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Abstract—In this paper, we present an error-trellis construc- (00)-

tion for tailbiting convolutional codes. A tailbiting erro r-trellis

is characterized by the condition that the syndrome former
starts and ends in the same state. We clarify the correspondee
between code subtrellises in the tailbiting code-trellis md error

subtrellises in the tailbiting error-trellis. Also, we present a
construction of tailbiting backward error-trellises. Mor eover, we
obtain the scalar parity-check matrix for a tailbiting convolu-
tional code. The proposed construction is based on the adjat-

obvious realization of a syndrome former and its behavior idully

used in the discussion.

|I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we always assume that the underlying field 0 *Tor 101 101 101 lo1
is I = GF(2). Let G(D) be a generator matrix of afn, k)
convolutional codeC'. Let H(D) be a corresponding x n Fig. 1. Tailbiting code-trellis based o1 (D).

parity-check matrix ofC, wherer = n — k. Both G(D) and

H(D) are assumed to be canonical [1], [5]. Denotelbyhe

memory length ofG(D) (i.e., the maximum degree among-€.,3, = By (B is the encoder state at tini¢. Suppose that
the polynomials ofG(D)) and by M the memory length of Tt(lf) hasX, initial (or final) states, then it is composed Bj
H(D). ThenH(D) is expressed as subtrellises, each having the same initial and final statés.
call these subtrellises tailbiting code subtrellises. &ample,

fr— .. M
H(D) = Ho+ HiD + -+ Hy D™ (1) a tailbiting code-trellis of lengtlv = 5 based on the generator
Consider a terminated version 6f with N trellis sections. matrix
That is, each codeword is a path starting from the all-zero G1(D) = (1,1+ D? 1+ D+ D?) 3)

state at timet = 0 and ending in the all-zero state at time

t = N. In this case,( is specified by the following scalaris shown in Fig.1. Sinc&l, = 4, this tailbiting code-trellis
parity-check matrix [1], [6]: is composed of4 code subtrellises. In Fig.1, bold lines

correspond to the code subtrellis with, = 85 = (1,0).

On the other hand, it is reasonable to think that an error-
trellis Tt(be) for the tailbiting convolutional code’y, can
equally be constructed. In this case, each error subtstitisid
have the same initial and final states like a code subtréfiis.
this paper, taking this property into consideration, wespre
an error-trellis construction for tailbiting convolutiahcodes.
We also clarify the correspondence between code subg®llis
" in Tt(lf) and error subtrellises iﬂ”t(be). In this relationship, we

M see that dual states (i.e., syndrome-former states comdsmy
with size (N + M)r x Nn (blanks indicate zeros). to encoder states) play an important role. Also, a kind of

Tailbiting is a technique by which a convolutional code casuperposition rule associated with a syndrome former ig.use
be used to construct a block code without any loss of raiext, we present a construction of tailbiting backward erro
[4], [7], [10]. Let C};, be a tailbiting convolutional code with trellises. Using the backward error-trellis, each taiiligjterror
an N-section code—trellig“t(lf). The fundamental idea behindpath is represented in time-reversed order. Moreover, \Weale
tailbiting is that the encoder starts and ends in the sante, stéhe general structure of the scalar parity-check matrix&or

Hy

Hy, Hy
H,

Hscalar = HM HO (2)

Hy ... .. H;
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tailbiting convolutional code. Similar to a scalar generat B. Dual States

matrix, it is shown that the obtained scalar parity-check The encoder states can be labeled by the syndrome-former
matrix ha_s a cyclic structurel. In g(_eneral, unlike codelited, giates (i.e., dual states [2]). The dual stafe corresponding
error-trellises enable decoding with remarkably low ageraig the encoder stat8, is obtained by replacingy, in o, by

complexity [1]. Hence, we think an error-trellis constioot , — 4, (D) (uy is the information at timek). We have
presented in this paper is very important.

. Bi = Wr—ns1Yr—1:Yi)
Il. SYNDROME FORMER H* (D) T . 0 0
A. Adjoint-Obvious Realization of a Syndrome Former
. .. . . . X HT HT 0 (10)

Consider the adjoint-obvious realization (observer canon 2, M T
ical form [2], [3]) of the syndrome formerH” (D) (T Hy .. Hy_, Hy
means transpose). Lef, = (e,(cl),e,(f),---,ein)) and ¢, = Example 1. Consider the parity-check matrix
((,gl), ,(f),-~_-,<,(:)) be the input error at tim_dc and the 1+D D 14D
corresponding output syndrome at tiferespectively. Denote Hy(D) = D 1 1 (11)
by 01(;;) the contents of the memory elements in the above real- ) ]
ization. Here, the contents of the memory array correspandicorresponding t@7, (D). Hi(D) is expressed as
to the syndrome bit,iq) are labeled withy. For any fixedy, 1 0 1 1 1 1
o, corresponds to the memory element which is closest to
the gth output of the syndrome former (i.e{,ﬁ”). If a memory 2 Hy + H,D. (12)

element is missing, the correspond'tf@ is set to zero. Using

01(;)), the syndrome-former state at tinkeis defined as Hence (M = 1), the dual state corresponding to the encoder

stated,, = (ur—1,uy) is obtained as follows.

A 1 r 1 r *
e 2o ol o) @ T
(Remark: The effective size ofo; is equal to the overall B W @ 3 i (1)
constraint length of (D).) = Wu ) Lo
Let ¢, 2 (¢ ok)T be the extended state augmented with D @ . @) W
the syndrome,.. Then¢, has an expression [8], [9]: = (W +un tu Y)
Hy Hy o .. H Ho = (Up—1+ Uk, Up). (13)
0 Hy ... Hy H,y C. Behavior of a Syndrome Former
& = Lemma 1. Let o1 be the syndrome-former state at time
0 0 v Hyr Hya k—1. Here, assume that an erigyr is inputted to the syndrome
0 0 w0 Hy former and it moves to the state, at time k. Also, assume
X (€h_ M€k Mi1> ek)T thz;:t_ thelsy_ndrpmde‘k is o(;Jtputted according to this transition.
A . This relation is denoted as
S H* % (er—m,er—nt1,-her) . ) ( e
k
From this expression, we have Th—1 _: k)
o 4 (021)7022)7 . ,’UECM)) Similarly, assume the relation
= (ek,MJrl,...’ek,l,ek) 0_;671 e—f>0‘;€ (14)
Hf, .. 0 0 i
% HT HT 0 Then we have
z M , €wte ’
HY .. HI |, HL op_1+0)_, —2/ oL+ oy (15)
A o 16k
= (er—mt1, s er—1,ex) x H*T. (6)

Proof: From the assumption, the relations

Note thato;, has an alternative expression: (M)

Ok = (0£2217"'70k—150) +ek(H?7Hga""H{4) (16)

(2)

(2) (M
ol = (o}, oM. 0) + el (HT HY,--- HY) (17)

or=(0 oM 0)+ey(HT HT - HE). (7)

Similarly, ¢, is expressed as hold. Hence, we have

_ T T T )
P e R e (e Rk
= oy tenty. © +ex+ef)(HT HY - HT).  (18)



On the other hand, using the relations Proof: From the assumption, we have

Ck = Ug_)l + eng (19) O fin z:_y-;e O fin- (27)
T a;c(i)l +e, HY, (20) <
o have Also, from Lemma 2,
we hav
+ Y *
28
CotCh=(o +o) + (ex +ep)HT.  (21) s 4:6'6 (28)
These expressions imply that is obtained. Hence, by applying Lemma 1, we have
e,+e; =
Oh1+ 0y o op o o+ B o 4 B (29)
oG ¢+0=C
holds. [ | ]

Lemma 2: Let 3, and 35 be the initial and final states
of the code-trellis, respectively. Denote hy a code path HI.
connecting these states. (This is denoted as

ERROR-TRELLISES FORTAILBITING CONVOLUTIONAL
CODES

A. Error-Trellis Construction

Yy
Bo = Bw) Suppose that the tailbiting code-trellis based @(D) is
Then we have defined in[0, N], whereN > M. In this case, the correspond-
85 Y, By (22) ing tailbiting error-trellis based o/ ” (D) is constructed as
¢=0 follows.

That is, assume that the syndrome former is in the dual statetep 1: Let z = {z;}2_, be a received data. Denote by
Bi of B,. In this case, ify is inputted to the syndrome former,the initial state of the syndrome formér” (D). Let o fin (=
then it moves to the dual staty of 3, and the syndrome o) be the final syndrome-former state corresponding to the

¢ = 0 is outputted. input z. Note thato ¢, is independent oé and is uniquely
Proof: By extending the code-trellis in both directions bydetermined only by.
L sections, if necessary, we can assume the condition Step 2: Setoq to o 14, and inputz to the syndrome former.
y' y " Here, assume that the syndrome sequefice {Ck}{f_:l is_
Bo=0-—P8, —Bnyr — Bniar =0, (23) obtained. Remark: ¢, (k > M + 1) has been obtained in

wherey’ andy” are augmented code paths (initial and finapteP 1')_ h li dul di
states are botld). Hence, we can apply the standard scalar Step 3: Concatenate the error-trellis modules corresponding

parity-check matrixHeqra, (cf. (2)). Then we have to the syndromegk. Theq we have the tailbiting error-trellis.
Example 2: Again, consider the parity-check matid, (D).
* y/ * y * y“ *
By =0 " 3; -5 - B =0. (24) LlLet
0 &-0 LC:O N+L ¢'=0 N+2L
That is, the output of the syndrome former is zero for all time
In the above relation, we can note the following subsectionbe the received data. According to Step 1, let us inpuo
T the syndrome formef{ (D). Then we haver;;,, = (0,0).
BL —65N+L- (25)  Next, we set to o i, = (0,0) and inputz to the syndrome
- ormer. In this case, the syndrome sequence
= f In th he synd q

zZ =21 29 23 z4 z5 = 111 110 110 111 000 (30)

[ |
Let z = {z;}), be a received data. Denote lay, the ¢ =¢1 6263 €y 65 =00001001 11 (31)
initial state of the syndrome former. Let;, be the syndrome-

forme.r state at timé cqrresponding to thg in_plﬂ. Note that catenating the error-trellis modules corresponding o The

o IS independent oq if k > M. Also, ¢, is independent of obtained tailbiting error-trellis is shown in Fig.2.

oo if k> M + 1. In the following, we assume the condition

N > M. B. Correspondence Between Code Subtrellises and Error Sub-
Proposition 1: Let y be a transmitted code path in a tailbittrellises

ing code subtrellis witlB, = By = 8. Also, letz = y+ebe  jith respect to the correspondence between tailbiting code

the received data, wheeeis an error. Denote by i (= o) suptrellises and tailbiting error subtrellises, we have fibi-
the final syndrome-former state corresponding to the irput lowing.

Here, assume that, is set too ;;, and z is inputted to the Proposition 2: Let B,(= By) = B be the initial (final)
syndrome former. Le{ be the outputted syndrome. (Note thaiate of a tailbiting code subtrellis. Then the initial (fina

the final syndrome-former state ésy;,.) Then we have state of the corresponding tailbiting error subtrellis iseg

int 0 —0fpn+ 0. 26 fin : "
i p ¢ i p (26) Proof: Direct consequence of Proposition 1. [ ]

is obtained. The tailbiting error-trellis is constructeg don-
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Fig. 2. Tailbiting error-trellis based oR T (D). Fig. 3. Tailbiting backward error-trellis based d}'llT(D).

Example 2 (Continued): Consider the tailbiting error-trellis be the time-reversed received data. According to Step 1, let
in Fig.2. In this example, we havers;,, = (0,0). The us inputz to the syndrome formef{ (D). Then we have
corresponding tailbiting code-trellis based @a(D) is shown & i, = (0,0). Next, we seig( to &, = (0,0) and inputz
in Fig.1. In Fig.1, take notice of the code subtrellis witho the syndrome former. In this case, the syndrome sequence
initial (final) state@ = (1,0) (bold lines). The dual state of - -

B = (1,0) is calculated a@* = (u_1+ug, up) = (1+0,0) = =M M2 M3 M4 M5 = 00 11011000 (35)
(1,0). Hence, the initial (final) state of the corresponding erraés obtained. Sincé/ = 1, we see that the correspondence
subtrellis is given by, +8™ = (0,0)+(1,0) = (1, 0) (bold B
lines in Fig.2). o= M2 M3 M4 s

= Cl C5 C4 C3 C2 (36)

C. Backward Error-Trellis Construction o o
Let G(D) and E(D) be the reciprocal encoder and thehoIds. The tailbiting backward error-trellis is consteattby

reciprocal dual encoder [6] associated withD), respectively. concatenating th_e _e_rror-trelhs modules corre_sp_ondlng;,;o .
_— : The obtained tailbiting backward error-trellis is shown in
Then the tailbiting backward error-trellis correspondtaghe Fi.3
original tailbiting error-trellis is constructed as fols. 9. .
S . = (=N N , Next, consider the correspondence between forward error
ep 1. Let Z = {Z,}1_, = {zn—k+1}1-; be the time- ) i .
: R subtrellises and backward error subtrellises. First, rthte
reversed received data. Denote &y the initial state of the followin
syndrome formerH” (D). Let &in(= on) be the final 9:

) ! o Proposition 3: Let 3,(= By) = B be the initial (final)
?y”dr.‘)”?e former state corresppndm_g to the maptN_ote that state of a tailbiting backward code subtrellis. Then thé&ahi
0 tin 1S independent o5 and is uniquely determined only

by 2 (final) state of the corresponding backward error subgredii

Sep 2: Setd to 644, and inputz to the syndrome former. given by & i + 8 .

: Proof: Direct consequence of Proposition 1. ]
N -~
gt()atraei,n:jsume that the syndrome sequence {m,};_, is Let 3 be the backward state corresponding®oThen the

Remark: It is shown that¢ = {¢,}_, andn = {n,}Y, forward code subtrellis witB, (= 35) = 3 and the backward

. k code subtrellis with3,(= 3,) = B correspond to each other.
have the following correspondence: Hence, using Propositions 2 and 3, we have the following.

n o= MM My Myer o NN Proposition 4: Let o, + 3" be the initial (final) state of
= CuCuer o Gl o Cargre (32) a tailbiting forward error subtrellis. Then the initial (&)

} _state of the corresponding backward error subtrellis imgiv
Sep 3: Concatenate the error-trellis modules correspondi & fin + 5* whereg is the backward state g8.

to the syndromes),.. Then we have the tailbiting backward Example 3 (Continued): Consider the reciprocal encoder
error-trellis. B
Example 3: Take notice of Example 2. The reciprocal dual Gi(D) = (D*, 1+ D* 1+ D+ D?) (37)

encodert; (D) associated withG1 (D) is given by and the reciprocal dual encoddd,(D) associated with
~ < 1+D 1 1+D >

Hy(D) = (33) G1(D). H,(D) is expressed as

1 D D )
- 111 10 1
Let H(D) = <1 0 0>+(0 1 1)D

Z=% 3y %3 34 25 =000 111 110 110 111 (34) Hoy + HyD. (38)



Hence, the dual state correspondingég =
calculated as

/ék ykﬁf

Similarly, we have

Ca

(e—nmt2Hy +
(en—nryaHis + -

-+ eOH;‘F) + ele + EQHg
+enHI)+ e H] +e,HT

(617627"'7

eN*A{#*Qa Tty

eN)

(1)

(2)

(3))

(yk YU Yk

oy +

(Up—1 +uk,uk71)-

1 0
0 1
1 1
_ ((1) )

(39)

Here, take notice of the error subtrellis with initial (fipatate
(1,0) in Fig.2. (Note that f,,+3" = (0,0)+(1,0) = (1,0).)

This error subtrellis corresponds to the code subtrellig wi
(1,0) in Fig.1. On the other hand, the

initial (final) state3 = i
backward state oB = (1,0) is 8 = (0,1) and its dual state
becomes3” = (u_1 +ug,u_1) = (0+1,0) = (1,0). Hence,
from Proposition 4, the initial (final) state of the correrfing
backward error subtrellis is given by ¢;, + ﬁ = (0,0) +
(1,0) = (1,0) (bold lines in Fig.3).

IV. Hgcqiar FORTAILBITING CONVOLUTIONAL CODES

Consider the tailbiting convolutional codg; with N trellis
sections specified by a parity-check mattiX D). Cy, can be

X(H17HQ,O

'107H]Wa"'7

o).

(45)

The same argument can be applied{o(3 < k < N). Then

we see that{L , s written as
HY HT . HI |, HI,
Hi .. .. Hy_, Hf
Hf .. Hj
gf HY .. .. HY
HY, uy oup g, | @9
v, HT, HE ...
e HT
HT HY .. HT, ar
By transposing this matrixt ;... iS obtained. [ |

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have presented an error-trellis construct
for tailbiting convolutional codes. A tailbiting errorettis is
characterized by the condition that the syndrome formetssta

regarded as a(lNn, Nk) block code [4]. In this case, we haveand ends in the same state. We have clarified the correspon-

the following.
Proposition 5: Assume thatH (D) has the form (1). Then
the scalar parity-check matrii ;... for Cy, is given by

Hy Hy ... Hy Hy

H, H, L H,

Hy Hy ..

Hy .. Hy Hyy
Hy Hpy1... Hi Hg (40)

Hy Hy ..
o Hyq . Hy
Hy Hpo1.. Hi Hy

dence between code subtrellises in the tailbiting codéstre
and error subtrellises in the tailbiting error-trellis.sal we
have presented a construction of tailbiting backward error
trellises. Moreover, we have obtained the general straabéir
the scalar parity-check matrix for a tailbiting convoluta
code. We see that the obtained results correspond to those fo
tailbiting code-trellises in the natural manner.
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