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Abstract

Molecular communication (MC) is an important nanoscale communication
paradigm, which is employed for the interconnection of the nanomachines
(NMs) to form nanonetworks. A transmitter NM (TN) sends the information
symbols by emitting molecules into the transmission medium and a receiver NM
(RN) receives the information symbols by sensing the molecule concentration.
In this paper, a model of how an RN measures and reconstructs the molecu-
lar signal is proposed. The signal around the RN is assumed to be a Gaussian
random process instead of the less realistic deterministic approach. After the
reconstructed signal is derived as a doubly stochastic poisson process, the distor-
tion between the signal around the RN and the reconstructed signal is derived
as a new performance parameter in MC systems. The derived distortion, which
is a function of system parameters such as RN radius, sampling period, and the
diffusion coefficient of the channel, is shown to be valid by employing random
walk simulations. Then, it is shown that the original signal can be satisfacto-
rily reconstructed with a sufficiently low level of distortion. Finally, optimum
RN design parameters, namely, RN radius, sampling period, and sampling fre-
quency, are derived by minimizing the signal distortion. The simulation results
reveal that there is a trade-off among the RN design parameters which can be
jointly set for a desired signal distortion.

1 INTRODUCTION

Molecular communication (MC) where chemical signals are used instead of electrical signals to carry information is an
emerging area combining biology, chemistry, biophysics, and communication engineering. Biologists have been research-
ing in this area for a long time, but the research on MC by communication engineers is still in its infancy. MC can be
examined in microscale (nm to cm) and in macroscale (cm to m). Moreover, MC can be performed in aqueous or gaseous
environments.1

Nanomachines (NMs) are defined as the artificial devices which are composed of the nanometer-scale components.
In the existing literature, the term NM mostly refers to bionanomachines, bionanorobots, and genetically engineered
cells.2 While a single NM is a very low-end machine with extremely limited capabilities, the interconnection of the NMs
forms nanonetworks and makes sophisticated bio/nanotechnology applications possible. It is important for the NMs to
communicate among each other to perform more complex tasks.3,4 MC is one of the most prominent communication
paradigms for the interconnection of the NMs.5

In diffusion-based MC, the transmitter NM (TN) sends information symbols to the receiver NM (RN) by emitting differ-
ent levels of molecule concentrations. Then, the RN senses the surrounding molecule concentration levels to reconstruct
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the signal emitted by the TN. In order to understand the performance of the MC systems more clearly, the accuracy of the
signal reconstruction needs to be investigated.

In fact, the accuracy of concentration sensing is studied in the biophysics domain where the cell is considered as a
molecule concentration measuring device. In the biophysics literature, there are two approaches about how the cell infers
information about its environment by sensing the molecule concentration. The first approach is perfect monitoring where
the cell is modeled as a permeable sphere and counts the molecules inside its volume. The second approach is perfect
absorbing, where the cell is assumed to count the molecules hitting its surface. The first work about the molecule concen-
tration measurement of a cell is given by Berg and Purcell.6 In this pioneering paper, how a cell can measure the constant
molecule concentration as a perfect monitoring device and as a perfect absorbing device with receptors are proposed. The
uncertainty, which is defined as the mean square fluctuation of the measured molecule concentration, is derived for a
constant molecule concentration outside the cell. In the work of Endres and Wingreen,7 the cell is modeled as a perfect
absorber which counts the molecules with the receptors on its surface. Furthermore, the cell is modeled as a gradient
sensing device for perfect monitoring and perfect absorbing models. It is stated that the perfect absorbing model is better
than the perfect monitoring model both in concentration measurement and gradient sensing since the previously counted
molecules are not counted again and removed from the medium.7 Another method for the concentration measurement
is the maximum likelihood estimation (MLE) which is derived by using the probability of time series for the receptor
occupancy by the molecules.8 The uncertainty of the estimate is found to be better by a factor of two according to the
Berg-Purcell limit given in the work of Berg and Purcell.6 This corresponds to the fact that cells can sense the molecule
concentration two times more accurate with MLE. The comparison of these models and sensing limits are given in the
work of Aquino et al.9

In the existing literature of diffusion-based MC, there are two assumptions about the reception of the RNs. The first one
is that the molecule concentration around the RN is assumed to be constant.10,11 In the work of Pierobon and Akyildiz,10

the reception process is given as a transformation process. However, there is no derivation of what this process is related
to. In another work of Pierobon and Akyildiz,11 the molecule concentration outside the RN, which is modeled as a receiver
with receptors, is given as a deterministic function and an additive reception noise is defined before the reception which
is employed to model the random effects of the molecule-receptor binding process. Similarly, an additive counting noise
is defined12 and employed in the literature13-15 to model the error between the constant signal outside the RN and the
reconstructed signal, but the distortion between them is not derived in these studies. Furthermore, the additive noise
approach is used in several studies about noncoherent signal detection.16-19 However, these papers focus on mitigating
the effect of intersymbol interference due to the long-tail nature of the channel impulse response, not the sensing model
of the RN. The second assumption about the reception of the RNs is that the molecule concentration is assumed to be
sensed perfectly by the RNs.20-23 In a previous work of Atakan and Akan,24 the reception of the RN is modeled by defining
a virtual reception volume which we utilize for our study. However, this work24 only focuses on the derivation of a realistic
channel model and the MC rate on that channel and issues of signal reconstruction are not addressed.

Due to the stochastic nature of the molecule movements, the mentioned two assumptions in the literature cannot be
realistic. None of the studies in the diffusion-based MC literature assume the molecule concentration as a random pro-
cess and derives an error, which can occur during the molecule sensing process of the RN. In this study, a novel approach
is proposed without any need for these assumptions. The existing molecule concentration around the RN is modeled
as a Gaussian random process resulting the reconstructed signal as a doubly stochastic poisson process (DSPP). In the
neuro-spike communication channel,25-27 the DSPP is also used to model the input spike-trains rather than modeling of
concentration around the RN. Furthermore, in those works, how accurate a molecular concentration around the RN is
reconstructed is not investigated. With the random process approach, the signal reconstruction performance is investi-
gated by deriving a signal distortion function, which is the mean square error (MSE) between the existing signal around
the RN and the reconstructed signal. By using the random walk simulation of the molecules, the derived distortion func-
tion, which consist of the system parameters such as the RN radius, diffusion coefficient, and sampling period, is validated.
In addition, the distributions of the original and the reconstructed signals are generated. The results show that the RN can
reconstruct the surrounding signal with a small distortion, if the system parameters are appropriately selected. Besides
the derivation of the distortion during the signal reconstruction, our work contributes to the literature by revealing the
relation between the signal reconstruction and the RN design. We obtain optimum RN design parameters using the cases
where the signal distortion function is minimum with respect to the corresponding parameter. The trade-off among the
RN design parameters is shown with the numerical results. Through the extensive analytical and numerical analyses,
the optimal design parameters of the RN such as the RN radius and sampling frequency are investigated by minimizing
the signal distortion.
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FIGURE 1 The comparison of the theoretical model and the
random walk simulation for the molecule concentration with the
parameters Q = 104, D = 10−11 m2/s, r = 10 𝜇m, (step time)
𝜏 = 10−3s, (step length) 𝛿 = 0.0447 𝜇m

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the motivation to find the accuracy of the molecular
signal reconstruction is given. In Section 3, the system model for the signal reconstruction is introduced. The distortion of
the reconstructed signal in the MSE sense is derived in Section 4. The validation of the system model and the numerical
results are presented in Section 5. In Section 6, the optimum design parameters of the RN are derived and analyzed.
Finally, the concluding remarks are given in Section 7.

2 MOTIVATION

In this section, our motivation for the system model is explained by using a one-dimensional scenario. Due to its simplicity,
one-dimensional movement of the molecules is used to show the concept that the random movements of the molecules
cause the molecule concentration (or the molecular signal) to be a random process. This concept can be applied to real-
istic three-dimensional scenarios. Let us consider a TN emitting molecules instantaneously as a single spike to send an
information symbol to the RN. The molecule concentration around RN can be given by

C = Q√
4𝜋Dt

e
−r2

4Dt , (1)

where Q is the number of the molecules, C is the molecule concentration, D is the diffusion coefficient, r is the distance
from the TN, and t is the propagation time.28

Actually, (1) characterizes the average behavior of molecule concentration at a certain distance from the TN. However,
the instantaneous molecule concentration changes randomly due to the random walk phenomenon which is utilized
to model the diffusion of the molecules. According to this phenomenon, molecules make random steps to the right or
to the left direction with equal probability on the x-axis. Their successive steps are statistically independent from their
previous steps. The random movements cause the molecule concentration to change randomly at each instant of the dif-
fusion. Therefore, the molecule concentration generates a random process rather than a constant value given in (1). This
is illustrated in Figure 1 where the solid line represents the theoretical model in (1) and the oscillating line represents the
random process generated via a random walk simulation. Due to the randomness of the molecules, the molecule concen-
tration needs to be modeled by a random process instead of a deterministic function. Therefore, our main motivation is
to investigate how accurate the RN reconstructs the surrounding signal, which is modeled as a random process, as given
in the next section.

3 SYSTEM MODEL

A model to perceive and reconstruct the signal around the RN is proposed in this section. The RN is assumed to be a
perfect absorber meaning that a molecule is received, when it hits its surface. In this way, the RN senses the molecule
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FIGURE 2 Signal reconstruction model for the receiver
nanomachine (RN)

FIGURE 3 Existing signal outside the receiver nanomachine and
the sampled signal
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concentration during certain observation periods, ie, samples the signal. It is also assumed that no chemical reaction
occurs during the movement of the molecules. Let s(t) be the random process that shows the number of the molecules
outside the RN and x(t) be the counted number of the molecules by the RN. This model is illustrated in Figure 2. s(t) is
assumed as a Poisson process. Due to the large number of the molecules, the Poisson distribution can be approximated
by the Gaussian distribution. Hence, s(t) is assumed to be a Gaussian random process with mean m(t), variance v(t), and
autocovariance R(t1, t2). The RN counts the molecules along a sampling period T and it is assumed that the number of
the molecules does not change in this period. An analogy with the delta modulation can be established to understand the
relation between s(t) and x(t). As illustrated in Figure 3, si and xi, which are measured along T, are the ith samples of s(t)
and x(t), respectively. Since s(t) is assumed to be a Gaussian random process, si is assumed as a Gaussian random variable
with N(𝜇s, 𝜎

2
s ).

In order to define a molecular signal as the changing concentration levels around the RN, it is essential to specify a
volume in which the RN is located similar to the virtual reception volume approach employed in the work of Atakan and
Akan24 as illustrated in Figure 4. In this Figure, VN denotes the volume of the RN and VR stands for the reception vol-
ume, in which the molecular signal exists. a and b are the radii of the spherical volumes VN and VR, respectively. When
a molecule is received by the RN, it is consumed and not released to VR again. The probability that the molecule emitted
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FIGURE 4 Reception volume of the receiver nanomachine (RN) and a single molecule

at the distance y from the center of the RN can reach its surface within time t can be found through the first-hitting time
probability of the random walk as follows29-31:

F(𝑦, t) = a
𝑦

erfc

(
𝑦 − a√

4Dt

)
, (2)

where D is the diffusion coefficient, a is the radius of the RN, and erfc(.) is the complementary error function. This cap-
ture can be used to find the hitting rate of the molecules to the surface of the RN. Since the capture of a molecule is an
event with two possible outcomes as “capture” or “escape”, xi can be assumed as a random variable with a binomial distri-
bution. Due to the large number of molecules around the RN, the binomial distribution can be approximated to Poisson
distribution. Thus, xi is assumed to have a Poisson distribution in our study. On the other hand, the spatial distribution of
the molecules around the RN is given as follows. It is assumed that the molecules in the reception volume are uniformly
distributed over the interval (a, b) where b > a. By using the mean distance of the molecules to the surface of the RN, ie,
a+b

2
, the average number of molecules which can hit the surface of the RN within a sampling interval can be given as

𝜆 = F
(

a + b
2

,T
)

si, (3)

where F( a+b
2
,T) is abbreviated as F(T) in the rest of this paper. Here, 𝜆 is the rate of the Poisson random variable xi depend-

ing on another random variable si. All the symbols and variables used in Sections 3 and 4 are summarized in Table 1.
A Poisson process is generally employed as a counting process and it can be defined as a random process which has

independent increments being Poisson distributed. The rate of the Poisson process can be generalized as the time-varying
intensity function, ie, 𝜆(t). When the intensity function is constant, the Poisson process is homogeneous, whereas the Pois-
son process is nonhomogeneous when the intensity function is time dependent. The intensity function may be unknown
in some situations and cannot be treated as constant. In such circumstances, it is reasonable to consider the intensity
function as a random process. When the intensity function of the nonhomogeneous Poisson process is another random
process, the Poisson process is called a Cox process or a DSPP.32

In our system model, the intensity function of x(t) can be found by replacing the Gaussian random variable si with the
Gaussian random process s(t) in (3). This intensity function is given by

𝜆(t) = F(T)
T

s(t), (4)

where the intensity function is normalized by a factor of 1
T

due to the definition of the rate, which is the number of
molecules hitting the surface of the RN within unit time. Since the intensity of x(t) is another random process given in
(4), x(t) is a DSPP. Furthermore, s(t) can be assumed as a stationary random process since it is constant along a sampling
period T.
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TABLE 1 Symbols and variables used in Sections 3 and 4

Symbol/Variable Definition
VR Reception volume
VN Volume of the RN
a Radius of the RN
b Radius of the reception volume
T Sampling period
s(t) Gaussian random process showing the number of the molecules in VR

m(t) Mean of s(t)
v(t) Variance of s(t)
R(t1, t2) Autocovariance of s(t)
x(t) Doubly stochastic Poisson process showing the number of the molecules counted by the RN
𝜆(t) Intensity of x(t)
si Random variable showing the ith sample of s(t)
𝜇s Mean of si

𝜎2
s Variance of si

𝜆 Rate of xi

F(y, t) The first-hitting time probability of a molecule emitted at a distance y within time t
 Signal distortion

Abbreviation: RN, receiver nanomachine.

Using the knowledge that x(t) is a DSPP which is defined for t ≥ t0 and s(t) is a stationary Gaussian random process,
the mean of x(t) can be given as33

E{x(t)} =

t

∫
t0

E{𝜆(u)}du = ∫
t

t0

E
{

F(T)
T

s(u)
}

du

= F(T)
T

t

∫
t0

m(u)du, (5)

where E{.} represents the expectation operator. To find the variance of x(t), the autocovariance of 𝜆(t) is needed which is
derived as

Cov{𝜆(t1), 𝜆(t2)} = E {[𝜆(t1) − E{𝜆(t1)}] [𝜆(t2) − E{𝜆(t2)}]}

= E
{

F(T)
T

[s(t1) − m(t1)]
F(T)

T
[s(t2) − m(t2)]

}
= (F(T))2

T2 R(t1, t2), (6)

where Cov{.} shows the covariance operator. Then, by using (6), the variance of x(t) is given as33

Var{x(t)} = 2

t

∫
t0

t2

∫
t0

Cov{𝜆(t1), 𝜆(t2)}dt1dt2 +

t

∫
t0

E{𝜆(u)}du

= 2(F(T))2

T2

t

∫
t0

t2

∫
t0

R(t1, t2)dt1dt2 +
F(T)

T

t

∫
t0

m(u)du, (7)

where Var{.} is the variance operator. The second moment of x(t) can be calculated by using (5) and (7) in the formula
E{x2(t)} = Var{x(t)} + (E{x(t)})2 as given by

E{x2(t)} = 2(F(T))2

T2

t

∫
t0

t2

∫
t0

R(t1, t2)dt1dt2 +
F(T)

T

t

∫
t0

m(u)du +
⎛⎜⎜⎝

F(T)
T

t

∫
t0

m(u)du
⎞⎟⎟⎠

2

. (8)

The statistical properties of the DSPP x(t) are employed to derive the signal reconstruction distortion in the next section.
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4 DERIVATION OF THE SIGNAL DISTORTION

In this section, the signal distortion between the signal outside the RN and the reconstructed signal are derived as an
MSE. The signal distortion, ie, the MSE (), is given by

 =
E
{
(si − xi)2}

V 2 =
E
{

s2
i

}
− 2E{sixi} + E

{
x2

i

}
V 2 , (9)

where si is a Gaussian random variable with N(𝜇s, 𝜎
2
s ) showing the number of the molecules in the volume between the

outer boundary of the reception volume and the RN, (VR − VN), xi is a doubly stochastic Poisson variable showing the
counted number of the molecules in VN, V is the volume. Here, is derived by using concentrations of the molecules inside
and outside the RN. Therefore, (9) includes the volume V where those molecules are located. Also in (9), VR is calculated
as 4

3
𝜋b3 and similarly VN is calculated as 4

3
𝜋a3. Since the counted number of the molecules by the RN depends on the

number of the molecules outside the RN, random variables xi and si are dependent. The second term of the numerator in
(9) consists of the product of these two dependent random variables. The expected value of this product can be found by

E{sixi} = 𝜌sixi𝜎xi𝜎si + E{xi}E{si}, (10)

where 𝜌sixi is the correlation coefficient between xi and si. After substituting (10) in (9), the volumes can be clarified to
find the molecule concentrations by writing explicitly the volumes for each term as given by

 =
E
{

s2
i

}
(VR − VN)2 − 2𝜌sixi

𝜎xi

VN

𝜎si

(VR − VN)
− 2 E{xi}

VN

E{si}
(VR − VN)

+
E
{

x2
i

}
V 2

N
. (11)

In (11), the numerator of the first term can be found as E{s2
i } = 𝜎2

s + 𝜇2
s . To find the second and the third term of the

numerator in (9), the first and second moments of x(t) is employed. E{x2
i } can be found as given in Equation (12) by setting

t0 = iT and t = (i + 1)T in (8) where i ≥ 0 is an integer. Subsequently, the signal distortion becomes as given by (13).

E
{

x2
i
}
= E{x2(t)}|||t=(i+1)T

t0=iT
= 2(F(T))2

T2

(i+1)T

∫
iT

t2

∫
iT

R(t1, t2)dt1dt2 +
F(T)

T

(i+1)T

∫
iT

m(u)du +
⎛⎜⎜⎝

F(T)
T

(i+1)T

∫
iT

m(u)du
⎞⎟⎟⎠

2

. (12)

 =
𝜎2

s + 𝜇2
s

(VR − VN)2 − 2
⎡⎢⎢⎣

𝜇sF(T)
(VR − VN)T

(i+1)T

∫
iT

m(u)
VN

du +
𝜌sixi𝜎s

(VR − VN)VN√√√√√√(i+1)T

∫
iT

t2

∫
iT

2(F(T))2R(t1, t2)
T2 dt1dt2 +

(i+1)T

∫
iT

F(T)m(u)
T

du
⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦

+ 1
V 2

N

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎣
2(F(T))2

T2

(i+1)T

∫
iT

t2

∫
iT

R(t1, t2)dt1dt2 +
F(T)

T

(i+1)T

∫
iT

m(u)du +
⎛⎜⎜⎝

F(T)
T

(i+1)T

∫
iT

m(u)du
⎞⎟⎟⎠

2⎤⎥⎥⎥⎦ (13)

Since s(t) is assumed to be a stationary random process, the mean, variance, and autocovariance can be written as
m(t) = 𝜇s and v(t) = R(t1, t2) = 𝜎2

s for one sample measured along T. Using this assumption,  can be simplified in a time
interval from 0 to T as given in (14) which is used to obtain the numerical results in the next section.

 =
𝜎2

s + 𝜇2
s

(VR − VN)2 −
2𝜌sixi𝜎s

√
F(T)

[
F(T)𝜎2

s + 𝜇s
]
− 2F(T)𝜇2

s

VN(VR − VN)
+

F(T)
[
F(T)𝜎2

s + 𝜇s + F(T)𝜇2
s
]

V 2
N

(14)
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TABLE 2 Simulation parameters Parameters Values
𝜇s 102

𝜎2
s 102

Correlation coefficient (𝜌sx) 0 - 1
Diffusion coefficient (D) 10−12 m2/s
Radius of the VN (a) 1 𝜇m
Radius of the VR (b) 2 − 3 𝜇m
Sampling period (T) 0 - 0.25 s

TABLE 3 Random walk simulation parameters Parameters Values
𝜇s 102

Diffusion coefficient (D) 10−12 m2/s
Radius of the VN (a) 1 𝜇m
Radius of the VR (b) 2 − 3 𝜇m
Time (t) 0-0.25 s
Step time (𝜏) 10−3 s
Step length (𝛿) 0.0447 𝜇m

5 VALIDATION OF THE SIGNAL DISTORTION FUNCTION & NUMERICAL
RESULTS

In this section, the derived  given in (14) is validated through random walk simulations. In addition, the numerical
results are given and analyzed by evaluating the signal distortion function. Furthermore, the distributions of the signal
outside the RN and the reconstructed signal are observed. The simulation parameters for the numerical results are given
in Table 2 and the random walk simulation parameters are given in Table 3. In the simulation experiments, the signal
outside the RN is calculated by dividing the number of molecules si to the volume between the boundary of VR and the
boundary of VN as shown in Figure 4. Similarly, the concentration received by the RN is found by dividing the received
number of molecules xi to VN.

The aim of the numerical result part is to observe the accuracy of the signal reconstruction of the RN for different MC
system parameters, such as radius of the reception volume, sampling period, and diffusion coefficient. In the light of these
results, the signal reconstruction performance can be improved by adjusting the MC system parameters appropriately.

5.1 Validation of the theoretical system model
A random walk simulation is performed to show that the signal distortion function is valid. In the random walk simu-
lations, a molecule is assumed to make a random movement in every 𝜏 seconds with a step length of 𝛿 meters on x-, y-,
and z-axes separately. Every step of a molecule, whose step length can be calculated by 𝛿 =

√
2D𝜏, is independent from

its other steps.34

During the random walk simulation, the following assumptions are made. The initial distance of the molecules to the
center of the RN is assumed as (a+ b)∕2 which is the midpoint of the boundaries of VR and VN, as given in the theoretical
model. A molecule in VR is received, when it hits the RN. After the reception of a molecule, it is not released to VR
again. Every received molecule is only counted once since the RN is assumed to be a perfect absorber. Until the end of
the random walk simulation, no additional molecule can enter the VR. Using these assumptions, the numerical and the
random walk simulation results for the signal distortion () as a function of the sampling period are given in Figure 5A and
B, respectively. In both of the Figures, the signal distortion functions have approximately the same convex structure and
nearly the same minimum points. This shows that the signal distortion function given in (14) is valid. Small differences
are observed in signal distortion values between Figure 5A and Figure 5B which can be clarified as follows. In the random
walk simulation, the molecules start walking from the midpoint between the boundaries of VR and VN and during the
sampling period they can move out of the VR. However, in the theoretical model, it is assumed that during the sampling
period the number of the molecules is constant and the number of the molecules inside the VR can decrease if and only
if the molecules are received by the RN.
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FIGURE 5 Signal distortion vs sampling period for different VR radii (A) theoretical calculation with 𝜌sx = 0.75 (B) random walk simulation

The numerical results given in this section validates the signal distortion function derived in Section 4 for the system
model given in Section 3. Using this signal distortion function, the effect of the system parameters is examined in the next
subsection.

5.2 Numerical results
In this part, we first observe the signal distortion function for three different VR radii as given in Figure 5A. The different
molecular signals (concentration values) are obtained by changing the radius of VR, ie, b, while keeping the number of
molecules in VR constant. As the VR becomes smaller, the signal distortion values fall more steeply to their minimum
values since the hitting rate of the molecules increases in a smaller volume. This also shows that the RN can respond
faster for smaller values of VR. As the RN samples for a longer duration, it can capture more molecules. However, after
reaching the minimum of the signal distortion function which gives the optimum sampling period on the x-axis, the
RN captures more molecules than it needs to calculate the valid molecule concentration around it. Therefore, the signal
distortion increases after the minimum of the signal distortion function. This result reveals that the RN can increase its
signal reconstruction performance by increasing the sampling period, only until the minimum signal distortion point.

In Figure 6A and 6B, the fitted distributions of the original signal samples, s∕(VR − VN), and the reconstructed signal
samples, x∕VN, are shown for different parameters. The results are obtained as follows. First, a Gaussian distribution for s is
generated. Then, by using the distribution of s, the distribution of x is calculated by generating a Poisson distribution with
the rate given in (3) for 106 samples. In Figure 6A, the signal in VR has a Gaussian distribution with N(3.41 × 1018, 1.17 ×
1035), while the reconstructed signal has also a Gaussian distribution with N(2.37×1018, 6.22×1035), since the distribution
of the reconstructed signal converges to Gaussian distribution due to the large number of samples. The difference between
the mean values of the distributions corresponds to the distortion of the signal reconstruction. Furthermore, the Figure
reveals that the signal reconstruction can cause errors, when an information transfer from the TN to the RN takes place.
However, when the system parameters are appropriately set, the signal can be reconstructed with a small distortion as
observed in Figure 6B.

In Figure 7, the effect of the diffusion coefficient on the signal distortion is illustrated. For a larger diffusion coefficient,
F(T) increases more rapidly. This rapid increase causes the signal distortion with the larger D to reach its minimum
value more quickly. If the RN continues to count the molecules after the minimum of the signal distortion function,
the concentration difference grows since the captured molecules increase and the remaining molecules in VR decrease.
After the minimum point of the signal distortion function, the signal distortion goes up as fast as the magnitude of the
diffusion coefficient, due to the faster movement of the molecules in a less dense environment. To obtain minimum signal
distortion, the optimization of the RN design parameters is essential, as discussed in the next section.
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FIGURE 6 Distributions of the signal in VR and the reconstructed signal with the parameters D = 10−12 m2/s, 𝜇s = 102, 𝜎2
s = 102b = 2 𝜇m

(common parameters), (A) T = 0.06 seconds, a = 1 𝜇m, (B) T = 0.12 seconds, a = 1.3 𝜇m

FIGURE 7 Signal distortion vs sampling period for varying
diffusion coefficients with a = 1 𝜇m, b = 2 𝜇m, and 𝜌sx = 0.75
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6 RECEIVER NANOMACHINE DESIGN

In this section, optimum parameters such as RN radius (a), sampling period (T), and sampling frequency (f) are examined
for the RN design. First, we focus on the optimum sampling period, ie, Topt. The sampling period needs to be estimated
in order to calculate the receiving time and the information rate of the RN.

By means of the signal distortion function given in (14), the optimum parameters can be derived. Since the signal
distortion function is convex as observed with the numerical results in Section 5, Topt can be found by solving the equation
for T as given by

𝜕(T)
𝜕T

= 0. (15)

When the sampling period is set as Topt, the minimum signal distortion is obtained. The derivative of  with respect to
T is given in (16) where z = b−a

4
√

DT
. However, the derived expression of Topt is a long equation and cannot be written in this

paper. Instead, the numerical comparison of the signal distortion for a constant T and Topt is given in Figure 8. To derive
Topt, an approximation such that erfc(x) = e−c1x−c2x2 , where c1 = 1.09500814703333 and c2 = 0.75651138383854, is used.35

Furthermore, it is assumed that e−c1z−(c2+1)z2 ≈ e−c1z−(c2+2)z2 , e−2c1z−2c2z2 ≈ e−2c1z−(2c2+2)z2 , e−2c1z−(2c2+1)z2 ≈ e−2c1z−(2c2+2)z2 to
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FIGURE 8 Constant and optimum sampling period comparison
for D = 10−12 m2/s, b = 2a, 𝜇s = 𝜎2

s = 102, and 𝜌sx = 0.75

solve the equation for Topt. The numerical results in Figure 8 show that the derived Topt gives better results and validate
that the sampling period is optimum, when it is compared with a constant sampling period.

𝜕(T)
𝜕T

= −
9(b − a)D𝜇2

s e−z2

16a2(a + b)(b3 − a3)𝜋5∕2(DT)3∕2

+
9(b2 − a2)D𝜇se−z2 + 36a(b − a)D𝜇2

s e−z2 erfc(z) + 36a(b − a)D𝜎2
s e−z2 erfc(z)

32(a + b)2a5𝜋5∕2(DT)3∕2

−
18𝜌sx𝜎

3
s a(b − a)De−z2 erfc(z) + 9(b2 − a2)D𝜇se−z2 + 18a(b − a)𝜎2

s Derfc(z)

32a2𝜋5∕2(a + b)(b3 − a3)(DT)3∕2
√

2a𝜇s(a + b)erfc(z) + 4a2𝜎2
s (erfc(z))2

(16)

Another critical parameter of the RN is its radius. It is essential to choose the optimum radius for the minimum MSE
signal reconstruction. Similar to Topt, the optimum RN radius, ie, aopt, can be found by solving

𝜕(a)
𝜕a

= 0. (17)

If the second derivative of (a) is positive, its minimum can be calculated. The first derivative of the (a) with respect to
a and the solution for aopt are too long equations to write here. Instead, the numerical results regarding the relationship
among a, T, f and the signal distortion are examined.

Assuming that b = 2a, the combined effect of the system parameters on the signal distortion is shown in Figure 9. As
the size of the RN grows, the RN needs more time to collect the sufficient number of molecules required for the desired
concentration value around it and, thus, to reduce the signal distortion. This stems from the fact that, while the surface
of the RN increases proportionally with a2, its volume increases proportionally with a3. To balance this situation, the RN
extends its sampling period. Regarding the Topt values, as the RN radius increases, the RN needs more time to reconstruct
the signal but has a lower signal distortion due to the larger capture probability of the molecules. This shows that there
is a trade-off among a, T, and the signal distortion. When a larger RN size is chosen to have a lower signal distortion,
a longer optimum sampling period is required. On the contrary, if the RN is desired to respond faster for reception, its
cost is a worse signal reception. Therefore, RN sampling period and its corresponding signal distortion are essential to
determine the optimum RN radius, ie, aopt.

The sampling frequency, which is calculated by 𝑓 = 1
T

, can be used to design an RN efficiently. The combined effect
of the sampling frequency, RN radius, and signal distortion can be seen in Figure 10. An analysis similar to the sampling
period can be made for the sampling frequency. As the RN radius increases, the sampling frequency and signal distortion
decrease at the optimum frequency points, ie, fopt. The relation among the signal distortion, sampling frequency, and the
RN radius is required to be considered for the RN design. When a smaller RN is chosen, the signal distortion and fopt
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FIGURE 9 Signal distortion vs a and T surface plot for 𝜇s = 102,
𝜎2
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FIGURE 10 Signal distortion vs a and f surface plot for 𝜇s = 102,
𝜎2
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become higher. Hence, the cost for a smaller RN with the minimum signal distortion is a lower quality communication
and a more complex structure for a faster signal processing.

It is not always possible to design the RN according to the optimum parameters. In such cases, a signal distortion
constraint can be defined. Due to the convexity of the signal distortion function, a range within the minimum and maxi-
mum values of the sampling period (or sampling frequency) can be determined for the given signal distortion constraint.
Subsequently, the RN radius can be chosen according to this range of the sampling period (or sampling frequency).

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, a new concept about how accurate the molecular signal is sensed and reconstructed by the RNs is proposed.
The RN is assumed as a perfect absorbing molecule counting machine and the reconstructed signal is modeled as a count-
ing process. The molecule concentration is treated as a molecular signal and a signal distortion is defined as the MSE
between the existing molecular signal outside the RN and the reconstructed signal. Instead of the deterministic approach,
Gaussian random process is used for the molecular signal outside the RN in a more realistic way and DSPP is obtained
to model the reconstructed signal. The derived signal distortion function is validated by means of the random walk sim-
ulations. Numerical results are given to highlight the effect of the system parameters such as the diffusion coefficient,
sampling period, and RN radius, on the signal distortion. By the minimization of the signal distortion, the optimum RN
design parameters are derived. Our analysis about the effect of the signal distortion on the RN design parameters shows
that the RN can reconstruct signals with a small distortion, when the RN design parameters are properly configured.
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The signal reconstruction distortion, which is proposed as a novel performance parameter, can be employed to design
an efficient MC system from the signal reconstruction perspective. For example, a smaller diffusion coefficient can be
chosen for a faster signal reconstruction with minimum signal distortion. Furthermore, this perspective can be utilized to
show the trade-off among the RN design parameters such that the optimum sampling period decreases and the minimum
signal distortion increases, as the radius of the RN decreases. As the future work, we plan to develop MC methods to
transmit and receive information efficiently according to the signal reconstruction of the RNs. Moreover, our future works
include the modeling and analysis of the signal reconstruction by the RNs with receptors.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This work was supported by the Scientific and Technological Research Council of Turkey (TUBITAK) under Grant
115E362.

ORCID

Fatih Gulec https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1031-6108

REFERENCES
1. Farsad N, Yilmaz HB, Eckford A, Chae C-B, Guo W. A comprehensive survey of recent advancements in molecular communication.

IEEE Commun Surv Tutor. 2016;18(3):1887-1919.
2. Atakan B. Molecular Communications and Nanonetworks: From Nature to Practical Systems. New York, NY: Springer Science & Business

Media; 2014.
3. Akyildiz IF, Brunetti F, Blázquez C. Nanonetworks: a new communication paradigm. Computer Networks. 2008;52(12):2260-2279.
4. Akyildiz IF, Jornet JM, Pierobon M. Nanonetworks: a new frontier in communications. Commun ACM. 2011;54(11):84-89.
5. Hiyama S, Moritani Y, Suda T, et al. Molecular communication. In: Proceedings of the 2005 NSTI Nanotechnology Conference; 2005;

Anaheim, CA.
6. Berg HC, Purcell EM. Physics of chemoreception. Biophysical Journal. 1977;20(2):193-219.
7. Endres RG, Wingreen NS. Accuracy of direct gradient sensing by single cells. Proc Natl Acad Sci. 2008;105(41):15749-15754.
8. Endres RG, Wingreen NS. Maximum likelihood and the single receptor. Phys Rev Lett. 2009;103(15):158101.
9. Aquino G, Wingreen NS, Endres RG. Know the single-receptor sensing limit? Think again. J Stat Phys. 2016;162:1353-1364.

10. Pierobon M, Akyildiz IF. A physical end-to-end model for molecular communication in nanonetworks. IEEE J Sel Areas Commun.
2010;28(4):602-611.

11. Pierobon M, Akyildiz IF. Noise analysis in ligand-binding reception for molecular communication in nanonetworks. IEEE Trans Signal
Process. 2011;59(9):4168-4182.

12. Pierobon M, Akyildiz IF. Diffusion-based noise analysis for molecular communication in nanonetworks. IEEE Trans Signal Process.
2011;59(6):2532-2547.

13. Lin L, Wu Q, Liu F, Yan H. Mutual information and maximum achievable rate for mobile molecular communication systems. IEEE Trans
Nanobiosci. 2018;17(4):507-517.

14. Mosayebi R, Gohari A, Mirmohseni M, Nasiri-Kenari M. Type-based sign modulation and its application for ISI mitigation in molecular
communication. IEEE Trans Commun. 2018;66(1):180-193.

15. Lin L, Wu Q, Ma M, Yan H. Concentration-based demodulation scheme for mobile receiver in molecular communication. Nano Commun
Netw. 2019;20:11-19.

16. Li B, Zhao C, Guo W. Non-linear signal detection for molecular communications. Paper presented at: GLOBECOM 2017-2017 IEEE Global
Communications Conference; 2017; Singapore.

17. Li B, Sun M, Wang S, Guo W, Zhao C. Low-complexity noncoherent signal detection for nanoscale molecular communications.
IEEE Trans Nanobiosci. 2016;15(1):3-10.

18. Li B, Sun M, Wang S, Guo W, Zhao C. Local convexity inspired low-complexity noncoherent signal detector for nanoscale molecular
communications. IEEE Trans Commun. 2016;64(5):2079-2091.

19. Liu S, Wei Z, Li B, Guo W, Zhao C. Metric combinations in non-coherent signal detection for molecular communication. Nano Commun
Netw. 2019;20:1-10.

20. Kilinc D, Akan OB. Receiver design for molecular communication. IEEE J Sel Areas Commun. 2013;31(12):705-714.
21. Srinivas K, Eckford AW, Adve RS. Molecular communication in fluid media: the additive inverse Gaussian noise channel. IEEE Trans Inf

Theory. 2012;58(7):4678-4692.
22. Noel A, Cheung KC, Schober R. Optimal receiver design for diffusive molecular communication with flow and additive noise. IEEE Trans

Nanobiosci. 2014;13(3):350-362.
23. Mustam SM, Syed Yusof SK, Nejatian S. Multilayer diffusion-based molecular communication. Trans Emerg Telecommun Technol.

2017;28(1):e2935.
24. Atakan B, Akan OB. Deterministic capacity of information flow in molecular nanonetworks. Nano Commun Netw. 2010;1(1):31-42.

https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1031-6108
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1031-6108


14 of 14 ATAKAN AND GULEC

25. Aghababaiyan K, Shah-Mansouri V, Maham B. Axonal channel capacity in neuro-spike communication. IEEE Trans Nanobiosci.
2018;17(1):78-87.

26. Maham B, Kizilirmak RC. Neuro-spike communications with multiple synapses under inter-neuron interference. IEEE Access.
2018;6:39962-39968.

27. Aghababaiyan K, Shah-Mansouri V, Maham B. Joint optimization of input spike rate and receiver decision threshold to maximize
achievable bit rate of neuro-spike communication channel. IEEE Trans Nanobiosci. 2018.

28. Bossert WH, Wilson EO. The analysis of olfactory communication among animals. J Theor Biol. 1963;5(3):443-469.
29. Ziff RM, Majumdar SN, Comtet A. Capture of particles undergoing discrete random walks. J Chem Phys. 2009;130(20):204104.
30. Bai C, Leeson M, Higgins MD, Lu Y. Throughput and energy efficiency-based packet size optimisation of ARQ protocols in bacterial

quorum communications. Trans Emerg Telecommun Technol. 2016;27(8):1128-1143.
31. Yilmaz HB, Heren AC, Tugcu T, Chae CB. Three-dimensional channel characteristics for molecular communications with an absorbing

receiver. IEEE Commun Lett. 2014;18(6):929-932.
32. Cox DR. Some statistical methods connected with series of events. J Royal Stat Soc Ser B (Methodol). 1955:129-164.
33. Valderrama MJ, Jimenez F, Gutierrez R, Martinez-Almecija A. Estimation and filtering on a doubly stochastic poisson process. Appl Stoch

Models Bus Ind. 1995;11(1):13-24.
34. Berg HC. Random Walks in Biology. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press; 1993.
35. Tsay WJ, Huang CJ, Fu T-T, Ho I-Lin. A simple closed-form approximation for the cumulative distribution function of the composite error

of stochastic frontier models. J Prod Anal. 2013;39(3):259-269.

How to cite this article: Atakan B, Gulec F. Signal reconstruction in diffusion-based molecular communication.
Trans Emerging Tel Tech. 2019;30:e3699. https://doi.org/10.1002/ett.3699

https://doi.org/10.1002/ett.3699

	Signal reconstruction in diffusion-based molecular communication
	Abstract
	INTRODUCTION
	MOTIVATION
	SYSTEM MODEL
	DERIVATION OF THE SIGNAL DISTORTION
	VALIDATION OF THE SIGNAL DISTORTION FUNCTION & NUMERICAL RESULTS
	Validation of the theoretical system model
	Numerical results

	RECEIVER NANOMACHINE DESIGN
	CONCLUSION
	REFERENCES



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2001
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck true
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (Euroscale Coated v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (FOGRA1)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <>
    /CHT <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF che devono essere conformi o verificati in base a PDF/X-1a:2001, uno standard ISO per lo scambio di contenuto grafico. Per ulteriori informazioni sulla creazione di documenti PDF compatibili con PDF/X-1a, consultare la Guida dell'utente di Acrobat. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 4.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die moeten worden gecontroleerd of moeten voldoen aan PDF/X-1a:2001, een ISO-standaard voor het uitwisselen van grafische gegevens. Raadpleeg de gebruikershandleiding van Acrobat voor meer informatie over het maken van PDF-documenten die compatibel zijn met PDF/X-1a. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 4.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENG (Modified PDFX1a settings for Blackwell publications)
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents that are to be checked or must conform to PDF/X-1a:2001, an ISO standard for graphic content exchange.  For more information on creating PDF/X-1a compliant PDF documents, please refer to the Acrobat User Guide.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 4.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


