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Bidirectional Conferencing Decoders
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Abstract

The two-user broadcast channel (BC) with receivers connected by cooperative links of given
capacities, known as conferencing decoders, is considered. A novel outer bound on the capacity region
is established. This outer bound is derived using multiple applications of the Csiszar-Korner identity.
New achievable rate regions are also presented. A first achievable rate region is derived by applying
Marton’s coding as the transmission scheme, and quantize-bin-and-forward at one receiver first and then
a combination of decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-and-forward at the other receiver as cooperative
strategy. A second achievable rate region is given by applying a combination of decode-and-forward and
quantize-bin-and-forward at one receiver first and then quantize-bin-and-forward at the other receiver
as cooperation scheme. It is proved that the outer bound coincides with the first achievable rate region
for a class of semi-deterministic BCs with degraded message sets. This is the first capacity result
for the two-user BC with bidirectional conferencing decoders. This result demonstrates that a one-
round cooperation scheme is sufficient to achieve capacity. A capacity result is also derived for a new
class of more capable semi-deterministic BCs with both common and private messages and one-sided
conferencing. For the Gaussian BC with conferencing decoders, if the noises at the decoders are fully
correlated (i.e., the correlation is either 1 or -1), the new outer bound yields exact capacity region for
two cases: i) BC with degraded message sets; ii) BC with one-sided conferencing from the weaker
receiver to the stronger receiver. For these two cases, it is also shown that the outer bound is within half
bits of the capacity region for arbitrary noise correlation. Lastly, it is proved that for the Gaussian BC,
a one-sided cooperative scheme based on decode-and-forward from the stronger to the weaker receiver

can achieve the capacity region to within %log(l_z‘ /\I) bits where )\ is the correlation coefficient of
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the noises. An interesting consequence of these results is that for a Gaussian BC with fully negatively
correlated noises and conferencing decoders of fixed cooperation link capacities, it is possible to achieve

a positive rate bounded away from zero using only infinitesimal amount of transmit power.

Index Terms

Broadcast channel, bidirectional cooperation, conferencing decoders, capacity region, semi-deterministic

channel, Gaussian broadcast channel

I. INTRODUCTION

In practical communication systems, it is sometimes feasible for receivers at distinct locations
to exchange messages and to cooperate. This is known to be able to improve the performance
of a communication system. This paper considers a channel model in which cooperation takes
place via dedicated digital links of finite capacities—termed conferencing links. We investigate
the impact of user cooperation on the capacity region of a two-user broadcast channel (BC) with

conferencing decoders, with both common and private messages.

A. Motivation

To motivate the communication scenario under consideration, consider a Gaussian channel
model as shown in Fig. [ As well known, the capacity of a single-user Gaussian channel is
C =1log(1+ %), where P is the transmit power and N is the receiver noise power. Thus at
a fixed positive noise power level N, if the transmit power P — 0, then obviously C' — 0.

Now consider the scenario of transmitting a common message through two-user Gaussian
broadcast channel with conferencing decoders. If the two receivers have the same noise power
and the noises are uncorrelated, then full receiver cooperation can potentially increase the signal-
to-noise ratio (SNR) by 3dB, resulting in up to 1 bit increase in the common message capacity
of the BC.

The situation is completely different if the receiver noises are correlated. Specifically, if the
receiver noises are fully positively correlated, then cooperation would gain nothing, because
Y1 = Y, in this case. As each receiver already knows what the other receiver knows, exchanging
information does not help. However, if the receiver noises are fully negatively correlated, then

cooperation can help significantly. Consider the case where Y; = X + Z and Y, = X — Z, and

the conferencing links have infinite capacities C'15 = Cy; = oo. Then, the BC with conferencing
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Figure 1. The capacity of a Gaussian channel goes to zero if the trasnmit power goes to zero (assuming fixed noise power).
In a Gaussian BC with fully negatively correlated noises at the receiver, conferencing links at the receivers can allow a strictly

positive rate to be achieved even at an infinitesimally small transmit power.

receivers would have infinite capacity at any positive transmit power P, because having access
to both Y7 and Y, allows the noises to be cancelled completely.

What happens if the noises are fully negatively correlated, but the conferencing links have
finite capacity, e.g., C'15 = Cy; = 1 bit? The analysis becomes more delicate and this is one of the
main topics of this paper. It turns out that an interesting phenomenon emerges—it is possible to
achieve a strictly positive rate (i.e., 1 bit in the example above), even with an infinitesimally small
transmit power. In other words, in contrast to the single-user Gaussian channel where P — 0
implies C' — 0, in this Gaussian BC with fully negatively correlated noises and conferencing
decoders of fixed cooperative link capacities, we can have P — 0 while C' — 1!

The above example motivates us to study the BC with conferencing decoders with a specific
focus on the Gaussian channel with correlated noises. We remark that correlated noises often
occur in practical communication scenarios when the noises are due to outside interference. A

common interference source affecting both receivers would result in correlation in the noises.

B. Prior Literature

Cooperation via conferencing links has been studied for many different communication net-
works in information theory literature [3]—[/18]]. Further, the papers [19]-[26]] specifically consider
the two-user BC with conferencing decoders. In [19], the authors develop communication strate-
gies for the interactive decoding of a common message broadcast to cooperative users. In [20],

the capacity region of physically degraded channel is derived and also an achievable rate region
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is given for the general case. In [21], an achievable rate region is presented based on coding
strategies for the partially cooperative relay broadcast channels and also a converse result is
proved. In [22], the problems of communication over physically degraded, state-dependent BCs
with one-sided conferencing decoders are investigated. In [23]], the capacity region of the semi-
deterministic BC with one-sided decoder cooperation is derived and its duality with a source
coding problem is addressed. The authors in [24] consider the BC with one-sided cooperating
users under the strong secrecy constraints and present capacity results for semi-deterministic and
physically degraded cases. In [25]], the BC with (one-sided) unreliable cooperating decoders is
studied. In a recent work [26], the BC with degraded message sets and one-sided cooperation

link that may be absent is considered and its capacity region is given.

C. Main Contributions

The existing capacity results for the BC with conferencing decoders are all for the case of
one-sided cooperation, i.e., only one of the users is connected to the other by a cooperating link.
This is due to the lack of usefull outer bounds (beyond the cut-set bound) for the two-sided
cooperation case. In this paper, we first establish a novel outer bound on the capacity region
of the two-user BC with bidirectional conferencing decoders. The new outer bound, which is
derived using multiple applications of the Csiszar-Korner identity [27] [28, Lemma 7], is strictly
tighter than the previous ones including that of [20, Proposition 1] which is essentially the cut-set
bound.

We then propose achievability strategies for the BC with conferencing decoders. In [20,
Theorem 2] an achievable region is derived for the BC with bidirectional cooperation by ap-
plying Marton’s coding at the transmitter and compress-and-forward cooperative scheme at both
receivers. Another achievable region is given in [21]] based on coding strategies for the partially
cooperative relay broadcast channels. A third achievable region is given in [23, Appendix B] for
the BC with one-sided cooperation between receivers, which is derived by applying Marton’s
coding at the transmitter and decode-and-forward as cooperative protocol. All of these achievable
schemes are however in general insufficient to either derive new capacity results or approximate
capacity results for the Gaussian channel. This paper presents two achievability schemes for the
two-user BC with both common and private messages and bidirectional conferencing receivers.
In the first scheme, we apply Marton’s coding as the transmission scheme, and quantize-bin-

and-forward at one receiver first and then a combination of decode-and-forward and quantize-
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bin-and-forward at the other receiver as cooperative strategy. In the second scheme, we apply a
combination of decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-and-forward at one receiver first and then
quantize-bin-and-forward at the other receiver as cooperation scheme. For each achievability
scheme, at the receiver that applies a combination of decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-and-
forward, the optimal proportion of the capacity of the cooperative link that should be devoted
to each strategy is determined.

We prove that the novel outer bound coincides with the first achievable rate region for a
class of semi-deterministic BCs with degraded message sets. This capacity result is important
from two viewpoints. First, it is the first capacity result for the two-user BC with two-sided
conferencing receivers (all previously known capacity results are regarding the channel with one-
sided cooperation). Second, it is among the rare cases in network information theory for which
quantize-bin-and-forward is optimal. These results also demonstrate that a one-round cooperation
protocol is sufficient to achieve capacity and multi-round strategies similar to those devised in
[19] are not needed. Moreover, we derive a capacity result for a new class of more capable
semi-deterministic BCs with both common and private messages and one-sided cooperation.

Furthermore, we evaluate the derived outer bound for the Gaussian channel with correlated
noises. Using this bound, we prove several interesting results. For the channel with fully corre-
lated noises (when correlation of noises is either 1 or -1), the new outer bound yields exact
capacity region for two cases: i) BCs with degraded message sets; i1) BCs with one-sided
conferencing between decoders. For these two cases, we also show that the outer bound is to
within half bits of the capacity region for arbitrary noises correlation. Lastly, we prove that for the
Gaussian BC, a one-sided cooperative scheme from the stronger receiver to the weaker receiver
based on the decode-and-forward technique is already sufficient to achieve the capacity region
to within %log(l%w) bits where A is the correlation coefficient of channel noises. Therefore,

such a strategy is approximately optimal when the noise correlation is small.

D. Organization of the Paper and Notations

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We begin with defining the channel model in
Section II. The main converse and achievability results for the discrete memoryless model are
presented in Section III. Section IV treats the Gaussian broadcast channel with conferencing

receiver. We conclude the paper in Section V. The appendices contains most of the proofs.
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Figure 2. Two-user BC with conferencing decoders

In this paper, we use the following notations. A random variable is given by upper case letter
(e.g. X) and its realization is shown by lower case letter (e.g. x). We use X" to denote a
sequence of random variables (X,---,X,,) and use the notation X" = (X;, X;41,- -+, X,).

The probability distribution function (PDF) of a random variable X is denoted by Py (x) and
the conditional PDF of X given Y is denoted by Pxy(z|y), where the subscripts are omitted
occasionally for brevity. The operator {a}* is defined as: {a}" = max{0, a}. The set of non-
negative real numbers is given by R,. Lastly, for ¢ > 0, the set of all jointly e-letter typical
n-sequences z" with respect to the PDF Py (x) is denoted by 7."(Px); (see [29] for definition).

Finally, we use the shorthand ¢(z) = £ log(1 + z).

II. CHANNEL MODEL

The two-user BC with conferencing decoders is a communication scenario in which a transmit-
ter sends a common message and two private messages to two users, and the two receivers are able
to exchange information via communication links of finite capacities (called conferencing links).
Fig. [2| illustrates the channel model. The channel is given by (X, Vi, Vo, P(y1, y2|x), C12, C21)
where X denote input alphabet, ), and ), denote output alphabets, P(yi,y»|z) is the channel
transition probability function, and C'5, and Cy; are capacities of the conferencing links.

For the BC with conferencing decoders, a length-n code with I' conferencing rounds is
described as follows. The transmitter encodes independent messages My, M;, and M,, which
are uniformly distributed over the sets [1 : 27f], [1 : 27%1], and [1 : 2"f2], respectively, into a

codeword and sends over the channel according to the following:

A 120 s [1: 2n) 1 20— A
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X" = A(My, My, Ms,).

The receiver Y;, ¢ = 1,2, receives a sequence Y;” € Y. The code consists of two sets

7

of conferencing functions {Z15,}}_, and {5 ,},_, with the corresponding output alphabets

{2} =1 and {J21 4}, respectively, which are described as follows:
oy 1 VI X Torq X oo X Ja1y—1 > Ji2
Jiay = S, (Y7, I)
oty 1 Vo X Ji21 X oo X Ji29—1 > Jo14
Jo1 = Zo1,(Yah, I ).

A sequence of conferencing rounds is said to be (C', Cy)-permissible if

r r
D log [|Jiaqll < nCrar > log|Tory || < nCor.
7=1 y=1

Before decoding, the receivers exchange information by holding a (C}2, Cy;)-permissible con-
ference. Thus, the first receiver obtains the sequence JQF1 = (Ja11, J21.2, ..., Jorr) and the second
one obtains the sequence Jlr2 = (J121, 122, ..., Ji2r). The receivers then decode their respective

messages based on the following decoding functions:
Vi VP x Ty — [1:20F0] x [1: 27
(Mo, My) = Vi (Y x Jy)
Vo : Vg X Jiy — [1:2M0] x [1: 27
(Mo, My) = V(Y5 x Jiy).

The capacity region for the channel is defined as usual [29]. Here, we omit the details for brevity.

III. DISCRETE MEMORYLESS BC WITH CONFERENCING DECODERS
A. Converse

Theorem 1. Consider the two-user BC with conferencing decoders shown in Fig. 2} Let R,

denote the set of all rate triples (Ry, Ry, Ry) such that

Ry+ Ry < I(U; Y1)+ Cy (1)

Ry < I(X; YA |Ya, V) + 1(X; Ya) @)
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Ry < I(X;Ya|Y1, V) + I(X;Y7) (3)

Ro+ Ry < I(V;Y,) + Chy 4)

Ry < I(X;Y2[Y1,U) + I(X; Y1) (5)

Ry < I(X;N]Y2,U) + 1(X;Ya) (6)

Ry+ Ri+ Ry < I(X;1|V)+ I(V;Ys) + Cia + Oy (7N
Ro+ Ry + Ry < I(X;Y5|U) + I(U; Y1) + Ciz2 + Coy )
Ro+ Ry + Ry < I(X; V1Yo, V) + I(X;Y3) + Cho )
Ro+ Ry + Ry < I(X;Y5|Y1,U) + I(X; Y1) + Cn (10)
Ro+ Ry + Ry < I(X;Y},Y5) (11)

for some joint PDFs P(u,v,x) where U,V — X — Y1,Y, forms a Markov chain. The set R,

constitutes an outer bound on the capacity region.

Proof: The proof is given in Appendix [A] [ ]
This novel outer bound on the capacity region of the channel is derived based on multiple
applications of the Csiszar-Korner identity [27] [28, Lemma 7]. The Csiszar-Korner identity is
used to derive the constraints (7), (8), (9), and (10) based on appropriate definitions of auxiliary
random variables U and V. Specifically, careful manipulation of multi-letter mutual information
expressions allow us to establish novel structures in the constraints (2), (3), (5), (6), (O) and
in terms of the same auxiliary variables. The definitions of U and V' are carefully chosen so that
the outer bound has a compact representation in term of only two auxiliary random variables. As
we demonstrate later, this novel structure of the outer bound is crucial for deriving new capacity
results (and also approximate capacity results for the Gaussian channel). The constraint (TT)) is
due to the cut-set bound.
This outer bound R, is clearly tighter than that of [20, Proposition 1] which is essentially the

cut-set bound.

B. Achievability

We now present novel achievability schemes for the two-user BC with both common and

private messages and bidirectional conferencing receivers. The achievability schemes consist of
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judicious combination of Marton’s coding together with decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-

and-forward cooperation strategies. The results are given in the following theorems.

Theorem 2. Consider the two-user BC with conferencing decoders shown in Fig. @ Let Rl(-l)

denote the set of all rate triples (Ro, Ry, Ry) € R? such that
Ro+ Ri < min{J(U, Wi Y1) + Co, I(U, W;Yl,YQ)} (12)
Ry + Ry < min {J(V, W:Ys) + G+ @y Cha, I(V,W; V1, Ya) + @1012} (13)
Ry + Ry + Ry < min {J(U; YA[W) + G, (U Y4, 1>2|W)}

+ min {I(V, W:Ya) + i+ @Cha, I(V, W: V1, Ya) + a1012} — I(U; VW)
(14)

Ro+ Ry + By < min {I(U,W; Y1) + G, (U, W3 Y3, Ya) }
+min{[(v;Y2|W)+<1,I(v;1>1,Y2|W)} — (U VW) (15)
2Ry + Ry + By < min { I(U,W; 1) + G, I(U, WY, Y3) |

+ min {I(v, W:Ys) + G+ arCio, I(V, W: Y1, Ya) + alcm} — (U VW)

(16)
G = {onChy — I(Yi; U Y1V, W, Ya) } (17)
Co = {C — I(Yo; Yo|U, W, Y1)} (18)

for some joint PDFs P(u,v,w,z)P(g1|u, w,y1)P(y2]y2) and oy € [0,1]. The convex closure of

the set Rgl) is achievable.

Proof: The cooperation strategy to derive the rate region REI) involves using Marton’s
coding scheme for the BC together with quantize-bin-and-forward at the receiver Y5 first and
then a combination of decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-and-forward at the receiver Y;. At
the receiver Y;, the capacity of the conferencing link C', is divided into two parts. A fraction
a1C'5 is devoted for decode-and-forward and the remaining a;C5 for quantize-bin-and-forward

scheme. A detailed proof of Theorem [2]is given in Appendix [ |

Remark 1. In the characterization of the rate region Rgl) given in Theorem |2} one can replace

(1 and (5 with 51 and 52, respectively, as given below:

(= ayCiy — I(Y; U, Y|V, W, Y2) (19)
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(o = Cy1 — I(Ya; Ya|U, W, Y1), (20)

To see why this is the case, it is sufficient to note that the case of a;Chy < I()A/l; U Y1V, W, Y5)
in the characterization of the rate region Rgl) is equivalent to the case where we set Vi equal
to @. Similarly, the case of Cy; < I (YQ, Yo|U, W, Y1) is equivalent to the case where we set Y,

equal to O.

Remark 2. It is clear that an alternative achievable rate region can be derived by exchanging
the cooperative protocol at the receivers in the acheivability scheme of Theorem 2] i.e., to apply
quantize-bin-and-forward at the receiver Y, first and then a combination of decode-and-forward

and quantize-bin-and-forward at the receiver Y;.

As discussed before, the parameter o in the achievable rate region Rgl) reflects a balance
between the rates associated with the decode-and-forward and the quantize-bin-and-forward
schemes at the user that applies both of them (i.e., Y7). An interesting result of this paper
is that the optimal value for the parameter a;; can be exactly determined. This result is given in

the following theorem.

Theorem 3. The optimal value of the parameter o in the achievable rate region Rgl), denoted

by o, is given as follows:

aikzmin{[(yl;U’Cim/’Yﬂ,l}. 1)

Moreover, Rgl) is equivalent to the following simplified region:
Ry + Ry < min {J(U, WiY) + Cor — I(Ya; Ya|U, W, Y1), I(U, W; Y3, y})} (22)
Ro+ Ry < I(V,W;Ys) + Cia — I(Yi; U, 1|V, W, Y2) (23)

Ry + Ry + Ry < min { I(UsYi[W) 4 Caoy — I(Va; YalU, W, V), (U3 V4, Ya W) §
Ro+ Ry + Ry < min { I(U,W; Vi) + Cor — I(¥; YalU, W, i), I(U, W3 Y3, ¥a) }

I(V:Yy|[W) 4+ Cha — I(Yy; U, Y1V, W, Ys),
rminq (VYAW) ¥ G = I U DU v
I(V; Yy, Yo |[W)

(25)

2Ry + Ry + Ry < min { I(U, Wi i) + Cor — I(Va; ValU, W, i), I(U, W3 Y3, V2) }
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+I(V,W;Ys) + Cro — I(Yi; U V1|V, W, Ya) — I(U; VW) (26)

for some joint PDFs P(u,v,w,x)P(41|u, w,y1)P(J2]y2)-

Proof: First of all, ¢; and (5 in the characterization of Rgl) can be respectively replaced

by ¢, and G given in lblb Now, by setting o; = &} in lb one can easily derive the
characterization (22)-(26). To see that this choice is in fact optimal, it is sufficient to note that

min {[<Vv W;Y3) 4+ a;Ca — [(Y/l; UV, W,Ys) + a1Cha, I(V, W;fflayz) + 071012}
< I(V,W;Ys) + Cia — I(Yy; U Y1V, W, Ya)  (27)

and

min { I(V; YlW) + a1Cho — (V33 U, ViV, W, Ya), (V5 1, Yo W) |

| IV W) 4 Gy — T(Y1 U Y|V, W, YY),
< min . . (28)
I(V; Y1, Ya|W)

Remark 3. The achievable rate region RZ(-l) given in Theorems |2| and 3| clearly includes both of
the regions previously given in [|20, Theorem 2] and [23| Appendix B] as a subset. Moreover,
after some algebraic computations, one can show that Rgl) restricted over the distributions of
the form P(u,v,w,x)P(y1|w,y1)P(92|y2) includes the achievable rate region of [21, Theorem

3] as a subset. We omit the computations here.

Let us specialize the achievable rate region Rgl) for a primitive relay channel [30]. The
primitive relay channel is a communication scenario wherein a transmitter sends a message to
a receiver using the help of a relay node which is connected to the receiver via a digital link of
given capacity. This scenario is a special case of the two-user BC with conferencing decoders
by setting My = M; = @ and Cy; = 0 in Fig. 2l Now, by setting U = @ and V' = X in Rgl),
we obtain the following achievable rate for the primitive relay channel:

I(X;Y3) + Chp — I(Y1; 4| X, W, V),
P(w,xgiz(l;f\wm) win | LW N) + 1(X Y, Yaliv), . . @
L(W3Y1) + I(X; Ya|W) + Ciz — (Y13 V1| X, W, Y)
This is in fact the best known achievable rate for the primitive relay channel as discussed in

[31].
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In the next theorem, we present a second achievable rate region for the two-user BC with
bidirectional cooperation based on a combination of decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-and-
forward at one receiver first and then quantize-bin-and-forward at the other receiver as cooper-

ation strategy.

Theorem 4. Consider the two-user BC with conferencing decoders shown in Fig. @ Let RZ(-Q)

denote the set of all rate triples (Ry, R1, Ry) € R such that
Ry + Ri < min {J(U, WiYi) + s + GoCor, I(U, W3 Y3, Va) + 5@021} (30)
Ro+ Ry < I(V,W; ) 31)
Ry + By + Ry < min { U Y3[W) + o, 1(U3 Y3, YaIW) b+ LV, W Y3) = LU VW) (32)
Ro+ Ry + Ry < min {J(U, WiY) + i + @G, I(U, W Y1, Ya) + 5@021}
+ min { L(V; YalW) + 5, LV V2, YalW) b = 103 VW) (33)

2Ry + Ry + Ry < min {1(U,W; Y3) + 1+ GoCon, (U, W5 Y1, ¥2) + 3G |

+ I(V,W;Ys) — I(U; VIW) (34)
m = {Cra — [(Y1; U, V1|V, W, Y2)}* (35)
ne = {asCq — [(?2; Y>|U, VV,Yl)}+ (36)

for some joint PDFs P(u,v,w,z)P(§;|u,w,y1)P(g2|w,y2) and as € [0, 1]. The convex closure

of the set REZ) is achievable.

Proof: The cooperation strategy to achieve the rate region RZ@) is to apply Marton’s coding
with a combination of decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-and-forward at the receiver Y5 first
and then quantize-bin-and-forward at the receiver Y;. At the receiver Y,, the capacity of the
conferencing link Cy; is divided into two parts. A fraction asCy; is devoted for decode-and-
forward and the remaining a»C5; is devoted for quantize-bin-and-forward scheme. A complete

proof of Theorem [ can be found in Appendix [C| [ |

Remark 4. In the characterization of the rate region (30)-(36), one can replace n, and ns with

m and 15, respectively, which are given as follows:
i = Cra = I(Y;; U V1|V, W, Ya) (37)

il = aCor — 1(Ya; Ya|U, W, Y1). (38)
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To see why this is the case, it is sufficient to note that the case of C15 < I()A/l; U Y1V, W, Y;)
in the characterization of the rate region RZ@) is equivalent to the case where we set Vi equal
to &. Similarly, the case of axCo — I(YQ; Yo|U, W, Y1) is equivalent to the case where we set

Vs equal to &.

Remark 5. One can obtain an alternative achievable rate region by exchanging the cooperative
protocol at the receivers in the acheivability scheme of Theorem 4| i.e., to apply a combination
of decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-and-forward at the receiver Y, first and then quantize-

bin-and-forward at the receiver Y.

Similar to the region Rgl), we can derive the optimal value of the parameter a, for the region

RZ@) as given in the following.

Theorem S. The optimal value of the parameter c in the achievable rate region RZ@), denoted

by o3, is given as follows:

I1(Yy; U, Yy |W, Y,
a;:min{ (Y2 U, Yo|W, 1),1}. (39)
Co

Moreover, Rz@) is equivalent to the following simplified region:

Ry + Ry < I(U,W;Y1) + Coy — 1(Ya; Ya|U, W, Y1) (40)
Ro+ Ry < I(V,WW;Y3) (41)
HU: Y1 W) + Cor — 1(Ya; Ya|U, W, Y1),
Rot Rut Ry<min{ -0 I+ G = DU vy — v
I(U; Y1, Y [W)
(42)

Ry + Ry + Ry < I(U,W; Y1) + Coy — I(Ya; Ya|U, W, Y1)

I(V:Yy|[W) 4+ Cha — I(Y4; U, Y1V, W, Ys),
rming (VPAW)H G I U0 DU v
I(V; Yy, Yo |[W)

(43)
2Rg + Ry + Ry < I(U,W; Y1) + Oy — I(Yy; Va|U, W, Y2) + I(V, W3 Ya) = I(U; VIW) - (44)

for some joint PDFs P(u,v,w,z)P(y;|u,w,y1)P(ga|w, yo).

Proof: First of all, 7; and 7, in the characterization (30)-(36) are respectively replaced by
7 and 7, given in (37). Now, by setting ay = o in (39), we easily obtain the characterization
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(0)-@4). To prove that this choice is in fact optimal, it is sufficient to consider the following

inequalities:

min {[(U, W3 Y1) + aeCo — [(Yz;Yzwa W, Y1) + axCor, I(U, W§Y1,Y2) + 542021}
< I(U, Wi Y1) + Cy — I(Ya; Ya|U, W, Y7) - (45)

and

min { 1(U; Vi W) + asCar = I(Ya; YalU, W, Y1), I(U; Vi, Vol W) }

< mind TNV +Ca = 1@ YU W YY), | o

I(U; Y1, Ya|W)
|
In general, it is not easy to compare the two regions ng) and RZ@) numerically. The main
advantage of the region RZ(-Z) over the region Rgl) is that its feasible set of distributions is a
larger set. We further note that by allowing a fourth auxiliary random variable, it is possible to

design an achievability scheme that includes both of Rgl) and Rgz) as special cases. However,

evaluating the resulting rate region would be very complex.

C. Capacity Regions for Specific Channels

The achievability results in the previous section may be further improved, e.g., by applying
multiple rounds of cooperation at the users. However, in what follows, we demonstrate that the

rate region Rgl)

is already sufficient to prove new capacity results for several particular two-
user BCs with conferencing decoders (as well as approximate capacity results for the Gaussian
channel as seen in the next section). Our first capacity result is a class of semi-deterministic

BCs with degraded message set.

Theorem 6. Consider the two-user BC with degraded message sets, with a common message
for both users and a private message for the first user, and bidirectional conferencing receivers.
For the semi-deterministic channel where Yo = f(X, Y1), the capacity region is given by the

closure of convex hull of all (Ry, R1) satisfying
Ry < I(V;Y3) + Cho 47)

Ry + Ry < I(X; Y1) + Cy (48)
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Ro+ Ry < I(X;V|V) + 1(V;Y2) + Cra + Cn (49)
Ry + Ry < I(X; Y1, Y5|V) + I(V; Ya) + Cho (50)

Ry + Ry < I(X;Y1,Y2) 5D
for some joint PDFs P(v,x).

Proof: The achievability is derived by setting U = X, W =V, and Yo =Y, in Rgl). The
converse proof is readily given by R,. [ ]
Note that both Y] and Y3 appear in the mutual information bound (50). Thus, the capacity re-
gion of this particular BC depends on the joint distribution p(y;, y2|*) and not just the marginals,
unlike the case of BC without conferencing decoders. This is a first example of capacity region

for a BC that depends on the joint transitional probability distribution function of the channel.

Remark 6. By setting Ry = 0 and Cy2 = 0, the result of Theorem [0] is reduced to the capacity
of semi-deterministic primitive relay channel derived in [32)]. In this case, the capacity is given
by maxp(,) min{/(X; Y1) + Cu, I(X;Y1,Y5)}. Note that for the case of Ry = 0 and Cy5 = 0,
it is optimal to set V = Q. In fact, the cut-set bound is achievable. This capacity is achieved by

quantize-bin-and-forward as the relay strategy.

We now present two interesting examples of the semi-deterministic BC with degraded message

set.

Example 1. Consider the following binary channel,

Yi=XpZ
(52)

Yo=2
where Z is a binary noise and @ is the XOR operator. For this channel, we have Yo = X & Y7,
so the channel is semi-deterministic. The capacity region of this channel with degraded message

set is given by all (Ry, R) satisfying

Ry < (i (53)
R0+R1§[(X;Y’1)+021 (54)
Ry+ Ry < H(X) (55)

for some P(x).
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In this example, the user Y5 does not receive information from the transmitter directly. Instead,
it observes the noise Z and relays the noise to the user Y; by sending a compressed version
of it through the digital link C5;. The user Y; then decodes both messages and forwards the
common message to the user Y, through the digital link C'5. Therefore, the user Y5 can still

receive information at a positive rate.

Example 2. Consider the following binary channel,

Vi=2Z
(56)

Y,=X®Z
where again Z is a binary noise. For this channel, the capacity region with degraded message

set is the closure of convex hull of all (R, Ry) satisfying

Ry < I(V;Y2) + Cho (57)
Ry + Ry < Cy (58)
Ro+ Ri < H(X|V) + 1(V;Y2) + Cha (59)
Ry+ Ry < H(X) (60)

for some P(v,x). As shown, unlike the previous case, the capacity region is characterized based
on some auxiliary variable V. The optimal choice for this variable depends on the values of

012 and 021.

For this channel, the optimal coding strategy is as follows. Note that the user Y; (which
is supposed to detect both common and private messages) does not receive any information
from the transmitter directly. The optimal cooperation strategy is that the user Y5 first sends a
compressed version of its received signal to the user Y; through the digital link C5;. Next, the
user Y7 decodes both messages using the information received (and its own signal which is in
fact the channel noise) and then forwards part of the common message (using the variable V')
to the user Y5 through the link C',. Lastly, the user Y, decodes the common message using its
received signal.

It 1s worthwhile to make the following observation. For Example [2| as the user Y; observes
the channel noise only, one might think that a cooperative scheme in which Y; applies compress-
and-forward and Y5 applies decode-and-forward is the right strategy. However, it turns out that

such a scheme is not optimal when the message to Y5 is a degraded version of the message
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to Y;. This is in contrast to Example [I} in which the message set degrades in the opposite
direction and performing compress-and-forward at the receiver that observes the noise only is
the capacity-achieving strategy.

Note that the capacity region of Example [I] coincides with the cut-set bound. But the capacity
region of Example [2] is strictly below the cut-set bound.

As far as we know, the above results are the first cases where a combination of compress-and-
forward and decode-and-forward strategies yields an optimal bidirectional cooperation protocol.
There is no previously known capacity result in the literature for channels with bidirectional
cooperation between users. Moreover, our results demonstrate that a one-round cooperation
scheme is sufficient for achieving capacity for this class of channels.

We also prove a capacity result for a new class of more capable semi-deterministic BCs with

both common and private messages and one-sided conferencing.

Theorem 7. Consider the two-user semi-deterministic BC with both common and private mes-
sages and Yo = f(X,Y1). Moreover, assume that the channel is more-capable, i.e., I(X;Y,) <
I(X; Y1) for every input distribution P(x). For the channel with one-sided conferencing where
only Ys is connected to Y, by a digital link of capacity Csy, the capacity region is given by the
closure of convex hull of all (Ry, Ry, Rs) satisfying

Ry + Ry < I(V;Y3) (61)
Ro+ R+ Ry < I(X; Y1) + Co (62)
Ro+ R+ Ry < I(X;Y1|V) + 1(V;Ya) + Co (63)
Ro+ Ry + Ry < I(X; Y1, Ya|V) + I(V; Ya) (64)
Ro+ Ry + Ry < I(X;Y1,Y3) (65)

for some joint PDFs P(v,x).

Proof. The achievability is derived by setting U = X, W = V, and Y3 = Y; in R". The

converse is given by R,. [

Note that the structure of the novel outer bound R, given in Theorem [l| in particular, the
constraints (9) and (10), is crucial for deriving the capacity results in Theorems [6] and [7] In
the next section, we show that the bounds can also be used to derive capacity results for the

Gaussian BC.
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Z1 ~ N(0,1)

Y1
a
2 J— X Co ﬂ U C12
b Y,
A# L Zy ~N(0,1)  E[Z:1Z:] = A

Figure 3. Two-user Gaussian BC with conferencing links and with correlated noises

IV. GAUSSIAN BC WITH CONFERENCING DECODERS

We now study the Gaussian BC with conferencing decoders and with correlated noises as

shown in Fig. [3] The channel model is defined as follows:

Y1 =aX + Zl (66)

Yo =0X + 2,
where Z; and Z; are correlated Gaussian noises with zero mean and unit variances and correlation
coefficient ), i.e., E[Z;Z5] = A, X is the input signal with E[X?] < P, and a, and b are the
real-valued channel gains. We show that the bounds derived in earlier part of the paper are useful

to derive capacity and approximate capacity results for various types of Gaussian BC.

A. Converse

We begin with the outer bound. By considering the input power constraint E[X?] < P, we can
optimize the outer bound in Theorem [I] over its auxiliary variables U and V' for the Gaussian
channel and derive an explicit characterization of the mutual information terms in the outer

bound as below.

Theorem 8. Consider the Gaussian BC ([66) with conferencing decoders. Assume that |a| > |b].

Let RS denote the set of all rate triples (Ry, Ry, Ry) such that for some «, 3 € [0, 1]

(1—a)d®*P
Ro+ R < (m) +Cy (67)
(1- pWP
Ry < Wy +9 (m) (68)
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a2
Ry+ Ry < <w) + Cha (69)

BU2P + 1
Ry < Wy +1) (%) (70)
Ry + Ry + Ry < ¢ (Ba’P) + ¢ (%) + Ciy 4 Cy (71)
R0+Rl+32§w2+¢(%)+cm (72)
R0+R1+R2§qfl+¢<%) + Coy (73)
Ro+ Ri+ Ry < ¥ <(“2 +152_122Mb> P) , (74)
where
vy (a (a2 + 22/\ab> P) s)
. ( ; (a2 + 22/\ab) P) | 6

The set RS constitutes an outer bound on the capacity region.

Proof: The outer bound is based on applying entropy power inequality on the outer bound

derived in Theorem [T} The details are given in Appendix [D] [ ]

Remark 7. For the Gaussian BC @) if A= % the channel is degraded and we have

a>+0> =2 ab  , (Aa—b)?
1_)\2 =aQa +1_—/\2=GJ. (77)

In this case, the outer bound RS can be shown to be achievable, and it yields the capacity

region (see Remark [I1)).

Thus, for the rest of the paper, we assume that \ # g

B. Capacity Regions for Specific Channels

Theorem 9. Consider the two-user Gaussian BC (66) with degraded message sets (i.e., a common
message for both receivers at rate Ry and a private message for the first receiver at rate R;)
and bidirectional conferencing receivers. Assume \ # g For the channel with fully correlated

noises where |\| = 1, the capacity region is given by the closure of convex hull of all (R, Ry)

satisfying

a2
Ry < (%) + (o (78)
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Ry + Ry < ¢ (a°P) + Oy (79)

Rmﬁasww&m+w<“_@wp

m) + ClQ _'_ 021 (80)

for some [ € [0, 1].

Proof: The achievability is derived from RQ) given in Theorem 2 I by setting X = U =
W+W and V = @, and Yg Y +Z2, where W and W are two independent Gaussian variables
with zero means and variances (1 — )P and [P, respectively, and Zg is a Gaussian variable
(independent of all other variables) with zero mean and variance 6. Note that by this choice of

variables, when |\| = 1, we have

- 1—)\2
I(Yy; oW, U, Y1) = %Z) =0

Moreover,
. 1 a® + b%> — 2\ab + 6%a?
I(X:Y1,Y5) == P
(X1, 1) 2w(( 1=\ +67 ) )
1 29
:_w(<a +b )\ab—i-aa)P)
2
and
. a’® 4+ b% — 2)ab + 6%a?
I(X: Y], Y; = P
vl = o (5 (S e ) P)

1
2
% (ﬁ (a2+62 ?fi\ab—i- 52a 2) P) .
Therefore, by letting 6> — 0, one can make the above two mutual information terms arbitrarily
large and thus they would not be in effect in the characterization of the achievable rate region.
For the case of |a| > |b|, the converse proof is readily given by R in Theorem [8| For the case
of |a| < |b], the rate region (78)-(80) (which is achievable by the proposed scheme) is optimal
for 5 = 0 and it coincides with the cut-set bound. [ |
As mentioned earlier, the capacity result in Theorem [J is interesting because it is among
the rare cases in network information theory for which the quantize-bin-and-forward strategy

contributes to achieving capacity.

Example 3. A special case of the Gaussian BC with |\| = 1 is the following scenario:
Yi=X+Z

(81)
Yo=X -2

July 1, 2024 DRAFT



21

where Z is a zero mean unit variance Gaussian noise. In this scenario, the two receivers see
exactly the same noise but with a different sign. For this channel, the capacity result of Theorem

[9 reduces to the following:

Ry < Y(P) + Cyy (82)

Ro + Rl S 77Z)(P) + 021. (83)

In fact for this channel, the cut-set bound is achievable. To achieve this capacity, the second
receiver applies quantize-bin-and-forward and the first receiver applies decode-and-forward as
the cooperation protocol.

Observe that in the case of common message only, even as P — 0, it is possible to achieve
a strictly positive rate of Ry = min{C}, C5; }. This makes concrete the statement made in the
introduction, namely, that it is possible to use infinitesimally small amount of power to transmit
a strictly positive rate bounded away from zero. Note that the argument presented in the proof
of Theorem [9] is only valid for strictly positive values of input power P. We summarize this

observation in the following remark.

Remark 8. The capacity characterization given in Theorem [9] gives the following interesting
observation. Even with a very small (yet positive) amount of input power P, one can transmit
information over the channel at a rate as high as the capacities of the conferencing links, if

the noises are fully correlated, i.e.,

Al =1, (assuming \ # g). In fact, as P — (0, the capacity

region of the Gaussian BC with degraded message set is as follows:

R(] S El(P) + 012
(84)
Ro + R1 S EQ(P) + 021

for some €, (P) and es(P), which go to zero as as P — 0.
Next, we draw a connection between the BC with conferencing decoders and the relay channel.

Remark 9. For the special case of primitive relay channel with fully correlated noise, where
Y5 acts as a relay for Yy, C1o = 0 and there is only a private message for the first receiver, the
capacity result given in Theorem @] is reduced to Ry < 1 (a®>P) + Coy. In this case, using the
quantize-bin-and-forward strategy, one can achieve the cut-set bound. Interestingly, the capacity

does not depend on b at all.
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This result is an example of a semi-deterministic primitive relay channel, because the relay
observation Y, = bX + Z, is a deterministic function of input X and the receiver observation
Y1 = aX + Z; when Z; and Z, are fully correlated and \ # g In this case, the cut-set bound
is achievable [32].

The following two examples further illustrate Theorem [9]

Example 4. Consider the following Gaussian channel:

Yi=X+Z7
(85)

Yo=7
where Z is a zero mean unit variance Gaussian noise. In this case, the user Yo does not receive
any information from the transmitter and only observes the additive noise of the user Y,. For
this channel, the capacity region can be derived by setting a =1 and b = 0 in (78)-(80) and is
given by

Ry < Chz (86)

Ro+ Ry < 9(P) + Cy. (87)

This is the Gaussian counterpart of Example |1} To achieve this capacity, first the user Y5 sends

a compressed version of the observed noise Z to the user Y; through the digital link Cy;. Next,

the user Y; decodes both common and private messages based on the message from Y5, then

forwards the common message to Y5 through the digital link 5.

Example 5. Consider the following Gaussian channel:

Yi=2
(88)
Yo=X+Z.
In this case, the capacity region is given by
Ry <9¢(P) + Ciz (89)
Ro+ Ry < (9. (90)

This is the Gaussian counterpart of Example [2] Similar to Example [2] the user Y; (which is
supposed to detect both common and private messages) does not receive any information from

the transmitter directly. The capacity achieving cooperation protocol is that the user Y5 first sends
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a compressed version of its received signal to the user Y; through the digital link C5;. Next, the
user Y; decodes both messages using the information received (and its own signal, which is in
fact the channel noise) then forwards part of the common message to the user Y; through the
link C1,. Lastly, the user Y, decodes the common message using its received signal.

Note that in Example [5 as the user Y] observes the channel noise only, one might think
that a cooperative scheme in which Y; applies compress-and-forward and Y5 applies decode-
and-forward should be used. However, such a scheme is not optimal in this particular BC with
degraded message for Y5.

Theorem [9) is a capacity result for the Gaussian BC with degraded message sets and fully
correlated noises. In the next theorem, for the Gaussian BC with one-sided cooperation and fully
correlated noises, we establish the capacity region of the channel with both common and private

messages.

Theorem 10. Consider the two-user Gaussian BC ([66) with both common and private messages
where |a| > |b| and only the weaker receiver is connected to the stronger one by a conferencing
link, i.e., Cio = 0. Assume \ # g For the channel with fully correlated noises where |\| = 1,

the capacity region is given by the closure of convex hull of all (Ry, Ry, Rs) satisfying

(1-p8)0*P
Ry+ Ry < (m) o1
a2
Ry + Ry + Ry < ¢ (Ba°P) + 4 (%) + Co 92)

for some [ € [0, 1].

The proof of Theorem [I0]is similar to that of Theorem [9] and therefore is omitted here.
For the Gaussian BC in which the noises are not fully correlated, the inner and outer bounds
of this paper yield approximate capacity results which are presented in the following theorems.

The first approximate capacity result is on Gaussian BC with degraded message set.

Theorem 11. Consider the two-user Gaussian BC ((66) with degraded message sets (i.e., a
common message for both receivers and a private message for the first receiver) and bidirectional
conferencing receivers. Assume that |a| > |b| and X # 2. For all channel parameters a, b, C1s,
Cy1, and X\ with |\ < 1, the following achievable rate region is within half bits to the capacity

region:

a2
Ry < (%) + 2 (93)
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Ry+ Ry <4 (a’P) + {Co — 1/2}* (94)
2 )2
Rot+ Ry < <(a +0b Q/Iafq/;gl A)a >P> 95)
2
Ry + Ry < ¢ (fa 2P)+w(662£)—€1 >+{021—1/2}++012 (96)
a?+ 0% — 2 ab+ (1 — M)a
rov <o (5 (S )
— B)V*P
+ (%lﬂ%) + Co 97

for some [ € [0, 1].

Proof: The above achievable rate region is derived from R,El) given in Theorem [2| by setting
X=U=W+WandV = @, and }A/g = }3+ZQ, where W and W are two independent Gaussian
variables with zero means and variances (1 — 5)P and P, respectively, and ZQ 18 a Gaussian
variable (independent of all other variables) with zero mean and variance 62 = 1 — \2.

By a simple comparison, one can see that the right-hand sides of the constraints (93), (94),
(©3), and are within half bits of (69), (67), (74), (71I), and (72)), respectively. [ ]
Next, we present an approximate capacity result for the Gaussian BC with one-way confer-

encing.

Theorem 12. Consider the two-user Gaussian BC ((66) with both common and private messages,
where |a| > |b| and only the weaker receiver has a conferencing link to the stronger receiver,
i.e., C19 = 0. For all channel parameters a, b, Co1, and X with |\| < 1 and with \ # g the

following achievable rate region is within half bits to the capacity region:

Ry+ Ry <9 (%) (98)
Ro+ Ry + Ry < ((az +¥ _223@_[) ;()1 - AZW) P) (99)
Ry + Ry + Ry < (Ba®P) + ¢ (%)

+{Cy —1/2}* (100)
Ryt Byt Ry <9 (5 <a2+b2 —22()1\a_b4;2()1 - )\2)a2> P)
+ ¢ (%) (101)

for some [ € [0, 1].
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Proof: Similar to Theorem the above achievable rate region is derived from Rgl) given
in Theorem [2 by setting X = U = W + W and V = @, and ?2 =Y, + 22, where W and
W are two independent Gaussian variables with zero means and variances (1 — 3)P and 8P,
respectively, and Z, is a Gaussian variable (independent of all other variables) with zero mean
and variance 62 = 1 — \2.

By a simple comparison, one can see that the right-hand sides of the constraints (98), (99),
and are within half bits of (69), (74), (71), and (72), respectively. [ ]

Finally, we derive an approximate capacity result for the two-user Gaussian BC (66]) with both
common and private messages and with bidirectional cooperative receivers. First, we present an
achievable region for the channel using only one-way conferencing with decode-and-forward.
The other conferencing link is not used, so the resulting achievable rate region is a sub-region
of Rgl) -. It turns out that this region is already approximately optimal when the noise

correlation is small.

Proposition 1. Let RPY~C denote the set of all rate triples (Ry, Ry, Ry) such that

1 — B)b*P
Ry+ Ry < (<ﬁb2+>—i—l) + Chp (102)
R+ Ry + Ry <4 (a®P) (103)
1 — B)b*P
Ry + R+ Ry <4 (Ba®P) + ¢ ((ﬁbz%) + Cho (104)

for some B € [0,1]. The set RZ-D F=G constitutes an inner bound on the capacity region of the

Gaussian BC ([66) with conferencing decoders.

Proof: The bound Rlp F=C is derived from Rgl) given in Theorem 2| by setting X = U =
W+ W and V =Y, = @, where W and W are two independent Gaussian variables with zero
means and variances P and (1 — )P, respectively. Note that this inner bound is in fact derived
for the channel with one-sided cooperation (i.e., it does not make use of the conferencing link
C51) using the decode-and-forward strategy alone. Nevertheless, it is a valid inner bound for the

channel with bidirectional cooperation. [ ]

Theorem 13. Consider the two-user Gaussian BC (66) with both common and private messages
and with bidirectional conferencing decoders. Assume that |a| > |b|. For all channel parameters

a, b, Cyy, Cyy, and ), the inner bound RP* ~C is within %log(l_iw) bits of the capacity region.
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Proof: The constraint (I02) is identical to (69). Moreover, by simple algebraic computations,
. . . . . 1 2
one can show that the right-hand sides of the constraints 1| and (104) are within 3 log(m)

bits of and (72), respectively. [

Remark 10. For the Gaussian BC with Aab > 0, a better approximate capacity bound of

%log(l_Q/\Q) bits is possible for the region RiDF_G given in Proposition

Theorem (13| states that if we do not use the quantize-bin-and-forward part of the conferencing
protocol and rely solely on decode-and-forward, the gap to capacity would depend on the noise
correlation. This is because decode-and-forward cannot exploit the noise correlation, so while it
achieves within constant gap to the capacity region when the noises are uncorrelated, it cannot
do so when the noises are highly correlated. Nevertheless, there is one special case for which

decode-and-forward is optimal.

Remark 11. For the Gaussian BC @) with \ = g considering , one can verify that the

DF-G
Ri

decode-and-forward achievable region of Proposition |I| coincides with the outer bound

RE given in Theorem |8l Thus, it yields the capacity region.

As concluding remark for this section, the novel structure of the outer bound given in Theorem
[8 in particular, the constraint (72), is crucial for deriving the exact capacity results in Theorems

9 and and also the approximate capacity results in Theorems and

V. CONCLUSIONS

Receiver cooperation can significantly improve the capacity of a broadcast channel. In this
paper, we establish novel outer bounds, which are tighter than the cut-set bound, for the BC with
bidirectional conferencing receiver using the Csiszar-Korner identity. Together with the achiev-
ability results based on Marton’s coding and judicious combination of quantize-bin-and-forward
and decode-and-forward, we derive capacity results for specific classes of semi-deterministic
BCs with degraded message set and more capable semi-deterministic BCs with one-sided con-
ferencing. Furthermore, for the Gaussian BC, we illustrate the importance of noise correlation
when the receivers can cooperate using the conferencing links. For the Gaussian BC with fully
correlated noises, one only need infinitesimal amount of power to transmit at a rate as high as

the capacity of the conferencing links.
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APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THEOREM [1]

We only derive the constraints that include the auxiliary variable U, i.e., (I), (5)., (6), (8), and
(10). The constraints that include V' are derived symmetrically. The last constraint is due to the
cut-set bound. Consider a length-n code with vanishing average error probability. Define new

auxiliaries as follows.
Uy = (Mo, My, Yy 1Y) t=1,...n (105)

By Fano’s inequality, we have

TL(R() + Rl)

< I(Mo, My; YY", Jyy) + ney, (106)

= I(My, My; Y") + I(Mo, My; J3, |Y]") + nel (107)

< ZI(MmMIQYLt‘YY,LtH) + H(Jy) + ney, (108)
t=1

<Y I(Mo, My, Y, Y375 Yay) + H(Jy,) + e, (109)
t=1

<> I(Uy; Yag) + nCo + ne), (110)
t=1

where inequality (109 holds because conditioning does not increase the entropy. This corre-

sponds to (I). Next, we derive the constraints on R,. By Fano’s inequality,

nRy < I(My; Yy, Jiy) + ne;, (111)
< I(Mo; Y1, Y3, J1,) + ne (112)
= [(My; Y1, Y5") + ne, (113)
< I(My; Y1, Y [ Mo, My) + e (114)

where ([113) holds because .J1, is given by a deterministic function of (Y}, Y;"). Now consider
the following:

I(Mo; YY", Y5 | My, M)
= [(My; Y3 | Mo, My) + I(Ma; Y'Y, My, M) (115)

< I(Mo, My, Ma; Y5") + I(Mo; Y1 Y5", Mo, M) (116)
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< (X Yau) + > I(Xy Yia|Yau, Mo, My, Y37 Y0 V) (L)

t=1 t=1

= ZI(Xt;}/QJj) +ZI(Xt;3/17t|Y§,t>Ut,}37?t+1) (118)
t=1 t=1

<Y (X Yau) + Y I(Xy; Yag|Yay, Uy), (119)
t=1 t=1

where (117)) holds because X; is a deterministic function of (M, My, Ms) and the channel is
memoryless, and ((119)) holds because conditioning does not increase entropy and also given the
input signal X, the outputs Y], Y5, are independent of other variables. In the same way, one

can also derive

I(Ma;YY", Y5 | My, My)

= I(My; Y" | Mo, My) + 1(Ma; Y3' YY", Mo, M) (120)
<D (X5 Vig) + ) 1(Xi; Yau Vi, Un). (121)
t=1 t=1

By substituting (IT9) and (I21) into (IT4), we obtain the desired bounds on R, (5)) and (6).

Next, we derive the constraints on the sum rate. We have
n(Ro + R1 + Ry)
< (Mo, My; YY", Joy) + 1(My; Y3, Jip) + nle,, + €2) (122)
< I(Mo, My; Y") + I(Ma; Y3') + I(Mo, My; Jy, [Y7")
+ I(Ma; J5,|Y5") +n(e, + €h) (123)
< I(Mo, My; Y1) + I(Ms; Y3 | Mo, M)
+ H(Jy) + H(J,) + n(el + €2) (124)
< I(Mo, My; YY) + I(Ma; Y5 [ Mo, M)
+n(Ciz + Ca1) +n(ey + €2). (125)
Now consider the following:

I(Mo, My;YT") + 1(Ma; Y5 | Mo, M)

— Z I(My, M, Y1,t|Y17,Lt+1)

t=1
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n

+ ) T(My; Yo | Mo, My, Y5 ™) (126)

t=1

< Z (Y™, Mo, My; Vi Y1)

t=1

— Z 1Y) 5 Y 4| My, My, Y1)

t=1

+ Y IV, My Yoo [ Mo, My, Y37Y) (127)

t=1

< Z I(YS My, My, Y14l Yi'i1)

t=1

=) (Y Yaa Mo, My YY)

t=1

+ Z [(Y{ftﬂ; Yo 1| Mo, My, Y2t71)

t=1

+ ZI(MZ;}67t|M07M1a}3t_1aY17}t+1) (128)

t=1

< ZI(Y;A, Mo, M1§Yl,t|Y17?t+1)

t=1

+ ZI(M2;}67t|M07M1a}3t_1aY17}t+1) (129)

t=1

S ZI Yt 1 }qnt+1aM07M1;Y1,t)

+ ) I(Ma; Y| Mo, My, Y37 YY) (130)
t=1
<D U Yie) + Y 1(X0; Yau|Uh) (131)
t=1 t=1

where (129)) is due to the Csiszar-Korner identity [27] [28, Lemma 7]. The Csiszar-Korner
identity states that given two arbitrary random vectors A} and B} and an arbitrary random

variable C, the following is true:

ZI P Bl B ZI (BI A4 A7, O). (132)
t=1
By substituting (I31) in (125)), we obtain the bound (§) on the sum rate. Finally, we can write

n(R() + R+ RQ)
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< I(Mo, My; YY", Joy) + 1(Ms; Yy, i) + n(e,, + €2) (133)
< I(Mo, My; Yi*) + I(Ma; Y, Yy, i)

+ I(Mo, My; J3 YY) +n(el 4+ €2) (134)
< (Mo, My; Y1) + I(Mao; Y, Y5") + H(Jy) + (e, + €) (135)
< I(Mo, My; Y{") + I(My; YY", Y5 | Mo, M)

+nCay + n(e, + €2) (136)
< I(Mo, My; Y7") + I(My; Y5 [ Mo, My)

+ I(Ma; YY" |Y5", My, M) (137)

< Z I(Uy; Yie) + Z I(Xy; Yo, |Uy)

t=1 t=1
+ Y I(Xy; Y14|Ya, Up) + nCoy + (e, + €2) (138)
t=1
= Z I(Us; Y1) + Z I(X4; Y, You|Ur)
t=1 t=1
+nCy +nlel +€2) (139)

n

- Z [(Ut; Yl,t) + Z [(Xt§ Yl,t|Ut)
t=1

t=1 =
+ ) I(Xy; Yau| Y1y, Up) + nCoy + nle), + ) (140)
t=1
= I(XiYia) + > I(Xg; Yau|Ya, Un)
t=1 t=1
+nCy +nlel + ) (141)

where inequality (138) is derived by following the same line of argument as in (131)) using the
Csiszar-Korner identity. This corresponds to the desired constraint (10)).
Finally, (L)) is just the cut-set bound. By applying a standard time-sharing argument, the proof

is thus complete.
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APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THEOREM [2]

We prove the achievability of Rgl) using Marton’s coding for the BC together with quantize-
bin-and-forward at Y5, then a combination of decode-and-forward and quantize-bin-and-forward
at 7. Fix a joint distribution P(u, v, w, x)P(y;|u, w,y1)P(y2]y2) and let o; be any arbitrary real
number in [0, 1]. We consider a random codebook consisting of length-n codewords to transmit
the independent messages My, M;, and M,, uniformly distributed over the sets [1 : 2”RO],
[1: 271 and [1 : 2"F2], respectively.

First of all, each of the private messages M; and M, is split into two parts as follows:

My — (Mo, M) Mg € [1:2%9), M, € [1: 2]
(142)
M2 — (MQO,MQQ) MQU c [1 . QnRzo]’ M22 c [1 . 2nR22].
Therefore,
Ry = Riy + R, (143)
Ry = Roy + Ros. (144)

The sub-messages Mjy and My, are decoded at both receivers, i.e., the triple (Mg, Mg, M) is

considered as the common message with rate
Roo = Ro + Rio + Rao. (145)

Moreover, let By, By, Rl, Ry be non-negative real numbers. Also, define:

éld2 = min{@lc’lg, Roo} (146)
éiIQ == min{alClg, ﬁl} (147)
Ch1 = min{Cyy, Ry} (148)

A. Encoding at the Transmitter

1) Generate at random 2" independent codewords W™ according to P(w") = [[;—, P(w;).
Label these codewords W™ (mqg) where mqg € [1 : 2"0].

2) For each codeword W™(mg), generate at random on(Fii+B1) independent codewords U"
according to [}, P(u¢|w(moo)). Label these codewords U™ (mqg, m11,b1) where my; €

[1:2nF1] and by € [1: 2721,
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(R22+B2)

3) For each codeword W™(mqg), generate at random 2" independent codewords V"

according to [}, P(uv|wi(moo)). Label these codewords V™ (mygp, maz, by) Where mos €
[1:27F2] and by € [1: 2"P2).
4) Given a triple (mgg, m11,Ma2) to be transmitted, let (b],b]) be a pair that satisfies the

following:
(W™ (moo), U™ (Mmoo, ma, b] ), V™ (Mmoo, mas, b3 )) € T (Pwov) (149)

If there are multiple pairs of (by,b,) which satisfy (149), then let (b],b]) be the one
with minimum b; + bo. If there is no such a pair, declare encoding error. Based on the
mutual covering lemma [29]], one can easily see that for sufficiently large n and small e,

the probability of encoding error tends to zero provided that
By + By > I[(U; VW) (150)

The transmitter then generates a codeword X" according to

n

H P(z¢|wi(moo), ue(moo, man, bf), ve(moo, Moz, b;—))
t=1

and sends it over the channel.

B. Encoding and Decoding at the Receivers

1) Generate at random onkz independent codewords }72” according to the distribution [[}"_; P(y2,)-
Label these codewords Y3'(1is) where 1y € [1 : 27F2].

2) Partition the set [1 : 2"1%2] into 2721 cells each containing on(R2=C21) elements. For a given
me € [1: 2”32], let €41 (172) denotes the index of the cell that 1, belongs to.

3) Given that the second receiver has received the output sequence Y3, let 1] be the smallest

point of [1 : 2"72] that satisfies the following:
(Y3, Y5'(m])) € T (Pyyy,)- (151)

If there is no point in [1 : 2"/] to satisfy (151), then declare an error. The probability of

this error tends to zero provided that
Ry > (Y Ya). (152)

The receiver Y, then sends €y (1] ) to the receiver Y; through the digital link.
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4) Given that the first receiver has received Y;" and € [1 : 2"021], it seeks for a unique triple
(Mg, M3y, b}) for which there exists some }72” that satisfies the following
(Wn<m80)7 Un(m807 mTla bﬂ{)? S/ln’ Y?) S 7?Z(PWU}QYQ) (153)
and
€ (Yy) =k (154)

If there is such a unique triple, it detects its intended messages as m, and mJ,. Otherwise, it
declares an error. The probability that the truly transmitted messages do not satisfy (I53)-
(I54) is negligible for sufficiently large n. Consider the error event that there are some
messages other than the truly transmitted ones and some }72" which satisfy —.
This event comprises two cases. First, this )>2” is not the one that has been actually selected
from the quantization codebook, i.e., Y7*(7n] ). Second, this ;" is exactly Y7*(/n] ). Using
multivariate packing lemma, one can show that the probability of the first event tends to

zero provided that
Ry = Co + Ry + By S I(UVA|W) + I(W, U, Vi Vo) (155)
Ry — Coy + Rop + Ruy + By < I(W, U3 Y3) + I(W, U, Yy; Ya) (156)
and the probability of the second event tends to zero provided that
Ry + By < I(U; Y1, Ya|W) (157)
Roo + Rii + B) < I(W,U; Y1, Ya). (158)
5) Generate at random 2"/ independent codewords f/{‘ according to the distribution [ [}"_; P(41.¢)-
Label these codewords Y7"(1iv;) where 1y € [1 : 27/1].
6) Partition the set [1 : 2"R1] into 2"z cells each containing on(f1-Clh) elements. For a given
iy € [1: 27, Tet €%, () denotes the index of the cell that 71, belongs to.

7) Given that the first receiver has received the output sequence Y/", let ] be the smallest

point of [1 : 2] that satisfies the following:
(Wn<m80)v Un(m&]’ mil? bi)? }/{L? Y/ln(mz—)) < ’EH(PWUYQA/:[)' (159)

Note that (mf,, m7,,bt) is the unique triple decoded in Step 4 according to (153)-(154). If
there is no point in [1 : 2"31] to satisfy |i then declare an error. The probability of this

error event tends to zero provided that

Ry > I(W,U,Yy; 7). (160)
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8) Partition the set [1 : 2"F°] into 2nCt cells each containing 2n(Roo—=C1h) elements. For a given
moo € [1 : 2™0], Tet €4, (mgo) denotes the index of the cell that mgy belongs to.

9) The receiver Y then sends the pair (€%, (mg,), €% (m])) to the receiver Y, through the
digital link (note that m, is the decoded message in Step 4 at the receiver Y)).

10) Given that the second receiver has received Y3* and (61,6:) € [1 : 27C2] x [1 : 20%], it

seeks for a unique triple (mg,, ms3,,b3) for which there exists some Yl” that satisfies the

following:
(W™ (mfy), V" (mby, m3,,03), Y7", Y3') € T (Pwvyy,) (161)
and
€l (mo) = 01, (162)
(V") = 0». (163)

If there is such a unique triple, the receiver detects its intended messages as mg, and m3,.
Otherwise, it declares an error. The probability that the truly transmitted messages do not
satisfy (161)-(I63) is negligible for sufficiently large n. Consider the error event that there
are some messages other than the truly transmitted ones and some Y{‘ which satisfy —
. This event comprises two cases. First, this Yl" is not the one that has been actually
selected from the quantization codebook, i.e., Y7*(r] ). Second, this Y" is exactly Y;*(1n]).
Using multivariate packing lemma, one can show that the probability of the first event tends

to zero provided that
Ry = Cly+ Ry + By < I(V; Yo [W) + I(W,V, Ya; V1) (164)
Ry — CYy+ Rog — Cfy + Rop + By S I(W,V;Ya) + I(W,V, Y Y1), (165)
and the probability of the second event tends to zero provided that
Roy + By < I(V; Y1, Yo W) (166)

Roy — C4 + Roy + By < I(W,V; Y1, V). (167)

C. Final Analysis
By simple algebraic computations, one can see that (148)),(152)),(153)-(156)), and (157)-(138))

are equivalent to the following:

Ri+ B < I({U;YA|W) + I(W, U, Y1; Ya) + Cor — I(Ya; Vo) (168)
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Roo + Riy + By < I(W,U; Y1) + I(W, U, Y33 Ya) + Coy — I1(Ya; Ys) (169)
Ry + By < I(U; Yy, Ya|W) (170)
Roo + Ruy + By < I(W,U; Y3, Ya). (171)

Moreover, note that the given probability distribution implies the following equality
I(W,U,Y1; Ya) + O — 1(Yy; Ya) = Cor — I(Ya; YU, W, V7). (172)

One can easily see that if Cy; < [ (YQ, Y5|U, W, Y1), then the optimal solution for Yg 18 to set it
equal to @. Thus, (I68)-(I71) are equivalent to the following:

Ry + By < min { I(U; YiIW) + {Coy — IV YalU, W)Y (U3, Yol W) b (173)
Roo + Riy + By < min { I(W,Us Vi) + {Co1 — I(¥V3; Va U, W, Y)Y, LW, Us i, V) | (174)

Similarly, by simple computations one can see that (146)-(147), (160),(164)-(165), and (166)-
are equivalent to the following:

Ros + By < I(V; Yo W) + I(W,V, Ya; Y1) + 0y Crp — [(W, U, Yy; Y1) (175)

Roo + Rag + By < I(W, V;Yy) + I(W, V, Yo; 3}1) + oGy — I(W, U, Yr; Yfl) +a1Crp  (176)

Ryy + By < I(V3 Y1, Y| W) (177)

Roo + Rao + By < I(W,V; Y, Y2) + @i Ch. (178)
In addition, the given probability distribution implies:

LW, V,Y5; Y1) + aiCrz — I(W,U, Y13 Y1) = anCrz — I(Vi; U Vi [V, W, V). (179)

If a,Cip <1 (Yl, U,Y1|V,W,Y;), then one can easily show that the optimal solution for Y] is to
set it equal to @. Therefore, (I75)-(T78) can be given in the following equivalent form:

Ras + B, < min {[(V;YQ\W) 4 {a1Ch — (Vi3 U YAV, W, Ya)}
1(ViY, %3} (180)
Ryo + Ros + By < min {J(W, ViVs) + {anCho — I(Vi: U, Y|V, W, Ya)}* + a1 Cho,
(W, VY1, Ys) +a1012} (181)

Lastly, by considering the bounds (150), (I73)-(174), and (180)-(I81) and by applying the

Fourier—Motzkin elimination algorithm, one can derive the rate region Rgl). The proof is thus

complete.
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APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM [d]

Fix a joint distribution P(u,v,w, z)P ({1 |u,w,y1)P(§2|w,y2) and let ay be any arbitrary real
number in [0, 1]. Similar to the proof of Theorem |2} we consider a random codebook of length-n
codewords to transmit the independent messages My, M;, and M, uniformly distributed over
the sets [1 : 2"f], [1 : 2"%], and [1 : 2"7%], respectively. Each of the private messages M; and

M, is split into two parts as follows:

My — (Mo, M11) My € [1:2M00] - My € [1: 2n0] (182)
My — (Mg, Myy) Moy € [1: 2M20] 0 My, € [1: 2nfi22), (183)
Therefore,
Ry = Ry + R (184)
Ry = Ry + Ry (185)

The sub-messages My and My, are decoded at both receivers, i.e., the triple (M, Mg, My) is

considered as a common message with rate
Roo = Ro + Rio + Rao (186)

Moreover, let By, Bs, Rl, Rg be non-negative real numbers. Also, define:

Cis = min{Ca, Ry} (187)
égl = min{dZC'gl, Roo} (188)
¢4, = min{ayChy, Ry} (189)

A. Encoding at the Transmitter

1) Generate at random 2" independent codewords W™ according to P(w™) = [[;_; P(wy).
Label these codewords W™(mq) where mgy € [1 : 2mFoo],

2) For each codeword W™(mgg), generate at random on(Fui+Bi) independent codewords U"
according to [}, P(u|wi(mq)). Label these codewords U™ (mgg, mi1,b1) where my; €
[1:2"F] and by € [1: 2751,

3) For each codeword W™(mqg), generate at random on(R22+B2) independent codewords V"
according to [[}'_, P(vi/wi(moo)). Label these codewords V™ (mgg, mao, by) where mgy €

[1:27R22] and by € [1 : 27%2].
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4) Given a triple (mqg, m11,Ma2) to be transmitted, let (b],b]) be a pair that satisfies the

following:
(W™ (mgo), U™(moo, ma, b] ), V™ (Mmoo, mag, b3 ) € T.*(Pwov) (190)

If there are multiple pairs of (b, by) which satisfy (190), then let (b],b]) be the one with
minimum b; + by. If there is no such a pair, declare encoding error. Based on the mutual
covering lemma, one can easily see that for sufficiently large n and small ¢, the probability

of encoding error tends to zero provided that
By + By > I(U; V|W) (191)

The transmitter then generates a codeword X" according to

n

H P(x¢|wi(moo), ue(moo, man, bT), (Moo, Maz, b;—))
t=1

and sends it over the channel.

B. Encoding and Decoding at the Receivers

1) Partition the set [1 : 2"E%] into 2741 cells each containing 2"(R0~C%) elements. For a given
moo € [1: 2"0], Tet €4, (mgo) denotes the index of the cell that mgy belongs to.

2) Generate at random 2" independent codewords Y;‘ according to the distribution [[}"_; P(42.).
Label these codewords Y;'(1i5) where 7y € [1 : Q"RQ].

3) Partition the set [1 : 2”R2] into 2741 cells each containing on(R2=C4) elements. For a given
s € [1: 2772), let €2, (175) denotes the index of the cell that 71, belongs to.

4) Given that the second receiver has received the output sequence Y.', it seeks for a unique

mg, for which there exists some (1492, by) that satisfies the following:
(W™ (mgo), V" (mgg, maz, ba), Y5") € T (Pwvy,) (192)

If there is no such a unique mg, or there are multiple ones, declare an error. The probability

of this error event tends to zero provided that
Roo + Ry + By < I(W,V;Y5) (193)
5) Let /] be the smallest point of [1 : 2°72] that satisfies the following:

(W™(mgo), Yo', Y3' (1)) € T (Pyyy,y,) (194)
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If there is no point in [1 : 2”R2] to satisfy (194), then declare an error. The probability of

this error tends to zero provided that
Ry > (W, Ya; Ya) (195)

The receiver Y, then sends the pair (€4,(mg,), €%, (1] )) to the receiver Y; through the
digital link.
6) Given that the first receiver has received Y and (61, 6,) € [1: 2"C51] x [1 : 27C%1], it seeks

for a unique triple (mg,, mi,, bj) for which there exists some }72” that satisfies the following:

(W™ (mgg), U™ (mgg, miy, b7), YT, YQN) S 7?L(PWUYIYQ) (196)

and
€5, (mgo) = 01, (197)
€4, (Y5) = ba. (198)

If there is such a unique triple, the receiver detects its intended messages as mg, and m7j;.
Otherwise, it declares an error. The probability that the truly transmitted messages do not
satisfy (I96)-(198) is negligible for sufficiently large n. Consider the error event that there
are some messages other than the truly transmitted ones and some }72” which satisfy —
. This event comprises two cases. First, this }72” is not the one that has been actually
selected from the quantization codebook, i.e., Y3(r] ). Second, this Y;" is exactly Y*(1n]).
Using multivariate packing lemma, one can see that the probability of the first event tends

to zero provided that
Ry — C4y + Ry + By < I(U; YA[W) + I(W, U, Y15Y2)  (199)
Ry — Gy + Roo = Gy + R+ B < IW,U; V) + I(W.U, Y3 V) (200)
and the probability of the second event tends to zero provided that
Ryy + By < I(U; Y1, Yo W) (201)
Roo — 4, + Ruy + By < [(W, U Y4, Y3). (202)

7) Generate at random 2" independent codewords }71” according to the distribution [[}"_; P(y1.¢)-
Label these codewords Y{"(ri;) where 1y, € [1 : 2n/].
8) Partition the set [1 : 2”31] into 2712 cells each containing on(f1-C12) elements. For a given

my € [1: Q”RI], let €15(m) denotes the index of the cell that 7, belongs to.
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9) Given that the first receiver has received the output sequence Y}, let /1] be the smallest

point of [1 : 2"%1] that satisfies the following:
(Wn(mg(])? Un(mzk]ov m?lv b?)’ }/1n7 )A/ln(m?)) € In(PWUYlYl) (203)

where (mg,, m;;,b;) is the unique triple decoded in Step 6 according to (196)-(198). If
there is no point in [1 : 2”R1] to satisfy li then declare an error. The probability of this

error event tends to zero provided that
Ry > I(W,U,Y1; Y1) (204)

The receiver Y; then sends €5(72] ) to the receiver Y5 through the digital link.
10) Given that the second receiver has received Y;* and k € [1 : 2”012], it seeks for a unique

pair (m$,y, b3) for which there exists some Y;" that satisfies the following:
(Wn<m50)7 Vn(m(.)(]’ m527 b;), }/171’ Y2n> S 7;n<PWVY1Y2) (205)

and

~

@12(1/1”) = K. (206)

Note that mg, has been already decoded in Step 4. If there is such a unique pair, the
receiver detects its intended (private) message as m3,. Otherwise, it declares an error. The
probability that the truly transmitted messages do not satisfy (205)-(206) is negligible for
sufficiently large n. Consider the error event that there are some messages other than the
truly transmitted ones and some Yl” which satisfy -. This event comprises two
cases. First, this f/l” is not the one that has been actually selected from the quantization
codebook, i.e., Y7*(m]). Second, this Y;* is exactly Y;*(7n7 ). Using multivariate packing

lemma, one can show that the probability of the first event tends to zero provided that
Ry — Cra+ Ryy + By < I(V; Ya|W) + I(W, V, Y3; V1) (207)
and the probability of the second event tends to zero provided that

Rog + By < I(V; Y1, Ya|W). (208)
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C. Final Analysis

By simple algebraic computations, one can see that (I87)-(189), (193), and (199)-(202) are

equivalent to the following:

Rii+ By < I{U;YA[W) + I(W, U, Y13 Ya) + aaCay — I(W, Ya; Y2) (209)

Roo + Ruy + By < I(W,U; Y3) + I(W, U, Y1; V) 4 aaCoy — [(W, Ya; Ya) + @yCy1 (210)

Ry + Bi < I(U; Y1, Ya|W) (211)
Roo + Ruy + By < I(W,U; Y1, Ya) + @0 (212)

Moreover, the given probability distribution implies the following equality:
I(W,U,Y1;Ya) + aCor — I(W, Y2; Ya) = aCoy — I(Ya; Yo|U, W, V1) (213)

One can easily see that if asCo < [ ()A/Q, Y5|U, W, Y1), then the optimal solution for Y, is to set
it equal to @. Thus, (209)-(212) are equivalent to the following:

Ris + By < min { I(U: Yi[W) + {aaCin — (05 Y2 U, W, Y)Y LU Vi, Yo W) }
214)
Roo + Ry1 + By < min {I(I/V, U; Y1) + {asCor — I(Ya; Ya|U, W, Y1)} + @2Chy,
(W, U;Y;,Ys) +a2021} 215)

Similarly, by algebraic computations, one can see that (187)-(189), (204), (207), and (208) can

be rewritten in the following equivalent form:

Ryy + By < I(V; Y3 W) + I(W,V,Ya; Y1) + Cio — I(W,U, Y13 Y1) (216)

Rys + By < I(V; Y1, Ya|W) (217)
Roo + Ras + By < I(W, V; Yy) (218)

The given probability distribution implies:
I(W,V,Yy; V1) + Cra = I(W, U, Y1; Y1) = Cro — IV U V1|V, W, V) (219)

IfCiy <1 (YI; U,Y1|V,W,Y3), then the optimal solution for Y, is to set equal to &. Therefore,
(216)-(218) are equivalent to the following:

Ros + By < mm{f(v;mm +{Cp — IV ULV, W,m}*,f(v;fq,mvv)}
(220)
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Roo + Raa + By < I(W,V;Y5) (221)

Finally, by considering the bounds (214)-(215)) and (220)-(221)) and applying the Fourier—Motzkin

elimination algorithm, we obtain the rate region REQ). The proof is thus complete.

APPENDIX D

PROOF OF THEOREM [§]

We present the optimization over the auxiliary random variable V. The constraints which
include the auxiliary random variable U can be evaluated similarly.

First note that since |a| > |b|, the user Y] is less noisy than the user Y3, i.e.,
I(V;Ys) < I(V; Y1), (222)
Therefore, we have

I(X;Y1]Ys, V) + 1(X; Ys)

= I(X; V1Yo, V) + I(X; Y3|V) + I(V: Ya) (223)
= I(X;Y1,Y2|V) + I(V;Ys) (224)
< I(X;V,Ya|V) + I(V3 V) (225)
= I(X; Y.V, V) + I(X;V1|V) + I(V: Y}) (226)
— I(X; Y3V1, V) + I(X; Ys). (227)

In other words, the constraint (3)) is inactive. Considering (2), @), (7), (9). and (I1), we require

to optimize (maximize) the following terms simultaneously:

L= (XY, Yl V) + 1(V; V) (228)
L=1(V;Y) (229)
Iy = I(X; V) + (V3 Ya) (230)
I = [(X: Y3, Ya). (231)

Now, let us define a new virtual output Y as follows:

A

Y = (a—A)Y1 + (b— Xa)Ys (232)

A

= ((a—Ab)a+ (b—Xa)b) X +Z (233)
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= (a® +b* —2)\ab)X + Z (234)
where

7= (a—Ab)Z1 + (b— \a)Zs (235)

It is clear that there is a one-to-one mapping between ()A/, Ys) and (Y3, Y2). Moreover, we have

b .
Ys = V42 >
2T E R —ab (236)

where

. bz

= Zo. 237
a2+62—2)\ab+ 2 (237)

9 =

One can easily see that Z, is uncorrelated to Z, and therefore they are independent (as they
are jointly Gaussian). This means that the output Y5 is in fact a noisy (physically degraded)

version of Y. Thus, we have
I(X;Y1,YalV) = I(X; Y, Ya|V) = I(X;Y|V), (238)
[(X;Y1,Ya) = I(X;Y,Y2) = [(X;Y). (239)

The mutual information function (X;Y’) can be easily optimized using the fact that Gaussian

random variable maximizes the entropy. Considering (228)-(230) and (238), we deduce that

the optimization is effectively to maximize h(Y|V) and h(Y;|V) and to minimize h(Ys|V),
simultaneously, where h(.) stands for differential entropy. We complete this step using entropy
power inequality.

First note that we have:

%1og(27re) = h(Zy)

= h(V1|X,V) (240)
< h(V1]V) (241)
<h(Yy=aX + 7)) (242)
< % log 2me(a*P + 1). (243)

By comparing the two sides of (243), we find that there is J € [0, 1] such that

h(Y1|V) = % log 2me(Ba*P + 1) (244)
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Now, let Z* be a Gaussian noise independent of all other variables with zero mean and a variance

(a)\ b)2

equal to where 1 = a? + b* — 2\ab. We can derive

WY |V) = h(uX + 2)

. 1 2
—h (aX + 92) — ~log (“—2> (245)
It 2 7
<@ %bg (e2h(aX+,%Z+2*\V> _ ezh@*m)
1 a?
. 2
—0 Lg (e2h<“X+ZW> —~ e2h<Z*>) S (247)
2 2 112
. 2
= llog <e2h(Y1\V) — 62h(Z*)) — llog @ (248)
2 2 12
1
= ; log (2me (BuP +1—N?) ) (249)

where inequality is due to the entropy power inequality, and equality holds because
%Z + Z* is a Gaussian noise with zero mean and unit variance and therefore equivalent to 71,
and also Z* is independent of V.

Finally, let Z; be a Gaussian noise independent of all other variables with zero mean and a

12
g be . We have:

variance equivalent to

h(Ya|V) = h(bX + Z,|V)

—h <aX + 2 ZQ|V - log (Z—) (250)
— haX + Zo+ Z3|V) — = lo (Z—) (251)
1 2h(aX+Z2|V) 2h(Z3|V) 1 a_

> —log (e +e ) — = log (252)
2 2 b?
1 h(aX+21|V h(Z. a’

:§log(62( +2 )+62(2))—§10g = (253)
1 . 1 2

=3 log (eZh(Y”V) + ezh(ZQ)) —3 log (Z—2> (254)
1

= 5 log (2me (BV*P + 1)) (255)

where inequality (252)) is due to the entropy power inequality, and equality (253) holds because

Zs 18 equivalent to Z;, and also ZJ is independent of V. The proof is thus complete.

July 1, 2024 DRAFT



(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(3]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(11]

[12]

[13]

(14]

[15]

[16]

(7]

(18]

(19]

[20]

44

REFERENCES

R. K. Farsani and W. Yu, “Capacity bounds for broadcast channels with bidirectional conferencing decoders,” in /IEEE Inf.
Theory Workshop (ITW), Apr. 2023, pp. 59-63.

——, “Gaussian broadcast channels with bidirectional conferencing decoders and correlated noises,” in IEEE Inter. Symp.
Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jul. 2023, pp. 1514-1519.

F. Willems, “The discrete memoryless multiple access channel with partially cooperating encoders,” IEEE Trans. Inf.
Theory, vol. 29, no. 3, pp. 441-445, May 1983.

A. Hgst-Madsen, “Capacity bounds for cooperative diversity,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, no. 4, pp. 1522-1544,
Apr. 2006.

Y. Cao and B. Chen, “An achievable rate region for interference channels with conferencing,” in IEEE Inter. Symp. Inf.
Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2007, pp. 1251-1255.

I. Maric, R. D. Yates, and G. Kramer, “Capacity of interference channels with partial transmitter cooperation,” IEEE Trans.
Inf. Theory, vol. 53, no. 10, pp. 3536-3548, Oct. 2007.

0. Simeone, D. Giindiiz, H. V. Poor, A. J. Goldsmith, and S. Shamai, “Compound multiple-access channels with partial
cooperation,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 55, no. 6, pp. 2425-2441, Jun. 2009.

H. T. Do, T. J. Oechtering, and M. Skoglund, “An achievable rate region for the Gaussian Z-interference channel with
conferencing,” in Allerton Conf. Commun., Control, Computing, Sept./Oct. 2009, pp. 75-81.

——, “The Gaussian Z-interference channel with rate-constrained conferencing decoders,” in IEEE Inter. Conf. Commun.,
May 2010, pp. 1-5.

A. Haghi, R. Khosravi-Farsani, M. R. Aref, and F. Marvasti, “The capacity region of fading multiple access channels with
cooperative encoders and partial csit,” in IEEE Inter. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2010, pp. 485—489.

I.-H. Wang and D. N. C. Tse, “Interference mitigation through limited transmitter cooperation,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory,
vol. 57, no. 5, pp. 2941-2965, May 2011.

——, “Interference mitigation through limited receiver cooperation,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 5, pp. 2913-2940,
May 2011.

N. Liu, D. Giindiiz, and W. Kang, “Capacity results for a class of deterministic Z-interference channels with unidirectional
receiver conferencing,” in 6th Inter. ICST Conf. Commun. Netw. China (CHINACOM), Aug. 2011, pp. 580-584.

A. Haghi, R. Khosravi-Farsani, M. R. Aref, and F. Marvasti, “The capacity region of p-transmitter/g-receiver multiple-access
channels with common information,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 11, pp. 7359-7376, Nov. 2011.

L. Zhou and W. Yu, “Gaussian Z-interference channel with a relay link: Achievability region and asymptotic sum capacity,”
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 58, no. 4, pp. 2413-2426, Apr. 2012.

H. T. Do, T. J. Oechtering, and M. Skoglund, “On asymmetric interference channels with cooperating receivers,” IEEE
Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 61, no. 2, pp. 554-563, Feb. 2013.

R. K. Farsani and A. K. Khandani, “Novel outer bounds and capacity results for the interference channel with conferencing
receivers,” in IEEE Inter. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Jun. 2017, pp. 649-653.

——, “Novel outer bounds and capacity results for the interference channel with conferencing receivers,” IEEE Trans. Inf.
Theory, vol. 66, no. 6, pp. 3327-3341, Jun. 2020.

S. C. Draper, B. J. Frey, and F. R. Kschischang, “Interactive decoding of a broadcast message,” in Allerton Conf. Commun.,
Control, Computing, Oct. 2003.

R. Dabora and S. D. Servetto, “Broadcast channels with cooperating decoders,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, no. 12,
pp. 5438-5454, Dec. 2006.

July 1, 2024 DRAFT



[21]

[22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

45

S. L. Bross, “On the discrete memoryless partially cooperative relay broadcast channel and the broadcast channel with
cooperating decoders,” IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 55, no. 5, pp. 2161-2182, 2009.

L. Dikstein, H. H. Permuter, and Y. Steinberg, “On state-dependent degraded broadcast channels with cooperation,” IEEE
Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 62, no. 5, pp. 2308-2323, May 2016.

Z. Goldfeld, H. H. Permuter, and G. Kramer, “Duality of a source coding problem and the semi-deterministic broadcast
channel with rate-limited cooperation,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 62, no. 5, pp. 2285-2307, May 2016.

Z. Goldfeld, G. Kramer, H. H. Permuter, and P. Cuff, “Strong secrecy for cooperative broadcast channels,” IEEE Trans.
Inf. Theory, vol. 63, no. 1, pp. 469—495, Jan. 2017.

W. Huleihel and Y. Steinberg, “Channels with cooperation links that may be absent,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 63,
no. 9, pp. 5886-5906, Sep. 2017.

D. Itzhak and Y. Steinberg, “The broadcast channel with degraded message sets and unreliable conference,” IEEE Trans.
Inf. Theory, vol. 67, no. 9, pp. 5623-5650, Sep. 2021.

J. Korner and K. Marton, “Images of a set via two channels and their role in multi-user communication,” /EEE Trans. Inf.
Theory, vol. 23, no. 6, pp. 751-761, 1977.

I. Csiszar and J. Korner, “Broadcast channels with confidential messages,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 24, no. 3, pp.
339-348, May 1978.

A. El Gamal and Y.-H. Kim, Network Information Theory. Cambridge, U.K.: Cambridge Univ. Press, 2011.

Y.-H. Kim, “Coding techniques for primitive relay channels,” in Allerton Conf. Commun., Control, Computing, Sep. 2007.
A. El Gamal, A. Gohari, and C. Nair, “Achievable rates for the relay channel with orthogonal receiver components,” in
IEEE Inf. Theory Workshop (ITW), Oct. 2021, pp. 1-6.

Y.-H. Kim, “Capacity of a class of deterministic relay channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 54, no. 3, pp. 1328-1329,
2008.

July 1, 2024 DRAFT



	Introduction
	Motivation
	Prior Literature
	Main Contributions
	Organization of the Paper and Notations

	Channel Model
	Discrete Memoryless BC with Conferencing Decoders
	Converse
	Achievability
	Capacity Regions for Specific Channels

	Gaussian BC with Conferencing Decoders
	Converse
	Capacity Regions for Specific Channels

	Conclusions
	Appendix A: Proof of Theorem 1
	Appendix B: Proof of Theorem 2
	Encoding at the Transmitter
	Encoding and Decoding at the Receivers
	Final Analysis

	Appendix C: Proof of Theorem 4
	Encoding at the Transmitter
	Encoding and Decoding at the Receivers
	Final Analysis

	Appendix D: Proof of Theorem 8
	References

