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Density Evolution for Asymmetric Memoryless
Channels
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Abstract— Density evolution is one of the most powerful ana-
lytical tools for low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes aml graph
codes with message passing decoding algorithms. With chagin
symmetry as one of its fundamental assumptions, density eko
tion (DE) has been widely and successfully applied to diffemt
channels, including binary erasure channels, binary symmigic
channels, binary additive white Gaussian noise channelste@ This
paper generalizes density evolution fonon-symmetricnemoryless
channels, which in turn broadens the applications to genefa
memoryless channels, e.g. z-channels, composite white Gaian
noise channels, etc. The central theorem underpinning this
generalization is the convergence to perfect projection foany
fixed size supporting tree. A new iterative formula of the sare
complexity is then presented and the necessary theorems for
the performance concentration theorems are developed. Senal
properties of the new density evolution method are explored
including stability results for general asymmetric memoryess
channels. Simulations, code optimizations, and possible ew
applications suggested by this new density evolution metldoare
also provided. This result is also used to prove the typicaly

distributed message-passing algorithm efficiently cormgua
posterioriprobabilities in cycle-free inference networks. Turbo
codes can also be viewed as a variation of LDPC codes, as
discussed in [3] and [6].

Due to their simple arithmetic structure, completely pefal
decoding algorithms, excellent error correcting capghbijli],
and acceptable encoding complexity [8], [9], LDPC codes
have been widely and successfully applied to different ehan
nels, including binary erasure channels (BECs) [10], [11],
[12], binary symmetric channels (BSCs), binary-input addi
tive white Gaussian noise channels (BIAWGNCSs) [3], [13],
Rayleigh fading channels [14], Markov channels [15], par-
tial response channels/intersymbol interference chariél,
[17], [18], [19], dirty paper coding [20], and bit-interiead
coded modulation [21]. Except for the finite-length anaysi
of LDPC codes over the BEC [22], the analysis of iterative
message-passing decoding algorithms is asymptotic (Wieen t

of linear LDPC codes among the coset code ensemble when theolock length tends to infinity) [13], [23]. Under the optimal

minimum check node degree is sufficiently large. It is shown
that the convergence to perfect projection is essential tohe
belief propagation algorithm even when only symmetric chanels
are considered. Hence the proof of the convergence to perfec
projection serves also as a completion of the theory of claissl
density evolution for symmetric memoryless channels.

Index Terms— Low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes, den-
sity evolution, sum-product algorithm, asymmetric channés, z-
channels, rank of random matrices.

I. INTRODUCTION

INCE the advent of turbo codes [1] and the rediscove
of low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes [2], [3] in the

mid 1990’s, graph codes [4] have attracted significant dtien
because of their capacity-approaching error correctirgpca
bility and the inherent low-complexity{(n) or O(nlog(n))

wheren is the codeword length) of message passing decodi
algorithms [3]. The near-optimal performance of graph d?e
is generally based on pseudo-random interconnections a
Pearl's belief propagation (BP) algorithm [5], which is &
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maximume-likelihood (ML) decoding algorithm, both the figit
length analysis and the asymptotic analysis for LDPC codes
and other ensembles of turbo-like codes become tractable an
rely on the weight distribution of these ensembles (see e.g.
[24], [25], and [26]). Various Gallager type bounds on ML
decoders for different finite LDPC code ensembles have been
established in [27].

In essence, the density evolution method proposed by
Richardsonet al. in [13] is an asymptotic analytical tool
for LDPC codes. As the codeword length tends to infinity,
the random codebook will be more and more likely to be
eg/cle-free, under which condition the input messages ofi eac
node are independent. Therefore the probability density of
messages passed can be computed iteratively. A performance
concentration theorem and a cycle-free convergence theore
Rroviding the theoretical foundation of the density evialnt
thod, are proved in [13]. The behavior of codes with block
gth > 10 is well predicted by this technique, and thus
egree optimization for LDPC codes becomes tractable. Near
optimal LDPC codes have been found in [7] and [23]. In [16]
Kavci€ et al. generalized the density evolution method to in-
tersymbol interference channels, by introducing the etdem
of coset codesi.e. the parity check equations ar@ndomly
selected as even or odd parities. Kavétal. also proved the
corresponding fundamental theorems for the new coset code
ensemble.

Because of the symmetry of the BP algorithm and the
symmetry of parity check constraints in LDPC codes, the
decoding error probability will be independent of the trans
mitted codeword in the symmetric channel setting. Thus,
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in [13], an all-zero transmitted codeword is assumed amehgthn, wherex,; andy; are thei-th transmitted symbol and
the probability density of the messages passed depends aeleived signal, respectively, taking valuesGR(2) and the
on the noise distribution. Nevertheless, in symbol-depend reals, respectively. The channel is memoryless and is figeci
asymmetric channels, which are the subject of this papby, the conditional probability density functiofy . (y|x) =
the noise distribution is codeword-dependent, and thusesof{;"_, f(y:|z;). Two common examples are as follows.
codewords are more noise-resistant than others. As a resuly Example 1:[Binary Asymmetric Channels (BASC)]
the all-zero codeword cannot be assumed. Instead of using )
a larger coset code ensemble as in [16], we circumvent .y {(1 —€0)0(y) +eod(y—1) if iU:O’
this problem by averaging over all valid codewords, which ed(y)+(1—e)d(y—1) ifx=1
is straightforward anq_ has practical |nterpretat|(_)r_1$ as th whereeo, e, are the crossover probabilities afg)) is the
averaged error probability. Our results apply to all binaput, . . »

. Dirac delta function. Note: it; = 0, the above collapses
memoryless, symbol-dependent channels (e.g., z-charbiels t0 the z-channel

nary asymmetric channels (BASCs), composite binary-input, Example 2:[Composite BIAWGNCs]
white Gaussian channels (composite BIAWGNCSs), etc.) and

can be generalized to LDPC codes 0G#(q) or Z,, [28], 1 N A B

[29], [30]. The theorem of convergence fwerfect projec- Flylz) = e

. . . P . _w=1/v5)? _ w+1/v5)? ’

tion is provided to justify this codeword-averaged approach S . 207 e 252 ifz=1
V2o

in conjunction with the existing theorems. New results on

monotonicity, symmetry, stability (a necessary and a defiic which corresponds to a bit-level sub-channel of the
condition), and convergence rate analysis of the codeword- 4 pulse amplitude modulation (4PAM) with Gray map-
averaged density evolution method are also provided. Our ping.

approach based on the linéaode ensemble will be linked to

that of the coset code ensemble [16] by proving the typicalis | inear LDPC Code Ensembles

of linear* LDPC codes when the minimum check node degree
is sufficiently large, which was first conjectured in [21].l Al
of the above generalizations are based on the converge e : ; oo
to perfect projection, which will serve also as a theorétic € sp.ecmed by the following even parity check equation in
foundation for the belief propagation algorithms even whe F(2):

only symmetric channels are considered. Ax =0,

This paper is organized as follows. The formulations of . . .
and background on channel models, LDPC code ensembf@F,ereA IS anm xn sparse matrix |rGE(2) with the ”‘%’,“ber
the belief propagation algorithm, and density evolutiore a0f non-zero elements linearly proportional to To faml!tate
provided in Sectioffl!. In Sectidilll, an iterative formiade- our a_naly5|s, we use a code_ ensemble rather thgn a fixed code.
veloped for computing the evolution of the codeword-avenblgour "”e"%r coqle ensemble IS ggnerated by equiprobable edge
probability density. In Sectiofi” IV, we state the theorem diermutations in a regular bipartite graph.

convergence to perfect projection, which justifies theaige _AS Hllustrated in FigLL, the bipartite graph model consists
formula. A detailed proof will b’e given in APENDIX [ of a bottom row of variable nodes (corresponding to codeword

Monotonicity, symmetry, and stability theorems are stat%qts) and a top row of check nodes (corresponding to parity
and proved in Sectiof]V. SectidnlVI consists of simulatio eck equ;ttloni). fSL;]pposhedwe h:va'ar_ll_e;]ble node.s_ogdfhe
and discussion of possible applications of our new densrh\zttolin ar(; eac t? them § ® sor:: ?t‘;’ ere a"‘z = V?h
evolution method. Sectiofi W1l proves the typicality of lare check nodes on the top and each of themhasockets. Wit

LDPC codes and revisits belief propagation for symmetrFE'eS_e f|xe§(n+m) n_odes, there are a_total Otd,)! possible
channels. Section VIl concludes the paper. configurations ob-talned by connecting thesé, - m.dc
sockets on each side, assuming all sockets are distindalisha
The resulting graphs (multigraphs) will be regular and Hipa
[I. FORMULATIONS with degrees denoted ki, d..), and can be mapped to parity
check codes with the convention that the variable «bits
.involved in parity check equationif and only if the variable
The memoryless, symbol-dependent channels we considgle, and the check nodeare connected by an odd number
here are modeled as follows. Letandy denote a transmitted ¢ edges. We consider a regular code ensendbléd, , d.)

codeword vector and a received signal vector of COdeWOﬁgjtting equal probability on each of the possible configaret
ILDPC codes are, by definition, linear codes since only everitypa of the regular bipartite graphs described above. One egaiiz

check equations are considered. Nonetheless, by takirty éven and odd Of the codebook ensembt&’(2,3) is shown in Fig[L. For
parity check equations into consideration, the extende®CDcoset” code practical interest, we assunae > 2.

has been proven to have important practical and theoretaale in man son ; ;
applicationg [16]. To be explicri)t on Wh?ether only even padheck equatior?s . For each graph i (dv’ dc)’ th(_e parity Che(_:k matri
are considered or an extended set of parity-check equaioinolved, two IS @nm x n matrix overGF(2), with A;; = 1 if and only
terms, “linear LDPC codes” and “LDPC coset codes,” will bedisvhenever ) ) o

a comparison is made, even though the adjective, linearedsndant for 2When assuming all variable/check node sockets are indigshable, the

traditional LDPC codes. number of configurations can be upper bounde (< ,g,)n

The linear LDPC codes of length are actually a special
ily of parity check codes, such that all codewords can

A. Symbol-dependent Non-symmetric Channels
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j=L 2 3 4 L 110 0 0 corresponding log likelihood ratio (LLR) is as follows:
|l 0o 0o o0 o0 01 P(yi|lzi =0
A= ( 01 10 1 0 mo = lnip(y_| __1)
1000 1 1 (yil: = 1)
i=1 2 3 4 5 6 do 1
. L \II’U(m()?mlf" 7mdu71) = Z m; (1)
Fig. 1. A realization of the code ensemllé (2, 3). i=o

1 de1 tanh i
Ve(my, -+ ,ma,—1) = ln( +11i2, tan 2>.(2)

. . . 1 —[]% " tanh @z
if there is anodd number of edges between variable nade [Tz, tanh 55

and check nodg. Any valid codewordx satisfies the parity We note that the belief propagation algorithm is based only
check equatiomAx = 0. For future use, we letandj denote on the cycle-free assumptidand is actually independent of
the indices of the-th variable node and thgth check node. the channel model. The initial messagg depends only on
{Jio,c}eep,a,) denotes all check nodes connecting to variabtbe single-bit LLR function and can be calculated under non-
nodeio and similarly with{i;,  }veq1,a,]- symmetric f (y;|z;). As a result, the belief propagation algo-

Besides the regular graph case, we can also consider irréim remains the same for memoryless, symbol-dependent
ular code ensembles. Latandp denote the finite ordezdge Cchannels.

degree distributiorpolynomials o Example:For BASCs,
l-eco if o —
Na) = 3t o = {ln 2t =0
k In T—e if Yi = 1
plz) = Zpkxk_1, We assume that the belief propagation is executed in phralle
k and eacliterationis a “round” in which all variable nodes send

. , . messages to all check nodes and then the check nodes send
where A\, or p; is the fraction of edges connecting to a . :

. . .. messages back. We usdo denote the number of iterations
degreek variable or check node, respectively. By assigni

- . ) : . Mhat have been executed.
equal probability to each possible configuration of irregul

bipartite graphs with degree distributionsand p (similarly _ _
to the regular case), we obtain the equiprobable, irregul&® Density Evolution

bipartite graph ensemblé” (), p). For exampleC™(3,6) = For a symmetric channel and any message-passing algo-

Cr(a?,z0). rithm, the probability density of the transmitted messaiges
each iteration can be calculated iteratively with a corcret
theoretical foundation [13]. The iterative formula andated

C. Message Passing Algorithms & Belief Propagation theorems are termed “density evolution.” Since the belief

The message passing decoding algorithm is a distribuliér pagation algorithm performs extremely well under most

) . ifcumstances and is of great importance, sometimes the ter
algorithm such that each variable/check node has a pracessé)ensity evolution” is reserved for the corresponding gtiedl

which takes all incoming messages from its neighbors . : .
inputs, and outputs new messages back to all its neighboi;}fse.thOOI for belief propagation algorithms.

The algorithm can be completely specified by the variable
and check node message maps, and ¥., which may or
may not be stationary (i.e., the maps remain the same as timén what follows, we use the belief propagation algorithm as
evolves) or uniform (i.e., node-independent). The messalje illustrative example for our new iterative density extimin
passing algorithm can be executed sequentially or in garafflormula.
depending on the order of the activations of different node With the assumption of channel symmetry and the inherent
processors. Henceforth, we consider only parallel messaynmetry of the parity check equations in LDPC codes,
passing algorithms complying with thextrinsic principle the probability density of the messages in any symmetric
(adapted from turbo codes), i.e. the new message sendingn@ssage passing algorithm will be codeword independent, i.
nodei (or j) does not depend on the received message frdar different codewords, the densities of the messagesegass
the same nodé (or j) but depends only on other receivedliffer only in parities, but all of them are of the same shape
messages. [Lemma 1[13]].

A belief propagation algorithm is a message passing al-In the symbol-dependent setting, symmetry of the channel
gorithm whose variable and check node message maps @ not hold. Even though the belief propagation mappings
derived from Pearl's inference network [S]. Under the cyclgemain the same for asymmetric channels, the densitieseof th

free assumption on the inference network, belief propagati : . )
calculates the exact marginal posteriori probabilities, and Messages for different transmitted codewords are of difier

thus we obtain the optimal maximuenposterioriprobability shapes and the density for the all-zero codeword cannot
(MAP) decisions. Letm, denote the initial message fromrepresent the behavior when other codewords are trandgmitte
the variable nodes, anfin,} denote the messages from itsTo circumvent this problem, waveragethe density of the
neighbors excluding that from the destination node. Thgent

belief propagation algorithm with messages representigg t 3An implicit assumption will be revisited in Sectidi_VII}B.

IIl. DENSITY EVOLUTION: NEW ITERATIVE FORMULA
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. Xl(l ) denotes the set of all strings of leng (Z My
() X! 4 = {z1asws - satisfying the’J\/Ql )’ check node constraints iV},
x1wswe = 000,011,101,110} x! denotes any eIement d(l( (the subscript(i, y) |s
omitted if there is no amblgmty; The connection between
@ @ X, the valid codewords, anKl( ) the tree-satisfying
Fig. 2. llusirations of\2/ | andX!, | 1 =2. strings, will be clear in the followmg remark and in
Definition[1

o For any set of codewords (or string¥y, the average
operator(-)w is defined as:
messages over all valid codewords. However, directly ayera
ing over all codewords takeX'~—™ times more computations, (9(x)w = |W| Z
which ruins the efficiency of the iterative formula for degsi XEW
evolution. Henceforth, we provide a new iterative formula
for the codeword-averaged density evolution which incsas
the number of computations only by a constant factor; the ) 0
. . . ¢ lactor; th () = (PY)()
corresponding theoretical foundations are provided irs thi (4.7) (1.7) (x€X:x|;=x}

section and in Section]V. O /1
Play ()

« With a slight abuse of notation foP((Z.l)j) (z), we define

|
P
3

(@.9) (X)>{xex:w3.z =

A. Preliminaries
Namely, P())(:zr) and P(l) ( 1) denote the density av-

We consider the density of the message passed from variable eraged over all compatlf)le codewords with projections
node; to check node The probability density of this message beingz andx!, respectively.

is denoted byP l))( ) where the superscriptdenotes the-
th iteration and the appended argumgndenotes the actual
transmitted codeword. For exampl@( J)( ) is the density of
the initial messagen, from variable node to check nodej
assuming the all-zero codeword is transmitt&) 3)( )is the String x
density fromz to; in the second iteration, and so on. We alsoheck nodes out3|de\/21 may limit the projected space
denote byQ »(x) the density of the message from chec&quz to a strict subset oXl (i) For example, the second
node; to varla le node in the I-th iteration. row of Az = 0 in Fig. O implieszs = 0. Therefore two of
With the assumption that the corresponding graph is tregre four elements oKX, ,, in F|g [@ are invalid/impossible

like until depth2(l — 1) we define the fO||OWIng quan““es prO]eCuons ofx c X on N . Thus X|N2l is a proper
Fig. A illustrates these quantities for the code in Elg. Thwit . S
subset ofX(

= jj\7 ll agdl =2 h ik b f the arbmh — To capture th|s phenomenon, we introduce the notion of a
« N, denotes the tree-like subset of the gragh = perfectly prqected\fi{y

v, 5) with root edge(i, j) and dept2(l — 1), named as L : ol . .
the supporting tree. A formal definition isV?' s the Definition 1 (Perfectly Projected; ;)): The supporting
: tree V'7; 2 ',y is perfectly projected, if for any! € Xl

subgraph induced by’ () where

Remark: For any tree-satisfying string’ < Xl(”), there
may or may not be a codewoxdwith prOJect|0nx|Nzl = =x!,
since the codewora& must satisfyall check nodes, but the
! needs to satisfy onl* (”')’c constraints. Those

(4,9)"

V2= {v € Vid(v,i) =d(v,j) — 1€ [0,20-1)]}, (3) xeXixlya = xl}‘ 1 @
whered(v, i) is the shortest distance between nedand X ‘Xl”)‘
variable nodé. In other wordsN?' ., is the depth2(I—1)

That is, if we choos& € X equiprobablyx|sz will appear
uniformly among all elements ir' € Xl Thus by looking
only at the projections ONQZ i) it is as |f We are choosing'

nodei). ‘N?l. ‘ denotes the number of check nodes g X!, ., equiprobably and there are on‘wﬂ ‘ check
2l ¢ »7) (2,9)
N ) (check nodej is excluded by definition). node constralnts and no others.

. X = {x€{0,1}": Ax = 0} denotes the set of all The example in Figs[11 anfl 2 is obviously not perfectly
vaI|d codewords, and the information source selects eagfvjected.

codeword equiprobably fronX. Since the message emitted from noddo j in the I-
« x|i andx]|y= - are the projections of codeworde X th iteration depends only on the received S|gnals of the
on biti and on the variable nodes in the supporting tresupporting tree,y|,» , the codeword- depende[ﬂ >)( )
()’
NG ;)» respectively. actually depends oniy on the projectioy 2 , not on the
entire codewordk. That is

tree spanned from edgeg, j). Let NQZ )‘ denote the
number of variable nodes INQZ i) (|nclud|ng variable

4The calligraphicV in G = (V, £) denotes the set of all vertices, including
both variable nodes and check nodes. Namely, a node V can be a

! )
variable/check node. P((i,)])( ) = P((” (X|N(2ILJ> . (5)
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An immediate implication 017\/21 belng a perfect projection
and [3) is

(1) o O]
PO (@) = <P(i7j)(x>>{x€X:xli:I}
1 O]
> A
— (0.9)
|{X cX: X|z I}| {xeX:x|;=z} ’
1

Hx e X :x|; =z}
. ‘{XG X: X|N(21 =x',x!; :x}’

o Xde-1
{XLGXZ. o oxt ? )

_ (D) (1
B <P(l J)( )>{xl€Xl(i)j):xl|i:z} ' (6)

Because of these two useful properti€k, (5) &hd (6), through
this subsection we assume thl is perfectly projected.

Fig. 3. lllustrations of various quantities used in Secfiih

By @), @), and the independence among the input messages,

21
The convergencedf/ ﬁlt;)aperfect projection in probability the classical density evolution for belief propagationoalg
is dealt with in Sectio We will have all the preliminasie rithms (Eq. (9) in [23]) is as follows

necessary for deriving the new density evolution afteromntr

ducing the following self-explanatory lemma. dy 1
Wing . : PO (x) = ® QY (10)
Lemma 1 (Linearity of Density Transformatiorfjor any (i0,70) Lo Jo) (ige» o) (X
random variabled with distribution P4, if g : A — g(A) do1
is_ m_eas_urable, theB = g¢(A) is a random variable with Qﬁifi,m@) — 1! (@ F<P((iljfvly)ji C)(x)>>7 (11)
distribution P = T,(P4) := P4 o g~'. Furthermore, the o ve1 e

density transformatiof, is linear. I.e. ifPB =Ty(Pa) and yhere ¢ denotes the convolution operator on probability

@B = Ty(Qa), then O‘PB +(1-a)@p = (O‘PA +( - density functions, which can be implemented efficientlyngsi
@)Qa), Ya € [0,1]. the Fourier transforml’ := T, is the density transformation

functional based on, defined inLemmalL Fig.3 illustrates
B. New Formula many helpful quantities used iif10[L]11), and throughbist t

In the [-th iteration, the probability of sending an incorrectection.

message (averaged over all possible codewords) from Variab iacti i
noded, to check nodei is By @), (I0), and the perfect projection assumption, we have

dy—1
1 o (0) (1-1) 1y
e (iodo) = m( [ Ao Pl ®) =Pyl @ ( @ Q100 |- @2
{xeX:x|;,=0} m=-—o0
’ Further simplification can be made such that
dm))

p® )(:17)

(

) O] ! >

_ 1 po P (x

= 5(/m . (10]0) 0)(dm) (ZOJO)( ) {xtixt|;, =2}

dy—1
® (b) (1-1) x!)
/ P(zo Jo) dm)) ’ Q) < (107.70) <® Q(Jvo mlo) ) >
{xt:x!|jy=x}

Motivated by [T), we con(c)entrate on fng?ing an iterative for- 41
. (1 1 S
mula for the density paIP(Z.O_’jO)(O) andP(iO_’jo)(l). Through- © m JO) <® Q(l 1) x}) >
{xtoxt i =x}

)
+ Z / P(Zo Jo)

{xeX:x|; =1}

HE
P

—~

out this section, we also assumh%lo_jo) is tree-like (cycle- (Jig,esio)
free) and perfectly projected. ' g1
Let 1, denote the indicator function. By an auxiliary (<) pO < (1-1) I
X = e ® )
function y(m): (i0,50) (z) g <Q(Ji0,6=“’)(x )>{xl:xl|i0:m}
m ®(dv71)
y(m) = (lim<o ,lncoth‘—‘ ; (8) QRN (1-1) !
( (=0 2 ) N P(if"rj“)(x) © <Q(ji0,1=i0)(x )>{xl:xl|m—m} 7
and letting the domain of the first coordinate ofm) be (13)

GF(2), Eq. 2) for¥. can be written as
do1 where (a) follows from[{6), (b) follows from[{12), and (c)
U (my, - ma,_1) = 4 Z ymy) | . (9) follows from the linearity of'con\(olutions. The fact thateth
sub-trees generated by eddgs ., io) are completely disjoint

v=1
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implies that, by the perfect projection assumption/‘(ﬁ(ﬁl0 o) . . . .
the distributions of strings on different sub-trees areepeh- By (13), (I4), and dropping the subscripts dulrlng the dgnsit
dent. As a result, the average of the convolutional produd¥olution, a new density evolution formula fér!) (z), Vo =

(over these strings) equals the convolution of the averagéd IS as follows.

distributions, yielding (d). Finally (e) follows from theadt W 0 (-1 ®(dy—1)
that the distributions of messages from different subtes ~ © (%) = (@)@ (Q (w))
identical according to the perfect projection assumption. ) » 1 de—1 o
To simplify <QE;;3J‘0)(XZ) T L need to define @ (@) = I | 55— ];(”) g r (P (wv)> :

some new notation. We uge to represeny;, 1 for simplicity.

Denote by{]\/w—l) the collection of alld. — 1

} With the help of the linearity of distribution transformaris
(t31,0000) Syt d.—1]

and convolutions, the above can be further simplified and the

subtrees rooted &t;, ,, 1), v € [1,d.— 1], and byxl(;1 " desired efficient iterative formulae become:
J1,V _
the strings compatible M/'(ngll_vlzl) We can then consider PO@) = PO@) e (Q”*”(x)>®(d“ Y
do1 - B PU=1)(0) + PU-1(1) ®(dec—1)
(1—-1) _ 1
Xl(:c)—{(:m,"',ardcl): (Z a:v>+a:—0} @ = T ((F< 2
v=1 7 7 ®(de—1)
containing the strings satisfying parity check constraint H(=1)" (F (P(l D (0) - pU 1)(1)>> ) .
givenzx;, = z, and 2
-1
X (@, wd 1) The above formula can be easily generalized to the irregular
., -1 -1 . code ensemble8™ (), p):
o {(X(ijlylﬂ'l)’ o ’X(ijl,dc—lvjl)) ’ ()
i =210 PO = PO@er(Q V@)
- -
xl(i_ji,dcfl,jl)lijl)dcfl = xdc—l} Q(l—l)(m) _ F71 (p (F (P( 1)(0) ;‘P( 1)(1)))
is the collection of the concatenations of substrings, ifctvh . PU=D(0) — pU-1(1)
the leading symbols of the substrings &re, - - - , z4._1). All +(=1)%p (F ( 3 ))) ;
these quantities are illustrated in Hg. 3. (15)

Note the following two properties: (i) For any, the

messagen, from variablei;, , to check nodg, depends only ypich has the same complexity as the classical density evolu
onx -,y and (i) With the leading symbolse, }vef1,a.-1)  tion for symmetric channels.
fixed and the perfect projection assumption, the projectionremark:The above derivation relies heavily on the perfect

on the Strings{xl(;jiu,jl) - are independent, andprojection assumption, which guarantees that uniformigrav
R ve[l,de— . . . . . . .
thus the averaged convolution of densities is equal to tRging over all codewords is equivalent to uniformly avenagi

convolution of the averaged densities. By repeatedly apgly over the tree-satisfying strings. Since the tree-satigfgirings

Lemmélland the above two properties, we have are well-structured and symmetric, we are on solid ground
< (-1 (Xz)> to move the average inside the classical density evolution
(Jig,1-%0) {xbixl |5, =2} formula.
c—1
_(r ® r <P<(¢l,.71)j. )(Xl))
et Joritone (il |y =a) IV. DENSITY EVOLUTION: FUNDAMENTAL THEOREMS
x|y =

(s _ _ As stated in Sectiofdll, the tree-like until dep2hand the
(" @r (P, &G ) - . = U
- 4 (ij,0:d3g,e) N (dj1,0571) prefect projection assumptions are critical in our analyEhe
v= Loyl — . o
etdtlig=a} use of codeword ensembles rather than fixed codes fadilitate

. 1 the analysis but its relationship to fixed codes needs to be
=T 9d.—2 Z explored. We restate two necessary theorems from [13], and
x1EX() give a novel perfect projection convergence theorem, which
de ! (-1) 1 is essential to our new density evolution method. With these

@ r (P@j,uu‘io,c)(x%,wh))) K1) theorems, a concrete theoretical foundation will be eistaéd.

Theorem 1 (Convergence to the Cycle-Free Case, [13]):
_r-t 1 Z @1 Fix I, ig, and jo. For any (d,,d.), there exists a constant
- 2dc—2 a > 0, such that for all» € N, the code ensembl&”(d,, d.)

lex!(z) v=1 .
Xt satisfies

F( P((il,.il’)" )(xl(;jl val)) i )) . B 2l
< j,v:dig,c 1,v0J >X (x1) p (N2l is CyCIe-fre% 2 1—a ({(dv 1)(dc 1)} ) )

de—1 (i07j0) n

=1 (% > ®r(Pé-’j;,zm,c)(wv))) (14)

xleX1(z) v=1

where/\/f.l o) is the support tree as defined By (3).

20,J
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Theorem 2 (Convergence to Perfect Projection in Prob.): Proof: We note that% is bounded between 0 and 1.
Fix 1,i9, and jo. For any regular, bipartite, equiprobablBy observing that

graph ensemblé”(d,, d.), we have VA . _
(nTlU) {N(y.jo) is cycle-free and perfectly projectpd

P (N(Qii,jo) is perfectly projecte}i =1- 0. B ( 7 )

— \ ndy

Z L .
< (n 1 1) 1{/\/50%) is cycle-free and perfectly projectgd

Remark:The above two theorems focus only on the prop- 1

erties of equiprobable regular bipartite graph ensemialed,
are independent of the channel type of interest. and usingTheoremd]land we havelim,,, E {nZTU} =

Theorem 3 (Concentration to the Expectation, [13With () ;, ) Then byCorollary [ the proof is complete. m

fixed transmitted codewordt, let Z denote the number of The proof of Theoren2will be included in APPENDIXI]
wrong messages (those’s such thatm(—1)* < 0). There

exists a constant > 0 such that for any > 0, over the code V. MONOTONICITY, SYMMETRY, & STABILITY

ensembleC” (d,, d.) and the channel realizatioys we have  |n this section, we prove the monotonicity, symmetry,
and stability of our codeword-averaged density evolution

p (‘ Z —E{Z} ’ - E) < 9p—Ben (16) method on belief propagation algorithms. Since the coddwor
nd, 2)~ ' averaged density evolution reduces to the traditional omenw

the channel of interest is symmetric, the following theosem

Furthermore,3 is independent offy,(y[x), and thus is also reduce to those (in [23] and [13]) for symmetric chasnel

independent ok. o

Theorem[Bcan easily be generalized to symbol-dependeftt Monotonicity

channels in the following corollary. Proposition 1 (Monotonicity with Respect tp Let pél)

Corollary 1: Over the equiprobable codebodk, the code denote the bit error probability of the codeword-averaged
holds. eN.
Proof: Since the constant in TheoreniBis indepen- Proof: We first note that the codeword-averaged approach
equiprobable codeboak, the inequality still holds. That is, MaPPer with the observation channels, and the larger tiee tre
structure is, the more observation/information the deaisi
Z —-E{Z Z —-E{Z
P (’%‘ > g) = Ex {P (’%‘ > g coder for the tree structure of interest, the larger the isee
ey ey the smaller the error probability will be. The proof is thus
Proposition 2 (Monotonicity w.r.t. Degraded Channels):
m Let f(y|z) andg(y|x) denote two different channel models,
. . o (1)
foundation of our codeword-averaged density evolution. ' "€ corresp.ondlng decoding error probabilitie; ,{'l)andpa-)q’
Theorem 4 (Validity of Codeword-Averaged DE): are defined in[{7). Then for any fixddwe havep,; < pec.g.
¢™(dy,d.) with fixed I, i, and jo. pgz)(io jo) is derived codeword-averaged approach is a concatenation of a bit-to-
from (@) and the codeword-averaged density evolution aft8fduence random mapper with the observation channels, this

ensemble C*(d,,d.), and channel realizationg, (@) still ;jensity evolution defined ifX7). Thest'™" < p), for all
dent of the transmitted codewosd after averaging over the €N b€ viewed as concatenating a bit-to-sequence random
)} maker has. Since the BP decoder is the optimal MAP de-

X
< Ex {26*562"} =271 complete. [ ]
Now we have all the prerequisite of proving the theoreticSHC" thatg(y|x) is degraded with respect to (w.r.tf)y|z).
Consider any regular, bipartite, equiprobable graph ebsm ~ Proof: By taking the same point of view that the

I iterations. The probability over equiprobable codebaok theorem can be easily proved by the channel degradation

the code ensemblé™(d,,d.), and the channel realizations2rgument. n
y, satisfies
B. Symmetry
Z Y o) We will now show that even though the evolved density
P < nd, Pe (i0, jo) | > €> =e , Ve > 0. is derived from non-symmetric channels, there are still som

symmetry properties inherent in the symmetric structure of
belief propagation algorithms. We define the symmetric dis-
5The only valid codeword foall code instances of the ensemble is the alliribution pair as follows.

zero codeword. Therefore, a fixed bit string is in generalanedlid codeword Definition 2 (Symmetric Distribution Pairs)Two
for most instances of the code ensemble, which hampers #ragiug over

the code ensemble. This, however, can be circumvented byottwwving Probability measures? and Q are a symmetric pair if
construction. We first use Gaussian elimination to index ¢belewords, for any integrable functiork, we have

1,---,2"E for any code instance in the code ensemble. And we then fix the

index instead of the codeword. The statements and the pfodheoreni3 o —mp(_

hold verbatim after this slight modification. /h(m)dP(m) - f ¢ h( m)dQ(m).
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A distribution Py is self-symmetridf (P, Py) is a symmetric
pair.
Proposition 3: Let I(m) :=

functions from the codeword-averaged density evolutidren
P®(0) andPW (1) o I~! are a symmetric pair for all € N.
Remark:In the symmetric channel cas()(0) and P()(1)
differ only in parity Lemma 1 [13]). Thus, PO (0) =
PO (1) o It is self-symmetric Theorem 3n [23]].

—m be a parity reversing func-
tion, and letP® (0) and P()(1) denote the resulting density

« 208 < (cBPWY < 24/pP (1 — p). This justifies the

use of (CBPW®) as our performance measure.
Thus, we considetCBP"), the Chernoff bound op".

With the regularity assumption tha, e*™(P(©)(dm) < oo

for all s in some neighborhood of zero, we state the necessary
and sulfficient stability conditions as follows.

Theorem 5 (Sufficient Stability Condition)et
(CBPO) Jr e ™/2(P©))(dm). Suppose

rooi=

Proof: We note that by the equiprobable codewordzr (1)r <1, and lete" be the smallest strictly positive root

distribution and the perfect projection assumptig¥) (0) and
P®(1) act on the random variable, given by

L Pl =0ly") P(y'lz = 0)
P(z = 1[y") P(y'lr =1)’

m =

where y! is the received signal on the subs&t? and P
is the distribution over channel realizations and equipbi®
codewords. Then by a change of measure,

= / e™h(m)PW (1) (dm) (17)
This completes the proof. ]
Corollary 2:
<P(l)> — P(l)(o) +P(l)(1) OI_I

2

is self-symmetric for all, i.e. ((PW), (P1)) is a symmetric
pair.

C. Stability
Rather than looking only at the error probabiljiy) of the

evolved densities?® (0) and P()(1), we also focus on its

Chernoff bound,
oBPO(z) = / e~ S5 PO (1) (dm).

By letting h(m) = e~ % and by [I¥), we have’BP"(0) =
CBP®(1). The averagedCBPWY) then becomes

(CcBPW) % (CBP(”(O) + CBP(l)(l))
cBPY(0) = cBPY (1)

/ e (PO (dm).

(18)

We state three properties which can easily be derived fram th
self-symmetry of(P(). Proofs can be found in [31], [23],

and [30].
e (OBPW) =ming [ e~ (PV)(dm).
« The density ofe=™/2(PW)(dm) is symmetric with re-
spect tom = 0.

of the following equation.

Ap' (1)e)r =e.

If for somely, <CBp(lo)> < ¢ then
/ l .
(cBP®Y = O ((A2p'(1)r) l) ff A2 >0 |
O (e—O((kr-1) )) if Ay = 0

where k), = min{k : A\x > 0}. In both casesA, = 0 and
A2 >0, lim;_,o (CBPW) = 0.

Corollary 3: For any noise distributiorf (y|z) with Bhat-
tacharyya noise parameter := (CBP(), if there is no
e € (0,7) such that

AP’ (1)e)r =,

thenC (), p) will have arbitrarily small bit error rate astends
to infinity. The corresponding can serve as an inner bound of
the achievable region for general non-symmetric memosyles
channels. Further discussion of finite dimensional bounds o
the achievable region can be found in [30].

Theorem 6 (Necessary Stability Conditior)et
r = (CBPO). If Ayp/(1)r > 1, thenlimy_,o, pt” > 0.

« Remark 1:(CBP(®) is the Bhattacharyya noise pa-
rameter and is related to the cutoff rai® by Ry =
1—log, (14 (CBP©)). Further discussion oiC BP())
for turbo-like and LDPC codes can be found in [25], [31],
[30].

o Remark 2:The stability results are first stated in [23]
without the convergence rate statement and the stability
regione*. Since we focus on general asymmetric channels
(with symmetric channels as a special case), our conver-
gence rate and stability regiei results also apply to the
symmetric channel case. Benefitting from considering its
Chernoff version, we will provide a simple proof, which
did not appear in [23].

o Remark 3:¢* can be used as a stopping criterion for the
iterations of the density evolution. Moreovet, is lower
boynded byW%, which is a computationally
efficient substitute foe*.

Proof of Theorenf]5: We define the Chernoff bound
of the density of the messages emitting from check nodes,

CBQW(z), in a fashion similar taC BPY (z):

(=1D)%m
- ==

CBQY(z) := /e QW (z)(dm).
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First consider the case in whiech = 3. We then have Proof of Theorerfil6:We prove this result by the erasure
1+ tanh 7 tanh 72 decomposition technique used in [23].
U.(mi,m2) = In 2 = The erasure decomposition lemma in [23] states that, for any
1 — tanh 5t tanh %2

s s lo > 0, and any symmetric channglwith log likelihood ratio
T distribution P(0), there exists a BEQ with log likelihood
et + em? ratio distributionB (o) such thatf is physically degraded with
To simplify the analysis, we assume the all-zero codewordspect tag. Furthermore B() is of the following form:
is transmitted and then generalize the results to non-zero (o) _
codewords. Suppose the distributions of, and m, are B = 2ed0 + (1 — 2€)dcc,

P{"(0) and P"(0), respectively. The”BQ(")(0) becomes  for all ¢ < p{"*), wheres, is the Dirac-delta measure centered
CcBQW(0) at z. It can be easily shown that this erasure decomposition
( ) lemma holds even wherfi corresponds to a non-symmetric
/ =232 p) (0) (dmy ) x PV (0)(dims) channel with LLR distributions{ P (z)},—o, and p{®
computed from[{7).

em 4 em2 l g3 (to) .— pBo) (lo) —
/ je - Tre — ) )(dmy) x Pz()( 0)(dms) (\l/\/)e Czirl ther_l z_;155|g_rB 0 (O)_. : B_ 0 andB o)(1) :
emiem2 + 1 B\") o [~1 to distinguish the distributions for different trans-

/\/WPl(”(O)(dmﬂ % PQ( )(O)(dmg) mitted symbolsz. (

Supposerip’(1) > 1 andlim;_; o pel) = 0. Then for any

(lo) . . .
Ve + em PO Y (dmy) x PO (0)(dm e > 0, Jlp > 0, such thap:*’ < e. For simplicity, we assume
/ 1 (0)(dm) 2 (0)(dms) pgl") = ¢. The physically better BEC is described as above.

= c¢BP(0)+cBPY(0), (19) If during the iteration proceduré&flL5), we replace the dgnsi

Po)(z) with B(o)(z), then the resulting density will be
where the last inequality follows from the fact thét, 5 >

0,v/a+ B < y/a + +/B. Since any check node witlf. > 3 Py (0)
can be viewed as the concatenation of many check nodes with Al 1(0) O
d, = 3, by induction and by assuming the all-zero codeword —  >¢ (A2p'(1)) e (<P >)
is transmitted, we have 4 (1 9 (/\Qp,(l))m) 5o + O(2)
CBQY(0) < (d. — 1)CBPY(0). (20)  plloan
Since CBPW(0) = CcBP®Y(1) as in [IB), the averaging 1AL 5(0) On - —1)2AED
! = 2e(Xp'(1 PY(1 P I
over all possible codewords does not charigé (20). By further €(zp(1)) e (< o )
incorporating the check node degree polynomialve have + (1 — 9% (/\Qp/(l))Al) 5o+ O(e?),
1) )
vz € {0,1}, CBQY(z) < Zpk(k -1 <OBP( > and the averaged error pI’ObabIM})/OJFAl is
k
= F(W)(CBPY). Satan /0 PR 4 P
e,B T
By (@H) and the fact that the moment generating function - 2 0
of the convolution equals the product of individual moment = 0@+ 26()\2pl(1))Al/ d (<P(0)>)®Al.
generating functions, we have o
(22)

k—1
cBpUHY = CBpPO Ak (CBQWY
(@) (x)zk: k( @ (x)) By the fact thatr = (CBP©) is the Chernoff bound

on f d(P©), the regularlty condition and the Chernoff
theorem for an)ﬁ > 0, there exists a large enougki such

IN

CBPO @) (o (1)(CBPD)),

which is equivalent to that
0 0 ) A Al

(CBPUYY < (CBPO)A (p’(l)(CBP(l)>) . (21) / d (<P >) > (r— )2
The sufficient stability theorem follows immediately froffll), With a small enough’, we haveXsp/(1)(r — ¢') > 1. Thus
the iterative upper bound formula. B with large enoughAl, we have
Remark:@J)) is a one-dimensional iterative bound for general (lo+A0) 5
asymmetric memoryless channels. In [30], this iterativpaip > O(€7) + 2¢.
bound will be further strengthened to: With small enough or equivalently large enougl, we have

(CBPIY) < (CBPOM(1-p(1-(cBPD))), PS> O(P) +2e > e = pllo).

which is tight for BECs and holds for asymmetric channels ddowever, by the monotonicity with respect to physically de-

well. graded channels we havg®* 4! > pglgA” > pd*) which
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contradicts the monotonicity qu) with respect tol. From 1/2 are extensively simulated, including regul@ 6) codes,

the above reasoning, if\2p(1) > 1, thenlim,_,o, p’ > 0, regular(4,8) codes, 12A codes, 12B codes, and 12C codes,
which completes the proof. m Wwhere

Remark: From the sufficient stability condition, for those « 12A:12Ais a ratet/2 code ensemble found by Richard-
codes withA, > 0, the convergence rate is exponential in  son, et al. in [23], which is the best known degree
I, i.e. BER = O ((rAzp'(1))"). However the number of bits distribution optimized for the symmetric BIAWGNC,

involved in the A2 tree isO (((d, — 1)(d. — 1))'), which having maximum degree constraintsxd, < 12 and
is usually much faster than the reciprocal of the decrease ra  Maxde < 9. Its degree distributions are
of BER = O ((rA2p'(1))"). As a result, we conjecture that Az) = 0.24426z + 0.2590722 + 00105423

the average performance of the code ensemble wjth> 0

4 7 9
will have badblock error probabilities. This is confirmed in +0.05510z" +0.014352" + 0.012752

Fig.H(b) and theoretically proved for the BEC in [32]. The +0.40373z ",
converse is stated and proved in the following corollary. plzr) = 0.254752° 4 0.734382" 4 0.0108725.
. l
Corollary 4: Let E{Z,(B)} denote the block error proba- | 158- 12B is a rate-/2 code ensemble obtained by
bility of codeword lengthn after [ iterations of the belief minimizing the hitting time ofe* in z-channels, through

propagation algorithm, which is averaged over equiproba- jl-climbing and linear programming techniques. The
ble codewords, channel realizations, and the code ensemble maximum degree constraints are alsmxd, < 12
C"(A,p). If A2 = 0 and [, satisfyinglnlnn = o(l,) and and maxd. < 9. The differences between 12A and
ln = o(Inn), 12B are (1) 12B is optimized for the z-channels with
fim Ed 720V _ g our codeword-averaged density evolution, and 12A is
i et { B } RS ) optimized for the symmetric BIAWGNC. (2) 12B is op-
Proof: This result can be proven directly by the cycle-  timized with respect to the hitting time ef (depending

free convergence theorem, the super-exponebttatonver- on (), p)) rather than a fixed small threshold. The degree
gence rate with respect fp and the union bound. | distributions of 12B are
A similar observation is also made and proved in [25], in
which it is shown that the interleaving gain exponent of the A(z) = 0.236809z + 0.3095902% + 0.032789a
block error rate is-.J + 2, where.J is the number of parallel +0.007116x* + 0.0000012° 4 0.413695x1*,

constituent codes. The variable node degfgés the number p(z) = 0.0000152° + 0.4648542° + 0.50248527

of parity check equations (parity check sub-codes) in which s

variable bit participates. In a sense, an LDPC code is simila +0.0326472"

to d, parity check codes interleaved together. With = 2, « 12C: 12C a ratd-/2 code ensemble similar to 12B, but
good interleaving gain for the block error probability istno with Ao being hard-wired td, which is suggested by the

expected. convergence rate in the sufficient stability condition. The
degree distributions of 12C are
VI. SIMULATIONS AND DISCUSSION Mz) = 0.86193922 + 0.000818z° + 0.000818z"
It is worth noting that for non-symmetric channels, differ- +0.0008182° + 0.000818z° + 0.000818z7

ent codewords will have different error-resisting capitbs.

8 9 10
In this section, we consider the averaged performance. We +0.00021827 + 007789827 + 0.055843z

11
can obtain codeword-independent performance by adding a +0.000013z",
random number to the information message before encoding p(z) = 0.000814z" + 0.5605942° 4 0.1927712°
and then subtracting it after decoding. This approach, kiewye 10.14520727 + 0.1006132°.

introduces higher computational cost. . ) ) )
Four different channels are considered, including the BEC,

] ) ] BSC, z-channel, and BIAWGNC. Z-channels are simulated

A. Simulation Settings by binary non-symmetric channels with very smajl (¢, =

With the help of the sufficient condition of the stability0.00001) and different values ot;. TABLE [l summarizes
theorem Theorenilp, we can use* to set a stopping criterion the thresholds with precisioh0—*. Thresholds are not only
for the iterations of the density evolution. We use the 8-bitresented by their conventional channel parameters, bot al
quantized density evolution method witk-15, 15) being the by their Bhattacharyya noise parameters (Chernoff bounds)
domain of the LLR messages. We will determine the largeShe column “stability” lists the maximum := (CBP©)
thresholds such that the evolved Chernoff boyaBP(") such thatrl,p/(1) < 1, which is an upper bound on the
hits ¢* within 100 iterations, i.e{CBP(%)) < ¢*. Better (CBP() values of decodable channels. Further discussion
performance can be achieved by using more iterations, whidf the relationship betweedCBP(®) and the decodable
however, is of less practical interest. For example, the- 50@ireshold can be found in [30].
iteration threshold of our best code for z-channels, 12B From TABLEI[l, we observe that 12A outperforms 12B in
(described below), is 0.2785, compared to the 100-itematiGaussian channels (for which 12A is optimized), but 12B
threshold 0.2731. Five different code ensembles with rate superior in z-channels for which it is optimized. The
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Codes BEC BSC Z-channels BIAWGNC Stability

€ (CBP) € (CBP) €1 (CBP) o (CBP) (CBP)
€19) 04294 04204 00837 05539 02305 04828 08790 3652 -
4.8) 0.3834 03834 00764 05313 01997 04497 0.8360 90.48  —

12A 0.4682 04682 00937 05828 02710 05233 09384 0.5668 0.6060

128 04753 04753 00939 05834 02731 05253 09362 0.56530.6247
12¢ 0.4354 04354 00862 05613 02356 04881 0.8878 05303 —
Sym. Info. Rate  0.5000 05000 0.1100 0.6258 0.2932 0.54150780. 0.5933 -
Capacity 05000 0.5000 0.1100 0.6258 0.3035 05509 0.97875938 -

TABLE |
THRESHOLDS OF DIFFERENT CODES AND CHANNELSNITH PREC|S|ON1074.
0.3 ‘ : ‘ ‘ ‘ 1 sponding parity matrixA, use Gaussian elimination to find

—— Capacity
\ — — Symmetric Information Rate

0.25p

— - (3,6) Code
11 (4,8) Code
12A

- = 12B

— 12C

the generator matrixG, and transmit different codewords
by encoding equiprobably selected information messages.
Belief propagation decoding is used witl) iterations for

each codeword. 10,000 codewords are transmitted, and the
overall bit/block error rates versus different are plotted
for different code ensembles and codeword lengths. Our new
density evolution predicts the waterfall region quite aately
when the bit error rates are of primary interest. Though
there are still gaps between the performance of finite codes
and our asymptotic thresholds, the performance gaps betwee
different finite length codes are very well predicted by the
differences between their asymptotic thresholds. From the
above observations and the underpinning theorems, we see
that our new density evolution is a successful generatimati
of the traditional one from both practical and theoreticahps
of view.
Fig.H(b) exhibits the block error rate of the same 10,000-
€o1 codeword simulation. The conjecture of bad block error prob
bilities for Ay > 0 codes is confirmed. Besides the conjectured
Fig. 4.  Asymptotic thresholds and the achievable regiondiférent codes had plock error probabilities, FigEl 5(a) afid 5(b) also ssg
in binary asymmetric channels. . .
that codes with\; = 0 will have a better error floor compared
to those withA; > 0, which can be partly explained by the

) _ _ ) comparatively slow convergence speed stated in the surficie
above behavior promises room for improvement with cod@gapility condition for\, > 0 codes. 12C is so far the best

optimized for different channels, as was also shown in [14]eqde we have fon, = 0. However, its threshold is not as
Fig.[d demonstrates the asymptotic thresholds of thesescogeod as those of 12A and 12B. If good block error rate and
in binary asymmetric channels (BASCs) with the curves @w error floor are our major concerns, 12C (or other codes
12A and 12B being very close together. It is seen that 12Bth \, = 0) can still be competitive choices. Recent results
is slightly better wheneg,e; — 0 or ep ~ €. We notice in [36] shows that the error floor for codes with > 0 can be
that all the achievable regions of these codes are boundeflered by carefully arranging the degree two variable sode
by the symmetric mutual information rate (with(&/2,1/2) in the corresponding graph while keeping a similar watérfal
a priori distribution), which was also suggested in [16]. Thehreshold.
difference between the symmetric mutual information rate a Figs. [B(a) andd6(b) illustrate the bit error rates versus
the capacity for non-symmetric channels is generally inttis different BASC settings with 2,000 transmitted codewords.
guishable from the practical point of view. For example, i®ur computed density evolution threshold is again highly
[33], it was shown that the ratio between the symmetric mutugorrelated with the performance of finite length codes for
information rate and the capacity is lower bounded®$# ~ different asymmetric channel settings.
0.942. [34] further proved that the absolute difference is upper We close this section by highlighting two applications of
bounded by0.011 bit/sym. Further discussion of capacityour results.
achieving codes with non-uniforra priori distributions can 1) Error Floor Analysis: “The error floor” is a characteristi
be found in [35] and [29]. of iterative decoding algorithms, which is of practical
Figs. b(a) andd5(b) consider several fixed finite codes importance and may not be able to be determined solely
in z-channels. We arbitrarily select graphs from the code by simulations. More analytical tools are needed to find
ensemble with codeword lengths =1,000 andn =10,000. error floors for corresponding codes. Our convergence
Then, with these graphs (codes) fixed, we find the corre- rate statements in the sufficient stability condition may
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for the simulations.

shed some light on finding codes with low error floors.

2) Capacity-Approaching Codes for

General

Standard Channels: Variowgry goodcodes (capacity-

approaching) are known for
but very good codes for

Non-

standard channels,
non-standard channels

are not yet known. It is well known that one can
construct capacity-approaching codes by incorporaling|| - FyrrHER IMPLICATIONS OF GENERALIZED DENSITY

symmetric-information-rate-approaching

linear

codes

Kav€ic et al. in [16] using the coset codes approach.
It will be of great help if a unified framework for
non-symmetric channels with memory can be found by
incorporating both coset codes and codeword averaging
approaches.

with the symbol mapper and demapper as an inner o )
code [29], [35], [37]. Understanding density evolutiof: Typicality of Linear LDPC Codes

EVOLUTION

for general memoryless channels allows us to constructOne reason that non-symmetric channels are often over-
such symmetric-information-rate-approaching codésoked is we can always transform a non-symmetric channel
(for non-symmetric memoryless channels), and thus ieto a symmetric channel. Depending on different points of
find capacity-approaching codes after concatenating thiew, this channel-symmetrizing technique is termed theeto

inner symbol mapper and demapper. It is worth notingpde argument [16] or dithering/the i.i.d. channel adapter
that intersymbol interference channels are dealt with §g1], as illustrated in Figsd7(c) arid 7(b). Our generalized
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(c) Coset Code Ensemble versus Non-symmetric Channels

Fig. 7. Comparison of the approaches based on codewordgavgrand the coset code ensemble.

density evolution provides a simple way to directly analyze

Regular (3,4) Code on Z-channel w. pe:(0.00001, 0.4540)
T

the linear LDPC code ensemble on non-symmetric channel e e L]
as in Fig[¥(a). \
. - " wl T e
As shown inTheorem§land8, the necessary and sufficient —

stability conditions of linear LDPC codes for non-symmetri \
channels, Fig[d7(a), are identical to those of the coset coc \
ensemble, Fidd7(c). Monte Carlo simulations based on finite 10
length codes:{ = 10%) [21] further show that the codeword-

averaged performance in Fi@. 7(a) is nearly idenfi¢al the = P, (symmetrized ch)

. -3 = = = CBP (symmetrized Ch)
performance of Fid7(c) when the same encoder/decoder ps¢ 07 p,(x=0) 1
is used. The above two facts suggest a close relationsh Po(x=1)
between linear codes and the coset code ensemble, and _;aCsB;anreshmd
was conjectured in [21] that the scheme in Hiy. 7(a) shoul 07 o o oo o w00
always have the same/similar performance as those iltestra Number of Iterations

by Fig.[d(c). This short subsection is devoted to the questio

whether the systems in FigEl 7(a) aild 7(c) are equivaldii 8. Density evolution for z-channels with the linear ecghsemble and
in terms of performance. In sum, the performance of tH{ge coset code ensemble.

linear code ensemble is very unlikely to be identical to that

of the coset code ensemble. However, when the minimum

demin == {k € N : p. > 0} is sufficiently large, we form:
can prove that their performance discrepancy is theoltbtica
indistinguishable. In practice, the discrepancy d@y,i, > 6 pél) () = p 0 )@ A ( )
is < 0.05%. v
a-1) Py, ” Fiy (1)
Let P (0) := PO(0) and P{).(1) == PO(1) o 170 Qap. (@) = pT
denote the two evolved densmes witeigned parity and (z 1 (l 1
similarly defineQ{), (0) = Q)(0) and@{), (1) = QV(1)o +(=1p (T O~ Fep ()
I, Our main result in[{1I5) can be rewritten in the following 2 '
(23)
Let pg%inmr denote the corresponding bit error probability

of the linear codes aftet iterations. For comparison, the
6That is, it is within the precision of the Monte Carlo simigat traditional formula of density evolution for the symmetik
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TABLE Il
THRESHOLD COMPARISONp}_, j OF LINEAR AND COSETLDPC CODES ON
Z-CHANNELS

Namely, the asymptotic decodable thresholds of the linear
and the coset code ensemble are arbitrarily close when the
minimum check node degrek ,,.;,, is sufficiently large.

W) @2, 25 @2, 2) Similar corollaries can be constructed for other channel
Linear 0.4540 0.2305 models with different types of noise parameters, e.g.,¢the
Coset 0.4527 0.2304

in the composite BIAWGNC. A proof o€orollary[His found
in APPENDIXII

o) | (22,0522 +0.52°) | (22,0.52% + 0.527) Proof of. Theoren_[]?: Since the functionals !rﬂ].ZS). and
Linear 0.5888 0.2689 @234) are continuous with respect to convergence in digichy
Coset 0.5908 0.2690 we need only to show thatl € N,

i (-g) 2
i Q5,7 (0)

lim QYD (1)
channel (the coset code ensemble) is as follows: A=oo

PGV 0) + PGV ()
l 0 -1 D -1 a.p. a.p.
Pc(o?set = Pc(ozet @A (ngset)) =T (p (F ( 2

-1y _ p-1 (-1 (1-1) (1-1)
Qcoset r (p (F (Pcoset ))) ) (24) _ a.p. (O) —; Qa.p. (1)’ (25)
(0 xr . .
where P, = Zz=0a1 Pen () “gimilarly, let P denote
the corresponding bit error probability. where 2 denotes convergence in distribution. Then by in-

It is clear from the above formulae that when the channelctively applying this weak convergence argument, for any
of interest is symmetric, namel{5) (0) = P{3.(1), then poundedi, lima e (PO) 2 PY _in distribution for all
P, = P (0) = P{) (1) for all I € N. However, for non- | < {,. Without loss of generality,we may assumea = z2
symmetric channels, since the variable node iteration#@# and prove the weak convergence of distributions on the domai
convolution of several densities given the samealue, the

difference betwee®!'," (0) andQ{', > (1) will be amplified Hm) = (1 {m<0},1ncoth‘@’)
after each variable node iteration. Hence it is very unjikel B 2 7
that the decodable thresholds of linear codes and cosetscode = (7,72) € GF(2) x RY,

will be analytically identical, namely
©) —

lli)r{.lo Petinear =

o on which the check node iteration becomes
0.

l p—
e,coset —

0 <= llim P,
. e . Yout,A = Yin,1 + Yin,2 +---+ Yin,A-

Fig.[@ demonstrates the traces of the evolved densitiedéor t

regular (3,4) code on z-channels. With the one-way crossoyeit P denote the density of;,(1m) given that the distribu-

pl’ObabI|Ity be'ng 04540, the genera“zed denSIty eVOmer tion of m is Pélgl)(o) and let P{ S|m||ar|y Correspond to

linear codes is able to converge within 179 iterations, evtiike P(l;”(l). Similarly let @} o and @ 5 denote the output

coset code ensemble shows no convergence within 500 iterﬂéﬂibutions OMYour.a When the check node degreedst-1. It
tions. This demonstrates the possible performance diaomsp s worth noting that any pair afY, , and@’, , can be mapped
though we do not have analytical results proving that me"atbi'ectivel to the LLR distributioyn (1—1) O ando®V (1
will not converge after further iterations. TABUH Il compear I y L igf'p' (0) Qap (1).
the decodable thresholds such that the density evolutitarsen Let @p/(k, ) = Ep {(=DMeme} vk € N,r € R,
the stability region within 100 iterations. We notice thaflenOtE.} the Fourier trgnsform of the denskj. Proving [Zh)
the largerd, ..in is, the smaller the discrepancy is. Thid® equivalent to showing that
phenomenon can be characterized by the following theore
Theorem 7:Consider non-symmetric memoryless channe

and a fixed pair of finite-degree polynomialsand p. The

shifted version of the check node polynomial is denoted %;g)vyev.er, to Fje"fl with the strictly growing average of the
pa = 22 - p where A € N. Let PO denote the evolved limit distribution”, we concentrate on the distributiorf the

coset H Hout,A
density from the coset code ensemble with degres. ), normalized output=-= instead. We then need to prove that

and (PD) = 357 | P (x) denote the averaged density . - . -
from the linear code egser?ble with degréaspn). For any Yk € N7 € R, Algnoo LNGE Z) = Algnoo Doy, (K, Z)'
lp €N, lima 00 (PV) = PC() in distribution for alll < I,

oset

with the convergence rate for each iteration beth¢const®) ~We first note that for allz = 0,1, Q;, , is the averaged
for someconst < 1. distribution of v,,:,o When the inputsy;, ; are governed by

Corollary 5 (The Typicality Results for Z-Channelgjor Pél,), (x;) satisfyinngz1 x; = x. From this observation, we
any e > 0, there exists a\ € N such that

| ke N,T S R, Algnoo (I)Qf),A(kﬂd) = Algnoo (I)Qll,A(k’r)'

; @ ; @ "We also need to assume thet: P(Fl)(z)(m = 0) = 0 so that
su : lim B =0, —su : lim eer =0 )~ a-p- \
P {leO 100 Peslinear } P {plﬁo 100 Pescoset } In coth|%| € Rt almost surely. This assumption can be relaxed by sepa-
< e. rately considering the event that;,, ; = 0 for somei € {1,--- ,d. — 1}.
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can derive the following iterative equationgA € N, Therefore, we do not need to worry about the case in which the

o0 (kD) requiredA for the convergence a\', " (0) andQ', " (1) is

/ S A . _ D

Q;A Ak Do (b T 4 B b P VD (b excessively large so thate € GF(2), fll,p,l)(x) ~ dp.
_ Qs B m)Cry(k 5) + Pop (K 5) Py (K, x) Remark 2:The intuition behindrheorentis that when the

, 2 minimum d.. is sufficiently large, the parity check constraint

(I)Q/LA(k’v Z) becomes relatively less stringent. Thus we can approximate

Og  (k K)Ppy(k K)+ Do (K E)Opy (k&) the density of the outgoing messages for linear codes by

= — — . assuming all bits involved in that particular parity check
equation are “independently” distributed amoftg 1}, which

By induction, the difference thus becomes leads to the formula for the coset code ensemble. On the

oo (K, L) — oo (k, i) other hand, extremely largé. is required for a check node
At A T]’A A . iteration to completely destroy all information coming riro
= [Py (k, =) — D¢ (k, =) the previous iteration. This explains the difference betwe
Qb,a-1 A Qi a1 A .
Bk, Z) — Bpr (s, ) their convergence rate§? (const®) versusO(A~1).
. ( P\ A P A ) Fig. [  illustrates the weak convergence predictedThg-
2 A orem[T and depicts the convergence rates@g,;,l)(o) —
T T (1=1) (1=1)
_ 9 (':I)pé(/{, Z) — (I)pll (l{, Z)) . (26) z(zlgl)(l) and Qaop. (O)JQFQa.p. (1) N 50.
2 Our typicality result can be viewed as a complementing

By Taylor's expansion and the BASC decomposition argumeit¢orem of the concentration theorem i@ofollary 2.2 of

in [30], we can show that for alt € N, r € R, and for all [16]], where a constructive method of finding a typical ceset
possibleP; and P}, the quantity in[26) converges to zero Withdefining syndrome is not specifie_d. Begides_the theoretical
convergence raté (constA) for someconst < 1. A detailed mportance, we are now on a solid basis to interchangeably
derivation of the convergence rate is given iPRENDIX[Y]  USe the linear LDPC codes and the LDPC coset codes when
Since the limit of the right-hand side of26) is zero, th&he check node degree is of moderate size. For instance, from
proof of weak convergence is complete. The exponentiadiy f&N€ implementation point of view, the hardware uniformity
convergence raté (const®) also justifies the fact that even©f linear codes makes them a superior choice compared to
for moderatel, i, > 6, the performances of linear and cose®Y Other coset code. We can then use the fast density
LDPC codes are very close. m €volution [38] plus the coset code ensemble to optimize the

Remark 1:Consider any non-perfect message distributiode9ree distribution for the linear LDPC codes. Or instead
namely, 3z, such thatPﬂ;l)(xo) £ §... A persistent reader of simulating the codew_ord—averaged performanc_e_ of linear
may notice thatva, lima Q(lfl)(x) D 5o, namely, as LDPC codes, we can simulate the error probapmty Qf the
A becomes Iarge,’ all i;f%orm(;ﬁbn is eraséd after ’passir?"'zero codeword in the coset code ensemble, in which the

a check node of large degree. If this convergence (eras&récIent LDPC encoder [8] is not necessary.

effect) occurs earlier than the convergenceﬂ)ﬁf;_l)(o) and . : .

fll,;,l)(l), the performances of linear and coset LDPC codeBs' Revisiting the Belief Propagation De<.:oder .
are “close” only when the code is “usele€sTo quantify the qu known facts about the BP alg_or|thm and the de_nsny
convergence rate, we consider again the distributionsyon€volution method are as follows. First, the BP algorithm

and their Fourier transforms. For the average of the outd§tOptimal for any cycle-free network, since it exploits the
distributionsQfll;”(x) we have independence of the incoming LLR message. Second, by

the cycle-free convergence theorem, the traditional densi

q’Qé,A(k’ x)+ ‘I)QS,A(k’ %) evolution is able to predict the behavior of the BP algorithm
2 (designed for the tree structure) fty iterations, even when
(‘bQé,Al(k’ x)+ (I)Q’l,ml(k’ %)) we are focusing on a Tanner graph of a finite-length LDPC
= D) code, which inevitably has many cycles. The performance of
BP, predicted by density evolution, is outstanding so that w
) <‘I’P6(k’ %)+ @p(k, £)> “implicitly assume” that the BP (designed for the tree struc
2 ture) is optimal for the firsk, iterations in terms of minimizing
Op(k, &)+ Cpr(k, &) A the codeword-averagetit error rate (BER). Theoretically, to
= ( 5 ) (27)  be able to minimize the codeword-averaged BER, the optimal

] N decision rule inevitably must exploit the global knowledge
By Taylor's expansion and the BASC decomposition argyout all possible codewords, which is, however, not alstla
ment, one can show that the limit of§27) exists and thg the BP decoder. A question of interest is whether BP
convergence rate '@(_A*l). (A detailed de_rivation isincluded js indeed optimal for the first, iterations? Namely, with
in APPENDIXILV]) This convergence rate is much slower thagpy |ocal knowledge about possible codewords, whether BP
the exponential rat (const®) in the proof of TheorenllV has the same performance as the optimal detector with the
8To be more precise, it corresponds to an extremely highaate and the 9lobal information about the entire codebook and unlimited
information is erased after every check node iteration. computational power when we are only interested in the
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The check node iteration, w. dC:G, one-way p, o:0.2305

Note: Even when limiting ourselves to symmetric memory-

— 7Xfo‘ - ;‘f e less channels, this local optimality of BP can only be préved
ll Z;irage ‘ | by the convergence to perfect projectidmeorenBcan thus

08 be viewed as a completion of the classical density evolution

07 for symmetric memoryless channels.

0.6

05} VIII. CONCLUSIONS

0.4 In this paper, we have developed a codeword-averaged den-
sity evolution, which allows analysis of generan-symmetric
memoryless channels. An essential perfect projection erenv
gence theorem has been proved by a constraint propagation
argument and by analyzing the behavior of random matrices.
T s s s With this perfect projection convergence theorem, the rtieo
L ical foundation of the codeword-averaged density evofuiso

The check node iteration, w. d =10, one-way p, _:0.2305 well established. Most of the properties of symmetric dgnsi

T ‘ evolution have been generalized and proved for the codeword
averaged density evolution on non-symmetric channels, in-
cluding monotonicity, distribution symmetry, and stafili
Besides a necessary stability condition, a sufficient btabi
condition has been stated with convergence rate arguments
and a simple proof.

The typicality of the linear LDPC code ensemble has been
proved by the weak convergence (w.idt) of the evolved
densities in our codeword-averaged density evolution. &gm
when the check node degree is sufficiently large (&.9> 6),
the performance of the linear LDPC code ensemble is very
close to (e.g. within0.05%) the performance of the LDPC
coset code ensemble. One important corollary to the perfect
projection convergence theorem is the optimality of thedbel
propagation algorithms when the global information about
Fig. 9. lllustration of the weak convergence @', (0) andQ{' ;) (1). the entire codebook is accessible. This can be viewed as a
One can see that th%c?)nvergegcegcif Mo )andQ” 1)(1) is faster than completion of the theory of classical density evolution for
the convergence off -2 (V1 Qup. ") 4nqs5, symmetric memoryless channels.

Extensive simulations have been presented, the degree dis-
tribution has been optimized for z-channels, and possible
first [y iterations? The answer is a straightforward corollargpplications of our results have been discussed as wein Fro
to TheoremR the convergence to perfect projection, whiclvoth practical and theoretical points of view, our codeword
provides the missing link regarding the optimality of BP wheaveraged density evolution offers a straightforward anct su
only local observations (on th&™!) are available. cessful generalization of the traditional symmetric dinsi

Theorem 8 (Local Optimality of the BP Decodefix evolution for general non-symmetric memoryless channels.
i,lo € N. For sufficiently large codeword length, almost
all instances in the random code er_lsem_ble have the property APPENDIX |
that the BP decoder for; after i, |terat|or]s,XBp(Yl°), PROOF OFTheoreniR
coincides with the optimal MAP bit detectof s 4p,;, (Yl), o ]
wherel, is a fixed integer. The MAP bit detectdfy; p,, (-) We first introduce the following corollary:
uses the same number of observations asf(gp() but CoroIIary 6 (Cycle-free ConvergencelFor a sequence
is able to exploit the global knowledge about the entife = 9m’ we have for anyi, jo,
codebook. o

Proof: When the support tred/2", is perfectly pro- P (N(i[fﬁjo) IS cycle-fre% =1-0 (Tfl/g) :
jected, the local information about the tree-satisfyingngs
is equivalent to the global information about the entireesod Proof of Theorerill2: In this proof, the subscrigtio, jo)
book. Therefore, the extra information about the entireecod

will be omitted for notational simplicity.

book does not benefit the decision maker, aXigp() = W oL,
5 21 e notice that if for anyl, > [, N?~ is perfectly
Xnrapr, (+). TheorenTPshows that/\/i‘;. converges to per- roiected. then so isv2. Choosel. — 4 Inn
fect projection in probability, which in turn implies thaorf pro) ' ' n 7 9ln(d,—D)+n(d.—1)"
sufficiently largen, BP decoder is locally optimal for almost  orpe existing cycle-free convergence theorem along doegumantee the
all instances of the code ensemble. B local optimality of BP.

Cumulative Distribution Function

T T
- — —x=0
0.9r x=1
average

0.8

0.7r

0.6

05

0.4r

0.3r

Cumulative Distribution Function

0.2r

0.1r




IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON INFORMATION THEORY, VOL. 51, NO. 8, AUGST 2005 17

By Corollary @ we have and
P(N? is perfectly projected r is not in the row space o, ,
> P(N?2 is perfectly projectep or equivalently(r|0|0) is not in RowSpaceX;,|0]0).
> P (N? is perfectly projecteldV2(»+1) is cycle-freq (31)

. 2(ln+1) R
PV _ Is cycle fr(.ag . Eqgs. [31) and[[30) say that there exists a constraimn
= P (N2 is perfectly projectedV2("*1) is cycle-fre¢ the variable nodes of\V2, which is not from the linear

. (1 _0 (nfl/Q)) . combination of those check node equations withi~, but
rather is imposed by the parity check equations outaidé .
We then need only to show that It can be easily proved that if the matr(&,’,) is of full row
rank, then no such exists and\?~ is perfectly projected®
P(N2 is perfectly projecteh(»+1) is cycle-freg Instead of proving(2,) is of full rank, we take a different
= 1-0 (n‘o'l) . (28) approach, which takes care of the constraint propagation.

o ~ From [30), we know that, fofr|0|0) to exist, there must
To prove [Z8), we take a deeper look at the incidence matgxist anon-zerorow vector(0]s|0) such that
(the parity check matrix;A, and use thé3, 5) regular code as

our illustrative example. The proof is nonetheless gerferal 0lsl0 E( 0 | T, +1 | A’ )
o € RowSpac , 32
all regular code ensembles. Conditioning on the event tiet t (0ls[0) P 0 | 0 | A" (32)
graph is cycle-free until depth2, we can transfornA into the
form of (29) by row and column swaps. Usimg to denote

and

the Kronecker product (whether it represents convolution o 5 ¢ RowSpaceU; 1)
Kronecker product should be clear from the contekf]l (29) ca "
R S I n— tn — 17 17 17 1 °
be further expressed as follows. owSpacd (1.5t —1)x (10sn-1) © ( ))(33)
A = From [33), the 1's ins must be aligned such that four
1“11@ (1’1’}’1’1) T 01 T g neighboring bits should have the same value; for example,
5><50® ) 10;10@(@; (71)7 ) N , 8= (111100001111000000001111 - - -00001111).
5 40X4% ! o (nt9) Any non-zeros satisfying [3R) is generated b¥, ;. By
(% —91)x (n—45) applying the row symmetry inA’, we see that the 1's in
where I,., denotes the a x a identity matrix, anys are uniformly distributed among all these 8l bits.
A/80><(n—45) _ o _ Therefore, conditioning on the event that there exists a not
A is the incidence matrix of the gll-ones satisfying Eq. [3R), the probability that satisfies
(32 —91)x (n—45) Eq. ) is

equiprobable, bipartite subgraph, in which &k — 45)
variable nodes have degreé,, 80 check nodes have

degreed, — 1, and (32 — 91) check nodes have degrek. P (s satisfies Eq.[{33}s satisfies Eq.[{32) and is naf)

Conditioning on a more general event that the graph is cycle = P (the 1's ins are aligned
free until depth2(l,, + 1) rather thar2 - 2, we will have 3s satisfies Eq.[[32) and is nat)
" A 0 o 1082 1o (108t .
[ o] I(s,sznfl)les_gznﬂ)@(i) Losln—1)x(10sn—1L,(LLD [ 0 J = Z 75;1” - P(there areda ones ins)
o s aln)x (5.80n) © 1) Al |7 a=1 ( 4a )
o o A

Inp—1 —
() 1 e
where A, corresponds to the incidence matrix of the cycle- < (5-iln) o ((dy — 1)(de — 1))l

free graph of deptt2i,,. (ﬁ) is the incidence matrix with Lo
rows (check nodes) i’ and A” having degreéd. — 1) and = 0 ("75( o )) - (34)
d.. For convenience, we denote the blocksAinas

The last inequality follows from the assumption thatis

Ay, 0 0 neither all-zero nor all-one. The reason why we can exclude
A 0 | T, |U,+1| O the case thaé is all-one is that, ifd, is odd, then there is
o 0 T, +1 | A ’ an even number of 1's in each column @f, . Since there
0 0 A" is only one 1 in each column df;, 1, by (30), an all-one

) ) ) ) s can only generate an all-zexg which puts no constraints
Then A?'» is not perfectly projected if and only if there gp N(Qll" - If d, is even, by the same reasoning, an all-one
exists anon-zerorow vector(r|0|0) such that 070

10yunfortunately, ( 2‘,/,) is not of full row rank. We can only show that
A/
’

ROWS 0 | T, | Ui AO, 30 with sufficiently largen, the row rank of(3’,) converges to the number
(r|0[0) € RowSpac 0 T, 41 , (30)  of rows minus one by methods similar to those in [39]. A simptmstraint
0 0 A" propagation argument is still necessary for this approach.
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1 111 1

1 1111 :
1 111 1

A= : ; (29)
1 | 11 1 1 :

1o 111 1

1 1111

5-8'n Most of the analysis remains the same. The conditional

s will generater of the form(00---011---1). Nevertheless, probability in [33) will be replaced by

whend,, is even, this specific type afis in the row space of

A, , which does not fulfill the requirement ifif31). From the P((0[s|0) is able to propagate two levégls satisfying [3P)
above reasoning, we can exclude the all-ene = P((0|s|0) propagates the 2nd level

(0|s|0) propagates the 1st levék satisfying [3R)

Let m, denote th ber of &) mi oy
et m, denote the number of rows ofy,) minus -P((0|s|0) propagates the 1st leyaéé satisfying [3P)

Rank((ﬁ,’,)). The number of vectors satisfying [3R) is upper

bounded by2m. By (@4), Proposition[# (which will be 3 (%) ()
formally stated and proved later), and the union bound, we p (5fl"') (5'8iz*1)
have ® ¢

- P(4a and4b 1's to propagate the 2nd and 1st leyels

(%) (05

"3 )

- 0 (nfé(dif‘zdc)) 7

INE

PNV is not perfectly projectad/>" ) is cycle-fre _ _ .
( (40,J0) P y projectd (40,50) 4 ¢ where the inequality marked (a) follows from an analysis

= P(3r satisfying [3D) and{3}) of the minimum number of bits required for the constraint
= P(3s, which satisfies[[d2) and{B3), but is not all-gnepropagation similar to that for the single level case. B thi
< n''.P(s satisfies Eq.[(33) stronger inequality and a bounding inequality similar tatth

in @3), we thus complete the proof of the cake> 3 for alll

Js satisfies Eq.[{d2) and is nay regular codes of practical interest.

-P (# of s is smaller tham!-!)

|
+P (# of s is larger tham!-!) Note: This constraint propagation argument shows that the
- nl»l(g(nf%(dc#)) + P2 > pth) convergence to a perfectly projected tree i_s very strongnEv
— OmY), vd, > 5. (35) for codes with redundant check node equations (not of fwl ro

rank), it is probabilistically hard for the external corséfits to
propagate inside and impose on the variable nodes whffin
This property is helpful when we consider belief propagatio
decoding on the alternative graph representation as in [40]
We close this section by stating the proposition regarding
m,., the number of linearly dependent rows(iﬁ/l,). The proof

To prove the casé. < 5, we focus on the probability that the left to A m
constraints propagate two levels rather than just one,leeel IS el 1o APPENDIX

instead of [ZB), we focus on proving the following statement Proposition 4: Consider the se:mrregular code ensemple
Chmn(dy,d:) generated by equiprobable edge permutation
on a bipartite graph wit variable nodes of degre&,, and
m’ andm” check nodes with respective degréds— 1) and
d.. The corresponding parity check matrixAs= (ﬁ,l,). With
m,. denoting the number of linearly dependent rowsAini.e.

(ln+2) m, :=m' +m’ — Rank(A), we have

PN, s perfectly projecte('" "% is cycle-freg
= 1o, E{2™"} = O(n),
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which  automatically implies P(2mr >n1+°‘) =
P (m, > UEdnn) — o(p-), for anya > 0.

orollary 7: Let R denote the rate of a regular LDPC cod

ensembleC”(d,,d.), i.e., R = , where A is the
corresponding parity check matrix. Théhconverges tqn —

m)/nin L, i.e.
(-5

n—Rank(A)
n

lim E h—m

n—oo

Proof: It is obvious thatR > =™, To show that
limsup,, ., E{R — "=} = 0, we letm; = 0 and rewrite
n— Rank(A) n—m

R= + ™= By Proposition#and the fact
that == < 1, we havehm7H00 E{Z=} = 0. This completes
the proof ]
A stronger version of the convergence Bfwith respect to
the block lengthn can be found in [39].

APPENDIXII
PROOF oFProposition[3

We finish the proof ofProposition[# by first stating the
following lemma.
Lemma 2:For all0 < k£ € N,0 < i <n € N, we have

(,j) < Vet 2~ (k=DnHa(i/n)
y Stirling’s double inequality,
Vorn ()t man) <o) < \/ﬂn("‘%)e(—nw“ﬁ)a

we can prove

Proof:

(gn)
_1 9nH,(i/n n
7am 2, fmy
which immediately leads to the desired inequality. [ ]
Proof of Propositioli4: By the definition ofm,., we have
2™mr = (total # of codewordy2"~™, wherem = m’ + m”.

e

o=

<

Then
n—1 .
2mr 2 E {# of codewords of weight}
< :
E{ n } T np2n—m + Z n2n—m

=1

19

where the second inequality follows froobemmalRand the

third inequality follows from the fact that the binary entso

function Hy(-) is upper bounded by 1.

By defining
fn(lyx) — 2mfdunH2(i/n)g(Z-’ :Z?),
the summation in[{36) is upper boundéthy

£ fn < inf n < n(i,1
o) 1nh Fall o) < Tuf, e falio ) < e falio ).
By simple calculusmax;cio, ) fn(i,1) is attained when =
n/2. Sincef,(n/2,1) = 1, the summation in{36) is bounded
by 1 for all n, and therefore

A
1imsupE{ } < \/dvel/ﬁ.
n—oo n
The proof is complete.
]
APPENDIXIII
ProoF oFCorollary @
We prove one direction that
o = >0: lim p),, ... =0
P1-0,linear Sup § P10 . llm Pe linear
— 00
. l
>  sup {p1_>0 >0: lim pg_loset = 0} —
l—oo™ 7
= pT—)O,coset — ¢
The other direction thapi_, .oset > Pi_s0 1incar — € €AN DE

easily obtained by symmetry.

By definition, for anye > 0, we can find a sufficiently large
lo < oo such that for a z-channel with one-way crossover
probability p1—0 := pI 0 coset — & P(ffj;)et is in the interior of
the stability region. We note that the stability re?m
only on the Bhattacharyya noise parameterRﬁj‘“et, which
is a continuous function with respect to convergence irrieist

bution. Therefore, byTheorenf]/ there exists a\ € N such

Using the enumerating function as in [41], [39] and defingat (P(0)) is also in the stability region. By the definition

g(r) as

((1_’_1)%71_’_(1_@%71 )m’ ((1+1)d6+(1—z)d6 )m
2 2

g(i,x) = iy ’

the above quantity can be further upper bounded as follows.

E{?i?}

(")

) infz>0 g(i, x)

<

2 1/6 (do—1)nHy(i/n) i0fz>0 g(i, )
< 'U 2 v 2
S pgmem Ve 2 nm

—1

2 176 5= Lo~ dyns(i/n) infzs0 g(i, )
< 2 _ 4V ~gmdvnHz(/m) L2090, %)
- n2nmm + c Z n 2—m

(36)

of the stability region, we havém;_; pgl}inear = 0, which

implies pY_, jinear = P1—0. The proof is thus complete.

APPENDIX IV
THE CONVERGENCERATES OF (Z8) AND (Z4)

For (Z8), we will consider the cases that = 0 and
k = 1 separately. By the BASC decomposition argument,
namely, all non-symmetric channels can be decomposed as
the probabilistic combination of many BASCs, we can limit
our attention to simple BASCs rather than general memasyles
non-symmetric channels. Suppost’,.” (0) and P,V (1)
correspond to a BASC with crossover probabilitigsande;.
Without loss of generality, we may assume-e; < 1 because

11The range of is expanded here from a discrete integer set to a continuous
interval.
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of the previous assumption thet: € GF(2), Pﬂ;l)(:c)(m = which converges to zero with rat@ ((1 — eo — €1)*). Since

0) = 0. We then have the

. 1—eg+e
@Pé(k,%) = (1 —eo)ezzln 1768761
(—1)kege’E M T
. 1+eg—e
and ®p (k, %) = (1- 61)613“1 Teo—et [1]

1—eg+te
l1—ep—e1

+(—1)kelel£ln 2]

By Taylor's expansion, fok = 0, (28) becomes [3]

, (cbpé(o,g) —<I>p;(0,§>>A

2 <Z <$) (%)1n<1+60—612 .
()

which converges to zero with convergence 1@¢0O(A)~2).
For k =1, we have

5 ((I)Pé(lv %) — Pp
2

(4
(5]

1—60—|—61)
[6]

(7]

(8]

(1, @)A
[

T/ 1—€ +e
= 2 ((61 —60)—’-5 (Z) ((1—60+€1)1D$
146 —¢€ ol
—(1+60—61)1H#>
1—60—61

11
o[ AN A [11]
o((x))) -
which converges to zero with convergence rétéconst®), 12
where const satisfies|e; — ey] < const < 1. Since the [13]
convergence rate is determined by the slower of the above
two, we have proven thaf{P6) converges to zero with ra[te
A 14]
O(const?) for someconst < 1.
Consider[(2I7). Since we assume that the input is not perfect,

we havemax(eg, €1) > 0. For k = 0, by Taylor's expansion,
we have

(@pg(0a£)+‘1>19{(07£))

[15]

A
[16]

2

1 r 1-— €0 + €1
= (1+2 (_) 1 In. 04
< +2 A <( 60—|—61)H1_€0_€1 [17]
1 + €0 — €1
1 —€)ln ——M—
+( + €0 61) nl—eo—el) [18]
o((LY i
wo((5)))
. [19]
which converges to
i(5)(A—coten) n =0+ (14co—er) In Haoa) [20]
with rate O (A~1). Fork = 1, we have
[21]
Opy (1, %)+ Ppr(1,5)\°
2
e l—egter e ldeg—ey A [22]
eZZ In T—eg—e1 + 67’3 In T—eg—e1

(1—60—61)

2

overall convergence rate is the slower of the above two,

we have proven that the convergence raté)iéA*l).
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