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Abstract— In his thesis, Wiberg showed the existence of thresh- nodes we writei € V,; similarly, when an integer belongs
olds for families of regular low-density parity-check code under to the set of check nodes we write € V.. The Tanner
min-sum algorithm decpdlng. He also derived ar_lal_ytlc bound on graph T(H) contains an edgéi, j) between node € V,
these thresholds. In this paper, we formulate similar resuk for . . . .
linear programming decoding of regular low-density parity-check andj_e Ve if and only _'f the e_ntryhm- IS NoN-z€ro. T_he set
codes. of neighbors of a node € V, is denoted a$)(i); similarly,

the set of neighbors of a nodec V. is denoted a®(j). In
l. INTRODUCTION the following, € 2 {(i,j) € Vu x Ve | i € W, j € (i)} =

The goal of this paper is to shed some light on th§(i,j) € Vv x Vo | j € V., i € 0(j)} will be the set of
connection between min-sum algorithm (MSA) decoding argflges in the Tanner graph(H). The convex hull of a set
the formulation of decoding as a linear program. In particul A C R™ is denoted byconv(A). If A is a subset off} then
we address the problem of bounding the performance @fmv(.A) denotes the convex hull of the set after A has
linear programming (LP) decoding with respect to word errdreen canonically embeddedf'. The inner product between
rate. The bounds reflect similar analytic bounds for MSXectorsx andy is denoted agx,y) = >, z;y;. Finally, we
decoding of low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes due tdefine the set of all binary vectors of lengthand even weight
Wiberg [1] and establish the existence of an SNR threshald fas B,

LP decoding. While highly efficient and structured computer In the rest of this paper we assume that the all-zeros word
based evaluation techniques, such as density evolutian (8s transmitted — an assumption without any essential loss
e.g. [2], [3], [4], [5]. [6]), provide excellent bounds oneh of generality because we only consider binary linear codes
performance of iterative decoding techniques, to the bestthat are used for data transmission over a binary-inputututp
our knowledge, the best analytic performance bound in tegmmetric channel. Given a received vecgoiwe define the
case of MSA decoding is still the bound given by Wibergector A = (Ao, \1,..., A\v_1) of log-likelihood ratios by

in his thesis based on the weight distribution of a tree-like
neighborhood of a vertex in a graph. A similar bound was Py x(y3]0)
also derived by Lentmaier et al. [5]. We derive the equivalen Ai = log <7)
bound for LP decoding of regular LDPC codes.

Il. NOTATION AND BASsICcS [1l. LP DECODING
In this paper we are interested in binary LDPC codes where
a binary LDPC codeC of length n is defined as the null-  Maximum likelihood (ML) decoding may be cast as a linear

space of a sparse binary parity-check matH i.e. C £ program once we have translated the problem ikfo. To
{x € F3 | Hx" = 0'}. In particular, we focus on the casethis end we embed the code inl®Y by straightforward
of regular codes: an LDPC codg is called (J, K)-regular identification ofF; = {0, 1} with {0,1} C R. In other words,
if each column ofH has Hamming weight/ and each row a codeC is identified with a subset of0, 1}V c RV.

has Hamming weighf. The rate of & J, K)-regular code is
lower bounded byl —.J/K. To anM x N parity-check matrix | Maximum Likelihood Decoding
H we can naturally associate a bipartite graph, the so-calle$/linimize: (A, x)

Tanner grapi (H). This graph contains two classes of nodes: Subject to:x € conv(C)
variable nodes/’, and check node¥.. Both variable nodes

and check nodes are identified with subsets of the integefsis description is usually not practical since the polgtop
Variable nodes are denoted ¥ = {0,1,...,N — 1} and conv(C) is typically very hard to describe by hyperplanes
check nodes are denoted¥as= {0,1,..., M —1}. Whenever (or as a convex combination of points). Given a parity-check
we want to express that an integer belongs to the set of Variaimatrix H, the linear program is relaxed to [7], [8]
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LP Decoding IV. MSA DECODING
Minimize: (X, x)
Subject to:x € P(H) While MSA decoding is not the focus of interest in this
paper, it turns out that the MSA lies at the core of the proof
Here, P(H) is the so-called fundamental polytope [7], [8]{echnique that we will use. The MSA is an algorithm that is
[9], [10] which is defined as being run until a predetermined criterion is reached. Witbhe

edge in the graph we associate two messages: one message is
going towards the check-node and one is directed towards the
variable node. Let the two messages be denoteg,;hyand

v; 5, respectively, where, as in the case of the single variable
where 73,5 in the section above, variables are only defined if the entry
h;,; is non-zero. The update rules of MSA are then

M-1
P(H) £ m conv(C;),

Jj=0

C; £C;H) 2 {x€Fy | hx" =0 (mod2)},

. _ Min-Sum Algorithm (MSA)
Whgrehj '_S the j-th row OTH‘ L Initialize all variablesy; ; to zero.
Since0 is always a feasible point, i.6.€ P (H) holds, zero 1) For all (4, 5) € &, let

is an upper bound on the value of the LP in LP decoding.
In fact, we can turn this statement around by saying that Mij = A + Z Vjr .
whenever the value of the linear program equals zero then §'€d(i)\{5}
the all-zeros codeword will be among the solutions to the L o

) X 2) For all(i,5) € &, let
Thus, motivated by the assumption that the all-zeros codkw ) (i)
was transmitted, we focus our attention on showing thateundg

suitable conditions, the value of the LP is zero which imgplie Vij i= H sign(pj,i)
that the all-zeros codeword will be found as a solution. For i’€0(§)\{i}
simplicity we only consider channels where the channelwuty ~min {|p;| i € 0(j) \{i}}.

is a continuous random variable. In this case a zero value-of
the LP.'T“p"eS that the Zero word is _the unique solution WltEather than the quantity; ; we will consider its negative
probability one. The main idea now is to show that the value ’

value. Moreover, we keep track of the messages that were

of the dual linear program is zero. This technique, dUbb%ent by message numbers in the superscript. Thus we modify
“dual witness” by Feldman et al. in [11] will then imply the y 9 P Pt

correct decoding. the MSA update equations as

First, however, we need to establish the dual linear prografyogified Min-Sum Algorithm (modified MSA)
To this end, for eaclii, j) € £, we associate the variabte
with the edge between variable nodand check nodg in the
Tanner graphrl (H). In other words, we have a variabte;
if and only if the entryh, ; is non-zero. For each € V. we NZ(.Sj) =\ — Z yj(.f)i,
define the vector; that collects all the variabler; ; }ico(;)- ” Feat
Also, for eachy , We associate the variablg with the .
check nodej. \fVeeh];:vé . 2) Forall(i,j) € £, let

Initialize all variables:xi(_rl.) to zero.
1) For all (i,5) € &, let

Dual LP (s41) o
V. . = — sien 7
Maximize: >3 " 9; iJ i'eag\{i} gn(p; ir)
Subject to:0; < (x,7;) VijieV., VYxeBE . @l . .
Zje@(i) Tij =N\ Vie V, ~m1n{ Pjir| t 1 E(?(j)\{z}}.

The dual program has a number of nice interpretations. AnyCIearIy, the sign change leaves the algorithmic updatesstep
0; is bounded from above by zero and can only equal zefQgentially unchanged. (Note that e.g. when{aff*)}.coi)
if the vector7; has minimal correlation with the all-zeros . (s) . J
. are non-negative then aflv; ' };ca¢;) Will be non-positive.)
codeworc? Thus the dual program will only get a zero valu€ R 5) _
if we find an assignment t@; ; such that the local all-zeros Still, we may e.g. writey, ; + Zj/ea(i)\{j} v = Ai Which
in setting ther; j-values by the second equality constraint. ~ We will need the notion of a computation tree (CT) [1]. We
can distinguish two types of CTs, rooted either at a variable
!In the formal dual program the equality constralt, ;) 7i.; = Ai i node or at a check node. Our CTs will be rooted at check nodes
an inequality €). However, there always exists a maximizing assignment %hich is more natural when dealing with the dual program
dual variables that satisfies this conditions with equality . . . )
A CT of depth L consists of all nodes in the universal cover

2|n a generalized LDPC code setting, the local cd{&) would have to _
be replaced by the corresponding code. of the Tanner graph that are reachable2ibh — 1 steps. In



particular, we will most of the time assume that the leaves directly. If we performL steps of iterative decoding, for any
the CT are variable nodes. edge(i, j) € £ we can write
Assume we have run the MSA fdr iterations, correspond- ) ) (1)
ing to a CT of depthZ. For the moment let us also assumeTi.j(L) = p;; +(J —1) (Vi,j + (K = D ; )
that the underlying graph has girth larger thab. Based on
the iterations of the MSA and fixed CT root noglec V. we
can assign values to the dual variables in the following way. 4o
Was assign values tg; ; according to the distance of the ) )
edge (i,j) to the root node of the CT. So, ifi,j) is at Written in form of a telescoping sum we get
distance2/ + 1 from the root nodej, then; ; is assigned @ @ (L-1)
the valuex'“™ and if (i, §) is at distance2¢ + 2 from the  Tij(L) =iy +(J =1 v + (K - 1)(%‘,3' +

+(J-1DXEK - 1) (u@‘” + (K — 1);%(.5‘2))

,J

©,J

root nodej, thenr; ; is assigned the valurzl.(_ﬁ’l).3 Let us
denote this assign.ment to variabtes as (o, L)% Note that (J — 1)(,/1_(571) (K — 1)@55_*2) +.. )))) _
the assignmentr(jo, L) does not satisfy the constraints of

the dual linear program, i.e. itself it is not dual feasidie.
particular, any edge of distance more thah from the root
is assigned the valueé and hence at any variable nodeat
distance more thagL from the root we do not satisfy the

While the above sums show that the dual feasible point can
be easily computed alongside the MSA recursions it also
shows the problem that messagéé? and yi(é? are weighted

) 2J
exponentially more for small values &f

constraint We will have to attenuate the influence of the leaves in
Z Tii = N the CTs in order to make interesting statements. To this end,
j€d () let a be a vector with positive entries of length and let

a generalized assignment(jo, L, «) to dual variables be
derived fromr(jo, L) by multiplying the message on each
edge at distanc@/ + 1 or 2¢ + 2 by «,.% In other words,
values assigned to edges at distance three or four from the
root node are multiplied witl;, values at distance five and
T(L) 2 Z 7(jo, L) six are multiplied withas etc. Again we can form the multiple
JoeVe of a dual feasible point as is shown in the next lemma.
Lemma 2: For eachj, € V. let an assignment (jo, L) be

given based orl. iterations of the MSA. The sum

unless\; happens to b®. However, we have the following
lemma.

Lemma 1: For eachj, € V. let an assignment(jo, L) be
given based orl. iterations of the MSA. The sum

is a multiple of a dual feasible point. More precisely, foe th
numberT(L) 2 S8 J[(K —1)(J — 1)] “"V the vector
1 (L) & Z 7(jo, L, o)
T(L) JoEV:
is a multiple of a dual feasible point.
Proof: Each variable nodé € V, is part of Y1, J[(K —
(e=1) . .

D(J — 1)]“_1) CTs for different root nodeg, and so one I?I(Jd_ 1)] id CTs for d'f.feLTnt rodot nodesy. Beca:jus_e h
can verify that we must have ;(L) = 3. 7 (o L) = all edges incident to a variable node are attenuated in the

L (é_l’)J Jo€Ve 1I W same way, one can verify that we must haye(L,a) =

_ _ . i iati . /—

S J[(K = 1)(J — 1)]" 7\, Using the abbreviation S v g G T ) = S g J[(K-1)(T-1)] " Ox..

is a dual feasible point.
Proof: Each variable node € V, is part of 3;_, J[(K —

L -1
T(L) £ J[(K =1)(J = 1)] " we see that Using the abbreviatio(L) 2 Sy a1 J[(K — 1)(J —
1 1)]#1 we see that
——T1(L
) (L) .
is a dual feasible point. O T(L)T(L)

The above lemma gives a structured way to derive dual dual feasibl int 0
feasible points for LP decoding from the messages pas§§% ual .ea5|he point. . freed d
during the operation of the MSA. However, these points are ptimizing the vectora gives us some freedom and we

not very good since the overall assignmerttZ) is again want to choose the vectat appropriately. First we have to
learn more about the dual feasible point that we construct

dominated by the leaves of the CT with all the pertainin_ﬁ thi Whil kept the feasibility of . i
problems. The problem becomes obvious when we write o IS way. lle we kept the feasibility of an assignmen
L, &) by identically scaling the values ; that are adjacent

the assignment-(L) as a function of the MSA messageg'E . . .
to a variable node in a CT, we scale valugs that are adjacent
3Edges incident to the root are said to be at distance oneelfitttance to check nodes differently. Given a vectar the dual feasible
of the edge(s, j) to the rootjo is larger tham2L thenr; ; £0.
4The jo indicates that the assignment is based on the CT rooted @ nod 5An edge that is incident to a nodeis said to be at distance one fron
jo- aq IS set to one.



point may be easily computed together with the messageséoeﬁnd this offsets, to some extend, the exponential weighing
the MSA. To this end define a vect@rwith componentss, =  of ullj In order to exploit this fact more systematically we

Wntlng again the dual variable; ; (L, ) as functions jnitialize the MSA's check to variable message% ,j) €
of /L ) and y( ) we get &, with —U, whereU is a large enough positive number With
this initialization we can guarantee (féf > 2) for all (¢, 5) €
7 (L, @) £ that the value op is strictly positive’ Thus we can apply
= Mz(Ly) +(J-1) ( 1(?) + (K — 1)0¢1M1(L7 1)) Lemmal3B. It remains to offset the chome) with Mz
5 L1 (L—2) To this end we consider a CT of depIh rooted at check
+(J=DIK-1) ( Vi K = Dagp ) nodej,. Consider the event;, that the all-zeros word on this
NE CT is more likely than any word that corresponds to a local

nonzero word assigned to the root nogle.

Written in form of a telescoping sum we obtain Lemma 4: Let K > 2 and assume the evert. is true
: o .

71.4(L, @) Moreover, assume that we initialize the MSA with check to
’ variable messageg(_’lj) = -U, (1,5) € &, for a large enough
— Mz(Ly) +(J-1) (Vl(g) + B (K —1) (HEJ Dy numberU. The inner product
(L-1) (L—2) 2 b (MZ( U= I)Lyi("l"))
(J — 1)( v, Ba(K = 1) (pyy 4+ ))) : i€a(j)
is non-negative for alb € B in particular it is non-

A particularly interesting choice fof, is 5, = K 1- The negative for allb € B) \ {0}.
main reason for this choice is given in the following lemmaproof: We exploit the fact that summaries sent by the MSA
Lemma 3: Let K > 2 and f|x somej € V.. Assume the can be identified Wlth cost differences of log-likelihoodia.
MSA yields messages wheyé is positive for alli € 9(j) Consider a messagrzaw0 on edge(i, jo). This message may

for some/. The inner product be written asn( ) pi — (J — 1)E Vz(ljz) for some p;.
Z b; (M(f) Hl)) Since the MSA propagates cost summaries along edges, we
i can interpretp; as the summary of the cost due to the

i€0(j) ..
! A; inside the subtree that emerges along the e(igg).
is non-negative for alb € B, in particular it is positive similarly, (J — 1)Eu) is the cost contributed by the leaf
2,70

for all b € B\ {0;’ 6 nodes of this sub-tree. Here we use the fact that the mini-

Proof: Recall thatv, ;; is negative for all(i, j) € € (this is i mal codeword which accounts for a one-assignment in edge
line with the modification of the MSA). One can eangl verify(i, j) contains exactly(J — 1)L leaf nodes with a one-

0)
the following fact about the vector contamuaé for assignment. But then the VeCt(Qfl Jo"ugLJ)o’ o ’u‘(g()m‘ 70)+

all i € 9(y): there is only one negative entry and the absolu C e (1)
value of this entry matches the absolute value of the smallgj (v o2 V2,407 -+ V|a(j0)|,jo) .equals the yectoy_)
P1,P2,- -5 Plags))- The eventd; is true only if the inner
positive entry. The statement follows. duct . itive for allb & B\ {0} H t
With the choice ofa; £ (K — 1)~¢, which results ing; = produc ?p’ t>hls p|05| |vef t?]ral < \{0}. Hence evgn
ﬁ, we get the following expression for the dual feasiblélfn implies the claim of the lemma.
point Let 7* be the averaged assignment to the dual variables
obtained from the MSA messages wnka) set to —U.
(L) = Mfﬁ) (- 1)< (L)+M£L 1) LemmadB anfl4 imply that the sum,
biT,
L—1 L—-2 Z 1 70
STl =) S0
or has a non-negative value for abye B(), and, in particular,
. @) ( (L) (L— 1)) the value equals zero fdr = 0. It follows thaté;, in the dual
Tig(Lo0) = pii + (7= 1) T LP can be chosen as zero.
+(J—1)?2 (VZ(L D4 M(L 2>) For each check nodgfor which eventA; is true we can be
! ) sure that the correlation of any codewordB<) with T is
+o 4 (J - 1) ( 2 + ug )) . non-negative. If we can be sure that the evénis true for all

check nodes we would, thus, have exhibited a dual witness for
We are still in a situation where . is weighted by a factor the optimality of the all-zeros codeword. We have to estamat
that grows exponentially fast|h However, we note that, oncethe probability of the eventl; and set it in relation to the

the MSA has convergeqlz.1 also grows exponentially fast in
"We may choose as any number greater thann(\;)/(J — 2)|.

6We assume that the indices bfare given byd(j). 8EventAjU is defined on the CT without the change in initialization



number of checks in the grapfi(H). In order to estimate the

We conclude this paper with an intriguing observation con-

latter we employ a result by Gallager [12] that guarantees therning the AWGN channel. In [10] it is proved that f K )-

existence of J, K')-regular graphs in which we can conduct regular LDPC code can achieve an error probability behavior

steps of MSA decoding without closing any cycles provideg
that L. satisfies
log(N)
~ 2log((J — 1)(K —1))
where the ternk in this expression is independent df.
Finally, we can estimate the probability of the evelntfrom

1)

the known weight distribution of the code on the CT provided 2

the underlying graph has girth at lea¢f. The minimal
codewords have weigB{1+(J—1)+(J—1)2+--- (J—1)E71)
and there are a total of

K(K —1)
2

(1]

(K — 1)2(1—1)2 2

. (K _ 1)2(‘]—1)1’71
= K/2(K _ 1)2(1+(]—l)+(]—1)2+“.(J_1)L—1)

120D (K -
[3]

[4]
minimal-tree codewords. Based on a union bound we thus get
an expression [5]

(J-1)L -1
25

P(4;) < 5 (K ~ 1)) )
which means thaP(A;) decreases doubly exponentially in
if the Bhattacharyya parametersatisfiesy < ﬁ

Thus we have proved the following theorem:

Theorem 5: Let a sequence afJ, K)-regular LDPC codes
be given that satisfies equatidd (1). Under LP decoding this
sequence achieves an arbitrarily small probability of rerrol®l
on any memoryless channel for which the Bhattacharyya
parametery satisfiesy < ﬁ For such a channel the word [9]
error probability Py, decreases as

(6]

(7]

P < o =
for some positive parameters and ;.
Proof: Most of the proof is contained in the arguments Ieadir{él]
up to the theorem. In order to see the explicit form of the word
error rate we employ a union bound for théli( check nodes
combining 1) and[{2). We find that the word error rate ig2]
bounded by
log(N) ﬂi
NJ (J—1)2log((U-D(K-1)) " _
Py < T((K - 1)7)2 2 )
wherex does not depend oN. The statement of the theorem
is obtained by simplifying this expression. O

2log(J—1)

etter thanPyy > ng2~ N ==V for constantsn;
andn, that are independent oN. The result of the theorem
thus shows that there exist sequences of LDPC codes whose
error probability behavior under LP decoding is boxed in as a
function of N between:

2log(J—1 log(J—1)
na N Tog((J—1 (K -1)) N2 N 2Tog((J=1)(K=1))

<Py, <m2-
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