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Abstract—We consider the CDMA (code-division multiple- Recently, some definite progress was made on these prob-

access) multi-user detection problem for binary signals ah |ems in the context of LDPC codes [3], [4], [5]. The basic
additive white gaussian noise. We propose a spreading sequees new ingredient is a ‘general area theorem’ that yields the ra

scheme based on random sparse signatures, and a detectionf h f1h tual inf fi th i d
algorithm based on belief propagation (BP) with linear time ©f Change o theé mutualinformation across the system, undaer

complexity. In the new scheme, each user conveys its powerton @ change in the channel parameter. Earlier examples of such a

a finite number of chips, in the large system limit. relation were found by Ashikhmin, Kramer , and ten Brink [6]
We analyze the performances of BP detection and prove that (for the erasure channel), and Guo, Shamai and Verdu [¥], [8

they coincide with the ones of optimal (symbol MAP) detectin in (for the gaussian and Poisson channels). The approach based

thel — oo limit. In the same limit, we prove that the information th th th L der to atast
capacity of the system converges to Tanaka’s formula for radom on the area theorem seems rathér general. in order to atastr

‘dense’ signatures, thus providing thefirst rigorous justification ~ it, and further explore its capabilities, we consider hereew
of this formula. Apart from being computationally convenient, application: multi-user detection [9].

the new scheme allows for optimization in close analogy with

irregular low density parity check code ensembles. B. Multi-user detection with binary inputs

|. INTRODUCTION In a simple multi-user detection scenario, eachiolusers
transmits a symbok; € R to a common receiver, after

A. Motivation oo X N . . :
. o ) ) encoding it using a signatugg € R™. The received signal is
The crucial new characteristics of modern (iterative) cod-
ing systems [1] are(i) Probabilistic construction based on y= Zwi s +w. (1)
sparse random graphgi;) Iterative (belief propagation, BP) i

decoding; (i7i) Focus onto the large system limit. Despitgyhere the noiseu is a vector of V i.i.d. gaussian variables
their generality, the impact of these principles outside thhf mean0 and variancer2. The input symbolse; are also
area of linear error correcting codes has been limited. It ji§odeled as i.i.d.s. WritingS for the N x K matrix with
therefore extremely interesting to extend their scope k@t columnss,, ..., sk, andz = (a1,...,2x)T for the input,
communications and information theory probléms the above equation can also be writtgs- S z + w. Of great
The tools developed for the analysis of iterative codingterest is the large system limi¥, K — oo with K/N = o
systems must be considerably strenghtened in order to copgd.
with such generalizations. Consider for instance the @quest How reliably can the inpug be reconstructed givep and
of whether BP decoding is asymptotically optimal (in th@@r the signature matri$? In order to answer this question, the

system limit), i.e. if it implements symbol MAP decoding.rFosjgnaturess, are usually taken to be i.i.d. random vectors.
LDPC codes, density evolution (DE) allows to show that thighe standard choice is to set= —(s;1,...,s:n)" where

is the case if the noise level is smaller than a thresholdyvbel ihe sie are i.i.d. with zero mean and unit variance (we will
WQLCh the asymptotic BP bit error raie)” vanishes. When ¢4 these ‘dense signatures’). Tse and Hanly [10], and Werd
Py" >0 (as we expect in a general setting), one cannot sgiq Shamai [11] considered the case in which the input
much about MAP performances, and their relation to BP (apa&{fmpols z; are gaussian random variables. Using random
from the obvious sub-optimality of BP). matrix theory, they were able to compute the minimum mean

1An earlier example that support this view is the use of lowsitgrcodes Square error, _and the 'nfo_rmatlon capz_;\cny of t_he system. In
with non-linear checks for lossy data compression in [2]. [12], we considered a multi-user detection algorithm based
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BP, and proved it to be optimal (i.e. to implement minimum a=1 2 ........ N
mean square error detection) with high probability in thrgda
system limit.
The case of binary input symbals € {41, —1} uniformly
at random, is of obvious interest for practical application
and out of reach of classical methods (such as random matrix
theory). Tanaka [13] used the replica method from staébtic )
physics in order to determine the asymptotic information = 12 ..... K
capacity. More precisely, let us define per-user C0nd't'cml‘:"‘g 1. Factor graph representation of the sparse signattheme: circles
entropy h = limg oo K~ 1IEH(X|Y) where the expec- represent users (variable nodes) and squares chips (fanutides).
tation is taken with respect to the random signatures and

throughout the paper we measure entropies in nats (obvi-
ously I(X;Y) = Klog2 — H(X|Y)). He obtainedh — Notice that the normalization ensures that the averagepowe

employed by each user is equallt@s for the dense signature

scheme. However this power is conveyed onto a finite number

hes(q;02,0) = E.log2cosh(\(q) + v/A(q) z) — (2) of chips. Viceversa, each chipe {1,..., N} receives power

_1)\ ] B il 1 g 1 from a finite number of users, to be denotedaas (this is

(1+4) Og( + 3l q)) the set ofi € {1,..., K} such thata € 9i). The conditional

Aq) = [0® +a(l— )] 1 andE, denotes throughut the papedistribution of the |nput symbols, given the received sigpa

expectation with respect to the standard normal variable ~take the form

is easy to show that the value gfmaximizing hgs(q; 02, @)

hes(0?, @) = sup,, hes(q; 0%, @), where

must satisfy the stationarity condition pri(z) = 7 IT ¢v. (aa) (4)
g = E. tanh’*(A\(q) + v/A(g) ). (3) ¥ 2
Slll
Unhappily, the replica method is non-rigorous. In this pape ¥v. (T0a) = exp ( Z ) - (5)
z€6a

we will prove Tanaka’s formula forr < o =~ 1.49 (a precise

definition of a5 is provided in the next Section). For earliersuch distribution is conveniently represented throughasse-

applications of BP to multi-user detection with binary sif ciated factor graph, cf. Fi§] 1. This includésvariable nodes

we refer, for instance to [14], [15], [16]. We will prove that (one for each usei), N function nodes (one for each chip

in the same regime: < «y, optimal (symbol MAP) detection and an edge joining useérand chipa wheneveri € da.

can be implemented using BP. If signatures are chosen according to the proposed scheme,
In order to prove these results, we will introduce a newe resulting factor graph is a sparse random graph. The

‘sparse signature’ scheme, see Seclidn Il, and view stdndgegree distribution is; on the variable node (user) side,

dense signatures as a limiting case. The identity betwegid converges to a Poisson distribution with méaron the

the two limiting procedures will be the object of a separai@nction node (chip) side.

publication. The new scheme (which is reminiscent of LT BP is introduced in the standard way: we limit ourselves to

codes [17]) is on the other hand interestipg se. It allows writing down the update equations in terms of log-likelidgo

to implement BP in a very natural way with complexity lineaTfwo types of messages are updated: variable to function

in N. Furthermore, it opens the way to optimization of theéode,v;_.,, and function to variable node,,_.;. The update

degree sequence thus improving the performances over degggations read

signatures. We refer to Secti@nllV for numerical indicasion

t _
in this direction. Viea = Z i (6)
bedi\a

Il. THE SFTARSE SIGNATUR.E SCHEMEA.ND MAIN RESULTS ut ., = F(Wima, Sja i € Ba\: Sia; Ya) @)
A. Sparse signatures and belief propagation ) ) _

. . ) where the index denotes the iteration number and

As already mentioned, in order to prove Tanaka's formula 1 W
. . .. . +
we shall introduce a new signature scheme. This is caraeteri flo1, 81,0k, Sk; So; Y) = 1og W (8)
by a distribution{€2; : I > 0} over the non negative integers ( ); .
(to avoid pathological behaviors, we assume it to have bednd . —sez (v—2 1o 75 viks
support). We also let > 0 be its mean and defing, = i€, /] We, = ) ; N ¢ l 1_[1 e (9
1...6k==%1 1=

for [ > 0. The user constructs her signaturg independently
from the other users as follows. She chooses an intefyem We furthermore adopt the initial conditiarf,_,; = v9_,, = 0.
the distribution(2;, and a subsedi of {1,..., N} of size Aftera fixed number of iterations, all the messages mcoratng

|0i| = [ uniformly at random among th(év) such subsets. Her variable node are combined to compute the decisigit’ =
signature iss; = iz(s“,.. ,sin)T wheres;, € {+1,—1}  sign{>_, 5 ub_;}.
uniformly at random ife € 0i, ands;, = 0 otherwise. °More precisely, we use hemne half of log-likelihoods.



B. Main results to z = zy, thenEsH(X|Y) = —E; ,slogP(X]Y,S) =

In order to state and prove our main results more easily,—nE;S log P(X = 2, [Y.S).
is convenient to focus onto ‘Poisson’ signature schemes. ByDensity evolution.(DE) Any finite neighborhood of a ran-
this we mean thaf{(;,/ > 0} is a Poisson distribution of domly chosen node in the factor graph associated to theespars
meanl. We shall come back to the general case in Sectiofignature scheme, converges in distribution to a tree vhigh t
[M=Aland [¥] Within this setting, we consider the expectedlegree distribution mentioned above. As a consequence, the
conditional entropy per usek H(X|Y)/K (the expectation messages distribution can be analyzed through a standard DE
being taken with respect to the random signatures). Singeproach.
we do not knowa priori whether the large system limit Define the sequence of random variabfe$, u’; t > 0} as
exists, we defindi(02,«,1) = limsupy_,., EH(X|Y)/K, follows: v’ =« =0, and
andh(o?,a,l) = liminfy .., EH(X|Y)/K. In both cases, !
the limit is taken keeping the ratif' /N = « fixed. ot 2 Zug, ' Ll sy, 0k sk soiy),  (12)

If we let! — N and thenN — oo, we would recover b=1
the standard dense signature scheme (strictly speakisg tftai

corresponds td; concentrated ori = N). Here we shall re= O_' Heret:tdenotes |d_e_nt|ty n _d|str|bl;t|om§,u§,_. Iy
invert the order of the two limits and le¥ — oo and then (feSPectivelyw;,v;,...) are ii.d. copies ok" (respectively,

1 — oo afterwards. Our first result shows that, if the limit of v'); L is an integer random variable with distributian,

is taken in this way, Tanaka formula is correct. For our pro@fnd k is a Poisson random variable with meéw, finally

technique to worka must be smaller than the ‘spinodal value®0 -~ %k 8¢ i.d’swiths; € {+1, —1} uniformly at random,
as. This is the largest number such that, for any< o the Y = 1/ 2 i=o 8i +w With w a normal random variable with
solution to Eq. [(B) is unique for alk?> € [0,c), and is a mean0 and variancer>.
differentiable function of-2. By solving Eq. [B) numerically, Let (ia) be a uniformly random edge in the factor graph
we getag ~ 1.49. andv!_ , u!_ . the corresponding BP messages, under the

Theorem 1: If o < «g, then the per-user conditional en-assumption that, has been transmitted. Theh ,, (respec-
tropy converges to Tanaka’s formula in the dense signatuieely «! ;) converges in distribution te’ (respectively, to
limit ut) asN — oco.

e S . 9 = 2 Symmetry condition. A random variableX is ‘symmetric’ if
A o ’,a’l) - zll—lgloﬁ(al’a’l) B thS(U ). (10) E[f(—X)] = E[ e=2X f(X)] for any functionf such that both

The hypothesis of Poisson signatures is presently used oglectation exist. It is easy to show that the random vagibl

in the proof _of LemmdI1. It shouldn’t however be diﬁiCU'tut’ vt defined above are symmetric (this is analogous to what
to extend this result to more general sequences of deQF%ﬁ)pens in LDPC codes).

distributions?;.

A key step in the proof of the above result consists in ang|-
izing the BP-based detection algorithm defined by EQk. (%E
@@). Our second result shows that, in the smallegime this
algorithm is indeed optimal (the proof of this result is deéel dH(X]Y) _ 1 p (Var(SX|Y)} (13)
to a longer paper). de?2 20477 '

Theorem 2: Let Py, (I, N) be the expected bit error rate un4_ et us take the expectation with respect to the signaftiraad
der symbol MAP detection, ane¥*(/, N; t) the same quantity normalize by the number of users. Using the-all assump-
for ¢ iterations BP detection. Define the asymptotic BP errtibn, we get (derivative and expectation can be interchdnge

Area theorem. Following [7], the derivative, with respect to
e noise parameter, of the conditional entropy is proposti
the expectation of the conditional variance

overhead as becaused (X|Y) has positive bounded derivative, see below)
A(L;) = limsup[P¥(I, N t) — Po (I, N)]. (1) LdEHX]Y) 1 (14)
N—o0 K  do? 204
If o < as, then BP is optimal in the dense signature limit, . i _\2
namelylim,_, o lim; ,__ A(l;¢) = 0. " Nia Z;]EUS [0a] = ( Xa: Si“xi) ’
a= i€0a
I1l. A SKETCH OF THE PROOF wherez; = z;(Y,S) = E[X;]Y,S]. We shall sometimes refer

to the right hand side as to the GEXIT function and denote

) . it by gn(a,0?). From the above expressions it is easy to
We start by collecting a few remarks whose proof is routingagjize thato < gn(a,02) < 1/20%. The same inequalities

and therefore omitted apart from a few hints. also hold at fixeds, which justifies the exchange of derivative
All +1 input. For the sake of analysis (and for provingand expectation above.

Theorem[l) we can assume that the input signak is= As in Refs. [3], [4], [5], we introduce furthermore the BP

ry = (+1,...,+D7T. In particular, if we Writeﬂf’,;S for GEXIT functiong.(«, o%), with t a non-negative integer. This

the joint expectation with respect tgp and S, conditional is defined by replacing the expectation siaZ; On the

A. A few simple remarks

i€0a



right hand side of EqL{14) by its estimate aftdterations of 10° , ; ;

BP (in the N — oo limit). In terms of the DE variables
1 i ’
Lla,0) = ——E{ k- s:& , 15 MF
gBP( ) 20—4la ; 6 ( ) 10_2 r I:S ,,,,,,,,,,,,,
N =4
where ( - ) denotes an average ovér € {+1,—1} with 16—
distribution
2 10*
1 5w+ f:Silfi te
v({&}) = —e 2(72( \AZ 1si(1=¢ )) Hevigl . (16)
- i=1
and the expectatioR is taken with respect t¢v!} (i.i.d. and 16 ‘
distributed a/® from DE), {s;} (i.i.d. uniform in {41, —1}), 0.125
w (gaussian with mean zero and varianég, andk (Poisson p

with meanl/a).
Fig. 2. The bit error rate as a function of the noise parametata = 1.3.
B. The proof The bold continuous line is Tanaka's result for dense sigeatunder symbol
.MAP detection. MF refer to the same signature scheme undeshe filter
The proof of Theorerlll makes use of three lemmas, whigection. The other (dashed) lines correspond to spagsetsies and BP

we state without demonstration for lack of space. As isgetection.

Section=B, h(a, 02,1) and h(a, 02,1) denote, respectively,

the limsup andliminf of the expected conditional entropy

per bit, in the system with Poisson signatures. The proof is based on a repeated application of the centmil li
The first lemma states that, in the low noise limit, the inpuheorem (the argument can be written as an induction tjver

can be reconstructed faithfully from the transmitted mgssaThe reader is invited to try, for instance, with= 1,2, ....

and therefore the conditional entropy per bit vanishesaffec [ et us now turn to the proof of Theorefih 1. We start by
that we are dealing with discrete inputs). } using Lemmd41 to compute the largémit of the BP GEXIT
. Lemma 1: For anya > 0, lim,2_olim;_  h(e,0%,0) = functions. After a simple application of central limit threan,
: we get
The proof is based on a union bound, and a combinatorial g
calculation. . 1 (1—g)
The second lemma provides upper and lower bounds on lim glo(a,0%,1) = 202 T al o
the conditional entropy per user, in terms of BP GEXIT I=o0 0? 0% +a(l —q)
functions. For the sake of definiteness, we state the lemma
for Poisson signatures (and denote the corresponding BhRere ¢; = E.tanh®(\; + v/A;z). We shall denote the

GEXIT functions asy,(a, o', 1)) although it obviously holds €xpression on the right hand side of EQl(19)g8$a, 0*).

(19)

in greater generality [5]. Next, we use LemmBl 2. Noticing that< g!.(a,02,1) <
Lemma 2: For anyl > 0, 02 > 0, and non-negative integer1/40% we can apply the dominated convergence theorem to
t take thel — oo limit in Eq. {I3). If we takeo? — 0 afterwards
o 5 - ) _ and apply Lemmé&l1, we get
1—/ gt(a,0’")1) do’” < h(a,0%1) < a7
o2 ) o
< h(a,0?,1) < h(a,o2,1) + /U gép(a,U’Q,Z) do’?. 1= /az gép(a,a’Q) do"” < e 0%, o0) < (20)
o2 2
This is in faqt an easy consequ_ené)e of the general result that < Tla, 02, 00) < /U gép(a,a’2) dalz’
GEXIT functions preserve physical degradation [5].
Finally, a Lemma on the largelimit of DE.
Lemma 3: Define the sequendg\; t > 0} by setting\o =  \where h(a, 02, 00) = liminf; | h(a, 02,7), and
0 and h(a, 02, 00) = limsup;_, _ h(a, 02,1).

Moy =do2+a [1 — E. tanh2(\; + /Dy 2 ” . (18 Slmple_calculus shows tha¥; is strictly positive and in-
i {U (e 02) (18) creasing int for t > 1, and\; ~ 0~2 aso — 0. Furthermore

for any ¢ > 0. Let {v'; ¢ > 0} be the solution of DE for the lim:—oc At = A is the smallest positive fixed point of the
system with Poisson Signatures (Wlth md_arand the same recursion m), i.e. the smallest positive solution of s
values ofo? and a. Then, for anyt > 0, v* converges in Stationarity equatior{]3).

distribution to a gaussian random variable with mearand From these remarks, it follows thaf.(«, o?) is integrable
variance); as! — oc. over o € [0,00) and strictly decreasing im > 1. We can



10° ; ; . the crucial ingredient allowing for low complexity deteani
and close-to-optimal performances.
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IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

One may wonder how quickly is thé — oo limit in
Theoremd1l anfll2 attained. In Fig. 2 we show the results
of numerical simulations using DE, and regular signatufis (
concentrated on a single value), for= 1.3 < «5. Already at
I = 4 the bit error rate is extremely close to the dense limit!

Even more surprising is the behavior fer> «s. In Fig.[3
we show the data fooe = 1.9. The BP error rate at = 4
is close to the MAP one with dense signatures. However it
worsens af grows (and seems to approach the natural guess
for BP behavior with dense signatures). Sparse signatuees a
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