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W e obtain exactexpressionsforthe asym ptoticbehaviouroftheaverage probability oftheblock

decodingerrorforensem blesofregularlow density parity check errorcorrecting codes,by em ploying

diagram m atic techniques. Furtherm ore, we show how im posing sim ple constraints on the code

ensem ble (that can be practically im plem ented in linear tim e),allows one to suppress the error

probability forcodeswith m ore than 2 checksperbit,to an arbitrarily low powerofN .Assuch we

provide a practicalroute to a (sub-optim al)expurgated ensem ble.

PACS num bers:89.70.+ c,75.10.H k,05.50.+ q,05.70.Fh,89.70.+ c

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recent research in a cross-disciplinary � eld between the inform ation theory (IT) and statisticalm echanics (SM )

revealed a greatsim ilarity between the low density parity check (LDPC)errorcorrecting codesand system sofIsing

spins(m icroscopicm agnets)which interactwith each otheroverrandom graphs[1,2].O n thebasisofthissim ilarity,

notions and m ethods developed in SM were em ployed to analyse LDPC codes,which successfully clari� ed typical

propertiesofthese excellentcodeswhen the codelength N issu� ciently large[3,4,5].

In general,an LDPC code isde� ned by a parity check m atrix A which representsdependencesbetween codeword

bits and parity checksdeterm ined undercertain constraints. This im pliesthatthe perform ance ofLDPC codes,in

particular,theprobability oftheblockdecoding errorPB (A) uctuatesdepending on each realization ofA.Therefore,

the average ofthe decoding error probability over a given ensem ble PB is frequently used for characterising the

perform anceofLDPC codeensem bles.

Detailed analysisin IT literatureshowed thatPB ofnaivelyconstructed LDPC codeensem blesisgenerallycom posed

oftwo term s: the � rstterm which dependsexponentially on N representsthe average perform ance oftypicalcodes,

whereasthesecond com ponentscalespolynom iallywith respecttoN duetoapolynom iallysm allfraction ofpoorcodes

in the ensem ble [6,7]. Thism eansthateven ifthe noise levelofthe com m unication channelissu� ciently low such

thattypicalcodes exhibitexponentially sm alldecoding errorprobabilities(which is im plicitly assum ed throughout

thispaper),com m unication perform ance can stillbe very low exhibiting an O (1)decoding errorprobability with a

polynom ially sm allprobability when codesare naively generated from the ensem bles. Asthe typicalbehaviourhas

m ainly been exam ined so far,thepolynom ialcontribution from theatypicalcodeshasnotbeen su� ciently discussed

in the SM approach.Although thisslow decay in the errorprobability would notbe observed form ostcodesin the

ensem ble,exam iningthecausesoflow errorcorrection ability oftheatypicalpoorcodesisdoubtlessly im portantboth

theoretically,and practically forconstructing m orereliableensem bles.

The purpose ofthispaperisto answerthisdem and from the side ofSM .M ore speci� cally,we develop a schem e

to directly assess the m ost dom inant contribution ofthe poor codes in PB on the basis ofspeci� c kinds ofgraph

con� guration utilisingdiagram m atictechniques.Thissigni� cantlysim pli� estheevaluation procedureofPB com pared

to the existing m ethod [6],and can be em ployed for a wider class ofexpurgated ensem bles. M oreover,it provides

insightsthatleadsto a practicalexpurgation m ethod thatisalso presented in thispaper.Finally,the validity ofthe

evaluation schem eand the e� cacy ofthe proposed expurgation techniquearecom putationally con� rm ed.

The paperisorganised asfollows:

-In the nextsection II,we brie y review the generalscenario ofLDPC codesand introduce basic notionswhich are

necessary forevaluating the errorprobability in the proceeding sections.

-In section III,we introduce the variouscode ensem bleswe willwork with,and di� erentrepresentationsfora code

construction.

-In section IV,welink theprobability ofhaving a codewith low m inim aldistanceto thepolynom ialerrorprobability,

and wecalculatethepolynom ialerrorprobability by diagram m atictechniquesforvariouscodeensem bles.Aswecan

explicitly link itto the occurrenceofshortloops,the distribution ofoccurrenceofsuch loopsisalso determ ined.

-In section V,wepresentapracticallineartim e(in average)algorithm torem oveshortloopsfrom acodeconstruction,

thusreducingthepolynom ialerrorprobability toan arbitrarilylow value.Thisisbacked up by num ericalsim ulations.
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-Finally,section VIisdevoted to a sum m ary.

-Technicaldetailsaboutthe diagram m atictechniquecan be found in appendix A.

-Details about the link between the m inim aldistance and the polynom ialerror probability for various decoding

schem esarepresented in appendix B.

II. LD P C C O D ES,D EC O D IN G ER R O R A N D W EIG H T O F C O D EW O R D S

W ehereconcentrateon regular(c;d;N )LDPC codeensem bleswhich involveN m essagebitsand L � cN =d parity

checks.G iven a speci� ccode,each m essagebitisinvolved in cparity checks,and each parity check involvesd m essage

bits. In practice,this dependence is represented by a parity check m atrix A. An encoding schem e consists in the

generation ofa codeword t 2 f0;1gN from an inform ation vector s 2 f0;1gK (with K = N � L) via the linear

operation t= G T s(m od 2)whereG isthegeneratorm atrix thatsatis� esthecondition AGT = 0 (m od 2).Thecode

rateisthen given by R � K =N ,and m easuresthe inform ation redundancy ofthe transm itted vector.

Upon transm ission ofthecodeword tvia a noisy channel,taken hereto bea binary sym m etricchannel(BSC),the

vectorr = t+ n0 (m od 2)isreceived,where n0 2 f0;1gN isthe true channelnoise. The statisticsofthe BSC are

fully determ ined by the  ip ratep 2 [0;1]:

P (n0i)= (1� p)�n0

i
;0 + p�n0

i
;1 (1)

Decoding iscarried outby m ultiplying r by A to produce the syndrom e vectorz = Ar = An0 (since AG T = 0). In

orderto reconstructtheoriginalm essages,onehasto obtain an estim aten forthetruenoisen0.O nem ajorstrategy

forthisism axim um likelihood (M L)decoding and ism ainly focused on in thispaper. Itconsistsin the selection of

thatvectorn̂M L thatm inim isesthenum berofnon-zeroelem ents(weight)w(n)=
P N

l= 1
nlsatisfyingtheparity check

equation z = An. Decoding failure occurs when n̂M L di� ers from n0. The probability ofthis occurring is term ed

asthe (block)decoding errorprobability PB (A),which servesasa perform ance m easure ofthe code speci� ed by A

given the (M L)decoding strategy.

Itisworthwhileto m ention thatforany truenoisevectorn0,n = n0 + x (m od2)wherex isan arbitrary codeword

vectorforwhich Ax = 0 (m od 2)holds,also satis� esthe parity check equation An = An0 = z (m od2). The setof

indicesofnon-zero elem entsofx isdenoted by I(x).W edenotethe probability thata given decoding strategy (DS)

willselect n = n0 + x with w(x) = w rather than n0,as PD S(ejw). The M L decoding strategy fails in correctly

estim atingthosenoisevectorsn0 forwhich lessthan halfofn0
i2I(x)

arezero,sincetheweightofn0+ x(m od2)becom es

sm allerthan w(n0). To noise vectorsn0 forwhich exactly halfofn0
i2I(x)

are zero,we attribute an error1=2,since

the weightofn0 + x(m od2)isequalto w(n0),such that

PM L (ejw)=

int((w�1)=2)
X

i= 1

�
w

i

�

p
w �i(1� p)i

�

+ (w even)

1

2

�
w
w

2

�

(p(1� p))
w =2

�

� O (p
w

2 ) (2)

where int(x)isthe integerpartofx (forP (ejw)forotherdecoding schem eswe referto appendix B).The m inim um

ofw(x) under the constraintsAx = 0 (m od2)and x 6= 0,iscom m only known asthe m inim aldistance ofA and is

here denoted asW (A). Itprovidesa lowerbound forthe decoding errorprobability ofthe M L schem e asPB (A)>

O
�
pint(W (A )=2)

�
.

G allager [7]showed that for c � 3 the m inim aldistance grows as O (N ) for m ost codes characterised by the

(c;d)-constraints,which im plies thatthe decoding errorprobability can decay exponentially fastwith respectto N

when p is su� ciently low. However,he also showed that the m inim aldistance and,m ore generally,the weights

of certain codeword vectors becom e O (1) for a polynom ially sm allfraction of codes when the code ensem ble is

naively constructed,which im pliesthatthe averagedecoding errorprobability overthe ensem ble PB exhibitsa slow

polynom ialdecay with respectto N being dom inated by the atypicalpoorcodes. AsG allagerdid notexam ine the

detailed properties ofthe poor codes,it was only recently that upper-and lower-boundsofPB were evaluated for

severaltypes ofnaively constructed LDPC code ensem bles [6]. However,the obtained bounds are stillnottightin

the prefactors.In addition,extending the analysisto otherensem blesdoesnotseem straightforward asthe provided

techniqueisrathercom plicated.The� rstpurposeofthispaperisto show thatonecan directly evaluatetheleading

contribution ofPB by m aking a one-to-one connection between occurrence oflow weightsin codeword vectorsand

the presenceofsom edangerous� nite diagram (s)(sub-graph(s))in a graph representation ofthatcode.

In orderto suppressthein uenceoftheatypicalpoorcodes,G allagerproposed to work in an expurgated ensem ble,

wherethecodeswith low m inim aldistancearesom ehow rem oved.However,a practicalway to obtain theexpurgated

ensem blehasnotbeen provided so far.Thesecond purposeofthecurrentpaperisto providea (typically)linear-tim e

practicalalgorithm forthe expurgation and wenum erically dem onstrateitse� cacy.
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III. C O D E EN SEM B LES A N D R EP R ESEN TA T IO N S O F C O D E C O N ST R U C T IO N S

A . C ode ensem bles

As m entioned in the previous section,evaluating the distribution oflow weights ofthe poor codes in a given

ensem blebecom esrelevantforthecurrentpurposes.Thisdistribution highly dependson thedetailsofthede� nition

ofcodeensem bles.W e herework on thefollowing threeensem blesde� ned on the basisofbipartitegraphs(Fig.1):

FIG .1: An exam ple ofa regularbipartite graph with (c;d)= (4;5). O n the leftthe vertices(m essage bits)(fullcircles),and

on the rightthe edges(parity checks)(em pty circles)

� M iller-B urshtein (M B ) ensem ble: PutN vertices(m essage bits) and L edges (parity checks)on the left

and right,respectively. Foreach vertex and edge,we provide c and d arcs,respectively. In orderto associate

these,the arcsoriginating from the leftare labelled from 1 to N c(= Ld),and sim ilarly done forthe right. A

perm utation � is then uniform ly drawn from the space ofallperm utations off1;2;:::;N cg. Finally,we link

the arc labelled ion the leftwith the arc labelled �i on the right.Thisde� nesa code com pletely determ ining

a speci� c dependence between m essage bitsand parity checks. The uniform generation of�i characterisesthe

ensem ble.Note thatin thisway m ultiple linksbetween a pairofvertex/edgeareallowed.

� N o m ultiple links (N M L) ensem ble: M ultiple links in the bipartite graph possibly reduces the e� ective

num ber ofparity checks ofthe associated m essage bits,which m ay m ake the errorcorrection ability weaker.

Thesecond ensem bleisprovided by expurgating graphscontaining m ultiple linksfrom the M B ensem ble.

� M inim um loop length ‘(M LL-‘)ensem ble:In thebipartitegraph,length ‘loopsarede� ned asirreducible

closed pathscom posed of‘ di� erentverticesand ‘ di� erentedges[26]. Asshown later,shortloopsbecom e a

causeofpoorerrorcorrection ability,asthey allow fora shorterm inim aldistance.Therefore,weconstructcode

ensem blesby com pletely expurgating graphscontaining loopsoflength shorterthan ‘from the M B ensem ble,

and exam inehow wellsuch expurgationcontributestotheim provem entoftheaverageerrorcorrectioncapability.

Notethatthe M B and NM L ensem blecorrespond to the M LL-1 and M LL-2 ensem ble,respectively.

B . R epresentations ofcode constructions

Although the ensem bles above are constructed on the basis ofbipartite graphs,for convenience we willalso use

othertwo representations:

� M onopartite (hyper)-graph representation:Each m essagebitisrepresented by a vertex.Theverticesare

connected by hyper-edges(each linking d vertices),each vertex isinvolved ctim esin an hyper-edge(seeFig.2).

� M atrix representation: L rows,N colum ns,where aev is the num ber oftim es vertex v appearsin edge e.

Forregular(c;d;N )codes,thefollowing constraintson faevg apply

� P N

v= 1
aev = d; 8e= 1;::;L;

P L

e= 1
aev = c; 8v = 1;::;N :

(3)
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FIG .2:An exam ple ofa (sm all)regularhyper-graph with (c;d;N )= (2;3;9)

Forclarity,we alwaysuse indices v;w;::= 1;::;N to indicate m essage bits (orvertices),and indices e;f;::=

1;::;L to indicate parity checks (or edges). Note that the parity check m atrix ofa given code is provided as

A = faevg (m od 2). Forthe NM L and M LL-‘� 3 ensem bles,the m atrix elem entsare constrained to binary

valuesasaev = 0;1. Therefore,faevg itselfrepresentsthe parity check m atrix A in these cases,which im plies

thatevery parity check is com posed ofd bits and every bit is associated with c checks. However,as aev can

take any integerfrom 0 to c in the M B ensem ble,itcan occurthatcertain rowsand/orcolum nsofthe parity

check m atrix A are com posed ofonly zero elem ents,which m eans that corresponding checks and/or bits do

not contribute to the error correction m echanism . Note that in the m atrix notation the exclusion ofl-loops

correspondsto the extra (redundant)constraints(additionalto ave = 0;1,and (3)):

lY

i= 1

avieiav(i+ 1)m odlei = 0 8fvi;i= 1::lg; fei;i= 1::lg: (4)

wherefv=ei;i= 1::lg isa group ofldi� erentvertices/edges.

There isa one-to-onecorrespondencebetween the bipartite graph,and the m atrix representation ofthe codes.Note

however,that with each m onopartite graph correspond a num ber of(identicalup to perm utation ofthe edges) of

bipartite graph/m atrix representations.

IV . D IA G R A M M A T IC EVA LU A T IO N O F ER R O R P R O B A B ILIT Y

A . Low w eights and m ost dangerous diagram s

Now,let us start to evaluate the error probability. For this,we � rst investigate necessary con� gurations in the

bipartite graph representation forcreating codeword vectorshaving a given weight.

Assum e thata codeword vectorx which ischaracterised by Ax = 0 (m od 2)hasa weightw(x)= nv.Asaddition

ofzero elem entsofx doesnotchange parity checks,we can focuson only the nv non-zero elem ents. Then,in order

to satisfy theparity relation Ax = 0 (m od 2),every edgeassociated with nv verticescorresponding to thesenon-zero

elem entsm ustreceivean even num beroflinksfrom the nv verticesin the bipartiterepresentation.

Letusnow evaluatehow frequentlysuch con� gurationsappearin thewholebipartitegraph when acodeisgenerated

from a given ensem ble. W e referto a sub-setofthe nv verticesasVf. Each vertex v isdirectly linked to a subset

E(v)ofthe edges.W e denote E(Vf)�
S

v2Vf

E(v),and ne � jE(Vf)j.Then therearecnv linksto be putbetween Vf

and E(Vf).Note thatthere areexactly clinksarriving ateach v 2 Vf,and d linksarriving ateach e2 E(Vf).Each

diagram consists in a com bination (Vf;E(Vf)). For an adm issible diagram ,we have the extra condition that each

e 2 E(Vf)receivesan even num beroflinksfrom Vf,such thatthe bits in Vf can be collectively  ipped preserving

the parity relation Ax = 0 (m od 2)).

Note that we ignore the links arriving in E(Vf) from outside the set Vf. For adm issible diagram s,ne is lim ited

from above by int(cnv

2
),where int(x)isthe integerpartofx. A num berne ofthe linkscan be putfreely,while the

rem aining cnv � ne linksallhaveto fallin thegroup ne (outofL),such thatitcan easily beseen thateach ofthose

(forced)linkscarriesa probability � N�1 .

There are

�
N

nv

�

’ N nv=nv!waysofpicking nv(� N )outofN vertices,such thateach diagram consisting ofnv

verticesand ne edgescarriesa probability ofoccurrenceproportionalto � Nnv �(n vc�n e).
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This observation allows us to identify the \m ostdangerous" adm issible diagram s as those with a probability of

occurrencewith the leastnegativepowerofN ,i.e.thatcom bination of(n�v;n
�
e)thatm axim isesne � (c� 1)nv.The

collective contributions ofallother diagram s are at least a factor 1

N
sm aller,and therefore negligible. From this,

it im m ediately followsthat ne m usttake its m axim alvalue which is n�e = int(cnv

2
),while nv has to be m inim ised,

com patible with the constraintsofthe code ensem ble underconsideration.Hence,the probability Pf = Pf(n
�
v)that

a generated graph (code)containsa m ostdangerousdiagram including n�v vertices,scaleslike

Pf(n
�
v)� N

n
�
v
(1� c

2
)
: (5)

with the constrainton n�v that
cn

�
v

2
isinteger.Note thatforallensem blesweconsiderin thispapern�v � O (1).

Atthispoint,wem akesom eim portantobservations:

- Firstly,from eq. (5) it is easily seen that for c = 2,any diagram containing an equalnum ber ofvertices and

edgesscaleslike N 0. The num berofdiagram scontributing to PB becom esin� nite,and PB � O (1). Itwasalready

recognised by G allager [7]and [6]that regular (2;d;N ) codes have very bad decoding properties under the block

errorcriterion,which iscurrently adopted.Therefore,in whatfollows,wewillim plicitly assum ethat2 < c< d.

- Secondly, as eq. (5) represents only the dependence on the code length N , for an accurate evaluation of the

asym ptotic behaviour (for N ! 1 ) ofthe errorprobability,we have to calculate the prefactor. Nevertheless,this

kind ofpowercounting isstillhighly usefulbecausethisdirectly identi� esthem ajorcausesofthepoorperform ance,

and allows us to concentrate on only a few relevant diagram s for further calculation,ignoring innum erable other

m inorfactors. This ism ore system atic and m uch easierto apply in variousensem blesthan the existing m ethod of

[6].

-Thirdly,oncePf ’ Pf(n
�
v)isaccurately evaluated,theaverageblock errorprobability PB forany decoding schem e

D S and forsu� ciently low  ip ratesp can be evaluated as

PB D S
’ PB D S

(ejn�v)Pf; (6)

where e.g.forM L decoding PB M L
(ejn�v)isgiven in (2)(the expressionsforotherdecoding schem escan be found in

appendix B).

-TheNM L and M LL-‘ensem blesaregenerated from theM B ensem bleby expurgating speci� ckindsofcodes,which

slightly changesthedistributio ofcodessuch thattheaboveargum entbased on freesam pling oflinksin constructing

graphs m ight not be valid. However,for nv � O (1) the current evaluation stillprovides correct results for the

leading contribution to Pf(nv),sincethein uenceoftheexpurgation procedurehasa negligiblee� ecton theleading

contributionsofthe m ostdangerousdiagram s.

-Finally,wenotethatthisanalysisessentially followstheweightenum eratorform alism [8,9],which can beregarded

asa certain typeoftheannealed approxim ation [10].Although wehaveargued thatsuch form alism isnotcapableof

accurately evaluating the perform anceoftypicalcodesthatdecaysexponentially with respectto N [11],the current

schem ecorrectly assessesthe leading contribution ofthe averageerrorprobability PB ofthe aboveensem bles,which

scalespolynom ially with respectto N being dom inated by atypically poorcodes.

Thisisbecausethe probability ofoccurrencescaleslikeN �� (with � � 1)foralladm issiblediagram s.Therefore,we

can safely ignorethe possibility thatm ore than onesuch diagram occursin the sam e graph (asillustrated in � g.7),

and toleadingorderforPf,wecan sim ply add thecontributionsofallm ostdangerousdiagram s.Thisisnotsoforthe

typicalcaseanalysis(with n�v � O (N )),whereexponentially rarecodesm ay havean exponentially largecontribution.

In order to avoid this kind ofover counting,a quenched m agnetisation enum erator based treatm ent is then m ore

suitable[11].Notefurtherm orethatin theSM treatm entoftypicalcodes,thepolynom ialerrorprobability ishidden

in the ferro-m agneticsolution (since
w (n0)

N
’

w (n0jn
�
v
ipped)

N
when n�v � o(N )),and isthereforeeasily overlooked.

B . Evaluation oferror probability for various ensem bles

O nce the notion ofm ost dangerous diagram s is introduced,the asym ptotic behaviour ofthe probability Pf for

su� ciently low  ip ratesp iseasily evaluated forvariousensem bles.

� M B ensem ble: Forthe M B ensem ble,m ultiple links between a pairofvertex/edge are allowed,which forces

us to m ake a distinction between even and odd c. For even c the m inim aladm issible nv is 1,such that the error

probability willscalelikeN 1� c

2 ,while thatforodd cis2 which providesa fasterscaling N 2�c .

-For c even,the m ost dangerous diagram is given in Fig.3,and the probability Pf ’ Pf(nv = 1) is given by (an

explanation ofthe diagram s,and how therem ultiplicity isobtained can be found in appendix A)

Pf(‘= 1;ceven)’ N
1� c

2 (1� R)�
c

2

�
(d� 1)

d

� c

2 c!

2
c

2 (c
2
)!

(7)
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Note thatwith \x ’ y",weindicate that\x = y (1+
o(N )

N
)".

-Forcodd them inim aladm issiblenv is2,such thattheerrorprobability willscalelikeN
2�c .Them ostdangerous

k

k

c-2k

}

}

}

FIG .3:Left:nv = 1,ne =
c

2
(c iseven).Right:nv = 2; ne = c,k = 0;1;::;int(c

2
)

diagram saregiven in Fig.3 (with k = 0;1;::;int(c
2
)),and the probability Pf ’ Pf(nv = 2)isgiven by (fordetailssee

appendix A)

Pf(‘= 1;codd)’ N
2�c (1� R)�c

�
(d� 1)

d

� c
c!

2

2

4

int(c=2)
X

k= 0

c!

22kk!2(c� 2k)!

3

5 (8)

O necan check thatthevalues(7)and (8),which webelieveto beexact(notbounds),satisfy theboundsgiven in [6].

� N M L ensem ble: In the NM L ensem ble, m ultiple links are not allowed. In this ensem ble, even and odd c

can be treated on the sam e footing. In both cases,the m inim aladm issible nv = 2,such thatthe errorprobability

willscalelikeN 2�c .Them ostdangerousdiagram isgiven in � g.3 (notethatin thiscaseonly k = 0 isallowed).The

probability Pf ’ Pf(nv = 2)isgiven by (fordetailsseeappendix A)

Pf(‘= 2)’ N
2�c (1� R)�c

�
(d� 1)

d

� c
c!

2
(9)

� M LL-3 ensem ble: In the M LL-3 ensem ble, neither m ultiple links nor loops of length 2 are allowed. Note

thatthisalso im pliesthatpairsofverticesm ay notappearm ore than once togetherin a parity check,such thatall

parity checksare di� erent,m aking each m onopartite graph correspond to exactly L!bipartite graphs/m atrices. In

the m onopartite graph any pairofverticesisnow connected by atm ostone (hyper-)edge. O ne can easily convince

FIG .4:‘= 2-loopsrem oved,nv = c+ 1,ne =
c(c+1)

2
.

oneselfthatthem inim alnv = c+ 1 (each v needscotherverticesto connectto),and them ostdangerousdiagram is
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given in Fig.4.The dom inantpartofPf ’ Pf(c+ 1)isgiven by (fordetailsseeappendix A)

Pf(‘= 3)’ N
c+1�

c(c+ 1)

2 (1� R)
�c(c+ 1)

2

�
(d� 1)

d

� c(c+ 1)

2 c!c+1

(c+ 1)!

�
c(c+1)

2

�

!
(10)

� M LL-‘ ensem ble:In thegeneralM LL-‘ensem ble,neitherm ultiplelinksnorloopsoflength l< ‘areallowed.In

general,identifying the m ostdangerousdiagram (s)and especially calculating theircom binatorialprefactorbecom es

increasingly di� cultwith increasing ‘,butwe can still� nd the scaling ofPf relatively easily by power counting.To

thispurposeitism oreconvenientto usethe m onopartitegraph representation.In Fig.5 we observethatfor‘= 3;4

and 5,the m inim alnv isgiven by c+ 1;2cand 2c+ c(c� 1)= c(c+ 1)respectively,such thatusing (5)weobtain

Pf(‘= 3)� N
(c+1)(1� c

2
)

Pf(‘= 4)� N
2c(1� c

2
)

Pf(‘= 5)� N
c(c+1)(1� c

2
) (11)

For‘� 6,even � nding them ostdangerousdiagram and thuspowercounting becom esquitedi� cultto do by hand,

FIG .5: M onopartite graph representations for som e m ost dangerous diagram s. Left: c = 3,allloops oflength l < 3 are

rem oved.M iddle:c= 5,allloopsoflength l< 4 are rem oved.Right:c= 3,allloopsoflength l< 5 are rem oved.

but we can stilleasily upper bound the powerby the following observation: from � g.6 we observe that fora given

m inim alallowed loop length ‘ the m inim um num ber ofgenerations without links between them starting from any

vertex v isgiven by int(‘�1
2
).Thereforethe m inim alnv islowerbounded by

nv � 1+ c

int(
‘�1
2
)

X

k= 0

(c� 1)k = 1+ c

 

(c� 1)int(
‘+ 1

2
)� 1

(c� 1)� 1

!

; (12)

which im pliesthatPf can be upperbounded as

Pf(‘)� O

0

B
@ N

�

1+ c

�

(c�1)
int(

‘+ 1

2
)
�1

(c�1)�1

��

(1� c

2
)

1

C
A : (13)

In � g.7 wehaveplotted thefrequenciesofoccurrenceofdangerousdiagram sthatscalelikeN�1 .W ehaverandom ly

generated 106 coderealisations(forN ’ 50;100;200;400i.e.thenearestintegerforwhich L = cN =d isalso integer),

and have plotted both the totalfrequency (m ultiplied by N ) ofoccurrence ofa diagram (dashed lines),and the

frequency thata graph containsthe diagram atleastonce(fulllines).Notethatin the lim itN ! 1 ,both coincide,

illustrating the fact that we can safely ignore the possibility that m ore than one such diagram occurs in the sam e

graph.W e observethatthe extrapolations1=N ! 0 areallin fullaccordancewith the theoreticalpredictions.

Allthisclearly illustrateshow the exclusion ofshortloopsreducesPf,and thusthrough (6)the polynom ialerror

probability probability.Furtherm ore,from � gs.3-6,itisclearthatallm ostdangerousdiagram scontain shortloops.

K nowledge ofthe distribution ofthe num ber ofshort loops in the various ensem bles is therefore relevant for our

currentpurposes,and weanalysethe distribution ofthe num berof‘-loopsin the nextsubsection.
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1

c

c(c-1)

c(c-1)
2

c(c-1)
k

FIG .6: Allloopsoflength l< ‘ are rem oved. The m inim alsize ofthe lastgeneration can notbe lessthan c(c� 1)
int((‘�1)=2)

withoutgenerating loopsoflength < ‘.
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FIG .7: Frequencies(m ultiplied with N )ofoccurrence ofdangerous diagram s thatscale like N
�1
. Left: c = 3,d = 4;6 with

k = 0 both with (2)and without(+ )rem oving 1-loops,and with k = 1 (� ).Right:c= 4,d = 2::6.

C . T he distribution ofthe num ber of‘-loops

In thissubsection weinvestigatethe distribution P‘(k)ofthe num berk of‘-loopsforthe variouscodeensem bles.

Notethatweonly considerirreducible‘-loops,in thesensethatthey arenotcom binationsofshorterloops(i.e.they

do notvisitthe sam e vertex oredge twice). Note thatan ‘-loop in the m onopartite graph correspondsto a 2‘-cycle

in thebipartitegraph representation [6].Thenum berofirreducible‘-loopsin a random regular(c;d;N )graph (with

N ! 1 )hasthe following distribution:

P‘(k)= P (# ‘� loops= k)’
�k‘

k!
exp(� �‘); �‘ �

(c� 1)‘(d� 1)‘

2‘
(14)

Forthederivation ofthisresultwereferto appendix A.From (14)weobservethattheaveragenum berofshortloops

increasesrapidly with c and d. Furtherm ore we note the sym m etry between c and d,which re ectsthe edge/vertex

duality which istypicalforloops.

Asexplained in appendix A,theconstraintthatno loopsoflength l< ‘arepresentin thegraph,hasno in uencein

the leading orderto the diagram sforloopsoflength � ‘.
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FIG .8:The dom inantdiagram for‘-loops.

W e denote the num ber of codes in the ensem ble where the m inim um loop length is ‘ (i.e. loops of length

l< ‘ have been rem oved)by N ‘(c;d;N ),such thatthe size ofthe original(M B)ensem ble with allregular(c;d;N )

codesisdenoted by N 1(c;d;N ).From (14)itfollowsthatthe sizeofN ‘(c;d;N )isgiven by

N ‘(c;d;N )= exp

 

�

‘�1X

l= 1

�l

!

N 1(c;d;N )= exp

 

�

‘�1X

l= 1

l
(c� 1)l(d� 1)l

2l

!

N 1(c;d;N ) (15)

Thereduction factorexp

�

�
P ‘�1

l= 1
�l

�

isO (1),forany � niteloop length ‘.Sincethenum berofnon-equivalentcodes

in theoriginalensem bleN 1(c;d;N )�
(cN )!

(c!)N L !
,the� nalensem bleN‘(c;d;N )isstillvery big,butclearly sm allerthan

G allager’sideally expurgated ensem ble which hasa reduction factorofjust 1

2
[7].

Notethatthe presenceof(short)loopsin a codedoesnotonly adversely a� ectthepolynom ialerrorprobability,but

also thesuccessrateforpracticaldecoding algorithm ssuch asbeliefprogagation [8,25].

V . P R A C T IC A L LIN EA R A LG O R IT H M T O T H E ‘-LO O P EX P U R G A T ED EN SEM B LE

In this section we propose a linear tim e (in N ) algorithm that generates codes and rem oves loops up to arbitrary

length (thecom bination (c;d;N )perm itting).W ealso presentsim ulation results,which corroborateourassum ptions

aboutthevalidity ofthediagram m aticapproach aspresented in thispaper.Finally wegivesom epracticallim itsand

guidelinesforcode-ensem bleswith largebut� nite N .

1. G enerating a random regular (c;d;N )code:

The algorithm to generatea random regular(c;d;N )code consistsin the following steps:

1.m akea listofavailableverticesA v ofinitiallength N av = cN ,where each vertex appearsexactly ctim es

2.foreach ofthe L = cN

d
parity checks,d tim es:

(a) random ly pick a vertex from A v,
(b) rem oveitfrom the list
(c) N av = N av � 1.

Note thatin the processwekeep constructthe lists:

1.E V [v][i];v = 1::N ;i= 1::ccontaining the edgeseach vertex v isinvolved in,

2.V E [e][j]; e= 1::L;j= 1::d containing the verticeseach edgee involves.

Itisclearthatthisalgorithm islinearin N .
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2. Finding loops oflength ‘ in the code:

W e now describethe algorithm to detect(and store)all‘(� 2)-loopsin the graph:

1.weconsiderallthe verticesasa possiblestarting pointv0 ofthe loop

2.given a starting pointv0 grow a walk oflength ‘.Each growing step consistsin:

(a) takeel from E V [vl]and check conditionsforvalid step
(b) takevl+1 from V E [el]and check conditionsforvalid step
(c) ifallconditionsaresatis� ed goto nextstep

elseifpossiblegoto the nextel2 E V [vl]orvl+1 2 V E [el]

elsego to previousstep

3.� nally check whetherthe end pointofthe loop v‘ = v0,ifso storethe loop i.e.L‘ = f(vl;el);l= 0::‘� 1g

The conditionsfora valid step arethe following:

1. (a) el6= ei; (i= 0::l� 1) for‘> 2,
(b) e1 > e0 for‘= 2.

2. (a) vl> v0; vl6= vi (i= 1::l� 1)forl= 1::‘� 1;‘� 2,
(b) vl> v1 forl= ‘� 1; ‘> 2,
(c) vl= v0 forl= ‘.

Note that the conditions vl > v0 � x the starting point ofthe loop,while the conditions v‘�1 > v1 for ‘ > 2,and

e1 > e0 for‘ = 2,� x its orientation. This hasa double advantage: itavoidsovercounting,and reduces execution

tim e by early stopping ofthe growing process.

For 1-loops(2-cycles),forallv = 1::N we sim ply look in E V [v]for double links to the sam e edge,i.e. E V [v][i]=

E V [v][j].Im posing thati< j,then avoidsdouble counting.

Sinceeach vertex isconnected to cedges,and each edgeisconnected to d vertices,thenum berofoperationsto check

whether any vertex v is involved in a loop,rem ainsO (1) (com pared to N ! 1 ). As we have to check this forall

vertices,the loop � nding stageofthe algorithm islinearin N .

3. Rem oving loops oflength ‘ from the code:

W estartby detecting and rem ovingthesm allestloopsand than work ourway towardslongerloops.Assum ing that

allshorterloopshavebeen successfully rem oved,and having found and listed alltheloopsoflength ‘,theprocedure

forrem oving them isvery sim ple.Forallstored ‘-loopsL‘:

1.random ly pick a vertex/edge(vp;ep)com bination from L‘ = f(vl;el); l= 0::‘� 1g

2.swap itwith a random othervertex vs in a random otheredgees [27].

3.forvp and vs check whetherthey arenow involved in a l-loop with l� ‘.

(a) ifso undo the swap and goto 1.
(b) elseacceptthe swap,the loop isrem oved.

This procedure ofrem oving loopstakes typically O (1) operations. The typicalnum ber ofloops ofeach length ‘ is

O (1). For each loop we only have to swap one vertex/edge com bination to rem ove it,the checks that the swap is

valid takeO (1)operations,and we typically need only O (1)swap-trialsto getan acceptableswap.

Although the algorithm islinearin N ,the num berofoperationsneeded to detectand rem oveloopsoflength ‘in a

(c;d)code,growsvery rapidly with c;d and even exponentially with ‘.Furtherm ore,wenotethatonly in theN ! 1

lim itallshortloopscan be rem oved.In practice,forlargebut� nite N and given (c;d),the m axim um loop length ‘

isclearly lim ited.A rough estim ate forthislim itisgiven by

m ax

 

c
1� (c� 1)

‘+ 1

2

(1� (c� 1))
;d

1� (d� 1)
‘+ 1

2

(1� (d� 1))

!

� N (16)

because v (resp.e)isnotallowed to be itsown 1;2::‘-th nearestneighbour(see � g. 6).Hence,loopsoflogarithm ic

length in N can notbeavoided.Forpractical(c;d;N ),however,thisloop length isreached ratherquickly.Therefore,

we have builtin the possibility forthe algorithm to stop trying to rem ove a given loop when aftermax-swap trials,

no suitableswap hasbeen obtained.By choosing max-swap su� ciently large,them axim um rem ovableloop length is
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easily detected.In practicewe� nd thatforallloop lengthsthatcan berem oved,wetypically need 1,and occasionally

2 trialswapsperloop.

In � g.9,we show the distribution ofloopsoverthe (c;d;N )ensem ble,for(c;d)= (3;4),forN = 104 and averaged

over 104 codes,up to loops oflength ‘ = 4 (corresponding to length 8 cycles in the IT term inology [24]),before

and afterrem ovalofshorterloops. In generalwe observe thatthe Poisson distribution with � given in (14)� tsthe

sim ulationsvery well,forall‘notexceeding the m axim alrem ovableloop length,while itbreaksdown abovethat.

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0 50 100 150 200

FIG .9: The distribution of‘-loops (‘ = 1;2;3;4) for (c;d;N ) = (3;4;10
4
): lines ! theory,M B ensem ble ! \+ ",M LL-‘

ensem ble (i.e.afterrem ovalofallsm allerloopsthan the size plotted)! \� ",sam pled from 10
4
random code constructions.

Notethat,in principle,thism ethod also could beused to obtain G allager’sideally expurgated ensem ble.W ewould

start by � nding and rem oving the m ost dangerous diagram s,and then m ove on to the next generation ofm ost

dangerous diagram s,and so on. However,the next m ost dangerous diagram s are obtained by adding additional

vertices(and necessary edges)and/orby rem oving edgesfrom the currentm ostdangerousdiagram s.O ne can easily

convince oneselfthat the num ber ofnext m ost dangerous diagram s soon becom es enorm ous. In addition for each

generation weonly reducethepolynom ialerrorprobability by a factorN �1 .Therefore,although in principlepossible,

thism ethod isnotpractical,and we haveopted forthe rem ovalofloops.The factthatwe only haveto look forone

typeofdiagram (i.e.loops),and thefactthatweexpurgatem any entiregenerationsofnextm ostdangerousdiagram s

in onego,m akesthe costofover-expurgating the ensem blea sm alloneto pay.

V I. SU M M A R Y

In sum m ary,we have developed a m ethod to directly evaluate the asym ptotic behaviour ofthe average proba-

bility with respect to the block decoding error for various types oflow density parity check code ensem bles using

diagram m atic techniques. The m ethod m akesitpossible to accurately assessthe leading contribution with respect

to the codeword length N ofthe average error probability which originates from a polynom ially sm allfraction of

poorcodesin the ensem ble,by identifying the m ostdangerousadm issible diagram sin a given ensem ble by a power

counting schem e. The m ostdangerousdiagram sare com binationsofspeci� c types ofm ultiple closed paths(loops)

in the bipartite graph representation ofcodes,and allow for codewords with low weights. The contribution ofa

diagram to the error probability becom es larger as the size ofthe diagram is sm aller,which im plies that one can

reduce the average errorprobability by excluding allcodesthatcontain any loopsshorterthan a given threshold ‘.

W e havetheoretically clari� ed how wellsuch a sub-optim alexpurgation schem e im provesthe asym ptoticbehaviour.

W ehavealso provided a practicalalgorithm which can becarried outtypically in a linearscaleofN forcreating such

sub-optim ally expurgated ensem bles. The num ericalexperim ents utilising the provided algorithm have veri� ed the

validity ofthe theoreticalpredictions.

The currentapproach isrelatively easy to adaptto irregularly constructed codes[12,13],codesoverthe extended

� elds[14,15],othernoise channels[16,17],and othercode constructionssuch asthe M N codes[18]. W ork in that

direction iscurrently underway.
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A P P EN D IX A :

Diagram sare � nite sub-graphs. Provided thatthe graph islarge and provided thatthe correlationsbetween the

di� erentdiagram sisnottoo strong,we can treatthem ase� ectively independentto leading orderin N ,even when

they have (m any)verticesand/oredgesin com m on. Itthen su� ces to calculate the probability ofoccurrence ofa

single diagram ,and to counthow any tim essuch a diagram could occurin the graph,in orderto extractitsoverall

expectation,allowing usto calculateallquantitiesthatdepend on it.

To illustratethis,considerthefollowing scenario.Alldiagram sweconsider,consistofnv verticesand ne edges,with

atleast2 links arriving to each ofthe nodes from within the diagram . Suppose now thatwe replace a single node

(vertex or edge),with another one not from within the diagram . Since the probability for each link to be present

is ’ 1

cN
,there are is at leasta 4 link di� erence between the diagram s,thus m aking the correlation between them

negligibleto leading order.

The rulesforcalculating the com binatorialpre-factorofthe diagram areeasily described asfollows:

Considerallpossible sub-groupsofnv verticesand ne edges. Calculate the probability Pg thata given group ofnv
vertices and ne edges form s the diagram we’re interested in. Since we assum e that (to leading order in N ) these

probabilities are independent for allgroups,we just have to m ultiply Pg with allthe possible ways ofpicking nv

verticesand ne edgesfrom the graph (i.e.

�
N

nv

��
L

ne

�

).

Com bined thisleadsto the following sim ple recipe forthe calculation a the contribution ofa diagram to Pf:

� foreach vertex from which x linksdepart,add a factorN c!=(c� x)!.

� foreach edge from which x linksdepart,add a factorL d!=(d� x)!.
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� foreach link,add a factor1
cN
.

� divide by the num berofsym m etries,i.e. the num berofperm utationsofvertices,edgesorlinks,thatlead to

the sam ediagram .

a. calculation ofthe diagram s in �g.3

W e calculate the probability Pf(1;
c

2
)thata com bination of1 vertex v,and c

2
edgesform sthe leftdiagram � g.3 in

the following steps:

� 1 vertex with clinks(N c!).

� c

2
edgeswith 2 links((Ld(d� 1))

c

2 ).

� clinks((1
cN
)c).

� sym m etry:c
2
doublelinks(2

c

2 ).

� sym m etry:perm utation ofthe edges((c
2
)!).

So,com bined wehavethat

Pf(1;
c

2
)’

c!

2
c

2 (c
2
)!
(d(d� 1)=2)

c

2

N L
c

2

(cN )c
; (A1)

and aftersom ereworking weobtain (7).

W e calculate the probability P2;c;� that a com bination of 2 vertices, and c edges form s the right diagram in

� g.3 with k = � in the following steps:

� 2 verticeswith clinks((N c!)2).

� cedgeswith 2 links((Ld(d� 1))c).

� 2clinks((1
cN
)2c).

� sym m etry:perm ute edgesin groupsof� (�!2).

� sym m etry:perm ute edgesin group ofc� 2� ((c� 2�)!).

� sym m etry:2k double links(22k).

� sym m etry:sim ultaneously perm utethe verticesand the groupsof� edges(2).

So,com bined wehavethat

Pf(2;c;k)’
c!

2

�
c!

22kk!2(c� 2k)!

�

(d(d� 1))c
N 2Lc

(cN )2c
; (A2)

and aftersom ereworking weobtain (8)and (9).

b. calculation ofthe diagram in �g.4

W ecalculatetheprobability Pf(c+1;c(c+1)=2)thata com bination ofc+1vertices,and c(c+1)=2edgesform sdiagram

in � g.4 in the following steps:

� c+ 1 verticeswith clinks((N c!)c+1)

�
c(c+1)

2
edgeswith 2 links((Ld(d� 1))

c(c+ 1)

2 ).

� c(c+ 1)links((1
cN
)c(c+1)).

� sym m etry:perm ute vertices((c+ 1)!).

� sym m etry:perm ute edges(

�
c(c+1)

2

�

!).

So,com bined wehavethat

Pf(c+ 1;c(c+ 1)=2)’
c!c+1

(c+ 1)!

�
c(c+1)

2

�

!
(d(d� 1))

c(c+ 1)

2

N c+1L
c(c+ 1)

2

(cN )c(c+1)
; (A3)

and aftersom ereworking weobtain (10).
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c. distribution ofthe num ber ofloops oflength ‘

The probability P‘(k)thatthere are k loopsoflength ‘ (i.e. including ‘ verticesand edgesofthe bipartite graph),

can be calculated from diagram � g.8.By powercounting itiseasily checked thatthe probability forany loop length

‘ to occur is O (1). Therefore,we adapt a slightly di� erent strategy com pared to the diagram s above,(this also

illustrateswheresom eofthe rulesofourrecipe originatefrom )

First we calculate the probability P‘;g that a given group of ‘ vertices (and ‘ edges) form s a \true" ‘-loop in

the following steps:

� W e orderthe ‘verticesinto a ring (‘!
2‘
ways).

� Foreach pairofconsecutiveverticeswepick on ofthe edgesto connectto both (‘!ways).

� Foreach vertex choosea link to each edge itisconnected to (c(c� 1)ways).

� Foreach edgechoosea link to each vertex itisconnected to (d(d� 1)ways).

� Theprobability thata chosen leftand rightlink areconnected isgiven by 1

cN
.

So,com bined wehavethat

P‘;g ’
‘!2

2‘
(c(c� 1)d(d� 1))‘

�
1

cN

� 2‘

(A4)

Thereare

�
N

‘

�

waysto pick the vertices,and

�
L

‘

�

waysto pick the edges.

W e wantexactly k ofthese to form a loop,and

�
N

‘

��
L

‘

�

� k ofthese notto form an ‘-loop,therefore:

P‘(k)=

�
N

‘

��
L

‘

�

P
k
‘;g(1� P‘;g)

�
N

‘

��
L

‘

�

�k

’
�k‘

k!
exp(� �‘) (A5)

Notethattheexclusion (ornot)ofshorterloops,hasno in uenceon theleading orderofP‘(k),sincetheprobability

ofhaving a short-cuti.e.anotheredgethatconnects2 verticesfrom within thegroup of‘(orvertex thatconnects2

edgesfrom within thegroup of‘),requires2 extra linksto be presentwhich addsa factor’ 1

(cN )2
to theprobability

P‘;g,and isthereforenegligible.

A P P EN D IX B :

Asshown,fora given codeensem ble,theprobability Pf thata � nitegroup ofnv bitscan becollectively  ipped,is

com pletely dom inated by sub-setsofsizen�v,such thatPf � Pf(n
�
v).From thiswecan then determ inethepolynom ial

errorprobability PB ,which dependson the decoding schem e em ployed. Here,we concentrate on the BSC(p;1� p)

forthe following decoding schem es:

1.M L decoding [7]:Sincethisdecoding schem eselectsthecodeword with thelowestweight,an erroroccurswhen

then�v collectively  ipped bitshavea lowerweightthan theoriginalones.W hen then�v collectively  ipped bits

have an equalweightto the originalones,we declare an errorwith probability 1

2
,such thatone im m ediately

obtains(2).

2.M PM decoding [19,20,21]:Thisdecoding schem eselectsthecodeword thatm axim izesthem arginalposterior,

and m inim izes the bit errorrate (or in a statisticalphysics fram ework that m inim izes the free energy at the

Nishim oritem perature[22]).

E� ectively this attributesa posteriorprobability exp(�F w(n))=Z to each codeword n,where �F = ln

�
p

1�p

�

,

and where Z �
P 0

n
exp(�F w(n)), with

P 0

n
being the sum over allcode words. Since we assum e that we

are in the decodable region,we have that Z ’ exp(�F w(n0))+ exp(�F w(nf)) with nf being n0 with n�v
bits ipped. Hence,by selecting the solution with the m axim alm arginalposteriorprobability we obtain that

PM P M (ejn�v)= PM L (ejn
�
v)asgiven in (2).
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3.Typicalsetdecoding (TS)[9,23]:Thisdecoding schem erandom ly selectsa codeword from thetypicalset.W e

declarean errorwhen a noisedi� erentfrom n0 isselected.Hencetheerrorprobability isgiven by
nts�1

nts

,where

nts is the num ber ofcode wordsin the typicalset. Since we are in the decodable region,forn�v � O (1),the

originaland the  ipped code word areboth (and the only)codewordsin the typicalset,such that

PT S(ejn
�
v)=

1

2
: (B1)

NotethatTS decoding hasan inferiorperform anceforPB com pared to M L and M PM decoding.


