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T he theoreticalcapacity ofthe Parity Source C oder
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TheParity SourceCoderisaprotocolfordatacom pression which isbased on asetofparity checks

organized in a sparse random network. W e consider here the case ofm em oryless unbiased binary

sources.W eshow thatthetheoreticalcapacity saturatetheShannon lim itatlargeK .W ealso �nd

that the �rst corrections to the leading behavior are exponentially sm all,so that the behavior at

�nite K isvery close to the optim alone.

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

TheParity SourceCoder(PSC)isa new schem eforlossy data com pression,which usesa kind ofdualapproach [1]

to theLDPC codesused in channelcoding [2].Ithasbeen introduced in [3],and discussed recently in [4]and [5].W e

discusshereitstheoreticalperform ances.

The idea ofthe PSC isto use the M bitsxM � fx1;:::xM g thatwe wantto com pressto build M parity-checks

on a low-density graph involving N (< M )boolean variablesyN � fy1;:::yN g. From the theoreticalpointofview

we willbe interested in the ‘therm odynam ic’lim itwhere N and M go to in�nity while the rate R � N =M iskept

�xed.Thetopology isde�ned asfollows:Each constraintisconnected to exactly K variableschosen atrandom .This

im pliesthattheprobability distribution ofthevariableconnectivity isPoissonian (asin Erd�os-Renyirandom graphs)

with m ean K �. Thisisthe generalsetting fora num berofconstraintsatisfaction problem s[6]. In ourcase such a

graph (cfr.Fig.1)de�nesa setofM linearequationsforthe N variables:

yia
1
+ yia

2
+ :::+ yia

K
= xa m od2 ; a = 1;:::M ; (1)

where xi;yi 2 f0;1g,and the indicesia1;i
a
2;:::;i

a
K are chosen in f1;:::;N g with uniform distribution (the repetition

oftwo indicesin the sam e constraintcan be forbidden,butthisisirrelevantin the large N lim itwhich interestsus

here). This problem is called K -XO RSAT [7]and it has been recently studied in [8]and [9]. It is also a diluted

version ofthe p-spin m odelused in spin glasstheory [10]. Here we use itto setup a data com pressor,following [4].

Theencoded word correspondsto thesolution ofthe linearsystem (1)which m inim izesthe num beroferrors.In the

therm odynam iclim it,ithasbeen shown thatthe criticalvalue �c thatsignalstheK -XO RSAT problem hasa phase

transition ata criticalvalue�c ofthe ratio �= M =N .For�< � c a random instanceissatis�able(in thesensethat

thereexistsan assignm entoftheN variablessatisfying allM equations)with probability one.ThisistheSAT phase.

For�> � c a random instance isunsatis�ablewith probability one:there isno assignm entsatisfying allconstraints.

The criticaldensity ofconstraints�c increaseswith K and goesexponentially fastto 1 asK increases(Fig.2),as

can be com puted using the form alism introduced in [8,9]. The K -XO RSAT can be used for data com pression by

working in the UNSAT phase with � > 1. Asthe encoding step x M ! yN consistsin �nding the string yN which

violatesthesm allestnum berofconstraintsin (1),thecom pression rateisR = 1=�.O ncewehavetheencoded word,

thedecom pression step yN ! x
�
M isdoneby setting x�a = 0 or1 according to eq.(1).Thedistortion isde�ned asthe

num berofbitswhich arenotproperly recovered,divided by thetotalnum berofbitsM .W ecan look attheproblem

in term sofa \cost" function "a(yia
1
:::yia

K
jxa)which is0 ifeq.(1)isveri�ed and 2 otherwise.ThetotalcostE ofthe

com pression processisthen twice the totalnum berofunsatis�ed equationsin the linearsystem (1). The distortion

isrelated to itby

D =
E

2M
=

E

2N �
: (2)

W econsiderherethesim plestversion ofthelossy com pression problem :W edealwith uncorrelated unbiased binary

sources,i.e.prob(x1;:::xM )=
Q

a= 1;M
prob(xa)and prob(xa= 0)= prob(xa= 1)= 1/2.Theratedistortion theorem [11]

statesthata distortion D can be achieved ifand only iftherateislargeenough,R � R �,wheretheShannon bound

R � isgiven by

R
� = 1� H 2(D );

and H 2(x)= � xlogx � (1� x)log(1� x)isthe binary entropy.Basically the proofofachievability in thistheorem

relieson a choiceofcodewords(thesetofallpossibleencoded words)which isarandom set.Thisisintim ately related

to the random energy m odel(REM )[12]. O n the otherhand,ourPSC can be argued to becom e a random energy

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0506652v2
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FIG .1: A Tannergraph for a PSC with M = 7 checksand N = 4 variables. In thisexam ple the string to be com pressed is

fx1;x2;:::x7g � 1001101.The constraintsx1;x4;x5;x7 im pose the sum ofthe variablesyi involved in each constraintto be 1

m od 2,while x2;x3;x6 require thatthe variablesadd up to 0 m od 2.

m odelin the largeK lim it,in the sam e way asthe p-spin m odelsbecom esa REM in the largep lim it[12,13].Seen

from thispointofview,itisnotsurprising thatthe perform ancesofthe PSC convergeto the Shannon bound in the

lim itoflargeK ,aswe shallprove here.In factthe sam e optim alperform ance hasbeen found in a recentwork [14]

using a a non-m onotonicperceptron.Again in such a deviceeach bitofthe decoded word ischosen to be a function

ofthe com plete encoded word,which isthe sam e asletting K = N ,i.e. in�nity in the therm odynam ic lim it,in our

language.

However allthese \optim al" source coding devices,based either on a random codebook like in the REM ,on a

fully connected perceptron,oron the PSC atK ! 1 ,have a seriousdrawback: there is no known fastalgorithm

to perform the encoding.Physically,the encoding step isa search ofthe ground state,the one which m inim izesthe

num berofviolated constraints.Thishasto takeplacein theUNSAT phase�> 1 wherethesesystem sarefrustrated.

Findingtheexactground stateisan NP-com pleteproblem ,butitturnsoutthatwedon’teven havegood heuristicsto

�nd approxim ateground states.Such a heuristicofcoursecannotexistfortheREM ,butonecould hopeto �nd one

forthePSC with �niteK .Forinstancein therelated problem ofK -satis�ability [15],orsourcecoding devicesbased

on random nodes[4],there existgood heuristicsbased on the m essagepassing \survey propagation" (SP)algorithm

which can be seen asa generalization ofthe celebrated ‘beliefpropagation’algorithm [16,17].W hile thisalgorithm ,

assuch,doesnotwork forthePSC,itseem spossiblethatonecould develop powerfulalgorithm sforthe�nite-K PSC

in the future. Actually,a very recentwork [18]proposesa m essage passing algorithm ,inspired by SP,which seem s

to show very good perform ance.Thism otivatesthepresentstudy ofthe theoreticalcapacity ofthePSC at�nite K .

In thisnotewecom puteexplicitely thedistortion ofthePSC in thelim itwheretheclauseconnectivity K becom es

large. W e �rstshow thatforK ! 1 the distortion becom esoptim al(itsaturatesthe Shannon bound). Asforthe

�nite K corrections,we�nd that,fora given value ofthe rateR = 1=�,the distortion is

D = D Sh + a
p
K e

�K � (1+ O (1=K )) ; (3)

where D Sh satis�es1� H 2(D Sh)= 1=� and the coe�cientsa and � depend on �. In particular,the actual� lies

in [log2;1],and goesto log2 in thelargeK lim it.Thefactthatthe�rst�nite-K correctionsareexponentially sm all

m ustbe stressed:Thism eansthatalso a parity source coderwith K = 5 or6 isin practice nearly optim al.A good

encoding algorithm forthiscase could thusturn thisPSC into a very good com pressor.W e stressthatthe rangeof

validity ofthe resultofthispaperislim ited to the case ofuncorrelated sources.Thisiscon�rm ed by the statistical

description ofa fam ily ofcode ensem blespresented in [19].O n the otherhand,the hypothesisofa non-biased input

m essagedoesnotseem to play a role.

As we m entioned previously,a protocolvery sim ilarto this PSC (the only di�erence being the underlying graph

topology)has been introduced in [3],and M urayam a [20]has shown that som e belief-propagation based algorithm

can be used forencoding in the K = 2 case.O urresultshowsthatthe optim alcapacity (i.e. Shannon’sbound)can

beobtained only in thelim itoflargeK ,atvariancewith som eofthestatem entsin [3].Itgivestheanalog,forsource

coding,to the resultofK abashim a and Saad [21]on channelcapacity oferror-correcting codesatlargeK .
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FIG .2:The criticalvalue ofthe controlparam eterm arking the transition between SAT/UNSAT isplotted versusK .Follow-

ing [8],one can show thatthe leading behavioratlarge K is�c(K )= 1� e
� K

� (K
2
� K =2)e

� 2K
+ O (K

5
e
� 3K

).

II. C AV IT Y EQ U A T IO N S

In orderto dealwith the K -XO RSAT problem we takeadvantageofthe cavity m ethod asexplained in [15].This

m ethod isheuristic (the m ain assum ptionsthatcan be checked self-consistently)butitisbelieved to be exact. As

forthe K -XO RSAT problem ,itsrange ofvalidity hasbeen rigorously established in [8]and [22]. In particular,the

cavity result for the criticalthreshold �c is exact. For � > � c (the regim e where we use it) this m ethod �nds the

correctground-stateenergy up to a threshold value �G ,which is’ 3:07 forK = 3 [22]and increaseswith K asone

can seefrom num erics.

Forthesakeofsim plicity,wepassfrom boolean variablestoIsingspins,thustakingvaluesin f� 1;+ 1g.Thegeneral

idea behind the cavity approach issum m arized in Fig.3. Since the localstructure ofthe random graph istree-like,

we focus on a single clause and look at the variables connected to it. W e introduce two types ofm essages,cavity

biasesua! i going from clause a to variable i,and cavity �eldshi! a going from variable ito clause a.A cavity bias

can be 0 (which m eans that,as for the clause a,variable iis free to assum e any value),or � 1 (m eaning that this

isthe value thatishould take in orderto satisfy clause a). The m essage sentfrom clause a m usttake into account

allthe othervariablesconnected to it;each ofthese sendsto a a cavity �eld which isnothing butthe sum ofallthe

otherincom ing cavity biases:hj! a =
P

b2j�a
ub! j.In the m ostgeneralcase,the spaceoflow-energy con�gurations

is broken into m any disconnected com ponents (clustering). The generalobjectwe need to dealwith this is then a

functionaldistribution Q [q(u)]givingtheprobability that,ifonelink a ! iischosen atrandom ,theprobability (with

respectto the choice ofthe cluster)ofobserving a biasua! i isqa! i(ua! i). The sam e holdsforthe distribution of

cavity �elds,P [p(h)].W e thussuppose to havea population ofq(u)’sand p(h)’s.In orderto sim plify the notations,

we shallsim ply callu0 the biason variable 0,with no regardsaboutthe clause itiscom ing from . According to [8],

weiteratethe following self-consistentequations:

q0(u0) =
X

h1;:::h(K � 1)

p
(p1)

1
(h1)� � � p

(pK � 1)

(K �1)
(h(K �1))�

�

u;S(Jh1 � � � h(K �1))

�

; with prob.

K �1Y

i= 1

fK �(pi) (4)

p
(p)(h) =

1

A (p)(y)

X

u1;:::up

q1(u1)� � � qp(up)�

 

h;

pX

a= 1

ua

!

exp

�

y

�
�
�

pX

a= 1

ua

�
�
�� y

pX

a= 1

juaj

�

; (5)

A
(p)(y) =

X

u1;:::up

q1(u1)� � � qp(up)exp

�

y

�
�
�

pX

a= 1

ua

�
�
�� y

pX

a= 1

juaj

�

: (6)

Here S(x)� sign(x)forx 6= 0,S(0)� 0,and fK �(� )isthe Poisson distribution with m ean K �. The �rstofthese

equationsisthe directim plem entation ofthe recursion illustrated in Fig.3: The delta function ensuresthatclause



4PSfrag replacem ents

h1! a
h2! a

h3! a
h4! a

ua! 0

a

0

1 2 3 4

FIG .3:The iterative idea behind the cavity equationsisillustrated here forK = 5.

a sends the proper value to variable 0. In the second equation,a reweighting term is present [15]. This is due

to the fact that ifwe add one variable and want to com pute the new probability distributions at a given value of

the energy E ,then we need allthe contributionsfrom the statesatenergy E � �E ,where �E is the energy shift

caused by the addition ofonevariable.Ifthe num berofclustersatenergy E isexp(N �(E =N )),then the expansion

�(E )’ �(E � �E )� y�E leadstoareweightingexp(� y�E ),with y = @�=@E .Theknowledgeofthesedistributions

allowsto com putethe free energy �(y):

�(y) = � 1(y)� (K � 1)�� 2(y); (7)

�1(y) = �
1

y
logA (p)(y); (8)

�2(y) = �
1

y
log

X

u

q(u;fpig)
X

h

p(p)(h)ey(ju+ hj�juj�jhj) ; (9)

where the averageistaken overthe random graph ensem ble and overthe population ofthe distributionsq(u)’sand

p(h)’s.Thefreeenergy in (7)isobtained by addingonevariable(and a certain num berofclauses)to a system with N

variablesand com puting thecontribution arising from thecorresponding shiftin energy,exp(� y�1)= hexp(� y�E )i.

Thecorrection term isdueto thefactthatin the(N + 1)� variablessystem theprobability ofgeneratingtheclausesis

slightly lowerthuswehavetocancelafraction ofthem atrandom (see[15]foradetailed derivation).Theground-state

energy isthen evaluated asthe m iny�(y).

Actually,the natureofm essagesallow fora sim pli�cation ofthe cavity equations:W e write

q(u)= ��u;0 +
1� �

2
[�u;�1 + �u;+ 1]: (10)

Also,itshould be clearthat,asforthe p(h),whatm attersisonly the sign ofthe �eld h,then:

p
(p)(h)=

1

A (p)

�

w
(p)

0
�S(h);0 + w

(p)

+ �S(h);+ 1 + w
(p)

� �S(h);�1

�

; (11)

with A = w0 + w+ + w� and w+ = w� because ofthe up-down sym m etry ofthe problem .In practice,one needsto

work with a single population ofrealnum bers�i,thatleadsto a stationary distribution �(�).Forany �xed value of

y,the self-consistentequations(4,5,6)aresolved asfollows:

1.Considera population of�i random ly distributed in [0;1].

2.Do K � 1 tim es:

� Pick a random integerp with probability fK �(p).
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� Choose p values�1;:::�p and com pute a probability distribution p(h)according to (5). G iven (11),this

am ountsto com puting two realnum bers:w0 and the norm alization A.

� Com pute �1 asin (8)through thisA.

3.Using these K � 1 distributions p(h)’s,com pute a new q(u)according to (4). G iven (10)this is the sam e as

com puting a new value�0.

4.Usethisnew q(u)and anew extracted p(h)to com pute�2 asin (9).Thetotalfreeenergy can now beevaluated

via (7).

5.Replacean � valuerandom ly chosen in the distribtion with the new value�0.

6.G o to step 2 untila stationary distribution �(�)isreached.(The freeenergy attainsthen a stationary value.)

W earenow going to discussthecavity equationsforlargeK and wewillusethealgorithm wehavejustdescribed

to check num erically ourasym ptoticresults.

III. T H E SH A N N O N B O U N D

Thecavity equations(4,5,6)havebeen discussed in [8]m ainly concerning thevalueof�c(K )and thebehaviorof

the ground stateenergy E 0(K )closeto �c(K ).W e wantto com pute E 0(K )atany � in the large-K lim it.

Forlarge K ,there isa self-consistentsolution ofthe cavity equationssuch thatallthe w0 are very sm all,in fact

exponentially sm all.W ejustneed to assum ethatthetypicalvalueofa w0 ism uch sm allerthan 1=K .Thiscondition

on w0’sshowsthat� iszero to leading order,because from eq.(4)one�ndsthat

�= 1�

K �1Y

i= 1

�

1� w
(pi)

0

�

: (12)

W e shallbe m ore precise below aswe verify self-consistently the assum ption on w0 and willbe able to com pute the

�rstnon-zeroterm .Herewework directly with �= 0.W eneed to com putethenew valueofw 0 and w+ using eq.(5).

IfK is large,p is generically large (it is Poisson distributed with m ean K �). Ifp is even (the case ofp odd is an

im m ediate generalization)one�nds:

w
(p)

0
=

�
p

p=2

�
e�py

2p
’
2e�py
p
2�p

; (13)

w
(p)

+ =
1

2p

p

2
�1
X

q= 0

�
p

q

�

e
�qy

’
p

2p

Z 1=2

0

dx
p
2�px(1� x)

exp

n

p(� xlogx � (1� x)log(1� x)� xy)

o

; (14)

w
(p)

� = w
(p)

+ : (15)

Theintegralcan be evaluated forp largeby thesaddlepointm ethod (the saddlepointbeing x� = � y+ log(1+ ey))

and we have

w
(p)

+ =

�
1+ e�2y

2

� p

:

Since forany �nite y thisisexponentially largerthan w 0,the leading term in the norm alization constantisjust

A
(p)(y)= 2w

(p)

+ = 2

�
1+ e�2y

2

� p

: (16)

Now,itisnotdi�cultto show thateq.(9)can be rewritten as

�2(y)= �
1

y
log

�
A (p+ 1)(y)

A (p)(y)

�

; (17)

and thusthe free-energy can be com puted from the norm alization (16)alone.W e�nd that

�(y)= �
1

y

 

logA (p)(y)� (K � 1)�log

�
A (p+ 1)(y)

A (p)(y)

�!

= �
1

y

�

log2+ �log

�
1+ e�2y

2

��

� �1 (y): (18)
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Theground stateenergy isthem axim um of�(y)[15]and,accordingto eq.(2),thisgivesa distortion D fortheparity

sourcecoderatlargeK

D =
1

2�
m ax
y

�1 (y): (19)

TheShannon bound saysthatthem inim um distortion satis�es1� H 2(D Sh)= 1=�.A few linesofcom putation show

thatthedistortion in (19)actually saturatestheShannon bound.Let’scallz thevalueofy where�1 (y)ism axim al.

Itsatis�es:

log2= �(ztanhz� logcoshz) (20)

Then onegets

�1 (z)

2�
=

1

e2z + 1
) H 2

�
�1 (z)

2�

�

=
1

log2

�

� log
1

e2z + 1
� 2z

e2z

e2z + 1

�

: (21)

Aftersom ealgebra onecan derivefrom thisthe seeked result:

H 2

�
�1 (z)

2�

�

= 1�
1

�
: (22)

This showsthat atvery large K the XO RSAT problem gives exactly the Shannon lim it. W e now look at �nite-K

correctionsin orderto seehow thisasym ptoticperform anceisreached.

IV . C O R R EC T IO N S

In orderto com putethe�rstordercorrectionstotheleadingbehaviorwecom putethenorm alization constantin (6)

underthe hypothesisofsm all(but�nite)�:

A
(p)(y) =

pY

a= 1

�
1� �a

2

�

e
�py

pX

q= 0

�
p

q

�

e
yjp�2qj + p�1

pY

a= 2

�
1� �a

2

�

e
�(p�1)y

p�1X

q= 0

�
p� 1

q

�

e
yjp�1�2qj + :::

=
e�py

2p
gp(y)(1�

pX

a= 1

�a + O (p�)2)+ p�
e�(p�1)y

2p�1
gp�1 (y)(1+ O (p�))+

e�(p�2)y

2p�2
gp�2 (y)O (p�)

2 + :::;(23)

gp(y) �

pX

q= 0

�
p

q

�

e
yjp�2qj

: (24)

Aswehaveshown above,thewholefreeenergy can becom puted from theknowledgeofA (p)(y).In orderto calculate

it,wecom pute the function gp(y)in the largep lim it.W e �rstnotice thatitcan be written as

gp(y)=
X

�1;:::�p

exp

"

y

�
�
�

pX

i= 1

�i

�
�
�

#

; (25)

where�i areIsing spins.Thus,

gp(y)+ gp(� y)=
X

f�ig

h

e
yj
P

i
�ij+ e

�yj
P

i
�ij
i

=
X

f�ig

h

e
y
P

i
�i + e

�y
P

i
�i

i

= 2(2coshy)p : (26)

W e usea Fouriertransform ation to expressgp(� y):

gp(� y) =
y

�

Z
dk

k2 + y2
e
ikp

pX

q= 0

�
p

q

�

e
�i2qk =

y

�
2p
Z

dk(cosk)p

k2 + y2
=

y

�
2p
r
2�

p

�

1�
1

4p
+ O

�
1

p2

�� + 1X

n= �1

(� 1)np

(�n)2 + y2
;

The sum can be doneexactly and we have

gp even(� y)=
2p+ 1
p
2�p

1

tanhy
(1� 1=4p+ O (1=p2)); gp odd(� y)=

2p+ 1
p
2�p

1

sinh(y)
(1� 1=4p+ O (1=p2)): (27)
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Using (26),wegetforp even

gp(y)= 2p+ 1(coshy)p
�

1�
(coshy)�p

p
2�p(tanhy)

�

1�
1

4p
+ O

�
1

p2

���

; (28)

with the replacem enttanhy ! sinhy ifp isodd.To the leading orderwehavethus

A
(p)(y)= 2

�
1+ e�2y

2

� p
�
1+ O (pe�p )

�
; (29)

with som e exponent which depends on the actualorderofm agnitude of�. To com pute itwe �rstneed to know

theweightforh = 0.Ifp iseven weuseeq.(5)and wenotethatthe m ain contribution (in thesam ehypothesisof�

sm all)isgiven by

w
(p even)

0
=

1

A (p)(y)
e
�py

�
p

p=2

�
1

2p

pY

a= 1

(1� �a)+ O (p�)

=
1

2

�
1+ e�2y

2

� �p
�
1+ O (pe�p )

�
e
�py 2p+ 1

p
2�p

�

1�
1

4p
+ O

�
1

p2

��
1

2p
(1+ O (p�))

=
(coshy)�p
p
2�p

�
1� 1=4p+ O (1=p2)+ O (p�)

�
: (30)

(Here wehavealso assum ed thatp> 0,since w0 = 1 ifp = 0.) O n the otherhand,ifp isodd we have

w
(p odd)

0
= �

1

A (p)(y)
e
�(p�1)y

p

�
p� 1

(p� 1)=2

�
1

2p�1

p�1Y

a= 1

(1� �a)+ O (p�)2

=

r
p

2�
�e

y(coshy)�p (1+ O (1=p)):

To the leading order,� doesnotuctuate and takesthe value

�’ � log(1� �)’

K �1X

i= 1

w
(pi)

0
= (K � 1)

h

e
�K � + e

�K � (cosh(K �)� 1)w
(p even)

0

�
�
p> 0

+ e
�K � sinh(K �)w

(p odd)

0

i

’
K � 1

2

�
(coshy)�p
p
2�p

�

1�
1

4p
+ O

�
1

p2

���

p even> 0

+ O (K e
�K � )+ O (�2);

sincethe two otherterm s(p = 0 and p odd)areexponentially subleading.In orderto perform thisaveragewe use

1

pz
=

1

�(z)

Z

dtt
z�1

e
�pt (31)

to expressthe denom inator.Thisallowsto perform the averageoverp even.W e then have

� =
K e�K �

4�
p
2

�

1�
1

K

� �

2

Z

dtt
�1=2 (cosh(�e�t)� 1)�

Z

dtt
1=2(cosh(�e�t)� 1)+ O

�

�
�5=2

��

+ O (K e
�K � )

=
K e�K �

4�
p
2
4�

Z

dtt
1=2

e
�t sinh(�e�t)

�

1�
t

6
+ O (t2)

� �

1�
1

K

�

+ O (K e
�K � )

where�� K �=coshy.W e then sett= �=� and expand in 1=�.Thisgives

�=

p
coshy

2
p
2��

K
1=2

e
�K �(1�1=cosh y)

"

1+
1

K

�
coshy

8�
� 1

�

+ O

�
coshy

K �

� 2
#

+ O (K e
�K � ); (32)

which showsa posteriorithatthe sm all� hypothesisisconsistent.W e now go back to (23)and get:

A
(p)(y) = 2

�
1+ e�2y

2

� p
�
1� p�tanhy+ O (p�)2

�

= 2

�
1+ e�2y

2

� p
"

1�
ptanhy

p
coshy

2
p
2��

K
1=2

e
�K �(1�1=cosh y)

 

1+
1

K

�
coshy

8�
� 1

�

+ O

�
coshy

K �

� 2
!

+

+ O (pK e
�K � )

�

: (33)
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From thisresultand from eq.(9)one�ndsthat

�2(y)= �
1

y

�

log

�
1+ e�2y

2

�

� �tanhy+ O (K �)2
�

: (34)

M oreover,

�1(y)= �
1

y

�

log2+ K �log

�
1+ e�2y

2

�

+ K ��tanhy+ O (K �)2

�

: (35)

W e can now com pute the totalfree energy (7).O ne can check directly thatthe leading correctionsto the in�nite K

lim it,oforderO

h

K 3=2 exp
�
� K �(1� 1=coshy)

�i

,vanish.W e arethen leftwith

�(y) = �
1

y

�

log2+ �log

�
1+ e�2y

2

��

+

p
coshytanhy

2y
p
2�

(�K )1=2e�K �(1�1=cosh y)

�

1+
1

K

�
coshy

8�
� 1

�

+ O

�
1

K 2

��

= �1 (y)+ �� K (y); (36)

wherelim K ! 1 �� K = 0.W eassum ethatthem axim um ofthe�(y)in (36)isaty = z+ ",where" isexponentially

sm allat large K (we shallverify self-consistently this hypothesis) and z is the solution ofeq.(20). The condition

�0(y)= 0 then resultsin

"= �
�� 0

K (z)

�00
1 (z)

= O

�

K
�1=2

e
�K �(1�1=cosh z)

�

; (37)

where the dependence ofz on � is extracted from (20). O ne �nds that z is a m onotonic decreasing function. In

particular,z �
p
2log2=�atlarge�whilez divergesas(� 1=2)log(�� 1)as�! 1:Itfollowsthat" isexponentially

sm allin any case.Com ing back to eq.(19),itisthen easy to seethatto the leading order

D =
1

2�
(�1 (z)+ �� K (z))= D Sh + CK (�); (38)

wherethe correctionsCK (�)are�nally

CK (�)=

p
coshztanhz

4z
p
2��

K
1=2

e
�K �(1�1=cosh z)

�

1+
1

K

�
coshz

8�
� 1

�

+ O

�
1

K 2

�� �

1+ O

�

K
1=2

e
�K �

��

; (39)

z being the solution ofeq.(20).

W enow look atnum ericaldata in orderto verify ouranalyticalprediction.In Fig.4 weplotthedi�erencebetween

the actualdistortion ofthe PSC as obtained from the num ericalsolution ofthe cavity equations at � = 1:3 and

the corresponding Shannon value. The curve is the theoreticalprediction in (39),where we neglected the 1=K 2

corrections.The sam e plotbutfor�= 2 isshown in Fig. 5. In both casesthere isa very good agreem entwith the

analyticalprediction.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have shown that the theoreticalcapacity of the Parity Source Coder is optim alat large K and that the

correctionsto the leading behaviourare exponentially sm all. Nevertheless,due to the sm allnessof� (cfr. Fig. 6),

the exponentialdecreasesquite slowly,and 1=K correctionsare needed to take into accountthe deviationsfrom the

leading behavioratrelatively sm allvaluesofK .
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