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Abstract—Convolutional Low-Density-Parity-Check (LDPC) the absence of code words of macroscopic weight rear
ensembles have excellent performance. Their iterative tleshold Here we show that, as the coupling strength increases, the
increases with their average degree, or with the size of the growth rate of the convolutional LDPC ensembles becomes

coupling window in randomized constructions. In the later . .
case, as the window size grows, the Belief Propagation (BP nearly identical to theoncave hull of the growth rate of the

threshold attains the maximum-a-posteriori (MAP) threshdd of ~individual ensemble. This phenomenon is illustrated in fig.
the underlying ensemble. In this contribution we show that a [@. We conjecture that, for the ensembles with a randomized
similar phenomenon happens for the growth rate of coupled coupling accross a window of size, in the limit where
ensembles. Loosely speaking, we observe that as the coupglin the length of the chainl. — +oo (first) and w — +oo

strength grows, the growth rate of the coupled ensemble corse
close to the concave hull of the underlying ensemble’s growt (second) the growth rate really tends to the concave hull of

rate. For ensembles randomly coupled across a window the the individual system curve.
growth rate actually tends to the concave hull of the underlyng The threshold saturation phenomenon is a general feature
gnihas th? V‘f”tQOW Sifthincreasbefs-tow IObS%tVﬁtiO?S aredstjrg{m:‘ of coupled chains of mean field graphical models. The same
tr?/e g?o(\:/\?tr?ura?téogaic\)/ed ?rg?nmthlge:eopgllﬁ:ag:r?etho[f ?’lhznobserv?al phenomenon happer_'ls n C_:urle-_Welss (CW) chdin .[16]’ and
concavity is a general feature of coupled mean field graphi¢a iSO coupled constraint satisfaction modzls [15]. As erpiz
models and is already present at the level of coupled Curie- in more detail in se¢.I[-D the concavity of the growth rate fo
Weiss models. There, the canonical free energy of the couple coupled LDPC chains is the precise analog of the concavity of
system tends to the concave hull of the underlying one. As we thecanonical free energy of a coupled CW chain. This analogy
g)’igg;';:glgggj;"or of the growth rate of coupled ensembleis j ¢act constituted our initial intuition for the behaviof the
' growth rate of coupled LDPC models.
| INTRODUCTION Il. MODELS AND RESULTS

Convolutional low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes
where initially introduced by Felstroem and Zigangirov [1
and since then they have spurred a large body of work (sedor the underlying individual ensemble we take a regular
[, Bl [4l, (5], [8], [7], [8], [9], [LQ]). The constructons LDPC(n,l,r) ensemble withn = Ln check nodes of degree
of convolutional LDPC ensembles involve the appropriate and n variable nodes of degree We define the relative
coupling, of standard individual LDPC ensembles, into a onveeight of a code-wordz, ..., z,,) asw = 1— 2 Zf.vzl x; and
dimensional chain. The main observation is that as thegtinencall A, (w) the number of code words of relative weight
of the coupling (e.g. the average degrees or the size of tNete that herev € [—1,---,1] with w = 1 corresponding to
window) increases, the BP threshold of the coupled ensemtie all0 codeword. The growth rate is
comes close to the MAP one of the underlying individual 1
ensemble. This provides a new versatile way of approaching Gn(w) = —E[ln 4, (w)] @
capacity. n

In this contribution we focus on the growth rate of thevhere the expectation is over tHDPC(n,l,r) ensemble.
relative Hamming distance spectrum for coupled ensemiflesApplying Jensen’s inequality one obtains an upper bound
LDPC codes (we will call this simply thgrowth ratein what G, (w) < Gy .com(w), Sometimes called the combinatorial
follows, see sed1I-A for definitions). We study this quanti growth rate,
for two kinds of ensembles, by combinatorial as well as oepli 1
methods. Both of these approaches have been already used for Gr,com(w) = —InE[A, (w)] (2
standard LDPC ensembles (sé€el[11].|[12].]1[18].] [14]] [17]). "
The growth rate of a generic standard LDPC ensemble is rid¢re we are interested in the infinite length quantitifs)
a concave curve and displays a gap ngéaveight, indicating and G.om(w). For the regular ensemble considered here the

. Notations and Preliminaries
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infinite length limit are believed to be equal: indeed thare independ and uniform in the ranfe--- ,i+w—1} and
combinatorial calculation o7, (w) and the replica method that variable nodes have constant dedgree
calculation ofG(w) lead to the same set of equations ($eé [17] The relative weighto of code words(z; ;)
and for a partial proof([18]). One first fixes and solves for

N.L

j=1,i=—1 1S

.z, h) the set of equations 1 , 2 «—
(y ) (j_l w= 2L—+1 .;L (z), w(z) =1- ™ Z;Ij’i (7
y =z 5 i= j=
z = tanh(h + (I — 1) tanh ™' (y)), (3) and the growth is defined as il (1) but with the normalization
w = tanh(h + tanh~'y). nL in front of the log. We denoted it byG;(w) for the
(1,7, L) ensemble and(w-) for the (I, r,w, L) ensemble. The
Forw = 1 there is the family of trivial solutionsy = z = corresponding combinatorial growth rates &e..m(w) and

1,h € R); for w < 1 there exist a non-trivial single vaIuedGZwm(w)
solution (y(w), z(w), h(w)) from which one can compute

; C. Main result: concavity of the growth rate for the coupled

G(w) =~ In( ) +In(e"(1+y) +e (1 —y)) ensembles
r_ (1 + zy) — wh @ The (I,r, L) ensemble. As for a usua!(l,r) ensemb!e[@?],
in turns out that for thé€l, r, L) the replica and combinatorial

Both G(w) and h(w) are illustrated as dotted lines on fld. 3approaches yield the same expressions (up to boundary terms
for a (3,6) ensemble. In the first three terms one finds th@at vanish ag. — +oo) for the growth rate. In se€Il we
contributions ofn% checks,n variable nodes, and! edges. sketch the combinatorial derivation which leads to a set of

1+ 2"

It is easily checked that thetal derivative satisfies fixed point equations, which we have solved numericaly. Fig-
dG(w) ure[d shows that the growth rate for th& 6, 256) ensemble
= —h(w). (5) is indistinguishable from the concave hull of the undemyin
dw . . . .
ensemble. Note that the picture is symmetric donegative
This formula is useful because it allows to reconstruct th§scause the check node degrees are even. Figure 3 shows
growth rate by integrating(w) (note (1) = 0) both curvesG;(w) and hy(w) for the (3,6,32) ensemble.
1 It is clear that the concave hull @ (w) develops hand in
Gw) = / dwh(w). (6) hand with the plateau if, (w). The plateau is very close to
« a valueh, = h(w.) wherew, is found from the concave hull
B. The coupled ensembles construction forG(w) (i.e it is the tangency point of a straight
The (I,r, L) ensemble. We assume that is integer. At Iir_le going throughv = 1). Note that it can also be obtained
each positioni € {—L,---, L} of a one-dimensional chain directly from theh(w) dotted curve by a Maxwell equal area

(of length 2L + 1) we lay down sets ofn checks andn Construction. A magnification of the curves shows that they
variable nodes. At the right boundary, we also add additiordisPlay wigles of small amplitude. There are approximately
sets ofm check nodes in positions+1,--- ,L+1—1. Each 2L oscillations with a period)(+) that extend throughout
check (resp. variable) in the rangeL, - - - , L] has a set of the plateau ofh, (w) and throughout the Stf&_‘ighlt slope in
edges that we view aslagroups of% edges each. Fix For Gi(w). The amplitude of the wiggles i (w) is 57 times
eachk € {0,---,1 — 1}, n edges emanating from variable the amplitude of the wigles fak, (w) and therefore harder to
nodes at positionare connected - through a uniformly randongietect. FigLIL shows the sequence of curves as a function of
permutation - to a group ofi? edges emanating the checks ak- The limiting curve is numericaly very close to the concave

positioni + k. The couple(i, i + k) will parametrize the class hull of the underlying standarB,6) ensemble growth rate.
of edges connecting variable nodes at positidn checks at Note however that there is no fundamental reason for it to be

positioni + k. concave and this is not exactly the case. As explained below

The (1,7, w, L) ensemble. This ensemble is a modificationWe conjecture that concavity is attained only in an appadpri

of the previous one obtained by adding a randomization of tH&it with the (I, r,w, L) ensemble. . .
edge connections. We refer fd [9] for the detailled consioac ~ The (I,7,w, L) ensemble. In the randomized construction

It is no longer assumed that is an integer, and there isthe combinatorial and replica expression are not the same,
a new parameterw € N, the window size. In the limit although they are numericaly close. It is generaly believed
of large size, each edge of a variable node at positids that the replica expressions are exact and we thereforle stic
uniformly and independently connected to a check in tfBose. In sed. IV we give the result of the replica calcutatio
range{i — w + 1,--- ,i}; and each check at positiohis The corresponding fixed point equations involve non-ttivia
uniformly and independently connected to a variable node @g¢nsities and we have solved them by the method of population

{i,--,i—w+1}. It can be shown that for andm large the dynamics. The curves,(w) andGs(w) will display the same
connections of a variable nodes at positiotowards checks features as in the previous ensemble so do not comment more

on these. Our interest is in the behavior of the modetvas
LIt is an open problem to prove the existence of the first limit. grows (whenL is formaly infinite). Forh > hi(tw’L) there is



0.9

a unique trivial fixed point whereas fdr < hi(tw’L) two extra
fixed points (besides the trivial one) appear. Tdble | gives t
values of the bifurcation point fow = 1 (uncoupled case),
w=2andw = 3 whenL = 20. As w grows hi(w’L) — he
and we conjecture thdtm,, o limp 1 hi(tw’L = h.. As

a consequence, for thé r, w, L) ensemble we conjecture that

lim lim  lim LIE[ln AP ()] = concave hull G(w)
w—+00 L—~+o00 n—+oo L
(8)
We stress that the order of limits matters. Note that here we
expect from the experience with the coupled CW chain (sec.
D) that the amplitude of the wiggles is exponentialy simal
in w but this is difficult to observe. —0.1

0 1
0.5 Fig. 3. hi(w) for for w € [0, 1]. Dotted curves: underlying3, 6)
ensemble. Full curveg3, 6,32) ensemble

— (3,6) (4,8) (5,10)
he  0.446 0.442 0.441
- hi  0.543 0.629 0.706
h2? 0.446 0.447 0.469
hﬁ”?o 0.446 0.442 0.442

TABLE |

THRESHOLDS OF THE UNDERLYING(r, [) ENSEMBLE; AND
ITERATIVE THRESHOLDS OF(r, [, w, 20) ENSEMBLES

0

—0.05
0 10 1
Fig. 1. Left: Evolution of G1 (w), w € [0, 1], for (3,6, L) ensembles over al edgeg Of. the gralph a]9“> O'. The free energy, for a
with L — 4,8, 16, 32, 64, Right: (3, 6,256) ensemble fixed magnetizatiomn = < >, s¢, is easily computed

0.45 : 1 _ J
lim Nln Z e NV = d(m) = —§m2 — ha(m)

N=roo s¢:m fixed
C)
wherehq(m) is the binary entropy Bernoul@). The van-
der-Waals curve (or isotherm) is
do 1.1
hm) = 20 _ gy 1y 1Em (10)
dm 2 1—m

This relation can also be expressed as a fixed point equation
for m as a function ofh, namelym = tanh(Jm + h),

the CW equation. Fig.J4 show®&(m) and h(m) for J > 1
(dotted lines). The van-der-Waals curizel(10) depicted amrdig

[4 has two important thresholds: the static phase transition
0 threshold ath. = 0 which satisfies the Maxwell equal area

—0.05 g - construction and the spinodal point (or dynamic thresholds
Fig. 2. Gi(w) for w € [0,1]. Dotted curves: underlying3,6) Which correspond to the points where the solutions of thalfixe
ensemble. Full curveq3, 6,32) ensemble point equation bifurcate.

One can consider a systems of CW models that are coupled
) . ) along a chain: one constructs Hamiltonians where all spins
D. Analogies with the CW chain at positioni are interacting with all spins at positiors —

We briefly summarize the picture that arises in the simpte, z + w|. One can show that in the limit of an infinitely long
setting of the coupled chain of Curie-Weiss modéels] [15¢hain, when the window size grows the canonical free energy
[16]. The Curie-Weiss model (CW) in the canonical ensenof the coupled chain becomes the convex hullbgfn). This
ble (or lattice-gas interpretation) has Hamiltonidfiiy = phenomenon and the corresponding oscillations of the van-
—Z > (1) Stsu Where the spins, = +1 are attached to the der-Waals curve around the Maxwell plateau are illustrated
N vertices of a complete graph, the sum overu) carries figure[4.




LDPC ensembles can be interpreted a spin models @ compute this expression in the large size limit one uses
random sparse graphs with interactions between the sp{ns— +oo
given by hard constraints. The code words are the allowed spi 1
configurations. Their relative weightis a total magnetization lim —coeff|f(x)",2""| = inf In(f(x)) — tInz]
m. The number of code word4,, (w) of relative weightw is noeen ‘
a canonical partition functia"lcomputed at fixed magnetiza-and performs a saddle point calculation of the sum. Thiglgiel
tion; the growth rate is (minus) a canonical free energy; its
derivative h(w) is a van-der-Waals curve. The latter has two . 1 Lo
thresholds: a static phase transition one given by the Mtxwe G com(w) = Jim 2L+ 1.y~ Z Z ha(aiitk)
construction af:, and an iterative oné;; (the local max and v ==L k=0
min on fig.[4) given by the value of where the solutions of . L = , ,
the first two fixed point equations ifll(3) bifurcate. The griowt inf | Y {1t [vhis ) - QL+ D e

: YL gk N _
rate of coupled LDPC ensembles behaves in the same way =t P h=0
than the free energy of the CW chain.
gy - Z Zai,wklnyé,ﬁk}
i=—L k=0
L+1-1 -1 r -1 r
' | rmo(L+ 2y ) T+ T1—o( — 2{_y ;)
+ inf |- 1In
i=—p, Fe [T 2
)
L /\/W\/\ . — Z ai—k,i ln Zz/’—k,i‘| }
. T k=0
' The critical point equations are best written in terms of the
. 1-2
new variablesh = —J Inw, @ =1-204, 215 = ﬁ

- lfy;yj . . .
Fig. 4. Dotted curves: free energy and van der Waals curve of 7 T4y After a Iengthy F:alculatlon the critical point
CW model forJ > 1 as functions ofm. Continuous curves: free €quations give the generalization @i (3) (these are alse pre
energy and van-der-Waals isotherm of the coupled chainll@gms cisely the replica equations)

extend throughout the plateaus, have peridd /L) and amplitude

H i r_ -1 r
exponentialy small ino. Yiitk = Ziitk! 1 W0,k ke Ptk itk T
-1 -1
Ri—ki — tanh (h + Zkl:07k}/7ﬁk} tanh yifk.,ifk+k')
I11. ANALYSIS OF THE(r,l, L) ENSEMBLE 1 L -1 -1
( A ) w = oL+t Zi:—L tanh ( h + Zk:O tanh Yii+k

For this ensemble the combinatorial and replica calcutatio
yield the same set of equations. Here we sketch the main stégs helpful to keep in mind the message passing intergcetat
of the combinatorial method, following [13]. We recall thaof these equationg; ;.. are the messages passed from check
(i,7 + k) parametrizes edges connecting variable nodes anodes at positioni + & into variable nodes at positionand
with check nodes at + k. We setw’ = PTW and count the z;_j ; are the messages passed from variable nodes at position
number of codewords of total weight = |(2L + 1)nw’|. i—Fk into checks at position Note that the boundary condition
In the following expression the generating function valeab has now become;  ; = 1fori—k < —L andi+k > L. Note
Zl’,_m attached to edge§ — k, i) are set td) fori —k < —L  also thato/iyj has expressed in terms of other variables and
and: — k > +L. We have therefore eliminated. Once the non-trivial fixed point $iolo

is computed for fixedv, replacing it intoG .o oOne finds

E[4,@)] =) ( QIR Ei,wc)!) |

L+i-1 -1 r
i . l 1+ H _nRi—kil
E; ; \i=—L k=0 G =1 | k=0 )
L s " L1 beom () Lo 2L+ 1 ';L " n( 2
1B
oot TT (14 D) o T1 T
i=—1L k=0 i=—L k=0

L -1 -1
. + Z lln <eh H (1 + yi,i+k) + e_h H (1 — yi,i+k)>1
JI [T ET SIS IA R
— Z Z In (1 + yi,i%zi,”k)] — wh

: H coeff
2
-1 i=—L k=0
IEi ki ) . ) )
’H Ficki | This formula constitutes the basis for the numerical result

i=—L
k=0 described in sectionlll. Again, we recognize in the first ¢hre
. . l
2let us point out that the weight enumerator polynomial is trand- terms the contributions ((QL—I—I—H—I)TL; CheCkS,(2L+1)n
canonical partition function computed for a fixed magnetidfi variable nodes an(®L + 1)nl edges.



IV. ANALYSIS OF THE (I, r,w, L) ENSEMBLE Dirac distributions and the set of fixed point equations $ake

In this case the combinatorial growth ra@ com(w) is & form similar to those the density evolution equations of
strictly greater thanG(w), and its calculation will not be coupled LDPC ensemble for the binary erasure channel. A

presented here due to lack of space. We use the replica metiflar fact has been discussed inl[15] for constraint fatis
which leads to fixed point equations that are similar to dgnsifion Problems such a&™-SAT and( coloring for largek” and

evolution equations,

=R 1 w—1 r—1
Ii(y) = py Z H dz; ;g (25)
k1,~~~.k7‘71:0 ]—1
r—1
xo(y =] %),
j=1
1 w—1 -1 R
W= Y [ [Tdufen )
ki, ki_1=0"7 j=1
-1
x 0(z — tanh(h + Z tanh ™! Yi)s
j=1

with the relation betweeh andw,

1 L 1 w—1
W= 2L+1iZZLEk >

- 1y ki=

!
/H dy; ik, (y;)
0 j=1
l

x tanh(h + Z tanh ™ Y;).

j=1

Q. Details of this analysis will appear elsewhere.
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