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Abstract

An error correcting code using tree-like multilayer perceptron is proposed. An original message

Yis encoded into a codeword y, using tree-like committee machine (committee tree) or tree-like

s
parity machine (parity tree) whose transfer functions are non-monotonic. The codeword y, is
then transmitted via a Binary Asymmetric Channel (BAC) where it is corrupted by noise. The
analytical performance of these schemes is investigated using the replica method of statistical

mechanics. Under some specific conditions, all the schemes are shown to saturate the Shannon

bound at the infinite codeword length limit.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Reliability in communication as always been one of the major concerns when dealing with
digital data. Especially in today’s information dependent society, it is now vital to design
efficient way of preventing data corruption when transmitting information. Error correcting
codes have been developed for this purpose since the birth of the information theory field
following the work of Shannon [1].

Until 1989, no theoretical nor practical code capable of reaching the Shannon bound were
found. In his 1989 paper [2], Sourlas was the first to derive a set of error correcting codes,
the so called Sourlas codes, which theoretically saturate the Shannon bound. However these
codes are unpractical.

Nonetheless, his paper shows the possibility to use methods from statistical physics to
investigate error correcting code schemes. Following this paper, the tools of statistical
mechanics have been then successfully applied in a wide range of problems of information
theory in recent years. In the field of error correcting codes itself [3, 4, 5], as well as in
spreading codes [6, [7], and compression codes [8, |9, [10, [11, 12, [13], statistical mechanical
techniques have shown great potential.

The present paper uses similar techniques to investigate an error correcting code where
the codeword is encoded using tree-like multilayer perceptron neural networks. For this pur-
pose, the perceptron network makes use of a non-monotonic transfer function. This rather
uncommon feature should make such error correcting codes able to deal with asymmetric
channels, like the Binary Asymmetric Channel (BAC) we investigate in this paper.

The majority of popular error correcting codes like turbo codes |14] and low density
parity check codes [15, [16] which gives near Shannon performance in practical time frames
have been widely studied but this was generally restricted to symmetric channels. On the
other hand, apart from a few studies [17, [18], little is known when dealing with asymmetric
channels.

It has been shown analytically that perceptron-like neural networks can be used to con-
struct a Shannon optimal lossy compression scheme [10, 12, [13]. Since compression codes
and error correcting codes are closely linked, we want to investigate perceptron-like neu-
ral networks as part of an error correcting code scheme. This was first briefly studied by

Shinzato et al. [19] for the simple perceptron. Here we make use of a much more general



multilayer network and discuss more deeply the necessary conditions to retrieve optimal
performance.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the framework of error correcting
codes. Section III exposes our model. Section IV deals with the BAC capacity. Section V
presents the mathematical tools used to evaluate the performance of the present scheme.
Section VI states the results and elucidates the location of the phase transition which char-
acterizes the best achievable performance of the model. Section VII is devoted to conclusion

and discussion.

II. ERROR CORRECTING CODES

In a general scheme, an original message s° of size N is encoded into a codeword y,
of size M by some encoding device. The aim of this stage is to add redundancy into the
original data. Therefore, we necessarily have M > N. Based on this redundancy, a proper
decoder device should be able to recover the original data even if it were corrupted by some
noise in the transmission channel. The quantity R = N/M is called the code rate and
evaluates the trade-off between redundancy and codeword size. The codeword y, is then
fed into a channel where the bits are subject to some noise. The received corrupted message
y (which is also M dimensional) is then decoded using its redundancy to infer the original
N dimensional message s”. In other words, in a Bayesian framework, one tries to maximize

the following posterior probability,

P(sly) < P(yls)P(s). (1)

As data transmission is costly, generally one wants to be able to ensure error free trans-
mission while transmitting the less possible bits. In other words, one wants to ensure error
free transmission keeping the code rate as large as possible. For this purpose, the well known
Shannon bound [1] gives a way to compute the optimal code rate which allows error free
recovery. However, while it gives us the value of such an optimal code rate, it does not
give any clue on how to construct such an optimal code. Therefore, several codes have been
proposed throughout the years in a permanent quest to find a code which can reach this
theoretical bound. Sourlas was the first to find a code which saturates the Shannon bound

theoretically at the infinite code length limit [2].



III. ERROR CORRECTING CODES USING NON-MONOTONIC MULTILAYER
PERCEPTRONS

In this paper, since we make use of techniques derived from statistical mechanics, we will
use Ising variables rather than Boolean ones. The Boolean 0 is mapped onto 1 in the Ising
framework while the Boolean 1 is mapped to —1. This mapping can be used without any
loss of generality.

We assume that the original message sq is generated from the uniform distribution and

that all the bits are independently generated so that we have
P(s%) = —. (2)

The channel considered in this study is the Binary Asymmetric Channel (BAC) where each
bit is flipped independently of the others with asymmetric probabilities. If the original bit
fed into the channel is 1, then it is flipped with probability r. Conversely, if the original bit
is —1, it is flipped with probability p. Figure[llshows the BAC properties in detail. The well
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FIG. 1: The Binary Asymmetric Channel (BAC)

known Binary Symmetric Channel (BSC) corresponds to the particular case where r = p.
Finally, the corrupted message y is received at the output of the channel. The goal is
then to find back s° using y. The state of the estimated message is denoted by the vector s.

The general outline of the scheme is shown in Figure 2l From Figure [[l we can easily derive
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FIG. 2: Layout of the scheme



the following conditional probability,

1 g+
Py lyo) = 5+ F (L =7 =plyo + (r —p)], (3)
where we make use of the notations y, = (v¢,..., v, ¥)), vy = (y', ..., 9", ..., v™).

Since we assume that the bits are flipped independently, we deduce

Pty =TT {5+ 510 -7 =g + -]} ()

To encode the original message s° into a codeword y,,, we make use of non-monotonic tree-
like parity machine or committee machine neural networks. The original message s° is split
down into N/K-dimensional K disjoint vectors so that s can be written s° = (s9,...,s8%).
In this paper, we will focus on three different architectures for the neural network. There
are the followings :

(I) Multilayer parity tree with non-monotonic hidden units (PTH).

yh(s) = ka <\/§3? : a:f‘) . (5)

(IT) Multilayer committee tree with non-monotonic hidden units (CTH).

yb(s") = sen (Z i N% i :ch - (6)

Note that in this case, if the number of hidden units K is even, then there is a possibility to
get 0 for the argument of the sign function. We avoid this uncertainty by considering only
an odd number of hidden units for the committee tree with non-monotonic hidden units in
the sequel.

(III) Multilayer committee tree with a non-monotonic output unit (CTO).

TEIACES S NE N "

In each of these structure, f; is a non-monotonic function of a real parameter k of the form

1 if Jz| <k
() = (8)
—1 if x| >k,

and the vectors ] are fixed N/K-dimensional independent vectors uniformly distributed

on {—1,1}. The sgn function denotes the sign function taking 1 for x > 0 and —1 for = < 0.
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FIG. 3: General architecture of the treelike multilayer perceptrons with N input units and K

hidden units.

Each of this architecture applies a different non-linear transformation to the original data
s%. The general architecture of these perceptron based encoders is shown in Figure Bl Note
that we can also consider an encoder based on a committee-tree where both the hidden-units
and the output unit are non-monotonic. However, this introduces an extra-parameter (we
will have one threshold parameter for the hidden-units, and one for the output unit) to tune
and the performance should not change drastically. For simplicity, we restrict our study to
the above three cases only.

The use of random input vectors is known to maximize the storage capacity of perceptron
networks and since each v/ is computed using the whole set of original bits, redundancy is
added into the codeword. This makes such kind of scheme promising for error correcting
tasks.

To keep notation as general as possible, as long as explicit use of the encoder is not
necessary in computations, we will denote the transformation performed on the vector s by

the respective encoders using the following notation

]:k< %sl-wf). (9)

Fi. takes a different expression for the three different types of network and k& denotes the
fact that all the encoders depends on a real threshold parameter k. Furthermore, it should
also be noted that Fj contains all the term depending on index [ (i.e.: Fi(u;) contains all

the terms wy, ..., up, ..., Ug).



IV. BINARY ASYMMETRIC CHANNEL (BAC) CAPACITY

In this section, we compute the capacity of the BAC. According to Shannon’s channel
coding theorem, the optimal code rate is given by the capacity of the channel. Any code
rate bigger than the capacity of the channel will lead to inevitable loss of information. The
definition of the capacity C' of a channel is

C= max {I(X,Y)}, (10)

input probability

where I denotes mutual information, X denotes the channel input distribution, and Y
denotes the channel output distribution. Computation of the capacity of such binary channel

requires only simple algebra and calculations are straightforward, giving finally

Conc = Halne) = 5 C Hylp) — — S () (1)
where
Hy(z) = —wlogy(x) — (1 —x)logy(1 — x), (12)
e = o = 3= P+ 00) 4 (1= 00, (13)
r(1 _ o\1—r71/1=r—p

o= [ &
Op = 2701—_1T—_rp+p. (15)

In the special case where r = p, the capacity simplifies to
Cpsc =1 — Hy(p), (16)

which corresponds to the capacity of the BSC.

V. ANALYTICAL EVALUATION

As said in section II, our goal is to maximize the posterior P(s|y). To do so, let us define

the following Hamiltonian

H(y,s) = —In[P(s|ly)P(s)] = —In P(y, s). (17)



The ground state of the above Hamiltonian trivially corresponds to the maximum a posteriori
(MAP) estimator of the posterior P(s|y). Then, let us compute the joint probability of y
and s. We have

P(y,s) = P(yl|s)P(s). (18)

Since the relation between an arbitrary message s and the codeword fed into the channel is

deterministic, for any s, we can write

P (y}fk <\/§sl - ﬂ)) , (19)

Pyls) = I] {% + L -r - p)F <\/%“’) + <r—p>]}. (20)

p=1

P(yls)

We finally get the explicit expression of the Hamiltonian,

H(y,s) = —InP(y,s) (21)

QLNH {% +y§[(1 — 7 —p)Fk (\/%Sl:ﬂf) +(r—p)]}] - (22)

Using this Hamiltonian, we can define the following partition function

H(yv 8) = —In

Z(B,y.@) =Y exp[-BH(y,s)], (23)

where the sum over s represents the sum over all the possible states for the vector s. [
denotes the inverse temperature parameter. Such a partition function can be identified
with the partition function of a spin glass system with dynamical variables s and quenched
variables . The average of this partition function over y and a naturally contains all the
interesting typical properties of the scheme such as the free energy. However, evaluating
this average is hard and we need some technique to investigate it. In this paper we use
the so-called Replica Method in order to calculate the average of the partition function.
Once the free energy is obtained, one can compute the critical code rate at which a phase
transition between the ferromagnetic phase (error recovery possible) and the paramagnetic
phase (decoding impossible) occurs. This gives us the best code rate the scheme can achieve.
A code rate bigger than this critical value makes decoding impossible. The replica method’s
calculations to obtain the average of the partition function (Z(8,y,x))y 4 are detailed in

Appendix [Al



After long calculations, the replica symmetric (RS) free energy is obtained,

_ fRS(q’(j,m,m) = quXtI“A {Z/w HDRl / [H Dtl] y,Rl,tl,m q)]
R T o0
X<1+ykl—r—pﬂiﬁm+%r—m0

22
+R/_OO DUIn <2cosh [\/5U+m]) ~ Rln?

—Rmin — R (12_ 2 } (24)

where
I(y, Ry, t;,m,q) = / [H Dzl] X (5 + 5(1 —r—p)Fk (x/l —qz+q—m2t + le)

— lLi=1
Yy
+20-n) (25)
e_é

Dz = —dz, (26)

and where extr denotes extremization. The sum denotes the sum other all the possible states
for the variable y, that is £1.

Also note that we put 5 = 1. This choice of finite temperature decoding (in opposition
with 5 — oo which corresponds to the zero temperature limit) corresponds to the maximizer
of posterior marginals (MPM) estimator while the zero temperature decoding corresponds
to the MAP estimator [20, 21]. It is known that the MPM estimator is optimal for the
purpose of decoding [20, 21]. On top of that, in this paper, we suppose that all the channel
properties (i.e.: the true values of (p,7)) are known to the decoder which implies that the
system’s state we consider is located on the Nishimori line [20)].

To retrieve the free energy one has to extremize ([24)) with respect to the order parameters



q,q, m,m. This is done by solving the following saddle point equations
ya Rl> tla m, q)
DR Dt
H : /oo [H l] . I(y, Ry, t;,m, q)
Ly
< (5+ 0= r=pA R + - p]). 2D
y> Rla tl> m, Q)
DR Dt
H : /oo [H l] y7Rl7tl7m q)

8f RS 1 /
p— p— —2
3 0 R E

y==+1

Ofrs
o =0em=R"! Z/

y=+1v"
1
< (5 2I0-r-nR @)+ -p)), (9
8£;ES = O@q:/ DU tanh?(\/qU + ), (29)
8;25 —0em= / DU tanh(\/GU + 1), (30)
where

, ol (y, Ry, t;,m,
I (y, Ri,ti,m, q) = Y éql q), (31)

, al(y, Ry, t;,m,
]m(y7Rl7tl7m7 q) = (y éml o q) (32>

An error correcting code scheme typically admits two solutions, one where m = ¢ = 1 called
the ferromagnetic solution, and one where m = ¢ = 0 called the paramagnetic solution.
As the names indicate, these solutions come from the physical ferromagnet and correspond
to the case where the spins are all ordered (m = g = 1) and to the case where the spins
take completely random states (m = ¢ = 0). As we can deduced from equation ([A3]) and
(AQ]), the ferromagnetic solution corresponds to decoding success since m = 1 implies perfect
overlap. On the opposite, the paramagnetic phase implies failure in the decoding process

(overlap m is 0).

A. Replica symmetric solution using a parity tree with non-monotonic hidden

units

Using a parity tree with non-monotonic hidden units (&), the encoder function becomes

w) = [ fulw). (33)
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Using this encoder function and substituting m = ¢ = 0 in the saddle point equations,
one can find a consistent solution where ¢ = m = ¢ = m = 0. This corresponds to the
paramagnetic solution, where decoding of the received message fails. Using these conditions,

one can retrieve the free energy in the paramagnetic phase,

~ e = =t (5[0= D)1+ 9471 =) ) 2 3

where

K i
QO =Qpr = H/ Dz fi(z). (35)
[=1v 7~

In the same way, substituting m = ¢ = 1 in the saddle point equations, one should be
able to find another consistent solution corresponding to the ferromagnetic solution where
decoding is successful. However the very complex form of the saddle point equations did
not allow us to find such a solution analytically. Nonetheless, in the ferromagnetic phase,

we conjecture that the following holds
+0o0o

= DU In[2 cosh(\/GU + ). (36)

—00

This conjecture is motivated by the fact that at the phase transition point fperq = fferro, We
should have a term scaled with R1In2 since the phase transition should necessarily depend
on the code rate R. The only way to ensure this property is to assume this conjecture.
We were able to verify that (36]) holds numerically when the number of hidden units K =
1. Unfortunately, for K > 1, the multiple integrals become too difficult to perform even
numerically.

However we can check the consistency of our conjecture. In the ferromagnetic phase, we
have ¢ = m = 1. Looking at equation (29) and (B0) shows that this implies m — +oo.
Then looking at our conjecture, we see that m — +oc is consistent with ([B6]). So we should
check equation (28)) to see if it yields m — +oo when (¢,m) — (1,1). We were able to
confirm numerically that ([28) indeed yields m — +oo when (¢,m) — (1,1) for K =1 and
K = 2. There is no reason for this result not to hold for larger value of K. So we believe
our conjecture is reasonable. Therefore in the sequel, we will assume that (36) holds for any
K.

Using this assumption, from (24]) one can get the expression of the free energy in the

ferromagnetic phase,
In2

- f erro — _7 [(1 + Q)H2(p) + (1 - Q)H2(T)] - Ran? (37)

11



where

O = Qpr. (38)

B. Replica symmetric solution using a committee tree with non-monotonic hidden

units

Using a committee tree with non-monotonic hidden units (@), the encoder function be-

comes

Filu;) = sgn [Z fk(ul)] : (39)
=1

Using this encoder function and substituting m = ¢ = 0 in the saddle point equations,
one can find a consistent solution where ¢ = m = ¢ = m = 0. This corresponds to the
paramagnetic solution, where decoding of the received message fails.

In the same way, substituting m = ¢ = 1 in the saddle point equations, one should be
able to find another consistent solution corresponding to the ferromagnetic solution where
decoding is successful. However the very complex form of the saddle point equations did
not allow us to find such a solution analytically. As in the parity tree case, we claim that
the conjecture (B6) holds. In the same way, we checked the consistency of this conjecture by
taking a closer look at equation ([28). For K = 1, the committee tree with non-monotonic
hidden units is equivalent to the parity tree case so the conjecture holds. For K > 1
(remember we consider odd values of K only), we have to check the consistency. Although
we were not able to confirm the consistency of our conjecture numerically (K = 3 already
required too much computer power), we were able to find a similar analytical form as in the
parity tree case. Therefore, we see no reason for the conjecture not to hold in this case also.
That is why in the sequel, we will assume that (36) holds for any K.

Using this assumption, from (24)) one can get the same results as in (34]) and (37) but

which depends on the encoder is given by

Q= QCTH = /:i—oo [ DZl] X sgn [Z fk(zl)] . (40)

o0

12



C. Replica symmetric solution using a committee tree with a non-monotonic out-

put unit

Using a committee tree with a non-monotonic output unit (7), the encoder function

becomes

Fr(w) = fi [\/%ngn(ul)] : (41)
=1

Using this encoder function and substituting m = ¢ = 0 in the saddle point equations, one
can find a consistent solution where ¢ = m = ¢ = m = 0 but only when considering an
infinite number of hidden units, that is K — oo. This corresponds to the paramagnetic
solution, where decoding of the received message fails. For finite K, m = ¢ = 0 does not
imply m = ¢ = 0 and a non trivial solution is found making the free energy too complex to
be investigated. The scheme is likely to give non-optimal performance in such case and will
not be considered in the sequel.

In the same way, substituting m = ¢ = 1 in the saddle point equations, one should be
able to find another consistent solution corresponding to the ferromagnetic solution where
decoding is successful. However the very complex form of the saddle point equations did
not allow us to find such a solution analytically. Nevertheless, here again we claim that the
conjecture (Bl holds when K — oo. In the same way as the parity tree case, we checked
the consistency of this conjecture by taking a closer look at equation (28). We were able
to confirm numerically the consistency of our conjecture for K = 2 already (the committee
tree with a non-monotonic output unit cannot be defined for K = 1). Therefore, we see
no reason for the conjecture not too hold for larger K. That is why in the sequel, we will
assume that (36]) holds also for K — co.

Assuming K — oo and using (36]), from (24)) one can get the same results as in (84 and
B7) but 2 which depends on the encoder is given by

Q= Qcro = /_+°0 [ DZz] X fr [\/%ngn(zl)] - (42)

VI. PHASE TRANSITION

For all the three schemes, we found a paramagnetic and a ferromagnetic solution of

the form given by equations ([B4)) and ([B7) (only the definition of Q changes). It is then

13



possible to calculate the critical value of the code rate R for which a sharp phase transition
occurs between the ferromagnetic and the paramagnetic phase. This indicates the boundary
between possible decoding (ferromagnetic phase) and impossible decoding (paramagnetic
phase). In other words, this enables us to calculate the optimal code rate for each scheme.

At the phase transition point, we have

Joara = frerro- (43)
Simple algebra leads to
R=Hy() ~ =2 Hy(p) — L5 ), (44)
where
1= 510 =p)1+9) 4 (1 - 9) (15)

and where €2 depends on the encoder considered. This equation has exactly the same form
as the BAC capacity equation (IIl) and in fact is equivalent to the BAC capacity if and
only if 2 = Q¢. Since €2 depends on the encoder, we will treat each case in the following

subsections.

A. Tuning of the parity tree with non monotonic hidden units

In the parity tree case, we have

K 10
QO=Qpr =[] Daflz) (46)
I=1Y >

For Qpr to be equivalent to {2c we have to solve the following equation, with respect to the

threshold parameter k,
QPT = QC =4 H/ DZlfk Zl QC (47)
1 K
& H(k) = 3 (1 - \/QC) , (48)

where



If the threshold k is tuned to satisfy the above equation, then it means that the scheme
achieve the Shannon limit. The only issue which remains is whether or not such an optimal
threshold % exists. We solved (48)) numerically with parameters (p,r) € {]0, 1[}* and always
found an optimal threshold parameter k until at least K = 11 (note that {¢ can be negative
which causes problems for the K —th root when considering an even number of hidden units
K. However a simple permutation of the probability p and r changes the sign of 2¢. Since
the original messages are drawn from the uniform distribution, this permutation can be done
without any loss of generality. Instead of using sg, one uses —sg). We did not checked higher
values of K. This means that the parity tree with non monotonic hidden units saturates

the Shannon bound in the large codeword length limit for any number of hidden units K.

B. Tuning of the committee tree with non monotonic hidden units

In the committee tree with non monotonic hidden units case, we have

Q= QCTH = /_+OO [ DZ[] X sgn [Z fk(zl)] . (50)

o0

For Qcry to be equivalent to (¢ we have to solve the following equation, with respect to

the threshold parameter k,

QCTH = QC ~ /_+OO [H DZl] X sgn [Z fk(Zl)] = QC (51)

K1

o 3 () lntep' - 2ri) = - i)~ — 2] = (o2

1=0

where (z) denotes the binomial coefficient. If the threshold k is tuned to satisfy the above
equation, then it means that the scheme achieve the Shannon limit. So we should check if
such an optimal threshold k exists. We solved (52)) numerically with parameters (p,r) €
{]0,1[}? and always found an optimal threshold parameter k until at least K = 11. We
did not checked higher values of K. Note also that as mentioned in the definition of this
encoder, we considered only an odd number of hidden units K. So these results mean that
the committee tree with non monotonic hidden units saturates the Shannon bound in the

large codeword length limit for any odd number of hidden units K.

15



C. Tuning of the committee tree with a non monotonic output unit

In the committee tree with a non monotonic output unit case, we have

Q = Qoro = /_ :o L: Dzl] « f, [\/% é sgn(zl)] | (53)

For Qcro to be equivalent to 2c we have to solve the following equation, with respect to

the threshold parameter k,

Qcro = Qe < /_ :o L]i Dzl] X fi [\/% gsgn(zl)] = Qc. (54)

Here, we will consider the case where the number of hidden units K tends to infinity as
already done when investigating the saddle point equations. In this case we can efficiently

make use of the central limit theorem so that the above equation can be rewritten as

+o0o
Qcro =Qc & Dz x fi(2) = Q¢ (55)
o H(k) = % (1-9Q0). (56)

If the threshold k is tuned to satisfy the above equation, then it means that the scheme
achieve the Shannon limit. The only issue which remains is whether or not such an optimal
threshold k exists. We solved (506) numerically with parameters (p,r) € {]0, 1[}* and always
found an optimal threshold parameter k. This means that the committee tree with a non
monotonic output unit and an infinite number of hidden units (i.e. K — o00) saturates
the Shannon bound in the large codeword length limit. A closer look to equation (56) and
(48)) even shows that in fact the committee tree with an infinite number of hidden units is

equivalent to the parity tree with a single hidden unit.

VII. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

We investigated an error correcting code scheme for uniformly unbiased Boolean messages
using non-monotonic parity tree and non-monotonic committee tree multilayer perceptrons.
All the schemes were shown to saturate the Shannon bound under some specific conditions. It
should be noted however that we were unable to solve analytically the saddle point equations

for the ferromagnetic solution. However, the conjecture (B6) was verified numerically for

16



K = 1 hidden unit and its consistency was checked thoroughly. Hence, there is no foreseeable
reasons for this conjecture not to hold when increasing the number of hidden units. The
replica symmetric solution stability [22] was not checked because of the complexity of the
equations, and because no replica symmetry breaking is expected on the Nishimori line [23].

The use of a non-monotonic transfer function enables the scheme to deal with asymmetric
channel like the BAC while monotonic networks are expected to be able to deal only with
symmetric channel like the BSC. This feature makes such scheme able to handle much more
general situation.

However, the present paper discusses only the typical performance of the schemes at the
infinite codeword length but does not provide with any explicit decoder. This issue remains
an important one which will be presented in a future work. One promising algorithm is to
use the popular belief propagation (BP) to calculate an approximation of the marginalized
posterior probabilities. The BP algorithm is known to give good results when working in

the ferromagnetic phase, where no frustration is present into the system.
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APPENDIX A: ANALYTICAL EVALUATION USING THE REPLICA
METHOD

The free energy can be evaluated by the replica method,

F(8,R) = 55 e (A1)
where Z(f3,y,x)" denotes the n-times replicated partition function
ZB,y,@)" = > ] exp[-BH(y, 9(s"))]. (A2)

Sl,...,Sn a=1
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The vector s* is given by s* = (s{,..., s%) and the superscript a denotes the replica index.
We proceed to the calculation of the replicated partition function ([A2). Inserting the

following two identities

- (a3
) ()
X exp [Z ; e <s? - %m?)] (A3)

and

=TT (st st - ")

a<b =1
1 n(n—1)K/2 , )
_ - da® dAa
<2m') / 111:[ %
~ab a b N ab
X exp [ZZ% (Sz ST )] (Ad)
a<b 1

into ([A2)) enables us to separate the relevant order parameters, and to calculate the average

moment (Z(3,y,®)" )y o for natural numbers n as,

- odinf wddi"

a<b 1
X exp {

R7'In {Z/ <H dul@d}zl@>

< (54510 -r=pFR) + (- )

<TT{ew |om (5 + 510 -r-nA0D + - |}

1 1 ) )
X H {GXP [—5(‘%)2 U Qv — WM v +iRW, +iv; - Ul} } }

ln {Z exp [Z my's; + Z cjlabsfs?] } — % Z mimy
a,l

a<b,l

L Z ab Aab ﬁzln2] } (A5)

a<bl
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where Q; is a n x n matrix having elements {¢®} and where M, is a n dimensional vector
having elements {m{}. We analyze the scheme at the thermodynamic limit N, M — +oo0,

while the code rate R is kept finite. In this limit, (A5) can be evaluated using the saddle

point method with respect to m®, m?, ¢, ¢* so that the free energy can be retrieved. To

continue the calculation, we have to make some assumptions about the structure of these

order parameters. In this paper, we use the so-called replica symmetric (RS) ansatz

mj =m, qlab: (1_Q)5ab+q7

(A6)
=, 4" =(1-q)dw+4q,

S a
my

where d,, denotes the Kronecker delta. This ansatz means that all the hidden units are

equivalent after averaging over the disorder.

Also note that by definition, the order parameter m is equivalent to the quantity 'SOTS

which gives the overlap between the decoded message s and the original message s”. An

overlap of 1 indicates perfect decoding while an overlap of 0 denotes complete failure.
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