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Control-theoretic Approach to Communication with
Feedback: Fundamental Limits and Code Design

Ehsan ArdestanizadeBtudent Member, IEEBNnd Massimo Franceschettilember, IEEE

Abstract—Feedback communication is studied from a control- corresponds to a subclass of encoders for the communication
theoretic perspective, mapping the communication problento a  problem. In fact, the system can be viewed as a filter which de-
control problem in which the control signal is received thraugh  teymines thanformation patterr{d], on which the transmitted
the same noisy channel as in the communication problem, . .
and the (nonlinear and time-varying) dynamics of the system S|gr_1al_s (actlons_) by the encod_er (contrpller) gan erer_uxﬂ\up
determine a subclass of encoders available at the transmit A Similar mapping for the special caselofear time-invariant
The MMSE capacity is defined to be the supremum exponential (LTI) systems and controllers was first presented_in [2].
decay rate of the mean square decoding error. This is upper e study three different channel models. First, we con-
bounded by the information-theoretic feedback capacity, kich sider a general point-to-point channel. TMSE exponent

is the supremum of the achievable rates. A sufficient condibin . . . .
is provided under which the upper bound holds with equality. 'S defined as the exponential decay rate of the MSE in

For the special class of stationary Gaussian channels, a siie  block lengthn, and the (feedbackjninimum mean square
application of Bode’s integral formula shows that the feedlack error (MMSE) capacityis defined as the supremum of all
capacity, recently characterized by Kim, is equal to the maimum  gchievable MSE exponents with feedback. We show that
instability that can be tolerated by the controller under a given the MMSE capacity is upper bounded by the information-
power constraint. Finally, the control mapping is generalzed to . : .
the N-sender AWGN multiple access channel. It is shown that theoretlg (feedback) capacity, the supremum Qf_ all aCIhlkﬂ_/‘F?‘
Kramer's code for this channel, which is known to be sum rate rates with feedback. We also present a sufficient condition,
optimal in the class of generalized linear feedback codesan be under which the (information-theoretic) capacity coiresd
obtained by solving a linear quadratic Gaussian control prdlem.  with the MMSE capacity. These results provide a step towards
the understanding of the connection between estimation and
information theory.

Second, we focus on the stationary Gaussian channel with

) ) feedback, the capacity of which was recently charactetized
Feedback loops are central to many engineering systefRem [3]. Applying the discrete extension of Bode’s resul} [4

Their study naturally falls at the intersection between €onicf, [5], [6]), we observe that the capacity of the Gaussian
munication and control theories. However, the informatioghannel under power constraifft is equal to the maximum
theoretic approach and the control-theoretic one havenoft@stapility which can be tolerated by a linear controllettwi
evolved in isolation, separated by almost philosophiciédi power at mostP, acting over the same stationary Gaussian
ences. In this paper we attempt one step at bridging the gaRannel. This follows almost immediately from the previous
showing how tools from both disciplines can be applied tesyts [2], [3] and provides a step towards the understandi
study fundamental limits of feedback systems and to desigp the connection between stabilizability over some noisy
efficient codes for communication in the presence of feeklbagnannel and the capacity of that channel.

Consider the feedback communication problem over anginally, we consider theV-sender additive white Gaussian
arbitrary point-to-point channel depicted in Fig 1a. The emgjse (AWGN) multiple access channel (MAC) with feedback
coder, which has access to the channel outputs causally ge@icted in Figl2a. We show that the linear code proposed by
noiselessly, wishes to communicate a continuous messag8mer [7], which is known to be optimal among the class of
M € (0,1) to the decoder through channel uses. At the generalized linear feedback cod&s [8], can be obtainedeas th
end of the transmissions, the decoder forms an estimite gptimal solution of a linear quadratic Gaussian (LQG) peab!
based on the received channel outputs, andntkean square given by a linear time-invariant (LTI) system controlledeov
error (MSE) of the estimatel/ represents the performancey point-to-point AWGN channel where the asymptotic cost is
metric of the communication. the average power of the controller. These results provide a

We map this communication problem to the generain:  step towards the understanding of how control tools can be
linear and time varyinycontrolled dynamical system depicted,;sed to design codes for communication.
in Fig.[Db, in which the initial state of the system corresp®n \ve now wish to place our results in the context of the
to the messagé/, and the control actions—received througbe|ated literature. The results on thé-sender AWGN-MAC
the same noisy channel as in the communication problefjeneralize previous ones of Elid [2], who recovers Ozarow’s
correspond to the transmitted signals by the encoder. dgde [9]-a special case of Kramer's code—using controlr§heo
this representation, the set of controllers for a givenesyst Qur approach is different from Elia’s in both the model anel th

_ _ _ _ analysis. Our reduction is to a control problem over a single
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contrast, in[[2] the communication is limited 2esender MAC, point channel. The point-to-point stationary Gaussiamokets
which is mapped to a control problem also over a 2-sendend the AWGN multiple access channel are considered in
MAC, and the analysis is based on the technique of You®ection[IV and Sectiofi IV, respectively. Finally, Sectiod VI
parameterization. concludes the paper.

The connection between the MMSE and capacity has beerNotation: A random variable is denoted by an upper case
investigated extensively and from different perspectivethe letter (e.9.X,Y, Z) and its realization is denoted by a lower
literature. For example, in a classic paper Duncan [10] egase letter (e.gz,y, z). Similarly, a random column vector
presses the mutual information between a continuous randand its realization are denoted by bold face symbols (e.g.
process and its noisy version corrupted by white noiserindge X and x, respectively). Uppercase letters (e4y.B, C) also
of the causal MMSE. More recently, Forney [11] explains théenote matrices, which can be differentiated from a random
role of the MMSE in the context of capacity achieving latticeariable based on the context. TH& j)-th element of A
codes over AWGN channels. Guo et al.][12] and Zakal [1% denoted byA;;, and notationA” and A’ denote the
showed that for a discrete random vector observed throuanspose and complex transpose of mattix respectively.
an AWGN channel, the derivative of the mutual informatiolVe use the following short notation for covariance matrices
between input and output sequences with respect to thelsigiéxy := E(XY’) — E(X) E(Y’) and Kx := Kxx.
to-noise ratio (SNR), is half the (noncausal) MMSE. We point
out that these authors study the average MMSE of a vector Il. DEFINITIONS AND CONTROL APPROACH

observed over a noisy channel without feedback as a funCtiorbonsider the communication problem depicted in Eig. 1a

of the SNR. In contrast, we consider the estimation of\ﬁ ere the sender wishes to convey a messhge M :—
single random variable (message), given the observation(BI?l) to the receiver through uses of a stochastic channel
a whole block of lengthn, and we look at the exponential* ™’ '

decay rate of the MMSE witm, at fixed SNR. Of more Yi=hi(X:,Z;), i=1,...,n.
relevance to us is the recent work of Liu and Elial[14], who :

study linear codes over Gaussian channels obtained usin I}j‘ere)fi € a':.dyi € Jri]zdencgedthe Itnptjr: and.outptji.of' the
Kalman filter (KF) approach. For this class of codes, th hannet, rfespec IVely, ant; € enote the noise at ime
show that the decay rate of the MMSE equals the mutu i€ Set ol mappings

information between the message and the output sequence. hi:XxZ—=Y, i=1,....n

In contrast, our results for the MMSE capacity are derived

based on an information-theoretic approach and hold for &ffd the distribution of the noise sequer{c&};_, determine
codes over general channels. the channel. The noise proc€gs; } is assumed to be indepen-

Additional works in the literature revealed connectiondentof the messagef. We assume that the output symbols are
between control theory and information theory. Without atausally fed back to the sender and the transmitted syribol
tempting of being exhaustive, we distinguish between tho&k time i can depend on both the previous channel output
who use information theory to study control systems arﬁaque_np_é”‘l = {¥1,Y3,....,Yi_1} and the message/.
those who use control theory to study communication systemsDefinition 1: We define a (feedbackj-code as
Within the first group, Mitter and Newtor [15]. [16] studied 1) an encoder: a set of (stochadli®ncoding mapsf; :
estimation and filtering in terms of information and entropy M x Y*~! — ), also known to the receiver, such that
flows. In the last decade, Bode-like fundamental limitagiam foreachi=1,...,n
_controlle_d systems_have been_ analy;ed with‘ success from an X, = fi(M,Y") 1)
information-theoretic perspective [17], |18]. 1191, [2qR1].

In this context, we point out that our Lemnija 3, when it and
is specialized to the case of additive channels, provides af) a decoder: a decoding map : Y* — M which
alternative proof of Theorem 4.2 i [20]. determines the estimate of the messagebased on the

Within the second group, Elig [[2] was the first to map  received sequencg”, i.e.,
linear codes for additive white Gaussian noise channelsito a . "
LTI system controlled over an AWGN channel. Subsequently, M =¢(Y™). @

Wu et al. [22] studied the Gaussian interference channel\ile assume that the messatjec (0,1) is a random variable
terms of estimation and control. Tatikonda and Mitter| [23}niformly distributed over the unit interval and does not de

used a Markov decision problem (MDP) formulation to studgend onn. As the performance measure of the communication,
the capacity of Markov channels with feedback, and recentfye consider the MSE,

Coleman [[24] considered the design of the feedback encoder )
from a stochastic control perspective. Finally, we alserref D™ :=E ((M —o(Y")) ) 3)

the reader to the work in_[25], which gives an historical S
. : o where the expectation is with respect to randomness of both
perspective and contains selected additional references.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sedibn tpe message and the channel. Note that the decoder does not

presents the definitions and the mapping between the febdb%l\ceCt the joint distribution of(M, X, ¥, 2™) and simply

communication and the control problgm. Secfion Il progide 1For stochastic encoders we can wrlte as a function of M, Yi—1, V;),
the upper bound on the MMSE capacity for a general point-t@here{V;} is a random process independentidf and { Z; }.
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Fig. 1. An arbitrary encoder for the feedback communicatear a stochastic channel depicted in (a) can be represasteddynamical system controlled
over the same channel depicted in (b).

estimates the message at the end of the block. Hence, withaad Y, = (. We refer to the mapping§y; }7,,
loss of generality, we pick the optimal decoder, namely, the

MMSE estimator of the message givaf*, and we call an giiSima X Y =S i=lm

encoder optimal if it minimizeD (™. Let as thesystem The controller, which observes the current
1 state.S;, picks an action (symbolX; € X,
EM .= ——log(D™) .
2n Xi:m(Si), Zzl,...77’L (6)

be the exponential decay rate of the MSE with respeat.to

Definition 2: The MSE exponentF is called achievable
(with feedback) if there exists a sequencerstodes such S =X, i=1,...,n.
that

according to a set of (stochastic) mappings

We refer to the sefn;}"_; as thecontroller.
E < liminf E™. (4) The communication problem in Fif] 1a can be represented
oo as the control problem Fig.] 1b as follows. Let the system
The MMSE capacityCi s is the supremum of all achiev- (o an  pe sych that the staté; at timei is the collection

able MSE exponents. _ ~of the initial stateSy; = M and the past observations—1,
The communication problem described above can be viewggmely,

as a control problem where the encoder wishes to control P
the knowledge of the receiver about the message. In his Si=(MY'"") i=1,...,n )

notable paper([26], Witsenhausen wrote: "When communiiso, let the controller{r;}"_, be picked according to the

cation problems are considered as control problems (whigRcoder{f,}", in the communication problem such that
they are), the information pattern is never classical since

; : (G — £ i—1 L
at least two stations, not having access to the same data, mi(Si) = fi(M,Y"77), i=1...,n.
are always involved”. However, this is not the case for thehen the joint distribution of all the random variables

feedback communication problem in Hig. 1a since the encodel, X~ Y, Z") in the control problem is the same as that
(controller) has access also to the information availattle i the communication problem.

the decoder via feedback. In fa.Ct, below we show that thlSTO Comp|ete the representation’ [éj(yn) be the MMSE

feedback communication problem can be represented ags@imate of the initial stat§, based ort’™, and the final cost
control problem in which the controller has the completéestape

information. cn(Sn) = (So — So(Y™))2.
Consider the control problem in Figl 1b where the state at . L i
time 4 is We call a controller optimal if it minimizes the final expedte

cost
Si = gi(Si-1,Yi1), i=1,...,n (5)

with initial state

E(Cn(sn))

E (M = Nr(vy™))?)
D™

So=M



Thus, the optimal controller represents the optimal encfate  Below, we provide a general upper bound on the MMSE
the communication problem. capacity. Before proceeding, we need some information-
The system in[{7) is the most general system which cémeoretic definitions[[28]. Let:(X) denote the differential

represent all the encoders for the communication systeemtropy of a random variabl& and I(X;Y) be the mutual
However, if the systen{g;}!~, is more restricted such thatinformation between random variablés and Y. Moreover,
the stateS; is a filtered version of Sy, Y~1), then the con- let the minimum entropy rateof a general random process
troller {m; }_, represents only a subclass of encodefig?_, {X;}2, be defined as

where the transmitted symbal; depends oriM, Y* 1) only h(X™)

through S; (see [[(6)). In that case, we can view the system h(X) :=liminf
as afilter which determines theformation patternavailable nee

at the controller (encoder). Below, we show a subclass BPF @ Stationary random process, the limit exists [28] ard th
encoders for which the sta® does not include all the past&Ntropy rateis defined as

outputY?~! as in [T), yet it contains all the optimal encoders. BOX) i h(X™)
Let Fyyi—1(-|[Y""!) be the conditional distribution of the (X) := lim n
messagel/ given the channel outputs’'. We call a channel invertible ifZ; can be recovered from

D™, can be found in the subclass of encoders which js-1 g ch that

determined by _thf system with state of the fosh = Z; :hfl(Xi,Yi)-
(M, Fpppyi— (([Y'1)). : -
Proof: See AppendiXA. Lemma 3:For a system controlled over an invertible chan-
This lemma, which is based on a well-known result iR€l, we have
stochastic control, provides a sufficient information @t I(So;Y™) < h(Y™) — h(Z™)

such that the optimal feedback encoders for the communi-

cation over a general channel can be built upon. For exampiere equality holds if and only ifX; is a deterministic
in the special case of memoryless channels, Shayevitz gdaction of (Sp, Y*~!) fori=1,...,n.

Feder [27] proposed an explicit encoder which uses the Proof: See Appendik L.

information pattern described in Lemih 1, and showed that itRemark 1:Theorem 4.2 in[[20] can be recovered from

is optimal in terms of the achievable rates. Lemmal3 by considering the special case of additive channels
Y; = X, + Z; which are invertible.
lIl. MMSE CAPACITY Theorem 1:For an invertible channel, the MMSE capacity

i i - ; Ch is upper bounded as
In this section we present the relationship between the”"*" PP

MMSE capacity and the information-theoretic capadityl [28] Cumse < C <sup MY)—RI(Z).
First, we review the definition of the information-theoceti .

. o . where the supremum is over all sequences-abdes.
achievable rates, which is an asymptotic measure based on emark 2: Theorentll holds without any assumption on the
sequence of message sets whose size depend on the b#]%(fse seque.nce or the controlled system
length n. Consider then-code in Definition[lL and let the Proof: '
messageV/,, ~ Unif(M,,) be uniformly distributed over the The firs;c inequality
setM,, :={1,2,...,2"%} such that q
Xi = fi(My, YY), i=1,...,n. 8) Crmse < € ®)

- (n) . can be shown using Lemrb& 2. Suppdde (9) does not hold and

Let probability of error beP:™ = P(M,, # My). Arate R ¢ < ¢,,1,55. Then, we can always find an achievable MSE
is called achievable (with feedback) if there exists a saqee exponentz* such thatC < E*, and subsequently we can pick
of n-codes with message sefst,, for which P = 0 as a rateR* such thatC < R* < E*. Hence, by Lemmal]2 the
n — oo. The (feedback) capacity’ is the supremum of all rate p* is achievable, and this contradicts the definitiorCbf
achievable rates. Therefore, the inequality{9) must hold.

Recall that the MSE exponet is defined based on a mes- For the second inequality, from Fano’s inequality we have
sageM € (0,1) which does not depend on the block length

The following lemma provides the connection between the R< lI(SO,Y”) + €.
achievable rates and MSE exponents. " )

Lemma 2:If the MSE exponent is achievable, then any Wherée, — 0 asn — oo. Hence, for a given sequence of
rate R < E is achievable. Conversely, if the rafeis achiev- 70"C0des

able and the probability of error satisfis,,_, o, % =0, R < liminf lI(SO, Y. (10)
then the MSE exponerff = R is achievable. oo
Proof: See AppendiXB. From LemmaB we have(Z™)+1(Sy;Y™) < h(Y™). Taking

According to Lemmd12, showing that an MSE exponeitie limit and rearranging terms we get
E > R is achievable for a uniform messadé € (0,1) is 1 .
sufficient to show that rat& is achievable. liminf —I(Sp, Y™) < h(Y) — h(Z).

n—oo N



Combining with [I0) we havé? < h(Y) — h(Z), and taking where the supremum is over all causal filter§z) which
the supremum over all sequencesrotodes completes the satisfy the power constraint

proof. ] - o 12
Theoreni]l shows that in general, (feedback) MMSE capac- 1 F(e ) Sz(e7)dw < P. (12)
ity is upper bounded by the (feedback) capacity. Below, we 2m J_5 |1 = F(ev) B

provide a sufficient condition on the channel under whick thi
bound is tight.
Corollary 1: For a given channel, we have

Remark 3:Theoreni® links the two works and is a simple
consequence of [2], [3]. The Gaussian channel capacity ean b
represented as the limit of a sequence of optimization prob-
lems [29]. Kim [3] proved that the limit of this sequence can

Cymse =C
MMSE be replaced by a single optimization problem, maximizing th

if any rate R < C' can be achieved such that entropy rate of the output process over all stationary Ganss
(n) input processes, which are a causal and Iinear filteredorersi
lim Pe ~o. (11) of the noise process. On the other hand, Elia [2] expressed
n=yoo 2—2nC the asymptotic average directed information between tpetin

Proof: By assumption for any rat& < C, the condition and ogtput process for a stationary Iin.ear scheme over a
on the decay rate of probability of errd™ in Lemmal2 Gaussmn.channel in terms of the Bode integral. We c_onngct
is satisfied and hence any MSE expondht= R < C is the capacity, the supremum ach|e_v_able rate of co_rnmunmauo
achievable. Therefore, we conclude ti@t; sz > C. On to the supremum toler-able mstablllty over Gaussg;m chianne
the other hand, by Theorel 1 we ha@g; sz < C, and Proof: The capaplty_of f[he stationary Gaussian channel
henceCynse = C. m Uunder power constrain® is given by [3, Theorem 4.6]

In the next section we show that this equality holds for 1 /™1 on 12
some special cases of Gaussian channels including the AWGN C= S%P pym 3 log (|1 + B(e’)|*) dw (13)
channel. "
where the maximization is over all causal filtd8ge’“’) which

IV. POINT-TO-POINT GAUSSIAN CHANNELS satisfy
In this section, we turn our attention to additive Gaussian 1 |B(e7“)[2Sz (e’ )dw < P. (14)
channels, 2 J x
Yi=Xi+ Z; This characterization can also be viewed as follaws [3],
where the noise sequendgZ;} is a (colored) stationary C = sup h(Y) — h(2) (15)
Gaussian process with power spectral densig(e’~). The {x:}
transmitted symbols are assumed to satisfy the (block) POWghere the supremum is over all stationary Gaussian progesse
constraint?, i.e., {X;} of the form X; = 377 | b, Z;_. such thatE(X?) < P.
1 We show that the capacity expressibnl(13) can be rewritten
- Z E(X?) <P. in terms of the instability which can be tolerated under the
i=1 power budget. Let theensitivity functiorf30] be the transfer
We define the subclass &ffl encodersto be the encoders function from the output to the noise,
which can be represented by an LTI system and a linear Y(2)
controller in Fig[db. In this case, the system and the cdigtro S(z) = 7G)" (16)
combined can be represented as asmasalfilter
By discrete version of Bode’s integral [4] we know that if the
F(z) = X(2) closed loop is stable then
Y(z)
1 [ , =
whereX (z) andY (z) are theZ-transform of the input and the — log(|S(e’*)])dw = Z log(|8;]) = I. (17)
output sequence, respectively. We alternatively refef'{o) Tn j=1

as the open loop transfer function. Let the instabilithe Let Sy (/) and Sy(c’) be the power spectral density of

m the output and the noise sequence, respectively. (@6) w
I= Zlog(lﬂﬂ)- have
j=1 ,
jw Sy(ejw)
where; are them unstable poles of the open loop transfer |S(e)? = Sz (eiv) (18)

function F'(z). _ _
Theorem 2:Under power constrainP, the capacity of the and plugging[(IB) into[(17) we get
stationary Gaussian channel is 1 /™1 (Sy(ejw))

S (e

C=sup I L —r 2 (19)



The entropy rate of a stationary Gaussian prod@s§$se,
was shown by Kolmogorov [28] to be

_ 1 (™1 ,
= — — Jw
h(Y) o /_7r 5 log(2meSy (e7“))dw.

Plugging [20) into[(15) and comparing with {19) we have
C=sup I

(20)

where the supremum is over all cauga(z) such that[(14) is
satisfied. On the other hand&(z) = &j) can be written in

T Z(2)
terms of F(z) = ?K(Ejg as follows,

F(z)

B(z) = T—F)

Note that F(z) being causal is equivalent t®(z) being
causal and vice-versa. Therefore, considering const@t
the supremum can be taken over all causal filtB(s) such

that
2

B. White Noise

The following corollary considers the special case of
AWGN channels.
Corollary 3: For AWGN channels where the noise is i.i.d.
and GaussianZ; ~ N(0, 1), the transfer functiorF'(z)
571271
F(z)=—(8*-1)—>F—
() =~(8 - Vi ==
which has one pole & = /1 + P > 1, achieves the MMSE
capacity

C]MMSE(P) = C(P) = %10g(1 +P)

under power constrain®.
Proof: Note that for the AWGN channek(e/*) = 1,
and by Corollary 2 we have

1
CM]LISE(P) C(P):Elog(l-i-P)
Moreover, for3 = /1 + P, the transfer functiorF'(z) has

instability I = log($), hence

2i % Sz(e*)dw < P. Cumse(P)=C(P) =1.
T en (e It is left to show thatF'(z) also satisfies the power con-
B straint [12), i.e.,

Theoreni states that the capacity of the stationary Gaussia 1 (7 . ‘
channel represents the maximum instability of an LTI system o |B(e) ]Sz (e’)dw < P. (23)
which can be stabilized over the Gaussian channel by a linear o
controller with power at mosP. where

Next, we consider some special cases of the noise spectrum. _ F(z) 2 B!

A. ARMA(1) Noise

Let the noise process be first-order autoregressive moving-

average ARMA(1), i.e.,

1+ el

52(") = T Bem

(21)

wherea € [-1,1] and§ € (—1,1).

Corollary 2: For the stationary Gaussian channel with noise

process ARMA(1) given in[{21), and power constralitwe
have

Cyumse =C =supl (22)

where the supremum is over all cauda(z) such that the
power constrainf{14) is satisfied.
Proof: To show the first equality if(22), i.eGaryse =

C, note that the feedback capacity of the Gaussian channel

Note thatB(z) is same as the optimal filter given in [3, Lemma
4.1] for the AWGN channel and similarly fg8 > 1 we have

2
L[ 1 ? LTI 4k gk
5| || =g [t
-7 7 k=0
:iﬁ_k
k=0
- 1
=1 5=
Hence,
1 [T F(ev) 2 oo
%/ﬂr = F(o) Sz(e?)dw
-2
— (32 _1)2 B
e =
=(8*-1)
=P (24)

with ARMA(1) noise is achieved [3, Theorem 5.3] by the ] )
Schalkwijk-Kailath scheme with probability of error going?nd F'(z) satisfy the power constraint. u
to zero doubly exponentially fast. Therefore, the suffitien Finally, we show that the filter in Corollaiyi 3 corresponds

condition [I1) provided in Sectionlll is satisfied and hend® the Schalkwijk
Cumse = C. The second equality in(22) follows fromfunction Fi(z) = 3

Theorenl 2. []

Remark 4:Note that the AWGN channel, for which the
noise spectrum is white, is a special case of ARMA(1) with

a=p8=0.

and Kailath scheme [31], [32]. The transfe
X&) in Corollary[3 can be represented in
the time domain as follows,

-1
B

Xi—BXi1=— Yioa



or The set oMSE exponentEFy, ..., Ey) is called achievable if
821 there exists a sequencerofcodes such that fof = 1,..., N,
) 25)

As it was shown earlier, for the transfer functidr(z) in
Corollary[3 we haveE(X?) = P. Hence,E(Y?) = 1+ P We say that a sequence afcodes hasasymptotic powers

Xi=p <Xi1 - 1
liminf — — log(D{") > E;.

n—00 n

and (Py,...,Py) if
p-1_ P lim E(X2)=P;, je{l,... N}
ﬂQ 1 —|—P n—00
E(X;-1Yi1) Similar to the point-to-point case, the information-thetar
- E(Y2,) (26) achievable rates [28] are defined based on a sequence of

massage sets whose size depend on the block lengtion-

Therefore, [(2b) can be written as sider the discrete message séts,, := {1,2,...,2"%} j =

E(X;_1Yi_1) 1,...,N. For an-code with message¥,, ~ Unif(M,,),j =
Xi=p <Xi1 - W}Ql)v 1,..., N uniformly distributed over the sei\,,, let the
ot probability of error be
which is the recursive representation of the Schalkwijk and A R
Kailath encoder([33]. PM = P{(My,...,My) # (My,..., My)}.
The set of rate$Ry, ..., Ry) is called achievable under block
V. GAUSSIAN MULTIPLE ACCESSCHANNEL power constraint$ P, ..., Py) if there exists a sequence of
In this section, we extend the control representation fercodes with message®; ~ Unif(M; ,,), such that fori €
the communication over point-to-point channels to the feedll, ..., n}, andj € {1,..., N},
back communication ofV senders and one receiver over the n
AWGN-MAC depicted in Figl RPa. Each sendee {1,..., N} Z E(X2) < nP; (29)
wishes to reliably transmit a messagé € M; := (0,1) in — T
the unit interval to the receiver. At each tinigthe output of
the channel is and P\ — 0 asn — oo. We refer toR = Z;V:l R; as the
N sum rateof a given code. '
Y, = Zin + 7 The following lemma presents the connection between the

achievable MSE exponents and the achievable rates.

j=1

Where)_( ;i € Ris the transmitted symbol by seng)‘eat time_z‘, totli_ce rggcvaeé'(lgf .Mﬁ%ﬁ))(pboenggﬁg\jéb.lé’i]ﬁ) with asymp

Y; € Ris the output of the channel, agd; } is a discrete-time

zero-mean white Gaussian noise process with unit average R; < E;, P, <P;

power, i.e.,E(Z?) = 1, independent ofM;,..., My. We

assume that output symbols are causally fed back to the serf@6 j = 1,..., N. Then the rate-tuplgR,, ..., Ry) is also

and the transmitted symbot;; for senderj at time i can @achievable and the block power constrai(#s, ..., Py) are

depend on both the messagé; and the previous channel@symptotically satisfied. _

output sequenc® ! := {Y1,Ys,...,Y;_1}. We define an- Proof: Let the MSE exponent§Ey, ..., Ey) be achiev-

code for the AWGN-MAC as able. By a similar argument as in Lemiaa 2 we can see that
1) N encoders: each encodg¢rj = 1,..., N, is a set of the rates(R,, ..., Ry) are also achievable if

encoding mapsj; : (Mj,y“l) = Xj, i =1,...,n, Ri<E;, j=1,...,N.
also known to the receiver, such that
1 Moreover, if P; = lim,, ;o E(X?,), j=1,...,N and P; <
Xji = fr(M;,Y'™) (27) P;, then using the Cesaro sum we can see that the constraint
and 1o
2) a decoder: a decoding map : V" — M; x ... x —ZE(X%) <P, je{l,...,N}
MN which determines the estimates of the messages nia

Mi,..., My givenY™ is satisfied for sufficiently large. ]

(My,...,My) = p(Y™). (28)

We assume that the message vedr.= (M,,..., My) ~ LQG Approach for the ANGN-MAC

Unif ((0, 1)N) is uniformly distributed in aNV dimensional In the following we show that codes can be designed for
unit box and the performance measure is the set of meifwe AWGN-MAC with feedback, based on the LTI systems
square errors, controlled over a point-to-point AWGN channel depicted

) . ) ' in Fig.[2b. We refer to these codes as LTI codes for the AWGN-
DI = E((M; = NG(Y™)?) j=1,...,N. MAC.



Encoderl
M > X1 = fri(My, Y h)

Y

> Encoderj
] X = (M, Y

Decoder —> M1, ..., Mn

> EncoderN
My — | Xni= fni(Mn, Y1)

(a) The AWGN-MAC with feedback

Z; ~N(0,1)
Controller Xi ‘A\ Y;
X = mi(Ss) L
So = (Sm,...,SNo) System
— <
S; = AS;-1+ BY;—1

(b) Control over AWGN channel

Fig. 2. The set ofV encoders for feedback communication over the AWGN-MAC ckepgi in (a) can be represented as a dynamical system depic(bi

Let the stateS; € CV be a complex vector of lengtlv, For the purpose of analysis we assume complex transmissions
and the system dynamics be over a complex channel,

S;=AS; 1+ BY;, i=1,...,n (30) Yi=Xi+Zi, Zi~CN(0,1) iid. (35)
where X;,Y; € C are input and output of the channel,

where i : . X .
respectively, and{Z;} is a discrete-time zero-mean white
Prwr 0 0 ... 0 1 complex Gaussian noise process with identity covariance.
0 fowz 0O ... 0 1 Note that one transmission over this complex channel can be
A= : : Do : , B= : viewed as two transmissions over the real channel. Hence,
: : : ' ' the achievable rates per each complex dimension are also
0 0 0 ... Bywn 1

(31) achievable over the real channel.

We assume the complex messagésc C, j =1,..., N,
such that3; > 1 are real andw;| = 1 are distinct points on in the AWGN-MAC are uniform over0, 1) x (0,1) and we
the unit circle of the complex plane. As it is clear from theet the initial stateS, € CV of the system as
system dynamics giv_en i_(BO), the dependence of the state on So =M= (M, ..., My).
the channel outputs is causal .

The controller is assumed to control each mgadeparately Given the systeni (30) and the controller]l(34), we derive the
and transmit a combined control signal (scal&)as follows. LTIl n-code for the AWGN-MAC as follows.
It observes the current stag and picks a vector Definition 3: An LTI n-code for the AWGN-MAC based
on LTI system [(3D) and (34) consists of

Xi = (Xaiye o, Xwi) (32) 1) Encoding mappings: The encodgrecursively forms
where Si(j) = BwiSi1() +Yi g, i=1,...,n (36)
in = WJZ(SZ(_])), j = 1, ey N (33) and at times transmitSin = Wgz(sz(]))
) ) 2) Decoding: At the end of the block, the decoder forms the
can depend only 08;(;j), and then transmits the control signal ~ estimate vectoM,, := —A~"S,, where
N N Q Q Q
] S;=AS; 1+ BY;_1, So=0,Y5=0 (37)
Xi=Y Xji=y miSi(j) (34) o _
j=1 j=1 and picksM,,(j) as the estimate of the messaie.



Note that to design codes for the MAC it is necessary that the Proof: Note that the optimal poweP* for the controllers
matrix A is diagonal as if{31) and that the control signal is aff the form [34) can be lower bounded as

the form [34) since the encoders in the MAC are decentralized
and do not have access to each other’s messages. In the code
described above, the dynamics of théh mode of the system where P,;, is the optimal cost considering a more general
S.(j) represents the information based on which the encpdegontroller of the form

picks the transmitted signaX;; at time i. We say that the

p*zpmin

controller stabilizes the system if Xi =mi(Sy) (41)
limsupE(|S,,(5)]*) < o0, j=1,...,N. which picks the scalar actioX; based on the complete
n—o0 stateS; and is not necessarily separated for different modes

Lemma 5:If the controller of the form[(34) stabilizes theas in [34). Considering the general contioll(41) we have a
linear system in[(30), then the corresponding sequence oflinear Gaussian quadratic control problem. From the thebry
codes for the AWGN-MAC with feedback described In](36).QG [34] we know that the optimal control is linear, i.e.,

and [3T) achieves MSE exponents Xi = —CiSi. i = [erie . enil. (42)

Bj =log(f), j=1,..,N. and the stationary linear contr@ = lim;_,., C;, which
Proof: See AppendiXD. minimizes the asymptotic cost_(38), is given by in (39).
Remark 5:Note that the sefj;} depends only on the sys-Since the solution to this LQG problem given in42) is of the
tenfl and not on the controller. This means that any stabilizirfgrm (33) we conclude that
controller for the systen{ (B0) can be used to design a code

for the AWGN-MAC, which achieves the same set of MSE P = Puin
exponentglog (1), . . ., log(Bn)) or, according to Lemmal 2, 5nq the optimal controller of the forni{34) is same as the
the same set of rates. optimal controller of the LQG problem. [ ]

. In the followir_wg, we assume that the system is .fixeq as By Lemmal®, the optimal controller of the forri{34) is
in (30) and we find the stationary controller which minimizeg,aar The following theorem provides rate and power asialy

the asymptotic power for the AWGN-MAC code based on a general stationary linear
_ 1 & control of the form
Pi= lim — > E(Xi]?). (38)
nTee N4 X;=-CSi, C=]cica...cnl. (43)

As we show below, the code for the AWGN-MAC which is

based on this optimal controller is also optimal in terms of Theorem 3:Consider the stationary linear controllér¥43)
sum rate among the linear codes for the AWGN-MAC undggy the system({30). IfA — BC is stable, i.e., the eigenvalues
equal power constraints. of A — BC are inside the unit circle, then the corresponding

For a controller of the form(34), lek'x, := Cov(X;) be ¢ode for AWGN-MAC designed based on this linear control
the covariance oX; given in [32). We say thaf{x is the 5chieves the rates
asymptotic covariance
_ R; < E; =log(B;), j=1,...,N
Kx := lim Kx,. i < B =log(By), g

n—r oo

. with asymptotic powers
Note that by [(34), the asymptotic power of the controller

can be written asP? = kazl(Kx)jk. Hence,P represents Pj=cKj;, j=1,...,N (44)
the asympt_otlc combined power of all thg senders in tr\‘/ﬁweref{ is the unique solution of the following discrete
corresponding code for the AWGN-MAC, which also Captureaﬁgebraic Lyapunov equation (DALE)
the correlation between the transmitted signals. Whetébas,
asymptotic power of each sender in the AWGN-MAC is K = (A—- BC)K(A—-BC) +Q, Q=BB. (45)
determined byP; = (Kx);;, j=1,...,N. -
Lemma 6:Thé op(tima)lﬂcontroller of the forn[_(34) which Pro‘?f- First note that by ITemrﬂa 5, MSE exponeits =
minimizes the cos{{(38) is stationary and linear, i.e., log(6;),j =1,... ’,N’ are ach|e:vable.and hence, by Lenima 4,
anyrateR; < E;, j =1,..., N is achievable in each complex
X; =-CS;, dimension.
To find the asymptotic powers, note that given a stationary

where linear controller of the form[{43), the closed loop system
C=(B'GB+1)"'B'GA (39) given [30) can be written as
andG is the solution to the following discrete algebraic Riccati S;=(A—-BC)S;_1+BZ;_;. (46)

equation (DARE) ) ) )
) ) ) . Consider the code corresponding to the linear confral (43),
G=AGA-AGB(B'GB+1) B'GA.  (40) where the encodef transmits

2From now on, the wordysterrefers to the the one given ii{30). Xji = ¢;Si(J)
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at time and letK; := Cov(S;). Then, the asymptotic poweris achievable.
P;is On the other hand, Ie®(P) denote the sum rate achievable
1o L by Kramer's code under symmetric per-symbol power
Py = lim — z; E(X}) = Jim — z; |lc;|?(K:) ;. (47) From [7] we have
1= 1= 1
From the closed loop dynamic given ii{46) we have the R(P) < 5 log(1+NP¢(P)) (53)

following Lyapunov recursion, _ _ o )
where¢(P) € R is the unique solution in the intervél, N]

K,=(A-BCO)K,_1(A-BC) +Q, @Q=BB. to

lim K, = K > 0, (48) .

n—oo Therefore, by picking
where K is the unique positive-definite solution of the corre-
sponding discrete algebraic Lyapunov equation (DALE) R(P) < Nlog(B) < log(l 4+ NP¢(P)) (55)

K =(A—-BC)K(A - BCO) +Q. the LTI code can achieve sum rate equalRQP).
It remains to show that the asymptotic powers in the optimal
Therefore, by[(48) and the Cesaro mean theorem, the asymPr code Isatisfy W ymptotic powerst pY
totic power in [47) become®; = |c;|?K ;. |
Pj<P, j=1,...,N. (56)

B. Kramer Code vs. Optimal LTI Code

Now consider the symmetric system Towards this end, we first show th#t, = G,;, where G

is the solution to[(40). Note that the DARE given in](40)

wj = (-1 can be equivalently written as the following discrete atgéb
' ) Lyapunov equation (DALE
Bi=pf j=1,...,N. (49) VP q (DALE)
and let theoptimal LTI codefor the AWGN-MAC be the code G=(A-BC)GA-BC)+C'C (57)

based on the optimal control given in Lemia 6. The followin
lemma characterizes the matiikfor the symmetric choice of
matrix A given in [49). o

Lemma 7:Let §; = § and w; = e2™V=1¥%> The Gj; = K. (58)
unique positive-definite solutiod = 0 to the DARE [4D)
is circulant with real eigenvalues satisfying = %/\i_l for Besides, from{(44) we know; = c?f{jj, Hence, we conclude
i1 =2,...,N. The largest eigenvaluk, satisfies that the diagonal elements @ represents the asymptotic

dnd compared with (45), the diagonal elements7oand K
can be related as follows

14 N = 82N (50) powers in the optimal LTI code,
1=
11
. : Now we will show that if 3 satisfies[(55), thelir;; < P for
Proof: See AppendiXE. : . Ji
The following theorem shows that under equal pow pai/ecorrespondlng;’. First, note that from[(50) and_(b1) we

constraints for all the senders, the optimal LTI code f
the system[{49) corresponds to the linear code proposed by
Kramer [7], which is known to be sum rate optimal within the
class of generalized feedback codes [8]. . . _ L

Theorem 4:Let R(P) be the sum rate achieved byComparlng with [(GK) and noting th&t is circulant we get
Kramer's code with equal powe?. There exists & > 1 such . .
that the optimal LTI code based on the systéml (49) achieves M= G0(Gg), G =1 N (61)
the sum ratel(P) and satisfies the equal power constraht No if (B5) holds, from [(5D) we know
asymptotically. . .

Proof: By Theorem[B, the optimal LTI code based : _ 2

on the symmetric systeni_(49) and the optimal controller 210g(1+N)\1) N log(5) < 210g(1+NP¢(P))
in (39) achieves the symmetric MSE exponéfti.e, E; = and hence
E = log(B), j = 1,...,N with asymptotic powersP; =

N-1

_ (1 + AN — i))N. (60)

(1 +N)\1) o

chjj, j=1,...,N whereK is given in [4%). Moreover, by A1 < Po(P). (62)
Lemmal4, rates?; < log(B;), j = 1,..., N are achievable
and therefore the sum rate From [61) and[(62) we havé/;;¢(G;;) < P¢(P), and

G;; < P follows from monotonicity ofp(P) in P. Combined
R < Nlog(p) (52)  with (53), then [(5B) follows. n
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VI. CONCLUSION and

Communication and control problems have different goals, P(M ¢ A,) = 0asn — oo. (68)
but they both deal with information dynamics and in many
cases they share similar formulations which can be tackyed BY Lemma 11.3 in [27], if condition[(6B) is satisfied then for
tools and techniques developed in both fields. Understandi! 7, we can map the message set, = {1,...,2""} into
the interface between these two theories has become ede$ft of message pointst,, € (0,1) in the unit interval such
more important in the last decade, as we have W|tnes§@ét the minimum distance between the two message points is
technological advancements leading to the convergence2of'”*- Therefore, US'“Q the interval decoder described above
computing, communication, and control over networked-plathich satisfy [68), P — 0asn — co and rateR is
forms of embedded systems. This paper attempaedrem achievable.

one step in this direction. To complete the proof, let ratB be achie(v?ble by a given
sequence ofn-codes such thatimnﬁoog’%jm — 0. For
APPENDIX A eachn, we divide the unit interval0, 1) into 2-"# equal
PROOF OFLEMMA [ sub-intervals and map the continuous message (0, 1) to

Hée discrete messagef,, € M,, = {1,...,2"%} according
to the sub-intervalM/ lies in. To Commumcaté\/[ we send
"the correspondind/,, using the givem-code, and we pick
the middle point of the interval corresponding to the decbde
fi: M= X. (63) messagel/, as the estimate o/ € (0,1). The MSE forM
can be (loosely) upper bounded Ry?"# if the messagé/,,

is decoded correctly, and blyin case of an error. Hence,

Note that without loss of generality we can decompose t
encoding functionsf; in () into two steps as follows. First,
based on the past output'—!, the encoder picks a function

Then it transmits

= fi(M).
. . . ) D(") < Pe(n) 4 (1 _ Pe(n))272nR (69)
With this separation, the encoder (controller) can be ddfine o
by the set of mappings From [69) and the assumptioin, o 557 — 0 we have
7Y {f)

1
liminf—z—D(”) >R
Where{f} is the set of all functions given in_(63). Note that e "
this new encodefr; }7_, only observes the past outpyt—1 and the MSE exponerif = R is achievable.
and not the messagﬂ Therefore, one can view the feedback
communication as a control problem where the stat® iand

the controller has partial observatioyis~!. Based on standard

results in stochastic contral [35, Chapter 6], there is 53 lof We show that
optimality if the mappingr; is picked only according to the RY™) > W(Z™) + I(Sa: Y™

conditional distributionFy-i-1 (-|Y*~!). Therefore, to find (¥7) 2 h(Z") + 1(So; V™)

X; it is sufficient to have the messadd and its posterior with equallty if and only ifX; is a function of(S,, Y~ 1) for

APPENDIXC
PROOF OFLEMMA [3

distribution Fy-i—1 (-[Y*1). i=1,.
Consider
APPENDIXB h(Y™) = R(Y™|So) + I(So; Y™)

PROOF OFLEMMA 2]

Consider a sequence ofcodes forM € (0, 1) such that h(Y; Y"1, S0) + 1(So; Y™)

Il

N
Il
-

E < liminf _2— log(D™). (64)

n—oo

(YY1 X Sg) + I(So; Y™) (70)

'M=

N
Il
-

We show that a raté& < E is achievable. Consider

- 1
P(M — M| > 5 27") < 4.22°%. DV (65) h(Yi, Zi|YV'™H X0, 80) + 1(So:Y™) - (71)

|

N
Il
-

<4. 22nR . 272n(E'7€n) (66)

— 4.9 2uE~R—cn) (67) h(Z|Y*™1, X% So) + 1(So; Y™)

|

N
Il
-

for somee,, wheree,, — 0 asn — oo, where [6b) follows
from Chebyshev inequality and (66) follows from{64).Rf<
E, from (67) we have

hZ|Y X S0, Z5Y) + I(So; Y™)  (72)

I

s
Il
-

WZi|Z'=) + 1(So;Y™) (73)

[
M:

o1
P(IM — M| > 3 27 50

-
Il

Il
>
Q)—'

asn — oo and the decoder can pick intervals, such that

|A,| =2""F where

")+ 1(So;Y™) (74)



e the inequality [[ZD) comes from the fact that condiandA = diag([\i, ..

tioning reduces entropy, and equality holds ¥f —
(So, Y1) — X, form a Markov chain fori = 1,...,n,
and sinceY; = X; + Z; this Markov chain holds iffX;
is a deterministic function ofSy, Y~ 1),

o the equality [[7l1) and (72) follows from the fact that the

channel is invertible, and
e the equality [(7B) follows sincez; — Zi~!
(Yi=1 X? Sp) form a Markov chain.

_)

12

., An]) is the matrix with eigenvalues on
its diagonal. We show that the circulant mattk = QAQ’
with positive \; > 0, such that\; = X\;_,/8? for j > 2,
satisfies the Riccati equatioh (77). Pluggi@d\Q’ into (717)
and rearranging we get

A= (QAQMQAQ) - ((Q'AQ) A (@'B))
(1+ B'QAQ'B)H((Q'AQ) A (@'B))".

For this symmetric choice oft we have

APPENDIXD o1 0 ... 0
PROOF OFLEMMA [§] 00 1 ...0 \/ON
The system dynamics given ih_{30) can be rewritten as Q'AQ =3 | : ,Q'B = .
S; = AS;—1 + BYj—1 (1) 8 8 (1) 0
= A'So + S; (75)
5 . ) Hence,
where S; is given in [3T). Plugging = n and Sy = M
into (78) and multiplying both sides by~" we have /\02 )E) 8
~ 3
AT"S, =M+ A7"S, (QAQA(Q'AQ) = 5 . :
=M-M,, 0 A1
whereM = —A"S,, is the estimate of the message (see 0
Definitjon[E). The covariance matrix of the error vecégr:= , . 0
M — M,, = A~"S,, can be written as (QAQ)AQ'B) = :
Cov(e,) = A"K,A™" BMVN

where K,, := Cov(S,,) is the covariance matrix of,,.
Therefore, the MSE for the sendgiis

D =E(lea(i)P) = 877" (Ku)yye  (76)
By the assumption of stabilityim sup,,_, . (K);; < oo and
from (78) we have

1
lim inf — o~ log(D{") = log(5;).

n—oo

Hence, the MSE exponenfs; = log(p;) for j =1,...,N
are achievable.

APPENDIXE
PROOF OFLEMMA [7]

Let A and B be of the form[(3lL) with symmetric parameter?h
. Then we show that the

G-—1)

Bj = ﬂ and wj; = 6271-\/—_1 N
unique positive-definite solutio& > 0 the following discrete
algebraic Riccati equation (DARE)

G=AGA—-AGB(B'GB+1)"'B'GA

(77)

is circulant with real eigenvalues satisfying = ;\;_; for
i=2,...,N, and the largest eigenvalug satisfies

1+ Nx =p2N

_ ALY g
(1@ = gm)) =,

Note that any circulant matrix can be written@4.Q’, where
Q is the N point DFT matrix with

Qe = —=— =27/ TG-D=1)/N

(78)

-

and the Riccati equation is transformed inté diagonal
equations. The firslv — 1 equations are

No=BNj1, j=1,...,N—1 (79)
and theN-th equation is
BENIN
Ay = B2 — ——. 80
N=08"M 1T VN (80)

From [79) we see that; is the largest eigenvalue andy =
£~2(N=1\;. Combining with [8D) we get
(1+NX\) =32, (81)

Hence,\; is real and so are;,j =2,..., N.

Q in (Z8), \; = o, where

N
g5 = E ij.
k=1

Moreover, sinceG is circulant we know that; = 0, and
ij = G, for a”j =1,...,N, and(1+B’GB) =1+NA\;.
Hence, the diagonal equations bf](77), i.e.,

2

Gy =BGy —FP—2— j=1,... N (82
27 27 (1 +B/GB)’ ’ 9
are equivalent to
2 _ 1+ N\ (83)
A1
1+ n (N = 20

On the other hand, we consider the diagonal equations of
e original DARE in [[Z). First, note that from the form of



and by ([81) we have [23]
(1+ 20 - 5—1)) = gD, (84) 14

Gij
Combining [79), [(811), and (84) completes the proof. (25]
[26]
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