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Abstract—In this paper, we are interested in a reconfigurable
intelligent surface (RIS)-assisted symbiotic radio (SR) system,
where an RIS assists a primary transmission by passive beam-
forming and simultaneously acts as an information transmitter
by periodically adjusting its reflection coefficients. The above
RIS functions innately enable a new multiplicative multiple
access channel (M-MAC), where the primary and secondary
signals are superposed in a multiplicative manner. To pursue
the fundamental performance limits of M-MAC, we focus on
the characterization of the capacity region for such a system
when the direct link is blocked. Due to the reflection nature of
RIS, the signal transmitted from the RIS should satisfy a passive
reflection constraint. We consider two types of passive reflection
constraints, one for the case that only the phases of the RIS can
be adjusted, while the other for the case that both the amplitude
and the phase can be adjusted. Under the passive reflection
constraints at the RIS as well as the average power constraint
at the primary transmitter (PTx), we characterize the capacity
region of RIS-assisted SR. It is observed that: 1) the number of
sum-rate-optimal points on the boundary of the capacity region
is infinite; 2) for the rate pairs with the maximum sum rate, the
optimal distribution of the amplitude of the primary signal is a
continuous Rayleigh distribution, while for the remaining rate
pairs on the capacity region boundary, the optimal amplitude of
the primary signal is discrete; 3) the adjustment of the amplitude
for the RIS can enlarge the capacity region as compared to the
phase-adjusted-only case.

Index Terms—Symbiotic radio, reconfigurable intelligent sur-
face, capacity region, multiplicative multiple access channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

W IRELESS communication systems continue to strive
for ever higher data rates and more access devices. It

is envisioned that the sixth generation (6G) mobile networks
will accommodate up to 1 terabyte per second (Tb/s) peak data
rates and more than 107 connections per square kilometer [2],
[3]. This is a particularly challenging task for wireless commu-
nication due to the availability of limited power and spectrum
resources [4], [5]. Symbiotic radio (SR) has emerged as a
promising technology to overcome the challenges of spectrum
scarcity and high power consumption due to its spectrum- and
power-sharing natures. Specifically, in SR, a passive secondary
transmitter (STx) modulates its information over the signal
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emitted from a primary transmitter (PTx) by periodically
adjusting its reflecting coefficient [6]–[8]. This modulation
scheme innately enables the STx to transmit information
without dedicated spectrum and energy resources, thereby
yielding high spectral and energy efficiencies [9]. In return, the
secondary transmission provides multipath gain to the primary
transmission, thereby yielding mutual benefits between the two
transmissions [10]. Due to such mutualistic features and high
spectral and energy efficiencies, SR has attracted extensive
attention from both academia and industry recently [11], [12].

In SR, a number of studies have been carried out on the mu-
tualistic relationship, receiver design, and resource allocation
schemes. Particularly, a mutualistic condition of SR through
which both primary and secondary transmissions can benefit
each other is analyzed in [10] from the perspective of bit error
rate (BER) performance. Various types of detectors and their
corresponding BERs are studied in [13]. In [14], stochastic op-
timization techniques are used to design the transceiver for the
SR system. In [15] and [16], a constellation learning detector
and an iterative detector are designed, respectively, to recover
signals transmitted from the STx when the secondary receiver
does not have the pilot information of the primary trans-
mission. As for resource allocation schemes, beamforming
vectors of the PTx are designed in [17] and [18] under infinite-
block length and finite-block length scenarios, respectively. A
transmit power minimization problem is studied in [19] for a
multi-user SR system to design the beamforming vectors of
multiple PTxs.

To address the double fading effect associated with SR,
reconfigurable intelligent surface (RIS) has been proposed to
act as the STx for SR. Specifically, in an RIS-assisted SR
system, the RIS delivers information by periodically adjusting
its reflection coefficients, which is an extension of backscatter
modulation [20]. Besides, RIS can also deliver information by
spatial modulation [21], [22] and symbol level precoding [22],
[23]. Meanwhile, a novel modulation scheme is proposed
for the RIS in [24], where the phase-shift matrix of the
RIS is divided into two components, one to assist primary
transmission and the other to deliver messages. To balance the
performance between primary and secondary transmissions,
an RIS partitioning scheme is developed in [25], in which
the RIS is partitioned into two sub-surfaces to assist primary
transmission and to transmit signals, respectively. The effect
of the number of reflecting elements of the RIS on mutualistic
mechanisms is analyzed in [26]. Moreover, in [27], the capac-
ity of RIS-assisted SR is derived under discrete transmitted
constellation points. The degree-of-freedom of RIS-assisted
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SR is characterized in [28] when PTx and RIS transmit
multiple data streams. Furthermore, there are some studies on
the joint design of the transmit beamforming at the PTx and the
reflection coefficients at the RIS. Particularly, for RIS-assisted
MIMO SR, the transmit power minimization problem is inves-
tigated in [20]. For RIS-assisted MISO SR, BER minimization,
transmit power minimization, and secondary transmission rate
maximization problems are studied in [29], [30], and [31],
respectively.

Despite the above notable advancements, it is still challeng-
ing to address the fundamental performance limits of RIS-
assisted SR systems due to the following two reasons. On one
hand, the primary and secondary signals in SR are superposed
in a multiplicative manner, which forms a new multiplicative
multiple access channel (M-MAC) [32]. Although there are ex-
tensive studies on additive multiple access channel (MAC) [33]
over the last few decades, the results of additive MAC can
not be applied to M-MAC directly. On the other hand, the
RIS is a passive device whose input should satisfy a passive
reflection constraint. That means the peak amplitude of the
signal transmitted from the RIS is limited, and thus the widely
studied channel capacities under average power constraints are
no longer applicable.

As for M-MAC, in [34], the capacity region of a binary
M-MAC without noise has been studied. The capacity region
of the M-MAC with noise is characterized under average
power constraints in [35]. It is worth noting that the capacity
region in the above two cases is a triangle. Meanwhile, there
are several studies on single-user channel capacity with peak
power constraints. In this scenario, the most interesting results
are due to Smith [36], which indicate that the capacity-
achieving distribution is discrete with a finite number of mass
points. In [37], a peak power limited quadrature Gaussian
channel is considered, in which the optimal input distribution
is supported on a finite number of concentric circles, i.e.,
discrete amplitude and uniform independent phase. The n-
dimensional vector Gaussian noise channel is investigated
under peak power constraints in [38], where the optimal
input distribution is geometrically characterized by concentric
spheres. Moreover, there are some studies on the characteriza-
tion of capacity region under peak power constraints over an
additive MAC [39], [40], which show that any point on this
capacity region boundary can be achieved by discrete input
distributions of finite support. Despite of all of this, when M-
MAC meets passive reflection constraints, the optimal input
distributions and the capacity region of RIS-assisted SR are
still unknown.

In this paper, we are interested in the characterization of
capacity region for an RIS-assisted SR system. Since the
presence or absence of a direct link will lead to different
capacity regions, we focus on the blocked direct link case
in this paper. We consider two types of passive reflection
constraints, one for which only the phases of the RIS can
be adjusted, while the other for which both the amplitude
and the phase can be adjusted. To pursue the fundamental
performance limits of such a system, we first analyze opti-
mal distributions of transmitted signals under average power
constraint at the PTx and passive reflection constraint at

the RIS, and then derive the maximum achievable rates for
both primary and secondary transmissions as well as their
maximum sum rate. Then, we derive the optimal distributions
of transmitted signals for the rate pairs on the boundary
of the capacity region and characterize the capacity region
of RIS-assisted SR with the two types of passive reflection
constraints. The main theoretical results are summarized as
follows: 1) the secondary transmission achieves the maximum
rate when the PTx transmits a sinusoidal signal with the
blocked direct link; 2) when the amplitude of the RIS can be
adjusted, the capacity-achieving distribution of the secondary
signal is geometrically characterized by concentric circles; 3)
the primary transmission achieves the maximum rate when
the RIS only assists the primary transmission and the PTx
transmits Gaussian signals; 4) the number of sum-rate-optimal
points on the capacity region boundary is infinite which is
achieved by the joint design of distributions of transmitted
signals; 5) for the rate pairs with the maximum sum rate, the
optimal distribution of the amplitude of the primary signal is a
continuous Rayleigh distribution, while for the remaining rate
pairs on the boundary, the optimal amplitude of the primary
signal is discrete; 6) the adjustment of the amplitude for
the RIS can increase the degree-of-freedom of the secondary
transmission and enlarge the capacity region. In a nutshell, the
main contributions of this paper are summarized as follows.

• We derive the optimal distributions of transmitted signals
to achieve the maximum achievable rates for both primary
and secondary transmissions as well as their maximum
sum rate.

• We derive the optimal distributions of transmitted signals
for the rate pairs on the boundary of capacity region and
characterize capacity region of RIS-assisted SR.

• Extensive numerical results are provided to evaluate the
performance of RIS-assisted SR and demonstrate the
features of M-MAC.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we establish the system model and represent the capacity re-
gion mathematically for RIS-assisted SR. The capacity regions
for RIS-assisted SR for different passive reflection constraints
are characterized in Sections III and IV, respectively. The
performance evaluation is presented in Section V. Finally, the
paper is concluded in Section VI.

Notations used in this paper are listed as follows. The low-
ercase and boldface lowercase x and x denote a scalar variable
(or constant) and a vector, respectively. CN (µ,Σ) denotes the
complex Gaussian distribution with mean µ and variance Σ.
U(a, b) denotes the uniform distribution between the interval
(a, b). xH denotes the conjugate transpose of x. E(·) denotes
the statistical expectation. cl(conv(A)) denotes the closure of
the convex hull of a subset A. diag(x) denotes a diagonal
matrix whose diagonal elements are given by the vector x.
δ(·) stands for the Dirac-δ function. L(·) and L−1(·) denote
Laplace transform and inverse Laplace transform, respectively.

II. RIS-ASSISTED SR
In this section, we will describe the system model of RIS-

assisted SR and illustrate mathematically the definition of
capacity region for the RIS-assisted SR system.



3

A. System Model

The RIS-assisted SR system consists of a single-antenna
PTx, a single-antenna cooperative receiver (C-Rx), and an
RIS equipped with K reflecting elements. The PTx is an
active device with maximum average power P , whose trans-
mitted signal X1 ∈ C satisfies an average power constraint
E[|X1|2] ≤ P . The RIS is a passive device, which transmits
signal X2 ∈ C by periodically adjusting its reflection coeffi-
cients, i.e., ϕ = [ϕ1, · · · , ϕK ]T . The mapping between ϕ and
X2 is given by ϕ = ρφX2, where ρ is reflection efficiency
with ρ ≤ 1 and φ = [φ1, · · · , φK ]T is used for passive
beamforming.

It is worth noting that the reflection coefficients of RIS
should meet the passive reflection constraint due to the reflec-
tion nature of RISs. Typically, the reflection coefficients follow
a phase shift model, where only the phase of each reflection
coefficient is adjustable. In this case, to normalize X2, we
have |φk| = 1,∀k and |X2| = 1. On the other hand, we notice
that some works point out that the amplitude of each reflection
coefficient can also be adjusted [41]–[43], yielding the passive
reflection constraint |X2| ≤ 1. As will hereafter be seen,
the adjustment of the amplitude of reflection coefficients will
increase the degree-of-freedom of the secondary transmission.
Thus, in this paper, we will characterize capacity regions with
constraint |X1| = 1 and constraint |X1| ≤ 1, respectively.

Since capacity regions with and without the direct link
from PTx to C-Rx for RIS-assisted SR are different, in this
paper, we focus on the case where the direct link is blocked.
The capacity region characterization with the direct link for
RIS-assisted SR will be investigated in another paper. As
shown in Fig. 1, denote by v = [v1, · · · , vK ]T ∈ CK×1

the channel coefficient from the PTx to the RIS, and by
gH = [g1, · · · , gK ] ∈ C1×K the channel coefficient from the
RIS to the C-Rx. The received signal Y at the C-Rx is given
by

Y = ρgHΨvX1X2 + Z

= hX1X2 + Z, (1)

where h ≜ ρgHΨv, Ψ = diag(φ), and Z ∼ CN (0, σ2) is
the additive white Gaussian noise at the C-Rx. We assume
the channel state information (CSI) is perfectly known to the
transmitters and the receiver.

B. Definition of Capacity Region

Denote by R1 and R2 the achievable rates of primary and
secondary transmissions, respectively. Under a low enough
average error probability, the capacity region of M-MAC is
the closure of the convex hull of all rate pairs (R1, R2), which
is denoted by CM-MAC [34]. Following standard approaches
in [34], the capacity region of M-MAC in RIS-assisted SR is
characterized as

CM-MAC(R1, R2)

=cl

conv

 ⋃
φ,f1(X1),f2(X2)

R(R1, R2;φ, X1, X2)

 , (2)

R

R

h

(0, )

(0, )

( ,0)

(0, )

v

PTx
C-Rx

RIS

H
gv

Fig. 1: System model.

where f1(X1) and f2(X2) are the probability density functions
(PDFs) of X1 and X2, respectively, and R(R1, R2;φ, X1, X2)
is the set of all tuples (R1, R2) satisfying:

R1 ≤ I(X1;Y |X2, Q), (3)
R2 ≤ I(X2;Y |X1, Q), (4)

R1 +R2 ≤ I(X1, X2;Y,Q). (5)

Note that Q is the time-sharing random variable, which will
be discussed in the next section.

III. CAPACITY REGION CHARACTERIZATION WITH
CONSTRAINT |X2| = 1

In this section, we will characterize the capacity region of
RIS-assisted SR with constraint |X2| = 1. First, based on the
definition of capacity region, we characterize the maximum
achievable rates of primary and secondary transmissions as
well as their maximum sum rate. Then, we describe rate pairs
on the boundary of capacity region.

A. Maximum Achievable Rate of Primary Transmission

The maximum achievable rate of the primary transmission is
denoted by C1, which can be obtained by solving the following
problem:

max
φ,f1(X1),f2(X2)

I(X1;Y |X2) (6)

s.t. E[|X1|2] ≤ P (7)
|X2| = 1 (8)
|φk| = 1,∀k. (9)

Given φ, for any distributions f1(X1) and f2(X2), we have

I(X1;Y |X2) =

∫
X2

f2(X2)I(X1;Y |X2 = x2)dx2

≤ max
x2

I(X1;Y |X2 = x2), (10)

since the average is less than the maximum. That means when
the RIS purely assists the primary transmission, the primary
transmission rate achieves the maximum.

Under average power constraints, Gaussian distribution can
achieve the maximal entropy over all distributions [34]. Thus,
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when X1 ∼ CN (0, P ), the primary transmission can achieve
the maximum rate, which is given by

C1 = max
φ,x2

log

(
1 +

P |hx2|2

σ2

)
. (11)

From (11), when |hx2|2 is maximized, the primary trans-
mission can achieve the maximum rate, whose solution is
φkx2 = eϑ−jarg(vkgk) and ϑ is an arbitrary value from −π
to π. By defining h̃ =

∑K
k=1 ρ|vkgk|, we have

C1 = log

(
1 +

Ph̃2

σ2

)
. (12)

B. Maximum Achievable Rate of Secondary Transmission

In this section, we will provide the maximum achievable
rate of the secondary transmission, which is denoted by C2

and can be obtained by solving the following problem:

max
φ,f1(X1),f2(X2)

I(X2;Y |X1)

s.t. (7), (8), and (9).

Based on the definition of mutual information, we have

I(X2;Y |X1) =

∫
X1

f1(X1)I(X2;Y |X1 = x1)dx1. (13)

According to [44], the optimal distribution of f2(X2) to
maximize I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) is characterized by a uniformly
distributed independent phase from −π to π, i.e., X2 = ejθ2

and θ2 ∼ U [−π, π).
Theorem 1: The mutual information I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) can

be calculated by

I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) = −
∫ +∞

0

2rκ(r)

σ2
log (κ(r)) dr − log(e),

(14)
where κ(r) = exp

(
− r2+|hx1|2

σ2

)
I0

(
2r|hx1|
σ2

)
and I0(x) =

1
2π

∫ π
−π e

x cos θdθ.
Proof: Please see Appendix A.

An asymptotic behavior of (14) is given by [44]

I(X2;Y |X1=x1)≈

{
1
2 log

(
4π|hx1|2
eσ2

)
, |hx1|2

σ2 ≫ 1,

|hx1|2
σ2 , |hx1|2

σ2 ≪ 1.
(15)

From (15), one can find that I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) is a
monotonically increasing function of the receive signal-to-
noise ratio (SNR), i.e., |hx1|2

σ2 . Thus, φ can be designed to
maximize |h|2, whose solution is φk = ej(ϑ−arg(vkgk)), where
ϑ is an arbitrary value from −π to π.

We next discuss the optimal distribution of X1 to maximize
I(X2;Y |X1). From (15), it is obvious that I(X2;Y |X1 = x1)
a concave function over |x1|2. Since the phase of X1 does not
affect I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) from (14) and (15), then based on
Jensen’s inequality, we have

I(X2;Y |X1) = Ex1I(X2;Y |X1 = x1)

≤ I(X2;Y ||X1|2 = P ). (16)

Thus, when |X1|2 = P , the maximum rate is achievable for
the secondary transmission. Note that the phase of X2 follows

a uniform distribution over [−π, π). To avoid information
ambiguity, the PTx is required to transmit a sinusoidal signal
without phase information to maximize the achievable rate of
the secondary transmission.

Given f2(X2), X1 =
√
P , and φk = ej(ϑ−arg(vkgk)), the

maximum achievable rate of the secondary transmission is
given by

C2 = −
∫ +∞

0

2rκ(r)

σ2
log (κ(r)) dr − log(e), (17)

where κ(r) = exp
(
− r2+Ph̃2

σ2

)
I0

(
2r

√
Ph̃

σ2

)
. An asymptotic

behavior of (17) is given by [44]

C2 ≈

{
1
2 log

(
4πPh̃2

eσ2

)
, Ph̃2

σ2 ≫ 1,

Ph̃2

σ2 ,
Ph̃2

σ2 ≪ 1.
(18)

From (17) and (18), one can see that the PTx serves as an
energy source for the RIS to transmit information, which is
equivalent to a system where a transmitter transmits messages√
Pejθ2 with channel h̃, where θ2 ∼ U [−π, π). Since under

average power constraints, Gaussian distribution achieves the
maximal entropy over all distribution, we know that the
maximum achievable rate of the secondary transmission C2

is less than C1.

C. Maximum Achievable Sum Rate

The maximum achievable sum rate of the primary and
secondary transmissions is denoted by Csum, which is obtained
by solving the following problem:

max
φ,f1(X1),f2(X2)

I(X1, X2;Y )

s.t. (7), (8), and (9).

To characterize the maximum sum rate, we consider another
transmission case where (X, 1) are symbols transmitted at the
PTx and RIS, respectively, with X = X1X2. In this case,
the PTx transmits two independent messages at a total rate
I(X;Y ) and the RIS does not transmit messages. Compared
with the case where (X1, X2) are symbols transmitted at the
PTx and RIS, respectively, the C-Rx receives the same mes-
sages. Thus, the above two transmission cases are equivalent
for the C-Rx such that I(X1, X2;Y ) = I(X;Y ). There-
fore, maximizing I(X1, X2;Y ) is equivalent to maximizing
I(X;Y ).

Due to E[|X1|2] ≤ P and |X2| = 1, the signal X
should satisfy the average power constraint, i.e, E[|X|2] =
E[|X1X2|2] ≤ P . According to [34], under the average power
constraint, when X ∼ CN (0, P ) and φk = ej(ϑ−arg(vkgk)),
I(X;Y ) achieves the maximum, which is given by

Csum = log(1 +
Ph̃2

σ2
). (19)

This indicates that when X1X2 ∼ CN (0, P ), the RIS-assisted
SR can achieve the maximum sum rate. There are infinite
distributions for X1 and X2 to achieve X1X2 ∼ CN (0, P ),
which will be discussed in Section III-D.

In the above subsections, we have characterized the maxi-
mum achievable rates of primary and secondary transmissions
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Fig. 2: Structure of capacity region of RIS-assisted SR.

as well as their maximum sum rate. We know that the
maximum sum rate is equal to the maximum achievable rate
of the primary transmission and is greater than the maximum
achievable rate of the secondary transmission. Based on these
features, we plot the capacity region structure of RIS-assisted
SR, as shown in Fig. 2. Rate pairs on boundary A-B can
achieve the maximum sum rate, which will be discussed
in Section III-D, while rate pairs on boundary B-C can
not achieve the maximum sum rate and present variations
from the maximum sum rate to the maximum achievable rate
of the secondary transmission, which will be discussed in
Section III-E.

D. Rate Pairs on Boundary A-B

From Section III-C, the maximum sum rate is achievable
when X1X2 ∼ CN (0, P ). Since the amplitude of X2 is
equal to one, the amplitude of X1 should follow a Rayleigh
distribution to realize X1X2 ∼ CN (0, P ). There are infinite
distributions for the phases of X1 and X2 to realize X1X2 ∼
CN (0, P ), which can be summarized as:1

(1) Scheme I: The phase of X1 follows a uniform distribution
over [−α, α), i.e., θ1 ∼ U [−α, α). The phase of X2

follows α
π

∑
n δ(θ2 − 2nα), where n = 0, 1, · · · , πα − 1.

Note that α needs to be carefully chosen such that π
α is

a positive integer and α ̸= 0.
(2) Scheme II: The phase of X2 follows a uniform distribu-

tion over [−α, α), i.e., θ2 ∼ U [−α, α). The phase of X1

follows α
π

∑
n δ(θ1−2nα), where n = 0, · · · , πα−1, and

π
α is a positive integer with α ̸= 0.

With scheme I and scheme II, the phase of X1X2 is
uniformed distributed over [−π, π). Fig. 3 shows examples
of the phase PDFs of X1, X2, and X for schemes I and II
with α = π

2 . By going through α from 0 to π and holding
π
α be a positive integer for schemes I and II, we can obtain
different rate pairs on boundary A-B with the maximum sum
rate, which are given by Theorem 2.

1When θ1 ∼ U [−π, π) and θ2 ∼ U [−π, π), we also have X ∼
U [−π, π). However, in this case, the phase information of X1 and X2 is
coupled together and may cause information ambiguity. Thus, in this paper,
we do not consider this scenario.
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Fig. 3: Examples of the phase PDFs of X1, X2, and X .

Theorem 2: With the input distributions described in
schemes I and II, the mutual information with a given decoding
order can be calculated by

I(Xi;Y ) = log(πe(Ph̃2 + σ2)) + Exi

∫ +∞

0

∫ π

−π
κi,w(r, ψ, xi)

× log(
κi,w(r, ψ, xi)

r
)dψdr,

I(Xt,t̸=i;Y |Xi) = −Exi

∫ +∞

0

∫ π

−π
κi,w(r, ψ, xi)

× log(
κi,w(r, ψ, xi)

r
)dψdr − log(πeσ2),

where t, i ∈ {1, 2}, w ∈ {1, 2}, and κi,w(r, ψ, xi) for i ∈
{1, 2} and w ∈ {1, 2} are given by

1) when decoding X1 first with scheme I,
we have κ1,1(r, ψ, x1) =

∑ π
α−1
n=0

rα
π2σ2

exp
(
− r2+h̃2|x1|2−2rh̃|x1| cos(θ1+2nα−ψ)

σ2

)
;

2) when decoding X2 first with scheme I,
we have κ2,1(r, ψ, x2) =

∫ +∞
0

∫ α
−α

r|x1|
2Pαπ2σ2

exp
(
− |x1|2

P − r2+h̃2|x1|2−2rh̃|x1| cos(θ1+θ2−ψ̃)
σ2

)
dθ1d|x1|;

3) when decoding X1 first with scheme
II, we have κ1,2(r, ψ, x1) =

∫ α
−α

r
2απσ2

exp
(
− r2+h̃2|x1|2−2rh̃|x1| cos(θ1+θ2−ψ)

σ2

)
dθ2;

4) when decoding X2 first with scheme II, we
have κ2,2(r, ψ, x2) =

∫ +∞
0

∑ π
α−1
n=0

r|x1|α
Pπ3σ2

exp
(
− |x1|2

P − r2+h̃2|x1|2−2rh̃|x1| cos(2nα+θ2−ψ)
σ2

)
d|x1|.

Proof: Please see Appendix B.
For scheme I, when α = π, RIS does not transmit infor-

mation and only assists the primary transmission by passive
beamforming, i.e., X2 = 1 and X1 ∼ CN (0, P ). For scheme
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II, when α = π, the PTx only transmits the amplitude signal
following Rayleigh distribution while the RIS transmits the
phase signal following uniform distribution over [−π, π). It
should be noted that with α = π for scheme II, when X1 is
decoded first, I(X2;Y |X1) achieves the maximum under the
condition of the maximum sum rate. Hence, the corresponding
rate pair is the corner point B in Fig. 2.

The rate pairs characterized by Theorem 2 are some discrete
points on boundary A-B. The other rate pairs on boundary A-
B can be achieved by time sharing. In this case, the cardinality
of the time-sharing random variable is |Q| ≤ 2 according
to [45, Appendix 4A].

E. Rate Pairs on Boundary B-C

To characterize boundary B-C, we need to further increase
the rate of the secondary transmission. Since the capacity
region is the convex hull of rate pairs (R1, R2), boundary
B-C of the capacity region can be characterized by maxi-
mizing µ1R1 + µ2R2 over all rate pairs, where (µ1, µ2) are
nonnegative and satisfy µ1 + µ2 = 1 and µ2 > µ1 [46].
Since the user with the lower priority will be decoded
first, the maximization of µ1R1 + µ2R2 can be written as
µ1I(X1;Y ) + µ2I(X2;Y |X1) [46]. Then, the rate pairs on
boundary B-C can be obtained by solving the following
optimization problem.

P1 : max
φ,f1(X1),f2(X2)

µ1I(X1;Y ) + µ2I(X2;Y |X1)

s.t. (7), (8), and (9).

Since the stronger channel response enables higher achiev-
able rates of primary and secondary transmissions, φ can
be designed to maximize |h|2, whose solution is φk =
ej(ϑ−arg(vkgk)). Then, we focus on the optimal distributions
of X1 and X2. The objective function can be written as

µ1I(X1;Y ) + µ2I(X2;Y |X1)

=µ1H(Y )− µ1H(Y |X1) + µ2H(Y |X1)− µ2H(Y |X1, X2)

=µ1H(Y ) + (µ2 − µ1)H(Y |X1)− µ2H(Y |X1, X2).

The maximization of H(Y ) requires θ1 + θ2 ∼ U [−π, π),
while the maximization of H(Y |X1) requires θ2 ∼ U [−π, π),
which has been discussed in Sections III-A and III-B. Due
to µ2 − µ1 > 0, it is obvious that the optimal distribution
of f2(X2) is characterized by a uniformly distributed inde-
pendent phase from −π to π, while the PTx only transmits
amplitude information. Accordingly, the PDF of X1 is given
by f1(X1) = fa(A)δ(θ1), where A is the amplitude of X1

and fa(A) is the PDF of A. Then, the optimization problem
P1 can be recast as

P2 : max
fa

µ1H(Y ) + (µ2 − µ1)H(Y |A)

s.t.
∫ ∞

0

faa
2da ≤ P.

Here, we introduce the marginal entropy induced by fa,
which is given by

ω(A; fa) = −
∫
fy(Y |A) log fy(Y ; fa)dy, (20)

where fy(Y |A) is the PDF of Y given A and fy(Y ; fa) is
the PDF of Y with fa. The following theorem provides the
properties of the optimal fa in problem P2.

Theorem 3: The optimal distribution of A is denoted by f∗a .
Then, f∗a is optimal if and only if

ω(A; f∗a )≤T0 −
(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = a) +

λ

µ1
a2, ∀a (21)

ω(A; f∗a )=T0 −
(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = a) +

λ

µ1
a2,∀a ∈ E0,

(22)

where λ ≥ 0 is a Lagrange multiplier, T0 is a constant value
and equal to

∫∞
0
f∗aω(A; f

∗
a )da + (µ2

µ1
− 1)

∫∞
0
f∗aH(Y |A =

a)da− λ
µ1
P , and E0 is the points of increase of the cumulative

distribution function (CDF) F ∗
a that corresponds to f∗a .

Proof: Please see Appendix C.
From Appendix D, the increase points set E0 of the optimal

CDF F ∗
a is finite. Thus, the optimal PDF f∗a can be written as

f∗a (A) =

M∑
m=1

pmδ(A− am), (23)

where
∑M
m=1 pma

2
m ≤ P , am+1 > am, 0 ≤ pm ≤ 1, and∑M

m=1 pm = 1. Meanwhile, M is the number of mass points,
am is the location of the m-th mass point, and pm is the
corresponding probability of the m-th mass point. Note that
the number, location, and probability of mass points in (23)
should satisfy the conditions in Theorem 3.

With f∗a (A) in (23), according to Appendix E, the achiev-
able rates for both primary and secondary transmissions are
given, respectively, by

I(X1;Y ) =

M∑
m=1

pm

∫ +∞

0

2rκ̄(r, am)

σ2
log (κ̄(r, am)) dr

−
∫ +∞

0

∑M
m=1 2rpmκ̄(r, am)

σ2
log

(
M∑
m=1

pmκ̄(r, am)

)
dr, (24)

I(X2;Y |X1) = −
M∑
m=1

pm

∫ +∞

0

2rκ̄(r, am)

σ2

× log (κ̄(r, am)) dr − log(e), (25)

where κ̄(r,am) = exp
(
− r2+h̃2a2m

σ2

)
I0

(
2rh̃am
σ2

)
.

Although we prove that the optimal distribution of the
amplitude of X1 of rate pairs on boundary B-C is discrete,
a closed-form solution of f∗a with specific M , pm, and am
seems unlikely. On one hand, the optimal M , pm, and am
can be obtained by using the scheme proposed in [36], which
solves f∗a based on the conditions in (21) and (22). On the
other hand, the optimal M , pm, and am can be obtained by
solving the following optimization problem directly:

P3 : max
M,am,pm

µ1I(X1;Y ) + µ2I(X2;Y |X1)

s.t.
M∑
m=1

pma
2
m ≤ P, am+1 > am

0 ≤ pm ≤ 1,

M∑
m=1

pm = 1.
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Fig. 4: An example of the optimal input distribution with
passive reflection constraint.

Note that the objective function in problem P3 can be ex-
plicitly represented by (24) and (25). For problem P3, the
variables M , am, and pm are coupled together in the objective
function. Thus, the objective function is not concave over
M , am, and pm. Meanwhile, one can find that the constraint∑M
m=1 pma

2
m = P is not a convex set. Thus, problem P3 is

a non-convex optimization problem and belongs to nonlinear
programming. Nonetheless, it can be solved by using an
interior-point algorithm, which introduces barrier functions to
deal with inequality constraints and adopts conjugate gradient
methods to find a convergence point [47]. Due to space
limitations, we omit the details of interior-point algorithms.

IV. CAPACITY REGION CHARACTERIZATION WITH
CONSTRAINT |X2| ≤ 1

In this section, we will characterize the capacity region with
constraint |X2| ≤ 1. Following the derivations in Section III,
one can find that the adjustment of the amplitude will not affect
the maximum achievable rate of the primary transmission and
the maximum sum rate. Thus, in the following, we will focus
on the maximum achievable rate of the secondary transmission
and the rate pairs on boundary B-C.

A. Maximum Achievable Rate of Secondary Transmission

Mathematically, the capacity under passive reflection con-
straint |X2| ≤ 1 is equivalent to that under a peak power
constraint |X2|2 ≤ 1. Thus, the optimal distribution to
maximize I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) is geometrically characterized
by concentric circles, i.e., discrete amplitude and uniform
independent phase, as shown in Fig. 4 [37]. Denote the
amplitude of X2 by r, whose PDF fr is given by

fr(r) =

L∑
ℓ=1

qℓδ(r − rl), (26)

with 0 ≤ rℓ ≤ 1, rℓ+1 > rℓ, 0 ≤ qℓ ≤ 1, and
∑L
ℓ=1 qℓ = 1.

Meanwhile, L is the number of mass points, rl is the location
of the ℓ-th mass point, and qℓ is the corresponding probability
of the ℓ-th mass point. Note that the number of mass points and
the corresponding locations and probabilities are determined
by maximizing the mutual information of the secondary trans-
mission.

Following the derivations in Appendix A, we know
that under constraint |X1| ≤ 1, the mutual information

I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) has the same expression with (14) but with
κ(r) =

∑L
ℓ=1 qℓ exp

(
− r2+|hx1|2r2ℓ

σ2

)
I0

(
2r|hx1|rℓ

σ2

)
. Consid-

ering the complexity of the expression of I(X2;Y |X1 = x1),
we provide an upper bound on I(X2;Y |X1 = x1), which is
given by [48]

I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) ≤ min

{
log

(
1 +

h̃2|x1|2

σ2

)
,

log

1 +

√
πh̃2|x1|2
σ2

+
h̃2|x1|
eσ2

 . (27)

In (27), the first part in the min function represents the
capacity relaxed to an average power constraint and the second
part represents the McKellips-type bound. At low h̃2|x1|2

σ2 ,
I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) approaches the first part in (27), while
approaches the second part at high h̃2|x1|2

σ2 .
Following the derivations in Section III-A, we know that the

optimal passive beamforming of RIS is φk = ej(ϑ−arg(vkgk))

and the primary transmission satisfies |X1|2 = P to maximize
the achievable rate of the secondary transmission. Then, the
maximum achievable rate of the secondary transmission under
constraint |X2| ≤ 1 is given by

C2 = max
L,pl,rl

−
∫ +∞

0

2rκ̃(r)

σ2
log (κ̃(r)) dr − log(e), (28)

where κ̃(r) =
∑L
ℓ=1 qℓ exp

(
− r2+Ph̃2r2ℓ

σ2

)
I0

(
2r

√
Ph̃rℓ
σ2

)
.

When the receive SNR Ph̃2

σ2 is low, the capacity-achieving
distribution is geometrically characterized by a unit circle, i.e.,
the amplitude of X2 is equal to 1. With the growth of Ph̃

2

σ2 , the
concentric circle number of the capacity-achieving distribution
will increase. An upper bound on (28) is given by [48]

C2 ≤ min

log

1 +

√
πP h̃2

σ2
+
Ph̃2

eσ2

 ,

log

(
1 +

Ph̃2

σ2

)}
. (29)

It can be calculated that there is an SNR gap of about
10 log10(e) ≈ 4.34 dB at high receive SNR between the two
parts in (29). This indicates that if we use log

(
1 + Ph̃2

σ2

)
to

analyze the performance of the secondary transmission, we
will get a more than 4.34 dB performance gap at high receive
SNR.

In addition, we can find that under constraint |X1| ≤ 1, the
high SNR slope is limP→∞

C2

logP = 1, while under constraint
|X1| = 1, the high SNR slope becomes limP→∞

C2

logP = 1
2 .

This indicates that if RIS only transmits the phase information,
the degree-of-freedom of the secondary transmission will be
halved.

B. Rate Pairs on Boundary B-C

With constraint |X1| ≤ 1, the rate pairs on boundary B-C
can also be characterized by solving P1. It is obvious that the
design of the passive beamforming vector is the same as the
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(a) µ1 = 0.1 (b) µ1 = 0.3 (c) µ1 = 0.49

Fig. 5: The optimized locations of the mass points versus the corresponding probabilities of f∗a with constraint |X2| = 1.

case with |X1| = 1 such that the optimization problem P1 can
be written as

P4 : max
f1(X1),f2(X2)

µ1H(Y ) + (µ2 − µ1)H(Y |X1)

s.t. (7) and |X1| ≤ 1.

With the same reason as the case |X2| = 1, |X2| is character-
ized by a uniformly distributed independent phase from −π
to π, while the PTx only transmits amplitude information.

From Appendix F, the optimal amplitude PDFs of both
X1 and X2 are discrete and given by (23) and (26),
respectively. Thus, we can derive the mutual information
I(X1;Y ) and I(X2;Y |X1), which have the same expres-
sions with (24) and (25), respectively, but with κ̄(r, am) =∑L
ℓ=1 qℓ exp

(
− r2+h̃2

2a
2
mr

2
ℓ

σ2

)
I0

(
2rh̃2amrℓ

σ2

)
.

Note that the number, location, and probability of mass
points in (23) and (26) can be obtained by solving the
following optimization problem:

P5 : max
L,M,rℓ,am,qℓ,pm

µ1I(X1;Y ) + µ2I(X2;Y |X1)

s.t. 0 ≤ rl ≤ 1, rℓ+1 > rl,

0 ≤ ql ≤ 1,

L∑
ℓ=1

qℓ = 1,

M∑
m=1

pma
2
m ≤ P, am+1 > am

0 ≤ pm ≤ 1,

M∑
m=1

pm = 1.

Similar to problem P3, problem P5 can be solved by using an
interior-point algorithm [47].

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, numerical results are presented to evaluate
the capacity region of RIS-assisted SR. Since the stronger re-
flecting link represents the higher receive SNR, the effect of K
on the performance of primary and secondary transmissions is
equivalent to the effect of P

σ2 . Thus, unless specified otherwise,
we set K = 64 and ρ2|gkvk|2 = 0.003, for k = 1, · · · ,K.
Problems P3 and P5 are solved by using the optimization
package of Matlab [49].

Fig. 5 plots the optimized locations of the mass points
versus the corresponding probabilities of f∗a with constraint
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Fig. 6: The optimized locations of the mass points versus the
corresponding probabilities for the distributions of the primary
and secondary transmissions with constraint |X2| ≤ 1.

|X2| = 1. In this figure, we set P/σ2 = 5 dB. We
can find that when |X2| = 1, the number of mass points
increases with the growth of µ1, and the probability of f∗a
approaches a Rayleigh distribution when µ1 = 0.49. Fig. 6
plots the optimized locations of the mass points versus the
corresponding probabilities of the distributions for both the
primary and secondary transmissions with constraint |X2| ≤ 1.
We set P/σ2 = 5 dB. Similar to Fig. 5, with the increase
of µ1, the number of mass points of f∗a increases. When
µ2 = 0.51, the optimal X2 is equal to X2 = ejθ2 and the
optimal f∗1 approaches a Rayleigh distribution. This indicates
that the rate pair when µ2 = 0.51 approaches point B on the
region boundary.

In Fig. 7, the capacity region of RIS-assisted SR is plotted
for different P/σ2 with constraints |X2| = 1 and |X1| ≤ 1.
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Fig. 8: Achievable rates versus transmit SNR, i.e., P/σ2.

We can see that the capacity region is always strictly convex.
A higher average transmit power at the PTx can lead to a
larger capacity region. It is obvious that constraint |X2| ≤ 1
enables a larger capacity region for RIS-assisted SR compared
with constraint |X2| = 1 when P

σ2 = 0 dB and P
σ2 = 5 dB. In

addition, with the growth of P
σ2 , the gap between the capacity

regions with constraints |X2| = 1 and |X2| ≤ 1 enlarges.
When P

σ2 = −5 dB, the characterized capacity regions with
constraints |X2| = 1 and |X2| ≤ 1 are the same. The main
reason is that when the received SNR is low, the capacity-
achieving distributions on boundary B-C are geometrically
characterized by a unit circle for X2.

Fig. 8 demonstrates the achievable rates for both primary
and secondary transmissions versus P/σ2. It can be found that
the maximum achievable rate of the primary transmission is
always greater than that of the secondary transmission, which
is consistent with the analysis in Section III-B. Meanwhile,
when |X2| ≤ 1, the upper bound on the capacity of the
secondary transmission shown in (29) becomes tight when P

σ2

is high. The slope of the upper bound is consistent with that of
the capacity of the secondary transmission when P

σ2 is high.
In addition, the asymptotic results in (18) can fit well with
the capacity of the secondary transmission given constraint
|X2| = 1. It is obvious that the slope of C2 with |X2| ≤ 1 is
two times that of C2 with |X2| = 1, which coincides with the
analysis in Section IV.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper has focused on the capacity region characteri-
zation for RIS-assisted SR when the direct link is blocked.
The capacity-achieving distributions of the transmitted signals
at PTx and RIS have been analyzed. Also, the maximum
achievable rates for both primary and secondary transmissions
as well as their maximum sum rate have been derived.
Furthermore, capacity regions of RIS-assisted SR with two
types of passive reflection constraints have been characterized.
Finally, numerical results have been presented to evaluate the
performance of RIS-assisted SR.

APPENDIX A

Based on the definition of mutual information, we have
I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) = H(Y |X1 = x1) − H(X2, X1 = x1).
It is straightforward to have H(Y |X2, X1 = x1) = H(Z) =
log(πeσ2). Then, we focus on the calculation of H(Y |X1 =
x1). The polar coordinates of Y is given by (r̄, ψ̄), where
r̄ and ψ̄ are the amplitude and the phase of Y , respectively.
According to Jacobian of transformation in terms of PDF, we
have fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1) = r̄py(Re(y), Im(y)|x1), where py is the
PDF of Y in the Cartesian coordinates. Hence, we have

H(Y |X1 = x1)

=

∫
C
py(Re(y), Im(y)|x1) log(py(Re(y), Im(y)|x1))dy

(a)
= −

∫ +∞

0

∫ π

−π
r̄py(r̄ cos ψ̄, r̄ sin ψ̄|x1)

× log(py(r̄ cos ψ̄, r̄ sin ψ̄|x1)dψ̄dr̄

=−
∫ +∞

0

∫ π

−π
fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1) log(

fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1)
r̄

)dψ̄dr̄,

where (a) follows from the Jacobian of transformation in terms
of integration. The PDF of Y given X1 in terms of the polar
coordinates, i.e., fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1), is given by

fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1) = r̄py(r̄ cos ψ̄, r̄ sin ψ̄|x1)

=r̄

∫
x2

f2(X2)py(r̄ cos ψ̄, r̄ sin ψ̄|x1, x2)dx2

=

∫
x2

f2(X2)
r̄

πσ2
exp

(
−|r̄ejψ̄ − hx1x2|2

σ2

)
dx2

=

∫ π

−π

r̄

2π2σ2
exp

(
− r̄

2 + |hx1|2

σ2

)
× exp

(
2r̄|hx1| cos(θ2 + ϑ− ψ̄)

σ2

)
dθ2

=
r̄

πσ2
exp

(
− r̄

2 + |hx1|2

σ2

)
I0

(
2r̄|hx1|
σ2

)
=
r̄κ(r̄)

πσ2
, (30)

where ϑ is the phases of h, I0(x) = 1
2π

∫ π
−π e

x cos θdθ, and

κ(r̄) ≜ exp
(
− r̄2+|hx1|2

σ2

)
I0

(
2r̄|hx1|
σ2

)
. From (30), we can

find that the PDF of fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1) is irrelevant to the phase of
X1 and h. Then, the marginal density fy(r̄|x1) can be obtained
by integrating ψ̄ out of (30):

fy(r̄|x1)=
∫ π

−π
fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1)dψ̄ =

2r̄κ(r̄)

σ2
. (31)



10

From (30) and (31), it is easy to find that fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1) =
1
2πfy(r̄|x1), which means that the amplitude and the phase
of Y given X1 are independent. Substituting (30) and (31)
into H(Y |X1 = x1), we have

H(Y |X1 = x1) =−
∫ +∞

0

fy(r̄|x1) log
fy(r̄|x1)

r̄
dr̄ + log(2π)

= −
∫ +∞

0

2r̄κ(r̄)

σ2
log (κ(r̄)) dr̄ + log(πσ2).

Thus, the mutual information I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) is given by

I(X2;Y |X1 = x1) = H(Y |X1)− log(πeσ2)

= −
∫ +∞

0

2r̄κ(r̄)

σ2
log (κ(r̄)) dr̄ − log(e).

Therefore, Theorem 1 can be proved.

APPENDIX B

For scheme I, when decoding X1 first, we have I(X1;Y ) =
H(Y ) − H(Y |X1). Due to X1X2 ∼ CN (0, P ), we have
H(Y ) = log(πe(Ph̃2+σ2)). Next, we focus on the calculation
of H(Y |X1), which is given by

H(Y |X1)=−Ex1

∫ +∞

0

∫ π

−π
fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1) log(

fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1)
r̄

)dψ̄dr̄,

where κ1,1(r̄, ψ̄, x1) ≜ fy(r̄, ψ̄|x1) can be written as

κ1,1(r̄, ψ̄, x1) = r̄py(r̄ cos ψ̄, r̄ sin ψ̄|x1)

=

∫
x2

f2(X2)
r̄

πσ2
exp

(
−|r̄ejψ̄ − h̃x2x1|2

σ2

)
dx2

=

π
α−1∑
n=0

r̄α

π2σ2
exp

(
− r̄

2 + h̃2|x1|2

σ2

)

× exp

(
2r̄h̃|x1| cos(θ1 + 2nα− ψ̄)

σ2

)
.

Then, the mutual information of I(X1;Y ) is given by

I(X1;Y )=log(πe(Ph̃2 + σ2)) + Ex1

∫ +∞

0

∫ π

−π
κ1,1(r̄, ψ̄, x1)

× log(
κ1,1(r̄, ψ̄, x1)

r̄
)dψ̄dr̄.

Since I(X2;Y |X1) = H(Y |X1) − H(Y |X1, X2) and
H(Y |X1, X2) = log(πeσ2), we have

I(X2;Y |X1) = −Ex1

∫ +∞

0

∫ π

−π
κ1,1(r̄, ψ̄, x1)

× log(
κ1,1(r̄, ψ̄, x1)

r̄
)dψ̄dr̄ − log(πeσ2).

The calculations of mutual information for scheme II and
the other decoding order are similar to the above calculations
and thus are omitted here.

APPENDIX C

Due to the multiplicative nature between X1 and X2, the ef-
fect of unknown X2 on mutual information is the same as that
of the unknown channel state information. Thus, the structures
of the existence proof below and Appendix D follow [50], but
the details are different since the objective function in problem
P2 is more difficult to deal with. Considering the average
power constraint of X1, according to Lagrangian Theorem,
problem P2 can be recast as

min
λ

max
fa

µ1H(Y ) + (µ2 − µ1)H(Y |A)

− λ

(∫ ∞

0

faa
2da− P

)
, (32)

where λ ≥ 0 is a Laplace multiplier. Let T be a functional
on a convex set Fa, where T (f∗a ) = µ1H(Y ; f∗a ) + (µ2 −
µ1)H(Y |A; f∗a )−λ

∫∞
0
f∗aa

2da with f∗a ∈ Fa. Then, the weak
derivative of T (f∗a ) is given by

T
′

f∗
a
(fa) = lim

θ→0

T ((1− θ)f∗a + θfa)− T (f∗a )

θ
,

where θ ∈ [0, 1] and fa is an arbitrary PDF in Fa. Define
fθa = (1− θ)f∗a + θfa, and then, we have

T (fθa )− T (f∗a )

=µ1

∫ +∞

0

fθaω(a; f
θ
a )da− µ1

∫ +∞

0

f∗aω(a; f
∗
a )da

+

∫ +∞

0

(fθa − f∗a )((µ2 − µ1)H(Y |A = a)− λa2)da

=µ1

∫ +∞

0

f∗a (ω(a; f
θ
a )− ω(a; f∗a ))da+ θ

(∫ +∞

0

(fa − f∗a )

× (µ1ω(a; f
θ
a ) + (µ2 − µ1)H(Y |A = a)− λa2)da).

Accordingly

T
′

f∗
a
(fa) =

∫ +∞

0

(fa − f∗a )(µ1ω(a; f
∗
a )

+ (µ2 − µ1)H(Y |A = a)− λa2)da.

According to [51], if T achieves its maximum at f∗a , then we
have T

′

f∗
a
(fa) ≤ 0 for all fa ∈ Fa, yielding∫ +∞

0

fa

(
ω(a; f∗a ) +

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = a)− λ

µ1
a2
)
da

≤
∫ +∞

0

f∗a

(
ω(a; f∗a ) +

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = a)− λ

µ1
a2
)
da.

(33)

The right-hand side (RHS) of (33) can be represented by T0 =∫∞
0
f∗aω(a; f

∗
a )da + (µ2

µ1
− 1)

∫∞
0
f∗aH(Y |A = a)da − λ

µ1
P .

Note that if
∫ +∞
0

f∗aa
2da is less than P , λ is zero according

to Karush–Kuhn–Tucker conditions, which indicates that (33)
remains true.

We use contradictions to prove (21) in Theorem 3. If (21)
is false, there exist an ã such that

ω(ã; f∗a ) > T0 −
(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = ã) +

λ

µ1
ã2.
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Since (33) holds for all fa ∈ Fa, we assume fa = δ(A− ã),
and then we have∫ +∞

0

fa

(
ω(a; f∗a ) +

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = a)− λ

µ1
a2
)
da > T0,

which is contradicts (33). Thus, (21) is valid.
Then, we focus on the proof of (22) in Theorem 3, which

can also be proved by contradictions. Specifically, we assume
there exists ã ∈ E0 such that

ω(ã; f∗a ) < T0 −
(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = ã) +

λ

µ1
ã2.

Then, by using the definition of a point of increase of CDF,
the neighborhood Ẽ of ã satisfies

∫
Ẽ
f∗ada = ϱ > 0. Hence,

we have

T0 =

∫ ∞

0

f∗a

(
ω(a; f∗a ) +

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = a)

)
da− λ

µ1
P

=

∫
Ẽ

f∗a

(
ω(a; f∗a ) +

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = a)

)
da

+

∫
E0−Ẽ

f∗a

(
ω(a; f∗a ) +

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |A = a)

)
da− λ

µ1
P

< ϱ

(
T0 +

λ

µ1
P

)
+ (1− ϱ)

(
T0 +

λ

µ1
P

)
− λ

µ1
P = T0,

which is a contradiction. Thus, (22) holds.

APPENDIX D

Assume that there exists a continuous optimal f∗a such that
(22) holds. By letting ϖ ≜ h̃2a2

σ2 and based on Appendix A,
we have

ω(A; f∗a ) =−
∫ +∞

0

2r̄

σ2
exp

(
− r̄2

σ2
−ϖ

)
× I0

(
2r̄
√
ϖ

σ

)
log fy(r̄; f

∗
a )dr̄ + log(2π). (34)

By using Laplace transform with respect to ϖ over (34), we
have ∫ +∞

0

e−ϖs(ω(A; f∗a )− log(2π))dϖ

=−
∫ +∞

0

∫ +∞

0

2r̄

σ2
exp

(
− r̄2

σ2
−ϖ −ϖs

)
× I0

(
2
√
ϖr̄

σ

)
log fy(r̄; f

∗
a )dr̄dϖ.

By using [52, pp. 697]∫ +∞

0

exp(−αx)I0(2
√
βx)dx =

1

α
exp

(
β

α

)
,

we have∫ +∞

0

e−ϖs(ω(A; f∗a )− log(2π))dϖ

=−
∫ +∞

0

2r̄

σ2 (1 + s)
exp

(
− r̄2

σ2

(
s

1 + s

))
log fy(r̄; f

∗
a )dr̄

=− 1

σ2 (1 + s)

∫ +∞

0

exp

(
− ξ

σ2

(
s

1 + s

))
log fξ(ξ; f

∗
a )dξ,

where ξ ≜ r̄2.
By using Laplace transform to the RHS of (22) with respect

to ϖ, we have∫ +∞

0

e−ϖs
(
T0 −

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(Y |ϖ) +

λσ2ϖ

µ1h̃2

)
dϖ

=
T0
s

+
λσ2

µ1h̃2s2
−
(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(s),

where H(s) ≜ L(H(Y |ϖ)). By letting β = s
σ2(1+s) , the

results of using Laplace transform and multiplied by s on both
sides of (22) becomes

− β

∫ +∞

0

exp(−ξβ) log fξ(ξ; f∗1 )dξ

= T1 +
λ(1− βσ2)

µ1h̃2β
−
(
µ2

µ1
−1

)
βσ2

1−βσ2
H
(

βσ2

1−βσ2

)
, (35)

where T1 = T0 − log(2π) Dividing (35) by β yields∫ +∞

0

exp (−ξβ) log fξ(ξ; f∗1 )dξ

=− T1
β

− λ(1−βσ2)

µ1h̃2β2
+

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
σ2

1− βσ2
H
(

βσ2

1− βσ2

)
.

(36)

It is obvious that the left-hand side (LHS) of (36) is the
unilateral Laplace transform of function log f(ξ; f∗1 ), while
the RHS of (36) can be recognized as the Laplace transform
of

−T1 +
λσ2

µ1h̃2
− λξ

µ1h̃2
+

(
µ2

µ1
−1

)
L−1

(
σ2

1− βσ2
H
(

βσ2

1− βσ2

)
; ξ

)
,

which implies that

fξ(ξ; f
∗
a ) = exp

(
−T1 +

λσ2

µ1h̃2
− λξ

µ1h̃2

+

(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
L−1

(
σ2

1− βσ2
H
(

βσ2

1− βσ2

))
; ξ

)
. (37)

From (37), one can find if µ1 = µ2, we have f(ξ; f∗a ) =

exp
(
−T1 + λσ2

µ1h̃2
− λξ

µ1h̃2

)
such that the received signal Y

follows a Gaussian distribution, which is achieved when
X1X2 follows a Gaussian distribution. However, the points on
boundary B-C require µ2 > µ1. Thus, we need to consider
the effect of L−1

(
σ2

1−βσ2H( βσ2

1−βσ2 ); ξ
)

.
First, we focus on H(s). Based on (18), we have

H(s) = L(H(Y |ϖ)) = L (ϖ(u(ϖ)− u(ϖ − 1)))

+ L
(
1

2
log

(
4πϖ

e

)
u(ϖ − 1) + log(πeσ2)

)
=
1

s2
− e−s

s2
− e−s

s
− 1

2s
Ei(−s)+log

(
4π

e

)
e−s

2s
+
log(πeσ2)

s
,

(38)

where u(ϖ) is a unit step function. Then, one of terms
of L−1

(
σ2

1−βσ2H( βσ2

1−βσ2 ); ξ
)

corresponds to the first term
in (38), which is given by

L−1

(
1− βσ2

β2σ2
; ξ

)
=

ξ

σ2
− 1.
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Due to µ2

µ1
− 1 > 0, the PDF in (37) does not converge.

Hence fξ(ξ; f∗1 ) in (37) cannot be a probability density. Thus,
the increase points set E0 of the optimal CDF F ∗

a is finite,
which implies that the optimal PDF f∗a is discrete.

APPENDIX E

The distribution of X1 is f1(X1 = aejθ1) =∑M
m=1 pmδ(a − am)δ(θ1) and the distribution of X2 is

f2(X2 = ejθ2) = 1
2π . Based on Appendix A, we have

H(Y |X1) =

∫
x1

f1(x1)H(Y |X1 = x1)dx1

=−
M∑
m=1

pm

∫ +∞

0

2r̄κ̄(r̄,am)

σ2
log

(
2κ̄(r̄,am)

σ2

)
dr̄+log(2π),

where κ̄(r̄, am) = exp
(
− r̄2+h̃2a2m

σ2

)
I0

(
2r̄h̃am
σ2

)
. Then,

I(X2;Y |X1) is calculated by the definition of mutual infor-
mation.

Next, we focus on the calculation of H(Y ), which is given
by H(Y ) = −

∫ +∞
0

∫ π
−π fy(r̄, ψ̄) log(

fy(r̄,ψ̄)
r̄ )dψ̄dr̄ and

fy(r̄, ψ̄)= r̄

∫
x1

∫
x2

f1(X1)f2(X2)

× 1

πσ2
exp

(
−|r̄ejψ − h̃x1x2|2

σ2

)
dx1dx2

=

M∑
m=1

pmr̄

2π2σ2

∫ π

−π
exp

(
−|r̄ejψ − h̃ame

jθ2 |2

σ2

)
dθ2

=

M∑
m=1

pmr̄

2π2σ2
exp

(
− r̄

2 + h̃2a2m
σ2

)∫ π

−π

× exp

(
2r̄h̃am cos(θ2 − ψ̄)

σ2

)
dθ2

=
M∑
m=1

pmr̄

πσ2
exp

(
− r̄

2 + h̃2a2m
σ2

)
I0

(
2r̄h̃am
σ2

)
.

Since fy(r̄) satisfies fy(r̄, ψ̄) = 1
2πfy(r̄), we have H(Y ) =

−
∫ +∞
0

fy(r̄) log
fy(r̄)
r̄ dr̄ + log(2π). By the definition of mu-

tual information, we can have I(X1;Y ) and I(X2;Y |X1).

APPENDIX F

Following the derivations of Appendix C, one can find that
with constraint |X2| ≤ 1, (21) and (22) still hold. Similar to
Appendix D, we assume that there exists a continuous optimal
f∗a such that (22) holds. Then, for the case |X2| ≤ 1, the
marginal entropy ω(A; f∗a ) can be rewritten as

ω(A; f∗a ) =−
∫ +∞

0

fr(r)

∫ +∞

0

2r̄

σ2
exp

(
− r̄2

σ2
− r2ϖ

)
× I0

(
2r̄r

√
ϖ

σ

)
log fy(r̄; f

∗
a )dr̄dr + log(2π).

(39)

By using Laplace transform with respect to ϖ over (39), we
have∫ +∞

0

e−ϖs(ω(A; f∗a )− log(2π))dϖ

=−
∫ +∞

0

fr(r)

σ2(r2 + s)

∫ +∞

0

exp

(
− ξ

σ2

(
s

r2 + s

))
log fξ(ξ; f

∗
a )dξdr

=−
∫ +∞

0

fr(r)

σ2 (r2 + s)
F

(
s

(r2 + s)σ2

)
dr

=−
∫ +∞

0

fr(r)β(r, s)

s
F (β(r, s)) dr

(a)
=

T0 − log(2π)

s
+

λσ2

µ1h̃2s2
−
(
µ2

µ1
− 1

)
H(s), (40)

where F (s) = L(log fξ(ξ; f∗a )), β(r, s) ≜ s
(r2+s)σ2 , and (a)

holds by using Laplace transform to the RHS of (22). If there
exists f∗a such that (40) holds, there will exist F1 (s), F2 (s),
and F3 (s) such that

∫ +∞
0

fr(r)β(r, s)F1 (β(r, s)) dr =

−T0 + log(2π),
∫ +∞
0

fr(r)β(r, s)F2 (β(r, s)) dr = − λσ2

µ1h̃2s
,

and
∫ +∞
0

fr(r)β(r, s)F3 (β(r, s)) dr =
(
µ2

µ1
− 1
)
sH(s),

where F (β(r, s)) = F1 (β(r, s))+F2 (β(r, s))+F3 (β(r, s)).
It is straightforward to obtain F1 (s) = −T0+log(2π)

s . As-
sume that there exists a unique solution F ∗

2 (s) such that∫ +∞
0

fr(r)β(r, s)F2 (β(r, s)) dr = − λσ2

µ1h̃2s
. To enable this

equation, we have F ∗
2 (β(r, s)) = −λσ4(r2+s)

µ1h̃2s2
, which yields

F ∗
2 (s) = −λ(1−sσ2)

µ1h̃2s2r2
. If the amplitude of X2 is constant, i.e.,

|X2| = r0, we have F ∗
2 (s) = −λ(1−sσ2)

µ1h̃2s2r20
, which is a unique

solution and consistent with the results in Appendix D. In this
case, the optimal f∗a is discrete. If the amplitude of X2 is
not constant, we can find that the derived F ∗

2 (s) is related to
r, which is not a unique solution. Thus, there is no solution
for (40). This indicates that the amplitude of X2 requires to
be constant to enable X1X2 follows a Gaussian distribution,
which coincides with the results in Section III-D.

In summary, there is no continuous optimal PDF f∗a to
enable (22) to hold. Hence, under constraint |X1| ≤ 1, the
optimal PDF f∗a is still discrete. For a discrete f∗a , it is easy to
have that f∗r is also discrete by following the proof structures
of Appendix C and Appendix D.
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