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Blind decoding of Linear Gaussian channels with
ISI, capacity, error exponent, universality

Farkas Lorant

Abstract— A new straightforward universal blind detection We will show that our new method is not only universal,
algorithm for linear Gaussian channel with ISl is given. A new  not depending on the channel, but its error exponent is thette
error exponent is derived, which is better than Gallager’s mndom in many cases than Gallager’s [6] lower bound for the case
coding error exponent. . . . .

when complete CSI is available to the receiver. Previously,
Gallager’s error exponent has been improved for some chan-
|. INTRODUCTION nels, using an MMI decoder, such as for discrete memoryless
m_ultiple—access channels [7].

We don't use Generalised Maximum likelihood decoding
[9], but a generalised version of MMI decoding. This is done
by firstly approximating the channel parameters by maximum

In this paper, the discrete Gaussian channel with intersy
bol interference (1SI)

!
Yi= in—jhﬂ’ + Zi (1) likelihood estimation, and then adopt the message whose

=0 mutual information with the estimated parameters is makima

will be considered, where the vectdr = (ho,h,...,h) By using an extension of the powerful method of types, we
represents the ISI, andz;} is white Gaussian noise with can simply derive the capacity region, and random coding
varianceo? error exponent. At the end, we have a more general result,

A similar continuous time model has been studied in Gahamely: We show how the method of types can be extended
lager [6]. He showed that it could be reduced to the form to a continuous, non memoryless environment.
The structure of this correspondence is as follows. In
Yn = UnTn + Wp (2)  section[d we generalise typical sequences to ISI channel

where thev, are eigenvalues of the correlation operator. THEVironment. The main goal of sectionllil is to give a new

same is true also for the discrete moddl (1), but the reduRethod of blind detection. In sectibnllV we show by numerical

tion requires knowledge of the covariance matfii, j) = results, that for some parameters the new error exponent

22_0 h(k —i)h(k — j) whose eigenvectors should be used ds better than Gallager's random coding error exponent. In

new basis vectors. Section[\Y we discuss the result, and give a general formula
Here however such knowledge will not be assumed, offt the channels with fading.

goal is to study universal coding for the class of ISI chasnel

of form (). 1. DEFINITIONS

As a motivation y note that the alternate method of first Let Yn be a sequence of positive numbers with limit 0. The

identifying the channel by transmitting a known “traininGequence € R™ is ~,-typical to an n-dimensional continuous
sequences” has some drawbacks. Because the length ofdRg&ibution P, denoted byz € Tp, if

training sequence is limited, the estimation of the chacaal

be imprecise, and the data sequence is thus decoded aarordin |~ log(p(z)) — H(P)| < Vo (3)

to an incorrect likelihood function. This results in an iease n

in error rates [2], [3] and in a decrease in capacity [4]. As thwhere p(x) denotes the density function, anf(P) the

training sequence contains no valuable information, thgdo differential entropy ofP.

it is the less information bits can be carried. Similarly sequences € R,y € R™* are jointly~,-typical
One can think this problem could be solved by choosing the 2n -+ dimensional joint random distributioRx y denoted

training sequence sufficiently large to ensure precisemélanby (z,y) € Tpyy, if

estimation, and then choose the data block sufficiently ,long -

but this solution seldom works due to the delay constraimd, a |~ log(px.y (y,2)) — H(px.y)| <nym

to the slow change in time of the channel. _ In the same way, a sequengeis ~,-typical to the con-
So we will give a straightforward method of coding angyitional distribution Py|x, given thatX = z, denoted by
decoding, without any Channel Side Information (CSI) Tg cT -

. . : N . Py x () i
achieve this, we generalise the result of Csiszar and Kdorrrer

[5] to Gaussian channel with white noise and ISI, using an |—log(py | x (ylz)) — H(Y|X)| < nyn
analogue of the Maximal Mutual Information (MMI) decoder o _ _ )
in [5]. For simplifying the proof, in the followingPx = P is

always then dimensional i.i.d. standard normal distribution,
Thanks for Imre Csiszar for his numerous correction in thisky the optimal input distribution of a Gaussian channel with
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power constrain 1. The conditional distribution will be skea I1l. L EMMAS, THEOREM

as P9 with densit ) . . !
Y|X y We summarise the result of this section: The first Lemma

shows that the above definition of ISI type is consistent,
in the sense thay is conditionaIIyP{}’I} typical given z,
at least in the case whejy — h = z||? is not too large.
Lemmal2 gives the properties which we need for our method,
and proves that almost all randomly generated sequences has
these properties. Lemma 4 gives an upper bound to the set
In(27e) of output signals, which are “problematic” thus typical to
H,,(Y|X)=H(=X+Z|X)=H(Z)= n[THn(a)] two codewords, namely they can be result of two different
codeword with different channel. Lemrh& 5 shows that if the
The limit of the entropy o = X « h + Z asn — oo, is  channel parameters estimated via maximum likelihood (ML),
the codewords and the noise cannot be very correlated. Lemma
. HpoY 1 2 gives the formula of the probability of the event that an
Jim, # -3 In(2me) + %/0 In (o + f(€)) d€ output sequence is typical with another codeword with respe
to another channel. All Lemmas are used in Thedrem 1, which

where f(\) = szioo(zé_j;\ hihgie)e™ see [1] (here gives the main result, and defines the detection methodlgtric

Rn =r(m—n) =r(k) = Zé;‘é“‘ hjhj1 x| is the correlation Lemma 1
matrix). So the limit of the average mutual information pewhen

1 —ly — h*z|?
on (271')("+ln)/2 e'rp( 202 )

whereh = (h,o, h,l, h,Q, ceey hl) and (h * x)z = Z.lj:O xi,jhj
wherex; = 0 is understood fok < 0. So in this case

symbol, that is ly = h(@) * 2, :
[ = ()’ <
lim 1"(h,0) = lim Hao (V) = Hio (V]X) . o L
nyoo VT Do n so the detected variances is in the interior of the set of
. approximating variances, then
is equal to
€ T on),ot z;
L, 1O v & Trjeo &)
I(h,o) = —/ In(1+=—=)d¢ Proof: Indeed, if
2m Jo o
. : . ly — h(i) * ;| 2
moreover the sequend@ (h, o) is non-increasing (see [1]). |7 —0(i)*] <V
We will consider a finite set of channels that grows subex-
ponentially withn, and in the limit dense in the set of all IS|then
channels. To this end, define the set of approximating ISI, as ly = h(@) [ n .
20()2 2 "

Hp = {h € R : hy = kyyp, |hi| < P, ki € Z,
Vie{1,2,...,1,}} With

wherel,, is the length of the ISIP, is the power constraint per — log(Pﬁ‘(}()"’(” (ylz;)) = glog(27m(z')2)
symbol, andy,, is the “coarse graining”, intuitively the preci-

sion of detection. Similarly we define the set of approximgti

variances as

we get
Vpo={c€eR:0=ky,,1/2<|o| < P,, keZ" h(i),0(i
toeR:o =k 1/2<ld] |~ 10g(PER 7D (yle)) — H o0 (V]X)] =
Vie{1,2,...,0,}} vix
ly = h(i) * 2> n

These two sets form the approximating set of parameters, 20 ()2 2
denoted bysS,, = H,, X V.

Below we setl,, = [logy(n)], P, = nT6, 7, = n"7 and by the definitiory € Tpuc.00 (;) if

- Y|z
1 Definition The ISI type of a paifz,y) € R" x Rt js h(i) 0 (i)
the pair (hy,,0,) € S, defined by | —log(Py x " (ylz;)) — Hp;‘@ww (Y[X)| < nyn
h(i) = argming ey, 1y — h(2) * 24| u
N2 . N2 . HQ_ h(l) *£1”2 Lemma 2
o(i)” = argming ey, [0(1)” — h(??é%n n | For arbitrarily small § > 0, if n is large enough, there exists

Note that this type concept does not apply to separate inpuset. A C T2, with P*(A4) > 1 — §, where P is the n-
or output sequences, only to paits, y). dimensional standard normal distribution, such that fot al



ze A kle{0,1,....01,} k#I Lemma 4
For all R > 0,0 > 0,, there exist at lease™(F—9) different
< n (4) sequences ilR™ which are elements of the sdtfrom Lemma
[2, and for each pair of ISI channels withh € H,,, 0,6 € V,,

oo ik
j=0Lj—kTj—1
n

Z?:(ijkajfk . © and for alli € {1,2,..., M}
n
1
- Inp(z) — 1/nH(P)| < n (6) A P(h o ( U T;(,h‘;)
Proof: Taken i.i.d, standard Gaussian random variables
X1,X2,...,Xpn. Fix k,1 1 < k,I < n. By Chebishev's 2—["(|I(hﬂ)—RH)—Hh,U(Y\XH 7
inequality,
provided thatn > ng(n,m,d)
Pr{ iy Xick Xiy S l} <L Proof: We shall use the method of random selection. For
n n £2 fixed n, m constans , le€,, be the family of all ordered col-
o . lectionsC = {z,z,,...,z,,}, of m not necessarily different
From this, with{ = v,n2 sequences id. Notice that if someC' = {z,,z,,...,2,,} €
S Xk Xi Cy, satisfies [(I7) for every and pair of Gaussian channels
P”{‘T > Vn} < m = 0n (h,0),(h,5), thenz;’s are necessarily distinct. For any col-

lectionC' € C,,, denote the left-hand side @fi (7) by(C, h, H).
Which means that, there exist a setlifi whoseP™ measure Since forz € Tp

is at leastl — ¢,, and for all sequences from this set it is true

that MTpno (2)} < on(Hp,o (V] X)=7n)
n YI|X
2= Tj—k i1 | A
n Tn from LemmalB, aC € C,, satisfy [7), if for alli, h, i

Similarly there exist such sets for &ll# 7 in {0,1,...,1,} x ui(C) = > ui(Ch,h)
{0,1,...,1,}. By a completely analogous procedure we can hheH
make sets which satisit 5 ahtl 6. The intersection_ of these set . gnli(h.&)— R ~H; , (Y] X)
P-measure at leadt— 26,,(12 +1). As 6,12 — 0, this proves
the Lemma. B s at most 1, for every.

The Lebesgue measure will be denotedpyts dimension is  Notice that, ifC € C,,
not specified, it will be always clear what it is.
1 m
Lemma 3 — > () < 1/2 (8)
If n is large enough then the set in LemmdR satisfies ™=

2H(P)=2nm  \(A) < 2H(P)+nym then u;(C) < 1 for at least i indicesi. Further, if C’
. . . S is the subcollection, states the above indexes, th¢6”) <
And for anym-dimensional continuous distributio(-) u;(C) < 1 for every such index. Hence the Lemma will be
(To) < 9H(Q)+nvn proved, if for anm with
n(R— n(R-2
where 7T, is the set of typical sequencesd see [(B) 2. 2n(F=0) <y < 2(R3) 9)
Proof: Since we find aC € C,, which satisfyB.
1> P(A) = / p@)\dz) >1—§ ChooseC € C,, at random, according to uniform distribu-
A tion from A. In other words, letV™ = (W1, Wy, ..., W,,)

be independent RV's, each uniformly distributed ovér In

i i (HP _n'YH)
by the previous Lemma, by using > pla) > order to prove thdil8 is true for sonte € C,,, it suffices to

2~ (Hex+n7m) on Tp, , and A C T, we get

show that

H(P)+nvn) AA) > (1— 6)2H(P)—nvn) < 9H(P)=2n7n)
if n is large enough. Similarly from Euw(W™) <5 i=12,....m (10)
1>Q(To) = / q(z)\(dx) To this end, we boundEu, (W™, h,h). Recalling that,

Ta u;(C, h, h) denotes the left-hand side [of 7, we have
H —NYn ~
) Euy(W™, h, i) = (12)
|
Pr hoo 7 (W 12

The next lemma is an analogue of the Packing Lemma in / {ye TPY U Tp & (12)

5] ¥ -



As the IW; are independent identically distributed the proba- Now,
bility the integration is bounded above by

n In
7 2 _ 7 2 _
S Py € Tpne (Wi) N Tpa (Wi)} = @3) My—hral® =3 (=D hewsy)* =
P vix =1 9=0
n l
-1 -PlyeTone (W)} -Plye T i (W; 14 S -
(= 1) Prly & Topy (W)} PHY € Top OV} (4§~ S e
=1 =0
As the W;’s are uniformly distributed oved, we have for all T ! n
fixedy € R" = (2 —mwjk)” = Y (2] — 22wk + Vo)
j=1 j=1
A{z IS TPX?Q € TP&S{ (E)}
Pr S h, o Zl = ’
{y TPL‘X( )} AT On account of[{4)
The set in the enumerator is non-void onlyi€ 7. Inthis < I2:11* = 209 Ak + Y2 (0 4+ ) < llzill* = (0 = va)va
case it can be written &z, (y), whereP is a conditional = [y — h*z;|| - nys + 93 <|ly — h*xz|
distribution, which
[ |
h,o _ ph,o ',
Px(a)Pyj (bla) = Py (b) Px v (alb) Lemma. 6
Thus by Lemm&l13, and Lemnia 2 Letd > 0, andz € A from Lgmme[lz. Leb, o € H x V_ and
h°,0° € H x V be two arbitrarily (ISI function, variance)
5 9Hn o (X[Y)+nvn pairs. Lety and z be such that
MY € Trpe (2} = Zrcg—am
— gl (ho)=37m) ye Ty (@) (15)
) . h = argmin, mlly—hxzx (16)
If y € Tpno, and Pfy € Tpno (Ws)} = 0 otherwise. So, if 5 nenen 1y |
-y = vix . o =|ly—h*zll/n (17)
we upper bound\(7pn.») by 28re()+77m - with the use of =
Lemmal3 - from [THY,[(12) and(9) we get, Then
Euy (W™, h, h) < A P (yla) < 27 A DNBT 7)) =8l Hi o (V1)
MTpno ) (m — 1)27 o)+ 1(0,6) =67.]
Y 0,2 _ o2 .
< 9= nl1(h6) = Rt =Ty +Hp o (V| X) Here d((h,o)||(h?,0°)) = -4 10g(§—z) -1+ +gfg2h [

an information divergence for Gaussion distributions, ifiee

Let n be so large thafvy, < §/2, then we get if (h, ) # (h%,0°).

Proof:
Bui (W) < [H2] V22" 0/ »

-n [fi log(Lh""g @E”ﬂ log(Pi% (ulz,)]
which proves[(10) - P;VLT}?O (yls) = 2 n PR iz vix @lz;
Lemma 5 (18)
For z € A from LemmalR, andy as is [1), andh = . o
argmin, ey (o) ly — h* zf, andz =y — h x z, andy € Ty % (z) by the definition, so:

an 2iTi_k ho 5
SO < ke {0,100} —log(Pyi% (ylz,)) = Hio (Y1X) =y > Hao(Y]X) = 2
n
Proof: (Indirect) Suppose that (19)
S 2Tk if n is large enough. With this:
% =M\ > Yn
° 5° 1 ly—h+z|®
phhe . —erp(— o)
for somek € {0...1,}. Then let log < Y}\LX (E@z)) ~ log (21) % o ” 2hg ”2
7 PY]X<£|£) (21’1)% ne:vp(— 3202_ )
~ hj Ifj 75 k o
P9y it = k o lly—hxal® ly—hoxz|?
T mos(C) T T g S
. ~ ~ . . 2 __ Lo 2
We will show, thatl|y —hsz; || < |ly—h+z;||, which contradicts ﬁlog(a—z) n n+nyn ly — he || (20)

to the definition ofh). 2 o 2 2% o2



Introduce the following notatioa = y — h * x, Then

ly —h®*z|?=|lz4+hxz—h°xz||> =

n In

= (4 Y (e —h)aj k)’ =
7j=1 k=0

n ln

In
Z(z —|—2sz hi — hi)zj—k + Z
k=0 k

Jj=1 =0

In n
=zl +2> (hi—h2) > zwjn+t
k=0 =1

3 ey -

7j=1 k=0
using Lemmab

—hyp)zj- k)

§ :iji7j—/€ < NnYp
Jj=0

ln ln n
=zl +23 " (he — by + > (he — h9)? > a2, o+
k=0 k=0 7=0

+Zi(h

=0 k#m

hie — hi) i j—kij—m =

> || zll = ndln Ppyn + (n — nyn)||[h — h0H2 - ”(lnpn)z'}’n
With this we can bound_(20)
1 (Pyp( (y|17 ))
n o\ P )
1 o? 1 a2+ ||h—=n2
—log(L) -z T 4 Pum
3 1o8(37) =3 2% 02 2 7
— ldP? — (1, Py)*y, = (21)
while ||z|| = no?. If n large enough, then
2 2 6
max (4, PoYn, 49nln Py, (1nPn) ) < 5
sincelim,, ;. P212+, = 0. Using [6) we continue fron{{21)
o o ’Yn
= d((h,0)lI(h%,0%)) =
- (4lan'7n + '7nl4H721 + (lan)2’7n) >

> d((h, 0)[|(h°,0°)) — 6/2

Substituting this and(19) t¢_(1L8) gives the desired resusk.
Now we can state, and prove our main theorem

Theorem 1 For arbitrarily given R > 0 ¢ > 0, and
blocklengthn > ng(R,€), there exist a codd f, ¢) (cod-
ing/decoding function pair), with rate= R — ¢ such that for
all ISI channels, with parameters® € R!», |h?| < P,,0° <
P,,0° # 0, the average error probability satisfies

P.(h°, 0%, f,§) < 2~ (Er(Rh% ) =)
Here
E.(R,h° 0°) = (22)
min{d((h,0)[[h°.0°)) + [1(h.0) = RIs}  (23)

whered((h, 0)||h°,c°)) is the information divergencl(6),

Remark 1
The expression minimised above is a continuous function of
h®, 0% h,0, R

Proof: Letd =¢/3, and let

C= {&17&21"'12M}

the set of codesequences from Lemia 40> 27(F=9),
The coding function sends theth codeword for message
f(i) = z;.

The decoding happens as follows: Let denote the ISI-type
of y,z; by h(i),o(i) for all i € {1,2,...,M}. Using these
parameters we define the decoding rule as follows

¢(y) =i < i=argmax; I(h(j),o(j))

in case of non-uniqueness, we declare an error.
Now we bound the error

Z

whereP,,; denotes the probability of eveétthat the detected
variance, for someé € {1,2,..., M} does not satisfyo ()% —

M| < 7. Bound the probability of this event. &
occurs therv (i) is extremal point of the approximating set of
parameters, so

ly — h(i) * z;||* > nP,. Sinceh = (0,0,...,0) is element of
the approximating set of ISI, this means that the power of the
incoming sequence is greater thaf,,, the probability of this

). 7a
Py, 0 (2T)2

n

Po=Pour+ - Y PYY (6

y) #ilz;,ef)  (24)

Pout S <2

= (2erfo( P

where erf¢-) the complement normal error function. this
probability converges to 0 faster that exponential, which -
as we will see - means that i (24) the second term is the
dominant.

Consider the second term frorh {24). If we senthen
o(y) # i occurs if and only if

I(h(5), 0 (5)) = I(h(i), o (7))
We know that

Yy S T h(i), 0(1)(

Y\X

DNTy 1) o ()

while we supposed that we are not in the evént
So the probability of the second term &f124)

(¢(y) # ilz; e1) =

>

h h, Hn ,S Hn,S
(h,8),( f()’f(a);LI(hna))( n-Sn) {7’ h(‘1) 0(1)(ml)m

h(J) o)z )}
Py x

h,o°
PY|X

Pho,a'o

vix (ylz;)dy



With Lemmal® (substitutinds, o) = (h(j),0(j)), (h,6) = that the error exponent given by Gallager for thia channel
(h(2),0(7)), § = ¢/3) and from Lemmd}4 we get is

; . . o o . . 1+p
—nminfd((h(0),0 (D)) (h®,0?))+|1(h(7),0 ()~ Rl+ —2¢/3] 1
Pes 200 Brph) = =5l [/ ([ atomtsie.ny /) 1
Yy T

(h,8),(h,0)E€(Hn,Vn)?
I(h(4),0(5)) 21 (R(i),0(3)) . L. . . . . ..
If the input distributiong(x) is the optimal, Gaussian distri-

if nis large enough. From this - since the number of thg ion with use of [8] the above expression can be rewritten
approximating channel parameters grows subexponentiallyg

we get 1 & s -
P, < gnmin o [do° 0) ] 1(h,0) Rl Erlond) = =0 ;ln <1 o p))

m Now we can use the Szégheorem from [1], and we get that
the average of the exponent, so the exponent of the system is
We compare the new error exponent with Gallager’s error

-p
(1429 ] iz
a(l+p)
exponent. Gallager derived the method to send digital infor
mation through channel with continuous time and alphabgfhere f(z) = Zzi_oo(zé;\g\ hihj k)€™, which is same
with given channel function. This result can be easily medifi a5 [10], [8]
to discrete time, as in e.g. [10], [8]. The Linear Gaussian |n the simulation we simulated a 4 dimensional fading vec-
channel with discrete time parameter, with fading veétet  tor whose components was randomly generated with uniform
(ho, h1, ..., ly)can be formulated as follows: random distribution in[0, 1]. For other randomly generated
vectors, we get similar result. The two error exponent were
y=Hzx+z (25) T . .
2 = positive in the same region, but for surprise the new error
exponent was better (higher) than Gallager’s one.
Figure[1 shows, that the new error exponent is always as

IV. NUMERICAL RESULT 1 7
—1In

wherez is the input vector and

[ho O 0 ... 0] good, or better than the Gallager’s one.
hi  hg 0o ... 0
H=1h h-1 h—o ... 0 (26)
0 h h1 ... 0
1 0 0 0 ... ~
From [6] we get the idea to define a right and a left eigenbasis
for the matrixH. So the right eigenbasis, rs, ..., r,,, IS not
else then the eigenbasis Bf H where” means the E&anspose. 0.15
And l,,l,,...,1,, is the left eigenbasis, whelg = & (or Difference 01
basis of H HT), and denoting\; = |Hr;|. As in the work of .05
Gallagerr;r; = 0, ; = Lﬂj, because;-s form an orthonormal 0
eigenbasis anguj = rmm@] Ll
So writez in a good basis, ...,r, we getz = Y | Z11;

- we know thatz;-s form also an i.i.d. gaussian sequence.

Write the output ag/ = S Uil;, we get

G = Mfi + 5 (27) Fig. 1. Difference of the new error exponent and the Gallagaror exponent

for all i, where; is the white Gaussian noise in the basis The new method gives better error exponent, however it can

of I, L. (in which is also white). In many works this Pe hardly computed. We could estimate the difference only in
21y v Zm . . . . .

equation is used as a channel with fading, wheseare i.i.d. 4 dimension, because of the computational hardness to give

random variables. This is a false approach. If the receidie global optimum of a 4 dimensional function.

knows the ISIh then these constant can be computed. Is the

ISI is a random vector from, e.g., i.i.d. random variablesnt V. DiscussioN

A;S are not necessarily i.i.d. Firstly our result can be used as a new lower bound to error
If we interlace our codeword, with this formula we can gegxponents with no CSI at the transmitter. Note that, ourrerro

n’ = n+ 1 parallel channels, each have SN/ . We know exponent[(2B3) is positive if the rate is smaller than the cipa



Secondly it gives a new idea for decoding incoming signalg]
without any CSI: Maybe it is worth to perform a more difficult
maximisation, but not dealing with channel estimation.sThi 3,
can be done because of the universality of the code, which

means, the detection method doesn’'t depend on the channﬂ] &

We have proved that if the ISI fullfills some criteria (see

Theorent1), then the message can be detected, with exponen-

tially small error probability. However these criteria chp [
relaxed, because in the Theorétn — oo andl,, — oo, S0 any [6]
ISI with finite length and finite energy, and finite white noise[7]
variance, can be approximated well via the approximating se

of parameters. (8]

It can be easily seen, that the lemmas and theorem remain
true with small changes, if the input distribution is an &do ]
ily chosen i.i.d. (absolute continuous or discrete) disttion.
Only the functional form of the mutual informatiaf{(-), and
the entropy of the output variablH.,(Y) changes. So, this [1%
result can be used for lower bounding the error exponent, if
non-gaussian i.i.d. random variables are used for the rando
selection of the codebook. However in these cases the gntrop
of the output can hardly be expressed in closed form.

With the result of Theorenill, we can define channel
capacity for compound fading channels. If the fading remain
unchanged during the transmission, and the fading length
satisfiesl,, << n, we can state the following theorem:

Theorem 2 Let F be an arbitrarily given not necessarily
finite set of channel parameters, then the capacity of the ISI
channel without any CSI, with channel parameter frédmis

C inf I(h
(F) - (h,o)

Proof: In the limit of the setH, is dense in the
space of the real sequences with any length, so for every
(h,o) € F there exists a sequende,,o,) € H,V, such
that (h,,0n) — (h,0). We know from remark]l that the
error exponent in Theorel 1 is a continuous function, so the
Theorentl proves thaf'(F) is an achievable rate.

Given linear gaussian channel with IBland variancer the
capacity isI(h, o) if the transmitter has no CSI. [ ]

For some(h, o) our error exponent gives a better numerical
result, than the random coding error exponent derived by
Gallager [6], improved by Kaplan and Shamai [8] (the random
coding error exponent used here is deduced in SeLfibn 1V).

This result is not so surprising, if we know that the
Maximum Mutual Information (MMI) decoder gives better
exponent in some cases (like in multiaccess environmeat) th
the random coding error exponent derived by Gallager.

This work doesn’t contradict with [9]. We know, that in the
discrete case the MMI decoder is not else than the genatalise
likelihood (GML) decoder [9], and also in [9] was showed,
that GML decoder is not optimal in the non-memoryless case.
However this is not the case in the continuous case, where the
entropy of the incoming signal depends of the used parameter
(h,0).

REFERENCES

[1] G. Sze® "Beitrage zur Theorie der Toplitzschen FormenMathema-
tische Zeitschriftvol. 6, pp 167 1920.

J.K. Omura and B.K. Levitt, "Coded error probability évation for

antijam communication systemEEE Trans. Communyol. COM-30,

pp. 869-903, May 1982.

A. Lapidoth and S. Shamai, "A lower bound on the bit-emmaie re-

sulting from mismatched Viterbi decodingurop. Trans. Telecommuyn.

22
N. Merhav, G.Kaplan, A. Lapidoth and S. Shamai, "On imfiation
rates on mismatched decodet&€EE Trans, Inform. Theory, vol. 40,
pp. 1953-1967, Nov. 1994

I. Csiszar J. Korner|nformation Theory Coding Theorems for Dicrete
Memoryless Systenfskadémiai kiadd, 1986.

R. Gallager,Information Theory, and Reliable Communicati®869

J. Pokorny, H. M. Wallmeier, “Random coding bound and e®d
produced by permutations for the multiple -access chdnnBEE
Tranactions on information theoryol. 1T-31, Nov. 1985.

G.Kaplan and S. Shamai, "Achievable performance overdbrrelated
Richian channel,1EEE Trans. Commun.vol. 42, pp. 2967-2978, Nov.
1994

A. Lapidoth and J. Ziv “On th universality of the LZ-baseicoding
algorithm,” IEEE Tranactions on information thearyol. 44, no. 5, Sep.
1998

W. Ahmed, P. McLane “Random Coding Error Exponents favoT
Dimensional Flat Fading Channels with Complete ChanneteStdor-
mation” IEEE Tranactions on information theqgryol. 45. no. 4, May.
1999



	Introduction
	Definitions
	Lemmas, Theorem
	Numerical Result
	Discussion
	References

