Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 2. Note that

h(Y2|U) ≥ h(Z2), (59)

h(Y2|U) ≤ Cub(E, σ2) + h(Z2). (60)

Here, Cub(E, σ2) is monotonically increasing with respect to E and approaches zero when E tends

to 0. Hence, there exists ρ ∈ [0, 1] such that

h(Y2|U) = Cub(ρE, σ2) + h(Z2). (61)

Finally, following similar steps from to (33) to (39), the proof is concluded.

The high-SNR capacity region is directly obtained by substituting the single-user capacity result

in Lemma 6 into (55) and (58). We summarize it as follows.

Theorem 6 (Asymptotic Capacity Region). When the input is only subject to the average-intensity

constraint in (5), at high SNR, the capacity region of a two-user OI-BC asymptotically converges

to the region where the rate pair (R1, R2) satisfies

R1 ≤̇
1

2
log

(
1 +

eρ2E2

2πσ2
1

)
, (62a)

R2 ≤̇
1

2
log

(
1 +

e(1− ρ2)E2

eρ2E2 + 2πσ2
2

)
, (62b)

with ρ ∈ [0, 1].

The derived bounds on the capacity region are shown in Fig. 2, where we assume σ2 = 2σ1 and

ESNRk =
E
σk

, k ∈ {1, 2}.

C. Peak- and Average-Intensity Constrained OI-BC

1) Preliminary: Considering the peak- and average-intensity constraints in (4) and (5), the

decomposition of a truncated exponential random variable and the existing single-user channel

capacity is introduced in the following.

Lemma 7 ([33]). Given any integer N ∈ N+, a truncated exponential random variable S, i.e.,

pS(s) =
1

A

µ

1− e−µ
e−

µs
A , s ∈ [0,A], µ > 0, (63)



13

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

ESNR
2
=10dB

ESNR
2
=20dB

ESNR
2
=30dB

Fig. 2: Bounds on capacity region of 2-user OI-BC with average-intensity constraint.

can be decomposed as a sum of two independent random variables S1 and S2, i.e.,

pS1(s1) =
1

A

µ

1− e− µ
N

e−
µs1
A , s1 ∈

[
0,

A

N

]
, (64)

pS2(s2) =
1− e− µ

N

1− e−µ
N−1∑
n=0

e−
µn
N δ
(
s2 −

n

N
×A

)
. (65)

For convenience, the distribution in (65) is denoted by Texp(A, µ).

Lemma 8 ([10]). The channel capacity C(A, σ;µ?) of a peak- and average-intensity constrained

optical intensity channel is upper bounded by

Cub(A, σ;µ
?) = inf

β1>0,β2>0
B(β1, β2), (66)

where

β1 = σ log

(
1 +

A

σ

)
(67)

β2 = µ?

(
1− exp

(
− β2

1

2σ2
×
( 1

µ?
− e−µ

?

1− e−µ?
)))

, (68)

and B(β1, β2) is given in (66a) at the bottom of the next page. The parameter µ? is the unique

solution to the following equation

1

µ?
− e−µ

?

1− e−µ?
= α. (69)

At high SNR,

Cub(A, σ;µ
?)

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 + exp

(
2− 2µ?e−µ

?

1− e−µ?
)(

1− e−µ?

µ?

)2
A2

2πeσ2

)
. (70)
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2) Bounds on Capacity Region: The inner bound on the capacity region is proposed as follows.

Theorem 7 (Inner Bound). When the input is subject to both peak- and average-intensity constraint

in (4) and (5), the rate pairs in the set Conv{∪N∈N+

(
Rin

1 (N), Rin
2 (N)

)
} are all achievable for a two-

user OI-BC, where

Rin
1 (N) =

1

2
log

1 + exp

2− 2µ?e−
µ?

N

N
(
1− e−µ

?

N

)
(1− e−µ

?

N

µ?

)2

A2

2πeσ2
1

, (71a)

Rin
2 (N) =

1

2
log

(
1 + exp

(
2− 2µ?e−µ

?

1− e−µ?
)(

1− e−µ?

µ?

)2
A2

2πeσ2
2

)
− Cub

(
A

N
, σ2;

µ?

N

)
. (71b)

Proof. Assume X1 follows Texp( A
N
, µ

?

N
) and X2 follows

pX2(x2) =
1− e−µ

?

N

1− e−µ?
N−1∑
n=0

e−
µ?n
N δ
(
x2 −

n

N
×A

)
, (72)

where N ∈ N+. Substituting them into Lemma 7, we obtain that X follows Texp(A, µ?), which

satisfies the peak- and average-intensity constraints in (4) and (5). Furthermore, note that X1 satisfies

X1 ∈ [0,A/N ] and E[X1] = ρE, and is independent of the Gaussian noise Z2, thus we can bound

h(X1 + Z2) by

h(X1 + Z2) ≤ Cub

(
A

N
, σ2;

µ?

N

)
+ h(Z2). (73)

Finally, following similar steps from (21) to (28), we can complete the proof.

The following outer bound has been given in [26, Theorem 1]. Here, we can also utilize the

conditional EPI to provide a new proof, which is similar to the proof of Theorem 2 and omitted

B(β1, β2) =

1−Q

β1 +
(

1
µ?
− e−µ

?

1−e−µ?

)
A

σ

−Q
β1 + (1−

(
1
µ?
− e−µ

?

1−e−µ?

)
)A

σ


× log

(
A

σ
· e

β2β1
A − e−β2(1+

β1
A )

√
2πβ2

(
1− 2Q

(
β1
σ

)))

− 1

2
+Q

(
β1
σ

)
+

β1√
2πσ

e−
β21
2σ2 +

σ

A

β2√
2π

(
e−

β21
2σ2 − e−

(A+β1)
2

2σ2

)
+ β2

(
1

µ?
− e−µ

?

1− e−µ?
)(

1− 2Q

(
β1 +

A
2

σ

))
. (66a)
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here.

Lemma 9 (Outer Bound). When the input is subject to both peak- and average-intensity constraints

in (4) and (5), the capacity region is outer bounded by ∪ρ∈[0,1](Rout
1 (ρ), Rout

2 (ρ)) for a two-user OI-

BC, where

Rout
1 (ρ) =

1

2
log

{
1 +

σ2
2

σ2
1

(
e2Cub(ρA,σ2;µ

?) − 1
)}
, (74a)

Rout
2 (ρ) = Cub(A, σ2;µ

?)− Cub(ρA, σ2;µ
?), (74b)

The high-SNR capacity region is proposed as follows.

Theorem 8 (Asymptotic Capacity Region). When the input is subject to both peak- and average-

intensity constraints in (4) and (5), at high SNR, the capacity region of a two-user OI-BC asymp-

totically converges to the region where the rate pair (R1, R2) satisfies

R1 ≤̇
1

2
log

(
1 + exp

(
2− 2ρµ?e−ρµ

?

1− e−ρµ?
)(

1− e−ρµ?

µ?

)2
A2

2πeσ2
1

)
, (75a)

R2 ≤̇
1

2
log

 exp
(
2− 2µ?e−µ

?

1−e−µ?

)(
1−e−µ?

µ?

)2
A2 + 2πeσ2

2

exp
(
2− 2ρµ?e−ρµ?

1−e−ρµ?

)(
1−e−ρµ?

µ?

)2
A2 + 2πeσ2

2

, (75b)

with ρ ∈ [0, 1].

Proof. The proof follows similar arguments as the proof of Theorem 3. Before that, we need to

derive a new outer bound which is valid in the high SNR regime. Note that h(Y2|U) can be bounded

by

h(Y2|U) ≥ h(Z2), (76)

h(Y2|U) ≤ Cub(A, σ2;µ
?) + h(Z2). (77)

The function Cub(ρA, σ2; ρµ
?), ρ ∈ [0, 1], is monotonically increasing with respect to ρ and ap-

proaches zeros when ρ tends to 0 at high SNR. (More details about the monotonicity of Cub(ρA, σ2; ρµ
?)

can been found in Appendix A). Combined with (76) and (77), there exists ρ ∈ [0, 1] such that

h(Y2|U) = Cub(ρA, σ2; ρµ
?) + h(Z2). (78)

Following similar arguments from (33) to (39), we obtain that at high SNR,

R1 ≤̇
1

2
log

(
1 + exp

(
2− 2ρµ?e−ρµ

?

1− e−ρµ?
)(

1− e−ρµ?

µ?

)2
A2

2πeσ2
1

)
, (79)
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R2 ≤̇
1

2
log

 exp
(
2− 2µ?e−µ

?

1−e−µ?

)(
1−e−µ?

µ?

)2
A2 + 2πeσ2

2

exp
(
2− 2ρµ?e−ρµ?

1−e−ρµ?

)(
1−e−ρµ?

µ?

)2
A2 + 2πeσ2

2

. (80)

Finally, combining the above newly derived outer bound and the inner bound in Theorem 7, we can

complete the proof.

The derived bounds on the capacity region are shown in Fig. 3, where we assume σ2 = 2σ1,

α = 0.4, and ASNRk =
A
σk

, k ∈ {1, 2}.
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2
=35dB

Fig. 3: Bounds on capacity region of 2-user OI-BC with peak- and average-intensity constraint when
α = 0.4.

IV. CAPACITY REGION CHARACTERIZATION OF K-USER OI-BCS

In this section, we consider three input constraints and extend the capacity regions of two-user

OI-BCs to K-user OI-BCs. In each case of input constraints, the inner bound is derived first and

then the outer bound. Finally, the high-SNR capacity region is characterized based on these bounds.

A. Peak-Intensity Constrained OI-BC

The inner bound on the capacity region is derived based on the SC scheme.

Theorem 9 (Inner Bound). When the input is only subject to the peak-intensity constraint in (4),

the rate tuples in the set Conv{∪N∈DN
(
Rin

1 (N ), Rin
2 (N ), · · · , Rin

K(N )
)
} are all achievable for a

K-user OI-BC, where

Rin
k (N ) =

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πe(
∏K

n=kNn)2σ2
k

)
− Cup

(
A∏K

n=k−1Nn

, σk

)
, k ∈ [K], (81)
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with DN = {N = [N0, N1, · · · , NK ] : Nn ∈ N+, ∀n ∈ {0 ∪ [K]}, N0 � 0, NK = 1}.2

Proof. We first encode the messages M1, M2, · · · , MK independently into signals X1, X2, · · · ,

XK , where X1 follows U
[
0, A∏K

n=1Nn

]
and ∀k ∈ {2, 3, · · · , K}:

pXk(xk) =
1

Nk−1

Nk−1−1∑
i=0

δ

(
xk −

i

Nk−1
× A∏K

n=kNn

)
. (82)

Then we adopt an SC scheme such that X =
∑K

n=1Xn. Denote

Xk,sum =
k∑

n=1

Xn, k ∈ [K]. (83)

Combined with Lemma 3, we obtain that Xk,sum follows U
[
0, A∏K

n=k Nn

]
and X follows U[0,A], which

satisfies the peak-intensity constraint in (4). In Lemma 2, we instantiate Uk into Uk =
∑K

n=kXn.

Therefore, we can compute the achievable rate I
(∑K

n=kXn;Yk
∣∣ ∑K

n=k+1Xn

)
to be as the inner

bounds on Rk, k ∈ [K]. To do it, we simplify I
(∑K

n=kXn;Yk
∣∣ ∑K

n=k+1Xn

)
as

I

( K∑
n=k

Xn;Yk

∣∣∣∣ K∑
n=k+1

Xn

)
= I
(
Xk;

∑k

n=1
Xn + Zk

)
(84)

= h
(∑k

n=1
Xn + Zk

)
− h
(∑k−1

n=1
Xn + Zk

)
(85)

≥ 1

2
log
(
e2h(

∑k
n=1Xn) + e2h(Zk)

)
− h
(∑k−1

n=1
Xn + Zk

)
(86)

≥ 1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πe(
∏K

n=kNn)2σ2
k

)
− Cub

(
A∏K

n=k−1Nn

, σk

)
, (87)

where (86) follows from the EPI; and (87) follows from the fact that
∑k−1

n=1Xn is limited in[
A∏K

n=k−1Nn

]
and independent of the Gaussian noise Zk. Combined with (87), the proof is con-

cluded.

The outer bound on the capacity region is derived based on the conditional EPI.

Theorem 10 (Outer Bound). When the input is only subject to the peak-intensity constraint in (4),

the capacity region for a K-user OI-BC is outer bounded by

∪ρ∈Dρ(Rout
1 (ρ), Rout

2 (ρ), · · · , Rout
K (ρ)), where

Rout
k (ρ) =

1

2
log

{
σ2
k + σ2

K

(
e2Cub(ρkA,σK) − 1

)
σ2
k + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρk−1A,σK) − 1)

}
, k ∈ [K], (88)

with Dρ = {ρ = [ρ0, ρ1, · · · , ρK ] : ρk ∈ [0, 1], ρk−1 ≤ ρk, ∀k ∈ [K], ρ0 = 0, ρK = 1}.

2We assume that N0 � 0 is equivalent to 1
N0

= 0.
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Proof. We resort to Lemma 2 to derive the upper bound on the achievable rate RK of user K first

and then the achievable rates Rks of the rest of users, k ∈ [K − 1]. When UK → X → YK forms a

Markov chain, it follows that

h(YK |UK) ≥ h(YK |X) = h(ZK). (89)

Furthermore, we have

h(YK |UK) ≤ h(YK) ≤ Cub(A, σK) + h(ZK). (90)

Hence, there exists ρK−1 ∈ [0, 1] such that

h(YK |UK) = Cub(ρK−1A, σK) + h(ZK) (91)

=
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

K + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρK−1A,σK) − 1)
)
. (92)

By Lemma 2, the achievable rate of user K can be upper bounded by

RK ≤ I(UK ;YK) (93)

= h(YK)− h(YK |UK) (94)

≤ Cub(A, σK) +
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

K

)
− 1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

K + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρK−1A,σK) − 1)
)

(95)

=
1

2
log

{
σ2
K + σ2

K

(
e2Cub(ρKA,σK) − 1

)
σ2
K + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρK−1A,σK) − 1)

}
. (96)

Besides, the achievable rate Rk of user k, k ∈ [K − 1], can be upper bounded by

Rk ≤ I(Uk;Yk|Uk+1) (97)

= h(Yk|Uk+1)− h(Yk|Uk), k ∈ [K − 1], (98)

where (98) holds since Uk+1 → Uk → Yk forms a Markov chain. To derive an upper bound on (98),

we first analyze h(Yk|Uk) and then h(Yk|Uk+1).

To analyze h(Yk|Uk), we assume ∀k ∈ [K],

h(Yk|Uk) =
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

k + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρk−1A,σK) − 1)
)
. (99)

From (92), we find that (99) is true if k = K. Then, we fix a particular i ∈ {2, · · · , K} and assume

(99) is true if k = i, i.e.,

h(Yi|Ui) =
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

i + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρi−1A,σK) − 1)
)
. (100)
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We upper bound h(Yi−1|Ui−1) by

h(Yi−1|Ui−1) ≤ h(Yi−1|Ui) (101)

≤ 1

2
log
(
e2h(Yi|Ui) − 2πe(σ2

i − σ2
i−1)
)

(102)

=
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

i−1 + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρi−1A,σK) − 1)
)
, (103)

where (101) holds since Ui → Ui−1 → Yi−1 forms a Markov chain; (102) is obtained by substituting

the conditional EPI for Yi−1 + rZi = Yi; and (103) is obtained by substituting (100) into (102). On

the other hand, since Ui → X → Yi−1 also forms a Markov chain, we lower bound h(Yi−1|Ui−1)

by

h(Yi−1|Ui−1) ≥ h(Yi−1|X) =
1

2
log(2πeσ2

i−1). (104)

With (103) and (104), there exists ρi−2 ∈ [0, ρi−1] such that

h(Yi−1|Ui−1) =
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

i−1 + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρi−2A,σK) − 1)
)
. (105)

As a result, (99) is also true if k = i− 1. By mathematical induction, (99) is true for ∀k ∈ [K]. To

analyze h(Yk|Uk+1), we first note that Yk + rZk+1 = Yk+1. By the conditional EPI, we obtain that

h(Yk|Uk+1) ≤
1

2
log
(
e2h(Yk+1|Uk+1) − 2πe(σ2

k+1 − σ2
k)
)

(106)

=
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

k + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρkA,σK) − 1)
)
, k ∈ [K − 1]. (107)

Substituting (99) and (107) into (98), we have

Rk ≤
1

2
log

{
σ2
k + σ2

K

(
e2Cub(ρkA,σK) − 1

)
σ2
k + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρk−1A,σK) − 1)

}
, k ∈ [K − 1]. (108)

Combining (96) and (108), we complete the proof.

The high-SNR capacity region is derived based on the inner bound in Theorem 9 and the outer

bound in Theorem 10. We summarize it as follows.

Theorem 11 (Asymptotic Capacity Region). When the input is only subject to the peak-intensity

constraint in (4), at high SNR, the capacity region of a K-user OI-BC asymptotically converges to

the region where the rate tuple (R1, R2, · · · , RK) satisfies

Rk ≤̇
1

2
log

(
ρ2kA

2 + 2πeσ2
k

ρ2k−1A
2 + 2πeσ2

k

)
, k ∈ [K], (109)

with ρ ∈ Dρ and Dρ = {ρ : ρk ∈ [0, 1], ρk−1 ≤ ρk, ∀k ∈ [K], ρ0 = 0, ρK = 1}.
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Proof. Substituting the single-user capacity result in Lemma 4 into Theorem 10, we obtain that the

capacity region at high SNR is outer bounded by ∪ρ∈Dρ(Rout
1 (ρ), Rout

2 (ρ), · · · , Rout
K (ρ)), where

Rout
k (ρ)

.
=

1

2
log

(
ρ2kA

2 + 2πeσ2
k

ρ2k−1A
2 + 2πeσ2

k

)
, k ∈ [K]. (110)

We write the boundary of the above outer bound as

Rout
K

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
K

)
− 1

2
log

(
1 +

K−1∑
m=1

σ2
m

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
m − 1

) K−1∏
n=m+1

e2R
out
n

)
, (111)

whose proof is given in Appendix B. The derivative of Rout
K is given by

∂Rout
K

∂Rout
k

.
= −

∑k−1
m=1

σ2
m

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
m − 1

)∏K−1
n=m+1 e

2Rout
n +

σ2
k

σ2
K

∏K−1
n=k e

2Rout
n

1 +
∑K−1

m=1
σ2
m

σ2
K
(e2Rout

m − 1)
∏K−1

n=m+1 e
2Rout

n

(112)

= −
σ2
1

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
1 − 1

)∏K−1
n=2 e

2Rout
n +

∑k−1
m=2

σ2
m

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
m − 1

)∏K−1
n=m+1 e

2Rout
n +

σ2
k

σ2
K

∏K−1
n=k e

2Rout
n

1 +
∑K−1

m=1
σ2
m

σ2
K
(e2Rout

m − 1)
∏K−1

n=m+1 e
2Rout

n

.
= −

σ2
1

σ2
K

ρ21A
2

2πeσ2
1

∏K−1
n=2

ρ2n
ρ2n−1

+
∑k−1

m=2
σ2
m

σ2
K

(
ρ2m
ρ2m−1

− 1
)∏K−1

n=m+1
ρ2n
ρ2n−1

+
σ2
k

σ2
K

∏K−1
n=k

ρ2n
ρ2n−1

1 +
ρ2K−1A

2

2πeσ2
K

(113)

= −
ρ2K−1A

2

2πeσ2
K

+
∑k−1

m=2
σ2
m

σ2
K

(
ρ2m
ρ2m−1

− 1
)
ρ2K−1

ρ2m
+

σ2
k

σ2
K

ρ2K−1

ρ2k−1

1 +
ρ2K−1A

2

2πeσ2
K

(114)

.
= −1, k ∈ [K − 1], (115)

where (113) follows from (110) and (149). Hence, at high SNR, the boundary of the outer bound

is a (K − 1)-dimensional hyperplane. For convenience, we denote it by Hout.

Next, we proceed to show that the inner bound in Theorem 9 is tight with Hout at high SNR.

Substituting (18) into (81), we obtain that the rate tuples in Conv{∪N∈DN
(
Rin

1 (N ), · · · , Rin
K(N )

)
}

are all achievable, where

Rin
k (N ) =

1

2
log

 A2

(
∏K
n=k Nn)

2
+ 2πeσ2

k

A2

(
∏K
n=k−1Nn)

2
+ 2πeσ2

k

, k ∈ [K]. (116)

To analyze the achievable region Conv{∪N∈DN
(
Rin

1 (N ), · · · , Rin
K(N )

)
}, we define a new region

R such that

R = ∪N∈DN
(
Rin

1 (N ), · · · , Rin
K(N )

)
. (117)

Since R ⊆ Conv{∪N∈DN
(
Rin

1 (N ), · · · , Rin
K(N )

)
}, thus the rate tuples in R are also achievable.
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Then, we have two observations about R. First, given any N ∈ DN , if ρ satisfies

ρk =
1∏K

n=kNn

, k ∈ {0 ∪ [K]}, (118)

then combined with (110) and (116), we have(
Rin

1 (N ), · · · , Rin
K(N )

) .
= (Rout

1 (ρ), · · · , Rout
K (ρ)), ∀N ∈ DN . (119)

Therefore, any achievable rate tuple in R, is equal to some rate tuple on the hyperplane Hout at

high SNR, i.e., R ⊆ Hout. Second, given any k ∈ [K], if we let

Nk−1 → +∞, (120)

Nn → 1, n ∈ {k, · · · , K}, (121)

then combined with (116), we can obtain that the following tuples in R are achievable:(
0, · · · , 0, 1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
k

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

k

, 0, · · · , 0
)
, k ∈ [K]. (122)

From (110), we find that these achievable rate tuples in (122) are exactly the corner points on the

hyperplane Hout.

Now, we are ready to analyze the achievable region Conv{∪N∈DN
(
Rin

1 (N ), · · · , Rin
K(N )

)
}. Note

that

Conv
{
∪N∈DN

(
Rin

1 (N ), · · · , Rin
K(N )

)}
= Conv{R}. (123)

With the above two observations about R, i.e., (1) R ⊆ Hout; (2) the corner points on the hyperplane

Hout can be achieved by some rate tuples inR, we conclude that Conv
{
∪N∈DN

(
Rin

1 (N ), · · · , Rin
K(N )

)}
is also a (K − 1)-dimensional hyperplane and overlaps with Hout. Hence, the inner bound in

Theorem 9 and the outer bound in Theorem 10 are tight at high SNR, which completes the proof.

The derived bounds on the capacity region are shown in Fig. 4, where we assume K = 3,

σ3 = 2σ2 = 4σ1, and ASNRk = A
σk

, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}. In the figure, we first depict the 3-dimensional

capacity region bounds, then project the result onto R2 and R3 plane, R2 and R3 plane, and R2 and

R3 plane, respectively. From Fig. 4, we observe that the inner and outer bounds become tighter as

SNR increases, which further validates the derivations.

B. Average-Intensity Constrained OI-BC

The inner bound on the capacity region is proposed as follows.
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(a) Bounds on capacity region. (b) Projection on the R1 and R2 plane.

(c) Projection on the R2 and R3 plane. (d) Projection on the R1 and R3 plane.

Fig. 4: Bounds on capacity region of 3-user OI-BC with peak-intensity constraint.

Theorem 12 (Inner Bound). When the input is only subject to the average-intensity constraint in

(5), the rate tuples in the set ∪ρ∈Dρ
(
Rin

1 (ρ), R
in
2 (ρ), · · · , Rin

K(ρ)
)

are all achievable for a K-user

OI-BC, where

Rin
k (ρ) =

1

2
log

(
1 +

eρ2kE
2

2πσ2
k

)
− Cub(ρk−1E, σk), k ∈ [K], (124)

with Dρ = {ρ = [ρ0, ρ1, · · · , ρK ] : ρk ∈ [0, 1], ρk−1 ≤ ρk, ∀k ∈ [K], ρ0 = 0, ρK = 1}.

Proof. Assume X1 follows Exp(ρ1E) and ∀k ∈ {2, 3, · · · , K},

pXk(xk) =
ρk−1
ρk

δ(xk) +

(
1− ρk−1

ρk

)
× 1

ρkE
e
− xk
ρkE , xk ∈ [0,+∞). (125)

With Lemma 3, we obtain that Xk,sum in (83) follows Exp(ρkE) and X follows Exp(E), which satis-

fies the average-intensity constraint in (5). Then, following similar steps in the proof of Theorem 9,
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we can complete the proof.

We propose the outer bound on the capacity region in Theorem 13, whose proof follows similar

arguments as in the proof of Theorem 10 and omitted here.

Theorem 13 (Outer Bound). When the input is only subject to the average-intensity constraint in

(5), the capacity region of a K-user OI-BC is outer bounded by

∪ρ∈Dρ(Rout
1 (ρ), Rout

2 (ρ), · · · , Rout
K (ρ)), where

Rout
k (ρ) =

1

2
log

{
σ2
k + σ2

K

(
e2Cub(ρkE,σK) − 1

)
σ2
k + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρk−1E,σK) − 1)

}
, k ∈ [K], (126)

with Dρ = {ρ = [ρ0, ρ1, · · · , ρK ] : ρk ∈ [0, 1], ρk−1 ≤ ρk, ∀k ∈ [K], ρ0 = 0, ρK = 1}.

The high-SNR capacity region is directly obtained by substituting the single-user capacity result

in Lemma 6 into (124) and (126). We summarize it as follows.

Theorem 14 (Asymptotic Capacity Region). When the input is only subject to the average-intensity

constraint in (5), at high SNR, the capacity region of a K-user OI-BC asymptotically converges to

the region where the rate tuple (R1, R2, · · · , RK) satisfies

Rk ≤̇
1

2
log

(
eρ2kA

2 + 2πσ2
k

eρ2k−1A
2 + 2πσ2

k

)
, k ∈ [K], (127)

with ρ ∈ Dρ and Dρ = {ρ : ρk ∈ [0, 1], ρk−1 ≤ ρk, ∀k ∈ [K], ρ0 = 0, ρK = 1}.

The derived bounds on the capacity region are shown in Fig. 5, where we assume K = 3,

σ3 = 2σ2 = 4σ1, and ESNRk =
E
σk

, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

C. Peak- and Average-Intensity Constrained OI-BC

The inner bound on the capacity region is proposed as follows.

Theorem 15 (Inner Bound). When the input is subject to both peak- and average-intensity con-

straints in (4) and (5), the rate tuples in the set Conv{∪N∈DN
(
Rin

1 (N ), Rin
2 (N ), · · · , Rin

K(N )
)
} are

all achievable for a K-user OI-BC, where

Rin
k (N ) =

1

2
log

1 + exp

2−
2µ?∏K
n=k Nn

e
− µ?∏K

n=k
Nn

1− e
− µ?∏K

n=k
Nn


1− e

− µ?∏K
n=k

Nn

µ?

2

A2

2πeσ2
k


−Cub

(
A∏K

n=k−1Nn

, σk;
µ?∏K

n=k−1Nn

)
, k ∈ [K], (128)
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(a) Bounds on capacity region. (b) Projection on the R1 and R2 plane.

(c) Projection on the R2 and R3 plane. (d) Projection on the R1 and R3 plane.

Fig. 5: Bounds on capacity region of 3-user OI-BC with average-intensity constraint.

with DN = {N = [N0, N1, · · · , NK ] : Nn ∈ N+, ∀n ∈ {0 ∪ [K]}, N0 � 0, NK = 1}.

Proof. Assume X1 follows Texp
(

A∏K
n=1Nn

, µ?∏K
n=1Nn

)
and ∀k ∈ {2, 3, · · · , K},

pXk(xk) =
1− e−

µ?∏K
n=k

Nn

Nk−1

1− e
− µ?∏K

n=k
Nn

Nk−1−1∑
n=0

e
−

µ?∏K
n=k

Nn
n

Nk−1 δ

(
xk −

n

Nk−1
× A∏K

n=kNn

)
. (129)

With Lemma 3, we obtain that Xk,sum in (83) follows Texp
(

A∏K
n=k Nn

, µ?∏K
n=k Nn

)
and X follows

Texp(A, µ?), which satisfies the peak- and average-intensity constraints in (4) and (5). Then, similar

to the proof of Theorem 9, we can complete the proof.

The following outer bound has been given in [26, Theorem 5]. We can also utilize the conditional

EPI to provide a new proof, which is similar to the proof of Theorem 10 and omitted here.
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Lemma 10 (Outer Bound). When the input is subject to both peak- and average-intensity constraints

in (4) and (5), the capacity region of a K-user OI-BC is outer bounded by ∪ρ∈Dρ(Rout
1 (ρ), Rout

2 (ρ) , · · · ,

Rout
K (ρ)), where

Rout
k (ρ) =

1

2
log

{
σ2
k + σ2

K

(
e2Cub(ρkA,σK ;µ?) − 1

)
σ2
k + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρk−1A,σK ;µ?) − 1)

}
, k ∈ [K], (130)

with Dρ = {ρ = [ρ0, ρ1, · · · , ρK ] : ρk ∈ [0, 1], ρk−1 ≤ ρk, ∀k ∈ [K], ρ0 = 0, ρK = 1}.

The high-SNR capacity region is proposed as follows.

Theorem 16 (Asymptotic Capacity Region). When the input is subject to both peak- and average-

intensity constraints in (4) and (5), at high SNR, the capacity region of a K-user OI-BC asymptot-

ically converges to the region where the rate tuple (R1, R2, · · · , RK) satisfies

Rk ≤̇
1

2
log

 exp
(
2− 2ρkµ

?e−ρkµ
?

1−e−ρkµ?

)(
1−e−ρkµ

?

µ?

)2
A2 + 2πeσ2

k

exp
(
2− 2ρk−1µ?e

−ρk−1µ
?

1−e−ρk−1µ
?

)(
1−e−ρk−1µ

?

µ?

)2
A2 + 2πeσ2

k

, (131)

with ρ ∈ Dρ and Dρ = {ρ : ρk ∈ [0, 1], ρk−1 ≤ ρk, ∀k ∈ [K], ρ0 = 0, ρK = 1}.

Proof. The proof follows similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 11. Before that, we need

to derive a new outer bound which is valid in the high SNR regime. Note that

h(YK |UK) ≥ h(ZK), (132)

h(YK |UK) ≤ Cub(A, σK ;µ
?) + h(ZK). (133)

At high SNR, Cub(ρA, σK ; ρµ
?), ρ ∈ [0, 1], is monotonically increasing with respect to ρ and

approaches zeros when ρ tends to 0. Hence, there exists ρK−1 ∈ [0, 1] such that

h(YK |UK) = Cub(ρK−1A, σK ; ρK−1µ
?) + h(ZK) (134)

=
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

K + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρK−1A,σK ;ρK−1µ
?) − 1)

)
. (135)

Furthermore, similar to the steps from (99) to (107), we can obtain that

h(Yk|Uk) =
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

k + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρk−1A,σK ;ρk−1µ
?) − 1)

)
, k ∈ [K − 1], (136)

h(Yk|Uk+1) ≤
1

2
log
(
2πeσ2

k + 2πeσ2
K(e

2Cub(ρkA,σK ;ρkµ
?) − 1)

)
, k ∈ [K − 1], (137)

where ρ = [ρ1, · · · , ρK ] ∈ Dρ. Then, by Lemma 2, at high SNR, we have

Rk ≤ h(Yk|Uk+1)− h(Yk|Uk) (138)
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≤̇ 1

2
log

 exp
(
2− 2ρkµ

?e−ρkµ
?

1−e−ρkµ?

)(
1−e−ρkµ

?

µ?

)2
A2 + 2πeσ2

k

exp
(
2− 2ρk−1µ?e

−ρk−1µ
?

1−e−ρk−1µ
?

)(
1−e−ρk−1µ

?

µ?

)2
A2 + 2πeσ2

k

, k ∈ [K]. (139)

Finally, combining the above newly derived outer bound and the inner bound in Theorem 15, we

can complete the proof.

The derived bounds on the capacity region are shown in Fig. 6, where we assume K = 3,

σ3 = 2σ2 = 4σ1, α = 0.4, and ASNRk =
A
σk

, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}.

(a) Bounds on capacity region. (b) Projection on the R1 and R2 plane.

(c) Projection on the R2 and R3 plane. (d) Projection on the R1 and R3 plane.

Fig. 6: Bounds on capacity region of 3-user OI-BC with peak- and average-intensity constraint when
α = 0.4.

V. CONCLUSION REMARKS

In this paper, we characterize the capacity region of OI-BCs. Three different input constraints

are considered, i.e., (1) only peak-intensity constraint; (2) only average-intensity constraint; (3) both
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peak- and average-intensity constraints. We first consider two-user OI-BCs. New inner bounds are

obtained by carefully designing the input for each user and adopting the SC scheme; new outer

bounds on the capacity region are obtained by applying the conditional EPI. The inner and outer

bounds asymptotically match at high SNR. Then we extend our results to the general K-user OI-

BCs without loss of asymptotic optimality at high SNR. As an extension of this work, it would be

interesting to study the impact of channel fading on the capacity region of OI-BCs, which could

refer to [34]–[36].

APPENDIX A

MONOTONICITY OF Cub(ρA, σ; ρµ) AT HIGH SNR

Note that at high SNR,

Cub(A, σ;µ)
.
=

1

2
log

(
1 + exp

(
2− 2µe−µ

1− e−µ

)(
1− e−µ

µ

)2
A2

2πeσ2

)
. (140)

We denote a function g1(ρ) = Cub(ρA, σ; ρµ), i.e.,

g1(ρ) =
1

2
log

(
1 + exp

(
2− 2ρµe−ρµ

1− e−ρµ

)(
1− e−ρµ

µ

)2
A2

2πeσ2

)
,

ρ ∈ [0, 1], µ > 0, A > 0, σ > 0. (141)

Fixed µ, A, and σ, we find that the monotonicity of g1(ρ) is equivalent to that of the following

functions:

g2(x) = exp

(
2− 2xe−x

1− e−x

)
× (1− e−x)2, x ≥ 0, (142)

g3(x) = exp

(
1− xe−x

1− e−x

)
× (1− e−x), x ≥ 0, (143)

where g2(x) =
(
g3(x)

)2. To prove that g3(x) is monotonically increasing with respect to x, we only

need to analyze the following function:

g4(x) = 1− xe−x

1− e−x
, x ≥ 0 (144)

The derivation of g4(x) is given by

g′4(x) =
xe−x + e−2x − e−x

(1− e−x)2
, x ≥ 0 (145)

As x increases form 0 to +∞, the numerator xe−x + e−2x − e−x first increases and then decreases

with respect to x . Since g′4(0) = 0 and g′4(+∞) = 0. Thus, wen can obtain that

g′4(x) ≥ 0, x ≥ 0 (146)
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Finally, we can conclude that g1(ρ) is monotonically increasing with respect to ρ. Equivalently,

Cub(ρA, σ; ρµ) is monotonically increasing with respect to ρ at high SNR.

APPENDIX B

PROOF OF EQ. (111)

Combined with Theorem 10, we have

Rout
K =

1

2
log

(
σ2
K + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρKA,σK) − 1)

σ2
K + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρK−1A,σK) − 1)

)
(147)

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
K

)
− 1

2
log
(
1 +

(
e2Cub(ρK−1A,σK) − 1

))
, . (148)

where (148) follows from the single-user capacity result in Lemma 4 and ρK = 1. To characterize

the relationship between Rout
K and Rout

k , k ∈ [K − 1], we assume

e2Cub(ρkA,σK) − 1
.
=

k∑
m=1

σ2
m

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
m − 1

) k∏
n=m+1

e2R
out
n , k ∈ [K − 1]. (149)

We resort to mathematical induction to prove (149). Recall that

Rout
1 =

1

2
log

(
σ2
1 + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρ1A,σK) − 1)

σ2
1 + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρ0A,σK) − 1)

)
(150)

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

σ2
K

σ2
1

(
e2Cub(ρ1A,σK) − 1

))
. (151)

Then we have

e2Cub(ρ1A,σK) − 1
.
=
σ2
1

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
1 − 1

)
. (152)

Hence, (149) is true if k = 1. Next, we fix a particular i ∈ {1, · · · , K − 2} and assume (149) is

true if k = i, i.e.,

e2Cub(ρiA,σK) − 1
.
=

i∑
m=1

σ2
m

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
m − 1

) i∏
n=m+1

e2R
out
n , (153)

It follows that

Rout
i+1

.
=

1

2
log

 σ2
i+1 + σ2

K(e
2Cub(ρi+1A,σK) − 1)

σ2
i+1 + σ2

K

∑i
m=1

σ2
m

σ2
K
(e2Rout

m − 1)
∏i

n=m+1 e
2Rout

n

, (154)

and

e2Cub(ρi+1A,σK) − 1
.
= e2R

out
i+1 ×

(
σ2
i+1

σ2
K

+
i∑

m=1

σ2
m

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
m − 1

) i∏
n=m+1

e2R
out
n

)
−
σ2
i+1

σ2
K

(155)

=
i+1∑
m=1

σ2
m

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
m − 1

) i+1∏
n=m+1

e2R
out
n . (156)
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Therefore, (149) is also true if k = i + 1. Finally, by mathematical induction, we conclude that

(149) holds for every k ∈ [K − 1].

Substituting (149) into (148), the relationship between Rout
K and Rout

k , k ∈ [K − 1], can be

characterized by

Rout
K

.
=

1

2
log

(
1 +

A2

2πeσ2
K

)
− 1

2
log

(
1 +

K−1∑
m=1

σ2
m

σ2
K

(
e2R

out
m − 1

) K−1∏
n=m+1

e2R
out
n

)
, (157)

which concludes the proof.
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