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Abstract

In this paper, we consider a discrete memoryless point to point channel with noisy feedback, where
there is a sender with a private message that she wants to communicate to a receiver by sequentially
transmitting symbols over a noisy channel. After each transmission, she receives a noisy feedback of the
symbol received by the receiver. The goal is to design transmission control strategy of the sender that
minimize the average probability of error. This is an instance of decentralized control of information
where the two controllers, the sender and the receiver have no common information. There exist no
methodology in the literature that provides a notion of “state" and a dynamic program to find optimal
policies for this problem. In this paper, we construct state of the system, based on which we provide a
sequential decomposition methodology that finds optimum policies within the class of Markov strategies
with respect to this state (which are not necessarily globally optimum). This allows to decompose the
problem across time and reduce the complexity dependence on time from double exponential to linear

in time.

I. INTRODUCTION

Communication is ubiquitous in our lives, be it wireless devices such as cellphones, IoT
devices, satellite communication, or wired communication such as Ethernet and more. The
problem of communicating a message reliably and efficiently with least delay and energy is
a fundamental problem which has been attempted to be addressed from many different tools
in engineering. The fundamentals of digital communication was laid down by Shannon in his
pioneering work in [1]. Since then there has been significant effort on finding coding schemes
that minimize probability of error and achieve capacity. There has been a lot of focus on a point
to point discrete memoryless channel for which efficient codes such as Turbo codes, LDPC
codes etc have been formulated. For a point to point channel with feedback, it is known that the
feedback doesn’t increase the capacity [2] but it can significantly improve the error exponents

from exponential to double exponential [3].
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There have been multiple works proposing transmission schemes for several instances of
channel with noiseless feedback such as Horstein’s scheme [4] for binary symmetric channel
(BSC), and Schalkwijk and Kailath [3] for an additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel, all
of which were generalized by a posterior matching scheme (PMS) [5] for an arbitrary channel.
However, it is known that these schemes perform rather poorly when the feedback is even
slightly noisy [6]. The problem of finding optimum transmission schemes for noisy feedback
has been an important open problem. In this problem, both the sender and the receiver receive
different observations whose domain increase exponentially in time, and the set of possible
strategies grow double exponential in time. Because of asymmetry of information and lack of
any common information, there is no known (dynamic programming like) methodology that
decomposes this problem in time reducing the complexity to linear in time. Despite the lack of a
proper mathematical treatment, recently it was shown in [7] that a scheme using RNN (recurrent
neural networks) improve the current best known scheme by three orders of magnitude.

In this paper, we present a sequential decomposition framework that provides a concept of
state and allows to decompose this problem across time, to find optimal Markovian policies (w.r.t.
that state, that are not necessarily globally optimum). By doing so it provides a framework to
reduce the time complexity from exponential to linear. To the best of our knowledge, this is the
first instance of decentralized stochastic control problem without any common information, that
allows sequential decomposition.

We consider policies of the sender such that current transmission is a function of the sender’s
message and a controlled Markov process that sender updates on observing the feedback. The
receiver maintains a belief on the message and the controlled Markov process of the sender to
decode the message. This belief is updated using the sender’s policy function and it does ML
decoding on this belief at the last stage to obtain an estimate of the message. Now the receiver’s
role is absent from the problem formulation.

Equivalently, there is only the sender who observes the message and the noisy feedback, based
on which it maintains a controlled Markov process. It has a cost function that is a function of
the receiver’s belief, which it doesn’t observe perfectly. So the sender puts a belief on this
state conditioned on its information, which is now a state of the system that the sender perfectly
observes. This state is controlled by sender’s policy function at time ¢. Based on this, we formulate
a dynamic programming in sender’s belief as state and its policy function as its action.

In the following, we denote random variables with capital letters X, Y, 7, ..., their realizations

with small letters x, vy, z, ..., and alphabets with calligraphic letters X', ), Z,.... A sequence is
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denoted with X[, = (X}],..., X}). We use the notation P(z|y) to denote P(X = z|Y = y).
The space of probability distributions (or equivalently probability mass functions) on the finite

alphabet X’ is denoted by P(X).

II. CHANNEL MODEL

We consider a point to point (PTP) discrete memoryless channel (DMC) with noisy feedback.
The input symbols W, X, Y, Z take values in the finite alphabets VW, X, J and Z, respectively.
Consider the problem of transmission of messages W € W = {1,..., M}, i = 1,2, over
the PTP DMC with noisy feedback using fixed length codes of length n. Encoder generates its

channel inputs based on its private message W and noisy feedback Z;.; ;. Thus
Xi = filW, X141, Ziaa) = f:(W, Z1y), i=1,2. (1)
The decoder estimates the messages I/ based on n channel outputs, Y7., as
W = g(Yi). 2)

The channel is memoryless in the sense that the current channel output is independent of all the

past channel inputs and the channel outputs, i.e.,

P(yt‘%;t, Y1:t—1, Zl:t—l) = Qf(yt‘%)- (3)

Finally, after each transmission, the sender receives a noisy feedback of the transmission Z; as

P(z|y1.) = Qb(2t|yt) “4)

A fixed-length transmission scheme for the channels Q/, Q" is the pair s = (f, g), consisting
of the encoding functions f and decoding function g. The error probability associated with the

transmission scheme s is defined as

Pe(s) = PS(W £ W). (5)

III. DECENTRALIZED CONTROL OF PTP DMC WITH NOISY FEEDBACK

One may pose the following optimization problem. Given the alphabets W, X, ), Z, the
channels Q7, Q°, the pair (M, M), and for a fixed length n, design the optimal transmission

scheme s = (f, g) that minimizes the error probability P.(s).

Pe* = min Pe(s) (P1)
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For any pair of encoding functions, the optimal decoder is the ML decoder (assuming equally

likely hypotheses), denoted by ¢y;;. Thus we have reformulated problem (P1) as
Pe* = m(;n Pe(o), (P2)

where we have defined Pe(¢) with a slight abuse of notation based on the above equivalence
between encoding functions f and mappings ¢, as well as the use of ML decoding.

In this following, we will provide a sequential decomposition methodology to find optimal
policies within the class of policies that satisfy x; = ¢;(w, u;), where {u;, ¢;(uy, )} is a controlled

Markov Process such that, for any given function G2,

U1 := G2 (ug, ¢y (g, ), 2, w). (6)

Let
m(w) = PP(wlyr), (7)
0 (s ) o= P?(ug, wppr[yr, w), (®)
m(m i) = POry mit 211, w0, wr, 1) ©)

Then we can easily show that

my = FN ool e ) (10)
0t = F2O0 G, Y (11)
7Tts+1 = G'(7}, dr, 2, w) (12)

where
up = f(mh,,w) (13)
U1 = G*(uy, (2, +), 20, w) (14)

We also assume that G? is defined such that there is a one-to-one correspondence between 7}

and u; so that each 77 leads to one optimal action corresponding to u,.

The ML decoder can now be expressed based on 7 as
W = arg max I8 (w), (15)
and the resulting error probability is
Pe(¢) = E?[1 — maxTL(w)] = E®[e, 41 (I1)], (16)
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where we defined the terminal cost function as

Cop1(m) =1 — mgxwf(w), (17)

and the expectation is w.r.t. the random variable T17*. We define c;(7[%) = 0Vt # n + 1.

We now show that 7 can be updated using Bayes rule in a policy-independent way as

T (w) = P (wly1.r) (18a)
o Zut Pd)(w) Uy, yt|y1:t—l)

18b
P¢(yt|yl:t—1) (18b)
Zut TrtR—l (w)P¢<ut7 yt‘w7 yl:t—l)
= (18¢)
P¢(yt‘y1:t—1)
_ Zut T (w)nfty (u) Qyel di(w, uy)) (18d)
Z T (0)nfLy () Q(ye| ¢ (W, ue))
Thus
Wﬁ = Fl(”tR_pUt—l,@,yt) (18e)
ﬁf(uuutﬂ) = P¢(utaut+1|yl:t>w) (19a)
_ P¢(ut7ut+17yt‘y1:t—17w> (19b)
P¢(yt\y1;t_1)
= ZZt nf_l(ut)Q(yt\qbt(w, ) Q2 ye) I (w1 = G2(Uta Oz, +), 2, w)) (19¢)
D unzy M () QY e (w, 1)) Q24 ye) I (wrsr = G*(ug, $i(21, ), 2, w))
Thus
0t = F*(nfty, ée ve) (19d)
Wf(ﬂtR> 77tR) = ]P)(z)(ﬂ-tR> 77tR|Zl:ta w, Ty, ul:t) (203.)
Zﬂﬁpﬂﬁpyt IP)(Z)(Wﬁ—la 775;1, Tty Yt, Zt|21:t—1a w, xl:t—l)
= (20b)

PO (ye| 21.4, w, wrp, T1:1)
Zw{gl,n{gl,yt 7 (TR ) QT (v dr(w, we) ) I (it = F(rl ol dnue) Q0 (2 ye)
Zwﬁl,ngl,yt 7 (7l ol QT (ys|de(w, ug) ) [(mFE nf = F(xl | nft e v0)) Q0 (2|ye)
(20¢)
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Thus
7T£9 = Gl (Trf—lv ¢t7 2ty Ug, w) (20(1)

We summarize the above result into the following lemma.
Lemma 1: The posterior belief 7 on the message W, n? on u;,u;1; and 77 on 7l can
be updated in a policy-independent (i.e., ¢-independent) way as w* = FL(n2 | ¢y, y:),nf =

Fz(ntR—l7¢tayt>77Tf = Gl(ﬂf—b@,zuutaw)-

Proof: The proof is given in (18)—(20). [ |
Based on the above, we present a dynamic program for the sender as follows.
For all Wf , W,
VAL (72 w) = cppa () (21a)
Vts(ﬂf—lﬁ Ug, w) = CN(TFS—l) + I%ItnE[th-l (Gl (Wf—la ¢ta Zta w))hf—lj qbt? U, w] (21b)

= Cn(ﬂg—l) + H;jltn Z Qf(yt|¢t(w> ut))Qb(tht)Vﬁrl(Gl(ﬂts—la Gty 24, Ug, W)).

2t , W

(21c¢)

All the above results can be summarized in the following theorem
Theorem 1: For the optimization problem (P1), one can find optimal Markovian policies of the
kind z; = ¢;(w, 2;) with state at time ¢, 7 _; action ¢,; zero instantaneous costs c;(m 1, ¢;) = 0
for t = 1,...,n; and terminal cost c,,(7>) given in (17). Consequently, the optimal encoders
are of the form z; = ¢;(w, z;), where ¢ can be found through backward dynamic programming

as in (21).

Proof: Please see Appendix A. [ ]

A. Conjecture
In this section, we conjecture that there exists a PMS [5] like scheme such that
&= (W) (22)
x; = Fy' (&) with probability P(&|77) (23)
that achieves capacity, where F'x is the capacity achieving distribution.
We note that in case of noiseless feedback i.e. when z; = y; w.p. 1, then 77 (7) = Orr (),

where 72 is the actual belief of the receiver, i.e. sender perfectly observes the receiver’s belief

and the above conjectured scheme boils down to the PMS scheme.
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IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we considered point to point discrete memoryless channel with noisy feedback.
This falls into the purview of decentralized stochastic control where both the controllers have
no common information. Thus, the standard tools in the literature do not apply directly. In this
paper, we show that despite there being no common information, there does exist a dynamic
programming methodology to compute optimum Markovian policies of the senders involving
a belief on belief state. We also conjecture a transmitting scheme that is inspired by the PMS
scheme that minimizes probability of error. We ask if based on the above framework, it is

possible to design (possibly suboptimal) schemes that are easy to implement.
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APPENDIX A

(PROOF OF THEOREM 1)

Proof: we will prove Vt

T T
D {chmf)\zlzt_l,ulzt,w} < B {chmﬁ)\zlzt-bumw}- (24)
n=t

n=t

The above theorem implies for ¢ = 1 that

T T
R {Z Cn(Hf)}w} < R¥rer e {Z Cn(Hf)}IU} . (25)

We prove (25) using induction and from results in Lemma 2 and 4 proved in Appendix B. With
slight abuse of notation, let 7rt5 be a belief function that maps sender’s information zy.; 1, uy.4, w
to a belief on 7 and is consistent (using Bayes’ rule) with given past history of policies. For base

case att = T, Vz1.r_y € HG, ¥, where 77 [z1.0—1, urg, w|(7f) = PYT=1 (2| 2.0y, wir, 217-1, W), V77,
EYrr-197.m7 {CT(H¥) }let:T—la U, w}
= VT(W%[ZLT—M Uy, w}, w) (26a)
< RYuT 77 {cT(Hﬁ)\zlzT_l, U, w} (26b)

where (26a) follows from Lemma 4 and (26b) follows from Lemma 2 in Appendix B.

October 11, 2021 DRAFT



From induction hypothesis, for ¢ + 1, V214, 1, where V(7 ,), 72, 210, ursr, (7)) =
POl 21, Urggr, W),

T
Ewl:td)tJrl:T’ﬂ—erl { Z C"(Hf)‘zllt—laul:bw} S

n=t+1
T
Ewl:T?ﬂiLl { Z Cn(Hf)‘let—bul:bw} . (273.)
n=t+1
Then vZl:t—la wv where v(ﬂ-ﬁ)vwf[zlzt—lvulzt’w] (Trt ) = P’lﬁlt 1( ﬁ|21;t—17u1:t7 w)’ we have
T
E¢1:t—1¢t:Tﬂl’§ {Z Cn(Hf}Lz) }let—lu U1:t, w}
n=t

- ‘/;(ﬂ-f_l [Zl:t—la U7t 'lU], Ut, w) (283.)

SE%”’W?{ (1) + Vi (I (2101, Zis waag, Upgr, w), )}Zu—hulzt,w} (28b)

S TS
11,7 R . . 71_1 R
= E¥utm {Ct(ﬂt )+ Evrtoeinlli, Cn(Hn)‘Zl:t—la Ly, Ui, Uy w} ‘Zl:t—la U1, w}
1

(28c¢)

S
< BV { ((IIF) + EVrebeer I Cn R)‘Zl:t—laZtaulztaUt—i—law} ‘Zl:t—laulztaw}

n=t+1

(28d)

P>
(s

(28e)

T
S
— EwLTﬂTt { E Cn(Hf)‘Zl:t—la Ul:taw}
n=t

where th}ilv ﬁf-‘,—l [let—lv Zt7 U7t Ut+17 w] (ﬂ-t}il) = IPﬂ/Jl:t (ﬂ-tl?i-l |Z1:t—17 Zt7 U7:¢, Ut+17 U)), (283) fol-
lows from Lemma 4, (28b) follows from Lemma 2, (28¢) follows from Lemma 4, (28d) follows

from induction hypothesis in (27a). This completes the induction step. [ ]

APPENDIX B
Lemma 2: ¥t € T, 2141, where V(7 R), m[21._1, urg, w] (7 F) 1= PYu=1 (78|20 1, g, w)
%(Wf_l['zl:t—la U1t 'LU], Ut w) S Ewl:tﬂrts { (H ) + V;+1(Ht+1[21 =1, Zta Ut Ut+1> 7 )}let—la Ut 'LU} .
(29)

R TS R
where Vﬂ-t+17Ht+1[let—laztaul:taUt-i-la ](7&“) = Pvr (7Tt+1‘zlzt—lazt7ul:taUt-i-lvw)-

Proof: We prove this lemma by contradiction.
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Suppose the claim is not true. This implies 3¢, 11,4, 2141, U1, W, and Uy, T1.; generated from
P Ry ~S [z - _ R|2 . s .
Y1, Z14—1 such that V(m/*), 77 [211, Gy, w](7f) = P Y Brm s Uiy T, W),

vwﬁ-laﬂf+1[21:t—laZt>'&l:t+1>w](7r£|-1) _Pw”(ﬂt+1|21t 1, Ly Unipyr, W ) such that

Eve? { (1) + W+1(Ht+1[21t 15 2y Urggn, W), )‘élzt—laalzta w}
< Va7 1 [Prar, T, ), Gy, D). (30)
We will show that this contradicts the definition of V; in (21b).
Construct ¢, such that Vi, w, ¢y (z,|w, @) = Uy (24|314-1, Gy, w), where Giay = ¢2(uy, Yru—1, Z1:-1)-
Then for 2y, 1, 1., w, we have
Vo774 [Braet, g, W), iy, @)

> ]E’l[)l;t,ﬁ'f{ (H )_'_‘/;H-l(Ht—l—l[th 1,Zt7u1t+17 ]7W) 2 ?ll;t,U)} (313)

= Z [Ct(ﬂ-t )+ Vt+1(Ht+1[2’1t 1, Ly Uy, W ], Ut+1,w)] ﬁf_l[él:t—laﬁlztaw] (Wf)

R
T T, Yt Ut

Ye(@e| 2, i, ©)Q7 (el 2) Q" (2t ye) I (e = G (g, Yr(Fr-1, ), 21)) (31b)
= D7 (el 4 Vi (G s,y @), G2, @), 0)| 77 B, v 0] ()
Tl ey
O (e ) Q7 (yelw) Q" (2eye) I (e = G (g, bi(iiy, ), 21)) (31¢)
> Ir(;ltnEd’t’”t {ee(TIY) + Viea (GH (7 Braeets G, @, buy Zoy Uppn, W), W) |1, G, 0}
(31d)
= V(77 [Bri—t, g, 0], Gy, ) (3le)

where (31a) follows from (30), (31¢) follows from the definition of gﬁt and Lemma 3, and (31e)
follows from the definition of V, in (21b). This leads to contradiction. [ |
Lemma 3: Suppose for some 21,41, y.4, W, and V(72 nk),

Wf[élit—hal:t?w] (ﬂ-f7nﬁ) = Pwl:til(ﬂ-ginﬁ|’21:t—17a1:t7ﬁ]>’ Then v(ﬂ-ﬁl—hnﬁ-l)

ﬁfﬂ[é’lzt—l,%aﬁlztﬂaw] (Wﬁl,nﬁl) = Pwltt(ﬂt}ilanﬁ_ﬂél:t—l,Ztaalzt—i-l,w) (32)
=Gt (Wf_l[élzt—la Tyog, W, Py, 2, Uy, w)(ﬂ-ﬁ-la UEH) (33)
for <Z5t($t\1f),ﬂt) ¢t(l’t|21t 1, Utepy1, T1at, W ) where ;. = 2(¢1;t—1,21;t—17w)-
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Proof:

: R R |2 ~ ~
Pwl‘t (7Tt+17 77t+1|zl:t—17 2ty Upit41, 'UJ) (343.)
B ZthWtR,%yt Pd}l:t(ﬂRa 77tR> Ty Yty 2ty 7T£|-1|21:t—1a Uy, QZJ) (34b)
wa,nf,xhyt P (7TtR> ntRa Tts Yt Zt|2?1:t—la ﬁl:ta 121)

wa‘m{‘,wmyt Wf[élzt—laal:taw](ﬁthntR)w(xt‘él:t—laﬂl:taw)Qf(yt|xt)Qb(Zt‘yt)I(7Tﬁ—l = F(r 0l ¢ )

wa,nf,xt,yt ﬂ-ig[élzt—lval:tvw](ﬂﬁvnﬁ)w(xt‘élzt—lval:tvw)Qf(yt|xt)Qb(Zt‘yt>
(34c¢)
wa‘m{‘,wmyt Wf[élzt—laalztaw](ﬂthntR)(bt(xt‘waat)Qf(yt|xt)Qb(Zt‘yt)I(7Tﬁ-lvnﬁ-l = F(rf",nf, 61, u0))
wa,ng?,xt,yt ﬂ-{fg[élzt—lv /alztv ’lIJ] (ﬂ-ﬁ7 Uﬁ)‘bt(xt‘wa at)Qf(yt‘xt)Qb(Zt‘yt)

(34d)
= G [Bramn, G, @, Br, 21, g, 0) (711, %) (34e)
|
Lemma 4: Nt € T 4, 214_1, where V(7 F, nk),
Ty (211, wreg, w](mff nft) i= PO (mf pft2nee, wa, w),

T
‘/;5(775_1[21:15—17ul:t7w]7ut7w) — E¢1:t—1¢t:T7W§ {Z Cn(Hf,’r]f)‘let_l,ul;t,w} (35)

n=t

Proof:
We prove the lemma by induction. For t = T,V k|

T z1r—1, ur, w](nf, nft) = PYer= (ol oz, unr, 2o, w),

S
Ewl;Tfﬂf’Tv”t {CT(H¥) }leT—la Uy.T, 1.1, w}

= ZCT(Wﬁ)W;[leT—laULT,w] (ng%) (36a)
Iz
= Vr(nf [z1r—1, wrr, W), wg, w), (36b)

where (36b) follows from the definition of V; in (21b).
Suppose the claim is true for t + 1, i.e., Vt € T, 214, V(ﬂ'ﬁ_l), wfﬂ[zl;t, Uit 1, T1ot, W) (ﬁfil) =

PO (L, s, )

T
S : Ty R
Vi1 (201 (2108 Wit 1, T1opy W), ug, w) = EVHOH1T T { Z Cn(Hn>‘Z1:t—17 Uy, w} . @37

n=t+1
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Then Vi € T, z1.4-1, V(') 7} [21:0-1, U, w] (7)) := PV (mf' nf| 21021, ua, w), we have

T
S
Ewl:tfld)t:’f:ﬂ-t E Cn(]:[f)‘zllt—:L)ul:t)w
n=t

T
= E¥r-1dur? e (117 + EYut-1durod Z Cn(Hfan)}let—th,w 21it—1, Utst, W
n=t+1
(38a)
T
s s
— E%:pl@:%ﬂ Ct(Hf) + E¢1:t71¢>t¢t+1:T7Gl(ﬁ [],¢¢,w) Z Cn(Hf) }Zl:t—lu th w }Zl:t—lu Upep, W
n=t+1
(38b)

= EVu-1derim {e(ITF) + Ve (G [21-1, wre, w], G, Ziy g, w), Upn, w) 2141, wrg, wf
(38c¢)

- Z [t e, W] (1) o[ (2101, e, 0] (2 0) QT (yel2) Q° (2l ye) I (weer = G2 (ur, Sulue, ), 20)

ﬂf7zt,ut+1
{Ct(ﬂ-ﬁ) + ‘/t-‘,-l (Gl (77-5_1 [let—b Ut:¢, 'LU], ¢t> 2ty Ug, 'LU), U1, UJ), 'LU} (38d)

- ‘/t(ﬂ-f_l[zlzt—laul:taw]autaw) (386)

where (38c) follows from the induction hypothesis in (37), and (38e) follows from the definition
of V; in (21b). [ |
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