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FINITE-LENGTH SCALING FOR ITERATIVELY DECODED LDPC
ENSEMBLES

ABDELAZIZ AMRAOUI *, ANDREA MONTANARIT, TOM RICHARDSON, AND RUDIGER
URBANKES

Abstract. In this paper we investigate the behavior of iteratively atil low-density parity-
check codes over the binary erasure channel in the so-callagrfall region.” We show that the
performance curves in this region follow a very basic scplaw. We conjecture that essentially the
same scaling behavior applies in a much more general settidgve provide some empirical evi-
dence to support this conjecture. The scaling law, togetiiterthe error floor expressions developed
previously, can be used for fast finite-length optimization
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1. Introduction. It is probably fair to say that the asymptotic behavior (as
the blocklength tends to infinity) of iterative coding systeis reasonably well
understood to date. Much less is known abouffithiée-length behavior though.

As usual, the situation is clearest for the binary erasueschl (BEGe)).

In this case, the finite-length analysis of the average paidoce of an ensemble
boils down to a combinatorial problem. In [6] recursions wehgiven to solve
this combinatorial problem for some simple regular enses\bl' hese recursions
were generalized in [21, 25] to deal with irregular ensemjdspurgation and to
compute block as well as bit erasure probabilities. Theegfm principle, by
solving the corresponding recursions it is possible tordetee the average finite-
length performance for any desired ensemble. In practicegh this approach
runs into computational limitations. Roughly, the comjigxf the recursions
grows by a facton (the blocklength) for each degree of freedom of the ensemble
For reasonable lengths therefore only very simple ensesntaa currently be
analyzed in this way.

Given the computational complexity of an exact finite-lénghalysis, it is
of great interest to find good approximations. Let us comsthsembles whose
threshold is not determined by the stability condition, gésg. In this case, the
finite-length performance curve can be divided into twoaagi [20]. Thewater-
fall region and thesrror floor region. In the waterfall region the performance is
determined by ‘large’ (linear sized) failures and it impes\quickly for decreasing
erasure probabilities. In the error floor region on the otteerd the performance
is determined by ‘small’ (sublinear sized) weaknesseseéngttaph. Fortunately,
this second region is relatively easy to handle as was demaded in [20].
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2 Finite-Length Scaling

In this paper we address the issue of modeling the behavitargé error
events. Our approach is motivated by a general conjectarensing from sta-
tistical physics [8, 18]: If a system, parametrized by letg § goes through a
phase transitiorat a critical parameter, call it (in our case the threshold), then
it has repeatedly been observed that around this criticalnpeter there is a very
specific scaling law. To be more concrete: We are interestéki probability of
block error as a function of the block lengthand the channel parametercall
it Ps(n,e). We know that as tends to infinity there is a phase transitioneat
the iterative decoding threshold. Asymptoticallg(R, ¢) tends to zero foe < €*
and to one foe > ¢*. The scaling law refines this basic observation: One expects
that there exists a non-negative constarind some non-negative functidifz)
so that

lim Ps(n,e) = f(2). (1.2)

n—c
st. nl/v (et —e)=z

In other words, if one plotsg¥n, e) as a function oz = nv (e* —e) then, for
increasingn these finite-length curves are expected to converge to sonodidn
f(z). The functionf(z) decreases smoothly from 1 to 0 as its argument changes
from —oo to +oc0. This means that all finite-length curves are, to first orsieajed
versions of somenothercurve f(z). It might be helpful to think of the threshold
¢* as the zero order term in a Taylor series. Then the abovenggdficorrect,
represents the first order term. In fact, one can even refaarthlysis to include
higher order terms and write

Ps(n,e) = f(z)+n“g(z) +o(n"“),

wherew is some positive real number aggk) is the second order correction term.

Such scaling laws are expected to apply in a wide array cdiitns in com-
munications. The following is probably the simplest caselmch such a scaling
law can be proven rigorously. L&{(n,r) denote Shannon’s random parity-check
ensemble of codes of lengthand rate. Consider transmission over the BEC
using a random element 6f (n, r) with maximum likelihood (ML) decoding. Let
H denote a random parity-check matrix, #tdenote the set of erased positions
and letHz denote the submatrix dfi consisting of the columns dfl indexed
by E. The ML block decoder will succeed if and onlyhfz has rankE := | E|.

By definition, H¢ is itself a random binary matrix of dimensi&hx nr, where
r:=1—r. Some thought shows that

0, E > nr,

P{rank(Hz) =E} = {ﬂiEol (1-2-"), 0<E<nr.
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A quick calculation reveals that

Esin[P(H. )]
Qe Reen) 20
-o( =) wroum).

where in the last line we used the fact that ¢* and we defined th@-function
as usual by

me’ 212 gx.
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In words, since the conditional probability of block eraestalls off steeply away
from the threshold, the scaling law is dominated by the pbditathat the chan-
nel behaves atypically and that the number of erasures égnee= nr.

In this paper we prove a scaling law for iteratively decodtahdard en-
sembles LDP(, ), p) and Poisson ensembles LDRCA,r) when transmission
takes place over the BE€). In the sequel we give a leisurely overview regarding
the main results. The precise statements can be found il8E:tSome of the
background material is summarized in Secfibn 2.

Assume first thatmin > 3, i.e., that the minimum left degree is at least three.
Let G be a random element of the ensemble. Then, as stated moisegtyen
SectiorB,

sy -0( Y70 ag) -

whereq is a quantity which depends on the ensemble and which is ctablsu

by a procedure similar to density evolution. This scaling leas a form almost
identical to [IR) withh? representing a variance. Therefore we dub the procedure
which leads to the computation of covariance evolutionWe conjecture that in
fact the following refined scaling law is valid,

E[Ps(G,€)] =Q (%) +ﬁn*?ls #e*n“_;}i + O(n*1/3)
:Q<ﬁ(€*_£n3 _€)> +0(n~Y3), (1.3)

where the ternﬁn*% represents ahift of the threshold for finite lengths. Again,
this constan3 depends on the ensemble and we will show how it can be com-
puted.

Figure[l shows this scaling applied to the LOAG?, x°) ensemble which
will serve as our running example. Note that the above sg#divw models the be-
havior oflarge error events. A better comparison with equationl(1.3) isefoze
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obtained by consideringxpurgatecensembles, see [20]. Fbki, > 3 the scaling
(L3) holds true asymptotically regardless of the expuogaicheme. This follows
since, as shown in [25], the contribution to the block ernmbability stemming
from sublinear-sized weaknesses in the graph decreasgsdikn®~Itmin/2l).
This is the probability of having a stopping set formed byrayk variable node
and | 1min/2] check nodes (such a constellation is allowed unless doulgese
are forbidden).

Fig. 1: Scaling ofE| ppc(n x5) [Pe(G, €)] for transmission over BE(E) and belief prop-
agation decoding. The threshold for this combinatioreisc 0.42944 see TabldZ]2.
The blocklengths/expurgation parameters ares s 1024/24, 2048/43, 4096/82 and
8192/147, respectively. (More precisely, we assume that the enssniidve been ex-
purgated so that graphs in this ensemble do not contain stgets of size s or smaller.)
The solid curves represent the exact ensemble averages.daded curves are com-
puted according to the refined scaling law stated in Conjediil with scaling parameters
a = /0.249869 + ¢*(1—¢*) and 3 = 0.616045 see TablEZ]2.

The situation is somewhat more complicated ok€8) > 0. In this case the
block erasure probability consists of two parts: the paittvistems from linear-
sized error events and which scales I{Kel(1.3) and a cotivibwhich stems from
sub-linear sized weaknesses in the graph. The contribérbon the latter part
depends crucially on the expurgation scheme employed agsl it necessarily
vanish ag — co.

In the above discussion we focused on bieck erasure probability. The
equivalent scaling law for the bit erasure probability igraightforward adapta-

1in the sequel we follow the standard convention to w@lie) to denote amupper bouncbut we
write ©(+) to denote the exact behavior (up to constants).
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tion: If the decoder fails at the criticapoint then, asymptotically, it incurs a fixed
bit erasure probability, call it* (the fractional size of the residual graph). There-
fore, if we multiply the above expressions bywe get the corresponding scaling
law for the bit erasure probabiliy.Figurel? shows the resulting approximation

of E ppcin e 6)[Pb(G; €)]-
Py f
107 |
102 |

103 |

037 038 0.39

Fig. 2 Scaling ofE( ppcnxe.xs)[Po(G, €)] for transmission over BE() and belief prop-
agation decoding. The threshold for this combinatior*isz 0.42944 see Tabl€Z]2. The
blocklengths/expurgation parameters arésa= 1024/24, 2048/43 and 4096/82, respec-
tively. The solid curves represent the exact ensemble gesraThe dashed curves are
computed according to the refined scaling law stated in CGanje[3] with scaling pa-
rametersa = /0.249869 + ¢* (1 — €*) and 8 = 0.616045 see TablEZ12.

The basic form of the scaling law applies to regular as weltragular en-
semble€. The computation of the scaling parameters though becorgedisi
cantly more involved in the irregular case and thereforeim@ burselves in this
paper to providing the detailed calculations only for regu@nsembles. Fi@l 3
demonstrates the scaling law for the block erasure prabaajiplied to the irreg-
ular ensemble LDP@, A = %X—i— %X3,p =x°). In this case the scaling parameters
were simply fitted to the data.

The performance of ensembles whose threshold is deterrbinede sta-
bility condition scales in a fundamentally different wayheé simplest such rep-
resentatives are cycle codes. We will discuss cycle codssrime detail since

2See Sectiofll2 for a discussion of this notion.

3The approximation can be improved away from the thresholthbifiplying the above expres-
sion with the typical size of the failure for that particutar

4This is true as long as the threshold is not determined bytéelisy condition and is determined
by a single critical point, see Sectidds 2 &hd 3.
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Fig. 3: Scaling of]ELDPC(M: Ps(G,¢)] for transmission over BEE) and

éx+§x37p:>(5)[
belief propagation decoding. The threshold for this corabion is ¢ ~ 0.48281 The
blocklengths/expurgation parameters argsi= 350/14, 700/23 and 1225/35. The solid
curves represent the simulated ensemble averages. Thedlashves are computed
according to the refined scaling law stated in Conjectiird ®ith scaling parameters
a=/0.276 + ¢*(1—¢*) and 8 = 0.642274 These parameters were fitted to the data.

we conjecture that the same scaling applies to all enserfdaleshich the sta-
bility condition determines the threshold. Fig. 4 showscklerasure curves for
the LDPQnN, x,r = %) cycle Poisson ensemble with expurgation parametef
forn=2',i=28,10,12,14. Also shown is the limiting block erasure probability
curvesand our approximation for the block error probability arodithe thresh-
old. Clearly, these curves differ in their nature significaritym the curves dis-
cussed before. As investigated in more detail in Se€fioneSbtock erasure prob-
ability does not show a threshold effect: instead it congsitg a smooth limiting
curve. Around the threshold we have the following scalirvg la

Eppcinxr)[Pe(G,€)] = 1—Aan Y8 f(bnt/3(e — ")) {1+O(n*1/3)} ;
(1.4)

wherea= %% b=r"2/3 andAis a constant which depends on the expurgation
scheme used. The form of the mother cufyr) is given in Lemma&3]2.

1.1. Scaling for General Channels. In many ways this paper only repre-
sents the very first step in what seems to be a promising sdaection. The
most important extension is undoubtedly the one to genémaly-input output-
symmetric channels. Although there is currently little bayb attacking this prob-
lem rigorously, empirically such a scaling seems to be tougéneral channels as



Finite-Length Scaling 7

Pe | L .
09 T~ - P r
i i
A R
08 T """ TTooo [Eu it i
,,,,,,,,,,,,,, S S L .
07 t------------- B e e 1 A
i i
Y /7
06 T """ TToC 2l Sy’ /i Al i
,,,,,,,,,,,,,, S f o _
05 T~ - e o
i
e /£
04 T """~~~ —-- [E el /o i
,,,,,,,,,,,,,, [ N S
03 T P
i
A S S S
02 T """t TToooo [Eieil?” il S [t
,,,,,,,,,,,,,, S S S
01 t------------- S L T
i
””””””” [
0.0 t t
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 €

Fig. 4. Scaling off, ppc(n \—xr—1)[PB(G; €)] for transmission over the BEE) and belief
propagation decoding. The (bit) threshold for this combioris ¢* = %1. The solid curves
are the exact ensemble averages for blocklengths equaktd56 1024 4096and 16384
The bold curve is the limiting (in n) block erasure curve. Tashed curves are the finite-
length approximations computed according to equation)(1.4

well. In principle any (function of the) channel parametan ®e used for stating
the scaling law, however we make this choice slightly leb#ary by the follow-
ing convention. Consider a family of binary-input outpytrsnetric memoryless
channels parametrized by lets sayl etC(o) denote the capacity for the parame-
tero. The role ofe* — ¢ in the case of the BEE) is then played b{(c) —C(c*),
i.e., we use the scaling law

A0 <ﬁ(0(o> —Cle) —ﬂn3)> | w5

Note that for the BE(G), C(e) = 1 — ¢, so that this choice is consistent with our
previous convention. The parameterand/3 reported in the captions of Fidd. 5
to[d are defined according to the above formula.

Fig.[d shows performance curves for the LOIBQ\ = x2, p = x°) ensemble
transmitted over the binary-input additive white Gaussiaise (BAWGN) chan-
nel and a quantized version of belief propagation. Hig. wsitbe corresponding
curves for the same ensemble when transmission takes placthe binary sym-
metric channel (BSC) and belief propagation decoding isludenally, Fig.[T
shows the performance curve for the Gallager algorithm Ahdugh these cases
are quite distinct one can see that the empirically fittedirsgdaws are in excel-
lent agreement with the exact curves.
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Fig.5: Scaling off; ppcnxz ) [Pe(G, )] for transmission over BAWGNE) and a quan-
tized version of belief propagation decoding implementelardware. The threshold for
this combination i§Ep/Np)jz =~ 1.19658 The blocklengths n are - 100Q 200Q 400Q
800Q 16000and 3200Q respectively. The solid curves represent the simulatesgran
ble averages. The dashed curves are computed according tefined scaling law {1l 3)
with scaling parameters. = 0.8694and 8 = 5.884 These parameters were fitted to the
empirical data.

1.2. Applications of Scaling to Finite-Length Optimization. An impor-
tant application of the scaling laws which is left for futumerk is finite-length
optimization. Combined with analytic expressions of thatdbution to the error
probability stemming from small (sublinear sized) wealsessof the graph, the
scaling laws can be used as an approximation to the perfa@fanfinite-length
ensembles. Note also that from the limited examples exddhit this paper it
appears that the scaling parameters depend only weaklyeodetree distribu-
tion. This suggest that a good optimization strategy fotdiéngth ensembles is
to optimize the infinity threshold under the condition that tontribution of the
error floor leads to acceptable overall performance.

1.3. Connected Work and Outline. In [13] an approach to analyze the
finite-length behavior of turbo-codes was introduced. Thithod, which the
author call the “Exit band chart”, is used to describe thebphilistic conver-
gence of the iterative decoding algorithm and provides gr@apmation of the
BER in the waterfall region. Somewhat related is also thekwmyr Zemor and
Cohen who study in [24] the “threshold” behavior of geneldakses of codes.
A preliminary numerical investigation of the scalifig{J1v@3s presented in [17].
Partial accounts of the present work appeared in [2, 3].

In Section[® we introduce the necessary notation and revignesof the
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Fig. 61 Scaling of E ppc(nye ) [Pe(G,€)] for transmission over BSE) and belief
propagation decoding. The threshold for this combinatisri*i ~ 0.084. The block-
lengths/expurgation parameters argsn= 1024/19, 2048/39, 4096/79 and8192/79, re-
spectively. The solid curves represent the ensemble aa®@gained via simulation. The
dashed curves are computed according to the refined scalingstated in equatior(1l.3)
with scaling parametera = 1.156and 8 = 0.1.

background material, in particular the density evolutioalgsis as introduced by
Luby et. al. in [15]. In Sectiofd3 we state and prove the gdrferan of the
scaling laws. In Sectidd 4 we then discuss for regular enenfitmow the scaling
parameters can be computed. In secfibn 5 we discuss in tegaiefined scal-
ing law and how the shift parameter can be computed. Someedfahkground
material and some detailed calculations have been rekbgmfeppendices.

2. Review. Inthis section we recall some basic facts on the densityutiool
analysis of low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes underative decoding. We
also fix some of the notation to be used throughout the paper.

2.1. Ensemblesand Channel Models. In this paper we consider both stan-
dard as well as Poisson low-density parity-check ensemBlasidard ensembles
are denoted in the usual way as LDPC\, p), wheren is the block length and
andp denote the degree distributions from an edge perspected,1$]. For the
Poisson ensemble the right degree distribution is Poisstmme precisely, given
the left degree distribution and therate r, the right degree distribution tends to

p(X) = e'% asn — c. We will denote such an ensemble by LD@C\,r). To
sample from the Poisson ensemble pick a bipartite graph mvtariable nodes
and the proper variable node degree distribution. Conreatt edge emanating
from a variable node to one of th& check nodes, where the choice is taken
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Fig. 7. Scaling ofE| ppcinexs) [Pe(G,€)] for transmission over BSE) and Gallager
Algorithm A decoding. The threshold for this combinatior*isz 0.03946 The block-
lengths/expurgation parameters arg¢sn= 512/50, 1024/70, 2048/100 and 4096/200,
respectively. The solid curves represent the ensemblagegrobtained via simulation.
The dashed curves are computed according to the refinechgclaliv stated in equation
(@3) with scaling parameters = 1.11and 3 = 0.0.

according to a uniform probability distribution.

From time to time it is more convenient to describe the dedistibutions
from a node perspective. Our notation for the left and rigitendegree distribu-
tions are/A andP respectively and we have the following important relatiups.

A1) =p(1) =1; A(1)=n,P(1)=nr.

It will sometimes be necessary to consider expurgated dlssmAlthough
there are many expurgation mechanisms possible, we wiit tior discussion
to the following simple scheme. Consider e.g. the case ofiggied Poisson
ensembles. Define ELDRG, A, 1, s) as the subset of all elements in LDRCA, 1)
whose minimum stopping set size is at leastl. As always, endow this set with
the uniform probability distribution. E.g., ELDR@, \,r,2) denotes the Poisson
ensemble which contains no stopping sets of size one or thesame notational
convention is used for expurgated standard ensembles.

We will consider two channel models. The more familiar onthis binary
erasure channel with parameterdenoted by BEG), where each bit is erased
independently with probability. Sometimes though it is more convenient to
consider the model BE@, ne), the channel model in whiokxactly r& out of alln
bits are erased and where the set of theserased bits is chosen uniformly from
all () such choices.
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We consider scaling laws for both bit as well as block erapuobabilities
and we will always consider ensemble averages. E.g., inlitadtational glory,

EELDPqn,A(x):x,r:%,s;l) [P (G, ne)]

will denote the expected block erasure probability for eyebisson ensembles
of rate one-half containing no double edges when transtndter the channel
BEC(n,ne¢). Because of the obvious notational burden we will oftenaeglthis
with shorthands and we might write e.g.,

Ps(n, A\(X) = x,r = %,s: 1,ne).

We might even omit some of the parameters if they are clean fhe context.

2.2. Decoding. There are essentially two alternative ways of defining the
decoding algorithm for the BEE). Although they are equivalent in performance
they are quite different from the point of view of analysistsg we can think of
the standard message passing decoder in which messagezssaeel |in parallel
from left to right and then back from right to left until the deword has been
decoded or no further progress is achieved, [12]. Alteve$tione can think of
the decoder as a process which tries to determine one bitimteairt a greedy
fashion. This is the point of view introduced by Luby et al.[14, 15] and we
will adopt it in this paper. More precisely, the decoder geas as follows. Given
the received message, the decoder passémailnvalues on to the check node
side. These values are accumulated at the check nodes anphattial metric
is stored. Further, all known nodes and edges over whichagesshave been
passed are deleted. In this way one arrivesrasmualgraph which has a certain
degree distribution. The decoder proceeds now in an iterdtishion. If the
residual graph contains no degree-one check nodes theidgqm@cess stops.
Otherwise, the decoder randomly choses one such degreeheck node and
passes its partial metric to the connected variable nods.vahiable node is now
known. Its value is communicated to all connected check siodbere the value
is accumulated to the partial metric. The involved variaiide, check node and
all involved edges are deleted. In this way a new residugdtgrasults and a new
iteration starts.

2.3. Density Evolution. The advantage of the second description lies in the
fact that the decoding process is seen as a stochastic pwitesmall increments
— at each iteration the change of the degree distributiorrasmidom variable and
this change is small. By standard arguments one can shomttieg large block-
length limit the behavior of individual instances follow#hvhigh probability the
expected such behavior and this expected behavior can bessegl as the solu-
tion of a differential equation. This is the idea introduaefiL5].

First recall that by definition of the ensemble the degretridigion of the
residual graph constitutessafficient statisticsi.e., given this degree distribution
all residual graphs which are compatible with this degrestridution (and are
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compatible with the general description of the ensemlite, k.g., the degree of
expurgation) are equally likely. Therefore, in order tolgma the behavior of the
decoder it suffices to analyze the evolution of this degrsiitution. Let us now
recall the solution of the infinite length analysis given %] since it forms the
starting point for our investigation. L&t denote the fraction of erasure messages
entering the variable nodes at a given point in time (heré gtands for right-to-
left message). In terms of this parametrization, the evolutfdh@system (i.e.,
the evolution of the degree distribution of the residuaptids given by

Li(x) =eAiX, i>2,
Ro(x) =P(1)— > Rj(x),

=1
R (X)) = A/(1)eA (%) [x — 1+ p (1 A (x), (2.1)
RO =3P (H@ma-am)yiz2 (2.2)

Hereby,Li (x) (Ri(x)) denotes the expected number of variable (check) nodes
of degree at statex;. In the sequel we will refer to these equationsdasisity
evolutionequations. Rather than considering the evolution of thelevtegree
distribution it suffices often to look at some smaller set afgmeters. As we
have discussed, the most important parameter in the degpdicess is the num-
ber of degree-one check nodes, denote isby) := Ry (x). Further important
parameters are the size of the residual gragil%,) := ¥;Li(x) and the num-
ber of check nodes of degree at least tWog) := iR (x). Letv (x), o (x)
andr (x) denote the respective fractiongx ) = A(1)v (%), s(x) = A(L)o (x),
t(x) =A1)7(x).

EXAMPLE 1. [Density Evolution of LDP@n,x?,x°)-Ensemble] Fig[8 de-
picts the evolution otr (dashed line) and (solid line) as a function of’ for
the ensemble LDP@, x?,x°) for the choicer = ¢* ~ 0.4294. Note that for this
choice ofe the expected number of check nodes of degree one reacheatzero
somecritical time of the decoding process. O

The density evolution equations completely specify thergstptic behavior
of the decoder. Recall that the decoder stops if the numbeéegfee-one check
nodes has reached zero. If this point is reached before zkeosithe residual
graph has reached zero a decoding error occurs. Therefave, plot o(x) as
a function ofx for a given channel parametemwe know that the decoder will
succeed with high probability if and only i(x) > 0 for all x € (0,1]. From
equation[[ZI1) we see thatx) > 0 forx € (0,1] is equivalent to

p(l—eA(x)) >1-x, ¥xe(0,1]. (2.3)
We can therefore define ttleresholde* (), p) as

€' (\,p) :=sup{e:e€[0,1],p(1—eA(X)) > 1—x,¥xe (0,1]}.
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Fig. 8 The evolution of and as a function of for the LDPQn,x%,x°) ensemble and
e=¢"~ 04294 Aty =v* ~ 0.203 o(v) has a minimum and touches theaxis.

We say thai* is acritical point if o(x) reaches a minimum at= x* and if this
minimum is zero, i.e., if

p(l—eA(X)) =1-X".

To simplify our matters, we will only discuss ensembles thate a sin-
gle critical point. The extension to several critical psipbses no problems in
principle but is technically more cumbersome. All regulasembles have this
property. We say that a degree distributionigonditionally stablé x* > 0, i.e.,
if the threshold isnot determined by the stability condition. It is easy to check
that this is the case for all regular ensembles witfy, > 3. Otherwise, i.e., if
x* = 0 we say that the ensemblerizarginally stable The typical example are
cycle code ensembles. As we will see, the nature of thisragadi drastically
different for the two cases. Finally, we will assume that degree distributions
A(X) andp(x) (or just\(x) for Poisson ensembles) are polynomials. In this case
the density evolution equations have only a finite numberiofrma and maxima.
This is a purely technical condition to avoid some pathalabtases which are of
no practical interest.

3. Main Results and Discussion. The following statements apply both to
standard ensembles and Poisson ensembles. Genericalljildenote such an
x=1
ensemble by LDP@®, A, p). In the Poisson case we can thinkagk) = e"7> .

3.1. Unconditionally Stable Ensembles. The basic scaling law as given in
(@I3) is stated more precisely in the following.
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LeEmMMA 3.1. [Scaling of Unconditionally Stable Ensembles] Coastdans-
mission over the BEC) using random elements from an ensemble LDRE, p)
which has a single critical point and is unconditionallybdéa Lete* = ¢*(\, p)
denote the threshold and let denote the fractional size of the residual graph
at the critical point corresponding to the threshold. Eto bez:= \/n(e* —e).

Let By(n, A, p, €) denote the expected bit erasure probability anddet(®, X, p, €)
denote the expected block erasure probabdig to errors of size at least/*,
wherey € (0,1). Then as tends to infinity,

Pa (1A, p€) = Q( ) (2 n(1)).

Pu(n A p.6) = ' Q( ) (1+0n(1)),

wherea = a(), p) is a constant which depends on the ensemble.

Proof. First note that if\’(0) = 0, i.e., if there are no degree-two variable
nodes, then the block erasure probability is dominated theswhole range of
by large error events (whentends to infinity). This means thagPE is equal to
the ordinary block error probability.

Thisis nolonger true oncE(0) > 0. If 0 < X'(0)p/(1) < 1 then the ensemble
can be expurgated in order to eliminate small (sublineakwesses in the graph)
and the above scaling law will then account for all errorené the other hand no
such expurgation is done orif(0),'(1) > 1, then besides the contribution tg P
stemming from large error events also the contribution starg from sublinear-
sized weaknesses in the graph will be non-negligible. Tloe@bcaling law only
applies to the first contribution. The bit erasure probgbii not affected by these
considerations since the contribution of sublinear-s&tegping sets in the graph
vanishes as-tends to infinity. Fortunately, the effect of sublineazes stopping
sets is relatively easy to assess by union bounding tecasiqglihe total erasure
probability can be represented as the sum of these two batitms. For a more
detailed discussion we refer the reader to [7, 19, 25].

Our approach will be to consider first a situation slightlynglified with
respect to the one encountered in iterative decoding. Tilibevdone in Section
A (see Propositio4.1) and Appenfiik A. The basic tools ne:éatethe proof of
this lemma will be introduced in such a simplified contexttuiins out that the
main conclusions hold true when the simplifying assumystiare removed. This
will be shown in AppendikB0O

We conjecture that in fact the following refined scaling lawalid.

ConNJECTURES. 1. [Refined Scaling of Unconditionally Stable Ensembles]
Consider transmission over the BECusing random elements from an ensemble
LDPC(n, A, p) which has a single critical point and is unconditionallybéta Let
e = €*(\,p) denote the threshold and let denote the fractional size of the
residual graph at the threshold. Lef(R, \, p,e) denote the expected bit erasure
probability and let B~ (n, A, p,e) denote the expected block erasure probability
due to errors of size at least*, wherey € (0,1). Fix zto bez:= \/n(e* —
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ﬂn*% —¢). Then amn tends to infinity,

Ps, (N, A, p,e) =Q (2) (1+ O(n*l/?’) ’
Po(n, A\, p,e) = 1*Q (2) (1+O(n’1/3) ’

wherea = a(A, p) andg = 5(\, p) are constants which depend on the ensemble.

This conjecture can be proven in the simplified context noertid above
(and defined in Sectidd 4). This is done in éc. 5. At the ente@fame section,
we provide some heuristic argument suggesting that theligyimg assumptions
are in fact irrelevant.

In the remainder of this section we provide an informal (a&lbssentially
correct) justification of the above scaling forms. The gioasdf how to compute
the scaling parameters will be deferred to Sectldns 4 (fevtriancex?) andb
(for the shiftg).

Consider the behavior of the individual trajectories of tdeeoding process
for particular choices of the graph and the channel reaizatWe will see that
these trajectories closely follow the expected value (gbethe density evolution
equations) and that their standard deviation is of okdar Consider now the
decoding process and assume that the channel paranietdose toc*. If ¢ = ¢*
then at the critical point the expected number of degreecbrek nodes is zero.
Assume now that we vawryslightly. From the density evolution equatidn{2.1) we
see that the expected change in the fraction of degree-@uk cltodesd4 = s/n)
at the critical point is

(;_Z' _ _A/(l)e*)\(x*)zp/(l—E*A(X*)). (31)

X=X*;e=¢€*

If we vary e so thatAe is of order®(1), then we conclude fronf{3.1) that the
expected number of degree-one check nodes at the critizglip@f order©(n).
Since the standard deviation is of ordgf,/n), then with high probability the
decoding process will either succeed(éf- ¢*) < 0) or die (if (e — ¢*) > 0). The
interesting scaling happens if we choose our variatiom of such a way that

Ae = z/+/n, wherez is a constant. In this case the expected gap at the critical
point scales in the same way as the standard deviation andauld expect that
the probability of error stays constant. Varying now thestantz will give rise

to the scaling functiorf (z), cf. equation[[T]1).

We will further see that the distribution of states at anyetinefore hitting the
s=0 plane is Gaussian and that the evolution of its covariarateixiis governed
by a set of differential equations in the same way as the mé&éenwill therefore
call these equations tlewvariance evolutioequations. As an example, consider
the ensemble LDP@,x?,x°) and transmission over the channel BEQe). In
this case the residual graph at the start of the decodingepsolcas exactlpe
variable nodes and since at each step of the decoding prexastty one variable
node is pealed off, the size of the residual graph after’ttredecoding step is
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exactlyne — ¢ (assuming the decoder has not stopped prematurely). As ive wi
discuss in more detail in Secti@h 4, it suffices in this casketep track of the
tuple (s,t) (i.e., we do not need to keep track of the whole degree digtob
of the residual graph). Fidd 9 shows the evolutiongt) as a function of the
size of the residual graph for the choiee- ¢*. The solid line corresponds to
the density evolution equation (albeit now in three-dinmenal form). The dot
indicates the critical point. The ellipsoids representdbeariance matrix. More
precisely, they represent contours of constant probgbiibte that this picture is
slightly misleading. The ellipsoids really live on a scafg,m whereas the rest of
the graph is scaled hy, i.e., for increasing length the ellipsoids will concetgra
more and more around the expected value. Those trajectbaesgit thes=0

Fig. 90 A pictorial representation of density and covariance etiolu for the
LDPC(n,x?,x°). Notice that the ellipsoids corresponding (®t) covariances should be
regarded as living on a smaller (by a factgfn) scale than the typical trajectory.

plane die. This corresponds to the part of the ellipsoidsvaaish.

One can quantify the probability for the process to hit she 0 plane as
follows. Stop density and covariance evolution when the Inemof variables
reaches the critical valug. At this point the probability distribution of the state
is well approximated by a Gaussian with a given mean and @neeg fors > 0
(while it is obviously 0 fors < 0). Estimate the survival probability (i.e. the
probability of not hitting thes= 0 plane at any time) by summing the Gaussian
distribution overs > 0. Obviously this integral can be expressed in terms of a
Q-function.

We will see that the above description leads indeed to thingclaehavior
as stated in Lemma_3.1. Where does the shift in ConjeEfuled@rie from? It
is easy to understand that we were a bit optimistic (i.e., néevestimated the
error probability) in the above calculation: We correctkckided from the sum
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the part of the Gaussian distribution lying in thec O half-space — trajectories
contributing to this part must have hit tlse= O plane at some point in the past.
On the other hand, we cannot be certain that trajectorids thats > 0 whenv
crosses* didn’t hit thes= 0 plane at some time in the past and bounced back (or
will not hit it at some later point). We refer to Sectign 5 faria-depth discussion

on how to estimate this effect.

Let us finally recall that the performance over the BECGchannel can be
easily derived from the results obtained using the model B&E€). One can
derive the erasure probability for the first case by sumntiegbnditional erasure
probability, where the conditioning is on the number of aras. Notice that the
number of erasures for the BES is asymptotically Gaussian with meaaand
standard deviatior/nee. Since this standard deviation is of the same order as
the gap to the threshold such a convolution gives a non tgeiatribution, unlike
in the Shannon ensemble example, cf. Sedflon 1. It is easgrify\that this
convolution amounts to computing the parametércf. LemmaZll as the sum
of two contributions: one due to the channel fluctuations #edother due to
covariance evolution. More precisely we have

a%EC(e) = O‘%EC(n,ne) +e'E, (3.2)

where we tooke = ¢* since we are interested in the region- ¢* + O(n~1/2)
and we can negle@(n~—/2) corrections. Hereafter we shall mostly focus on the
BEC(n,ne) channel. The reader is invited to use the form[lal (3.2) famgtating
the results whenever necessary.

3.2. Marginally Stable Ensembles. As already mentioned, marginally sta-
ble ensembles are expected to follow a different scalingftioe one described
in Lemma3l. We will limit our discussion to the simplesteasamely the case
of cycle code ensembles. We conjecture though that the fétimecscaling law
is quite general and applies to all marginally stable ensesniihe cycle Poisson
ensemble is slightly easier to handle analytically tharsthedard ensemble. We
will therefore formulate our results mainly for this case.

LEMMA 3.2. [Scaling of Block Probability for Cycle Poisson Ensédesh
Consider transmission over BE@ne) using elements from ELDR@, A\(X) =
X, r,s). Then

P (N, A(X) = X.I,5.n¢) = 1— A(s)an Y8 f (bnt/3(e — ¢*)) (1+O(n’1/3)) ,

wherea =716 b=r"2/3 A(s) =exp{y5_; 5 }, and

2/3 3
f(x) = \/573 e p(3¥3x3/2,-1).

Hereby,p(u; o, 8) is a so calledstable densityvith representation

p(u;a, B) = %/e’”” exp{ e FK@ | gt
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andK(a) =1-|1—«].

Proof. In principle one could arrive at the above result by progegah the
same fashion as for unconditionally stable ensemblespie. could employ the
tools of density evolution and covariance evolution.

We will however use an entirely different approach. Note thare is a
one-to-one correspondence between elements of ELBRCX) = x,r,s= 2) and
random graphs onr nodes with exactiy edges, see [20]. §= 2, then double
edges and cycles of length four are excluded from the Tamaghg Therefore,
each variable node connects two distinct check nodes andmuariable nodes
connect the same pair. If we therefore identify each vagiaiolde (and the two
edges that emanate from it) with one edge in an ordinary gnegpdpet our desired
correspondence. Further, the decoder will be successfntlibnly if this random
graph is aforest i.e., a collection of trees. L&k (l,k) denote the number of
forests onl labeled nodes anklcomponents. Such a forest Has k edges and
therefore it corresponds to a constellationveal — k variable nodes. Since these
variable nodes can be ordered arbitrarily it follows tha@réharev!F (nr;nr — v)
constellations ow variable nodes which do not contain stopping sets.

It remains to find the total number of constellations/mariable nodes which
are compatible with the expurgation scheme. The desiredtnedl then follow
by diving these two quantities. Assuree- 0. Then the total number of constel-
lations onv variable nodes is equal {or)?", since for each edge we can choose
one of thenr check nodes. Lats(G) denote the number of cycles of lengthi@

a fixed portion of the bipartite graghof sizev. It is easy to verify (and is a well
studied problem in random graphs) thhs(G)] = A (2)° (14 O(1/v)). Further
itis known that for each fixedthe random variableg®y, - - - ns) are asymptotically
(asn andv tend to infinity with a fixed ratio) independent and follow ai$3on
distribution, [4]. Finally, for the Poisson ensemble we édv= £ so that around
the critical valuer = e'n= 1 andf]-‘r’: 1. It follows thataround the thresholthe
total number of constellations which are compatible with éxpurgation scheme
behaves like

T(V~net) = (nF)2e 29-139 (14 O(1/V)) = (nF)2//A(S) (1 + O(1)V)).

From this the block error probability around the threshalliofvs immediately
onceF (I,k) is known, namely, we have

(ne)!F(nr,nr—ne)

PB(nvA(X) =X I,8Ne ~ nE*) = 1_A(S) (nr 2ne

(1+0(1/n)).

One of the most celebrated formulas in enumerative comdniicat states that
there ard' 2 labeled trees oh nodes, [23]. Unfortunately there does not seem
to exist an equally elementary expression for the numbealwéled forests. The
situation is aggravated by the fact that we are interestéddmegion where the
average number of edges per node is around one. Exactlydatbisiregion the
graph goes through a phase transition and so the behavid(i &) is nontrivial
even in the limit of large sizes. Fortunately, the asymptbghavior has been
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determined by Britkov [5] and the result has been made aitdedso the En-
glish speaking audience) in the book by Kolchin [11]. Ouutesow follows by
employing the asymptotic approximation stated in Theore4mlin [11]° O

Note, that for the cycle case the maximum likelihood and teetive de-
coder perfornidentical in terms of block erasure probabilityhis is true since in
this case the condition of no stopping sets is equal to thditon that there are
no cycles which in turns implies that there is no codewordtelNbowever, that
this isno longer true once we look at the resulting bit erasure piuility .

We also note that if we want to get the scaling law for the clehBEC(¢)
we need to convolve the above curves with the Binomial witlanme. However,
on the scale* — e = O(n~1/3), the effect of the channel fluctuations vanishes in
the large blocklength limit. The leading correction to theling law [33) coming
from the channel consists in the substitution

e (1—¢€)

f(x) — f(X)-‘rm

" (x)yn~3 o(n~%2). (3.3)
The following lemma characterizes the corresponding iingiblock erasure
probability curve.
LeEmMA 3.3. [Asymptotic Block Erasure Probability Curve] Consittans-

mission over BEQn, ne) or BEC(¢) using random elements from ELDRC A (x) =]}
X, r,s). Then

4
| e fe ()
rI\mrgoPB(n,/\(x) =Xrsne)=1—,/1— 6—*exp{szly}.

The corresponding asymptotic bit erasure probability ewnvder iterative decod-
ing can be obtained through a standard density evolutiolysisand it is given
in parametric form by

( X XA(l—p(l—X)))
A1=p(1=x))" AM(1=p(1=x)) )"

wherex € (x*,1] andx* is the solution to the equatiofiA(1— p(1 — X)) = X.
FigurelEED shows the resulting bit and block erasure curveBE®PC(n, A\(x) =
Xr=3,s=1).

Czycle codes can not be expurgated up to some linear fractitiredolock
length since the number of stopping sets of size- - are jointly Poisson and
have mean equal {@/r)% /(2s), respectively. Below the threshadl = r /2, the
bit erasure probability scales agil Expurgation changes uniquely the coefficient
of this scaling. A simple calculation yields

Po(n, A(X) = X,1,S,ne) = 2—1nLs (%) (1+0(1/n)), (3.4)

5The reader is warned that there is a slight typo in Theorerd hgistated in [11].



20 Finite-Length Scaling

Ps
0.9

08

0.7

06
05 Vo
0.4

03

0.2

0.1

00
0.0 0.1 02 03 €

0.0 0.1 02 03 04 €

Fig. 10: The bit and block erasure probability for ELDRGA(X) = x,r = %,s: 1) for
n=2',i=28,1012 14. As can be seen from the picture, the block erasure curvesihct
converge to a limiting (non-zero) curve over the whole raafye whereas the bit erasure
curves decrease to zero below the threshold for increasiogkbdengths. Also shown are
the result of using the scaling laws for the block erasurebphulity as stated in Lemma

B3

where we defined the function

o,

0 Xs’
Ls(x) := Z = —log(1—x) —
§=st1 g

X
]

M o

As shown in Fig[l, this formula provides a good approxioratd the bit error
probabilityawayfrom the critical region. Notice in fact that the coefficierfthe

1/ntermin Eq. [(3H) diverges as— €*.

Ps £

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 €

Fig. 11: Comparison of the exact bit erasure curves (solid line) whth analytic expres-
sion given in[[3}) (dashed lines) fo=n2', i =8,10,12 14 ande < €*.

4. Computation of the Variance Parameter. In the previous section we
saw that the basic scaling law, cf. Lemmal 3.1, only dependi®rariance:?.
In this section we will work out in detail the calculation dfi$ parameter. In
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Sectiord we will present the method to be used for computindpich is needed
for the conjectured refined form of the scaling law.

Although conceptually it is straightforward to write dowmetequations for
the generalirregular case, the actual computations ate cuinbersome. We will
therefore proceed as follows. In Sectlonl4.1 we discussdkiar@nce evolution
equations in an abstract setting. These are applied tacpkatiregular LDPC
ensembles in Sectidn3.2.

4.1. General CovarianceEvolution. We regard iterative decoding as a Marfjov
process in a finite dimensional space. The examples in thetwexsubsections
will make clear how this framework can be adapted to paricabde ensembles.
Consider a family of Markov chain¥n o, Xn1,...,Xnt,... parametrized by
ne N and taking values iZ%t1. For iterative decoding applicationswill rep-
resent the blocklength. We drop the subscnipereafter. Let the transition prob-
ability be

P(Xr1 =X X =X) =W(X —x|x), (4.1)

and the initial condition be a single non-random s&e- xg € 791 Initerative
decoding the initial condition is actually a distributiones states. This case is
easy to treat by first conditioning on the initial state, amehtconvolving with the
initial distribution. We will denote thel 4 1 coordinates of the stateas

(X0 xV L x Dy = x ezt (4.2)
We denote the corresponding random variablgXy), X1 ... X(@),

In the following we shall always be interested in tintes xon for a positive
constantsg (we reserve the symbolg, k2, ... for numerical constants which we
assume not to depend upon We shall moreover assume the following regularity
properties of the Markov chain:

1. The chain makes finite jumps. In other words, there exists>a 0 such
that|X; —X"| < r1 almost surely.

2. The transition probabilities have a smoaths « limit. In practice there
exist functiondV : Z4+1 x R4*+1 — R, and a positive constamb such
that

IW(A|X) —W(A[x/n)| < k2/n. (4.3)

Clearly, we hangVA\/(A|x/n) = 1. We shall moreover assurié( A|z)
to beC?(R9*1) with respect to its second argument and to have bounded
first and second derivatives.

3. The process has a finite range on thecale. In practice, there exists

k3 > 0 such thatXt(')| < rznalmost surely.
Under these hypothesis the distributionXfis well described by a Gaus-
sian whose mean and variance can be obtained by solving sodmaxy dif-
ferential equations. In order to state this fact in a morecigeefashion, we
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ne__ed someladdi_tional not_atioln. We denoteﬁp;& E[X] the average o¥ and
DI = Ex"; %V = Ex" %] — Ex"|E[X"] its covariance. We need fur-
thermore the first two moments of the transition rat§sA|x):

f0(x) = ;Aiwmm, (4.4)

001 (%) = 3 AA WA - f00) D (x), (4.5)

with i,j € {0,...,d}. We shall callf()(z), f(i1)(z) the analogous quantities for
the limiting ratedh (A|z).

Finally, letz(r) € R4 andsl)(r) € R, for 7 € R, andi,j € {0,...,d},
denote the solution of

az® .
5 (=10, (4.6)
dsii . d . of (i) of® _
— (i) (7 (k) ) 2 i (ki)
I (r)=f (Z(T))—Fk; [5 (1) Pe ey 50 SYI()| (4.7)
= 2(r 2(T)

with initial conditionsz(0) = xo/n ands) (0) = 0.

PrRopPOsSITION4.1. Under the conditions stated above the following results
hold (here we use the symbdbg, (21, ..., for constants (independent of n) which
we prove to exist):

I. X; concentrates on the n scale. In formulae, there eXist- 0, such that

2

(i) () — 205
P{X! x| > p} < 26 01, .8)

Il. The average and covariance of ¥re accurately tracked bg(7) and
601 (7). More precisely, there exist constari?s, {2, > 0, such that

\%K‘” —z“(t/n)' < % (4.9)
%DE”') — 5t /n)

2
< —=. 4.10
< (4.10)
lll. The variable (X — Xt)//n converges weakly to @ + 1)-dimensional
Gaussian with variancél)(t/n). More precisely, define the logarith-
mic moment generating function
1 —
— A (X=X 4.11
T x06-X) (4.11)

for A € R9*1, Then there exist a functiohn— 24()\) € R, such that

At(A) =logE exp[

24(N)
N

< (4.12)

Ay(N) — % S oW t/mAiN
J]
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The proof is quite straightforward and will be outlined in@®. Here we
limit ourselves to a few comments.

Notice that the statements collected in the above propositie not all in-
dependent. Equatiofi{4110), may for instance be regardedcassequence of
Eq. (ZI2). The various results are presented in order séasing sharpness.
Also, not all of the assumptions in the points 1-3 are needguidof each of the
statements in the proposition. For instance, the cond@mreesult is an easy
consequence of the Hoeffding-Azuma inequality and regutine hypotheses 1
(uniformly bounded jumps), 3 (scaling of time with plus some Lipschitz prop-
erty of the drift coefficientd () (x), cf. Eq. [Z#). This point is further discussed
in App.[A. The limitation to a deterministic initial conditn is easily removed. In
iterative decoding applications the initial condition i&aussian distribution with
standard deviation of ordeyn. Convolution with such a distribution amounts to
integrating equatiori{4.7) and taking as initial conditibe initial covariance. Fi-
nally, the situation investigated here can be regarded asceete analogous of
the Friedlin-Wentzell theory of random perturbations ofidgnical systems [9].

In the following section we shall apply the above analysidwo LDPC
ensembles: the standard regular ensemble LBRE 1, x*~1), and the regular
Poisson ensemble LDR@ x*~1,r). The general strategy is the following) De-
termine a sufficient statistics for the decoding processafgeneral LDPQ, \, p)li
ensemble, a sufficient statistics is provided by the degistglilitions at variable
and check nodes in the residual graph. As we will see, a margaot repre-
sentation is available for the two special cases mentiobedla (ii) Write the
transition probability for iterative decoding and compttie drift and diffusion
coefficients, cf. Eqs[{414){4.5)iii ) Determine the initial condition, namely the
average state, and its variance before the decoding prbesdseen startediv)
Integrate the density evolution and covariance evolutiguadion, cf. Eq. [[4]6)
and [ZY) up to the critical point. The parametein Lemma3.L is finally given
(up to a rescaling) by the standard deviation of the numbelegfee one check
nodess at the critical point. More precisely:

9o\t
a:JE(E) , (4.13)

both factors being evaluated at the critical point.

4.2. Regular Ensembles. We will now show the explicit computations that
need to be done in order to accomplish the program outlinélokiprevious sec-
tion for the case of regular standard and Poisson ensembles.

There are some significant simplifications that arise in ¢thise. Note that
the triple (v,s,t) constitutes a sufficient statistics, i.e., it suffices togkerack of
the number of variable nodes (all of which have degrsice by assumption the
graph is regular), the number of degree-one check nodefiamiimber of check
nodes of degree two or higher. This can be seen as follows. |&if@ that all
constellations of “type(v,s,t) have uniform probability. To see this &t andG,
be two residual graphs of typ®,s,t). Assume that; is the result of applying
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the iterative decoder to the graph with a particular channel realization and a
particular sequence of choices of the iterative decodés.thten easy to see that
there exists a grapty, which differs fromG, only on the residual part (where it
coincides withG,) but agrees with it otherwise. By definition of the ensemble,
G1 andG, have equal probability and if the iterative decoder is aaptdG, with

the same channel realization and sequence of random che&e®tG,. This
shows thafi; andG; (and therefore any residual graph which is compatible with
the degree distribution) have equal probability. It follothat, givenv,s;t), the
distribution ofG is determined so thdv, s,t) indeed constitutes a state.

Let us now determine the degree distribution of a “typicd®neentG of
type(v,s,t), since this knowledge will be required in the sequel. Forstamdard
ensemble define the generator polynompi@) := (1+z)* — rz— 1 which counts
the number of connections into a check node of degree twogtrehi For the
Poisson ensemble the equivalent functiop(g) := € —z— 1. Definea(z) :=

z%. The total number of constellations beheck nodes of degree at least two
with v1 — sedges is easily seen to be cdpfx)!,x*~S}. Lett;, i > 2, denote the
number of check nodes of degiie@ hen the total number of constellations which

are compatible with the desired type can be written as

t a
> oot eri :
tot3, - Tisa i yimpiti=vi—s \2 3 i>

Since all constellations have equal probability a “tygicanstellation will have
the type which “dominates” the above sum. Some calculusatsvikat this dom-
inating type has the form

Pz
T = p(Z)T’ i>2, (4.14)

wherer, i > 2, denotes the fraction of check nodes of degraed wherea(z) =
vi-o

We will see shortly that for the Poisson case it suffices tosmaT ensem-
bles of rate zero since the scaling parameters for the geresa can be easily
connected to this case. Therefore in the next theorem wessame without loss
of generality that the rate is zero for Poisson ensembles.

LEMMA 4.1. [Drift, Variance and Partial Derivatives for Regulangem-
bles] Consider regular standard ensembles LDPE 1, x*~1) or regular Pois-
son ensembles LDR@,x'1,r = 0). Define

(2) = (1+2*—1—-rz, standard ensemble
C)e-1-z Poisson ensemhle

and leta(z) := z%'g). Let x; denote the right-tdeft erasure probability and let

Y



Finite-Length Scaling 25
X :=eA(X). Then along the density evolution path parametrized, e have

- 27 - o 2
(1) — _(1 _1\5"2 (@) - 1112 _fin)
f (1-1) 1 f 1-(1-1) 1 f

~ ~ fA(T> ~ ~ f(0>+1
(r7) — _§(n) (o7) — f() [ 1—
f f <1+1_1>, f f (1 1 )

of ™) 2(1-1) pz(2—a(2) of) 1-10 of"

oo vl a(zp(z) -’ o vl v v
af(@) af af(@) 1-1 aft»
or - (]e )2 0o - vl 0o’

2~ ag ~ ag
o) = 1-1 (l/l 1)H_ £ (1+ZH)’
of 0 201 1)( n4_mﬂ(2—aa))

v 7l v a(z2)p(z)

of ) 20-1) [ pzaA2)(2—a(2)

ar <? a(2)p(2) )

where for the standard regular ensemble 12(;(')2') whereas for the Poisson

regular ensemble= i’;')
Proof. Let o denote the fraction of degree-one check nodgg,> 2, the
fraction of degrea-check nodes and denote the fraction of residual variable
nodes. Since the total edge count on the left and right musthmap we have
o+ 3i—oin = v1. A random edge therefore has probabiliy:= % of being
connected to a degree-one check node and probamilityLll' of being connected
to a degreé-check nodej > 2. For largen, the joint probability distribution of
all 1 edges emanating from a variable node converges to the grdstrébution.
It follows that (in this large blocklength limit) the probitity distribution (for a
randomly chosen variable node) of havimgconnections into degree-one check
nodes andi; connections into degree-two check nodes is given by

~ . 1 ug Uz 1—-u;—u
W(ug,Up) 1= 1—01— 172,
(ug, uz) (ul,uz,l—ul—uz>q1 o’ (1— a1 — o)

In the iterative decoding process variables are not pickedradom though. A
variable node is picked with a probability which is proportal tou;. Therefore,
the induced probability distribution under iterative déita is

W(ug, uz)uy - ug
_ WULWIW gy 4.15
I CRTAT AT (4.15)

Note that the generating functionwfu,v) has the compact description

W(xy) = 3 WU, U)¥y = x(xcl +yep + (1 G — )

Uz, Uz

w(ug, Up) =
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In terms ofW(x,y) we have

{7 = = S wlug,uz)up = — OW(xy)
ug, U2 oy X=y=1
2T
= —(1-a=-1-1)77,
f(g) — _ z W(U1,U2)(U1—U2) — M _ 'F(T)
uz,Uy ox X=y=1

——1-(1-1)q— ) = —1—(1—1)11_ fr),
14

2
7 = 5 wiunugyg - (7)) = 2

ug,u2 ayz x=y=1
N o\ 2 A (7)
— (- Da-2 ) - (7)) = —f) <1+ ~ )
~ POSINDN aZW(x y) ~ ~ 2 .
for) = 5 w(ug, u2) (U — Up)up — O ) = Z 2222 far) _ (7)) _ §lo) f(7)
g\, 0XY  [yy_1 ( )
N N o 2 N flo) 41
_ ) g — £ _ () @ §) _ £
fOA+1-2)q) - f (f ) forf <1 — )
A N 2
flor) = S w(ug, up) (up — up)? — (@)
py ()
2
_ 0W(xy) Plom) _ flo) flr) _ flrm) (f(r))z_ flo) _fr) _ (f(o))z
6X2 x=y=1

~ ~ ~ ~ N 2 ~ ~ ~ 2
:(1_1)q1(2+(1_2)q1)_f(UT)_f(U)f(T)_f(TT)_(f(T)) _f(U)_f(T)_(f(U))

- 2
:_(f( )) —(1-1) (1 1)11—1‘““) (”2%)'

1-1 vl v

Next we need to determine the partial derivatives. From eogZT13) for
i =2 we have

B B T 9z or

of _ 20-1or,_ 20-1) (r Pz 0z
— _ = - + T——=-
or vl 0T vl

_ (3 peeoan)

vl T a(z)p(2)

The remaining derivatives follow in the same way and we shédetails. Now

note that along the typical decoding trajectory all quéagitequired to compute

the above expressions are given by the density evolutioatems [Z1L) and {21 2).
It remains to establish the link betweerandx. We start with standard
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ensembles. From the density evolution equafiod (2.2)

2 2
pea-xr?  B(2%)  re()
2= Sis2 ()X (1_X)r7i7—: r [T= )
2 (R s () ()
Comparing this to equatioR{Z114) it follows that - = 12&"&”,

Recall that in the Poisson case we can assumertka0, so thatp(x) =
x=1
R(x) =e/>. Again from [Z2)

2
X P2 (75)
2702 T T

Ty =

from which it follows that for the Poisson case
- 6/\(X|)
TN
O

Figure[T2 depicts “?), f(e7) and f(*™) as a function of’ along the critical
trajectory (i.e., for the choice= ¢* ~ 0.4294) for the LDPCn, x?,x°) ensemble.

1.8 {k

14 J

1.0 <

0.6 T DR s s B s s el it iy e S

0.2

-0.2

-0.6

-1.0
0.0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 04 V

Fig. 12: The evolution off(??) (dashed line)f(?7) (dotted line) andf(™™) (solid line)
along the critical trajectory for the LDP(, x%,x%) ensemble.

The last piece of information required to apply the strategifined in the
previous subsection, consists in determining the inittaddition for the density
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and covariance evolution. This is provided by the followiegnmas, whose proof
are fairly routine and therefore left to the reader.

LEMMA 4.2. [Initial Condition for Standard Regular Ensemblesh€ider
transmission over the channel BECne) using a random element of LDRE x* 2, x*~1) |
Consider the residual graph (after reception of the trattedhivord) and let Rt (s, )}
denote the distribution of check nodes of degree one andgredat least two,
respectively. Then

Pinit(S,t) = PGausJ(S,t) (1+ O(l/n)),

where Rsausds,t) is a (discrete) Gaussian density with mean

1
HE[S] =le(l—e)™ 1,
1 1

CEf] = - (1- (1o —xe(1-07 ),

and covariance

%E[s §=1e& 1-& 2(1+e((xr—1)e—1)r)),

%E[s;t] — 1@ - E YL e((r— 12— 1)),

11

1

CE[tt] = (1+(r—1)e— 2(14e(2r =3+ (r—3)(r — Ve + (r — 1)%2))).
LEMMA 4.3. [Initial Condition for Regular Poisson Ensemble] Atstaent

analogous to Lemma4.2 holds in the case of Poisson ensenities = 0 the

distribution ofs andt is again a (discrete) Gaussian with mean

1
“E[g =lee ',
n

1

HIE[t] =l-e'—1lee ',

and covariance

1
HE[S’ s =lee ¥ —1le(1—1e+1%2) e 2,

1
HIE[S;t] = —lee 4 1e(1+1%2) e 2,

1
“E[tt] = (1+1¢) el (1+21e+1%%+133)e 2 .

Note that, as one would expect, the random variafdds are in general corre-
lated.

We can now solve equationS_[B.6) afld14.7). This allows usacktthe
evolution of the probability distribution of andt asv decreases frome to 0,
assuming that the= 0 plane was not hit earlier.
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EXAMPLE 2. [(3,6)-Ensemble] FigurEZ13 shows the evolutiors6®, 5(s,
5 for the LDPQN,x?,x°) ensemble for the choice= ¢* ~ 0.42944. Notice
that the variances afandt can actuallyshrinkas the decoding process evolves.
This is an effect of the term in square brackets in equaliofl) (4n particular the
variance shrinks to 0 at= 0 if ¢ is low enough (whenever decoding is successful
with high probability). Finally, the parameteris given by equatioi{Z.13), where

0.06
0.05 e :
0.04 - e s
0.03 1
0.02
0.01
0.0

-0.01
-0.02
20,0311+
-0.04

-0.05
02 022 024 026 028 03 032 034 036 038 04 042V

Fig. 13: The evolution 0§59 (dashed line)g(sY (dotted line) ands') (solid line) for the
LDPC(n,x?,x%) ensemble and the choiee= ¢* ~ 0.42944

the first factor can be computed as in equation (3.1).

In Table [£2) we report the values &f, o, and 3 for a few regular stan-
dard ensembles. Further explanations concerning the jgéeathare provided in
Sectior[b.

The computation of the scaling parameters- o(1,r) and = 5(1,r) for
the Poisson case are made easier by the following pleadatgpreship.

LEMMA 4.4. [Scaling of Erasure Probability for Poisson Ensenjllem-
sider transmission over BE®, ne) using elements from the regular Poisson en-
semble LDPCn,x*~1,r). For1 fixed and(n,r,¢) and(r',r’,¢’) such thahe = n'e’
and(1-r)n=(1-r")n,

ELDPC(naxlilvw [PB (G’ nE)] = ELDPC(FI/,lel,r/) [PB (G7 n/el)] )

r-]IF‘LDPC(H,lel,r) [Pb(Gv né)] = n/ELDPC(n/,lel,r/) [Pb(G, n’e’)] .

Proof. We start with the statement regarding the block erasurbatit
ity. Compare transmission over BECne) using elements from LDP@,x* 2, r)
to transmission over BE@',n'¢') using elements from LDP@',x*~%,r’). The
conditionne = n'¢’ implies that the number of erased bits is the same in both
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m

* o | 5/ ]
0.6473| 0.260115| 0.593632
0.5176| 0.263814| 0.616196
0.4294 | 0.249869| 0.616949
0.6001| 0.241125| 0.571617
0.5061 | 0.246776| 0.574356
0.5510| 0.228362| 0.559688
0.5079| 0.280781| 0.547797
0.3075| 0.170218| 0.506326

N OO0 o 01 B

OO0l BB W W W(|H

=
N

Table 1: Thresholds and scaling parameters for some regular stah@éasembles. The
shift parameter is given as/(2 where {2 is the universal constant stated in equation
(&.18) whose numerical value is very close to 1.

cases. Decoding fails if these erased bits contain a stgg@h The condition
(1—r)n= (1—r")n’ implies that the two ensembles have the same number of
check nodes. Together with the fact thas the same in both cases (and therefore
the involved number of edges is the same) this shows that#seiiee probability

is the same.

The proof regarding the bit erasure probability is almosiiital. Both
decoders get stuck in identical constellations. The fanttakes into account
what fraction of the overall codeword this constellatiorils

If we combine the above relationship with the general fornthef scaling
law, cf. equations[{I]12) anf{1.3) as well as Lenima 3.1, wetgefollowing
scaling relations.

LEMMA 4.5. [Scaling of Scaling Parameters] Consider transniiseicer
BEC(n, ne) using elements of the Poisson ensemble LDPE L, r) with thresh-
old e*(1,r). Assume that the scalinf{1.3) holds andiét,r) andg(1,r) denote
the corresponding variance and shift parameters. Then

1—r

€ (1,r') =€"(1,r) e (4.16)
1—r 1/2

a(l,r') =a(1,r) (1_r) , (4.17)
N1/3

ﬁqu_ﬁuJ)(i_:) . (4.18)

Proof. The proof is elementary and we leave it to the reader. Wethaten
order to provel{46) an@(4117) only the simplified form of gtaling lawl(T12)
is required as hypothesis and that this scaling law is praveémma 3.0

From the above observations it follows that we have to detethe param-
eterse*(1,r), a(1,r) ands(1,r) only for one rate. This is the reason why so far
we have only considered Poisson ensembles of zero rate eQuits will depend
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m

* | o [ /e |
0.818469| 0.497867| 0.964528
0.772280| 0.409321| 0.827849
0.701780| 0.375892| 0.760593
0.637081| 0.354574| 0.713490
0.581775| 0.337788| 0.676647
0.534997| 0.323501| 0.646335
0.495255| 0.310948| 0.620646
0.461197| 0.299739| 0.598429

©| 00| N| O U1l »| W+

[N
o

Table 2. Thresholds and scaling parameters for some Poisson enssmbl
LDPC(n,x*~1,r). Note that these parameters assume that 6. Parameters for a
generic rate can be obtained from these parameters throaghatens. [Z.16)EZ18). The
shift parameter is given a8/ 2 where (2 is the universal constant stated [073.16) whose
numerical value is very close to 1.

only on1. Relations[[Z1I6)E(Z18) can be used to reintroduce themntdgnce
uponr.

5. Computation of the Shift Parameter. In this section we explainin greajr
detail the arguments for Conjectlirel3.1, and the procedu@imputing the shift
parameter3. As in the previous section, we shall first discuss this idauan
abstract setting, cf. Secti@qb.1. The general procedutdghein be applied to
regular standard and Poisson ensembles in Sdcfibn 5.2.

5.1. The General Approach. Let us reconsider the setting of Sectlonl4.1,
i.e., a family of Markov chain&0,Xn1,...,%nt, ... taking values iz9+1 and
parametrized by the (large) integer As before we will drop in the sequel the
subscriptn to mitigate the notational burden. Throughout this secti@enshall
assume the hypotheses of Proposifionl 4.1 to be fulfilled.ikénh SectioZlL,
we are interested in path% = {Xo,X1,...,%} which are confined to the ‘half
space’:

Hy = {x=(xX9,... xD) ezl xO >0}, (5.1)
We would like to estimate the ‘survival’ probability
R=P(X)CH,). (5.2)

Notice thatR depends implicitly on the initial conditioXg = xg € H,. The
coordinate)(t(0> should be thought as (an abstraction of) the nunslidrdegree-
one check nodes in the analysis of iterative decoding, afti®@d3. The survival
probability R is therefore the probability of not having encountered @ sitog
set aftert steps of the decoding process. We are interested in a timgowin
of lengthO(n). Without loss of generality we may fixnax > 0 and consider
t € {0,... ,tmax} With tmax= | N7Tmax] -
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We shall denote by(7) the ‘critical trajectory’, i.e. a solution of the density
evolution equationdT4.6), such th&? (7*) = 0, andz%(r) > 0 for any
[0,7max, T # T". We callzp = Z(0) the corresponding initial condition. In order
to make contact with the application to iterative decodiwe, shall make the
following assumptions.

A. Asn— oo, we havexg = N+ /Nz +O(1), with z € R4 independent
of n. This corresponds to the erasure probabtilityeing in the critical
windowe* — e = O(n~1/2).

B. Letz,(7), ue R4, be a ‘perturbed’ critical trajectory obtained by solv-
ing the density evolution equatiorfS{4.6) with initial céiwh z,(7*) =
z(7*) +u. As for the critical trajectory, we consider this solutionthe
interval [0, Tmax] and takeu such thatu| <  with ¢ small enough. We
assume that there exist a positivindependent constari, and a func-
tion u+— a(u) such that

20 (r) =2V () > a(u)(r — %) + k(T — 7)?

for anyr € [0, Tmax]-
C. We finally assume that(u) can be chosen in such a way thatu)| <
r2|u| for some positive constanb.
Notice that the assumptions B and C above can be easily cti@rkéhe ‘con-
tinuum’ transition rate8V(A|z) introduced in Sed_Z11. The situation considered
here mimics the one found in iterative decoding of uncoodiily stable ensem-
bles.
Consider the survival probabiliti, ,, at the ‘latest’ time. As we have seen
in Sectior4]l, most of the trajectorié%’1ax are concentrated withig/n around

nz(t/n). Therefore the absolute minimum m“’) in the interval{0,...,tmax}
will be realized for a ‘close’ to nr*. If this absolute minimum is positive, the
corresponding trajectory contributesigq,,, otherwise it does not.

In order to formalize this argument, fix = |n7*|. Then

F%max = % p(xémax g H+|Xt* = X) P(Xt* == X)- (53)

Thanks to Proposition4.1 we can accurately estimate therf@X = x). The
term F{Xé’“ax C H,|X+ = X) is the probability that the global minimum (Xtm),
t € {0...tmax}, is positive conditioned o = x. Let us denote by a ‘time’
for which the global minimum is realized. More precisdly.c {0...tmax} IS

a random variable such thaqgo) < Xtm) for all t € {0...tmax}. Call zx(7) the
perturbed critical trajectory defined above with pertuidratectoru = X« /n—
z(7*). In other words, we perturbe the critical trajectory by@(i//n) amount
in order to match it to the particular (finitg realization of the Markov process we
are dealing with within the critical region. Concentrat@rguments, analogous
to the ones used to prove the point | of Proposiiah 4.1, intipdy, for a givert:

P{|xt —nz(t/n)| > WW} e
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!
o(nY/3) b t
0o(n?/3)

Fig. 14: A pictorial view of decoding trajectories near the criticabint. The type of
trajectory depicted here is responsible for the shift appeain the refined scaling form

).

for some positive constanf3; and (2, (as before we use this symbols to denote
generic constants which are proven to exist independemt dh fact a stronger
condition holds true: by Doob’s maximal inequality [16, 272, for T fixed

P{ max_ X —nzx (t/n)| > 5\/f} < e 2 (5.4)
t—t*|<

for some (possibly different) constanty and(2,. Using this fact we can prove
an useful result:
LEMMA 5.1. Assume the same hypotheses as in Lefnnla 4.1 plus A, B and

C above. Lety be a time at which the absolute minimum)qqo) is realized, for
t € {0...tmax}. Then there exist positive constan®s, (2> anddp, and a function
no(d) such that, for any > o andn > ng(9)

P{ltg—t"] < 02?2, X = X — 532} > 1— 21 ex— 2,67 (5.5)

The proof is deferred to Appendd C. The content of this lenisnflustrated in
Fig.[12.

The above result implies that corrections to the simplifigaling of Lemma
B can be estimated through a two step procedure. In a flut§héCompute the

probability forX[(*O) to be of orden'/3; (ii) Evaluate the probability fo}(éo) to be
positive, conditioned on a giv@qﬁo) of ordern®/3.

5.1.1. Distribution of X-. The simplified scaling form, cf. Lemnia_3.1,
was obtained by approximating the first factor in equafioB)(by 1. The leading

correction to this approximation comes from trajectoriﬁsrsthat)([(%0> =Q(nl/3).
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Because of Propositidn4.1, the probability distributicﬁﬂ({)o) (second factor) is
well approximated by a Gaussian with centedt,/n) and variance of order.
The probability of having”’ = O(n/3) is therefore of orden’/3.n~1/2 = n~1/6,
This explains why the correction term in the refined scalovgt {I3) is of order
n-1/6,

This argument can be made more precise by rewriting equii@has

Powe =PX” >0) = § PX) <OX =%) PO =x).  (5.6)

xeH

The first term corresponds to the simplified scaling form. Wadidereafter focus
on the second on&or = P(X[(*O) > 0) — R, Notice that R’tho) < 0%+ = X)

varies much more rapidly (on a scale of ordér®) in X% than in the other co-
ordinates (on a scale of ordey. It is therefore useful to introduce the notation
= (xV .. .x() (and analogousliX andZ) which distinguish explicitly the last
coordinates ok. Since PX- = x) varies on a scala'/2, we can safely approxi-
mate it by setting the coordinat€) to 0:

Peorr = ; { Z P(Xt(go) < 0% = (X(O),X)) } P(X+ = (0,%)) (1+O(n71/6))_

x(©) >0

The term in curly brackets dependsanly through the transition coefficients in
a neighborhood of and varies therefore on a scale of ordeilhis point will be
discussed in detail in the next section. On the contrgd¢P= (0,X)) is peaked
aroundnZ(t*/n) with a width of order,/n. Therefore

Par= Y P(X < 0% = (x%,nz(r)) ) P (X" =0) (1+0(n2/9)),
x0>0
(5.7)

where we recall tha#(7*) denotes the last coordinates of the critical point.
The second factor can be evaluated easily using densityaadiance evolution.
Let us consider the application to iterative decoding (H€f® = s). Note that

at the critical point and within the critical windoX(? is Gaussian with mean

%—‘: (e — ¢*)n and variancé,,n. We therefore have

© _ ) _ 1 _n(e" - €)? ~1/2
P(x%=0) = = o exp{ =S (O 2).
This formula can indeed be guessed without any computatiai.alhe proba-
bility of Xt(*o) = 0 must be in fact proportional to the derivative of the prdligb
of havingx'? < 0, which is given by equatiofi{].2) within the critical wingo

5.1.2. Distribution of the Global Minimum. We are left with the task of
estimating the first factor in equatiof{b.7), and more galhethe probability
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distribution ofxéo) conditioned onX+. Lemmé&X&lL is, once again, quite helpful.
The differencgty —t*| is small on the scale on which the transition rates are
state-dependent. This suggests that the leading comeottbe simplified scaling
depends on the transition rates only through their behatidhe critical point
z(7*). On the other handfy —t*| is large on the scal®(1) of a single step.
We can therefore hope to compute the leading correctionirwéhcontinuum’
approach.

More precisely, define the rescaled trajectofy € R4 by taking

uO(n 23 —t) =n 13X, (5.8)
uD(n 23 —t) =n2B3xV —xN)i=1,... d, (5.9)

for integers such thatt —t*| < fyax n%3, and interpolating linearly among these
points. A textbook result in the theory of stochastic preess22] implies the
following lemma.

LEMMA 5.2. LetX be distributed as above under the conditéon= (n*/3¢, nz(7*)) |}
The processi(-) defined in equation§{3.8) arld (b.9) converges as» to a dif-
fusion process with generator:

d d 5
Lq Z i) 9 o 1 )
= — @2 (i) 1 (00
(i— o ) ou(® i; r aun " 2" A(u0)2’ (5.10)

conditioned onu(®(0) = ¢, and@(0) = 0. In the above formula we used the
notation

, o . o £(0)
0 = 10, 1 = 10 ), o =

2(7*)

In order not to burden the presentation, the proof of thitestent is postponed
to App.[d. Notice that the only role @fyax in the above lemma is to assure that
u(6) stays within a finite neighborhood of0) with high probability. We want
to use the proceas(d) in order to compute the second factor in equatlonl (5.7)
and therefore the distribution of the absolute minimurn@). Let us callfy the
location of the minimum. Lemnfad.1 implies thég| < 64/° with probability at
least 1— Qlexp(—fzzéz). We can therefore safely l18{ax — o and consider the
diffusion process defined above fbE (—oo, +0).

Notice that only the first derivative with respect to the ainatesu™® | ..., u@f]
appears in equatiof{5110). The proce@ is therefore deterministiai’) (§) =

Vg fori =1,...,d. We can substitute this behavior in equatiBri{b.10) and de-
duce thau(0>(9) is a time-dependent diffusion process with generator

d
o we) 0 1 (00 0
Lo(6) = (i;wl £ )9—au(0) +5f! T (5.11)
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It is convenient to rescale!? and# in order to reduce the above generator to a
standard form:

d 1\ 2/3 d \ 13
P=(0) (St ) o w=() 2Ryt ) uBa2)
i= i=

The generator fow(0) has now the form (we keep the same name with an abuse
of notation)

~ ~0 10

A little thought shows that this is equivalent to saying twéd) = w(0) +§2/2+
B(6) with B(#) a two-sided standard Brownian motion wii0) = 0. The prob-
lem of computing the distribution of the global minimum ofckua process has
been solved in [10]. Adapting the results of this paper we find

P(w(fg) —w(0) < —2) =1-K(2)?, (5.14)

where

A (VAR (91/37 1 v — AT (2135 1 iv\Ri (i
K(Z):}/A|(|y)B|(2 z+|y). .A|(2 z+1iy)Bi(iy) dy.
2. Ai(iy)
with Ai(-) and Bi(-) the Airy functions defined in [1].
Putting everything together we get our final result

(5.15)

-1/3
Y P(X <O = (9, nz(t/m) ) =22 (11022 (,iwi* f£‘>> (1+0(1)),

x>0

0= /'00[1_ K(2)? dz. (5.16)
0

A numerical computation yield® = 1.00(1).

5.2. Application to Regular Standard and Poisson Ensembles. There is
one important difficulty in applying the general scheme eigd above to iter-
ative decoding: the Markov process is not definedsfer0. Recall thas corre-

sponds, in this context, to the ‘critical’ variablé()). On the other hand, both the
drift and diffusion coefficients ()(-) and f(1)(.) can be continued analytically
through thes = 0 plane. Since the final resul[{5]16) depends on the transiti
rates only through these quantities, we are quite confithanit remains correct
also for iterative decoding applications.

CONJECTURES. 1. [Shift Parameter for Regular Standard Ensembles] Con-
sider the regular standard ensemble LDR& 1, x*~1) or the regular Poisson



Finite-Length Scaling 37

ensemble LDPQ,x*~1,r). Then

-1/3 B
af@)  9flo do\ *
_or () do
5t f <a€) . (5.17)

For the regular standard ensemble LOR@' 1, x*~1) define

B2 = (172

s Cap) 27
00 =SEEET =0t
Then
(00 T2\ (W22~ 102\ V3
ﬂm_<$> <1—1> < 79 (2) > ’

wherez = ex' 1 and all parameters are taken at the critical point.

The generic equatioli {5117) follows directly from equat{@al8), applied
to the iterative decoding setting. For regular standarcrides these expres-
sions can be made somewhat more explicit. First we note thia¢ @ritical point
f(©) = —1— (") since with probability approaching one (agends to infinity)
the variable node which is pealed off has (only) one checlertddiegree one at-
tached to i Sincef(?) = 0 at the critical point it follows thaf (") = —1. Using

again the relationship(”) = —1— f(7) some calculations show th&t’?) = 1=2

1-1
() () -
and that‘”a—u andafT can be expressed as indicated.
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APPENDIX

A. Covariance Evolution for a General Markov Process. In this Section

we reconsider the abstract setting of Sedfioh 4.7 and ewlproof of Proposition
1 under the assumptions 1-3.

Proof. We start with statement |, whose proof is fairly standarefille a

Doob’s Martingal@?o, ... ,)?t,

Xs = E[X" |Xo, ... Xq .

Note thatX = )(t(i> andXo = E[Xt(”] = Yt(i) so that

P{X" = X"| > p} = P{|% — Xo| > p}.
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Therefore, by the Hoeffding-Azuma inequality we will haveyen [£38) if we
can show thako, ..., X% has bounded differences, more specifically, if we can
show that

IXs—Xs 1| < /20, 1<s<t.
To accomplish this task note that

[Xs— Xs-1] < SUPEX" Xo. .. Xs-1, % = Y~ E[X"[Xo... Xs 1. Xs = 2|, (A.1)
v,z

where the sup is taken over all thandzsuch that the trajectorigX, ... Xs_1, Xs =}
y} and{Xo,...Xs_1,Xs = z} have non-vanishing probability. Consider therefore
two realizations of the Markov chain which coincide up todisa- 1 but are inde-
pendent afterwards. Denote themXy Xy,... andYo, Vs, ..., respectively, where
by our assumptiolX, =Y, for 0 < 7 < s— 1, but the processes evolve indepen-
denly forr > s. Since by assumptiopxs” — )(S(L)l| < k1 and|Yd" —Ys(l)1| < Ky al-
most surely it follows thax{"’ — Y| < 2k almost surely. DefinéX, = X, —Y;
andéX, =X, —Y,. Then we have fos < 7 < t

Here we approximated® (X.) — f(Y,) by fO(X./n) — fO(Y,/n) and then
used the fact that") (z) has bounded derivative. By Gronwall's Lemma we now
getX\" —¥"| < /72 for some suitable constaf. SinceX, = E[X"[Xo... Xs_1,Xs =]
y] for some particular choice of (and some fixed “pastXp...Xs-1) and the
equivalent statement is true fﬁf” it follows from (A1) that|)A(s— )?S,l| < /1.

Notice that equatiorf{4.8) implies

E[% — X¢|P < ap(£20t)P/2, (A.2)

for somé positive constantsyp. Before passing to the following parts of the
Proposition, let us notice that not all the assumptions enrémsition rate®/(A|2)|j

were used here. Itis in fact sufficient to assume that thesdfif (z) are Lipschitz
continuous.
Let us now consider the point IIl. A simple computation shoe t
ExV —EX" +EfD (%), (A.3)
B = ]+ B 100 (%) + (A4)
+EX; 1000+ B[O 00 V] + B[O 04); 110 (%))

“One has in facty, = p+/7/2 E|Z|P~1 with Z a standard Gaussian variable.
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Consider the first of these equations and notice that, appeding £ (%) by
f() (% /n) one obtains

i i N A o N
X=X = PO /) < =+ [E[FOx/m) = FOR/m))|. (A5)

Since the second derivative 6f)(z) is bounded, we have the estimate

1o of®

N a7

J

B X+ = BEX —Xi[2 <

X[/n

B[V (% /m) — £ (X /m)]| <

C
<=,
n

Summing equatior.{Al5) ovér and applying Gronwall's Lemma we get

1 /

X =20/ < = (A.6)

Notice that if we limit ourself to assume Lipschitz contimsodrift coefficients
f0)(z), the same derivation yields a slightly weaker resit’ /n— 20 (t/n)| <
AN

Equation[ZID) is proved frori(A.4) much in the same wayctieial input
being an estimate d|X — X;|3, once again obtained from equati@i]4.8). Here
we limit ourselves to sketch how the various terms emergesstéft by rewriting
equation[[A}) in the form

B af(

Al = AW 4 )X, /n) 4 = zi Al

+RY+RY+RY 4+ R? 4 RP +Ri,-3 ,
With the remainders listed below
Ry = B[F0) (%) — £ (% /)] + B[ (% /n) — F (X, /n)],
B 1000 — FU ¢ /n)),

PR
e
I

d
R =EDs 0 04 /m) = 0 (X /) _EZ a;z. o —xy,

Xt /n

RY =E[f(x); fD(x)].

Each of this terms can be bounded separately as in the denvatEq. [A®).
Consider for instanc@i(jl>'

Ry < E[><J”-><J”11/2E[f“><><t> = P06/ 10 04) = £ (/) /2 <

<An1/2 <<

n—n’
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where we used the estimale{RA.2).
Let us finally consider part |1l of the proposition, as statedquation[[Z7112).
It is easy to derive the following recursion for the genemgfiunction:

Aa(A) = A(A) +logW (A /vA[Xy) —7—/\ (X —Xt) +
¢ log EW(\/ /AX)evn™] A7)
EW(\/v/AXy) evi ]

Here we defined the jump generating function

Wmngéﬂwmm.

The proof of equatior{412) is completed by estimating #iéous terms in equa-
tion (A1) as follows

A o 2a())
|09W(/\/\/_|Xt)—7 (Xty1—Xt) — ZJ D(Xe/m) x| < 32
E[(WO/VAX) WO/ VX)) e ]
EW()/ /AX;) e ]
d (i) : : £(i)
_n_lzz [aafa ) Al A ot BIE fi]t;(/)zx)
=1 Xt/n Xt/n

We leave to the reader the pleasure of proving these two sastightforward)
inequalitiesl

B. Unconditionally Stable Ensembles: Proof of the Scaling Law. In this
Appendix we prove LemmB_3.1. The idea is to regard iteratieoding as a
Markov process in the space of st&tes= (Ve,Sete) € Z2. The transition rates
and the initial condition for such a process are computeceictiS8n[Z2. As in
Sec.[Z1, we denote &= x/n = (vg,0¢,7¢) the normalized state and [zyr)
the critical trajectory. This is the solution of the dengtyolution equation${4.6),
such tha(reng) = (0,0,0), corresponding to complete decodiag(7*) = 0 for
somer™* € (0, 7eng), andog(7) > O for anyr € (0, 7eng), T # 7*.

It would be tempting to use the general covariance evolwmproach pro-
vided by Propositio’4l11. However a simple remark preveatsam following
this route in the most straightforward fashion. Proposild] was proved un-
der the assumptions that the transition rat&s\|z) in then — o limit become

8For the sake of definiteness, we refer here to the case ofaregnsembles: the extension to
general unconditionally stable ensembles being trivialsoAwe use the subscrigt for the state
coordinates in order to distinguish them from the time patenst andr.
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C?(RY+1) functions ofz. On the other hand, the decoding process is well defined
only if ; > 0, and we are interested in trajectories passing close w-theplane.
In more concrete terms, Propositionl4.1 cannot be true vzfens at a distance
of order I//n from thes; = O plane. The least that will happen is that a part of
the Gaussian density is ‘cut away’.

As a way to overcome this problem, we introduce a new Markoegss on
the same states= (v, S, tc) which is well defined fors; < 0. We extend the
transition rates computed in the proof of Lemimd 4.%te< 0 by settingog = 0
there. More precisely we have:

Avg=-1, Asg=-u1+lp, Atg=-Uy, (B.1)

with u; anduy distributed according(uz, uz), see equatiof{415), where we put
g1 = 0 andgy = 27/v1 andr; is determined as if{41L4). Notice that the only
non-zero entries of the distributianus, up) in thes; < 0 space are therefore

W(17 Uz) _ (l 1) qu(l _ q2)1717U2 )
uz2
Such transition rates do not necessarily correspond to eaphgprocess in the
S < 0 plane. However, upon conditioning e > 0 the ‘extended’ process co-
incides with the original one. Therefore the probabilityhof leaving thes; > 0
half-space (the ‘survival’ probability) can be calculatadthe extended process.
Finally, let us notice that the precise form of this extens®immaterial as long
as some requirements are met. QHl|A|x) the transition rates of the extended
Markov process. We require that:
e The chain makes finite jumps.
e The rates are well approximated by their continuum coumievig( A|z).
As in Sec[Zl1L this means tha¥(A|x) —W(A|x/n)| < «/n.
e The continuum transition rates a@ with bounded derivatives in the
region{vg > ¢, 0¢ > ¢, 7¢ > ¢} for anye > 0.
e There exist @ > 0 such that the continuum drift coefficients are Lips-
chitz continuous uniformly in the region Ci#t) = {zs.t.|z—z(7)| <
§}. This means thalff;(z) — fi(Z)| < x'|z— Z| for some positive:’ and
any pair of pointg, Z € Crit(¢).
These requirements are easily checked on the extensiordefove.

Recall from Lemmd3]1 that we are only interested in decoeimgrs of
size at leastyig, wherev; := vg(7*) is the critical point (measured in terms of
the fractional size of the graph) ands any number in(0,1). In particulary is
non-negative but can be chosen arbitrarily small. For eb&swith \'(0) =0
a simple union bound shows that the decoder will be sucdesgfuhigh prob-
ability once the residual graph is sufficiently small bu\if0) > 0 then small
deficiencies in the graph can contribute non-negligiblyiie error probability.
Therefore, by choosing e (0,1), we “separate out” the contributions to the block
error probability which stem from large error events.

Call Peng the probability of not hitting thes; = 0 until vg = |[nyv*]. Fix
Tmax SO thatv(mmax) = yv*. DefineR to be the survival probability up to time
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t. It will be useful to denote bya (X,t’) the probability of surviving up to time
conditioned on having survived up to tirfeand that the state at tinteis X'.

In order to apply Propositidi 4.1 as far as we can, we decoenfhastime
up totmax into two intervals: {0,...,t*} and {t* +1,...,tmax}. The survival
probability can be written as

Pimax = Z Ptmax(xa ti) P(Xa t* |X07 0) : (B.2)

HereP(X,t'|x,t) denotes the probability of arriving in stateat timet’ without
hitting thes; = 0 plane, conditined on being in statat timet. The sum ovek
runs over thes; > 0 half-space.

Next we chose* = |n(7* —¢)] for some (small) positive number With
this choice the factoP(x,t* |xo,0) in the above equation can be estimated using
the covariance evolution approach and Propos[iioh 4.1. r&€ason is that the
trajectories contributing to this factor stay at a distaofcerdern from thes; = 0
apart from some exponentially rare cases. We leave to ttaderdhe task of
adapting the proof of Propositi@a#.1.11l to this situation

The first factor in equatior{Bl.2) can not be estimated thhocmvariance
evolution. Fortunately a less refined calculation is sudfitiin this case. In fact
the Lipschitz continuity of the drift coefficients ensurbat, at any time > t*,
the state is withiny of the density evolution prediction with probability at &a
1—exg—62/202(t —t*)]. This fact was stressed in the proof of Proposiliad 4.1,
cf. Appendix[A. For any state, consider the solutio&(r;x) of the density
evolution equation§T4.6) with initial conditiat* /n;x) = x/n. LetR, _ (x,t*) =
0if z(7; x) intersects the = 0 plane in the intervat* /n, 7mad andR,_, (x,t*) =
1 otherwise. The above concentration result implies Byat(x,t*) is a good
approximation foR, (X, t*).

Let us prove the last statement in the cases in whicix) does not intersect
the o = 0 plane (and therefor,,,(x,t*) = 1). If x is distributed according
to P(x,t* |Xo,0), the trajectoryz(r;x) will stay at a distance of order/3/n from
the critical one. In particular, its minimum distance fronet; = 0 plane will
be ~/+/n with v of order 1. This minimum will be achieved for close tor.
with high probability. We therefore restrict ourselves toiaterval of timeg* <
t <t* +nTe for some fixed numbeF > 1, and neglect the cases in which the

plane is touched outside this interval. The error impliestibstituting?,,.(x, t* )
with R, ,(X,t*) is upper bounded by the probability that the maximum distanc
between the actual decoding trajectory afidx) in the intervat* <t <t* +nTe

(7" —e <7 < 7.+ (T —1)e) is larger thany,/n. Using the above concentration
result withd = v/nandt —t* < nTe, we get

2

= * * v
|Ptmax(xa tf) - Ptmax(x’ t7)| S exp{— ZQTE} . (83)

As mentioned above, under the distributfx,t* |xo,0), bothy andT are, with
high probabilityO(1) (both with respect ta — c ands — 0). Therefore the right
hand side of equatiofifB.3) can be made arbitrarily smalbkings — 0.
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The last step consists in substitutiRg,, (x,t* ) for R, (x,t*) and the Gaus-
sian density from covariance evolution fx,t* |xo, 0) in equation[[B:P) and let-
ting n — co with n'/2(e — ¢*) fixed. This yields LemmBZ3.1 up to corrections of
which vanish wher — 0.

C. Proof of LemmaBdl In this Appendix we present a proof of Lemma
B, making use of Doob’s maximal inequalify{5.4). We sipaive that each
of the two events considered in EJ_{5.5) occurs with prdifglireater than
1— 21 exp—12,6%. This implies the thesis by a simple union bound, plus a
rescaling of the constanfg, (2.

Let us begin by considering the second event, nam(%%z X0 — 54/3n1/3,

For sake of simplicity we redefirtg to be the position of the global minimum of
Xtm) in the domairt > t*. The minimum with an unrestrictedcan be treated by
putting together the cases- t* andt < t,. Itis also useful to define

1 0 0
Yet, = — (X = X)),
t—t. m( )
Equation[5}) implies
P{ min Y—3t2+”25 < SVT b < e % (C.1)
o | NG s |

where we rescaled the constarngsand (2.
Let{t :1 € Z} be a non-decreasing sequence of real numbergjwitho as
| — oo andty = 0 asl — —o0. A union bound yields

—+oo
P{min Y < —54/3n1/3} <3 P{ min Y < —54/3n1/3} <
t>0 <. t

<t<tiyq
e ) 1 ) )
< P N < 54313 t2 M
_IZ {n min {t - +ﬁ] + I+1

<t<tiyg \/—
0
(54/3 nl/34 = t2_ %tHl)}

where we used Eq.[10.1) in the last inequality. At thin poir @hoosd; =
2'(né)?/3. Plugging into the above expression we get

2
. 2062 K201/3
4/3.1/3 2 2l 2 I+1
P{rgQYt — 543y } <M E exp{ T (1—!—2 _W2+ .

|=—o00

+00
< exp{
l|_Zm

|+l

If n> no(d) := (2r2)852 we get

iy 2562 2
; _ $4/3,.1/3 2 2| |
p{mt>|g1Yt§ 0*°n }ng E exp{ ST (1+2 2) }

|=—o0
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It is an elementary exercise to show that the right hand sidemialler than
2, exp{— (2,62} for some (eventually different) positive parameté&sand (2,
and anyo > do.

The second part of the proof consists in proving an analogppsr bound
for the probability of havingty —t*| > 6%/3n/3. In fact the proof proceeds as for
the first event. One splits the semi-infinite interval t* in intervalslt;, t; .1 [ with
t) = 2'(n§)?/3 and (this time) > 0, and then apply Doob’s maximal inequality to
each interval. We leave to the reader the pleasure of filliegletails.

D. Convergence to diffusion process. In this Appendix we prove Lemma
as a straightforward application of the following staést which can be found
in [22].

THEOREMD.1. Let {X} be a Markov process with valuesif and tran-
sition probabilityh(x,dy), with 0 < h <1 and initial condition % = Xo. Let R,
be the measure induced on the space of continuous trajest@ri= C([0, ), RY)
by the mapping Xh) = X; for integer t and interpolating linearly in between.
Assume that the limit

im = [ o)~ 9(0] m(x,y) = (£)(¥) 0.

h—sco

exists uniformly in a compact K RY for functionsg € C*(K). Assume that the
limit has the form

2 d
(L)) = 5 T a0 M5+ 5 b5 (02)
] i= |

with continuous and uniformly bounded coefficients &a;j (x)} (a being a pos-
itive definite matrix) and k= {bj(x)}. Assume finally that the solution of the
martingale problem for? is unique yielding a Markov family of measurgsdd
2. Then{Py,x} converges tdPx} as h— 0.

The proof of Lemm&%&]2 proceed then sa follows. I$etn~2/2 and define
the a Markov chain in the variableg, U, see Eq.[[518)[[8l8) using the transition
ratesW(A|x) and the initial conditionup(0) = ¢, U(0) = 0. One has then just to
compute the generator

(L) (uo, ) = lim N2 5 [@(uo+n A0, U+n"?24) — f (uo,0)]

Ag, A
W (Ao, Aln~?/3vg,n 1%, + n~Y/%0) (D.3)

where made the subsitutioW(A|x) — W(A|x/n) which implies a negligible
O(1/n) error. The formuld{210) is easily obtained by Taylor exgian the above
equation.



