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Hierarchies of Local-Optimality Characterizations in
Decoding of Tanner Codés
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Abstract

Recent developments in decoding of Tanner codes with marifikelihood certifi-
cates are based on a sufficient condition called local-aiiyn We define hierarchies of
locally-optimal codewords with respect to two paramet@nse parameter is related to the
minimum distance of the local codes in Tanner codes. Thenseparameter is related to
the finite number of iterations used in iterative decodinge 8Nlow that these hierarchies
satisfy inclusion properties as these parameters aregisede In particular, this implies that
a codeword that is decoded with a certificate using an iterakcoder aftek iterations is
decoded with a certificate aftér- / iterations, for every integet.

1 Introduction

Local-optimality is often used as a sufficient condition $accessful decoding of finite-length
codes (see e.g., [WIJWO05, ADS09]). In this work we focus on pacameters of the local-
optimality characterization for Tanner codes [EH11]. Thstfparameter is related to the min-
imum distance of the local codes in (expander) Tanner cobles second parameter is related
to the finite number of iterations used in iterative decodieden when number of iterations
exceeds the girth of the Tanner graph. We define hierarcliilxal-optimality with respect
to these parameters. These hierarchies provide a parpdreation of two questions about
successful decoding with ML-certificates: (1) What is thieef of increasing the minimum
distance of the local codes in Tanner codes? (2) What is theteff increasing the number of
iterations beyond the girth in iterative decoding?

Previous Work: Suboptimal decoding of expander Tanner codes was analyzethny
works (see e.g.| [SS96, BZ04, FS05]). The results in thealyses rely on: (i) the expansion
properties of the Tanner graph, and (ii) constant relatiremmum distances of the local codes.
The error-correcting guarantees in these analyses ima®tee expansion factor and relative
minimum distance increase. The first part of our work focusethe effect of increasing the
minimum distance of the local codes on error correcting guiges of Tanner codes by ML-
decoding and LP-decoding.

*A preliminary version of this paper appeared in the proacagsliof the IEEE International Symposium on
Information Theory, Cambridge, MA,USA, 2012.
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Density Evolution (DE) is used to study the asymptotic pemniance of decoding algorithms
based on Belief-Propagation (BP) (see elg., [RU01, CF@hvergence of BP-based decod-
ing algorithms to some fixed point was studied/in [FKOO, WROAIWO0S5, JP11]. However,
convergence guarantees do not imply successful decodiegaafinite number of iterations.
Korada and Urbanke [KU11] provide an asymptotic analysiteotive decoding “beyond” the
girth. Specifically, they prove that one may exchange theroodlthe limits in DE-analysis of
BP-decoding under certain conditions (i.e., variable riegree at leastand bounded LLRS).
On the other hand, the second part of our work focuses on grepef iterative decoding of
finite-length codes using a finite number of iterations.

A new local-optimality characterization for a codeword ifiaaner code w.r.t. any MBIOS
channel was presented in [EH11]. A locally-optimal codedvisr guaranteed to be both the
unigue maximum-likelihood (ML) codeword as well as the wad-P-decoding codeword.
The characterization of local-optimality for Tanner codes three parameters: (i) a height
h € NN, (i) level weightsw € R”, and (iii) a degre@ < d < d*, whered* is the smallest
minimum distance of the component local codes.

A new message-passing decoding algorithm, call@thalized weighted min-sufjrwms),
was presented for Tanner codes with single parity-chec{&ieal codes [EH11]. Thewwms
decoder is guaranteed to compute the ML-codeword iterations provided that a locally-
optimal codeword with height parameteexists. The number of iteratioismay exceed the
girth of the Tanner graph.

Contribution: To obtain one of the hierarchy results, we needed a new defirof local-
optimality calledstrong local-optimality We prove that if a codeword is strongly locally-
optimal, then it is also locally-optimal (Lemmal12). Henpegvious results proved for local-
optimality [EH11] hold also for strong local-optimality.

We present two combinatorial hierarchies: (1)h#erarchy of local-optimality based on
degrees The degree hierarchy states that a locally-optimal codéwavith degree parameter
d is also locally-optimal with respect to any degree paraméte- d. The degree hierarchy
implies that the occurrence of local-optimality does natrdase as the degree parameter in-
creases. (2) Aierarchy of strong local-optimality based on heigiihe height hierarchy states
that if a codewordr is strongly locally-optimal with respect to height paraerét, then it is
also strongly locally-optimal with respect to every heightameter that is an integer multiple
of h. The height hierarchy proves, for example, that the perémee of iterative decoding with
an ML-certificate (e.g.NwMs) of finite-length Tanner codes with SPC local codes does not
degrade as the number of iterations grows, even beyondtifeogithe Tanner graph.

Organization. In SectiorlB we introduce a key trimming procedure used irptbefs of the
hierarchies. In Sectidd 4 we prove that the degree-baseatbiigy induces a chain of inclusions
of locally-optimal codewords and LLRs. In Sectioh 5 we pravieeight-based hierarchy over
strong local-optimality. We show that strong local-optlityamplies local-optimality. Numer-
ical results of strong local-optimality and local-optintalwith respect to the height hierarchy
are presented in Sectibh 6. We conclude with a discussioactidi 7.



2 Preliminaries

Graph Terminology. Let G = (V, E) denote an undirected graph. L&t (v) denote the

set of neighbors of node € V, and letdeg(v) £ |Ng(v)| denote the degree of nodein
graphG. A pathp = (v,...,u) in G is a sequence of vertices such that there exists an edge
between every two consecutive nodes in the sequens@athp is backtrackles# every three
consecutive vertices alongare distinct (i.e., a subpath, v, u) is not allowed). Letp| denote

the number of edges in Let girth(G) denote the length of the shortest cycleiin Given a
graph G, aredge-labelings a function that maps edges of G to a set of labels. In this,cas

is called aredge-labeled graph

Tanner-codes. Let G = (V U J, E) denote an edge-labeled bipartite-graph, where-
{v1,...,un} is a set ofN vertices called/ariable nodesand.7 = {C},...,C;} is a set of]
vertices calledocal-code nodesThe edge labeling is specified by an ordering. ., deg(C)
to edges incident to each local-code nade and hence specifies an order 8@ (C;) with

respect ta’; for everyl < j < J. We associate with each local-code nddea linear cod&’
of lengthdeg,(C;). LetC” 2 {C’ : 1< j < J} denote the set dbcal codesone for each
local code node. We say thatparticipatesin c’ if (v;, C;) is an edge int.

Aword z = (x1,...,zy) € {0,1}" is an assignment to variable nodeslinvhere z;
is assigned t@;. TheTanner codeﬁ(G,@J) based on the labeleéthnner graphG is the set
of vectorsz € {0,1}" such that the projection af onto entries associated witti;(C;) is a

codeword irC’ for everyj € {1,..., J}. Letd; denote the minimum distance of the local code

C’. Theminimum local distancé* of a Tanner codé’(G,EJ) is defined by/* £ min; d;. We
assume thai* > 2.

If the bipartite graph igd;,, dg)-regular, then the graph defineg,, dr)-regular Tanner
code If the Tanner graph is sparse, i.gs| = O(N), then it defines generalized low-density
parity-check (GLDPCyode. Tanner codes with single parity-check (SPC) loca¢salat are
based on sparse Tanner graphs are cédeedensity parity-check (LDPC) codes

Communicating over memoryless channels. Let ¢; € {0, 1} denote theth transmitted bi-
nary symbol (channel input), and lgte R denote théth received symbol (channel output). A
memoryless binary-input output-symme{MBIOS) channel is defined by a conditional proba-
bility density functionf (y;|c; = a) fora € {0, 1}, that satisfieg (;|0) = f(—v:|1). In MBIOS
channels, théog-likelihood ratio(LLR) vector A € R is defined by);(y;) £ In (%)

for every input bit;. For a cod&’, Maximum-Likelihood (ML) decoding equivalent to finding
awordz™ that satisfieg™" (y) = argmin, . (\(y), z).

Deviations. A new characterization for local-optimality of Tanner ceaeas presented in [EH11]
as extension ta [ADS09, Vonl10]. Local-optimality is a comdibrial characterization of a
codeword with respect to a given LLR vector. This charazégion of local optimality is based

on a set of vectors, called deviations, induced by combirratstructures in computation trees
of the Tanner graph. The set of deviations is specifiedlina(), local-optimality is defined in
Definition[4. We present a few definitions, examples of whigpear in Examplel1l



Definition 1 (Path-Prefix Tree)Consider a graphz = (V, E) and a noder € V. Let 1%
denote the set of all backtrackless path&-imvith length at mosk that start at node, and let

E 2 {(p1,p2) € Vx V| pyisaprefix of ps, |pi|+ 1= |ps|}. We denote the zero-length path
in V by (). The directed grapkV/, £) is called thepath-prefix treef G rooted at node- with
heighth, and is denoted by (G).

The graph7(G) is obviously acyclic and is an out-tree rooted @t Path-prefix trees of!
that are rooted in variable nodes are often cati@shputation trees

We use the following notation. Vertices if*(G) are paths inG, and are denoted by
andg, while vertices inGG are denoted by, v, . For a pathp € V, let ¢(p) denote the last
vertex targef) of pathp. Denote byPrefix ™ (p) the set of proper prefixes of the pathi.e., not
including the root angh. Formally,

Prefix™(p) = {q ‘ qis a prefix of p, 1 <|q|< |p|}

WhenG = (VU J, E) is a Tanner graph, |é¢ denote the set of paths iri that end in a
variable node, i.e) £ {p IpeV, t(p) € V}. Let .7 denote the set of paths Iri that end in
a local-code node, i.ef 2 {p|p eV, t(p) € J}. Paths in) are calledvariable pathsand
paths in are calledocal-code paths

Definition 2 (d-tree) LetG = (V U J, E) denote a Tanner graph. A subtr§e C 72'(G)
is a d-treeif: (i) r is a variable node, (ii)T is rooted at the rootr) of 7., (iii) for every
local-code pathp € 7 N J, degr(p) = d, and (iv) for every variable path € 7 N V,
degr(p) = degrzn(p).

Let 7[r, 2h, d](G) denote the set of all-trees rooted at that are subtrees ¢f2"(G)

Definition 3 (w-weighted subtree)Let 7 = (V U 7, E) denote a subtree oF>"(G), and let

w = (wy,...,wy) € R \ {0"} denote a non-negative weight vector. ket : V — R denote
the weight function defined as follows. plfs a zero-length variable path, then;(p) = 0.
Otherwise, . .
Wy
7 [wlli  degq (t(p)) 11 degr(q) — 1

q€Prefix™ (p)

where/ = [2!]. We refer tow; as aw-weighted subtree.

For anyw-weighted subtrea); of 7.2"(G), let r¢ 1., : V — R denote a function whose
values correspond to the projectionef on the Tanner grapty. That is, for every variable

nodev in G,
merw®) 2 ) wr(p). 2
{peTt(p)=v}

For a Tanner codé(G), let Bc(l“’) C [0, 1] denote the set of all projections efweighted
d-trees onG. That is,

BY & {merw | T €Tl 2hd(G)}. 3)

rey

Vectors ianj“) are calleddeviations



Example 1 (deviation induced by a normalized weighted subtree in adatn tree of the
Tanner graph)Figureld depicts a construction of3atree as a subtree of a path-prefix tree with
height4 of a Tanner graph. The Tanner graph illustrated in FigQre)l¢antains4 variable
nodes (depicted by circles) addocal-code nodes (depicted by squares). We label the variab
nodes byd’,' v, ¢, and ‘d’, and the local-code nodes by”,' Y”, and ‘Z". Figure[1(b) depicts
the path-prefix tree aff rooted at variable node)' with height4, denoted byf;*(G). The nodes
of T.*(G) correspond to backtrackless pathsGh We depict, for example, the variable paths
(b), (b,Y,c), and (b,Y, ¢, Z,a) and the local-code path@®,Y") and (b,Y, ¢, Z). Figure[1(c)
depict a3-tree in 7,*(G). Denote this3-tree by7. The degree of every variable pathjn
equals to its degree in the path-prefix tré@(G), and the degree of every local-code patlyin
equals exactly. We depict every variable path in the path-prefix tree thalsest node ¢’ by
afiled circle. Every other path nodec 7 is labeled within the node byq), i.e., the last node
in the pathg.

Letw = (2,4) € R% The weight function of the-weighted-tree 7 for variable pathp :=
(b,Y,c, Z,a)is calculated as follows. Note thatf = 4, t(p) = a, andPrefix™ ((b,Y, ¢, Z,a)) =
{(b,Y),(b,Y,c),(b,Y,c, Z)}. Then,

wWao 1 1
wrlp) = - —
=R =
4 1 1 1

T 2443222 36

Similarly, wr ((b, Z, a)) = 1.
The projection ofvr on the Tanner graply for variable nodes is calculated by summing

up all the weights of the variable paths h that end ata. For 7 depicted in Figuré 1(¢),

Terw(@) = & +4% 1+1% + 4+ ++ + 4 = L, The deviation that corresponds  is

ﬁ =Te,Tw = (%7 187 47 3_(15) S R4'

Local-Optimality Characterization.  For two vectorse € {0,1}" andf € [0, 1]V, letz @
f € ]0,1]" denote theelative pointdefined by(z @ f); = |z; — f;| [Fel03].

Definition 4 (local-optimality, [EH11]) A codewordx € C(G) is (h,w, d)-locally optimal
with respect to\ € RY if for all vectors3 € B{",

Nz @ B) > (N ). 4)

The following theorem states a combinatorial conditiort tisasufficient for both ML-
optimality and LP-optimality given a channel observation.

Theorem 5 (local-optimality is sufficient for ML and LP_JEH11])Let A € R" denote the
LLR vector received from the channelzlis an(h, w, d)-locally optimal codeword w.r.tA and
some2 < d < d*, then (1)z is the unique maximum-likelihood codeword w.xtand (2)x is
the unique optimal solution of the LP-decoder given

For awordr € {0,1}", let(—1)® € {£1}* denote a vector whoséh component equals
(—1)*. Denote by0" the all-zero vector of lengthV. For two vectorsy, z € RY, let “x”
denote coordinatewise multiplication, i.g.x z = (Y121, YN - 2N)-
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Figure 1: Example of 8-tree: subtree in a computation tree of the Tanner graph.

(a) Tanner grapld-. Variable nodes marked by circles and labeledddy &', ¢',' d'. Local-codes nodes
marked by squares and labeled By, Y’," Z'. (b) The Path-prefix tree (computation tree) of Tanner
graphd rooted at variable nodé™with height 4. (c) A 3-tree (d=3). Consider a variable nodec V.
Each node in the3-tree that is a variable-path that ends in the variable nedgé., the pathp ends in
the variable noded’ of G) is depicted by a filled circle, and the path it representsriftem next to it.
Other nodes (both variable paths and local-code pathspbeteld by their last node.



Trim(7,q) 7,

Figure 2: Trimmed tree of induced byg.

Proposition 6 ([EH11]). For every\ € R and every3 € [0, 1]V,

(=1)" %X, 8) = (N, 2 ® B) — (A, z).

The following proposition states that the mappifag \) — (0V,(—1)® * \) preserves
local-optimality.

Proposition 7 (symmetry of local-optimality/ [EH11])For everyz € C, z is (h, w, d)-locally
optimal w.r.t. X if and only if0" is (h, w, d)-locally optimal w.r.t.(—1) x .

3 Trimming Subtrees from a Path-Prefix Tree

Let 7, denote the subtree of a path-prefix tledanging from patly, i.e., the subtree induced
by V, 2 {p € VUJ | ¢ € Prefix*(p) or p = ¢} (see Figur&l2). LeTrim(T,¢) denote the
subtree of7” obtained by deleting the subtrgg from 7. Formally, Trim(7, ¢) is the path-
prefix subtree of” induced byy U J \ Vq Note that if¢’ is a sibling ofq (i.e., ¢’ differs from
g only in the last edge), then the degree of the parentasfdq’ decreases by one as a result of
trimming Vq Hencewr(¢") < wiim(r,9)(¢") for every variable path” € Vq

The proofs of the hierarchies presented in the followingisas are based on the following
lemma.

Lemma 8. Let 7 denote a subtree of a path-prefix trégg" (G). For every pattp € T with at
least two children iri/, there exists at least one chitd of p, such that

<>\7 7TG,’7—,u)> 2 <)\7 71-G’,Trim(T,p’),w>-

Proof. See AppendikA. O



4 Degree Hierarchy of Local-Optimality

Let A C RY denote a set of LLR vectors. Denote by s (h, w,d) the set of pairgz, \) €
C x A such thate is (h, w, d)-locally optimal w.r.t. . Formally,

Loca(h,w,d) £ {(z,\) € C x A | zis (h,w,d)—locally optimal w.r.t. A}. (5)

The following theorem derives an hierarchy on the “densiffydeviations in local-optimality
characterization.

Theorem 9(d-Hierarchy of local-optimality) Let2 < d < d*. For everyA C RY,
LOC7A(h, w, d) - LOC’A(h, w,d+ 1)

Proof. We prove the contrapositive statement. Assumedlghot(h, w, d+1)-locally optimal
w.r.t. . By Propositio 170" is not(h, w, d + 1)-locally optimal w.r.t.A° £ (—1)* x \. Hence,
there exists a deviatiof = 7 7., € B such that \°, 3) < 0. Let T denote thed + 1)-tree
that corresponds to the deviation

Consider the following iterative trimming process. Staitwthe (d + 1)-tree 7 and let
T < T'; While there exists a local-code pagihe 7’ such thatleg(p) = d + 1 do: 7'
Trim(7”, ¢) whereq is a child ofp such that \’, m¢ 77 ) = (A, TG Teim(77,q),0) -

Lemmd8 guarantees that the iterative trimming process hétlh ad-tree 7’ whose corre-
sponding deviatio’ = 7¢ 7, satisfieg\’, ') < (\?, ) < 0. We conclude by Propositidn 7
thatz is not(h, w, d)-locally optimal w.r.t.\, as required. O

We conclude that for every < d < d*,

Pry{z is (h,w,d + 1)—locally optimal w.r.t. A\} >
Pry{z is (h, w, d)—locally optimal w.r.t. A}.

5 Height Hierarchy of Strong Local-Optimality

In this section we introduce a new combinatorial charaza¢ion namedtrong local-optimality
We prove that if a codeword is strongly locally-optimal thigs also locally-optimal. The other
direction is not true in general. We prove a hierarchy onngjriocal-optimality based on the
height parameter. We discuss in Secfibn 7 on the implicatidnhe height hierarchy on itera-
tive message-passing decoding of Tanner codes.

Definition 10 (reducedd-tree) Denote by7>*(G) = (V U J, E) the path-prefix tree of a
Tanner graphG rooted at node: € V. A subtree]T C 7.2(G) is areducedd-treeif: (i) T
is rooted atr, (i) degr ((r)) = degs(r) — 1, (iii) for every local-code pattp € T N J,
deg(p) = d, and (iv) for every non-empty variable paite 7 NV, deg,(p) = deg2n (p).

The only difference between Definitidh Z-{ree) to a reduced-tree is that the degree of
the root in a reduced-tree is smaller by 1 (as if the root itself hangs from an e@jge)

1This difference is analogous to the “edge” versus “nodespectives of tree ensembles in the book Modern
Coding Theory[[RUOB]



Let 7™4[r, 2h, d|(G) denote the set of all reducestrees rooted at that are subtrees of

T.2"(G). For a Tanner codé(G), let Eéw) C [0,1]" denote the set of all projections of
weighted reduced-trees on5. That is,

By 2 {ngru|T € | T 20, d)(G))}. (6)

rey

Vectors inBéw) are referred to aeduced deviations
The following definition is analogues to Definitidh 4 (loagbtimality) using reduced devi-
ations instead of deviations.

Definition 11 (strong local-optimality) Let C(G) < {0,1}" denote a Tanner code. Let €
R \{0"} denote a non-negative weight vector of lenigtind letd > 2. A codeword: € C(G)

is (h, w, d)-strong locally-optimal with respect to € R” if for all vectorsj3 ¢ B&w),
(Azdf)>(\a). (7)

Denote bysLO¢ s (h, w,d) the set pairz, \) € C x A such thatr is (h,w, d)-strong
locally-optimal w.r.t.A. Formally,

sLoca(h,w,d) £ {(z,A) € C x A | zis (h,w, d)—strongly locally — optimal w.r.t. A}.
(8)
The following lemma states that if a codewards strongly locally-optimal w.r.tA, thenz
is locally-optimal w.r.t.\.

Lemma 12. For everyA C RY,
SLO¢ A (h, w,d) C LO¢ A (R, w,d).

Proof. We prove the contrapositive statement. Assume ithiatnot (i, w, d)-locally optimal
w.r.t. . By Propositiori7p” is not (h, w, d)-locally optimal w.r.t. \° £ (—1)* x \. Hence,
there exists a deviatiofi = g 7., € Bé“’) such that \°; 3) < 0. Let T denote thei-tree that
corresponds to the deviatigh

Denote by(r) the root of 7. By Lemmd8, the roafr) has a child; such that \°, 7¢ 7.,) >
(A, G Trim(T9).0) - NOte thatTrim(7, ¢) is a reducedi-tree rooted at. Moreover, the cor-
responding reduced deviatigh = 7¢ 7, satisfies(\?, ') < (A, 8) < 0. We conclude by
Proposition.¥ that is not(h, w, d)-strong locally-optimal w.r.tA, as required. O

Following Lemma IR and Theorem 5 we have the following cargll

Corollary 13 (strong local-optimality is sufficient for both ML and LP)et C(G) denote a

Tanner code with minimum local distand¢e Leth € N, andw € R". LetA € R" denote

the LLR vector received from the channelz s an (h, w, d)-strong locally-optimal codeword
w.r.t. A and some < d < d*, then (1)z is the uniqgue maximum-likelihood codeword w.k.

and (2)x is the unique solution of LP-decoding givén

Consider a weight vectar € R*", and letw = w' ow?o...ow" denote its decomposition
to k blocksw’ € R". We say thatv € R*" is ak-legal extension ofv € R" if there exists a
vectora € R* such thati® = o; - w. Note that ifw € R*" is geometric, then it is &-legal
extension of the first block! in its decomposition.

The following theorem derives a hierarchy on the height duced deviations of strong
local-optimality characterization.
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Figure 3: Decomposition of a reducédree7 of height2kh to a set of subtreef7; } that are
reducedi-trees of heigh®h.

Theorem 14(h-Hierarchy of strong LQ)For everyA C RY, if w € R*" is ak-legal extension

ofw € R", then
SLO¢ A (R, w,d) C SLOc A (K - h,w,d).

Proof. We prove the contrapositive statement. Assume:ithanot(k - h, w, d)-strong locally-
optimal w.r.t. \. Propositio 6 implies that" is not (& - h, w, d)-strong locally-optimal w.r.t.
A" £ (—1)7 \. Hence, there exists a reduced deviatior ¢ 7., € B} suchtha{A?, 8) <
0. Let 7 denote the reducetitree that corresponds to the reduced deviation

Let {7} denote a decomposition @f to reducedi-trees of heigh2h as shown in Figurgl3,
where leaves of a subtree are the roots of other subtree; ldenote the root of a reduced
d-tree7; in the decomposition of . For each subtre; let /(7;) denote its “level”, namely,
((T;) = Llpjl /h). Then,

TG Tw = Z Quty) - TG, T;w-
{75}

Because\’, 8) < 0, we conclude by averaging that there exists at least oneeedktree
T* € {T;} of height2h such that\°, 7¢ 7+ ,,) < 0. Hence 0" is not(h, w, d)-strong locally-
optimal w.r.t. \°. We apply Proposition]6 again, and conclude thas not (h, w, d)-strong
locally-optimal w.r.t.\, as required. O

6 Numerical Results

We conducted simulations to demonstrate two phenomenat, e checked the difference
between strong local-optimality and local-optimality. c8ed, we checked the effect of in-
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creasing the number of iterations on successful decoditigMiL-certificates (based on local-
optimality).

We chose 43, 6)-regular LDPC code with blocklengtN = 1008 and girthg = 6 [Mac].
For eaclp € {0.04,0.05,0.06}, we randomly picked a sét, of 5000 LLR vectors correspond-
ing to the all zeros codeword with respect to a BSC with cressprobabilityp. We used unit
level weights, i.e.w = 1", for the definition of local-optimality.

Let SLOgw 4, (h, w, 2) (resp.,LOg~ 4, (h,w,2) ) denote the set of LLR vectors€ A, such
that0" is strongly locally-optimal (resp., locally-optimal) wi.r\.

Figure[4 depicts cardinality dLog~ 5, (5, w,2) andLog~ 4, (h, w,2) as a function of,
for three values of. The results suggest that, in this setting, the sets;y~y 4 (h, w,2)
and Lo~y A, (R, w, 2) coincide ash grows. This suggests that for finite-length codes and
large heighth, strong local-optimality is very close to local-optimglitFor example, in our
simulation forp = 0.04 andh = 320, [LOg~y A, (R, w,2)| = 4868 and|SLOyony », (R, w,2)| =
4859 (i.e., only9 LLRs out 0of 5000 are inLO but not insLo for height parametet = 320).

Iterative decoding is guaranteed to succeed dftéeration if (h, w, 2)-strongly locally-
optimal w.r.t. \. Hence, the results also suggest that the number of itasatieeded to obtain
reasonable decoding with ML-certificates is far greatenftime girth. Clearly, the “tree prop-
erty” that DE analysis relies on does not hold for so manyattens in finite-length codes.
Indeed, the simulated crossover probabilities are in thatéwall” region of the word error
rate curve with respect tewms decoding. We are not aware of any analytic explanation of
the phenomena that iterative decoding of finite-length sadquires so many iterations in the
“waterfall” region.

Another result of the simulation (for which we do not provjgteof) is thatsLogw 4, (h, w, 2) €
SLOy~ 4, (h+1,w,2). Namely, once a codeword is strongly locally-optimal w.x.with height
h, then it is also strongly locally-optimal for any heigkit> 4 (and not only multiples ok as
proved in Theorerm 14). We point out that such a strengthefitige height hierarchy result is
not true in general.

7 Discussion

The degree hierarchy and probability of successful decodmof Tanner codes. The degree
hierarchy supports the improvement in the lower bounds etitteshold value of the crossover
probability p of successful LP-decoding over a BS&s a function of the degree parameter
(see[EH1L, Theorem 27]). These lower bounds are proved dlyzng the probability of a
locally-optimal codeword as a function pfand the degree parameterFor example, consider
any (2, 16)-regular Tanner code with minimum local-distan¢e = 4 whose Tanner graph
has logarithmic girth in the blocklength. The boundslin [EHimply a lower bound on the
threshold ofp, = 0.019 with respect to degree parametér= 3. On the other hand, the
lower bound on the threshold increaseggo= 0.044 with respect to degree parametler 4.
However, note that the degree hierarchy holds for locakugity with any height parameter
h, while the probabilistic analysis in [EH11] restricts thergmeter, by a quarter of the girth
of the Tanner graph.

The height hierarchy of strong local-optimality and iterative decoding The motivation for
considering the height hierarchy comes from an iterativegage-passing algorithryms)
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Figure 4: Growth of strong local-optimality and local-opélity as a function of the heiglit
|A,| = 5000 for p € {0.04,0.05,0.06}.

that is guaranteed to successfully decode a locally-optom@eword inh iterations [EH11,
Theorem 16]. Consider a Tanner code with single paritykthecal codes. Assume thatis
a codeword that is strongly locally-optimal w.rx.for height parametel. Our results imply
that: (i) z is also strongly locally-optimal w.r.t\ for any height parametér- h wherek € IN .
(this is implied by the height hierarchy in Theorénl 14), {ii)s also locally-optimal (this is
implied by Lemmé&_1IR). Therefore, we have thats also locally-optimal w.r.t. A for any
height parametet - h wherek € IN,. ThusNwMs decoding is guaranteed to decodafter
k - h iterations [EH11, Theorem 16]. This gives the following nesight of convergence. If
a codewordr is decoded afteh iterations and is certified to be strongly locally-optimand
hence ML-optimal), them is the outcome oRwMs infinitely many times (i.e., whenever the
number of iterations is a multiple af).

Richardson and Urbanke proved a monotonicity property.viterations for belief propa-
gation decoding of LDPC codes based on a tree-like settidgchannel degradation [RUOS,
Lemma 4.107]. Such a monotonicity property does not holdenegal for suboptimal iter-
ative decoders. In particular, the standard min-sum algoriis not monotone for LDPC
codes. The height hierarchy implies a monotonicity propert.t. iterations fonwms de-
coding with strong local-optimality certificates even vath assuming the tree-like setting and
channel degradation. That is, the performance of strorglglly-optimalNwms decoding of
finite-length Tanner codes with SPC local codes does notadegas the number of iterations
increase, even beyond the girth of the Tanner graph. Pramingnalogous non-probabilistic
combinatorial height hierarchy for BP is an interestingropgaestion.
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8 Conclusion

We present hierarchies of local-optimality with respedtto parameters of the local-optimality
characterization for Tanner codées [EH11]. One hierarctbased on the local-code node de-
grees in the deviations. We prove containment, namely, @hefdocally-optimal codewords
with respect to degreé+ 1 is a superset of the set of locally-optimal codewords widpeet

to degreel.

The second hierarchy is based on the height of the deviatiwagrove that, for geometric
level weights, a strongly locally-optimal codeword is intity often strongly locally-optimal.
In particular, a codeword that is decoded with a certificai@githe iterative decoderwms
afterh iterations is decoded with a certificate afterh iterations, for every integek.

A Proof of Lemmal8

Let us first introduce the following averaging proposition.

Proposition 15. Letzy, ..., z;, denotek real numbers. Defing,,., = arg max, ;. {z;}, and
,a )0 if i = Emax,
T, = & .
-7 - ¥i otherwise.

Then,Zfﬂ > 4

=1 %"

Proof. It holds that

Zx;: kﬁl'%‘

i=1 Z‘§’ékmax
k
1
= E {L‘Z+ E m'l‘i—l‘kmax.
i=1 1#kmax

Therefore, it is sufficient to show thay,,,.. > >, —= - ;. The proposition follows
because . isindeed greater or equal than the average of the other msmbe O

Proof of Lemmal8.Consider a path € 7, and letp’ denote a child op (i.e.,p’ is an augmen-
tation ofp by a single edge). We separate the inner prodcts:, 7.,) and(\, 7¢ tvim(7p/),w)
to variable paths i \ V, and inV NV, as follows.

N7 Tw) = Z At(g) - wr(q) + Z At(g) - wT(q) - 9)
g€V\Vp g€V,
(@) ®
(A TG Trim (T ) ) = Z Ai(g) - wr(q) + Z At(g) - wT(q) - (10)
q€V\Vp g€V,

v~ v~

(a’) (o)
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It is sufficient to show: (i)’ child of p: Term [9.a)= Term (10.a’), and (iigp’ child of p s.t.
Term (9.b)> Term (10.b").

First we deal with the equality Terrhl(9.a&) Term (10.a’). Lety’ denote a child op. For
eachg € V \ V,, it holds thatw(¢) = Wrvim(T ) (q). Therefore,

> g wr(@) = Y Mg - WrvimT ) () (11)

q€V\Vp qeW\V,

Hence, Term[(9.a) remains unchanged by trimmipdrom 7 for every childp’ of p.
For a pathy, letcostr(7;) = 3. v Mgywr(¢') denote the cost of, with respect to7.

q'€Vy

Note that Term[(9.b) equatsst(7,). We may reformulate Termi|(9.b) as follows:

costr(T,) = {Aﬂp)wT (P) + 2 taenz@) s izlplny 0st7(Ta) ALY €V, o)
2 {aenr() « lal=lpl+13 €887 (7o) it t(p) € J.
Consider two childrer, andg, of p. By Definition[3, for every variable paipe 7,,,
(degr(p) — 1) - wr(q) = (degr(p) — 2) - Wivitm(7.q1)(4)- (13)
Hence by summing over all the variable pathgjnwe obtain
(degr(p) — 1) - costy(Tg,) = (degr(p) — 2) - costrim(T.q1)(Ta2)- (14)
Therefore,

costrvim(Ta) (Tg)  degr(p) =1~
Let ¢™** denote a child op, for which the subtree hanging from it has a maximum cost.
Formally,¢™* £ arg max{cost7(7;) | ¢ € N7(p),|q| = |p| + 1}. We apply Proposition 15
as follows. Letk = deg,(p) — 1, and letx; = costr(7,,) whereg; denotes théth child of p.

Notice that by Equation(15); = costryim(r,qmax)(Ty,). It follows that

i

Z costr(T,) = Z COStTyim(T,gmax) (Tq). (16)

{9eNT(p) : lal=Ip|+1} {aeNT(p) : lgl=Ip|+-11\{gmax}

Because\,,ywr(p) is unchanged by trimming a child ¢f it follows from Equations[(12)
and [16) that
costr(Tp) = COStayim(T,gmax) (Tp)- (17)

Hence, we conclude that Terfd (9.b)Term (10.b") forp’ = ¢™**, and the lemma follows. (1

References

[ADS09] S. Arora, C. Daskalakis, and D. Steurer, “Messagssipg algorithms and im-
proved LP decoding,” irProc. 41st Annual ACM Symp. Theory of Computing
(STOC’09) Bethesda, MD, USA, pp. 3—12, 20009.

[BZ04]  A.Bargand G. Zémor, “Error exponents of expandeteunder linear-complexity
decoding,’SIAM J. Discr. Math.vol. 17, no. 3, pp 426-445, 2004.

14



[CFO2] J. Chen and M. P. C. Fossorier, “Density evolutiontiwo improved BP-based
decoding algorithms of LDPC codesEEE Commun. Lettvol. 6, no. 5, pp. 208
—210, May 2002.

[EH11] G. Even and N. Halabi, “On decoding irregular Tanneaes with local-optimality
guarantees,CoRRhttp://arxiv.org/abs/1107.2677, Jul. 2011.

[Fel03]  J. Feldman, “Decoding error-correcting codes inaar programming,” Ph.D. dis-
sertation, MIT, Cambridge, MA, 2003.

[FKOO] B.J. Frey and R. Koetter, “Exact inference using tttersuated max-product algo-
rithm,” In Advanced Mean Field Methods: Theory and Practicambridge, MA:
MIT Press, 2000.

[FSO05] J. Feldman and C. Stein, “LP decoding achieves chgiaai Proc. Symp. Discrete
Algorithms (SODA’'05)Vancouver, Canada, Jan. 2005, pp. 460-469.

[JP11] Y.-Y. Jian and H.D. Pfister, “Convergence of weightethin-sum
decoding via dynamic programming on coupled trees,CoRR
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.3177,Jul. 2011.

[KU11] S. B. Korada and R. L. Urbanke, “Exchange of limits: Witerative decoding
works,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryol. 57, no. 4, pp. 2169-2187, Apr. 2011.

[Mac] D. MacKay, Encyclopedia of Sparse Graph CodesAvailable:
http://www.inference.phy.cam.ac.uk/mackay/codes/

[RUO1] T. Richardson and R. Urbanke, “The capacity of lomsley parity-check codes
under message-passing decoditgEE Trans. Inf. Theoryol. 47, no. 2, pp. 599—
618, Feb. 2001.

[RUO8] T. Richardson and R. Urbank&)odern Coding TheoryCambridge University
Press, New York, NY, 2008.

[SS96] M. Sipser and D. A. Spielman, “Expander cod&dsSEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 42,
no. 6, pp. 1710-1722, Nov. 1996.

[Von10] P. Vontobel, “A factor-graph-based random walkd ais relevance for LP decod-
ing analysis and Bethe entropy characterizationPiac. Information Theory and
Applications WorkshgpgJC San Diego, LA Jolla, CA, USA, Jan. 31-Feb. 5, 2010.

[WFO1] Y. Weiss and W. T. Freeman, “On the optimality of saut of the max-product
belief-propagation algorithm in arbitrary graphEEE Trans. Inf. Theorwol. 47,
no. 2, pp. 736-744, Feb. 2001.

[WJIWO05] M. J. Wainwright, T. S. Jaakkola, and A. S. Willski|AP estimation via agree-
ment on trees: message-passing and linear programnigtge® Trans. Inf. Theory
vol. 51, no. 11, pp. 3697-3717, Nov. 2005.

15


http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.2677
http://arxiv.org/abs/1107.3177
http://www.inference.phy.cam.ac.uk/mackay/codes/

	1 Introduction
	2 Preliminaries
	3 Trimming Subtrees from a Path-Prefix Tree
	4 Degree Hierarchy of Local-Optimality
	5 Height Hierarchy of Strong Local-Optimality
	6 Numerical Results
	7 Discussion
	8 Conclusion
	A Proof of Lemma ??

