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Abstract—The problem of coding for the uplink and downlink
of cloud radio access networks (C-RAN’s) with K users and
L relays is considered. It is shown that low-complexity coding
schemes that achieve any point in the rate-fronthaul region of
joint coding and compression can be constructed starting from
at most 4(K+L)−2 point-to-point codes designed for symmetric
channels. This reduces the seemingly hard task of constructing
good codes for C-RAN’s to the much better understood task of
finding good codes for single-user channels. To show this result,
an equivalence between the achievable rate-fronthaul regions of
joint coding and successive coding is established. Then, rate-
splitting and quantization-splitting techniques are used to show
that the task of achieving a rate-fronthaul point in the joint
coding region can be simplified to that of achieving a corner
point in a higher-dimensional C-RAN problem. As a by-product,
some interesting properties of the rate-fronthaul region of joint
decoding for uplink C-RAN’s are also derived.

Index Terms—Channel coding, cloud radio access networks,
network information theory.

I. INTRODUCTION

A cloud radio access network (C-RAN) is an emerging

mobile network architecture for next-generation wireless com-

munication systems, promising higher data rates, better cov-

erage and more reliable connectivity for a large number of

devices [1]. This architecture has played an important role in

the standardization of 5G systems, and is on its way for wide

deployment [2], [3]. In a C-RAN architecture, communication

between different users is coordinated by a cloud-based central

processor, that is connected to the base stations (i.e., relays)

of the network via noiseless capacity-limited wired or wireless

links. Fig. 1 shows schematically the uplink and downlink of a

two-user, two-relay cloud radio access network. In the uplink,

the users send their encoded messages through the wireless

channel, and the relays compress the observations through the

fronthaul links to the central processor. In the downlink, the

central processor has to compress its transmitted sequences to

the relays, which then broadcast the sequences to the users

through the channel.

Typically, the users in an uplink scenario encode their

messages without utilizing the knowledge of the network

structure, and each relay digitizes its received signal individ-

ually according to the link capacity constraint. Similarly, in

a downlink scenario, the central processor typically performs

beamforming assuming that there are no capacity constraints
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Fig. 1: (a) Uplink and (b) Downlink of a two-user, two-relay C-RAN.

in the fronthaul links, and then the corresponding baseband

signals are digitized individually and transmitted to the relays.

As an alternative to this greedy approach, this paper investi-

gates coding schemes for the C-RAN architecture by viewing

the entire system as a two-hop relay network.

A. Related Work

In this spirit, coding strategies that utilize the network

structure of the C-RAN architecture have been proposed in

the literature. Several of these strategies explore the opportu-

nities of either jointly performing the coding and compression

functionalities, versus performing the two successively. For the

uplink C-RAN model, the compress-forward relaying scheme

with joint decoding [4] has been considered in [5]–[8], where

its achievable rate-fronthaul region has been characterized.

The authors in [9] specialized the noisy network coding

scheme [10] to uplink C-RAN’s and showed that the achiev-

able rate-fronthaul region coincides with the compress-forward

relaying scheme with joint decoding. The compress-forward

strategy with the more practical successive decoder has been

considered in [11], [12]. In particular, in [12], it is shown that

successive decoding can achieve the same rate region as joint

decoding under a sum fronthaul capacity constraint.

For the downlink setting, joint encoding at the relays using

linear beamforming has been considered in [13], [14], where

individual user messages are sent directly through the fronthaul

links to the relays. Coding strategies based on Marton’s coding

scheme for broadcast channels [15] have been also employed

for downlink C-RAN’s [16], [17]. In particular, [8] specializes

the distributed decode-forward relaying scheme of a general

relay network [18] to the downlink C-RAN problem, where

the encoding and compression at the central processor are

http://arxiv.org/abs/2408.14565v1
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done jointly. It is shown that the scheme can achieve the

capacity region of the Gaussian network to within a constant

gap that is logarithmic in the number of users and relays.

Alternatively, coding strategies that perform the encoding of

user messages and the compression of the analog signals

successively have been considered in [19], [20], where it is

shown that successive encoding can achieve the same rate

region as joint encoding when only the sum-capacity of the

fronthaul links is constrained.

B. Main Contributions

This paper investigates the relationship between joint de-

coding (encoding) and successive decoding (encoding) for

the uplink (downlink) C-RAN problem. For the uplink case,

we show that the compress-forward strategy with successive

decoding, where the user messages and quantization code-

words can be decoded in an arbitrary order at the central

processor, achieves the same rate-fronthaul region as that

of joint decoding. Previously, this was shown only for the

case of a sum fronthaul capacity constraint [12, Theorem 1].

Similarly, for the downlink case, we show that a generalized

successive encoding strategy, which allows to employ arbitrary

encoding orders at the central processor, can achieve the

same rate-fronthaul region as the joint encoding strategy (i.e.,

the distributed decode-forward strategy). Previously, this was

shown only for a sum fronthaul constraint [20, Theorem 3].

Motivated by the fact that successive coding is much easier to

implement compared to joint coding, these results provide the

necessary justification for the implementation of successive

coding for the downlink and uplink C-RAN problems.

The successive coding strategies allow to design coding

schemes for the C-RAN problem that only use point-to-

point codes with single-user encoders and decoders. In our

recent work [21]–[23], coding schemes for the K-user, L-

relay uplink (downlink) C-RAN problem that achieves a corner

point in the joint decoding (encoding) region were constructed

starting from 2(K+L) point-to-point codes that are designed

for symmetric channels. This allows one to leverage the

recent advances in point-to-point coding theory over the past

few decades (such as list decoding of algebraic codes [24],

[25], belief propagation decoding of low-density parity-check

codes [26]–[28], and successive cancellation decoding of polar

codes [29]) in the construction of low-complexity and rate-

optimal coding schemes for the C-RAN problem. Along with

the result of this paper highlighted in the previous paragraph,

this says that, in fact, one can achieve any corner point in

the joint decoding (encoding) region of the K-user, L-relay

uplink (downlink) C-RAN problem using 2(K + L) point-to-

point symmetric channel codes.

This paper also proposes a technique to achieve any point

(not just the corner points) in the rate-fronthaul region of

joint decoding (encoding) for the uplink (downlink) C-RAN

problem without any time sharing. This is particularly useful

in the context of the C-RAN problem, where time sharing

between corner points with different fronthaul capacity con-

straints is not possible. This is the case because the fronthaul

constraints are not code parameters, but rather are given by the

problem statement. Hence, one cannot perform time sharing

using distinct codes with rates that satisfy different fronthaul

constraints. Even with the restriction to the rate coordinates,

the Fenchel–Eggleston–Carathéodory theorem [30, Appendix

A] asserts that achieving a rate point in the K-dimensional

space requires time sharing among up to K+1 corner points.

Hence, this would require up to 2(K+1)(K+L) point-to-point

codes, potentially with different block lengths. In contrast,

the technique that we propose here is based on the notions

of rate splitting (introduced by Grant, Rimoldi, Urbanke and

Whiting in the context of multiple-access channels [31]) and

quantization splitting (introduced by Chen and Berger in the

context of distributed lossy compression [32]), which allow

to model the problem of achieving any rate-fronthaul point in

the joint coding region as that of coding for a (2K − 1)-user,

(2L)-relay C-RAN problem. It follows that 4(K+L)−2 point-

to-point codes are sufficient to construct a coding scheme for

the uplink (downlink) C-RAN problem that can achieve any

rate-fronthaul point in the joint decoding (encoding) region.

In summary, this paper makes the following contributions:

1) We establish the equivalence between the rate-fronthaul

region that can be achieved by joint decoding (encod-

ing) and successive decoding (encoding) for the uplink

(downlink) C-RAN problem.

2) We show that any point on the dominant face of a joint

decoding/encoding rate-fronthaul region can be achieved

by a splitting scheme with at most 2(K + L)− 1 splits.

3) We leverage the recently developed Lego-brick approach

to show that this task can be accomplished by using

at most 4(K + L) − 2 point-to-point codes that are

designed for symmetric channels. In other words, the task

of constructing good codes for the K-user L-relay uplink

and downlink C-RAN problems can be reduced to that

of constructing good codes for at most 4(K + L) − 2
point-to-point symmetric channels.

C. Paper Organization and Notation

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,

we define the uplink and downlink C-RAN problems, and

show the achievable rate-fronthaul regions of joint and succes-

sive coding for both problems. Sections III and IV focus on the

uplink C-RAN problem. In Section III, we show that the rate-

fronthaul regions achieved by joint decoding and successive

decoding are equivalent, whereas in Section IV, we show that

any point on the dominant face of the joint decoding rate

region can be achieved using point-to-point codes that are

designed for symmetric channels. Section V briefly discusses

analogous results for downlink C-RAN. Section VI concludes

the paper. The proofs of lemmas are deferred to Appendices.

Notation: We write xn1 to denote a column vector

(x1, . . . , xn)
T . Given a vector R ∈ R

n and a set S ⊆ [n],
we write RS = (Ri : i ∈ S) and R(S) =

∑
i∈S Ri.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Uplink C-RAN Problem

Consider the uplink of a cloud radio access network with

K users and L relays, as shown in Fig. 1a. The users wish

to communicate with a central processor through the relays
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that are connected to the central processor through noiseless

fronthaul links of finite capacities C1, . . . , CL. A memoryless

channel p(yL1 |xK1 ) is assumed between the users and the

relays, with an input alphabet X1 × · · · × XK and output

alphabet Y1 × · · · × YL. An (R1, . . . , RK , n) code for the

uplink C-RAN problem consists of

• message sets M1, . . . ,MK with |Mk| = 2nRk , k ∈ [K],
• index sets S1, . . . ,SL with |Sℓ| = 2nCℓ , ℓ ∈ [L],
• encoders fk : Mk → Xn

k at the k-th user that map each

message mk to a codeword xnk ,

• encoders gℓ : Yn
ℓ → Sℓ at the ℓ-th relay that map each

received sequence ynℓ to an index sℓ,

• decoder ψ : S1 × · · · × SM → M1 × · · · × MK

at the central processor that assign message estimates

(m̂1, . . . , m̂K) to each index tuple (s1, . . . , sL).

The average probability of error of the code is defined as ǫ =

P

{
M̂k 6=Mk for some k ∈ [K]

}
. A rate tuple (R1, . . . , RK)

is said to be achievable for the uplink C-RAN problem if there

exists a sequence of (R1, . . . , RK , n) codes with vanishing

error probability asymptotically.

1) Joint Decoding Rate Region: The network compress-

forward relaying scheme [4] with joint decoding can be

specialized to the uplink C-RAN problem [5], where the

user messages and the quantization codewords are decoded

jointly at the central processor. In [5], it is shown that the

achievable rate region RJD by joint decoding can be expressed

as the closure of the convex hull of the set of rate tuples

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ R
K+L
+ satisfying

C(T )−R(S) ≥ I(YT ; ŶT |X1, . . . , XK)− I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc)
(1)

for all S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L], for some product distribution∏K

k=1 p(xk)
∏L

ℓ=1 p(ŷℓ |yℓ).

2) Successive Decoding Rate Region: Alternativaly, the

compress-forward relaying scheme for the uplink C-RAN

problem can be implemented with successive decoding [12],

where the central processor alternates between decoding user

messages and quantization codewords according to some

prescribed order. More precisely, let π be a permutation

of (X1, . . . , XK , Ŷ1, . . . , ŶL) corresponding to the decoding

order at the central processor. For k ∈ [K] and ℓ ∈ [L], define

IXk
= {i ∈ [K] : Xi appears before Xk under π},

I
Ŷℓ

= {i ∈ [K] : Xi appears before Ŷℓ under π},

JXk
= {j ∈ [L] : Ŷj appears before Xk under π},

J
Ŷℓ

= {j ∈ [L] : Ŷj appears before Ŷℓ under π}.

(2)

Rate region RSD (π), achieved by the decoding order

π, is the closure of the convex hull of all rate tuples

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) satisfying

{
Rk ≤ I(Xk; ŶJXk

, XIXk
) ∀ k ∈ [K],

Cℓ ≥ I(Yℓ; Ŷℓ)− I(Ŷℓ; ŶJ
Ŷℓ

, XI
Ŷℓ

) ∀ ℓ ∈ [L].
(3)

Achievable rate region RSD by successive decoding is the

closure of the convex hull of the union of rate regions RSD (π)
over all permutations π, i.e., RSD = co (

⋃
π RSD (π)).

B. Downlink C-RAN Problem

Consider the downlink of a cloud radio access network

with K users and L relays, as shown in Fig. 1b. The central

processor communicates with the relays through noiseless

fronthaul links of finite capacities C1, . . . , CL. As in the uplink

setting, a memoryless channel p(yK1 |xL1 ) is assumed between

the relays and the users, with an input alphabet X1×· · ·×XL

and output alphabet Y1×· · ·×YK . An (R1, . . . , RK , n) code

for the downlink C-RAN problem consists of

• message sets M1, . . . ,MK with |Mk| = 2nRk , k ∈ [K],
• index sets S1, . . . ,SL with |Sℓ| = 2nCℓ , ℓ ∈ [L],
• an encoder f : M1 × · · · ×MK → S1 × · · · × SL at the

central processor that maps each (m1, . . . ,mK) to the

indices (s1, . . . , sL) to be sent to the relays,

• encoders gℓ : Sℓ → Xn
ℓ at the ℓ-th relay, that map each

index sℓ to a codeword xnℓ ,

• decoders ψk : Yn
k → Mk at the k-th user, that assign

message estimate m̂k to each received sequence ynk .

The average probability of error of the code is ǫ =

P

{
M̂k 6=Mk for some k ∈ [K]

}
. A rate tuple (R1, . . . , RK)

is said to be achievable for the downlink C-RAN problem if

there exists a sequence of (R1, R2, n) codes with vanishing

error probability asymptotically.

1) Joint Encoding Rate Region: The distributed decode-

forward relaying scheme of a general relay network [18],

referred to hereafter as the “joint encoding” strategy, has

been specialized to the downlink C-RAN problem in [8], in

which the encoding of user messages and the compression of

transmitted codewords are done jointly at the central processor.

It is shown that the achievable rate region RJE by the joint

encoding strategy is the closure of the convex hull of the set

of rate tuples (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ R
K+L
+ satisfying

C(T )−R(S) ≥ I(US ;XT )−
∑

k∈SI(Uk;Yk)+I
∗(US)+I

∗(XT )
(4)

for all S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L], and for some distribution

p(u1, . . . , uK , x1, . . . , xL), where

I∗(US) ,
∑

j∈SH(Uj)−H(US),

I∗(XT ) ,
∑

j∈TH(Xj)−H(XT ).

2) Successive Encoding Rate Region: The successive en-

coding and compression at the central processor has been

considered in [20], where joint encoding of the user messages

was followed by joint multivariate compression of the signals

intended to relays. We generalize this scheme by allowing the

central processor to employ different encoding/compression

orders within individual user messages/relay signals. More

precisely, let π be a permutation of (U1, . . . , UK , X1, . . . , XL)
corresponding to the encoding order at the central processor,

where (U1, . . . , UK) represent the encoded user messages and

(X1, . . . , XL) represent the compressed signals to the relays.

For k ∈ [K] and ℓ ∈ [L], define

IUk
= {i ∈ [K] : Ui appears before Uk under π},

IXℓ
= {i ∈ [K] : Ui appears before Xℓ under π},

JUk
= {j ∈ [L] : Xj appears before Uk under π},

JXℓ
= {j ∈ [L] : Xj appears before Xℓ under π}.

(5)
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Rate region RSE (π), achieved by the encoding order

π, is the closure of the convex hull of all rate tuples

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) satisfying
{
Rk ≤ I(Uk;Yk)− I(Uk;UIUk

, XJUk
) ∀ k ∈ [K],

Cℓ ≥ I(Xℓ;UIXℓ
, XJXℓ

) ∀ ℓ ∈ [L].
(6)

Achievable rate region RSE by successive encoding is the

closure of the convex hull of the union of rate regions RSE (π)
over all permutations π, i.e., RSE = co (

⋃
π RSE (π)).

III. EQUIVALENCE OF JOINT AND SUCCESSIVE DECODING

FOR UPLINK C-RAN’S

In this part, we show the equivalence of the rate regions of

joint decoding and successive decoding for the uplink C-RAN

problem. More specifically, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1. The rate region of network compress-forward

with joint decoding is equivalent to that of network compress-

forward with generalized successive decoding, i.e.,

RJD = RSD.

Theorem 1 asserts that RJD has (K + L)! vertices, each

of which can be attained by successive decoding of the

user messages and quantization codewords according to some

prescribed order. To prove Theorem 1, we describe a procedure

to find the corner points of the rate region RJD. This can

be done by finding the intersection points of the hyperplanes

defined by the set of inequalities in (1). Towards this end,

let SK+L be a permutation of (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL). We

will derive the coordinates of a corner point of RJD in the

order given by SK+L. Define

Ik = {i ∈ [K] : Sℓ = Ri for some ℓ ∈ [k − 1]},

Jk = {j ∈ [L] : Sℓ = Cj for some ℓ ∈ [k − 1]}.
(7)

As an example, if K = 3, L = 2, and SK+L =
(R3, R1, C2, R2, C1), then we have I1 = ∅, I2 = {3}, I3 =
I4 = {1, 3}, I5 = {1, 2, 3},J1 = J2 = J3 = ∅,J4 =
J5 = {2}. Moreover, let aK+L = (a1, . . . , aK+L) and

bK+L = (b1, . . . , bK+L) be defined such that

ak =

{
1 if Sk = Ri for some i ∈ [K],

0 if Sk = Cj for some j ∈ [L],

bk =

{
i if ak = 1 and Sk = Ri,

j if ak = 0 and Sk = Cj .

(9)

for each k ∈ [K+L]. Therefore, if ak = 1, we have Sk = Rbk ,

and if ak = 0, we have Sk = Cbk . For the example considered

previously, aK+L = (1, 1, 0, 1, 0) and bK+L = (3, 1, 2, 2, 1).
Now, consider the iterative procedure for setting SK+L

described by equation (8) at the top of the next page. Note

that this procedure corresponds to setting the inequality in (1)

to equality, with
{
S = Ik ∪ {bk} and T = Jk if ak = 1,

S = Ik and T = Jk ∪ {bk} if ak = 0.
(10)

Lemma 2. The procedure described by equations (8) is

equivalent to setting, for each k ∈ [K + L],

Sk =

{
I(Xbk ; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk}) if ak = 1,

I(Ybk ; Ŷbk)− I(Ŷbk ;XIc

k
, ŶJ c

k
\{bk}) if ak = 0.

(11)

Lemma 3. The procedure described by (8) gives a corner

point of the rate region RJD .

Lemmas 2 and 3 given an explicit way of finding any

corner point of the joint decoding rate region RJD through the

procedure described in (8). With these lemmas, we are ready

to prove Theorem 1. Clearly, we have that RSD ⊆ RJD .

To show the other direction, it suffices to show that every

corner point of RJD belongs to RSD . From Lemmas 2 and 3,

we know that any corner point of RJD can be expressed

iteratively as follows:

Sk =

{
I(Xbk ; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk}) if ak = 1,

I(Ybk ; Ŷbk)− I(Ŷbk ;XIc

k
, ŶJ c

k
\{bk}) if ak = 0.

(12)

for each k ∈ [K + L], where SK+L is some permutation of

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL), and (Ik,Jk, ak, bk) are defined as

in (7) and (9). Let π = (π1, . . . , πK+L) be a permutation of

(X1, . . . , XK , Ŷ1, . . . , ŶL) such that for each k ∈ [K + L],

πk =

{
XbK+L−k+1

if ak = 1,

ŶbK+L−k+1
if ak = 0.

(13)

Comparing expression (12) with rate region (3) of successive

decoding, it can be seen that the corner point SK+L of RJD

is also a corner point of RSD when decoding order π is used.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.

IV. ACHIEVING THE JOINT DECODING RATE REGION OF

UPLINK C-RAN’S USING POINT-TO-POINT CODES

In this section, we show that any point in the rate region of

joint decoding for the uplink C-RAN problem can be achieved

using point-to-point codes that are designed for symmetric

channels1. This allows one to leverage commercial off-the-

shelf point-to-point codes in the implementation of coding

schemes for the uplink C-RAN problem. More precisely, we

prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Every rate-fronthaul tuple (R1, . . . , RK ,

C1, . . . , CL) ∈ RJD can be achieved via a coding scheme

that is constructed starting from at most 4(K +L)− 2 point-

to-point symmetric channel codes.

The proof of Theorem 4 consists of two main parts: (1)

showing that every point in the rate-fronthaul region of joint

decoding can be achieved via successive decoding over a

higher-dimensional C-RAN problem, and (2) leveraging point-

to-point channel codes to code for the higher-dimensional

problem. To show (1), we first derive some interesting prop-

erties of the joint decoding rate region in Section IV-A,

1Recall the definition of a symmetric channel [33, Section 4.5]. A discrete
memoryless channel p(y |x) is symmetric if the set of outputs can be
partitioned into subsets such that for each subset, the matrix of transition
probabilities has the property that the rows are permutations of each other,
and the columns are permutations of each other. Note that linear codes can
only achieve the capacity of symmetric channels.
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Iterative procedure: Given a permutation SK+L of (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL), for each k ∈ [K + L], set

Sk =

{
C(Jk)−R(Ik)− I(YJk

; ŶJk
|X1, . . . , XK) + I(Xbk , XIk

; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk}) if ak = 1,

R(Ik)− C(Jk) + I(Ybk , YJk
; Ŷbk , ŶJk

|X1, . . . , XK)− I(XIk
; ŶJ c

k
\{bk} |XIc

k
) if ak = 0.

(8)

which are analogous to the structure of the capacity region

of multiple-access channels [31]. Then, in Section IV-B, we

review existing rate-splitting and quantization-splitting tech-

niques to code for the multiple-access channel [31] and the

distributed lossy compression problem [32]. These techniques

will be the stepping stones towards showing (1) for the uplink

C-RAN problem in Section IV-C. Finally, to show (2), we refer

to the Lego-brick framework of [23] and describe a coding

scheme for the higher-dimensional uplink C-RAN problem

using point-to-point channel codes in Section IV-D.

A. Dominant Face of Joint Decoding Rate Region

Towards proving Theorem 4, we first study the structure of

the dominant face of the joint decoding rate region.

Definition 5. We say that a rate-fronthaul tuple

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) dominates another tuple

(R′
1, . . . , R

′
K , C

′
1, . . . , C

′
L) if and only if Ri ≥ R′

i for

each i ∈ [K], and Ci ≤ C′
i for each i ∈ [L].

Definition 6 (Dominant Face). The dominant face D of RJD

is the convex polytope consisting of all rate-fronthaul tuples

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ RJD such that

C([L])−R([K]) = I(Y1, . . . , YL; Ŷ1, . . . , ŶL |X1, . . . , XK).

This corresponds to setting the inequality in (1) to equality

when S = [K] and T = [L].

Note that every point in RJD is dominated by a point on

the dominant face D. Hence, in what follows, we restrict our

attention to rate-fronhaul tuples that belong to D. The follow-

ing lemma gives an alternative description of the dominant

face D which will be useful in the subsequent analysis.

Lemma 7. The dominant face D can be expressed as

D =
{
(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) : ∀S ⊆ [K], T ⊆ [L],

I(YT ; ŶT |XK
1 ) − I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc) ≤ C(T ) − R(S) ≤

I(YT ; ŶT |XS)
}
.

Now, we focus on the boundary of D. For S ⊆ [K] and

T ⊆ [L] such that Sc ∪ T c 6= ∅ and S ∪ T 6= ∅, define

HS,T = {(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) :

C(T )−R(S) = I(YT ; ŶT |XS)},

and let FS,T = D ∩ HS,T . By Lemma 7, we know that

HS,T lives entirely on one side of D, and hence, FS,T

defines a face of D. Analogous to the case of multiple-

access channels [31], the set FS,T has an interesting opera-

tional meaning pertaining to the decoding order at the central

processor. Towards the goal of characterizing this meaning,

consider the uplink C-RAN problem defined by the channel

WS,T :
⊗

i∈S Xi →
⊗

i∈T Yi which can be described

by stochastic matrix WS,T with entries WS,T (yT |xS) =∑
xSc

∑
yT c

p(xSc)p(y1, . . . , yL |x1, . . . , xK). This is the

channel with inputs indexed by S and outputs in-

dexed by T when the remaining inputs are treated as

“noise”. Similarly, consider the uplink C-RAN problem

defined by the channel WSc,T c|S,T :
⊗

i∈Sc Xi →⊗
i∈T c Yi which can be described by the stochastic matrix

WSc,T c|S,T with entries WSc,T c|S,T (yT c , xS , ŷT |xSc) =
p(xS)p(ŷT |xK1 )p(yT c |xK1 ). This is the channel with inputs

indexed by Sc and outputs indexed by T c, when xS and ŷT
are available to the central processor as side information. Let

DS,T and DSc,T c|S,T be the dominant faces associated to joint

decoding for the uplink C-RAN problems defined by WS,T

and WSc,T c|S,T , respectively. Explicitly, one can show that

DS,T =
{
(RS , CT ) ∈ R

|S|+|T | : ∀A ⊆ S,B ⊆ T ,

I(YB; ŶB |XS , ŶT \B)− I(XA; ŶT \B |XS\A)

≤ C(B)−R(A) ≤ I(YB; ŶB |XA)
}
,

DSc,T c|S,T =
{
(RSc , CT c) ∈ R

|Sc|+|T c| : ∀A ⊆ Sc,B ⊆ T c,

f lb
Sc,T c|S,T (A,B) ≤ C(B)−R(A) ≤ fub

Sc,T c|S,T (A,B)
}
,

where

f lb
Sc,T c|S,T (A,B) =I(YB; ŶB |XSc , ŶT c\B, XS , ŶT )

− I(XA; ŶT c\B, ŶT |XSc\A, XS),

fub
Sc,T c|S,T (A,B) =I(YB; ŶB |XA, XS , ŶT )− I(XA; ŶT |XS).

Lemma 8. For any S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L] such that Sc∪T c 6=
∅ and S ∪ T 6= ∅, we have FS,T = DS,T ×DSc,T c|S,T .

Lemma 8 says that when (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈
FS,T , the subset of user messages in S and quantization

codewords in T can be decoded first (e.g., via a joint decoder

that considers inputs from users in Sc as noise), and then

the user messages in Sc and quantization codewords in T c

can be decoded by taking the decoded (xS , ŷT ) as side

information. This insight says that one can employ two joint

decoders successively to achieve any rate-fronthaul tuple on

the boundary of D. Nonetheless, Theorem 4 says more than

this; namely, that one can achieve any rate-fronthaul tuple on

the dominant face D by successively decoding, one by one,

the user messages and quantization codewords.

Lemma 9. For any S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L] such that S∪T 6= ∅
and Sc ∪ T c 6= ∅, the following are equivalent:

a) I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc) = 0 and I(XSc ; ŶT |XS) = 0;

b) D = DS,T ×DSc,T c .

Lemma 10. The following statements are equivalent:

a) D = DS,T × DSc,T c for some S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L]
such that S ∪ T 6= ∅ and Sc ∪ T c 6= ∅;

b) dim(D) < K + L− 1.

Lemmas 9 and 10 give sufficient and necessary conditions

for the case when the dimension of the dominant face D of

RJD is strictly less than K+L−1. In words, the lemmas say

that when dim(D) < K + L− 1, the uplink C-RAN problem
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Fig. 2: Rate splitting for the K-user multiple access channel.

can be decomposed into two separate uplink C-RAN problems

with independent underlying channels.

B. Rate Splitting and Quantization Splitting

Rate splitting was introduced in [31] as a technique to

achieve any point in the capacity region of the multiple-

access channel via single-user decoding methods. The idea

is to split each input Xi of the multiple-access channel

to two independent “virtual” inputs Ui and Vi with some

probability mass functions (pmf’s) pU and pV . More precisely,

the following definition of a rate split can be seen as a recast

of [31, Definition 2].

Definition 11 (Rate Split). A rate split of a channel input

with alphabet X and pmf pX is the set of triples (f, pU , pV )
parameterized by a real number ǫ ∈ [0, 1], where f : X×X →
X is the splitting function, and pU and pV are pmf’s that

depend on ǫ. When U and V are independent random variables

with pmf’s pU and pV , the triple (f, pU , pV ) is such that

i) f(U, V ) ∼ pX , regardless of the parameter ǫ,

ii) pf(U,V )|U (x |u) is a continuous function of ǫ, ∀(u, x),
iii) pf(U,V )|U = pX when ǫ = 0 (i.e., f(U, V ) is independent

of U ), and pf(U,V )|U is deterministic when ǫ = 1 (i.e.,

f(U, V ) is completely determined by U ).

A rate split with the desired properties is shown to exist

for finite-input alphabets in [31] and for Gaussian channels

in [34]. Using such a splitting technique on the channel inputs,

it is shown in [31] that any rate tuple in the capacity region

of the K-user multiple-access channel can be achieved using

at most 2K − 1 rate splits, as shown in Fig. 2.

Example 12. Consider X = {0, 1}, and let pX be the Bern(α)
distribution. For any parameter ǫ ∈ [0, 1], let pU and pV

be the independent Bern(αǫ) and Bern
(

α(1−ǫ)
1−αǫ

)
distribu-

tions. Let f(u, v) = max{u, v} be the splitting function.

When (U, V ) ∼ pUpV , it is straightforward to check that

P(f(U, V ) = 1) = α = pX(1). Moreover, P(f(U, V ) =

1 |U = 0) = α(1−ǫ)
1−αǫ

, and P(f(U, V ) = 1 |U = 1) = 1, which

are both continuous functions of ǫ. Finally, ǫ = 0 implies that

U = 0, and thus, f(U, V ) = V , which is independent of U ,

whereas ǫ = 1 implies that V = 0, and thus, f(U, V ) = U ,

i.e., f(U, V ) is completely determined by U .

Quantization splitting is an analogous technique introduced

in [32] to achieve any tuple in the Berger–Tung rate region

of the distributed lossy compression problem via successive

Y n

1

Y n

2

Y n

L

Quantizer 1

Quantizer 2

Quantizer L

Ŷ n

1

Un

2

V n

2

Un

L

V n

L

Successive

Wyner-Ziv

Binning 1

Binning 21

Binning 22

Binning L1

Binning L2

g2

gL

Decoding

Fig. 3: Quantization splitting for L-source distributed lossy compression.

Wyner–Ziv coding. The idea is to generate for each source Y

two representations U and V which, when combined together,

give the same representation as when no splitting is performed.

One can view U as a coarse description of the source, which

gets finer after observing the other description V . Specifically,

the following definition of a quantization split can be seen as

a recast of the conditions in [32, Theorem 2.1].

Definition 13 (Quantization Split). A quantization split of

a source Y with alphabet Y , source pmf pY and desired

source-reconstruction pmf p
Y,Ŷ

is a family of pairs (g, pU,V |Y )

parameterized by a real number ǫ ∈ [0, 1], where g : Ŷ ×Ŷ →
Ŷ is the splitting function, and pU,V |Y can depend on ǫ.

When (U, V ) are generated conditionally given Y according

to pU,V |Y , the pair (g, pU,V |Y ) satisfies

i) Y − Ŷ − (U, V ) forms a Markov chain for each ǫ,

ii) (Y, g(U, V )) ∼ p
Y,Ŷ

, regardless of the parameter ǫ,

iii) pg(U,V )|U (ŷ |u) is a continuous function of ǫ for all (u, ŷ),
iv) pg(U,V )|U = p

Ŷ
when ǫ = 0 (i.e., g(U, V ) is independent

of U ), and pg(U,V )|U is deterministic when ǫ = 1 (i.e.,

g(U, V ) is completely determined by U ).

A quantization split with the desired properties is shown to

exist in [32]. Using such a splitting technique along with

successive Wyner–Ziv decoding, it is shown that any rate tuple

in the Berger–Tung rate region can be achieved (see Fig. 3).

Example 14. Consider Y = Ŷ = {0, 1}, and let pY be

the Bern(α) distribution, and let p
Ŷ |Y be a BSC(β), the

binary symmetric channel with crossover probability β. For

any parameter ǫ ∈ [0, 1], we will construct pU,V |Y such that

property i) holds. More specifically, when (Y, Ŷ ) ∼ pY,Ŷ ,

let T ∼ Bern(ǫ) be independent of (Y, Ŷ ), and then set

(U, V ) = (0, Ŷ ) if T = 0 and (U, V ) = (Ŷ , 0) if T = 1.

Given Ŷ , (U, V ) is independent of Y . Hence, we define

pU,V |Y (u, v |y) =
∑

ŷpŶ |Y (ŷ |y)P(U = u, V = v | Ŷ = ŷ),
for each u, v, y ∈ {0, 1}, and let g(u, v) = max{u, v} be the

splitting function. One can check that properties ii)–iv) hold.

C. Splitting for the Uplink C-RAN problem

To prove Theorem 4, we apply a set of quantization splits

on the quantization codewords in addition to the set of rate

splits on the channel inputs. The proof technique is inspired by

the proof of [31, Theorem 10]. Here, to avoid the repetition,

we set up the necessary notation for the main ingredient of

the proof, and then refer to [31] for the details.
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Towards this end, consider a product distribution∏K

i=1 p(xi)
∏L

i=1 p(ŷi |yi) for the uplink C-RAN problem,

and let (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) be an arbitrary rate-

fronthaul tuple on the dominant face D of RJD defined

by this product distribution. We will show that any such

rate-fronthaul tuple can be achieved as shown in Fig. 4.

Specifically, for i = 2, . . . ,K , we split the channel input

Xi using a rate split to two virtual inputs Xia and Xib,

where the channel input X1 remains un-split. Moreover,

for i = 1, . . . , L, we split the quantization codeword Ŷi
using a quantization split to two virtual representations Ŷic
and Ŷid. In this process, we will use a vector of splitting

parameters ǫ = (ǫ2, . . . , ǫK , ǫK+1, . . . , ǫK+L), where ǫi
corresponds to a rate split when i ∈ {2, . . . ,K} and

to a quantization split when i ∈ {K + 1, . . . ,K + L}.

To further set up the notation, let P = P1 ∪ P2, where

P1 = {1, 2a, 2b, . . . ,Ka,Kb} and P2 = {1c, 1d, . . . , Lc, Ld}
are the sets of indices of virtual inputs and quantization

codewords, respectively. Let S = (S1, . . . , S2(K+L)−1)
be a permutation on P defining the decoding order of

the virtual inputs and quantization codewords at the

central processor2. For example, if K = 2, L = 2, and

S = (1c, 2a, 1d, 1, 2c, 2b, 2d), then the central processor

decodes in the order (Ŷ1c, X2a, Ŷ1d, X1, Ŷ2c, X2b, Ŷ2d).
The splitting parameter vector ǫ and the decoding

order S are chosen as a function of a parameter vector

α = (α2, . . . , αK , αK+1, . . . , αK+L) ∈ [0, 1]K+L−1. This

is done in the exact same way as in [31]. For completion,

we provide the details here. For each i ∈ [K + L], let

mi = 2i−1 − 1. The splitting parameter vector is chosen

based on α as follows. For i ∈ [K + L] \ {1}, let

ji = ji(αi) =

{
⌊αimi⌋+ 1, if αi ∈ [0, 1),

mi, if αi = 1,

ǫi = ǫi(αi) = αimi − ji(αi) + 1.

This corresponds to dividing the interval [0,mi] into mi

equal subintervals and choosing ǫi as the normalized posi-

tion of αimi within the subinterval containing it. Thus, this

defines, for every parameter vector α, a product distribution

pX1
pX2a

pX2b
· · · pXKa

pXKb
p
Ŷ1cŶ1d|Y1

· · · p
ŶLcŶLd|YL

. The de-

coding order S is then assigned as follows. Let A[K+L]

be a generalized order defined recursively. Starting from

2We assume that permutation S is well-ordered in the sense that ia appears
before ib for each i ∈ [K] \ {1}, and ic appears before id for each i ∈ [L].

A[4] :

S :

34 4841 31 42 21 43 32 44 11 45 33 46 2247

j3 = 1 j4 = 6j2 = 1

1c 2a 1d 1 2c 2b 2d

Fig. 5: Generalized order for K = 2 and L = 2. Bold entries correspond to
the active elements when j2 = 1, j3 = 1 and j4 = 6.

A[1] = (11), A[i] is obtained by interleaving A[i−1] with

(i1, i2, . . . , i(2i−1)). For example, A[2] = (21, 11, 22) and

A[3] = (31, 21, 32, 11, 33, 22, 34). Given the generalized order

A[K+L], the elements iji and i(ji+1) are labeled as active for

each i ∈ [K + L] \ {1}. The element 11 is always labeled as

active. Then, the decoding order S is assigned by reading the

active elements in their order of appearance in A[K+L], while

relabeling the elements to their corresponding entry in P . As

an example, Fig. 5 shows the assigned decoding order S when

K = 2, L = 2, and the active indices are j2 = 1, j3 = 1 and

j4 = 6. This would correspond to a decoding order as in the

example given previously.

Now, let a = (a1, . . . , a2(K+L)−1) be such that ak = 1
if Sk ∈ P1 and ak = 0 if Sk ∈ P2, and let b =
(b1, . . . , b2(K+L)−1) be such that

bk =





1 if ak = 1 and Sk = 1,

i if ak = 1 and Sk ∈ {ia, ib} for i ∈ [K] \ {1},

j if ak = 0 and Sk ∈ {jc, jd} for j ∈ [L].

Hence, in the previous example, we have a =
(0, 1, 0, 1, 0, 1, 0) and b = (1, 2, 1, 1, 2, 2, 2). Moreover, we

define Ik and Jk as the sets of indices for previously decoded

channel inputs and quantization codewords respectively, i.e.,

for k ∈ [2(K + L)− 1],

Ik = {i ∈ P1 : Sℓ = i for some ℓ ∈ [k − 1]},

Jk = {i ∈ P2 : Sℓ = i for some ℓ ∈ [k − 1]}.
In the previous example, when k = 5, we have I5 =
{1, 2a} and J5 = {1c, 1d}. To the kth decoded virtual

input/quantization codeword, we associate the rate

βSk
=

{
I(XSk

; ŶJk
, XIk

) if ak = 1,

I(Ybk ; ŶSk
| ŶJk

, XIk
) if ak = 0,

This defines a rate-fronthaul tuple (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL)
such that R1 = β1, Rk = βka + βkb for each k ∈ [K] \ {1},

and Cℓ = βℓc + βℓd for each ℓ ∈ [L]. One can check that

C([L])−R([K])
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Ŷ n

2c

p(y1, y2|x1, x2)

Y n

1

Y n

2
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Fig. 6: Coding scheme for the two-user, two-relay uplink C-RAN problem using a multiple-access channel code and a Berger–Tung code.

=
∑M

k=1:
ak=0

I(Ybk ; ŶSk
| ŶJk

, XIk
)−

∑M
k=1:
ak=1

I(XSk
; ŶJk

, XIk
)

=
∑M

k=1:
ak=0

(
I(Ybk ; ŶSk

)− I(ŶSk
; ŶJk

)
)

−
∑M

k=1:
ak=0

I(ŶSk
;XIk

| ŶJk
)−

∑M
k=1:
ak=1

I(XSk
; ŶJk

, XIk
)

= I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 )−
∑M

k=1:
ak=0

H(ŶSk
| ŶJk

)−
∑M

k=1:
ak=1

H(XSk
)

+
∑M

k=1:
ak=0

H(ŶSk
|XIk

, ŶJk
) +

∑M
k=1:
ak=1

H(XSk
| ŶJk

, XIk
)

= I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 )−H(Ŷ L
1 )−H(XK

1 ) +H(XK
1 , Ŷ

L
1 )

= I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 )− I(XK
1 ; Ŷ L

1 ) = I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 |XK
1 ),

where we used M = 2(K + L) − 1. Hence, (R1, . . . , RK ,

C1, . . . , CL) ∈ D. Therefore, this defines a continuous func-

tion Ψ : [0, 1]K+L−1 → D, which maps the parameter vector

α into a point on the dominant face D. The main ingredient

of the proof of Theorem 4 is to show that this mapping

is onto, i.e., for each point on the dominant face D of the

joint decoding rate region, there exists a parameter vector α

(and, hence, a splitting parameter vector ǫ and a decoding

order S) that can achieve this point through splitting each

channel input and quantization codeword at most once. To

show that the mapping Ψ is onto, one can use, as in [31],

the notion of degree of a continuous function. Namely, if a

continuous function that is defined over two convex polytopes

has a nonzero degree, and if the function maps the boundary

of its domain to the boundary of its range, then the function

should be onto. To show that the sufficient conditions hold

for our function Ψ, the proof would follow very similarly as

that of [31, Theorem 10], and, hence, the details are omitted

here. Note that [31] uses the structure of the dominant face

of the multiple-access channel capacity region; therefore, one

should, wherever needed, instead utilize the structure of the

dominant face of the joint decoding rate region of uplink C-

RAN’s, which we have precisely established in Section IV-A.

D. Coding for Uplink C-RAN’s Using Point-to-Point Codes

The result that the function Ψ is continuous and onto

implies that, by splitting each channel input and quanti-

zation codeword once, one can represent every point on

the dominant face of the K-user, L-relay rate region as

a corner point in the higher-dimensional rate region of

a (2K − 1)-user, (2L)-relay uplink C-RAN problem with

“virtual” inputs (X1, X2a, X2b, . . . , XKa, XKb) and “virtual”

outputs (Ŷ1c, Ŷ1d, . . . , ŶLc, ŶLd). The proof of Theorem 4 is

then completed by constructing a coding scheme that can

achieve the corner points of the higher-dimensional rate region

using point-to-point codes. For this purpose, we refer to the

Lego-brick approach to coding [23, Appendix L], where an

explicit code construction for the K-user, L-relay uplink C-

RAN problem is given that uses at most 2(K + L) point-

to-point codes designed for symmetric channels and achieves

a corner point in the joint decoding rate region. Note that,

by the equivalence of joint decoding and successive decoding

(Theorem 1), it holds that the construction in [23] can achieve

any corner point in the joint decoding rate region of uplink C-

RAN’s. Hence, by using the same construction to code for the

higher-dimensional (2K − 1)-user, (2L)-relay uplink C-RAN

problem, one needs at most 4(K+L)−2 point-to-point codes

that are designed for symmetric channels to achieve any point

on the dominant face of the joint decoding rate region (not just

the corner points). This completes the proof of Theorem 4.

Fig. 6 shows the application of the code constructions

in [23] to the two-user, two-relay uplink C-RAN problem

with rate splitting and quantization splitting. The coding

scheme uses a multiple-access channel code and a Berger–

Tung code. The multiple-access channel code is designed for

the channel p(ŷ1c, ŷ1d, ŷ2c, ŷ2d |x1, x2a, x2b) and targets chan-

nel input distributions p(x1)p(x2a)p(x2b), which are derived

from the rate splitting and quantization splitting procedures.

The Berger–Tung code is designed for a source distribution

p(y1, y2) and targets source-reconstruction conditional distri-

butions p(ŷ1c, ŷ1d |y1)p(ŷ2c, ŷ2d |y2), which are due to quanti-

zation splitting. Note that the multiple-access channel code can

be implemented using six point-to-point channel codes, and

the Berger–Tung code can be implemented using eight point-

to-point channel codes, as described in Appendices G and I

of [23], respectively. Finally, we note that the coding scheme

of Fig. 6 successively decodes the quantization codewords

first, and then the user messages; nonetheless, other decoding

orders can be readily employed by modifying the design

channels of the constituent point-to-point channel codes.

V. THE DOWNLINK C-RAN PROBLEM

In this section, we consider the downlink C-RAN problem,

and show analogous results as those presented in Sections III

and IV for the uplink C-RAN problem. First, we show the

equivalence of the rate regions that can be achieved by joint

and successive encoding, as defined in Section II-B.

A. Equivalence of Joint Encoding sand Successive Encoding

The main result of this part is the following theorem.

Theorem 15. The achievable rate region of joint encoding

is equivalent to that of successive encoding for the downlink

C-RAN problem, i.e., RJE = RSE .
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To prove Theorem 15, we describe a procedure to find the

corner points of the rate region RJE . This can be done by

finding the intersection points of the hyperplanes defined by

the set of inequalities in (4). As in the uplink setting, we will

derive the coordinates of a corner point of RJE by solving for

the intersection points in some prescribed order. Towards, this

end, let SK+L be a permutation of (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL)
that is set iteratively as in equation (15) at the top of this page,

where (Ik,Jk, ak, bk) are defined as in (7) and (9). Note that

the iterative procedure corresponds to setting the inequality

in (4) to equality, with
{
T = Ik ∪ {bk} and S = Jk if ak = 1,

T = Ik and S = Jk ∪ {bk} if ak = 0.
(14)

The following two lemmas show that the procedure de-

scribed by (15) gives an explicit way of finding any corner

point of the joint encoding rate region, which can be seen as

an analogous result as that of Lemmas 2 and 3 for the uplink

C-RAN case. We omit the details of the proofs as they follow

very similarly as in Lemmas 2 and 3.

Lemma 16. The procedure described by equations (15) is

equivalent to setting, for each k ∈ [K + L],

Sk =

{
I(Ubk ;Ybk)− I(Ubk ;UIk

, XJk
) if ak = 1,

I(Xbk ;UIk
, XJk

) if ak = 0.
(16)

Lemma 17. The procedure described by (15) gives a corner

point of the rate region RDDF .

The proof of Theorem 15 then follows by showing that ev-

ery corner point of RJE belongs to RSE , where a corner point

of RJE is completely defined in (16) for some permutation

SK+L of (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL). Hence, by defining the

encoding order π = (π1, . . . , πK+L) as

πk =

{
Ubk if ak = 1,

Xbk if ak = 0,
(17)

and comparing the expression (16) with the rate region (6) of

successive encoding, it follows that the corner point SK+L of

RJE is also a corner point of RSE when the decoding order

π is used. This completes the proof of Theorem 15.

B. Achieving Joint Encoding Region via Point-to-Point Codes

Similar to the uplink setting, one can construct a coding

scheme that achieves any rate-fronthaul point in the joint

encoding rate region for the downlink C-RAN using at most

4(K +L)− 2 point-to-point codes. For space limitations, and

since the argument follows very similarly to existing work

and to derivations that have been made in this paper so far,

the details of the proof will be omitted.

The construction draws inspiration from [35], where a split-

ting technique (that is similar to quantization splitting) is used

to achieve any point in the rate region of Marton coding for

the K-user broadcast channel with at most 2K−1 splits of the

desired input distribution. A similar splitting approach can be

followed for the target distribution p(u1, . . . , uK , x1, . . . , xL)
of the downlink C-RAN problem. As in [35], a similar

inductive argument can be followed to show that at most

2(K + L) − 1 splits of the target distribution are needed to

achieve any point on the joint encoding rate region. Using the

code construction of downlink C-RAN’s from [23, Appendix

K], it follows that one can construct a coding scheme that

achieves any rate point in the joint encoding rate region using

at most 4(K + L)− 2 point-to-point codes.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

This paper presents a technique for achieving the entire rate-

fronthaul region of joint coding and compression for uplink

and downlink C-RAN’s. The technique presented is based

on rate splitting and quantization splitting, which are devel-

oped in the settings of coding for multiple-access channels

and distributed lossy compression, respectively. By leveraging

the code constructions in the recently-developed Lego-brick

framework [23], we are able to construct coding schemes that

achieve the entire rate-fronthaul region using point-to-point

channel codes that are designed for symmetric channels. Note

that the computational complexity of the proposed code con-

struction is governed by the encoding/decoding complexities

of the constituent point-to-point codes, which can be taken “off

the shelf”; hence, the coding schemes are friendly to hardware

implementation using existing coding blocks. As future work,

it is of particular interest to generalize the constructions in [23]

to utilize binary point-to-point channel codes when coding

for channels with non-binary inputs. This would allow one to

implement coded modulation schemes for general multi-user

settings, including cloud radio access networks.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF LEMMA 2

When k = 1, we have I1 = J1 = ∅. The result clearly

holds when a1 = 1. When a1 = 0, we have

I(Yb1 ; Ŷb1)− I(Ŷb1 ;X1, . . . ,K, Ŷ[L]\{b1})
(a)
= H(Ŷb1 |X1, . . . , XK)−H(Ŷb1 |Yb1)
(b)
= I(Yb1 ; Ŷb1 |X1, . . . , XK),

where (a) follows since Ŷb1 is independent of Ŷ[L]\{b1} given

(X1, . . . , XK), and (b) follows since Ŷb1 is independent of

(X1, . . . , XK) given Yb1 .

For k > 1, we proceed by induction. Let us first consider

the case when ak−1 = 1 and ak = 1. Thus, we have Ik =
Ik−1 ∪ {bk−1}, Jk = Jk−1 and Sk−1 = Rbk−1

. Hence, by

the iterative procedure in (8), we have

Sk = C(Jk−1)−R(Ik−1)−Rbk−1
− I(YJk−1

; ŶJk−1
|XK

1 )

+ I(Xbk , XIk
; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk})

(c)
= −I(Xbk−1

, XIk−1
; ŶJ c

k−1
|XIc

k−1
\{bk−1})

+ I(Xbk , XIk
; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk})

= −I(XIk
; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
) + I(Xbk , XIk

; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk})

= I(Xbk ; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk}),

where in (c) we used the induction hypothesis. Next, suppose

that ak−1 = 1 and ak = 0. Thus, we have Ik = Ik−1∪{bk−1},

Jk = Jk−1 and Sk−1 = Rbk−1
. Hence, by the iterative

procedure in (8), we have

Sk = R(Ik−1) +Rbk−1
− C(Jk−1)− I(XIk

; ŶJ c

k
\{bk} |XIc

k
)
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Iterative procedure: Given a permutation SK+L of (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL), for each k ∈ [K + L], set

Sk =

{
C(Jk)−R(Ik)+

∑
i∈Ik∪{bk}

I(Ui;Yi)−I∗(UIk∪{bk})−I
∗(XJk

)−I(UIk
, Ubk ;XJk

) if ak = 1,

R(Ik)−C(Jk)−
∑

i∈Ik
I(Ui;Yi)+I

∗(UIk
)+I∗(XJk∪{bk})+I(UIk

;XJk
, Xbk) if ak = 0.

(15)

+ I(YJk−1∪{bk}; ŶJk−1∪{bk} |X
K
1 )

= R(Ik−1) +Rbk−1
− C(Jk−1)− I(XIk

; ŶJ c

k
\{bk} |XIc

k
)

+ I(YJk−1
; ŶJk−1

|XK
1 ) + I(Ybk ; Ŷbk |X

K
1 )

= I(Xbk−1
, XIk−1

; ŶJ c

k−1
|XIc

k−1
\{bk−1}) + I(Ybk ; Ŷbk |X

K
1 )

− I(XIk
; ŶJ c

k
\{bk} |XIc

k
)

= I(Ybk ; Ŷbk |X
K
1 ) + I(XIk

; Ŷbk |XIc

k
, ŶJ c

k
\{bk})

(e)
= H(Ŷbk |XIc

k
, ŶJ c

k
\{bk})−H(Ŷbk |Ybk)

= I(Ybk ; Ŷbk)− I(Ŷbk ;XIc

k
, ŶJ c

k
\{bk}),

where (e) follows since Ŷbk is independent of ŶJ c

k
\{bk} given

(X1, . . . , XK), and Ŷbk is independent of (X1, . . . , XK) given

Ybk . The result for the remaining cases of (ak−1, ak) follows

similarly as the previous two cases, and is omitted for brevity.

APPENDIX B: PROOF OF LEMMA 3

Let us first consider the case of ak = 1. Recall that the pro-

cedure described by (8) corresponds to setting the inequality

in (1) to equality, with S = S1 , Ik∪{bk} and T = T1 , Jk

We want to show that the inequality in (1) would be inactive

for any other choice of S and T that allows to solve for

Sk. More precisely, we want to show that by setting the

inequality in (1) to equality with S = S2 , A ∪ {bk}
and T = T2 , B for any arbitrary sets A ⊆ Ik and

B ⊆ Jk, we get a larger communication rate for Rbk , and

hence, the corresponding inequality is inactive. Note that for

our choice of S = S1 and T = T1, we have by Lemma 2 that

Rbk = Sk = I(Xbk ; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk}), while under the choice

of S = S2 and T = T2, we get

R̃bk = C(B)−R(A)− I(YB; ŶB |X1, . . . , XK)

+ I(Xbk , XA; ŶBc |XAc\{bk})
(a)

≥ −I(XA; ŶBc |XAc) + I(Xbk , XA; ŶBc |XAc\{bk})

= I(Xbk ; ŶBc |XAc\{bk}),

where (a) holds by the inequalities governed by the rate

region (1) with S = A and T = B. It follows that

R̃bk −Rbk ≥ I(Xbk ; ŶBc |XAc\{bk})− I(Xbk ; ŶJ c

k
|XIc

k
\{bk})

(b)
= I(Xbk ; ŶBc , XAc\{bk})− I(Xbk ; ŶJ c

k
, XIc

k
\{bk})

(c)

≥ 0,

where (b) follows since (X1, . . . , XK) are mutually indepen-

dent, and (c) follows since A ⊆ Ik and B ⊆ Jk.

Now, consider the case of ak = 0. The procedure described

by (8) corresponds to setting the inequality in (1) to equality,

with S = S3 , Ik and T = T3 , Jk ∪ {bk}. We want

to show that by setting the inequality in (1) to equality

with S = S4 , A and T = T4 , B ∪ {bk}, we get a

smaller compression rate for Cbk . Note that for our choice

of S = S3 and T = T3, we have by Lemma 2 that

Cbk = Sk = I(Ybk ; Ŷbk)−I(Ŷbk ;XIc

k
, ŶJ c

k
\{bk}), while under

the choice S = S4 and T = T4, we get

C̃bk = R(A)− C(B) + I(YB, Ybk ; ŶB, Ŷbk |X
K
1 )

− I(XA; ŶBc\{bk} |XAc)

= R(A)− C(B) + I(YB; ŶB |XK
1 ) + I(Ybk ; Ŷbk |X

K
1 )

− I(XA; ŶBc\{bk} |XAc)
(d)

≤ I(Ybk ; Ŷbk |X
K
1 ) + I(XA; ŶBc |XAc)

− I(XA; ŶBc\{bk} |XAc)
(e)
= I(Ybk ; Ŷbk)− I(Ŷbk ;X

K
1 ) + I(XA; Ŷbk |XAc , ŶBc\{bk})

(f)
= I(Ybk ; Ŷbk)− I(Ŷbk ;XAc , ŶBc\{bk}),

where (d) holds by the inequalities governed by the rate

region (1) with S = A and T = B, (e) follows since Ŷbk is

independent of (X1, . . . , XK) given Ybk , and (f) holds since

Ŷbk is independent of ŶBc\{bk} given (X1, . . . , XK) for any

subset B. It follows that

C̃bk−Cbk≤I(Ŷbk ;XIc

k
, ŶJ c

k
\{bk})−I(Ŷbk ;XAc , ŶBc\{bk})≤0,

where the last inequality holds since A ⊆ Ik and B ⊆ Jk.

Therefore, in both cases ak = 1 and ak = 0, the only active

inequality is the one corresponding to the choice of S and

T given in (10); hence, one can only consider this inequality

when finding the coordinate Sk of a corner point of RJD ,

which is precisely the procedure done in (8).

APPENDIX C: PROOF OF LEMMA 7

Define C =
{
(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) : ∀S ⊆ [K], T ⊆

[L], I(YT ; ŶT |XK
1 ) − I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc) ≤ C(T ) − R(S) ≤

I(YT ; ŶT |XS)
}
. Clearly, if (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ C,

then (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ RJD , C([L])− R([K]) =
I(Y L

1 ; Ŷ L
1 |XK

1 ), and, thus, (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ D,

and C ⊆ D.

Conversely, let (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ D, and con-

sider S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L]. Since (R1, . . . , RK ,

C1, . . . , CL) ∈ RJD, then C(T )−R(S) ≥ I(YT ; ŶT |XK
1 )−

I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc). Moreover,

C(T )−R(S) = C([L])−R([K])− (C(T c)−R(Sc))
(a)

≤ I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 |XK
1 )−

(
I(YT c ; ŶT c |XK

1 )−I(XSc ; ŶT |XS)
)

= I(YT ; ŶT |X1, . . . , XK) + I(XSc ; ŶT |XS)

= I(YT ; ŶT )− I(ŶT ;X1, . . . , XK) + I(XSc ; ŶT |XS)

= I(YT ; ŶT )− I(ŶT ;XS) = I(YT ; ŶT |XS),

where (a) holds since (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ D. There-

fore, D ⊆ C, and the result follows.

APPENDIX D: PROOF OF LEMMA 8

Let (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ FS,T , i.e., (R1, . . . , RK ,

C1, . . . , CL) ∈ D and C(T ) − R(S) = I(YT ; ŶT |XS). Let

A ⊆ S,B ⊆ T . Then C(B)−R(A) ≤ I(YB; ŶB |XA) and

C(B)−R(A) = C(T )−R(S)− (C(T \ B)−R(S \ A))

≥ I(YT ; ŶT |XS)− I(YT \B; ŶT \B |XS\A)

= I(YB; ŶB)− I(ŶB; ŶT \B)− I(XS ; ŶT ) + I(XS\A; ŶT \B)
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= I(YB; ŶB)− I(ŶB;XS , ŶT \B) + I(ŶB;XS | ŶT \B)

− I(XS ; ŶT ) + I(XS\A; ŶT \B)

= I(YB; ŶB |XS , ŶT \B)− I(XS ; ŶT \B) + I(XS\A; ŶT \B)

= I(YB; ŶB |XS , ŶT \B)− I(XA; ŶT \B |XS\A).

Hence, (RS , CT ) ∈ DS,T . Let A ⊆ Sc and B ⊆ T c. We have

C(B)−R(A)

= C([L])−R([K])−C(T )+R(S)−C(T c \B)+R(Sc \A)

≤ I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 |XK
1 )− I(YT ; ŶT |XS)

−
(
I(YT c\B; ŶT c\B |XK

1 )− I(XSc\A; ŶT , ŶB |XA, XS)
)

= I(YT ; ŶT |XK
1 ) + I(YB; ŶB |XK

1 )− I(YT ; ŶT |XS)

+ I(XSc\A; ŶT , ŶB |XA, XS)

= I(YB; ŶB)− I(XK
1 ; ŶB)− I(XSc ; ŶT |XS)

+ I(XSc\A; ŶT , ŶB |XA, XS)

= I(YB; ŶB)− I(XA, XS , ŶT ; ŶB)− I(XA; ŶT , XS)

= I(YB; ŶB |XA, XS , ŶT )− I(XA; ŶT , XS)

= fub
Sc,T c|S,T (A,B).

Similarly, one can show that C(B) − R(A) ≥
I(Y L

1 ; Ŷ L
1 |XK

1 )−I(YT ; ŶT |XS)−I(YT c\B; ŶT c\B |XSc\A)
= f lb

Sc,T c|S,T (A,B), and, hence, (RSc , CT c) ∈ DSc,T c|S,T .

Conversely, let (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) be such that

(RS , CT ) ∈ DS,T and (RSc , CT c) ∈ DSc,T c|S,T . Then, we

have C(T )−R(S) = I(YT ; ŶT |XS), and C(T c)−R(Sc) =
I(YT c ; ŶT c |XSc , XS , ŶT )− I(XSc ; ŶT , XS). It follows that

C([L])−R([K]) = C(T ) + C(T c)−R(S)−R(Sc)

= I(YT ; ŶT )− I(XS ; ŶT ) + I(YT c ; ŶT c)

− I(ŶT ; ŶT c)− I(XK
1 ; ŶT c | ŶT )− I(XSc ; ŶT |XS)

= I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 )− I(XK
1 ; Ŷ L

1 ) = I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 |XK
1 ).

It remains to show that C(B) − R(A) ≤ I(YB; ŶB |XA) for

each A ⊆ [K] and B ⊆ [L]. Let A = M∪N and B = P∪Q,

where M ⊆ S, N ⊆ Sc, P ⊆ T and Q ⊆ T c. Then,

C(B)−R(A) = C(P)−R(M) + C(Q)−R(N )

≤I(YP ; ŶP |XM)+I(YQ; ŶQ | ŶT , XS)−I(XN ; ŶQ, ŶT , XS)

= I(YP∪Q; ŶP∪Q) + I(ŶP ; ŶQ)− I(XM; ŶP)

− I(ŶQ; ŶT , XS)− I(XN ; ŶQ, ŶT , XS)
(a)

≤ I(YP∪Q; ŶP∪Q) + I(ŶP ; ŶQ)− I(XM; ŶP)

− I(ŶQ; ŶP , XM)− I(XN ; ŶQ, ŶP , XM)

= I(YP∪Q; ŶP∪Q)− I(XM; ŶP , ŶQ)− I(XN ; ŶQ, ŶP , XM)

= I(YP∪Q; ŶP∪Q)− I(XM∪N ; ŶP∪Q) = I(YB; ŶB |XA),

where (a) follows since M ⊆ S and P ⊆ T . Hence,

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ FS,T , which proves the claim.

APPENDIX E: PROOF OF LEMMA 9

Let us first start by showing that (b) implies (a). Let

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ D, i.e., C([L]) − R([K]) =
I(Y L

1 ; Ŷ L
1 |XK

1 ). Since D = DS,T ×DSc,T c , this implies that

C([L])−R([K]) = C(T )−R(S) + C(T c)−R(Sc)

= I(YT ; ŶT |XS) + I(YT c ; ŶT c |XSc)

= I(YT ; ŶT ) + I(YT c ; ŶT c)− I(XS ; ŶT )− I(XSc ; ŶT c).

Note I(Y L
1 ; Ŷ L

1 |XK
1 ) = I(YT ; ŶT |XK

1 ) + I(YT c ; ŶT c |XK
1 )

= I(YT ; ŶT )+I(YT c ; ŶT c)−I(XS ; ŶT )−I(XSc ; ŶT |XS)−
I(XSc ; ŶT c) − I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc). By equating the two equa-

tions, we have I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc) = 0 and I(XSc ; ŶT |XS) =
0, and, thus, (a) holds.

Now, we prove the other direction. By condition (a), the

independence of XS and XSc , and the fact that ŶT and ŶT c

are conditionally independent given (X1, . . . , XK), we have

I(XS , ŶT ;XSc , ŶT c) = 0. (18)

Let (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ DS,T × DSc,T c . By the

same derivation as before, we have that C([L]) − R([K]) =
I(Y L

1 ; Ŷ L
1 |XK

1 ). We need to further show that for every

A ⊆ [K], B ⊆ [L], we have C(B)−R(A) ≤ I(YB; ŶB |XA).
Let A = M∪N and B = P ∪ Q, where M ⊆ S, N ⊆ Sc,

P ⊆ T and Q ⊆ T c. It follows that

C(B)−R(A) = C(P)−R(M) + C(Q)−R(N )

≤ I(YP ; ŶP)− I(XM; ŶP) + I(YQ; ŶQ)− I(XN ; ŶQ)

= I(YP∪Q; ŶP∪Q) + I(ŶP ; ŶQ)− I(XM; ŶP )− I(XN ; ŶQ)
(a)
= I(YB; ŶB)− I(XM∪N ; ŶP∪Q) = I(YB; ŶB |XA),

where (a) holds by the fact any term in the chain

rule expansion of (18) should be zero. This implies that

(R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ D, and, thus, DS,T ×DSc,T c ⊆
D. Meanwhile, observation (18) allows to express DS,T as

DS,T =
{
(RS , CT ) : ∀A ⊆ S,B ⊆ T , I(YB; ŶB |XS , ŶBc)−

I(XA; ŶBc |XAc) ≤ C(B) − R(A) ≤ I(YB; ŶB |XA)
}
. By

the Fourier–Motzkin elimination method [36, Theorem 1.4],

it can be shown that DS,T is the projection of D onto

the coordinates indexed by (S, T ). Similarly, DSc,T c is the

projection of D onto the coordinates indexed by (Sc, T c).
Hence, D ⊆ DS,T ×DSc,T c . This completes the proof.

APPENDIX F: PROOF OF LEMMA 10

Clearly, (a) implies (b) since dim(D) = dim(DS,T ) +
dim(DSc,T c) ≤ |S|+ |T | − 1+ |Sc|+ |T c| − 1 < K +L− 1.
To show that (b) implies (a), we proceed by contradiction.

Assume that D 6= DS,T × DSc,T c for each S ⊆ [K] and

T ⊆ [L] such that S ∪ T 6= ∅ and Sc ∪ T c 6= ∅. By

Lemma 9, this means, for each allowed (S, T ), we either have

I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc) > 0 or I(XSc ; ŶT |XS) > 0. This implies

I(YT ; ŶT |XK
1 )− I(XS ; ŶT c |XSc) < I(YT ; ŶT |XS) (19)

for each S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L] such that S ∪ T 6= ∅ and

Sc ∪ T c 6= ∅. Let (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL) ∈ D. Then,

CL is uniquely determined by (R1, . . . , RK , C1, . . . , CL−1).
Let D̃ denote the restriction of D to the first K + L − 1
coordinates. Therefore, dim(D) = dim(D̃). For a given

S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L − 1] such that S ∪ T 6= ∅, let

H̃+
S,T denote the hyperplane in R

K+L−1 such that C(T ) −

R(S) = I(YT ; ŶT |XS), and let H̃−
S,T denote the hyperplane

in R
K+L−1 such that C(T ) − R(S) = I(YT ; ŶT |XK

1 ) −
I(XS ; Ŷ[L−1]\T |XSc). Let P̃S,T be the polyhedron bounded

by H̃+
S,T and H̃−

S,T , i.e., P̃S,T is defined by I(YT ; ŶT |XK
1 )−
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I(XS ; Ŷ[L−1]\T |XSc) ≤ C(T ) − R(S) ≤ I(YT ; ŶT |XS).

Following (19), we have dim(P̃S,T ) = K + L − 1. Let

C =
(⋂

i∈[K] P̃{i},∅

)⋂(⋂
j∈[L−1] P̃∅,{j}

)
denote the con-

vex polytope bounded by constant hyperplanes. Follow-

ing (19), we also have dim(C) = K +L− 1. By the Fourier–

Motzkin elimination method [36, Theorem 1.4], it holds that

D̃ =
⋂

S⊆[K], T ⊆[L−1]:S∪T 6=∅ P̃S,T . Starting from C, we add

each P̃S,T , one by one, in order to construct D̃. We want to

show that, at each step, the dimension of the resulting convex

polytope remains K + L− 1, just as the dimension of C. Let

P̃ be the convex polytope at some step of this procedure, and

let S ⊆ [K] and T ⊆ [L − 1] be such that S ∪ T 6= ∅.

Define x1 ∈ P̃ ∩ H̃+
S,T ⊇ D̃ ∩ H̃+

S,T 6= ∅, x2 ∈ P̃ ∩ H̃−
S,T ⊇

D̃ ∩ H̃−
S,T 6= ∅, and let x = 1

2 (x1 + x2). Thus, by (19), there

exists an ǫ such that the ball Bǫ(x) with center x and radius ǫ

is contained in P̃S,T . But since P̃ is convex, then x ∈ P̃ , and

thus, dim(P̃ ∩ P̃S,T ) ≥ dim(P̃ ∩Bǫ(x)) = K + L− 1. This

implies that dim(D) = K +L− 1, which is a contradiction.
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