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Abstract—The capacity region of the interference channel in region, in the spirit of[[2], was obtained in_[23].
which one transmitter non-causally knows the message of the ¢ Semi-deterministic CIFCs. In [4] the capacity region for a
other, termed the cognitive interference channel, has remaed o555 of channels in which the signal at the cognitive reeiv
open since its inception in 2005. A number of subtly differig . S . . . .
achievable rate regions and outer bounds have been derived, 'S a_determlnlstlc function of the_channel_lnputs is derived
some of which are tight under specific conditions. In this ® Discrete memoryless CIFCsFirst considered in[[7],.[8],
work we present a new unified inner bound for the discrete its capacity region was obtained for very strong interfeeen
memoryless cognitive interference channel. We show explity in [13] and for weak interference i [30]. Prior to this work
how it encompasses all known discrete memoryless achievabl and the recent work of 4], the largest known achievable rate

rate regions as special cases. The presented achievable ioeg . - : .
was recently used in deriving the capacity region of the linar regions were those of 8]/ [9]/[15], [20]. The recent and

high-SNR deterministic approximation of the Gaussian cogitive  independently derived region of [4] was shown to contair],[15
interference channel. The high-SNR deterministic approxination  [20], but was not conclusively shown to encompass [8] or the
was then used to obtain the capacity of the Gaussian cognigv |arger region of[[9].
interference channel to within 1.87 bits. e Gaussian CIFC. The capacity region under weak in-
terference was obtained in_[16], [30], while that for very
strong interference follows from_[13]. Capacity for a clads

The cognitive interference channel (CI@O}; an interfer- Gaussion MIMO CIFCs is obtained ih [28].
ence channel in which one of the transmitters - dubbed thez-CIFCs. Inner and outer bounds when the cognitive-
cognitive transmitter - has non-causal knowledge of the-m&srimary link is noiseless are obtained i [3]. [19]. The Gaus
sage of the other - dubbed the primary - transmitter. Theystusian causal case is considered [in [4], and is related to the
of this channel is motivated by cognitive radio technologyeneral (non Z) causal CIFC explored in][26].
which allows wireless devices to sense and adapt to th@iflCIFCs with secrecy constraints.Capacity of a CIFC in
RF environment by changing their transmission parametersyihich the cognitive message is to be kept secret from the
software on the fly. One of the driving applications of coiyeit primary and the cognitive wishes to decode both messages is
radio technology is secondary spectrum sharing: currengitained in[[18]. A cognitive multiple-access wiretap cheh
licensed spectrum would be shared by primary (legacy) apdconsidered in[[27].
secondary (usually cognitive) devices in the hope of imprgv  We focus on the discrete memoryless CIFC (DM-CIFC)
spectral efficiency. The extra abilities of cognitive ralimay and propose a new achievable rate region which encompasses
be modeled information theoretically in a number of wayse- sl other known achievable rate regions. We will explicitly
[6], [11] for surveys - one of which is through the assumptiogemonstrate how our new region encompasses and may be
of non-causal primary message knowledge at the secondagduced to the other regions. The new unified achievable rate
or cognitive, transmitter. region has been shown to be useful as: 1) specific choices of

The two-dimensional capacity region of the CIFC hagandom variables yield capacity in the deterministic CIP@][
remained open in general since its inception in 2005 [7]. Hownd hence also in the 2) linear high-SNR approximation of the
ever, capacity is known in a number of classes of channelssaussian CIFC [23], 3) specific choices of Gaussian random
e General deterministic CIFCs. The capacity region of variables have resulted in an achievable rate region wigsh |

fully deterministic CIFCs in the flavor of the deterministicvithin 1.87 bits, regardless of channel parameters, of aerou
interference channel[1] has been obtained ifl [24]. A specfound [25]. Numerical simulations indicate the actual gap i
case of the deterministic CIFC is the deterministic lineighh smaller.
SNR approximation of the Gaussian CIFC, whose capacity

I. INTRODUCTION

II. CHANNEL MODEL

10ther names for this channel include the cognitive radionnkk [8], The Discrete Memoryless Cognitive InterFerence Channel
interference channel with degraded message Gets [15], f8@]non-causal (DM—CIFC), as shown in Fid]l, consists of two transmitter-
interference channel with one cognitive transmittel [4}e tinterference . . .
channel with one cooperating transmitter |[20] and the fatence channel receier pairs that exchange |ndependent messages over a
with unidirectional cooperatiori [13]T21]. common channel. Transmittér: € {1, 2}, has discrete input
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Wi X1 (W, Wa)

Pyy,Ys| X1, Xo

X2 (I/V2)

W1 is achievable for a DM-CIFC if (R, R, Ry, Ric,
Riph, Roc, Ropa, Ropy) € RY satisfies (33)-@3K) for some

Wy W, input distribution

PUL,Use,Urpy,Uapps PX1,X2|Usc,Uze, Uips,Uapp PY1,Y2| X1, X2

Fig. 1. The Cognitive Interference Channel. The encoding scheme used in deriving this achievable rate
region is shown in Figl2. The key aspects of our scheme are
the following, where we drom for convenience:

alphabetX; and its receiver has discrete output alphaet e We rate-split the independent messagég, and W,
The channel is assumed to be memoryless with transitigniformly distributed onM,; = [1:27R1] and M, = [1 :

probability py, v,|x, x,. Encoderi, i € {1,2}, wishes to 27%2] into the message¥;, i € {lc,2c, 1pb, 2pb, 2pa}, all
communicate a messag€; uniformly distributed onM; = independent and uniformly distributed din : 2"%:], each
[1: QNRi] to decodet in V channel uses at rafe;. Encoder 1 encoded using the random varialilg, such that

(i.e., the cognitive user) knows its own messafje and that

of encoder 2 (the primary usen)y,. A rate pair(R1, Ra) is Wi = (Wie, Wip), Ry = Rac + Rapy,
achievable if there exist sequences of encoding functions Wy = (Wae, Waps, Wapa), Rz = Rac + Rapa + Ropp.

XN = (N, W), fi My x Mo — XV, e TX2 (primary Tx): Transmitter 2 send¥(, that carries

the private messag®,, (“p” for private, “a” for alone)
N _ ¢N . N pa
Xy = fo' (W), f2: My = X5, superimposedto the common messadé-. carried byUs,

with corresponding sequences of decoding functions (c” for common).
e Tx1 (cognitive Tx): The common message of Tx1,
W, = gV (YY), g1 :YY — My, encoded byl is binned againstX, conditioned onUs,.

The private message of Tx2V»,,, encoded byUs,, (“b”

for broadcast) and a portion of the private message of Tx1,
The capacity region is defined as the closure of the regidhips, €ncoded ad/y,, arebinned against each other as in
of achievable Ry, R,) pairs [5]. Standard strong-typicality is Marton's regionl[22] conditioned ofi;., Uzc andUic, Usze, X2

W2 = gév(YzN)v g2 : %V — Ma.

assumed; properties may be found[in][17]. respectively. _ _
Tx1 sendsX; over the channel. The incorporation of a
I1l. A NEW UNIFIED ACHIEVABLE RATE REGION Marton-like scheme at the cognitive transmitter was itijtia

motivated by the fact that in certain regimes, this strategy

AS, the DM-CIFC encompasses classical interferenqﬁas shown to be capacity achieving for the linear high-SNR
multiple-access and broadcast channels, we expect to S€§afrministic CIEC 23].

combination of their achievability proving techniquesfaoe

in any unified scheme for the CIFC: The codebook generation, encoding and decoding as well

o Rate-splitting. As in Han and Kobayashi_ [12] for the as the error event analysis is provided[inl[24].

interference-channel and in the DM-CIFC regions of [8],][15 Remark:

[20], rate-splitting is not necessary in the weak [30] amdrsg e (3d) can be dropped wheRy. = Rap, = Ropy = Rgpb =0

[13] interference regimes. e (3€) can be dropped wheRy,, = Rapp = R, =0

e Superposition-coding.Useful in multiple-access and broad-s (3d) can be dropped wheR,,, = Rgpb =0

cast channels_[5], in the CIFC the superposition of privase(3l) can be dropped wheR;. = R}, = Rip» = R’lpb =0

messages on top of common ones [15]. [20] is proposed ar]g/ COMPARISON WITH EXISTING ACHIEVABLE REGIONS

is known to be capacity achieving in very strong interfeeenc " **

[13]. We now show that the region of Theordrh 1 contains all

e Binning. Gel'fand-Pinsker coding[T10], often referred todther known achievable rate regions for the DM-CIFC. We

as binning, allows a transmitter to “"cancel” (portions offiote that showing inclusion of the rate regions [4, Thm.2],

the interference known to it at its intended receiver. Relat[14], and [9] is sufficient to demonstrate the largest known

binning techniques are used by Marton in deriving the largedM-CIFC region, since the region cfi[4] is shown to contain

known DM-broadcast channel achievable rate region [22]. those of[20, Th.1] and [15], and the region 0f [14] is claimed
We now present a new achievable region for the DMO contain all others. The region in/[9] is explicitly showor

CIFC which generalizes all best known achievable rate regiothe first time, to be included in another region.

including [8], [15], [20], [30] as well as[]4]. A. Devroye et al’s regior(]9, Thm. 1]
Theorem 1. RegionRrrp. A rate pair (Ry, Re) such that In the appendix we show that the region bf [9, Thm. 1]
Rpumr, is contained in our new regidRrrp along the lines:
Ry = BRic+ R, (1) o We make a correspondence between the random variables

Ry = Roc+ Ropg + Ropyp (2) and corresponding rates ®py;r andRrrp.



Ry, > I(Uic; X2|Use) (3a)
Ric+ Ry > I(Uipp, Ure; Xo|Use) (3b)
Ric+ Ripp + Rlopy > I(Urps, Ure; X2|Use) + I(Uzpp; Urpp|Uie, Uae, X2) (3c)
Rac + Ropa + (Ric + R'1c) + (Ropy + R'opy) < I(Ya; Uzpp, Ute, X2, Uae) + I(Ure; X2|Use) (3d)
Ropa + (Ric + R'1c) + (Ropp + R'opy) < I(Ya; Uspy, Ute, X2|Use) + I(Use; Xo|Use) (3e)
Ropa + (Ropy + R'opp) < 1(Ya; Usppy, Xo|Uie, Uae) + I(Use; X2|Use) (3f)
(Ric + R'1c) + (Ropy + R'opy) < I(Ya; Usppy, Ure| X2, Uae) + I(Uie; X2|Use) (39)
(Rapb + R'opy) < I1(Ya; Uapp|Use, X2, Usae) (3h)
Roc+ (Ric+ R'1e) + (Ripy + R'1ipp) < I(Y1;Uips, Uie, Uae), (30)
(Ric+ R'ie) + (Ripy + R'1pp) < I(Y1;Uipy, Ure|Use), (3))
(Ripp + R'1pp) < I(Y1;Uips|Uic, Uae), (3k)
Wi = Wi (Wie, Wipp ) =——p—W1¢ L'PUlcanc)' Ute {
Ry = Ric + Rapp L | PXa|Uze Xa Vs U = X1

>

Wlpb_|_:_ pngb‘Ulc,Ugc,Xz

1 —
i ro

Wapt ! DU,y U1, Use

]
Wy = Wa(Wae, Waph, Wapa W2C'| PUs. : : ) —
|
Ry = Rac + Rapa + Rapp W2P“_@ . X2
Fig. 2. The achievable encoding scheme of THm 1. The orddrimg left to right and the distributions demonstrate the efmmbk generation process.
The dotted lines indicate binning. We see rate splits arel aseboth users, private messadé§,;,, Wapa, Wop, are superimposed on common messages

Wie, Wae and U, is binned againsX» conditioned onlUz., while Uy, andUsy,, are binned against each afidh in a Marton-like fashion (conditioned
on other subsets of random variables).

Ulpb7 U2pb

e We define new region®pyr C R%EY,~ and ijgTD C C. Jiang et al’s region[[14, Thm. 4.1]

Rprp which are easier to compare: they have identical input o goheme originally designed for the more general broad-

dls;rlbutlon Secgmposmdqns.gnq similar rate gquaglons. . cast channel with cognitive relays (or interference-chane
o For any fixed input distri ut"znv an equation-by-equatiofy, 5 cognitive relay) may be tailored/reduced to derive a
comparison leads t®pyr € Ry € Rgrp € Rerp.

region for the cognitive interference channel. This schatse
) incorporates a broadcasting strategy. However, the common
B. Cao and Chen’s regiori_[4, Thm. 2] messages are created independently instead of having the

The independently derived region [A [4, Thm. 2] uses a siff®MMOn message from transmitter 1 being superposed to
ilar encoding structure as that &7 with two exceptions: the common message from transmitter 2. The former choice

a) the binning is done sequentially rather than jointly as fRtroduces more rate constraints than the latter and allesvs
Rrrp leading to binning constraints (43)—(45) in [4, Thm!© show inclusion iRy p after equating random variables.
2] as opposed to (BaJ=(3c) in THi.1. Notable is that both
schemes have adopted a Marton-like binning scheme at the
cognitive transmitter, as first introduced in the contextrod A new achievable rate region for the DM-CIFC has been
CIFC in [3]. b) While the cognitive messages are rate-split iderived and shown to encompass all known achievable rate
identical fashions, the primary message is split into 29@rt regions. Of note is the inclusion of a Marton-like broadirast

[4, Thm. 2] (R, = Ri1 + Rio, note the reversal of indices)scheme at the cognitive transmitter. Specific choices af thi
while we explicitly split the primary message into threetparregion have been shown to achieve capacity for the linear
Ry = Rac + Rapa + Rapy. In the Appendix we show that the high-SNR approximation of the Gaussian CIFC1[23],1[24],
region of [4, Thm.2], denoted @&cc C Rrrp in two steps: and the deterministic CIFC in general [24]. This region has
o We first show that we may WLOG s&%; = 0 in [4, Thm.2], furthermore been shown to achieve within 1.87 bits of anoute
creating a new regiom; . bound, regardless of channel parameters in [24], [25]. Nit#me

e We next make a correspondence between our randeal evaluation of the region under Gaussian input disticiost
variables and those dfl[4, Thm.2] and obtain identical reglio for the Gaussian CIFC is currently underway, while extemsio

V. CONCLUSION



of the CIFC to multiple users will be investigated in the leng [24] S. Rini, “On the role of cognition and cooperation in @l#ss net-
term.
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APPENDIX
A. Proof thatX,, = ) WLOG in [20, Th.1]
In their notation, after the Fourier-Motzkin eliminatiofi ¢20, Th.1] we obtain the achievable rate region

Ry < I(U1a; Y1|Ute, Q) — I(Uta; X2a, Xob|Ute, Q)
+ I(Xap, Ure; Ya| X24, Q) (4)
Ry < 1(U1a, U1; Y1(Q) — I(Uta, Ute; X2a, Xov|Q)
Ry < I(X2,U16;Y2|Q)
Ry < I1(X2;Y2,U1|Q)
Ri + Ry < I(Ura; Y1|Use, Q)
— I(Uia; X2a, Xo2p|Ute, Q) + 1(X2,Use; Y2|Q)

for any distributionpx, x,.x..,Xs,Ute,U1a,Q- FOr @ QIVENDx,, x,, U1..th..@ Of [20, Th.1] consider a related distribution

pxy, . x4,.Ul..0l, . Such that

2b7 1c?
(U{ca U{aa Ql> = (Ulcv Ulaa Q)
Xop = (Xaa, Xap), X5, =10
All rate constraints buf({4) are the same under both didinhs. Comparing[(4) under the two distributions:

o, g, 01,05,

= I(U{o; Y1|U1e, Q") — I(Uia; Xa, X3 |Ute, Q") + I( X, Uie; Y2| X34, Q')

= I(U1a; Y1|U1e, Q) — I(Ura; X2a, X26|Uic, Q) + I(X2a, Xob, Uic; Y2|Q)

= I(Uia; Y1|Ure, Q) — I(Utra; X2a, X2b|Ute, Q) + I(X2a; Y2|Q) + I(Xap, Ure; Yo| X2q, Q)

= 1(X24;Y2|Q) + @'pXQQ,XQb,Ulc,Ula,Q

z @przavxzvalchmYQ'

B. Containment of([9, Thm. 1] iRgrp

We show this inclusion with the following steps:
e We enlarge the regioRpr by removing some rate constraints.
o We further enlarge the region by enlarging the set of poasighut distributions. This allows us to remove thig and @
from the inner bound. We refer to this region &$};,, since is enlarges the original achievable region.
e We make a correspondence between the random variables eredpmnding rates dR%%, and Rgrp.
e We choose a particular subset ®f;7p, J%%}TD, for which we can more easily sho®Rpyr C R%Y 1 C fRi};}TD C Rrrp,
since Ry, and R, have identical input distribution decompositions and kimiate bound equations.

Enlarge the region Rp 1
We first enlarge the rate region 6f [9, Thm. Rp by removing a number of constraints (specifically, we remegeations
(2.6, 2.8, 2.10, 2.13, 2.14, 2.16 2.17) bf [9, Thm. 1]) to abthe regionR%, defined as the set of all rate pairs satisfying:

Ry, = I(Vay;Vip, Vig|W) (5a)

Ry = I(Vao; Vin, Via|W) (50)

Rin < I(Y1, Vg, Vor; Via [W) (5c)

Ro1 + Ry < I(Y1, Vg, Viz; Var [W) (59)

Ry + Roy + Ry < I(Y1, Vig; Viy, Var [W) 4 1(Vig; Ve [W) (5e)

Ri1 + Ro1 + Ry + Ria < I(Y1;Vin, Var, Vie|W) + I(Vi1, Vig; Var [W) S

Ry + Ry < I(Ya, Viz, Var; Vao| W) 9)

Roo + Roy + Ro1 + Ry < I(Ya, Vig; Vaz, Vo [W) + I(Vag; Var [W) Gh)

Ryz + Roy + Ro1 + Ryy + Riz < I(Ya; Vag, Var, Vio|W) + I(Vaz, Var; Via|W). ()

(5)



taken over the union of distributions

PwWPVI1 PV1a PX1| Vi1, ViaPVar Vi1 Via PVas | Vi1, V12 P Xo Vi1, Va2, Va1, Vas -

Following the line of thoughts in_[29, Appendix D] it is pobk to show that without loss of generality we can Xatto
be a deterministic function df;; andVi», allowing us insertX; next toVi;, Vi, as follows:

!

R21
/

R22

Ry

Ro1 + RY,

Ri1 + Ro1 + R,

Ri1 + Ro1 + Ry, + Rio

Ras + Rb,
Ros + RYy + Ro1 + R,
Roo + R/QQ + Ro1 + R/Ql + Rqo

ININ N IN

ININCIA

I(Var; X1, Via, Vi |[W)
I(Vag; X1, Vi1, Vi |[W)

I(Y1, Vig, Vor; Vii [W)

I(Y1, X1, V11, Vig; Vi [W)

I(Y1,Vig; Vig, Var [W) + I(Viy; Vo [W)

I(Y1; X1, Vin, Vig, Vau (W) + 1(Xq, Vi1, Vig; Va1 [W)

I(Ya, Vig, Vag; Vag|WW)
I(}/Qa‘/IQ;‘/QQ) ‘/21|W) + I(‘/22"/21|W)
1(Ya; Vag, Var, Vig|W) + I (Vag, Vay; Via| W)

Using the factorization of the auxiliary RV’s, we may inséft next toV;; in equation [(6f).

For equation[{dc):
R

A

For equation[{8d) we have:

Ri1 + Ro1 + RYy,

I IA

The original region is thus equivalent to
Ry,
Roy

Ry

Ro1 + RY,

Ri1 + Ro1 + Ry,

Ri1 + Ro1 + RY; + Rio

Ros + R/QQ

Ras + Ry + Ry + Ry,
Ray + Ry + Ry + Ry; + Rio

taken over the union over all distributions

I(Y1, Vig; Vag, Var|W)
I(Y1; Vi, Va1 | Vig, W)
I(Y1; Vi, Va1|Vig, W)
I(Yy; Vig, Var [Vig, W)
I(Y1; X1, Vi, Var [Vig, W) + 1( X1, Vig, Vig; Var [W)

VAN VAN VANVAN

IA A IA

I(Y1, Vig, Vag; Vi [W)
I(Yy, Vay; Vi [Vig, W) 4 I (Vig; Vi [W)
= I(Y1,Va1; Vi1|Vig, W)
I(Y1, Var; X1, Vip|Vig, W)
I(Y1; X1, Via|Vig, Var, W) + 1(Vay; X1, Vig |Vig, W).

(Vi1; Va1 | W)
(Vig; Vi1, Va1 [W) + IT(Vag; Var [W)
(Vig; Var Vi1, W) + I(Vi1; Vi [W)

I
I
I
I(Vi1, Vig; Vor [ W)

+ 4+ +

I(Var; X1, Vi, Vig|[W)
I(Vag; X1, Vi1, Vi |W)

I(Y1; X1, Vi [Vig, Var [W) + I(Vay; X1|Vig, W)
I(Y1, X1, Vi, Vig; Vai [W)

I(Y1; X1, V11, Va1 |[Vig, W) + T(Xq; Var [W)

I(Y1; X1, Vi1, Vor, Vis|W) + 1(X1, Vi1, Vig; Va1 [W)

I(}/Qv‘/127‘/21; ‘/22|W)
I(Ya, Vig; Vag, Vor [W) + I(Vag; Var [W)
1(Ya; Vag, Var, Via|[W) + I(Vag, Var; Via|[W)

prVllpvlszl\Vu,V12pV21|X1,V11V12pV22|X1,V117V12pX2\Xl,V11,V127V217V22 .

(6a)
(6b)

(6¢)
(6d)
(6e)
(61)

(69)
(6h)

(6i)

(7a)
(7b)

(7¢)
(7d)
(7e)
(79)

(79)
(7h)
(7i)
(7)



RV, rate of Theorer]1l RV, rate of][9, Thm. 1] Comments

Uzc, Rac Via, Ri2 TX2 > RX 1, RX 2
Uic, Ric Va1, Ro1 TX1—>RX1, RX2
Uipp, Ripy Vaz, Rao TX1—RX1
X2, Rapa X1, R TX2 = RX 2
Uzpp =0, R}y, =0 - TX1— RX 2

R/lc = I(U1c; X2|Uac) Lo1 — Ro1 = I(Va1; Vi, Vi2) B!nn!ng rate
Rllpb = I(Ulpb; X2|Uic, Uae) Los — Rog = I(Va2; Vi1, Vi2) Binning rates
X1 X2

TABLE |
ASSIGNMENT OFRV'S OFAPPENDIXEI

Enlarge the input distribution and eliminate V7; and W
Now increase the set of possible input distribution of thguinby lettingV;; to have any joint distribution with/j5. This is
done by substitutingy,, with py, |v,, in the expression of the input distribution. With this sitogton we have:

PWPVy1 V12 PVi2 P Xy Vi1, Vi PVoy | X1, Vi1 V12 PVas | X1, V11, V12 P X2 | X1, Va1, Va2, Vo1, Ve
c PWDV12 PV, X1 V12 PVar | X1, Vi1 Vi PVas | X1, Vi1, Via PXo| X1, Vi1, Via, Va1, Ve
= PWPVILPX! V12 PVar | X Vi PVao | X V12 PX 2| X, Via, Va1, Vas

with X{ = (X1, V41). SinceVi, is decoded at both decoders, the time sharing rantidrmay be incorporated witfy;o
without loss of generality and thus can be dropped. The redéscribed in[{7) is convex and time sharing does not inereas
the achievable region since the region is already conveth Wiese simplifications, the regidkfy, - is now defined as

Ry = I(Var; Xy, Vi2) (8a)

he = I(Vaz; X1, Vi2) (8b)

Ry < I(Y1; X1|Vag, Var) 4 1(Var; X1|Viz) (8c)

Ro1 + Ry < I(Y1, X7, Vi Vo) (8d)

Rii+Roy + Ry < I(Yi; X1, Var|Vaz) + (X3 Van) (8e)

Ri1+ Roi + Ry + Ria < I(Yy; X1, Var, Vig) + I(X71, Vig; Var) (8f)

Ras + Ryy < I(Ya,Viz, Var; Vao) (89)

Ros + Ryy + Ro1 + Ry, < I(Ya, Vig; Voo, Var) + 1 (Vao; Var) (8h)

Ras + Ryy + Roy + Ry + Riz < 1(Ya; Vag, Var, Vig) + I(Vaz, Var; Vi) (8i)

union over all the distributions
Pvis DX |ViaDVoy | X Vi PVas | X V12 P X5 | X Via, Va1, Vas
Correspondence between the random variables and rate§Vhen referring to[[9] please note that the index of the primar
and cognitive user are reversed with respect to our notétien — 2 and vice-versa). Consider the correspondences between

the variables of[[9, Thm. 1] and those of Theorgm 1 in Table oltain the regioriR%4, . defined as the set of rate pairs
satisfying

e = I(Ui;X2,Us) (9a)

o = I(Uiph; X2, Uze) (9b)

Ropa + Ric+ Ri, + Roe < I(Ya;Uie,Use, Xo) + I(X2, Use; Uie) (9c)

Ropa + Ric + Ry, < I(Ya; Xo,Urc|Use) + I(X2; Ure) (9d)

Ric+ R, < 1(Y2,X2,Us;Use) (%e)

Ropa < I(Ya; Xo|Use, Uie) + I(Uie; X2|Use) (9f)

Ripy + Ry + Ric + Ry, + Rae < I(Y1;Urpp, Ure, Uae) + I(Urpp, Ure; Uae) (99)
Ric+ Ripy + Ry + Ry, < I(Y1,Use; Uiy, Ure) + I(Urp; Ute) (9h)

Ripp + Ry, < I(Y1,Use, Uie; Urpp) (90)



taken over the union of all distributions

DU P X Uz PULe| X2 PU.py | X2 P X1 | Xa,Us e, Uy - (10)

Next, we using the correspondences of the table and restedully general input distribution of Theordm 1 to matcle th
more constrained factorization ¢f (10), obtaining a regit}., C Rrrp defined as the set of rate tuples satisfying

e = (Ui Xa|Use) (11a)

o Rl = I(Xo; Ure, Unpp|Use) (11b)

Roc+ Ric + Ropa + Ry, < I(Yo;Use, Uie, X2) + I(Ure; X2|Use) (11c)

Ropa + Ric+ R, < I(Y2;Uie, X2|Use) + I(Uie; X2|Use) (11d)

Ric+ R, < I(Y2;Uic|Use, Xo) + I(Uie; X2|Use) (11e)

Ropa < 1(Ya; Xo|Use, Uice) + I(Ure; X2|Use) (11f)

Ripy + Ripp + Ric + Ry, + Rae < I(Y1;Uze, Ure, Urpp) (11g)
Ric+ Ripy + Ry + Ry, < I(Y1;Use, Urgp|Use) (11h)

Ripp + Ry, < I(Y1;Uipy|Use, Use) (119)

taken over the union of all distributions that factor as

pU2c1X2pU1c‘szUlpb|X2pX1 | X2,Utc,Uipp*

Equation-by-equation comparison.We now show thatR%,,- C R, by fixing an input distribution (which are the same
for these two regions) and comparing the rate regions emudily equation. We refer to the equation numbers directlgl, an
look at the difference between the corresponding equatiotise two new regions.

« ([I1d)-[11&) vs[(3c)E@a): Noting the cancelation / intaypbetween the binning rates, we see that

((11d)- (@1a) - (@d) - (@4) = o.
(11d)-(118) vs.[(9d)(9a):

((1d)- @1a) — ((d) - @)
= —1(X2;Ure) + I(Uye; X2, Use)
= I(Uze; Ure| X2)
=0
(I1eé)-[11h) vs.[(9e]-(Da): again noting the cancelations,

(@1e)- @1a) — (@e)- @2) =0

o ([@II1) vs. [O0):
@Im-@d=o
(I19)-(IIb) vs.[(Jo)Eb)-(Da)
(I19)- (@I1B) - (@9 - @L) - @38)
= —I(X2; Ui, Urpp|Uac)
—I(U1pp, Ure; Uae) + I(Ure; Uae, X2) + I(Urpb; Uze, X2)

= —I(Upb, Ure; X2, Uze) + I(Ure; Uze, X2) + I(Uips; Uze, X2)

= —1(Upp; X2, Use) — I(Uie; X2, Uze|Urpy) + I(Uie; Uae, X2) + I(Urpy; Uze, X2)
—I(Uic; X2, Use|Uips) + I(Uic; Uae, X2)
—H(Ure|Uipp) + H(U1c| X2, Use, Urpp) + H(U1e) — H(U1e| X2, Uae)
= [(Ulc; Ulpb) >0

where we have used the fact tH&t. andU,,;, are conditionally independent givébs., X5).

o (IIB)- (11B) vs. [Oh)- @b) - @3):
((I16)- @1b) - ((Gh) - @B) - @3)
- _I(XQ; Ulca Ulpb|U20) - I(UQC; Ulca Ulpb) + I(Ulpb; UQC; XQ) - I(Ulpb; Ulc) + I(Ulc; XQa U2C)

—I(X2,Use; Ure, Uips) + I(Uipp; Uae, X2) — I(Urpy; Uie) + I(Uie; X2, Uae)
= —I(Xo,Usc; Urpp) — I(Urc; Xa, Use|Urp) + L(Urph; Uze, X2) — I(Uipp; Ure) + I(Uie; Xo, Use)

—I(

—I(

Uie; X2, Uze, Urpp) + I(Uie; X2, Use)
Uie; X2, Use) — I(Ure; Urpp| X2, Uae) + I(Ure; Xo, Use)

=0



where we have used the fact tHat. and Uy, are conditionally independent givél/s., Xs).

- (@I - @IB)+ ([@14) vs. (8- @D):

(@I - @IB)+ (11a) - (@D - (©h)
= —I(Urpb; X2|Use, Ure) — I(Urpb; Uze, Ure) + I(Urph; X2, Uac)
= —I(Urpp; X2, Usc, Ure) + I(Uipp; Use, X2)
= —I(U1pb; Urc|Uae, X2)
=0

C. Containment ofi[4, Thm. 2] iRrrp

The independently derived region inl [3, Thm. 2] uses a simglecoding structure as that &fzrp with two exceptions:
a) the binning is done sequentially rather than jointly asRigrp leading to binning constraints (43)—(45) inl [3, Thm. 2]
as opposed td_(BaJ=(3c) in THh.1. Notable is that both schkdraee adopted a Marton-like binning scheme at the cognitive
transmitter, as first introduced in the context of the CIF(3h b) While the cognitive messages are rate-split in it
fashions, the primary message is split into 2 partd_in [3, TRAM(R1 = R11 + Rig, note the reversal of indices) while we
explicitly split the primary message into three pakis = Ra. + Rap, + Rops. We show that the region dfl[3, Thm.2], denoted
asRoc € Rprp in two steps:

e We first show that we may WLOG sé&f;; = () in [3, Thm.2], creating a new regioR;.
e We next make a correspondence between our RV’'s and thosé ®h{B.2] and obtain identical regions.

We note that the primary and cognitive indices are permuiel@]i

We first show that/;; in [, Thm. 2] may be dropped WLOG. Consider the regibpc of [3, Thm. 2], defined as the
union over all distribution®u,, 17, V11, Va0, Vas, X1, X2Py1, v2| X1, X, Of all rate tuples satisfying:

Ry < I(Y1; Vi1, Uir, Vao, Uro) (12)

Ry < I(Ya; Vag, Vao|Uio) — I(Vagz, Vao; Ur1|Uro) (13)

Ry + Re < I(Y1; Vi1, Ur1|Vao, Uro) + I(Ya; Vag, Vag, Uro) — I(Vaz; Ui, Va1|Vao, Uto) (14)

Ry + Ry < I(Y1; Vi1, Uir, Voo, Uro) + 1(Ya; Voo |Vag, Urg) — I(Vaz; Urr, Vit |Vao, Ulo) (15)
2Ry + Ry < I(Y1; Vin, Uy, Vag|Uro) + 1(Ya; Vaz|Vag, Uro) + I(Ya; Vao, Vaz, Uro)

— I(Vag; Ur1, V11| Vao, Uro) — I(Vaz, Vao; Ur1|Uro) (16)

Now let R;. be the region obtained by settitigf, = § andV/;, = (Vi1,U11) while keeping all remaining RV’s identical.
Then R, is the union over all distributionsy, , v/, vao,Vas, X1, X2 Py1 Yo X1, X5 With Vi = (V11,Un1) in Ree, of all rate
tuples satisfying:

1 < I(Y1; Vig, Ung, Vag, Uto) (7)

2 < I(Ya; Vag, Vaz|Uto) (18)

Ry + R2 I(Y1; Vi1, U1 Vao, Uro) + I(Ya; Vag, Vag, Uro) — I(Vaz; Uit, Vi1 |Vao, Uio) (19)

Ry + Ry < I(Y1; Vi1, Uir, Voo, Uro) + 1(Ya; Voo |Vao, Urg) — I(Vaz; Urn, Vit |Vao, Ulo) (20)

2Ry + Ry < I(Y1; Vin, Uy, Vag|Uro) + 1(Ya; Vaz|Vag, Uro) + 1(Ya; Vao, Vaz, Uro)
— I(Va2; Ur1, V11| Vao, Uro) (21)
Comparing the two regions equation by equation, we see that
« (12)= (17)
« ([@I3) < (13) as this choice of RV's sets the generally positive miiittfarmation to 0

« (14)=(19)
- (15)=(20)

« ([@I8) < [&7) as this choice of RV's sets the generally positive miiittfarmation to 0

From the previous, we may s&t; = 0 in the regionRcc of [3, Thm. 2] without loss of generality, obtaining the regi
R defined in [(1FF) —[(21). We show th& . may be obtained from the regidRrrp with the assigment of RV's, rates
and binning rates in Tablel ll.



RV, rate of Theoreri]ll RV, rate df[9, Thm. 1] Comments
Uae, Rac Uio, R10 TX2 - RX1, RX2
Xo =Usze, Ropa =0 U1 =0,R11=0 TX2 - RX 2
Uie, Ric Va0, R2o TX1 —>RX1, RX2
Uipb; Ripb Va2, Rao TX1—> RX1
Uapb, Rapp Vi1 TX1— RX 2

fe L2o — Ra20

'1pb Loz — Ro2

/Qpb Li1 — Ri1
X1 Xo
X2 X1

TABLE Il

ASSIGNMENT OFRV’s OF SECTION[C]

EvaluatingR(.. defined by [(1l7) —[(21) with the above assignment, translaihdkV's into the notation used here, we
obtain the region:

/
lc

Rllpb + R/Qpb

Rzpb + Rl2pb

Ropy + Ry, + Ric + Ry,

ngb i g%pb + Ric + Ri. + Rac
1pb

Rle + R’izz + Ric + Ry,

Ripp + Ry, + Rac + Ry + Rae

0

I(U1pb; Uapp|Use, Ure)
I(Y2; Ugpp|Uae, Ure)
(Ya; Ure, Uapp|Use)
(Ya; Ure, Uz, Uap)
(
(
(

~

1 Yl;Ulpb|U2c;Ulc)
I(Y1; U, Ure|Usae)
I(Y1; Urpy, Uie, Uae)

ININININININ IV IV

Note that we may take binning rate equatidtfs. > 0 and R’lpb +R’2pb > I(Urpb; Uzpy|Uae, Urc) to be equality without loss
of generality - the largest region will taki] ., ’lpb, R'Qpb as small as possible. The regi®xrp with Rap, =0

/1(:
/16 + R/lpb
/1(: + R/lpb + R/Qpb
RQPb + R/2pb
Ropp + Ry, + Rac + Ry,
Ropy + Ry, + Ric + Ry + Rae
Rlpb + Rllpb
Rlpb + Rllpb + Rlc + Rllc
Ripp + Ry, + Ric + Ry, + Rac

0
0
I(Ulpb; U2pb|U26; Ulc)
(Ya; Uapp| Uz, Ure)
I(Y2; Ure, Ugpp|Usae)
I(Y2; Ure, Uae, Uzpy)

(

(

(

~

I Yl;Ulpb|U2caUlc)
1 Yl;UlpbaUlc|U2c)
I(Y1; Urpp, Ure, Uae)

ININININININ IV IV IV

For R}, = 0 these two regions are identical, showing tBairp is surely no smaller thaR¢¢. For R}, > 0, Rrrp , the
binning rates of the regioRzrp are looser than the ones . This is probably due to the fact that the first one uses
joint binning and latter one sequential binning. Theref8ig-p may produce rates larger th&y. However, in general, no
strict inclusion ofRc¢ in Rrrp has been shown.

D. Containment of([14, Thm. 4.1] iRgrp:

In this scheme the common messages are created indepgnidstebd of having the common message from transmitter 1
being superposed to the common message from transmittehe? foFmer choice introduces more rate constraints than the
latter and allows us to show inclusion Rgrp.



The region of [[14] is expressed as the set of all rate tuplasfgag

Ry, > I(Wa; Vi|Uy, Us) (22a)

1+ Ry > I(Wa Wi, Vi|Uy, Us) (22b)

R+ Ry < I(Vi, Wy Y1 Uy, Us) (22¢)

Rio+ Ri1 + Ry, < I(Uy, Vi, Wy Y |Us) (22d)

Ro1 + Rii+ Ry < I(Uz, Vi, Wi; Y1|Uh) (22e)

Rig+ Ry + R+ Ry, < I(Uy, Vi, Wy,Us; Y1) (22f)
Roo + Ry < I(Wo; Y3|Uy, Us) (229)

Roi + Ros + Ry < I(Ua, Wa; Ya|Uy) (22h)

Rio + Ros + Ry < I(Uy, Wa; Ya|Us) (22i)
Rio+ Ro1 + Roo + Ryy < I(Uy, Uz, W Y2) (22))

taken over the union over of distributions

Puy Py |uy Py o1 ,us Pus Pwy ywa i ,us us Pro|wy ,wa o1 ut ,ue Pyr ys | ,@o
for (R}, Ry, R11, Ri2, Ro1, Ra2) € Ri-
Following the argument of [29, Appendix D] we can show that ®/lve can takeX; and X5 to be deterministic functions,
so that we can write

Ry > I(Wa; Vi, X1|Uy, Us) (23a)

1+ Ry > I(Wo; Wi, Vi, X4|Uy, Us) (23b)

R+ Ry < IV, Xq, Wi;Y1|UL, Us) (23c)
Riz+Ru+ Ry < I(Ur, Vi, X1, Wi Yi|Us) (23d)
Ror+ Ruu+ Ry < I(U2, Vi, Xy, Wi Y| Uh) (23e)
Ris+ Ro1 + Ry + Ry, < I(Uy, Vi, XiWh, Ua; Y1) (23f)
Rao + Ry < I(Wa;Ya|Us, Us) (239)

Roi+ Roo + Ry < I(Uz, Was Ya|Un) (23h)

Riz + Rap + Ryy < I(Ur, Wa; Y2 |Us) (23i)
Rio+ Ro1 + Rag + Ryy < (U, Uz, Wa; Ya). (23))

We can now eliminate one random variable by noticing that

Pui Poy |ur Doy |v1,us Pus Pwy s walvr ,us us Pro|wy ,wa,vn,u1,ua Py ,ys|er a0

= Pui Puy,z1 |ur Pus Pwi ,wa vy ur,z1,uePog |wi ,wa 01 ,u1,21,u2 Py y2 |21, 20

, and setting/;/ = V1, X1, to obtain the region

by > I(Wo; V{|UL, Us) (24a)

1+ Ry > I(Wo Wi, V] |Uy, Us) (24b)

Ru+ Ry < (W, Wi Y4|Uy, Ua) (24c)

Rig+ Ri1+ Ry, < I(UL V], Wi; Y1 |U3) (24d)

Roy + Ri1 + Ry < I(U, V], W1; Y1|Uy) (24e)
Ris+ Ro1 + Ri1 + Ry, < I(Uy, V{W1,Us; Y1) (24f)
Roo + R/22 < I(Wa; Ya|Uy, Us) (249)

Ro1 + Rag + Ry < I(Usz, Wo; Y3|Uy) (24h)

Ris + Ros + Ry < I(Uy, Wa; Ya|Us) (24i)
Ris+ Ro1 + Ros + Ry < I(Uy,Usz, Wa; Ya) (24))

taken over the union of all distributions of the form

Duy pv{ |1 PusPw; ,we [0 ur JusPxo |w1,wa,v],u1 Py, yo [v],xo



RV, rate of Theorei]ll RV, rate dfl[9, Thm. 1] Comments
Usae, Rac Ui, Ri12 TX2 —- RX 1, RX2
X2, Rapa Vi, R}, TX2 — RX 2
Uic, Ric Usz, R21 TX1—->RX1, RX2
Uipp, Ripb Wa, Rao TX1—>RX1
Uspp, Ropy =0 W1 TX1— RX?2

fe Lo — Rao

;Pb L1y — R
Rgpb Los — Ro2
X1 Xo
X2 X1

TABLE Il

ASSIGNMENT OFRV’s oF SECTIOND]

We equate the RV’s in the region df J14] with the RV's in Theoid as in TabléTll.
With the substitution in the achievable rate region[ofl (24¢, obtain the region

o = I(Urps; X2|Use, Ute) (25a)

Ripy+ Rbpy > I(Upy; Usps, Xa|Use, Ur) (25b)

Ropa + Royy, < I(Xa, Uzpp; Ya|Use, Uie) (25c¢)

Roc + Ropa + Ry, < I(Use, X2, Uzpp; Ya|Use) (25d)

Ric+ Ropa + Ropy, < I(Use, X2, Unpp; Y2|Use) (25€)

Roc + Ric + Ropa + Ry, < I(Uze, X2, Ure, Urpp; Ya) (25f)

Riph + Ripy, < I(Uipp; Y1|Use, Use) (259)

Ric+ Ripy + Ry, < I(Uie, Urpp; Y1|Use) (25h)

Roc+ Rupp + Ry, < I(Usze, Upp; Y1|Use) (25i)

Roc+ Ric + Ripy + Ry, < I(Uae, Ure, Urgp; Y1) (25))
taken over the union of all distributions of the form

PULPU2P X5 |Usc PU1pb Uzpp | Ut sUze, Xo P X1 |Us e ,Us e, Ut p, Uap, * (26)

SetRy,, = 0 @and R}, = I(Ui.; X2|Us.) in the achievable scheme of Theoriein 1 and consider the ization of the remaining
RV's as [26). With this factorization of the distributionse obtain the achievable region

e = I(Uie; X2|Use) (27a)

o = I(Urpp; Xo|Use, Ure) (27b)

b+ Royy = I(Urpy; Xa, Usps|Use, Use) (27¢)

Rope + ngpb < I(Ya; Xo, Uspp|Use, Ure) + I(Use; X2|Uae) (27d)

Ric+ Ropa + Ry, < 1(Ya;Uie, X2, Ugp|Uae) (27e)
Roc+ Ric + Ropa + Ry, < I(Ya; Uzph, Ui, Uae, Xo) (271)
Ripp + Ry, < I(Y1;Uipy|Use, Use) (279)

Ric+ Ripy + Ry, < I(Y1;Ure, Urgp|Uae) (27h)

Roc + Ric + Ripp + Ry, < I(Y1;Use, Ue, Urgp) (27i)

Note that with this particular factorization we have thHat/;.; X>|Us.) = 0, since X5 is conditionally independent o,
given Us,.



We now compare the region df (25) aid](27) for a fixed inputritistion, equation by equation:

(278) = (254)
(27d)= (23h)
(279)= (259)
(278)= (23¢)
(1) = (251)
(79)= (259
(271) = (23h)
@0) = (25)

clearly [25dl) and [(25i) are extra bounds that further ressthe region in[[14] to be smaller than the region of Theofém 1
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