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Distributed Joint Source and Channel Coding

with Low-Density Parity-Check Codes

Feng Cen

Abstract

Low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes with the parity-edsapproach for distributed joint source channel
coding (DJSCC) with decoder side information is describedhis paper. The parity-based approach is theoretical
limit achievable. Different edge degree distributions ased for source variable nodes and parity variable nodes.
Particularly, the codeword-averaged density evolutioARE) is presented for asymmetrically correlated nonumifor
sources over the asymmetric memoryless transmission ehaBrtensive simulations show that the splitting of
variable nodes can improve the coding efficiency of subagtioodes and lower the error floor.

Index Terms

Distributed joint source-channel coding, distributed rseucoding, density evolution, low-density parity-check
codes, nonuniform sources.

I. INTRODUCTION

We consider applying low-density parity-check (LDPC) ceder lossless (or near lossless) distributed joint
source channel coding (DJSCC) with decoder side informatidich is the most basic form of lossless DJSCC.
Lossless DJSCC has been intensively studied on the basistabdted source coding (DSC) schemes recently.
There are two dominating DSC scheme’s [1]: syndrome-bagewaph and parity-based approach. The former can
be straightforwardly implemented with LDPC coset codes,itig hardly used for DISCC [1]. While, for the latter,
it is difficult to implement efficient DJSCC with LDPC codeq.[2

Though difficult, some efforts have already been made tosvafticient DJSCC using LDPC codes with the
parity-based approach, such as IRA code [3], LDGM cadde [¢#§tesnatic Raptor codé |[1], and non-systematic
fountain code([b] based schemes. However, the regular eelggeel distribution restriction of these codes on parity
variable nodes (associated to parity bits) has negativadatspn the design of optimal codes. A general LDPC code
based scheme was reported|in [6], but they only consideneuingyrically correlated uniform sources and binary-
input output-symmetric (BIOS) transmission channels aidchdt discuss the edge degree distribution optimization
of LDPC codes. The design of LDPC codes for DSC with the pdrétged approach was also studied in the
literature, such as [7] and][8] etc. But they just focused ymrsetrically correlated sources and cannot be easily

extended to DJSCC for asymmetric transmission channels.
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In this paper, we consider the parity-based approach witleigeé LDPC codes. We point out that the parity-based
approach is a theoretical limit achievable scheme for DJ&@Edecoder side information. In order to achieve good
coding performance and low error floor, different edge dedtistributions are assigned to source variable nodes
(associated to source bits) and parity variable nodes. deresince asymmetrically correlated nonuniform sources
are more often encountered in practical applications agthametric physical channels are also observed in some
scenarios, we present the codeword-averaged densitytiewo((CADE) to analyze the asymptotic performance of
LDPC codes for transmitting the asymmetrically correlatetiuniform sources over the asymmetric memoryless
transmission channel.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Secfion licdbses the equivalent channel coding model and
shows that the parity-based approach is theoretical lictiievable. Sectioh Il presents the CADE formulas for

LDPC codes. Then, in sectignllV, we show experiment resHitglly, the conclusion is given in sectiéd V.

Il. CODING SCHEME

Let X andY be the outputs of two correlated i.i.d random sources. Bottand Y can be non-uniformly
distributed. They have a joint probability mass functi®xy (x,y),z € {0,1},y € ©. Here, © denotes the
alphabet (can be nonbinary) &f and the lower case lettets and y denote the realizations of their respective
random variables. LePx (x) and Py (y) denote the marginal probability mass functions®fandY’, respectively.
Without loss of generality, we assume thatis taken as decoder side information.

Consider coding with the parity-based approach. A lergsiource sequenc&* = (X1, X», ..., X},), is encoded

with a systematic LDPC code specified by its< n generator matrix

Gixn = [Prxm Tixks 1)

wheren = m + k andI,, is an identity matrix. The encoder generates a lemgtiodewordd™ = (Z™, X*), and
then, sends the lengti parity bits of ®", which is formed asZ™ = X*P}.,,, through a memoryless channel
Chy, to a receiver. At the receiver side, an LDPC decoder is engldg reconstruct the codeword. The decoder
takes the sequenc®™ observed fronCh,, as the parity bits of noise corrupted codewdrtl andY* as the source
bits of &. By decoding®”, the decoder outputs the source bif& of the codeword reconstruction. Het&* is

a different notation fromX* due to the probable errors occurred in decoding.

From channel coding point of view,* can be regarded as the observation of a correlation cha@miag|. with
the channel inpui”*. Ch.., is determined by the conditional probability mass functign x (y|z) betweenX and
Y. Therefore, the above coding approach is equivalent toraiacoding for a virtual channel consisting of two
parallel component channels, as shown in Elg. 1. Althoughfticus of this paper is on the asymmeifié,, and
the asymmetric”'h.,,-, the solution in this paper is also valid for the symmetrik,, and the symmetrih,,,.,
as the symmetric channel is a special case of asymmetrimelsan

Let C..r andCy,. denote the channel capacities@k...,» andCh,,., respectively, andi. := 7 denote the coding
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Fig. 1. Equivalent channel coding model.
rate of X* in bits. Then,R, is bounded by
H(X)-I(X;Y H(X|Y

Cir Cir

where H (X)) is the entropy ofX, H(X|Y) is the conditional entropy,(X;Y") is the mutual information, an&r},
denotes the theoretical limit of coding rate.

Theorem 1. For DJSCC of correlated binary memoryless sources with adceide informationR7; can be
achieved by systematic linear block codes with the pariged approach.

Proof: To prove the theorem, we first considefRa,-achieving separated source and channel coding scheme

as follows. First,X*, k — oo, is compressed with a theoretical limit achieving LDPC ¢taszle defined by a
k x r parity check matrixHy.., i.e. S” = X*H,«,, at the rate approaching (X|Y), i.e.r — kH(X|Y). Then,
the lengthr sequence” is encoded with a capacity-achieving LDPC code specifiedrby xam generator matrix
Grxm, i.6. Z™ = S"G,xm, at the channel coding rate approachiiig, i.e. m — CL”

Since block codes are utilized in both steps of the abovenseheve can combine these two encoders into just
a single encoder defined B m = Hix,Grxm. Consequently, if we sePjy., in @) aSPrxm = Grxm,
by employing an optimal decoder, the parity-based appravith the systematic LDPC code defined iy (1) is
Rrp,-achieving due to the fact that we can, at least, recaemwith the decoders of the above separation coding

scheme. [ |

IIl. CODEWORD-AVERAGED DENSITY EVOLUTION
A. Code ensemble

Intuitively, sinceCh.,,- and Chy, are different channels, it is better to allow different ediggree distributions
for the source variable nodes and the parity variable ndass? (), ), p) denote the ensemble of bipartite graphs
with the edge degree distributions of source variable nopimsty variable nodes and check nodes givem\by,
andp, respectively. Leil be the set of edges in the bipartite graph. Let &lsandII, be the sets of edges incident

to the source variable nodes and to the parity variable nadspectively. Definey, := ‘\IIITSI‘

]
anday, := 7, where



| - | denotes the cardinality of the set. Then, we have
As (x):z )\sixiila 3
Ap(2)=>_ Apiz'™ 1, (4)

where \,; subject to) . A\; = a, and \,; subject to) . \,; = o, are the fraction of edges emanating from
the degree source variable nodes and the fraction of edges emanatimg fine degreé parity variable nodes,

respectively. The edge degree distribution of check nosleefined in conventional form, i.e.
p(SC) = Zpixiilv (5)

wherep; subject to) ", p; = 1 denotes the fraction of edges emanating from the degobeck nodes.

B. Density evolution

Since the all-zero codeword cannot be assumed for dengitytéan in asymmetric channel setting, inspired by
the work of [9] for conventional channel coding, we averdge density over all possible codewords to analyze the
average asymptotic performance of the code ensemble foEOJ&th decoder side information.

Let m, . or m,, . denote the message sent out of a source variable node a parity variable node, to a
check node:, respectively, andn., denote the message passed fromo to a variable node (v can be eithew,
or vp,). By Ps(l)(:z:) and Pzgl)(:z:), r € {0,1}, we denote the codeword-averaged densitymgf. andm,, . at the
lth iteration conditioned on that the corresponding vagdiit takes valuer, respectively. We can easily write the

update formulae of CADE at the variable nodes as
PO@=PO @) e (@1 @), ©)
P (@)=P0(@) @ X (U (@)), ()

where QW (z),z € {0,1} denotes the codeword-averaged densityrqf, conditioned on that the corresponding
destination variable bit takes valueat thelth iteration.

To derive the update formula at the check nodes, we first denshe simplest case that each check node is
connected tal. variable nodes. Here, the edges connected to the sour@blariodes and the edges connected
to the parity variable nodes are not distinguished at thelchede. Hence, the probability of the bit associated to
the variable nodes taking value (denoted byp(x)) is the weighted average of the probability of the source bit
taking valuexr (denoted byp,(x)) and the probability of the parity bits taking valugdenoted by, (x)). It can be
calculated by (z) = asps(z) + appp(z). Accordingly, the density of the message sent from the béginode on a
randomly selected edge should be a codeword-averagedydtragican be obtained by () = p () + PISZ) ().

The difference between our work and [9] for the update foarailthe check node lies in that for the conventional
channel coding that was considered [in [9], the fraction abgeén the typical codewords is assumed to be one-
half, while, for the joint source channel coding that is ddased in our work, the fraction of zeros in the typical

codewords is equal t@(0). Let T" following from the definition in [[9] be the density transfoation function.



Following the derivation of the equation (14) in| [9] and tadisuch a difference into account, we can derive the

update formula of CADE at the check node as follows.

QU (x)
S (O R (P (0) 2T e (P (1)
71! (k+z)ee
(k+x)€e (dck’l)p(o)dc_l_kpg)k
- 3 (0 (p(o)POD(0) +T (p(1)PED(1)) 7Y 4 (1) (T (p(0) P D(0)) = T (p(1) P (1)) ** V)
! 3 () +p) "™ + (1) ((0) = p(1)* ")

_p-t <F(p(0)P“‘”(0) +p(1)PUD(0) 7Y 4 (—1)"T (p(0) P (0) —p(l)p(l—l)(l))®(dc1)>
2(3 + (=3)"(p(0) = (1))
<r(p<o>P<H><0> +p(1)PU=D(1)) @Y 4 (21)"D (p(0) PU-D(0) — p(1)PU-D (1))®<dc_1>>

_ )
=T 2N (z,d,)

(8)

where N(z,i) = 1 + (=1)" (p(0) —p(1))""" is a normalization factor brought in by codeword averaging a
E={v:0<wv<i-1,vis ever} denotes the set of even admissible degree values. For\prkstitus define

(PU=D)Y .= p(0)PE=1(0) + p(1)PU=1(1) and (PU=D)_ := p(0)PU=1(0) — p(1)PE=1(1). Then, [B) can be
simplified as

F(<P(l,1)>)®(dc—1) i (_1)IF(<P(171)>_)®(¢16—1)

(I-1).y _ p-1
@ @) =T 9N (z,d.)

)

Regarding the general case that the edge degree distribafic¢heck nodes follows fromJ(5)[](9) can be

straightforwardly generalized as

QU () = ! <Z 2N€;’i) <F(<P<ll>>)®(i_l) + (—1)mr(<P<ll>>>®(i_l)>> . (10

%

C. Discussion

In fact, the equivalent channel coding model is similar toastipular setting of the channel coding for parallel
channels described in_[10], i.e. only two component chagrestcept for the nonuniform source and asymmetric
component channels. Owing to the fact that part of the il@guy for the codes is achieved by incorporating the
channel nonuniformity into the ensemble definition and niofermation is available in code design, we can expect
that C(\s, Ap, p) can achieve good coding performance and low error floor wdthef and smaller edge degrees.
Furthermore, by choosing both, and ), equivalent, we can obtain a conventional LDPC code enserfiblgs, in
all circumstances, the performance of the codes obtaimed @\, A, p) is at least as good as the codes obtained
from the conventional code ensemble.

Unlike other parameters determined by application sedtitige value op,(0) is manually selected for CADE. A
reasonable choice is to assumg0) = 0.5 for CADE in practical applications, although it is possilbdeconstruct

LDPC codes wittp, (0) # 0.5. From the channel coding point of view, the assumptiop,40) = 0.5 has quite small



impact on the performance assessment of capacity apprapchies, because even for asymmetric transmission
channels, the mutual information for the uniformly distitiéd input is very close t@';,. [11]]. Thus, we can replace
Cyr in (@) with the mutual information for the uniformly distriked input to obtain a good approximation Bf;,,

which is denoted byRymm.

IV. SIMULATIONS

The binary asymmetric channel (BASC) and non-uniformlytriisited binary memoryless sources were con-
sidered for simulations. For convenience, we assumeXhatso takes value if0, 1}. In general, the correlation
betweenX andY can be described b¥y | x(y = 1|z = 0) = €01 and Py|x(y = 0|z = 1) = €10, which can be
interpreted as the transition probabilities of a BASC asl.wéére,cq; € [0,1] andeqg € [0, 1].

In all CADE simulations, we assume tha}(0) = 0.5. For all finite-length code simulations, the codes with
k = 80000 are used and constructed by randomly selecting the bipaytaphs from code ensembles. The belief
propagation algorithm with a maximum iteration 240 is adopted for decoding and more thad00 codewords
are transmitted for each simulation.

Irregular codeC'l with R, = 0.8 is optimized for the setting gf;(0) = 0.1, p,(0) = 0.5, Chcor With €19 = 0.4,
andChy, with £91, = 0.2 andeg, = 0.01, wheresgy, := PZ\Z(Zi =1|Z; = 0) andeyg, := PZ\Z(Zi =0|Z; =1).
First, two sets of degrees, each of which consists of twoekegyiwith a maximum degree 26 are selected for the
source variable nodes and the parity variable nodes. Themptimize the degree distributions by using differential

evolution [12] in conjunction with the CADE. To simplify theode design, we restrict the edge degrees of check

nodes to two consecutive integer values. The code enserhidlé @& given by

As(2)=0.236222 + 0.22727,
Ap(2)=0.1612 + 0.3758z",

p(2)=0.92292° + 0.07712.

From Fig.[2, we can observe th&,,,., is close toRy; for all eg;s. This phenomenon demonstrates that
pp(0) = 0.5 is an appropriate choice for practical applications. Atbe, similar coding performances are exhibited
for various correlation settings, thougdhl is merely optimized for one setting. This can be attributedhie fact
that each binary input asymmetric output correlation cleaisequivalent to a BIOS channél [13] and the coding
performances of LDPC codes for the BIOS channels with theesalmannel capacities are rather close.

From Fig.[3, we can observe that the waterfall portions ofBR&R curves of finite length codes are quite close
to their respective asymptotic thresholds obtained by tABE. In our simulations, if the bit-error rate (BER) is
less thanl0—°, a commonly used criterion [14], the transmission is assltaée near lossless. The maximum gap
of the near lossless thresholds®@t in Fig.[3 from the theoretical limits i6.08bits and no error-floor is observed
in our simulations. Compared with the work 6f [14] on asymiedDSC, where the gaps from the theoretical limits

are in betweer.121 and 0.111 for the source withp, € [0.1,0.2], the experiment results show that even with
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Fig. 2. Theoretical limits and asymptotic thresholds @i for binary correlated nonuniform sources with (0) = 0.1 and Chy, with
€01z = 0.2 andeqp, = 0.01. The maximum and minimum gaps between the asymptotic tbldstof C'1 and the correspondin@®rj,s are
0.064 bits and0.056 bits, respectively.

shorter codewords and for the asymmetric transmissionr@iathe better performance can be easily achieved by
optimizing the edge degree distributions than by desigsimghisticated coding scheme.
To demonstrate the merit of the ensemblg\s, A, p), irregular codeC2 with R. = 1.2 is designed for the

setting ofps(0) = 0.1, p,(0) = 0.5, Cheor With €19 = 0.4 andeg; = 0.2, and Chy, with 19, = 0.01. For C2,
a higher degree is allowed for parity variable nodes due ¢ovthrse transmission channel. The code ensemble of
C2 is given by

As(2)=0.10242% + 0.363125,

A ()=0.1817z 4 0.07492"° + 0.27792,

p(2)=0.28862" + 0.7114x°.
Let C3 be the corresponding conventional LDPC codeg’a@f The edge degree distribution of the variable nodes
of C3 is given by
AM2)=0.1817z + 0.10242% + 0.36312° + 0.07492°

+0.27792%.
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Fig. 3. BER curves of the finite-length realization@1 for binary correlated nonuniform sources with(0) = 0.1 andCh¢, with eg1, = 0.2

andejg, = 0.01. The corresponding asymptotic thresholds are shown as well

As we can see from Fid.l 4, by splitting the variable nodess ipossible to significantly improve the coding

performance for suboptimal codes.

V. CONCLUSION

The problem of utilizing LDPC codes for DJSCC with decodetesinformation for asymmetrically correlated
nonuniform sources and asymmetric transmission chanaeasidressed in this paper. The parity-based approach
is theoretical limit achievable. When variable nodes aill@ Byo source variable nodes and parity variable nodes,
fewer and smaller edge degrees are needed for suboptimed emd considerable gain in terms of coding efficiency

compared to the conventional LDPC codes can be expected.
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