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T he P arity Source C oder is a protocol for data com pression which isbased on a set ofparity checks
organized In a sparse random network. W e consider here the case of m em oryless unbiased binary
sources. W e show that the theoretical capacity saturate the Shannon lim it at arge K . W ealso nd
that the st corrections to the leading behavior are exponentially am all, so that the behavior at

nite K is very close to the optin alone.

I. NTRODUCTION

The Parity Source Coder (P SC) isa new schem e for lossy data com pression, which uses a kind of dual approach ]
to the LDPC codesused in channelcoding []. T has been introduced in [, and discussed recently n 4]1and H]. w e
discuss here is theoretical perform ances.

The idea ofthe PSC is to use the M bits xy fx1;:::xy g that we want to com press to build M parity-checks
on a lowdensity graph nvolving N (K M ) boolean variables yy fyi;:0:vy g. From the theoretical point of view
we will be Interested in the them odynam ic’ lim it where N and M go to in nity while the rate R N=M iskept

xed. T he topology is de ned as follow s: E ach constraint is connected to exactly K variables chosen at random . T his
In plies that the probability distrdbbution of the variable connectivity isP oissonian (as in ErdosRenyirandom graphs)
wih mean K . This is the general setting for a num ber of constraint satisfaction problem s IE]. In our case such a
graph (cfr. Fig.[l) de nes a set of M linear equations for the N variables:

Vie Tyt ity = X, mod2; a=1;:::M ; @)

of two Indices In the sam e constraint can be forbidden, but this is irrelevant in the large N lin it which interests us
here). This problm is called K XORSAT [1] and i has been recently studied n 8] and []. I is also a diluted
version of the p—spin m odelused in spin glass theory m]. Here we use it to set up a data com pressor, ©llow Ing E].
T he encoded word corresponds to the solition of the linear system [l) which m inin izes the num ber of errors. Tn the
therm odynam ic 1im it, it has been shown that the criticalvalue . that signalsthe K XORSAT problem hasa phase
transition at a criticalvalue . oftheratio = M =N .For < . a random instance is satis able (in the sense that
there exists an assignm ent ofthe N variables satisfying allM equations) w ith probability one. T his isthe SAT phase.
For > . arandom instance is unsatis able w ith probability one: there is no assignm ent satisfying all constraints.
T he critical density of constraints . increases with K and goes exponentially fast to 1 as K increases Fig.[), as
can be com puted using the form alism introduced in E,E]. The K XORSAT can be used for data com pression by
working In the UNSAT phasewih > 1. Astheencoding step xy ! yy oonsists n nding the string yy which
violates the am allest num ber of constraints in [Il), the com pression rate isR = 1= . O nce we have the encoded word,
the decom pression step yy ! X, isdoneby setting x, = 0 or1 according to eq. [). T he distortion is de ned as the
num ber ofbits which are not properly recovered, divided by the totalnum ber ofbitsM . W e can look at the problem
n term s ofa \cost" function ", iz 131y Ka) which is 0 ifeq. [) isveri ed and 2 otherw ise. The totalcost E ofthe
com pression process is then tw ice the total num ber of unsatis ed equations in the linear system (). T he distortion
is related to it by
E E
D=_—=—"1: )
2M 2N
W e consider here the sim p]e% version ofthe lossy com pression problm : W e dealw ith uncorrelated unbiased binary
sources, ie. prob (x1;:::xy )= __ 1 prob (x5 ) and prob (x,= 0)= prob (x,= 1)=1/2. T he rate distortion theorem El]
states that a distortion D can be achieved if and only if the rate is large enough, R R , where the Shannon bound
R isgiven by

R =1 H,D);
and H, x)= xlogx (1 x)bg(l x) isthe binary entropy. Basically the proof of achievability in this theorem

relies on a choice of codew ords (the set ofallpossble encoded words) which isa random set. T his is intim ately related
to the random energy m odel REM ) E]. On the other hand, our PSC can be argued to becom e a random energy
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FIG.1l: A Tannergraph fora PSC wih M = 7 checksand N = 4 variables. In this exam ple the string to be com pressed is
fx1;x2;:::x7g  1001101. The constraints x1;X4;Xs5;x7 In pose the sum of the variables y; nvolved in each constraint to be 1
mod 2, while x,;%x3;xs require that the variables add up to O mod 2.

model in the arge K 1m it, in the sam e way as the p-soin m odelsbecom es a REM in the large p lim it E,E]. Seen
from this point of view, it is not surprising that the perform ances of the P SC converge to the Shannon bound in the
Ilim it of large K , as we shall prove here. In fact the sam e optim al perform ance has been found in a recent work ﬂ]
using a a non-m onotonic perceptron. Again in such a device each bit of the decoded word is chosen to be a function
of the com plete encoded word, which is the sam e as letting K = N, ie. in nity In the them odynam ic lim i, in our
language.

However all these \optim al" source coding devices, based either on a random codebook lke in the REM , on a
fully connected perceptron, or on the PSC at K ! 1 , have a serious drawback: there is no known fast algorithm
to perform the encoding. P hysically, the encoding step is a search of the ground state, the one which m inin izes the
num ber of violated constraints. Thishasto take place In the UNSAT phase > 1 where these system s are frustrated.
F inding the exact ground state isan NP -com plete problem , but it tums out that we don’t even have good heuristics to

nd approxin ate ground states. Such a heuristic of course cannot exist for the REM , but one could hope to nd one
forthe PSC wih niteK . For instance in the related problem ofK -satis ability E], or source coding devices based
on random nodes ﬂ], there exist good heuristics based on the m essage passing \survey propagation" (SP) algorithm
which can be seen as a generalization of the cekbrated belief propagation’ algorithm [14,[17]. W hik this algorithm ,
as such, doesnot work forthe P SC, it seem spossible that one could develop pow erfulalgorithm s forthe nieK P SC
In the future. A ctually, a very recent work E] proposes a m essage passing algorithm , inspired by SP, which seem s
to show very good perform ance. T hism otivates the present study of the theoretical capacity ofthe PSC at nieK .

In this note we com pute explicitely the distortion ofthe P SC in the lim it w here the clause connectivity K becom es
large. W e rst show that or K ! 1 the distortion becom es optin al (it saturates the Shannon bound). A s for the

nite K corrections, we nd that, for a given value ofthe rate R = 1= , the distortion is

p_ K
D=Dgsp+a Ke 1+ 0 (@1=K)) ; ®)

whereDgy, satisesl H,Dgsp) = 1= and the coe cientsa and depend on . In particular, the actual lies

In fog2;1], and goesto log2 In the arge K lm it. The fact that the rst nieK ocorrections are exponentially am all
m ust be stressed: Thism eans that also a parity source coderw ith K = 5 or 6 is In practice nearly optim al. A good
encoding algorithm for this case could thus tum this P SC Into a very good com pressor. W e stress that the range of
validity of the result of this paper is 1im ited to the case of uncorrelated sources. This is con m ed by the statistical
description of a fam ily of code ensem bles presented in E]. O n the other hand, the hypothesis of a non-biased input
m essage does not seem to play a rolke.

A s we m entioned previously, a protocol very sim ilar to this PSC (the only di erence being the underlying graph
topology) has been introduced in E], and M urayam a ] has shown that som e beliefpropagation based algorithm
can be used for encoding in the K = 2 case. O ur result show s that the optin al capacity (i.e. Shannon’sbound) can
be obtained only in the lim it of large K , at variance w ith som e of the statem ents in E]. Tt gives the analog, for source
coding, to the result ofK abashin a and Saad El] on channel capaciy of error-correcting codes at large K .



FIG .2: The critical value of the control param eter m arking the transition between SAT /UNSAT is plotted versusK . Follow —
ing [, one can show that the kading behaviorat largeK is K )= 1 e X K2 K=2)e * + 0 K e ).

II. CAVITY EQUATIONS

In order to dealw ith the K XORSAT problem we take advantage of the cavity m ethod as explained in E]. This
m ethod is heuristic (the m ain assum ptions that can be checked selfconsistently) but it is believed to be exact. A s
for the K XORSAT problam , its range of validity has been rigorously established in E] and E]. In particular, the
cavity result for the critical threshold . isexact. For > . (the regin e where we use i) thism ethod nds the
correct ground-state energy up to a threshold value ¢, which is’ 3:07 forK = 3 E] and ncreases with K as one
can see from num erics.

Forthe sake of sin plicity, we pass from boolean variablesto Ising spins, thustaking valuesin £ 1;+ 1g. The general
idea behind the cavity approach is summ arized in Fig.[d. Since the local structure of the random graph is tree-like,
we focus on a single clause and look at the variables connected to it. W e introduce two types of m essages, cavity
biasesu,; ; going from clause a to variable i, and cavity eldshji ; going from variable i to clause a. A cavity bias
can be 0 which m eans that, as for the clause a, variabl i is free to assum e any value), or 1 M eaning that this
is the value that i should take In order to satisfy clause a). The m essage sent from clause a m ust take into account
all the other variables connected to J't;Peach ofthese sends to a a cavity eld which is nothing but the sum ofall the
other Incom ing cavity biases: hy, 5 = b2 a Uo! 5. I the m ost general case, the space of low -energy con gurations
is broken into m any disconnected com ponents (clustering). T he general ob fct we need to dealw ith this is then a
functionaldistribution Q [g()]giving the probability that, ifone link a ! 1iischosen at random , the probability (W ith
respect to the choice of the cluster) of observing a biasu,, 1 s da; 1 War 1). The sam e holds for the distrdbution of
cavity elds, P ph)]. W e thus suppose to have a population ofg()’s and p th)’s. In order to sim plify the notations,
we shall sin ply callup the bias on varable 0, w ith no regards about the clause i is com ing from . A cocording to E],
we iterate the follow ing selfconsistent equations:

X Ky 1
@ (o) = 1) &p) bk 1) wiS@h:  ghy) ; with prob. fr ) @
hyjshg 1) \ i=1
1 X x* XP XP
p® h) = A0 @) a1 1) p@) h; u, exp y Ua Y FaJd s )
(y upjiilp a=1 a=1 a=1
X XP XP
AP () = @)  plp)exp Yy  uUa Yy Fai ot ®)
Uy jiilp a=1 a=1
Here S (x) sign (x) orx € 0, S (0) 0, and fx ( ) is the Poisson distribution with mean K . The rst ofthese

equations is the direct in plem entation of the recursion illustrated in Fig.[d: The delta fiinction ensures that clause



FIG . 3: The iterative idea behind the cavity equations is illustrated here forK = 5.

a sends the proper value to variable 0. In the second equation, a reweighting tem is present E]. This is due
to the fact that if we add one variable and want to com pute the new probability distrbutions at a given value of
the energy E , then we need all the contrbutions from the states at energy E E, where E is the energy shift
caused by the addition of one variable. If the num ber of clusters at energy E isexp®™N (& =N )), then the expansion

E)" €& E) yv E ladstoareweightingexp( y E),withy= @ =QE . T he know ledge of these distrbutions
allow s to com pute the free energy (y):

) = 1y) ® 1) 2@); (7)
17
1Y) = ;JOQA ® () ; 8)
l Z< Z< - . -
2 ) = ;/]og q;fpig) p® h)ey @RI NI NI 9)
u h

w here the average is taken over the random graph ensem ble and over the population of the distrdbutions g )’s and
p h)’s. The free energy in [@) is obtained by adding one variable (and a certain num ber of clauses) to a system with N
variables and com puting the contribution arising from the corresponding shift in energy, exp( v 1) = hexp( y E)i.
T he correction tem is due to the fact that in the N + 1) variables system the probability of generating the clauses is
slightly lowerthuswe have to cancela fraction ofthem atrandom (see E] fora detailed derivation) . T he ground-state
energy is then evaluated asthem iny, (y).

A ctually, the nature ofm essages allow for a sin pli cation of the cavity equations: W e w rite

q(u): u;O+ N

2 [u;l + u;+1] : (lo)

A 1so, it should be clear that, as for the p (h), what m atters is only the sign ofthe eld h, then:

1
®) — ©) ©) ®) .
p® h) = NG Wo sm;ot Wi smup1t W sm)y; 1 7 1)

withA =wg+ wy +w andw; = w because of the up-down symm etry of the problem . In practice, one needs to
work with a single population of realnumbers ;, that lads to a stationary distrbution (). Forany xed value of
y, the selfconsistent equations [@,[H,[@) are solved as ollow s:

1. Consider a population of ; random ly distrbbuted n 0;1].
2.DoK 1 tim es:

P ick a random integer p w ith probability & ().



Choose p values 1;::: , and com pute a probability distrdbution p ) according to [@). G wven [, this
am ounts to com puting two realnum bers: wy and the nom alization A .

Compute ; asin [@) through thisA .

3.Using these K 1 distrdbutions p (h)’s, com pute a new g(u) according to [M). G iven [[0) this is the sam e as
com puting a new value .

4.Usethisnew q@) and a new extracted p ) to compute , asin [@). T he total free energy can now be evaluated
via [@).

5.Replace an valie random Iy chosen in the distrbtion w ith the new value .
6.G o to step 2 untila stationary distrbution () is reached. (T he free energy attains then a stationary value.)

W e are now going to discuss the cavity equations for large K and we w ill use the algorithm we have jist described
to check num erically our asym ptotic results.

III. THE SHANNON BOUND

T he cavity equations [@,[, @) have been discussed :n [1m ainly conceming the valie of . K ) and the behavior of
the ground state energy Eg K ) closeto K ).WewanttocomputeEy K ) at any in the largeXK Iim i.

For large K , there is a selfconsistent solution of the cavity equations such that allthe wg are very an all, in fact
exponentially sm all. W e just need to assum e that the typicalvalue ofa wy ismuch an aller than 1=K . T his condition
on wo’s showsthat is zero to leading order, because from eq. @) one nds that

KY 1
=1 1 ow® 12)
i=1
W e shallbe m ore precise below as we verify selfconsistently the assum ption on wy and w illbe able to com pute the
rst non—zero term . Herewe work directly with = 0. W e need to com pute the new value ofw o and w, using eq. [@).
IfK is large, p is generically large (it is Poisson distribbuted with mean K ). Ifp is even (the case ofp odd is an
In m ediate generalization) one nds:

p e® 2e PY

® _ ’
\ = —_— ce——1 13
0 p=2 2F 2 p a3
21 Z q_
o 1 X P o, P 1=2 dx n o
w? = = e = p————exp p( xlogx (@ x)lbg@d x) =xy) ; (14)
2 o 9 2P 2px(l  x)
w(p) _ w:p) . 15)
T he Integral can be evaluated for p large by the saddl point m ethod (the saddle pointbeingx = y+ logl+ &))
and we have
©  l+e® P
w, = ———
2

Since for any nite y this is exponentially larger than w o, the lrading term in the nom alization constant is just

1+e® P
AP g =2w® =2 — 1e)

Now, it is not di cul to show that eq. ([@) can be rew ritten as

1 A ®FD (y)
= —-lbog ———— ; 17
2 ) Y g 20 @) a7)
and thus the free-energy can be com puted from the nom alization [[d) alone. W e nd that
|
W=  BAPE & Dby A ® Ll 1 Lre™ @ :  @8)
v g g A® @) v g g > 1 :



T he ground state energy isthem axinum of (y) [IE] and, according to eq. ), this gives a distortion D for the parity
source coder at large K

D=—max 1 ) : 19)
T he Shannon bound says that them ininum distortion satis es1l H, D gsp) = 1= .A few linesofcom putation show

that the distortion in [[d) actually saturates the Shannon bound. Let’s callz the value ofy where ; (y) ism axin al
It satis es:

log2= (ztanhz Jlogcoshz) (20)
T hen one gets
1 (@) 1 1 @) 1 1 &z
= H = — log—— 2z——— 21
2 pera 2 7y g2 Yo2ir1 Pt @b

A fter som e algebra one can derive from this the seeked result:

1
i, 1(Z)=1 E
2

@2)

This show s that at very large K the XORSAT problem gives exactly the Shannon lm it. W e now look at niteK
corrections in order to see how this asym ptotic perform ance is reached.

IVv. CORRECTIONS

In order to com pute the rst order correctionsto the leading behaviorwe com pute the nom alization constant in (d)
under the hypothesis of an all pput nite)

v XP v g1
A® () = 1Za o BV P orp2aiy g, 12a o © Dy Pl o gpiaag g, ..,
S S
a=1 a=0 a=2 ag=0
e Py XP ) e @ 1y e ® 2y 5
= % (v) @ a+O(p))+p2pilgp1(y)(l+O(p))+ 2}372992(37)0([3) + 11 423)
a=1
XP o
% ) Prap s, 24)
q
ag=0

A swe have shown above, the whole free energy can be com puted from the know ledge of A ® (). In order to calculate
i, we com pute the function g, (y) In the Jargep lin it. W e rst notice that it can be w ritten as

ALl #
X XP
% ) = exp y i (25)
1780 p i=1
where ; are Ising spins. Thus,
Xx h P ) P .i X h »p P i
G W+ g y)= eyl i Iy e¥l s i) = e i i+e¥Y i+t =2Qcoshy)’ : (26)
£ ig £ ig
W e use a Fourder transform ation to express g, ( y):
T v dk osk)®  y 2 1 1 Xt ( 1)°P
Py = = ﬁeﬂ(p e PH = 2P ﬁ:_Zp — 1 =-+0 = 2 27
kf+y w0 2 ket y p 4p p o, (mE+y
The sum can be done exactly and we have
2p+1 1 5 2p+1 1 5
= p—= 1 1=4p+ O (1= ; = p— 1 1=4p+ O (17 : 27
o even ( Y) pZ—ptanhy( P 1=p")) o odd ( Y) p2—ps:inh(y)( P 1=p“)) 27)



Usinhg [24), we get orp even

coshy) P 1 1

(oshy) —+0 = (28)
2 p(tanhy) 4p P

w ih the replacem ent tanhy ! sinhy ifp isodd. To the lading order we have thus
1+e2y P

AP ) =2 — 1+0@eP) ; 29)

w ith som e exponent which depends on the actual order of m agnitude of . To com pute i we rst need to know
the weight orh = 0. Ifp iseven we use eq. [H) and we note that the m ain contribution (in the sam e hypothesis of

an all) is given by

G ) = 2®" !t (oshy)® 1

1 1 ¥
wPee o e P a0 hrop)
AP ) p2 P
1 l+e? 7 1+0(peP) pyp—p_+1 1 io 2 Latoen
= - - - e e - il il
2 2 2 p 4p P? 2p
(coshy) 2
Here we have also assumed that p > 0, shoewy = 1 ifp= 0.) On the other hand, ifp is odd we have
1
1 1 1 ¥
Wl o S e @y P -4 D+0p)’
AP () © 1)=2 22! _
o -
= 2£ e’ (coshy) P 1+ O (1=p)) :
To the lrading order, doesnot uctuate and takes the value
B 1 h i
gl )’ Wil = K D e +ef (k) Lwe T | +e smh® w
i=1
K 1 (coshy)P 1 1
’ (p_y) 1 —+0 = +0Ke" )+0(%);
2 2P 4p P p even> 0
since the two otherterm s (o= 0 and p odd) are exponentially subleading. In order to perform this averagewe use
1 1
— = dett e Pt 31)
p* (@)
to express the denom nator. T his allow s to perform the average over p even. W e then have
Kef 1 z z
= P 1= 2 dtt '™ (osh(e *) 1) dtti™? (osh(e ") 1)+0 2 +0Ke® )
K Z
Ke 1=2_t . t t 1 K
= —p—4 dttPe’shh(e®) 1 —-+0¢) 1 — +0KeF )
4 2 6 K
w here K =coshy.W ethen sett= = and expand in 1= . Thisgives
ALl #
— 2
sh _ _ 1 sh sh
_ 2002 YK1—2eK (1 1=coshy) 1+K_ 008 y 1 +0 coshy +O(KeK ) ; (32)

which show s a posteriorithat the an all hypothesis is consistent. W e now go back to {23) and get:

1+e? P
AP (¢) =2 Z—— 1 p tanhy+ 0 p)?
2 ] !
1+e P ptanhypoo—shy - - 1 coshy coshy
— - - I e K 1—2eK (1 1=coshy) 14+ — 1 +0 +
2 2 2 K 8 K

+0pEKe™ ) : (33)



From this result and from eq. [@) one nds that

1 1+e? )
2 Y) = ;/ log — tanhy+ O K ) : (34)
M oreover,
1 1+e® )
19)= = g2+ K Ig — + K tanhy+ O K ) : (35)
Yy

W e can now compute the total free energy [@). Onpe can check directly that the leading corrections to the in nite K
lim i, of order 0 K =2 exp K (I 1=coshy) ,vanish.W e arethen leftwith

) O —
1 1+e? sh y tanh _ _ 1 sh 1
) = = g2+ lg 726 + —p—ooz y2_ Y (K)I2eX @ l=cosy) g4 < 008 Y 1 40 =
y \%
= 1 @+ xk )i (36)

where limk 1 ¢ k = 0.W e assum e that them axinum ofthe (y) in (BA) isaty= z+ ", where " is exponentially
small at large K (we shall verify selfconsistently this hypothesis) and z is the solution of eq. 20). The condition
%) = 0 then results in

0
w_ x (@) _ 0 K 2ok @ l=cosnz) 37)

P (@)

w here the depeigndenoe of z on is extracted from (20). One nds that z is a m onotonic decreasing finction. In
particular, z 2log2= at large whik z divergesas ( 1=2)log( 1)as ! 1: It followsthat " is exponentially
sm allin any case. Com ing back to eq. [[3), i is then easy to see that to the leading order

1
D=2—(1(Z)+ k 2)=Dgn+Cx () (38)
w here the correctionsCx () are nally
coshztanhz ,_ _ 1 coshz 1 _
Ck ()= K 172 ® (@ lzcoshz) 1, — 1 +0 — 1+ 0 K12k ;i 9)
4z 2 K 8 K ?

z being the solution ofeq. 20).

W enow look at num ericaldata in order to verify our analytical prediction. Th Fig.[d we plot the di erence between
the actual distortion of the P SC as obtained from the num erical solution of the cavity equationsat = 1:3 and
the corresponding Shannon valuie. The curve is the theoretical prediction n [3d), where we neglected the 1=K 2
corrections. The sam e plot but or = 2 is shown in Fig. [H. I both cases there is a very good agreem ent w ith the
analytical prediction.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that the theoretical capacity of the Parity Source Coder is optim al at lJarge K and that the
corrections to the leading behaviour are exponentially sm all. N evertheless, due to the smalhess of (cfr. Fig. @),
the exponential decreases quite slow k7, and 1=K corrections are needed to take into account the deviations from the
leading behavior at relatively sm allvalues ofK .
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