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W e obtain exact expressions for the asym ptotic behaviour of the average probability of the block
decoding error for ensem bles of reqular low density parity check error correcting codes, by em ploying
diagram m atic techniques. Furthemm ore, we show how imposing sin ple constraints on the code
ensem ble (that can be practically In plem ented in linear tim e), allow s one to suppress the error
probability for codes w ith m ore than 2 checksperbit, to an arbitrarily low power ofN . Assuch we
provide a practical route to a (sub-optin al)expurgated ensem ble.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Recent research In a crossdisciplinary eld between the nform ation theory (IT ) and statistical m echanics (SM )
revealed a great sin ilarity between the low density parity check (LD PC) error correcting codes and system s of Ising
spins fm icroscopicm agnets) which interact w ith each other over random graphs'gj, :g]. O n the basis of this sim ilarity,
notions and m ethods developed In SM were em ployed to analyse LDPC oodes, which successfully clari ed typical
properties of these excellent codes when the code length N is su  ciently large ij,:_li,iﬂ].

In general, an LDPC code isde ned by a parity check m atrix A which represents dependences between codew ord
bits and parity checks determ ined under certain constraints. T his in plies that the perform ance of LDPC codes, In
particular, the probability ofthe block decoding errorPy A ) uctuates depending on each realization ofA . T herefore,
the average of the decoding error probability over a given ensemble ﬁ is frequently used for characterising the
perform ance of LDPC code ensam bles.

D etailed analysisin IT literature showed thatPg ofnaively constructed LD P C code ensem bles is generally com posed
oftwo tem s: the st termm which depends exponentially on N represents the average perform ance of typical codes,
w hereasthe second com ponent scalespolynom ially w ith respect toN due to a polynom ially sm all fraction ofpoor codes
In the ensamble E_G, -'j]. Thism eans that even if the noise level of the com m unication channelis su ciently low such
that typical codes exhbit exponentially sn all decoding error probabilities (which is im plicitly assum ed throughout
this paper), com m unication perfom ance can still be very low exhibiting an O (1) decoding error probability w ith a
polynom ially an all probability when codes are naively generated from the ensembles. A s the typical behaviour has
m ainly been exam ined so far, the polynom ialcontribution from the atypicalcodes hasnotbeen su ciently discussed
In the SM approach. A lthough this slow decay in the error probability would not be cbserved form ost codes in the
ensam ble, exam ining the causes of low error correction ability ofthe atypicalpoor codes is doubtlessly in portant both
theoretically, and practically for constructing m ore reliable ensam bles.

T he purpose of this paper is to answer this dem and from the side 0ofSM .M ore speci cally, we develop a schem e
to directly assess the m ost dom inant contribution of the poor codes in Py on the basis of speci ¢ kinds of graph
con  guration utilising diagram m atic techniques. This signi cantly sin pli esthe evaluation procedure CFEP com pared
to the existing m ethod i_d], and can be em ployed for a w ider class of expurgated ensem bles. M oreover, it provides
Insights that leads to a practical expurgation m ethod that is also presented in this paper. F nally, the validity of the
evaluation schem e and the e cacy of the proposed expurgation technigque are com putationally con med.

T he paper is organised as follow s:

-In the next section IT, we brie y review the general scenario of LDPC codes and introduce basic notions which are
necessary for evalnating the error probability in the proceeding sections.

-In section -'_ﬁj:, we Introduce the various code ensem bles we w ill work w ith, and di erent representations for a code
construction .

-In section :_B-{:, we link the probability ofhaving a code w ith low m inin aldistance to the polynom ialerror probability,

and we calculate the polynom ialerror probability by diagram m atic technigques for various code ensem bles. A swe can

explicitly Iink it to the occurrence of short loops, the distribution of occurrence of such loops is also detemm ined.

—-In section .\_/:, we present a practical linear tin e (in average) algorithm to rem ove short loops from a code construction,

thus reducing the polynom ialerrorprobability to an arbirarily low value. T his isbacked up by num erical sin ulations.
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-F inally, section Ei:Ijsdevotedtoa summ ary. .

-Technical details about the diagram m atic technigue can be found in appendix A!.

D etails about the link between the m inin al distance and the polynom ial error probability for various decoding
schem es are presented in appendix ;.

II. LDPC CODES,DECODING ERROR AND W EIGHT OF CODEW ORDS

W e here concentrate on regular (c;d;N ) LDPC code ensam bleswhich involve N m essage bits and L N =d parity
checks. G iven a speci c code, each m essage bit is involved in ¢ pariy checks, and each parity check involvesd m essage
bits. In practice, this dependence is represented by a parity check matrix A . An encoding schem e consists in the
generation of a codeword t 2 £0;1g" from an infom ation vector s 2 f0;1g8% Wwith K = N L) via the lnhear
operation t= GTs mod 2) where G is the generatorm atrix that satis esthe condition AGT = 0 m od 2). The code
rate is then given by R K =N , and m easures the inform ation redundancy of the tranam itted vector.

Upon transm ission of the codew ord t via a noisy channel, taken here to be a binary sym m etric channel B SC), the
vectorr = t+ n® @mod 2) is received, where n® 2 £0;1g" is the true channelnoise. T he statistics of the BSC are
fully determ ined by the I ratep2 [0;1]:

p (ng) = (1 p) ng;0+ p ng;l (l)

D ecoding is carried out by m ultiplying r by A to produce the syndrome vectorz = Ar= An°® (shoce AGT = 0). In
order to reconstruct the originalm essage s, one has to cbtain an estin ate n for the true noisen®. O nem a pr strategy
for this ism axim um lkelihood M L) decoding and ism ainly focused on in this paper. Tt consists in the selection of
that vector A™ * thatm inim ises the num ber of non—zero elem ents (weight) w (n) = hl]: | 1 satisfying the parity check
equation z = An. Decoding failire occurs when A" © di ers from r’. The probability of this occurring is tem ed
as the (pblock) decoding error probability P A ), which serves as a perform ance m easure of the code speci ed by A
given the M L) decoding strategy.

It is worthw hile to m ention that for any true noise vectorn®, n = n®+ x (n 0od2) where x is an arbitrary codew ord
vector or which Ax = 0 (mod 2) holds, also satis es the parity check equation An = Arf = z (mod2). The set of
Indices of non—zero elem ents of x is denoted by I (x). W e denote the probability that a given decoding strategy © S)
willselect n = n° + x with w (x) = w rather than n°, asPps €Ww). The M L decoding strategy fails in correctly

estin ating those noise vectorsn® forwhich lessthan halfofnd, «) are zero, since the weight ofn®+ x (m od2) becom es

sm aller than w (0%). To noise vectors n® for which exactly half ofn, | ) are zero, we attribute an error 1=2, since
the weight ofn® + x (m 0d2) is equalto w (n°), such that
int (g 1)=2)
. W w i i l W w= w
Py 1 €)= PP tueems w 0@ PP 06 @)
2

i=1

where Int (x) is the integer part ofx (forP () for other decoding schem es we refer to appendix 3_5:) . Them inin um
ofw (x) under the constrantsAx = 0 mod2) and x § 0, is comm only known as the m inin al distance of A and is
here denoted asW @ ). It provides a lower bound for the decoding error probability ofthe M L scheme asPg @) >
0 pht® @)=2)

G allager I_'Z] showed that for c 3 the m inim al distance grows as O N ) for m ost codes characterised by the
(c;d)-constraints, which in plies that the decoding error probability can decay exponentially fast w ith respect to N
when p is su ciently low. However, he also showed that the m Inim al distance and, m ore generally, the weights
of certain codew ord vectors become O (1) Por a polynom ially small fraction of codes when the code ensemble is
naively constructed, which in plies that the average decoding error probability over the ensemble ﬁ exhibits a slow
polynom ial decay with respect to N being dom nated by the atypical poor codes. A s G allager did not exam ine the
detailed properties of the poor codes, it was only recently that upper-and lowerbounds of Py were evaluated Hor
several types of naively constructed LDPC code ensem bles ['9']. H owever, the obtained bounds are still not tight in
the prefactors. In addition, extending the analysis to other ensem bles does not seem straightforward as the provided
technique is rather com plicated. The st purpose of this paper is to show that one can directly evaluate the leading
contrbution of Py by m aking a one-to-one connection between occurrence of low weights in codew ord vectors and
the presence of som e dangerous nite diagram (s) (sub-graph (s)) in a graph representation of that code.

In order to suppress the In  uence ofthe atypicalpoor codes, G allager proposed to work in an expurgated ensem ble,
w here the codesw ith low m inin aldistance are som ehow rem oved. H owever, a practicalway to obtain the expurgated
ensam ble hasnot been provided so far. T he second purpose ofthe current paper is to provide a (typically) lineartin e
practical algorithm for the expurgation and we num erically dem onstrate itse cacy.



III. CODE ENSEM BLES AND REPRESENTATIONS OF CODE CONSTRUCTIONS
A . Code ensembles

A s mentioned in the previous section, evaliating the distrbution of low weights of the poor codes n a given
ensam ble becom es relevant for the current purposes. T his distribution highly depends on the details of the de nition
1
of code ensem bles. W e here work on the follow ing three ensambles de ned on the basis of bipartite graphs jg.-_{L) :
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FIG.1l: An exam pl of a regular bipartite graph wih (c;d) = (4;5). On the lkft the vertices m essage bits) (full circles), and
on the right the edges (parity checks) (em pty circles)

M iller-Burshtein M B) ensem ble: Put N vertices (m essage bis) and L edges (parity checks) on the lkft
and right, respectively. For each vertex and edge, we provide ¢ and d arcs, respectively. In order to associate
these, the arcs originating from the left are lJabelled from 1 to N c(= Ld), and sin ilarly done for the right. A
pem utation is then uniform Iy drawn from the space of all pem utations of £1;2;:::;N og. Finally, we link
the arc labelled i on the kft with the arc IJabelled ; on the right. This de nes a code com pltely determ ining
a speci c dependence between m essage bits and parity checks. The uniform generation of ; characterises the
ensem ble. Note that in this way m ultiple links betw een a pair of vertex/edge are allow ed.

No multiple links (NM L) ensem ble: M ultiple links in the bipartite graph possbly reduces the e ective
num ber of parity checks of the associated m essage bits, which m ay m ake the error correction ability weaker.
T he second ensam ble is provided by expurgating graphs containing m ultiple links from the M B ensamble.

M inim um loop length ‘' M LL-') ensem ble: In the bipartite graph, length * loopsarede ned as irreducble
closed paths com posed of * di erent vertices and ‘di erent edges:_-fﬁi6]. A s shown later, short loops becom e a
cause ofpoor error correction ability, as they allow fora shorterm inin aldistance. T herefore, we construct code
ensam bles by com pletely expurgating graphs containing loops of length shorter than “ from the M B ensamble,
and exam nehow wellsuch expurgation contributesto the in provem ent ofthe average error correction capability.
Note that the M B and NM L ensem ble correspond to the M LL-1 and M LL-2 ensam ble, respectively.

B . Representations of code constructions

A tthough the ensem bles above are constructed on the basis of bipartite graphs, for convenience we will also use
other tw o representations:

M onopartite (hyper)-graph representation : Each m essage bit is represented by a vertex. T he vertices are
connected by hyper-edges (each linking d vertices), each vertex is involved c tim es n an hyperedge (see F jg:_Z) .

M atrix representation: L rows, N colimns, where g, is the number of tin es vertex v appears in edge e.
For reqular (c;d;N ) codes, the follow Ing constraints on fa.,g apply

P N
p ve18ev = &; 8e= 1;:;L;
L

o1 8ev = G 8v= 1;:3N :



FIG.2: An exampl ofa (an all) regular hypergraph with (c;d;N )= (2;3;9)

For clarity, we always use indices v;w; i = 1;:3N to Indicate m essage bits (or vertices), and indices e;f; iz =

1;:3L to indicate parity checks (or edges). Note that the pariy check m atrix of a given code is provided as
A = fa,,g fmod 2). Forthe NM L and M LL-' 3 ensam bles, the m atrix elem ents are constrained to binary
values as a.y = 0;1. Therefore, fa.,g itself represents the parity check m atrix A in these cases, which im plies
that every parity check is com posed of d bits and every bit is associated w ith ¢ checks. However, as a.y can
take any integer from 0 to ¢ In the M B ensem ble, it can occur that certain row s and/or colum ns of the parity
check m atrix A are com posed of only zero elem ents, which m eans that corresponding checks and/or bits do
not contribute to the error correction m echanisn . Note that In the m atrix notation the exclusion of l-loops
corresponds to the extra (redundant) constraints (additionalto aye = 0;1, and 6'_3)):

Yl
Avie; vy ymoarer = 0 8Ffviji= 1lig; fey;i= lidg: 4)

i=1
where fv=e;;i= 1l:lg isa group of1di erent vertices/edges.

T here is a one-to-one correspondence betw een the bipartite graph, and the m atrix representation of the codes. N ote
however, that w ih each m onopartite graph corregoond a number of (dentical up to pem utation of the edges) of
bipartite graph/m atrix representations.

Iv. DIAGRAMMATIC EVALUATION OF ERROR PROBABILITY
A . Low weights and m ost dangerous diagram s

Now, ket us start to evaluate the error probability. For this, we st Investigate necessary con gurations in the
bipartite graph representation for creating codew ord vectors having a given weight.

A ssum e that a codew ord vector x which is characterised by Ax = 0 (mnod 2) hasa welght w (x) = n,. A s addition
of zero elem ents of x does not change parity checks, we can focus on only the n, non-zero elem ents. Then, In order
to satisfy the parity relation Ax = 0 (m od 2), every edge associated w ith n, vertices corresponding to these non-zero
elem ents m ust receive an even num ber of links from the n, vertices in the bipartite representation.

Letusnow evaluate how frequently such con gurationsappear in the whole bipartite graph when a code is generated
from a given ensemble. W e refer to a §ub—set of the n, vertices as V¢ . Each vertex v is directly linked to a subset
E (v) ofthe edges. W e denote E (V¢) V2\,EE(V),and Ne E (& )J. Then there are cn,, links to be put between V¢
and E (V¢). Note that there are exactly ¢ links arriving at each v 2 V¢, and d links arrivingat each e 2 E (V¢). Each
diagram oonsists in a combination V¢;E (V¢)). For an adm issibble diagram , we have the extra condition that each
e 2 E (Vg) receives an even num ber of links from V¢, such that the bits In V¢ can be collectively Ipped preserving
the parity relation Ax = 0 mod 2)).

N ote that we ignore the links arriving in E (V¢) from outside the set V¢ . For adm issble diagram s, ne is lim ited
from above by Int(%5*), where int () is the Integer part of x. A number n. of the links can be put freely, while the
rem aining cn, 1 linksallhave to 81l in the group ne (out ofL), such that it can easily be seen that each ofthose
(roed) links carries a probability N*!.

N Lo . . s
T here are " N " =n,!waysofpikingn,( N ) outofN vertices, such that each diagram consisting ofn,

v

vertices and n. edges carries a probability of occurrence proportionalto ~ NPv @ ve ne),



T his observation allow s us to identify the \m ost dangerous" adm issible diagram s as those w ith a probability of
occurrence w ith the least negative power ofN , ie. that com bination of (n,;n.) that m axin ises ne € 1)n.The
collective contributions of all other diagram s are at last a factor Ni an aller, and therefore negligble. From this,
it inm ediately ©low s that ne must take its m axin alvalue which isn,_ = jnt(crz‘v ), while n, has to be m inim ised,
com patible w ith the constraints of the code ensem ble under consideration. Hence, the probability P = P¢ (n,) that
a generated graph (code) contains a m ost dangerous diagram including n,, vertices, scales like

Pe,) N™W@ 3 ©)

w ith the constraint on n,, that crzlv is integer. N ote that for allensem bles we consider in this papern,, o @).

At this point, we m ake som e in portant observations:

- Firstly, from eqg. ("g') it is easily seen that for ¢ = 2, any diagram containing an equal num ber of vertices and
edges scales Iike N °. T he number of diagram s contrbuting to ﬁ becom es in nite, andE O (1). X was already
recognised by G allager f_f.] and ['_6] that regular (2;d;N ) codes have very bad decoding properties under the block
error criterion, which is currently adopted. T herefore, in what follow s, we w ill In plicitly assum e that 2 < c< d.

— Secondly, as eq. ("9') represents only the dependence on the code length N , for an accurate evaluation of the
asym ptotic behaviour (orN ! 1 ) of the error probability, we have to calculate the prefactor. N evertheless, this
kind ofpower counting is stillhighly usefilbecause this directly identi esthe m apr causes of the poor perform ance,
and allow s us to concentrate on only a few relevant diagram s for further calculation, ignoring innum erable other
m inor factors. This ism ore system atic and m uch easier to apply in various ensam bles than the existing m ethod of
k1.

T hirdly, once P¢ / P¢ (n,) is accurately evaluated, the average block error probability Py Br any decoding schem e
D S and forsu ciently low I ratesp can be evaluated as

Pg,, " P, (ej'lv)Pf; (6)

where eg. forM L decoding Py, , €h,) isgiven in 6'_2) (the expressions for other decoding schem es can be found In
appendix :_E-S:) .

—TheNM L and M LL-" ensam bles are generated from the M B ensam bl by expurgating speci c kinds of codes, which
slightly changes the distributio of codes such that the above argum ent based on free sam pling of links in constructing
graphs m ight not be valid. However, for n, O (1) the current evaluation still provides correct results for the
leading contrdbution to Pf (ny ), since the in  uence of the expurgation procedure has a negligble e ect on the leading
contrbutions of the m ost dangerous diagram s.

—Fally, we note that this analysis essentially ©llow s the weight enum erator form alisn ié :Si which can be regarded
as a certain type of the anneald approxin ation [10] A though we have argued that such fom alisn is not capable of
accurately evaluating the perform ance of typical codes that decays exponentially w ith respect to N fl]: the current
schem e correctly assesses the leading contribution of the average error probability PB of the above ensam bles, which
scales polynom ially w ith respect to N being dom inated by atypically poor codes.

T his is because the probability of occurrence scales like N (w ih 1) for all adm issble diagram s. T herefore, we
can safely ignore the possibility that m ore than one such diagram occurs in the sam e graph (as illustrated in g.-'_:7),
and to leading order orP¢, we can sin ply add the contributions ofallm ost dangerousdiagram s. T his isnot so forthe
typicalcase analysis (with n,, O (N )), where exponentially rare codesm ay have an exponentially Jarge contrbution.
In order to avoid this kind of over counting, a quenched m agnetisation enum erator based treatm ent is then m ore
suiable f_l]_:‘] N ote furthem ore that in the SM treatm ent of typical codes, the polynom ial error probability is hidden

in the ferro-m agnetic solution (since = g”’) r (n(’j]VN ped) L ihen n, oW )),and is therefre easily overlooked.

B . Evaluation of error probability for various ensem bles

O nce the notion of m ost dangerous diagram s is introduced, the asym ptotic behaviour of the probability Pr for
su ciently ow I ratesp iseasily evalnated for various ensem bles.

M B ensem ble: For the M B ensam ble, m ultiple links between a pair of vertex/edge are allowed, which forces
us to m ake a distinction between even and odd c. For even c the m Inin al adm issble n, is 1, such that the error
probability will scale ke N ' 7, whik that ©orodd c is 2 which provides a faster scaling N 2 © .

For c even, the m ost dangerous diagram is given in FJgd and the probabilty Pr ' Pf (ny, = 1) is given by @n
explanation of the diagram s, and how there m ultiplicity is cbtained can be found in appendix A )
. d 1)

N . ’ 1 £ >
Pr(*= l;ceven)’ N @l R) 3 2= ©)! (7)




Note that with \x / y",we indicate that \x = y (1 + %)".
For c odd them inin aladm issbble n, is 2, such that the error probability w ill scale like N 2 © . The m ost dangerous

FIG.3:Left:ny = 1, ne = % (ciseven).Right:ny = 2; ne = ¢, k= O;l;::,'jnt(g)

diagram s are given In Fjgi_ﬂ wih k = O;l;::;jnt(g)),and the probability Pr ' P¢ (0, = 2) isgiven by (for details see
appendix A)

3

2
@ 1 ° c!4m54°:2> c! c .
d 2, kPG 2!

Pr ("= l;codd)’ N?2° @ R)®

O ne can check that the values (lrj) and (B), w hich we believe to be exact (hot bounds), satisfy the bounds given in E].

NM L ensemble: In the NM L ensamble, muliple links are not allowed. In this ensemble, even and odd c
can be treated on the sam e oting. In both cases, the m inin a} adm issble n, = 2, such that the error probability
will scale like N 2 © . Them ost dangerous diagram is given in g-_.B (note that in thiscase only k = 0 isallowed). The
probability Pr ' P (0, = 2) isgiven by (for details see appendix A)

@ 1n

P:(*=2)’ N?° @1 R)°®
£ ) ( ) 3

c!
— 9
> 9)

M LL-3 ensemble: In the M LL3 ensemble, neither multiple links nor loops of length 2 are alowed. Note
that this also in plies that pairs of vertices m ay not appear m ore than once together In a parity check, such that all
parity checks are di erent, m aking each m onopartite graph correspond to exactly L ! bipartite graphs/m atrices. In
the m onopartite graph any pair of vertices is now connected by at m ost one (hyper-)edge. O ne can easily convince

c(ctl)

FIG .4: ‘= 2-loops rem oved, ny = ct+ 1, ne = >

oneself that them nimaln, = c+ 1 (each v needs c other vertices to connect to), and the m ost dangerous diagram is



given in Fjg;ff. T he dom inant part ofP¢ ’ P¢ (ct+ 1) is given by (for details see appendix A)

c(ctl)
c (c+ c (c+ 2 p‘»l
Pf (\: 3) r'N cHl % (l R)% (d 1) C!

d clar1) (10)
1)t <52

M LL-‘ensem ble: In the generalM LL-" ensam ble, netther m ultiple links nor loops of length 1< ‘are allowed. In
general, dentifying the m ost dangerous diagram (s) and especially calculating their com binatorial prefactor becom es
Increasingly di cul with increasing Y, but we can still nd the scaling ofPr relatively easily by power counting. To
this purpose it ism ore convenient to use the m onopartite graph representation. In Fjg:_ﬂ we observe that for Y= 3;4
and 5, them inim aln, isgiven by c+ 1; 2cand 2c+ c(c 1) = c(ct 1) respectively, such that using kE) we obtain

Pf(\= 3) N(C"l)(l %) P: (*= 4) NZC(l %) P: (*= 5) NC(C"l)(l %) 11)

For ' 6,even nding them ost dangerousdiagram and thus power counting becom es quite di cul to do by hand,

FIG . 5: M onopartite graph representations for som e m ost dangerous diagram s. Left: ¢ = 3, all loops of length 1< 3 are
rem oved. M iddle: c= 5, all loops of length 1< 4 are rem oved. R ight: c= 3, all loops of length 1< 5 are rem oved.

but we can still easily upper bound the power by the ollow ing cbservation: from q-_E we observe that or a given
minimalallowed loop length ‘the m nimum number of generations w ithout links between them starting from any
vertex v is given by jl'lt(% ). Therefore them inim aln, is lower bounded by

ing=-) int (54)
1 1
n, 1l+c c 1f=1+c e e ; 12)
= 0 c 1) 1
which i plies that Pr can be upper bounded as
O t(ib 1
B l+c (Cl'h:l) i : (1 %)C
Pr(Y) O@N A 13)

In g:_:7 we have plotted the frequencies of occurrence of dangerous diagram s that scale like N*' . W e have random Iy
generated 10° code realisations (forN ’ 50;100;200;400 ie. the nearest Integer orwhich L = &N =d is also integer),
and have plotted both the total frequency muliplied by N ) of occurrence of a diagram (dashed lines), and the
frequency that a graph contains the diagram at least once (full lines). Notethat in the Im it N ! 1 , both coincide,
illustrating the fact that we can safely ignore the possbility that m ore than one such diagram occurs In the sam e
graph. W e observe that the extrapolations 1=N ! 0 are all in full accordance w ith the theoretical predictions.

A 11 this clearly illustrates how the exclusion of short loops reduces P¢, and thus through (:_d) the polynom ial error
probability probability. Furthem ore, from gs.:_B':E, it is clear that allm ost dangerous diagram s contain short loops.
K now ledge of the distrdbbution of the num ber of short loops in the various ensem bles is therefore relevant for our
current purposes, and we analyse the distribution of the num ber of “-loops in the next subsection.
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FIG.6: All loops of length 1< " are rem oved. The m inim al size of the last generation can not be less than c(c 1)t D=2)
w ithout generating loops of length < .
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FIG .7: Frequencies multiplied with N ) of occurrence of dangerous diagram s that scale lke N ! Left: c= 3,d= 4;6 with
k= 0both wih (2) and without (+) rem oving 1-loops, and with k=1 ( ).Right:c= 4,d= 2:6.

C . The distribution of the num ber of “-loops

In this subsection we Investigate the distrbbution P . (k) of the num ber k of “-loops for the various code ensem bles.
N ote that we only consider irreducible “-oops, in the sense that they are not com binations of shorter loops (ie. they
do not visit the sam e vertex or edge tw ice) . Note that an “-loop in the m onopartite graph corresponds to a 2 “-cyck
In the bipartite graph representation i_d]. T he num ber of irreducbl ‘“-loops in a random regular (c;d;N ) graph W ih
N ! 1 ) hasthe Pllow ing distribbution:

k c yad 1y
P.k)=P #"* loops= k)’ i exp(  +); T o 14)
For the dertvation ofthis result we refer to appendix A . From I_ffl) we observe that the average num ber of short loops
ncreases rapidly with c and d. Furthem ore we note the symm etry between c and d, which re ects the edge/vertex
duality which is typical for loops.

A sexplained in appendix A, the constraint that no loops of length 1< " are present in the graph, hasno in uence in
the lrading order to the diagram s for loops of length .
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FIG.8: The dom lnant diagram for ‘“-loops.

W e denote the number of codes in the ensamble where the mnInum loop length is ' (ie. loops of length
1< "have been rem oved) by N . (c;d;N )_, such that the size of the original M B) ensem bl w ith all reqular (c;d;N )
codes is denoted by N1 (c;d;N ). From {_lfl) it follow s that the size 0ofN - (c;d;N ) is given by

| |

R1 2 e 1td 1)
N (c;d;N ) = exp 1 N (GdiN ) = exp lT N (Cd;N ) (15)
=1 =1
. Py . . . .
T he reduction factor exp =, 1 80 (1), orany nite oop length ‘. Since the num ber ofnon-equivalent codes
In the orighalensemble N; (c;d;N ) (c(?;i )L!!, the nalensembleN. (c;d;N ) is still very big, but clearly an aller than

G allager's ideally expurgated ensem ble which has a reduction factor of jist % i_7:].
N ote that the presence of (short) loops in a code does not only adversely a ect the polynom ialerror probability, but
also the success rate for practical decoding algorithm s such as belief progagation E_d, 2@].

V. PRACTICAL LINEAR ALGORITHM TO THE “-LOOP EXPURGATED ENSEM BLE

In this section we propose a linear tine (n N ) algorithm that generates codes and rem oves loops up to arbitrary
length (the combination (c;d;N ) pem iting). W e also present sin ulation resuls, which corroborate our assum ptions
about the validity ofthe diagram m atic approach as presented in thispaper. F ihally we give som e practical lim its and
guidelines for codeensambles w ith largebut nieN .

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

T he algorithm to generate a random regular (c;d;N ) code consists In the follow ing steps:

1.m ake a list of available vertices A, of Initial length N ., = AN , where each vertex appears exactly c tin es
2. foreach of the L = - parity checks, d tin es:
(@) random ly pick a vertex from A,
(o) rem ove it from the list
© Nay = Nay 1.
N ote that in the process we keep construct the lists:

1.EV W]i]; v= 1:N; i= 1l:c containing the edges each vertex v is involved in,
2.VE El[j); e= 1:L; j= 1l:d containing the vertices each edge e involves.

Tt is clear that this algorithm is linear n N .
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2. Finding loops of kength " in the code:

W e now describe the algorithm to detect (and store) all Y( 2)-Joops In the graph:

1. we consider all the vertices as a possbl starting point vy of the loop
2.given a starting point vy grow a walk of length ‘. Each grow ing step consists in:
(@) take e; from EV ] and check conditions for valid step

©) take vy; from VE fg] and check conditions for valid step
() ifall conditions are satis ed goto next step

else if possble goto thenext e, 2 EV fi]Jorvy, 2 VE [e1]
else go to previous step

3. nally check whether the end point ofthe loop « = vy, if so store the Ioop ie. L= f(n;e);1= 0:Y  1g
T he conditions for a valid step are the ollow ing:

1. @ e® e; A= 0:1 1) or > 2,

b) e1 > & for ‘= 2.

2. @) vi> vo; vié vy A= 1:1 1) orl= 1:0 1;° 2,
©) vi> v forl= ' 1; > 2,
© vi= v forl= .

N ote that the conditions v; > vy x the starting point of the loop, while the conditions w; > v, for > 2, and
e > g for Y= 2, x is orientation. This has a doublk advantage: it avoids over counting, and reduces execution
tin e by early stopping of the grow ing process.

For 1-loops (R—<cycks), orallv = 1:N we simnply look In EV ] for doublk links to the sam e edge, ie. EV V][] =
EV W][]. In posing that i< j, then avoids double counting.

Since each vertex is connected to ¢ edges, and each edge is connected to d vertices, the num ber of operations to check
w hether any vertex v is nvolved in a loop, remains O (1) (compared toN ! 1 ). Aswe have to check this orall
vertices, the loop nding stage of the algorithm is lnearin N .

3. Rem oving loops of kngth " from the code:

W e start by detecting and rem oving the am allest loops and than work ourway tow ards longer loops. A ssum ing that
all shorter loops have been successfillly rem oved, and having found and listed all the loops of length ‘, the procedure
for rem oving them is very sin ple. For all stored “-loopsL:

1. random Iy pick a vertex/edge (% ;e,) combination from L. = f(vnj;e)); 1= 01 1g
2.swap i wih a random other vertex vy in a random other edge e I_Z-j]
3. for v, and vy check whether they arenow involved n a Idoop with 1 *.

(@) if so undo the swap and goto 1.
() else accept the swap, the loop is rem oved.

T his procedure of rem oving loops takes typically O (1) operations. T he typical num ber of loops of each length ' is
O (1). For each loop we only have to swap one vertex/edge com bhation to rem ove i, the checks that the swap is
valid take O (1) operations, and we typically need only O (1) swap-trials to get an acceptable swap.
A though the algorithm is linear in N , the num ber of operations needed to detect and rem ove loops of length ‘in a
(c;d) code, grow s very rapidly w ith c;d and even exponentially w ith ‘. Furthem ore, we note that only in theN ! 1
lim it all short loops can be rem oved. In practice, for large but nie N and given (c;d), them axinum loop length
is clearly 1im ited. A rough estim ate for this 1im it is given by

!
1 ¢ 17 1 @ 1F

7 16)
@ c 1) 1 a 1))

max cC

because v (resp. e) isnot allowed to be itsown 1;2::%-th nearest neighbour (see g.:_'6) . Hence, Ioops of logarithm ic
length n N can not be avoided. Forpractical (c;d;N ), however, this loop length is reached rather quickly. T herefore,
we have built in the possbility for the algorithm to stop trying to rem ove a given loop when after max—swap trials,
no suiable swap hasbeen obtained. By choosing max—swap su ciently large, the m axin um rem ovabl loop length is
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easily detected. In practicewe nd that forall oop lengths that can be rem oved, we typically need 1, and occasionally
2 trjalswaps per loop.

n g.b we show the distribution of loops over the (c;d;N ) ensemble, for (¢;d) = (3;4), ®rN = 10 and averaged
over 10° codes, up to loops of length ‘= 4 (corresponding to length 8 cycles in the IT termm inology 24]) before
and after rem oval of shorter loops. In generalwe observe that the P oisson distribution with given in 614) ts the
sim ulations very well, for all ' not exceeding the m axin al rem ovable loop length, while i breaks down above that.

0.25

100 150 200

FIG . 9: The distrdbbution of “-loops (‘= 1;2;3;4) or (c;d;N ) = (3;4;104): lnes ! theory, MB ensemblke ! \+",MLL-
ensamble (ie. after rem oval of all sm aller loops than the size plotted) ! \ ", sam pled from 10* random code constructions.

N ote that,in principle, thism ethod also could be used to obtain G allager’s ideally expurgated ensemble. W e would
start by nding and rem oving the m ost dangerous diagram s, and then m ove on to the next generation of m 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/or by rem oving edges from the current m ost dangerous diagram s. O ne can easily
convince oneself that the num ber of next m ost dangerous diagram s soon becom es enom ous. In addition for each
generation we only reduce the polynom ialerror probability by a factorN ! . Therefore, although i principle possible,
thism ethod is not practical, and we have opted for the rem ovalof loops. T he fact that we only have to look for one
type ofdiagram (ie. loops), and the fact that we expurgate m any entire generations of next m ost dangerous diagram s
In one go, m akes the cost of overexpurgating the ensem ble a am all one to pay.

VI. SUMMARY

In summ ary, we have developed a m ethod to directly evaliate the asym ptotic behaviour of the average proba—
bility with respect to the block decoding error for various types of low density parity check code ensem bles using
diagram m atic techniques. The m ethod m akes it possble to accurately assess the leading contribution w ith respect
to the codeword length N of the average error probability which originates from a polynom ially sm all fraction of
poor codes In the ensem ble, by identifying the m ost dangerous adm issble diagram s in a given ensemble by a power
counting schem e. The m ost dangerous diagram s are com binations of speci ¢ types of multiple closed paths (loops)
In the bipartite graph representation of codes, and allow for codewords wih low weights. The contribution of a
diagram to the error probability becom es larger as the size of the diagram is am aller, which in plies that one can
reduce the average error probability by excluding all codes that contain any loops shorter than a given threshold .
W e have theoretically clari ed how well such a sub-optin al expurgation schem e In proves the asym ptotic behaviour.
W e have also provided a practicalalgorithm which can be carried out typically in a linear scale ofN for creating such
sub-optin ally expurgated ensam bles. T he num erical experim ents utilising the provided algorithm have veri ed the
validity of the theoretical predictions. o

T he current approach is relatively easy to adapt to irreqularly constructed codes ﬁ_lg; :_LZ_; codes over the extended

elds :_[-1_:4 ,:_-1_13], other noise channels :_[i_b,::l_ﬁ], and other code constructions such asthe M N oodes-[lé] W ork In that
direction is currently underw ay.
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APPEND IX A :

D iagram s are nite sub-graphs. P rovided that the graph is large and provided that the correlations between the
di erent diagram s is not too strong, we can treat them ase ectively independent to lading order In N , even when
they have (m any) vertices and/or edges in comm on. It then su ces to calculate the probability of occurrence of a
single diagram , and to count how any tim es such a diagram could occur In the graph, In order to extract is overall
expectation, allow ing us to calculate all quantities that depend on it.

To illustrate this, consider the follow ing scenario. A 1l diagram s we consider, consist ofn,, vertices and n. edges, w ith
at least 2 links arriving to each of the nodes from w ithin the diagram . Suppose now that we replace a single node
(vertex or edge), w ith another one not from w ithin the diagram . Since the probability for each link to be present
is’ %, there are is at least a 4 link di erence between the diagram s, thus m aking the correlation between them
negligble to leading order.

T he rules for calculating the com binatorial pre-factor of the diagram are easily described as follow s:

Consider all possble sub-groups of n, vertices and n. edges. C alculate the probability P4 that a given group ofn,
vertices and n. edges form s the diagram we're Interested in. Sihce we assum e that (to leading order In N ) these
probabilities are independent for all groups, we just have to multply Py wih all the possble ways of picking ny
vertices and ne edges from the graph (ie. I;IIV l'?e ).

Combined this leads to the follow Ing sin ple recipe for the calculation a the contribution ofa diagram to Pg:

for each vertex from which x links depart, add a factorN ckEc x)!.
for each edge from which x links depart, add a factor L d=d  x) .
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for each link, add a factor.-.

divide by the num ber of sym m etries, ie. the num ber of permm utations of vertices, edges or links, that lead to
the sam e diagram .

a. calculation of the diagram s in g,'_3I

W e calculate the probability P¢ (1;5) that a combination of 1 vertex v, and 5 edges fom s the left diagram g-r_.B n
the follow ing steps:

1 vertex with ¢ links N c!).

g edges w ith 2 links (Ld@d l))%).

c links ()°).

symm etry £ doublk links (27).

symm etry : perm utation of the edges §))).

So, com bined we have that

d@ 1)=2¢ ; @1)

and after som e rew orking we obtain aj).

W e calculate the probability Py,; that a combination of 2 vertices, and c edges form s the right diagram in
g8 with k= i the Hlow ing steps:
2 vertices w ith ¢ links (NN cf).
cedgeswith 2 links (Ld@d 1F).
2c links (-)%°).
symm etry: pem ute edges in groups of ().
symm etry: pem ute edges in group ofc 2 (c 2 ))).
symm etry: 2k double links &*).
symm etry: sin ultaneously pemm ute the vertices and the groups of edges 2).
So, com bined we have that

c! c! N °L°
P 2ick) — —————— d@d LY

2 2%kkP(c  2k)! (@ )% g ®2)

and after som e rew orking we obtain ('g) and (:_ﬁ).

b. calkulation of the diagram in g,'l_;

W e calculate the probability P (ot 1;c(ct 1)=2) that a com bination of o+ 1 vertices, and c(ct+ 1)=2 edges form s diagram
n  gd i the Hlow ing steps:
ct+ 1 vertices w ith ¢ links (N c§?)
ce1) edgeswith 2 links (Ldd 1)) 7~
clct 1) links ()@,
symm etry: perm ute vertices ((c+ 1)1).
sym m etry: pem ute edges (@ .

So, com bined we have that

c(ctl)
el c(ctl) Nc'-lL 2

c:
Pelct Licet D)=2)" ——— dd 1)) 7 ———— i @3)
f e 1yt 2y COES

and after som e rew orking we obtain z_l-(_j) .
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c. distribution of the num ker of loops of kength *

T he probability P+ (k) that there are k loops of length ' (ie. including “ vertices and edges of the bipartite graph),
can be calculated from diagram g'_}B . By power counting it is easily checked that the probability for any loop length
Y to occur is O (1). Therefore, we adapt a slightly di erent strategy com pared to the diagram s above, (this also
lustrates w here som e of the rules of our recipe origihate from )

First we calculate the probability P4 that a given group of ' vertices (and ' edges) form s a \true" ‘-doop in
the follow ing steps:

W e order the * vertices into a ring £ ways).

For each pair of consecutive vertices we pick on of the edges to connect to both (Mways).
For each vertex choose a link to each edge it is connected to (c(c 1) ways).

For each edge choose a link to each vertex it is connected to d(d 1) ways).

T he probability that a chosen kft and right link are connected is given by% .

So, com bined we have that

R 2"

! 1
P’ cc 1)dd 1 — 4
s’ 3l bad D) — @4)
N . . L .
T here are . ways to pick the vertices, and . ways to pick the edges.
L
W e want exactly k ofthese to form a loop, and R R k ofthese not to form an ‘“-doop, therefore:
N L . .
N L \ \ \
Pek)= . , P Py T el ) @5)

N ote that the exclusion (or not) of shorter loops, hasno in uence on the leading order of P (k), since the probability
ofhaving a short—cut ie. another edge that connects 2 vertices from w ithin the group of ‘ (or vertex that connects 2
edges from w ithin the group of ‘), requires 2 extra links to be present which adds a factor / —2— to the probability

(cN )2
P .4, and is therefore negligble.

APPENDIX B:

A sshown, Pora given code ensam ble, the probability P¢ thata nite group ofn, bits can be collectively ipped, is
com pletely dom inated by sub-setsofsizen,, such thatP¢ Pr 0, ). From thiswe can then detem ine the polynom ial
error probability ﬁ, which depends on the decoding schem e em ployed. Here, we concentrate on the BSC (p;1  p)
for the ollow iIng decoding schem es:

1.M L decoding fj]: Since this decoding schem e selects the code word w ith the low est w eight, an error occurs w hen
then, collectively dipped bits have a lower weight than the originalones. W hen the n, collectively Jpped bits
have an equalweight to the original ones, we declare an error w ith probability %, such that one Inm ediately
dbtains @).

2.MPM decoding f_l-S_i, 2-_',:2}']: T his decoding schem e selects the code word that m axin izes the m arginalposterior,

and m Inin izes the bit error rate (or In a statistical physics fram ew ork that m inin izes the free energy at the
N ishin ori tem perature P4)).
E ectively this attributes a posterior probability exp( Fw (n))=Z to each codeword n, where F = In % ,
and where Z g exp( Fw (n)), wih 2 being the sum over all code words. Since we assum e that we
are In the decodable region, we have that Z ' exp( Fw (ng)) + exp( Fw (¢)) with nr being ng wih n,
bis ipped. Hence, by selecting the s?]utjon w ith the m axin alm arginal posterior probability we obtain that
Pupu €N,)= Py h,) asgiven n ().
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3. Typicalset decoding (T S) i_‘ft, 2-2:]: T his decoding schem e random ly selects a code word from the typicalset. W e

declare an errorwhen a noise di erent from ny is selected. H ence the error probability is given by “;ft L, where

N Is the number of code words In the typical set. Since we are In the decodabl region, for n, O (1), the
orighaland the Ipped code word are both (and the only) codew ords in the typical set, such that

1
Prs h,) = 51 B1)

Note that T S decoding has an inferior perform ance ﬁ)rg compared toM L and M PM decoding.



