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. INTRODUCTION

Recent work has shown that, by applying rateless codeslesgréransmission efficiency and
reliability can be dramatically improved [[1],[2]| [[3]. Rdéss codes are a class fofrward
error correction (FEC) codes with special properties. Compared with otheC E&des with
finite length, such as the Reed-Solomon codes, Block codé<Canvolutional codes, rateless
codes have numerous advantages. Firstly, this class okamate be implemented with far less
complicated encoding and decoding algorithms, making startes easy to be employed in
modern communication systems. Secondly, they can autcafigtadapt to instantaneous channel
states and avoid the need for feedback channels [[3], [[1], THhis is because rateless codes
can generate a potentially limitless stream of coded pagclatd when a sufficient number of
coded packets are successfully received, all source macket be correctly decoded. Hence,
for certain channels, such as erasure multicast or broadbasnels whose real-time channel
erasure probability estimation might be nearly impossiblebtain, and non-uniform channels
or time-varying channels whose channel states are unknawdifficult to capture due to
fast variation, rateless codes are desirable means fortdatamission. Because of the above
mentioned advantages, rateless codes have the potentigplaace the conventionaluitomatic
repeat request (ARQ) mechanism as a new mechanismyfismission control protocol (TCP)
[5].

Among the known rateless codes, two codes stand out. One isSTtikodes, which is the first
practical digital fountain code with the average decodiosf @n the order 0O (klog(k)) [1]. The
other one is the Raptor codes, which are the first class ot&unodes with linear time encoding
and decoding complexities. Raptor codes are concatenatis cwhich combines a traditional
FEC with an LT code to relax the condition that all input syrisboeed to be recovered in an

LT decoder. Moreover, Raptor codes only requi?él) time to generate an encoding symbol



[1]. Note that Raptor codes have already been standardiz8&GPP to efficiently disseminate
data over a broadcast/multicast network to provide MBM¥iser|6].

Despite the successful application of Raptor codes in 3@BP,understanding of Raptor
codes is still incomplete due to the insufficient amount afottetical work on the performance
analysis of Raptor codes. Without analytical results, tp#naization of the degree distribution
as well as the parameters for Raptor codes would be extrediiiyult, if not impossible. In
[1], Shokrollahi provided a decoding error probability bsés of Raptor codes with finite length
under the assumption of the belief propagation (BP) degpdihe analysis relies on the exact
calculation of the error probability of the LT codes undeg 8P decoding, which was derived
in [7]. The maximum-likelihood (ML) decoding, on the otheartd, is more computational
demanding than the BP decoding for codes with large lengdveNheless, the derivation of
bounds of decoding error probability for the ML decodingtii mmeaningful, because it provides
an optimal benchmark on the system performance for the atbending schemes to compare
against. In this light, for Raptor codes with limited lengthe. in the order of a few thousands,
Shokrollahi proposed a decoding algorithm based omtt&mum-likelihood (ML) criterion in
[8]. Furthermore, in[[5], the authors proposed a method topate the upper and lower bounds on
the bit error rate (BER) of Raptor codes under the assumpfitime ML decoding. However, the
work in [5] needs to be improved or re-examined in some aspéatstly, the pre-coder assumed
in [5] is impractical. In more detail, all the entries of tharjty check matrix of the pre-coder are
assumed to be independent and identically distributed)iBernoulli random variables, so it is
possible that the parity check matrix of the pre-coder mayobe ill-conditioned, rendering no
generator matrix working with the parity check matrix. Henthe analytical bounds proposed
in [5] cannot be verified via simulation. Secondly, the dedbit error probability of Raptor
codes under ML decoding in[5] is for the intermediate bitsR&ptor codes rather than the
source bits of Raptor codes. So the decoding error perfaenah Raptor codes still needs
further investigation. In our pervious work![9], we propdse wireless broadcast scheme based
on network coding in a single tier cellular network. In thisper, we further treat Raptor codes

by analyzing the performance of the source bits of Raptorespde., all source bits can be
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successfully decoded with ML decoding by a receiver with @eginumber of successfully
received coded bits, and verifying the derived results inauations. The contributions of this

work are summarized in the following:

« This paper, for the first time, provides the analytical reswd., an upper bound and a lower
bound, on the packet error performance of Raptor codes undgimume-likelihood (ML)
decoding, which is measured by the probability that all seyrackets can be successfully
decoded by a receiver with a given number of successfullgived coded packets.

« Simulations are conducted to validate the accuracy of théais. More specifically, Raptor
codes with different degree distribution and pre-coders, evaluated using the derived
bounds with high accuracy. According to our study, we cotelthat Raptor codes with
the binomial distribution achieve the best performance ragnibe investigated ones.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Secfion Ibrief review of the encoding
and decoding process of Raptor codes is given. In SeCfibmpéklformance analysis of Raptor
code is conducted by deriving an upper bound and a lower bounnthe probability that all
source packets can be successfully decoded by a receiveravgiven number of successfully
received coded packets. Section 1V validates the analytsalts through simulations, followed

by concluding remarks in Sectign V.

[I. AN INTRODUCTION TORAPTOR CODES

This section is provided to familiarize the readers with Hasic idea of Raptor codes, their
efficient encoding and decoding algorithms.

The encoding process of Raptor codes is carried out in twesgshaa) Encodé: source
packets with an(n, k) error correcting code referred as pre-caddo form n intermediate
packets; b) Encode the intermediate packets with an LT code. Each coded packetnsrgted
by the following encoding rules of LT code. Firstly, a posgiintegerd (often referred to as
the “degree” [[4] of coded packets) is drawn from the set oédets{1,...,n} according to
a probability distribution©2 = (4, ...,2,), where, is the probability thatd is picked and

2221 Q4 = 1. Then,d distinct source packets are selected randomly and indepdgdrom the
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Figure 1. Two-stage structure of a Raptor code with a sysnpa#-code.

n intermediate packets to form the coded packet to be tratesinitsing the XOR operation![1],
[4], where each source packet is selected with equal prbtyaldi Raptor code with parameters
(k,C, Q) is an LT code with distributio2 = (€2, ..., 2,,) onn packets that are the coded packets
of the pre-codé&. An illustration of a Raptor code is given in Figure 1. In teisidy, we assume
that the pre-code is afm, k) systematic LDPC code whose generator matég,’,, can always
be written asGP®, = [L;|Pjx(n—1)]", Wherel, is an identity matrix of sizé, andPy(,,_) is a

k by (n— k) matrix with its entries being independent and identicalstributed (i.i.d) Bernoulli
random variables with parameterSuch code is denoted és, k&, ) LDPC code([5]. Further, we
can obtain the parity check matrix of this LDPC codels,_1)xn = [P (n—r)xk|Ln—k) (n—k)xn

re

andH ;) xn X GP”, = 0. In case where generator matrix of pre-code is a deterriunisatrix,
i.e., a typical(n, k) error correction code, there are well known methods to leatit# situation
and actually make our analysis easier.

When a coded packet is received by a MU, we uskak binary row vectorg:'GP™ to
represent the coding information contained in the codedkegtasvhereg:™ is a1 x n binary
row vector andGP™ is an x k binary matrix. Let[G], ; denote the entry in thé” row and the
5t column of a matrixG. Particularly, [giLT}Lj is 1 if the coded packet is a result of the XOR
operation on thej** intermediate packet (and other intermediate packetsgroibe [giLT}Lj

equals 0. Foﬂpre]i,j , it is 1 if the i** intermediate packet is a result of the XOR operation

on the j** source packet (and other source packets); otherW@@]i’j equals 0. Therefore, a
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random row vector in this paper refers to the row vector of redeanly chosen coded packet
where the coded packet is generated using the Raptor emgcprioess described above. Recall
thats = (si, s9,..., ;) represents thé equal-length source packets to be transmission. The
coded packet can be expressedys= gt' GPes?, where 7" is transpose of.

Raptor codes can be decoded by using a variety of decodiragithlgns. A typically used
decoding algorithm for Raptor Codes is the so-called “LTcess” [4], but it is well known
that the LT process is unable to decode all source packetshwdan be possibly recovered
from information contained in the received coded packets.example, LT process relies on the
existence of at least one degree-one coded packet to beaddai order to start the decoding
process. For Raptor codes with limited lengths, i.e. on ttieroof a few thousandyaximum-
likelihood (ML) decoding has been proposed to replace LT process. fidieran this paper we
use a different decoding algorithm called the inactivati@eoding algorithm [8] to decode the
source packets. This decoding algorithm combines the afityrof Gaussian elimination with
the efficiency of the “LT process” algorithm. Specificallgt iz, (m > k), be the number of coded
packets that have already been successfully received by al¥é&) performance of inactivation
algorithm is the same as Gaussian elimination. One way tty &pgussian elimination on raptor

code is to solve a system of linear equations given in thevetig [10].

G LT

mxn

(szr:ksgxl) = Y, <1

Hg,—1)xn O(n—r)x1
whereY,,.1 = (y1,y2, ..., ¥m). . Additionally, we can obtain the following Lemma:
Lemma 1. A MU can recover all k source packets from the m coded packets using the

inactivation decoding algorithm if and only if (G; H(n_k)xn)(ern_k)m is a full rank matrix,

i.e. its rank equals n, which is equivalent to the event that (G G),,x), is a full rank matrix.

Proof: The proof of this statement is provided in Appendix A. [ ]

Note that in this paper, all algebraic operations and theaated analysis are conducted in
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a binary field. Obviously the event thaG-"GP™®), ..., is a full rank matrix is equivalent to the
eventA* that a MU can successfully decode &llsource packets using inactivation decoding
algorithmprovided the event that the MU has successfully receivedoded packets. The main

result of this paper is summarized in Theordrs 2[dnd 3.

[1l. PERFORMANCEANALYSIS OF RAPTOR CODES

Denote byA* the event that a receiver can successfully decodé aburce packets condi-
tioned on the event that the receiver has successfullywedei coded packets which is encoded
with Raptor code from the BS. In this section, we shall analfree probability ofA” .

Because of the equivalence between the evEntand the event thatG-" GP™®),, . is a full
rank matrix, the analysis dfr (Af;l) is conducted by analyzing the probability that the rank of

(GLTGP™),.. IS k.

A. Lower Bound on the Decoding Success Probability of Raptor Codes

In this subsection, we will derive a lower bound on the deegdiuccess probability of Raptor

codes with systematic pre-code, which is presented in thenimg theorem:

Theorem 2. When the BS generates coded packets using the Raptor code (k,C,$)(x)) where
C is (n,k,n) LDPC code and the coded packets received at a mobile user (MU) are decoded
using the inactivation decoding algorithm, the probability that a MU can successfully decode
all k source packets from m received coded packets with m > k , denoted by Pr (Aﬁm) is lower

bounded by

Pr(an) = 1-3() X0 (J0)"D (i) (1)

where
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and

D(i,r) = (7=F) {ﬂ} nehori
x {w} T

and )y is the degree distribution of LT codes.

Proof: Our proof relies on the use of the union bound of the indepeainelents that vectors

re

in the column vector space @&"~, are in the null space o&L!

mXxXn*

According to the property of the matrix product [11, Eq. (4)h we have

rank(Gy., Gh%r)
= rank(G}3,) — dim{N(G;1,,,) N R(G}7,)}

where N (o) is the right-hand null space of a matrik(e) is the column vector space generated
by a matrix anddim{V} represents number of vectors in any basis for a vector spade
follows from the definition of G, given earlier that the rank o&", surely isk. It can be

readily obtained that:

Prlrank(Gy,,, Ghvy) = ]
= Prldim{N(G;.,,) N R(G}T,)} = 0] (2)

For convenience leWV,, . » represent the event thatm{N(G:!

mxn

)N R(GP?E,)} = 0. Now we

nxk

need to analyz®r[W,, . ]. Provided thalG"?, is a(n, k, p) systematic LDPC code, the event
dim{N(GL!

mxn

YNR(GP® )} £ 0, i.e.,W,,..1 IS equivalent to the event that at least one column

nxk

nxk mxn

vector from R(GJ%,) is amongN (G/L,), i.e., Uxcpare )Gry,,x = 0, wherex is a column

vector of R(GP). It can be readily shown that:

nxk

Pr[Wm,n,k] = Pr UXER(Gzrik)GLT x=0

mxn
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Z Pr [G}, ., x = 0] (3)

xE€R(GP®,)

The column vector spacB(GP? ) is partitioned intok subspacéV,,V,,...,V;) andV is the

nxk

pre
nxk"*

subspace that contains all the column vectors which are simmof: column vectors of
We denotel’; as the set of indices of the column vectorsiinand there arg*) indices inT);.
Let x¢ represent the' a € T; column vector inV;. It can be readily shown that:

k

S PG, x=0]=)" " Pr(GY, xi = 0 (4)

x€R(GNT ) i=1 a€l;

We can observe that! = G¢,,1; where G?, . is the matrix formed by selected column

nx1 nxi

vectors fromk column vectors ofGP™, and 1, represent the x 1 all one column vector. Let

|x"| represent the weight of column vectey, considering the law of total probability, we have

PI[GI;JX”XZ = 0]
= ZPI [G,"mefl = O) .| = 7’] Pr[|x}] =] (5)
r=0

Firstly, we need to calculater [|x}| = r]. ProvidedG"?, = [I;|Pjxu—x)]", in the firstk entries

of G% .1, there are: ones. If|x’| = r, then there are — i ones in the last — k entries of

nx

nxi 7

Goili, e, P{, ;. ;1;. Hence we can obtain that

Pr[|xi|=r] = Pr HP‘(’n_k,) 1| = (r—1)] (6)

X1

andi <r < n—k+i The rows ofP{ _,  , ie,p;1 <j < (n— k), are random binary

X!

row vectors, which are generated independently. Each erftr?‘(’n_k) is independent and

X1
identically distributed (i.i.d) Bernoulli random variabivith parametep. Therefore,Pr[p;1; =
0] = Pr[pkiz;1; = 0]. The event that the entry inx’ is zero is equivalent to the event that

there are even number of ones in row vegtor We have

Prlp;1, =0] = Pr[|p,| is even]
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§=0,2,...,2| £ |
_ i+ A=)+ (=n+ (L —n))]
2
_ 1+(12—2n)’ @

There are("~F) possible combination for — i ones in the last — k entries. It can be readily

shown that:

PrHPn k) x 1 ‘ = T—Z)]
- (?—_Zk){Pl"[leZ = 0]}n—k—r+i

x{1 —Pr[p;1;, = 0]} (8)
Combining equations [6)[1(7) andl (8), we can obtain that

D(i,r) =Pr[|x}] =]
n—k 14 (1 — 2n)i n—k—r4i
oty [

" [1 — (- 2n)i]r_i

; ©)

For i, X}, 2, € Vi, P{, 4, and P(n 1xi have the same probability to form the same matrix

(r—z)}:Pr[ Y :(r—z)},in
turn Pr [|x%| = r] = Pr[|xj| = r]. Now, we calculate’r [GLT  x} =0 | |x}| = r]. The rows of

mxn<ra
LT
Gmxn’

Pl()n—k

(n—k)x1

formation. So we can obtain th&t HP

i.e., g5, 1 <j <m,are random binary row vectors, which are generated indizpely.

We have

an a

:{Pr [g;‘Tx’ = O} ‘X;‘ = r] }m (20)

Pr [GLT x! O’ }XZ} = 7’]

The degree of}', i.e. the number of non-zero elementsgyf, is chosen according to the pre-

defined degree distributicft = (€24, ..., §2,) and each non-zero element is then placed randomly
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and uniformly intog’'. It can be readily obtain that
Pr [g'JTTXfI = 0‘ ‘X;‘ = r}
= > 0uPr[gT = 0] [xi| = 1. [¢T| = (11)
d=1

P LT 2 LT % LT % LT ; LT A i
Let ri = (ghxi,, ghlxly, .., g5 L, ), wheregh] is g} hk and x/, is [x.], ;. Then, we can

obtain that

Pr [gfxfl = O‘ ‘X;‘ =,

87| =d

= Pr Urﬂ is even’ xi| =7 |gf"| = d]

_ 25:072 ..... 2£gj (2)(2::) 12)
(@)
Combining equations_(11) and (12), we can obtain that
_ LT ¢ __ i
J(r) = Pr [gj X! = 0‘ }xa} = r}
n Dsm0g,2] 4| (O)E5S)
S Y Pl 1 bl (13)
e (2)
Inserting equation (10) intd_(13), it can be obtained that
Pr [ngnxz = 0‘ ‘XZ‘ = 7’] = [J(r)]" (24)

We can obtain thaPr[GL, x! = 0| |x!| = r] is only determined by the weight of’ rather

mxXn*ra

than whichi column vectors is chosen frol&"”, to obtain the summatiox’. So we can

nxk

conclude thatPr[GLT  x! = 0] = Pr[GL]

mxXn*ra mxn

xi = 0]. Recall that there ar¢}) indices inT;.
Inserting equationg {9) anf_(14) infd (5) and combining veitjuation [(4), yields the following

results

Pr[Wm,n,k]
k
< > > Pr[Gh,x,=0]
i=1 a€l';
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i=1 r=4 d=1
ian—k—r+i i Tr—1
1+ (1—2n) 1—(1-2n)
e (15)
which proves the assertion. [ |

B. Upper Bound on the Decoding Success Probability of Raptor Codes

In addition to the above lower bound, we can also derive areuppund on the decoding
success probability of Raptor codes with systematic poecwhich is presented in the following

theorem:

Theorem 3. When the BS generates coded packets using the Raptor code (k,C,<(x)) and the
coded packets received at a mobile user (MU) are decoded using the inactivation decoding
algorithm, the probability that a MU can successfully decode all k source packets from m

received coded packets with m > k , denoted by Pr (Afn) is upper bounded by:

Pr (4%)
k n—k+i

< 1= 3 ()i

i=1 r=%

5;(?) DU DD SETCIESITERTS

wo=0 w1 =t—wo wza=0

n—k+wo n—k+wi n—k+ws

X (0) (3 ) Z Z Z D(wo, ro) D(wy, 1)

ro=wo T1=wi To=wW2

X D(wg, Tg){J(T’Q)J(T’l)J(’FQ) + 7(T0)7(7’1)7(7’2)}m (16)
where

0 ifz=0
1(x) = T

1 otherwise

J()=1—J(-), D(wo,ro) is defined in equation (9) and J(ry) is defined in equation (I3).
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Proof: By using the Bonferroni inequality?], we can obtain a lower bound &f[IW,,, ,, ;]

as:

PI‘[Wm’an]

mxn

_ LT
= PrlUscrere )G

> ) Pr[Gh,x=0
xER(GP™® )

nxk

1
- >, PG x=0&Gy,y =0 (17)
g{,yeR(Gpre ), XAy

nxk

wherex = GP® a a € GF(2)F andy = GP, b, b € GF(2)*\a. The first term can be calculated

nxk

by using Theorenmi]2. Recall that is subspace that contain all the column vectors which are

pre
nxk?

summation ofi column vectors oiG I'; is the set of indices of the column vectors in

andx’ represents the a € T'; column vectors in;. It can be readily shown that:

> PGLx=0& G,y =0

x,y€R(GP, ) x#£y

nxk

= ) > Pr[GY,x=0&GL,,y =0
XER(GP® ) yeR(GP®  \x
k
VY Y PG~ 06G,y — 0 )
i=1 a€Ti yeR(GY, )\,
wherex! = GPT a,|a] = i. Recall thaty = G5, b, b € GF(2)". We define three binary

vectorszg, z;, andz, € GF(2)* such that fort = 1,..., k, zo(t) = 1 if and only if a(t) = 1 and
b(t) =1, z,(t) =1 if and only if a(t) = 1 andb(t) = 0, andz.(t) = 1 if and only if a(t) =0
andb(t) = 1. Let wy, w; andw, be the weights of vectors,, z;, andz,, respectively. Fox’,

we havez, + z; = a andz, + z, = b. Hence we can obtain:

Pr |G, x, =0&GL vy =0]

mxn<ra m
LT pre LT pre LT pre
=Pr [GanGnXkZO = GanGnszl = GanGnXk’Z2
} |Z0| = ’LUQ& |Z1| = ’LUl& |Z2| = w2:| (19)
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Let I, = {i,1, 10, ..., iz } D€ the set of indices such that I, for z(t) = 1, we can obtain the
sets of indices of vectors,, z,, andz, asl,,, I,, andI,,. Corresponding to the three sdtg,
I,, andI,,, each column of the matri&”’’,, g7, 1 <i < k, can be divided into four mutually
exclusive partsg,,, 8z, 8z, andUi<i<kg! \(8z U8z Us), 1.6, 84, N8s = {0}. Letg,, be

pre

the subset ofJ;<;<,g""“ such that all the elements of this subset are selected frpm. . g!
according to the indices in séf, and G’ be the matrix whose columns are elementggf
The length ofg,, is wy. The same operation is applied to the formatioggfandg,,, in which
the elements are selected according to the indices if,seind 7,,, and have lengthy, andws,
respectively. Letx"® = GL'“1,,, x** = GJ'°1,, andx"? = GL’“1,,. Equivalently, equation

(28) can be rewritten as,

Pr[GL)

mxn T nxk

GP® 7o = G GP® 7z, =G GP? 7,

mxn T nxk mxn
) |Zo| = woke |21] = w1 & 22| = wo

:PI'[GLT xWo — GLT xW2 — GLT sz] (20)

mxn mXxXn mXxXn

According to the law of total probability, we have

LT wo __ LT wy LT w2
Pr[Ganx - Gmxnx - Gmxnx ]

n—k+4+wo n—k+wi n—k+ws

— Z Z Z Pr[|x"°| = 7]

ro=wg Ti=wi To=w2
x Pr[|x“t| = rq| Pr[|x"?| = 7]
% Pr [GLT xWo — G_LT xW1 — GLT x W2

mXxXn mXxn mxn

X =79 |X =" |X =T9
o] = o x| =y x2 (21)

For Pr[|x*°| = 1], this can be calculated by using equatibh (9). Recall thatrdws of GLT_ |
ie., g]L-T,l < j < m, are random binary row vectors, which are generated inckpgly. We

have

LT wo LT w1 LT wa
PI‘ [G’anX - Gmxnx - Gmxnx
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o] = o et = 2| = s
{PI‘ [ LT xWo — gIJ_T w1 g;_T w2
m
[ o] = o x| = vy x| = 2] } (22)

Because all algebraic operations are conducted in a bineld, ngwaO can only bel or 0.

Equation [[Z2R) can be further written as :

Pr [gIJ_T wo gI]_T wi gI]_T wa
[e] = ro | = 71 ] = )

—Pr [g;_T wo =0 gLT w1 =0 g]T w2 =0
[l = 7, b = s, ] =)

+Pr [gIJ_T wo_l gLT w1_1 gI]_T w2

) 0] = i, X =, (x| = 7o (23)
Recall thatx* = GP€1,, , = GP*1,,, x** = GP*1,, and the columns ofzD®, GP'®,
Z0 0 1 Z2 Zo z1

GP* are mutually exclusive to each other. So event thét| = r, is independent of event that
x| =y or |[x*“?| = r, and the event that;"x"*° = 1 is independent of event thgt'x" = 1
or gi'x"2 = 1. Conditioned onx"°| = ro, [x"| = ry, [x"?| = 5, the first part in equatiori (23)

can be expressed as:
LT < LT xW LT xW2 —
Pr [g] 0 — () 8 1= & 2
o] = o, x| = ] = 7“2}
=Pr [g]T o — O’ |x"°| = 7“0} Pr [gJT W= O’ |x*“1| —rl}
Pr [g]T w2 = O’ |x"2| = 7“2} (24)
Based on the pervious analysis, we know tirafg: x"° = 0‘ |x"°| = ro] only relates to

parameterry. Let D(wo,ro) = Pr[|x“°| = ro] and J(rg) = Pr[gf'x"® = 0] [x"°| = ro]. For

J(ro), it can be calculated by using equations](11) &nd (12). Basethe pervious analysis,
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we know thatJ(r,) only relates to parametey and D(wg, o) is affected by parametet, and
wy. Hence for the same parameterg, w, andw,, equations[(20) has the same result. Because
x! =y, we can obtain thaty; + w, # 0 andwg + wy # 0. For x, when |zy| = wy, we have
wy; = i —wy and there ard’, ) possible combinations of. For z,, there are(?) possible

combination ofz, when|z,| = w,. Inserting equation (20)[(21), (22), (23) andl(24) irita)(19

we can obtain:

Z [ngnxa =0 & GLTXny = 0]
yER(GVT O\x,

nxk

=3 Y St + w4 ) ()

wo=0 w1 =1i—wg wa=0

n—k+wo n—k+wi n—k+ws

X Z Z Z (wo, 70) D (w1, 71)D(we, r3)

To=wo T1=wW1i To=W2

{J(ro)J(r1)J (r2) 4 J(ro)J (1) J (r2) }™ (25)

0 ifxz=0
wherel(z) := -Forx},x},,, € V;, the probabilityy",, , Pr [GT, x, = 0& G}y = 0]
1 otherwise

is affected by parameter So we can obtain tha} ", . Pr(Gy,,x, = 0& G,y = 0] =

Zx#y Pr[GLT x! = 0& GLT y = 0]. Recall that there ar€) indices inI*. We can get that

Z [Glr_r-vl,—xnx =0& GLTXny 0]
xyER(G} ) XAy

nxk

k
=53 Y PG % =0&GYy =0

i=1 a€T yeR(GE )\x,

nxk

=Z<f)z >, il(wo—l—w2)1(w1+w2)

wo=0 w1 =1i—wg wa=0

n—k+wo n—k+wi n—k+ws

z'
w E E g woﬂ“o wlﬂ“l)

To=wo T1=wi1 To=w2

X D(ws, 12){J (ro) J(11) I (r2) + I (ro) J (r1) J(r2) } (26)
The proof of Theorera]3 is completed. [ |
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C. A Special Case of the Derived Bounds
(8)

When we apply a special degree distribution—binomial dedrstribution, i.e.{2, = Ty

1<
d < k, into Theoreni R, we can simplify equatidn (1) into a far leesplex expression. The

simplification procedure is shown in the following Corollar

Corollary 4. When the BS generates coded packets using the Raptor code (k,C, ;) where C is

k
(n,k,n) LDPC code, Qg = 2& )1) 1 < d < k and the coded packets received at a mobile user

(MU) are decoded using the inactivation decoding algorithm, the probability that a MU can
successfully decode all k source packets from m received coded packets with m > k , denoted

by Pr (AF), satisfies

Pr(Ak) > 1- (28— 1)(<2n_1 — U

Z m)m (27)

Proof: When new degree distribution, i.6); = (2@1), 1 < d < n, isinserted into equation

(11), we can obtain that

Pr [g;‘TXZ =0| ‘xi‘:r

Z Z OGm (28)

d=1 o= 0,2,..., gJ

When the upper limit of the inner summation is changed feo§ | to 2 | 2|, it will not affect the
result of equation((28). This is because that)) with s > 2 |4]| equals 0. The inner summation
variable s is now independent of the outer summation variablend thus the order of the two
summations can be exchanged:

Pr [g;‘Tx’ =0 | ‘X;‘ = r}

=2 =17 D (DD — (D(E)s=a0) (29)
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The terms();"!) restrictsd to s < d < n —r + s, such that

n n—r+s n—r
YD = DY Gn=> G =2 (30)
d=0 d=s d=0

Combining this term with the last expression fer(g!"x! = 0 | [x}| = r] yields

"%, = 0 xa| = 7]

=@yt Y @t

s=0,2,..., 2LgJ
= (2" -1t ) (31)
_ @y
BERCE (2

where we have used identily’, ...5) = 2"~'. We can observe thatr[g/"x = 0 | [x}| = 7]

is independent from the weight of,, hencePr|GLT x! = 0| |x}| = r] = Pr[GLL x! = 0].

mXxXn-ra mxXn ra

Combining equation (10)[(82),1(4) and (2), we can obtairn tha

Pr[Pr[W k]

= (2"-1)Pr[Gh,,

(2" -1
(2" —1)

x = 0| |x| =r]

= (2" - 1)( )" (33)

[
As for Theorem B, we can simplify the upper bound into a fas lesmplex expression as

well. This is summarized in the following Corollary.

Corollary 5. When the BS generates coded packets using the Raptor code (k,C, ) where C is
k
(n,k,n) LDPC code, Qg = %,1 < d < k and the coded packets received at a mobile user

(MU) are decoded using the inactivation decoding algorithm [§|], the probability that a MU can
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successfully decode all k source packets from m received coded packets with m > k , denoted

by Pr (A’fn), satisfies

Pr (4%)
<1-(2F—1) {(?;17__1))} + (28 —1)(2F = 1)
(2n—1 _ 1) 3 (2n—1 _ 1) 3y ™
X{{@n—w} = 59
Proof: The new degree distribution, i.€; = 2@1) 1 < d < n, is inserted into equation

(@), by using the result of equation (32), we can obtain that

J(ro) = Pr[ LT x"0 = 0 |x"°| = ro]

= @ —1) (35)
Insert equation[(35) into equation {20), we can obtain that
Pr [Gi Ghrzo0 = G Gz = Gy GS 20

| |20 = wode |z1| = w1 & |22| = wy]
n—k+wo n—k+wi n—k+ws

Z Z Z (wo,70) D (w1, 71)D(wa, 72)
To=wo T1=w1 TO=W2

21 —1) 4 (2" = 1) 30m

o (2n—1 _ 1) 3 (2n—1 _ 1) 31m

Insert equation[(36) into equation (25), we can obtain that

Z Pr Gl;zl—xnxa - O&GLTXny = 0]

xt Ay

i k—i
— Z Z Z 1(wo + wa)L(wy 4+ w2) (4, ) (5.7

wo=0 w1 =1—wg wza=0
@2t -1)

-1
ey

P+ - W]g}m
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(2"t -1)
(2" —1)

(2" -1)

= (2" - 2){] P+ 1 - W]g}m (37)

Combining equation (37)[(18) and {17), we can obtain that

Pr[Wm,n,k]

(@)
> Z Pr[GL  x = 0]

mxn

1
-3 > PrGhx=0&Gy Ly = 0]

x,yeR(GPT ) x#y

nxk

(G DL DU

@1 1),
@ 1)

= (2F—1) [%} — (28 —1)(2F 1 —1)

AT - <38>

{1

Compared with the general expressions in Theorems 2 and tBeisimplified expression
of Corollaries[# and]5, we can easily observe the relatignbletween the decoding success

probability and the parameter of the encoding rules, ken andm.

V. SIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, we use MATLAB based simulations to validdie accuracy of the analytical
results and the tightness of the proposed performance Bo&adh point shown in the figures is
the average result obtained from 100,000 simulations. B8 onfidence interval is also shown
in each figure. For clarity, the simulation parameters aglbj this section are summarized in

Table I.
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Table |
SIMULATION PARAMETERS

Rateless Codes encoding parameters

Number of source packets 20,40
Number of internediate packets 21, 41
Parameter for bernoulli random variables 0.3, 0.7
Pre-codeC (n,k,n) LDPC codes
LT codes degree distribution
Standard degree distribution Q3CPF(1)[6, Annex BJ
Binomial degree distribution Qq = (27?_)1),1 <d<n
Ideal soliton degree distribution Oy = m, 2<d<n
andQ, =+
Robust soliton degree distribution c=0.04, 6 =0.01

B —+—n=0.3, upper bound
09,7 —+—n=0.7, upper bound
—a—n=0.3, lower bound
—&—n=0.7, lower bound
—x=-n=0.3, simulation
—x=-n=0.7, simulation

L L L L L L
1.4 15 16 1.8 19 2

1.7
Overhead y

Figure 2. The probabilities of successfully decoding alkB0rce packets by the MU as a function of overhgad transmission
by the BS

A. Verification of the Derived Bounds

In this sub-section, the number of source packets is set kob&0, and the degree distribution
of Raptor codes follows the widely used ideal soliton degfis¢ribution [4]. Besides, the pre-
codeC is assumed to b&1,20,0.3) and(21,20,0.7) LDPC codes.

In Figs.[2, our analytical and simulation results are presnn terms of the probability
Pr [Am that the MU successfully decode &ll= 20 source packets as a function of overhead
~v = m/k of transmission by the BSs. As shown in Hig. 2, our analytieallts, i.e., the upper

and lower bound match the simulation results very well, Wwhialidates the accuracy of the
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analysis in this paper. However, when overhead small, there is still a gap between the upper
(lower) bounds and simulation results in Fig. 2. The gap betwthe exact value and the upper
(lower) bound is caused by the approximation used in equg@), and the gap between the

exact value and the lower bound is caused by equafion (2).

B. Investigation of the Impact of Degree Distribution on the Decoding Success Probability

When we fix the Pre-cod€ as (21, 20,0.7), the degree distributionS of Raptor codes are
chosen as the widely used ideal soliton degree distributi@robust soliton degree distribution

[4], the standardized degree distribution in 3GPP [6, AnBgx

Q3PP (1) = 0.0099z + 0.46632>
+0.21442% + 0.115224

+0.11312%° + 0.08112!

and a Binomial degree distribution proposed in this papee ($able ). As shown in Fig.
and[ 3(B), for different degree distributions, our gtiehl bounds are also corroborated
by simulation results. Moreover, the performance of Rapmimdes with the binomial degree
distribution outperforms those with other three degre&ifigtions. Additionally, the expression
of decoding success probability of Raptor code with bindmégree distribution in Corollaries
and[4 has their computation superiority compared with th@ession in Theorerid 2 and 3.
Therefore, we will focus on Raptor codes with the binomiajrée distribution in the following

simulations.

C. Investigation of the Impact of k on the Decoding Success Probability

When the number of source packétscreases from 20 to 40, our analytical results still tightl
match the simulation ones. As can be seen from [Fig| 4(a)[ @byl démparing transmitting
20 source packets with transmitting 40 ones, the BS can eetlue overheady = m/k of
transmission that required to achieve the same performavriteh leads to reduced transmission

latency and energy consumption.
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S R AR Py Z L
) = = e ——t

—+— Binomial degree distribution, upper bound
—+— Standard degree distribution, upper bound
—+— Robust soliton degree distribution, upper bound
—+— Ideal soliton degree distribution, upper bound B
—=&— Binomial degree distribution, lower bound
—&— Standard degree distribution, lower bound

—&— Robust soliton degree distribution, lower bound
—&— I|deal soliton degree distribution, lower bound
/ —x— Binomial degree distribution, simulation

05/ T " " " b
/ —x— - Standard degree distribution, simulation
? —x—Ideal soliton degree distribution, simulation
04‘7 —x—Robust soliton degree distribution, simulation i
I I I I I I I I
12 13 14 15 1.6 1.7 18 19 2
Overhead y

(a) Full Scale

e
~| —+— Binomial degree distribution, upper bound

VIV

—~_ 092
x —+— Standard degree distribution, upper bound _—
< N PR =
n:_ —+— Robust soliton degree distribution, upper bound

09

1 —+— Ideal soliton degree distribution, upper bound

—=&— Binomial degree distribution, lower bound

0.88|- | —=— Standard degree distribution, lower bound

—&— Robust soliton degree distribution, lower bound

086 —=&— |deal soliton degree distribution, lower bound
—x—Binomial degree distribution, simulation

~ - —x— - Standard degree distribution, simulation

0841 | —x— |deal soliton degree distribution, simulation N
—x—- Robust soliton degree distribution, simulation

082k | | | | I I I

13 132 1.34 1.36 138 14 1.42
Overhead y

(b) Zoom of the rectangular box in (a)

Figure 3. The probabilities of successfully decoding alkB0rce packets by the MU as a function of overhgad transmission
by the BS

D. Comparison of the Successful Transmission Probability for Raptor codes and ldeal Fountain

codes

In Fig.[5(a) and 5(h), we compare the Raptor code to an ideait&in code together with the
baseline transmission without coding. As can be obsenad [B(a) and 5(b), the performance
gap between the Raptor code and the ideal fountain code im@gligible because in the ideal
fountain code the number of received symbols needed to éettmdsource symbols is exactly
the number of source symbols, no matter which symbols areivet. Hence, the decoding
success probability of an ideal fountain code is as higiPla(sA’“m) = 1,m > k. Besides, the
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—+— k=20, upper bound
—a— k=20, lower bound
—x— k=20, simulation
—+— k=40, upper bound b
—&— k=40, lower bound
—x— k=40, simulation

, , \ , , \
12 13 1.4 1.5 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.9 2
Overhead y

(a) Full Scale

—+— k=20, upper bound
—a— k=20, lower bound
—x— k=20, simulation
—+— k=40, upper bound N
—&— k=40, lower bound
—x— k=40, simulation

, , \ \ , , ,
1.04 1.06 1.08 11 1.12 1.14 1.16 1.18 1.2 1.22 1.24
Overhead y

(b) Zoom of the rectangular box in (a)

Figure 4. The probabilities of successfully decoding alla2@ 40 source packets by the MU as a function of overhead
transmission by the BS

coding gain of Raptor codes compared with the baseline rrasson without coding is shown
to be tremendous. We apply Raptor codes and an ideal fourdi® into a single BEC channel
with different erasure probability. The probability that the receiver can decode falbource

packets based on the successfully received coded packeisted as”,,., can be expressed as:

Poo(T) = D (h)Pr(AL)p" (1 —p)"

m=k

As demonstrated in Fig. 5(a) ahd 5(b), for different eraqunbability p, transmission without
coding can significantly reduce the overhead- m /k of transmitting that required to achieve

the same performance. When the target performance, eegprdivability of successful delivery
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is set to 0.95 fop = 0.1, the ratio of the number of packets transmitted without gisinding

to that using Raptor code equals 2.069; fox 0.3, the ratio increases to 2.564. It seems that

the ratio increases as the channel condition become wosséorAhe comparison between the

ideal fountain code and Raptor code, for the same targebimeaince of0.95, fop = 0.1, the

ratio of the number of packets transmitted with Raptor cam¢hat using ideal fountain code

equals 1.16; fop = 0.3, the ratio decreases to 1.11. It seems that the performanRapmior

code converges to that of the ideal fountain code when thengaondition become worse.

X:1.25 X:
Y:0.9666 Vit

—+— Raptor Code (Lower bound)
—+— Raptor Code (Upper bound)
— 8 - |deal fountain code

— © — Without coding

X:1.75 X:1.95
_Y:0.9641 Y:0.9593
1 g

3 35 4 45 5 55
Overhead y

(@) p=0.1

—+— Raptor Code (Lower bound)
—+— Raptor Code (Upper bound)
— 8 —|deal fountain code

- © — Without coding

3 35 4 45 5 55
Overhead y

(b) p=0.3

Figure 5. The probabilities of successfully decoding alk®0rce packets by the MU as a function of overhead transmission

by the BS
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V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we focus on finite-length Raptor codes and darpper and lower bounds on
packet error performance of Raptor codes under maximuefitiod (ML) decoding, which is
measured by the probability that all source packets can beessfully decoded by a receiver
with a given number of successfully received coded packhéisdecoding ensures successful
decoding when a full-rank matrix is received. Due to the ed@cated coding structure of Raptor
codes, we have analyzed the rank behavior of product of twdaim matrix.

On the basis of the results presented in the paper, in thesfulie plan to explore the optimum

degree distribution and optimal parameter of Raptor codetdifferent channels.

APPENDIX A: PROOF OFLEMMA 1

The event that(GLT;H(n_k)xn)(mm_k)m is a full rank matrix, i.e. its rank equals, is
equivalent to the event thdGL7G?™),,,. is a full rank matrix.

Firstly we prove that the event theGL? Grre),, ., is a full rank matrix is a sufficient condition
for the event that(G™”; H(,_)xn) m+n—k)xn 1S @ full rank matrix. Recall thaH;,_j)x, =
[Pttt T tn—tycn » G, = [T Pcnry]” @NAH (rpysen X GG = 0.1 (G H ) en)
is a full rank matrix, we can obtain thaG*"; H,_j)x,) x GP = (G GP"%; 0,,_g)x)is Of

full rank, i.e., (GITGP),, ., is a full rank matrix.

GLT (GPes™) = Y1

mxn

Hg,_r)xn O(n—r)x1

Then we prove that the event th@&Z? Gr),, . is a full rank matrix is a necessary condition

for the event that G*"; H(,,_i)xn) mrn—k)xn IS @ full rank matrix. Sinceél,,_x)x, x GV, =
pre

nxkr 1€

0, we can observe that row vector spacelf, )., span the left null space d&

R(H{, ) = N((GIZG)T).

nxk
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( G Hzx(n—k)) = I P (n—r)

Poiyxe  Imn—n)

nxn

As we can see that rank c€ G, fo(n_k)) is n, the span of( G, fo(n_k)) is
Zy. Hence we can obtain thdiusis{N((G},)")} = basis{R(H{,_,.,)} = basis{Zj}\

nxk
basis{R( GI'5, )}, i.e., basis{R( GI'S, )} Ubasis{N((G'5,)T)} = basis{Z3}. By using the
same idea, we can obtain thatsis{ R((G?’5,)")} U basis{ N(GV'%,)} = basis{Z5}. Once in

binary field, no matter the formation of matrix, we halwesis{ R((G)")} U basis{N(G)} =
basis{Z3}. For GET  given thatdim(N(GLL ) N R(GP'S,)) = 0, we can get

mxn? mxn nxk

basis{N(GEL V2V = basis{Zi}\basis{ R((GEL ')} C basis{Z3}\basis{ R(G'"¢,)}

mxn mxn nxk

— basis{R((GEL ")} D basis{R(GY'¢,)}

mxn nxk

Becausd)asis{R(H?n_k)m)} = basis{Z5}\basis{R( GI';, )}, basis{(G*"; H(—r)xn)} =

basis{ R((G%,)")} Ubasis{ R(H[,_;.,,)} = basis{Z3}. That is (G""; Hp,—k)xn) mtn—k)xn

is a full rank matrix, i.e. its rank equals

APPENDIX B

The event thaty = GTX, whereX = GP™s’ can be decoded by using ML decoding is
equivalent to the event thaGL7Gr™),,. is a full rank matrix.

Firstly when using a BEC channel, a encoded bit is eitherectlyr received or lost. We
considerY’ = G''TGrresT as the encoded bits generated by Raptor encoder. Aftentission,
the coded bits a receiver correctly received can be expleas®y = G/7X, whereG7 is a
part of G'*T. Provided the rank o6G%7 is r, so the nullity ofGX? is n —r. Using ML decoding
to decodeX from Y is equivalent to solve the linear equatidh= G-*X by using Gaussian
Elimination method. The set of solutions ¥ = GX7X is an affine set. It has the forX =

Xo + N(GIT) = {Xy + z,2 € N(GFT) whereX, = GF™*s” and X, € R(GP™). If we prove
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that the event thatGL? GP),, . is a full rank matrix is a sufficient condition for the evenath
(G Hn—k)xn) (m-+n—k)xn 1S @ full rank matrix. Recall tha,,—k)xn = [P (n—k)xk|Lin—k)) (n—k)xn

, Girxek = [Ik|PkX(n_k)]T and H(n—k)xn X GZT;fk =0.If dim{N(GLT ) N R(Gpre )} = 0, i.e.,

mxn nxk

N(GEL YN R(GPS,) = {i¢od Xo+ N(GH) ¢ R(GY:,). So X, + N(GET) is not the final

nxk

solution when using ML decoding, = Z is the unique solution left. So the condition that the

ML decoding can decodX correctly, i.e.,X has the unique solution, is thatm{N(GLL N

mxn

R(GY¢,)} = 0, which is equivalent to the condition the@&"" G?™),,. is a full rank matrix.
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