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ABSTRACT correction (FEC), or even by the transport level user data-

gram protocol (UDP) checksums. Another example would

In this paper We.investigate the deCOd‘”‘-?J of parallel turbooe the transmission links that exhibit deep fading of the sig
codes over the binary erasure channel suited for upper—layﬁal (fades of 10dB or more) for short periods. This is the

error correction. The proposed algorithm performs On'thecase of the satellite channel where weather conditions (es-

Eyl decodmg,!.e.dlt s_trahr_ts dleco_d;]ng as soon as thif'ft SYMhecially rain) severely degrades the channel quality, enev
OIS are received. Is algorithm compares with the Itera'Ehe mobile transmissions due to terrain effect. In suchasitu

tive decoding of codes defined on graphs, in that it ProPagons, the physical layer FEC fails and we can either ask for

gates in the trellises of the turbo code by removing transiz,_transmission (only if a return channel exists, and penal

tions in the same way edges are removed in a bipartite gre}qn in broadcast/ multicast scenarios) or use upper layey (U
under message-passing decoding. Performance comparisef ~

with LDPC codes for different coding rates is shown. . - .
In this paper, we propose a minimum-delay decoding al-

gorithm for turbo codes suited for UL-FEC, in the sense that
1. INTRODUCTION the decoding starts since the reception of the first symbols

where a symbol could be a bit or a packet. The paper is orga-
The binary erasure channel (BEC) introduced by Elias [1] isiized as follows: Sectidd 2 gives the system model and a brief
one of the simplest channel models: a symbol is either eraseécall of the existing decoding algorithms. Secfidn 3 exysla
with probabilityp, or exactly received with probability— p.  the minimum-delay decoding algorithm. Simulation results
The capacity of such a channel with a uniform source is giveand comparisons with LDPC codes are shown in Se€fion 4,
by: and Sectiofil5 gives the concluding remarks.

C=1-p

Codes that achieve this capacity are caMakimum-Distance 2. SYSTEM MODEL AND NOTATIONS
SeparablgMDS) codes, and they can recover tReinfor-
mation symbols from any< of the N codeword symbols. We consider the transmission of a parallel turbo code [9 wit
An MDS code that is widely used over the BEC is the nontate R. = K /N over the BEC. An information bit sequence
binary Reed-Solomon (RS) code, but its block length is lim-of length K is fed to a recursive systematic convolutional
ited by the Galois field cardinality that dramatically ineses (RSC) code with rate = k/n to generate a first parity bit
the decoding complexity. For large block lengths, low-dgns sequence. The same information sequence is scrambled via
parity-check (LDPC) codes|[2][3][4] [5] and repeat-accumu an interleavetl to generate a second parity sequence. With
late (RA) [6] codes with message-passing decoding proved thalf-rate RSC constituents, the resulting turbo code higs ra
perform very close to the channel capacity with reasonable/3. In order to raise the rate of the turbo code, parity bits
complexity. Moreover, “rateless” codes [7] [8] that are@ap are punctured. In this paper, we consider rgt8; punctured
ble of generating an infinite sequence of parity symbols wereate1 /2 and punctured ratg/3 turbo codes. The decoding
proposed for the BEC. Their main strength is their high perof turbo codes is performed iteratively using probabiitam
formance together with linear time encoding and decodingnformation bits, which requires the reception of the entir
However, convolutional-based codes, that are widely used f codeword before the decoding process starts. For instance,
Gaussian channels, are less investigated for the BEC. Amonbe soft-input soft-output (SISO) “Forward-Backward” (FB
the few papers that treat convolutional and turbo codes[9] i algorithm [15], optimal in terms o& posteriori probability
this context are [10] [11] [12] [13] [14]. (APP) on symboals, consists of one forward recursion and one
In practical systems, data packets received at the uppbackward recursion over the trellis of the two constituemtas.
layers encounter erasures. In the Internet for instands, it As turbo codes are classically used over Gaussian channels,
frequent to have datagrams that are discarded by the phya-SISO algorithm (the FB or other sub-optimal decoding al-
ical layer cyclic redundancy check (CRC) or forward errorgorithms) are required to attain low error rates. Exchaggin
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hard information between the constituent codes using an al- biby

gorithm such as the well-known Viterbi Algorithm (VA) [1L6] e1 =00 o2 °
(that is a Maximume-Likelihood Sequence Estimator (MLSE) 11

for convolutional codes) is harshly penalizing. Howevar, i 11

the case of the BEC, a SISO decoding algorithm is not neces- ez =01 o o0 *
sary. In fact, it has been shown in[12] that the VA is optimal 10

in terms of symbol (or bit) probability on the BEC, which e3=10 e .
means that one can achieve optimal decoding of turbo codes %11

on the BEC without using soft information. In other words, es=11 o oll
if a bit is known to (or correctly decoded by) one trellis, its 10

value cannot be modified by the other trellis. Motivated by
this key property, we propose a decoding algorithm for turbd-ig. 1. Transitions of the half-rate four-state R&C5)s code.
codes based on hard information exchange.

the parity bit. There ar@* = 2 transitions leaving and
transitions arriving to each state. The transitions bete®

The turbo code has two trellises that hdvesteps each, and steps40f the_tr_elliipan be re[lazrese;]nted Waldx 2fo_1 matrix
one codeword represents a path in the trellises. In a goal (g x m"?‘mx n tgl IS ca_se). bort €,5)s code for instance,
minimize the decoding delay, we propose an algorithm thal € transition table Is given by:

starts decoding directly after the reception of the firss bit

3. ON-THE-FLY DECODING OF TURBO CODES

the transmitted codeword. First, at every step of the sedj €1 | 62| €3 | €4
if one of then bits of the binary labeling is receivedd. is eq |00 X |11 X
known), we remove the transitions that do not cover this bit. es | 11| X | 00| X
If, at some step in the trellis, all the transitions leavirgjate e3 | X |10 X | 01
e; on the left are removed, we then know that no transition eqs | X |01] X | 10

arrives to this state at the previous step. Consequently, al
the incoming transitions to state from the left are removed.
Similarly, if - at some step - there are no transitions angyi
to a statez; on the right, this means that we cannot leave stat LS . .
e; at the following step, and all the transitions outgoing from le of the qode to build binary transmon matricBs., Tv,x,
statee; are removed. This way the information propagateé'jl_n_dTxb2 with b_l’ by € {0,1} that contain the aIIovyed tran-
in the trellis and some bits can be determined without bein§"°"S depending on the known bits. These matrices will be
received. This algorithm is inspired by the message-pgssirpt0reéd at the decoder and usedask-uptables throughout
decoding of LDPC codes over the BEC, where transitiond"® decoding process. For instance, if the two bits of the-tra
connected to a variable node are removed if this variable {&ition are unknown, we define the matrix:
received.

Now at some stage of the decoding process, if an infor-
mation bit is determined in one trellis without being reesly Tox =
we set its interleaved (or de-interleaved) counterparhas/i
and the same propagation is triggered in the other treltie T
information exchange between the two trellises continues u
til propagation stops in both trellises. This way we can reWhere a one in positiof, j) means that there is a transition
cover the whole transmitted information bits without reeei between state; and stater;, and a zero means that no tran-
ing the whole transmitted codeword. sition exists. However, ib; = 0 andbs is unknown, or if

In the sequel, for the sake of clearness, we will only conb1 is unknown and, = 0, we define the following matrices
sider parallel turbo codes built from the concatenatiomaft corresponding to the allowed transitions:
RSC codes with generator polynomidlg 5) in octal (the

where anX means that the transition does not exist. For the
eed of the proposed algorithm, we will use the transitien ta

OO ==
_ -0 O
OO = =
—= =0 O

polynomial (7). being the feedback polynomial), constraint 1000 1000
length L = 3, and coding rate = k/n = 1/2, code that _|10 010 .- (0010
has a simple trellis structure with four states. The altonit 0x 000 1| ™ 01 00
can be applied to any parallel turbo code built from other RSC 01 .00 0 0 01

constituents. The transitions of the REC5)s code between
two trellis steps are shown in Fig] 1. As the code is systemWe build the other matrices similarly. Note that there are a
atic, the bitb; represents the information bit, and the bjt  total of 3™ matrices, each of siz2-—! x 2571,



On-the-fly decoding algorithm If we get new all-zero columns or new all-zero rows at steps

1) Initialization step. We consider matricel/; (i) andM,(j) ¢+ 1, we set « ¢+ 1 and continue the propagation (Step 3).
corresponding to transitions at stejpand;j of the two trel-  4) Duplication step. If during the propagation we get some
lises of the constituent codes. These matrices are imédli 17,(t) C T, (i.e. the value of the information bit of the

as follows: " transition in thed™ trellis is equal tob), we proceed as
T1010 T1010 follows:
0000 0000
= = If Mi(t) C Tpx, We compute:
M=\ 5900 | Mi2(D=1 0101 o M) < Tix P
0000 0000

- - - - My (T1(1)) = M (TI(£)) A Th

i 8 8 8 i 8 8 8 and then we propagate frohi(¢) in the second trellis
Mi2(K)=| 0100 |0 MeE+D=| /.0, (Step 3).
L0100 ] L0000 ] o If Ms(t) C Tyx, we compute:
Ml(t) :M2(t) :Txx7 t:27...,K—1 M1 (H_l(t)) _ ]Vfl (H_l(t)) /\Tbx

The matrices at steps and 1 (namely M, (0), My(0), and then we propagate froffi ' (¢) in the first trellis
M, (1) and,M(1)) represent the fact that any codeword starts (Step 3).

in the zero state. The matrices at stépand K + 1 represent

the two steps required for trellis terminatiore( ending in 5y New reception step. If the propagation in both trellises
the zero state). stops, we go back to step 2.

2) Reception step. Each time a bit- € {0, 1} is received: 6) Decoding stop. The decoding is successful if; (i) C

) ) ) o ) ) Ty« foralli € {0,..., K—1}. We then define the inefficiency
e If r is an information bit, it is placed in appropriate ratio ;1 as follows:

positions in both trellises as; = ro; = r, wherej = T'stop
I1 (4). We then compute: =k
_ _ _ _ wherersop > K is the number of bits received at the mo-

M, (i) = My (i) ANTrx and Ma(j) = M2(j) A Trx ment when the decoding stops. An illustration of the pro-
posed algorithm is shown in Fif] 2. First, at the reception of
an information bith; = 0, we remove the transitions in the
corresponding step in the trellis where= 1. Note that this
step is done in interleaved positions in both trellises atr#x
ception of an information bit. At this stage, no propagation
in the trellis is possible as all the states are still coneg:.ct
Next we receive a parity bit, = 1; the remaining transitions
corresponding té, = 0 are removed. At that point, we no-
tice that states; andes on the left are not connected. This
means that the transitions arriving from the left to theagest
are not allowed anymore, thus they are removed. Similarly,
3) Propagation step. If either M (i) or M>(j) has at least e remove the transitions leaving the statesndes on the
one all-zero column or one all-zero row, the algorithm ieabl right.
to propagate in either direction in either trellis using tok In fact, the average decoding inefficiengy, of the code
lowing rule: relates to its erasure recovery capacity as follows: suppos
that, on average, the proposed decoding algorithm requires
K’ (K’ > K) symbols to be able to recover ttié informa-
tion symbols. we can write the following:

) L ) K" (I—=pw)N  1—pm
o Left propagation: an all-zero row with indexin M;(t) Hav = 7= = K TR,
generates an all-zero column with indein Mg(t—1).

where thea operator is a logical AND between corre-
sponding entries of the two matrices. In other words
we only keep the transitions il (¢) with b; = r.

o If ris a parity bit, we sety; 1 = r if r belongs to the
firsttrellis, orrg;41 = r if  belongs to the second one.
We then compute:

Ml(l) = Ml(l) ATy, Or Mg(]) = Mg(]) AN A

e Letd € {1, 2} representthe trellis indices and initialize
acountet € {4, j} representing the step index through
each trellis.

where the threshold probabiliy;;, corresponds to the aver-
e Right propagation: an all-zero column with indexn  age fraction of erasures the decoder can recover. We can then
M,(t) generates an all-zero row with indexn M, (t+ write py, as:
1) Pth = 1- ,uach



4. SSIMULATION RESULTS

In this section, the performance of the proposed algorithm
(@) with parallel turbo codes is shown. The coding rate of the
turbo code using half-rate constituent codekis = 1/3.
However, we also consider turbo codes with = 1/2 and
R. = 2/3 obtained by puncturing th&. = 1/3 turbo code.
We use two types of interleavers: 1) Pseudo-random (PR) in-
terleavers (not optimized) and 2) Quasi-cyclic (QC) bi-dim
sional interleavers [17] that are the best known interlesire
the literature: in fact, it was shown in [118] that the minimum
(b) distancel,,;, of a turbo code is upper-bounded by a quantity
that grows logarithmically with the interleaver si&g and the
QC interleavers always achieve this bound.

The comparison is made with regular and irregskair-
caseLDPC codes. An LDPC code is said to bmircaseif
the right hand side of its parity check matrix consists of a
double diagonal. The advantage of a staircase LDPC code is
that the encoding can be performed in linear time using the
(c) parity check matrix, therefore there is no need for the gen-
erator matrix, which generally is not low density. A stair-
case LDPC code is said to be regular if the left hand side of
the parity check matrix is regulare. the number ofi’s per
olumn is constant. Otherwise it is said to be irregular. In
this section, we consider regular staircase LDPC codes with
four 1's per each left hand side column. Irregular staircase
LDPC codes are optimized for the BEC channel by density
evolution. In Fig.[B, we compare the performance of turbo
codes and LDPC codes f@&. = 1/3. Turbo codes with RSC
For instance, if a code witR. = 1/3 haspq, = 1.076,ithas (7 5); and PR interleaving achieve an average inefficiency
pen = 0.641. As a code with this coding rate is -theoretically- ;. of about1.09, which means they requirg’ = 1.09K
capable of correcting a probability of erasurepof 2/3,the  received bits (09% overhead) to be able to recover the
gap to capacity is: information bits. However, using a QC interleaver, the ever
head with the same turbo code is of abo6ts, which is very

Fig. 2. On-the-fly decoding; removed edges are dashed: (
Trellis after the reception of the source bit= 0, (b) Trellis
after the reception of the parity bt = 1, (¢) Trellis after
left and right propagation.

Ap=p—pm ~0.025

With codes such as LDPC or turbo codes, it is possible to

achieve near-capacity performance with iterative deapdin =~ *2[" T TCRSC (18 BC interieaving ||
with ey ~ 1. Ideally, an MDS code (that achieves capac- 11| T T RE (1718 S mtcneaving!
ity) hasjiq, = 1, i.€. it is capable of recovering thg infor- e R e e ¢ 4
mation symbols from any received symbols out of th& W [ et S S
codeword symbols. 115 \\i\

Finally, it is important to note that the algorithm proposed £ | [ |
in this section is linear in the interleaver siz& In fact, an \\k\
RSC code withe~! states an@* transitions leaving each RO
states hag@Z—! x 2k = 2k+L—1 transitions between two trel- TR e S —
lis steps. This means that the turbo code has a total of approx e R e
imately2 x K x 2¥+L~1 transitions. Even if the decoding is Sl I B i St
exponential ink and L, it is linear in K. As we can obtain 1.05

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000

very powerful turbo codes with relatively smalland L, we

can say that a turbo code with the proposed algorithm has lin-
ear time encoding and decoding, and thus it is suited foi-applFig- 3. Average inefficiency..) with respect to interleaver
cations were |Ow_comp|exity “On_the_ﬂy” encoding/demi SiZeK over the BEC. TurbO COde W|th half'rate RSC con-

are required (as with the “Raptor codes’ [8] for instance). ~ stituents versus LDPC codes, = 1/3.

Interleaver size (K)
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close to the irregular staircase LDPC code, while the regula
staircase LDPC is far above regular turbo codé¥{ over- [13]
head). In addition, it is important to note that using turbo
codes with RSC constituents with = 4 (trellis with eight
states), namely the RSA3,15)s and the(17,15)s codes,
increases the decoding complexity without improving the pe
formance. Punctured half-rate turbo codes are comparéd wit15]
half-rate LDPC codes in Fid] 4. Again, turbo codes with QC
interleavers largely outperform regular LDPC codé% (to 16

. ]
11% overhead), and thus perform closer to irregular LDPC[
codes {% overhead). However, puncturing even more the
turbo code to raise it t&?. = 2/3 widens the gap with ir- [17]
regular LDPC codes, placing the performance curve with QC
interleaving 6.2% overhead) at equal distance from regular(18]
LDPC codesT.5%) and irregular LDPC codes%).

(14]

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper we proposed a novel decoding algorithm for
turbo codes over the BEC. This algorithm, characterized by
“on-the-fly” propagation in the trellises and hard inforinat
exchange between the two codes, is appropriate for UL-FEC.
Performance results with very small overhead were shown
for different interleaver sizes and coding rates. Althothyh
turbo codes presented in this paper were not optimized éor th
BEC, the results are very promising. Further improvements
can be done by optimizing turbo codes for this channel.
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