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Abstract

We explore the capacity and generalized degrees of freedotheotwo-user GaussialX channel, i.e. a
generalization of the user interference channel where there is an independesagefrom each transmitter to each
receiver. There are three main results in this paper. Rirstcharacterize the sum capacity of the deterministic X
channel model under a symmetric setting. Second, we clesizethe generalized degrees of freedom of the Gaussian
X channel under a similar symmetric model. Third, we exteral lbisy interference capacity characterization
previously obtained for the interference channel toxhehannel. Specifically, we show that thechannel associated
with noisy (very weak) interference channel has the same capacity as the noisy interference channel.
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. INTRODUCTION

Recent research in multi-user information theory has bdwmacterized by a surge of interest in the study of
capacity regions of wireless Gaussian networks. Much afititerest has been fueled by significant recent progress
in the search of the capacity region of wireless interfeeemetworks, a classical problem of multi-user information
theory. In their seminal work [1], Etkin, Tse and Wang appmtated the capacity region of the two-user Gaussian
interference channel to within one bit. Further insightitite capacity of the two-user Gaussian interference n&twor
was revealed in [2]-[4]. These references found that thediag strategy of treating interference as noise at each
receiver in the interference network is capacity optimaldcclass of interference channels, known as the “noisy
interference” channels. Recent results have also foundbajpations to the capacity regions of certain classes of
the K-user interference channel in the high signal-to-nois® 8NR) regime. Reference [5] approximated the
capacity region of the fully connected-user interference channel with time-varying channel fodehts as

C(SNR) = glog(SNR) + o(log(SNR))

where SNR represents the total transmit power of all nodeswiie local noise power at each receiver is normalized
to unity. In other words, it was shown that the time-varyiisiguser interference channel h@sdegrees of freedom.
Similar capacity approximations of th&-user (' > 2) interference channel with constant channel coefficients
(i.e., not time-varying or frequency-selective) are nobwkn in general.

From the recent advances in the study of interference chermmeany interesting and powerful tools related to
the study of general wireless networks have emerged. Referd] introduced the notion afeneralized degrees of
freedomto study the performance of various interference managesaiemes in the interference channel. As its
name suggests, the idea of generalized degrees of freedmmmeiseralization of the concept of degrees of freedom
originally introduced in [6]. The idea of generalized degg®f freedom is powerful because in the multiple access,
broadcast and two-user interference channels, achiewhlemes that are optimal from a generalized degrees
of freedom perspective also achieve within a constant nurabéits of capacity [7]. A useful technique in the
characterization of the generalized degrees of freedomwifedess network is the deterministic approach, originall
introduced in the context of relay networks [8]. The deteristic approach essentially maps a Gaussian network
to a deterministic channel, i.e, a channel whose outputsleterministic functions of its inputs. The deterministic
channel captures the essential structure of the Gauss@ameh but is significantly simpler to analyze. Reference
[7] showed that the deterministic approach leads to a cheaation of the generalized degrees of freedom of
wireless networks in the two-user interference networkictviieads to a constant bit approximation of its capacity.

In this paper, we explore the two-usé&fr channel - a network with two transmitters, two receivers &oa
independent messages - one corresponding to each trasrsradeiver pair. The degrees of freedom of the Gaussian
X channel have been found in [9], [10]. This work pursues a mefiaed characterization in terms of theneralized
degrees of freedom. Unlike the conventional degrees ofltneeperspective where all signals are approximately
equally strong in thelB scale, the generalized degrees of freedom perspectivadpsod richer characterization by
allowing the full range of relative signal strengths in thB scale. For example, consider the interference channel.
The strong and weak interference scenarios are not visibliné conventional degrees of freedom perspective
but become immediately obvious in the generalized degréég@dom framework. Now consider th€ channel
which is a generalization of the interference channel toemago where every transmitter has a message to every
receiver. One of the key features of té channel is that, unlike the two-user interference charnnhglovides
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Fig. 1. The two-user Gaussiaki channel

the possibility ofinterference alignmen9], [10]. Interference alignment refers to the constmietof signals such
that they overlap at receivers where they cause interferdna remain distinguishable at receivers where they are
desired. Interference alignment is the key to the degredseetiom characterizations of th€ channel with2 or
more users [11], and for the interference channel WBitor more users [5]. Since the potential for interference
alignment does not arise in tileuser interference channel, the two-ugérchannel provides the simplest possible
setting for interference alignment, in terms of the numbletransmitters/receivers and channel coefficients. It is
shown in [10] that, due to interference alignment, 2heéserX channel had /3 degrees of freedom (assuming time-
varying channels), while th2 user interference channel has onlgegree of freedom. In this work, we explore this
capacity advantage of th& channel over the interference channel in the richer cortteitie generalized degrees
of freedom. Specifically we quantify the benefits of integfeze alignment in terms of generalized degrees of
freedom and identify operating regimes where alignmemsiie X channel outperform the interference channel.
For simplicity, we will keep the number of channel parametera minimum by using the symmetric interference
channel as our benchmark and presenting our main resulthdéocorresponding symmetri&€ channel.

Our approach to solving the generalized degrees of freeddaheoX channel follows the deterministic approach
of [12]. We first introduce the deterministi& channel, and find a tight outerbound and achievable schenthdo
sum capacity of this channel in Sectibonl IV. In Sectioh V, wéeer the achievability and outerbound arguments
of Section1V to the GaussiaX channel yielding its generalized degrees of freedom. A sgcesult we obtain
is a generalization of the results of [2]-[4] to find the cdpaof the GaussianX channel for a class of channel
coefficients. We introduce the system model, formally deflme notion of generalized degrees of freedom, and
present the main results in the next section.

[I. SYSTEM MODEL
A. DeterministicX Channel

The deterministicX channel is physically the same channel as the determimmé&derence channel introduced
in [7], except that theX channel had independent messaggl’;1, Wia, War, Was } whereW;; is the message that
originates at transmittej and is intended for receivér Note that the interference channel has dhindependent
messages, e.g{Wi1, Wi} or {Wiy, Wo1}. The deterministic channel is shown is Hig. 2 and describedhb
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Fig. 2. On the left is an example of the deterministic intexfeee channel. On the right is the figure that shows only theasilevels
observed at each receiver.
input output equations

Y () = STTMX (8) + ST X (¢) @)
Yo(t) = ST X (£) + ST 22Xy (¢) @)

whereg = max(ni1, n21, ni2, n22), X;(t),Y;(t) € F4 for i = 1,2, andS is ag x ¢ shift matrix,

00 0 0
100 -+ 0

s=|o10 0 ®)
000 - 1

The message set and standard definitions and notations atthevable rates are similar to those in the Gaussian
setting. To avoid confusion, sometimes we add the subsdépto distinguish the notations for the deterministic
channel from those for the Gaussian channel.

B. The GaussiatX Channel

The two-user GaussiaN channel is described by the input-output equations

Yi(t) = HpXi(t) + HpXo(t) + Z1(t) (&)
Ya(t) = HanXi(t) + HapXo(t) + Zo(t) (5)



where at symbol indek Y;(t) andZ;(t) are the channel output symbol and additive white Gaussiae f8WGN)
respectively at receiver. X;(t) is the channel input symbol at transmitigand H;; is the channel gain coefficient
between transmitter and receiver; for all 4, j € {1,2}. All symbols are real and the channel coefficients do not
vary w.r.t symbol index. In the remainder of this paper, wppass time index if no confusion would be caused.
The AWGN is normalized to have zero mean and unit variancetla@dnput power constraint is given by

E[X?] <P, i=1,2. (6)

There are four independent messages inXhehannel:Wi,, Wia, Wai, Way whereW;; represents the message
from transmitter; to receiver.. We indicate the size of the message|By;;|. For codewords spannirij symbols,
ratesR;; = % are achievable if the probability of error for all messag®s lbe simultaneously made arbitrarily
small by choosing an appropriate large The capacity regio® of the X channel is the set of all achievable rate
tuplesR = (R1, R12, Ro1, R22). We indicate the sum capacity of tié channel byCs..

1) Generalized Degrees of Freedom (GDOFJo motivate our problem formulation, we briefly revisit the
framework for the generalized degrees of freedom chaiaatem of the symmetrianterferencechannel. The

interference channel is defined as:

Yi(t) = VSNRX(t) + VINRX(t) + Zi1(t) (7)
Yo(t) = VINRX(t) + VSNRX(t) + Za2(t) (8)
and with the parameter defined as follows
» log(INR)
“= log(SNR) ©
the GDOF metric is defined as [1],
d(a) = lim sup m (10)

SNR—oo 5 10g(SNR)

whereCx;(SNR «) is the sum capacity of the interference channel.

Since our main goal is to compare GDOF of thechannel with the interference channel, we use the same
symmetric interference channel model described above egplilgsical channel model for th® channel. There
is however, one notational difference. Since the termigpl8NR INR is not as appropriate for th& channel,
we instead use the parameteto substitute for these notions, resulting in the followsygstem model for theX
channel GDOF characterization:

Yi(t) = pXi(t) +Vp*Xa(t) + Z1(2) (11)
Ya(t) = Vp*Xi(t) +pXa(t) + Z2(t) (12)

In other words, we have séily; = Hayy = /p, Hi2 = Hy = +/p% and P, = P, = 1. Note that [(11), [(T2)
represent the same physical channelas [7), (8). Howeveneasioned earlier, unlike the interference channel the
X channel hasl independent messages - one from each transmitter to eaglreecThe GDOF characterization
for the X channel is defined as:

d(a) = lim sup M (13)
p—oc 7 log(p)



where Cx;(p, «) is the sum capacity of th& channel.

Note that we uséim sup to ensure thatl(«) always exits. The half in the denominator is because alladggn
and channel gains are real.

[1l. MAIN RESULTS
A. Sum Capacity of the Symmetric DeterministicChannel

The first main result of the paper is the characterizatiorhefsum capacity of the symmetric determinisiic
channel in the symmetric setting whetg, = nss = ng andnis = ne; = n.. This result is given in the following
theorem.

Theorem 3.1:The sum capacity’s.(n., nq) of the symmetric deterministi& channel, i.e., the deterministi&
channel wherev;; = n9s = n, andnis = nay = ng, IS

2ng — 2ne, 0§:—:<%
21, % < Z—d < %
2(ng — 3nc), §< B <1
Cs(ne,na) = nd, Ne = Ng (14)
2(ne — %nd), 1< e < %
2ng, $< <2
2n. — 2ng, e > 2

B. Generalized Degrees of Freedom of the Symmetric GausSi@thannel

The second main result of this paper builds upon the resukhaoreni 3.1l to find the generalized degrees of
freedom characterization (shown in Figlie 3) for the Gausii channel.

Theorem 3.2:The generalized degrees of freedaifa) of the symmetric GaussiaX channel can be charac-
terized as

2-2a, 0<a<i
2a, %§a<%
2—%04 %§a<1
dla) =< 1 a=1 (15)
2 4
2 F<a<?

20 —2 a > 2
For comparison, Figurg] 3 also shows the generalized degreé®edom characterization of the symmetric

interference channel as obtained in [1]. For valuesvof 2/3, characterization ofi(«) is identical for both the
symmetric two-user Gaussian channel and the symmetric two-user Gaussian interferemaene! (See [1] Figure
[4.5). We prove this by showing that the Etkin-Tse-Wang (EToM)erbound derived for the interference channel
[1] holds for the X channel as well (See Theordm15.3). The ETW outerbound i$ fighh a GDOF perspective
in the interference channel far < 2/3. Therefore, our extension of this outerbound implies tloatdf < 2/3 a
GDOF optimal achievable scheme is to 8t = W15 = ¢, so that theX channel operates as an interference
channel. For example, it < 1/2, settingWWa; = W15 = ¢ and treating interference as noise is GDOF optimal in
the X channel, since it is optimal in the corresponding interieezchannel [1]. Similarly, we show that far> %
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Fig. 3. Generalized Degrees of Freedom of the symmefrichannel, and a comparison the theiser interference channel

it is GDOF optimal to setV,, = W11 = ¢ and operate th& channel as an interference channel with messages
Wio andWo;. It must be noted that for both < 2/3 anda > 3/2 the GDOF optimal achievable scheme operates
the X channel asveakinterference channel by setting the appropriate messageslit For2/3 < o < 3/2, we
propose an interference alignment based achievable scloeriee X channel. Thus, in this regime, thé channel
performs better than the interference channel by explpitive possibility of interference alignment.

C. Capacity of the “Noisy” Gaussiatk Channel

References [2]-[4] showed that in the interference charioeh class of channel coefficients, encoding messages
using Gaussian codebooks and decoding desired messagesabigg interference as noise at each receiver is
capacity optimal. Our last main result extends this conctugo the X channel as well. We show that if 2
user interference channel satisfies the noisy interferenaditions obtained in [2]-[4] then the correspondikg
channel obtained by allowing all transmitters to commuteioaith all receivers, has the same sum capacity as
the original noisy interference channel. This is a surpgsiesult since it implies that for a class &f channels,
interference alignment has no capacity benefit. The reslttshfor the general (asymmetric¥ channel and is
stated as such in Theordm 6.1 in Secfion VI. For simplicity reestate the result here for the symmetric case



(H11 = Hyo = 1,H12 = Hoy = h, P, = P, = P) in a notation consistent with [4], as follows.
Noisy “Symmetric” X Channel Result: [f (1+ h?P)| < i, then the sum capacity of the Gaussi&nchannel
is given byCy, = log (1 + H%). Similarly, if |h| > 2(1 + P) then the sum capacity of the Gaussi&nchannel

1+P )"
The condition|A (1 + h*P)| < 1 is the same as the noisy interference condition in [4]. It msethat when the

is given byCys, = log (1 + h2P>

cross-links are too weak, there is no sum-capacity benefibmmunicating messages over those linksghannel
operation), even though it rules out interference aligninand we are better off just communicating on the direct
links while treating the weak interference as noise. Thasthis case messagég;,, Wy, do not increase sum
capacity of theX channel.

The other conditionk| > 2(1+ P) refers to a strong cross-channel scenario. It says that #ieecross-links are
too strong relative to direct links, then sum capacity isieadd by communicating only over the strong cross-links
and treating the weak interference received over the dimgkct as noise. In this case, messagiés , W5, do not
increase the sum capacity of tii& channel.

Notation: In the rest of this paper, we use the notation

for any sequencel.

IV. SuM CAPACITY OF THE SYMMETRIC DETERMINISTIC X CHANNEL

The deterministicX channel model is described in the symmetric setting by:

Y1 () = ST7X, (1) + ST Ko 1) (16)
Yg(t) =S "X, (t) + Sq_ndXQ(t) (17)

whereq = max(n¢, ng).
To prove Theorerh 311, we use the following lemma.
Lemma 4.1:

Cz; (’I’Lc, ’I’Ld) = Cg(nd, ’I’Lc) (18)
The lemma follows trivially from the symmetry in th€ channel. We now proceed to derive the converse argument
for Theoren{3.1.

A. Upperbounds

In this section, we start from the capacity outerbounds lier (asymmetric) deterministi& channel, and then
we use the results to derive the capacity outerbounds fosyhemetric setting. The following lemma provides a
set of outerbounds for the achievable rate tugte;, R21, Ri2, Roo) Of the (asymmetric) deterministi& channel.

Theorem 4.2:The achievable rate tuple?;1, R21, Ri2, R22) of the deterministicX channel satisfies the follow-



ing inequalities.

Ri1 4 Riz + Rop < max (n11,n12) + (no2 — nia) ™ (19)
Ri1 4 Ro1 + Ry < max (ng1,n22) + (11 — nar) ™ (20)
Ri1 4 Ro1 + Rip < max (n11,n12) + (no1 —nar) ™ (21)
Ry1 4 Riz + Rap < max (ng1,n22) + (n12 — ngg) ™ (22)
Ri1 4 Ro1 + Riz + Rop < max (nq2, (n11 — na1) ™) + max (na1, (ng2 — ni2)™) (23)
Ri1 + Ro1 + Ri2 + Rop < max (nq1, (n12 — no2) ™) + max (nag, (no1 — ni1) ™) (24)

Proof:
The bound onR;; + R12 + Ra2, (19), is proved by a genie upperbound. Consider a genedaitiannel where
a genie provide$? "2X,, W19, andX; to receiver2. For a block lengthl’, we can boundRy, as follows.

T(Ry2—€) < I (W22,Y2( ), 817X, (M) g, Xy )) (25)
= 1 (Wan Xa @) + 1 (Wap Yo, 877X, i, | X, ) (26)
= 1 (Wi ST X, 817X, (1), W ) 27)
= 1 (Wagi 87X 1), 817X, (M) | W) (28)
= 1 (Wani 877 Xo ™) | Wiz) + 1 (Wagi ST X ) | Wig, 877 X,(T)) (29)

- H <Sq—n12X2(T) | W12> _H (Sq—n12X2(T) | W12,W22>
+H (SQ—n22X2(T) | W12, Sq—n12X2(T)> - H (Sq—”22X2(T) | W12’ Sq—n12X2(T)7 W22) (30)
= H (87X [ W) + H (87772 X,T) | Wip, 8172 X,(T)) (31)

where [27) and[(28) hold because all messages are indepesfdesmch other.[(31) follows from the fact that,
is a function of W5, Wa. Using Fano’s inequalityR;; + Ri2 can be bounded as follows.

T(Riy+Ris—¢) < I (WH, Wia; Y1<T>) (32)
= H (Yl(T)) —H <Y1<T> | Wi, W12> (33)
< H <Y1 ) H <Y1 | Wiy, Wia, ng) (34)
- H (Yl ) H <Y1 | Wiy, Wia, War, X1<T>> (35)
= H <Y1 ) H (sq mi2 X, (M) | W12> (36)

Adding (31) and[(3b), we have

T(Ri1+Ria+Rypp—¢) < H <Y1(T)) +H <Sq_n22X2(T) | Wia, Sq_"”Xz(T)) (37)
< T (max (’I’LH, ’I’L12) + (n22 — n12)+) . (38)

Letting ' — oo(e — 0), we prove [(IB). Similarly, we can provie (20), [21), ahd] (22).
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Next, the first bound orRy; + Ra; + R12 + Ras, (23), can be proved as follows. Consider a genie-aidedreian
where a genie provideS?~">*X; and W5; to receiverl. For a block lengthl’, using Fano’s inequality, we can
boundR;1 + Ry2 as the following.

T(Ri + Riz—€) < I(Wip, Wig; Y1 (1), 897X, (1) 17,)) (39)
= I(Wiy, Wi, Y1 D) 807X, () | yy) (40)
= I(Wiy, Wi; ST X, 1) | W) + I(Whp, Wi Y1) | 897X (D) Wyy)  (41)

= HEST"™X, T [ W) — H(ST™ X, D) | Way, Wiy, Wia)
+H(Y, D | 87X, (D) Wyy) — HY D) | 897 X D) Wy Wiy, Wha)  (42)
= H(ST™ XD | Way) + H(Y,1 T | 877X, 1) W)

—H(Y1 D | 8172 X, D) Wy, Wiy, Wip, X4 D)) (43)
= H(STX D) | Wyy) + H(Y D) | 877X, (1) Wyy)

—H(Y1D | Wiy, X, 1) (44)
= HST™ XD | Way) + H(Y, D | 89772 X, (1) Wy)

—H(ST™2X,T) | Wyy) (45)

Similarly, we have
T(Rg1 + Ry — €) < H(ST™2XoT) | Wio) + H(Yo ) | ST7m2X, () wiy) — H(ST™™2 X, (D) | Wy)  (46)

Adding (48) and[(46), we have

T(Ry—e€) < H(YZD 87X, W) + H(Y,D) | 897X, Why) (47)

< HY ;D 817X, D) 4 H(Y,T) | 892X, (1)) (48)

< T (max(niz, (n11 — n21)*) + max(na1, (no2 — ni2)™)) . (49)

Letting T' — oo, we prove [(ZB). Similarly, we can provie (24). [ |

After obtaining capacity outerbounds for the determiniskii channel, we use them to derive sum-capacity
upperbounds for the symmetric case.

Corollary 4.3: For any achievable scheme, the sum-r&te can be bounded as

g —2ne, 0<2e <
on,. Lo o
2(ng — %nc), 3< =<1

Ry, < Ry up £ ng, Ne = Ng
2(ne — 3nq), 1< =< 3
2ng, 3<2<2
2n. — 2ng, e > 2
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Proof: Consider any reliable coding scheme achieving sum Raie Then we can write

4 2 2
Ry, < 3 max (ne, ng) + g(nd —ne)t + g(nc —ng)" (50)
Ry, < 2max (ne,ng — ne) (51)
Ry, < 2max (ng,ne — nq) (52)

Inequalities [(Bll) and[(52) are direct results bfl1(23) and).(Z4 prove inequality [(50), we do the following.
Substitutingni; = nge = ng andniy = noy = n. into (19) to [22), adding the resulting inequalities togettand
dividing both sides by3, we obtain [(5D).

Further, for the symmetric deterministi€ channel, ifn. = ng4, then both receivers receive the same signals.
Thus, the achievable sum rate is bounded by the multiplesactigannel bound.

Ry, <ngq (53)

The result of Corollary_4]3 follows fromi_(50)-(b3). [ |

B. Achievable Schemes

The following theorem gives the sum capacity of the symrmoetdterministicX channel.
Theorem 4.4:The sum-capacity upperbound given in {4.3) is achievahigiv&lently,

CZ (na nd) = RE,up(na nd) (54)
Before we proceed to the proof, we will need the following fean
Lemma 4.5:Let n.,ny be positive integers such thétg e <1.Then

1) If n. is divisible by 3, then there exists a; x %= matrix V whose entries are fronf,* such that
rank([V Sna—ney  §Zna—ney Vnuu]) =Ny

whereV,,;; is ang x (ng — n.) whose column vectors form a basis for the nullspac&of "-
2) There exists &ny x n. matrix V whose entries are frorﬁFg’"d such that

rank([V AV A2V V,.u]) = 3n4

where
SNd_nc OTLd XNg OTLd XNg

T — ng—n
H - O?’LdXTLd S 4 ¢ OTLand

Nng—n.
Ond XNg Ond XNg S a ¢

andV,,; represents thn, x (3ng — 3n.) matrix whose column vectors form a basis for the nullspacH of
The proof of the lemma is placed in Appendix Il. We now procézgrove Theorerh 414.
Proof: We only discuss the achievable scheme for the caseithdtn,. The achievable schemes for > ny can
be obtained by using Corollafy 4.1. For the case thakK n,4, the achievable scheme is split into four different
regimes viz0 < e < 2, 2 < e <2 3 < le <] and e = 1,
Achievability for 2= = 1 is trivial, since an optimal achievable scheme déts = W5, = Wy = ¢ and uses

Nd

all the n4 levels for Wy, at transmitterl. We will treat the otheB cases below.
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Fig. 4. Signal levels at receivers fgr < ne < 3

Case 1:0< 2 < 2
We need to show thathax(2n, — 2n., 2n.) is achievable. Achievability follows by settindg>; = W12 = ¢ so that
the X channel operates as an interference channel. The capéaditg two-user deterministic interference channel
found in [7], [13] implies thatnax(2n4 — 2n., 2n.) is achievable in this regime.

Case 2:3 <2 <3
We show that a sum rate &fs; = 2n. is achievable in this regime using interference alignmest ¢the deterministic
set up. The achievable scheme achieves a rate;0f 2n. —n, for each oflW1, Wa,, and a rate oR;; = ng —n.
for Wi and Wo;.

At transmitteri, the topny — n. levels are used to transmiiv’;;, the nextng; — n. levels are used to transmit
Wi, the nextng — n. levels are kept zero, and the remainidg. — 2ny levels are used to transmit’;; for
(1,7) = (1,2),(2,1) (See Figuré 4). In other words, the achievable scheme tignd$on i = j,i,57 € {1,2}, a
ng X 1 column vectorX; which can be represented as

Xi _ [ I(nd—nc) ] X”(l) + O(Snd—Snc)X(SnC—an) X”(2)
Onc X (ng—n.) I(3nc—2nd)
O(nd—nc) X (ng—nc) A
+ I(nd—nc) Xij

O(an —ng)X(ng—mne)

wherel,,, represents the: x m identity matrix,Xn(l), X¢¢(2), Xij are column vectors of sizé€s;—n.) x 1, (3n.—
2nq) % 1, (ng—n.) x 1 respectivelyX;; (1), X;;(2) are used to encode messdgig andX;; is used to encod#’;;.
As illustrated in Fig[#, receiver can recover its intended messag€s, W;; without interference. Thus, we have
Ry, = 2n... Note that at receivet, interferenceX j;, X;; align at levelsng — n. + 1,14 — ne 4+ 2,- -, 2(ng — ne).
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Fig. 5. Achievable scheme for the symmetric determinisfichannel with(n., nqs) = (12,15)

Case 3:2 < ne <1
We first consider the case wherg is a multiple of3. For this regime, we show th&y = 2n,; — 2n./3 is
achievable.

1) Transmit SchemalNe use linear precoding at the transmitters. Mgt,; be ang x (ng — n.) times matrix
whose column vectors form a basis for the null spac&'df "< meaning that

Snd_ncvnull = Ondx(nd—nc)

At transmitteri, we use, as precoding vectors fr;;, column vectors of the matriXV V,,,;] whereV has
dimensionn, x %. We will shortly explain howV is chosen, but here we mention that the columnsvoare
linearly independent oV,,,;. Note that this implies tha8"+~"V has a full rank ofn./3. For W;;, we use
Sra—n<V as the precoding matrix so that, the transmitted code@ord¢an be represented as

X; = VXi(1) + Vo Xii(2) + 8™ VX (55)

for (4,7) € {(1,2),(2,1)}, whereX;;(1) andX;;(2) are column vectors of lengths./3 andn; — n. representing

the bits encodindV;;. X;; is an./3 dimensional column vector of bits encodii;;.
2) Receive Schem@&he received signal at receivércan be expressed as the following.

Y, = X;+8" "X, (56)
= VX (1) + Vo Xq1(2) + 8™V (le + X22(1)) + 82Ty Xy (57)
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Now, receiverl wishes to decodé(ll(l),XH@),Xlg using linear decoding. Notice that the interference from
X1, Xo9(1) aligns alongS™ V. Now, suppose we choo3é such that the columns of the matrix

G=[V SMTV STV V)

are linearly independent, then clearly receiveran decodé’;;, Wi» using linear decoding. Therefore, in order to
show achievability, we need to show that there ex\tso that the matriG has a full rank ofny. This is shown
in Lemmal4.b. A similar analysis shows that,Gf has full rank, then receivet can decode its desired messages
as well, using linear decoding.

Now, we consider the case whetg/3 is not an integer. In this case, we us@ symbol extension of the channel
represented below (Channel extensions have earlier beshimsachievable schemes in [5], [10], [14], [15])

Y, (3t) X; (3t) Sra—me 0 0 Xj (3t)
Yi3t+1) | =| X,63t+1) |+| o swme 0 X;(3t + 1) (58)
Yi(3t +2) Xi(3t + 2) 0 0o s || X3¢+ 2)

Notice that, over this extended channel, inputs and outargssymbols ovefg’"d. Like the case where, was
a multiple of 3, a linear precoding and decoding technique is applicabkr tivis extended channel. The only
difference in this case is that, we need to show that themst®eaBn, x n. matrix V such that the matrix

G=[V BV BV V,u]
has a full rank of3n,, whereV,,,; represents thé3n, — 3n.) basis elements of the null space Hi This is

shown in Lemma_4]5 as well. This completes the proof of acth#ity. An example of the scheme for the case
that (n., nq) = (12,15) is given in Figure_b.

[ |
V. GENERALIZED DEGREES OFFREEDOM OF THESYMMETRIC GAUSSIAN X CHANNEL
The main aim of this section is to prove Theorem| 3.2.
We first derive a useful property @f«) - the GDOF of the symmetric two-uséf channel
Lemma 5.1:
1
d(a) = ad(a) (59)
whered(«) represents the number of GDOF of the symmefichannel.
Proof: Please see Appendik | for the proof. [ |

The lemma is useful since we can first studéfyr) for o < 1 and then use Lemnia 5.1 to extend the results for
a>1.

The rest of this section is organized as follows. In the nekisection, i.e. in Sectidn_ V3A, we obtain capacity
outerbounds for the Gaussian channel. These bounds are analogous to those obtainedefatetierministicX
channel in the previous section. In Section V-B, we traesthé capacity outerbounds obtained in the next section



15

to obtain a GDOF outerbound of Theorém]|3.2. In Sedfion] V-C,use the insights obtained for the deterministic
X channel to show achievability af(«) as described in Theoreim 8.2.

We remind the that while the achievable schemes we desarbeatid for the symmetric case only, the capacity
outerbounds shown in Sectién V-A are valid for the genertilngg

A. Outerbounds for the Gaussian channel

In this section, we study outerbounds for tiechannel. We first present known outer-bounds of shehannel
using previous works in the lemma below.

Lemma 5.2:The rate tuple(Ry1, R12, R21, Re2) achieved by any reliable coding scheme over thechannel
satisfies the following bounds

1
Rij < ;log (1+ H;;*P;) (60)
1
Rij+ Ryy < 5 log (1 + max ( Hlj , Hoj )Pj),j =1,2 (61)
1
Rii+ Rip < B log (1 + Hj12P, + Hyp Pg) 1,2 (62)
L 1 Hy? P
< = 1+ Hy1 2P, + Hi92P, =1 1+ ———— 63
Ri1 + Ro2 + Ri2 < 2 og (1+ Hi1°Py + Hi2°Py) + 2083( +1+H122P2) (63)
1 1 Hi1 %Py
< —log (1 + Hyp?Po + Ho1?Py) + =log (1 + ————5— 64
Roo + Ri1 + Ro1 < 5 g (1+ Hyo Py + Hy 1)+20g( +1+H212P1) (64)
1 1 Hy %P
< I 1+ H112P, + Hi52P. =1 1+ ———— 65
Ry + Rig+ Ror < 208}( + H11°Py + H12°P,) + 2083( +1—|—H112P1) (65)
Hy5? Py
Ros + Roy + R12 < log (1+ Hoo* Py + Ho1*Py) + log (14 W) (66)

The bound in[(6D) is trivial.L(61) anﬂB2) respectively éoll from the bounds on the ratefln the multiple access
and broadcast channels contained in fechannel. [(GB)E(66) follow from the outerbound shown in [16]the
more general context of th& channel with relays, feedback, noisy co-operation anddupllex operation. For
completeness we prove (638)-(66) in Appendix III.

In the following theorem we show Etkin-Tse-Wang bound far @aussian interference channel can be extended
to the GaussiatX' channel.

Theorem 5.3:The sum rateRy, achieved by any reliable coding scheme overxhehannel satisfies the following
bounds

1 Hi2Py > 1 < 2 Hoyo? P >
Ry < —log(1+ Hp?Po+ ———5— |+ -log| 1+ Hy?Pp + —F—— 67
DI 20g< 12712 1+ Hyt2P 2og 2141 1+ Hi,2P (67)
1 Hi% P ) 1 < 2 Hoy %P )
Ry < zlog(1+Hi?Pi+——"—)+z-log(1+ Hp?P+ ——— 68
S 20g< 1141 1+ HyplP, 2og 22 11 1+ Hi2P, (68)
Proof:
Let

Sij(t) = Hinj(t) —I-Zi(t),i,j S {1,2}

Note thatS;; are auxiliary variables similar to the ETW outerbound of theerference channel. Consider any
reliable coding scheme. Now, let a genie provigie”) = H1,Xo™) + Z;(™) and W, to receiver2. From Fano’s
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Wa1, Sa1
' Genie

Wi, War—> X3 Yy Vo Wii, Wia

Wiz, Was— = X5 Yo — Woar, Was

e
Wiz, S12
Fig. 6. Genie aided{ channel used in proof of Theordm b.3
inequality, for any codeword of length, we can write
T(Raa+ Ro1 —¢) < 1 <W227 War; Y21, 8150, W12> (69)
< T (Wag, War; Wig) +1 (W22,W21;Y2(T),512(T) | W12> (70)
< h (Y2(T)7512(T) | W12> —h (Y2(T)7512(T)| W21,W12,W22> (71)
< h (512 \ W12> +h <Y2 | S W12> h <Y2(T) ! W127W22,W21)
—h (Slz @ | Y2 Wiz, Was, W21) (72)
< h (512 | le) +h <Y2 | S12™) ) —h (Y2(T) | X2, Wia, W, Wzl,)
—h <S12 @1 D, X0, X0 Wi, Was, W21) (73)
< h (512 \ W12> +h <Y2 | ST ) —h (H21X1(T) + 2,7 | W127W22,W217X2((7})
—h <Z1(T | oD ,X1(T),X( ),W127W22,W21,W21,) (75)
< h (512 | W12> +h <Y2 | S12! ) —h (S2I(T) | W21> —h (ZI(T)) (76)

In (Z0Q), the first summand is zero becauself, is independent o, Wss. We have used the chain rule in
(D). In (72), we have used the fact that conditioning dogsreduce the entropy on the second, third and fourth
summands on the right hand side. [n](76), we have used thehfaics\’) = H,, X, + 7,7 is independent of
message$Vo, Wa, and the codeword(, ™).

Similarly, if a genie provides receivér with Sg) and Wy, we can bound rates at receiveras

TRis + TRi — Te <h (321<T>\W21) +h (Y1<T>1521<T>) —h (312<T>\W12> —h (Zl(T)) 77)
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Adding (717) and[(76), we get

T(Rs—¢) < h (Y1<T> 1521<T>) th (Y2<T>\512<T>> —h (Zl(T)> —h (ZQ(T))

T(Rg—e€) < [h (Y1(2)]S21(2)) + h (Ya(2)|S12(¢))] — Th (Z1) — Th(Z2)

11~

The second inequality above uses the chain rule combindd fait that conditioning does not increase entropy.
Therefore, dividing byrl", takingT — oo, and using the fact that Gaussian variables maximize donditentropy,

we get
Hi1%Py

1
Ry < =log 1+ H\?Py + ———
2535 g( 12712 1+ Hat2P,

1 Hy? P,
>+§log<1—|—H212P1+ 2 02 >

1+ Hi2?Ps

Note that the above bound on the sum capacity is identicatéoEfTW bound for the sum capacity of the weak
interference channel [1]. Furthermore, we can get anotbentb on the sum capacity of th€ channel, symmetric
to the above bound by allowing a genie to provlﬂg),WH to receiverl and Sg),Wm to receiver2. In this
case, we get

1 Hi52P, 1
Ry < 3 log (1 + Hy 2P+ #> + 3 log <1 + Hoo’Py +

Hy 2Py >
1+ H222P2

1+ H112P1

B. Generalized Degrees of Freedom Outerbound

We now translate the capacity outerbounds stated above tneraglized degrees of freedom outerbound. We
only find an GDOF outerbound far < 1 below, since fore > 1, we can use lemma5.1 along with the following
theorem to bound the GDOF.

Theorem 5.4:The GDOF of theX channel forae < 1 can be bounded as

d(a)) < 2min (max(a,1 —a),1 — a/3)
Proof: Now, for the X channel wherely; = Hyo = /p, Hyy = Hi2 = /p%, and P, = P, = 1 the
outerbound in[(67) leads to

P

Rx(p,a) <log(1+p% + 5 e

Dividing the above inequality by} log p and then taking limits ap — oo, we get
d(a) < 2max(a,1 — ) (78)

Similarly, the bounds in[(63)-(66) lead to

Ry + Rig+ Roe < %log (1+p+pa) —i—%log(l—k 1+ppa)
Ros+ Ri1 + Rop < %log (1+p+pa) +%10g(1+ 1_’_ppa)
Ri14+ Ris+ Roy < llog(l—i-p—i-po‘)—l—llog(l—k P )
-2 2 1+p
Rog+ Ro1 + Rz < 110%3;(14-p+po‘)4—110g(1—|-i)
- 2 2 14+p
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Adding, we get

(07

3(R11 + Ri2 + Ro1 + Rag) < 2log(1 4 p+ p%) + log(1 + )+ log(1 +

g )
1+ pe 1+p
= 3Cx(p,a) < 4log(1+ p+ p*) —log(1 + p) — log(1 + p%)

Dividing the above inequality bg log p and then taking limits ag — oo, we get

da) <2- 3 (79)

Therefore, from[(78),[(719), we get

. e
d(a) < 2min <max(a, 1—a),l— g)

C. Achievability of Generalized Degrees of Freedom

In this section, we provide an outline of the proof for the iaghbility of Theorem(Z3]2. The main idea of
the proof is to transform the symmetric GaussigEinchannel to the deterministiX channel by imposing some
structure on the transmit signal. Then, we apply the achilevscheme derived in the previous subsection to obtain
the GDOF result of the Gaussian case. The proof follows timéasi arguments used in [12], [17], and we include
an outline of the proof for the sake of the completeness. W @msider the case that< « < 1 here. The GDOF
characteriation fory > 1 follows from Lemmd 5.ll. The symmetric Gaussi&nchannel is defined by (11),(112).

For a givena € [0, 1], we can find a pair of non-negative integérs;, n.) and a very small nonnegative value
e such that

1
@ == (et e(ng = ne)) (80)
Note that when is a rational number is chosen to be zero. But whenis not rational,e(ng — n.)/ng is used
to compensate the difference betweerand a rational numbef< that is very close tav. Also note that(n.,nq)
is chosen such thaf (15) can be achieved without symbol sixterfor the symmetric deterministic channel with
parametern., ng).
Consider the sequence of channels, p.éndexed byN such that

2Nng4

p= Q 1—e (81)

where(@ is a very large but fixed positive integer andis a positive integer whose value grows to infinity. Note
that p grows to infinity asN grows to infinity.

For this channel, we describe the GDOF optimal achievalilerse, for a givernx below.

1) Transmit SchemeMe impose the following structure on the Q-ary represemtadif the transmit signak’; at
transmitter: for i € {1,2}.

1 NTLd—l
Xi = — lEaka (82)
7
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In other words, the Q-ary representation of the transmitaig(; looks like (z; np,—1%i Nn,—2 - - - Zi22i12i0.00...)g
The values ofz; , are restricted to the sét, . . ., L% —1]} to ensure that addition of interference does not produce
carry over. Since is a small non-negative value, we have

| [Nnaz 2
E[X}] = E ;( > xi,kQ’f) (83)
k=0
1 Nng—1
< -E (Q—l)Qk] (84)
P k=0
2Nng
< Qp (85)
<1 (86)

Thus, the encoding scheme satisfies the power constraint.

Since the achievable scheme developed in the previousdidrsalso works ian\QL;%J_Q, we can use it to find

the transmit signalX;, X, € F\ for the symmetric deterministic channel with paramédter, n;) and then

[ 9H]-2
obtain the corresponding, X, € R by
1
Xi - Nng—1 Nng—2 .. 2 1 1 Xi 87
N Q Q R° Q (87)

where the last ternX; is the Nng4 x 1 transmit vector for the deterministic channel.
2) Receive SchemeEach receiver takes the magnitude of the received sigrdilces to moduld@)’¥ "¢, discards
the value below the decimal point, and expresses the res@tary representation as

Vi = | wl mod Q¥ | (88)
Nnd—l
= Z yi,kav yk,i € {07 17 e 7Q - 1} (89)
k=0
Substituting [(8D) and (81) int¢ (1) and (12), we can rewtfie input output equation as
Y; = 72 + QN(nc_nd)Yj + Zi> (Zaj) € {(17 2)7 (27 1)} (90)
where
- A
X, = /pX;

Note that multiplication byQV("<—"4) shifts the decimal point in the Q-ary representationXof by N (ng — n.)
places to the left. Therefore, in the absence of noise Nihg digits of X, X5,Y, andY, behave exactly like
the symmetric deterministic channel with paramét®n., Nng). Next, we will consider the effect of AWGN. Let
P¢ be the probability that

77]; # 72 + _?f—i-N(nd—nc) (91)

happens for anyi, j) € {(1,2),(2,1)}. Due to fact that any additive noise with magnitude no gretitan Q*~*
does not affect the coefficient ¢§*, we have

1- P> Prob(]Zl\ < QF 1,17, < Q’f*) . (92)
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Thus, P monotonically decreases (oask grows to infinity. A key result of this observation is that timeilti-level
coding approach [17] approximates the deterministic cehwithin o(N). Thus, we have

Ry, = Rsget(Nne, Nng)logg Q% - 2J> + o(N) (93)

= NRy get(ne, na) logg Q% — 2J> + o(N) (94)

Combining [81),[(94), and_(10), we have

do) > Tmsup o (”d(?:)v”d);fcz({%—%)+o<N>
N—oo Nng

- 1n_d€RE’det (nd <%> ,nd> logg ({% — 2J> (96)

Carrying out the substitution aRy. 4..(-, ), choosing@ ande to be arbitrarily large and small respectively, and
comparing with the outerbound, we finish the proof of Theofzh

(95)

VI. CAPACITY OF THE NoOISY X CHANNEL

We state the result for the general (asymmetric) case as®ll
Theorem 6.1:If

H12 2 H21 2
— (1 4+ H5 P, — (14+ H{xP)| <1 97
H22(+ 21 1)+'H11(+ P)| <1, (97)
then the sum capacity of the Gaussi@&nchannel is given by
1 H2 P, 1 H3,P,
Cy=-log(14+—L )+ _log 14+ —22°_). 98
- 20g<+1+H122P2>+20g<+1+H221P1 ©9
Similarly, if
Hoo 2 Hyy 2
— (1 + H{{ P, — (14+ HnP)| <1 99
H12(+ 111)4‘[1,21(+ nP)| <1, (99)
then the sum capacity of the Gaussi&nchannel is given by
1 H3 P 1 H%, Py
Cy=-log(14+—2-—— )+ -log 1+ —12=_). 100
: 2°g< +1+H222P2>+20g< 72N (100)

Proof: Let

Z; is white Gaussian with zero mean and variange Also, let Z;(t) be correlated withz;(t) as

E |2 Z(t)| = o
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Let a genie provides; to receiverl andS, to receiver2. Now, we can write using Fano’s inequality for a codeword
spanningl’ symbols,

T(Ros + Rot —¢) < 1 (WQQ,W217Y2 SN W12> (101)
< h(Y2 >—h<Y(T) S W12,W22,W21) (102)
< (SZST | W12> +h (Y(T | 5 ) —h (5*2 | W12,W22,W21,X§T))

~h (V1| S50, Wia, Waa, Wan, X{1) (103)
< (8" W12> +h (" | 8 ) h (x50 + 250 | Wag, Wy, Way, x{1)
h( D 4 Hoyo X 4 20| 280, Wiy, Waa, Way, ST ),XgT)) (104)

< h( () W12> +h (YQ(T ES ) —h (HmX{T) + 2z | W21,22(T)> —h (25{195)

where [[(10B) holds because we have applied the fact thattommdg reduces entropy in the second,third and fourth
terms. In [(106) we have used the fact thégT),WQQ, W19 are independent oK{T), Z{T) and Z}T).
Similarly, we can bound rateRB;> and R;; as

T(Ris + R —¢) < h( | ng) +h (Y(T | ¢ ) —h (H12X2(T) + 20 | W, Zl(T)) —h (Z{@e)
Adding (105%) and[(106) we get

T(Ri1 +Ris+Roy + Roo—€) < h (X( 4+ 7D W12> h(H XS + 25 | Wiy, 287

U,
+h (X(T) + 20 W21> h(Hn X\ + 20 | Way, 287

U,
+h( 8 + vy 185y = n( 2y — n(Z5)

Us

The rest of the proof goes along the same lines as describ@d. ivwe only highlight the differences here.
We first notice that/s is maximized if we choos&; to have a Gaussian distribution, since conditional entropy
h(Yi(T)|SZ.(T)) is maximized by the Gaussian distribution. Therefore, we wate

Us < h(Y,51858)) + h(Yag 1S58 — m(Z{") — n(Z{")

where fori =1, 2, XZ.((?, Yi(GT), Si(g) are variables obtained by using a Gaussian i.i.d sequenpevegr P; for X.
Now, following the proof of [4], we derive conditions ap, o; for i = 1,2 so that circularly symmetric Gaussian
distribution onXZ.(T) maximizesU; and U, as well. Specifically, we choose

2

IL—n

2 2

oy < (107)
H3,
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and circularly symmetric independent Gaussian variablés, VI(T) such thatV ~ N(0,1 —n3 — o2) and Vj ~
N(0,0%). Now, we observe that

vy = n(x{0+ 27 | war) = (Hax{D + 287 | war, Z57)
- 7 (V( ) x T )+V(T)+V1(T)|W21>
= —h(VO W) + A(VO X + v O 4 v )

< —h(VD) 4+ h(V (T)|X(T) + V@ ")

< I (V<T> XD L y® 4y @ )

< —1(vD:x@ +v® 4+ v

IN

(X + 20 ) = (Haxi + 250 |, 257

In the first term of the summand i), we have used the fact th&t”) is independent of¥/;, and in the second
summand ofa), we have used the fact that conditioning reduces entropyguality (b) holds because of the worst
case noise lemma [18] as long as (107) is satisfied. Alongaheedines, by choosing

o2 < 1o (108)
we can bound/; in a similar manner. Therefore, we can write
T(Rin+Ri2+Ra1+Rp—¢€) < h <X%) + ZfT)) —h <H 1X£G) + Z | Z )
+h (Xég) + Z@) —h <H12X§G) + 27 12" )
+h (VIS ) +n (Vi 185 ) = n (27) - n (A7)
< 1(X{@g 88 ) + 1 (xidhve Si)

The rest of the proof follows Lemma 10 in [4]. Specificallycdn be shown that if

Hyjoom = H122P2 +1 (109)
H220'2’I72 = H221P1 +1 (110)
then,
T) (T) &T T). (T
1 (X}G)§Y1(G)=S§G)) =1 (X£G);Y1(G))
T) AT) &T T) (T
I <X2(G);Y2(G)7S§G)) =1 (XéG);Y;G))
implying that
1 H} Py 1 H3,P,
Rii+Rip+Roy+ Ry < =log(1+—2 - )+ _log(1+—22"°"_
11+ Ri2 + Ro1 + Rgp < 5 og( +1+H122P2>+2 og< +1—|—H221P1
Also as shown in [4],[(107)[(108),_(109). (110) can be coratias

Hip

L (1+ HLP)| <1
22

1+ H3P
( 2P|+ ‘ 11

(111)
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Equations[(100),.(99) can be derived similarly. This cortggehe proof. [ |

VIl. CONCLUSIONS

We found the generalized degrees of freedom(GDOF) of therstnic two-user Gaussiak channel. To find
the GDOF of theX channel, we first found the sum capacity of a determinigtichannel and extended insights
gained from the deterministic case to obtain the GDOF of tladgSian channel. In the process, we found an
outerbound for the sum capacity of the two-user Gausaiachannel that coincides with the bound on the sum
capacity of the two-user interference channel derived ynkEfTse and Wang in reference [1]. The implication
of the bound is that, for certain regimes, the performancéhefX channel is identical to the performance of
the two-user interference channel from a GDOF perspeckiavever, for other regimes, we showed that the
X channel outperforms the interference channel through emfémence alignment based achievable scheme. Our
result therefore characterizes the benefits obtained fraerference alignment from a GDOF perspective. While
our results characterize the GDOF of thechannel in the symmetric setting, an interesting and ingmararea of
future work lies in extending the study of the general sgttirhich is not symmetric. In particular, there lies open
the question of whether new outerbounds are required t@actaize the GDOF in the asymmetric case, or whether
the current bounds are tight. In the Gaussian multiple acda®adcast and two-user interference networks, the
capacity of the appropriate deterministic channel is withiconstant number of bits of the corresponding Gaussian
channel. It is an imporant open question whether the solutiche deterministic channel provided in this work
leads to useful approximations of the capacity of the Gansii channel.

As a by-product of the main result, we also extended boundsetkfor the interference channel in [2]-[4] to
the two-userX channel. The bound implies that, for certain class of chbooefficients, it is capacity optimal in
the two-userX channel to set two messages to null so that it forms an imarée channel, encode both non-null
messages using Gaussian codebooks and decode at bothergdmjvtreating interference as noise. Therefore,
interestingly, for a class of channel coefficients, certa@ssages do not contribute to the sum capacity inXhe
channel. An interesting open question related to this téswhether there exist channel coefficients in the two-user
and/or largerX networks, where setting other sets of messages to null israteroptimal.
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APPENDIX |
PROOF OFLEMMA 5.1

The symmetric interference channel maybe represented as

Yi(r) = pXi(7) + p" Xa(7) + Z1(7)
Yo(r) = p*Xi(7) + pXa(7) + Z2(7)

Now, by simply switching the two receivers in th€ channel, the input-output relations maybe alternately

described as

’

Yi(r) = pXi(r)+ () Xalr) + Z1(7)
Yo(r) = (o) Xi(7) + p Xal(r) + Zy(7)

where

Yi=Y: , =Y

Zy =2y , Zy=17,
7 o 7 1

p =p , = —
(67

Note that the capacity of th& channel described in equatiofs (112).{112)3gp, o). Further more, since simply
switching the receivers of the origindl channel does not alter the sum capacity, we can write

Cz(p,>al) = Cz(p> Oé)

. Cz(p/>a ) . Cz(p> Oé)
p—oo 5 log(p) p=oo 7 log(p)
= lim « 12(/) o) d(«)

APPENDIX I
PROOF OFLEMMA

We start with a proof of part 1 of the lemma. Before going irtte tetail, we want to point that Lemrha 4.5
is for (n.,ng) such that% < & < 1. For part 1, it should also be noted thgt is a positive integer. To simply

notation usage, let

H = S§nene, (112)
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Fig. 7. A pictorial representation of the cyclic decompiasitof 7, ¢ with (n.,nq) = (10, 13).

F3* can be expressed as the following

Jégd

span(e;, ez, €3,...,€,,-1,€p,) (113)

Spar(e1>e2>"'7end—nc>IIeI>I1927"'7I1end—ncw"7I{nek) (114)

—
S}
=

ng—1

= Span<e1,IIe1,112elr..,Ii{"d"cJe1> Qaspan<e2,IIe2,II2e2,...,IILJ;TiJe2>

—
=

ng—(ng—nc)
69"'&9Span<end_Nm7IIeNd_nc7II2eNd_ch"7II{ d"wiw Jend—nc> (115)

wheree; is the iy, column vector ofL,,, an identity matrix inF;**"¢, and ¢ is the direct sum operator for
subspaces. Note that in step (a), we recursively use theegyoghat wher) < i < n., we have

end_nfﬂ-::S“d_"“eﬁ (116)

The(n, k) € N2 in (I13) satisfies(ng—n.)+k = ng andl < k < ng—n,, and can be uniquely determined. In step
(b), we reorganize the basis and divide the basis into skselbaets. An example of the case that, ng) = (10, 13)
is illustrated in Fig[T.

Conceptually,[(115) decompos&$“ into several disjoint subspaces. This decomposition iedalyclic decom-
position in the content of linear algebra [19]. There are sdnteresting properties for this decomposition. First,
multiplying H to any vector lying in the subspace spanned{by, He;, H?e;, ...} results in another vector lying
in the same subspace. Thus, spanHe;, H%e;, ...} is called anH-invariant subspace of}“. Second, the total
number of theH-invariant subspaces fofF;“ is equal to the number of the dimensionskef(H) (Theorem 8.2.19
in [19]). Third, 73* can be expressed as the direct sum offRdinvariant subspaces. Due to the specific structure
of S"«~"< the difference between the number of dimensions of anyHwiovariant subspaces is less than or equal
to one.

After obtaining a new basis faF;, we can express any vector ji)¢ as a linear combination of the vectors
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Fig. 8. The pictorial representation of the linear comhrabf two vectors:H*e; and H**'e; ;.
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(o] (o] (o] [ ]
. . . .
. . . .
. . . .
v=e, Hv =He, H’v=H’,

Fig. 9. Box 1 and the vectors associated with it.

in the basis. We use Fig@] 8 to illustrate our usage of notatid¥e then introduce five different boxes illustrated
in Fig.[3 to[I3. Each box contains three circles and represemset of three vectodsy, Hv, H2v} for somev in
F3. Note that these vectors are linearly independent.

We then use the following algorithm, including five stepsjé@ompose a plot representing a cyclic decomposition
of F3 into a set of circles representing the basiskaf(H) and a collection of the boxes shown in Fig. 913 13.

STEP 1:Collect the circles located in the bottom of each columnsTdives us the set of circles representing
the basis forker(H).

STEP 2:Starting from the top of each column, put as many boxes shawkig.[9 as possible in each column.
Note that the conditioer—Z > % ensures that at least one such box can be put in each colurtan.tAis step, each
column has at most two unassigned circles.

STEP 3:For the remaining unassigned circles, starting from thenefst place and then gradually moving to
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Fig. 10. Box 2 and the vectors associated with it.
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Fig. 11. Box 3 and the vectors associated with it.
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v=H’ +He, +e,, Hv=H+H%, +He,, H’v=H' +H’, +He,,

Fig. 12. Box 4 and the vectors associated with it.

the right, alternatively put as many boxes shown in Eig. 10 boxes shown in Fid. 11 as possible.
STEP 4:For the remaining unassigned circles, starting from thbtaigost place and then gradually moving to
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Fig. 13. Box 5 and the vectors associated with it.
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(n,.n,)=(12,15) (n,,n,)=(27,33) (n.,n,) =(36,44)

Fig. 14. lllustration of the algorithm.

the left, put as many boxes shown in Figl 12 as possible.
STEP 5:After steps 1 to 4, if there are still some unassigned cir¢temy would have the exactly same shape as
the box shown in Fig. 13 Thus, we could use the box to group eh@iming circles. This is the end of all steps.
The algorithm is illustrated in Fig._14. Note that at the ericsieps 2 to 4, if there are no unassigned circle,
the algorithm is terminated immediately. After step 1, éharen. unassigned circles. Because each box contains
three circles, we need a total numbergf boxes to assign all the circles. Now we are ready to find thancol
vectors ofV.

nc

Let v; be the first vector represented by a specific boxifer1,2,..., 5. Let'V € J—“;“‘X * be constructed as

V:[v1 va e ovae | (117)
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Fig. 15. A pictorial representation of the cyclic decomtiosi of F,¢ representing the signal space of the 3-symbol extensioheotase
that (n., nq) = (10,13).

Fig. 16. A pictorial representation of the cyclic decompiosi of 7, ¢ representing the signal space of the 3-symbol extensioheotase
that (n., nq) = (10, 13) after reordering and grouping.

Now consider the following matrix
| v BV BV |
= |: Vi Vg .- V% ‘ HVl HV2 HV% ‘ H2V1 H2V2 H2Vn_%c (118)

Using the fact thdtv;, Hv,;, H?v;} are linearly independent foi ¢ {1,2,...,%} and the fact that vectors
represented by a specific box can not be written as a lineabio@ation of vectors represented by the other
boxes, we have the result that all column vector§ & HV H?V ] are linearly independent. Therefore, we
have

rank([ V HV H2V ]) = n, (119)
and

Fit = ker(H) @ col(V) @ col(HV) @ col(H?V). (120)
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This concludes the proof of part 1 of the lemma. We now prodeeuhrt 2.

The proof follows the similar steps with those for part 1, g need some extra arrangements to deal with
channel extension.

J—“S’"d can be expressed as the following

FiM = span(er, ez, es,...,€n, 1,€n,) O SPAN€n, 11, €n,t2,€nutds-- - €, 1,€2m,)
@Spadegnd+1, €2n,+2,€2n,435 - -, €3n,—1, egnd) (121)
@ span(el, coren,n.,Hey,....,He,, o ,... ,}_I"ek)
@Span(endH, e €2n,—n,, ﬁend+1, ... ,ﬁegnd_nc, ... ,ﬁnend+k)
@Span(egnd+1, e €3n,—n,, ﬁe2nd+17 cee, IjIe?md—nN RN ﬁnegnd+k) (122)

where the notation usage is similar with those used in pusviection. Thén, k) € N? in (122) satisfiesi(ng —

ne) + k =ng and1 < k < nyg — n., and can be uniquely decided. Note that there are threeirdigobspaces in
(dI22), and we can apply the similar decomposition used iB])(1d decompose each subspace. An example of the
3-symbol extension of the case that.,n4) = (10, 13) is illustrated in Fig[Ib.

One can easily observe that a part of the plot is duplicatecetwo form the whole plot, and the part that is
duplicated has the same structure with those in AppdndBitice each column represents a basis foHaimvariant
subspace, we can simply reorder the columns to let the neishplee the same structure with those in Appendix
[ The idea is illustrated in Fid. 16. Also note that the nwembf circles not at the bottom of each columris.
which is a multiple of three. Thus we can use the algorithmoohiced in Appendik]l to decompose the plot and
obtain aV € F;"*" such that

rank([ vV HV H*V D = 3n, (123)
and
F3't = ker(H) @ col(V) @ col(HV) @ col(H?V). (124)
This concludes our proof.
APPENDIX III

PROOF OFLEMMA 5.2

We intend to prove[(83)-(66) here. We only shdw](63). All thees bounds follow by symmetry. Since we
intend to boundR 1 + Ros + Ri2, We setiWsy; = ¢ and show
Ri1+ Ry + Ria < log (1+HYP + Hi,Ps) +1log (1+ i];z)
1+ H7, P>
Note that settingVs; = ¢ does not affect the converse argument since it does not eeithecrates of the other

messages. Now, we let a genie proviiqg), W11, Wis to receiver2. Now, using Fano’s inequality, we can bound
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the sum-rateR1 + Ri2 + Roo as follows

TRy +TRi1 +TRip—Te < I(Yl(T); Wi, Wi2) + [(YQ(T)7 Yl(T), Wi, Wig; Wag) (125)
< I (Yl(T);Wll,le) +1 (YQ(T)ayl(T)7;W22’W117W12) + 1 (W11, Wia; W(326)
< I <Y1(T);W11,W12) +1 (Y(T) Y(T),;W22|W11,W12) (127)
< h (Yl(T)> ( |W11, W12) +h <Y(T |W11 W12>

~n (Y Y [ Waz, Wiy, W, ) (128)
< n () 0 (OO W, was) = (0D Was, Wir, Waz) - (129)
< h (Yl(T)> +h (Y2(T)|Y( Wi, Wag, X(T))

A (Y; YD | Wag, Wiy, W12,X(T),X(T>> (130)
< h (Y(T)> +h S !Slz ,W11,W127X£T)

~h (28", 27 \Was, W, W, x50, X () (131)
< (Y(T ) n(sG185) —n (2", 21) (132)
< Z )+ ET: h (S22(7)|S12(7)) — h (ZéT)a ZfT)) (133)

- - H2,P
< Tlog (1 + H} Py + H}yPy) + Tlog <1 + 1+2T21222Pg> (134)

where, in[[126), the second term is zero since all messaghs isystem are independent of each other. The second
term in [129) is obtained by combining the second and thimreands of[(128) using the chain rule. In the first
summand on the right hand side in (130), we have used theHatgivenWy;, X; is known at receive®, since
Wo1 = ¢. In the second term in_(180), we have used the fact that oonmg onX(T) andX(T) does not reduce
entropy. In [I311), we have cancelled the effect)ﬁﬁ‘T from Yl(T),YQ( . In (I32), we have used the fact that
conditioning does not reduce entropy, and in the final term,use the independence of the noise terms w.r.t the
inputs and messages in the systems. In the final two stepsawe Used the convexity of mutual information,
and the fact that that circularly symmetric Gaussian védemimnaximize differential and conditional entropy under
a covariance constraint. The bounds [in](64)-(66) can be shHoyvapplying similar arguments as above to the
appropriateZ channel. This completes the proof.



(1]

32

REFERENCES

R. Etkin, D. Tse, and H. Wang, “Gaussian interferencencieh capacity to within one bit,5ubmitted to IEEE Transactions on
Information Theory Feb. 2007.

[2] A. Motahari and A. Khandani, “Capacity bounds for the Gsian interference channel,” arXiv:cs/0801.1306 [cs.IT]2008.

(3]

X. Shang, G. Kramer, and B. Chen, “A new outer bound anchthisy-interference sum-rate capacity for gaussian ieterfce channels,”
submitted to IEEE Transactions on Information Theory. Firgpavailable on Arxiv arXiv:0712.1987Dec. 2007.

[4] V. Annapureddy and V. Veeravalli, “Gaussian interferemetworks: Sum capacity in the low interference regimerawd outer bounds

on the capacity region,” irsubmitted to IEEE Transactions on Information Theory.\af6802.3495 Feb 2008.

[5] V. Cadambe and S. Jafar, “Interference alignment anddégrees of freedom of the k user interference chanhEEE Trans. on

(6]

(7]

Information Theoryvol. 54, pp. 3425-3441, Aug. 2008.

L. Zheng and D. Tse, “Diversity and multiplexing : A fund@ntal tradeoff in multiple-antenna channels,” vol. 49, pp73—-1096,
May 2003.

G. Bresler and D. Tse, “The two-user Gaussian interfeeechannel: a deterministic viewEuropean Transactions in Telecommunica-
tions vol. 19, pp. 333-354, June 2008.

[8] A. S. Avestimehr, S. Diggavi, and D. Tse, “A determinéstipproach to wireless relay networks,” Oct 2007, arXiVig6710.3777.

(9]
[10]
[11]
[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]

(18]

[19]

M. Maddah-Ali, A. Motahari, and A. Khandani, “Communiten over MIMO X channels: Interference alignment, decosifon, and
performance analysis,” pp. 3457-3470, 2008.

S. Jafar and S. Shamai, “Degrees of freedom region fonttmo X channel,IEEE Trans. on Information Theaoryol. 54, pp. 151-170,
Jan. 2008.

V. Cadambe and S. Jafar, “Degrees of freedom of wirelesetworks,” inarxiv:0711.2824 Nov 2007.

“Generalized degrees of freedom of the symmetric Gansks user interference channel,” arXiv:cs/0804.4489 [cs.IT]2008.

A. E. Gamal and M. Costa, “The capacity region of a clasgaterministic interference channel$£EE Trans. Inform. Theorwol. 2,
pp. 343-346, March 1982.

A. Lapidoth, S. Shamai, and M. Wigger, “A linear interdace network with local side-information,” IEEE Int. Symp. on Info. Theory
(ISIT), 2007.

H. Weingarten, S. Shamai, and G. Kramer, “On the comgaddiMO broadcast channel,” iRroceedings of Annual Information Theory
and Applications Workshop UCSDan 2007.

V. R. Cadambe and S. A. Jafar, “The capacity of wirelessvorks within o(log(SNR)) - the impact of relays, feedbackoperation
and full-duplex operation,” January 2007. arXiv: 0802.858print.

V. Cadambe, S. Jafar, and S. Shamai, “Interferencenmiemt on the deterministic channel and application to ganssetworks,”
arxiv:0711.2547.

S. N. Diggavi and T. M. Cover, “The worst additive noiseder a covariance constraintEEE Trans. Inform. Theorywol. 47, no. 7,
pp. 3072-3081, 2001.

D. M. Bloom, “Linear algebra and geometry,” @ambridge University Pres4979.



	Introduction
	System Model
	Deterministic X Channel
	The Gaussian X Channel
	Generalized Degrees of Freedom (GDOF)


	Main Results
	Sum Capacity of the Symmetric Deterministic X Channel
	Generalized Degrees of Freedom of the Symmetric Gaussian X Channel
	Capacity of the ``Noisy'' Gaussian X Channel

	Sum Capacity of the Symmetric Deterministic X Channel
	Upperbounds
	Achievable Schemes

	Generalized Degrees of Freedom of the Symmetric Gaussian X Channel
	Outerbounds for the Gaussian X channel
	Generalized Degrees of Freedom Outerbound
	Achievability of Generalized Degrees of Freedom

	Capacity of the Noisy X Channel
	Conclusions
	Appendix I: Proof of Lemma ??
	Appendix II: Proof of Lemma ??
	Appendix III: Proof of Lemma ??
	References

