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Peak-to-average power ratio of good codes for

Gaussian channel

Yury Polyanskiy and Yihong Wu

Abstract

Consider a problem of forward error-correction for the #iddiwhite Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel. For finite
blocklength codes the backoff from the channel capacitgvsrisely proportional to the square root of the blocklength
In this paper it is shown that codes achieving this tradeafsthmecessarily have peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR)
proportional to logarithm of the blocklength. This is exded to codes approaching capacity slower, and to PAPR
measured at the output of an OFDM modulator. As a by-prochetconvergence of (Smith’s) amplitude-constrained
AWGN capacity to Shannon'’s classical formula is charazéegtiin the regime of large amplitudes. This converse-type
result builds upon recent contributions in the study of eroal output distributions of good channel codes.

Index Terms
Shannon theory, channel coding, Gaussian channels, pealetage power ratio, converse

|. INTRODUCTION

In the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) communicatitiarmel a (Nyquist-sampled) wavefora® =

(z1,...,z,) € R™ experiences an additive degradation:
}/j = xj—FZj,ZjNN(O,l) (1)
whereY™ = (Y1,...,Y,) represent a (Nyquist-sampled) received signal.(An)M, e, P) error-correcting code is

a pair of mapsf : {1,...,M} - R™ andg : R™ — {1,..., M} such that

P[W # W] <e,
whereW € {1,..., M} is a uniformly distributed message, and
X" = f(W) ®)
W= g(Y") =g(f(W)+2"), (3)
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are the (encoded) channel input and the decoder’s outmtecévely. The channel input is required to satisfy the

power constraint
IX"ll & (D117 | < VaP. (4)
j=1

The non-asymptotic fundamental limit of information tremission over the AWGN channel is given by
M*(n,e, P) £ max{M : 3(n, M, ¢, P)-codé .

It is known that [i]*

log M*(n, e, P) = nC(P) — \/nV(P)Q *(¢) + O(logn) (6)
where the capacity’(P) and the dispersiofy (P) are given by
1
cpP) = 5 log(1+ P), @)
_ loge P(P+2)
vip) = 2 (P+1)2° ®)

The peak-to-average power ratio (PAPR) of a codewstds defined as
R

PAPRA") = T

where||z"||oc = max;—1., |z;|. This definition of PAPR corresponds to the case when thealctintinuous time
waveform is produced from™ via pulse-shaping and heterodyning:
= wg(t —j) - cos(fel),
j=1

whereg(t) is a bounded pulse supported 6Al/2,1/2] and f. is a carrier frequency. Alternatively, one could
employ an (ideal) DAC followed by a low-pass filter. Such iemplentation is subject to peak regrowth due to
filtering: the maximal amplitude of the signal may be attdirie between Nyquist samples, and thus the PAPR
observed by the high-power amplifier may be even larger.

In this paper we address the following question: What arePAEBR requirements of codes that attain or come
reasonably close to attaining the performance of the bestilple codesg)? In other words, we need to assess the

penalty onlog M* introduced by imposing, in addition tafy, an amplitude constraint:
[X"loo < An, 9)

whereA,, is a certain sequence. if,, is fixed, then even the capacity term 8) thanges according to a well-known

result of Smith P]. Here, thus, we focus on the case of growiag.

1As usual, all logarithmdog and exponentsxp are taken to an arbitrary fixed base, which also specifiesnfioeniation units. Q1 is the
inverse of the standar@-function:

Q) =/°° %dy. (5)
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Previously, we have shown3,[ Theorem 6] and{], that very good codes for AWGN automatically satisfy

A, = O(v/logn). Namely, for any constan{ > 0 there existsy’ > 0 such thatany code with

logM > nC — \/nV(P)Q () — vylogn (10)

has at Ieastl‘g codewords with
[2"|oo < 7'/logn

In other words, very good codes cannot have PAPR worsedasg »). On the other hand, for capacity-achieving
input X ~ N(0, P), classical results from extremal value theory shows thaptiak amplitude behaves with high
probability according td|X7||., = v2Plogn + op(1) [5]. Therefore it is reasonable to expect that good codes
must also have peak amplitude scaling\&&logn. Indeed, in this paper we show that, even under much weaker
assumptions on coding performance thaf)(the PAPR of at least half of the codewords musth&g n).
Interestingly, thelogn behavior of PAPR has been recently observed for various aomwation systems im-
plementing orthogonal frequency division multiplexingH@M) modulation. To describe these results we need to

introduce several notions. Givert € C" the baseband OFDM (with subcarriers) signad,(¢) is given by
1= :
sp(t) = — zpe2™
whereas the transmitted signal is
s(t) = Re (e%if“tsb(t)) , 0<t<n (11)

where f. is the carrier frequency. For larggé, we have that PAPR of(t) may be approximated a$,[Chapter 5]

& MaXie(on [S()°  maxicpon [sp(t)]
2 o Is(t)2dt L3 hT0 a2
where the quantity on the right is known as the peak-to-meaerlepe power (PMEPR).

2
OFDM-PAPRz") £ PMEPRz"), (12)

Note that values of;(-) at integer times simply represent the discrete Fouriersfoam (DFT) of ™. Thus

PMEPR is always lower bounded by
[Fa" 2

wllanl3

PMEPR2") > (13)

where I is then x n unitary DFT matrix

1 ke
Fkyg = —627”" .

NG

In view of (13), it is natural to also consider the case where the amplitashestraint 9) is replaced with
[Uz"||o < An, (14)

whereU is some fixed orthogonal (or unitary) matrix. Note that faigkan there exist some (“atypical’} € C"
such that the lower bound.) is very non-tight §, Chapter 4.1]. Thus, the constraidf with U = F' is weaker
than constraining inputs to those with small OFDM-PARR). Nevertheless, it will be shown even with this

relaxationA,, is required to be of orddbgn.
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The question of constellations i@ with good minimum distance properties and small OFDM-PARR been
addressed in7]. In particular, it was shown in7, Theorems 7 — 8] that the (Euclidean) Gilbert-Varshamowrigou
is achievable with codes whose OFDM-PAPRJfog ) — however, see Rematkbelow. Furthermore, a converse
result is established in7[ Theorem 5] which gives a lower bound on the PAPR of an anitcade in terms of
its rate, blocklength and the minimum distance. Whé&n~ N (0, P)", the resulting distribution of OFDM-PAPR
was analyzed ing]. For so distributed:™ as well asz™ chosen uniformly on the sphere, OFDM-PAPR tightly
concentrates arouridg n, cf. [6, Chapter 6]. Similarly, if the components of are independently and equiprobably
sampled from thél/-QAM or M-PSK constellations OFDM-PAPR again sharply peaks ardogd, cf. [9]. If =™
is an element of a BPSK modulated BCH code, then again OFDMRPA aroundog n for most codewordsd],

[9].

Thus, it seems that most good constellations have a largeMOPBRPR of orderlogn. Practically, this is a
significant detriment for the applications of OFDM. A lot @&search effort has been focused on designing practical
schemes foPAPR reduction. Key methods include amplitude clipping and filterind)], partial transmit sequence
[11], selected mappinglp], tone reservation and injectiorlJ], active constellation extensiori4], and others —
see comprehensive surveyis], [16]. In summary, all these techniques take a base code anddrang so as to
decrease the PAPR at the output of the OFDM modulator. Inaais, transformation degrades performance of the
code (either probability of error, or rate). Therefore, &unal question is whether there exist (yet to be discovered)
techniques that reduce PAPR without sacrificing much of #ropmance.

This paper answers the question in the negative:@fleg n) PAPR is unavoidable unless a severe penalty in

rate is taken.

II. MAIN RESULTS

We start from a simple observation that achieving capaeiiyhput stronger requirements likd@)) is possible
with arbitrarily slowly growing PAPR:

Proposition 1. Let A,, — oco. Then for anye € (0, 1) there exists a sequence @f, M,,, e, P) codes satisfyingd)
such that

1
—log M,, - C(P), n — 0.
n

Proof: Indeed, as is well known, e.glf, Chapter 10], selecting/,, = exp{nC(P) + o(n)} codewords with
i.i.d. Gaussian entrieX; ~ N(0, P) results (with high probability) in a codebook that has vhimg probability
of error under maximum likelihood decoding. Let us now additlly remove all codewords violatin@). This

results in a codebook with a random numBéf, < M,, of codewords. However, we have

E[M,] = MpP[|X"][e < An] (15)
R EE)
= M, -exp{o(n)} = exp{nC(P) +o(n)}. 17)
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The usual random coding argument then shows that there xigsagealization of the codebook that simultaneously
has small probability of error and number of codewords nollemthan £ E[M},]. [ |

Remark 1: Clearly, by applyingU —! first and using the invariance of the distribution of no&® to rotations
we can also prove that there exist capacity-achieving cedgsfying “post-rotation” amplitude constrairit4j. A
more delicate question is whether there exist good codds smitall PMEPR (which approximates OFDM-PAPR).
In that regard, §] and [6, Chapter 5.3] show that iX™ ~ CA/(0, PI,,) we have

P[PMEPRX") < A2] v e~ VinAne " (18)

Thus, repeating the expurgation argumentlif) fve can show that there exists codes with arbitrarily slagvlywing
OFDM-PAPR and achieving capacity. Furthermore, therete&ddes achieving expansion if)(to within O(y/n)
terms with OFDM-PAPR of ordelog n.

Remark 2: 2 Not only capacity, but also the Gilbert-Varshamov (GV) bdwm the sphere iiR™ can be achieved
with arbitrarily slow growing PMEPR, that is4,, = w(1). Note that previouslyq, Theorems 7 — 8] only showed
the attainability of the GV bound withl,, = ©(y/logn). Indeed, since the GV bound follows from a greedy

procedure, it is sufficient to show that for arbitrady, — oc we have

P[PMEPRX") < A2%] = e°(™) | (19)
where X" is uniformly distributed on a unit sphe8 ! c R™. Furthermore, we may tak&” = Z" /|| Z"™||, with
Z™ ~ N(0,1,). Since|| Z"||» exponentially concentrates aroufid+ €)/n, statementX9) is equivalent to

P[PMEPR Z") < const - nA2] = (™) | (20)

Notice that forZ™ being uniform on the hyperculde-1, +1}" the estimateZ0) was shown by Spencet§, Section
5], and it implies achievability of the binary GV bound wiil{1) PMEPR — seef], Section 5.4]. From18, (5.4)]

there exist vectord; € R", j = 1,...,4n with norms||L;||» = v/n and such that20) is equivalent to
P[max |(Lj, Z™)| < const - \/ﬁAn} = oM (21)
J

Note thatP[(L;, Z") < const - /nA,] =1 —Q(A; ) = ™). Finally, 1) follows from Sidak’s lemma (see, e.g.,
[19 (2.8)]):
P[maﬂ@j, Z™)| < const - \/ﬁAn:| > (1- QA1) = et
J

n

From Propositiorl it is evident that the question of minimal allowable PAPR idyomeaningful for good codes,
i.e. ones that attaitbg M *(n, €, P) to within, say, terms of orde®(n®). The following lower bound is the main
result of this note:

Theorem 2: Consider an(n, M, e, P)-code for the AWGN channel with < 1/2

log M > nC(P) — yn® (22)
2This result was obtained in collaboration with Dr. Yuval @etperes@microsoft .com>.
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for somea € [1/2,1) and~ > 0. Define
Sap=(1—a)V1+P—1)>2 (23)

Then for anys < d,,p, there exists aiVo = Ny(«v, P, 0,7, €), such that ifn > Ny, then for anyn x n orthogonal

matrix U at Ieast% codewords satisfy

[U2"||oo > /25 logn. (24)

Remark 3: The functiona — 6, p suggests there exists a tradeoff between the convergeaed sd the peak
amplitude for a fixed average power budd&tChoosingU to be the identity matrix, Theore@implies that any
sequence of codes with ra& P) — O(n~ (=) needs to have PAPR at least

200.p 21 —a)(vV1+P—1)2
——logn = iz logn .

5
3P

L. note that — < % for P > 0. On the other handX™ independently drawn from the

In particular fora = 3,

optimal input distribution\/(0, P) has PAPR2logn(1 + o(1)) with high probability regardless aP. It is unclear
what the optimakh-o tradeoff is or whether it depends on the average paer

Proof: We start with a few simple reductions of the problem. Firsty @ode{c;,...,c)} C R™ can be
rotated to{U ~'cy,...,U ey} without affecting the probability of error. Hence, it is eh to show 24) with
U = I,, then x n identity matrix. Second, by taking somé > ¢ and reducing the number of codewords from
M to M’ = ¢.M we may further assume that the resulting M’, ¢’) subcode has smathaximal probability of
error, i.e.

PW #£iW =i <€, ie{l,...,M}.

Note that by Markov’s inequality;. > 1 — 5. Sincee < 1/2 we may havec. > 1/2 by choosinge’ € (2¢,1).
Third, if a resulting code contains less théz#fq codewords satisfying2d), then by removing those codewords we

obtain an(n, M", €', P) code such that
1
log M" > nC(P) —yn® — log (c€ — 5) 2 nC(P) —~'n>.

Thus, overall by replacing with 4/, M with M ande with € it is sufficient to prove: Any(n, M, e, P) code

with maximal probability of erroe satisfying €2) must have at least one codeword such that

[2"][oo > \/26logn, (25)

providedn > N, for someN, € N depending only orja, €, P, v, d). We proceed to showing the latter statement.
In [20, Theorem 7] (see als@]]) it was shown that for anyn, M, ¢, P) code with maximal probability of error
e we have
D(Pyn||Pyn) <nC(P)—log M + ayn,
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wherea > 0 is some constant depending only 6nP), Py, = N (0,14 P)™ and Py~ is the distribution induced
at the output of the channel)(by the uniform messag®” € {1,..., M}. In the conditions of the theorem we
have then

D(Pyn||[Pyn) < yn® +avn < 4'n®, (26)

where~’ can be chosen to be+ a.

Next we lower boundD(Py~||P;..) by solving the followingl-projection problem:

un(A) = IlgI;i D(Py«||N(0,1+ P)"), (27)

where Py~ ranges over the following convex set of distributions:
Pyn = Pxa s N(0,1)",  Pxa[[|X™|eo < Al = 1.
Since the reference measure V) is of product type and(Py~|| [\, Qu,) > Y., D(Py,||Qu,), we have
un(A) = nui(A). (28)
To lower boundu;(A), we use the Pinsker inequalit@Z, p. 58]
D(P||Q) > 2loge TVA(P, Q) (29)

where the total variation distance is defined By (P, Q) = supy |P(F) — Q(F)| with E ranging over all Borel
sets. Next we lower bound@V(Py,, N (0,1 + P)) in a similar manner as in2B, Section VI-B]. To this end, let

Yy ~ N(0,1+ P). Fix r > ﬁ. SinceP [|X| < A] = 1, applying union bound yields

i [|y1| > r\/lJr—PA} <P [|zl| > A(rV/T+ P —1)

= 2Q(A(rV1+ P —1)). (30)
On the other hand,
P [|Y1*| > r\/1+—PA] = 2Q(rA). (31)
Assembling 80) and 31) gives
TV(Py,,N(0,1+ P)) > Q(rA) — 2Q(A(rvV1+ P —1)). (32)
Combining @9 and 32), we have
ui(A) > (Q(TA) — QT+ P - 1)A))2 8loge. (33)
Suppose thatl,, = || X"|| < 25logn. Letr = ﬁ — 7 with 7 > 0. Note that for allz > 0,
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wherep(z) = \/%e‘ﬁ/? is the standard normal density. Assembli2®)( (27), (28) and @3), we have

no > (QUry/2Togm) — QI T P~ 1)y/2logn)) Sloge

nfé'rz

> ) 35
N (35)

for all n > Ny, wherec; and Ny only depend onP andr. Hence

1— — &2 lloglogn

ogn
0> .

for some constant, only depends o and 7. By the arbitrariness of, we complete the proof of26). [ |

Theorem 3: Any (n, M, e, P) code with maximal probability of errar must contain a codeword™ such that
[2"]loc > A (36)

where A is determined as the solution to

6(3 + 4P)

2
(Q(T*A) —Q((r"v1+P— 1)A)) 8loge =C — %logJV[ + loge + %1og

1—¢’

where

- VA% + Plog(P + 1)+ AVP +1
N AP ’

Remark 4 (Numerical evaluation): Consider SNR=20 dBF = 100), ¢ = 10~2 and blocklengtm = 10*. Then,
any code achieving5%, 99% and99.9% of the capacity is required to have PARR.2 dB (trivial bound),1.99 dB

(37)

and 3.85 dB, respectively.
Proof: The proof in 0] actually shows

2

D(Pyn||Pyn) <nC —log M + +/6n(3 + 4P)loge + log 7 )
—€

Let A, = ||2"||c. Using D(Py~||Py.) > nui(A,) and the lower bound on;(A4) in (33), we obtain the result
after noticing that the right-hand side &3) is maximized by choosing as in @7). |

IIl. AMPLITUDE-CONSTRAINEDAWGN CAPACITY

As an aside of the result in the previous section, we invastighe following question: How fast does the
amplitude-constrained AWGN capacity converges to thesaab AWGN capacity when the amplitude constraint
grows? To this end, let us define

C(A,P)= sup I(X;X+2) (38)
E[X?|<P
|X|<A as.
This quantity was first studied by Smith][ who proved the following: For ald, P > 0, C(A, P) < C (oo, P) =
%log(l -+ P). Moreover, the maximizer of3g), being clearly non-Gaussian, is in fact finitely supporteittle is
known about the cardinality or the peak amplitude of theroptiinput. Algorithmic progress has been madedd] [
where an iterative procedure for computing the capacityesing input distribution for 8) based on cutting-plane

methods is proposed. On the other hand, the lower semireotytiof mutual information immediately implies that
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C(A,P) — %1og(1 + P) as A — oco. A natural ensuing question is the speed of convergence.nékeresult
shows that the backoff to Gaussian capacity due to amplitodstraint vanishes at the same speed as the Gaussian
tail.

Theorem 4: For anyP > 0 and A — oo we have

A2

e rona) 1 Slog(1+P) —C(A,P) < e irt O(ln 4) (39)

e<¢1+—P

Remark 5: Non-asymptotically, for anyd, P > 0, the lower (converse) bound i839) is

(VITP—-1)log(l+P)\" A4, A
< AT A > <p2< 1+P?+F>8loge, (40)
and the upper (achievability) bound is
1 AVP @(9)

wheref £ %, Ay £ (/A2 + Plog(1 + P), andh(-) denotes the binary entropy function.

Remark 6: Theorem4 focuses on the fixed-large-A regime where the achievability is done by choosing a
truncated Gaussian distribution as the input. It is intimgsto compare our results to the case whdrand /P
grow proportionally. To this end, fixx > 1 and letA = v/aP. It is proved in P5, Theorem 1] that a®® — oo,
1log(1 + P) — C(vVaP,VP) — L(a), whereL(a) can be determined explicitly2p, Eq. (21)]. Moreover, let
us denote the capacity-achieving input f88by X’ . Then asP — oo, \}_X*F 5 p converges in distribution
to the uniform distribution (resp. a truncated Gaussianridigion) on [—+/a,/a] if o < 3 (resp.a > 3). In
particular, L(3) = 5 log % corresponds to the classical result of 1.53dB shaping |26 The non-asymptotic
bounds in Remark yields a suboptimal estimate #(«) in the proportional-growth regime.

Proof: The lower bound follows from the proof of Theore?rby noting that for anyX such thatE[X] = 0,

E[X?] < P and|X| < A4,
% log(14+P) - I(X; X + Z) > %log(l +E[X?]) - I(X; X + Z)

= D(Px47||N(0,1+E[X?))

> D(Px+z||N(0,1+ P)) (42)
> ui(A) (43)
> (Q(T*A) - Q((r*"v1+P— 1)14))2 8loge, (44)

where @2) follows from the fact thatnf,~o D(Py || N(0,s)) = D(Py || N(0,E[Y?])) for all zero-meart’, while
(43) and @4) follow from (27) and @3) with » = »* as in @7), respectively. We can then further lower boudd)(
by 8log e?(b)(b — a)?, where

bé\/1+P%+%> 1+PA Al

The proof of @0) is completed upon noticing that

(V1+ P —1)log(l +P)

b—q=
“= A+ Ay
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10

To prove the upper bound, we use the following input distidiu Let X, ~ A(0, P). Let X4 and X4 be

distributed according toY,. conditioned on the evenfX,| < A and|X.| > A, i.e,P[X4 €] = W.

Then in view of 84) we have

E[Xf,]:P—%<P (45)
E[X3] =P+ %@9()9). (46)

Then
%1og(1 +P) = (X X, + 2)
= I(Xs, 1qx. 541 Xu + 2)
SI(Xa; Xa+ 2)P[| Xy <A+ I1(Xa; X4+ Z)P[|X] > Al + H(Lqx.|>4})-
In view of (46), we have
o(6)

log(1 + P) — Q(6) log (1 +P+ A\/FW> — h(2Q(9)),

completing the proof of41). |

(1-2Q0)(Xa; Xa+2) >

N =
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