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Abstract—Error and erasure exponents for the broadcast
channel with degraded message sets are analyzed. The focus of
our error probability analysis is on the main receiver where,
nominally, both messages are to be decoded. A two-step decoding
algorithm is proposed and analyzed. This receiver first attempts
to decode both messages, failing which, it attempts to decode
only the message representing the coarser information, i.e., the
cloud center. This algorithm reflects the intuition that we should
decode both messages only if we have confidence in the estimates;
otherwise one should only decode the coarser information. The
resulting error and erasure exponents, derived using the method
of types, are expressed in terms of a penalized form of the
modified random coding error exponent.

Index Terms—Erasure decoding, Broadcast channel, Degraded
message sets, Error exponents, Method of types

I. INTRODUCTION

degraded message sets, also known as the asymmetric broad-
cast channel (ABC). For this channel, the main receiverdssi

to decode two message®; and M, while the secondary
receiver only desires to decode the private messdgeThe
capacity region, derived by Korner and Marton [8] is

R < I(X AY|U)
Ry<IUANZ) 5. (1)
Ri+ Ry <I(XAY)

Error exponents (without erasures) were derived by Korner
and Sgarro[[9] and improved by Kaspi and Merhav| [10]. We

go beyond these analyses to derive erasure and error exponen
for the ABC. The resulting exponents involvgeaualized form

of the modified random coding error exponent derived_in [2,

Ch. 10] and reflects the superposition coding schémle [1H use

¢= ] {(R1,Ry)€RY:

Pyx

In 1968, Forneyl[1] derived exponential error bounds fqg gchieve the region if(1).
decoding with an erasure option. In this seminal paper,&porn

used a generalization of the Neyman-Pearson lemma to derive

Il. PRELIMINARIES AND SYSTEM MODEL

an optimum decoding rule for point-to-point channel coding wWe adopt the notation froni[2]. Random variables (e.g.,
where the decoder is allowed to output an erasure symbo} and their realizations (e.gz) are in upper- and lower-
should it not be sufficiently confident to output a messagease respectively. All random variables take values onefinit
Based on this rule, Forney used Gallager-style boundiggts, denoted in calligraphic font (e.gt). For a sequence

techniques to derive exponents for the undetected and tgtal (z1,.

(undetected plus erasure) error probabilities.

.., Ty) € X", its rype is the distributionPy (a) =
LS 1{z; = a},a € X. The set of types with denom-

This work led to many follow-up works. We only mention ayﬁator n supported on alphabet is denoted asZ, (X).
subset of the literature here. We mainly build on the expmsit The rnype class of P is denoted as/p. For x € 7Tp, the
in Csiszar and Korner [2, Thm. 10.11] in which universallget of sequences € )™ such that(x,y) has joint type
attainable erasure and error exponents were derivedaf¢Bdt p x V is the V-shell Tv (x). Let 7,(Y; P) be the family
also derived and analyzed a erasure decoding rule basedopRtochastic matricey” : X — ) for which the V-shell of
a general decoding metric. Moulin/[4] considered a Neymag-sequence of typ® € 22, (X) is not empty. Information-
Pearson formulation for universal erasure decoding. Merhgheoretic quantities are denoted in the usual way. For elkamp
[5] used the type-class enumerator method to analyze the FOiP, V) and Ip.y (X A Y) denote the mutual information
ney decoding rule and showed that the derived exponents arg/gere these expressions indicate that the joint distdbuti
least as good as those Forney derived. This was subsequegitlyx, y) is P x V. In addition, I(x A y) is the empirical
sharpened by Somekh-Baruch and Merhav [6] who derivesutual information of(x,y), i.e., if x € Tp andy € Ty (x),
the exact random coding exponents. Sabbag and Merhav [ifjen, j(x Ay) := I(P,V). We usea, = b, to mean

H . . H 1 an .
analyzed the error and erasure exponents for channels Wihality to first-order in the exponent, i.e., Llog 4= — 0;

noncausal state information (Gel'fand-Pinsker coding).

However, no generalization of the study of erasure exp
nents to multi-user systems with multiple messages has b
publishe(ﬂ In this paper, we study the broadcast channel wi

exponential inequalities. and> are defined similarly. Finally,

(fa_ﬁ := max{a,0} and[a] := {1,..., [a]} for anya € R.

C discrete memoryless broadcast channel W : X — ) X

tg is a stochastic map from a finite input alphabétto the

IMoulin mentioned in[[4, Sec. VIII] that the analysis containtherein “has Cartesian prOdUCt of two finite output alphab@’tandz. An

been extended to compound MACs” but this extension is umghsd.

(n, R1, Ry)-code is a tuple of mapsf : [2nF1] x [2nf2] —
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X" and gy Y" — (2] U {e1}) x ([2"72] U {e2}) and The intuition behind this two-step algorithm is as follows:
2 1 2™ — [2712] U {es}, wheree; is the erasure symbol for In Step 1, we are ambitious. We try to decode both messages
messagel/;, j = 1,2 which is uniform on themessage set M; and M, using the rule in[(6). This rule is a generalization
M; = [2"Ei]. Let Wy, and Wz be the marginals ofV. of that for the single-user case In [2, Thm. 10.11]. If deogdi

We may define error probabilities for both terminds fails (i.e., no uniqgue message pair satisfigls (6)), perhaps due
and Z. However, we will focus exclusively on termin@¥ to the stringent choices oft;, R, and )2, then we act
as the analysis is more interesting and non-standard. We eoaservatively. Givery, we at least want to decode the cloud
concerned with four different error probabilities at temaili)). center represented by, while we are content with declaring
LetD,,,,m1 € My = [2"%1] andD,,,, m2 € Mo := [27F2] an erasure foM/;. If Step 2 in [7) also fails, we have no choice
be the disjoint decoding regions associated to messages but to erase both messages. Note that the decoding rulgs-in (6
and mo respectively. This means th@,,, := Un,em,1y : (@) are unambiguous because:, Ao > 1 [[7} App. I].
v1(y) = (m1,m2)} and similarly forD,,,,. Note that because
we allow erasure¥™\ U, e m, D, Need not be an empty set. o .
Define for messagg = 1, 2, the conditional total (undetected Freliminary Definitions

plus erasure) and undetected error probabilities at tedpin ~ Before we present the main result, we define a few relevant
quantities. First, we fix a joint distributioRy x € (U x X).

IV. MAIN RESULT AND INTERPRETATION

€j(ma,mg) = W3 (Dy,, | x(m1,m2)) (2)  Next fix conditional distributions/ : & x X — Y and V' :
€ (my,ma) == Wg}( U Da, | x(m, mQ)). (3) U — Y. Then we may define

€M\ {m;} Jv(R1,Ry) = |Iv(UX AY) — Rya|* (8)

Then we may define the average total and undetected error Jo(Re) = I (UANY) — Ro|*. 9)

probabilities for messagg at terminaly as follows: Note thatly (UX AY) is the mutual information ot/ X and

e i 1 3 Emi,ms) @) Y where the joint distribution o/ XY is Py x x V but Py x,

| M || Mo being fixed throughout, is suppressed in the notationglin (8
(
1 R and [9). We define theuarginal and joint modified random
€j 1= ————— E &i(mq,ma). (5) coding error exponents for the ABC as

|M1||M2| (m1 MQ)GMl X Mo -l . >, ~
’ E; A(Rz2) := min D(V||Wy | Py) + Ay (R2) (10)
The objective of this paper is to find exponential upper baund o v o
for (eq, é1, €2, é2), all of which depend on the blocklength  Exa(R1, R2) := min D(V[[W|Pyx) + Ay (R, R2). (11)

I11. DECODING STRATEGY Here, we use the notatidiy|;; andW to mean the channels

In this section, we detail the decoding strategy at termghal Vy1v(ylw) == 32, Wy (y|z) Pxjy(z|u) and W(ylu,z) =
The decoding strategy and subsequent analysis for terrginal? (¢/2) for everyu € U. Also note that the exponents [ {10)

is standard and follows from Csiszar and Korner's expasit and [11) depend O'P_UX but thi.S depeqdence is suppr.essed.

of decoding with the erasure optionl [2, Thm. 10.11]. Furthermore, we define thenalized modified random coding
Assume there is a codebodk consisting cloud centers €'T0T exponent for the ABC as

u(mz) € U™, my € Mo (U is a finite set) and for each E;A(Rl,RQ,RQ)

ma, a set Ofsatellite codewords x(myi,mz) € X" indexed . 5 By

by 11 € My Fix Ara. de > 1 and Rt = R for j — 1,2, For = min D(V|[W|Pyx) + My (Ri, Ra) = Jv (R2). (12)

brevity, let Ri> := Ry + Ry and R12 := R; + Ry be the sum The penalization comes from the fact that we are subtracting

rates. The decoding rule is given as follows: the non-negative quantityy (R2) in the optimization above.
.St_ep 1: Decode F(ﬁm1, mg) € My x My if and only if Define thesphere packing exponent for the ABC as

th|sA|s theunique pair of messages such that Eo(R) = min DV|W|Pux). (13)
I(u(ﬁlg),x(ml,ﬁw)/\y) V:Iyv (UXAY)<R

> Rz + A2|I(u(mz), x (1, m2) Ay) — R12‘Jr (6)

ml,mQ)GMl X Mo

Finally, for R, and R,, we define thedifference in rates
As = AQ(EQ,RQ) ::~R2 — Ry and Similarly, Ay =
for all (mq,m2) # (11, 72). If we cannot find a unique pair Aj5(R1, Ry, Re, R2) := Ri2 — Ria.

of messages satisfyinf](6), go to Step 2. B. Main Result

Step 2: Declare the first message to be an erasui@nd ) . .
declare the second message torbe e Ms if and only if it With these preparations, we can now state our main result.

is the unique message such that Theorem 1. There exists a sequence of (n, R, Ra)-codes for

f(u(mg) Ay) > Rz 4 /\z‘f(u(ﬁw) Ay) — R2|+ @ the ABC such that for any choice of Ri, Ra, A2, Ao and
Pyx, we have

for all mo # rhs. If we cannot find a unique message satisfying

.1 1 _ -
(7), declare the second message to be an erasuas well. lim inf n log P B Er,A—iz (Ri, Ry, o) (14)



lim inf 1 log i >E ., (R1, Ra, R2) + Aqa (15) that the first component is some natural number other than 1
nreo ’f 611 ’ (second component is arbitrary). In other words, we have
lim inf = lo —zmin{Er_ Ry, Ro) + Aua,
nhoe 7 B es e (T, B2) 12 é1 =Pr ( U 5(7”711,7712)) (18)
max { B, (Ri, Ra, Ro), By, o (o)} } (16) A M\ (L} s €M
' N1z T A2

where the even€(mq,m2) is defined as
E(my, ) = {I(U™ (1), X" (11, 1m2) AY™)
max {E;% (R1, Ry, R2), Er 5, (Ra) + AQ}} (17) > Rio + Ao [I(U™(1), X"(1,1) AY™) — Ri2| T} (19)

To analyzeé,, we first condition on(U™(1), X™(1,1),Y™)
having various joint types, i.e.,

1.1
lim inf = log — > min {EA (R1, Ro) + Ars,

n—oo N €9

C. Interpretation and Comments

We now comment on the forms of the exponents.
First, observe from[{14) and{L5) involve the penalized é1:= » > Pynxn(u, x) Wy (y (%)

modified random coding error exponent for the AB( ,, Vuxy (Wx,y)€Tv, xy

defined in [(IR). The penalization of the teri (R2) is

required because of there are various ways an undetected err < Pr < U E(ma, M) | u, X, y> (20)
and erasure can occur for message 1 according to Step 1 of mi€Mi\{1},ma€M:

the decoding rule. More specifically, this penalizatiorutess The first sum ovely xy is in fact over all joint types in
from the kinds of errors that may result from superpositiod?,, (i x X x ) for which the ((/ x X)-marginal is Py x.
coding [11]: (i) the cloud center may be decoded incorrectlyhe conditioning in the probability in{20) is on the event
or (i) the cloud center is decoded correctly but the sagel§ {U"(1) = u, X"(1,1) = x,Y™ = y} but we shorten this to
decoded incorrectly. The latter event leads to the téprtiRz).  {u, x,y} for brevity.
Second, since?; > R; and A1z, A > 1, the undetected Now we distinguish between two cases: Caseri) #
exponents are at least as large as the error exponents. Thi&, # 1, and Case (iiyn, # 1,m9 = 1. For Case (i), there
is natural since undetected errors are much more undesiradole [2"12] — 1 such events and by symmetry we may analyze
compared to erasures. We can simply re-transmit if thera is a Pr (5(2 2) ‘ W x y)
erasure. This is known as Automatic Repeat reQuest (ARQ). X T
Third, observe from{16) and{lL7) that the exponents asso- = Pr (1(U"(2), X"(2,2) AY") > t|u,x,y) (21)
ciated to message 2 involve several terms. Since the aigorityhere given(u, x, y), the parameter
we proposed in SeE ]Il involves two distinct steps, undetgc

errors and erasures for message 2 occur in several different t=Riz+ A |[lv(UX NY) - Rl2|+ (22)

ways so the event with the worst exponent dominates. is fixed. We suppress the dependence of (u,x,y). Now
Finally, we mention that unlike in Csiszar and Korner [2we bound the probability if{21) as follows:

Ch. 10] and Kérner and Sgarrid [9], we do not (explicitly) use

the packing lemma (or its generalizations) in our proof. wel’T (£(2,2) ‘ u,x,y)

compute bounds on the error and erasure probabilities aver= Z Pynxn (TVux‘y(y)) (23)

aged over a random constant joint-composition code djrectl Vo x|y €% (UX X1 Py):

P,V =Pyx,I(Py,V, V>t
V. PROOF OFMAIN RESULT yWox|y=Pux,I(Py,Vuxy

The proof is split into four subsections, each detailing the — Z exp(—nl(Fy, Voxiy)) (24)

calculations leading to the exponents presented in Theltem - VUX\_’/IS"/" (I”;X‘:;/Py)’ .
Given joint type Pyx € 2,(U x X), we consider the > /X —vE (Py-Vuxiy)zt
ensemble of codes that are randomly generated as follows: exp(—nt) (25)

First for eachm, € [2"/2], a cloud centen(m.) is drawn uni- where [24) follows from a standard method of types calcu-
formly at random from the type clag$,, C U". Subsequently |ation. See, for example[][2, Lem 10.1] dr [12, Appendix].
for eachmy, a cloud of codewords called satellite codewordgext consider Case (ii). In this case there are at m6&t
x(my,ms),my € 2] is drawn uniformly at random from guch events which indicates that the cloud center is decoded
the Py y-shell Tp, , (u(m2)) C X™. We analyze the error correctly but the satellite codeword is not. The conditiona
probabilities averaged over this random codebook contibruc probability of a generic event in this casg2,1) can be
and we assume, without loss of generality, that the tratsdit younded as follows:

messages ar , M) =(1,1).
g B, Mo) = (1,1) Pr (5(2, 1) ‘ u, X, y)
A. Undetected Error Probability for Message 1 at Terminal )

X|UY

_ _ (u,y)|u) (26)
An undetected error for message 1 occurs if and only if Vo €7 (XiPuy):

Step 1 succeeds (i.e., outputs a message pair instead @f goin PyaVx|uy =Px |0
on to Step 2) but the declared message pair, 72) is such I(Puy,Vxuy)>t



= Z eXp(—nI(Py‘u,‘A/X|Uy|Pu)) Now similarly to [20), we again partition into various joint

Vi |0y €% (X1 P y): types, i.e.,
Py\uVX\UY:PX\Ua . n
I(Pyju,Vx vy |Pa)+I(Pu,Pyju) >t €1 = Z Z Py xn(u, X)Wy (ylx)
(27) Vuxy (w,x,y)€Tvy xy
= exp(—n[t — Iy (UAY)]) (28) Pr U J (1, m2) u,x,y) (37)
where in the last step, we recall that the joint type of (1,m2)€(M1\{1}) x (M2\{1})
(U™(1),X"(1,1),Y™) is Vyxy so we have the equality =iep A+ e A (38)

Iv(U ANY) = I(Py, Py). Note that the exponent here is ) o o
t — Iy (U AY), which is different from the exponent resultingn (38), we split the analysis into two parts by partitioning
from the calculation leading t6(25), i.e., simplyPutting the the joint typesVuxy = Pyx xV € Z,U x X x V)
bounds in[(25) and(28) together and applying the union boulfio two classesA := {Vuxy : I(Pux,V) < Rip} and

in a sphere packing-like bound. More precisely, by Sanov’s
Pr< U &1, mg) u,X,Y> theorem[[2, Prob. 2.12],
mi17#1,m2 n
R nEy eLa= Y Y Puxa(wx)W3(ylx) (39)
<2 Pr (5(2’ 2) ‘ u, X, y) +2 Pr (5(2’ 1) ’ u, X, (yz)g) Vuxy €A (wx,y)€Tvy xy
= exp(—nFEqp(Ri2)). 40
= exp(—nmin{t — Ria,t — Ry — Iy (U AY)}) (30) exp(=nip(Fi2)) (40)
_ + In the last line, we employed the definitions dfand that of
= —n(t—Ri2a—|Iv(UANY)—R . 31
exp (= .12 ‘ v ) 2| ) (31) the sphere packing exponent [n13).
Since Pyn xn(u,x) < P{}y(u,x) for every (u,x), Now we deal with the other joint types, i.e., those .

" ~ Again, we partition the analysis into three cases: Case (i)
> Poen (W)W yR) <exp(—nD(VIWIPux)). 2% "5 "1 case (i) iy = 1.1 2 1 Case (i)
(u,x,¥)eTvy ¢y 32 mp = 1,mg # 1.
(32) For Case (i), there are a total 22 events with identical

Since there are only polynomially many joint types [2, Ch. 2 aobability. A generic such probability is

uniting (22), [31) and[(32), we conclude that the undetect

error exponent for decoding message 1 is Pr(7(2,2)|u,x,y)
lim inf = log - <Pr(l(U"2),X"22)AY") Zs|uxy)  (41)
n—oo N 61 .. . .
> min D(VIIWIP N [T (UX AY) — Ryol* where now because the~10|n_t typ®u xy Is in _AC,
=yt VIW1Pux) + Mz [T ( ) 12| I(U™(1),X"(1,1) AY™) > Ry (i.e., the| - |* is inactive),
— v (UAY) = Rao|t + Ay, (33) the parametes in (41) is defined as
= E_,,,(Ri,Ro, Ry) + Aio, 34 1 5
s (B Bo, o) & Bz (34) s:= 1= [V(UX AY) = Rial* + Rio. (42)
12

where the last line arises from the definition of the pendlize
modified random coding exponent in{12). This gives (15). By the same reasoning as the steps leading b (25), we have

B. Total Error Probability for Message 1 at Terminal ) Pr (j(2, 2) ‘ u,x, y) < exp(—ns). (43)

An error for message 1 occurs under two possible condi- . R . .
tions: (i) Step 1 succeeds, in which case we have an undetecter ©" Case (ii), there are a total 2f ™ events with identical
error sincen, is declared to be some natural number not equjoPapility. Similarly to the calculation that led tb (28
to 1; (ii) Step 1 fails, in which case, is erased. We already (43), we have that
analyzed Case _(|) in Se[ﬂ-A and bgcau-'ge_z RJ_-,j =1,2 Pr(J(2,1) |u’X7 y) <exp(—n[s — Iv(UAY)]) (44)
and A2 > 1, this case will not dominate, i.e., its exponent o )
will be larger than that for Case (ii). Hence, we focus on CaseFor Case (iii), there are a total of 2 events with identical
(ii), i.e., there is not unique message pair that satisfieslii6 probability. Note that here the cloud center, represenye@h

particular, message pait, 1) doesnot satisfy [6). Thus, is incorrect, so similarly to the calculation that led fol(48e
have that
o= U I, i) (39) -
(r.m2) €M\ (1)) x (M2\{1}) Pr(7(1,2) [u,x,y) < exp(—ns). (45)
where the eveny/ (11, 7m2) is defined as follows: Case (iii), however, will not dominate since there are only

L A n n 2nfz events each with probability given by (45). This is
j(?ll’mi’) : {I(U (1), X™"(1,1)AY™) dominated by Case (i) in which there are exponentially many
<Riz+Ai2 ]I(U"(mg), X" (my, M) AY™) —R12]+}. (36) more error event2(*’12 to be precise) with the same bound on



the error probability. So we may safely omit the contribntioNote that theenalization is present here becaué;, m») #

by Case (iii). (1,1) means there are three cases: &) # 1,m2 # 1; (b)
Putting the analysis for the joint typ&% xy € A° together m;, = 1,79 # 1; and (c)my # 1,m9 = 1. Finally, we need

and using[(3R), we obtain that to bound the probability that the declared message in Step 2

is some natural number not equal to 1. This yields
(46) 1 1

liminf — log —
Pr (Umge/vlg\{l} g(mQ))

n—,oo N

Z Er_; (R17R21R2)

P12

1
liminf — log
n—,oo M el.,AC

By using the fact tha}- |* > 0,

> Er g (R2) + As.

s o (54)
E;A%z (R, Rz, Ro) < By 1 (Ri, Ry). (47) S0 the exponent for Case (i) is the maximum of the exponents
. o . . derived in [58) and (84). Combining all these exponentdgiel
By using weak duality in optimization theory, it can be seejl undetec?a)d er(ger)robabiIity fogr] message 2&?‘ (17)@5
that '
Er,% (Rh Ry) < Esp(fgm). (48) D. Total Error Probability for Message 2 at Terminal Y
12

Finally, we compute the total error probability for message

Hence, contribution from the joint types 14 given by the 2. An error occurs if and only if one of two events occurs:

calculation in [[4D) do not dominate. As a result, the err [ Step 1 succeeds but message 2 is declared to be some
t

exponent for decoding message 1 is dominated by the jo : - ;
types in A°, and so the exponential behaviors of the uppérrlz € My \ {1} (i.e., undetected error) or (ii) Step 1 fails and

bounds of d h We th lude that n error (undetected or erasure) occurs in Step 2.
ounds oley andes, 4- are the same. ¥We thus conciude thal ror case (i), the exponent of the error probability is
(49)

Er,m(le, R3) + A1 without penalization because the cloud
C. Undetected Error Probability for Message 2 at Terminal )

centermsy suffers from an undetected error.
In Case (ii), Step 1 fails (evedf in Sec[V=C) and an error
An undetected error for message 2 occurs in one of t
ways: (i) Step 1 succeeds but the declared message pairsis

occurs in Step 2. Step 1 failing results in an error exponént o
(th1,7h2) is such that the second component is some natufPonente: ,%(Rz) by the same reasoning as the calculations

1 1
liminf — log — >

n—oo N eq

Er_% (Rl,RQ,RQ).

12

(R1, Ry, Ry); cf. (53). An error occurs in Step 2 with

number not equal to 1; (i) Step 1 fails (which we denote d8 Sec[V-B. Combining these exponents yields| (16).
eventF) and Step 2 succeeds but the declared message in thignowledgements

stepmo is some natural number not equal to 1. Thus,

éQ—PI‘(

E(my,ma)
miEMimaeEMa\{1}

U (fﬁ U g(mz))) 50) [
ma €M\ {1}
where&(mq,ms) is defined in[(IP) and
G(ma) = {I(U"(12) AY™)
> Ry + Ao [(UM(1) AY™) > Ry}

(2]
(3]

(51) [4]

For Case (i), by using a similar calculation to that in[5]
Sec[V-A, we have
1
Pr (Up, emtymaemta\ 13 € (71, 1722))
> EY,>\12 (Rlv RQ) + A12-

(6]

1
liminf — log

n—oo n

52) m

An important point to note here is that the tetf(Rs) is
absent because here we do not have to bound the probabilit{!
that the cloud center is decoded correctly but the satellit
codeword is decoded incorrectly. So the exponent here is the
unpenalized random coding error exponent for the ABC.

Now for Case (ii), we first analyze the probability that Ste[:)lo]
1 fails, i.e., there is no uniquen,,ms) satisfying [6). This

exponent is exactly that calculated in Sec.V-B. Thus, (11]

_ ~ = 12
>E 1 (R17R21R2)' [ ]

1
Pr(F) = vx (53)

1
lim inf — log
n—oo N
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