Lectures on Multiple Access
Channels

Laszl6 Gyorfi Sandor Gyori Balint Laczay
Miklos Ruszinkd






Preface

We wish to thank ... for commenting on an earlier version of the manuscript
and for the many valuable suggestions. We would also like to thank ... for
fruitful discussions from which the book has benefited greatly.

This work relates to Department of the Navy Grant N00014-04-1-4034
issued by the Office of Naval Research International Field Office, and was
sponsored also by the Air Force Office of Scientific Research, Air Force Ma-
terial Command, USAF, under grant number FA8655-05-1-3017. The United
States Government has a royalty-free license throughout the world in all copy-
rightable material contained herein. The U.S Government is authorized to
reproduce and distribute reprints for Governmental purpose notwithstanding
any copyright notation thereon.






Contents

1 Introduction 9
2 OR channel: synchronous access 13
2.1 Channel model . . . . ... .. ... .. ... ... ..., 13
2.2 Lower bounds . . .. ... .. ... ... ... ... ..., 21
2.3 Upperbounds . . . . . .. . ... 35
2.4 Code constructions . . . . . .. . ... ... 40
2.5 Performance evaluation of the Kautz—Singleton code . . . . . . 43
2.6 Casestudy for UD(2) . . . . .. .. ... ... .. ... ... 54
2.7 Random activity . . . . . . .. ... 54
3 OR channel: asynchronous access 55
3.1 Fast frequency hopping . . . . . . . .. .. ... 55
3.2 Non-binary cyclically permutable codes . . . . . . . .. .. .. 66
3.3 A subcode of a Reed-Solomon code for fast frequency hopping 68
3.4 A subcode of a BCH code for fast frequency hopping . . . . . 69
3.5 Asynchronous OR channel . . . . . .. ... ... ... .... 70
3.6 Binary cyclically permutable codes . . . . .. ... ... ... 79
3.7 Construction derived from a Reed-Solomon code for OR channel 84
3.8 Construction derived from a BCH code for OR channel . . . . 85
4 Collision channel 87
4.1 Channel model . . . .. ... ... .. ... ... ... 87
4.2 Bounds for binary packets . . . .. .. ..o 88
4.3 Bounds for non-binary packets . . . . ... ... 98
4.4 Bounds for asynchronous access . . . . . . ... .. ... ... 106
4.5 Constructions . . . . . . . . .. 113
5 Slow Frequency Hopping 115
5.1 Channel model . . . . .. ... ... .. ... ... ...... 115
5.2 Bounds for non-binary packets . . . . . .. ... 116

5



CONTENTS

5.3 Constructions . . . . . . .. ..o 123
Collision Channel with Ternary Feedback 125
6.1 Collision Channel with Feedback . . . .. ... ... ... .. 125
6.2 Tree Algorithms for Collision Resolution . . . .. ... .. .. 128
6.3 The oscillation of L(z)/z and of Ly — L(N) . . . . ... ... 138
6.4 Capetanakis Algorithm . . . . . . . .. ... .. ... ... .. 151
6.5 Gallager-algorithm . . . . . ... ... ... . 153
6.6 Part and try algorithm . . . . . .. .. ... 0. 154
Multiple Access Adder Channel 159
7.1 Channel Model . . . . . ... ... oL 159
7.2 User Models . . . . .. .. .. . 162
7.3 Permanent Activity Case . . . . . . . . .. .. ... ... 164
7.4 Equivalent Representations . . . . . . . .. ... .. ... ... 164
7.5 Trivial Boundson N(t) . . . . .. . ... ... ... 166
7.6 Upper Bound of Erdés and Rényi . . . . . ... .. ... ... 167
7.7 Pippenger Theorem . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... 171
78 ALowerBound . . . .. ... .. ... ... ... ...... 178
7.9 Chang and Weldon’s Construction . . . . . . . ... ... ... 180
7.10 Lindstrom’s Construction . . . . ... .. .. ... ... ... 183
7.11 Partial Activity m-out-of-t Model . . . . . . . . ... ... .. 191
7.12 Bounds for U.D. Signature Codes . . . . . .. ... ... ... 192
7.13 Lindstrom’s signature code construction . . . .. .. ... .. 196
7.14 Signature Coding and Information Transfer . . . . . . . . . .. 198
7.15 Bounds for B,, Codes . . . . . . . . . .. ... ... .. 206
Collision Channel with Known Collision Multiplicity 211
8.1 Channel Model . . . . . ... ... ... 211
8.2 Pippenger’s Random Protocol of Throughput 1 . . . . .. .. 211
8.3 Ruszinko-Vanroose Conflict Resolution Protocol of Through-

put 1 . . . o 215
Euclidean Channel 223
9.1 Channel Model . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... ... 223
9.2 Bounds for Euclidean Signature Codes . . . . . .. ... ... 224

9.3 Signature Coding and Information Transfer for the Euclidean
Channel . . . .. ... oo 235



CONTENTS

A Linear codes

A.1 Error detection, error correction, erasure error correction . .
A.2 Finite fields . .
A.3 Linear codes . .

A.4 Shortened Reed—Solomon codes . . . . . . ... ... ... ..
A.5 Shortened Bose-Chaudhuri-Hocquenghem codes . . . . . . . .

A.6 Cyclic codes . .

A. 7 Reed-Solomon codes . . . . . . . . . ...

A.8 BCH codes . .

B Probability

B.1 Inequalities . .

B.2 Markov Chains

Bibliography

241

. 241

243
245
247
248
249
252
253

255
255
265

273



CONTENTS



Chapter 1

Introduction

From the viewpoint of information theory the multiple-access channel is
a black-box operating in discrete time with a fixed number of inputs and
one output. There are also extended models, with multiple outputs, the so
called interference channels, but we do not deal with them now (c.f. Shannon
(1961) and Ahlswede (1971)). We consider that one user “sits” at each input,
so instead of inputs we usually refer to users. Let us denote the number of
users with . The input and output alphabets of the channel are denoted by
I and O, respectively.

In the information theory one deals only with the case of memoryless
channel; so to fully describe the channel, it is enough to give the channel
transition probabilities p(y|z12zy ... z7):

P (Y = y‘Xl =11, Xo=a9,..., X7 = xT) = p(y|lz122 ... 27)
Y(xy,29,...,270) € IT,Vy € O.

Here X1, X5, ..., X7 denote the T  inputs of the channel, while Y denotes the
output.

Each user of the channel has a so called component code. A component
code is a set of fixed codewords, one for each possible message of the user.
We assume, that all these codewords of all users have a common length n.
So the component code of the i*" user can be written as

Ci = {ng)’xg)’ e ’ngll} g In.
The code itself is the set of the component codes defined above:
C={Cy,Cy,...,Cr}.

9
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Figure 1.1: The Multiple Access Channel

The message user ¢ wants to send is denoted by the random variable
K; € {1,2,...,]|C;]}. To send this message, the user transmits X&? through
the channel. We will use a further restriction, that the codewords sent by the
users are bit and block synchronized. This means, that at a given instant,
all users are sending the same component of their codewords. Say, when user

i is sending the m'™ component of his codeword ([xﬁ?]m), then user j is also

sending the m'" component ([X%}m) So we can treat the channel output as
a vector of length n.

Since the channel is memoryless, we can write a simple formula for the
distribution of the vectorial channel output, conditionally on that user ¢ sends

its ki codeword:
P (Y:y(K1 — kK :kz,...,KT:kT>

=P (Y =y[Xi = x{, X =xZ.. . X = (7))

=TI P (v = ¥l X0 = o, Ko = 52D+ X = ).
m=1

To define the error probability of a given code C, we must have a
decoding function for each user:

(Here [T] denotes {1,2,...,T}.) The aim of the decoding function d; is to
recover the message K; of the i*" user from the channel output vector (Y).
The error probability (P.) of a given code is defined as the probability of
making a mistake for at least one user, considering the optimal decoding
functions:

P(C)= inf P({3iell): d(Y)+#K}).

d1,da,....dr
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Here we consider, that the random variables K1, K, ..., K7 are independent
and uniformly distributed over the set of possible messages ({1,2,...,|C;|}):
1

The code rate of a given code for user 7 is defined as

log |C;
T (C) = %,
while the rate vector of a given code is formed by arranging these quantities
into a vector:

r(C) = (ry,re,...,7T7).

The rate region of a channel is the set of rate vectors that can be reached
by arbitrarily small error:

R={r:Ve>0:3C: P.(C) < e and Vi € [T]: r;(C) > r;}.

Ahlswede (1971) and van der Meulen (1971) have determined the rate region
for the case t = 2. Liao (1972) has formulated the rate region for the general
t user case.

In contrast to the multi-user information theory, in the models of multiple
access communications the users are partially active, which is formulated such
that in a given time instant at most M out of the T can be active. Moreover,
usually the models allow the asynchronous access. For the current practical
solutions in mobil communications the active users initiate a login procedure
during which get codes for the actual session. Here we are interested in the
problems, where the users have codes forever, therefore three tasks should
be solved:

e detection (identification) of active users,
e synchronization of their code words, and
e decoding the messages.

There is an important special case of this general problem, where the users
have no messages at all, their activity is the only ”information” to transmit.
It is called signature coding, which means just to solve the identification
and synchronization.

In this note we consider just deterministic multiple access channels:
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Chapter 2

OR channel: synchronous
access

2.1 Channel model

Cohen, Heller and Viterbi (1971) introduced the model of the noiseless de-
terministic OR channel for multiple access communication. If there are T
users in the system such that the inputs x; (1 < <T) and the output y are
binary, then the output is 0 iff all inputs are 0, so the output is the Boolean
sum of the inputs (cf. Figure 2.1):

T
i=1

A possible example of communication scheme where this simple model is
suitable is the on/off keying (OOK) modulation, where the bit 1 corresponds

sl
T
T2 O Y = '\_/1 ZT;
R
I

Figure 2.1: Multiple access OR channel

13



14 CHAPTER 2. OR CHANNEL: SYNCHRONOUS ACCESS

to a waveform and the bit 0 corresponds to the waveform constant 0. The
receiver consists of an envelope detector followed by a threshold detector, so
the demodulation is just a decision whether all users sent the 0 waveform.

We are investigating the identification (and in Chapter 3 also the syn-
chronization) problem which is called signature coding via a multiple access
OR channel. There are T" users in the communication system, and each of
them has only one own code word. Becoming active a user sends his code
word into the channel, and otherwise does nothing, formally sends the all-
zero code word into the channel. The decoder, from the Boolean sum of the
code words of the active users, should reconstruct the set of active users.

For permanent activity of the users this channel is trivial, with time
sharing the maximum utility 1 can be achieved. For partial activity, however,
the problem is hard and is far from being solved. It is usually assumed that
at most M users communicate on the channel simultaneously, where M is a
fixed number. The signature coding problem is to find a code of minimum
length n(T', M) such that if at most M active out of T total users send their
code words, then from the output vector of the OR channel the set of active
users can be identified.

Kautz and Singleton (1964) introduced the concept of UD and ZFD codes.

Definition 2.1 (UD code). A code which has T' code words of length n is
Uniquely Decipherable of order M (UD(T, M,n)), if every Boolean sum of
up to M different code words is distinct from every other sum of M or fewer
code words.

Formally, let C = {x1,Xa,...,x7} be a code. The UD(T, M,n) property
means that for any subsets A, B C {1,2,..., T}, |A| < M,|B| < M,A# B

we have
\/ X 7£ \/ X;.

i€A ic€B

Example: Retrieval files. Assume a library of documents (files) such
that each document has attributes, called descriptors. The information re-
trieval can be done according to a descriptor such that we have to decide
whether a given document has this descriptor. This inquiry can be orga-
nized by a head of the document which is a list of descriptors. If the total
number of descriptors is 7" and a given document may have at most M
descriptors then this head can be encoded into a binary vector of length

M
n = log Z_:O(;L) ~ MlogT.

If a document and its descriptors are changing from time to time then the
head is changing, too, therefore for generating the head we have an alternative
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way by UD codes. Let x; be a binary vector assigned to descriptor i, and
if iy < -+ < 1,, are the descriptors then generate the head by the Boolean

sum:
y = \/ X
J€{it,im}
Thus for UD(T, M,n) code, from the head we can identify the descriptors
(cf. Kautz and Singleton (1964), Chien and Frazer (1966)).

Given two binary sequence x and y of the same length n, the superposition
sum of these sequences is a binary sequence z of length n

zZ=xVYy,
where
b= 0 1fo:yZ:0,
"1 1 otherwise
(1=1,2,...,n).

We say that z = (z1,...,2,) covers y = (Y1, ..., Yn)

Z>y

if z; >y (1=1,2,...,n).
In the previous example the coding of the head was easy and fast. Maybe
want an easy decoding, too. Notice that for j € {iy,i2,...,0m}

y 2 X;.
This remark leads to a special case of UD code:

Definition 2.2 (ZFD code). We call a code which has T code words of
length n Zero False Drop of order M (ZFD(T, M,n)), if every Boolean sum
of up to M different code words logically includes no code word other than
those used to form the sum.

It means that if for a &
Y 2 Xp

then
X = Xij

for some 7;. In the example of information retrieval it means that for a
document with head y and for the descriptor k if

Y = Xj
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then the document has the descriptor k. This is really a fast decoding rule.

The ZFD property is defined by a decoding rule, therefore a ZFD(T', M, n)
is a UD(T, M,n). The question is that what is the loss with respect to UD
if we need ZFD.

Theorem 2.1 (Kautz and Singleton (1964)). A UD(T, M, n) is ZFD(T, M —
1,n) and a ZFD(T,M,n) is UD(T, M, n).
Proof.

1. Assume that C is UD(T, M,n). If C were not ZFD(T, M — 1,n) then
there would be x; ¢ {x1,...,Xp—1} such that

Xy <x1VXxeV:---VxXp_,

le.
X]_\/XQ\/"'\/XM_]_\/XM:X]_\/XQ\/"‘\/XM_]_,

which contradicts that C is UD(T, M, n).

2. Suppose that C is ZED(T, M, n) but not UD(T, M, n), then there exist
sets of code words {x1,X2,..., Xk} # {y1,¥2,---,¥r}, K,L < M such
that

X1\/X2\/"'\/XK:yl\/}’Q\/"'\/yL.

Since the two sets are not equal there exists a code word x; which is
not in {yi,ye,...,yr}. However,

X; <y1Vys V- Vyyp
is a contradiction. H

Corollary 2.1. The relationship between ZFD(T,M,n) and UD(T, M, n)
codes is as follows.

ZFD(T, M,n) C UD(T, M,n) C ZFD(T, M —1,n) C ---

Put C; = {x3,...,xr} and let Cy, k = 2,3,... be the set of all superpo-
sition sum of exactly k vectors of C;. Thus, the set C, contains (:) vectors,
which are not necessarily all different.

In considering the sequence of sets Cy,Cs,...,Ck,... we are interested in
the value of £ at which duplicate vectors first appear, either within the same
set Cg, or between C, and some earlier set.

Lemma 2.1 (Kautz and Singleton (1964)). If the sets C1,Ca,...,Crri1
are disjoint then Cy contains ezxactly (F;:) different vectors (k=1,2,...,M).
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Proof. Suppose that two of the (:) vectors in Cj, were equal:
X1 VXV VX =y1VYy2 V- Vyg
where x;,y; € C1,t1=1,2,...,k. Then
YiVXiVXa V- VX =X VX V- VX

for every 5 =1,2,...,k. But Cr; and C are disjoint, therefore each of the
code words y1,ys,...,yr must belong to the set of code words {x1,...,x.},
so there are no duplicates in Cy. O

Lemma 2.2 (Kautz and Singleton (1964)). A code Cy is ZFD(T, M,n)
iff the sets C1,Ca, ..., Cpriq are disjoint.

Proof. We use an indirect way of proof in both direction of the statement.

1. Suppose that C; is not ZFD, so thereisay ¢ {x1,...,xx},k < M such
that y <x; Vxo V.-V Xy, ie.

yVXi VX V- VX =X VX V-V Xy
then Cj,; and Cr would not be disjoint.

2. Suppose that C;,Cs,...,Capy1 are not disjoint, so there are C; and Cy,
for some 1 < 7 < k < M + 1 having common element

X1 VXV VX; =y Vys V- VY.
Because of j < k there is ay; ¢ {x1,...,x;}, and
YiVXi VX V- VX; =X VX V- VX,
therefore C; is not ZFD. O

Lemma 2.3 (Kautz and Singleton (1964)). A code C, is UD(T, M,n)
iff the sets C1,Cs,...,Cpr are disjoint and Cyr contains (]\E) different vectors.

Proof.

1. Suppose that the sets Cy,Cs,...,Cy are disjoint and Cj; contains (AE)
different vectors. Then because of Lemma 2.1 each set C;, for 1 < k <
M contains (:) different vectors, therefore no two superposition sum
vectors of at most M code words can be equal without contradicting
either the condition that Cy,Cs, ..., Cy be disjoint, or that C; contains

(i) different elements for 1 < k < M.
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2. Suppose that the code C; is UD(T, M, n). Then any two superposition
sum of at most M code vectors are different, therefore Cy,Cs,...,Cys
are disjoint and Cj; contains (Aj;) different elements.

O

Lemma 2.4 (Kautz and Singleton (1964)). Let the T x n matriz A
consist of the code vectors of Ci. The code Cy is ZFD(T, M,n) iff every
subset of M +1 rows of A contains an (M + 1)-columned identity submatriz.

Proof. The condition that C; be ZFD(T, M, n) is equivalent to the require-
ment that in each subset of M + 1 rows of A, no one row may be covered by
the superposition sum of the other M. This will be the case iff each row of
this (M +1)-rowed submatrix has a 1 in some column in which all other rows
have a 0. Conversely, if every subset of (M + 1) rows contains an identity

submatrix of order (M + 1), then no one of these rows may be covered by
the sum of the other M. Hence, C; is ZFD(T', M, n). O

Example: Signature coding for multiple access OR channel. Con-
sider a T" user multiple access OR channel. Each user has an n length binary
vector (code word), and if a user is active then it sends its code word. From
the output of the OR channel, i.e., from the superposition sum of the active
code words one has to identify the set of active users. If at most M users can
be active then it is a UD(7, M, n) problem. If, moreover, we want to have
an easy decoding by covering then it is a ZFD(T, M,n) problem.

Example: Monitoring. Let us assume a public transportation company
which has a lot of buses. Each bus broadcasts its code word periodically.
There is a receiver in a heavy-traffic junction. If there is only one bus in
the range of the receiver, the problem is easy. If there are many buses, then
suppose, that the modulation is OOK (on/off keying). Since in case of many
simultaneous transmission the signal in the receiver can be modelled by the
output of an OR channel, the received signal is the Boolean sum of those
identifiers which buses are in the range of the receiver.

Example: Alarming. Let us chain as many as 7T fire-alarm stations to
one wire. Should an alarm station become active, it sends its own code word.
If the number of simultaneous outbreaks of fire is not more than M, then
the active stations can be identified from the signal on the wire. Existent
alarming systems usually apply a 1 bit output which only tells there is fire
somewhere in the system. Advantage of using a multiple access channel is
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to be able to know which rooms or locations are catching fire at the moment
and where the fire spreads.

Example: Login. Consider a communications system which has lots of
low-duty mobile users, but just a limited number of channels. Becoming
active, a user may send his code word over a radio channel to a central control
unit, and from the output of the channel the central control unit may detect
the set of active users and assign dedicated channels to them. Nowadays,
mobile telecommunications systems use random access with feedback, so that
users can log in to the system. This procedure can be replaced by signature
coding for multiple access channel, where the advantage is that there is no
need to process the acknowledgements.

Example: Collection of measurment data. We would like to collect,
for example, electric energy consumption data of customers in a power line
network. The power line can be used as a multiple access OR channel (cf.
Dostert (2001)). The measuring instrument of a user sends its unique code
word to this common channel if a user has consumed a unit (e.g., 1 kWh) of
electric energy.

Example: Sending packets without error correction. Consider the
collision channel without feedback (time hopping) with the restriction that
there is no error correction over the packets, a user just repeats its packet
several times, and needs at least one successful transmission. The sending
is according to protocol sequences, user ¢ has an n-length binary vector x;
which is its protocol sequence. Assume that user ¢ is active, i.e., has a packet
to send. Then it has at least one successful transmission, if x; is not covered
by the superposition sum of the protocol sequences of the other active users,
which means that the protocol sequence set should be ZFD(T, M — 1,n),
where M is the number of active users.

Example: Non-adaptive hypergeometric group testing. The prob-
lem of group testing firstly appeared in administering syphilis tests to millions
of people being inducted into the U.S. military services during World War
IT. The test for syphilis was a blood test called the Wasserman test. Dort-
man (1943) suggested pooling the blood samples from a number of persons
and applying the Wasserman test to a sample from the resultant pool. The
Wasserman test had sufficient sensitivity that the test would yield a negative
result if and only if none of the individual samples in the pooled sample were
diseased. Dorfman’s paper was the beginning of a research area which has
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become known as group testing. Assume 7" individuals which contain at most
M defectives. In a test step one can ask whether a subset of T contains some
defectives. The task is to identify the positive individuals using the minimum
number of needed tests (in the worst case). A test plan is a sequence of tests
such that, at its completion, the outcomes of these tests uniquely determine
the states of all individuals. In the classical (adaptive) group testing there
is a feedback, when selecting a set A in a step we know the results of the
previous steps. One can see that the number of steps required is less than
M log T, and for binomial model of the defectives (when each individual is
defective with the same probability) there are efficient strategies (cf. Hwang
(1972), Wolf (1985), Sterrett (1957), Sobel and Groll (1959)). In the prob-
lem of non-adaptive group testing (cf. Hwang and T. Sés (1987), Du and
Hwang (1993), Knill et al. (1998)) we don’t assume feedback, choose a priori
a sequence of test sets (Ay, As, ..., A,). The trivial solution corresponds to
the time sharing, when A; = {i},i=1,..., T, son="T.

The testing can be formulated in another way: the i*" individual has the
binary code word (test sequence) Z; and

Aj = {Z iy = 1}

If the individuals 1, is,...,1,, are positive, then the result of the test is
g = \/ fia
1E€{i1,yeeyim }

where y; = 1 iff {i1,49,...,im} N A; # 0, and from ¥ we should identify

11y .yl

As we show in the sequel, the number of steps needed is at least ¢ 113]\;—12\4 log T
for some constant c.
Let U be an n-element set (called underlying set). We denote by (g) the

set of the k-element subsets of U (0 < k < n), while 2V denotes the power
set of U (2V = (J (})). A family F of subsets of U is a subset of the power

set (F C2Y). )

Definition 2.3 (Cover-free family, cf. Fiiredi (1996), Erdds et al.
(1985)). A family of sets F is called M -cover-free if

FyZ FiU---UFy

holds for all distinct Fy, Fy, ..., Fa € F.
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We are looking for the maximum cardinality 7" of an M-cover-free family
F C 2V, where |U| = n. This problem is analogous to the determination of
minimal length of ZFD codes. Matching of parameters is the following. Put
U=1{1,2,...,n}, and a set F' € F corresponds to a binary code word xp
the 2-th coordinate of which is 1 iff ¢ € F'. Cardinality 7" of the family plays
the role of number of potential users, M-cover-free property corresponds to
the ZFD property of order M, and the size n of underlying set U corresponds
to the code length.

2.2 Lower bounds

In the following we give bounds on the minimal code length n(7, M).
Possibly the simplest lower bound can be computed using the fact that
each sum of at most M code words must be distinct, so cannot exceed the
number of n-digit binary numbers.
Sphere packing bound:

é @ <o

M
Using that ) (i) ~TM we get
k=0

n(T,M) > MlogT.

In the sequel we summarize the bounds (1 < M < T')

2

1 Tog I logT < n(T, M) < coM?logT.

The unpublished result of Bassalygo gives the first bound which uses the
following lemmata. Let ¢(w) denote the number of code words with weight
w.

Lemma 2.5 (Kautz and Singleton (1964), Dyachkov and Rykov
(1982)). If any code word of a ZFD(T, M,n) code has weight no greater
than M, it must have a 1 in some position where no other code word has a
1, thus
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Proof. Suppose that there exists a code word of a ZFD(T', M, n) code which
has weight no greater than M, but it has 1’s just in positions where some
of the other code words have 1, too. This code word is then covered by the
sum of M other code words, so the code can not be ZFD(T, M, n). O

Lemma 2.6 (Bassalygo, cf. Dyachkov and Rykov (1982), A (1986)).
IfC is a ZFD(T, M,n) code and it has a code word of weight w then

w<n—n(T-1,M-1).

Proof. Consider C as a T'x n binary matrix. Choose a code word with weight
w. In the code matrix, delete all columns where this fixed code word has 1’s,
and also delete the row corresponding to this code word. The resulting matrix
of size (T'—1) x (n—w) can be easily verified to be a ZFD(T'—1, M —1,n—w)
code. l

Theorem 2.2 (Bassalygo bound, cf. Dyachkov and Rykov (1982;
1983), A (1986)).

2

Proof. Let C be a ZFD(T, M) code of length n and let wy,a, be the maximum
weight.

1. If wpmaxy < M then by Lemma 2.5 we get

(M. T) 2min{(M+1)(M+2)’T}

2. If wyax > M + 1 then by Lemma 2.6 we get
n>n(T—1,M—1)+M+1
Combining these two inequalities results in
n(T,M)>min{n(l'—1,M - 1)+ M+ 1,T}.

We use induction. The statement holds for M = T = 1. Assume that the
statement holds for sizes up to T'— 1 then

n(M,T) > min{n(T—-1,M—-1)+M+1,T}
> min{min{w,T—l}—i—M—i—LT}

B min{(M+1)2(M+2)’T}.
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The main consequence of the theorem is that for any v2T < M < T,
n(T, M) =T, so in this range of M no ZFD(T, M) code is better than the
time-sharing.

Lemma 2.7 (Dyachkov and Rykov (1982)). In a ZFD(T,M,n) code
number of code words which have weight w > M + 1 is bounded

(Ton)

tw) < M? (2.1)

Proof. Consider the ZFD(T, M, n) code as a family of sets F := Fy, Fy, ..., Fr
on the underlying set {1,2,...,n}. We shall show that the number ¢(w) of
subsets of the family F which contain w elements, satisfies inequality (2.1).

Choose an arbitrary subset F' € F which contains w elements. Let us

assume that w can be divided by M, and we set k = ;. We call subsets

{AM, A; C F a partition of F into M parts, if A, N A; = 0,]A;] = k

M
and F' = |J A;. The number of all partitions is equal to Partitions

i=1
{A;}}, and {A}}}L, are different from one another iff there exists at least
one pair of numbers (i, j) for which A; # A}. Partitions {A4;}}1, and {A}}},
are called non-intersecting if A; # A for any 1 <4,j < M. We would like
to determine the number of all non-intersecting partitions R(w, M, k). Let
us fix an arbitrary partition {4;}},. The number of partitions {A}} that

involve the set A;,1 < ¢ < M is equal to %

w!
Mk -

Therefore the number

of partitions that intersect with {A4;}M,, does not exceed M %, SO
(w—k)! w!
R(w, M, k) - M >
(w, M k) - M S 3T 2 TG
and for the number of non-intersecting partitions we get
R(w, M, k) > ) (2.2)

_MQ'

From the M-cover-free property of JF follows that each partition {A;},
contains at least one term A;, |A;| = k that belongs only to F' and does not
belong to any other F;, 1 <i < T. Therefore F' contains at least R(w, M, k)
subsets of volume k& which do not belong to the remaining terms of family
Fi Fy, ... Fr. Consequently,

t(w) R(w, M, k) < (Z) (2.3)
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From inequalities (2.2) and (2.3) we get

WKM%L
(+)

Now assume that w cannot be divided by M, i.e., w = kM + r, where
k= |w/M],1 <r < M —1. Let us fix an arbitrary subset A C F in
which the number of elements |A| = r, and we consider partitions of F' in the

M
following form: F'= AU |J A;, where an {A;}, is one of the R(kM, M, k)

i=1
non-intersecting partitions of set F'\ A. It follows from the M-cover-free

property of F that in any partition of F' there exists a term A; (1 <1i < M)
and element w € A, such that the set A, = A; +w (|[A} = k+ 1= [w/M])
belongs only to I and does not belong to any other F;, 1 < ¢ < T. Then,
we have an inequality similar to (2.3)

t(w)R(kM, M, k) < (kil) k+1=[w/M]

which means together with (2.2) that expression (2.1) is valid. O
From Lemma 2.5, 2.6 and 2.7 follows the next theorem.

Theorem 2.3 (Dyachkov and Rykov (1982; 1983)). The length n of
any ZFD(T, M,n) code for 2 < M < T satisfies the inequality

n—n(T—1,M-1) ( n )

oI (o)

(2.4)

Theorem 2.3 implies a lower bound on the minimal code length.

Theorem 2.4 (Dyachkov and Rykov (1982; 1983)). If T — oo and M
s constant then
n(M,T) > K(M)log T(1 + o(1)).

where the sequence K (M) is defined recurrently. K(1) := 1 and if M > 2
then K(M) can be bounded by

M2
K(M)ZW (M =>2).
If M — oo then
M2
K(M) (I+o(1)) (M —o0)
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Proof. Let us take inequality (2.4) of Theorem 2.3 as starting point and apply
Theorem B.1.

n—n(T—1,M-1) 2nh(%> L

T < n+M Z wh(%)
w=M+1 27\ #

n—n(T—-1,M—-1)
_ n+M2 Z 2nh(%)—wh(ﬁ) 4( — %)

w=M+1 7T( N %)

_ 1
< g M2 k() —on () | A0 =5

W=Wmax

Taking the logarithm of both sides we get the following asymptotic lower
bound for the code length

1

h(37) = 50 GO e

We are looking for the lower bound of the code length in the following form

logT < n. (2.5)

K(M)logT <n(T,M) =n,

so from (2.5) we know

1
" ” < K(M) (2.6)
h(577) = 5 G L
From Lemma 2.6 follows that
wmax o wmax
n  n(T,M)
- n(T,M) —n(T—1,M —1)
B n(T, M)
~ 1 n(T,M — 1)
B n(T, M)
K(M —-1)
= 1- 2.
Substitution (2.7) to inequality (2.6) results
! <K(M)  (28)

(O ) 1) -
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Now our task is to determine an explicit formula for the recurrently given
K(M). We have K(1) = 1. We show that

e M?
- 2 log(M +1)

is an asymptotic solution of inequality (2.8). The left side of (2.8) can be
written in view of (2.9)

K (M) (2.9)

1
n((1-220) &) - (1 S8 n ()
1
n((1=25) 3) — (1= 9 ) ()
1
T (B - B ()

— 2.10)
2 27 (1 (
h(sz) = 37t (37)
Let us analyze the factors of denominator asymptotically.

2 2 2 2 2
Maz) = apsae o) lee\ e

2 2 2 2
e\ ae) e

2 4 2 2
= 10g2+—10gM—(1——)—

12

M2 M? M? ) M?
and
2 (1 2 1 2 1 1
(=) = Slog—t = (1-—)log (1 —
M(M) M?OgM+M( M)Og< M)
2 2 1
= _WlogM_W(l_M)
therefore

(i) -5t ()

2 2 2 2 1

12

2 M2 (1 2
T T\ T e
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Applying this asymptotic approximation in (2.10) we get

1 oM 1 1M
hZ)—2h(L) 2 log¥+ L4+ 2 -2 2logM

O
Similar lower bounds have been proved using the set theoretical approach.

Lemma 2.8 (Firedi (1996)). If F is an M-cover-free family over an n-
element underlying set U, then

|F| < M+ < (2.11)

n
M+1\7 )
[(n— M)/ (M )W)
Proof. Let us fix an integer w which 0 < w < 4. Define F,, C F as the
family of members having an own w-subset, i.e.,

Fo={FeF:3A€e(!),A¢ F'\NF € F,F +F}.

Let
Fo:={F € F:|F| <w}.

We show that

| Fo U Ful < <Z> (2.12)
and for w = [(n — M)/(MQHH
[F\ (FoUFu)| < M (2.13)
which implies the lemma:
| = [F\(FoUFu)l+[FoU Ful

(1)

n
= 3+ (f sy )
Let A be the family of the own w-subsets,
A={Ae(Y):3Fe FLACFAZ F' NF € F,F #F}
and let B be the family of w-sets containing a member of Fy, i.e.,

B:={Be (Y),3F € 7, F C B}.
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In order to prove inequality (2.12) we need to show following inequalities.
|Fol < |B]|

and

[Ful < Al

For the first inequality observe that as F is an M-cover-free family, it has 1-
cover-free (antichain) property too. Fy C F, that is why the same is true for
Fo. Suppose a maximal length chain of U (C; C Co C --- C C,,,C; C U, |G| =
i). The 1-cover-free property of Fy implies that at most one element of a
maximal length chain can be a member of Fj, and then the w-element set
of this chain (C,) is a member of B (because B contains all the w-sets which
contains an element of Fy). The second inequality follows from the definition
of own subsets, namely own subsets are different for every member of F,.

It is also true that A and B are disjoint. As an indirect way, suppose that
there is a w-element set F* which is the member of both families. F* € A
implies that there is F' € F such that F* C F and for all F' € F,F' # F
we have F* ¢ F'. F* € B implies that there is Fy € Fy such that Fy C F™.
Combining these relations Fy C F* C F follows, which is a contradiction to
the M-cover-free (even to antichain) property.

From the previous considerations the following inequality can be derived:

FuFd =15+ 17l <18+ 14 < (1),

so (2.12) is proved.

Let F' := F\ (Fo UF,). The members of F’ are at least w-element sets
having no own w-subset, then F' € F', Fy, F,,...,F, € F (F; # F',1 < j <
i) imply

> w(M —1). (2.14)

P U,
j=1

i M
In order to see this, suppose that F'\ |J F; = |J Aj, where |4;] = w (sets
j=1 j=it1
{A;})%,., are not necessarily disjoint). As F’ € F', for every A; C F” there
exists F; € F: F; # F', A; C Fj, so

g M M
F\NJr=J4¢cJ E
j=1

Jj=i+1 J=i+1

M

and from this F” C |J F; follows which is a contradiction to the M-cover-free
i=1

property.
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So that to prove (2.13), again, use an indirect way of proof. Assume that
|F'| > M. For F{, Fy, ..., Fi;.; € F inequality (2.14) implies that

M+1
Jr
=1

= [Fi| + [\ F{| + [F3\ (Fy U F})[ 4+ 4 [Fypy \ (Fp U+ U F)

M+1)

ZM—l—l—l—w( 5

The right hand side of this inequality exceeds n for w := [(n — M)/ (M; 1.

which is a contradiction, implying (2.13). O
Theorem 2.5 (Firedi (1996)). For l< M <« T

2

1
M.T)> -
n(M, )_4logM

(14 0(1)) logT

1st Proof. We get the upper bound from inequality (2.11) using (}) < (%)k

r=i71 < 0+ (o)
) o)

en

= M ({ (n— M)/ ()]

2n,/M?
C v <eM(J\24+ 1))

Taking the logarithm of both side we get asymptotically in M:
n
logT < 4W log M,
which corresponds to the statement of theorem. O

2nd Proof. We get the upper bound from inequalit (2.11) and Theorem B.1.

T2 < 30 ()

ol
< M+2 \CEY

”h<Ml+1>
< M2 \(%)

< M+ 2"GR), (2.15)
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For binary entropy we get the following upper bound,

2 2 M2 2 M?
=) < Zlog/—+(1--")log | ——
W) = ety (1 5m) e ()

logM 4 1 9 \M2
= 4W‘W+Wlog<l+w—2)

log M 4 2loge
M2 M2 OM?

< 4 (2.16)

From inequalities (2.15) and (2.16) we get upper bound for T asymptotically
in M,
log M

logT <4 e

n

O

Lemma 2.9 (Erdés et al. (1985)). If 7, C (V) is a mazimal M -cover-free
family over an n-element underlying set U, then

where we set k = [w/M].

For the proof of Lemma 2.9 we need three lemmata which follow.
Let us define the family N (F') of non-own-subsets of F' of size k, i.e.,

N(F)={Ae (§):3F € F,,F # F,AC F'}

Lemma 2.10 (Erdd8s et al. (1985)). If F,, is an M-cover-free family,
FeF, and Ay, Ay, ..., Ay € N(F) then

M
U
i=1

Proof. From the definition of N'(F') follows that for each A; € N(F) there
exists an F; € F,,, F; # F for which A; C F;, so

<w.

AlUAU---UAy CFUFRU---U Fy.

As each A; C F,
AiUAU---UAy CF,
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too. If equality were true in the previous statement, ' would be covered
by the union of F},..., Fy; which is a contradiction. For this reason the
following inequality has to be satisfied,

M
U

=1

<|F| = w.

O

Lemma 2.11 (Frankl (1976)). Let F' be a finite set having w elements. Let
M

N(F) C (¥) be such that for Ay,..., Ay € N(F) we have that |J A; # F.
j=1

If k > 37, then

NGRS G

Proof. Let x1,29,..., 24,21 be a cyclic ordering of the elements of F. We
shall estimate the number of sets in N (F') consisting of &k consecutive ele-
ments relative to this ordering. If there exists at least one such set, then
we may suppose that z,, is the last element of either. (Last element means
that its neighbor to the right is not contained in the set.) To all set in
N(F) consisting of consecutive elements relative to this ordering we asso-
ciate the index of its last element but to the set ending with z,, we associate
all integers from interval [w, Mk]. If there are i sets consisting of consec-
utive elements relative to the ordering, then we have associated with them
Mk —w+1+(i—1) = Mk —w+ 4 indices from the interval [1, Mk]. Let
us divide the elements of this interval into residue classes modulo k. Each
class contains M elements. If we could pick out M sets from N (F) con-
sisting of consecutive elements relative to the cyclic ordering such that the
integers associated with them completely cover one of the classes, then the
union of these sets were F', because for every x; the smallest element in the
class greater than j (in the cyclic sense) would be associated with a set of k
consecutive elements which cover x;. This would be a contradiction to the

M
property that |J A; # F for Ay,..., Ay € N(F). Hence, there exists an
j=1
element in each of the classes to which we have not associated any of the

sets. As we have associated with different sets different indices, we get:
Mk —-w+i< Mk—k

what is equivalent,
1 <w-—k.
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There are (w — 1)! possible cyclic ordering and each has at most w — k sets
consisting of consecutive elements relative to the cyclic ordering, and we
count (w — k)! k! times each set of N'(F'). Then we get the following upper
bound to the cardinality of N'(F):

wer < e = () = ()

Lemma 2.12 (Erdd8s et al. (1985)). If F,, is an M-cover-free family,
FeF, and k = [w/M] then

NETEI S

M
Proof. In view of Lemma 2.10 N (F) C (%) satisfies that |J A; # F for
j=1
Ay, ... Ay € N(F), and |F| = w < Mk. Thus by Lemma 2.11

NETE G

O

O

Proof of Lemma 2.9. Each F' € F,, has (q“]:) k-subsets, and Lemma 2.12 im-
plies that there are at most (w]:l
each F' € F,, has at least

(Z) a (w 1; 1) Tk (ww!— k) k! (fuw—_klﬁ 1)!
(w— Dl w — (w - k))

) non-own subsets from this. That is why

K (w — k)]
B (w—1)!
(k=) (w—k)!

- (i2)

own subsets. There are (Z’) possible k-elements subsets, consequently,

Ifw|<zf:11> < (Z)

holds, yielding the desired upper bound. O
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Lemma 2.13 (Ruszinké (1994)). If F := {F\, Fs, ..., Fr} is an M-cover-
free family, F; € F is an arbitrary element and A; C F; is an arbitrary subset
of F;, then we can construct a new family F' = {F; \Ai}ﬁél r for which

i=1,...,
1. F'is (M — 1)-cover-free,
2. |F'l=T-1.
Proof.
1. As an indirect way of proof, suppose that
Fig \ A © (B N A) U (Fj \ A) U U (B, \ A4
for some {jo,j1,---,jm—1} € {1,...,i—1,i+1,...T}. Then
Fy, CF,UF,U---UF;, [ UF

which is a contradiction (F is M-cover-free).

2. From the M-cover-free property of F it follows that F is 1-cover-free,
too. That is why F; € F; for any ¢ # j, so we left out only F; from
F during the construction of . Members of F' are distinct. As an
indirect way, suppose that Fy \ A; = F; \ A; for some k # [. Then
Fi, C F, U F; which is a contradiction (F is 2-cover-free, as M > 2).

O

Theorem 2.6 (Ruszinké (1994)). For l< M < T

1 M?
M.T)> =
! ’)_SIOgM

(14+0(1)) logT
Proof. During the proof we suppose that M? divides n and 17 1s even. If it
is not true, then the same proof works, but we have to be more careful with
the integer parts.

Let F be an M-cover-free family. We use the set compression algorithm
of Lemma 2.13.

1. FOoo=F

2. If every element of F' is of size < 22, then stop. If 7' = {F}, Fi,... Fi_,}

: ; : 2 i+1 . j i \J7#Jo
contains a set I of size > 57, then 7' = {F}\ F} 17 . .
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In each step of this algorithm we throw out more than QM" elements. Since

the members of F have not more than n elements (the underlying set is of
size m), the algorithm will stop in at most ﬁ = % steps. Suppose that
during this algorithm we threw out p elements from the underlying set in ¢
steps. Let T'(n, M,w) denote the maximum cardinality of an M-cover-free

family which subsets have w elements (out of n). We know from Lemma 2.9

that
(i) ()

Using this bound and Lemma 2.13 it follows that

T(n, M,w) <

T=|F < T(n—p,M—q,SQ—n)+q
M
< T<nM<2—n>+%
- 27T M 2
2n/M

IN
g
N~
/N
S
vo|
S
SN—
+
| S

IN

IA
VR
SRS
N——

n
S n(4n)
M2

Taking the logarithm of both side and applying Theorem B.1 we get asymp-
totically

4

= o(n)+n (%log ME 4 (1— 5%) log (Mj\;[;))

o M?2—4
= o(n) +n (8154 — 5 + g log (1+ =)™ )
< o(n)+n (85 — 5 + 5E)
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log M
< o(n)+38 Az "
which implies that
1 M?
M, T)> - 1 1)) logT
n(LT) > § o (14 of1) log

2.3 Upper bounds

A and Zeisel (1988) gave upper bound of the minimal code length. They used
random code with alphabet 1,2,..., L, and a mapping from this alphabet to
binary one-weight vectors similarly to the Kautz—Singleton construction:

1 — 0...001
2 — 0...010
L — 1...000

where each pattern has length L.

Theorem 2.7 (A and Zeisel (1988)). If T — oo and M is fized
n(T, M) < K(M)M?(1+o(1))log T
where
K(M) < 1.5112.
If, in addition, M — oo, too:
hj\r?jgop K(M) = é ~ 1.4427.

Proof. Assume a random code with alphabet 1,2,..., L (L > M) and length

7 whose characters are independent and uniformly distributed. This code
is mapped to a binary code C with length n by the previously described

transformation.

sy < (Daan(i- (- 1))

< exp ((M +1)InT + %m (1 - (1 - %)M>(%.17)
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If this probability is less than one then there exists a ZFD code of order M,
so the argument of the exponential function shall be below zero:

1 M
(M+1)1nT+%ln (1— (1—3) ) <0.

Expressing n from this inequality we get:
(M +1)LlogT
1\ M
—log (1— (1—3) )

Asymptotically we get the following upper bound:

n(T,M) <

Nyrandom coding-

n(T, M) < K(M)M?(14 o(1))log T

where

1
K(M):J\I?E%IDQ M+1 1\M
A i (- -

Let us choose L = Hﬁlej and use the inequality (1 — %)M > exp (—M) if
M < L, we get

2
K(M) < < —2 ~ 15112

where o = L%—ﬂj

In2
If M — oo, then & — In 2, so

In2 1
li K(M) = = — ~ 1.4427
ol (M) == In2In(l —e-2)  In2 ’
and the proof is complete. Il

We can get another upper bound on the code length, if we consider a
random code such that the 1’s in a code word are binomially distributed
(instead of the constant weight case of Theorem 2.7).

Theorem 2.8 (Dyachkov and Rykov (1983)). If 1 < M <« T and
T — o0

n(T, M) <eln2M(M +1)log T ~ 1.884 M*(1 4+ o(1)) log T
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Proof. Consider a binary random code C with length n. In a code word a bit
is 1 with probability p and 0 with probability 1 — p, so the number of 1’s in
a code word has binomial distribution.

P{C is not ZFD}

= Z P{all 1’s covered | #1’s = k}P{#1’s = k}

k=0

= ; <J\§) (=) (1= (1= p)")" (Z)pk(l —p)" "
= (Aj;) (T—M)iv:

k=0

~(3) T a- =) +1-p)"

= ()= @=pa-p¥y

(Z) (p (1= =p)") (1 =p)*

1
M+1°

s < (Lron (1t () )

()= (1=555)
~ (AT4> (T — M)e wme

This expression takes its minimum value in p = and here

IA

< TMg— Est

_ eManlong#J’rle_1

< 1

Taking the logarithm of both side, we get

n
M1In2logT < -1
nzlog M+1e

and from this

TL(T, M) < eln2 M(M + 1) IOgT < Myandom coding
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Definition 2.4 (Packing, cf. Erdds et al. (1985)). A family of sets
P C (g) is called a (k,w,n)-packing if

|IPNP| <k
holds for every pair P, P’ € P.

Lemma 2.14 (Erdés et al. (1985)). If F,, C (V) is a mazimal M-cover-
free family over an n-element underlying set U, then

W <1z
(+)
where we set k = [w/M].

Proof. In (1985) Rodl have shown that there exists a (k,w, n)-packing for
fixed k and w, whenever n — oo. If we set w = M(k — 1) + 1 then a
(k, M(k — 1) 4+ 1,n)-packing P is M-cover-free, because |P N P'| < k —1
holds for all P, P" € P, so the union of M sets can cover at most M (k — 1)
elements of the w = M(k — 1) + 1 elements of a distinct set.

If F,, is a maximal (k,w,n)-packing then for every G € (g) there is an
F € F, such that |G N F| > k holds (otherwise F,, UG would also be a
(k,w,n)-packing, that is why F,, would not be maximal). Hence we have

(Z) <> {GG (g) |G F| Zk}' < |fw|(§j) <Z:Z) (2.18)

FeFu

Left-hand side inequality of (2.18) follows from the previous property that

for every G € (g) there is at least one F' € F,, such that |G N F| > k holds.
We get right-hand side inequality of (2.18) if we consider the following,.

For an arbitrary F' € F,, there are at most (1;;) (Z:IZ) sets G € (Z) with

property |GNF| > k, because we can choose k elements from the w elements

of F' and w — k from the other n — k elements of U.

Using
(Z) (tl:) ~ ol (n — u?)“i: (w —k)!
n!(n —k)!

El(n—k)!'(w—k)!'(n—Fk—(w—k))!

- ()
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this yields the lower bound of |F,|,

() = 70 (-

() (0)
() ()

< | Ful

Theorem 2.9 (Erdés et al. (1985)). If 1 < M < T then

n(M,T) <5122 M* (1 4+ o(1)) logT.

VAN A
R
TN TN
> 8 > 8
N~ —
TN N
g 3 & 3
[

39

Proof. The upper bound is obtained from inequality of Lemma 2.14 with
setting w := ag;. We are looking for the optimal value of constant a. Let
us observe that maximum cardinality of an M-cover-free family is at least
the maximum cardinality of a w-uniform M-cover-free family (|F,| < |F]).

Using Theorem B.1 we can write the following.

|7

A%

12

— on(n(5k) 25 n(5r))
Let us simplify the exponent asymptotically in M,
[} a 1
h(372) = 251 b (57)
= s log 7 — (1= 52) log (1 3)
a 1 a

=g
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« o M?—qa «
:mlog%+#log(l+M2_a) —2mlog(1+%1
~ % logt + (7% — 24%) loge

1

.« [&]
—WIO E—mloge

Let us calculate minimum value of this expression by differentiating in «a:
ﬁlogé +apQ (—ﬁ) loge — ﬁloge: ﬁlogé — %loge: 0
Solution of equation is o = e~2? ~ 0.135, from this we get

2

log T = 5.122 M?*log T

T aloge
Oga

n(M,T) <

6]

a=e2

2.4 Code constructions

Kautz and Singleton (1964) presented a construction of constant weight codes
which can be used as ZFD codes.

We call maximum overlap or cross-correlation of a code the maximum
number of positions in which two arbitrary code words both can have 1’s.

Lemma 2.15 (Kautz and Singleton (1964)). Let w,,;, be the minimum
weight of code words in C. If mazimum overlap (cross-correlation) between
code words is ¢ then C is a ZFD code whose order is at least My given by the
following inequality:

mm_l
M > VU—J — M.
C

If every c-tuple appears in two or more code words of C then the order of the
code is exactly My (and no greater).

Proof. C is a ZFD code of order Mj, because weight of all code word is at
least wy,in > Moyc + 1, so no code word can be covered by the superposition
sum of any M, other codewords since it overlaps each of these other code
words in no more then ¢ positions.

If every c-tuple appears in two or more code words then for any code
word whose weight is at most (Mg + 1)c there can be found My + 1 other
code words whose sum covers it. Thus, C can not be ZFD code of order

My + 1. L]
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Theorem 2.10 (Kautz and Singleton (1964), cf. Erdds et al. (1985)).
Let Cg be a code over GF(Q) (Q is prime power) with parameters (ng, k) and
code distance dg. Replace each Q-ary symbol by QQ-length one-weight binary
patterns. E.g., the mapping is the following:

Q-1 — 1...000
where each pattern has length Q. The resulting code has
T=Q"
code words and length
n = Qng.
The maximum order of the concatenated superimposed code C is
M| el
ng —dq

Proof. Obviously, T = |C| = |Cq| = Q*, n = Qng. The minimum Hamming
distance of binary code is twice the Q-ary distance: d = 2dg, and each code
word has weight w = ng. For binary code the maximum overlap is

—w— — =ng — do.
C w 5 ?”LQ Q

UJ

Let us consider some special cases of Kautz—Singleton code construction.

Reed—Solomon code. (cf. A et al. (1992), Erdés et al. (1985), Zinoviev
(1983)) Let Cq be a Reed-Solomon code with maximal length ng = @ — 1.
Resulting code C has

T =QF

code words, each has weight w = ng = @) — 1. Since Reed—Solomon code has
MDS property, dg = ng — k + 1, and from this

c=ng—(ng—k+1)=k—1.
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In an MDS code any k£ symbol may be taken as message symbols, thus each
¢ = k — 1-tuple is repeated exactly () times in the binary code. So, Lemma
2.15 shows that the order of the ZFD code is exactly

u= =

we get

logT
log @

By using k =

logT' < Q-2
logQQ = M

+1. (2.19)

If T and M are given and we would like to construct a Kautz—Singleton code
with minimal code length n = Qng = Q(Q — 1) then we have to find the
minimal (prime power) @ satisfying this inequality.

Berlekamp—Justesen code. (cf. Berlekamp and Justesen (1974), Rocha
(1984), A et al. (1992)) Berlekamp and Justesen have given constructions of
MDS codes over GF(Q) of length ng = @ + 1. Using such a code we can
reach better code parameters than using of Reed—Solomon code. Resulting
code C has

T =|Col = Q"

code words, each has weight w = ng = @ + 1, length n = Qng = Q(Q + 1)
and ¢ = k — 1. For the order of code C we get

=)= )

and inequality (2.19) is altered to

log T < Q—i—l.
logQQ = M

BCH code. (cf. Gyorfi and Vajda (1993)) Let Co be a BCH code with
maximal length ng = Q" — 1 for some r > 2, then resulting code C has

T = |CQ| — Q(k—l)?’—l-l
code words, each has weight w = ng = " — 1 and length

n=Qnq=QQ" —1).
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We can give lower bound for the minimum distance of Cg (cf. Blahut (1984)),
dg>Q —1—(k—1)Q "

We can give lower bound for the order of C,

N @-1-1

T @ -1)— (@ —-1-(k-1)Q)
_ @2

p GRS

. 9

k=1

so this is approximately the same as in the case of Reed—Solomon code.
Advantage of using BCH code is that we get a huge number T for potential
users, even for small r. True enough code length n is also larger than in the
Reed-Solomon case.

Reader can find a detailed survey on code constructions in Dyachkov et
al. (2000). A promising code construction method may be the one based on
algebraic geometry codes (cf. Ericson and Zinoviev (1987), Lint and Springer

(1987)).

2.5 Performance evaluation of the Kautz—Singleton
code

One of the most popular construction of ZFD codes is the Kautz—Singleton
construction (cf. Kautz and Singleton (1964), Zinoviev (1983), Erdés et al.
(1985), Gyéri (2003)) which is based on a Reed—-Solomon code.

Let us take a Reed—Solomon code of maximum length over GF(q) with
parameters (N = g — 1, K), so the number of code words, i.e., the number of
users 1s

T = ¢*.

This code can be mapped to a binary code by concatenating it with the
identity matrix, so each element of GF(q) is replaced by a binary pattern of
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length ¢ and weight 1:

0 +— 0...001,
a® — 0...010,
al i 0...100,
a?”? — 1...000,

where « is a primitive element in GF(¢). In this case the binary code has
weight w = N = ¢—1, length n = ¢N = ¢(q— 1) and ZFD property of order

MO if:
N -1 N -1 q—2
0 \‘N_dminJ \‘K—lJ \‘M—lJ ( O)
logq

(cf. Kautz and Singleton (1964)) which implies that

log T -

el o 4-2 1y

log q My

So, if T and M, are given, then ¢ can be calculated, which determines the
code length n, too. (Remember, that ¢ must be a prime power.)

We would like to use such codes if more than M, users may communicate
simultaneously. In this section the error probability will be investigated in
this case for synchronous access.

If more than M, users are communicating in one time block, then it can
happen that the Boolean sum of the code words of some (> M) users covers
the code word of another user. Our task is to calculate the probability of
this event, which is called error probability.

Select a user, and call it tagged user. Let Uy, Us, ..., U,, be the identifiers
of the interfering users (if m users are active) which are independent random
variables. They are uniformly distributed on the set of potentially interfering
users (all users except the tagged user). For the sake of simplicity we use the
model sampling with replacement. Since for practical cases T > M, it can
be shown that the distributions for sampling with and without replacement
are close to each other (cf. Gyorfi, Jorddn and Vajda (2000)). Let S(U;) be
the set of positions where user U; covers the 1’s of the tagged user. Define
V., as the size of the set of the covered positions of the tagged user, so

Let us denote the detection error probability by P.(m) if exactly m users are
active in the channel. Detection error occurs if all 1’s of the tagged user are
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covered by the others. The Kautz—Singleton construction results a constant
weight binary code with weight w = ¢ — 1, therefore

P.(m)=P{V,, =w} =P{V,, =q¢—1}.

|S(U;)| for all i = 1,...,m are independent, identically distributed random
variables, and their distribution can be calculated. Introduce the notation

P{|S(U)| =0} =p;, O0<L<K-—1

where

0

o~
Il

0

We note that the code word of an arbitrary user can cover the code word of
the tagged user in at most K — 1 positions, so |S(U;)| < K — 1. (This is
because of the MDS property of the Reed—Solomon code. As the minimum
distance is dp;n = N — K + 1, the number of identical coordinates between
two code words is at most N — dyy = K — 1.)

{V,n} forms a homogeneous Markov chain on the state space {0, 1,...,q¢—
1}, so its distribution can be calculated in a recursive way (cf. Gyorfi, Jordan
and Vajda (2000)). For m = 1 we have the initial distribution of the chain:

P{Vi=0 =P{[S(h)| =0} =p. (0<({<K-1).

{V,n} is monotonically increasing, because if we add another user to the active
set, they all together can cover at least the same number of positions than
in the previous step. The growth can be between 0 and K — 1.

The transition probability matrix of the Markov chain can be calculated
in the following way. Growth ¢ can happen if the new user covers the code
word of tagged user in i+k positions (of course i+k < K —1) from which i are
out of the previously non-covered ones and k£ have been previously covered.
If the number of previously covered positions is j, we need k positions out
of this j, and ¢ positions out of the other w — 7. A new user can cover the
code word of the tagged user in 7 + k positions with probability p; . So, the
transition probability matrix contains the following values (m > 2):

min{K—1—4,5} w,_j) (])
P{V=j+i|Vea=34t= Y. ka(ZT)’f
k=0 i+k

for0<j,j+1<w, 0<i< K —1.
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REMARK. Since the Reed—Solomon code is linear, the difference between
the g-ary code word of the tagged user and the g-ary code word of an arbi-
trary user runs through all ¢g-ary code words except the all 0 one, and the
number of covered positions corresponds to the number of zero positions in
the difference. If the i*" position of a code word is 0, then a' is a root of
its message polynomial u(z). It is easy to prove that among the message
polynomials there are the same number having 0’s at positions 21,29, ..., %,
and 4,45, ...,4 (0 < m < K — 1), thus the code words having 0’s at a
given m-tuples are uniformly distributed on the code words having 0’s at
exactly m coordinates. If a code word has 0’s at positions 1, is, ..., ,, then

its message polynomial is in the form of
u(w) = (= ") (@ = ™) o - ') (o)

where 1 < k; for all 1 < j <m, f(z) is an irreducible polynomial over GF(q),
and ky + ko + - - + Kk, + deg{ f(x)} < K — 1. If we assign to this code word
the code word having message polynomial

u(z) = (z — o) (z — )" - (z — alm)t f2)

for the same k;’s and f(x), then this is a bijection between code words having
0’s at positions 41,49, ..., 4, and i}, ..., 0.

We can calculate the detection error probability for different number of
active users m recursively as the probability of the last position of the Markov
chain:

P.(m) = P{V,, = w}, (2.21)
and for this we only need the distribution of |S(U;)|.

Lemma 2.16 (Gy®6ri (2004)). The distribution of |S(U;)| is the following:

()1 % (1) gk

pe=P{|S(U)| = 1} = R

forall0</< K —1.

Proof. The number of covered positions of the tagged user caused by another
user is the number of positions in the binary code words where both have 1’s.
As the Kautz—Singleton construction maps a Reed—Solomon code to binary
code by concatenation with the identity matrix, this number is equal to the
number of identical coordinates in the g-ary Reed—Solomon code words. This
is called the Hamming correlation between the two code words. Our goal is
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to calculate the distribution of the number of identical coordinates while
code word of the other user runs through all possible code words except the
tagged user’s one. Since the Reed—Solomon code is linear, this distribution
is identical to the distribution of the number of zero coordinates of the code
words except the all 0 one.

Weight distribution function of MDS codes A,, gives the number of code
words having weight w (cf. Blahut (1984)). Ag =1 and

A= (0= wf?—w(“’ o

k=0

for all dpim < w < N, otherwise it is 0. The number of zero coordinates
trivially equals to N — w. We get probabilities p, if Ay_, is divided by the
number of all possible code words except the all 0 one

_ An—e
De K—1

In Kautz—Singleton construction we have the minimum distance d,;,, = N —
K + 1 and code length N = ¢ — 1, so py can be calculated in the following
way:

K—0—1

(=1 % (DR

Pe =
O

Gyorfi, Jorddn and Vajda (2000) conjectured that the distribution of V,,
is approximately Gaussian, so

P.(m) ~ ® (_%) .

o {Vn}

For calculating the detection error probability the mean value and the vari-
ance of V,,, is needed. Gyorfi, Jordan and Vajda (2000) derived such a result,
but they considered only the case when K < 3. This result can be extended
to our case when K can be greater than 3.

Lemma 2.17 (Gy®éri (2004)). The mean value and the variance of Markov

chain {Vi,} are
s (-3))
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and

7 (V) = BV} B rutw-1) (1-2(0- )"+ (S 05 )m)

=0

where

c=B{SW} = Y o (2.23)

Proof. As

Vin =

iLJl () ]Zl {ie 0 swa}
and random variables S(U;) are independent, identically distributed, we get

BV} = i plieUsw)

= Y (- (1-P{jeSwNM).

=1

<.

One can write

P{je S} = ZP{J € S(Uh) | [S(Uh)| = G3P{|S(Uh)| = ¢}
=1

where

SO
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For the second moment the following is true:

E{V;} = E{(jéj{jegswi)}f}
= E{V,}+ ZP{]’ € Z_GIS(U»,k € ZQS(UZ')}

i#k

- E{Vm}+; (1 —P{j ¢ iLleS(Ui)} —Pik¢ Lnj S(U,-)}

|
T )

= E{V,}+ww—1)- (1_2(1— §)m+( - m%;))m> :

from which it follows that

o’ {V,,} = E{V,,}—E{V,,}’+w(w—1) (1 —2(1-5)"+ <KZ:1pg (zg;)jn) .

Next, we give some upper bounds on detection error probability which
can be easily calculated numerically. For the first one we apply Hoeffding’s
inequality:

Lemma 2.18 (Gy®6ri (2004)). If = > E{|S(U,)|}, then the detection error
probability can be upper bounded as

P.(m) < exp (—Qm“?ﬂiﬁm)'}f) |

P.(m) = P{V,, =w}

:p{
- of

= p{2 3 (5w - BUsWa 2 = - BUSO

=1

U s

1

(2

-}

S| = w}

NgE

1

-
I
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Let us apply Hoeffding’s inequality (Lemma B.3) to this probability with
a=0,b=K-1 Ife:=2 —E{|S(U1)|} > 0 the following bound stands:

P€<m) < exp <_2m(%_]?l;”—i(2Ul)’})2> )

otherwise we use trivial bound
Pm) <1,
where E{|S(U1)|} can be calculated by (2.23). O
The next bound follows from Bernstein’s inequality:

Lemma 2.19 (Gydri (2004)). If > E{|S(U1)|}, then the detection error
probability can be upper bounded as

B M(%*E{|S(U1)|})2
P.(m) < exp ( 202{|S(U1)|}+2(%—E{’S(Ul)|})(K—1)/3> '

Proof. Similarly to the first part of the proof of Lemma 2.18, and then by
applying Bernstein’s inequality (Lemma B.2) an alternative upper bound
can be calculated. If e := 2 — E{|S(U;)|} > 0, the error probability can be
bounded

P(m) < P{$i<|s<Ui>|—E{|s<Ui>|}>z%—E{|S<U1>|}}

i (2 E{|S(U)]})’
< exp( 202{S(U1)}+2(%—E{\S(Ul)|})(K_1)/3>

otherwise we use trivial bound

P.(m) <1,

where o {|S(U;)|} can be calculated as

K-1

o’ {|SU)} =D CPp -2

(=1
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Table 2.1: Detection error probabilities for at most M., active users

T | My | Mpax | ¢ | K| n P, Markov
10°] 1 1 716 | 42 0

10°| 2 4 11| 5 | 110 | 7.952-107°
10°| 2 6 1315 | 156 [ 8.295-107°
10 7 20 23| 4 | 506 | 7.686-107°
10° | 25 85 | 53| 3 | 2756 | 8.247-107°
104 ] 1 1 715 | 42 0

104 ] 3 4 11| 4 | 110 | 3.410-107°
104710 | 21 [23] 3 | 506 |7.249-107°

Let us suppose that the maximum number of simultaneously active users
M ax 18 given. Kautz-Singleton construction guarantees error free detection
if at most M, users are active (cf. eq. (2.20)). We have detection error if the
number of active users m is between M, and M,,... Because of the detection
error probability is a monotonically increasing function of the number of
active users, it can be upper bounded by applying the Markov modell (cf.
eq. (2.21)) for the worst case situation (when M., users are active):

Pe S Pe(Mmax>-

There are some code parameters for P, < 107° in Table 2.1. M, denotes
the maximum number of active users for error-free detection. If we allow for
at most M.y users to communicate simultaneously (instead of at most M)
the detection error P, can be seen in the last column of the table. We can
conclude that it is possible to allow the maximum number of active users
to be much bigger than the theoretical error-free limit while keeping the
detection error probability small.

Figures 2.2 and 2.3 illustrate how many users can communicate simulta-
neously as the function of the detection error probability P, for given T' = 10°
and n.

Let us suppose that a user is active with probability p independently
from the others. The number of active users is the sum of 7" i.i.d. indica-
tor random variables, so it is binomially distributed with parameters (7', p).
Kautz—Singleton construction guarantees error free detection if the number
of active users is not greater than M,. The detection error probability can
be calculated in the following way:

T

PX(T,My,p) = > _ (Z;)pm(l—p)T‘mPe(m)-

m=Moy+1
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_om=1m

___n=156
70 A
60 - T~ =110
50 - T~ =42
40 A
30 A
20 A
10 -

Minax

01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 p

Figure 2.2: Maximum number of simultaneously active users for given detec-
tion error probability P,, code length n and T' = 10°

M max

50
40 -
30 1
20 A
10 A

n =110
\n:42

10-18 1016 10-14 10-1210-10 10-8 10-6 10—* 10-2 100 logFe

Figure 2.3: Maximum number of simultaneously active users for given detec-
tion error probability P, in logarithmic scale, code length n and T = 10°

Consider that the number of potential users is T = 10°, Table 2.2 contains
detection error probabilities for different activities p. There are two rows for
each activity p. The first row corresponds to the conventional design resulting
the smallest code length n when detection error probability is calculated such
that P.(m) is upper bounded simply by 1. The second row corresponds to the
design resulting the smallest code length n when detection error probability is
calculated such that P.(m) is derived exactly from the Markov chain model.
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Table 2.2: Detection error probabilities for T' = 10°

p |My|q|K| n |P’Markov| P& Py Hoef | P’ Bern
1077 2 [11| 5] 110 |7.38-10"'*/3.91-107| 1.83-107° | 1.89 - 1078
1077 1 [7|6] 42 [1.69-107%|1.25-1077|2.39-107° |1.71-107°
107%| 3 [13| 5 | 156 |4.67-107"%|6.88 -10**| 4.56 - 10~ [3.59 - 10~ "
10°° 1 [7|6] 42 [1.92-107°/2.25-1077|2.28-1077|1.63-1073
107° 7 234|506 1.01-107'716.12- 1077 4.61-107%|9.79-10~°
107°/1(9(6] 72 |1.79-107°|6.83-107°|8.12-107%|6.18 - 102
107*126 [53| 3 [2756|7.60 - 1072%/1.68 - 10~**|2.28 - 10~1%|7.87 - 10~*
1074 5 [19]4]342 [9.65-107°|2.46-107°| 2.76 - 107" [2.04- 107"
1072126 [53| 3 2756| 6.20-107° | 7.63-107°| 2.61- 10" [2.61 - 10"

Table 2.3: Detection error probabilities for 7" = 10*

p |My|q |K| n |PMarkov| Pro Pr Hoet | P Bern
1076 3 |11| 4 |110({1.44-107%|6.85-10716[4.36 - 10~'*|{5.07 - 10~ !
106 1 [7][5]42]138-107%]1.23-107"]1.58-107°| 1.38-107°
107°] 3 [11] 4 [110]1.58-10"11[8.13-10""%] 4.17-10"7 | 4.78 - 1077
10° 1]7]5]42]162-1075][2.22-10"7]1.53-107%]|1.32-10°
107*] 10 [ 23] 3 [506]4.66 - 10-2°[1.69 - 1017 3.20 - 10~'*]2.40 - 1010
1074 1]9]5]72]164-107°]6.80-1076]4.61-10"2| 4.66- 102
107%] 5 [19] 4 [342]9.62-107]2.46-107°]2.76-10"" | 2.04 - 107"

In both cases we would like to guarantee that detection error probability is
below 1075, Table 2.3 contains detection error probabilities for T = 10%.

Gyorfi, Jordan and Vajda (2000) found that for the collision channel the
Gaussian approximation of decoding error probability is always greater than
the exact value of P,. In our case this is not true, however, it is a good
approximation. In the column “P, ®” of Tables 2.2 and 2.3 it can be seen
that for some parameters Gaussian approximation can be smaller than the
exact value of the detection error probability.
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2.6 Case study for UD(2)

2.7 Random activity



Chapter 3

OR channel: asynchronous
access

3.1 Fast frequency hopping

In this section fast frequency hopping (FFH) communications system is con-
sidered where the bandwidth is partitioned into L frequency subbands, and
time is divided into intervals called slots. There is a longer unit called frame
or block which consists of n slots.

A frequency hopping sequence (a two dimensional time—frequency binary
code word) of length n is assigned to each user that specifies the sequence
of frequency subbands in which the user is permitted to transmit a sine
waveform during a time slot. If in a particular time slot at least one user
sends a sine waveform in a frequency subband, then the receiver can detect
it. Therefore the channel output is formally a binary L x n matrix which has
a 1 at position (i, 7), if there is at least one active user in subband 7 in the
4*® time slot. This channel can be interpreted as a set of L parallel multiple
access OR channels without feedback, noise and delay. Therefore the OR
channel is a special case of FFH, when L = 1. But it is true vice versa. FFH
is the same as the communication on a multiple access OR channel with
constant weight code words. In the case of the OR channel the code words
are simple binary vectors (they are mapped from the L-ary code words by
concatenating with the identity matrix), that is why they are L times longer
than the length of hopping sequences in our case (cf. Fig. 3.1).

If the users are always active and there is a common synchronization
between the users, then the problem is trivial, with a time—frequency sharing
the utilization 1 can be achieved such that each user has an own time-
frequency slot, so T'= Ln, where n is the block length.

25
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For synchronous communication Einarsson (1980) introduced the follow-

ing code. Let L be a prime power, and « be a primitive element of GF(L).
If

1 1 1 1
1 « o? e a1

G=|. . . , . (3.1)
i &k—1 az(k-n o a(N—l')(K—l)

denotes the generator matrix of a Reed-Solomon code with parameters (N, K)
(see (A.6)), then for K = 2 Einarsson (1980) defined the code words as

c=(m,a)G,

where a € GF(L) is the address (identifier) of the user, and m € GF(L) is his
message. As mentioned previously, the code word ¢ can be represented by a
binary matrix. There are L addresses in the system, so the total number of
users is T' = L, and the maximum number of active users M can be T'.

If there is no synchronization, then Einarsson and Vajda (1987) intro-
duced a code for K = 3

c=(m,1,a)G.

In this construction T' = L, too, but M = %

For taking advantage of CDMA, we would like to allow much more users
T in the system than the number of subbands L, but it should be guaranteed
that only a small fraction M < T of them can be active simultaneously (in
a frame), then it could be decided which users are active (identification) and
where begin their hopping sequences (synchronization). This is called the
problem of signature coding. We are looking for a code (hopping sequences)
of minimum length n(7', M, L) achieving the previous requirements.

)
Lol1]ofo]Jolofo]1]o[1]o[o]1]o[ol0f0]0]1]0]

Figure 3.1: Mapping a time—frequency code word (FFH) to a binary code
word (OR channel)
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As the minimum code length for asynchronous access is at least the min-
imum code length for synchronous access, for giving a lower bound on the
minimum code length it is enough to study here the synchronous case.

From Lemma 2.9 it follows that

(3.2)

which gives a lower bound on the minimum code length. We denote by 2>
and < lower and upper bounds, respectively, which hold asymptotically in
case of some given conditions.

Theorem 3.1. If M, L are fized and T — oo, then
1

Nasyn( Ty M, L) > ngy(T, M, L) 2 h (ﬁ) () log T,
where h(-) is the binary entropy function:
h(z) = —zlogx — (1 — z)log(1l — x).
Proof. Let us apply Theorem B.1 on (3.2), then we get
T < 2tnh( ) =nh(4r)
from which the statement follows. O

Next a random coding argument will be applied to give an upper bound
on the minimum code length n. By Theorem 2.7 the minimum code length
n can be upper bounded in the frame synchronous case.

Theorem 3.2. For frame synchronous access, if M, L are fixed and T — oo,

then
M+1

“log (1_ (1_%)M)

In Theorem 3.3 we prove that, asymptotically, this upper bound is true
for the asynchronous case, too.

Nsyn (T, M, L) < logT.

Theorem 3.3. For frame asynchronous access, if M, L are fived and T — oo,

then
M+1

—log (1 — (1 — %)M>

Nasyn(T, M) < logT.
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‘ U, ‘ U, Uk Uy others
d €1 %2 Ck—1 shifted

‘ 1 ‘ C2 |G-l Ck tagged
D; D; D; D;

J J J J

Figure 3.2: Components of the hopping sequences of the tagged user and
other active users

For the proof of this theorem, we need some lemmata and considerations.
Each user has a unique hopping sequence (code word, binary matrix) whose
components are independently chosen of each other (and of the other users),
and they are uniformly distributed on the frequency subbands 1,..., L.

We say that the channel output (the superposition of some code words)
covers the hopping sequence of a user if the output matrix has 1’s at all of
the positions where the user’s code word has 1’s.

The detection is done by the following algorithm. A sliding window is
used which length equals to the code length n. If, starting at a position,
the binary matrix of the channel output covers the code word of a user,
then it is declared as active (identification) beginning at this position (syn-
chronization). Obviously, two different types of errors can happen: false
identification, and false synchronization.

REMARK. During the design of the code it is supposed that the decoding
algorithm does not have a memory (stateless). We have synchronization
error only when a code word is covered by the beginning of its shifted version
and some other code words. During the application of this code we use a
decoding algorithm with memory (stateful). If a user is declared as active
beginning at a given position, then he will be active in the next n time slots,
so the algorithm need not to check its coverage in the next n time slots.
Consequently, it does not cause synchronization problem if a code word is
covered by the end of its shifted version and some other code words.

In the sequel it is supposed that exactly M users are active simultaneously
(in each frame), which gives us an upper bound on the false identification
and synchronization error probabilities compared to the original case, when
at most M users are active.

Identification error occurs if (at most) M code words cover an other code
word.

Lemma 3.1. For frame asynchronous access

1 M
(M+1)In T+M Inn+n 1n<1— (1—3) )

P{false identification} < e (3.3)
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Proof. Let us fix M arbitrarily shifted hopping sequences and choose an (M +
1) (tagged) hopping sequence distinctly from the others. The probability
that in a given time slot some of the other M users utilize the same subband
as the tagged user (i.e., the code word of the tagged user is covered in a given

time slot) is 1 — (1 — %)M The probability that the code word of the tagged

user is covered by the other users (in all the n time slots) is (1 — (1 — %)M> ,

then the probability that there exists a user such that its code word is covered
by another M users is at most

P{false identification} < <]\7/;> (T — M)n™ (1 —(1- %)M>n

< TR (1= (1= H)Y)

1 M
(M+1)In T+M Inn+nln (17 (172) )

—= e s

where the factor n™ is needed because of the shift of the other hopping

sequences. Ol

The tagged user may also among the M active users (with some shift).
We have synchronization error if the hopping sequence of the tagged user is
covered by its shifted version and the hopping sequences of the other M — 1
users.

Depending on the number of time slots d with which the hopping sequence
of the tagged user is shifted, disjoint classes of time slots Dy, ..., D4 can be
distinguished, where

D;={j+td: t=0,1,....k—1 and k= || +1}

(j =1,...,d). Each time slot belongs to exactly one class. All classes have
k=1]2] or [2] elements, and |Dy|+ - - -+ |Dy| = n.

The probability f(D;) that in an arbitrary class of time slots D; the code
word of the tagged user is covered, can be derived in a recursive way, starting
at the last slot. It is supposed that D; contains k = |D;| time slots. (We
note that the probability f(D,) depends only on the size of D; and not on
the actual elements of it.) For the sake of simplicity we use 1,2,... k as
slot indices instead of j,j 4+ d,...,7 + (k — 1)d. ¢, denotes the location of
the 1 for the code word of the tagged user at slot ¢ (¢ = 1,...,k), and let
Uy = (Ui(1),...,Ui(L)) be a binary vector of length L which has 1’s in that
positions where the corresponding frequency band has at least one active of
the other users (at time slot £). As the shifted code word of the tagged user
is still not active at the first slot of the class Dj;, there should be considered
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M users instead of M — 1 in the calculation of U;. (Remember, that exactly

M active users were supposed in each time slot.) Thus, forall £ =1,... k
1
P{Cg = ¢} = Z
and
(1_%)M71, lff: ) 7k:7
P{U, =0} =

P{Ui(¢) =1} = 1-P{Ui¢) =0},

where ¢ = 1,..., L, and the components of vector U, are independent of
each other (cf. Fig. 3.2).

Lemma 3.2. IfV,W and Z are independent random variables, and f(-), g(+)
are arbitrary functions, then

E{f(V,W)g(V,2) |V} = E{f(V,W) | V}E{g(V,2) | V}.
Proof.

E{f(V,W)g(V,Z) |V} = B{E{f(V.W)g(V,Z)|V.W} |V}
= B{/(V,W)E{y(V,Z) | V,W} |V}
= E{f(V.W)E{g(V.2) |V} |V}
= E{g(V.2) | VIE{f(V,W) | V}.

Lemma 3.3. For frame asynchronous access
P{code word of the tagged user is covered} = <1 —(1- l)M> .

Proof. Let us introduce the sequence of events

A, = {time slot ¢ is covered}

_ {ce1 = cof U{{cer # cf N{Uelcr) =1}}, i L=2,... K,
) {Ui(er) =11, if =1,

Thus

k
f(D;) := P{all positions in D, are covered} = P{ N Ag}.
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We denote by af (i=1,...,k, ¢=1,..., L) the conditional probabilities
that the code word of the tagged user is covered up to the i*® position (in
class D;) given that the code word of the tagged user has ¢ at the i*" position

(ci = ¢). '
a? ::P{ﬁA”ci:qﬁ}.
=1

Therefore

L k
= ZP{ZQ Ag|ar = ¢}P{Ck = ¢}
< o=
| L
¢=1

Let us apply Lemma 3.2 with V' = {¢; _1,¢;}, W ={c1,...,¢;i2,Uq,..., U1},
Z = (U}, and f(V.W) = ) 9(V.Z) = Iiay. (Note, that P{BY =
i)

Ag
=1

E{I(p} for an arbitrary event B.)

Ag
=1

i—1
P{ N AN A; | Ci»@—l} = E ]{il Itay | ciscima
=1 N }

= E{f(V,\W)g(V.Z) |V}
= E{f(V,\W) [ V}E{g(V.Z) |V}

= E I{il |Cz'>Ci—1 E{I{Ai} CuCi—l}
i)

Ay
=1

i—1
= P{ ﬂ Ay \ Ci7ci—1}P{Az‘ | Cz‘,Ci—l}
(=1

By using this result we have for the conditional probabilities (i > 2)

al = P{ﬁAﬂq:gb}
=1

N

i—1
= P{ﬂ AgﬂAi | CZZQZS}
/=1
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L i—1
= ZP{ NANA | ¢ci=¢,ci1= ¢}P{Ci—1 =1}

o L=l
L i1

- Zp{ﬂ Aplci=¢,cim :w}
v L=l

-P{A; | c; = ¢,cio1 = ¢Y}P{cic =}
= %P{zﬂl Ag| ey = ¢}P{A¢ | ci = ¢, cio1 = B}
=1

L .
1 i—1
T ZP{ N Aclcioi= ¢}P{Ai | ci = ¢, cio1 =9}
— =1
bz
1 (i-!
=1
1 & i—1 Mol
+ = P{ Ag| ey = }1—1—l -
L%; A Aclea=v (1-="")
YFP
L
= _affl + 7 (1 - (1= %)M_1> Zail-

;

<<
<=

The first slot of the class D; is different from the others, because the
shifted code word of the tagged user is not active here.

al = P{A|c; = ¢}
= P{Ui(c1) =1} [ c1 = ¢}
= P{Ui(¢) =1}
— "

Introduce the L x L matrix

1 1- (1" 1-(1-p""
1— (1 )M 1 1— (1 )M
N EE(ES -
== - a-p" 1
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then
f(DJ> = (%a %a ) %) (allg, az, , aﬁ)T

= (1 o DiA(d, @y s afy)

S b DA e e )
- (-
(1 - )M

N ] R
(-

For calculating the power of matrix A firstly its diagonal form is needed. It
has L eigenvalues

o= L(1-(=-HY),

h==he = (-3
and the corresponding eigenvectors are
vwo= (1, 1, - 1),
v, = (1, =1, 0, - 0)",
vo= (1, 0, =1, - 0)",
v = (1, 0, 0, - —1)".
Thus, the decomposition of matrix A is
A =VAV
where
1 1 1
1 =1 0 0
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A0 0
0 A 0
A —
0 0 A2
L 1 1
L L L
N T
bttt
the (k — 1)™ power of A is
Ak—l — VAk—lv—l
where
M= 0
bt 0 A5 0
0 0 DL

and the probability f(D;) is

f(Dy) = Lkl_l (1 —(1- %)M> A1
- L’j—l (1 o (1 -
= (1 _ (1 N )M> ’

= =
SN—
N—
~
T
_
/
[
|
—
—
|
e
SN—"
<
—
il
—_

Sl

where, remember, k = |D;].
As the components of the code words are chosen independently of each
other, and classes D;’s are disjoint, we have

P{code word of the tagged user is covered}

d
= P{ N {all positions in D; are covered}}

j=1

d
= H P{all positions in D, are covered}
=1
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which is the same as the detection error probability for the synchronous
case. 0

Lemma 3.4. For frame asynchronous access

1 M
MlnT—i—Mlnn—i—nln(l—(l—f) )

P{false synchronization} < e (3.4)

Proof. Let us select M — 1 arbitrarily shifted hopping sequences, and another
(tagged) hopping sequence which is also active, but with some shift. By
Lemma 3.3 the probability that the code word of the tagged user is covered

by the others can be upper bounded by (1 — (1 — %)M)n, SO

Mjl 1) (T — M + L)n (1 —(1- %)M)”

< TMpM (1 —(1- %)M)n

P{false synchronization} < (

1 M
MlnT+M1nn+nln(1f(1fz> )
— e s

where the factor n is needed because of the shifts of the hopping sequences.
O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. If a randomly chosen code C which has T" hopping
sequences of length n satisfy the requirements of identification and synchro-
nization, then C can be applied for 7" users in communication by the fast
frequency hopping scheme. Obviously,

P{C is bad} < P{false identification} + P{false synchronization}

and we need

P{C is bad} < 1,
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since then there is a good code. This gives an upper bound on minimum
length of hopping sequences n. Thus, we need the following probabilities to
tend to 0

P{false identification} — 0, (3.5)

P{false synchronization} — 0.

If we choose the code length n to
M+1

~1og (1- (1= 4)")
for an arbitrary constant § > 0, the exponents in (3.3) and (3.4) become

In{(1+9) ML~ log T
JIn2 — (1 - ) ( ~os(1-(1-1)") ))

M+1 logT

n=(1+9)

log T

Y

—(M + 1)logT<(5( — T

where constant v = 1 and 2, respectively. Both exponents tend to —oo when
T — o0, that is why we have (3.5) and (3.6).

As the reasoning above is true for all arbitrarily small 4 > 0, the following
asymptotic upper bound on the minimum code length n has been shown. If
T — o0, then

M+1

log (1 —(1- %)M)

nasyn<T7 M7 L) SJ

log T'.

3.2 Non-binary cyclically permutable codes

Similarly to the Kautz-Singleton code for OR channel, for fast frequency
hopping, any L-ary code can be considered. However, for asynchronous access
the codewords should be cyclically different. Gilbert (1963) has defined a
cyclically permutable code to be a block code of block length n such that
each codeword has n distinct cyclic shifts and such that no codeword can be
obtained by cyclic shifting, one or more times, of another codeword.

More formally, let C be a block code then the cyclic minimum distance
deye of C is defined as

CeC,0<T<n C#C'eC,0<T<n

deye = min{ min  d(c,S7c), min  d(c, STC,)} :
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therefore C is cyclically permutable if
deye > 0.

Unfortunately, a linear code C is not cyclically permutable, since it con-
tains the all 0 codeword, thus its cyclic distance is 0.

Constructing a cyclically permutable code, an obvious idea is to start
with a linear cyclic code C. The codewords ¢ and ¢’ are said to be in the
same equivalence class if S7c = ¢’ for some 0 < 7 < N. Let C' be a subcode
of C such that the codewords of C’ lie in distinct cyclic equivalence classes
and each of these classes contains n codewords (Gilbert (1963), Maracle,
Wolverton (1974), Neumann (1964)). If dyi, is the minimum distance of C,
and dey. is the cyclic distance of C’ then

dcyc Z dmin .

There are two problems with this construction:
(i) it is fairly laborous, it is not easily implementable,
(ii) it is hard to know a lower bound on |C’|.

We now show a general way for constructing cyclically permutable codes,
which is a nonlinear subcode of a linear cyclic code.

Let C be a linear cyclic code with minimum distance d,,;,. Assume an
orthogonal decomposition

C=C+C*

such that both C’ and C'* are cyclic, and C'* contains a codeword c* which
has n distinct cyclic shifts. Put

C*=C+c"

Theorem 3.4. The code C* is cyclically permutable with cyclic distance at
least dy, and

C = ICl.
Proof. Consider two codewords from C*:
c=c +c"

and
c=cy+c*

(c1,co € ('), where either 0 < 7 < n or ¢; # co. Then

d(c,S7c") =w(c—57c") =w(c; — STea + ¢ — S7c¢Y).
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If 0 < 7 < nthen c*—S7c* # 0 and is from C’*, and because of ¢, —S7¢c, € C’
ci—S"cp+c*—S"c" #£0,

and therefore
w(cy —S7cy + ¢ —57c") > din-

If 7 =0 and c; # ¢, then
ci—Sco+c"—Sc"=c; —cy #0,

and again
w(cy — STcg + ¢ — S57¢") > dpin.

For two code words c¢; and c,, denote by
C(Cl, CQ)

the correlation of ¢; and c», i.e. it is the number of positions, where both ¢4
and cy have 1, then the cyclic mazimum correlation cey. of C is defined as

Ceye = Max max ¢(c,Sc), max  c¢(c,S7c) ¢ .
Cel,0<T<n C#£C'eC,0<1<n

Because of
C(Cl, Cg) =n — d(Cl, Cg)

we have that
Coye = N — deye.

Similarly to the synchronous access, if
Mceye <

then the code can serve M active users for asynchronous access, too.

3.3 A subcode of a Reed-Solomon code for
fast frequency hopping

As an application of Theorem 3.4, assume that L = ¢ is a prime power, and
let C be a Reed-Solomon code over GF'(q) with parameters (n = ¢ — 1, K).
Introduce the subcode

Ccr = {C = (Ig, 1,%2, ces ,(L’K_l)G}.
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Using the notations of Theorem 3.4, we can get C* if
C/ = {C = (ZL’(), 0, Lo, ... ,IK_l)G}

and

C* ={c=(0,21,0,...,0)G}

and
c*=(0,1,0,...,0)G = (1,a,0?,...,a" 1),

where G has been defined by (3.1). Then for the user population size we
have
T = qK—l

moreover, Theorem 3.4 implies that

Ccyc:n_dcycSn—(n—K—l—l)IK—l.

Coye = K — 1.

This code with K = 3 is due to Vajda and Einarsson (1987), its modi-
fications are investigated in A, Gyorfi, Massey (1992), Gyorfi, Vajda (1993)
and Vajda (1995).

3.4 A subcode of a BCH code for fast fre-
quency hopping
In a similar way we can construct a subcode of BCH code for fast frequency

hopping with asynchronous access. Apply the notations of Section A.8. For
a prime p put ¢ = p, and let C be a BCH code over GF(p) of length

n=p —1
defined by the parity check polynomial
h(.T) = lcm{Mo(x), Ml(x), MQ(,CL’), RN 7MK—1}7

where 3 < K < p—1 and if « is a primitive element of GF(p"), then M;(x)
denotes the minimal polynomial of a* over GF(p). Because of 3 < K < p—1

K-1

h(z) = Mo(z) [ ] M;(=).

j=1



70 CHAPTER 3. OR CHANNEL: ASYNCHRONOUS ACCESS

Consider two other BCH codes with the same length. The code C’ has the
parity check polynomial

K—

ho(x) = Mo(z) [ ] M;(=).

Jj=2

—_

while the code C'* has the parity check polynomial
hl(l') = Ml(ZE)
Zierler (1959) proved that
c=Cc+c*.

« is a primitive element of GF(p") and hy(z) = M;(x) is the minimal poly-
nomial of «, therefore M;(x) is a primitive polynomial, so C’* contains an
m-sequence c*, which implies that the cyclic shifts of c* are all different (cf.
Theorem 7.44 in Lidl, Niederreiter (1986)). Define C* by

C*=C+c".

It is easy to see that the population size is

T — |C*| _ p(K72)r+1'
Theorem 3.4 and (A.13) imply that

dcyc Z dmzn 2 pr - 1 - (K - 1)pr71,
therefore
Ceye =N — deye < (K — Dp™t.

This code is introduced in Gyorfi, Vajda (1993).

3.5 Asynchronous OR channel

Although the OR channel is a special case of FFH when the number of
frequency subbands is one (L = 1), it is impossible the simply adapt the
results of Section 3.1 to the OR channel. The problem is that the random
code construction applied there does not work for L = 1. An other adaptation
attempt would be the mapping of the code words of FFH to binary code words
by concatenating them with the identity matrix. Unfortunately, in the case
of asynchronous OR channel the time shift can be any multiple of a time
slot and not just any multiple of L times the time slot (as in the case of
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FFH). Therefore we can not construct independent classes of time slots. So,
another random code construction should be used.

If frame asynchronous access is assumed, the coding method have to
ensure not just the identification but the synchronization, too. In Theorem
2.8 it was given an upper bound on minimum code length ngy, (7, M) in the
case of synchronous access.

Negn(T, M) S eln2 (M + 1)*log T.

In this section we give upper bound on naeym (7', M), and show that the bounds
for synchronous and asynchronous access are asymptotically equal.

Theorem 3.5. For frame asynchronous access, if M is fized and T — oo
Nasyn(T, M) S eln2 (M +1)*log T

The detection is done by the following algorithm. A sliding window is used
which length equals to the code length n. If, starting at a position, the binary
vector of the channel output covers the code word of a user, then it is de-
clared as active (identification) beginning at this position (synchronization).
Obviously, two different types of errors can happen: false identification, and
false synchronization.

REMARK. During the design of the code it is supposed that the decoding
algorithm does not have a memory (stateless). We have synchronization
error only when a code word is covered by the beginning of its shifted version
and some other code words. During the application of this code we use a
decoding algorithm with memory (stateful). If a user is declared as active
beginning at a given position, then he will be active in the next n time slots,
so the algorithm need not to check its coverage in the next n time slots.
Consequently, it does not cause synchronization problem if a code word is
covered by the end of its shifted version and some other code words.

In the sequel it is supposed that exactly M users are active simultaneously
(in each time slot), which gives us an upper bound on the covering probabil-
ities compared to the original case, when at most M users are active.

Identification error occurs if the Boolean sum of the code words of the
active users covers the code word of an other user.

1

Lemma 3.5. For frame asynchronous access, if p = 375

P{false identification} < M+ T+MInn—gie™
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‘ U, ‘ U, Up_1 Uy others
d c . Ch—2 Ck—1 shifted

‘ C1 ‘ C2 Cr—1 Ck tagged
Dj Dj Dj Dj

Figure 3.3: Bits of the tagged user and other active users

Proof. As the bits of the code words of the users are chosen independently of
each other, the identification error probability can be similarly calculated as
in Theorem 2.8. Let us select M arbitrarily shifted code words, and another
(tagged) code word. The probability that in a given position the tagged code
word has an uncovered 1 is p(1 — p)™. Therefore

T n
P{false identification} < (M) (T — M)n™ (1—p(1— P)M) ;

where the factor n™ is needed because of the shift of the code words. Let

p = ﬁ, then

T n
P{false identification} < ( )(T — M)nM (1 - (1= Aﬁ)%

M M+1
< TM+1nM 1— 1\
= M+1
< TMApMe=gime

M+1)In2log T+MInn—~~e™!
e( +1)In2log T+M Inn— e : (37)

where we applied that (1 — ﬁ)M >elandl+az<e*forallz e R. O

Synchronization error occurs if a code word is covered by the shifted
version of itself and some other active users. Depending on the number of
bits d with which the code word of the tagged user is shifted, disjoint classes
of positions Dy, ..., Dy can be distinguished, where

Dj={j+td: £=0,1,....k—1 and k= "] +1}

(j =1,...,d). Each position belongs to exactly one class. All classes have
k=]2] or [2] elements, and |D1| + - - -+ |Dy| = n.

The probability f(D;) that in an arbitrary class of positions D, the tagged
user has no uncovered 1’s, can be derived in a recursive way, starting at the
last position. It is supposed that D; contains k = |D;| positions. (We note
that the probability f(D,) depends only on the size of D; and not on the



3.5. ASYNCHRONOUS OR CHANNEL 73

actual elements of it.) For the sake of simplicity we use 1,2, ..., k as position
indices instead of j,j +d,...,j+ (k— 1)d. ¢, denotes the component of the
code word of the tagged user at position ¢ (¢ =1,..., k), and let U, be 0 if
and only if all the other users have 0 at this position (else it is 1). As the
shifted code word of the tagged user is still not active at the first position
of the class Dj, there should be considered M users instead of M — 1 in the
calculation of U;. (Remember, that exactly M active users were supposed in
each position.) That is why for all ¢ =1,... k

P{c, =0} =1—p, P{c, =1} =p,

and
(L—p)Mt, i 0=2,... K,
P p—t p—
{0 =03 { 1—p)™, ifl=1
P{U,=1} = 1-P{U,=0}
(cf. Fig. 3.3).

Lemma 3.6. For frame asynchronous access, if p = ﬁ

P{code word of the tagged user is covered} < (1 —p(1 —p)™)".
Proof. Let us introduce the sequence of events

A, := {position ¢ is covered}
{Cg_l = 1}U{{Cg_1 :O}Q{Cg: 1,Ug :O}C}, 1f€:2,,]{7,
{Cl = ].,Ul = O}C, if { = ].,

where { }¢ denotes the complement of an event. Thus

k
f(D;) :=P{all 1's in class D; are covered} = P{ N Ag}.
=1

We denote by af (1t =1,...,k, ¢ = 0,1) the conditional probabilities

that there is no uncovered 1 up to the i*" position given that the tagged user
has a 0 (¢ = 0) or 1 (¢ = 1) at the i*! position (¢; = 0 or 1), respectively.

a? ::P{ﬁAﬂci:gzﬁ}.
=1



74 CHAPTER 3. OR CHANNEL: ASYNCHRONOUS ACCESS

f(Dj) = P{ﬁ Ae}

= P{ﬁ Ayl e, = I}P{ck =1} + P{ﬁ1 Al e, = O}P{ck =0}

= pa;+ (1 —pay.
Let us apply Lemma 3.2 with V' = {¢;_1,¢;}, W = {c1,...,¢ci—2,Ur,..., Ui_1 },
Z ={U;}, and f(V, W) = I{i_l , 9V, Z) = Ita,y. (Note, that P{B} =
i)

Ag
=1

E{I(p} for an arbitrary event B.)

Ag

i—1
P{ N ArNA; CuCz‘—l} = E I{il }[{Ai} | ¢iycica
=1

— E{f(V.W)g(V.2)| V}
— E{f(V.W) | V}E{g(V.2) | V}

= EJI i Ci, Cj— EJ I i Ci, Cj—
{ﬂlAe} | 1 e E{Iay 1}

=1
i—1
= P{ N Al Cz‘,Ci—1}P{A¢ | circim}
=1

By using this result we have for the conditional probabilities (i > 2)

af = P{ﬁAﬂci:qﬁ}

= a; P{A; | ¢; = ¢,cio1 = V}P{cio = ¥},

S
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thus

a

SO S

a

pa;y+ (1 =p) (1= (1 -p)" ") aiy,

pail—l + (1 —=pa

0
i—1

75

The first position of the class D; is different from the others, because the
shifted code word of the tagged user is not active here.

P{Al | C1 = ¢}

P{{c; =1,U, =0}| c; = ¢}
1-P{er=1U; =0 ¢, = ¢},

SO

Introduce the notation

then

For calculating the power of matrix A firstly its diagonal form is needed.

¢

a;

has two eigenvalues

At

A

1

2
1 1

2

1
5 T VI—4p(l—p),

V1= dp(1—p),

It
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and the corresponding eigenvectors are

T T
v = A1—1+4p 1 _ [ A—=14p 1
1 — P ) ) Uy = D 9 .

Thus, the decomposition of matrix A is
<>\1—1+p >\2—1+p> ()\1 0) ( < 117A _A/\Q—l;\rp>
A — p P 1—A2 1—A2
-1+ ’
1 1 0 X —Alf/\Q /\lrkrf
the (k — 1)™ power of A is

A—14+p  Ao—14p Ak—l O P _ Ao—14p
AR P P 1 A1—X2 A=Az
1 1 0 )\k—l P A —14p ’
2 )\17/\2 )\1*)\2

and the probability f(D;) is
k=2 $—20+¢ 1
D) = (14+1—4q) o2 (2212
1oy = (1+vi-1) 1 T3

k— —2¢+q¢* 1
—(1—-y/1—-4 ) o-k=2) (2~ _ ,
( e \/71 —1; 219
where 4= p(1 — p)™. Notice, that 0 < ¢ < 5 ~ 0.148 for all M > 2 and
——. By considering that for such a ¢

1 M+1
1 ) 2

V1 —4q

1
- >0
L)
and ) )
p-24te 1
V1—4q 2
f(D;) can be upper bounded

f(D]) < (1 + M) o 2*(]9*2)(1 _ q)2

- (;+ i—q> (1-qp

< 1-9"*(1—q)?
(1—q)F
= (1—p(1—p)")". (3.8)

—q) < (1—-9)
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If M =1and p= 575, then

(o = ;>(

< (3).

7

where 1 — p(1 — p)™ = 2 for M = 1, so inequality (3.8) is true for M =1,

too.

As the components of the code words are chosen independently of each

other, and classes D;’s are disjoint, we have

P{code word of the tagged user is covered}

d
= P{ {all 1’s in class D; are covered}}
=1

=

= H P{all 1’s in class D, are covered}

= Hf(DJ>

g
< H (1= p(1 —p)™)"™
= (1-p(1- p)M)J;wJ|

which is the same as the covering probability for the synchronous case.

Lemma 3.7. For frame asynchronous access, if p = ﬁ

. . __n -1
P{false synchronization} < M ™?HMInn=grye

O
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Proof. Let us select M —1 arbitrarily shifted code words, and another (tagged)
code word which is also active, but with some shift. By Lemma 3.6 the prob-
ability that in a class of positions D; all the 1’s of the tagged code word
are covered can be upper bounded by (1 —p(1 —p)M )n As the classes are
independent of each other, from (3.8) it follows that

T

P{fal hronizati <
{false synchronization} < (M 3

)(T—M+1)nM (1—p(1—p)™)",

where the factor n™~1 is needed because of the shift of the code words. Let

p = 377, then

T n
P{false identification} < (M )(T — M +1)nM (1 _ 1 (1 _ L)M)

-1 M+1 M+1
n
M, M e~ !
< T'n (1 M+1>
n —1
< TMpMe—mme
_ eMlnTJernnf%+1e_1 (39)
]

Proof of Theorem 3.5. If a randomly chosen code C which has T' code words
of length n satisfy the requirements of identification and synchronization,
then C can be applied for T" users in communication via a multiple-access
OR channel. Obviously,

P{C is bad} < P{false identification} + P{false synchronization}

and we need

P{C is bad} < 1,

since then there is a good code. This gives an upper bound on minimum
code length n. Thus, we need the following probabilities to tend to 0

P{false identification} — 0, (3.10)
P{false synchronization} — 0. (3.11)

1

If we choose p = 77,

and the code length n to
n=(1+08en2(M+1)?logT

for an arbitrary constant 0 > 0, the exponents in (3.10) and (3.11) become

In((1+6)eln2(M +1)%logT)
logT ’

—(M+1) logT((5 (1- MLH) In2—(1 - M1+1)
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where constant v = 1 and 2, respectively. Both exponents tend to —oo when
T — oo, that is why we have (3.10) and (3.11).

As the reasoning above is true for all arbitrarily small § > 0, the following
asymptotic upper bound on the minimum code length n has been shown

Nasyn(T, M) < eln2 (M +1)*logT.

3.6 Binary cyclically permutable codes

In order to construct binary cyclically permutable codes, firstly we study the
cyclic concatenations of two cyclically permutable codes. Assume two cycli-
cally permutable codes C,,; and C;,,, and their cyclic concatenation results
in a cyclically permutable code. The idea of cyclic concatenation dates back
to Burton and Weldon (1965). They showed that the cyclic concatenation of
two cyclic codes is cyclic.

The operator cyclic ordering can be formulated as follows: let A be an
m X n array

0,0 cee ap,n—1
A= :
Am—1,0 --- Am—1n-1
and assume that
ged(m,n) = 1.

The cyclic ordering of the array A is a map of A into an N-tuple
b = (b07b17 R bN—l)
such that
N =nm

and

bi = G3modm,imodn-

We show that because of ged(m,n) = 1 this mapping is one-to-one. If there
were 0 < i < ¢ < N — 1 such that

imodm = i’ modm

and
tmodn = ¢ modn,
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then
mli" —i

and
nli’ — 1,
therefore because of ged(m,n) =1
mnli’ — 1,

which is impossible since 0 < i —i < N = nm.

Let R denote the operator that shifts the columns of an m x n array
cyclically one position rightwards, and let D denote the operator that shifts
the rows cyclically one position downards.

Lemma 3.8. (A, Gydrfi, Massey (1992)) If b is the cyclic ordering of A
then
RD(A) = DR(A)

and S(b) is the cyclic ordering of RD(A).
Proof.
S(b)z - bi—lmodmn

@ (i—1 mod mn) mod m,(i—1 mod mn) mod n

= Qj—1modm,i—1modn;

which is the (7,)-th element of RD(A).

For the cyclic concatenation let C,,; be the outer code with length n,
alphabet F,,; and cyclic distance d,,;, and let C;,, be the inner code with
length m, alphabet Fj,, and cyclic distance d;,,. Assume that

|Fout’ S |Cznn|7

so the concatenation of the two codes is possible. Choose an arbitrary sub-
code C of C;,,, with

|Fout| = ’C|
Let

fiFou—C

be an arbitrary one-to-one mapping.

The cyclic concatenation of C,,; and C;,, consists of three steps:
i) Choose ¢ € Cou, (¢ = (co,€1,...,Cn1)).
ii) Write f(co), f(c1), ..., f(ca—1) into an array A as columns:

A = [f(co)”, fler)s o, flena)'].
iii) Generate the cyclic ordering b of A. ]
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We say that b corresponds to c. The set of these b vectors is denoted by
C*, and called the cyclic concatenation of C,,; and C;,.
If C;p,, is binary then C* is binary, too.

Theorem 3.6. The code C* is cyclically permutable with cyclic distance at
least doyidinn, with length nm and

|C*| = |Cout|'
Proof. Let b,b’ € C* be arbitrary with the correspondences
c—A—b

and
c/ N A/ N bl
(c,c’ € Coyt). Introduce the notations

71 = Tmodn

and
T = 7 mod m.

Then by Lemma 3.8

b, S™b’)

A (DR)"A’)

A, D"RTA’)

= d(A,D™R™A’)

= d([f(c))", . flea) L [ST (ST N)0) ", ST (ST )nr) ).

Case a): Either 0 < 7 or ¢ # .
Select the positions ¢ for which ¢; # (S™c’);. The number of these positions
is at least d,,;. Then we lower bound

d([f(co)",- - fleaa) "] [S” (ST N0) ", S (ST € )n)"])

by the Hamming distance of columns corresponding to these positions. Then
because of ¢; # (S™c’);

d(f(ci)", 8™ F((S™E)i)") = dinm,
therefore

d([f(co)", - flea) ] [S” (ST €)o) -, S”F((S™ € )n1)])
Z doutdinn-
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Case b): 7 =0 and c =
Then because of 7 > 0 therefore we have 7 > 0 and

d([f(co)™, ..., flent) L[S F((S™E)0)T, . ST (ST Y1) "))
o flenm)TL 8™ feo)T, o 8™ f(en1)T])

Il
U
—~
~
—~
o
(=)
N~—
U4

ndinn

dout dinn .

(AVARAY)

O]

For another construction, let C be a linear cyclic code with minimum
distance d,,;,, with length n and with alphabet F,,;. Assume an orthogonal
decomposition

c=C+C*

such that both C’ and C'* are cyclic, and C'* contains a codeword ¢* which
has N distinct cyclic shifts and contains the all 1 codeword 1. Put

Cout = C, + c’.

Then bacause of Theorem 3.4 C,,; is cyclically permutable with cyclic dis-
tance
dcyc 2 dmin

and
‘Cout’ = |C/|-

Assume, moreover, a cyclically permutable code C with cyclic distance djpy,,
length m, alphabet F},,. Let C;,, be the set of all cyclic shifts of all codewords
in C. Assume that

’Fout| S ’Cmn’

and let f(a) be a one-to-one mapping of |F,,;| to a subcode of C;,,, with the
property
Sfla) = f(a+1). (3.12)

Let C* be the cyclic concatenation of C,,; and C;,,,,. Again, if C;,,, is binary
then C* is binary, too.

Theorem 3.7. The code C* is cyclically permutable with cyclic distance at
least dyyiding, with length nm and

‘C*| = ‘Cout"
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.6. Let b,b’ € C* be
arbitrary with the correspondences

c—A—Db

and
- A" =D

(c,c’ € Coyt). Introduce the notations

71 = Tmodn

and
T = 7 mod m.

Then by Lemma 3.8

d(b, S™b’)
= d(A,D™?R™A)
= d([f(co)", - fleaa) ] ISP (ST o), S F((ST € )nn) "))
= d([f(co)", - fleaa) L (ST + m1)0) ", F((STE + m21)nn) ).
It
[f(Co)T:'--af(Cn—l)T]
and

[F((S™c +m1)o)Y, ..., f((S™ 4+ To1),-1)T]

differ in [ columns then

d([f(co)”, .., flenat) "] [F((STE+m21)0) ", o, (ST +721) 1) ]) > ldi.

We show that

l Z dout~
Obviously
= d(C, Sme! + 7'2].).
Put
c=c +c"
and

c=cy+c*
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(c1,¢c0 € ('), and

d(C, STIC/ + 7'2].)
= w(c—S5"c —7nl)

= w(cg — Sy + ¢ — STc" — ).

Then
Cp — STICQ S C/

and
¢t — St — 1l el

so it suffices to show that at least one of these two codewords is not 0.
Case a): 7 > 0.
The codewords ¢* — S™c* and —7»1 are linearly independent so their sum
c*—S7c* — 1,1 can be 0 if and only if both ¢* — 5™ c* and —7»1 are 0, which
is possible if and only if 7y = 0 and 7, = 0. However, this cannot happen
because of 7 > 0.
Case b): 7 =0 and c; # cs.
Then

ci —S™Mcy=c; —cy #0.

O

3.7 Construction derived from a Reed-Solomon
code for OR channel

Let’s use the notations of Section 3.3. As an application of Theorem 3.7,
assume that L = p is a prime, and let C be a Reed-Solomon code over GF'(p)
with parameters (n = p—1, K). Using the notations of Theorem 3.7, we can
get Coyy if

C'={c=1(0,0,29,...,2x_1)G}

and
C* = {c = (xg,71,0,...,0)G}

and
c*=(0,1,0,...,0)G = (1,a,a?, ...,a" 1),

where G has been defined by (3.1). The vector 1 is the first row of G,
therefore the code

Cout = {C = (0, ]_,.I‘Q, ces ,]IK_l)G}
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satisfy the the conditions of Theorem 3.7, and for the user population size

we have
T = ¢%2

Put
Cinn - GF(p)7

and let f(a) be a binary vector of length m = p having 1 only at position a.
p is prime, therefore the map f(a) has the property (3.12). Thus, we get a
binary code of length

N =nm = (p—1)p,

and Theorem 3.7 implies that
dcyc Z doutdinn = (n - K+ 1)2 = (p - K)Zv
therefore
Ceye = N —deye < (p—1)p— (p— K)2.
This code is due to A, Gyorfi, Massey (1992).

3.8 Construction derived from a BCH code
for OR channel

Apply the notations of Section 3.4. For a prime p, let C be a BCH code over
GF(p) of length
n=p —1

defined by the parity check polynomial
h('r> = lcm{MO(x>ﬂ Ml(l‘)7 MQ(x)a s 7MK—1}7

where 3 < K < p—1 and if « is a primitive element of GF(p”), then M;(z)
denotes the minimal polynomial of o’ over GF(p). Because of 3 < K < p—1
and My(z) =z — 1.

K-1

h(z) = (z—1) ] M;(=).

j=1
Consider two other BCH codes with the same length. The code C’ has the
parity check polynomial

K-1

ho(z) = [ M;(x),

=
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while the code C'* has the parity check polynomial
hi(z) = My(z)M;(z) = (x — 1) My ().
Then in Section 3.4 we proved that
C=C +CH,

C'* contains the vector 1 and a vector ¢* such that the cyclic shifts of c¢* are
all different. Define C,,; by

Cout =C' +c*.
It is easy to see that the population size is
T = |c*| = pE-2r.
Theorem 3.4 and (A.13) imply that
dout = dppin >p" —1— (K = 1)p" .
Let Ciny and f(a) be as in Section 3.7, then we get a binary code of length
N =nm = (p" = 1)p,
and Theorem 3.7 implies that
deye > dowtlipn = (P =1 — (K = 1)p"™1)2,
therefore
Coye =N = deye < (P = )p— (0" =1 — (K = 1)p"")2.

This code is introduced in Gyorfi, Vajda (1993).



Chapter 4

Collision channel

4.1 Channel model

The concept of collision channel has been introduced by Massey and Mathys
(1985). A T user multiple access collision channel is a deterministic channel
without feedback which has T" inputs (x;,7 € [T]) and one output (y). The
traffic to send over this common channel is in the form of packets that are
assumed to take values from the input alphabet I. Each user can send an
arbitrary packet from the input alphabet I into the channel or if a user wants
to be silent, then he formally sends the () symbol. The output of the channel
can be () if all users were silent, an element of I if exactly one user sent this
element and the others were silent, and the so called erasure (collision) symbol
x otherwise. The time axis is assumed to be partitioned into intervals called
slots (slotted channel) whose duration corresponds to the transmission time
for one packet. There is a longer unit called frame or block which consists of
n slots. In Section 4.3 frame synchronization is assumed, so frames of users
begin at the same slots (no time shift), while in Sections 4.2 and 4.4 we study
the frame asynchronous case.

There is no feedback available to inform the senders of the channel outputs
in previous slots. If the user population is finite (77), then the coding can be
done by a finite set of protocol sequences assigned in a one-to-one manner
to the users. Each user, e.g., the i'" user has a protocol sequence ¢; which
is a binary sequence of length n that controls his sending of packets in the
following way. When user ¢ becomes active—after some time of inactivity—
he can send a packet in the j* slot of this activity frame (1 < j < n) if
¢ has a 1 in the j* position, and otherwise he must be silent in this slot.
He continues to use his protocol sequence periodically in this manner, until
he has no more packets to send, when he again becomes inactive. If ¢; has

87
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Hamming weight w(g;), then user i will send w(q;) packets in each frame of
length n slots where he is active. The protocol sequences can be considered
as an outer code.

Let A be the set of messages of user ¢ and suppose that |A| = S. User

i encodes each message a; € A into a code word c§~i) € CY of length w(q;)

(7 €15], i € [T]). The components of cgi) are sent according to the protocol
sequence ¢;. C is called the code of user i. If the protocol sequences have
the same weight, then C) can be the same for all users. Because of collisions,
some packets are erased during the transmissions, and these erasure errors
are corrected using CW. C® is the inner code.

If all the T users were active all the time, then—for synchronous access—
the time sharing would be the best solution for them (for large 7') which
is not interesting in this case. Let us suppose that at most M users would
like to communicate simultaneously (2 < M < T'). Our task is to choose
codes C and protocol sequences ¢; such that from the output of the channel
it can be determined which users were active (identification), where their
code words begin (synchronization) and what they sent (decoding). We are
looking for the minimum frame size n = n(7T, M, .S) which still ensures these
requirements.

Massey and Mathys (1985)) constructed an optimal code with n = MM
for T'= M and asynchronous access. Tsybakov and Likhanov (1983) ex-
tended it for M < T with n = T™. A, Gyoérfi, Massey (1992) and Gyorfi,
Vajda (1993) presented cyclically permutable codes for collision channel.

On the minimum frame size n we derive lower and upper bounds asymp-
totically with the following conditions: T — oo, S — oo and igig 0
We denote by 2 and < lower and upper bounds, respectively, which holds
asymptotically in case of some given conditions.

In this chapter we show that both for synchronous and asynchronous
access, the best possible throughput is e™!, and it can be achieved using
Reed—Solomon code as an inner code. Concerning the protocol sequences
(outer code), the rates of the existing constructions (A, Gyorfi, Massey (1992)
and Gyorfi, Vajda (1993)) are far from e™'.

4.2 Bounds for binary packets

In this section multiple access collision channel is considered based on Bas-
salygo and Pinsker (1983). For the sake of simplicity assume that the input
alphabet has only 2 elements, i.e., we have binary packets, I = {a,b}.
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Theorem 4.1 (Bassalygo and Pinsker (1983)). For fized M, if T — oo
and S — oo then

1\ 1 1
n(T,M,S)ZmaX{M (1_M) log S, §Mlog5+§MlogT}

Before proving the lower bound we need a lemma.

Definition 4.1 (Erasure sum of vectors). Erasure sum of binary vectors
of length n is a binary vector of length n which has in the i™ position 0
iff all vectors have 0 in this position, 1 iff exactly one vector has 1 in this
position and the others have 0, and erasure symbol x otherwise. We denote
the erasure sum of qv,...,q. by ¢ B ---Hqy.

Let us compose a matrix GG from the protocol sequences ¢, . . . , g7 as rows,
and let wy, be the number of 1’s standing in the &** column of G.

Lemma 4.1 (Bassalygo and Pinsker (1983)). The sum of the number
of 1’s in all possible erasure sum vectors q;;, B---Hq;,, is

k M—1 )
k=1

where {i1,...,ip} C [T].

Proof. The k'™ position of the erasure sum vector ¢;, B- - -Hg;,, is 1 iff exactly
one of its component protocol sequences has 1 in the k™ position and the
other M — 1 have 0 there. There are wj, protocol sequences having 1 in the
k" position and T — wy, having 0 there, so such an erasure sum vector can
be constructed as wy (7]14_1“1’“) different sums. The statement of the lemma is
given if we add these quantities for all positions. O

PrOOF OF THEOREM 4.1. Firstly, we show that
1 1
n(T,M,S) Z §M10g5+ §M10gT.
From the channel output it should be determined which M users out of T
were active ((;,) possible sort) and what the active users sent (S possible

sort). Because of the channel output symbols can be 4 different kind ()
symbol, two information bits a and b, and erasure symbol %), the following

must stand
4" > 1 SM
— Ve )
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and from this by taking the logarithm of both sides

1 1 T
n > —Mlog5+—log< )

2 2 M
1 1 nr-1)---(r'—-mM+1)
= Ml —1
g Mlog 5+ 5 los =g
1 1 T
> M1 —M log —
z 5 ogS+2 ogM
1 1 1
= §M10g8+§MlogT—§MlogM

12

1 1
EMlogS + §M10gT.

In the last step we used the conditions of the theorem.
Secondly, we derive that

1\ 1M
n(T,M,S)RM(l—M> log S.

There are (]\T4) different erasure sum consisting of M vectors. From Lemma
4.1 follows that there are rows iq,...,7) of G such that the erasure sum
gi, B---Hg,, of them contains at most

n
T—
> wi( )
k=1
T
(ar)

1’s. Consider users which correspond to rows iq,...,7). Each of them can
send S different messages, independently of the others. In the output vector
of the channel just those positions can hold information about messages sent

where the erasure sum of the protocol sequences has 1. So that all the
messages can be decoded the following necessary condition must be fulfilled

55 ()
7 > log SM = Mlog S. (4.1)
(ar)
In the following we give upper bound to the left side of inequality (4.1)

which results the needed lower bound on n(T, M, S). For doing this we are

looking for the maximum value of w(]ﬂi“l’)



4.2. BOUNDS FOR BINARY PACKETS 91

w(T*w) is increasing if

(w+ D)) (w1 —w— DT —w— M+ 1){(M — 1)!
w(i ™) B w(T — w)(T —w— M)!(M —1)!
(w+ )T —-w—-M+1)

B w(T — w)
> 1,

which is equivalent to

(w+ )T —-w-M+1) > w(T—w)
wl —w? —wM+w+T—-—w—-M+1 > wl —w?
T+1
— =1 > .
i > w
So w(f[_“i) has its maximum at w = L% - 1J or w = L%J’ but asymp-

totically does not matter which one we choose.
In inequality (4.1) replace each term of the sum by its maximum value

T
n > Mlogs - (M)

J
Miogs. )
& T

v

= Mlogs§ -

Mlog S -

WV
N
~| |
+1 =
=+
—_
VR

~

|
1'%

|2
-
s

v

Mlog S - (1—

1-M
= MlogS-(l—i) 1-— —1—1)
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1\ 1M
~ MI 1 —-—
og S ( M) ,

where in the last step we used that % — 0.

Theorem 4.2 (Bassalygo and Pinsker (1983)). For fized M, there exists
Ty and Sy such that if T > Ty and S > Sy, then

n(T,M,S) < M (1 - %)PM (log S + MlogT) (1 + ) (1+\/3_a) :

where

M7 <10+ o(1)
a = o(1).
logS+ (M —1)logT —
For getting the upper bound on the minimum block length n(T, M, S),
the random coding method will be used.

Definition 4.2 (information segment). The positions of code words of
a code C, where every code words differ, form an information segment with
respect to C'.

Let us denote by G;(iy, .. .,iy—1) the positions of row vectors of G where
both ¢; and erasure sum ¢;Hq;, B---HBq;,, , have 1's (i,4y,...,ip-1 C [T)).
It is easy to see that if users i,71,...,4i)_1 are active in the channel, then
the output vector of the channel has information about the message of the
ith user just on positions Gy (i1, ..., 4ix_1), S0 these positions have to form an
information segment with respect to C¥. Hence, component codes C' have
to be chosen such that G;(iy,...,ip—1) do form information segment for all
possible i,iy,...,iy-1 € [T]. On construction of such codes the following
lemma gives sufficient condition.

Lemma 4.2 (Bassalygo and Pinsker (1983)). Let Ay,..., Ay C [w]. If
|A;| > log S +1log N (Vj € [N]), then there exists a binary code of length w
and size S such that the positions indicated by A; form information segment
with respect to the code for every j € [w].

Proof. The following greedy type method gives an appropriate code. Let
us consider the set of binary vectors of length w. It has 2% elements and
we choose the code words from it. The first code word can be an arbitrary
element of the set. Throw out those vectors from the set which do not
differ from the previously selected code word in positions indicated by any
A;. From the remaining vectors of the set also choose an arbitrary element.
Continue with these steps, so throw out those vectors from the set which
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do not differ from any of the previously selected code words in positions
indicated by any A;, and choose an arbitrary element from the remaining
vectors of the set. Algorithm can run until the set does not get empty. In

N
each step the newly chosen code word needs to throw out at most » Qw14
j=1
vectors from the set. Initially, the set has 2 binary vectors, so this algorithm
can run at least to the (S — 1) step (throwing out) while producing S code

words, because

N
S—1
S—l . 2w7|Aj| < S—l 'N'zwflogsflogN:—_2w <
(s-1)- 32 W< (5= 1) L
7j=1
That is why the algorithm can produce at least S code words. O

In the proof of Theorem 4.2 we apply some lemmas and we will use the
following two conditions on matrix G. Let us define the ZFD property as
|Gi(i1, ... in)| > 1 for all rows ¢; and ¢y, ..., Gy (@ € {Giys---, Gy, })- I
the matrix G has the ZFD property, then the set of active users can be
determined from the output vector of the channel (identification). Moreover,
Gi(i1,...,ip—1) have to form information segment with respect to CY for
all i,i1,...,ip-1 C [T], because then the message sent by user i can be
decoded. If we apply Lemma 4.2 with the number of code words S and
number of possible information segments with respect to C*)

T-—1
N = < TM-1
SEE

we get
|Gi(i1, ... ip—1)| > logS + (M —1)logT

(decodable property).

Let us take a T" x n 0-1 matrix G whose elements are chosen randomly
independently of each other and the probability of an element being 1 is
1. We denote by probabilities P{ZFD} and P{decodable} that the code

represented by the random matrix is ZFD and decodable, respectively.

Lemma 4.3. Ifn > %0 then

— ka)?
P{not decodable} < exp (_(np?)To) + M In T) :
P

where )M—l

(-

1
o M
pP= M
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and
ko =log S+ (M —1)logT.

Proof. Let us select M rows of the random matrix G' and call one of them
tagged row. Let p be the probability of the event that a fixed position of the
tagged row is 1 while the other M — 1 rows have 0 there (i.e., the tagged row
has an uncovered 1 in a fixed position), thus
(13"

A .
Then the probability that there are exactly k positions where the tagged row
has uncovered 1’s and the other n — k positions are covered by the other
M — 1 rows is at most (Z) p¥(1 — p)"~*. The probability that the tagged row
has at most ky uncovered positions is at most

> (Z)p’“(l —p)" "

k<kg

p:

The probability that there is a row ¢; which has less than ky uncovered
positions (other positions are covered by rows g, ..., ¢, ,) is at most

P{not decodable}
= P{Hi,il,’l’Mfl € [T] : ‘Gl(ll, . ,Z'M,1>| < logS + (M — 1) lOgT}
= P{Hi,il,iM,1 € [T] : ‘Gl(ll, . ,Z'M,1>’ < ko}

< T<]\7;__11) g’; (Z)pk(l —p)" "

Let us apply now Bernstein’s inequality for upper bounding the tail of bino-
mially distributed random variable (which is the sum of indicator variables)

T-1 K n—k
P{not decodable} < T(M B 1) Z <k)p (1—p)

k<ko
_ ko)?
STy 2”) — 4+ MInT
2p(1=p)+35(p— )
_ ko)?
< exp —n(é?i_l_")—i-MlnT>
pTDPp
— ka)?
= exp —%jLMlnT).
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Lemma 4.4.
P{not ZFD} < (M+1)InT ! 1 L\"
no exX n —N— - —

Proof. The proof is similar to Lemma 4.3. Let us fix M different rows in
matrix G and choose an (M + 1)™ (tagged) row distinctly from the oth-
ers. The probability that one of the positions of the tagged row is covered

by the erasure sum of the other M rows is 1 — % (1 — %)M The prob-

ability that all positions of the tagged row are covered by the other rows
(1 - = (1 — —)M) , then the probability that there exists a row ¢; such

that all positions of it are covered by another M rows (g;,, ..., ¢,,) is at most

ey < 1(7) (1-5(-2)")

(5 (-4) )

GRS CC)

< exp((M+““T_"_< %>M>
T €

where in the last step we applied In(1 — z) <

IN

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.2. If a random 0-1 matrix G of size T' x n is ZFD
and decodable, then its rows can be used as protocol sequences for T" users in
communication via a multiple access collision channel. This gives an upper
bound on minimum frame size n. Thus, we need the following

P{not ZFD} <1 and P{not decodable} < 1.
For the ZFD property

1\ M
P{not ZFD} < M+1)InT - —[1—-— 1
{no }_exp(( +1)In M( M) )<,
so we need

n 1 M
M+1D)InT — |1 - =
(M+1)In <M( ]\/[>

M(M +1) (1—%>_MIHT < n (4.2)
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For the decodable property

— ka)?
P{not decodable} < exp (—M + M In T) < L
3np
By taking the logarithm of both sides we get

(np — k0)2

—MInT > 0.
3np

The solution of this inequality with respect to positive length n is

MInT 1
n>@ 1—|—§ - 1+ [1-—
p 2 ko

Let us introduce
MInT MInT
o= =

ko logS+ (M —1)logT’

then we get a simpler inequality on n

ST CREN (1\/ﬁ)

~ log S+ (M —1)logT §oz B 1
_ ; (1+2 )(1+\/1 —<1+%a>2>.(4.3)

From inequalities (4.2) and (4.3) the latter gives the stronger restriction
on n. If it is fulfilled then there exists an appropriate random protocol
sequence set for T users, so the minimum frame size is upper bounded

log S+ (M —1)logT 3 1
T, M < 1+ = 1 l————
n(T,M,S) < p + ¢ + (1—|—%o¢)2

logS+ (M —1)logT 3
< g5+ ( )log (1 + §a> (1 + \/3a> (4.4)
p
Factor oo can be bounded if M > 2 in the following way
MInT
(0% =
log S+ (M —1)logT
M

e+ M—1

< ——In2
L=

IN

2In2,
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so the constant factors of (4.4) can be bounded
(1 + ga) (1 n \/30z> <(1+3mn2) (1 + \/61n2) < 10.

Let us introduce the sum-rate

M 10g|1| S

n

Rsum =

of communication, as usually, and denote by Rgsum (7T, M,n) the maximum
sum-rate for parameters T, M, n.

Theorem 4.3 (Bassalygo and Pinsker (1983)). If M is fized, T —

Mlog T
00, S — 00 and 10;% — 0, then

1\ M-
Rgum(T, M, n) ~ (1 — —) .

M
If, in addition, M — oo, then
Roum(T, M,n) ~ et

Proof. From Theorems 4.1 and 4.2 follows
L \IM
M(l—M> log S <n(T,M,S)

<M (1 _ %)IM (log S + MlogT) (1 n ;a) (1 + \/ﬁ) (4.5)

where
MInT In2
a = = .
logS+ (M —1)logT MIOEJST+1_%
As Aﬁg%T — 0,  — 0, that is why

(1+ga> <1+\/£)H1.

Thus, from (4.5) we get

1 v 1 1 M-1
(1 N M) HTgT 5 Rsum<T, M, n) <1 _ M) :

log S

AN
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and so
1\ M1 1\ M1
1— — < Ran(T.M,n) < [1— — , 4
(1-57) SR s (1-4) (46)
therefore
1\ M1
Rom(T,M,n)~1—— :
ot = (1 5 )
If, in addition, M — oo, then (1 — %)M_l —e ! s0

Roum (T, M,n) ~ e 1.

4.3 Bounds for non-binary packets

We consider now the case when the input alphabet I contains more than two

elements. Here k information packets are encoded, so S = |I|¥, therefore the
sum-rate is defined as

kM

Rsum = -

Theorem 4.4 (Gyorfi and Gydri (2004)). For non-binary packets, if M

is fized, T — oo, |I| — oo, and <221 — 0, then
’ ) ) log [1] ’

n(T, M, k) > kM (1 — L)'

and for the sum-rate

Ran(T, M) S (1= )"

If, in addition, M — oo, then
n(T, M, k) 2 kMe,

and for the sum-rate
Roum (T, M) < et

Proof. For the minimum code length, entropy based lower bound is given.
For a deterministic channel, the entropy of the channel input block can not
be greater than the entropy of the output block of the channel. If the codes
can solve the tasks of identification and decoding, then the entropy of the
output block is equal to the entropy of the input block. If M users out of
T send packets into the channel and each message takes values from a set of
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size S = |I|*, then the input random variable can take (]\E)(H |*)M different
values. (Note, that minimum block length needed for at most M users is
greater or equal to the minimum block length needed for exactly M users,
therefore it is enough to consider here the latter scenario.) Assume that the
input variable is uniformly distributed, so the entropy of the input random
variable is log (]\T4) |I|*. For the output random variable we can apply the
sum of the componentwise entropy as upper bound. All together we have
the following inequality

1%<<£)UW):HKEHW <§:H ) < nmax H(0,),

where O; corresponds to the i*! position of the output. Let w; be the number
of protocol sequences which have 1’s at the i*® position. The entropy H(O;)
is the highest possible if O; is uniformly distributed on all @ € I. In this case
the distribution of O; can be calculated in the following way:

P{O;, =0} = Gar) = Do

(ar)

o . wl(ﬂwf) L
P{Oz—a} = m = m, Va el
H@:ﬁzl_&%ﬁ_m%ftﬂ_m_m

The entropy of O; can be upper bounded as

p p
H(0;) < —pologpo—|I|-ﬁlogﬁ—(1—po—p1)log(1—po—p1)
= —pologpy — pilogpr — (1 —po — p1) log(1 — po — p1) + p1 log 1|
< log3 +pi log|I|
wi (3 1)
= 10g3+—10g|]|
(ar)
= log3 . log |1
Ty T (T —M+2) og 7]
M 1 w;\ M—1
<o MM (Y
= T1—%;< T og |1l
1 1\ M-
< 10g3—|—1_£ I_M log | 7]
T
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1\ M-
~ log3+(1—M) log |1],

where we used that % (1 - %)M_l takes its maximum at w; = L. The

M.
calculation above implies that

T —
log((M)mkM) Sn((l_%)M 110g|1|+log3>.

For the minimum code length we get (by using (%)M < (]\T/[))

M log L + kM log |1|
M-1
(1—45)" log|I|+1log3

Mlog%

ogir T M
M-1
(1-37)

If |I| — oo and llsgg‘?' — 0, then

log3
T og |1

n(T, M, k) Z kM (1 — 3

S

and for the sum-rate

Rsum(Ta M) = k—M S (1 -
n

If, in addition, M — oo, then
n(T, M, k) 2 kMe,

and for the sum-rate

kM
Rom (T, M) = — < et
n

O]

In order to get an upper bound on the minimum block length n(T, M, k),
randomly chosen protocol sequences of constant weight w are used, and as
an inner code C; = C a Reed—Solomon code of parameters (w, k) is applied
over GF(|/]) (w < |I]). (Remember, that each user has a binary vector of
length n called protocol sequence which has a 1 in those positions where the
user can send a packet.) Each active user can send w packets in each frame,
that is why the code length should be w. If there is a collision in a time slot,
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Step 1: Encoding of packets by Reed—Solomon code

Lua] uz] — [ 1] af es] ca]

Step 2: Sending of packets according to a protocol sequence

| lal [ | [efea| | [al | |

Step 3: Packets received with two active users

[ Il [T Jelol [ HN T |
Step 4: Decoding of packets (correcting erasure errors)

(]

Figure 4.1: Packet communication scheme on a collision channel

the output of the channel is the erasure symbol *, so the erroneous positions
are known. A Reed-Solomon code of parameters (w, k) can correct up to
w — k erasure error.

In Figure 4.1 the communications scheme is illustrated in the viewpoint
of a tagged user. Let us suppose that the inner code is a Reed—Solomon
code of parameters (w, k) = (4,2), and each user has a protocol sequence of
length n = 12. In the first step the user encodes its message packets (uy, us)
into the code packets (c1, o, c3,c4) by the Reed—Solomon code. If the user
has the protocol sequence 010001100100, then in the second step it sends
the encoded packets into the channel according to this protocol sequence.
In the figure the time slots where the tagged user can send a packet, i.e.,
the protocol sequence has 1’s, are light gray shadowed, while empty slots are
white boxes. Packets of the other active users may erase some of the packets
of the tagged user which are represented by black boxes. In the last step
the message packets can be decoded if there are at least k = 2 successfully
received packets.

Theorem 4.5 (Gyorfi and Gy6ri (2004)). For synchronous access and
non-binary packets, if M is fived, T — oo, k — o0, loiT — 0 and |I| > ek,
then

n(T, M, k) S kM (1— L)

and for the sum-rate
Ryun(T, M) 2 (1 = )M
If, in addition, M — oo, then

n(T, M, k) < kMe,
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and for the sum-rate
Roum(T, M) = e 1.

The coding method has to ensure the identification and decoding. The
latter depends on the codes of the users, while the first one on the protocol
sequences of the users.

The detection is done by a two phase algorithm. In the first step in a
given block the successfully transmitted packets and the collision symbol
on the output of the channel are transformed to a bit 1, and the () symbol
to bit 0. The resulting binary vector is actually the Boolean sum of the pro-
tocol sequences of the active users. If this binary vector covers the protocol
sequence of a user, then it is declared as active (identification). In the second
step it is already known which users are active in this block, and the task is to
decode their messages from the successfully transmitted packets (decoding).
Obviously, two different types of errors can happen: false identification, and
false decoding.

Let us choose T' protocol sequences randomly. Each one has constant
weight w. Protocol sequences are divided into w segments of length * (inte-
ger) and in each segment there is exactly one 1 whose position is uniformly
distributed and independent of the others.

Firstly, we consider the task of identification.

Lemma 4.5 (Gyorfi and Gy6ri (2004)). For synchronous access and
non-binary packets

w\M
P{false identification} < exp ((M +1)InT —w <1 - —) ) : (4.7)

n

Proof. This is the same problem what was solved in Theorem 2.7. Let the
weight of the code words be w = 47, so in Theorem 2.7 the segments’ length
L = M, and the statement follows from (2.17) if we apply that In(1 — z) <
—x, Vx € R. H

Decoding error occurs if there are less than k successfully transmitted
packets (uncovered 1’s in the protocol sequence) of an active user.

Lemma 4.6 (Gyorfi and Gy6ri (2004)). For synchronous access and

non-binary packets, if w > % then

P{false decoding} < exp <_ v

B (1 w)M—l
p= 0 .

+ MIn T) , (4.8)

where
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Proof. Let us select at most M protocol sequences (users), and call one of
them tagged user. Let p be the probability of the event that in a fixed
segment the tagged user has an uncovered 1 (i.e., its 1 is not covered by the
other M — 1 users), thus

n

Then the probability that there are exactly ¢ positions where the tagged user
has uncovered 1’s and the other w — ¢ positions are covered by the other
M —1 users is at most (1;’) p'(1—p)*“~*. The probability that the tagged user
has less than k uncovered positions is at most

wy w—i
> ()=
i<k
The probability that there is a protocol sequence which has less than £ un-

covered positions (other positions are covered by the other M — 1 protocol
sequences) is at most

T7—1 wy ;
. < 7 _ ’ll)—’L.
P{false decoding} < T<M B 1) E (l)P (1-p)

i<k
Let us apply now Lemma B.2 for upper bounding the tail of binomially
distributed random variable (which is the sum of indicator variables)

T-1 w\ ;
. < i1 o \w—i
P{false decoding} < T(M B 1) Z (Z)p (1—p)

SRR

- 1y r{EE e <0 n)

< exp| — w(p—ﬁ) ~ t+MInT
2p(1-p)+35(—13)
A
< exp w(p W) +MInT
2p+p
(wp — k)*
= exp| ———+MIT ],
3wp
where X1, X5, ..., X, are independent indicator random variables with pa-

rameter p, and in Lemma B.2a=0,b=1,02=p(l—p)ande =p— L. O

W'



104 CHAPTER 4. COLLISION CHANNEL

Proof of Theorem 4.5. 1f T randomly chosen protocol sequences of length n
and weight w satisfy the requirement of identification and the decoding of
the sent messages is always possible, then the protocol sequences and codes
of users can be applied for T" users in communication on a multiple access
collision channel.

Obviously,

P{bad code} < P{false identification} 4+ P{false decoding},

and we need

P{bad code} < 1,

since then there is a good code. This gives an upper bound on minimum
frame size n. Thus, we it is enough if the following probabilities tend to 0

P{false identification} — 0,
P{false decoding} — 0.

For the decodability property we get by taking the logarithm of (4.8)

(wp — k)”
—W+M1DT<0. (4.9)

The solution of this inequality with respect to positive weight w is

1
SN O
p

(1+a)”
where
3MInT
a= - :
2 k
As a — 0, we have the following asymptotic inequality for w:
w2 E
p

Let the length of the segments be M, so n = Mw, and now p depends only

on M Vi
p=01-35)

If we choose the weight of the protocol sequences w to

k
w=(1+9) (4.10)
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for an arbitrary constant § > 0, the exponent in (4.8) become

k 5 _MlnT
3(1+9) k

which tends to —oo when £ — oo and % — 0, that is why for such a weight

w

P{false decoding} — 0.

By the choice of (4.10) the exponent in (4.7) become

M+1)InT
K ((1+5) (1- 1) _%)
which also tends to —oo when & — oo and lnTT — 0, that is why

P{false identification} — 0,

so there exists a good code C. As the reasoning above is true for all arbitrarily
small § > 0, the next asymptotic upper bound on the minimum weight w is

true:
) 1-M

|

w < :k(l—

Finally, we have shown the following asymptotic upper bound on the mini-
mum frame size n:

n(T, M, k) = Mw < kM (1 — L)
and for the sum-rate
Romn(T, M) Z (1= )70

If, in addition, M — oo, then
n(T, M, k) < kMe,

and for the sum-rate
Roum (T, M) > 7.

From Theorem 4.4 and 4.5 we have the following:



106 CHAPTER 4. COLLISION CHANNEL

Corollary 4.1 (Gyorfi and Gy6ri (2004)). For synchronous access and

non-binary packets, if M is fived, T — oo, |I| — 00,k — oo, |I]| > ek logT

> log |1]
0 and lOiT — 0, then

and for the sum-rate
Rom(T, M) ~ (1 - 2%
If, in addition, M — oo, then
n(T, M, k) ~ kMe,

and for the sum-rate
Roum(T, M) ~ e 1.

4.4 Bounds for asynchronous access

In Section 4.3 frame synchronization was assumed, so frames of the users
begin at the same slots (no time shift). In this section we study the frame
asynchronous case.

As the minimum block length for asynchronous access is lower bounded
by the minimum block length for synchronous access, Theorem 4.4 gives
us a lower bound on the minimum block length n(7, M, k) in the case of
asynchronous access, too.

In order to get an upper bound on the minimum block length n (7T, M, k)—
similarly to the synchronous case—randomly chosen protocol sequences of
constant weight w are used, and as an inner code a Reed—Solomon code
C; = C of parameters (w, k) is applied over GF(|I|) (w < |I]).

For asynchronous access the upper bound on the minimum length of the
protocol sequences is the same as for synchronous case.

Theorem 4.6 (Gyorfi and Gyéri (2005)). For asynchronous access and
non-binary packets, if M is fived, T — o0, k — 00, loiT — 0 and |I| > ek,
then

n(T, M, k) < kM (1— L)Y

)

and for the sum-rate

Ron(T, M) 2 (1 — 5

M-1
)
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If, in addition, M — oo, then
n(T, M, k) < kMe,

and for the sum-rate
Roum(T, M) > e 1.

In the case of asynchronous access the coding method has to ensure the
synchronization in addition to the identification and decoding. The decoding
depends on the codes of the users, and the others on the protocol sequences
of the users.

The detection is done by a two phase algorithm. In the first step a slid-
ing window is used whose length equals to the block length. The successfully
transmitted packets and the collision symbol on the output of the channel
are transformed to a bit 1, and the () symbol to bit 0. The resulted binary
vector is actually the Boolean sum of the protocol sequences of the active
users. If, starting at a position, this binary vector covers the protocol se-
quence of a user, then it is declared as active (identification) beginning at
this position (synchronization). In the second step it is already known which
users are active in this block, and the task is to decode their messages from
the successfully transmitted packets (decoding). Obviously, three different
types of errors can happen: false identification, false synchronization, and
false decoding.

REMARK. During the design of the protocol sequences it is supposed that
the decoding algorithm does not have a memory (stateless). We have syn-
chronization error only when a protocol sequence is covered by the beginning
of its shifted version and some other protocol sequences. During the applica-
tion of these protocol sequences we use a decoding algorithm with memory
(stateful). If a user is declared as active beginning at a given position, then
he will be active in the next n time slots, so the algorithm need not to check
its coverage in the next n time slots. Consequently, it does not cause synchro-
nization problem if a protocol sequence is covered by the end of its shifted
version and some other protocol sequences.

Let us choose T protocol sequences randomly. Each one has constant
weight w. Protocol sequences are divided into w segments of length 2 (inte-
ger) and in each segment there is exactly one 1 whose position is uniformly
distributed and independent of the others.

Firstly, we consider the identification task.

Lemma 4.7.
M
P{false identification} < exp ((ZM +1)InT+2MInn —w (1 - E) )
n
(4.11)
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Proof. Let us fix some arbitrarily shifted interfering protocol sequences (users)
such that there are at most M active ones in every time slot. (This can result
in at most 2M users.) Choose another (tagged) protocol sequence distinctly
from the others. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.7, the probability that
there exists a protocol sequence such that all positions of it are covered by
the sum of another arbitrarily shifted protocol sequences is at most

P{false identification}
<7 (1= (1-0)")
< T2MAL2M (1 — (- %)M)w
= exp (@M + )T +2Mln+win (1- (1-2)"))
< exp ((2M+ DInT +2MInn—w (1 - 2)M>

where in the last step we applied that In(1 — z) < —x, Vo € R. O
Now, we consider the synchronization task.

Lemma 4.8.

w

M
P{false synchronization} < exp (2]\/[ InT+2MInn — % (1 — —) )
n
(4.12)

Proof. Let us choose a tagged protocol sequence and suppose that it is also
among the active ones but it is shifted with 0 < s;7* + s < n time slots
(0 < sy <2 —1), and fix some arbitrarily shifted protocol sequences (users)
such that there are at most M active ones in every time slot. We denote by
A; (1 <i < w) the event that the 1 of the tagged user in the i*" segment is
covered (either by the shifted version of itself or by the other active users).
The probability of each event A; is

P{A)}=1— (1—%>M,

but events A;’s are dependent of each other, because A; depends on the
position of the 1 in segments 7,7 — s; — 1,7 — s; (if these segments are exists).
Variables ¢; (1 < i < w) correspond to the encoded packets, so their values
tell the position of the 1 in a segment. In Figure 4.2 the dependence of
covering events A; is illustrated. A; can be in conflict with at most 6 other
events, namely with Ai—lu Ai+17 Ai—s1—17 Ai—slaAi+517 Ai+51+1. That is Why 6
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Ci—s1—1 | Ci—sy ‘ L
Ci—1 | Ci | Ci+1 ‘ o
A A; Aipr

Figure 4.2: The dependence of covering events

independent classes B;, 1 < j <6 of A;’s can be formed, where B; N B, = (),
6
and U Bj = {Al, e ,Aw}.

i=1

Let A;’s be the vertices of an undirected graph, in which two vertices are
connected if they are in conflict, i.e., if they depend on the same c¢;. The
maximum degree of each vertex is at most 6, and the graph is neither a cycle
graph with an odd number of vertices, nor a complete graph, so it can be
colored with 6 colors (cf. Brooks (1941)). Events within one color class are
independent of each other. B; is the class of A;’s of color j. At least one of
the B;’s has ¢ elements or more.

P{fjl Al}

therefore

P{false synchronization}

IA

IN

< min P¢ N 4
j=1,....6 A€B;

< (-0-9")

= P{ - {Ai:AiEBj}}

Tt (1= (0-)Y)
72M 2M <1 _ (1 B Q)M)E
exp <2MlnT+2Mlnn+ v (1 (- %)M>>
exp (2MInT +2M nn — 2 (1 - 2)").

0J

Decoding error occurs if there are less than k successfully transmitted
packets (uncovered 1’s in the protocol sequence) of an active user.
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Lemma 4.9 (Gyorfi and Gydri (2005)). For asynchronous access and
non-binary packets, if w > % then

(wp — k)

P{false decoding} < exp <_ 3wp

+(2M —2)Inn + (2M — 1)lnT> ,

(4.13)
where

B (1 w)M—l
p= =)

Proof. Let us select some arbitrarily shifted protocol sequences (users), such
that there are at most M active ones in every time slot, and call one of them
tagged user. Let p be the probability of the event that in a fixed segment the
tagged user has an uncovered 1 (i.e., its 1 is not covered by the other M — 1
users). Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.6 the probability that there is a
protocol sequence which has less than k& uncovered positions (other positions
are covered by the other M — 1 protocol sequences) is at most

P{false decoding} < T(;/;_g) n?M-2 Z (w) p(1—p)*,
i

i<k
and by applying Bernstein’s inequality (Lemma B.2) for upper bounding the
tail of binomially distributed random variable we get

(wp — k)?

P{false decoding} < exp (— 3
wp

+(2M —2)Inn+ (2M — 1)1nT> :

O]

Proof of Theorem 4.6. If T' randomly chosen protocol sequences of length n
and weight w satisfy the requirements of identification and synchronization,
and the decoding of the sent messages is always possible, then the protocol
sequences and codes of users can be applied for T" users in communication
on a multiple access collision channel. Obviously,

P{bad code} < P{false ident.} + P{false synch.} + P{false decoding},

and we need

P{bad code} < 1,

since then there is a good code. This gives an upper bound on minimum
frame size n. Thus, it is enough if the following probabilities tend to 0

P{false identification} — 0,

P{false synchronization} — 0,
P{false decoding} — 0.
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For the decodability property we get by taking the logarithm of (4.13)

— k)2
—%7)+(2M—2)1nn+(2M—1)1nT<o. (4.14)
wp

If the middle term is temporarily ignored, the solution of this inequality with
respect to positive weight w is

k 1
w>];(1—|—oz) <1+ 1—m>7

where
3(2M —1)InT
o0a=—-—.
2 k
As a — 0, we have the following asymptotic inequality for w:
w2 E
p

Let the length of the segments be M, so n = Mw, and now p depends only

on M
p=(1- )"

If we choose the weight of the protocol sequences w to
k
w=(146)- (4.15)
p
for an arbitrary constant § > 0, the exponent in (4.13) becomes

52 (2M = 2)In ((1 + 5)%) (2M —1)InT
- 3(1+0) k a k

InT

w~ — 0, that is why for such a weight

which tends to —oo when £ — oo and
w
P{false decoding} — 0.

By the choice of (4.15) the exponent in (4.11) becomes

2M+ 1) M ((1 + 5)%>
k k

k| (1+0)(1-4) -
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and the exponent in (4.12) becomes

140
k| (=)

QMIDT 2Mln <(1+5)%)
k k

and both of them tend to —oo when k£ — oo and % — 0, that is why

P{false identification} — 0,

and
P{false synchronization} — 0,

so there exists a good code C. As the reasoning above is true for all arbitrarily
small § > 0, the next asymptotic upper bound on the minimum weight w is
true:
wgﬁzk(l—ﬁ)l_M.
p
Finally, we have shown the following asymptotic upper bound on the mini-
mum frame size n:

(T, M, k) S kM (1-4)7,
and for the sum-rate
Roumn(T, M) > (1= )"

If, in addition, M — oo, then
n(T, M, k) < kMe,

and for the sum-rate
Roum (T, M) > e 1.

From Theorem 4.4 and 4.6 we have the following:

Corollary 4.2 (Gyorfi and Gyori (2005)). For asynchronous access and
non-binary packets, if M is fized, T — oo, |I| — oo,k — oo, |I| > ek, 261

’ log |I|
0 and % — 0, then

—

n(T, M, k) ~ kM (1 —
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and for the sum-rate

Run(T, M) ~ (1 —

0

If, in addition, M — oo, then
n(T, M, k) ~ kMe,
and for the sum-rate

Roum(T, M) ~ ™.

4.5 Constructions
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Chapter 5

Slow Frequency Hopping

5.1 Channel model

In a slow frequency-hop packet radio network, the total RF bandwidth is
divided into L subbands, and the time is divided into intervals called slots.
Transmission of a packet must take place wholly within a packet slot. The
RF signal from a given transmitter is hopped from slot to slot by changing
the carrier frequency. The sequence of carrier frequencies used by a signal is
known as its frequency-hopping pattern or protocol sequence. The duration
between two consecutive hop epochs is called the hop interval. In our case
the hop interval is the time slot.

The requirement for slotted frequency hopping is that the hop intervals for
all transmitters must be aligned at all receivers. For many applications, this
requirement cannot be met, and only unslotted hopping is feasible. Within
slotted hopping the frames of the hop-sequences can be synchronous or asyn-
chronous. Assume that there is no noise in the system. Pursley (1987) made
an excellent survey on the general problem.

More formally, assume L frequency bands, so the channel consists of L
parallel multiple access channels without feedback, where the message to be
sent over a common communications channel is in the form of “packets”,
that are sent afteranother in time-frequency slots selected from a time-frame
of length n slots. If, in a particular time-frequency slot, a user is sending
a packet and there are no other users sending packets partially overlapping
with that slot, then the channel output is this packet value, otherwise the
channel output in that slot is the collision symbol. There is no feedback
available to inform the senders of the channel outputs in previous slots.

Take the slot duration as the unit of time. Assume the number of potential
users 1" < co. The arrivals of the messages are according to a birth process
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with intensity A,, = ¢(T' — m), where m is the number of active users (for
m=12...,7T).

Each user has a protocol sequence. Let ¢; = (¢;1,- - -, ¢in) be the protocol
sequence of user ¢ such that

0<¢; <L-1

If ¢; ; = ( then user i can send a packet during the j slot at frequency .

Assume that each message of length £ is encoded by an (n, k) shortened
Reed-Solomon code (k < n < Q). In the j% slot at the selected frequency
the j'" encoded packet of the Reed—Solomon codeword is sent (j = 1,...,n).
For a message from a given user (called the tagged user) decoding is possible
if there are at most n — k collisions (erasures), and the decoder knows which
are the n chosen slots for the actual encoded message. The decoder should
separate its packets from the others. Such separation is possible by the
addresses of the users: the address of the user is stored in the head of the
packet. Note that the decoder should know the serial numbers of the packets
sent, which is an additional overhead of size logn.

5.2 Bounds for non-binary packets

We consider the case when the input alphabet I contains more than two
elements. Here k information packets are encoded, so the number of different
messages is |I|*, therefore the sum-rate is defined as

kM
Rsum - n—L

Theorem 5.1. For non-binary packets, if M is fized, T — oo, |I| — oo, and
s, (), then

log |1]
n(T, M, L,k) 2 k(1—+)"™"
and for the sum-rate
M _
Roun( T, M, L) S 7 (1 - L)M

Proof. For the minimum code length, entropy based lower bound is given.
Now, the proof is the same as the proof of Theorem 4.4, but n should be
replaced by nL.

The code words of the slow frequency hopping channel with L subbands
and length n can be mapped to the code words of the collision channel of
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length nL with the restriction that there are exactly one 1 in each segment
of length L. In the following we are dealing with the mapped code words.

For the minimum code length, entropy based lower bound is given. For
a deterministic channel, the entropy of the channel input block can not be
greater than the entropy of the output block of the channel. If the codes
can solve the tasks of identification and decoding, then the entropy of the
output block is equal to the entropy of the input block. If M users out of
T send packets into the channel and each message takes values from a set of
size S = |I|*, then the input random variable can take (;)(|Z|*) different
values. (Note, that minimum block length needed for at most M users is
greater or equal to the minimum block length needed for exactly M users,
therefore it is enough to consider here the latter scenario.) Assume that the
input variable is uniformly distributed, so the entropy of the input random
variable is log (]\E) |[T|¥™. For the output random variable we can apply the
sum of the componentwise entropy as upper bound. All together we have
the following inequality

nL
T
log (<M> |1|’fM) = H(Oy,...,0,) < 2; H(0;) < nLmax H(O;),
where O; corresponds to the i*! position of the output. Let w; be the number
of protocol sequences which have 1’s at the i*" position. The entropy H(O;)
is the highest possible if O; is uniformly distributed on all @ € I. In this case
the distribution of O; can be calculated in the following way:

P{O;, =0} = Gor) = Do

(ar)

_ - wz(ﬂf’f) M
P{Oz—a} = m = m, VCLEI
P{O =%} — 1- ((XY{H;) B wi(<]\T4>_f) 1

The entropy of O; can be upper bounded as

P y41

g g——(l—po—pl)log(l—Po—pl)
rimavd

= —pologpo — p1logpr — (1 — po — p1)log(l — po — p1) + p1log|!]

< log3+ pilog|1]

wi (3 1)
T

()

H(O;) < —pologpo — || lo

log 3 + log |1|
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= log3 . log |1
Sy T (T —M+2) og 7]
sz 1 Ww; M—1
M1 1\
M-1

12

M 1
1 —(1-—= log |1

where we used that % (1 — %)M_l takes its maximum at w; = %, if there
is a restriction that the sum of L neighboring w;’s is T". The calculation
above implies that

T —
10g<(M)|[|kM> <nL (% (1_%)M 110g|[|—|—10g3>.

For the minimum code length we get (by using (%)M < (L)

M log & + kM log |1|
M (1- %)M_l log|I| 4+ Llog3
Mlog%

log | 1] + kM

M-1 0g3 "
M (1 B %) + {/01g|g1:|g

If |I| — oo and lfg‘rﬁ — 0, then

n(T,M,L,k) 2k (1 —1
and for the sum-rate

Rsum(Ta M7 L) =

kMM
nlL ™~ L

O

In order to get an upper bound on the minimum block length n (T, M, L, k)
randomly chosen protocol sequences are used, and as an inner code a Reed—
Solomon code C; = C of parameters (n, k) is applied over GF(|I|) (n < |I]).

For asynchronous access the upper bound on the minimum length of the
protocol sequences is at least the one for synchronous case, so it is enough
to consider only the asynchronous case.
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Theorem 5.2. For synchronous or asynchronous access and non-binary

packets, if M is fized, T — oo, k — oo, IOiT — 0 and |I| > ek, then

n(T,M,L k) Sk(1—1

~

and for the sum-rate
Rsum<T7 M? L) Z/

In the case of asynchronous access the coding method has to ensure the
synchronization in addition to the identification and decoding. The decoding
depends on the codes of the users, and the others on the protocol sequences
of the users.

The detection is done by a two phase algorithm. In the first step a slid-
ing window is used whose length equals to the block length. The successfully
transmitted packets and the collision symbol on the output of the channel
are transformed to a bit 1, and the () symbol to bit 0. The resulted binary
matrix is actually the Boolean sum of the protocol sequences of the active
users. If, starting at a position, this binary matrix covers the protocol se-
quence of a user, then it is declared as active (identification) beginning at
this position (synchronization). In the second step it is already known which
users are active in this block, and the task is to decode their messages from
the successfully transmitted packets (decoding). Obviously, three different
types of errors can happen: false identification, false synchronization, and
false decoding.

REMARK. During the design of the protocol sequences it is supposed that
the decoding algorithm does not have a memory (stateless). We have syn-
chronization error only when a protocol sequence is covered by the beginning
of its shifted version and some other protocol sequences. During the applica-
tion of these protocol sequences we use a decoding algorithm with memory
(stateful). If a user is declared as active beginning at a given position, then
he will be active in the next n time slots, so the algorithm need not to check
its coverage in the next n time slots. Consequently, it does not cause synchro-
nization problem if a protocol sequence is covered by the end of its shifted
version and some other protocol sequences.

Let us choose T' protocol sequences randomly. In each time slot there is
exactly one 1 whose position is uniformly distributed and independent of the
others.

Firstly, we consider the identification task.



120 CHAPTER 5. SLOW FREQUENCY HOPPING

Lemma 5.1.
P{false identification} < exp ((QM +1)InT+2MInn—n(1- %)M)
(5.1)

Proof. Let us fix some arbitrarily shifted interfering protocol sequences (users)
such that there are at most M active ones in every time slot. (This can result
in at most 2M users in a block.) Choose another (tagged) protocol sequence
distinctly from the others. The proof is exactly the same as the proof of
Lemma 3.1, but we have here 2M active users in a block instead of M, so

P{false identification}
< exp ((2M +1)InT+2MInn+nln (1 - (1- %)M>> ,

and then let us apply that In(1 —z) < —z, Vo € R. O]
Now, we consider the synchronization task.

Lemma 5.2.

P{false synchronization} < exp (QMIHT +2MInn—n(1- %)M> (5.2)

Proof. Let us choose a tagged protocol sequence and suppose that it is also
among the active ones but with some shift, and fix some arbitrarily shifted
protocol sequences (users) such that there are at most M active ones in every
time slot. (This can result in at most 2M users in a block.) The proof is
exactly the same as the proof of Lemma 3.4, but we have here 2M active
users in a block instead of M, so

P{false synchronization}

< exp <2M1nT—|—2Mlnn+n1n <1 — (1 — %)M>> ,

and then let us apply that In(1 — z) < —z, Vo € R. O]

Decoding error occurs if there are less than k successfully transmitted
packets (uncovered 1’s in the protocol sequence) of an active user.

Lemma 5.3. For asynchronous access and non-binary packets, if n > % then

(np — k)?

P{false decoding} < exp (— 3
np

+(2M —2)Inn+ (2M — 1)lnT> :

(5.3)

where Vi
p=01-7)"
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Proof. Let us select some arbitrarily shifted protocol sequences (users), such
that there are at most M active ones in every time slot, and call one of them
tagged user. Let p be the probability of the event that in a fixed segment the
tagged user has an uncovered 1 (i.e., its 1 is not covered by the other M — 1
users). Similarly to the proof of Lemma 4.6 the probability that there is a
protocol sequence which has less than k uncovered positions (other positions
are covered by the other M — 1 protocol sequences) is at most

P{false decoding} < T'(,},1,)n*" 2 Z (n) p(l—p)"
i

i<k

and by applying Bernstein’s inequality (Lemma B.2) for upper bounding the
tail of binomially distributed random variable we get

(np — k)°

P{false decoding} < exp <_ 3np

+(2M —2)Inn+ (2M — l)lnT) :

O

Proof of Theorem 5.2. If T' randomly chosen protocol sequences of length n
satisfy the requirements of identification and synchronization, and the de-
coding of the sent messages is always possible, then the protocol sequences
and codes of users can be applied for T users in communication on a slow
frequency hopping channel. Obviously,

P{bad code} < P{false ident.} + P{false synch.} + P{false decoding},

and we need
P{bad code} < 1,

since then there is a good code. This gives an upper bound on minimum
block size n. Thus, it is enough if the following probabilities tend to 0
P{false identification} — 0,

P{false synchronization} — 0,
P{false decoding} — 0.

For the decodability property we get by taking the logarithm of (5.3)

—k)?
_(”1737)+(2M_2)1nn+(2M—1)lnT<0. (5.4)
np
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If the middle term is temporarily ignored, the solution of this inequality with
respect to positive weight n is

k 1
n>]—9(1+a) <1+’/1—m>,

where
3(2M —1)InT
o0=—— .
2 k
As a — 0, we have the following asymptotic inequality for n:
p

If we choose the length of the protocol sequences n to

k
n=(1+d) (5.5)

for an arbitrary constant § > 0, the exponent in (5.3) becomes

52 (2M —2)In ((1 + 5)%) 2M —1)InT
— 3(1+0) k a k

InT

which tends to —oo when & — oo and T

n

— 0, that is why for such a length

P{false decoding} — 0.
By the choice of (5.5) the exponent in (5.1) becomes

(@M 41w M (a+95)

—k (1+5)(1_%) k k

and the exponent in (5.2) becomes

Coawr 2Mn ((1+8)%)

—k (1+5) (1_%> k k

and both of them tend to —oo when k — oo and % — 0, that is why

P{false identification} — 0,
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and
P{false synchronization} — 0,

so there exists a good code C. As the reasoning above is true for all arbitrarily
small 4 > 0, the next asymptotic upper bound on the minimum block length
n is true:
ngﬁ:k(l— )I_M.
p
Finally, we have shown the following asymptotic upper bound on the mini-

mum block length n:

n(T, M, L, k) Sk (1— 1)
and for the sum-rate
M M—1
Rl T, M, L) 2 5 (1- 2)

O

Corollary 5.1. For synchronous access and non-binary packets, if M 1is
fized, T — o0, |I| — 00,k — o0, |I| > ek, 2L — 0 and 2L — 0, then

) Toe T] :
n(T,M,L, k) ~Fk(1— %)1—]\47
and for the sum-rate
Raum(T, M, L) = % (1- 1M

5.3 Constructions
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Chapter 6

Collision Channel with Ternary
Feedback

6.1 Collision Channel with Feedback

In multi-user communications the problem is how to serve many senders if
one common communication channel is given. The classical solution is a
kind of multiplexing, i.e., either time-division multiplexing, or frequency-
division multiplexing. For partially active senders, always there are a large
number of senders, each which has nothing to send most of the time. In this
communication situation the multiplexing is inefficient. One such situation,
namely the problem of communicating from remote terminals on various
islands of Hawaii via a common radio channel to the main central computer,
led to the invention by Abramson (1970) of the first formal random-access
algorithm, now commonly called pure ALOHA and to the design of a radio
linked computer network, called ALOHANET (cf. Abramson (1985)).

In pure ALOHA, a transmitter always transmits a packet at the random
moment it is presented (arrived) to the transmitter. If during the transmis-
sion of this packet there is no other overlapping transmission by an other
transmitter, then the packet is transmitted successfully, and the transmit-
ter is informed about this success. Otherwise, there is a ”collision”, the
transmitter hasn’t got ACK that is assumed to destroy all the packets that
overlap. When collision happens, the packets must be retransmitted. In or-
der to avoid a repetition of the same collision, pure ALOHA specifies that
after a collision each transmitter involved randomly selects a waiting time
before it again retransmits its packet. For the analysis of a random access
scheme, one usually assumes that the packets have the same size, the trans-
mission time of a packet is called slot, it is the time unit, and we have Poisson
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traffic, i.e., the arrival moments of the packets form a stationary Poisson pro-
cess with intensity A with respect to the slot. Abramson (1970) defined the
"throughput” as the fraction of time on the channel occupied by success-
fully transmitted packets. He showed that the maximum ”throughput” is
% ~ 0.184. Unfortunately, he assume a "statistically equilibrium”, i.e., that
the time moments of transmissions and retransmissions form a stationary
Poisson process, too, which impossible, for any given Poisson A > 0 arrivals
and for any distribution of the waiting time, the time moments of transmis-
sions and retransmissions cannot form a stationary process, so the conditions
of the "throughput” computation cannot be satisfied.

In slotted ALOHA, the time axis is partitioned into slots and each packet
to be transmitted fits into one slot. Using the same ”statistically equilibrium”
assumption, Roberts (1975) showed that the maximum ”throughput” is % A
0.368. According to the slotted ALOHA protocol, whenever a packet arrives
at a transmitter, that packet is transmitted in the next slot. Whenever
a collision occurs in a slot, each packet involved in the collision is said to
be backlogged and remains backlogged until it is successfully transmitted.
For some fixed 1 > p > 0, each backlogged packet is retransmitted in the
subsequent slot with probability p. It can be seen that, for Poisson arrival,
the number of backlogged packets forms a homogeneous Markov chain. We
sketch that for any (small) A > 0, this Markov chain cannot be stable, i.e.,
it cannot have unique limit distribution. Let X, be the number of packets
being ready to transmission or retransmission at the end of the n-th slot, V,
the number of successful transmission in the n-th slot, and Y,, the number of
arrivals in the n-th slot. Thus, X,, follows the evolution

Xn+1 = (Xn - Vn+1)+ + Yn+1-
It can be seen that the transition probabilities are of the following form:

Pri-1 = kp(l—p)*te™
/\i+1 )\z
|e_’\ + (1 —kp(1—p)FHe™ i >0.

Dkk+i = kp(l—p)k_lm i

If D), denotes the conditional expectation of the one-step increase of the chain
given the state k, then

Dy = B{Xps1 — Xo|Xo =k} = A — kp(1 — p) .

It implies that, for any A > 0 and for any 1 > p > 0, D, will be positive for
all sufficiently large k. Thus, if the system becomes sufficiently backlogged,
it drifts in the direction of becoming more and more backlogged. Kaplan
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(1979) gives a simple and elegant proof that this chain is unstable. From
this derivation it is clear that p should be changing, should be the function
of a good estimate of k. Hajek and VanLoon (1982) have introduced a class
of algorithms in which p is updated in each slot as a function of the previous
p and the feedback information. They showed that such functions can be
chosen with the property that for A < 1/e the resulting chain is stable.

In this chapter we consider the multiple-access collision channel with
ternary feedback. An unlimited number of users are allowed to transmit
packets of a fixed length whose duration is taken as a time unit and called
slot. Stations can begin to transmit packets only at times n € N, N =
{0,1,2,3...}. A slot is a time interval [n,n + 1). The destination for the
packet contents is a single common receiver. All users send their packets
through a common channel. Senders of different packets cannot interchange
information. Thus it is convenient to suppose that there are infinitely many
non cooperating users and that the packet arrivals can be modelled as a
Poisson process in time with, say, intensity A.

When two or more users send a packet in the same time slot, these packets
“collide” and the packet information is lost, i.e., the receiver cannot deter-
mine the packet contents, and retransmission will be necessary. However,
all users, also those who were not transmitting can learn —from the ternary
feedback just before time instant n + 1— the story of time slot [n,n + 1):

e feedback 0 means an idle slot,
e feedback 1 means successful transmission by a single user,
e feedback of the collision symbol * means that collision happened.

A conflict resolution protocol (or random multiple access algorithm) is a
retransmission scheme for the packets in a collision. Such a scheme must
insure the eventual successful transmission of all these packets. A conflict
resolution protocol has two components: the channel-access protocol (CAP)
and the collision resolution algorithm (CRA).

The CAP is a distributed algorithm that determines, for each transmitter,
when a newly arrived packet at that transmitter is sent for the first time. The
simplest CAP, both conceptually and practically, is the free-access protocol in
which a transmitter sends a new packet in the first slot following its arrival.
The blocked-access protocol is that in which a transmitter sends a new packet
in the first slot following the resolution of all collisions that had occured prior
to the arrival of the packet.

The CRA can be defined as an algorithm (distributed in space and time)
that organizes the retransmission of the colliding packets in such a way that
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every packet is eventually transmitted successfully with finite delay and all
transmitters become aware of this fact.

The time span from the slot where an initial collision occurs up to and
including the slot from which all transmitters recognize that all packets in-
volved in the above initial collision have been successfully received is called
collision resolution interval (CRI).

We consider blocked access which means that during the resolution of one
particular collision, all users which were not involved in it are not allowed
to transmit. This “blocking period” is called an epoch. Thus, an epoch
consists of the time slots needed by the conflict resolution protocol to (at
least partially) resolve one collision. The users involved in the initial collision
will be called the active users of that epoch.

Clearly, because of the Poisson arrival of messages, i.e., of new users,
message packets waiting for transmission will accumulate during the epoch.
These packets will all be transmitted in the time slot following the epoch, to-
gether with packets arriving in that time slot, and possibly also packets which
were not resolved previously. It is of course important that the maximum
transmission delay, i.e., the maximal expected time between the generation
and the successful transmission of a given packet, must be finite. (Because
of the probabilistic (Poisson) model for the message arrivals, this is the best
one can do.)

The supremum of the set of intensities A for which a certain protocol still
gives raise to a finite delay is called its throughput. The capacity of a certain
collision channel is the supremum of achievable throughputs, taken over all
possible protocols.

6.2 Tree Algorithms for Collision Resolution

Independently of each other, Capetanakis (1979), and Tsybakov and Mi-
hailov (1978), (1980) introduced the first CRA which resulted in stable con-
flict resolution protocol. Capetanakis called it tree algorithm, while Tsy-
bakov and Mihailov called it stack algorithm, so we abridge by TCRA.

Let N denote the number of active transmitters. According to the al-
gorithm, all active transmitters send the packets in the next slot. If there
was no active transmitter (N = 0) then the feedback is 0 and the algorithm
terminates. If there was exactly one active transmitter (N = 1) then the
feedback is 1 and the transmission was successful, so, again, the algorithm
terminates. Otherwise N > 2, the feedback is the collision symbol x. After
this collision, all transmitters involved flip a binary coin. Those flipping 0
retransmit in the next slot, those flipping 1 retransmit in the next slot after
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the collision (if any) among those flipping 0 has been resolved.

Example. In order to illustrate the algorithm, assume that N = 4, and
denote the four packets by A, B, C' and D. Figure 6.1 shows the packets
sent in a slot, when the flipping values are according to Table 6.1.

A

A A A
packets: D D D

B B
C C
D
1

slots:

Figure 6.1: Packets sent according to TCRA

slot | packet | flipping values
1

—_

CO O3 |t U N~ —
OO m e
— OO0 OlRk RO RF OO

Table 6.1: Flipping values

Observe that the algorithm doesn’t terminates at slot 10. The reason is
that no one can be sure that there was not other active transmitter, say FE.
This turns out only in slot 11.

The algorithm can be represented by a binary rooted search tree. This is
why Capetanakis called it by tree algorithm. Collisions correspond to inter-
mediate nodes, while empty slots and successful slots correspond to terminal
nodes. Gallager (1985) introduced a simple implementation: when a trans-
mitter flips 1 after a collision in which he is involved, he sets a counter to 1,
then increments it by one for each subsequent collision slot and decrements
by one for each subsequent collision-free slot. When the counter reaches 0,
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the transmitter retransmit in the next slot. Additionally, all active and non-
active transmitters must know when the original collision (if any) has been
resolved as this determines when new packets may be sent. For this purpose,
it suffices for each transmitter to have a second counter which is set to 1 just
prior to the first slot, then incremented by one for each subsequent collision
slot and decremented by one for each subsequent collision-free slot. When
this second counter reaches 0, the original collision (if any) has been resolved.

Tsybakov and Mihailov (1978), and Tsybakov and Vvedenskaya (1980)
interpreted the same algorithm by a stack.

In order to analyze the tree algorithm, let X denote the number of packets
sent in the first slot of the CRI, and let Y be the length (in slots) of the same
CRI, i.e., the collision resolution time resolving X conflicts. Introduce the
notation

Ly = E{Y|X = N},

then Ly is the conditional expectation of the collision resolution time, given
the multiplicity of the conflict N. Obviously,

Ly=1

and
L1 - ]_

When N > 2, there is a collision in the first slot. If ¢ of the colliding
transmitters flip 0, then the expected CRI length is

1+ Li+ Ly,
and the probability of this flipping is

therefore
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Thus
N—-1 N
Ly(1—27Nt)y =1 4 o= N+! L;. 6.1
N ( ) + ; ; (6.1)

Using this recursion we can calculate Ly, for example, Table 6.2 shows some
figures. Massey (1981) bounded the oscillation of Ly/N. Hajek (1980) in-

N Ly | Ln/N]L(N)
01 1

11 1 2.338
2|5 25 | 4.864
3 |7.667 |2.555 |7.674
4 110524 | 2.631 |10.545
5 | 13.419 | 2.684 | 13.427
6 |16.313|2.719 |16.312
7 119.201 | 2.743 | 19.198
8 |22.085 | 2.761 | 22.083
9 |24.969 | 2.774 | 24.969
10 | 27.853 | 2.785 | 27.854

Table 6.2: Values of Ly for TCRA

dicated first that Ly/N does not converge, and then Mathys and Flajolet
(1985) proved its asymptotic behavior. Janssen and de Jong (2000) clarified
the asymptotics of Ly /N:

2
Ly/N = ) + Asin(2rlog N + ) + O(N 1),
n

where

A=3.127-107°, © = 0.9826.
These imply that

. . Ly _ Ly
< — < — <
2.8853869 < h]VHLIOIif N S lim sup N = 2.8853932.

N—oo

Introduce the notation
_ . -z
L(z) = EO L,—i!e :
7=

L(z) is called the Poisson transform of the sequence {Lx} (cf. Szpankowski
(2001)). In the next sections we assume that new packets arrive according
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to a Poisson process, and in the analysis L(z) plays an important role. If N
is a random variable with Poisson(z) distribution then

L(z) = E{Ly}.

For the tree algorithm, the coin flipping can be interpreted by the random
arrival time, too. If a packet arrived in the interval [0,1] and this arrival
time is uniformly distributed, then the bits of its binary expansion can be
considered as flipping bits. Put N = N; + N,, where N; and N, are in-
dependent random variables with Poisson(z/2) distribution. Ny and N, are
the numbers of the arrivals in the first and second half of [0, 1], respectively.
Then for N <1

Ly =1,

otherwise

Ly =14 Ly, + Ly,.

From these relation we can derive an equation for L(z):

L(z) = E{Ln}
= BE{linay} + E{linegy(1+ Ly, + L)}
= E{lveny(1 = (14 Ly, + L))}
+E{1+ Ly, + Ly, }

= 2E{I{n<iy} +E{1+ Ly, + Ly, }

= —2(e P +ze*)+1+42L(2/2)
where we applied that for N < 1, Ny < 1 and Ny, < 1, therefore Ly, =
Ly, = 1. Thus

L(z) =1—-2(1+2)e *+2L(2/2). (6.2)

The recursive equation (6.2) gives an easy and quick way of calculation
of L(z) numerically.

Algorithm 6.1. For any fized z > 0 choose kg such that 2 := z/2% < 1075,
and apply the following iteration:

L(2%8) =1 —2(1+2"2)e 2 4 202" 12), (1 <k < k)

then in the kit step we get L(z). In order to get a good initial value for L(Z),
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Figure 6.2: Values of F(z) for small z

we use the second order Taylor polynomial approximation.:

22 . 22
L(3) = (L0+L12+L2?+---) <1—z+5--->
L L
~ L0+(L1—L0)2+<—2—L1+ 0)22

5 1
= 14+ (1 —-1)2+(=—1+=)2
+ ( )z+(2 +2>z

= 14232

Let us introduce

the proportional average number of time slots F'(z) required to resolve the
conflict among colliding users in case of Poisson(z) collisions (cf. Figure 6.2).
L(z) L(1.15)

in F'(z) = mi = = 2.328224 :
min (2) min — T1E 32822469 (6.3)

Using Algorithm 6.1, one can calculate F(z) for 1 < z < 2, and based on
these values we give an algorithm to evaluate F'(z) for large 2z, and shows its
oscillation.

Algorithm 6.2. From the equation (6.2) it follows that

C1-2(1422)e*

F(2z) 5%

+ F(z2),
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24 =
6.254 - 106

Figure 6.3: The oscillation in F(2)

so if F(z) is given for 1 < z <2 (e.g., using Algorithm 6.1), then F(2z) can
be calculated for 1 < z < 2, therefore F(z) is given for 2 < z < 4 this way.
So, by induction

1—2(1 4 2/z)e2"
F(2%2) = Z ( 9, e + F(z)
i=1

for any k > 2. For large enough k we can write that for any 1 < z < 2

F(2%2) =~ G(z) + F(z), (6.4)
where k > kg, and
01— 2(1 4 22)e 22 fp— 2(1 + 2z)e 2
G(2) = Z 2z = . 2z '

i=1 i=1
If k > ko = 30, then this approximation error is of order 1079,

Equation (6.4) gives us an easy way of studying F'(z) (see Figure 6.3).
We found that
L L
2.8853869 < lim inf ﬁ < lim sup ﬁ < 2.8853932. (6.5)
z

2—00 z 2—00

In the next section we give a detailed analysis of the asymptotics (6.5).

Massey (1981) improved the TCRA. He observed that when a current
slot is empty following a collision, all transmitters know that all the packets
which collided in the past slot will be retransmitted in the future slot. Thus,
all transmitters know in advance that the future slot will contain a collision,
therefore it is wasteful actually to retransmit these packets in the future
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slot. The transmitters can "pretend” that this collision has taken place and
immediately flip their binary coins and continue with the TCRA. We refer
to this CRA as modified tree collision resolution algorithm (MTCRA). He
proved that, for N > 4,

Li <2.664- N —1,

and calculated some values of L}:

N Ly |Ly/N[L*(N)
01 1

1|1 1 2.187
2 |45 |225 |4.466
3|7 2.333 | 7.030
4 19.643 | 2411 |9.668
5| 12.314 | 2.463 | 12.324
6 | 14.985 | 2.497 | 14.986
7 | 17.651 | 2.522 | 17.649
8 |20.314|2.539 |20.313
9 | 22,977 | 2.553 | 22.976
10 | 25.640 | 2.564 | 25.640

Table 6.3: Values of L}, for MTCRA

For the modified tree algorithm, the coin flipping can be interpreted also
such that N = N; 4+ N,, where N; and N, are independent random variables
with Poisson (z/2) distribution. Then for N <1

otherwise
Ly =1+ Ly, + Ly, — oy,

From these relation we can derive an equation for L*(z):

L'(z) = B{Ly}
= E{l{vey} + E{Insoy(1+ Ly, + L, — Iivi—op)}
= E{lnvany} + E{{vony(1+ Ly, + Liy,)} — E{n>2.5,=0}
= E{Inveiy(1— 1+ Ly, + Li,))}
+E{1+ Ly, + Ly, } — E{I{n+no>2, 8 =0} }
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Figure 6.4: Values of F*(z) for small z

= —2E{Iiy<iy} + E{1+ Ly, + Ly, } — E{L(n,>2,n =03}
= —2(eF +ze )+ 1+2L%(2/2) — (1 — e */? — Ze7#/%) 7%/
= 1-(1+22) e —e 24 2L%(2/2)

where we applied that for N < 1, Ny < 1 and Ny, < 1, therefore Ly, =
Ly, = 1. Thus

L(z)=1—(1+32) e — e+ 2L%(2/2). (6.6)

Again, this gives a recursive way of calculating L*(z) if we take into account
that for small values of z

L*(z) ~ 1+ 1.752°.

Let us introduce F*(z) = LT(Z) From equation (6.6) it follows that

1—(1432)e* —e*
2z

so if F*(z)is given for 1 < z < 2, then F*(2z) can be calculated for 1 < z < 2,

therefore F*(z) is given for 2 < z < 4 this way (cf. Figure 6.4).

L*(z)  L*(1.25)

in F*(2z) = mi = = 2.16322 .
min (2) min — 1 9% 632265 (6.7)

F*(22) = + F*(2),

Generally,

k 1—(1 §2i 2ty 2171y
F*(262) =3 Uty 2; —— + F(2)

i=1
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for any £ > 2. As this sum is convergent, for large enough k we can write
that
F*(2%2) = G*(2) + F*(z), (6.8)

where 1 < z<2and k > kg

G*(z) ~

f’: 1—(1+ gZiz)e_% —e 272
— 2tz
Again, for ky = 30, the approximation error is of order 107°. (6.8) gives us
an easy way of studying F*(z) = LT(Z) We found that
L* L*
2.664040 < liminf i) < lim inf ﬁ < 2.664045. (6.9)

Z2—00 yA zZ—00 A

Similarly to L(z), it is possible to express L*(z) by a non-recursive for-
mula, too.

. > o Ej —1-27J
j=2

J!
B ) ZN » N /N %j—l—z_]
= (1+2)e —l—zme l—l-Z(—l)](.)W
N=2 =2 J

from which we get a closed formula for L},. Ly =1if N <1 and

N 3 . .
. [N\ 57 —1-277
LNZHZ(—W(j)Ql_W
=2

if N > 2.

If the multiplicity of the collision is large then the tree has many inter-
mediate nodes, so Ly can be decreased if the tree has Q)-ary root, otherwise
has binary nodes. Given N, let LS\?) denote the conditional expectation of
the collision resolution time, and let L(?)(z) be the Poisson transform of the
sequence {Lg\?)}. Similarly to the previous calculation, if N is a random vari-
able with Poisson (z) distribution then the coin flipping can be interpreted
such that N = N; + --- 4+ Ng, where Ny,..., Ng are independent random
variables with Poisson (z/@Q) distribution. Then for N <1

LY =1,

otherwise
LY =1+ Ly, + -+ Ly,
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therefore

L(Q)(z)
=B{LY)
=E{I{n<iy} + E{Jn>2y(1 + Ly, + -+ L) }
= E{livay(1 = (14 L+ + Lvg )} + B{L+ Ly, + -+ L }
= —QE{I{n<i}} +E{1+ Ly, +--- 4+ Ly, }
=—Q(e"+ze7)+1+QL(2/Q).

It implies that

L) =1-Q(1+2)e™* + QL(2/Q). (6.10)

6.3 The oscillation of L(z)/z and of Ly — L(N)

Hajek (1980) indicated first that Ly/N does not converge, Massey (1981)
bounded the oscillation of Ly/N, and then Mathys and Flajolet (1985)
showed its asymptotic behavior in an implicit way. Janssen and de Jong
(2000) clarified the exact asymptotics of Ly /N:

2
Ly/N = ) + Asin(2mlogy N + ) + O(N 1),

where
A=3.127-107°, ¢ = 0.9826.

These imply that

L L
2.8853869 < lim inf =~ < lim sup WN < 2.8853932.

N—o0 N—oo
The question naturally arises whether

L(z)

lim sup WN = lim sup

N—oo Z—00

Firstly we show a result of Janssen and de Jong (2000) which is on the
oscillation of LWN In its proof a similar technique is used as in the proof of
Theorem 6.1 in the sequel.
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Lemma 6.1 (Janssen and de Jong (2000)).

L(2) 2 :
= E+A81n(27rloggz+cp), (6.11)

where
A=3.127-107°, © = 0.9826.

Proof. Janssen and de Jong (2000) proved this lemma by Fourier analysis.
Here we give a different proof. The technique being used here is by Mellin
transform, and it will be applied also in the proof of Theorem 6.1. (Reader
can find an excellent survey on Mellin transform in Flajolet et al. (1995), and
some application of Mellin transform to similar problems in Knuth (1973)
pages 131-134, and Jacquet, Regnier (1986).)

Based on Gulko and Kaplan (1985), Mathys and Flajolet (1985) the for-
mula for Ly can be written in a nonrecursive way: Lo = L; = 1, and for
N > 2,

Ly=1+ 2i (27 (1-(1-27)Y) = N1 -2)"1) (6.12)

§=0
Actually, it can be easily seen as follows.
1—(1-29)N - N277(1 — 27 7)1

is the probability of two or more successes in N Bernoulli trials, where the
probability of success is 277. This is the probability that a particular node
of the tree at level j contains two or more active users. The average number
of such nodes at level j is then

2 (1-(1-279)"=N27/(1—279)"1),

and each of them has two children at level 7 + 1. Average number of nodes
in the tree can be calculated by summing up for all possible j this quantity
multiplied by two plus 1 for the root node.

Let us calculate the Poisson transform of Ly. By (6.12)

L(z) = ZLNﬁe_Z
N=0 ’
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o0

> N
=142 7Y <1 —(1—27)N — N27i(1— 2—j)N—1> %e—z
Jj=0 )

=2

7=0
o0 N
Y N2 2V e
i~ N!
> . — . s . . ZN
= 142 (e =2 970y N " 97iy(1 - 27 N—>e—z

= 1+2 Z 2 (e — 1=27)2 _9=iy _97i, (e(l’ﬁ)z — 1) )e’z

= 142 Z 29 (e* — 17277)2 _ 2_jze(1_27j)z> e ?
=0

= 142 Y (1 e 2*J‘ze*2‘j2) (6.13)
=0

We use the Mellin transform technique (cf. (2001)). The Mellin transform
of a complex valued function f(z) defined over positive reals is

M[f(x);s]:F(s):/ws_lf(x)dx, a<R(s)<b

where (a,b) is the fundamental (convergence) strip and R(-) (3(:)) denotes

the real (imaginary) part of its argument. The inversion formula is
1 c+i00
) = — x °F(s)ds, a<c<hb,
fo) =5 | oF
where ¢ is an arbitrary real number from the fundamental strip (a,b). The
following Mellin transforms will be used.

M[l—e™ —xe ;5] = —(s+ 1)[(s), -2 <R(s) <0, (6.14)

where I'(+) denotes the complete gamma function that is in Euler’s limit form
(cf. Szpankowski (2001) page 41):

syl
I'(s) = lim n

e s (5 12) - (s4n) (6.15)
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Equation (6.14) can be verified by applying the inversion integral or if we
consider some elementary Mellin transforms (cf. Szpankowki (2001) page
401):

Mle ;5] = T(s), 0 < R(s) < oo, (6.16)
Me ™ —1;8] = T(s), —1 < R(s) <0. (6.17)

One of the basic properties of the Mellin transform is that if
M[f(z);s] = F(s),  a<R(s) <D,
then
MlazP f(yz); s] = ay *F(s + 3), a— [ <R(s)<b-—p. (6.18)
That is why from (6.16) and (6.18) we have
Mze™;s] =T (s + 1), —1 < R(s) < 0. (6.19)

Equation (6.14) follows from (6.17), (6.19) and from the fact that it does not
have a pole at —1.
So, by using the Mellin transform on (6.13) we get that

M[L(z) —1;s] = 2 iZjM[l — e 97Uz E )
= 2 Z 27 (279) 7" (—(s + D)I(s))

_ QZ (27 (= (s + D)I(s))

5 (s +1)I'(s)
STl s
where —2 < R(s) < —1 (in the last step R(s) < —1 is needed for the
convergence). Let us choose ¢ := —3/2. From the inversion formula it
follows that
s+ S
L -] = — I ) A A A I
() omi ) © ( 1 — o5+l ) °
s+ §)z7°
= —— d 6.20
2 / T (6.20)

c—100
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3()
4

X The
2

X Tha

3 9| -1 1 2 R
27
X T
47
X T
c=—-3/2

Figure 6.5: Poles of M[L(z) — 1;s] and the line integral for the inversion
formula

The line integral in (6.20) can be evaluated by using Cauchy’s residue
theorem (cf. Figure 6.5). For this calculation some residues are needed. I'(s)

has simple poles at s =0, —1,—2,.... The residue in the pole at 0 is
res I(s) = lir% sI'(s)
= liII(l) I(s+1)
= 1.
1_++1 has simple poles at the roots of equation 2571 = 1, so if s + 1 =
IIEZETE pamely s = —1 + 2270
1 _ oy 1
w1 — 2t T e (1 — 2ty
li L
= 1m —-
s—so —25t11n 2
- 1
 In2’
for all sg € {—1+ 3 ke Z}, and
res (s + 1)I'(s) C s (s +2)
s=—1 1 — 25+l s=—1 g(1 — 25+1)

B 1
R YT
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1
In2°

If we close the integration contour of the inversion integral in the right
half plane (and negate the result because of the negative direction of the
integration contour), we get

c+ioco
2 (s+1)I'(s)z—*
Liz)—1 = —— d
(2) i / 1 —ostt

S 1)

_ 2kmi — 9s+1
e s=—1+575" 1 2

::%;L+i+zﬁﬁ(Hﬁﬁ %j

—1In2

2kmi

_ 2kmi 2kmi —
= 2505 ey D (—1+ 35 27

2z 1 T —2kmilogs 2
= 2 (1o (1 g ),

therefore

1) = oy (1= 4T (L ) et ) 1 (o)

k0

As the gamma function decays exponentially fast over imaginary lines, for
@ a sharp approximation can be given by (6.21) if we take into account
just the first two terms (for k¥ = 41) of the sum, i.e., the approximation error
is of order 10712,

L(2) 2 ok 1
~ 1 o 2k7rzr 1 2kmi 2kmilogy z S
~ 1H2( kzﬂ:l In2 ( + 1n2) >

The last term is negligible asymptotically, so

L(Z> 2 e s —2kmilogy 2
B 2 (- 3 s e

z
k==+1
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_ 2 1 2k7ri1‘\ 1 2kmi
= o\t > T (-1+33)
k=+1
- (cos (—2km log, z) + isin (—2kw log, 2)) )

2 . ) .
= 15 (1 + IQH%F (—1 — 1211%) (cos (27 log, 2) + isin (27 log, 2))

— 25D (=1 + 2% (cos (2m log, 2) — i sin (27 log, z)))

2 . . .
B E(l—i_ 131_7;(2 (F (_ - lzni;) _F(_1‘|‘ %))COS(ZﬁlogQ,z)

— (P (-1=2&) + T (-1+ %)) sin (27 log, 2) >>

Using the well-known equality I'(Z) = I'(z), and let

[ (=1+ ) =o' +iy = —3.31727-107° 4 4.973654 - 10~%4,

then we get
L(ZZ) ~ é (1 + 1% (y' cos (2w log, z) — @' sin (27 log, z))) (6.22)
— %(1 + %msin <27r10g2z—|—arctg (—%)))
= % + Asin(2mlog, 2z + @), (6.23)
where

A=3.127-107°, © = 0.9826.
O

Mathys (1984) proved that Ly—L(N) = O(1). Next we extend it showing
its oscillation.

Theorem 6.1.

where

Ly — L(N) ~ Acos(2mlogy N + ¢),

A=1.29-107*, ¢ = 0.698.
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Proof. By (6.12) and (6.13),

Ly — L(N) = 1+2§: (27 (1= -27)") = N1 -27)"T)

=0

12y (2]’(1 e 2Ny Ne’TjN)
=0

_9 i% <e—2’jN (- 2—3')N>

o0

F2Y N (7Y = —27)
—2 O_o 22N (1 - (e”(l - 2‘J)> )

+ QZ N (6_2_j€_2_j(N_1) - (1- 2_j)N_1>
j=0
=:2A+ 2B

For getting lower and upper bounds we use the following inequalities. If
0 <z <1, then

l+2+2 < ¢ < l4z+Z 42
.TQ .Ts X .732 .734 332
-5 -5 <e(l-2) <1-5-%F <1-%
1—2 < e " §1—x+z—2

and if a > b > 0, then
(a—b)NVW ™! < o =Y < (a—Db)Na™¥ .

Lower bound:

0 _9:\ N
j_—27IN . _22]
A > Zze 1—(1 5
j=0
00 A i 2—2j 2—2j N—-1
> We 2 'NZ_ N (1 -—
> S ()
1o~ . » 9-2j
> -y 279N 2N (1 - (N-1
> 22N (1- -2
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LS gmive2on (12 v
52 2N - N>
7=0
2 o 4 =

= Il + [27

v

and

o0 . \N-1 < _;

_ Z Ne 27 (1 . (62_1(1 . 2*])) > _ Z 9= N2/ (N-1)
7=0

[e9) B 2*2j N—-1 00 . B
> Y (N—1)e "D {1 <1 - —) =) 27NN

Jj=0 2 Jj=0

2—2j N-1 [e¢) ‘ B

Z Z 2 2] 2 —2 J(N ) (1 o T) o Z 2—]N6—2 J(N—l)
2 _22 2] 272 J(N )(1_(N_1 ) 22 ]N672]N 1)

_ _22 2] 2-2] __22—4] 3—2 i(N-1)

_ Z 27/(N — 1)672‘3'(1\7*1) _ Z 9= =277 (N=1)
=0

7=0
= J1+J2—|—J3+J4.

Upper bound:

. 9-2j  9-3i\ N
_9-IiN
Agz:we (1—(1—2—2>>
7=0
< D oie N 5 (L+27)N
=0

= __, . .
= 522*%\7@*2 N(14277)

J=0
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1 _ _92-JN 1 —2 —27IN
= 3 > 27N +5 > 27WN
j=0 j=0
= [1 + 7—27
and
o0 -2
B < ZN<(1—2—J+ 5 )6_2 TN (] 2—J)N—1)
§=0
_ ZN<672 i(N-1) (1—279)N 1)
§=0
~Y 2N (1_ 2 ) i)
7=0
S Neee (1 (70 2?))N_1>
§=0
— Z 9=I N (1 _ ;) e"277(N=1)
§=0
oo - 2—2J 2_3] N—-1
< Ne 2 7(N-1) (1—(1——_ >
< 2 >3
7=0
_ZQ—J(N_ 1) (1 — 2) —277/(N-1)
2
7=0
J RN J
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§=0
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= S+ 2Jy 4 Js+ Tyt I

It can be shown that if N — oo, then Ig,fg, Jo, Jy, jg, jg, L all tend to
0. Both from the upper and the lower bounds the same terms remain, so we
have derived the following asymptotical equation which should be analyzed
further.
Ly —L(N)=2(A+B)=2(I1 + J1 + J3) + o(1)

It can be further simplified by showing that 277 + J3 — 0 if N — oo. Let us
lower bound it firstly,

o0

2 + J; = » 27N (e—Q’j - 1) e 27 (N-1) 4 Z 9=ie=27I(N-1

=0

ZQJN(1—2J e 2w +Z2%f2”Vl
_ 2—23']\78—2*1‘(1\#1)+ Q—je—Tj(N—l)

vV

and then upper bound it

< 972 i ;
2L+ J3 < 229N<1—2J+T—1> = +2216*2 (N-1)

j=0

j=0

Jj=0

Notice that both bounds tend to 0. That is why Ly — L(IN) asymptotically
equals to

LN—L(N> = 2J1+J3+0( )
_ 22 2] 2 2" I( ZQ g 72*7'(N71) +0(1)
=: A(N —1)+0(1)

By using Mellin transform technique the difference A(N) can be expressed
in terms of the gamma function. From (6.16) and (6.18) it follows that

Mz?e ;5] =T(s +2), —2 < R(s) < 0
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Thus, with also using (6.19) we have

o0

MIA(N);s] = ZM 2_2jN2e_2_jN; s| — ZM[Q‘jNe_z_jN; s
=0 =0

(s+2)—) (279)°I'(s+1)
]:0 j=0

['(s+2) TI(s+1)

1—28 1—25 7

Mg

where —1 < R(s) < 0 (in the last step R(s) < 0 is needed for the con-

vergence). Let us choose ¢ := —1/2. From the inversion formula it follows
that
1 (T(s+2) T(s+1
AW == [ e (HeE2) Der D)
2mi 1—2s 1—2s

c—100

This line integral can be evaluated by using Cauchy’s residue theorem (cf.
Figure 6.6). If we close the integration contour of the inversion integral in
the right half plane (and negate the result because of the negative direction
of the integration contour), we get

1 = (T(s+2) T(s+1
A(N):—% <2m Z res N ( 1(_25) — 1<_23))>
k=—oc0® 2

Ly —L(N) = A(N —1)+o(1)

1 2kmi\ ,—2kmilogy(N—1)
1112_'_@%11(24_@)6 2

— - r 2k7rz —2k:7rilog2(N—1)
(1112 * In2 Z )

S MIUICEE IR TP
k0

12

Approximation by only the terms of k = £1 is perfect, i.e., the approxi-
mation error is of order 1077,

Ly — L(N) ~ Acos(2mlogy(N — 1) + ¢),
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3 _—9 _1 12 RO

c=-1/2

Figure 6.6: Poles of M[A(N); s] and the line integral for the inversion formula

where
A= 2 (afe(r(er@)—r(H@)))2
1112 In2 In2
o\ 1/2
H(SrE+B) -T(+5E)) )
= 1.29-107%,
e S (P 2+ 2) T (14 22))
& 2mi\ Ly}
p = arctg hﬁ h;j = 0.698
R (2+35) -T(1+73))
Thus

|Ly — L(N)| < A=1.29-10"*

In order to finish the proof of Theorem 6.1 we have to show that if N — oo

cos(2mlogy N + ) — cos(2mlogy (N — 1) + ¢) = o(1).

It is easy since

cos(2mlogy N + ¢) — cos(2m logy(N — 1) 4 )

= (cos(2mlogy N) — cos(27 logy (N — 1))) cos ¢
— (sin(27log, N) — sin(2m logy(N — 1))) sing
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Then the first term of (6.24) can be written as

cos(2mlogy N) — cos(2mlogy(N — 1))
= —2sin (7 (logy N + logy(N — 1))) sin (7 (logy N — logy (N — 1))
= —2sin (mlogy(N(N —1))) sin (7 log, (1 + v5))

As the function log,(-) is continuous in 1 and function sin(-) is continuous in
0

lim sin (7r log, (1 + ﬁ)) =0,

N—oo

that is why (6.24) is o(1). With similar reasoning it can be easily seen that
(6.25) is also o(1). So, we have proved that

Ly — L(N) ~ Acos(2mlog, N + ).
Ul
Notice, that Theorem 6.1 implies that if N — oo, then Ly—LN) _, 0, for

NOt
any o > 0, and so
L L
lim sup WN = lim sup (z)

N—o0 2—00 z

6.4 Capetanakis Algorithm

Next we show three blocked access channel access protocols, three CAPs,
each of them apply TCRA or MTCRA.

Partition the time axis into collision resolution intervals (CRI) of random
length. The length of the first CRI is the collision resolution time of the
packets arrived in the first slot. The length of the n*® CRI is the collision
resolution time of the packets arrived in the (n — 1)™ CRI.

Theorem 6.2. For the Capetanakis-algorithm, assume that the arrivals of
the packets are according to a Poisson process {Z(t) : t > 0} with intensity
A>0. If
1
L(z)’

lim sup ==

A<
ZzZ— 00

then the sequence of lengths of CRIs forms a stable Markov chain.

Proof. Let X,, be the number of packets arrived in the n-th CRI, and let Y,,
be the length of the n-th CRI. It is easy to see that {Y,,} is a homogeneous,
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irreducible and aperiodic Markov chain, so the Foster Theorem (Theorem
B.4) formulates sufficient conditions for the stability. For any & > 1,

E{Yt1ly, =
B{Your |, = k) = Do)

P{Y, = k)
E{> 2 Yol y,=kx,=i}}
P{Y, = k)
B Z;’io E{Y, .1 | Y. =k X, =1P{X,=4Y, =k}
P{Y, = k}

= Y B{Y, | X, =iY, =k}P{X, =i|Y, =k}

1=0

= ) E{You | X, = i}P{X, =i |Y, =k}

1=0
ALY
bl
1=0

— L)

Put :
D = limsup (Z),
z

zZ—00

then there is € > 0 such that

1

A<
D+¢€’

and there exists zg > 0 such that for any z > 2y,
L(z) <(D+¢€)-z—1.
Then on the one hand for Ak < zp,

E{Yo | Yo =k} = L) < sup L(2) < oo,

z2<20

and on the other hand for \k > 2

E{Y,1 | Yy =k} =LOK) < (D+ M —1<k—1,

and so we verified the conditions of Theorem B.4 with I = zy/\, C =
sup, ., L(z), d=1. O
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REMARK. For TCRA, (6.5) and this theorem implies the stability if

A< = 0.3465 .

2.88545
For MTCRA, (6.9) and this theorem implies the stability if

6.5 Gallager-algorithm

Capetanakis called the previous algorithm as fixed tree algorithm. He ob-
served that in case of long CRI, approximately half of the nodes of the tree are
intermediate nodes, therefore the collision resolution time can be decreased
if the root node is not binary. He improved the fixed tree algorithm by the
so called dynamic tree algorithm, where the degree of the root depends on
an estimate of the number of new packets. Gallager (1978) keeps the CRI
small. For his channel access protocol, we have a second time increment of
size A. The i-th arrival epoch is [iA, (i +1)A). The i-th CRI is the collision
resolution interval of the packets arrived in the i-th arrival epoch, so a new
packet that arrived during the i-th arrival epoch is transmitted in the first
utilizable slot following the (i — 1)-th CRI. Let Y,, be the length of the n-th
CRI then the waiting time of the resolution of the (n + 1)-th arrival epoch
is denoted by W, 11 and can be calculated as follows:

Wyt = (W — A + Y1)t (6.26)

Theorem 6.3. For the Gallager-algorithm, assume that the arrivals of the
packets are according to a Poisson process {Z(t) : t > 0} with intensity
A> 0. For TCRA, if

z
A < max —
z

L(z)’
then {W,} is a stable Markov process.
Proof. Under the conditions of the theorem, {Y;,} are independent and iden-
tically distributed random variables, so {W,,} defined by the evolution equa-

tion (6.26) is a homogeneous, irreducible, aperiodic Markov process and a
sufficient condition of the stability can be derived from Theorem B.6:

E{Y} < A.
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Let X,, be the number of packets arrived in the n-th arrival epoch, then X,
is Poisson distributed with parameter AA. Thus for TCRA,

B{Vi} = Y E{M|Xo=dP{X, =i}

- i LP{X, =i}
=0

= L}AA),

therefore {W,} is stable if

L(AA) < A,
ie.,

AA
A
S I0A)
Put z* such that .
z z

L(=) " LG

O

REMARK. If in the Gallager algorithm, we use TCRA then from (6.3) the
stability condition is
A < 0.4295,

and from (6.7) for MTCRA,

A < 0.4622.

6.6 Part and try algorithm

Tsybakov and Mihailov (1980) introduced the part and try algorithm. Let
us divide the frame size A into two subframe of length %. Let the number
of arriving packets in a given frame be N from which N arrives in the first
subframe and N, in the second one (N = Nj; + Ns). In the first slot of
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the CRI every packets are transmitted which arrived in the arrival epoch of
length A. If the first slot is empty or success, then collision resolution is done
and the length of CRI is 1. If there is a collision in the first slot, then only
the packets arrived in the first subframe of length % is transmitted. If the
second slot is empty, then Ny > 2, and from the third slot we do collision
resolution for Ny packets recursively with this algorithm and we are using
the modification of Massey. This needs all together Ly, + 1 slots. If the
second slot is success, then N, > 1, and from the third slot we do collision
resolution for Ny packets recursively with this algorithm. This needs Ly, + 2
slots. Finally, if the second slot is collision, then we do collision resolution
for N7 packets from the second frame which needs Ly, + 1 slots. (In this
case we do not resolve the N packets. The next arrival epoch is initiated at
%. So, Ly =1if N <1, and

N 1+ Ly,, Ni=0
LN: 2+LN27 lel

if N > 2. Thus

Ly = Ivey + Ivsoy (T4 Iivy—op Ly + Iivi=13 (1 + Liv,) 4 Iiny>21 Ly )

= 1+ Iveap =0y vy + Loz 1y [vi=13 (1 + Livy) + L2y Ly,

= 14 (1= Ipv<y) Livi—op L, + (1= Ipnp—0y) Lvi=13 (1 + L, )
+ (1= Ivi<ny) Ly,

= 1+ In=0yLny — Iivp<iylvi—oy + Lvi=13 (1 + Livy) — 20 np—0y [y, =1y
+Ln, — Iin<ny

= I+ Iyl = Iiveyy = five=oylvi=y + Ly = fvi=oy - (6:27)

and

2
_&)\A AA _2A
—e 2 5 € +L(%)—e 2
a  3MA
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An alternative way of calculating L ~ is the following:
NT N N\o-n7
Ly=1+2NLy+N2- u+¢w1+§:( )2 L;

if N > 2 (otherwise Ly = 1).

This algorithm does not resolve necessarily all the packets which arrived
in the arrival epoch of length A. Let us denote by Wy the time shift (in the
unity of A) which should be applied to the present arrival epoch to get the
next one, if there have been arrived NV packets in the present arrival epoch.
Wy =1,if N <1 and

—~ W, + 1 W,
Wy = [{N1§1}NQT + f{N@%%
Wy, + 1 Wy,
= Iney—5—+ (1= Ive<yy) —
2 2
Wy, Wy
= 7] 1
{M<1} 5 + 5
if N> 2. N
Let us calculate the expected value of Wiy.
W) = E{Wy}
AA 1~ 1
= (PR ) TR 45T ()

Note, that the expected value of the length of the arrival epoch processed is
AW (AA).
An alternative way of calculating Wy is the following:

o N
R Wy +1 L D% N( )

Similarly to the analysis of the Gallager algorithm, let Y,, be the length of
the n-th CRI and let A,, be the length of n-th arrival epoch processed, then
the waiting time of the resolution of the (n + 1)-th arrival epoch is denoted
by W11 and can be calculated as follows:

Wit = (Wy — Ay + Yoyr)*. (6.28)
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Ly | Wy
1 1

1 1

4 0.833
5.833 | 0.643
6.476 | 0.505
6.670 | 0.416
6.836 | 0.357
7.029 | 0.313
7.218 | 0.278
7.389 | 0.251
7.541 | 0.228

—_
e R e S N =1 =

Table 6.4: Values of ZN and WN

Theorem 6.4. For the part-and-try algorithm, assume that the arrivals of
the packets are according to a Poisson process {Z(t) : t > 0} with intensity
A > 0. For TCRA, if

—~

A < max ZEWZ),
* L(z)

then {W,} is a stable Markov process.

Proof. Under the conditions of the theorem, {Y,,} are independent and iden-
tically distributed random variables, so {W,,} defined by the evolution equa-
tion (6.28) is a homogeneous, irreducible, aperiodic Markov process and a
sufficient condition of the stability can be derived from Theorem B.6:

E{Y)} < E{A,}.

Let X,, be the number of packets arrived in the n-th arrival epoch, then X,
is Poisson distributed with parameter AA. Thus for TCRA,

E{V;} = ZE{Yl | Xo = i}P{X, =1}

= i LP{X, =i}
=0

= L(\A),

moreover

E{A,} = AW(\A),



158 CHAPTER 6. COLLISION CHANNEL WITH TERNARY FEEDBACK

therefore {W,} is stable if

LOAA) < AW(AA),

ie., .
- AAW (AA)
LOAA)
Put z* such that . .
——— = max — ,
L(z*) * L(z)
and Ay such that AA) = z* then we get that
A< @

L(z*)

which has its maximum at z* = AA = 1.266 (where A = 2.6) resulting in
the bound

A < 0.48711.
O
If the coin is biased with probability p, then from (6.27) we get
LOAA) = 1+4e P21 4+pAA)L (1 —p)AA) — e — AAe A
—e (I=PAANAPAA Z(p)\A) —ePA
= 1—e™ A+ (1+pAA) —e P4
+e P2 (14 pAA)L (1 — p)AA) + L(pAA)
For the arrival epoch shift
WN = Iin<y ((1 —p)WN2 +p> + ]{leg}p/—Wle
= Inv<y(1 = )W, + Wi,
if N > 2, which gives for the expected value
WAA) = e P2(1+ pAA) (1 — p)W (1 — p)AA) + pW (pAA).
In the biased case intensity has its maximum at z* = AA = 1.2725

(A =2.61) when p = 0.4756 and value
A = 0.48757.



Chapter 7
Multiple Access Adder Channel

7.1 Channel Model

The binary adder channel (Figure 7.1) is a special case of the multiple-access
channel. Here the channel input alphabet is binary (B = {0, 1}), while the
output alphabet is the set of nonnegative integer numbers (N). The channel
is deterministic: the output is the sum of the inputs, where the summation
is the usual summation over N (and it is not the mod 2 summation). The
channel transition probabilities can be written as

1 ify=S" a;
P(Y:y|X1:ZL’l,XQZIQ,...,Xt:[L‘t): y Zz—l !
0 otherwise.
Using the vectorial form we can say, that the received vector is (almost sure)
the sum of the sent codeword vectors:

t
Y = Z Xg\i}i,
i=1

where Xgi)
variable M; denotes the message of the i*" user.

The rate region of this channel has been determined by Chang and Weldon
(1979). For t = 2 it is shown in Figure 7.2.

For a deterministic channel, like the adder channel, it is interesting to
define the class of uniquely decipherable (u.d.) codes. Code C is a u.d.
code for the adder channel, if the messages of the users can be recovered
without error from the output of the channel (P.(C) = 0). lLe. if the users

send different messages, then the received sum vector must be different. To

is the codeword for the j™* message of the i*" user, and the random

159
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i
) A t
— g =2 i1 %
E
Tt | R

Figure 7.1: The binary adder channel (zq,zs,...,2; € B,y € N)

T

i | 1
0.5 1

Figure 7.2: The rate region of the binary adder channel for t = 2 users

formulate this, let us denote the actual message of the i'" user with m,;. We
call message-constellation the vector formed by the messages of the users:

t
m = (my,ma,...,m;) € Q){1,2,...,Cil}.
=1

For the adder channel, given the message-constellation m, the channel output
vector is deterministic, and is denoted by S(m). In the case of the adder

channel
¢
S(m) = Zx%)i.
i=1
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Definition 7.1. A multiple-access code is a uniquely decipherable (u.d.) code
for the adder channel, if the received vector is unique considering all message-
constellations:

t
S(ml) :S(mg) < Im; = mo le,mg €®{172,,|CZ|}
i=1

Khachatrian (2000) has written an excellent survey on u.d. code construc-
tions for the adder channel, with various rates.

In this article, we will deal only with the class of u.d. codes with symmetric
rates. If we consider the sum rate

t

T'sum = § i

i=1

of arbitrary u.d. codes for the adder channel, then from the results of Chang
and Weldon (1979) it follows, that its maximum for large ¢ is

11 t
Tsum ~ = logt.
5 108

They have also given a u.d. code construction with two codewords per user
with asymptotically the same rate. This means, that to asymptotically max-
imize the sum rate, it is enough to consider codes with two codewords per
user:

C — {Cl,CQ, e ,Ct},
C; = { §i>,x§‘>} Vi e [t).

In this case, the rates for all users are the same, namely

mel viep,
n
and because of this, we can even use the code length instead of the rate
vector to compare codes.

As we have just mentioned, Chang and Weldon (1979) and Lindstrém
(1964) have given u.d. code constructions for the binary adder channel.
Chang and Weldon’s construction is, in fact, a statistical design that was
given by Cantor and Mills (1966). Both constructions will be shown later in
Sections 7.9 and 7.10.

We will also deal with the signature coding problem. Consider an
alarming or signaling system: there are t stations, and some of them want to
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send an alarm signal: they send their codeword to the channel. The others,
who do not want to signal an alarm, turn off their transmitter to conserve
power. We can consider these stations as they are sending a zero vector to
the channel.

The task of the receiver is to detect the alarming stations. This scenario
is much like the general two codeword coding problem with one additional
constraint: one of the codewords in all component codes should be the zero

vector:
¢ ={{o.xV} {0.x®},... {0,x"}}.

In the followings, for the sake of simplicity, when dealing with signature codes
we will not mention the zero codeword, which is included in all component
codes. We will consider, that there is only one codeword per user. Thus we
can write the last equation quite simply:

C= {x(l),x(z), o ,X(t)}

Corresponding to the semantics of the signature coding, that there are
some alarming and some quiet users, we will use the set U of alarming users
instead of the message constellation vector m we used before. For the binary
adder channel the channel output vector given the set U C [t] of active users

is
S(U) = Z x@,
€U
We can define the class of u.d. signature codes in the same way as before:
the channel output must be different for all different set of alarming users.

Definition 7.2. A signature code for the adder channel is u.d., if the received
vector is unique considering all possible sets of active users:

SU)=S8(V) « U=V VUV CI[t.

7.2 User Models

Modeling the behavior of the users is as important as to model the channel
itself. There are two fundamental user models, the permanent activity model
and the partial activity model.

The permanent activity model is a rather simple one. Here the users
considered to be active all the time, i.e. they always have some information
to send. In the previous sections we considered this case.

In many real-life examples (think about a mobile phone network, for
example) the users are not always active, they are just partially active,
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i.e. sometimes they have information to send, but most of the time they do
not have. There are many possibilities to model a user population with this
behavior. One interesting scenario is the m-out-of-t model: in this model
we assume, that at most m users out of the ¢ total ones are active at any
instant, but this active set can vary arbitrarily with time as long as its size
does not exceed m.

To make a good formalism for this partial activity case, we consider that
the zero vector is added to each component code as a new codeword. The
active users simply send the appropriate codeword belonging to their mes-
sages, while the inactive ones send the zero vector. This model corresponds
to real life, where inactivity means simply turning off the transmitter.

This motivates the use of signature codes, introduced in the previous
section. It signature codes, for the active users there are only one usable
codeword in their component codes. Thus we cannot transfer messages di-
rectly, but we can solve signaling and alarming tasks. For real information
transfer, we will show a simple scenario a bit later.

The point in using m-out-of-t model is that, if m is significantly smaller
than ¢, which is usually a realistic case, then an m-out-of-t code can be
significantly shorter than a conventional ¢ user multiple-access code.

For real information transmission with signature codes, one can use the
following simple scenario. Consider a population of ¢ users with m-out-of-¢
partial activity model. (Note, that the following construction works also for
the permanent activity model.) We will create a u.d. multiple-access code
with three codewords per user, one codeword is the all zero one, for signaling
inactivity, while the other two are for the messages of the active users. Let
us take a u.d. signature code C* for 2¢ virtual users out of which at most m
are active simultaneously (a code for the 2t-out-of-m model):

¢t ={{o.x"} {0,x},... {0,x*} |

Create the component codes of the new multiple-access code by distributing
two codewords from C* for each of the ¢ real users, and additionally, put the
all zero codeword into the component codes:

C; = {0,x* 1 x®) v [t

This way we have got a multiple-access code with two message codewords
and one inactivity codeword for ¢ users:

C == {01,02,...,0,5}.

Each user can transmit messages with the nonzero codewords, or signal in-
activity with the zero one. If the number of simultaneously active users does
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not exceed m, then the code is u.d. Moreover, the partial activity of the
users is exploited in the code, so the codeword length can be far below the
length of a code for the permanent activity case.

7.3 Permanent Activity Case

In this section we survey some well known results regarding the u.d. coding
problem of the multiple-access adder channel for the permanent user activity
case. We will present some bounds on the minimal length of u.d. codes, as
well as some code constructions.

7.4 Equivalent Representations

There are many equivalent representations of the u.d. signature coding prob-
lem for the adder channel. In this section we show some of them.

Problem 7.1. (Coin Weighing Problem) Given t coins, some of them
are counterfeit, some are genuine, and we have to distinguish between them.
The weight of the counterfeit coins are e.q. 9 grams, while the original ones
weigh 10 grams. We have a scale, that weighs exactly. Give sets of coins,
for which by measuring the weight of these sets, we can find the counterfeit
coins. What is the minimal number of weighings required?

We have to stress, that we consider here the problem, when the set of
coins selected for the future weighings does not depend on the results of the
previous weighings, so the sets to weigh is given before we start measuring at
all. In terms of search theory this is called non-adaptive or parallel search.
(There is another problem, when the next set to weigh can be selected ac-
cording to the results of the previous weighings, but we do not deal with this
so called adaptive search problem here.)

To show how this problem is related to the coding problem, first make
some simplifications: let the weight of a counterfeit coin be one, and the
weight of a genuine one be zero. Certainly this is still the same problem.

Now let us consider that each coin represents a user. Construct a code-
word for each user: let the length of the codeword be equal to the number of
weighings. Put 1 to the " position if the coin associated with this user par-
ticipates in the i*" weighing. If the coin is not participating in that weighing,
then put 0 there. If we give the zero vector as a common second codeword
for all users, then we get a signature code.

Consider a given set of counterfeit coins, and consider that the users as-
sociated with the counterfeit coins send their non-zero codeword. We can
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consider, that the other users send the zero vector. The result of the weigh-
ings will be equal to the sum vector at the channel output. If we can de-
termine the set of false coins from the output of the weighings, then we can
determine the messages of the users from the sum vector, and vica versa. So
the problems of planning the weighings and finding u.d. signature codes are
equivalent.

Problem 7.2. (Combinatorial Detection Problem) Given a finite set
T construct a set M of subsets of it (M C P(T'), where P(T') is the power-
set of T'), in such a way that given an arbitrary U C T we can determine U
if we know the sizes of the intersections U N M| for all M € M. What is
the minimal size of M ?

To find the equivalence of this problem with the previous one is really
easy. Here the sets in M denote the sets of coins weighed together. So it
follows, that this combinatorial detection problem is equivalent to the u.d.
coding problem. But we will give a more formal proof of it using the matrix
representation.

The matrix representation is simply another representation of the last
combinatorial detection problem. If 7" = [¢], then we can represent one subset
U C T with a binary column vector u = (uq, ug, . .., u):

1 ifieU;

0 ifigU Vi € [t]. (7.1)

[t]QUHuEBtWhereui:{

The combinatorial detection problem can be formulated as to find column
vectors yi,ys,...,yn € B in such a way, that if we know the values y; u
for all i € [n], then we can determine the vector u. To complete the matrix
representation, create a matrix from the row vectors y; ' by simply writing
them below each other:

-
Y1
-
Y2
C= ,
Yo'

Now the problem is to find a matrix C for which
Cu=Cv <= u=v Yu € B, Vv € B, (7.2)

or equivalently, introducing w = u — v, the problem is to find a C, for which

Cw=0 <= w=0 Vwec{-1,0,1}. (7.3)
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Now we show the mapping between this matrix representation of the
combinatorial detection problem and the u.d. coding problem of the multiple-
access adder channel.

Let us write the above matrix C as column vectors x(1), x®) ... x® ¢ B~
written next to each other:

C = (x0,x® ... x0).

Consider a signature code, where each user has a column vector x¥ from
above as codeword:

C={xW x® . xO

It is easy to see, that this code is a u.d. signature code for the adder
channel for ¢t users. Let [t] denote the population of the t users. Let us
denote the set of active users at a given instant with U C T. With these
notations, the u.d. property in the case of the adder channel was the following
(see Definition 7.2):

SU)=S(V) & U=V VUV C.

Let us represent sets U and V' with vectors u and v in the way given by our
mapping (7.1). Now the uniquely decipherable property becomes

Cu=Cv < u=v VYueB, vWebB.

which is exactly the same formula as (7.2) which was given as the condition
on C.

7.5 Trivial Bounds on N(t)

First we present here a very simple statement about the minimal code length
for the binary adder channel with two codewords per user.

Definition 7.3. The minimal code length N(t) is the length of the short-
est possible u.d. code for a given number of users:

N(t) = min{n: 3C u.d. code with length n for t users}.

Definition 7.4. The minimal signature code length N(t) is the length
of the shortest possible u.d. signature code for a given number of users:

Ns(t) = min{n: 3C u.d. signature code with length n for t users}.
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Theorem 7.1. ;

<N <N <L

log(t+1) — (1) = No(t) =
Proof. For the lower bound, we simply use enumeration: there are 2¢ possible
message-constellations for ¢ users (m € {1,2}"). On the other side, the
received vector has components in {0,1,...,¢t}, and in case of the shortest
possible code it is of length N(¢). For the u.d. property, the number of
possible received vectors cannot be smaller than the number of possible user

subsets. Thus we have
(t + 1)N(t) Z 2t7

from which ;

= log(t+1)
(Here and from now, log represents the logarithm of base 2.)

The statement N(t) < Ng(t) follows simply from the definition: all u.d.
signature code is also a u.d. code, so the minimal u.d. code length cannot be
greater than the minimal u.d. signature code length.

For the upper bound, we show a trivial u.d. signature code construction
for t users with codeword length n = ¢: simply let the codeword of the !
user be e which is the 7*® unit vector. Using the matrix representation,
we can say, that for ¢ users let C = I, (which is the identity matrix of size
t X t). Since this matrix is invertible, this signature code certainly has the
u.d. property (7.3). So N(t) < t. O

N(t)

7.6 Upper Bound of Erdos and Rényi

Erd6s and Rényi (1963) has presented a nontrivial asymptotic upper bound
on the minimal signature code length for the adder channel:

Theorem 7.2. (Erdés—Rényi (1963))

Ng(t)logt

lim sup < log?9.

t—o0
Proof. The proof is based on random coding. We select a random signature
code C of length n + 1 in such a way, that the first n components of the
codewords are i.i.d. uniformly distributed binary random variables, while
the (n + 1) component is fixed to 1:

P <x§j> - o) ~-P (xgj) - 1) - % Vj € [t],Vi € [n] (iid.),

29, =1 vj e [1].



168 CHAPTER 7. MULTIPLE ACCESS ADDER CHANNEL

We will work with the probability of the event
code C is not a u.d. signature code, (*)

and we will give an upper bound for it, which will tend to 0 as ¢t — oc.

We have introduced S(U) as the channel output when the set of active
users is U. Simply we have that if C is not a u.d. signature code, then there
exist two different sets of active users, say U and V', for which S(U) = S(V):

P (event (x)) =P U {S(U)=5s(V)}
]

U£VC[t

If there are two subsets U and V' for which S(U) = S(V), then there are
also two disjoint subsets with the same property: U\ V and V' \ U will suite.
We also know, that |U| = |V, since the (n + 1)™ component of the received
vector is simply the number of active users, so if the received vectors are
equal, then the sets of the active users must be of the same size:

P (event (x)) =P U {s(U)=s(V)}
UAVC[H]:
U|=|V|,0NV =0

We can use the so called union bound as an upper bound:

P (event (x)) < E P(S(U) =S(V))
UAVC[H]:
U|=|V|,UNV =0

15)
=Y 3 PBW=sv). (74

k=1 UV Ct:
U|=|V|=k,UNV=0

since the common size of the active subsets is at most L%J
The components of the codewords in C has a simple distribution, so it

is easy to calculate P(S(U) = S(V)) for some fixed disjoint U and V' of the
same size k:

n k
P(S(U)=S(V)) =P (ﬂ J{S:(U) = ¢ and Sy(V) = @)

i=1/¢=0

(S0 ())
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since for disjoint U and V', the components of S(U) and S(V') are indepen-
dent, and has binomial distribution.

Let us introduce

Q(k) = i (l;) 27k (IZ) 27k, (7.5)

We have

For 1 <k

5] n
1
P (event (x)) < E —
k=1 UVC[: <V7Tk)
|U|=k,|V|=k,
unv=p
5]

WG e

Split the summation into two parts:

k:1,2,...,\‘%J,
2log~t

t t t
k=|—|+1L|——|+2,...,|=].
{210g2tJ {210g2tJ {2J

and
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7k

g g .
SAEICOREICS
Ry

<pmim (L)
log“ t
J— ﬁ

2 logm
)

For the first part, we use /= < % and (t) (t;k) < t2k.
t

2logt 2

which tends to zero as ¢t — oo if

11<JL_§bm):_w. (7.8)

t—oo \ logt

For the second part of the summation in (7.7), we use ZL 2 (1) (t;k) <3,
which holds since selecting two subsets of [t] is equivalent of partitioning it
into three parts. So

5] 5] "

> WO G =200

k:{#gﬂﬂ = 2log2 t
< 3t !
- Tt
2log? t
2tlog3 2 log 212;215
which tends to zero as t — oo if
n 7t
lim | tlog3 — —=1lo = —00. 7.9

Let us set
|t
~|logt |’
In the first condition (7.8) this yields

. t ) t ctlogm
lim (| — — = log 7] < lim —
t—oo \ logt 2 t—oo \ logt 2logt

clogm .. t
=(1-— lim —,
2 t—oo logt




7.7. PIPPENGER THEOREM 171

which is —oo if ¢ > % ~ 1.211. In the second condition (7.9),

n 7t ct Tt
Ji (11083 Glow 7 ) < i (1w = s )

log 7t — log (21log? ¢
= lim (¢ | log3 — 08T og( o8 )
t—00 2 logt

& .
= (logS — 5) tliglot,

which is —oo if ¢ > log9 ~ 3.170.

(e+log 9)t-‘

So we have shown, that for all ¢ > 0 and n = { Tog {

tILI?OP(event (*)) = 0.
This means, that for ¢ large enough, the random code of length n+1 we select
is a u.d. signature code with positive probability. So for ¢ large enough, there
exists a u.d. signature code of this length:

+ 2,

Ni(t) < [M-‘ +1< (e +1og9)t

logt logt
or equivalently

lim sup —>

t—o0

Ny(t)logt < log9
— = .

7.7 Pippenger Theorem

Pippenger (1981) extended the definition of u.d. signature codes. A code
C = {x1,Xs,...,%;} is called a u.d. signature code with multiplicity, if the

sum .
S(LI) = Z Ui X;
=1

uniquely determines (S(u) = S(v) <= u = v) the components of vector
u = (ug,us,...,u) €{0,1,... t}" satisfying

t
=1
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Theorem 7.3. (Pippenger (1981)) For the length N, (t) of the shortest
possible u.d. signature code with multiplicity for t users,

Ny (t) logt
hmsupﬁ <

t—o00 t

8.

Proof. Pippenger proved the existence of such codes by random coding. We
select a random code C of length n for ¢ users, and we will show, that the
probability of the event, that

code C is not a u.d. signature code with mulitplicity (*)

is less than one for t large enough.

We select a random code C of length n + 1 in such a way, that the first n
components of the codewords are i.i.d. uniformly distributed binary random
variables, while the (n + 1) component is fixed to 1:

PQﬁbﬂ):P@@:in Vj € [t],Vi € [n] (iid.),
), =1 vj € [t).

We need a code with property

t t
S(u)=S(v) <= u=v vu,v € {0,1,2,...,t}": Zuigt,Zvigt,
i=1 i=1

SO

P (event (x))

|
w

U {S(u) =8(v)}

u,VE{O,l,Q,...7t}t :
Zé:l Ujg Sth:l v; <t

=P U {S(u)=Sv)} |,

u,ve{0,1,2,...,t}*:
uTv:O,Z:E:1 uizzgzl v; <t

We also know, that ¢ u; = S°._, v;, since the (n + 1) component of the
vector S(u) is simply the number of active users, so if the received vectors
are equal, then the sum of the vectors must be the same. We also used that if
there is a vector pair (u,v) which satisfy S(u) = S(v), then there is also an
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orthogonal vector pair satisfying it. E.g. (u’,v'), where u’ = (u’l, Uy ... ,ug),

! __ / / !/
v = (UI,UQ, . ,vt), where

w; = u; — min{u;, v; }
and

vi = v; — min{u;, v; }.
Now applying the union bound one gets

P (event (x)) < Z P ({S(u)=S(v)}). (7.10)
u,ve{0,1,2,...,t}*:
uTVZO7ZZ:1 ui:22:1 v; <t

For a given u and v we can bound P ({S(u) = S(v)}). For this we will
use the following sets:

U={ie{l2.... t}:u #0}

and

V={ie{l2...,t}: v #0}.

Since u'v = 0, we know that U NV = (.
For each component k, we assign a subset of U UV to each code:

fe:C—UNA(C)UV \ Ax(C),

where A;(C) = {z € {1,2,...,t}: :c,(f) # O}. We now state a lemma:
Lemma 7.1. For codes C and D for which

Sc (V),
SD(V)

Sc(u)
Sp(u>

and

Ar(C) # Ax(D),

fx(C) and fr(D) are incomparable in the sense that neither is contained within
the other.
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Note, that the third condition of the lemma can be interpreted as codes
must differ in the k™ component for at least one user in U U V.

Proof. Imagine the contrary: if fx(C) C fi(D), or equivalently
UNALC)UV\ A(C) CUNAL(D) UV \ Ap(D),
then since UNV = 0,

A(C)NU C A(D)N U, (7.11)
and

AC) NV D A(D)N V. (7.12)

Moreover, if Ax(C) # Ar(D), then at least one of the coverings is of proper
subset. Remember that

Ser(u Zuxk = Z u; = Z U, (7.13)

1€AL(C) €A (C)NU
and similary
Ser(v) = > v (7.14)
€A (C)NV
Spe(u) = > w, (7.15)
i€ Ay (D)NU
and
Spe(v) = > (7.16)
i€ Ag(D)NV
From (7.11), (7.13) and (7.15) we have that Sci(u) < Spg(u), and similary,
from (7.12), (7.14) and (7.16) we have that Sci(v) > Spr(v). Moreover,

if Ax(C) # Ak(D), then at least one of the inequalities is strict. But since
Sc(u) = S¢(v) and Sp(u) = Sp(v), this is a contradiction. O

Using this lemma, for a fixed u and v with u'v = 0, we can get the
probability of S(u) = S(v). Since the distribution over the codes is uniform,
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we can simply enumerate the suitable codes and divide it by the number of
all possible codes:

{C € (B")" : Sc(u) = Sc(v)}]
{(B")'}]

Let ¢ = |U| + |V|. Consider the k™ components of the codewords. For
users not in U UV, the k' components can be arbitrary, this does not affect
Sc(u) = S¢(v). This creates 2/=¢ possibilities. For the ™ components of
the codewords of users in U U V', we have at most as many possibilities as
many incomparable subsets exists of U U V. This is ( ¢ ) by the theorem

1¢/2]
of Sperner (1928). Thus

P ({S(u) =8(v)}) =

P ({S(u) =8(v)}) <

|
)
2
3

— 9 5log (7.17)

Returning to (7.10), we get

P (event (x)) < Z 272 le "5

u,ve{l,2,...t}t:
UTVZO:Z:E:l U«i:z€:1 v; <t

Y Y Yy et

=1 u,w: u+v=LUVC{1,2,..,t}: u,ve{l,2,.,t}t:
Ul=w,|VI=v, 53t u=3¢_, vi<t

unv=0 {i: u#0}=U

{i: v;#£0}=V

where we enumerated the possible vectors u and v based on the size of their
base set U and V. Thus

P (ovent #) < KZZH (2) (t . u) (D (t) o og
S0 2 (0

u,v: utv=~L
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_ 22: @ X (2;>21— (7.18)

Split the summation into two parts:

€:1,2,...,\‘L2J,
log=t

t t
= +1, +2,...,t
o) J

log?t
For the first part we use ({) <t* and (%) < (2

[z [z

Y ()t s X e

(=1

and

2t 2t n i
2t 2t Ny T
tlog2t210g2t 2 19873

~ log®t

— 21 &) 10g2t log 2t(1+10gt)__ IOg 2
- ’

which tends to 0 as ¢ — oo if

, t 2t(1 +logt) n  «
lim { lo + — —=log— | = —oc. 7.19
Hoo( S log’ t log” { g 8 2) (7.19)

For the second part of the summation in (7.18), we use (j) < 2, 2¢ < 2!
and (2Z) < 22t

t t
X ((7)rmre B e

ZZLothtJJrl Z:LO;%JJA

which tends to 0 as t — oo if

Tt
lim ( logt + 4t — —lo —00. 7.20
HOO< ° 2 "% 2logt t) (7:20)
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il
n=|——-9|\.
logt

In the first condition (7.19) this yields

Let us set

, t 2t(1 +1logt) n,. =
lim | log — 5 — —log =
t—o0 log”t log“t 2 2
, t 2t(1+ logt) ct 7r)
< lim ( lo + — log —
T t—oo ( & ]0g2t ]0g2t 2logt & 2
t (log =l 2(1+logt
— lim logt ( +0g)_glog§
t—oo \ logt TosT logt 2 2
c s t
= (2 S10g 7 ) Jim ——,
( 2 %% 9) ik logt

which is —oo if ¢ > = & 6.140. In the second condition (7.20),

n 7t
lim ( logt + 4t — =lo
Mo( g 2 g2log2t)

< lim (logt+ 4t — — Jog ™
1m (0] — O
= A 08 2logt & 21og*t

logt t
= lim (22 44— = log——
500 t 2logt 2log”t

c\ ..
- <4_ 5) tlggot,

which is —oo if ¢ > 8.
So we have shown, that for all € > 0 and n = {

(8+e)t
logt |’

lim P (event (x)) = 0.

t—o0
This means, that for ¢ large enough, the random code of length n we select
is a u.d. signature code with multiplicity with positive probability. So there
exists such a code of that length:
(8+¢)t < (8+e)t
logt logt

Nim (1) < [ +1,

or equivalently

Nim(t) logt <3

lim sup

t—o00
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7.8 A Lower Bound

From our trivial lower bound (Theorem 7.1) and the upper bound of Erdés
and Rényi (Theorem 7.2), for the minimal length of u.d. codes for the adder
channel we have

Ns(t)logt

N(t)logt s
1 < liminf ﬂ < lim sup < log?9,
t—o0 t t—00 t
while the truth is that
logt logt
lim N(t)% — lim Ns(t)% —2.

Here we present an improved lower bound for the limes inferior. The upper
bound for the limes superior will follow from the construction of Lindstrom
(see Section 7.10).

Theorem 7.4. (Chang—Weldon (1979))

limn inf (D108 > 2

t—o0
For the proof, we will need a lemma which is following from a bound of
the discrete entropy (cf. e.g. Cover-Thomas (1991) Theorem 9.7.1 pp. 235.):

Lemma 7.2. Let X have an arbitrary distribution over the integers:

P(X=i)=p VieZz

If X has variance Var(X) and Shannon—entropy H(X) = =", p;logp;,
then

H(X) < % log (27re<var(X) + 1—12>)

Proof of Theorem 7.4. We will bound the same entropy in two different ways,
and this will yield the bound. Consider an arbitrary u.d. code for the adder
channel. Let us define the message-constellation M as a random vector
variable with uniform distribution over all the possible constellations:

1
P(M:m)zi vm € {1,2}".
Since the code is u.d., the received vector Y must be different for all different
M, so
H(Y)=HM) =t (7.21)
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On the other hand, the entropy of Y can be upper bounded by the sum
of the entropies of its components. Each component of the vector Y has
a binomial distribution. To show this, considering only the ;% bit of the
codewords, and split the user population into three groups. For the users in
the first group both codewords has 0 in the j'" position. For the users in the
second group, one codeword is 0 and the other is 1 at the j*" position, while
for the third group both codewords are 1 at the j*® position. If we denote
the number of users in the first group with a;, in the second group with b,
and in the third group with ¢; the we can write

(o

9a;+b;+c; )2 ! Vs:c; <s<bj+c,

S—Cj

where 2% is the number of possible constellations for the users in the first
group, (Sf]c) is the number of possible constellations for users in the second
J

group (select exactly s — ¢; users out of the b; ones who have both zero and

one at position j), and 2% is the number of possible constellations for users

in the third group. 2%+ is the total number of possible constellations.
Now we can write

H(Y) < S H(Y),

and using Lemma 7.2,

H(Y) < i % log (%e (Var (Y;) + %)) :

j=1

Since the variance of the binomial distribution with parameters (bj, %) is %

47
we have
H(Y)<illo ore (U4 L
R =F S\7\y T12) )

<

[~

. b]- 1
and since T+ S

)

1

INEN
N
DO

1 t
H(Y) < (7.22)
Putting (7.21) and (7.22) together we get that

n 10% et >
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which also holds for the code of minimal possible length N(¢):

N(t)logt S 2log met

t — " logt ’
thus N lost
lim inf N®)logt

7.9 Chang and Weldon’s Construction

In this section we show the u.d. code construction of Chang and Weldon
(1979) for the binary multiple-access adder channel. Their code construction
is for ¢, = (k+2)2 1) users, where k is an arbitrary natural number. Their
code length is nj, = 2*. If we put these together, we get

logt
lim k08T _ o
k—oo tk
from which Nt log ¢
lim sup M <2
k—oo k

First, we present a difference matrix representation of codes with two
codewords per user. Given an arbitrary code

C {{Xl 7X2 } {X?),XQ }7"'7{th)7xgt)}}>

we can create a so called difference matrix D by writing the differences of
the two vectors in the component codes next to each other:

D:<X§>_ (1) @) _ () Q) (t))

XpHXy' =X X T Xy

It is easy to see, that given a difference matrix D (a matrix with all
elements from {—1,0,1}) we can construct at least one code, for which this
is the difference matrix. E.g. for all user ¢ € [t] and for all code bit j € [n]
let

2V ={0 ifDy;=0; anday) =40 if D;=0;
0 if Dy =1, 1 if D;; = 1.

Certainly we could also use 1 in both codewords if D;; = 0.
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It is easy to show (with the same reasoning given in Section 7.4 at the
matrix representation), that that the u.d. property can be expressed in the
following property of matrix D:

Dw=0 < w=0 Vwe{-1,01}" (7.23)

We have trivial u.d. difference matrices for t = 1 (Dg) and for ¢t = 3 (Dy):

1 1 1
Do = (1),D; = (1 L O).
Moreover, we can find a recursive construction for u.d. difference matrices

Dy, for t = (k + 2)2%! users. This is stated as the next theorem.

Theorem 7.5. (Chang—Weldon (1979)) The Dy matrices defined below are
u.d. difference matrices for ty = (k + 2)2%=! users with code length n; = 2%:

D, = (1)

Dk_l Dk_l :[219—1
>1:D, =
Vk >1:Dy (Dk_l D o

Proof. Tt is easy to see by induction, that Dy, has ¢, = (k + 2)2*~! columns,
since the two matrices Dj_; have two times (k + 1)2*~2 columns, and the

additional identity and zero matrices have 2¥~! columns. The sum is really
tr = (/{7 + 2)2k_1.
Now let us suppose, that for a given w € {—1,0, 1},

We decompose vector w of length ¢, into three vectors wi, wo, ws of length
(k+1)282 (k4 1)2F2 and 2! respectively:

Wi
W = Wo
W3

Now using the recursive definition of Dy we get
<Dk1 D, IQH) AR (0>
D1 —Dii Ogs Wz 0)’
which gives two equations:

Dk_lwl + Dk_1W2 + W3 = 0,

Dk_1W1 — Dk_1W2 =0.
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From this we have

2Dy 1wy = —w3
and since ws has components in {—1,0,1}, it follows that w3 = 0, and
therefore
Dy_1w; =0
Dk_1W2 =0.

But Dy has property (7.23) by induction, so

W1:0,

Wo = 0.
follows, and the proof is complete. |

Chang and Weldon (1979) have also given a decoding algorithm for their
code. It is the following: let us suppose, that user ¢ sends message m;, so the

received vector y is
t
_ Z i
i=1

Introduce vector u = (ul,uz, e ,ut) € B% which has 0 in the positions
corresponding to users sending their “message 17 and 1 in the positions
corresponding to users sending their “message 2”, so

U; = 0 1 m Vi € [tk].
1 ifm; =2

Then we can write

t
y =Dju+ ZXY),

=1

and therefore

t
Dim=y-» x (7.24)
i=1

Now we make a decomposition:

t w
— (i) _ (Vi) _ D;_1 Dy I2k—1
Y Z;Xl B (VZ) B <Dk1 —Dy_1 Ogr uz |
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where v; and vy has 2871 rows, u; and uy has (k + 1)2*72 rows, and us has
2F=1 rows. This equation yields

Vi + Vg = 2Dk_1u1 + us.
Then

Vi + Vg = us mod 2,

and from this we can get ug, since it is a binary vector. We have also

1
Dy_ju, = §(V1 + vy — u3),
Dy_juy = §(V1 — Va2 — 113),

where the right hand side of the equations are known vectors. These are two
instances of the same problem but for £ — 1. We can recursively continue at
formula (7.24). At last, for the case k = 0 we will have a trivial equation for
u since Dy = (1).

7.10 Lindstrom’s Construction

The last construction was for general u.d. multiple access codes for the adder
channel. For u.d. signature codes, Lindstrom (1964; 1964) presented a con-
struction. His code is asymptotically optimal, since it sets an upper bound
on the minimal u.d. signature code length which is equal to the lower bound
in Theorem 7.4.

We will construct a u.d. signature code for a given n. The number of
users in the code will be denoted by t(n), and it holds, that

nlogn
t(n) ~ 5

If we need a code for ¢ users, select the smallest n for which ¢(n) > t, create
a code for this n, keep only the codewords for ¢ users, and simply drop other
codewords.

To show that this code is assymptotically optimal, we will invert the
relation between n and t(n), and give an upper bound for the length of the
shortest possible code for ¢ users. This way we will get the next theorem.
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Theorem 7.6. (Lindstrom (1964)) The construction of Lindstrom gives u.d.
signature codes of arbitrary length, and for code length n, the number of users

is t(n) users, for which
ttn) 1

lim = —.
n—oonlogn 2

From this, for the length N(t) of the shortest possible u.d. signature code for
t users

N(t)logt <

lim sup <2

t—o0 t

follows.

Proof. In the construction we will use the binary representation of positive
integers: if a € N is a positive integer, then let its binary representation be

a\_loga] ...a10ap:
llog al

a= E 2'a;.
i=0

The set of the nonzero positions in the binary form of a is detoted by D(a):
D(a)={i: a; = 1}.

Then we can write

a= Z 2!,
)

i€D(a

Let us introduce

a(a) = |D(a)|,
and define
a Cb <= D(a) C D(b);
anb= Z 2t
i€ D(a)ND(b)
For a given n, for each r € {1,2,...,n} construct a matrix C of size

r X a(r) in the following way: for row i where i C r select the «(r) elements
(") ¢ B such that

> (1)@ = 2t (7.25)

iCr

This is possible, since there are 2*") terms in the sum, and in one half of these
terms (—1) has even exponent, in the other half it has an odd exponent. This
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yields a (+1) coefficient for cg) exactly 2~! times, and a (—1) coefficient

(r)

exactly the same times. Thus selecting ¢;.” = 0 for the terms with negative

ij

coefficients, and selecting cg) = 1 for the positive ones, we get a sum of 2¢(")~1

for i C r. Since 2! is an upper bound for 2/~! (note that j—1 < a(r)—1),

so selecting only some of the cg)s with (+1) coefficients to 1, and leaving all
other cl(-;) to be 0 is a possible solution.

For all the other rows (where i Z ), let

(r) _ (r)
Cij = Ginr >

which is known from the above equation (7.25), since i N r C 7.
Create a code submatrix C" as

(r) () (r)

BB
o — Co1 Cg """ Cop
an ey

Create the code matrix C as concatenating these C) matrices for all
r=12,...,n

C = (cW|c?|...|c™).

To get the code C, consider the columns of the code matrix C as the code-
words. Since C will have n rows, the codewords are of length n. Calculate
the number of columns, which is the number of users in the code, as the

following

tn)=> t,=>» a(r) (7.26)

r=1

The expression » -, «(r) is the number of “1”s in the binary represen-
tations of all numbers between 1 and n. To calculate this sum, divide it to
summation segments in the following way. Let

g1 >3g2 > ... >ga(n)
denote the elements of D(n). Then as we have already mentioned,
a(n)

n= 2291}

=1
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Thus

n 2911 29142921 29142924 42%(n) _1
Za(r) = Z a(r) + Z alr)+ ...+ Z a(r) + a(n).
r=1 r=0 r=291 r=291 +292+m+290¢(n)71

Consider only one summation segment: in the sum

29142924 429i—1

> a(r)

r=291+4292 4. +29i—1

we sum the number of “1”s in the binary representations of 29 numbers. Each
of these numbers have i — 1 fixed “1” digits at the positions g1, g2, ..., i1,
and the last g; digits take all possible values:

pOSitiOHS: gr e go e Gizg e G

290 ... 42914929 1 = 1 0 --- 1 0O --- 1 0 0 1
2914_,.._’_291'71_’_1 — 1 0 --- 1 0 --- 1 O --- 0 0
291 4 ... 4 201 =10 1 0 1 0 0 0

Here we can clearly determine the number of “17s: this is 29 % for the last g
digits (half of all digits in this block is “1”, and 29 (i — 1) for the ¢ — 1 fixed
digits.
Now returning to > _, (r), this yields
n a(n) g
a(r) = 29i<—l—|—z‘—1>+an,

; (r) Z:; : (n)

where g1 > ga > -+ > ga(n) are the elements of D(n), satisfying

n:2g1+292+...+29a(n)‘

We will show, that

n

Hn) = Z@(T) N n[l(;gnj N nlt;gn

r=1

as n — oo. The latter assymptotic equality is trivial. For the former, observe
first that [logn| = g1, and then take the difference of the left and the right

—~ (o
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side of the assymptotics, divided by the right hand side:

> o) — % _ Zza:(?) (452 +4—1) 2% + a(n)

n|logn] Zf;(’f) g129i
2 L=l 9120
_ Z?:(Tf) (9: — g1 +2i — 2)29% + 2a(n)
Z?:(rf) 9129

S — 1 - ot
PRI
where we introduced f; = ¢1 — g; — ¢ + 1, and divided by 29'. Notice, that

fi > 0, and use that (¢ —z)27" for > 0 is maximized at x = 0 with value
¢, and minimized at x = loge + ¢ with value —10%2_0. Then

Sory alr) = Mg ST )2t 2
nLloggnJ T g+ Zzoc:(g) G2~ Fit1=i
bounded
<
(251
B bounded
~ logn|

which tends to 0 as n — oo. For the lower bound:

n n|logn a(n logenl—inl—i 2a(n
Do O‘<T) -2 7 : > Zz‘:(l) —=8epim2l T 4 2—(91)
NLC;gnJ 201

e ) g1y 20
201

_ bounded
20

_ bounded
~ 2|logn]

Thus continuing (7.26), we get that this construction yields a maximal
number of ¢(n) users for a given n for which

nlogn
2 9

t(n) ~

or more precisely

im0 _ 1 (7.27)

n—oonlogn 2
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Now we will prove from this, that for the length N(t) of the shortest
possible u.d. code for ¢ users

or precisely |
N(t)logt <

lim sup 2.

t—o0 t

To see this, we will set an arbitrary € > 0, and show that

2(1+¢)t

N'(t) =
(®) logt

is an upper bound for N(t) if ¢ is great enough.
Let 6 =+/1+¢e—1andlet & =1 — . Then we can write

1+6°
, _ 2(1 + 5)t
N = T3 10at

From (7.27) we know, that there exists an ng, for which

Vi > no: t(n) > w‘

Since N'(t) — oo as t — oo, there also exists a t(()l), for which

Vi t(()l): HN' (1)) > (1 —&")N'(t)log N'(t)

2
(1-— 5’)% <log %1_4;/5)) + logt — log log t)
B 2
t(1+9) <log %1_4;5)) + logt — log log t)

logt

It is easy to see, that this last formula is approximatelly equal to (1+ )¢, so
there exists a t(()Q) for which

vt > max{t\", ¢V t(N' (1)) > t,

which means that if ¢ is great enough, then for code length N’(¢) the above
construction gives a u.d. signature code for more than ¢ users. Then this



7.10. LINDSTROM’S CONSTRUCTION 189

N'(t) is an upper bound for the length of the shortest possible u.d. signature
code for t users.

2(1 t
N(t) < N'() = 20 +e)t
logt
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, this yields
N(t)logt
lim sup M < 2.
t—o0

What remains to see, is that the above constructed C is really a u.d. code
matrix. Let us consider the contrary: suppose that m # n is two constella-
tions (m,n € {0,1}") for which S(m) = S(n), or equivalently, Cm = Cn.
Decompose the constellation vectors as

m® 0
m® 0@

m = , = )
) 0

where m and n) is of size t,.

Since m # n, there is some r, for which m™ # n(). Let ¢ be the maximal
r with this property.

Let y = (21,2, . .. ,xn)T be defined by

(—1)e@+Lif § C 4;
€Tr; =
0 otherwise.

Since Cm = Cn, we have that y'Cm — y'Cn = y'C(m — n) = 0.
Thus

0=y 'C(m—n)= ZyTC(T)(m(T) —n),

r=1
where we separate the sum into three partitions: r 2 ¢, r = ¢ and r 2 ¢:
y' C(m —n) = Z y C™(m™ —n)
r2L

T;éf
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For r O ¢, we know, that r > /£, thus m") —n(") = 0 (¢ was defined as
the largest index r for which m™ and n differs), so the sum of the first
partition is O.

For r =1/,

tg
y COm® —n®) =3 (Z(—l)a(")“cgj)) (m® — n®)

j=1 \icCe
ty
i— 0 l
-3l )
j=1

by formula (7.25).
For r 2 {, there is some ¢ for which ¢ € D(¢) and ¢ ¢ D(r). Let the
number corresponding set {q} be p = 29. Then

yTCO (m — n®)

ty
(Z(_Ua(z)Jrlcg)) (mgr) . n§r))

j=1 \iC¢
tr

- ( > (e + <—1>a<l+p>“c§?pj)> (m” —n),
j=1 \iCt—p

and since a(i + p) = «(i) + 1, moreover ¢ ¢ r, thus cg) = cl@pj by the

definition of cg). So the inner sum is 0, thus
y ' 'C(m™ —n®) = 0.

So we have

which means
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This is not possible, since
m® € {0,1}",
n® € {0,1}",
m® - n(f),

and we know, that the binary representation of integers is unique. O

7.11 Partial Activity m-out-of-t Model

In this section we present the signature coding results for the partial activity
m-out-of-t model for the binary adder channel. Recall, that in this model
there are t total users of the channel, out of which at most m are active at any
instant. The inactive users send the zero vector from their component code,
while the active ones send their other (non-zero) codeword. The received
vector is the vectorial sum of the sent codewords, and from this we should
recover the set of active users. We still do not show the zero codewords in
the component codes, so we simply write that code C is

C={xM x® . xV}

We still use the simple notation S(U) for the received vector if the active

users are those in set U:
S(U) =) x.

uelU
Definition 7.5. For the m-out-of-t model, the minimal signature code
length N(t,m) is the length of the shortest possible u.d. signature code for
a given number t of total users and for a given mazximal number m of simul-
taneously active ones:

N(t,m) =min{n: 3C u.d. signature code with length n

for t users out of which at most m are active simultaneously}.

We show two bounds for N(¢,m) saying that for 1 < m < t,

2 4
m N(t,m) < m log t.
m

~J

Based on Bose and Chowla’s (1962) work, Lindstrém (1975) constructed
a u.d. signature code with code length

n ~ mlogt.

We will show this construction soon. This is the best known so far, thus there
is no asymptotically optimal code construction for the m-out-of-¢ model.
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7.12 Bounds for U.D. Signature Codes

The next theorem gives the asymptotic upper bound on N (¢, m). This follows
from a similar theorem of D’yachkov and Rykov in (1981), see the remark
after Theorem 7.10 and 7.11. We present here a more simple proof.

Theorem 7.7. (D’yachkov-Rykov (1981)) For N(t,m) we have that

, , N(t,m)logm
lim sup lim sup —————

< 4.
m—oo  t—00 mlogt -

Proof. Let the length of codewords be n + 1, let the last component of each
codeword be fixed to 1, and the rest of the components be randomly chosen
from B = {0,1} with uniform distribution:

P (x,gw - 0) P (g;,@ - 1) - % Vu € Uk 1<k <n (iid),

:Cgle =1 Vuel.
We will give an upper bound on the probability of the event
code C = {X(l), x® ,x(t)} is not a u.d. signature code (*)

and then show that for a given m and ¢, and for an n great enough this
bound is less than 1. So the probability of randomly selecting a good code
is definitely positive, and this means that there exists a good code for that
n great enough, so we have an upper bound on the length of the shortest
possible code.

A code is mot a signature code, if and only if there are two different
subsets U and V' C [t] which contain at most m users, and the sums of the
corresponding code vectors are the same:

P (event (x)) =P U {Ss(U)=8s(V)}
UAVC[H]:
[U<m,[V]<m
If there are two subsets U and V' which satisfy S(U) = S(V'), then there are
also two disjoint subsets which satisfy it (e.g. U\ V and V' \ U). Moreover,
the (n + 1)™ component is 1 in all codewords, so the last component of the
received vector is the size of the active set. Thus, if S(U) = S(V) then
|U| = |V, so it is enough to take into account disjoint subsets of equal size:

P(event (*)) =P U {S(U) — S(V)}
U£VCH):
U|=|V|<m,UnV =0
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Now we can calculate the upper bound with the so called union bounding;:

P (event (x)) = Z P ({S(U)=8S(V)})
U VClt]:
U|=|V|<m,UnV=0

m

< > P(S(U)=8(V)).
k=1 UVC[t]:
U|=|V|=k,UNV=0

Here P(S(U) = S(V)) = Q"(k), where Q(k) is defined by (7.5) and bounded
by (7.6):

P(event (*)) SZ Z Q" (k)

k=1 UVCH:
|U|=|V|=k,UNV=0

() )
()

<m max t* L '
T k:1<k<m vk

=m exp ( max <2klogt — glog 7rk:>) .

k: 1<k<m

IN

Mz 11

IA
T

The exponent is convex in k, so the maximum is either at k = 1 or at k = m:
n n
P(event (*)) < mexp (max {2logt = log 7, 2mlogt — B 10g7rm}> .

If we want to ensure that a u.d. code exists, it is enough to show that
the probability of randomly selecting a non-u.d. code is less than 1, namely
P (event (%)) < 1. This is surely satisfied if our upper bound tends to 0 as
t — oo. For this we require

tlim 2logt — glogﬁ = —00, (7.28)
and n
tlim 2mlogt — 3 log mm = —o0. (7.29)
Let us set

4
n = [ i logt—‘ : (7.30)
logm
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Then (7.28) holds for all m > 2:

1
lim 2logt — ﬁlog7r <2(1- mosnT lim logt = —o0,
t—o0 2 logm ) t—oo
and (7.29) also holds:
1
lim 2mlogt — Elogwm <2m <1 — ogwm) lim log ¢
t—o0 2 logm ) t—co
1
— MO8 iy logt
logm t—oo
= —00.

So if we choose n as given in (7.30) then a u.d. signature code of length
n + 1 will exist, so the length of the shortest possible u.d. signature code is
bounded upper for large t:

4dm
N(t <
(t,m) < [logm

log t-‘ + 1.
It follows, that
N(t 1
lim sup N(t,m)logm <4
t—00 mlogt
O

We show in the next theorem, that asymptotically for 1 < m < t we
have that N(t,m) 2 102@% logt. This is new, but closely relates to Theorem

7.10 of D’yachkov and Rykov.
Theorem 7.8. For N(t,m) we have that

N(t 1

lim inf lim inf 0108

m—oo  t—00 m log t
Proof. Take an arbitrary u.d. signature code of length n for ¢ users out of
which at most m are active, and let U (the set of active users) be a discrete
random variable with uniform distribution over the (;) m-sized subsets of
[t]:

(1)~ i AC [t] and |A] = m;

0 otherwise.

P(U:A):{

We will bound the entropy of S(U) in two different ways, to get an upper
and a lower bound. Then by joining these bounds, we will get a lower bound
on the code length.
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First we set the lower bound on H (S(U)), which is the Shannon—entropy
of the random variable S(U):

H(S(U)) =H(U),

since for all different values of U the corresponding S(U) values are different
for a u.d. signature code. But U has uniform distribution, so for it is entropy

H<U>=1og(t),

m

and now we are ready to derive the lower bound on H (S(U)):

tt—1)---(t—(m—1))
m(m—1)---1

= log

t
> mlog —. (7.31)
m

Now we will derive an upper bound, via bounding the entropy of the
individual components of S(U). We can easily get the distribution of the ih
component, if we introduce w;, which is the number of codewords having 1
in their " component:

o=

The number of all possible values of U is (;L) Moreover, the number of
those U values for which [S(U)], = k can be enumerated. First we select k
users out of the w; ones those have 1 in the i** component of their codeword.
Then we select m — k more out of the ¢ — w; ones those have 0 there. This
is (%) (&), if max{0,m — (t —w;)} < k < min{w;, m}. So the distribution
of [S(U)], is hypergeometrical, with parameters (m,w;,t — w;):

()Gai) if max{0,m — (t — w; mindw.. ml:
P(SW)=k) =4 ) maxiOm = —w)) <k < minfu,m);

0 otherwise.

If we introduce Hyyp(m, a,b) which is the entropy of the hypergeometrical
distribution with parameters (m,a,b), then we have that

H(S(U);) = Hyyp(m, w;, t — w;).
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Since the entropy of a vector can be bounded by the sum of the entropies of
its components, we get the following upper bound on H (S(U)):

H(S(U)) < ZH(S(U)Z»)

n
== Z thp(m7 ws, t— wl)
i=1
<nmax Hyy,(m,w,t — w),
w

and using Lemma 7.2 we get

1 1
H(S(U)) < nmax 5 log (27T€ (Varhyp(m,w,t —w) + ﬁ)) 7

where Varyy,(m,w,t — w) denotes the variance of the hypergeometrical dis-
tribution with parameters (m,w,t — w). Therefore

1 w w m—1 1
< _ _ - .
H(S(U)) _nmngIOg (27re (mt (1 t> (1 —t—l) _|__12>)
1 1 m—1 1
<n-— _ _ ' '
_n210g <27re (m <1 P ) +_12>> (7.32)
Combining (7.31) and (7.32) we get

t 1 1 m—1 1
— < < n-— — — -
mlogm <H(S(U)) _n210g <27re (m (1 o ) + 12)),

which holds for all u.d. signature codes, including the shortest possible one.

So

mlog £

N(t,m) Z m— )
3 log (3me (m (1 - 45) + 33))

form which

N 1
lin inf T fnf 2 logm
m—oo  1—00 m log t

O

7.13 Lindstrom’s signature code construction

In this section we will show a construction of Lindstrom (1975) for a sig-
nature code for the m-out-of-t multiple access binary adder channel. The
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construction will have a code length n(t,m) for which

~—

n(t,m

lim lim <1
m—oot—oo mlogt

The construction works only when the number of users is a prime power,
so first we take s > ¢ which is a prime power, construct a code for s users,
and then simply leave s — ¢t codewords in order to obtain a code for ¢ users.
Thus we can use the upper bound s < 2/l

The construction is the following: Take the elements (1, s,...,0s of
GF(s) and take the primitive element a of GF(s™). Let x1,z9,...,zs be

integers such that
o't =a+ Vi=1,2,...,s.

Such z; exists for all 7, since « is a primitve element of GF(s™) and clearly
a + (; is a nonzero element. It also follows, that 0 < z; < s™ — 1, where the
left inequality follows from the fact, that o + 3; cannot be 1 € GF(s™).

The numbers x1,xs,...,2x, has the important property, that different
sums of exactly m of them cannot coincide:

m m
Zxai :bei < aq;=0b;foralli=1,...,m.
i=1

=1

This is because the simple fact, that if the sums are equal, then

(@ + By ) (@ + Bay) -+ (@ + Ba,,) = (a+ Bp)(a + Br,) -+ (a+ By),

where we can cancel o™ on both sides, and zero one side to get a polynomial
of degree at most m — 1 over GF(s), which is satisfied by a. Note, that the
polynomial cannot be the constant zero, since the root sets of the original left
and right hand sides in the equation differ. Moreover, since « is a primitive
element of GF(s™), it cannot satisfy such a polynomial.

Let the codewords x; be the binary representations of the numbers x;
with one additional digit 1 appended. For binary representation of numbers
up to £ we need [log(¢ + 1)] bits. So based on z; < s™ — 1 and s < 2l°8?|
we have

n(t,m) = [log(s™ —1)] + 1
< mlogs+ 2
< mllogt] + 2
< (1+logt)m + 2.
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If U denotes the active subset of the users, then clearly for the output
vector of the channel S(U) = ) ., x,. From S(U) we can simply calculate
\U| and S(U) = > et Tu

Ul = [S(U)]n(t.m),

n(t,m)—1
SU)=> x,= > 2" SU)].
i=1

uelU

To finally see, that this code is u.d. we shall see, that for different U be-
longs different S(U). First, if U and U’ differs in size, then the last element
of S(U) will also differ. If |[U| = |U’|, then take m — |U| arbitrary codewords.
Consider U and the new codewords as one set of numbers aq,ao,...,a,
(with possible repetitions) and U’ and the new codewords as the other set
by, b, ..., by (again with possible repetitions). The property of the code-
words shown above ensures that we will have different S(U).

7.14 Signature Coding and Information Trans-
fer

Here we deal with the coding problem of the multiple-access adder channel,
considering both the identification of the set of active users and decoding
of their messages. We examine the bounds on the minimal length of codes
solving these two tasks simultaneously.

The coding problem can be formulated in the following way: there are ¢
users of the channel: & = {1,2,...,t}. Each user v has a component code,
which is formed by s binary codewords of length n: x(D x®2) x(ws) ¢
{0,1}", each codeword is associated with a specific message of the user. At
a given instant, there are some (say r) active users. They are denoted by the
set U. Enumerate them as U = {uqy,ug, ..., u,} where u; < ug < ... < u,.
We consider, that at any time at most m users are active, so r < m. For
each active user u; € U, let m; € {1,2,...,s} denote the message this
user wants to send. Form a vector of length r from the messages as m =
(ml, Mo, ... ,mr). The pair (U, m), which is the set of active users and the
vector of their messages together, is called a message constellation.

The active users send their corresponding codeword to the channel: user
u; sends x(“™)  The receiver gets the sum of the codewords sent, which is
denoted by S(U, m):

S(Um) = 3 xm)
1=1
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If the code C is such that for each different pair (U, m), the channel output
is different, we say this code is a uniquely decipherable (u.d.) code. Formally,

S(Uym)=S(V,n) <= (U=V and m = n)
VU, V,m,n: |U| <m,|V]| <m.

This definition simply formalizes the fact, that if we want to recover the
active users and their messages from the received vector, then we cannot
have coincidence for different constellations.

We will show the following theorem:

Theorem 7.9.

N(t,m,s)logm

2 < liminf lim inf
m—oo  ts—oo m IOg ts

N(t,m,s)logm <4

< lim sup lim sup
m—00 ts—00 mlog ts
Proof. For the upper bound, the proof is by random coding. We give each
user s codewords, each of length n 4+ 1. The codewords are composed of
n random components independently and uniformly distributed over {0, 1},
and an (n + 1)™ component fixed to 1:
P<:U(-’):0>:P<x(-’):1>:§ Vi=1,2,...,n,

J J

and :ngfﬁl) =1 for all message i = 1,2,...,s of all user u =1,2,...,¢, where

xg-u’l) denotes the j™ component of the codeword x (%),

This is not a u.d. code, if and only if there are two different constellations
(U,m) and (V,n), for which the corresponding sum vectors are the same. So
if we define “event %7 as “code C is not a u.d. code”, then we can write

P (event *) = P{3(U,m), (V,n):
U] <m.|V] < m,S(U,m) = S(Vin) }.
If S(U,m) = S(V,n), so the sum vector is the same for two constellations,
then these constellations must have the same number of active users: |U| =

|V|. (This is because the (n+ 1)™ component of the codewords is fixed to 1,
so this component of the sum vector is the number of active users.) Thus

P (event *) = P{3(U,m), (V,n):
Ul = VI <m,S(Um) =S(V,n)}.
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In the followings, it will be convenient to have only different vectors added
in S(U,m) and S(V,n), but certainly, the same vector can occur in both
terms, if there is a common user in U and V', who is sending the same message
in m and n. We call such a user an invariant user. If (U, m) and (V,n) does
not have any invariant users, then we will denote it by (U,n) L (V,m),
because it will turn out to be some kind of independence.

Fortunately, to test whether a code is u.d. or not, it is enough to consider
only the constellations without invariant users: if there exists a constellation-
pair (U,m), (V,n) with S(U;m) = S(V, n), then there also exists at least one
pair (U, 1), (V, ) for which S(U,xn) = S(V,#) also, moreover it contains
no invariant users: (U,n) L (V,1m). To find this constellation-pair, simply
leave each invariant user from the original constellations.

Thus we have

P (event ) = P(3(U,m), (V,n): [U| =|V| < m,
(Uym) L (V,n),S(Um) =S(V, n)),

and by union bounding, we get

P(event +) < Y P(S(U,m)=S(V,n)). (7.33)

V(U7m)’(v’n) :
|U|=|V|<m,
(Um) L(V;n)

Let us denote the 5™ component of the sum vector S(U, m) by S;(U, m).
Since the components of the codewords are independent, it follows, that
the components of the sum vector are also independent. Moreover, the last
component of the sum vector equals to |U|. Then for |U| = |V|,
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U] \4
- P Z$§ui7mi) _ Z x§vi,ni)
=1 =1
|U| V|
-pP Z ul,mZ ngvl,nz) —0
=1
U] |V|

=1 =1

Because the constellations are without invariant users, we know that no
common codewords appear in the sums. The j** component of the codewords

are independent random variables uniformly distributed over {0, 1}. Thus 1—
xgv“m has the same distribution as m( ioms)
are without invariant users, each codeword appears at most once in the sum,
so the sum is the sum of |U|+ |V| independent uniformly distributed random

variables. This gives a binomial distribution with parameters (|U| + |V|, ),

SO
\U| + |V|) o-U-V]
14

Gallager ((1968) Problem 5.8 pp. 530) gives bounds on the binomial coeffi-

cients. It shows, that
(27") 9 < /i‘
r wr

Using this, and that |U| = |V, we get

Moreover since the constellations

P(S,(U.m) = S,(V.n)) = (

P(S,(U,m) = 5,(V,m)) <

and then .
1
P(S(U,m) =S(V,n)) < < m) :

Substituting this result into (7.33) yields

P (event %) < Z ( ﬁ)

¥(U,m),(V,n):
|U|=|V|<m,
(Um) L(Vn)
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1 n

< Ep— .
V(U,m),(V,n):
[U|=[V[<m

By simple enumeration we get

P <3 (1) () (1/3)

where we enumerated the suitable constellation pairs based on r = |U| = |V/|.
We use (i) < t" and take the logarithm of base 2:

m
n
P(event *) S E 22r10gt5—510g7rr‘
r=1

We bound the sum with m times the maximal element. The exponent to be
maximized is convex in 7, so the maximum is either at r =1 or at r = m:

_n _n
P (event *) < mmax{QZlogts 5 logﬂ'7 22mlogts 5 log(ﬂm)}.

In both formulas, we substitute n = [¢(m)logtk], and get the following
bounds for P (event *):

c(m)log
27#

m (ts) (case r = 1);

__c(m)logmm
2

m (ts)>™ (case 7 =m).

Both formulas tend to 0 as ts — oo if for some € > 0

4
c(m) > e (case r = 1);
log 7
4
c(m) > mte (case 7 =m).
log mm
Setting c¢(m) = égﬁl satisfies both conditions (m > 1), so for
4 1
= [ mt log ts—‘ ,
log mm

we have
lim P (event %) = 0.

ts—o00
This means, that the probability of the complementer event is greater than
0 for some large enough ts. So the random code we select is a u.d. code
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with positive probability, thus at least one u.d. code exists. This means, that
the value we derived for n is an upper bound for the minimal code length
N(t,m,s). For any € > 0 and large enough ts we have

4 1
N(t,m,s)gn:[ mt logts—‘,
log mm

from which N |
(t,m, s)logm <4

lim sup lim sup
m— o0 ts—00 m log ts

For the proof of the lower bound, consider an arbitrary u.d. code of length
n, and select constellations at random: let U = (ul, Us, . . . ,um) be uniformly
distributed over the m sized subsets of U, and let m be uniformly distributed
over the vectors {1,2,...,s}™, independently of U. Since the code is u.d.,
for each different constellation (U, m), we get a different sum vector S(U, m),
thus for the Shannon-entropy,

H(S(U,m)) = H(U,m) = log ((;) sm) > miog . (7.34)
where we used that () > (L)™.

On the other side, using the standard bound on the entropy (c.f. (1991)),
we can bound the entropy of the individual components of S(U, m):

m)) < ZH(Sj(U, m)), (7.35)

and

H(S;(U,m)) < =log (27re (Var(S (U,m)) + 112» (7.36)

Here the variance Var(S;(U, m)) can be bounded in the following way:

l\3|>—‘

Var(S;(U, m))
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k=1 ¢

- <E (i x§“m>)> . (7.37)

(W) _

+E i i 2 Ukamk) Wme)
;

Here the first and the third expected values are easy to calculate. Let p;
DD ju ) and pi=13>", pju). Then since xgu ™) e 0,1},

(i( ) ) =E (i wﬁ-““m”) = mp;

=1 =1

and

For the second expected value,

k=1 ¢

E Zm:zm:xur,mr (weme) |
=1

E iiE( Uk,Tnk)
k=1 (=1
i+k

el
(ué 7m4)

since for a given U, x; and z; are conditionally independent (k # /),
and calculating the conditional expected value yields

( k’mk

E i i m(uk,mk)z(ue,me) Z Zp(uk)
J J

k=1 (=1 k=1 (=1
Ik 4k

(t—Q) t t
m—2 k) (£
S

(t
m) k=1 £=1
04k
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Thus for Var(S;(U, m)) we have obtained (c.f. (7.37))

( t—2 ) t t
@ )2 > ) —mp;
02k

Var(S;(U,m)) = mp; +

m k=1 (=1

2
_ m(m — 1) : i) 22
Y (Zp "

~ om(m—1) , .

= mp; + H—1) t2p? — meJQ»
_ m 5
_ m(m—t)

=mpj+

< m,

since m <t and p; < 1.
Returning to (7.35) and (7.36) and using that m + % < 2m, we get

H(S(U,m)) < ZH(Sj(U, m))

— 1
< Z 5 log(4mem)

J=1

= g log(4mem).

Comparing this with (7.34) yields

mlog £
n>——5"—.
5 log(4mem)

This holds for any u.d. code, even for the shortest possible one, with length
n= N(t,m,s). So

it inf lim inf 2077 8) logm > 2.
m—oo ts—o0o m IOg tS

This finishes the proof of Theorem 7.9. 0
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7.15 Bounds for B,, Codes

D’yachkov and Rykov (1981) considered a special class of u.d. signature
codes, namely the B,, codes.

Definition 7.6. A B,,, code is a set of t binary codewords of length n
C= {X(l),X(Q), e ,x(t)} c B"

which has the following property: all sums of exactly m (not definitely differ-
ent) codewords are different.

It is obvious, that a B,, code C can be converted into a u.d. signature
code C; for the adder channel. What we have to do, is just to append a fixed
1 bit to the end of all the codewords in the B,, code:

Co={y:yeB" 3IxeC:Vjen]:y;=x; and y,41 = 1}.

The length of this signature code is n + 1. To see that this is really a u.d.
signature code, we indirectly put up that there are two different subsets U
and V' of the users for which the sum vector is the same. The size of U
and V cannot differ, since then the (n + 1)™ component of the sum vectors
would also differ. So we can assume that |U| = |V|. Now take the following
(exactly) m codewords: all the codewords in U plus x") as many times as
needed to get exactly m codewords (m — |U| times). The sum vector of this
multiset must be equal to the sum vector of all the codewords in V' plus x)
m — |V times. But then we have found two multisets of codewords with m
elements in the original B,, code C, for which the sum vector is the same.
This is a contradiction with the definition of the B,, codes.

D’yachkov and Rykov (1981) have given upper and lower bounds on
Npg(t,m), which is the length of the shortest possible B,, code for ¢ total
users out of which at most m are active simultaneously. For the length
of the shortest possible signature code, they have proven the following two
theorems:

Theorem 7.10. (Dyachkov-Rykov (1981)) For any m <t

|
Np(t,m) > —mb_
Hbin<m7 %)

Theorem 7.11. (Dyachkov-Rykov (1981)) If t — oo then for any fized m

2m
22m
log ——

()

Np(t,m) < (1+o0(1))logt.
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Asymptotically for 1 < m < ¢, these theorems say that

2 4
" logt < Np(t,m) S o
logm

logt. 7.38
Tog m og (7.38)

Using the construction of signature codes from B,, codes, it is trivial,
that N(t,m) < Np(t,m) + 1, thus the asymptotic lower bound follows from
Theorem 7.8. For the asymtotic upper bound, we show a proof here using
the technique of the Pippenger Theorem (Theorem 7.3).

Proof of the asymptotics of Theorem 7.11. Select a random code C of length
n + 1 for t users: the first n bits are randomly selected while the (n + 1)t
is fixed to one. (See the proof of the Pippenger Theorem 7.3 for the exact
distribution.)

We will show, that the probability of the event, that

code C is not a B,, code (*)

is less than one. We need a code with property
S(u)=8(v) <= u=v
t t
vVu,v € {1,2,...,m}": Zul < m,Zvi <m.
i=1 i=1

(Here we assumed only that the number of sent codewords is less than or
equals to m, while the definition of B,, codes says that it is exactly m. So we
are now proving a somewhat stronger statement. Via proving in this stronger
form, we will have an alternative proof of Theorem 7.7, which then can be
seen as a corollary of this.)

P(event (x)) =P U {S(u) =S(v)}
u,ve{l,2,....,m}*:
25:1 uz‘Sm,Zle v; <m

u,ve{l,2,....,m}*:
uTVZO’Z§:1 uFZﬁzl v; <m

where we used that because the last fixed 1 bit, the number of codewords
must be the same for both constellations, and that if there is a vector pair
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u, v which satisfy S(u) = S(v), then there is also an orthogonal vector pair
satisfying it. (See the proof of the Pippenger Theorem 7.3 for explanation.)
Now applying the union bound one gets

P (event (x)) < > P ({S(u) =S(v)}). (7.39)
u,ve{l,2,...m}t:
UTV:07Z§:1 uz':ZE:l v;<m

For a given u and v we can bound P ({S(u) = S(v)}) using (7.17) from
the proof of the Pippenger Theorem (Theorem 7.3). Let £ = |U|+ |V, where
U= {z e{1,2,... t}: u, 7&0} and V = {Z e{1,2,...t}: v %0} Then

l

P ({S(u) =S(v)}) <27%"=%.
Returning to (7.39), we get

P(event (*)) < Z 91 log T4V

u,ve{l,2,..m}t:
uTv:O,Eﬁzl ui:zﬁ:l v <m

DYV U

=1 uw: utv=LUVC{1,2,...;t}: u,ve{l,2,..,m}t:
|U|:u,‘v‘:’l}, 22:1 ui:ZZ:l v;<m
unv=>0 {it w; #0}=U
{i: v;20}=V

where we enumerated the possible vectors u and v based on the size of their
base set U and V. Thus

e 2 ()

=1 uw: u+v=>~_

S T ()

uv: utv=~_L
2m
= 2 27210873
— (€ l
< (4tm)fo- izl

where in the last step we bounded (}) with ¢* and (*") with (2m)*. Bounding
with the maximal element we get

P(event (*)) < 2m2Maree{i2..., 2my { ¢1og 4tm—4 log % .
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Since the exponent to be maximized is convex in ¢, the maximum is either
at £ =1 or at £ = 2m. For the first case we get

P (event (x)) < om2losdtm=zlog 5
while for the second

P(event (*)) < om2?mlogdtm=13 logmm

Set n = [C;Zé‘ff—‘ , and examine the bounds as t — oc:

~m log t
lim 2m2les¥m—3log 3 < iy 2m2losdim= Tlogm 108 5

t—o0 t—o00

c

— omo(1- a5 log § ) lim—oc logt

This is 0, if ¢ > 2lesm

mlogZ*
For the second bound,

cmlogt

. _n . —
lim 2m22mlog4tm 5 logmm S lim 2m22m10g4tm Tlogm log mm
t—o0 t—o00

< 2m2(2m7% log ﬂm) lim;— 0o logt.

This is also 0, if ¢ > ﬁ%. Let us set ¢ = 4+ ¢ for some ¢ > 0. This satisfies
both bounds on ¢ for m large enough. Thus the random code of length

4
{( +€)mlogt-‘ ‘1
logm

we select, is not a B,, code with probability less than one, so at least one B,,
code of that length must exist. So for the length Np(t,m) of the shortest
possible B,, code we have

Np(t,m) < [ww +1,

logm

from which
Ng(t,m)logm <

lim sup lim sup
m—oo  t—00 mlogt
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Chapter 8

Collision Channel with Known
Collision Multiplicity

8.1 Channel Model

Similarly to Chapter 6, in this chapter we consider the slotted multiple-access
collision channel with feedback. Again, suppose that there are infinitely
many non cooperating users and that the packet arrivals can be modelled as
a Poisson process with intensity .

Here the feedback at the time slot [n,n + 1) is:

e feedback 0 means an idle slot,
e feedback 1 means successful transmission by a single user,

e feedback ¢ with ¢ > 2 means that collision happened such that ¢ users
sent packet. ¢ is called the multiplicity of the collision.

8.2 Pippenger’s Random Protocol of Through-
put 1

This protocol is based on the Pippenger’s Theorem (cf. Theorem 7.3), which
says that for any integer t there is a code

C:Ct:{cl,...,ct}
of code word length
at
n=-—
logt

211
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such that the following holds: The n-tuple

t
y = Z uiCi
i=1

uniquely determines the nonnegative integers uy,us,...,u; € {0,1,...,t}
satisfying

t
Z u; < t.
=1

Similarly to Chapter 6, the protocol consists of collision resolution inter-
vals (CRI) which contain a certain number of slots as follows. All channel
users are assumed to follow what is going on on the channel, so everybody
not involved in a certain initial collision has to wait until the end of the epoch
before transmitting his information packet (blocked access). All users can
find out the end of the CRI, because the protocol is known to everybody.
Therefore, it is sufficient to describe the protocol for one epoch.

1. In the initial time slot of a CRI, each active user sends his packet.
After this, all users know the number of transmitted packets, i.e., the
number say s of active users, because that number is the feedback they
receive (the multiplicity of the collisions). If this number is 0 or 1, the

CRI ends.

2. Choose an integer t = t,. Suppose there are s > 2 active users, each
of which selects, randomly and uniformly, a number from {1,2,...,¢}.
These numbers 71, ... ,i, are called the identifiers.

3. Having the code C;, with the property above, each user j (1 < j < s)
resends his packet according to the the code word ¢;;. This means that
the packet will be resent in slots pointed out by 1’s in the code word
Ci;.

4. Let u; := #{j : i; = i} be the number of active users which chose the
identifier ¢ and u = (uy,us,...,u;). According to step 3 (and since
feedback is the multiplicity of the collisions) the feedback sequence will

be
t
Yy = Z U;C;.
=1
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Now each user determines u from y, which is possible by the above-
mentioned Pippenger’s Theorem because clearly

t
Z u; < t.
=1

5. Now, all users know the multiplicities u; by which the identifiers ¢ were
chosen. In a reserved way, only the users with identifiers ¢ with u; = 1
re-send their packets.

The number of slots needed for this procedure (i.e. the length of a CRI)
is
(=14+n+m,

where m is the number of successfully transmitted packets during this CRI.
(In step 1 of the protocol, 1 slot was used; in step 3 this was

at,

n=ns=
log ts

slots; and in step 5 we used m slots.)

Theorem 8.1. (Pippenger (1981)) For the Pippenger protocol, choose t; =
s(logs)® with 0 < b < 1, and assume that the arrivals of the packets are
according to a Poisson process {Z(t) : t > 0} with intensity X > 0. If

A <1,

then the sequence of numbers of packets at the end of a CRI forms a stable
Markov chain.

Proof. Let X,, be the number of packets at the end of the n-th CRI, Z,, the
number of packets arrived in the n-th CRI, V,, the number of the successfully
transmitted packets in the n-th CRI. Then

Xn+1 =X, — VnJrl + ZnJrl'

It is easy to see that {X,} is an irreducible and aperiodic Markov chain, so
in order to prove its stability we have to check the Foster criteria (Theorem
B.4). For any s > 0,

E{X,1|X, =5} = E{X, -V, + Z,1]|X, =s}
= s—E{V,1|X, = s} + E{Z,1| X, = s}.
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Let Y,, be the length of the n-th CRI, then

E{Z,11ix,=s
B{Za|X, = 5} = Dorrilisn)

P{X, = s}
E{ZZ.;1 Zn+1[{XnZS,Yn+1=y}}
P{X, = s}
. Zzozl E{ZTZ+1|X7L =S, Yn+1 = y}P{Xn = 57Yn+1 = y}
B P{X, = s}

= ZE{ZnJrl’Xn =5Y, = y}P{Yn+1 = y|Xn = 5}

y=1

= ZE{ZnJrl’YnJrl = y}P{YnJrl = y’Xn = S}
y=1

= > MWP{You =y|X, =5}
y=1

= AE{Y,.|X, = s}.

Given X, = s,
YnJrl =1+ ns + VnJrla

therefore
E{Zp1| Xy = s} = AL+ ns + E{V, 1| X, = s}).

Thus

E{X, 11X, =5} = s—E{V,u1|X,=s}+ A1+ ns+E{V,1]|X, =s})
= s— (1= NE{V,1|X,, = s} + A1+ ny).

From the definition and the notations of the protocol we get that
ts
E{V,1|X,=5s} = E {Z Ty X = 3}
j=1

ts
= ) P{uy; =1]X, = s}
j=1

= tSP{ul = 1‘Xn = S}

1 1\*!
= tes— | 1——
ts ts
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1 s—1
(-}
ls
> 3(1—8_1>.
ls

atg as(log s)°

Because of the choice of t,,

=s-0(1)

Mg

- log t, - log s + bloglog s’

and so

-1
B{X, X, =5} < s—s(1—\) (1—St )—|—2ns

S

= s—s(1=X)(1+o0(1)).
For any fixed d > 0, one can choose I such that for s > I
s(1=X)(1+0(1)) > d,

therefore
E{X,1|X, =5} <s—d,

and we verified the conditions of Theorem B.4. O

8.3 Ruszinkd-Vanroose Conflict Resolution Pro-
tocol of Throughput 1

The only probabilistic argument in the proof of Pippenger’s protocol (Theo-
rem 8.1) is the construction of a code C' based on Pippenger’s Theorem 7.3.
Thus, if someone could constructively generate such a code then Pippenger’s
probabilistic protocol would become a constructive protocol of throughput
1. Unfortunately, it is still an open problem how to generate such codes.
However, note that code C' in the protocol can be seen as a parallel or non-
adaptive strategy for determining u. In this section, due to Ruszinké and
Vanroose (1997), we give an adaptive search strategy instead.

Stated in terms of search theory, the code C' of Pippenger’s Theorem 7.3 is
essentially a parallel solution to the following combinatorial search problem,
in n = O(t/logt) steps:
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Problem 8.1. Let uy,...,u; be a sequence of non negative integers with
22:1 u; <t. We are allowed to ask queries of type How much is

z(A) = Z u;,

i€A

for any subset A of {1,...,t}. Find the sequence uy,...,u; with as few
quertes as possible.

This is because of the following. Since C' is binary, the coordinate y;
(1 =1,...,n) of the vector y = Z;:l u;c; is the sum of a certain subset of
coordinates of u = (u1,...,u;) pointed out by the 1s in the i components
of the code words in C'. Thus we can consider the vector y = (y1,...,y,) as
a sequence of answers for queries of the type above. Let A; be the set

A ={j;cj; =1}

then
yi = z2(A).

Since in this sense, we ask for each i (i = 1,...,n) the i*" question according
to the i*® components of the code words in C' and it does not depend on
previous answers, it is a parallel strategy. The random coding argument
in the proof of Pippenger’s Theorem thus shows the existence of a parallel
search strategy solving Problem 8.1 in n = O(t/logt) steps. But according
to the channel model all users get feedback immediately, thus it suffices to
have an adaptive search strategy which solves Problem 8.1 in o(t) steps.

These observations lead us to the following constructive solution of the
communication problem.

First we intend to solve the search Problem 8.1 in o(t) adaptive steps. For
this, we will use an extended version of Lindstrém’s construction (cf. section
7.10).

In 7.10, we have shown the construction of a uniquely decodable signature
code for the t-user multiple access adder channel. The t-user binary adder
channel has ¢ binary inputs, and one output, which is the real sum of the
inputs. In the case of signature coding, each user can send his codeword
or the zero vector into the channel. The u. d. code is such that, we can
determine the set of those users sending their codeword.

Now, in the extended construction we consider a t-user channel with ¢
integer inputs and one integer output, which is the sum of the inputs. We
enable each user to send his codeword multiplied by an arbitrary integer
between 0 and k. The task is to recover this multiplier for each user.
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The formalization of the extended problem is as follows: A code for ¢
users is a set C = {x1,Xa,...,x;} of codewords. The message constellation is
. . T

a vector of length t over the nonnegative integers: m = (my, mo,...,my) .
The *" integer m,; shows that at a given instant, which multiple of x; does
the i*" user send. Let us denote the output in the case of constellation m
with S(m), which is a vector of length n over the set of nonnegative integers:

S(m) = Zmixi. (8.1)

Definition 8.1. A code s called u.d. if for all the input constellations where
each user sends his codeword with multiplicity of at most k — 1, the channel
output 1s unique.

Vm € {0,1,...,k—1},vn € {0,1,...,k—1},m # n: S(m) # S(n). (8.2)

Such class of codes will be costructed for a certain subseries of . In the
sequel, we will refer to these codes as Lindstrém codes. Lindstrom has shown
the following theorem:

Theorem 8.2. (Lindstrom, (1964)) One can construct a u.d. code of the
above type for t users with code length n(t), for which

t)logt
lim sup " 1081

< 2.
t—oo  ltloghk

Proof. In the followings, to construct the code, we will do almost the same
as in section 7.10. We will only give the differences here. We will use the
notations (e.g. @ C b) on the binary forms given there.

For a given n, for each r € {1,2,...,n} construct the matrix C™ of size

r

r x a(r) in the following way: for row i where i C r select ™ element cgj) eB
where
: alr)—1
eld1,2,. . |22 4
’ { { log i J " }

> (—1)eOH ) = g (8.3)

iCr

such that

This is possible, for the same reasons as given in section 7.10, because here
20(r)=1 ig an upper bound for k1, since j — 1 < 20

-1
= For the other rows
) ; log k ’

the construction is the same.
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Create the code matrix in the same way. Since C still have n rows, the
codewords are of length n. To calculate the number of columns, which is the
number of users in the code, do as the following:

=30 =3[ 1> S0 Thalon
r=1 r=1 & r=1 & &

We have proven in section 7.10 that

nlogn
Za(r) ~

r=1

Thus continuing (8.4), we get that this construction yields a maximal number
of t(n) users for a given n for which

nlogn
t >

or precisely

lim inf M > 1
n—oo  nlogn 2

(8.5)

To this point we have a code construction of an arbitrary length n, for
t(n) users. Now we will invert the relation, and express the minimal code
length n(t) achievable with this construction for a given number ¢ of users.
More precisely we will give an upper bound on this n(t).

< 2tlog k

n(t) S

logt ’
or precisely |

t t

lim sup (1081

< 2.
+—00 tlogk: o

To see this, in the exact same way as we did in section 7.10, we can set
an arbitrary € > 0, and show that

2(1+e)tlogk

/
t pu—
() logt

is an upper bound for n(t) if ¢ is great enough. For the detailed proof refer
to section 7.10.
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, this yields

t)logt
lim sup —n( ) 1o <2
t—oo  tlogk
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What remains to see, is that the above constructed C is really a u.d. code
matrix. Again, refer to section 7.10 with the following modifications:

For r 2 ¢, and for r 2 ¢ the sum is zero, as there.

For r =/,

ty
y COm® —n®) = Z <Z(_1)a(i)+lcg)) (my) _ ngﬁ))

j=1 \ice

174
i Y4 Y4
= YR ),
j=1

by formula (8.3).
So we have

174
i ‘ ‘
=Sl ),
j=1
which means
ty ty
-1, (0) -1, (0)
>k = 3
7=1 j=1
This is not possible, since
m® e {0,1,... k—1}%,
n“ c{0,1,... k- 1},
m® £ n®,
and we know, that the representation of integers in radix k is unique. O

Unfortunately this result of Lindstrom cannot be applied directly to our
problem, since in Problem 8.1 a single coordinate can be large, if the other
coordinates are zeroes it can be even t. Thus if we replace k by ¢ into the
result of Lindstréom mentioned above, n will not be of magnitude o(¢). But
we can do the following.

Construction: An adaptive algorithm which solves Problem 8.1 in

0 (t log log t)
logt

steps:
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1. First partition the coordinates of u = (uy,...,u,] into t/logt parts of
size logt, for example, let T; (1 < i < t/logt) contain coordinates u;
for which

(1—1)logt < j <ilogt
holds.

2. Ask for the total sum of the coordinates in each part T; (1 < i <
t/logt).

3. Now according to the answers we split the partition into two classes.
Let class C; contain the partition elements where the sum of the coordi-
nates exceeds (logt)?, and let Cy contain the other partition elements.

4. Ask one-by-one each coordinate u; contained in parts 7} € C;.

5. Determine coordinates u,; contained in parts T; € Cs using a Lindstrom
code C' with k = (logt)?. (By step 3 all such coordinates should be
< (logt)?.)

By this procedure we solve Problem 8.1 in

o4 log logt
logt
constructive steps:

We ask questions only in steps 2, 4 and 5. Step 2 obviously needs t/log ¢
queries, as well as step 4. In the latter case it follows from the assumption
22:1 u; <t that the number of Tj-s contained in C; is

< t/(logt)*,
and each part contains logt coordinates. In step 5, by Lindstrom’s construc-

tion we have to ask
0 (t log 1ogt>
logt

queries. Thus the total number of queries is also of magnitude

log log t
Oft=528"),
logt
Now we are ready to present a conflict resolution protocol of throughput 1

which uses almost the same steps as the non-constructive proof of Pippenger
presented in the previous section.
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This protocol also consists of CRIs which contain a certain number of
slots. All channel users are assumed to follow what is going on on the channel,
so everybody not involved in a certain initial collision has to wait until the
end of the CRI before transmitting his information packet. All users can
find out the end of the CRI, because the protocol is known to everybody.
Therefore, it is sufficient to describe the protocol for one CRI. We do this in
five consecutive steps, where for each step j we calculate the number ¢; of
time slots needed:

1. In the initial time slot, each active user sends his packet. Thus,

and after this, all users know the number of transmitted packets, i.e.,
the number say s of active users, because that number is the feedback
they receive (the multiplicity of the collisions). If this number is 0 or
1, the CRI ends.

2. Choose an integer t = t,. Suppose there are s > 2 active users, each
of which selects, randomly and uniformly, a number from {1,2,...,¢}.
These numbers 71, . . ., 75 are called the identifiers. Group the identifiers
in intervals of length logt. Le., for 1 <d <t/logt let

Ly:={i;:(d—1)logt < i; < dlogt}.

In the d"* time slot, users with an identifier in Ly re-send their packet.

Thus,
t

Uy = —.
2 logt
(In this section, we avoid the use of “[.]” and “|.]” notations because

only magnitudes of the expressions are important.)

3. Consider first the groups Ly for which the feedback in the d-th slot
exceeds (logt)?. There are certainly less than t/(logt)? such groups.
In a reserved way all users with an identifier belonging to these groups
re-send their packet. After that, these users leave the system. So,

t t

logt = —.
(log t)? °8

lg <
5= logt

4. Consider now the groups Ly for which the feedback in the d-th slot in
step 2 does not exceed (logt)?. Let u; := #{j : i; = i} be the number
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of still active users which chose the identifier .. Then u; < (logt)?, so
construct a Lindstrom code C with k£ = (logt)?, and determine u from
y = 25:1 u;c;, where y is the feedback sequence of length

log 1
<ol )=o(s0es)
log,. t logt

5. Now, all users know the multiplicities u; by which the identifiers ¢ were
chosen. In a reserved way, only the users with identifiers ¢« with u; =1
re-send their packets:

€5§m7

where m is the number of successfully transmitted packets during this
epoch. The users which left the system in step 3 with a collision, and
the users in step 5 with u; > 1 must try again in the next epoch.

Thus exactly m packets are successfully transmitted in ¢ = {1 +4-- -4 /05 <
1 4+ n 4+ m time slots, where

loglogt
n:O<t%Og). (8.6)
logt

Now we are ready to prove that our algorithm is of throughput 1:

Theorem 8.3. (Ruszinkd and Vanroose (1997)) For the Pippenger protocol,
assume the conditions of Theorem 8.1. If

A< 1,

then the sequence of numbers of packets at the end of a CRI forms a stable
Markov chain.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 8.1. The only slight
difference is the end, where because of (8.6)

loglogts\ 5.0 (log 5)®log log s
logt, N log s

n:nS:O(ts =s-o(1).



Chapter 9

Euclidean Channel

9.1 Channel Model

The Euclidean channel is a special case of the multiple-access channel. This
channel is an adder channel for real numbers. The channel input and output
alphabets are the set R of real numbers, and the output is simply the sum

of the inputs:
t
Y =) X,
i=1

This channel is much like the binary adder channel, the difference is the
channel input and output alphabet, which is the set R of real numbers in the
case of this Euclidean channel instead of the set {0,1} and the set N which
was the input and output alphabet of the binary adder channel, respectively.

We will discuss multiple-access codes for this channel. For simplicity,
we use signature codes, where as usual, each user (each component code)
has only two elements, and one of these is the all zero. The non-zero one
is denoted by x( for the ith user. Let us call users sending their all zero
codeword inactive, and users sending their nonzero one as active.

Since the channel is synchronized and deterministic, the channel output
is simply the sum of the codewords of the active users. If we denote the set
of active users by U, then the channel output is

Yu = Zx(i)-
i€U

Certainly, if we do not have any noise, then the channel capacity is infi-
nite. To better model real transmissions, we introduce minimal distance and
maximal energy constraints. This yields the definition of Euclidean signature
codes:

223
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Definition 9.1. C = {x",x® ... x®} is an Euclidean signature code with
length n for t total and m maximally active users if

xD eR™, ||xP| <1 Vi€,

and
dmm(c) Z d7
where
dmin C — 1 — ,
©= ,min vyl
|U|<m, |V |<m,U#£V
and ||.|| denotes the Fuclidean norm in R™.

The reason for these constraints is straightforward. Consider some dis-
turbing noise in the communication. The minimum distance criteria makes it
possible to recover the messages of the users from the noisy output with a cer-
tain fidelity. Certainly, if the codewords are from R"”, the minimum-distance
criteria makes no sense without a maximal energy constraint.

Furthermore, we assume, that only a small subset of the users are com-
municating simultaneously. We will use the m-out-of-t model, where there
are t total users out of which at most m are active at any given instant.

For given values of ¢t,m and d, we define the minimal Euclidean signa-
ture code length Ng(t,m,d) as the length of the shortest possible Euclidean
signature code with this given parameters:

Ng(t,m,d) = min{n € N: 3C(n,t,m) Euclidean code with dp,(C) > d}.
(9.1)
Since for U = {1} and V = 0 the distance [[yy — yv|| = ||x|| < 1, so there
are no codes with minimum distance d,;, > 1, therefore we only consider
Ng(t,m,d) for 0 <d < 1.

9.2 Bounds for Euclidean Signature Codes

It is easy to see, that for the minimal Euclidean signature code length defined
by (9.1)
N d)l
lim inf lim inf n(t,m, d)logm >
m—oo  t—o00 mlogt
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To see this, there is a rather simple sphere packing bound. Consider the
space R", and put a sphere with radius g centered at each possible received
vector. These spheres must be disjoint, since each two received vector has at

least distance d.
Zm: t
i?

The number of spheres is
=0

(d)n
a Cn,
2

where ¢, is the volume of the sphere with unit radius. So the total occupied

volume V is
=\ [d\"
5 () ”

On the other hand, for any signature code for at most m simultaneously
active users the length of the received vector v is bounded by m, so the
previous spheres are located inside a sphere of radius m + %. So for the total
occupied volume V),

while the volume of one sphere is

V< (m + g)ncn. (9.3)

Putting (9.2) and (9.3) together we get

2 ()() = (i) o

and then

It implies that

therefore

d
m(logt —logm) + n(logd — log2) < nlog (m + 5),
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and

nlogm logm(l - 1?%?)

mlogt ~ log(2m +d) —logd’

This also holds for the shortest possible code with length Ng(t, m,d):

Ng(t,m,d)logm S logm(l - lfoggT>

mlogt ~ log(2m +d) —logd’

therefore

.. . Ng(t,m,d)logm logm
lim inf > ,
t—00 mlogt log(2m + d) — logd

which implies that

N 1
limn inf lim inf £ ) logm >1
m—oo  t—o00 mlogt

This was a simple sphere packing argument: if C is a Euclidean signature
code, then all vectors yy (U C [t],|U] < m) are within a ball of radius m. The
main idea of the next improved lower bound is to show that for any Euclidean
signature code, half of the vectors yy (U C [t],|U| = m) are within a ball
of radius of 2y/m. From this, the second lower bound on the code length
immediately follows by the same sphere packing argument applied to the
sphere with radius 2y/m.

Theorem 9.1. (Firedi-Ruszinkd, (1999))

N 1
lin inf lim jnf YEG T D) logm
m—oo  t—oo mlogt

To proove this theorem, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 9.1. For any Euclidean signature code C = C(n,t,m) the inequality

t
Sy —mel? < ( )m
m

UC[H: [U|=m

holds, where ¢ = %ZZZI x) is the average vector.
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Proof.

Y yu—melP=" > (llyol” —2mlyv,c) +m?|lel*) (9.4)

UCTt]: |U|=m UClt]: |Ul=m
We can do the summation by terms. For the second term,

Z —2m(yy,c) = —2m< Z yU,c>

UC[]: [U]=m UCi: [Ul=m

t—1
= —2m< )t(c,c)
m — 1
t
=—2( )m2|rcu2,
m

since in the sum ZUQ[t]: U|=m YU €very vector of code C is summed up with
multiplicity ( 711). For the third term,

4
2 2 t 2 2
> mPlelf = m”|c]|”.
m
UCt]: |U|l=m

For the first term,

2

Yo dyelf= Y D@

UCt]: |U|=m UCRt]: |U|l=m |l i€U
= > (X X <X(“7x(j)>>,
UCH]: [U|=m \i€U i GeU: i#j

and since ||[x@|| <1,

Yool D] <m+ > <x(”>x(”>>-

UC|[t]: |U|=m UClt]: |Ul=m 1,J€U : i)

t—2

From the fact that a pair of vectors is contained in exactly (m72

) m-~tuples,
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it follows that

UCll]: [U|=m
t t—2 Z
e ()5
1,J€[t]: i#£]
t t—2 DG t—2 o2
<(mr (2 23) 3 e (55 Sl
1,JE[t]: i#£] i€[t]
2
t t—2 )
— ()
() () |2
i€]t]
— t t—2 2 2
= (2 )me (5752l

And putting the three terms in (9.4) together we get

t
3 \wU—mdFs( )m.
m

UC[Y: |U|=m

O]

Now we are ready to prove the new upper bound on the rate of Euclidean
superimposed codes.

Proof of Theorem 9.1. Take an arbitrary Euclidean superimposed code C for
t total users out of which at most m are active. Let n denote the length of
the code, and — similarly to the above lemma — let ¢ = %Ziem x. Let U
be a random variable with uniform distribution over the m sized subsets of

).
1

(n)

By the definition of expected value,

P(U=V)= YV C [t V] = m.

1
Ellyy —me|’=——~ Y. lyv—mc|?,

( t >
VCH: [V]=m
m
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and using Lemma 9.1:

Ellyy — mc|]* < m.
Jensen’s inequality for the random variable ||y, — mc|| says

(E(lyo —mel)* < E (|lyv —me|) .
SO
Ellyy — me|| < V.
Thus by Markov’s inequality,

P (|lyv — me| > 2y/m) < E(HYQU\/anCH) = %
This means that at least half of the m active user’s sum vectors lies within
an n-dimensional sphere of radius 21/m.
But C is a Euclidean code, which means that even those received vectors
within the sphere of radius 24/m must have distance at least d from each
other. Applying the sphere packing argument to these vectors we get that

)= ()

(2= ()

and by taking the logarithm,

thus

log 5 + m(logt — logm)
B log (1 + #) ’

and this also holds for the shortest possible Euclidean code with given pa-
rameters:

log % + m(logt — logm)

NE (t, m, d) Z N
4y/m
thus
lim inf lim inf Ni(t,m, d)logm >
m—oo  t—00 mlogt
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Theorem 9.2. (Ericson-Gyérfi, (1988))

, . Ng(t,m,d)logm
lim sup lim sup
m—oo  t—00 mlogt

< 4.

Proof. The proof is based on random coding. Choose a random code for ¢
total and m active users with length n with the following distribution:

P ({Xg) = %}) =P ({Xg) = —%}) = % Vi € [t] Vj € [n].

For the probability of that this code does not have minimal distance d, we
have

P (dwin(C) < d) =P (d2

min

=P (( min HyU — va2 < dz) y

U,V)EAt,m

(€) < d?)

where
Apn ={(UV): U C[t],V C[t],|U <m, V]| <m,U #V}.

Since for each pair (U, V') setting the minimum, the disjoint pair (U \ U N
V.,V \UNV) also sets the minimum, it is enough to take into account the
disjoint sets only:

. 2
P(dwin(C) < d) =P o lyv —yvl” <d*|,
UnV =0

and applying the union bound, we get

P(dun(C) <d) < > P(lyv—yvl* <d).
(UV)EALm
Uunv=0

Since the codewords are composed of components iﬁ, if |U|+ |V is odd,
then

llye — yvl,| > v € [nl,

S-

so |lyv — yv| > 1. Thus for |U| 4 |V| odd for d < 1, the probability

P (|lyv —yv|® < d*) =0,
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so we do not have to sum these cases:

P(dmn(C)<d) < > P(lyr—yvl* <d’).
(UV)EA:,m

unv=0
|[U|+|V| is even

Moreover, for U NV = () the distribution of yy — yy and yy + yy are the
same, so we can use this latter in the formula:

P(du(C)<d) < > P(lyv+yvl*<d)
(UV)EALm

Uunv=0
|U|+|V| is even

— Z P
(UV)EAL,m

unv=>0
|[U|+|V] is even

n 2
= Z P nZ(Z Xg”) <nd* |,
(UV)EALm j=1 \ieUuv

unv=0
|U|+|V] is even

2
< d?

Z X ()

1icUuV

and by the Chernoff bounding technique,

P(dmjn(c) < d)

" 2

. n 2

= Z P | exp —gz < Z Xg”) > e "
(UV)EAL,m j=1 \ieUuV

unv=0
|U|+|V] is even

n

2
< Z G#Eexp —%Z ( Z XE”)

(UV)EAL,m j=1 \ieUuVv
unv=0
|U|+|V] is even

2
nd? T- 1 ;
(UV)EALm Jj=1 ieUuV

unv=y
|U|+|V] is even

2

nd? 1 (i)

— Z e 2 | Eexp ~3 (ﬁz X )
(UV)EAL,m ieUuV

unv=0
|U|+|V] is even
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If |U] + |V is even, then /n'> ",y Xy) is also even, with distribution

- 2k \ 1
(M) _o, | —
P(ﬁ > X _22>_(k+2)2%

ieUuUV

over z € {—k,...,k}, where 2k = |U| + |V|. Thus

1 : : 2k \ 1
(%) _ —222
Eexp —§<ﬁ §jxj) =) e (kH)sz.

1€cUuUV 2=—k
So the Chernoff-bound is
k n
M 7222 2k 1
<oz, F(£e(2)2)

Unv=0p
[U[+|V|=2k

where we enumerate the appropriate pairs (U, V') with respect to 2k = |U| +
V:

k_ n
t nd? 2 2k
. < 2k md _2; —ok
P(duwin(C) < d) < g (2]{)2 e (ZE e (k‘ 2)2 > ,

m
k=1 =—k

and since (;k) 22k < 2%k and d < 1,

k=1 2=k
where
A=t%? (21: 6_222( 2 ) —2)
~ 1+2 ’
and

m k n
B = Zt%e% (Z 6_2Z2 (kiﬁz) 2_2k) .

z=—k

We will derive upper bounds on A and B:

1
A =exp (2 logt +n <§ +log(1+e7?) — logQ))

< exp (2logt — 0.066n) .
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For B, we will use (,*) < (%) and (7})27% < — (c.f.: Gallager ):

3

k

k
Z 6—222< 2k )2—% < 1 e_QZQ,
k+ z k =

z=—k

and using exp(—222) < exp(—2|z|), we get

So for B, we have

log k
< m max exp (Qk‘logt +n (0.201 — og; )) .

It can be easily seen, that the exponent is convex in k. So the maximum is
either at k =2 or at k = m:

B < mmax{C, D},

where

log 2
C =exp (410gt—|—n<0.201— og ))

< exp (4logt — 0.145n) ,

and

1
D = exp (Zm logt+n (0.201 — Ong)> .
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We want to show that for large values of ¢, the probability of that this
random code does not have a certain minimal distance is less than one. We
have P (dyin(C) < d) < 2(A +mmin{B, C}), so it is enough to show that

tlim A= O,tlim C =0 and tlim D =0.

Set n = [¢(m)logt], then

A < exp ((2 —0.066¢(m)) logt) ,
C < exp ((4 —0.145¢(m)) logt) ,

D < exp ((2m - <loim . 0.201) c(m)> log t) .

All these quantities A, B and C tends to 0 as t — oo if in the exponents
logt has a negative factor. We have this for A if ¢(m) > 30.304, for C if
c(m) > 27.587, and for D if

1
om — ( ngm - 0.201) c(m) < 0.

and

All of these conditions are satisfied by

4(1+e)m
logm

c(m) =

for m > 25 and m > exp (%)7 where € > 0 arbitrary.

Summarizing, we have shown that for any ¢ > 0, if

0.4005(1 + 5)) } |

m > max {25,exp (
€

the probability of a randomly selected code with length

0= [ g

logm
not having minimal distance d tends to 0:

lim P (duin(C) < d) = 0.

t—o00
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This means that for t large enough, a good code with certain parameters
exists, so for any € > 0, m large enough and ¢ large enough
41+e)m

Ng(t d
E(am7 )< logm

logt+1,

which implies that

Ng(t d)l
lim sup lim sup p(t,m, d)logm <4
m—oo  t—00 mlogt

0J

9.3 Signature Coding and Information Trans-
fer for the Euclidean Channel

Introduction

There are t users of the channel: U = {1,2,...,t}. Each user u has a
component code, which is formed by s real valued codewords of length n:

C, = {x(“’l), x®2 ,x(“’s)},

each codeword is associated with a specific message of the user. We have an
energy constraint: ||x7)|| <1, where ||.|| denotes the Euclidean norm. At a
given instant, there are some (say r) active users. They are denoted by the
set U. Enumerate them as U = {uq,us, ..., u,}, where u; < ug < ... < .
We consider, that at any time at most m users are active, so r < m. For
each active user u; € U, let m; € {1,2,...,s} denote the message this
user wants to send. Form a vector of length r from the messages as m =
(ml, Mo, . .. ,mr). The pair (U, m), which is the set of active users and the
vector of their messages together, is called a message constellation.

The active users send their corresponding codewords to the channel: user
u; with message m; sends x(%)_ The receiver gets the sum of the codewords
sent, which is denoted by S(U, m):

S(U,m) = 3 xm)
=1

If the code C is such that for each different pair (U, m), the channel output
is different at least by d in Euclidean norm, then say this code has distance
d. Formally,

IS(U;m) —S(V,n)|| <d < (U=V and m = n)
VU, V,m,n: [U| <m,|V| <m.
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Bounds for the code length

Given t, m, s and d, the smallest codeword length for which a d-distance
s-message Euclidean code C for ¢ total users out of which at most m are
active exists is noted by N(t,m, s, d).

Theorem 9.3.

N |
lim inf lim inf (t,m, 5,d) logm
m—oo ts—00 m lOg ts

> 2.

To proove this theorem, we need the following lemma:

Lemma 9.2. (Firedi-Ruszinko, (1999)) For any code C defined above, the

inequality
t
E IS(U, m) — mc|]* < ( )smm
m

UC[t]: |U|=m
me{l1,2,...,s}™

c=1 3 X

i€{1,2,...t}
ke{1,2,...,s}

holds, where

18 the average vector.

Proof. We will denote the Euclidean inner product with (.,.).

> lIs(Um) —mel’

UCIt]: |U|=m
me{1,2,...,s}™

= Y (ISWm)|* = 2m(SU.m),c) +m*ic|*) (9.5)

UCIt]: |U|=m
me{l1,2,...,s}™

We can do the summation by terms. For the second term,

> —2m<S(U,m),C>:—2m< > S(U,m),c>
UC|

UCTt]: |U|=m t]: |Ul=m
me{1,2,...,s}™ me{l,2,...,s}™

t—1
= —2m<( )sm_ltsc,c>
m— 1
t
=—2( )smm2|rcu2,
m
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since in the sum

Z S(U, m)

UC[t]: |U|=m
me{l1,2,...,s}™

every vector of code C is summed up with multiplicity (;;11) sm—L

For the third term,

9 t\ ,, 2
Y m :( ) m?|lc|l? .
m

UCTt]: |U|l=m
me{l,2,...,s}™

For the first term,

m 2
SoswmP = Y ke
UC[t]: |U|=m UC[t]: |U|=m || i=1
me{1,2,...,s}™ me{l1,2,...,s}™
— Z Z Hx(uz,mz) 2 + Z Z <X(ui,m¢), X(uj,m]')> 7
UC[t]: [U|=m |\ i=1 i=1 j=1
me{1,2,...,s}™ J#i
and since Hx(“i’mi) <1,
dYooswmP< >0 [ m > Y (xemd x(wmy
UC[t]: |U|=m UC[t]: |U|=m i=1 j=1
me{l2,...,sp™ me{1,2,...,s}™ J#i

From the fact that a pair of vectors is contained in exactly (:{_22) s™2 con-

stellations, it follows that

Y. s

UC[t]: |U|=m
me{l,2,...,s}™
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t\ ., t—2Y\ . . .
:<m)s m—i—<m_2)s 2 Z Z (xR, xG0)

i€{1,2,...m} 5€{1,2,... t},j#i
ke{1,2,....,s} £€{1,2,...,s}

£\ AN o
(e (D 5

1€{1,2,....t} je{1,2,...,t}
ke{1,2,...,s} £€{1,2,...,s}

2
_ t m t—2 m—2 (i,k)
—(m)s m+(m_2)s Z X

i€{1,2,...,t}
ke{l1,2,...,s}

t t—2
= < )smm+ ( )Sm_2t282 c||?
m m— 2
t t
< ( )smm+ ( )smm2 llc|?.
m m

And putting the three terms in (9.5) together we get

SIS m) - me|* < (;)mm

UC|t]: |U|=m
me{l1,2,...,s}™

O

Now we are ready to prove the new upper bound on the rate of Euclidean
s-message codes.

Proof of Theorem 9.3. Take an arbitrary s-message Euclidean code C for the
m-out-of-t case. Let n denote the length of the code, and—similarly to the
above lemma—let ¢ = + S 3 xR Let U be a random variable with
uniform distribution over the m sized subsets of {1,2,...,t}, and let m be
an independent random vector with uniform distribution over {1,2,...,s}™.
By the definition of expected value,

1
E(|S(U.m) —me|’) = —<— > [ISUm)—mel*,
( )5"” UC[t]: |[V|=m
m mef{l,2,...,s}™
and using Lemma 9.2:

E (|S(U,m) — mc|?) < m.
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Jensen’s inequality for the random variable ||S(U, m) — mc|| says
2
(E[IS(U,m) — mc||)” <E (||S(U,m) — mc||2) :

S0
E|S(U,m) — mc|| < vm.

Thus by Markov’s inequality,

E([S(U m) —mcf) 1
P (||S(U,m) — mc| > 2y/m) < NG =3
This means that at least half of the sum vectors S(U, m) with m active user’s
lies within an n-dimensional sphere of radius 2/m.

But C is an s-message Euclidean code, which means that even those
received vectors within the sphere of radius 24/m must have distance at least
d from each other. Apply the sphere packing argument to these vectors: the
sum vectors must differ by Euclidean distance at least d, thus we can draw
disjoint n-dimensional spheres of radius g around them. This way we get
(ﬂtz) s spheres, and at least the half of these spheres are contained within

the sphere of radius 2\/m + . For the volumes, we get that

) <)

()< ()

and by taking the logarithm,

thus

log 5 + m(log ts — logm)
-_ 4\/m 9
10g (1 + T)

and this also holds for the shortest possible s-message FEuclidean code with
given parameters:

log 3 + m(logts — logm)

N(t,m,s,d) > v ;
log (1 + T)
thus
lim inf lim jnf 20T S Dlogm o
m—oo  ts—oo mlog ts
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For the upper bound, consider that an Euclidean signature code with
t' = ts users (and so with ¢’ = ts codewords) is also an s-message Euclidean
code for t users. This is because for a signature code with ¢’ = ts users we
required that all sum of at most m codewords should be distinct by distance
d. For an s message code for t users we require that only those at most m
sums must be distinct, which has at most one codeword from all component
code. Thus the theorem of Ericson and Gyorfi provides an upper bound also
for the minimal codeword length of s-message Fuclidean codes:

Theorem 9.4. (Ericson-Gyorfi, (1988))

<4

. . N(t,m,s,d)logm
lim sup lim sup
m— oo ts—o00 m log ts



Appendix A

Linear codes

A.1 Error detection, error correction, erasure
error correction

Let u denote the message vector, and 1 its reconstruction. The coordinates
of vectors u and 0 are in set S. This set S is called source alphabet. The
message vector u is encoded into a code word ¢ = (¢y, ¢g, . . ., ¢,) which is sent
through the channel, and the output vector is denoted by r. The coordinates
of vectors ¢ and r are in set F'. This set F' is called code alphabet. Here
r = (r,79,...,7,) is an n-tuple, a possibly corrupted version of ¢, which the
decoder gets.

If |S| = |F| = q there are exactly ¢* g-ary k-tuples u = (uy,us, ..., u).
We can assign one codeword to each such k-tuple and therefore say that we
are encoding k£ “information digits” into n “encoded digits”.

We can define an encoder, for the length n, g-ary block code C the set of
code words, as a one-to-one mapping from the set of ¢* g-ary message vectors
to C. We say in this case that the code has parameter (n, k).

It is the task of the decoder to operate on r to obtain an estimate G =
(U1, s, ..., Uy) of the message vector u. Equivalently, we can view the task
of the decoder as that of forming an estimate ¢ = (¢y,¢o,...,¢,) of the
codeword, since the process of recovering u from ¢ is quite trivial compared
to that of forming an estimate ¢ of c. It is obvious that the ability to recover
correctly ¢ from r highly depends on the number of positions where ¢ and r
differs, i.e., where the channel made an error.

As customary, F™ will denote the set of all n-tuples which has coordinates
from F.

Definition A.1. For x = (z1,...,x,) and'y = (y1,...,Yn), the Hamming
distance between x andy, denoted d(x,y), is the number of positions in which

241
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x and 'y differ.

We can readily see that d(x,y) satisfies the following three properties:

(1) d(x,y) > 0, with equality if and only if x =y.

(2) d(x,y) = d(y,x). (Symmetry)
(3) d(x,y) < d(x,z) + d(z,y). (Triangle inequality)

The three properties above are defining axioms for a metric.

Definition A.2. The minimum distance, dy;,, of the code C is defined as
the minimum value of d(c,c’) over all ¢ and ¢’ in C with ¢ # c'.

We now show the importance of d;, in determining the error detecting
or correcting power of the code.
Error detection. Suppose that the task of the decoder is only to detect
whether the received vector is erroneous or not. Obviously we can detect the
errors by checking the received vector is a codeword or not. If the channel
had errors in less than d,;, positions then the received vector is surely not a
new codeword. Thus the decoder can detect up to dy;,, — 1 errors.
Error correction. A more difficult task is to correct errors. The task of the
decoder is to find the “closest” codeword to the received vector measured in
Hamming distance. If the channel had errors in less than d,;,/2 positions
then there is a unique codeword which is closest to the received vector. Thus
the decoder can correct up to L%j errors where |.| denotes integer part.
Erasure correction. Another kind of error when we have information of
the positions of the errors. This kind of error is called erasure. If we erase
less than d,,;, positions of a codeword, the remainder part cannot correspond
to an other codeword otherwise these two codewords would have less than
dmin position distinct. Thus the decoder can correct up to dy;, — 1 erasures.

We saw that the quality of the “closest neighbor” decision in the decoder,
which is in some case the maximum likelihood decision, is better if the mini-
mum distance of the code is greater. However it is obvious that if the encoder
maps g-ary k-tuples into ¢g-ary n-tuples, then it cannot have arbitrarily high
minimum distance. In other words an n-length code with minimum distance
dmin cannot have arbitrarily many codewords. One of the simplest upper
bound is the so called Singleton bound on the size of a code.

Theorem A.1. A g-ary code of length n and minimum distance d;, cannot
have more than ¢"~ %+l codewords. In other words, for an (n,k) parameter
code

dmingn—k‘—l—l.
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Proof. Since the number of distinct g-ary k — 1-tuples are ¢! and there are
q" codewords, there must be at least two codewords ¢ and ¢’ such that they
coincide in the first k — 1 positions. For these

d(c,c') <n—k+1,
which implies
dmin S n—k + 17

therefore

qk S qn_dmin"!‘]- .

0J

An important class of the codes which reach the Singleton bound is the
following.

Definition A.3. An (n,k) parameter code with
dmin =N — k’ + 1

is called mazimum distance separable (or MDS) code.

A.2 Finite fields

Structured code alphabet F'is necessary to construct efficient error-control
codes. We introduce algebraic operations on F' for this purpose.

A finite group is a finite set of elements together with a binary operation
that satisfy the four fundamental properties of closure, associativity, the
identity property, and the inverse property. A group with a commutative
operation is called commutative (Abelian) group.

Definition A.4. A field is an algebraic system (F,+,-) consisting of a set
F and operations + (addition) and - (multiplication) such that:

1. (F,+) is a commutative (Abelian) group having the neutral element 0.

2. (F\{0},) is commutative (Abelian) group, and define a-0 =0 for all
a€l.

3. The addition is distributive in respect of the multiplication: for every
a,b and cin F, a-(b+¢) = (a-b) + (a-c).
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A finite field, or Galois field, is a field (F,+,+) in which F is a finite set.
A Galois field of size p is denoted by GF(p). One can prove that the size of
a Galois field is either a prime, or a power of prime.

First we discuss finite fields of prime number of elements. We shall write
amod b to denote the unique remainder when the integer a is divided by the
non-zero integer b.

For a prime p the algebraic system GF(p) = (F,®,®), where F =
{0,1,...p — 1} and where the field operations are defined for a and b in
F by

a®b=a+0bmodp (A.1)

a®b=ab modp (A.2)

(where the operations on the right sides are integer addition and multiplica-
tion, respectively) is a field.

Next we shall see how to construct a bigger field (F™, +,-) that contains
a given field (F,+,-). But, in order to do this, we need to exploit some
properties of polynomials.

Let (F,+,-) be an arbitrary field. Then a polynomial over (F,+,-) in the
indeterminate x is an expression of the form ag + a;-2 + as-2® + - - - in which
a; € F for all 7, but in which at most a finite number of the “coefficients” a;
are non-zero. If A(x) =ap+ a;-x + -+ + a,-2" is a polynomial with a,, # 0,
then n is the degree of A(z), denoted deg(A(x)), and a,, is called the leading
coefficient. When the leading coefficient is 1, the polynomial is called monic.

Elements of (F™, +,-) are vectors (co, 1, ..., Cpn_1) of length m over the
field (F, +, -) which are represented by polynomials co+cy-z+- -« +c¢p1-2™ !
of degree at most m — 1 and with coefficients in /. Whether adding or
multiplying polynomials, the arithmetic for the coefficients is carried out in
the field F'. The powers of the indeterminate are, however, always ordinary
integers. We shall write F'|z] to denote the set of all polynomials over the
field F.

The polynomial property analogous to the integer property of “prime-
ness” is “irreducibility”. A polynomial P(x) in F[z] is irreducible in F|x] if
deg(P(z)) > 1 and P(z) cannot be written as a product of polynomials in
F[z], each having degree smaller than deg(P(x)). Notice that all first degree
polynomials are trivially irreducible.

Let p be a prime, then we introduce the arithmetic of GF(p™). The ele-
ments of GF(p™) are considered as vectors from GF(p)™, and are represented
by the corresponding polynomials. So for a,b € GF(p™)

a= (CL(),CLI, s 7am—1)
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and
b - (bo, bla oo ,bmfl)

and the corresponding polynomials

a(x) =ag+ayx -+ ap_ga™ !

and
b(x) = b+ bz + by 2™

The addition in GF(p™) is defined by
c(x) = a(z) + b(z).

Concerning the multiplication, choose an irreducible polynomial P(z) of de-
gree m. One can prove that such a polynomial always exists. The multipli-
cation in GF(p™) is defined by

d(x) = a(z)-b(x) mod P(x).

A.3 Linear codes

Brief summary of linear algebra: linear space, linear independence, basis.

Definition A.5. A block code C of length n is linear if its codewords form a
vector space over the field F, i.e., if C is a subspace of F™. To check to see
if C is a subspace of F™, we need only check to see that

(1) if x and 'y are in C, then so is X+,

(2) if x is in C, then so is ¢-x for all c € F.

Suppose C is linear and g;,8,,...,8; are a basis for C, ie., C is a k-
dimensional subspace of F. Then the ¢* vectors

C=1U-g + U8y + -+ + Uk, Yuy,...,u, € F (A.3)

are all and only the codewords of C. Writing g, = (gi1, gi2, - - - , gin), We can
then rewrite (A.3) in matrix form as

g1 g12 --- Gin

g21 G222 .. Qon
(c1,¢0, . ycn) = (ug,ug, ..., ug)- : A : (A.4)

k1 9k2 -+ Gkn
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or, more compactly, as ¢ = u-G where

g1 912 --- Jin

g21 g2 ... Qop
G=]". o .

gkt Gk2 --- Gkn

We can consider (A.4) as defining a linear code C and, thus we shall call
G an encoding matrix or generator matriz. The encoding matrix of code
C is any matrix whose rows are a basis for C. In particular for C(n, k) the
encoding matrix must be a k X n matrix.

A linear encoder G is said to be systematic whenever its use results in

(01,62, e ,Ck) = (ul,u2, Ce ,Uk),

i.e., whenever the information digits appear unchanged in the first £ compo-
nents of the codeword. We see from this definition that G is systematic if
and only if it has the form

G = (L|P) (A.5)

where I}, is the k x k identity matrix and where P is some k x (n — k) matrix.
Clearly if C has a systematic encoder G, then this systematic encoder is
unique. It can be proved with Gauss-elimination that either a linear code
has a systematic encoder, or one can rearrange the order of the digits in the
codeword so that the new code does. Hence, for most purposes, it suffices
to consider systematic linear codes, i.e., linear codes which has a systematic
encoder as in (A.5).

Definition A.6. The Hamming weight of a vectorx, denoted w(x), is defined
as the number of non-zero components in X.
Clearly then,
d(x,y) = w(x —y).
Definition A.7. The minimum weight, Wy, of a linear code C is the small-
est value of w(c) for c € C and c # 0.

One of the most important facts about linear codes is

Theorem A.2. For a linear code, Wy = dmin.

Proof. Let ¢ be a non-zero codeword such that w(c) = wyy,. Then, since 0
is also a codeword, dp, < d(c,0) = w(c) = wyy. Conversely, let ¢; and ¢
(c1 # c3) be codewords such that d(cq,c2) = dpin. But ¢ = ¢ —co # 0 is
also a codeword and wy,;, < w(c) = w(c; — cz) = d(c1, €2) = dpin- O
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The importance of Theorem A.2 is that one need not look at distances
between all pairs of distinct codewords to find d,;, for a linear code. One
can just as well look only at the weights of single codewords.

A.4 Shortened Reed—Solomon codes

We need a few more algebraic concepts to construct some of the most inter-
esting and powerful error-correcting codes yet discovered.

In any field GF(q), we say that a number « is a primitive element when
m = ¢—1 is the smallest positive integer that o™ = 1. When « is a primitive
element, then o, a?,...,a™ = 1 must off be non-zero and distinct because
ol =a'for1 <i<j<mwould imply a/* =1and 1 < j —i < m. One
can prove that each Galois field has a primitive element.

In this section we introduce the shortened Reed—Solomon codes, and then
we give a proof of its MDS property.

Definition A.8. Let a € GF(q) be a primitive element and
u(z) = uo + urw + - -+ up_ 2!

be the message polynomial in GF(q)[x]. Then the codewords of the (n,k)
shortened Reed—Solomon code (n < q— 1) determined by o are

co = u(l)

aq = u(a)

o = u(a?)
Coo1 = u(a™h).

If n=q — 1 then this code is called Reed—Solomon code.

It is easy to see that the shortened Reed—Solomon code is a g-ary linear
code for which

1 1 1 1
1 « o? a1

G _ 1 042 Oé4 042 n—1) (A 6)
1 ai;—1 a(k;1)2 Oé(k—l.)(n—l)

is a generator matrix.
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Theorem A.3. The minimum distance of (n,k) shortened Reed—Solomon
codes 1s
dmin =n—k+ 17

i.€., the shortened Reed—Solomon codes are MDS' codes.

Proof. Because of the Singleton bound dy,i, < n — k+ 1 for any (n, k) code,
it is sufficient to prove dni;, > n — k + 1. The shortened Reed—Solomon
code is linear, so we should prove that w(c) > n — k + 1 for any non-zero
codeword in the code. Thus we should lower bound the weights of non-zero
codewords, which is equivalent to give an upper bound on the number of
zero components of non-zero codewords. But the zero components of the
codewords correspond to distinct roots of the message polynomial, and by
the fundamental theorem a non-zero polynomial cannot have more roots than
its degree. Formally,

w(c) = [{non-zero coordinates of c}|
= n — |{zero coordinates of c}|
> n — |{roots of u(z)}|
> n—(k-1),
so the theorem follows. O

A.5 Shortened Bose-Chaudhuri-Hocquenghem
codes

A linear code over GF'(¢™) will have some codewords all of whose components
are in the smaller field GF(¢); (0,0,...,0) is always one such codeword. The
entire set of these codewords with components in GF'(q) is called the GF(q)
subcode of the original GF(¢™) code. This GF'(q) subcode is a vector space
over the smaller field GF(q) and hence is a linear code over GF(q). Its
minimum weight, and hence also its minimum distance, cannot be less than
that of the original code since its non-zero codewords are subset of those in the
original code. But in general the new code will have fewer information digits
since, when we use a systematic encoder for the original code, we cannot get
a codeword all of whose components are in GF'(q) unless the k information
digits are all in GF(q); but some of the ¢* choices of the k information digits
as elements of GF'(q) in the original code might yield codewords whose n — k
parity digits are not all in GF(q). Thus, the GF(q) subcode will in general
have fewer than ¢* codewords. We summarize these facts in the following
theorem.
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Theorem A.4. If C is an (n,k) linear code over GF(q™) with minimum
distance dyin, then its GF(q) subcode is an (n,k'") linear code over GF(q)

with minimum distance d._,., where
K <k
and
dinin Z dmin~

With this background, we can now define the shortened Bose-Chaudhuri-
Hocquenghem codes (or shortened BCH codes).

Consider a shortened Reed-Solomon code over GF(¢™) with parameters
(n,k). The (n,k") shortened BCH code over GF(q) is the GF(q) subcode
of the shortened Reed—Solomon code. It follows immediately from Theorem
A .4 that, for the shortened BCH code,

and
E <k (A.8)

(Note that (A.8) also could have been obtained from the Singleton-bound
(Theorem A.1).) We shall see in later examples that (A.7) often holds with
equality, but that the bound (A.8) is usually very loose for BCH codes.

This definition of shortened BCH codes does not give much insight into
their nature. This will be remedied in a later section where we will show how
one can determine k' exactly.

A.6 Cyclic codes

By cyclic shift of an n-tuple ¢ = (¢cg,¢q,...,¢n_1), denoted ¢ T, we mean the
n-tuple (¢,_1,co,...,Ch_2). Notice that when the digits ¢; are in a field we
can consider the cyclic shift operator T to be the matrix

010 ... 0
001 ...0
T=|::: . i,
000 ... 1
1 00 0

which emphasizes that taking the cyclic shifts is a linear operation, i.e.,
(a-c+b-c')-T =acT+bcT.
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Definition A.9. A block code (whether linear or not) is said to be cyclic if
the cyclic shift of every codeword is also a codeword.

We shall now examine the general structure of cyclic codes, after which
we shall show that RS codes and BCH codes are cyclic.

It is convenient to identify the n-tuple ¢ = (co, ¢y, ..., ¢,—1) with compo-
nents in the field /' = GF(q) with the polynomial

o(r) =co+crx+ -+ ey (A.9)

of degree less than n in F[z]. We shall speak interchangeably of ¢ or ¢(x)
since either uniquely specifies the other. Notice that the cyclic shift, c-T,
has the polynomial representation

1

Cno1 Fcox+e-a?+ - Fpgx™ = 2ec() — cpq-(2™ — 1)

which we can also write as
z-c(x) — cpq-(2" — 1) = x-c(x) mod (2" —1). (A.10)

Equation (A.10) shows that cyclic shifting of ¢ corresponds to multiplication
of ¢ by x, modulo the polynomial z" — 1.

Suppose that C is a linear cyclic code, and that the minimum degree
among the polynomials corresponding to its non-zero codewords is r. We
first claim that there is a unique monic polynomial of degree r in the code;
since if there were two their difference would be a non-zero polynomial of
degree less than r and also in the code (because C is linear) and this would
contradict the definition of r. We shall hereafter write

9(@) =go+ g+ + g’ 2"

to denote this unique monic polynomial of minimum degree in the code. This
polynomial corresponds to the codeword (go, g1,---,9r—1,1,0,...,0) and has

n—r—1 ending zeros. Because C is cyclic, the n-tuples (0, go, g1, - - -, g1, 1,0, . ..

(0707907917'"797‘—171707"'a0)a SR (07"'707907917"'7gr—171) must all be

in the code and these n-tuples correspond to the polynomials z-g(z), z2-g(z),. . .

2" ""L.g(x). Again because C is linear,
ug-g(x) + ur-a-g(x) + -+ - + Uppy-z""og()
must also be in the code for all choices of ug, u1, ..., u,_»_1 in GF(q). Letting
r—1

U(.Z‘) =Upg+urxr+---+ un—r—lxn_ s
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we can equivalently say that u(z)-g(z) must be also in the code for every
choice of u(x), a polynomial of degree less than n — r. One can show that
there are no other codewords, which will further imply that

k=n-—r,

because we can take ug, uq,...,ur_1 as the information digits if we wish.

We next show that g(z) divides 2™ — 1. We have already seen that
xF~1.g(x) is in the code. But C is cyclic so that the cyclic shift of this
codeword is also a codeword, i.e., 2*-g(x) — (2™ — 1) or, equivalently, that
g(z) must divide 2 — 1 as we wished to show.

The code generated by a monic polynomial g(x) of degree r that divides
™ — 1 is cyclic and has k = n — r information digits. If ¢(z) = u(z)-g(x) has
degree less than n, then u(x) has degree less than k thus we can choose the k
coefficients of the polynomial u(x) as the information digits. The cyclic shift
of ¢ = (co, 1, ..., Cn1) is represented by

z-c(r)mod(z" — 1) = x-c(x) — ¢pq-(z" — 1)

where both term on the right side is divisible by g(x) therefore the cyclic
shift of c is in the code.

We have thus proved the following theorem that states the principal struc-
tural features of linear cyclic codes.

Theorem A.5. There is a unique monic code polynomial, g(x), of degree
n — k in every q-ary linear cyclic (n, k) code. This generating polynomial,
g(x), specifies the code in the sense that the q-ary n-tuple ¢ is a codeword
if and only if g(x) divides c(x); moreover, g(x) divides 2™ — 1. Conversely,
every q-ary monic polynomial of degree r that divides x™ — 1 generates such
a q-ary linear cyclic (n, k) code with k =n —r.

Our proof of Theorem A.5 establishes that the k x n matrix

go 91 --- OGn—k—1 1 0 0
0 - e 1 - 0

G- . go '91 ‘ In—k—1 ' | (A.ll)
0 0 ... go a1 oo On—k-1 1

is an encoding matrix for the cyclic code generated by g(x), because it showed
that the rows of this matrix are a basis for the vector space of codewords.
Since the first £ columns form a non-singular matrix, we can by appropriate
linear operations on the rows of G obtain an encoding matrix of the form
G’ = (I;|P). Thus every linear cyclic code is a systematic code.
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g(x) divides 2™ — 1, therefore we can introduce

M) =y

which is called parity check polynomial. Since the generating polynomial
uniquely determines the linear cyclic code, so the parity check polynomial
does it, too.

It is easy to prove that a polynomial ¢(x) with degree at most n — 1 is a
code word polynomial if and only if

c(x)h(z) =0 mod(z" — 1).

A.7 Reed—Solomon codes

We now show that the Reed—Solomon codes over GF(q) (shortened Reed—
Solomon codes with n = ¢ — 1) are cyclic.

Theorem A.6. The (n,k) Reed-Solomon code determined by a primitive
element « is cyclic if n =q — 1.

Proof. We must show that for any ¢ = (¢g,¢1,...,¢,—1) in the code cT =
(Cn-1,C0y---,Cn_2) € C also holds. From Definition A.8 it follows that

<CT)i = Ci—1modn

_ u(ai—lmodn)

k—1
— 2 uja(zfl modn)j
=0

therefore the cyclic shift of c is also in the code. O
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A.8 BCH codes

Here we introduce just a special case of the primitive BCH code over GF(p)
with parameters (n, k'), where p is a prime. Concerning the concept of general
BCH code and the details we refer to Blahut (1984). Choose an integer r > 1
and let the length n of the code be the so called primitive length:

n=p —1.
We have the unique factorization
" —1= My(z) - My(z)

over GF(p), where M;(x) are irreducible monic polynomials over GF(p). Let
a be a primitive element of GF(p"). Over GF(p"),

" —1=(x—-a% (x—a)--- (z—a?),

where o' are the non-zero elements of GF(p"). It implies that for each o
there is an M;(x) such that (z — ') divides M;(x). Then we say that M;(z)
is the minimal polynomial of a.

Both g(z) and h(x) should be a product of some M;(x)’s. Concerning
g(x), the minimum distance of the code can be increased by increasing the
number of factors of g(z), while the size of the code (p*') is large if the degree
of g(x) is small.

Choose 1 < k < p. Let M;(z) denote the minimal polynomial of o,
1=0,1,...,k—1. Choose the parity check polynomial of the primitive BCH
code as

h(z) = lem{My(z),..., Mp_1(z)}.

We have that

If M(x) is the primitive polynomial of a 3 € GF(p") then

M(z) = (z—B)(&—pB")...(« = "),

where m is such that 8P = 3 (cf. Theorem 5.3.6 in Blahut (1984)). Thus,
because of £ < p, foreach 1 <j <k -1

T

i) = [T = o),

=1
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and therefore deg M;(z) = r for j > 1, and M;(x), ..., Mj_1(x) are different,
and

k-1
h(z) = H M;(),
and
kK =degh(x) = (k—1)r+1. (A.12)

One can calculate a lower bound on the minimum distance of the code, called
designed distance d:

pin >d=p" —1—(k—1)p" " (A.13)



Appendix B

Probability

B.1 Inequalities

Lemma B.1. (CHERNOFF (1952)). Let B be a binomial random variable
with parameters n and p. Then, for 1 >¢e>p > 0,

1—e
-p

P{B > ne} < elelog s+(1-a)log 1=5] - —nlp—ctelog(c/p)]

and, for0 <e<p<1,

1—e

P{B < ne} < o nlelog s (10 log I=5]  ,—nlp—ectelog(e/p)]

Proof. We proceed by Chernoff’s exponential bounding method. In particu-
lar, for arbitrary s > 0,

P{B > ne} = P{sB > sne}
= P{e?F > e}
< e E{e*P)
(by the Markov inequality)
_ sne % ok (Z) PP — p)nF
= e "(e’p+1—-p)"
= e (ep+1-p)"
Next choose s such that
s e 1—p

e’ = —_—.
1—€ p

255
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With this value we get

€ - 1_
e *(ep+1—p) = e—ﬁ'log(:%”).( Ge—p-p+1—p>

l—e p

e el-p 1-—

= e Elog(pl—e>. € - p+1_p
1—c¢

—elog £ —elog =B 4]og 1=P

— e P 1—e 1—e
€ 1—

_ e—e.log £+(1—€)log 1—27

which implies the first inequality.
The second inequality follows from

1-— 11—
(1—e)log1 - —(1—6)10g1 P

- —(1—6)10g(1—|—i_p>

— €

€—p
< _(1_6).1—6

(by log(l+z) < x)
= p—e
To prove the second half of the lemma, observe that n — B is a binomial

random variable with parameters n and 1 — p. Hence for € < p the results of
the first step imply that

P{B<ne} = P{n—B>n(l—¢}

efn[(lfe) log %:; +e€log ;]

IN

7n[e log §+(175) log %:;]

(&
o~ nlp—e+elog(e/p))

IN

]

Lemma B.2 (Bernstein (1946)). Let X;,..., X, be independent real-
valued random variables, let a,b € R with a < b, and assume that X; € [a, D]
with probability one (i = 1,...,n). Let

1 n
=29 Var{X;}>0.
o n; ar{X;}
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Then, for all e > 0,

|

Proof. Set Y; = X; — E{X;} (i =1,...,n). Then we have, with probability
one,

> (X - B

ne2
> 6} S 267 2024’26(177(1)/3.

V] <b—a and E{Y?}=Var{X;} (i=1,...,n).

By Chernoft’s exponential bounding method we get, for arbitrary s > 0,

P{%Zn:(Xi—E{Xi}) > 6} = P{%Xn:YQ > 6}

i=1

o VAU
esYi — 1+SK+Z(3)

s2Y? 1
T T =03
if |s(b—a)/3| < 1. This, together with E{Y;} =0 (i=1,...,n)and 1+z < €®
(x € R), implies

1=1

& s* Var{X,} 1
< —Snhe 1
= ¢ 1:11( T 1—s(b—a)/3)
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e s? Var{X,} 1
s ¢ eXp( 2 1—s(b—a)/3)
i=1
s*no?
- (‘S"” 21— 50 - a>/3>) |
Set .
T b—a)/3+ 02
Then
s(b—a)
B 1
and
—sne + s“no”
2(1 —s(b—a)/3)
B —ne N €2 . no?
eb—a)/3+02  (e(b—a)/3+0%)? o <1 _ E(;gba—)%ﬁ»
— —ne ¢ no’
~e(b—a)/3 + 02 * eb—a)/3+02 2(e(b—a)/3+02—e(b—a)/3)
—ne?
" 2(b—a)/3+ 202
hence
P{l zn:(X'—EX) > e} <exp< —ne )
n ’ ’ - 2¢(b—a)/3 4 202
Similarly,
1 < 1
P {E ;(Xi ~EX)) < —e} - P {ﬁ ;(—XZ- ~E{-X;}) > e}
< exp ( —ne )
2¢(b—a)/3+ 202 )"
which implies the assertion. O

Lemma B.3 (Hoeffding (1963)). Let Xi,...,X, be independent real-
valued random wvariables, let a1,by,...,a,,b, € R, and assume that X; €
la;, b;] with probability one (i = 1,...,n). Then, for all € > 0,

1

P{
n

— Y (Xi —E{X;})

=1

_ 2ne2
>ep <2 wlimalbimail®
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Proof. Let s > 0 be arbitrary. Similarly to the proof of Lemma B.2 we get

< exp(—sne) - HE{eXp (s-(X; —EX;))}.

We will show momentarily
2 b — a; 2
EWWLWEMHﬁm@Lf@)@ﬁwm%(m)

from which we can conclude

n

P {% Z(XZ - EX;) > e} < exp (—sne + g Zn:(bl — ai)2> :

i=1
The right-hand side is minimal for

dne

Z?ﬂ (b — a;)*

S =

With this value we get

P {% i(Xi ~EX,) > e}

=1

4Ane? 2ne>
< exp | —7=m + o

n > i (bi —ai)? % > ima (bi —a;)?

2ne>
= exp| — )
PNIS - w)?
This implies that
> e}

|

_ {%i(Xi—EXi)>e}+P{

i=1

<9 2ne2
exX — .
=PI (b — )

1 n
- ;(Xz - EX;)

n

(—X; —B{-X;}) > e}

S|

=1
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So it remains to show (B.1). Fix i € {1,...,n} and set
Then Y € [a; — EX;, b; — EX;] =: [a, b] with probability one, a — b = a; — b;,
and EY = 0. We have to show

E {exp(sY)} < exp (M) . (B.2)

Because of e** convex we have

T—a g b—

x
e < e’ foralla <z <0,

b—a b—a
thus
E{Y} — b—E{Y
E{exp(sY)} < %635 + T{a}esa
a a
fr sa 1 - S(b—a)
‘ ( * b—a b-— ae )
(because of E{Y'} = 0).
Setting
. a
b= b—a
we get
Blesp(s¥)) < (1—ptp-e)emp 0o — goet-e)
where

®(u) =In((1—p+pe*)e ™) =In(1—p+pe*) — pu.

Next we make a Taylor expansion of . Because of

o' (u) pe

=———— —p, hence ®(0) =0
1 —p+ pe* P (©)

and

" (1 —=p+pe)pe* —pe'pet (1 — p)pe*
(I) (U) - w)2 - u\2
(1—p+ pev) (1—p+ pev)
(1=ppe" 1

41 —p)per 4
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we get, for any u > 0,

U2

B(u) = D(0) + ' (0)u + %@”(nw <

|~

for some 7 € [0, u]. We conclude

1
E{exp(sY)} < e”0) < exp (gs%b - a>2) |

which proves (B.2). O

Theorem B.1 (Binomial bound, c.f. Problem 5.8 in Gallager (1968)).
For1<k<n-—1,n2>2,

n < (™) gmmnk _ n
8k(n — k) — \k 21k(n — k)’
where
h(z) = —zlogx — (1 — z)log(l — x)

is the binary entropy function.

Proof. For the proof, we will use the Stirling formula, (c.f. Feller (1968) pp.

53.) which is
n! =+v2mn <Q> exp (e,),
e

where g, is a decreasing sequence, which satisfies 0 < ¢,, < ﬁ Using this,

) g—nnk _ n! oklog £+(n—k) log "k
k kl(n —k)!

B ﬁ exp (€n)
V 2mk(n — k) exp (e + enp)

For the upper bound, use that ¢, is decreasing, so e + €,_, > €, > 0, thus

(L) < mmm

1.
12n°

For the lower bound, use 0 < ¢, <

n
> =exp| ————— .
exp (ex + €n_k) exp (ﬁ i ﬁ) ( 12k(n — k))




262 APPENDIX B. PROBABILITY
Since 1 <k <n —1, we have k(n — k) > n — 1. Thus for n > 4,

n n

<
kn—k) " n—1"—

Q| >

and then

n 1
—_ | > —— ] ~ 0.8948.
exp( 12k(n—k)> _exp( 9) 0.8948

Since L .8862, we have that for n > 4,

o—nhE _ exp (e,)
27r/<:n— )exp (e + Enk) k(n —k

For (n,k) € {(2,1),(3,1),(3,2),(4,1),(4,2),(4,3) }, we can verify the same
bound by direct calculations:

k (m)2-mha \/ T

1 0.5 0.5
1or?2 0.4444 0.4330
lor3 0.4219 0.4082

2 0.3750 0.3536

=Wl S

Theorem B.2. For the probability density functions f(z) and g(x), we have
that for the I-divergence,

D(f,9) :/OO f(x)logydxz().

(z)
Proof. Let X be a random variable with probability density function f(z),
and let Y = % Then from the Jensen inequality,

E(—logY) > —logE(Y),
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D(f.g) = / " (@) log % a

_ /: f(2) (— log %) dz

thus

=E(—logY)
—logE(Y)
log/ flx 9a)
f(z)
log/ g(z)dz
= 0.

O

Theorem B.3. (Discrete Entropy Bound) If X is an integer valued random
variable, then

H(X) < %log (m <Var(X) + %)) |

This theorem was developed independently by Massey (unpublished),
Willems (unpublished) and D’yachkov (1977). Cover and Thomas (1991)

published it in their book, and later Mow (1998) extended it by eliminating

the factor % for some cases.

Proof. Put p; = P (X =), and let U be a continuous random variable uni-
formly distributed over (0,1) independent of X. Define Y = X + U, which
has the density

flz)=p; ifxe(i,i+1).
Then for the entropy of X,

i P(X =i)logP (X =1)

(/ fly )logP(X i)

/ f(y)logP (X =14) dy

—00

—00
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=—Z/ £(9)log £(y) dy

1=—00

= —/ f(y)log f(y)dy

This formula is the differential entropy of Y, which is maximized over all
distributions with the same variance, by the Gaussian distribution. To see
this, let g(z) be the distribution of the normal distribution with zero mean
and variance VarY’:

1 x?
9(@) \/ 2mVarY P <_2V3FY) ’
/ flz)dx = / g(x)dx =1,

/oof( r)z? dx—/oo (z)2® dzv = VarY.

Thus we have

- /_OO g(w)log g(x) dx

[e.9]

——/m (z) (1 L d
T L vy 2Vary 8

1 loge /°° 9
log —— x)dz + x)x”dz
S d IECLa g R

1 o loge /
—log ——— z)dz + x)x 2dx
s v2nVarY /_oo /(@) 2VarY fa

/ " @) (1 ! L ) d
= — xXr O og e xXr
s V2nVary 2VarY 8

/ f(z)logg(x)dx.

Subtracting — [*_ f(z)log f(z) dz yields

_ /_OO g(x)log g(x)dx + /_Oo f(x)log f(x)dx

[e.e]
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:_/_OO f(x)logg(x)dx—i-/_oo f(z)log f(x)dx

—/_Oof()lgg(x)d
>0

by Theorem B.2. This means, that

—/Oo g(z)log g(z)dz > — /_OO f(x)log f(z)dz.

—00

The differential entropy of the normal distribution g(x) can be calculated:

o > 1 x?
— x)logg(x)dx = — z) | lo — loge | dx
[ sty orgterar = [~ (o) (1o o - 5w
1 loge [

g(z)2? da

0 +
s V2rVary  2VarY J_
1 1
=3 log 2rVarY + 3 loge

1
=5 log 2meVarY.

Here we substitute Var(Y") = Var(X) + Var(U) = Var(X) + 55, and conclude
that

H(X) = — /_ Z (@) log f(z) dz < %log (27re <Var(X) + 1—12)) |

B.2 Markov Chains

Let {X;} = {Xo, X1,...,Xn,...} be a stochastic process with discrete time
parameter and discrete state space S = {0,1,2,...}.

Definition B.1. The process {X;} is called a Markov chain if it holds the
Markov property, i.e., if for alln > 1 and xg,x1, ..., Ty 1,2, € S we have

P{Xn = xn|Xn—1 =Tn-1y--- 7XO = xO} = P{Xn = In|Xn—1 - xn—1}7

whenever the conditional probabilities exist.
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In general, the transition probability P{X, = j|X,—1 = i} depends not
only on ¢ and j, but is a function of the time parameter n, too.

Definition B.2. If P{X, = j|X,-1 = i} doesn’t depend on n, then the
Markov chain {X;} is called homogeneous.

From this point we will deal only with homogeneous Markov chains.
denote the one-step transition probability from state ¢ to state 5 and let
IT = {p;;}.
IT is called the one-step transition probability matrix or transition matrix of
the chain. Let the initial probability of state ¢ be denoted by pgo) , 1. e,
) =P{Xo=1i} (i€¥).

We can represent the initial distribution of {X;} as a row vector

PO = {0} = {pf" " ...}
If
pij) = P{Xo = j|Xo =1}
(n > 1) denotes the n-step transition probability from i to j and

n) __ (n)
0= i)

is the n-step transition probability matrix, moreover the marginal distribu-
tion of X,, is the row vector

pln) {pgm e }
where
P =P{X, =i}
then it’s easy to see by induction that
" =1 (B.3)
and
p™ = pO1I™ = pOI, (B.4)

The most important problem concerning a Markov chain is the long term
behavior of the process. Henceforth we would like to characterize those
Markov chains for which the distribution P has a limit P (i. e., for
all 7 € S the sequence {pg.”)} is convergent), P> is a probability distribu-
tion and is independent from the initial distribution.
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Definition B.3. If the limit

lim P™ = Pt

n—oo

exists, P(>®) is a probability distribution and is independent from the initial
distribution P©) then the Markov chain {X;} is called stable with limit dis-
tribution P,

In the literature stable chains are named as ergodic ones.
In case P(®) exists and is independent from P let p; (j=0,1,2,...)
denote the (j + 1)th element of P> i. e., let
p = i ot
Definition B.4. The Markov chain {X;} is called irreducible if any of its
states can be reached from any other state through some transitions, i. e., for
any pair i,j € S there exists n;; > 0 with p%” > 0.

Definition B.5. A state ¢ € S of a Markov chain is aperiodic if there exists
n; > 1 such that for all n > n; we have pg?) > 0.

We remark that an equivalent definition of aperiodicity of ¢ € S is
ged{n >1:p{" > 0} =1,

where ged stands for the greatest common divisor. It’s trivial that our def-
inition implies the latter one, the converse requires some number theoretic
considerations. Observe that if p;; > 0 then pgl ) > 0 for all n > 1, thus 7 is
aperiodic.

Definition B.6. A Markov chain {X;} is called aperiodic if all of its states
are aperiodic.

It is easy to see that if an irreducible Markov chain {X;} has an aperiodic
state then {X;} is aperiodic.

In general the irreducibility or aperiodicity of a chain can be decided
without much effort. One can show, for example, that if for all 7, j € S with
li — j| <1 we have p;; > 0, then the chain is irreducible and aperiodic. The
condition says that the central three diagonals of the transition matrix II
contain positive elements. Moreover, if for every pair i,j € S with |i —j| =1

there is an n;; > 0 such that pgmj ) > 0, then the chain is irreducible.

J



268 APPENDIX B. PROBABILITY

Theorem B.4 (Foster’s criterion). Let {X;} be an irreducible and ape-
riodic Markov chain. If there exist I > 0, C > 0 and d > 0 such that for
kE<I

E{X,.1|X, =k} <C (B.5)

and for k > 1
E{X, 1| X, =k} <k—d, (B.6)

then {X;} is stable.

As an application of Theorem B.6 consider a discrete time queueing with
random service rate V,,, and denote by Y,, the number of arrivals in time slot
n. Let the initial length of the queue @)y be arbitrary non-negative integer
valued random variable independent of {V,,} and {Y,,}. Then the queue
length {@Q,} is according to the following evolution:

Qn+1 - (Qn - n+1)+ + Yn+1

for n > 0.

Theorem B.5. (Loynes (1962), Gyorfi and Morvai (2002)) If the sequences
{Vo.} and {Y,} are independent and identically distributed, and they are in-
dependent of each other, and E{Y,} < E{V,.}, then {Q,} is a stable Markov
chain.

The waiting time follows a similar evolution. According to Lindley (1952)
consider the extension of the G/G/1 model. Let W,, be the waiting time of
the n-th arrival, S,, be the service time of the n-th arrival, and 7}, ,; be the
inter arrival time between the (n 4+ 1)-th and n-th arrivals. Let W be an
arbitrary random variable independent of the arrivals and services. Then the
waiting time W), of the n-th arrival can be calculated by

WnJrl = (Wn - TnJrl + Sn)Jr

for n > 0.

Theorem B.6. (Lindley (1952), Loynes (1962), Feller (1968), Gyérfi and
Morvai (2002)) If {Si—1 — T;} is independent and identically distributed,
E{S;_1} < E{T;}, then {W;} is a stable Markov process.

Proof. Put
Ly = Snfl - Tna

then the recursion of the waiting times is of the form

W1 = (W, + Zn+1)Jr
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for n > 0, where {Z;} is a sequence of independent and identically distributed
(ii.d.) random variables with E{Z;} < 0. Introduce the notations

Vo = 0,

n—1
Vi = Y Zi (n>1).
=0

We prove that there is a stationary and Markov {W}/} and an almost surely
finite random variable 7 such that

W =sup V,,
n>0
and
W =W,
for n > 7.

Step 1. Fix an integer N > 0. Let W_y_ny = 0 and define W_y,, for
n > —N by the following recursion,

W—N,n—i—l = (W—N,n + Zn+1)+ for n Z —N.

We show that W_y is increasing in N, and almost surely,

. /
lim W_N70 =W s
N—oo
where
W' = supV,,
n>0

and W’ is finite a.s.
Notice that W_n 1 = W_nn + Znt1)T for n > —N. First we prove that
forn > —N,

W—an = maX{O, Zna Zn + Zn—la R Zn + Tt + Z_N_H}. (B?)
Forn=-N+1,

Won-nNt1 = Woy-n+Z-y)t
= (Z_ny1)T

= max{0,Z_yi1}.
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For n = —N + 2,

W_n_-ny2 = (W_n_nt1+ Z_nyo)*t
max{0, W_y _ny1 + Z_ni2}
max{0, max(0, Z_ny1) + Z_ni2}
= max{0,Z N2, Z N2+ Z_Ni1}-

Now we proceed by induction from n to n + 1.

W_nnt1 = (Won, + Zpia)t
= max{0,max{0,Z,, Z, + Zn-1,. - Zn+ -+ Z_ni1} + Zns1}
= maX{O, Zn+]_, Zn+1 + Zn7 ceey Zn+]_ + e + Z_N+1}.

We have completed the proof of (B.7). Thus
W_N70 = HlaX{O, ZQ, ZQ + Z_l, ceey ZQ + -4 Z_N+1},

which implies that W_y is increasing, since the maximum is taken over
larger and larger set. It remains to prove that W_y converges to a random
variable W’ which is finite a.s.. Now by the strong law of large numbers for
i.i.d. sequences, a.s.

hence a.s.

(DI EES

i=—N+1

We got that there is a random variable 7 such that for all ¢ > 0
oo > W—T,O = W—T—i,Oa

and therefore

W' =supV,,.
n>0
Step 2. Put
Wy =W’
and for n > 0,

r,H-l - (WT/L + Zn+1>+-
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{W!} is Markov, we show that {W/} is stationary. For any sequence 2> =
(...,2-1,%0,21,...) put

F(z=,) = ]\}i_l)lclx)max{o, 20,20+ 21, 20+ -+ 2_n}

Then by Step 1
Wi=W'=F(Z>,).

We proceed by induction that for n > 0,
W! = F(T"Z>=,),
where T is the left shift. For n =1,
F(TZzZ>,) = ]\}1_120 max{0, 71,21+ Zo, ..., Z1+ Zo+ ..., Z_Nys1}
= (]\}ILI})O max{0, max{0, Zo,..., Zo+ ..., Z_ni2} + Z1})
= (max{0, [A}gnoo max{0, Zo,..., Zo+ ..., Z_Nny2}] + Z1})
= Wi+ 2Z))*
= W.
Now we prove from n to n + 1.
erz+1 = (W, + Zn+1)+
(F(T"Z2) + Znya) ™
= (]\}151)0 max{0, Zn, Zn + Zptyo s Zn+ Zpa+ s Zp N+ Zngr) T
= h_r)r})o max{0, Zni1, Zn+1+ Zny -y Zns1 +Zn+ ... Znt1-N}

= F(T"Z>).

{Z;} is stationary, therefore {IW/} is stationary, too.
Step 3. Similarly to the proof of Step 1,

Wn=max{0,Z,,Zn + Zn-1,..., Zn+ -+ 21, Zy+ -+ Z1 + Wy},
and
W! =max{0,Z,, Zn+ Zn-1,-- s Zon+ -+ Z1, Zp+ -+ Z1 + Wy}

But for large n, both
L+ -+ Z21+Wy <0
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and
Zn+ -+ 21+ Wy <0,

and so

W, =W =max{0,Z,, Zn+ Zn_1,- -, Zn+ -+ Z1}.
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