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Abstract

The capacity region of the two-user Gaussian Interferertan@el (IC) is studied. Three classes of channels are amesid
weak, one-sided, and mixed Gaussian IC. For the weak Gauk3ja new outer bound on the capacity region is obtained that
outperforms previously known outer bounds. The sum capdoit a certain range of channel parameters is derived. Fer th
range, it is proved that using Gaussian codebooks andrigeatierference as noise is optimal. It is shown that whensGian
codebooks are used, the full Han-Kobayashi achievableregien can be obtained by using the naive Han-Kobayasheeabie
scheme over three frequency bands (equivalently, threspsgbs). For the one-sided Gaussian IC, an alternativé foothe
Sato’s outer bound is presented. We derive the full Han-ltaflai achievable rate region when Gaussian codebooks ikizedit
For the mixed Gaussian IC, a new outer bound is obtained thtgedforms previously known outer bounds. For this case, th
sum capacity for the entire range of channel parametersrigede It is proved that the full Han-Kobayashi achievaldéerregion
using Gaussian codebooks is equivalent to that of the atesldbaussian IC for a particular range of channel parameters

Index Terms

Gaussian interference channels, capacity region, suntitgpeonvex regions.

I. INTRODUCTION

NE of the fundamental problems in Information Theory, arging from [1], is the full characterization of the capwcit

region of the interference channel (IC). The simplest fofmQis the two-user case in which two transmitters aim to
convey independent messages to their corresponding egselvrough a common channel. Despite some special cas#s, su
as very strong and strong interference, where the exactitppagion has been derived [2], [3], the characterizatiérthe
capacity region for the general case is still an open problem

A limiting expression for the capacity region is obtained4i (see also [5]). Unfortunately, due to excessive comjiutal
complexity, this type of expression does not result in atéfale approach to fully characterize the capacity regiansfiow
the weakness of the limiting expression, Cheng and Verdé Baown that for the Gaussian Multiple Access Channel (MAC)
which can be considered as a special case of the Gaussiahe@miting expression fails to fully characterize the ceipa
region by relying only on Gaussian distributions [6]. Howevthere is a point on the boundary of the capacity region of
the MAC that can be obtained directly from the limiting exgsi®n. This point is achievable by using simple scheme of
Frequency/Time Division (FD/TD).

The computational complexity inherent to the limiting exgsion is due to the fact that the corresponding encoding and
decoding strategies are of the simplest possible form. Tiheding strategy is based on mapping data to a codebook uotest
from a unique probability density and the decoding strateggyo treat the interference as noise. In contrast, usingemor
sophisticated encoders and decoders may result in calpbie limiting expression into a single letter formula fhet
capacity region. As an evidence, it is known that the joingidsl decoder for the MAC achieves the capacity region [7].
Moreover, there are some special cases, such as strong Klewhe exact characterization of the capacity region haa be
derived [2], [3] where decoding the interference is the ldsai behind this result.

In their pioneering work, Han and Kobayashi (HK) proposedadirg strategy in which the receivers are allowed to decode
part of the interference as well as their own data [8]. The HKievable region is still the best inner bound for the capaci
region. Specifically, in their scheme, the message of eaehigssplit into two independent parts: the common part ard th
private part. The common part is encoded such that both userdecode it. The private part, on the other hand, can be
decoded only by the intended receiver and the other recéwats it as noise. In summary, the HK achievable regionés th
intersection of the capacity regions of two three-user MA@®jected on a two-dimensional subspace.

The HK scheme can be directly applied to the Gaussian IC. tefess, there are two sources of difficulties in chareaztegi
the full HK achievable rate region. First, the optimal dimitions are unknown. Second, even if we confine the didinbs to
be Gaussian, computation of the full HK region under Gausdistribution is still difficult due to numerous degrees iddom
involved in the problem. The main reason behind this comifjes the computation of the cardinality of the time-sharin
parameter.

1An earlier version of this work containing all the results is reported in Library and Archives Canada Technical Report UW-ECE 2007-26, Aug.
2007 (see|http://www.cst.uwaterloo.ca/pub_tech_rep.html| for details).


http://arXiv.org/abs/0801.1306v1
http://www.cst.uwaterloo.ca/pub_tech_rep.html

Recently, reference [9], Choreg al. has presented a simpler expression with less inequaldrethé HK achievable region.
Since the cardinality of the time-sharing parameter isatliyerelated to the number of inequalities appearing in thieievable
rate region, the computational complexity is decreasedvever, finding the full HK achievable region is still prohilely
complex.

Regarding outer bounds on the capacity region, there aee thmain results known. The first one obtained by Sato [10]
is originally derived for the degraded Gaussian IC. Satodhasvn that the capacity region of the degraded Gaussian IC is
outer bounded by a certain degraded broadcast channel whpaeity region is fully characterized. In [11], Costa hasvpd
that the capacity region of the degraded Gaussian broadikashel is equivalent to that of the one-sided weak Gaud€ian
Hence, Sato outer bound can be used for the one-sided GauSs&s well.

The second outer bound obtained for the weak Gaussian ICeasaiKramer [12]. Kramer outer bound is based on the
fact that removing one of the interfering links enlarges tagacity region. Therefore, the capacity region of the tser
Gaussian IC is inside the intersection of the capacity regiaf the underlying one-sided Gaussian ICs. For the caseeakw
Gaussian IC, the underlying one-sided IC is weak, for whieh ¢apacity region is unknown. However, Kramer has used the
outer bound obtained by Sato to derive an outer bound for #kvaussian IC.

The third outer bound due to Etkin, Tse, and Wang (ETW) is thasethe Genie aided technique [13]. A genie that provides
some extra information to the receivers can only enlargectigacity region. At first glance, it seems a clever genie must
provide some information about the interference to theivec¢o help in decoding the signal by removing the intenfees In
contrast, the genie in the ETW scheme provides informatlmutithe intended signal to the receiver. Remarkably, eefcs
[13] shows that their proposed outer bound outperforms Krabound for certain range of parameters. Moreover, using a
similar method, [13] presents an outer bound for the mixedsSian IC.

In this paper, by introducing the notion of admissible IC& propose a new outer bounding technique for the two-user
Gaussian IC. The proposed technique relies on an extrerequality recently proved by Liu and Viswanath [14]. We show
that by using this scheme, one can obtain tighter outer bofordboth weak and mixed Gaussian ICs. More importantly, the
sum capacity of the Gaussian weak IC for a certain range otlla@nel parameters is derived.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sectiowd,present some basic definitions and review the HK achievabl
region when Gaussian codebooks are used. We study the hianmg and the convexification methods as means to enlaege th
basic HK achievable region. We investigate conditions fbicl the two regions obtained from time-sharing and coriication
coincide. Finally, we consider an optimization problemdzhen extremal inequality and compute its optimal solution.

In Section 1ll, the notion of an admissible IC is introduc&bme classes of admissible ICs for the two-user Gaussiani€as
studied and outer bounds on the capacity regions of thessedare computed. We also obtain the sum capacity of a specifi
class of admissible IC where it is shown that using Gaussiaeltooks and treating interference as noise is optimal.

In Section IV, we study the capacity region of the weak Gaus$C. We first derive the sum capacity of this channel for
a certain range of parameters where it is proved that userddlreat the interference as noise and transmit at thghest
possible rates. We then derive an outer bound on the capagign which outperforms the known results. We finally prove
that the basic HK achievable region results in the same gadlaregion by using either time-sharing or concavificatibims
reduces the complexity of the characterization of the ful &thievable region when Gaussian codebooks are used.

In Section V, we study the capacity region of the one-sidedsSian IC. We present a new proof for the Sato outer bound
using the extremal inequality. Then, we present methodspliy the HK achievable region such that the full regiomdae
characterized.

In Section VI, we study the capacity region of the mixed Gauss$C. We first obtain the sum capacity of this channel
and then derive an outer bound which outperforms other kn@sults. Finally, by investigating the HK achievable regfor
different cases, we prove that for a certain range of chapasimeters, the full HK achievable rate region using Ganssi
codebooks is equivalent to that of the one-sided IC. Finall\section VII, we conclude the paper.

A. Notations

Throughout this paper, we use the following notations. dexctare represented by bold faced letters. Random varjables
matrices, and sets are denoted by capital letters whereiffieeedce is clear from the contextd|, tr{A}, and A* represent
the determinant, trace, and transpose of the square mdtnigspectively denotes the identity matriXN and R are the sets
of nonnegative integers and real numbers, respectivelg.urtion, intersection, and Minkowski sum of two sétsand V" are
represented by UV, U NV, andU + V, respectively. We use(x) as an abbreviation for the functidn5 log, (1 + x).

Il. PRELIMINARIES
A. The Two-user Interference Channel

Definition 1 (two-user IC):A two-user discrete memoryless IC consists of two finite s&fsand 25 as input alphabets
and two finite sets?; and %, as the corresponding output alphabets. The channel is meadry conditional probability
distributionsw(y1, y2|x1, x2) where(xzy,z2) € Z1 X Z5 and (y1,y2) € % X %;.
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Fig. 1. Classes of the two-user ICs.

Definition 2 (capacity region of the two-user IC} code @1 2nF2 5 A7 AZ) for the two-user IC consists of the fol-
lowing components for Usere {1, 2}:

1) A uniform distributed message sét; € [1,2,...,2"%].

2) A codebookX; = {x;(1),%;(2), ...,x;(2"%)} wherex;(-) € Z;".

3) An encoding function; : [1,2,...,2"%] — Xx;.

4) A decoding functiorG; @y, — [1,2,...,2"%i].

5) The average probability of error* = P(G;(y;) # M,).

A rate pair (R1, Ro) is achievable if there is a sequence of cod®&7(,2"%2 n, \7', \}) with vanishing average error
probabilities. The capacity region of the IC is defined to the supremum of the set of achievable rates.

Let €7¢ denote the capacity region of the two-user IC. The limitirgression forg7¢ can be stated as [5]

%1c = lim closure U {(Rl,R2)| = %I ( g’YZ) } . Q)
n—00 ” n R2<ﬁ|( 2’Y2)
P(XT)P(X3)

In this paper, we focus on the two-user Gaussian IC which earepresented in standard form as [15], [16]

y1 =1 +azs + 21,
Yo = Vb, + z2 + 22,

wherez; andy; denote the input and output alphabets of User {1, 2}, respectively, and; ~ N(0,1), 22 ~ N (0,1) are
standard Gaussian random variables. ConstartsO andb > 0 represent the gains of the interference links. Furthermore
Transmitteri, ¢ € {1,2}, is subject to the power constraiff. Achievable rates and the capacity region of the GaussiaraiC
be defined in a similar fashion as that of the general IC withdbndition that the codewords must satisfy their corredpan
power constraints. The capacity region of the two-user €andC is denoted b¥’. Clearly,% is a function of the parameters
Py, Py, a, andb. To emphasize this relationship, we may wifeas € (P, P», a,b) as needed.

Remark 1:Since the capacity region of the general IC depends only ennhrginal distributions [16], the ICs can be
classified into equivalent classes in which channels withatass have the same capacity region. In particular, foGdugssian
IC given in [2), any choice of joint distributions for the pét,, 22) does not affect the capacity region as long as the marginal
distributions remain Gaussian with zero mean and unit waga

Depending on the values af and b, the two-user Gaussian IC is classified into weak, strongedii one-sided, and
degraded Gaussian IC. In Figlrk 1, regionsibrplane together with their associated names are shownfl\Biife0 < a < 1
and0 < b < 1, then the channel is calladeak Gaussian ICIf 1 < a and1 < b, then the channel is callestrong Gaussian
IC. If eithera = 0 or b = 0, the channel is calledne-sided Gaussian 1Gf ab = 1, then the channel is calledegraded
Gaussian ICIf either0 <a < 1andl1 <b,or0<b< 1 andl < a, then the channel is callatiixed Gaussian ICFinally,
the symmetric Gaussian IQused throughout the paper for illustration purposes)esponds tax = b and P, = Ps.

Among all classes shown in Figuré 1, the capacity region efdiong Gaussian IC is fully characterized [3], [2]. In this
case, the capacity region can be stated as the collectioh @ta pairs(R;, Rs) satisfying

Rl S W(Pl)a

R2 < ’Y(PQ)a
Ri+ Ry < min{y(P+ab),v(bP, + P)}.

)



B. Support Functions

Throughout this paper, we use the following facts from careealysis. There is a one to one correspondence between any
closed convex set and its support function [17]. The supfuorttion of any setD € R™ is a functionop : ™ — R defined
as
op(c) = sup{c'R|R € D}. 3)

Clearly, if the setD is compact, then the sup is attained and can be replaced by Imdkis case, the solutions df](3)
correspond to the boundary points Bf[17]. The following relation is the dual of{3) and holds wheénis closed and convex
D ={R|c'R < op(c),V c}. (4)

For any two closed convex sef$ and D', D C D'/, if and only ifop < opr.

C. Han-Kobayashi Achievable Region

The best inner bound for the two-user Gaussian IC is the fillddhievable region denoted Iy« [8]. Despite having
a single letter formula%y i is not fully characterized yet. In fact, finding the optimunstdbutions achieving boundary
points of € i is still an open problem. We defiri¢ as a subset 08y x where Gaussian distributions are used for codebook
generation. Using a shorter description@f x obtained in [9],%4 can be described as follows.

Let us first define4, as the collection of all rate paig?;, R;) € R3 satisfying

<= (157 ) ©)
Ras e = (1) ©
Ry + Ry< ¢3 = min {431, 32,33} , ()
2R| + Ro< g = (%) +y <%) + <6P2 ;rf(bla;lam) : ®)
s o= (L)oo (B (AR

for fixed « € [0,1] and 3 € [0, 1]@] 13 is the minimum ofy31, 132, andiyss defined as
e (L) . ()

%, is a polytope and a function of four variabl&s, P, «, and3. To emphasize this relation, we may writg( P, P2, «, 3)
as needed. It is convenient to repres@htin a matrix form as%, = {R|AR < (P, P»,«,3)} whereR = (Ry, Ry)?,

U= (¢17¢27¢37¢4a¢5)t’ and t
a_(10 121
VL0111 2 '

Equivalently,%, can be represented as the convex hull of its extreme poiets@ (P, P2, o, 3) = conv {ry,72,...,7K },
where it is assumed th&f, has K extreme points. It is easy to show th&at< 7.

Now, ¢ can be defined as a region obtained from enlargfindy making use of the time-sharing parameter, i#is the
collection of all rate pair®® = (R, R»)* satisfying

q
ARKL Z NV (Prg, Paj, o, 3i), (13)
i=1
1in the HK scheme, two independent messages are encodedhatraasmitter, namely theommon messagend theprivate messagex and 8 are the

parameters that determine the amount of power allocatedetedmmon and private messages for the two userspifé., 3P and (1 — a)P1, (1 — B) P2
of the total power is used for the transmission of the pricat@mon messages to the first/second users, respectively.



whereq € N and

q
Z AP < Py, (14)
=1
q
Z AiPoi < Py, (15)
=1
q
> oai=1, (16)
=1
N >0, (o, 3)€[0,1)% Vi€ {1,...,q}. (17)

It is easy to show tha¥ is a closed, bounded and convex region. In fact, the capamifipn ¢ which contains? is inside
the rectangle defined by inequaliti®y < +(P;) and Rz < v(P,). Moreover,(0,0), (v(P1),0), and(0,~v(P;)) are extreme
points of both% and¥. Hence, to characteriz€, we need to obtain all extreme points éfthat are in the interior of the
first quadrant (the same argument holds#9r In other words, we need to obtairy, (c1, ¢2), the support function o, either
whenl < ¢; andcy =1 or whene; =1 and1 < c,.

We also defing, and%, obtained by enlarging, in two different manners?; is defined as

%1(P1,P2): U %0(P13P27a56)' (18)
(a,8)€[0,1]2

%, is not necessarily a convex region. Hence, it can be furthtarged by the convex hull operatio#, is defined as the
collection of all rate pair®® = (Ry, Rz)? satisfying

R=) AR, (19)
=1
whereq¢’ € N and
AR; < U (P, Poi, i, Bi), (20)
q/
Z AiPi< P, (21)
i=1
q/
Z AiPoi < Py, (22)
=1
q/
> =1, (23)
i=1

It is easy to show that; is a closed, bounded and convex region. In f&btis obtained by using the simple method of TD/FD.
To see this, let us divide the available frequency band iftsub-bands wherg; represents the length of th&h band and
¢, A = 1. User 1 and 2 allocat®;; and P; in thei'th sub-band, respectively. Therefore, all rate pairgiQPy;, Ps;, i, 3;)
are achievable in théth sub-band for fixed«;, 3;) € [0, 1]2. Hence, all rate pairs iE?;l A% (Pyi, Pa;, ai, B;) are achievable
provided thath/:l NP < Py and 23;1 NPy < P,
Clearly, the chain of inclusion®, C % C % C ¥ C ¢yx C ¢ always holds.

D. Concavification Versus Time-Sharing

In this subsection, we follow two objectives. First, we ainpaoviding some necessary conditions such tHat= ¢.
Second, we bound and ¢’ which are parameters involved in the description&/ond %, respectively. However, we derive
the required conditions for the more general case where taer)/ users in the system. To this end, assume an achievable
scheme for an\/-user channel with the power constralit= [Py, P», ..., Py] is given. The corresponding achievable region
can be represented as

Dy(P,0) ={R|AR < ¥(P,0)}, (25)

where A is a K x M matrix and® € [0,1]M. D, is a polyhedron in general, but for the purpose of this papeuyffices to
assume that it is a polytope. Sinég, is a convex region, the convex hull operation does not leaal new enlarged region.
However, if the extreme points of the region are not a condawetion of P, it is possible to enlargd, by using two



different methods which are explained next. The first metisdolased on using the time sharing parameter. Let us denmte th
corresponding region a® which can be written as

q q q
D= {R|AR <Y NT(P;,0,),> AP <P Y N =1,42>0,6,¢€0,1]M \ﬁ} : (26)
=1 =1 i=1
whereq € N.
In the second method, we use TD/FD to enlarge the achievatdeegion. This results in an achievable regidnrepresented
as

d d d
Dy={R=> ARJAR; < U(P;,0,),> AP, <P, > X\=1)>0,0;€0,1]" Vi, (27)
i=1 i=1 =1

whereq’ € N. We refer to this method as concavification. It can be reashigwn thatD and D, are closed and convex, and
D, C D. We are interested in situations where the inverse inatubimds.
The support function oD, is a function of P, ©, andc. Hence, we have

op,(c,P,0) = max{c'R|AR < ¥(P,0)}. (28)
For fixedP and©, (28) is a linear program. Using strong duality of linear gnamming, we obtain
op,(c,P,0) = min{y'¥(P,0)|A'y = c,y > 0}. (29)

In general,y, the minimizer of [2D), is a function dP, ©, andc. We sayD, possessethe unique minimizer property
y merely depends on, for all c. In this case, we have

op,(c,P,0) =3 (c)¥(P,0O), (30)

where A'y = c. This condition means that for anythe extreme point oD, maximizing the objectivee’R. is an extreme
point obtained by intersecting a set of specific hyperplaAesecessary condition fobD, to possess the unique minimizer
property is that each inequality in describify is either redundant or active for dit and ©.
Theorem 1:If Dy possesses the unique minimizer property, thes Ds.
Proof: SinceDy C D always holds, we need to shaw C D» which can be equivalently verified by showiag < op,.
The support function oD can be written as

op(c,P) =max {c'R|R € D}. (31)

By fixing P, P;’s, ©,’s, and \;’s, the above maximization becomes a linear program. Haetgng on weak duality of linear
programming, we obtain

q
< i t ; ;, 0,).
op(c,P) < Atylilglyzoy ; AP (P;,0;) (32)
Clearly, y(c), the solution of[(29), is a feasible point fdr {32) and we have
q
op(e,P) <3'(c) Y NU(P;, 0,). (33)
=1
Using [30), we obtain
q
op(c,P) <> Nop,(c,Pi, 0;). (34)

i=1

Let us assum®&; is the maximizer of[{28). In this case, we have

q
op(c,P) <> Xic'Ri. (35)
=1
Hence, we have
q
op(c,P) <c'> AR (36)
=1

By definition,Z;?:1 AR, s a point in D,. Therefore, we conclude
O'D(C,P) S 0D, (C,P). (37)

This completes the proof. O



Corollary 1 (Han [18]): If Dy is a polymatroid, therD=D,.
Proof: It is easy to show thaD, possesses the unique minimizer property. In fact, for givep can be obtained in a
greedy fashion independent Bf and ©. O
In what follows, we upper boung andq’.
Theorem 2:The cardinality of the time sharing parametein (286) is less than\/ + K + 1, where M and K are the
dimensions ofP and ¥ (P), respectively. Moreover, it (P) is a continuous function oP, theng < M + K.
Proof: Let us defineE' as

q q q
E= {Z)\i\I/(Pi,@iﬂ SAP<PY A=1,)>0,0;¢€0,1]" \ﬁ} . (38)

=1 =1 i=1
In fact, E is the collection of all possible bounds f@r. To proveq < M + K + 1, we define another regioh; as

B, ={P,SHo<P S =TP,0)0 1M (39)

From the direct consequence of the Caratheodory’s theot®mthe convex hull ofF; denoted by con; can be obtained
by convex combinations of no more tham + K + 1 points in £1. Moreover, if ¥(P’,©) is continuous, thed/ + K points
are sufficient due to the extension of the Caratheodory'srédm [19]. Now, we define the regioli as

E ={S'|(P',S') € conv E;, P’ < P}. (40)

CIearIy,E C E. To show the other inclusion, let us consider a poinEinsay S = Zle AP (P;, 0;). Since(P;, ¥ (P;,0;))
is a pointinEy, Y7, \i(P;, ¥(P;,0;)) belongs to con;. Having "7, \,P; <P, we conclude)_!_, \,¥(P;,0) € E.
Hence,E C E. This completes the proof. O
Corollary 2 (Etkin, Parakh, and Tse [20])For the M-user Gaussian IC where users use Gaussian codebooks for dat
transmission and treat the interference as noise, thenaditgli of the time sharing parameter is less ti2av.
Proof: In this case,Dy = {R|R < ¥(P)} where bothP and ¥(P) have dimension and ¥'(P) is a continuous
function of P. Applying Theoreni P yields the desired result. O
In the following theorem, we obtain an upper boundgn
Theorem 3:To characterize boundary points b, it suffices to sety < M + 1.
Proof: Let us assum®& is a boundary point of),. Hence, there exists such that
op,(c,P) = fnax ¢'R =c'R, (41)
whereR = Zf;l MR, and the optimum is achieved for the set of parame®®rs);, andP;. The optimization problem in
(43) can be written as

q/
op,(c,P) =max > \ig(c,P;) (42)

=1

q q
subject to:Z)\i =1, Z/\Z—Pi <P,
=1 =1
0< A\, 0< Py, Vie{l,2,....q},
whereg(c,P) is defined as

g(c,P) =maxc'R (43)
subject to:AR < ¥(P,0), 0 <O <1,

In fact, op, (¢, P) in (@2) can be viewed as the result of the concavificatiog(ef P) [19]. Hence, using Theorem 2.16 in
[19], we conclude thay’ < M + 1. O

Remarkable point about Theordr 3 is that the upper boung @independent of the number of inequalities involved in
the description of the achievable rate region.

Corollary 3: For the M-user Gaussian IC where users use Gaussian codebooks anth&énterference as noise, we have
Dy =Dandqg=¢q¢ =M + 1.



E. Extremal Inequality
In [14], the following optimization problem is studied:

W = éﬁl{&g}(g WX +Zy) — ph(X + Zs), (44)

where Z,; and Z, are n-dimensional Gaussian random vectors with the strictlyitipesdefinite covariance matriceQz,
and Q)z,, respectively. The optimization is over all random vect&rsndependent oz, and Z,. X is also subject to the
covariance matrix constraifx < S, where S is a positive definite matrix. In [14], it is shown that for all > 1, this
optimization problem has a Gaussian optimal solution fopasitive definite matrice§)z, andQz,. However, for0 < p < 1
this optimization problem has a Gaussian optimal solutimvided Qz, < Qz,, i.e.,Qz, — @z, is a positive semi-definite
matrix. It is worth noting that fog, = 1 this problem wherQz, < @z, is studied under the name of the worse additive noise
[21], [22].
In this paper, we consider a special case of (44) wifarandZ., have the covariance matric@g I and N, 1, respectively,
and the trace constraint is considered, i.e.,
W= max h(X+7Z)—ph(X+Zs). 45
{Qx ) <nP ( 1) — ph( 2) (45)
In the following lemma, we provide the optimal solution ftietabove optimization problem whevy < Ns.
Lemma 1:If N7 < N,, the optimal solution of((45) is iid Gaussian for all< ¢ and we have

1) For0 < p < {2£L the optimum covariance matrix B8/ and the optimum solution is

Ni+P?
n un
W = 3 log[(2me)(P + N1)] — = log [(27e)(P + N2)]. (46)
2) For {2 < u < £2, the optimum covariance matrix ig’““‘_LlNlI and the optimum solution is
n Ny — Ny un u(2me)(Ny — Ny)
W = = log | (2me)—2——L1| - £y 47
tog [(2me) M2 | - 1o | HETONRE (47)
3) For %—f < u, the optimum covariance matrix sand the optimum solution is
W = Zlog(2meNy) — 22 log(2meNy). (48)

Proof: From the general result fof_(44), we know that the optimunutngiistribution is Gaussian. Hence, we need to
solve the following maximization problem:

1
W =max J log ((2¢)"|Qx + N11|) — £ log ((2me)"|Qx + NaI) (49)
subject t0:0 < Qx, tr{@x} < nP.

Since Qx is a positive semi-definite matrix, it can be decomposed)as= UAU?, where A is a diagonal matrix with
nonnegative entries antl is a unitary matrix, i.e.UU*? = I. SubstitutingQx = UAU? in (49) and using the identities
tr{AB} =tr{BA} and|AB + I| = |BA + I|, we obtain

W —max % log ((2me)"A + Ny T]) — & log ((2me)" A + Na1]) (50)
subject to:0 < A, tr{A} < nP.
This optimization problem can be simplified as

n

W =max g 3" llog(2me) (A; + N1) — plog(2me) (A; + No) (51)

=1
subject to:0 < \; Vi, Z)‘i <nP.
=1

By introducing Lagrange multipliers and® = {¢1, ¢2, . .., ¢, }, we obtain

L(A, v, ®) = max g i [log(2me)(A; + N1) — plog(2me)(A; + N2)| + ¢ <nP — i )\z) + i ik (52)
i=1

i=1 =1



Variance

Fig. 2. Optimum variance versys

The first order KKT necessary conditions for the optimum sotuof (52) can be written as

1 n .
— — ; =0, V 1,2,...,n}, 53
NIV NN Y+ ¢ i€ n} (53)

v <np -y /\Z—> 0 (54)
=1

oiNi =0, Vi € {1,2,... ,n}. (55)
It is easy to show that whefiv; < N, A = A1 =... = )\, and the only solution fon is
P, if 0 <upu< %
A=) MR REE <us )
0, if ¥ <n
O

Substituting into the objective function gives the desired result.
In Figure[2, the optimum variance as a functioniofs plotted. This figure shows that for any value jof< lﬁj—%f, we

need to use the maximum power to optimize the objective fanctvhereas fop, > I;i%f we use less power than what is

permissible.
Lemma 2:If N; > N», the optimal solution ofi{(45) is iid Gaussian for all< 4. In this case, the optimum variance(s

and the optimuni¥ is

W = Zlog(2meNy) — % log(2meN). (57)

Proof: The proof is similar to that of Lemn{d 1 and we omit it here. O
Corollary 4: For o = 1, the optimal solution of[(45) is iid Gaussian and the optimidmis

%log P+N1) y if N1 S N2

P+Ns
W= (58)
Zlog (KL if N1 > Ns.
We frequently apply the following optimization problem inet rest of the paper:
fn(P, N1, Noya,p) = max  h(X+Z1) — ph(vaX + Z2), (59)
tr{Qx}<nP
where N7 < Nay/a. Using the identityh(AX) = log(]4]) + h(X), B9) can be written as
n Zy
P, Ny, N. =—1 h(X+Zy) — ph(X+ —=). 60
Fu(P, N1, Naya,p) = 5 ogat  max (X +2Zy) — ph( +\/a) (60)
Now, Lemmd_l can be applied to obtain
%log [(2me)(P 4 N1)] — & log[(2me)(aP + N3)] if0<pu< %ﬁ,{a

fr(P,N1,No,a,p) = %log [(271—@)%} _ %log [a;t(2we)ﬁfle/a—N1)} if P;iv]f]{a <u< GNTZI (61)

3 log(2meNy) — & log(2meNy) if & <u
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Fig. 3. An admissible channef; and f, are deterministic functions.

Ill. ADMISSIBLE CHANNELS

In this section, we aim at building ICs whose capacity regioontain the capacity region of the two-user Gaussian &G, i.
% . Since we ultimately use these to outer boufidthese ICs need to have a tractable expression (or a tractabdr bound)
for their capacity regions.

Let us consider an IC with the same input letters as th&t aihd the output letterg, andg; for Users 1 and 2, respectively.
The capacity region of this channel, s&y, contains? if

I(xT5y7) <I(x7;77), (62)
I(xg;yy) <I(x3;7s), (63)

for all p(z7)p(x%) and for alln € N.

One way to satisfy[(82) and_(b3) is to provide some extra mfiion to either one or to both receivers. This technique
is known asGenie aided outer boundingn [12], Kramer has used such a genie to provide some extoanmation to both
receivers such that they can decode both users’ messages.tBé capacity region of this new interference channejusvalent
to that of theCompound Multiple Access Channghose capacity region is known, reference [12] obtains aerooound
on the capacity region. To obtain a tighter outer bound,resfee [12] further uses the fact that if a genie provides ttece
information about the interfering signal to one of the reees, then the new channel becomes the one-sided Gaussian IC
Although the capacity region of the one-sided Gaussian iisiown for all ranges of parameters, there exists an owendh
for it due to Sato and Costa [23], [11] that can be applied ®dHginal channel. In [13], Etkiret al. use a different genie
that provides some extra information about the intendedaidg=ven though at first glance their proposed method appear
be far from achieving a tight bound, remarkably they show tha corresponding bound is tighter than the one due to Krame
for certain ranges of parameters.

Next, we introduce the notion of admissible channels tes8at62) and [(6B).

Definition 3 (Admissible Channel)An IC %" with input letterz; and output letterj; for Useri € {1,2} is an admissible
channel if there exist two deterministic functiof®s = f1(77") and ¢y = f2(g%) such that

I(xt5y7) <I(x%;97), (64)
I(xy;yy) <I(x5;73) (65)

hold for all p(z})p(z%) and for alln € N. & denotes the collection of all admissible channels (seerE[@h

Remark 2: Genie aided channels are among admissible channels. Tdiiseéet us assume a genie providgsand sz as
side information for User 1 and 2, respectively. In this ¢age= (v;, s;) for i € {1,2}. By choosingf;(yi, s;) = yi, we
observe that); = y;, and hence[{84) anf (65) trivially hold.

To obtain the tightest outer bound, we need to find the int¢ime of the capacity regions of all admissible channels.
Nonetheless, it may happen that finding the capacity regian@admissible channel is as hard as that of the original one (
fact, based on the definition, the channel itself is one odidmissible channels). Hence, we need to find classes of sithiais
channels, say#, which possess two important properties. First, their cipaegions are close t&. Second, either their
exact capacity regions are computable or there exist gotet bounds for them. Sinc& C &, we have

cc()¢ (66)
F

Recall that there is a one to one correspondence betweersedobonvex set and its support function. Sifi¢es closed and
convex, there is a one to one correspondence bet#weand o . In fact, boundary points 0 correspond to the solutions
of the following optimization problem
og(c1,c2) = max 1Ry + caRs. (67)
(R1,R2)€¥
Since we are interested in the boundary points excludingthand R, axes, it suffices to considér< ¢; and0 < ¢, where
c1+c=1.
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Admissible Channel fo(a2:721) = (1 — \/G2)T22 + /G201

Fig. 4. Class Al admissible channels.

Since¥ C €', we have
og(c1,c2) < ogi(er,ca). (68)
Taking the minimum of the right hand side, we obtain
< mi , 69
0%(01702)_ép€1§}0% (c1,c2), (69)
which can be written as
,¢2) < mi a Ry + caRs. 70
0%(61 02) > CéI}eH;?(RIIyI}%S{e%, Ci1lt] T C24v2 ( )
For convenience, we use the following two optimization peots

1) = R R 71
oz (i, 1) (lef}%a2>)<€<g/L 1+ g, (71)
(1, 1) = Ry + puRo, 72
7 = e T .

wherel < . It is easy to show that the solutions 6f(71) ahdl (72) comasdo the boundary points of the capacity region.
In the rest of this section, we introduce classes of adméssibannels and obtain upper boundsoon (i1, 1) andow (1, p).

A. Classes of Admissible Channels

1) Class Al:This class is designed to obtain an upper boundgfy, 1). Therefore, we need to find a tight upper bound
on oy (1, 1). A member of this class is a channel in which User 1 has onemarand one receive antenna whereas User 2
has one transmit antenna and two receive antennas (seeHyufhe channel model can be written as

1= x1++ars+ 2,
Y21 = T2+ Vi, + 221, (73)
Y22 = @2 + 222,
where ¢, is the signal at the first receivefp; and .o are the signals at the second receivgrjs additive Gaussian noise
with unit variance,zo; and z; are additive Gaussian noise with varian@és and Noo, respectively. Transmitters 1 and 2
are subject to the power constraints/f and P, respectively.
To investigate admissibility conditions ih_(64) aid](65k wtroduce two deterministic functiorfs and f> as follows (see
Figure[4)

fu(gt)= o1, (74)
f2(U32, 921)= (1 = V/92) U5 + /92031, (75)
where0 < go. For go = 0, the channel can be converted to the one-sided Gaussian I€timg No; — oo and Nog = 1.
Hence, Class Al contains the one-sided Gaussian IC obtédipedmoving the link between Transmitter 1 and Receiver 2.
Using f; and f2, we obtain
g1 =z + \/5:17721 + 27, (76)
Uy =/ b gox + x5 + (1 — \/92) 295 + /9223 - (77)
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Hence, this channel is admissible if the correspondingmaters satisfy
b/gg = b,

78
(1 —/92)?Noz 4+ g2Noy = 1. (78)
We further add the following constraints to the conditiofish® channels in Class Al:
v < N,
CLNQQ S 1. (79)

Although these additional conditions reduce the numberduhiasible channels within the class, they are needed to get a
closed form formula for an upper bound e®-(u,1). In the following lemma, we obtain the required upper bound.
Lemma 3:For the channels modeled Hy {73) and satisfylnd (79), we have

(80)

. M1 2 1 Noi b/Pl Py
(1) < — log [2me(P; Py +1)] — —log(2 -1
(1 1) <min 5 og [2me(Py -+ aPy -+ D] — 42 Tog(2rne) + o (32 + 50+

1
+:u‘2fh (P1711N211b/1 E) +fh(P2,N22,1,G,M1)

subject to:uy + p2 = p, pa, p2 > 0.
Proof: Let us assumé?; and R, are achievable rates for User 1 and 2, respectively. Furihwer, we splitu into 1 > 0

and ps > 0 such thatuy = 1 + pe. Using Fano’s inequality, we obtain
::u'll(lﬂll7 g{l) + MQI(‘T?7 g{l) + I(l’g, gg% ggl) + nen

L5 57) + pd (13 5710) + 1 s T30) + e
=pa I (23 97) + pel (275 97 |23) + 1235 §51[32) + 1(253932) + nen
=pih(§7) — ph(g7'[27) + pah(F7 |23) — pah (7|77, 73)
+h(211922) — h(F51]75, G32) + h(F52) — h(F52]73) + ney,
=[mh(F) — peh(Gy |27, 23)] + [peh(G7|23) — h(g31[25, G52)]
"’[h(?]gﬂﬂgz) - h@22|$3)] + [h(?jgz) - Mlh@ﬁx?)] =+ Nep, (81)
where (a) follows from the fact that} andz} are independent. Now, we separately upper bound the terthsweiach bracket

in (81).
To maximize the terms within the first bracket, we use the flagt Gaussian distribution maximizes the differentiarepy
subject to a constraint on the covariance matrix. Hence, ave h

pih(77) — peh(Gy |27, o3)= ph(at + Vazy + 27') — poh(27)
Moo [2me(Py + aPy +1)] — “;—" log(27e). (82)

Sinced’ < Na;, we can make use of Lemrha 1 to upper bound the second brackéislcase, we have
~T n ~T n ~n n n 1 n n
pah(F7 [75) — h(91 |73, Jaa)= po (h(xl +27) — Eh(\/ﬁxl + Z21)>
1
< ponfp (Pl, 1, Noy, b/, —> ) (83)
H2

where f}, is defined in[(GlL).
We upper bound the terms within the third bracket as follo®h&]:

INE

N
Il
-

h(G511925) — h(G32]23) (@21 [il]G22]i]) = h(255)

INS
[\3|3 [\3|3 l\3|3 HM:
N —

. Fg[i]Ngg n
/ _r2104v22 o
lo |:27 e <N21 b Pl [2] PQ [Z] .7\722):| 2 log (2 €N22)

INT

1N 150 Pali]Nay n
2me | No1+ — Y VPii] + 15—~ — —log (2meN.
l < - ; 10 %21:1 Pyli] + Nao 2 ( 2)
P> Ny

n
N- VP 4+ —=——"=—]| — = log (2meN:
[ ( 21 + 1+P2+N22)} 5 og (2meNaz)

<N21 b P1 P ) (84)

IN

IN

Nao N P2 + Nag
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Fig. 5. Class A2 admissible channels.

where (a) follows from the chain rule and the fact that remgyvndependent conditions does not decrease differemtiedy,
(b) follows from the fact that Gaussian distribution maxies the conditional entropy for a given covariance matnid €c)
follows form Jenson’s inequality.

For the last bracket, we again make use of the definitioff,ofin fact, sinceaNo; < 1, we have

h(¥z2) — pa (7 ]27)= h(z5 + 235) — ph(Vazy + 21')
Snfh(P27N22711a7M1)' (85)

Adding all inequalities, we obtain

1 (Na P P
uR: + Ry g% log [2me(Py + aPy + 1)] — % log(2re) + 5 log (ﬁ | 2 )

N22 N22 P2+N22
1

+,u2,fh <P17 15N217b17 M_) + fh(PQaNQQa 1,@,/11), (86)
2

where the fact that,, — 0 asn — oo is used to eliminate,, form the right hand side of the inequality. Now, by taking the
minimum of the right hand side of (B6) over all and u>, we obtain the desired result. This completes the proof. O

2) Class A2:This class is the complement of Class Al in the sense that wét &g upper bound« (1, ). A member of
this class is a channel in which User 1 is equipped with onestrat and two receive antennas, whereas User 2 is equipped
with one antenna at both transmitter and receiver sidesHgpee[5). The channel model can be written as

y11 = w1 + 211,
(1]12 = X + \/EIQ + 212, (87)
Yo = $2+\/E$1 + 29,

whereg;; and 312 are the signals at the first receivgs, is the signal at the second receivey, is additive Gaussian noise
with unit variancez;; andz;, are additive Gaussian noise with varianéég and Ni,, respectively. Transmitter 1 and 2 are
subject to the power constrainiy and P,, respectively.

For this class, we consider two linear functiofisand f, as follows (see Figurel 5):

111, 012)= (1 = Vg)g1h + V11, (88)
f2(93)= 173" (89)

Similar to Class Al, wheg; = 0, the admissible channels in Class A2 become the one-sideskaa IC by lettingVi, — oo
and N;; = 1. Therefore, we have

g1 ==1 +Vd gy + (1 - V/1)21h + V9121, (90)
g5 =Vbai +af + 5. (1)
We conclude that the channel modeled byl (87) is admissiltleeifcorresponding parameters satisfy

/
a gi =a,

92
(1_\/9_1)2N11 + 91 N2 =1. (92)
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Fig. 6. Class B admissible channels.

Similar to Class Al, we further add the following constrait the conditions of Class A2 channels:
a’ S N127

bN11 <1. (93)
In the following lemma, we obtain the required upper bound.
Lemma 4:For the channels modeled Hy {87) and satisfylnd (93), we have
. M1 2 1 Nig CL/PQ P
/(1 < —log [2me(bPy + P> + 1)] — = log(2 —1 —= 94
crcg(,u)_nnn2 og [2me(bP1 + Py + 1)] ) og(7re)+2og<Nll+Nll+P1+N11 (94)

1
+ pafn <P27 1, Nio,d', ,U_> + frn(Pr, N11,1,b, p11)
2

subject to:py + po = w, w1, pe > 0.
Proof: The proof is similar to that of Lemnid 3 and we omit it here. O
3) Class B: A member of this class is a channel with one transmit antendaao receive antennas for each user modeled
by (see Figur&l6)

g11 = x1+ 211,
Y12 = 1+ Va'zs + 212,
Jor = 2+ Va1 + 201,
Y22 = T2 + 222,

whereg;; andgi, are the signals at the first receivgs; and g are the signals at the second receiver, apds additive
Gaussian noise with varianc¥;; for ¢,57 € {1,2}. Transmitter 1 and 2 are subject to the power constraffit@and P,
respectively. In fact, this channel is designed to uppembdduwtho« (u, 1) andow (1, ).

Next, we investigate admissibility of this channel and tloeditions that must be imposed on the underlying parameters
Let us consider two linear deterministic functiofisand f, with parameter$) < g; and0 < go, respectively, as follows (see
Figure[®)

(95)

Ji(@t1, 912)= (1 = V1) it + V10, (96)
fa (935, 951)= (1 = v/92) 35 + /92031 - (97)
Therefore, we have
g1 =27 + vV gizy + (1 — \/g1)211 + /91272, (98)
g5 =\/Vgart +af + (1 - v/g2)2 + /02231 (99)
To satisfy [64) and(85), it suffices to have
adgr =a,
Vgo =0, (100)

(1—/91)?N11 + g1N12 =1,
(1—/92)*Nag + g2N2y = 1.
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Hence, a channel modeled Hy(95) is admissible if there éwistnonnegative numbers and g, such that the equalities in
(10Q) are satisfied. We further add the following two constsato the equality conditions i (1DO0):

b'Ni1 < Noy,
a’Nos < Nia.

Although adding more constraints reduces the number of dn@issible channels, it enables us to compute an outer boand o

o (p, 1) andoeg (1, ).
Lemma 5:For the channels modeled Hy {95) and satisfylng(101), we hav

(1) < < Py n Py > n ( P n P >
T y S _— S — _— _—
L H N1y d’Py+ Npp 7 Nao VP + Noy

(101)

1
+ fu(Pa, Nag, Nig,a’, i) + %log(@ﬂe)(a/]% + Ni2)) — B log((2me) (P2 + Naz)), (102)
P1 P1 P2 P2
(L) <y [+ o |+ [ +
o (L) ’Y<N11 (I'P2+N12> H <N22 b’ P +N21>
1
+fu(Pr, Niv, Nog, ', o) + glog((%e)(blpl + Naw)) — 5 log((2me)(P1 + N1y)). (103)

Proof: We only upper bound¢- (1, 1) and an upper bound osy/ (1, 1) can be similarly obtained. Let us assutiie
and R, are achievable rates for User 1 and User 2, respectivelpgUsano’s inequality, we obtain

n(pRy + Ra) <pl (273911, 1) + 1(23: U0, §31) + nen
=pl (273 912911) + pd (275 911)
+1(25; U511T52, ) + 1(255J32) + ney,
=ph(Gis|91h) — ph(Gial2t, 911) + ph(gth) — ph(gt|=T)
+h(F311932) — h(¥31123, T32) + h(3) — h(F3a]23) + nen
=[ph(G121911) — ph(G]2)] + [(G511952) — R(F5s|25)]
+[ph(Gh) — W5, |25, 55) | + [h(05) — ph(@is]ay, 311)] + nen. (104)

Next, we upper bound the terms within each brackefinl(10gaseely. For the first bracket, we have

~n |~n ~n |..n @ & ~ s s Hn
ph(F|51) — ph(GR ) <p > h(Grali|in i) - - log (2meN11)
1=1
®) N1 .
§M§§10g 2me | Ni2 + o' Po[i] +

P1 [i]Nll

un
Prlil + Nll):| 5 log (2meN11)

(©) un 1< LS Pili]Nyy un
<" log |2me | N1ip + — 'Pyli n izl — —log (2meN
<5 og[ we( 12+n;a 2[2]+%Z?:1P1[i]+]\711 5 og (2meN11)

P1N11 Hun
——— || — = log (2meN
P1+N11)] 5 108 (2meNu)

un Ny  d'Py Py )
=—log| —+ + , 105
2 g(1\711 Ni1 Pi+Nu (105)
where (a) follows from the chain rule and the fact that remgvindependent conditions increases differential entr¢ipy
follows from the fact that Gaussian distribution optimizesditional entropy for a given covariance matrix, and (@)ofvs
form Jenson’s inequality.

Similarly, the terms within the second bracket can be uppemtded as

S% log |:27T€ (ng +ad P+

1~ . n Nyy VP P )
R(§2 155) — h(§|22) < = log [ =% + + . 106
(F1385) ~ h(@ale) < 3 log (2 + S+ (106)
Using Lemmdl and the fact thaf;; < N, /b, the terms within the third bracket can be upper bounded as
~T ~T n ~n n n 1 n n
ph(911) — h(F31125 , Ja9)= pt (h(xl +211) — ;h(\/yxl + Zm))
1
<unfp (Pl,Nu,Nzl,b'a —> : (107)
n

Sincel < u, from (61) we obtain

~n ~n |,n ~n n n
ph(g1y) — h(ggy |xy, U5s) < % log((2me)(P1 + N11)) — 5 log((2me) (b P1 + Nay)). (108)
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For the last bracket, again we use Lenimha 1 to obtain
h(G5y) — nh(Filat, §i) = h(ah + 25y) — ph(Va'ay + 21y)
< nfu(P2, Nag, Nia,d, ). (109)
Adding all inequalities, we have

& a’Pg P1 ) + 1 1o (& blpl P2 )
Nii Nii Pi+ Ny 2 Nag  Nag P+ Nag

1
+% log((2me)(P1 + Ni1)) — 5 log((2me) (V' Py + Now)) + fu(P2, Naz, N1z, d', ), (110)

Ry + R Sg log (

where the fact that,, — 0 asn — oo is used to eliminate,, from the right hand side of the inequality. By rearranging th
terms, we obtain

P P P, Py
Ry + Ry < ) 4~ TR —
A 2= (Nu a’P2+N12) (NQQ b’P1+N21)

1
+fh(P2, Noso, Ny, a', )+ 5 1Og((27re)(a'P2 + ng)) 3 10g((27re)(P2 + Nag)).

This completes the proof. / ) O
A unique feature of the channels within Class B is thatffor o < 2222/ and1 <y < 221D the upper bounds
in (02) and[(10B) become, respectively,

P Pl P2 P2
Ri+ Ry < SR - S [ PR B 111
e ? M7<N11 a’P2+N12) <N22 b’P1+N21) (111)

and
P Pl P P2
Ri+ puRy < +— ]+ — . 112
1T R ’Y<N11 a’Pg—i—ng) H’Y<N22 b Py +N21> 112)
On the other hand, if the receivers treat the interferenago&e, it can be shown that
Py Py
R = + — 113
! 7<Nu a’P2+N12) (113)
and P P
Ry = S 72) 114
2= (sz b’ Py + Ny (114)

are achievable. Comparing upper bounds and achievable e conclude that the upper bounds are indeed tight. In fact
this property is first observed by Etkat al. in [13]. We summarize this result in the following theorem:

Theorem 4:The sum capacity in Class B is attained when transmittersGemgssian codebooks and receivers treat the
interference as noise. In this case, the sum capacity is

Pl P P Py
% _ —_— 115
o sum =7 Ni; +CL’P_2+N12) +7(N22 +b’P1+N21) (115)
Proof: By substitutingu =1 in ), we obtain the desired result. O

4) Class C:Class C is designed to upper boung(u, 1) for the mixed Gaussian IC whefe< b. Class C is similar to
Class Al (see Figurel 4), however we impose different coimssr@n the parameters of the channels within Class C. These
constraints assist us in providing upper bounds by usindabiethat at one of the receivers both signals are decodable.

For channels in Class C, we use the same model that is givdAdn Therefore, similar to channels in Class Al, this
channel is admissible if the corresponding parametersfgati

b192 = b7 (116)
(1—4/92)*Nag + g2No1 = 1.
Next, we change the constraints [n79) as
b > Nai,
CLNQQ S 1. (117)

Through this change of constraints, the second receiver décoding its own signal will have a less noisy version & th
first user’s signal, and consequently, it is able to decodestgnal of the first user as well as its own signal. Relyinglas t
observation, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 6:For a channel in Class C, we have

o (11, 1) Sﬂ; ! log (2me(Py + aP> + 1)) + %log (27re (% +0' P+ N21>)
— 1log(27reN21) — llog(27re]\722) + fu(P2, Nog, 1, a, pu— 1). (118)
Proof: Since the second user is able to decodze both users’ messagbsyve
Ris 143 3), (119)
RS I 7 e (120)
Ro ~1(a; 3, Thalorh), (121)
Ry + Ro —1(e} asy, ). (122)

FromaNss < 1, we havel (z7;97) < I(ab; 9% |2%) = I(ah; 95, 55|25 ). Hence, [(I2D) is redundant. It can be shown that
Hn— 1 n.,~n 1 no,n.~n ~n
ply + Ry < TI(%;% )+ EI(Il Ty Y31, U3a)- (123)

Hence, we have

M_l ~n ,U,—l ~n|..n 1 ~n  ~n 1 ~n ~n | an N
puly + Ro< Th(yl) - Th(yl lz7) + Eh(y211y22) - gh(y21ay22|$1a$2)
w—1_ 1., 1 .
— h(i™ Zh(g™ lan) — Zh(an n n ..n
—n (77) + o (9211722) o (Y21, U |7 T3 )
1 w—1
—h(y%y) — ——h(g7|x} 124
+ ” (22) ” (1 |$1)] (124)
Next, we bound the different terms in_(124). For the first tewe have
-1 -1
a —h(j) < a 5 log (2me(Py + aPy + 1)). (125)
The second term can be bounded as
1o 1 P> Nao
Eh(y21|y22) S 5 10g (271'6 (m + b’P1 + N21>) . (126)
The third term can be bounded as
1 ~n  ~n n n 1 1
Eh(yzl,y22|x1,x2) =3 log(2meNa1) + B log(2meNaz). (127)
The last terms can be bounded as
1 ~n u—= 1 ~n|..n 1 n n u—= 1 n
Eh(ym) - Th(yl |27 )= ﬁh(xz + 255) — Th(\/a% +21) (128)
< fn(P2,Nag, 1,a, 0 —1). (129)
Adding all inequalities, we obtain the desired result. O

IV. WEAK GAUSSIAN INTERFERENCECHANNEL

In this section, we focus on the weak Gaussian IC. We firstioltkee sum capacity of this channel for a certain range of
parameters. Then, we obtain an outer bound on the capagignrevhich is tighter than the previously known outer bounds
Finally, we show that time-sharing and concavification lesuthe same achievable region for Gaussian codebooks.
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A. Sum Capacity

In this subsection, we use the Class B channels to obtainutecapacity of the weak IC for a certain range of parameters.
To this end, let us consider the following minimization plerh:

. Py Py Py Py
womin: (5 + o)+ (5 vm ) (30)
subject to:

adgr=a

bgy =0

b'N1p < Nogy

a' Ny < Nig

(1-/91)°Ni1 + g1 N12 = 1

(1= /92)*Naz + g2Nay = 1

0 < [a’, b, 91,92, N11, Ni2, Naa, Noy].
The objective function in[(I30) is the sum capacity of ClassHannels obtained in Theordm 4. The constraints are the
combination of [100) and_(101) where applied to confirm thmiadibility of the channel and to validate the sum capacity

result. Since every channel in the class is admissible, we #a,., < W. SubstitutingS; = g1 N1 and Ss = goNoy, we
have

. (1—yq)*P~ g1 P (1—/92)° P2 9o P
= 131
W mlm< -5 Pt s ) T\ TS, b, 5, (131)
subject to:
b(1 —
( 81)2 < SQ <1
(1= /a1)
a(l - SQ)
—= <51 <1
(1-vg)? =
0< [glv 92]'
By first minimizing with respect tg; andg., the optimization probleni{I81) can be decomposed as
W =min W; + Ws (132)
subject to:0 < 51 <1, 0< Sy < 1.
whereW; is defined as
. (1—yq)*P g1 P
= 133
Wi H;in’y < 1-5; + aPy + 51 ( )
subject to:M <(1-y@)? 0< g
Similarly, W5 is defined as
. (1—/92)°P» 9o P
= 134
Wa n;;nv < 1—.5; + bPy + 5o ( )
. 1-
subject to:w <(1—-yg)?% 0< go.
1
The optimization problem$ (1IB3) anld (134) are easy to sdtvéact, we have
y(ljpz) it V(14 aPs) < \/Sa(1—51)
Wy = _ - 2 (135)
! - (% + E5)/5%) P1> Otherwise

14572P1) if \/5(1 + bPl) < \/51(1 — 52)

2 1=y a(152)/51)2p2) Otherwise (136)

bP1+S>

Il
2
o~
w2
5
+
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From [I35) and[{136), we observe that f8r and S, satisfying vb(1 + aP») < +/So(1—51) and /a(l + bP;) <

V/S1(1 — S2), the objective function becomes independentSpfand Ss. In this case, we have

B Py P,
W_7(1+aP2)+7<1+bP1)’ (137)

which is achievable by treating interference as noise. énfttlowing theorem, we prove that it is possible to find a @ert
range of parameters such that there esistand S, yielding (I37).
Theorem 5:The sum capacity of the two-user Gaussian IC is

P Py
sum — 5 138
K 7<1+CLP2>+7(1+bPl> (138)
for the range of parameters satisfying
VbP, + aPs < ﬂ_ (139)
. . vab
Proof: Let us fixa andb, and defineD as
S1(1—-8%) 1 Sa(1—=81) 1
= <Y e - < vz 2z .
D {(Pl,P2)|P1_ ba b,PQ_ oD a,0<51<1,0<52<1 (140)

Va(l+bP)) < 4/S1(1 — S3). Therefore, the sum capacity of the channel for all feagialimts is attained due t@ (1137).
We claim thatD = D', where D’ is defined as

In fact, if D is feasible then there exist < S; < 1 and0 < Sy < 1 satisfying \/1—7(1 + aPy) < 4/S2(1—-57) and

1-— — Vb
D= {(PI,PMR +aP, < %} . (141)
To showD’ C D, we setS; =1 — S, in (140) to get
S1 1 1-5 1
PP <<——=-P< —— — 1 CD. 142
{( 1, 2)|1_b\/a b72_ a\/g a70<S1< }_ ( )

It is easy to show that the left hand side of the above equasi@nother representation of the regidh. Hence, we have
D' CD.
To showD C D/, it suffices to prove that for anyP;, P») € D, VbP, +/aP, < 1=va—vb holds. To this end, we introduce

the following maximization problem:
J= max VbP +aP,, (143)
(Py,P2)€D
which can be written as
1-— 1-—
J = max VA= 8) + V5(1 - 51) _ i (144)
(51,52)€(0,1)2 Vab va /b
It is easy to show that the solution to the above optimizatiovblem is
1 1 1
J=—=-—-—. 145
Vab Va Vb (149
Hence, we deduce thd C D’. This completes the proof. O

Remark 3:The above sum capacity result for the weak Gaussian IC (see[24]) has been established independently in
[25] and [26].
As an example, let us consider the symmetric Gaussian IChisnctse, the constraint ih_(139) becomes

1-2
P< \/5. (146)
2a+/a
In Figure[T, the admissible region fd?, where treating interference as noise is optimal, vekguss plotted. For a fixedP?
and all0 < a < 1, the upper bound if (I80) and the lower bound when receiveas the interference as noise are plotted in
Figure[8. We observe that up to a certain valueipthe upper bound coincides with the lower bound.
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Fig. 7. The shaded area is the region where treating inerfer as noise is optimal for obtaining the sum capacity ofsgmemetric Gaussian IC.
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Fig. 8. The upper bound obtained by solviflg (1130). The lowauridl is obtained by treating the interference as noise.
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B. New Outer Bound

For the weak Gaussian IC, there are two outer bounds thaigirert than the other known bounds. The first one, due to
Kramer [12], is obtained by relying on the fact that the catyaegion of the Gaussian IC is inside the capacity regiohs o
the two underlying one-sided Gaussian ICs. Even though dbedity region of the one-sided Gaussian IC is unknowngther
exists an outer bound for this channel that can be used thskedamers’ outer bound is the intersection of two regidfis
and E». E; is the collection of all rate pair6R,, R2) satisfying

(1-p)P'
< -~ 147
msq (700, (147)
Ry< y(BP'), (148)
for_all _ﬁ € [0, Bmay, WhereP’ = Py /a + P> and Bmax = %. Similarly, E> is the collection of all rate pair&R;, Rs)
satisfying
Ry < v(aP"), (149)
(1—-a)P”
< A T
R2_ Y (O{P” ¥ 1/b ) (150)

for all o € [0, amax, WhereP” = P, + P, /b and amax = P

The second outer bound, due to Etlaéhal. [13], is obtame& by using Genie aided technique to uppemfadifferent
linear combinations of rates that appear in the HK achievabdgion. Their outer bound is the union of all rate paiRs, R)
satisfying

Ri<~(P), (151)

Ro< vy(P), (152)

Ry + Ro< v(Pﬂﬂ(HZPl), (153)
Ry + Ra< y(Py) + <1 +P;P2> : (154)
Ry + Ry< v <aP2 +1 +P11>P1) + <bP1 +1 +PZP2) , (155)
2R + Ro< y(Py + aP2) + <bP1 + HP—ZPQ) +0.5log <11I£1) ’ (156)
Ry +2Ry< y(bPL + P2) + <aP2 + __f—épl) +0.5log <11j£_§2) . (157)

In the outer bound proposed here, we derive an upper bound limear combinations of the rates. Recall that to obtaia th
boundary points of the capacity regi@f it suffices to calculate« (x,1) andos (1, 1) for all 1 < u. To this end, we make
use of channels in Al and B classes and channels in A2 and Beslds obtain upper bounds e® (u,1) and o« (1, ),
respectively.

In order to obtain an upper bound e (u, 1), we introduce two optimization problems as follows. Thetfoptimization
problem is written as

. H2 1 21
Wi (1) =min 22 log [2re(Py + aPy + 1)] — L2 log(2me) + = 1
1(#) =min Z-log [2me(Py + aP; +1)] — - log(2me) + 5 Og(N22+N22+P2+N22

+ p2 fn (Ph 1, Noy, b/, i) + fu(P2, Naz, 1, a, pi1)

subject to:

M1+ p2 =

bgs=10

b' < Noyy

aNap <1

(1 — \/92)*Noz + gaNog = 1

0 < [p1, p2, b, g2, Nog, Nogl.

In fact, the objective of the above minimization problem isupper bound on the support function of a channel within €las
Al which is obtained in Lemmial 3. The constraints are the caoathin of [78) and[(49) which are applied to guarantee the
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admissibility of the channel and to validate the upper boahthined in Lemmal3. Hencew (1, 1) < Wi(u). By using a
new variableS = (1 — \/g_Q)QNQQ, we obtain

5t 1 2 1— S+ bPl PQ
W, = — log [2me(P; P+1 —1 1- 159
1(p) min = og [2me(Py + aPs + )]+20g[( V92)"( 925 (1—\/9_2)2P2+S) (159)
1-S b 1 S U2
+ Pl — — — | + fo(P, ————, 1, q, — —= log(2me
p2.fr ( 1 5 7 M2) fn(Po TENE fi1) B g(2me)
subject to:
M1+ p2 =
S<1-0
1— 2
5o 0=V
a
0 < [, p2, S, g2
The second optimization problem is written as
. Pl Pl P2 P2 /
%% = —_—t — —_— Py, Nag, N 160
2 (1) mm/w<N11+a’P2+N12)+’Y<Ngg+b’P1+N21>+fh( 2, Nag, Nia, @', 1) (160)
1
+ %log((Qwe)(a’Pg + N12)) — 3 log((2me)(Ps + Nag))
subject to:
adgi=a
bga =10
b'Ni1 < Noyy
a'Naa < Nig

(1—91)°Nii+ g1 Nia =1
(1= /92)?Nag 4+ g2Noy =1
0<[d,V, 91,92, N11, N12, Nag, Nay).
For this problem, Class B channels are used. In fact, thectiogeis the upper bound on the support function of channels

within the class obtained in Lemnid 5 and the constraints afiaet to obtain the closed form formula for the upper bound

and to confirm that the channels are admissible. Hence, wecéed (1, 1) < W»(u). By using new variable$; = g1 N1o
and Se = g2N2; , we obtain

. (1—/q1)* P g P (1—/32)*P» g2 P>
W- = 161
2(1) mm‘”( -5 am+s) '\ T1-s, Tip+ss (161)
1-5; S1 a ) o ( GP2+51> 1 ( 1-5; )
(P, 22 2L L) 4 B g ((2me) (B2 2N ) - S log [ (2me) (P + 22
n(zwwwzmmu o ((2re) (M) ) = S o ((2me) (P2 + )
subject to:
b(1 - 51)
— <5<«
(1—ya? ="
a(1—52)2 SSl <1
(1-/92)
0 < [91,92]

In a similar fashion, one can introduce two other optim@atproblems, sayi’; (1) and WQ(/L), to obtain upper bounds on
o¢ (1, 1) by using the upper bounds on the support functions of charineClass A2 and Class B.
Theorem 6 (New Outer BoundJFor any rate paifR;, R2) achievable for the two-user weak Gaussian IC, the inedeslit

iRy + Ro < W) = min{Wi(u1), Wa (1)}, (162)
Ry + pa Ry < W(pg) = min{ Wi (2), Wa(p2)}, (163)

hold for all 1 < 1, po.
To obtain an upper bound on the sum rate, we can apply thenioldpinequality:

-1 -1
% < min (p2 = D)W (1) + (1 )W(M).
1<p1,p2 Hipe —1

(164)
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Fig. 9. % for the weak Gaussian G, re, r3, andry are extreme points of; in the interior of the first quadrant.

C. Han-Kobayashi Achievable region

In this sub-section, we aim at characteriziigor the weak Gaussian IC. To this end, we first investigateesproperties of
% (P1, Py, a, B). First of all, we show that none of the inequalities in ddsiag ¥, is redundant. In Figullg 9, all possible extreme
points are shown. It is easy to prove that¢ %, for i € {1,2,...,6}. For instance, we considef, = (%, @)
Sinces; + P30 + 133 = 14 + 15 (see Section I1.C), we have

3= min{ys1, 32, V33}
< %(1#31 + 132 + 1P33)

= %(1/)4 +)s).

However, 1 (14 + 15) is the sum of the components of. Therefore;; violates [T) in the definition of the HK achievable
region. Hencerg ¢ %. As another example, let us considér= (v1,vs — 11). We claim thatr]| violates [8). To this end,
we need to show thap, < ¥3 + ;. However, it is easy to see that, < 31 + 1, Yg < P32 + 1, andy < 133 + Y
reduce to0 < (1 —a)(1 =b+ (1 —ab)P2), 0 < (1 —=B) 1 —a+ (1 —ab)Py), and0 < (1 — a)(1 — B)aP, respectively.
Therefore| ¢ %.

We conclude tha® has four extreme points in the interior of the first quadraatnely

ri= (1, %a — 2¢1), (165)
ro= (Y1 — 3, 2¢)3 — ), (166)
r3= (293 — ¥5, 95 — ¥3), (167)
ra= (Y5 — 292, 92). (168)

Most importantly, %, possesses the unique minimizer property. To prove this,eee o show thaf, the minimizer of the
optimization problem
oDy (c1,c2, P, Py, )= max{ci Ry + caR2| AR < V(Py, P, r, 3) }
= min{y' ¥ (P, P, o, B)| Ay = (c1,¢2)",y > 0}, (169)
is independent of the parametdrs, P», «, and and only depends ory andcy. We first consider the cade;, ca) = (u, 1)
for all 1 < p. It can be shown that fd < u, the maximum of[(169) is attained at regardless of?;, P, a, and3. Therefore,

the dual program has the minimizer= (x — 2,0,0, 1,0)* which is clearly independent a?;, P», «, and3. In this case, we
have

UDO(/’LalvplaPQaaaﬁ):(:u_2)1/}1 +¢47 2<:u (170)

For1 < u < 2, one can show that andy = (0,0,2—u, u—1,0)* are the maximizer and the minimizer 6f(169), respectively.
In this case, we have

O.DO(:uv 17P17P27a76) = (2 - N)1/)3 + (:u - 1)¢4a 1 S 1 S 2. (171)

Next, we consider the case;,c2) = (1,u) for all 1 < u. Again, it can be shown that fd2 < p and1 < p < 2,
y=(00,1—2,0,0,1)* andy = (0,0,2 — p,0, . — 1) minimizes [I6D), respectively. Hence, we have

O-DU(la/J'aPlaP?aaaﬁ): (N_2)¢2+¢5a If 2</1'7 (172)

UDo(la/J'vPlaP?va?ﬁ): (2 - /1')1/]3 + (M - 1)¢57 if 1< p< 2 (173)
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Fig. 10. Comparison between different bounds for the symmeteak Gaussian IC whe® = 7 anda = 0.2.

We conclude that the solutions of the dual program are alimgspendent ofP;, P, «, and 3. Hence,%, possesses the
unigue minimizer property.

Theorem 7:For the two-user weak Gaussian IC, time-sharing and cofication result in the same region. In other words,
¢ can be fully characterized by using TD/FD and allocating oawver three different dimensions.

Proof: Since%, possesses the unique minimizer property, from Thedrem ldedeice thaty = %,. Moreover, using

Theoren{B, the number of frequency bands is at most three. O

To obtain the support function &>, we need to obtaig(ci, c2, P1, P2, «, 3) defined in[4B). Sincé, possesses the unique
minimizer property,[(43) can be simplified. Let us consider tase wheréc, c2) = (u, 1) for p > 2. It can be shown that
for this case

g= max (p—2)Y1(P1, P2, 3) + ¢u(Pr, P, 0, B). (174)
(o,8)€[0,1]2

Substituting into[(4R), we obtain

3
o, (1, 1, Pr, P2) :maxz Ai [ = 2)01(Priy Paiy iy 8i) + $a(Pris Pai, i, B3] (175)
i=1
subject to:
3
doai=1
i=1
3
> AP < Py

=1

3
Z APy < Py
=1
0<Xi,0< Py, 0< Py, Vi€ {1,2,3}
0<o; <1,0< 3 <1, Vie{l,2,3}.

For other ranges ofcy, ¢2), a similar optimization problem can be formed. It is wortting that even though the number
of parameters in characterizigg is reduced, it is still prohibitively difficult to characiee boundary points o. In Figures
(I0) and [(I1), different bounds for the symmetric weak GiamsC are plotted. As shown in these figures, the new outer
bound is tighter than the previously known bounds.

V. ONE-SIDED GAUSSIAN INTERFERENCECHANNELS

Throughout this section, we consider the one-sided Gau$Siabtained by setting = 0, i.e, the second receiver incurs no
interference from the first transmitter. One can furtheit $pé class of one-sided ICs into two subclasses:stieng one-sided
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Fig. 11. Comparison between different bounds for the symimeteak Gaussian IC wheR = 100 anda = 0.1.

IC and theweak one-sided ICFor the formera > 1 and the capacity region is fully characterized [16]. In th&se, the
capacity region is the union of all rate paiB;, R2) satisfying

ng 7(P1)7
Ry< V(PQ)a
Ri + Ro< ’y(Pl + CLPQ).

For the lattera < 1 and the full characterization of the capacity region id atil open problem. Therefore, we always assume
a < 1. Three important results are proved for this channel. Tts¢ fine, proved by Costa in [11], states that the capacity
region of the weak one-sided IC is equivalent to that of thgralded IC with an appropriate change of parameters. Thadeco
one, proved by Sato in [10], states that the capacity regfoth@ degraded Gaussian IC is outer bounded by the capacity
region of a certain degraded broadcast channel. The thied proved by Sason in [16], characterizes the sum capacity by
combining Costa’s and Sato’s results.

In this section, we provide an alternative proof for the ouieund obtained by Sato. We then characterize the full HK
achievable region where Gaussian codebooks are used?i.e.,

A. Sum Capacity

For the sake of completeness, we first state the sum capasijt obtained by Sason.

Theorem 8 (Sason)The rate pair v HPTI% ,7(P2) ) is an extreme point of the capacity region of the one-sidealsGian
IC. Moreover, the sum capacity of the channel is attainedhiatgoint.

B. Outer Bound

In [10], Sato derived an outer bound on the capacity of theatbgd IC. This outer bound can be used for the weak one-sided
IC as well. This is due to Costa’s result which states thatctiygacity region of the degraded Gaussian IC is equivaletttatio
of the weak one-sided IC with an appropriate change of paenne

Theorem 9 (Sato)if the rate pair(R;, R2) belongs to the capacity region of the weak one-sided IC, ithsatisfies

(1-p)P
Fao= 7(1/a+ﬁP)’ (176)
R2 S V(ﬁp)a
for all 3 € [0,1] whereP = Py /a + Px.
Proof: Since the sum capacity is attained at the point where Usan2imits at its maximum rat@, = ~(P,), other bound-
ary points of the capacity region can be obtained by chaniattg the solutions o0&« (1, 1) = max {uR1 + Ra|(R1, R2) € €}
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for all 1 < u. Using Fano’s inequality, we have

n(puRy + Ro) <pl(xy;yt) + I(25;5y5) + ney
=ph(yy') — ph(yy'|=7) + h(ys) — h(yz|zy) + ne,
=[ph(@} + Vazy + 27) — h(z3)] + [h(zy + 25) — ph(Vazy + 27)] + ney,
(a)
< % log [2me(Py + aPy +1)] — glog(27re) + [h(xhy + 23) — ph(Vaxh + 27)] + nep,

®) yun n
< 3 log [2me(Py + aPy + 1)] — B log(2mwe) + nfn(Pa, 1,1, a, ) + nep,

where (a) follows from the fact that Gaussian distributioaximizes the differential entropy for a given constraint the
covariance matrix and (b) follows from the definition #f in (59).
Depending on the value gf, we consider the following two cases:

_ P2+1/a
1-For1 <pu< 51 e have

Py
Ry + Ry < R). 177
pRy + 2_w<1+apz>+7( 2) (177)
In fact, the point( ~ 1+PTIP2) ,7(P2)2 which is achievable by treating interference as noise aeRec1, satisfied (177) with
equality. Therefore, it belongs to the capacity region. &bwer, by setting: = 1, we deduce that this point corresponds to
the sum capacity of the one-sided Gaussian IC. This is indaalternative proof for Sason’s result.

2- For &2*l/e ), < 1, we have

P+1
,uRl—i-RgSHlog(Pl—i-an—i-l)—i—llog lja—1 —Hlog apl/a—1) ) (178)
2 2 w—1 2 w—1
Equivalently, we have
Ry + Ry < Prog (LW DD 1y (Vaz 1) (179)
2 w(l —a) 2 w—1
where P = P, /a + P». Let us defineE; as the set of all rate paifR;, R2) satisfying [I7D), i.e.
u (aP+1)(n—1) 1 1/a—1 P, +1/a 1

FE = < =1 —_— — 1 < -5, 180
1 {(R1,R2)|M31+Rz_20g< i—a) +olog |~ ’VP2+1 <pso (180)

We claim thatE; is the dual representation of the region defined in the setémf the theorem, se&l(4). To this end, we
defineE5 as

(1-p)P
Es = <yl < P 1 181
o= {ruroim <o (SZ20) Re <(0P), v € o (181)
We evaluate the support function &%, as
op, (1, 1) = max {uRy + Ra|(Ry, R2) € Ea}. (182)
It is easy to show that = ;(/5:11) maximizes the above optimization problem. Therefore, weeha
_H (aP+1)(n—1) 1 1/a—1
op, (1, 1) = 5 log <—H(1 o) + 5 log 1) (183)
Since E» is a closed convex set, we can uké (4) to obtain its dual reptatson which is indeed equivalent {0_(180). This
completes the proof. O

C. Han-Kobayashi Achievable Region

In this subsection, we characterigg, 4, %, and¥ for the weak one-sided Gaussian 1€, can be characterized as
follows. Since there is no link between Transmitter 1 anddRexr 2, User 1's message in the HK achievable region is only



27

the private message, i.ey,= 1. In this case, we have

P1="y (m) ) (184)
o= v(Pa), (185)
P31="y (%) +7(6P), (186)
U= (ﬁ) +7(P), (187)
P33="y (%) +7(6P), (188)
o P1+a(1—ﬁ)P2 P1
Y=y (W) +7 (m) +7(6P), (189)
P — B3P
= (BP) (P + 7 (PSR ). (190)

It is easy to show thaps = min{ws1, P32, 33} = Y31, 31 + 1 = Y4, Y31 + 12 = 5. Hence, % can be represented as all
rate pairs(R;, Ry) satisfying

P
Ri<~ (m) ; (191)
Ro<(Py), (192)
Rt oy (DS o). (199)

We claim that4, = ¢. To prove this, we need to show th#§ possesses the unique minimizer propety.is a pentagon
with two extreme points in the interior of the first quadramymelyr; andr, where

o= (7 (%) +(BP) - 7(P2)77(P2)) : (195)

Using above, it can be verified th@, possesses the unique minimizer property.
Next, we can use the optimization problem[in](42) to obtamshpport function o/. However, we only need to consider
(c1,¢2) = (p, 1) for p > 1. Therefore, we have

B Py (1—pB)aP,

Substituting into [(4R), we conclude that boundary pointséotan be characterized by solving the following optimization
problem:

: Pui (1 —fBi)aPy;
W—maX;/\z {lﬂ<m) +7(Bi Pa;) +7(m>} (197)
subject to:
3
dai=1
i=1
3
Z AP < Py

i=1

3
Z)\iPQi <P
=1
0<p; <1, ¥ie{l,23)
0< [Pli,PQi,)\i], Vi € {1,2,3}.

For the sake of completeness, we provide a simple desariftio; in the next lemma.
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Comparison between different bounds for the odeesiGaussian IC wheR;, = 1, P, = 7, anda = 0.4.

Lemma 7:The region%; can be represented as the collection of all rate pdis R.) satisfying

P
Ri< -
1_7<1—|—a6’P2)’

(198)
Ro< v(BP) + 7(‘1(1_—%)7

199
1 + Pl + aﬂ’PQ ( )
for all 8’ € [0,1]. Moreover,%; is convex and any point that lies on its boundary can be aeHidy using superposition
coding and successive decoding.
Proof: Let E denote the set defined in the above lemma. It is easy to shawrtha convex andE C 4. To prove

the inverse inclusion, it suffices to show that the extremiatpaf 4, 7 andr, (see [I94) and (195)) are inside for all
B3 € 10,1]. By setting3’ = 3, we see that; € E. To prover; € E, we setd = 1. We conclude that, € FE if the following
inequality holds

gl (%) +Y(BR) —y(P) < 7( b )

14+ aPs (200)
for all 8 € [0, 1]. However, [20D) reduces < (1 —a)(1 — 8) P2 which holds for all3 € [0,1]. Hence#; C E. Using these

facts, it is straightforward to show that the boundary poffit are achievable by using superposition coding and suceessiv
decoding.

O
Figure[12 compares different bounds for the one-sided Gau$S.

VI. MIXED GAUSSIAN INTERFERENCECHANNELS

generality, we assume < 1 andb > 1.

In this section, we focus on the mixed Gaussian Interferehemnel. We first characterize the sum capacity of this adlann
Then, we provide an outer bound on the capacity region. linak investigate the HK achievable region. Without loss of

28
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A. Sum Capacity
Theorem 10:The sum capacity of the mixed Gaussian IC witkc 1 andb > 1 can be stated as

. P, bP,
Cﬁsumzv(Pg)—i—mln 7<1+(11P2)’7<1+}32)}. (201)

Proof: We need to prove the achievability and converse for the #raor
Achievability part: Transmitter 1 sends a common message to both receiverg thbifirst user’s signal is considered as
noise at both receivers. In this case, the rate

. P bP,
= 202
Rl mln{7<1+ap2)37(1+P2)} ( )

is achievable. At Receiver 2, the signal from Transmitterah be decoded and removed. Therefore, User 2 is left with a
channel without interference and it can communicate at @gimum rate which is

Ry = ~(Py). (203)

By adding [20R) and{203), we obtain the desired result.

Converse part: The sum capacity of the Gaussian IC is upper bounded by fhttectwo underlying one-sided Gaussian
ICs. Hence, we can obtain two upper bounds on the sum rate.rg¥edmove the interfering link between Transmitter 1 and
Receiver 2. In this case, we have a one-sided Gaussian IOneidtk interference. The sum capacity of this channel is known
[16]. Hence, we have

P,

By removing the interfering link between Transmitter 2 andc&ver 1, we obtain a one-sided Gaussian IC with strong
interference. The sum capacity of this channel is known.ddewe have

which equivalently can be written as
bP
< .
By taking the minimum of the right hand sides bf (204) ahd )20& obtain
. Py bP;
< .
(gsum_7(P2)+mln{7(1+ap2)77(1+P2)} (207)
This completes the proof. O

Remark 4:In an independent work [25], the sum capacity of the mixed S IC is obtained for a certain range of
parameters, whereas in the above theorem, we charactegizeimn capacity of this channel for the entire range of itaipaters

(see also [24]).
By comparingy 1+aP2 with ~ (1?5;2 , we observe that it + P, < b+ abP,, then the sum capacity corresponds to the
sum capacity of the one-sided weak Gaussian IC, wherebhs-if’, > b + abPs, then the sum capacity corresponds to the
sum capacity of the one-sided strong IC. Similar to the adeesGaussian IC, since the sum capacity is attained at tim¢ po
where User 2 transmits at its maximum rdte = ~(P), other boundary points of the capacity region can be obdame

characterizing the solutions ofs (1, 1) = max {uR; + Ra|(R1, R) € €} for all 1 < p.

B. New Outer Bound

The best outer bound to date, due to Etkinal. [13], is obtained by using the Genie aided technique. Thisndais the
union of all rate pair§R;, R») satisfying

Ri<~(Py), (209)
Ro< ~y(Py), (209)
Py

i 210

Ry + Ro< 4(P) + <1+GP2>, (210)
Ry + Ry< v(P2 + bPy), (211)

P2 Pl

, Pt WP , 212
R+ Re< (P +a 2)+7< 1+1+aP2)+7<1+bP1) @12
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The capacity region of the mixed Gaussian IC is inside thergetction of the capacity regions of the two underlying one-
sided Gaussian ICs. Removing the link between TransmiterdLReceiver 2 results in a weak one-sided Gaussian IC whose
outer boundF; is the collection of all rate pair6R;, R2) satisfying

(1-p)r
w1 (5 e
R (P, @14

for all 8 € [0, Bmax, whereP’ = Py /a+ P, and Bmax = P,(f%ﬂ. On the other hand, removing the link between Transmitter
2 and Receiver 1 results in a strong one-sided Gaussian |Gembapacity regiorts is fully characterized as the collection
of all rate pairs(R;, R2) satisfying

Ri<y(bP), (215)
Ro< vy (), (216)
Ri+ Re< y(bPy + P2). (217)
Using the channels in Class C, we upper boundu, 1) based on the following optimization problem:
W (1) =min pol log (2me(Py + aP2 + 1)) + llog (271'@ (ﬂ +6 P+ N21)> (218)
2 Py + Noao
— %log(QweNgl) — %log(QweNgg) + fn(P2y Nog, 1 a,pp— 1)
subject to:
bgs=10
b > Ny
aNap <1
(1 —v/92)*Naz + gaNoy =1
0 <[V, g2, Nag, Nou].
By substitutingS = g N»2;, we obtain
W (i) =min a ; ! log 2me(Py +aP> + 1)) + %log 2me <(1 — \212()12;2? TS + bPlg:_ S)) (219)
-5t (57 - e () 0 (P e o)
subject to:
S<1
a(l = 8) < (1~ g2)°
0 <[5, g2l

Hence, we have the following theorem that provides an outentl on the capacity region of the mixed Gaussian IC.
Theorem 11:For any rate paifR;, R2) achievable for the two-user mixed Gaussian (®;, R2) € F; () E2. Moreover,

the inequality
pRy + Ry < W(p) (220)

holds for all1 < p.

C. Han-Kobayashi Achievable Region

In this subsection, we study the HK achievable region forrttieed Gaussian IC. Since Receiver 2 can always decode the
message of the first user, User 1 associates all its powertedimmon message. User 2, on the other hand, allogdtes



31

Alternating Regions

Ry

Fig. 13. The new regio which is obtained by enlargingf.

and (1 — 8) P of its total power to its private and common messages, réispdc wheres € [0, 1]. Therefore, we have

Py
=7 <m) 5 (221)
Vo= y(P2), (222)
P 1-0)P
=y (P22 o), (223)
3= (P2 + bP1), (224)
— B)P.
P3z= 1y (%) + (8P, + bPy), (225)
P, +a(1-p)P.
vimy (PSR s+ o), (226)
o= (8P + (s + 0P+ (LD, @27)

Due to the fact that the sum capacity is attained at the pohdre/the second user transmits at its maximum rate, the
last inequality in the description of the HK achievable cegtan be removed. Although the poitit= (3 — v(P2),v(P1))
in Figure[9 may not be i1%,, this point is always achievable due to the sum capacitylreldence, we can enlarg€, by
removingrs andr4. Let us denote the resulting region g% Moreover, one can show thaj, 4, ry, andrg are still outside
¢;. However, for the mixed Gaussian IC, it is possible tHabelongs ta;. In Figure[1B, two alternative cases for the region
¢/, along with the new labeling of its extreme points are platfElde new extreme points can be written as

r1= (Y1,%4 — 2¢1),
ro= (1,3 — 1),
r3= (Y4 — U3, 203 — 1)),
Ta= (1/)3 — P2, ¢2)-
In fact, we have eithe®] = con{ry, r3,r4} or 4 = conyra,rs}.
To simplify the characterization of;, we consider three cases:

Casel: 1+ P, <b+ abPs.
Case ll: 1+ P, > b+ abP andl —a < abP;.
Case ll:1+ P, > b+ abP and1l — a > abP;.

Case | (1+ P, < b+ abP): In this casegs = 131. Moreover, it is easy to verify thabts; + 11 < ¢4 which means[(8) is
redundant for the entire range of parameters. Heffier con{rs, 74} consists of all rate pairéR;, Rs) satisfying

mea (i) ez
Ro< vy (P2), (229)

P1 + CL(l — 6)P2
T ) RIS (230)
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where € [0, 1]. Using a reasoning similar to the one used to express boyndents of%; for the one-sided Gaussian IC,
we can express boundary points@f as

Py
Ri<~ <m) ; (231)
— )P
Ro<~(BP2) + 7 (%) ) (232)

for all 3 € [0,1].
Theorem 12:For the mixed Gaussian IC satisfyirig< ab, region¥ is equivalent to that of the one sided Gaussian IC
obtained from removing the interfering link between Traitten 1 and Receiver 2.

Proof: If 1 < ab, thenl+ P, < b+ abP, holds for all P, and P. Hence @, (Py, P», 3) is a pentagon defined by (228),
(229), and[(229). Comparing with the corresponding regirtlie one-sided Gaussian IC, we see tais equivalent td%,
obtained for the one-sided Gaussian IC. This directly iagpthat¥ is the same for both channels. O

Casell (1+ P, >b+ abP, and1l — a < abPy): In this cases = min{vs1,132}. It can be shown tha¥; is the union
of three regionsF,, E3, andEs, i.e,% = E1 |J E2|J E3. RegionE; is the union of all rate pairéR;, Ry) satisfying

Py
< - -
w1 ) (233)
a(l - B3)P»
< P —_— ] 234
<(8 2)+7<1+P1+aﬁP2> (234)
forall g€ [0 ’W] RegionE; is the union of all rate pairsR;, R) satisfying
bP,
Ri<y|——=], 235
=7 (1 + 5P2> (235)
P1+a(1—6)P2> ( bP1 >
Ro<y|—————= | ++(8R) — . 236
2_”Y< 1+ afP, Y(BP2) — 1+ 4P, (236)
(b=1)Pi+(1—a)P; - : - : i
forall g € [(1 ab)P2 T—abyP, P2+(1_a)P2]. Region E5 is the union of all rate pairéR;, R2) satisfying
bP ( (1 ab)P1)
<
R1—7< 1+ bPy + Py ) (237)
Ri+ Ro<~(bP1 + P). (239)

Caselll (1+ P> > b+ abP, and1 — a > abPy): In this caseps = min{ys,132}. Similar to Case Il, we have =
Ey U E2 |J Es, where regionsE;, E,, and E5 are defined as follows. Regiof; is the union of all rate pair§R;, R2)
satisfying

Py
< - -
mso (). (240)
a(l =B >
P) + —_— . 241
<28m) +9 ( (R0 (241)
forall g € [0 ,(le)P] RegionE; is the union of all rate pairéR;, Ry) satisfying
Py
< [
ms (1 ) (242)
a(l — B)PQ Pl
Ry< _— Py +bP) — — . 243
2—7(1+P1+a6P2>+7(ﬁ 2 +0P) 7<1+aﬁP2) (243)
for all g € [W’ 1]. RegionE; is the union of all rate pairéR;, R,) satisfying
Py
< 244
mso (s ) (244)
Ry< vy (P), (245)
Ri 4+ Rx< ’7(bP1 =+ P2) (246)

Remark 5:RegionE5 in Case Il and Case lll represents a facet that belongs toapacity region of the mixed Gaussian
IC. It is important to note that, surprisingly, this facebistainable when the second transmitter uses both the commesage
and the private message.

Different bounds are compared for the mixed Gaussian IC #8eG |, Il, and IIl in FigureB_ 14,15, ahd] 16, respectively.
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Fig. 15. Comparison between different bounds for the mixedigsian IC wherl + P> > b+ abPs and1 — a < abP; (Case ll) forP; =7, P> = 7,
a = 0.4, andb = 1.5.

VIl. CONCLUSION

We have studied the capacity region of the two-user Gaus€iamhe sum capacities, inner bounds, and outer bounds have
been considered for three classes of channels: weak, dad;sind mixed Gaussian IC. We have used admissible chaamels
the main tool for deriving outer bounds on the capacity nagio

For the weak Gaussian IC, we have derived the sum capacity é@rtain range of channel parameters. In this range, the
sum capacity is attained when Gaussian codebooks are udddtarference is treated as noise. Moreover, we have dkave
new outer bound on the capacity region. This outer boundjigei than the Kramer’'s bound and the ETW's bound. Regarding
inner bounds, we have reduced the computational complekitge HK achievable region. In fact, we have shown that when
Gaussian codebooks are used, the full HK achievable regiarbe obtained by using the naive HK achievable scheme over
three frequency bands.

For the one-sided Gaussian IC, we have presented an alterpabof for the Sato’s outer bound. We have also derived the
full HK achievable region when Gaussian codebooks are used.

For the mixed Gaussian IC, we have derived the sum capaditthéoentire range of its parameters. Moreover, we have
presented a new outer bound on the capacity region thatortpes ETW’s bound. We have proved that the full HK achieeabl
region using Gaussian codebooks is equivalent to that obtieesided Gaussian IC for a particular range of channelsgain
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4.5

ETW Outer Bound

2.5

Fig. 16. Comparison between different bounds for the mixed<Sian IC when + P> > b+ abPs and1 — a > abP; (Case lll) for P, = 7, P> = 700,
a = 0.01, andb = 1.5.

We have also derived a facet that belongs to the capacitpmefgr a certain range of parameters. Surprisingly, thietfas
obtainable when one of the transmitters uses both the conmessage and the private message.
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