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TP Decoding

Yi Lu, Cyril Méasson and Andrea Montanari

Abstract— ‘Tree pruning’ (TP) is an algorithm for prob- of random Low-Density Parity-Check (LDPC) codes and
abilistic inference on binary Markov random fields. It has  communication over memoryless channels, density evaiutio
been recently derived by Dror Weitz and used to construct allows to show that, at small enough noise level, the BP bit

the first fully polynomial approximation scheme for counting - S .
independent sets up to the ‘tree uniqueness threshold.’ Itan be ~ €MO' probability becomes arbitrarily small if the bloakgth

regarded as a clever method for pruning the belief propagatn IS large enough. This implies that the distance between
computation tree, in such a way to exactly account for the efict BP estimates and the actual marginals vanishes as well.
of loops. _ o ) ~ This result is not completely satisfactory, in that it relie

In this paper we generalize the original algorithm to make it i, 5 crycial way on the locally tree-like structure of sparse

suitable for decoding linear codes, and discuss various semes .
for pruning the computation tree. Further, we present the ou- random graphs. This property does not hold for structured

comes of numerical simulations on several linear codes, shing ~ 9raphs, and, even for large graphs, it kicks in only at very
that tree pruning allows to interpolate continuously between large blocklengths.

belief propagation and maximum a posteriori decoding. Findy, In contrast to this, the algorithm considered in this paper
we discuss theoretical implications of the new method. accounts systematically for short loops. It should theeefo
|. INTRODUCTION produce better performances, in particular in the errorrfloo

L . , ) regime since this is dominated by small error events [3].

Statistical inference is the task of computing marginais (o A convenient way of understanding the difference between
expectation values) of complex multi-variate distribnto BP and MAP decoding makes use of the so-called com-
Belief propagation(BP) is a generic method for aCCO'ﬁnpliSh'putation tree. Consider a code described by a factor graph

ing this task quickly but approximately, when the multivari ~ _ (V, F, E) wherebyV represents the variable nodes,

ate distribution factorizes according to a sparse graphicg ha factor nodes. and the edges. Lef € V, then the

structure. .The advent of sparse graph codgs and iterat'E{Srresponding computation tree denotedTy) is the tree
BP decoding [1] has naturally made decoding become ajj i\, _reversing walks i that start at. This gives a graph

important case of this general problem. The present papgfee) structure in a natural way: two nodes are neighbors if
builds on this connection by ‘importing’ an algorithm that, . is reached from the other adding a step

has been recently developed in the context of approximategp |,ses the marginal at the root ®f) as an estimate

COU”“”Q_' and inference [2]. _ ) for the marginal distribution at on the original graplG.
We will refer to the new algorithm asee pruning(TP) it contains short loops in the neighborhood ifthe
decoding For a number of reasons the application of thig; 5 tation tree differs front? in a neighborhood of the

method to decoding is non-trivial. However, it is an intéres 1,4 and, as a consequence, the BP estimate can differ vastly
ing approach for the three following reasofy9.1t provides a from the actual marginal.

sequence of decoding schemes that interpolates contilyuous \yi, [2] made the surprising remark that there exists a

between BP and the optimal maximum a posteriori (MAPY;,je \vay of pruning the computation tree (and fixing some
decoding. (ii) At each level of this sequence, the effecly jiq yariables) in such a way that the resulting root maatjin

of loops of increasing length is taken into accoufiti) coincides with the marginal of. Unhappily the size of the
We expect that an appropriate truncation of this SeqUeNERned tree, which we call theelf-avoiding walk treeand

might yield a polynomial algorithm for MAP decoding on yenqte hysaw(i), is exponential in the size of the original

general graphs of bounded degree, for low enough noige,nn Nevertheless, the tree can be truncated thus yielding
levels. Preliminary numerical results are encouraging. a convergent sequence of approximations for the marginal
A. Qualitative Features and Relation to BP Decoding at 7. The complexity of the resultmg_ qlgonthm is linear in

the size of the truncated tree. Its efficiency depends on how

As for BP decoding, TP decoding aims at estimatingg qjtive is the root marginal to the truncation depth.

the a posteriori marginal probabilities of the codeword.bit
Unhappily, the relation between BP estimates and the aB- Contributions and Outline

tual marginals is in general poorly understood. In the case applying this approach to decoding linear codes poses
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(¢¢) The original justification for truncating the self- Therefore, the code is further identified with a Tanner
avoiding walk tree followed the so-called ‘strong spagraphG = (V, F, E) whose adjacency matrix is the parity-
tial mixing’ or ‘uniqueness’ condition. This amounts check matrixt. We will denote byda={i € V : (i,a) € E}
to saying that the conditional marginal at the roothe neighborhood of function (check) node and write
given the variables at depth depends weakly on the 9a = (i1(a),...,ix@)(a)). Analogously, aid:ef{z' eV .
values of the latter. This is (most of the times) falsgi, a) € E} indicates the neighborhood of the variable node
in decoding. For a ‘good’ code, the value of biin . The conditional distribution for the channel outgugiven
a codeword is completely determined by the values ahe inputz factorizes according to the gragh (also called
bits outside a finite neighborhood around factor graph). It follows immediately from Bayes rule that
(iti) Even worse, we found in numerical simulations thaP{X = x|Y = y} = u¥(x), where
the original truncation procedure performs poorly in

: 1 .
decoding. p(z) = A0 H Q(yilz:) H I3 @ @y=0  mod 2).
The self-avoiding walk tree construction has already moti- 2 iev aEF
vated several applications and generalizations in thefpast (1)

months. Jung and Shah [5] discussed its relation with BP, aRge genote byu! (z:) = P{X; = 2;]Y = y} the marginal

proposed a distributed implementation. Mossel and Sly [§]istribution at biti. Symbol MAP decodingmounts to the
used it to estimate mixing times of Monte Carlo Markovfollowing prescription

chain algorithms. Finally, and most relevant to the proldem
listed above, Nair and Tetali [4] proposed a generalizaiion
non-binary variables and multi-variable interactions. i/h
this generalizations does in principle apply to decodits, i

#MAP () = arg max wl (z5) -
- :E,;G{O,l}
Both BP and TP decoders have the same structure, whereby

complexity grows polynomially in the tree size. This makeéhelmagnahi (- )T'f) replaced by its approximation, respec
it somewhat unpractical in the present context. tively v (-) or v (+).

In this paper we report progress on the three points abov&, Duality and Generalized Markov Random Field
Specifically, in Sectiohll we use duality to rephrase deogdi We call ageneralized Markov Random Fie{dMRF) over
in terms of a generalized binary Markov random field. Wepe finite alphabet’ a couple(G, v), whereG = (V, &) is
then show how to generalize the self-avoiding walk treg, ordinary graph over vertex sgt and edge sef. Further

construction to this context. In Sectignllll we discuss the, _ (i ¢ (i,5) € & Wy : i € V) is a set of weights
problems arising from the original truncation procedurgpqexed be edges an’d vertices §h ;i : X x X — R
and describe two procedure that show better performances.. y _,"r Notice that. unlike for ?)rdinary MREs. the

Numerical simulations are presented in Secfioh IV. Fir,lallyeélge weights in generalized MRFs are meguired to be
one of the most interesting perspectives is to use TP aSpBn-negative. T
tool for analyzing BP and, in particular, comparing it with - Gjyen a subset! C V, the marginal of the gMRF (G, w)

MAP decoding. Some preliminary results in this direction,, A, is defined as the function, : X% — R, with entries
are discussed in Sectiéd V.

We should stress that a good part of our simulations wa(@a) = > [ vw(,a) [[ei@). @
concerns the binary erasure channel (BEC). From a practical {z;:i¢ A} (k)€€ lev

point of view, TP decoding is not an appealing algorithmyhen A = V, we shall omit the subscript and calz) the

in this case. In fact, MAP decoding can be implemented ifeight of configurationz. More generally, theexpectation
polynomial time through, for instance, Gaussian elimiorti of a functionf : X¥ — R can be defined as

The erasure channel is nevertheless a good starting point
for several reasongi) Comparison with MAP decoding is w(f) = Zf@) H wlk(xl’zk)le(Il)' ®)
accessible(ii) We can find a particularly simple truncation z (k)eg lev
scheme in the erasure caggii) Some subtle numerical Notice thatw(-) is not (and in general cannot be) normal-
issues that exist for general channels disappear for the BEiZed. In the sequel, whenever the relevant MRF has non-
Il. DECODING THROUGH THE negative weights and is normalizable, we shall use words
‘expectation’ and ‘marginal’ in the usual (normalized) sen

SELF-AVOIDING WALK TREE ) . . .
. . . . Duality can be used to reformulate decoding (in particular,
Throughout this paper we consider binary linear codes gf, o posterior marginalg! (z;)) in terms of a gMRF. More

blocklengthn used over a binary-input memoryless Chanbrecisely, given a code with Tanner gragh= (V, F, E),

nel. Let BM(¢), wheree is a noise parameter, denote a,. qofine a gMRF on grapi = (V,€) whereV = (V, F)
generic channel. Assume thatis the output alphabet and and€ = E, proceeding as fO||OW57 We let = {0, 1} ’and

let {Qylz) = = € {0,1},y € Y} denote its transition ,qqqciate variables; € (0,1} toi € V andn, € {0,1} to

With a slight abuse of terminology we shall identify a code’ € & Y& then Introcuce the welghts
with a particular parity-check matri¥l that represents it, VieV, Yi(z;) = Qyilri), Va€F, Yu(ns) =1, (4)

¢ = {£ c {O, 1}n ‘Hz =0 mod 2} V(z’,a) € FE, ’L/Jm‘(na,.%'i) = (—1)”“%. (5)



Fig. 1. Tanner graph for a repetition code of length

Although next statement follows from general duality theor
it is convenient to spell it out explicitly.

Lemma 1. The marginals of the a posteriori distribution
defined in Eq.[{1) are proportional to the ones of the gMRF
defined in Eqg.[[#) and Eq[](5). More precisely, we get

1 (2:) = wi(;)/[wi(0) + wi(1)].
. . Fig. 2. Self-avoiding walk treeSAW(¢) for the Tanner graph of
Proof. It is immediate to prove a stronger result, namely thalt—'igure[l rooted at variable node= 0. In this picture, each node

the diStr.ibUtiO.nﬂy@) _iS proportional toy_, w(z,n), where  of the self-avoiding tree is labeled by its projection onfo At
w(z,n) is defined using Eq[14) and Edl (5). We have ‘terminated’ nodes we marked the value that the variabl@rised

to take.
>owian) =Y [TQuile) [T (—vmm o take

n n eV (i,a)€EE | inG b d ded self idi
B N yne..,.e. Mot leaves inG but corresponds to extended self-avoiding
=[[euilz) IT D. (-nre>ieo walks that cannot be further continued. The latter casesiris

eV ack nae{o,1} when the endpoint of the self-avoiding walk has already
=[] Quilz:) ] 21(Siconzi=0 mod2), been visited (i.e., when a loop is closed). We shall refer
eV a€F to nodes of the second type tsminatednodes. Indeed, the

which is proportional to the right-hand side of Egl (1)O self-avoiding walk treeSAW (i) can be obtained fronT (7)
by the followingterminationprocedure. Imagine descending

This result, which derives from [9] and [8], motivates usT(j) along one of its branches. When the same projection
to extend Weitz's construction to gMRBsThis is the object is encountered for the second time, terminate the branch.

of the next section. Formally, this means eliminating all the descendants:of
B. The Self-Avoiding Walk Tree for Generalized MarkoWNeneverr(u) = = (v) for some ancestor of u. ,
Random Field Given a gMRF(G, v), we can define a gMRF oBAW ()

) in the usual way. Namely, to any edde,v) € SAW(i),
~ Assume we are given a gragh = (V,€) and a node e asq0ciate a weight coinciding with the one of the cor-
1 € V. We have already described the computation tree fOOt(?Qsponding edge i1§: Yuo(Tu; o) = Vr(u)r(v) (Tu, Tv)-

ati, V\{hiCh we denote b}T@' , The analogous definition is repeated for any non-terminated
An ‘extended self-avoiding walk' (SAW) on a gragh=" poqe: ), (2,) = 1, (). Finally, the choice of weight

(V,£), starting ati € V is a non-reversing walk that never 5, torminated nodes makes use of the hypothesisthat

visits twice the same vertex, except, possibly, for its end{o’ 1}. Assume that the edges 6fare labeled using a given

point. The ‘self-avoiding Wa”_‘ Free’ rooted ate V is th'e order, e.g., a lexicographic order. Lebe a terminated node
tree of all extended self-avoiding walks ghstarting ati. —\ip 7(u) = j. Then the self-avoiding walk corresponding

It is straightforward to see th&AW(i) is in fact a finite , , contains a loop that starts and ends jatWe let
sub-tree ofT(i). Its size is bounded byA — 1)IVI, where () = (g = 0) (respectivelyun (wy) — (zy — 1)) if
A is the maximum degree &, and[V| the node number.  is |00p quitsj along an edge of higher (respectively, lower)

As an example, Figurlel 2 shows a SAW tree for the smalj,jor than the one along which it entefsThe relevance
graphg depicted in Figuré]l. (In this casg,is the Tanner ¢ yhis construction is due to Weitz who considéetie

graph of a repetition code of leng#) If we denote byV(i)  case of permissivebinary MRFs. By this we mean that

the vertex set oSAW(:), there exists a natural projection G(zr, ) > 0, ¥u(ay) > 0, and, for anyk € V, there

T V(z)_ -V that preserves _edges. Formally, maps a existsz} € {0,1}, such thaty,(z}) > 0, ¢ (z}, z;) > 0

self-avoiding walk to its end-point. _ for any | with (k,1) € £ andz; € {0,1}. (The latter is
Notice thatSAW (i) has two types of leaf nodegi) Nodes | oarred to as the ‘permissivity’ condition.)

that are leaves in the original gragh (i¢) Nodes that are

2Weitz [2] considered théndependent set problerout remarked that

IMore explicitely, we can think of implementing a binafyourier  his construction generalized to a larger class of MRFs. &y Shah [5]

involution as proposed first in [9] and [8] on the graph edges later studied this generalization. Nair and Tetali [4] discustez case of ‘hard-
reported in Eq.[{13)), while processing all graph vertices isimilar way.  core’ interactions (positively alignable) as well.



Proposition 1 (Weitz). Given a permissivebinary MRF  {&,—,(-) : v € D(u)} ordered according to the order of
(G, ), the marginal ofz; with respect to(G, ¢) is propor- edges(w(v),(u)) in G. Then we let

tional to the root marginal orbAW (i). R N @ (1) (). 54)
_ . - (@b, (u) (0), @p, (u) (1)) =(@*(0), & (1)) . 9)
The problem with non-permissive MRFs aral fortiori,

with generalized MRFs, is that the tree mo8&W (i) may The reason for calling this a ‘concatenation’ follows from
not admit any assignment of the variables such that all trbe remark that, with the notations above, we haie(1) =
weights ¢ (2;), v (zk, ;) are non-negative. As a conse-@?(0), @ (1) = @) (0), etc. We refer to the discussion
quence the MRF oiSAW(i) does not define a probability (and proof) below for a justification of this claim. As a conse
distribution and this invalidates the derivation in [2] &][ guence, the procedure in Ef] (9) can be described as follows:
Even worse, the procedure used in these papers was bagéiie the components of5")(-),&®(-) - ,&*)(-) in

in keeping track of ratios among marginals, of the fornsequence, and eliminate repeated entries.

Ri = pi(z; = 0)/pi(z; = 1). When the MRF does not  With this groundwork, we obtain the following general-

define a distribution, ill-defined ratios such®$ can appear. ization of Weitz's result.

Let us stress that this problem is largely due to the term'Proposmon 2. Given a gMRF(G, ¢), the marginal ati €

nation’ procedure described above. This in fact constraing i respect to(G, ) is equal to the generalized root
the set of assignments with non-vanishing weight to bﬁ1arg|nal ONSAW(i).

compatible with the values assigned at terminated nodes.
In order to apply the self-avoiding walk construction toProof. The proof is very similar to Weitz’s original proof
gMRFs, we need to modify it in the two following ways. in [2]; the difference is that special care must be paid
(i) We add further structure t8AW (). For anyu € V(i), to avoid ill-defined expressions. The argument consists in
let D(u) be the set of ithildren (i.e., the set of extended Progressively simplifying the graply (rooted at:) until
self-avoiding walks that are obtained by adding one step @AW(i) is obtained. We shall represent these simplifications
u). Then we partitiorD(u) = Dy (u)U- - -UDy(u) as follows. ~ graphically.
Let vy, v € D(u) be two children ofu, and write them as  Consider the first step, corresponding to Hg. (8), with
vi = (u,j1), v2 = (u,j2). Further, letj = n(u). Then u = 4. The partition of D(u) in {Di(u), ...Dx(u)},
we write v; ~ v if there exists an extended self-avoidingcorresponds to a partition of of the subgraph (obtained
walk of the form (u,ji,v/, jo,j). Here we are regarding by eliminating fromg, i as well as its adjacent vertices)
u, u' as walks ong (i.e., sequences of vertices) and wento connected components. This correspondence is depicte
use (u,v,w, ...) to denote the concatenation of walks. It isbelow (whereby gray blobs correspond to connected sub-
not difficult to verify that~ is an equivalence relation. The graphs). After factoring out the terg, (), the definition of
partition {D1(u),...,Dx(w)} is defined to be the partition

in equivalence classes under this relation.

(17) We define thegeneralized root marginabf SAW (i
through a recursive procedure that makes it always Wel
defined. First notice that, it is a tree rooted at, then
the marginal at can be computed by a standard messag

passing (dynamic programming) procedure, starting froen th
leaves and moving up to the root. The update rules are, forarginal in Eq.[(R) factorizes naturally on such components

u € D(w), leading to Eq.[(B)
Consider now one of such components, caffiit such as
Wusw(@a) = Cul@a) [ Boosulaa), (6) the one depicted below. The corresponding generalized root
vED(u) marginal is computed using the concatenation rule, spdcifie
Boosulzy) = Z Vo (Tus ) Wosu (o), (7) INEQ. {9). In order to derive this rule, first consider thegira

Ty

where edges are understood to be directed towards the root u® ul
The marginal at the root is obtained by evaluating the righ
hand side of Eq.[{6) with, = i.
The generalized root marginal is defined by the same pr
cedure but changmg Ed.J(6) as follows. Given the partition

D(u) = D1(u) U---UDg(u) described above, we let
G} obtained fromg1 by replacing its roots by k = deg(u

b copiesu(V, ..., u®), each of degree (heredeg(v) denotes
Wamsw(Tu) = Yu(ty H D1(w) (Tu) ®)  the degree of verteu). Each of the newly introduced vertices
=1 is adjacent to one of the edges incident on the roofiin
where we defingdp, (. (x,) through aconcatenatiorpro-  Furtheru, ..., u(*) are labeled according to the ordering

cedure. Let(@®(-),...,o®(.)) be the set of messages(chosen at the beginning of the reduction procedure) on the



adjacent edges. Thegenodes will be referred to as ‘split  Assume, without loss of generality, that = 0. We

nodes’ in the sequel. define the Iikelihoog ratios on thBAW(i) tree Ry, =
From the definition of marginal in Eq.](2), and using thev, ., (1)/wy—+(0), Ry = Wysp(1) /@y (0) and R; =
notationw’ for the gMRF ong;, we have w;i(1)/w;(1). The ratio Rp,(,) is defined analogously in
terms ofwp,(,) (- ). Equation then implies
wul®) = Wiy (g ), (10) woy (). Equation ) P
k =~ _ 1/Juv(oa 1) + wuv(la 1) Ru—)v (13)
u—v .
for € {0,1}. This identity is represented as the first Yu(0,0) + tuu(1,0) Rusyy
equality in the figure above. Eq. [8) yields on the other hand
Next we replace the grapl§; by k copies of it,
Hi, ..., Hr. With a slight abuse of notation, we re-name (1) k 14
u the first of thek ‘split nodes’ in 1, u® the second Ruysw = (0 U (14)

in H-, and so on. Further we add node weights to the other

‘split nodes,’ (i.e., the ones that remained un-namedhgeit Finally, using the remark that(®) (1) = &+ (0) for I =
of the form, (z,) = I(x, = 0) (forcing z, to take value 1,...,k— 1, we get from Eq.[(9)

0) or of the form,(x,) = I(z, = 1) (forcing z, to take

~ sa S ~
value 1). More precisely, for any € {1,...,k} on H; we Rp,(u) = RW...R® = H Rysu- (15)
force to0 those split nodes that come befar€), and to1 v€Di(u)
the ones that come after. ‘ . Putting the last two equations together
As a consequence, if we usé’) for the gMRFH (), we
have Ry = w H Rv%u- (16)
wq(jg)( ) = W (@ 0zl 1), (11) veDb(w)
-1 ke It is now easy to check that, EJ. {16) and E[g.](13) coin-
) ) ) cide with the appropriate recursive definition of probaypili
In lparucular, for anyj € {1,....k — 1}, w5 (1) = marginal ratios orSAW(7). O
w({;ﬁll)) (0). As a consequence of this fact and of Hg.](10), N ) o .
we get Proposition 2 does not yield an efficient way of computing
) S marginals of gMRF. The conundrum is that the resulting
(wu(0),wu(1)) = (w1 (0),wy iy (1)) - (12)  complexity is linear in the size AW (i) which is in turn

exponential in the size of the original gragh On the
other hand, it provides a systematic way to define and study
algorithms for computing efficiently such a marginal. The
idea, proposed first in [2], is to defor$AW(:) in such a
way that its generalized root marginal does not change too
ymuch but computing it is much easier.

This proves Eq.[{9) witho'}), (z)Z%(M) (z) (second equality
in the last figure above).

Finally, Eq. [I) follows by considering the marginal of a.
node of degred, asu,...,u® in graphs#i, ..., Hx,
and expressing it in terms of the marginal of its onl
neighbor.

This completes one full step of the procedure that breaks I1l. TRUNCATING THE TREE

the loops through node. By recursively repeating the BP can be seen as an example of the approach mentioned

same steps, the graph is completely unfolded giving rise 9 the end of the previous section. In this c&#WV/(i) is

SAW(D). replaced by the first generations of the computation tree,
The self-avoiding walk tre§AW (i) appears as a conve-to be denoted byT(i;¢). In this case the complexity of

nient way to organize the calculation of the marginal at evaluating the generalized root marginal scaleg aather

in the general case. In the case of permissive MRFs thiban as|T(i;t)].

calculation coincides with a standard marginal calcutatio A different idea is to cut some of the branchesSéiV (7)

on the treeSAW (7). It is instructive to check this explicitly. in such a way to reduce drastically its size. We will call

truncationthe procedure of cutting branches $AW(z). It

is important to keep in mind that truncation is differentrfro

theterminationof branches when a loop is closeddnWhile

Proof. First notice that, for permissive MRFs, the self-termination is completely defined, we are free to define

avoiding walk tree construction yields a MRF 8AW (i) that  truncation to get as good an algorithm as we want. In the

defines a probability distribution (non-negative and ndizna following we shall define truncation schemes parametrized

able), whose marginals will be denoteckaas well. We have by an integert, and denoted aSAW(i;t). We will have

to prove that, in this case, the generalized root marginal 8AW((i;¢) = SAW(4) for ¢ > n, thus recovering the exact

proportional to the ordinary marginal at the rootS¥W(i).  marginal by Propositioh]2.

The crucial remark is that, because of permissivity, the In order for the algorithm to be efficient, we need to ensure

messages are non-negative and, in particular,,(x) > 0  the following constraints(i) SAW(i; t) is ‘small enough’ (as

and @y, (x%) > 0. the complexity of computing its generalized root marginal

Fact 1. Proposition[1 is a special case of Propositigh 2 for
permissive MRFs.



is at most linear in its size)(ii) SAW(i;t) is ‘easy to nodew is decoded in this way, fix it to the corresponding
construct.’ For coding applications, this second constriai  value and further truncate the tr6AW(:) at this node.
somewhat less restrictive because the treB@)/(i;¢) can The resulting treeSAW(i;¢) is not larger than the one
be constructed in a preprocessing stage and not recomputedulting from fixed-depth truncation. For low erasure prob
at each use of the code. abilities it is in fact much smaller than the latter.

In order to achieve the second goal, we must define the )
partition D(u) = Dy 4(u) U --- U Dy (u) of children ofu C. Improved Truncation Schemes: General channel
according to the subtre@AW(i; ) used in the computation.  The above trick cannot be applied to general BM channels.
Consider two children of:, which we denote by,,v2 €  We therefore resort to the following two constructions.
D(u). In a similar way as for th&AW(i) in the complete  (;) ConstructionMAP(i;¢): Define the distancei(i, ;)
tree case, we write them a§ = (u,j1), v2 = (u,j2), between two variable nodeg j to be the number of
and definev; ~; vy if there exists a descendam{ of check nodes encountered along the shortest path from
vy in SAW(i;t) such thatm(vi) = j» or a descendant to j. Let B(i;¢) be the subgraph indudgcby variable
vy Of vy such thatr(vy) = ji1. The construction of the nodes whose distance fromis at mostt. Then we let
partition {Dy¢(u), ..., Dy (u)} will be different whether SAW(i;t)=MAP(i;¢) be the completeself-avoiding walk
communication takes place over erasure or general channeige for the subgrapB(i;¢). This corresponds to truncating

) ] ) SAW(7) as soon as the corresponding self-avoiding walk ex-

A. Weitz's Fixed Depth Scheme and its Problems its B(i; ¢). No forcing self-potential is added on the boundary.

The truncation procedure proposed in [2] amounts to A nice property of this scheme is that it returns the
truncating all branches &AW (i) at the same depth unless posteriori estimate of transmitted bik; given the channel
they are already terminated at smaller depth. Variables autputs within B(i;¢), call it Yg,,,. As a consequence,
deptht (boundary) are forced to take arbitrary values. many reasonable performance measures (bit error protyabili

The rationale for this scheme comes from the ‘strongonditional entropy, etc.) are monotonetifl1].
spatial mixing’ property that holds for the system studied On the negative side, the size of the tMAP(i;t) grows
in [2]. Namely, if we denote byv;;(z;|z,) the normalized very rapidly (doubly exponentially) with at smallt. This
marginal distribution at the roatgiven variable assignment prevented us from using> 3.

at deptht, we have (i7) ConstructionMAP(i;t) — BP(¢): The treeMAP(i; t)
, . constructed as in the previous approach is augmented by
ewije (- [z) — wie (- z3)lTv < AN, (17)  adding some descendants to those nodes that are terminated

in MAP(i;t). More precisely, below any such nodein

. . . , )
uniformly in the boundary conditions,, z; for some con the mentioned tree, we add the fistgenerations of the
stantsA > 0, A € [0, 1). .

computation tree.

It is easy to realize that the condition in EQ.(17) generi- (iii) ConstructionSAW(i: #): We can implement a finer

cally does not hold for ‘good’ sparse graph codes. The reason .
is that fixing the codeword values at the boundary of a lar geheme for the general BM case. This scheme operates on

) ; - ggAW(i;t) obtained by truncating all branches AW (i) at
tree, normally determines thelr values inside the same tretﬁe same depth. The description of this method is slightly
Lnofgzzrry\’\é%r:jmtgr? TP estimates strongly depend on thlgngthy. We omit the details here and choose to present the

One can still hope that some simple boundary conditioﬂurnerlcal results in Fid.l7 of Sectignilv.
might yield empirically good estimates. An appealing ckoic IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS
is to leave ‘free’ the nodes at which the tree is truncateds Th F icati the BEC. the imol tafi
or communication over the , the implementation

means that no node potential is added on these boundary ver- ) ) ) ) L
tices. We performed numerical simulations with this schem@ TP decoding as described in SectlonIll-B is satisfying.

on the same examples considered in the next section. ThEI€ it is simple enough for practical purpose, it permits

results are rather poor: unless the truncation levisl very US t0 depict performance curves that interpolate sucdéssfu

large (which is feasible only for small codes in practiced th P&tween BP and MAP decoding. The binary erasure channel,

bit error rate is typically worse than under BP decoding. Which we denote by BE() if the erasure probability is, is
appealing for a first study for the following reasofs. The

B. Improved Truncation Schemes: Erasure Channel accessibility of performance curves under MAP decoding

allows for a careful study of the new algorithr(iz) The

For decoding over the BEC, a S|mpl_e trlgk IMPrOVESrp gecoder turns out to be ‘robust’ with respect to changes
remarkably the performances of TP decoding. First, constru,

. in the truncation method, hence simpler to study.
a subtree ofSAW(i) of depth at most by truncating at P y

the d t variabl d h deoth d t o As an example for a generic BM channel, we shall con-
€ geepest variable nodes whose depin does not Ceegider the binary-input additive white Gaussian noise ckann
The partition{D; ;(u), ..., Dy +(u)} is constructed using the

. 7, ith standard deviation, which we denote by BAWG .
equivalence class of the transitive closure~gf Then run with standard deviation, which we denote by NC)

Ordinary BP on this graph, UDwardS fror_n the: Iegves _towardS3The subgraph induced by a subdét of variable nodes is the one
the root, and determine all messages in this direction. If iacluding all those check nodes that only involve variatites/.



Let us stress that the TP decoder is not (in general) sym- %Zie[n] ]P;{:iIF’/BP/MAP(Y-[n]) £ X.}
metric with respect to codewords. This complicates a little 10°
the analysis (and simulations) which has to be performed for 1
uniformly random transmitted codewords.
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The erasure case is illustrated by three examples: a tail- |
biting convolutional code, th€23,12) Golay code and a
sparse graph code. Here the comparison is done with BP 10—°
after convergence (‘infinite’ number of iterations) and MAP
as implemented through Gaussian elimination.

TP decoder permits us to plot a sequence of performance 10’70_0 01 02 03 04 05 06 0.7 08 09 1.0°
curves, indexed by the truncation parametein all of the
cases considered, TP improves over BP already at smal. 4. (23,12) Golay code with blocklength = 23. Blue curve:
values oft. As ¢ increases, TP eventually comes very closgP decoding witht = co. Black curve: MAP decoding (BP and

. . . . aussian elimination). Blue curves: BP decoding with 4,5, 6.

to MAP. The gain is particularly clear in codes with manygoq curves: TP decoding with= 4, 5, 6 (truncated tree).
short loops, and at low noise. This confirms the expectation
that, when truncated, TP effectively takes care of small L Tp/BR/MAP
‘pseudocodewords.’ o " 2ien PAZ: (Yn) # Xi}

The first example is a memory two and rdt& convolu-
tional code in tailbiting form with blocklength = 100. The 107"
performance curves are shown in Higj. 3. The TP and BP de- 10-2
coders are based on a periodic Tanner graph associated with
the tailbiting code with generator péit + D?,1+ D + D?). 107?
More precisely, they are based on the graph representing the; ;-4
parity-check matrix with circulant horizontal patterno111.

10~

10°°
. —6
0 % Zz‘e[n] IPj{agp/BP/MAP(Y[n]) # Xi} 10
10 10~7 €
. 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 04 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
10
3 . Fig. 5. Aregular(3,6) LDPC code with blocklengtih = 50. Blue
1072 MAP-decoding curve: BP decoding withh = co. Black curve: MAP decoding (BP
10-3 and Gaussian elimination). Blue curves: BP decoding with7, 8.
Complete BP decoding Red curves: TP decoding with= 7,8 (truncated tree).
1074
107 Our results are shown in Fig] 6 and Hig. 7. The TP and
1076 BP decoders are based on the natural periodic Tanner graph
10- associated with the tailbiting code. We run BP a large number

7 €

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 of iterations and check the error probability to be roughly
Fig. 3. Tailbiting convolutional code with generator pait + independent .Of the Iterat|0n§ number. Thg '.V!AP degoder IS
D*1 + D + D?) and blocklengthn = 100. Black curve: performed using BP on the single-cycle tailbiting treliig

BP decoding witht = oo. Red curve: MAP decoding (BP BCJR on aring [7], [9], [10]).

and Gaussian elimination). Blue curves: BP decoding witk: We observe that the two schem@sAP(i;t) — BP(Y)
3,4,5,6,8,10,12,14 (almost indistinguishable). Red curves: TPgng SAW(i;t) with ¢ = 8 outperform BP. Unhappily, due
decoding witht = 3, 4,5, 6,8, 10, 12, 14 (tfruncated tree). to complexity constraints we were limited to small values

_ of ¢ and therefore could not approach the actual MAP
The second example is the standard (perfect) Golay Cog%rformances.

with blocklengthn = 23. It is shown in Fig[#H.
The third example, an LDPC code with blocklength= V. THEORETICAL IMPLICATIONS

50, is depicted in FigLl5. One interesting direction is to use the self-avoiding walk
tree construction for analysis purposes. We think in paldic
of two types of developmentsi) a better understanding of

In the case of the BAWGN channel, we consider a singlthe relation between BP and MAP decoding, &l a study
example of code, the tail-biting convolutional code use@f the ‘inherent hardness’ of decoding sparse graph codes.
above, and two truncation schemes, the construct{ei)s While the first point is self-explanatory, it might be useful
and (zi4) described in Sectiop II4C. to spend a few words on the second. The most important

B. Binary-Input Additive White Gaussian Noise Channel



0 & e P{a}*M (Vi) # Xi}

10°° ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ %%

2 1 0 1 2 3 4 (dB)
Fig. 6. Tailbiting convolutional code with generator pait +
D? 14 D+ D?) and blocklengtt = 50. Dashed black curve: BP
decoding witht = 400. Black curve: MAP decoding (wrap-around
BCJR). Blue curves: BP decoding with= 8,50. Red curves:
TP decoding witht = 8 (truncated tree, denoted by TPX)), TP
decoding on a ball of radius 2 (scherti¢) with no BP processing,
denoted byMAP(2)) and, TP decoding according to scheifi€)
(with parameters as indicated AP (i;2) — BP(50)).

= e P{a]™* M (Vi) # Xi}

1 00

107t
1072
1073
1074
107°
107¢
1077

o 8b——
-3 _92 _ No
321012345678(dB)
Fig. 7. Tailbiting convolutional code with generator pait +
D? 1+ D+ D?) and blocklengtn = 50. Blue curve: BP decoding
with ¢ = 400. Black curve: MAP decoding (wrap-around BCJR).
Red curve: TP decoding according to schefii¢) (with parameter
as indicated bysAW(i;t = 8) using a suitable truncated tree).

Proof. The decoder consists in returning the MAP estimate
of i given the subgraptB(i;¢) and the values received
therein. Consider the subgragh,(y) of G, obtained by
removing non-erased bits. The proof consists in an elemen-
tary percolation estimate on this graph, see [14].

Itis easy to see th@®{z;(y) # #¥*"(y)} is upper bounded
by the probability that the connected componenichf(y)
that containsi is not-contained inB(i;¢). This is in turn
upper bounded by the number of paths betwieamd a vertex
at distance +1 (which is at most.(1—1)*(r—1)*) times the
probability that one such path is completely erased (which
is e't1). Therefore, forA = 1e > 0 and\ = (L — 1)(r —
e < 1, we getP{z;(y) # 2" (y)} < AX'. The proof is
completed by taking = log(A4/0)/log(1/)), and noticing
that B(i;¢) can be decoded in time polynomial in its size,
that is polynomial in1/§. The computation is repeated for
eachi € {1,...,n} whence the facton. O

We think that a strengthening (better dependence on the
precisiond) and generalization (to other channel models) of
this result can be obtained using the self-avoiding walk tre
construction.
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