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Hierarchies of Local-Optimality Characterizations in
Decoding of Tanner Codes∗

Nissim Halabi† Guy Even‡

Abstract

Recent developments in decoding of Tanner codes with maximum-likelihood certifi-
cates are based on a sufficient condition called local-optimality. We define hierarchies of
locally-optimal codewords with respect to two parameters.One parameter is related to the
minimum distance of the local codes in Tanner codes. The second parameter is related to
the finite number of iterations used in iterative decoding. We show that these hierarchies
satisfy inclusion properties as these parameters are increased. In particular, this implies that
a codeword that is decoded with a certificate using an iterative decoder afterh iterations is
decoded with a certificate afterk · h iterations, for every integerk.

1 Introduction

Local-optimality is often used as a sufficient condition forsuccessful decoding of finite-length
codes (see e.g., [WJW05, ADS09]). In this work we focus on twoparameters of the local-
optimality characterization for Tanner codes [EH11]. The first parameter is related to the min-
imum distance of the local codes in (expander) Tanner codes.The second parameter is related
to the finite number of iterations used in iterative decoding, even when number of iterations
exceeds the girth of the Tanner graph. We define hierarchies of local-optimality with respect
to these parameters. These hierarchies provide a partial explanation of two questions about
successful decoding with ML-certificates: (1) What is the effect of increasing the minimum
distance of the local codes in Tanner codes? (2) What is the effect of increasing the number of
iterations beyond the girth in iterative decoding?

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

∗A preliminary version of this paper appeared in the proceedings of the IEEE International Symposium on
Information Theory, Cambridge, MA,USA, 2012.
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E-mail:nissimh@eng.tau.ac.il.

‡School of Electrical Engineering, Tel-Aviv University, Tel-Aviv 69978, Israel.
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Density Evolution (DE) is used to study the asymptotic performance of decoding algorithms
based on Belief-Propagation (BP) (see e.g., [RU01, CF02]).Convergence of BP-based decod-
ing algorithms to some fixed point was studied in [FK00, WF01,WJW05, JP11]. However,
convergence guarantees do not imply successful decoding after a finite number of iterations.
Korada and Urbanke [KU11] provide an asymptotic analysis ofiterative decoding “beyond” the
girth. Specifically, they prove that one may exchange the order of the limits in DE-analysis of
BP-decoding under certain conditions (i.e., variable nodedegree at least5 and bounded LLRs).
On the other hand, the second part of our work focuses on properties of iterative decoding of
finite-length codes using a finite number of iterations.

A new local-optimality characterization for a codeword in aTanner code w.r.t. any MBIOS
channel was presented in [EH11]. A locally-optimal codeword is guaranteed to be both the
unique maximum-likelihood (ML) codeword as well as the unique LP-decoding codeword.
The characterization of local-optimality for Tanner codeshas three parameters: (i) a height
h ∈ N, (ii) level weightsw ∈ R

h
+, and (iii) a degree2 6 d 6 d∗, whered∗ is the smallest

minimum distance of the component local codes.
A new message-passing decoding algorithm, callednormalized weighted min-sum(NWMS),

was presented for Tanner codes with single parity-check (SPC) local codes [EH11]. TheNWMS

decoder is guaranteed to compute the ML-codeword inh iterations provided that a locally-
optimal codeword with height parameterh exists. The number of iterationsh may exceed the
girth of the Tanner graph.

Contribution: To obtain one of the hierarchy results, we needed a new definition of local-
optimality calledstrong local-optimality. We prove that if a codeword is strongly locally-
optimal, then it is also locally-optimal (Lemma 12). Hence,previous results proved for local-
optimality [EH11] hold also for strong local-optimality.

We present two combinatorial hierarchies: (1) Ahierarchy of local-optimality based on
degrees. The degree hierarchy states that a locally-optimal codeword x with degree parameter
d is also locally-optimal with respect to any degree parameter d′ > d. The degree hierarchy
implies that the occurrence of local-optimality does not decrease as the degree parameter in-
creases. (2) Ahierarchy of strong local-optimality based on height. The height hierarchy states
that if a codewordx is strongly locally-optimal with respect to height parameter h, then it is
also strongly locally-optimal with respect to every heightparameter that is an integer multiple
of h. The height hierarchy proves, for example, that the performance 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 beyond the girth of the Tanner graph.

Organization. In Section 3 we introduce a key trimming procedure used in theproofs of the
hierarchies. In Section 4 we prove that the degree-based hierarchy induces a chain of inclusions
of locally-optimal codewords and LLRs. In Section 5 we provea height-based hierarchy over
strong local-optimality. We show that strong local-optimality implies local-optimality. Numer-
ical results of strong local-optimality and local-optimality with respect to the height hierarchy
are presented in Section 6. We conclude with a discussion in Section 7.
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2 Preliminaries

Graph Terminology. Let G = (V,E) denote an undirected graph. LetNG(v) denote the
set of neighbors of nodev ∈ V , and letdegG(v) , |NG(v)| denote the degree of nodev in
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 sequencep. A pathp is backtracklessif every three
consecutive vertices alongp are distinct (i.e., a subpath(u, v, u) is not allowed). Let|p| denote
the number of edges inp. Let girth(G) denote the length of the shortest cycle inG. Given a
graph G, anedge-labelingis a function that maps edges of G to a set of labels. In this case,G
is called anedge-labeled graph.

Tanner-codes. Let G = (V ∪ J , E) denote an edge-labeled bipartite-graph, whereV =
{v1, . . . , vN} is a set ofN vertices calledvariable nodes, andJ = {C1, . . . , CJ} is a set ofJ
vertices calledlocal-code nodes. The edge labeling is specified by an ordering1, . . . , degG(Cj)
to edges incident to each local-code nodeCj, and hence specifies an order onNG(Cj) with

respect toCj for every1 6 j 6 J . We associate with each local-code nodeCj a linear codeC
j

of lengthdegG(Cj). Let C
J
,

{
C
j
: 1 6 j 6 J

}
denote the set oflocal codes, one for each

local code node. We say thatvi participatesin C
j

if (vi, Cj) is an edge inE.
A word x = (x1, . . . , xN) ∈ {0, 1}N is an assignment to variable nodes inV wherexi

is assigned tovi. TheTanner codeC(G, C
J
) based on the labeledTanner graphG is the set

of vectorsx ∈ {0, 1}N such that the projection ofx onto entries associated withNG(Cj) is a

codeword inC
j

for everyj ∈ {1, . . . , J}. Letdj denote the minimum distance of the local code

C
j
. Theminimum local distanced∗ of a Tanner codeC(G, C

J
) is defined byd∗ , minj dj. We

assume thatd∗ ≥ 2.
If the bipartite graph is(dL, dR)-regular, then the graph defines a(dL, dR)-regular Tanner

code. If the Tanner graph is sparse, i.e.,|E| = O(N), then it defines ageneralized low-density
parity-check (GLDPC)code. Tanner codes with single parity-check (SPC) local codes that are
based on sparse Tanner graphs are calledlow-density parity-check (LDPC) codes.

Communicating over memoryless channels. Let ci ∈ {0, 1} denote theith transmitted bi-
nary symbol (channel input), and letyi ∈ R denote theith received symbol (channel output). A
memoryless binary-input output-symmetric(MBIOS) channel is defined by a conditional proba-
bility density functionf(yi|ci = a) for a ∈ {0, 1}, that satisfiesf(yi|0) = f(−yi|1). In MBIOS
channels, thelog-likelihood ratio(LLR) vectorλ ∈ R

N is defined byλi(yi) , ln
(
f(yi|ci=0)
f(yi|ci=1)

)

for every input biti. For a codeC, Maximum-Likelihood (ML) decodingis equivalent to finding
a wordx̂ML that satisfieŝxML (y) = argminx∈C〈λ(y), x〉.

Deviations. A new characterization for local-optimality of Tanner codes was presented in [EH11]
as extension to [ADS09, Von10]. Local-optimality is a combinatorial characterization of a
codeword with respect to a given LLR vector. This characterization of local optimality is based
on a set of vectors, called deviations, induced by combinatorial structures in computation trees
of the Tanner graph. The set of deviations is specified in (3),and local-optimality is defined in
Definition 4. We present a few definitions, examples of which appear in Example 1
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Definition 1 (Path-Prefix Tree). Consider a graphG = (V,E) and a noder ∈ V . Let V̂
denote the set of all backtrackless paths inG with length at mosth that start at noder, and let
Ê ,

{
(p1, p2) ∈ V̂ × V̂

∣
∣ p1 is a prefix of p2, |p1|+1 = |p2|

}
. We denote the zero-length path

in V̂ by (r). The directed graph(V̂ , Ê) is called thepath-prefix treeofG rooted at noder with
heighth, and is denoted byT h

r (G).

The graphT h
r (G) is obviously acyclic and is an out-tree rooted at(r). Path-prefix trees ofG

that are rooted in variable nodes are often calledcomputation trees.
We use the following notation. Vertices inT h

r (G) are paths inG, and are denoted byp
andq, while vertices inG are denoted byu, v, r. For a pathp ∈ V̂ , let t(p) denote the last
vertex (target) of pathp. Denote byPrefix+(p) the set of proper prefixes of the pathp, i.e., not
including the root andp. Formally,

Prefix+(p) =
{
q
∣
∣ q is a prefix of p, 1 6|q|< |p|

}
.

WhenG = (V ∪ J , E) is a Tanner graph, let̂V denote the set of paths in̂V that end in a
variable node, i.e.,̂V , {p | p ∈ V̂ , t(p) ∈ V}. Let Ĵ denote the set of paths in̂V that end in
a local-code node, i.e.,̂J , {p | p ∈ V̂ , t(p) ∈ J }. Paths inV̂ are calledvariable paths, and
paths inĴ are calledlocal-code paths.

Definition 2 (d-tree). Let G = (V ∪ J , E) denote a Tanner graph. A subtreeT ⊆ T 2h
r (G)

is a d-tree if: (i) r is a variable node, (ii)T is rooted at the root(r) of T 2h
r , (iii) for every

local-code pathp ∈ T ∩ Ĵ , degT (p) = d, and (iv) for every variable pathp ∈ T ∩ V̂ ,
degT (p) = degT 2h

r
(p).

Let T [r, 2h, d](G) denote the set of alld-trees rooted atr that are subtrees ofT 2h
r (G).

Definition 3 (w-weighted subtree). Let T = (V̂ ∪ Ĵ , Ê) denote a subtree ofT 2h
r (G), and let

w = (w1, . . . , wh) ∈ R
h
+ \ {0

h} denote a non-negative weight vector. LetwT : V̂ → R denote
the weight function defined as follows. Ifp is a zero-length variable path, thenwT (p) = 0.
Otherwise,

wT (p) ,
wℓ

‖w‖1
·

1

degG
(
t(p)

) ·
∏

q∈Prefix+(p)

1

degT (q)− 1
, (1)

whereℓ =
⌈ |p|

2

⌉
. We refer towT as aw-weighted subtree.

For anyw-weighted subtreewT of T 2h
r (G), let πG,T ,w : V → R denote a function whose

values correspond to the projection ofwT on the Tanner graphG. That is, for every variable
nodev in G,

πG,T ,w(v) ,
∑

{p∈T |t(p)=v}

wT (p). (2)

For a Tanner codeC(G), letB(w)
d ⊆ [0, 1]N denote the set of all projections ofw-weighted

d-trees onG. That is,

B(w)
d ,

{
πG,T ,w

∣
∣ T ∈

⋃

r∈V

T [r, 2h, d](G)
}
. (3)

Vectors inB(w)
d are calleddeviations.
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Example 1 (deviation induced by a normalized weighted subtree in computation tree of the
Tanner graph). Figure 1 depicts a construction of a3-tree as a subtree of a path-prefix tree with
height4 of a Tanner graph. The Tanner graph illustrated in Figure 1(a) contains4 variable
nodes (depicted by circles) and3 local-code nodes (depicted by squares). We label the variable
nodes by ‘a’,‘ b’,‘ c’, and ‘d’, and the local-code nodes by ‘X ’,‘ Y ’, and ‘Z ’. Figure 1(b) depicts
the path-prefix tree ofG rooted at variable node ‘b’ with height4, denoted byT 4

b (G). The nodes
of T 4

b (G) correspond to backtrackless paths inG. We depict, for example, the variable paths
(b), (b, Y, c), and (b, Y, c, Z, a) and the local-code paths(b, Y ) and (b, Y, c, Z). Figure 1(c)
depict a3-tree in T 4

b (G). Denote this3-tree byT . The degree of every variable path inT
equals to its degree in the path-prefix treeT 4

b (G), and the degree of every local-code path inT
equals exactly3. We depict every variable path in the path-prefix tree that ends at node ‘a’ by
a filed circle. Every other path nodeq ∈ T is labeled within the node byt(q), i.e., the last node
in the pathq.

Letw = (2, 4) ∈ R
2. The weight function of thew-weighted3-treeT for variable pathp :=

(b, Y, c, Z, a) is calculated as follows. Note that|p| = 4, t(p) = a, andPrefix+
(
(b, Y, c, Z, a)

)
=

{(b, Y ), (b, Y, c), (b, Y, c, Z)}. Then,

wT (p) =
w2

‖w‖1
·

1

degG(a)
·

∏

q∈Prefix+(p)

1

degT (q)− 1

=
4

2 + 4
·
1

3
·

1

2 · 2 · 2
=

1

36
.

Similarly,wT

(
(b, Z, a)

)
= 1

18
.

The projection ofwT on the Tanner graphG for variable nodea is calculated by summing
up all the weights of the variable paths inT that end ata. For T depicted in Figure 1(c),
πG,T ,w(a) = 1

18
+ 1

36
+ 1

36
+ 1

36
+ 1

36
+ 1

36
= 7

36
, The deviation that corresponds toT is

β = πG,T ,w = ( 7
36
, 4
18
, 1
4
, 11
36
) ∈ R

4.

Local-Optimality Characterization. For two vectorsx ∈ {0, 1}N andf ∈ [0, 1]N , let x ⊕
f ∈ [0, 1]N denote therelative pointdefined by(x⊕ f)i , |xi − fi| [Fel03].

Definition 4 (local-optimality, [EH11]). A codewordx ∈ C(G) is (h, w, d)-locally optimal
with respect toλ ∈ R

N if for all vectorsβ ∈ B(w)
d ,

〈λ, x⊕ β〉 > 〈λ, x〉. (4)

The following theorem states a combinatorial condition that is sufficient for both ML-
optimality and LP-optimality given a channel observation.

Theorem 5 (local-optimality is sufficient for ML and LP, [EH11]). Let λ ∈ R
N denote the

LLR vector received from the channel. Ifx is an(h, w, d)-locally optimal codeword w.r.t.λ and
some2 6 d 6 d∗, then (1)x is the unique maximum-likelihood codeword w.r.t.λ, and (2)x is
the unique optimal solution of the LP-decoder givenλ.

For a wordx ∈ {0, 1}N , let (−1)x ∈ {±1}N denote a vector whoseith component equals
(−1)xi. Denote by0N the all-zero vector of lengthN . For two vectorsy, z ∈ R

N , let “∗”
denote coordinatewise multiplication, i.e.,y ∗ z , (y1 · z1, . . . , yN · zN ).
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Figure 1: Example of a3-tree: subtree in a computation tree of the Tanner graph.
(a) Tanner graphG. Variable nodes marked by circles and labeled by ‘a’,‘ b’,‘ c’,‘ d’. Local-codes nodes
marked by squares and labeled by ‘X ’,‘ Y ’,‘Z ’. (b) The Path-prefix tree (computation tree) of Tanner
graphG rooted at variable node ‘b’ with height 4. (c) A 3-tree (d=3). Consider a variable nodea ∈ V.
Each nodep in the3-tree that is a variable-path that ends in the variable node ‘a’ (i.e., the pathp ends in
the variable node ‘a’ of G) is depicted by a filled circle, and the path it represents is written next to it.
Other nodes (both variable paths and local-code paths) are labeled by their last node.
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q
q′

T

Trim(T , q) Tq

q′′

Figure 2: Trimmed tree ofT induced byq.

Proposition 6 ([EH11]). For everyλ ∈ R
N and everyβ ∈ [0, 1]N ,

〈(−1)x ∗ λ, β〉 = 〈λ, x⊕ β〉 − 〈λ, x〉.

The following proposition states that the mapping(x, λ) 7→ (0N , (−1)x ∗ λ) preserves
local-optimality.

Proposition 7 (symmetry of local-optimality, [EH11]). For everyx ∈ C, x is (h, w, d)-locally
optimal w.r.t.λ if and only if0N is (h, w, d)-locally optimal w.r.t.(−1)x ∗ λ.

3 Trimming Subtrees from a Path-Prefix Tree

Let Tq denote the subtree of a path-prefix treeT hanging from pathq, i.e., the subtree induced
by V̂q , {p ∈ V̂ ∪ Ĵ | q ∈ Prefix+(p) or p = q} (see Figure 2). LetTrim(T , q) denote the
subtree ofT obtained by deleting the subtreeTq from T . Formally,Trim(T , q) is the path-
prefix subtree ofT induced byV̂ ∪ Ĵ \ V̂q. Note that ifq′ is a sibling ofq (i.e.,q′ differs from
q only in the last edge), then the degree of the parent ofq andq′ decreases by one as a result of
trimming V̂q. Hence,wT (q

′′) < wTrim(T ,q)(q
′′) for every variable pathq′′ ∈ V̂q′.

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

Lemma 8. LetT denote a subtree of a path-prefix treeT 2h
r (G). For every pathp ∈ T with at

least two children inT , there exists at least one childp′ of p, such that

〈λ, πG,T ,w〉 > 〈λ, πG,Trim(T ,p′),w〉.

Proof. See Appendix A.

7



4 Degree Hierarchy of Local-Optimality

Let Λ ⊆ R
N denote a set of LLR vectors. Denote byLOC,Λ(h, w, d) the set of pairs(x, λ) ∈

C × Λ such thatx is (h, w, d)-locally optimal w.r.t.λ. Formally,

LOC,Λ(h, w, d) ,
{
(x, λ) ∈ C × Λ | x is (h, w, d)−locally optimal w.r.t. λ

}
. (5)

The following theorem derives an hierarchy on the “density”of deviations in local-optimality
characterization.

Theorem 9(d-Hierarchy of local-optimality). Let2 6 d < d∗. For everyΛ ⊆ R
N ,

LOC,Λ(h, w, d) ⊆ LOC,Λ(h, w, d+ 1).

Proof. We prove the contrapositive statement. Assume thatx is not(h, w, d+1)-locally optimal
w.r.t. λ. By Proposition 7,0N is not(h, w, d+1)-locally optimal w.r.t.λ0 , (−1)x ∗λ. Hence,
there exists a deviationβ = πG,T ,w ∈ B

(w)
d such that〈λ0, β〉 6 0. LetT denote the(d+1)-tree

that corresponds to the deviationβ.
Consider the following iterative trimming process. Start with the (d + 1)-treeT and let

T ← T ′; While there exists a local-code pathp ∈ T ′ such thatdegT ′(p) = d + 1 do: T ′ ←
Trim(T ′, q) whereq is a child ofp such that〈λ0, πG,T ′,w〉 > 〈λ0, πG,Trim(T ′,q),w〉.

Lemma 8 guarantees that the iterative trimming process halts with ad-treeT ′ whose corre-
sponding deviationβ ′ = πG,T ′,w satisfies〈λ0, β ′〉 6 〈λ0, β〉 6 0. We conclude by Proposition 7
thatx is not(h, w, d)-locally optimal w.r.t.λ, as required.

We conclude that for every2 6 d < d∗,

Prλ
{
x is (h, w, d+ 1)−locally optimal w.r.t. λ

}
>

Prλ
{
x is (h, w, d)−locally optimal w.r.t. λ

}
.

5 Height Hierarchy of Strong Local-Optimality

In this section we introduce a new combinatorial characterization namedstrong local-optimality.
We prove that if a codeword is strongly locally-optimal thenit is also locally-optimal. The other
direction is not true in general. We prove a hierarchy on strong local-optimality based on the
height parameter. We discuss in Section 7 on the implications of the height hierarchy on itera-
tive message-passing decoding of Tanner codes.

Definition 10 (reducedd-tree). Denote byT 2h
r (G) = (V̂ ∪ Ĵ , Ê) the path-prefix tree of a

Tanner graphG rooted at noder ∈ V. A subtreeT ⊆ T 2h
r (G) is a reducedd-tree if: (i) T

is rooted atr, (ii) degT
(
(r)

)
= degG(r) − 1, (iii) for every local-code pathp ∈ T ∩ Ĵ ,

degT (p) = d, and (iv) for every non-empty variable pathp ∈ T ∩ V̂, degT (p) = degT 2h
r
(p).

The only difference between Definition 2 (d-tree) to a reducedd-tree is that the degree of
the root in a reducedd-tree is smaller by 1 (as if the root itself hangs from an edge)1.

1This difference is analogous to the “edge” versus “node” perspectives of tree ensembles in the book Modern
Coding Theory [RU08]
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Let T red[r, 2h, d](G) denote the set of all reducedd-trees rooted atr that are subtrees of

T 2h
r (G). For a Tanner codeC(G), let B

(w)

d ⊆ [0, 1]N denote the set of all projections ofw-
weighted reducedd-trees onG. That is,

B
(w)

d ,
{
πG,T ,w

∣
∣T ∈

⋃

r∈V

T red[r, 2h, d](G)
}
. (6)

Vectors inB
(w)

d are referred to asreduced deviations.
The following definition is analogues to Definition 4 (local-optimality) using reduced devi-

ations instead of deviations.

Definition 11 (strong local-optimality). Let C(G) ⊂ {0, 1}N denote a Tanner code. Letw ∈
R

h
+\{0

h} denote a non-negative weight vector of lengthh and letd > 2. A codewordx ∈ C(G)

is (h, w, d)-strong locally-optimal with respect toλ ∈ R
N if for all vectorsβ ∈ B

(w)

d ,

〈λ, x⊕ β〉 > 〈λ, x〉. (7)

Denote bySLOC,Λ(h, w, d) the set pairs(x, λ) ∈ C × Λ such thatx is (h, w, d)-strong
locally-optimal w.r.t.λ. Formally,

SLOC,Λ(h, w, d) ,
{
(x, λ) ∈ C × Λ | x is (h, w, d)−strongly locally − optimal w.r.t. λ

}
.
(8)

The following lemma states that if a codewordx is strongly locally-optimal w.r.t.λ, thenx
is locally-optimal w.r.t.λ.

Lemma 12. For everyΛ ⊆ R
N ,

SLOC,Λ(h, w, d) ⊆ LOC,Λ(h, w, d).

Proof. We prove the contrapositive statement. Assume thatx is not (h, w, d)-locally optimal
w.r.t. λ. By Proposition 7,0N is not (h, w, d)-locally optimal w.r.t.λ0 , (−1)x ∗ λ. Hence,
there exists a deviationβ = πG,T ,w ∈ B

(w)
d such that〈λ0, β〉 6 0. Let T denote thed-tree that

corresponds to the deviationβ.
Denote by(r) the root ofT . By Lemma 8, the root(r) has a childq such that〈λ0, πG,T ,w〉 >

〈λ0, πG,Trim(T ,q),w〉. Note thatTrim(T , q) is a reducedd-tree rooted atr. Moreover, the cor-
responding reduced deviationβ ′ = πG,T ′,w satisfies〈λ0, β ′〉 6 〈λ0, β〉 6 0. We conclude by
Proposition 7 thatx is not(h, w, d)-strong locally-optimal w.r.t.λ, as required.

Following Lemma 12 and Theorem 5 we have the following corollary.

Corollary 13 (strong local-optimality is sufficient for both ML and LP). Let C(G) denote a
Tanner code with minimum local distanced∗. Leth ∈ N+ andw ∈ R

h
+. Letλ ∈ R

N denote
the LLR vector received from the channel. Ifx is an(h, w, d)-strong locally-optimal codeword
w.r.t. λ and some2 6 d 6 d∗, then (1)x is the unique maximum-likelihood codeword w.r.t.λ,
and (2)x is the unique solution of LP-decoding givenλ.

Consider a weight vector̄w ∈ R
k·h, and letw̄ = w̄1 ◦ w̄2 ◦ . . .◦ w̄k denote its decomposition

to k blocksw̄i ∈ R
h. We say that̄w ∈ R

k·h is ak-legal extension ofw ∈ R
h if there exists a

vectorα ∈ R
k such thatw̄i = αi · w. Note that ifw̄ ∈ R

k·h is geometric, then it is ak-legal
extension of the first block̄w1 in its decomposition.

The following theorem derives a hierarchy on the height of reduced deviations of strong
local-optimality characterization.

9
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Figure 3: Decomposition of a reducedd-treeT of height2kh to a set of subtrees{Tj} that are
reducedd-trees of height2h.

Theorem 14(h-Hierarchy of strong LO). For everyΛ ⊆ R
N , if w̄ ∈ R

k·h is ak-legal extension
ofw ∈ R

h, then
SLOC,Λ(h, w, d) ⊆ SLOC,Λ(k · h, w̄, d).

Proof. We prove the contrapositive statement. Assume thatx is not(k ·h, w̄, d)-strong locally-
optimal w.r.t.λ. Proposition 6 implies that0N is not (k · h, w̄, d)-strong locally-optimal w.r.t.
λ0 , (−1)x ∗λ. Hence, there exists a reduced deviationβ = πG,T ,w̄ ∈ B

(w̄)
d such that〈λ0, β〉 6

0. LetT denote the reducedd-tree that corresponds to the reduced deviationβ.
Let {Tj} denote a decomposition ofT to reducedd-trees of height2h as shown in Figure 3,

where leaves of a subtree are the roots of other subtrees. Letpj denote the root of a reduced
d-treeTj in the decomposition ofT . For each subtreeTj let ℓ(Tj) denote its “level”, namely,
ℓ(Tj) , ⌊|pj | /h⌋. Then,

πG,T ,w̄ =
∑

{Tj}

αℓ(Tj) · πG,Tj ,w.

Because〈λ0, β〉 6 0, we conclude by averaging that there exists at least one reducedd-tree
T ∗ ∈ {Tj} of height2h such that〈λ0, πG,T ∗,w〉 6 0. Hence,0N is not(h, w, d)-strong locally-
optimal w.r.t. λ0. We apply Proposition 6 again, and conclude thatx is not (h, w, d)-strong
locally-optimal w.r.t.λ, as required.

6 Numerical Results

We conducted simulations to demonstrate two phenomena. First, we checked the difference
between strong local-optimality and local-optimality. Second, we checked the effect of in-
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creasing the number of iterations on successful decoding with ML-certificates (based on local-
optimality).

We chose a(3, 6)-regular LDPC code with blocklengthN = 1008 and girthg = 6 [Mac].
For eachp ∈ {0.04, 0.05, 0.06}, we randomly picked a setΛp of 5000 LLR vectors correspond-
ing to the all zeros codeword with respect to a BSC with crossover probabilityp. We used unit
level weights, i.e.,w = 1h, for the definition of local-optimality.

Let SLO0N ,Λp
(h, w, 2) (resp.,LO0N ,Λp

(h, w, 2) ) denote the set of LLR vectorsλ ∈ Λp such
that0N is strongly locally-optimal (resp., locally-optimal) w.r.t. λ.

Figure 4 depicts cardinality ofSLO0N ,Λp
(h, w, 2) andLO0N ,Λp

(h, w, 2) as a function ofh,
for three values ofp. The results suggest that, in this setting, the setsSLO{0N},Λp

(h, w, 2)
and LO{0N },Λp

(h, w, 2) coincide ash grows. This suggests that for finite-length codes and
large heighth, strong local-optimality is very close to local-optimality. For example, in our
simulation forp = 0.04 andh = 320, |LO{0N},Λp

(h, w, 2)| = 4868 and|SLO{0N },Λp
(h, w, 2)| =

4859 (i.e., only9 LLRs out of5000 are inLO but not inSLO for height parameterh = 320).
Iterative decoding is guaranteed to succeed afterh iteration if (h, w, 2)-strongly locally-

optimal w.r.t.λ. Hence, the results also suggest that the number of iterations needed to obtain
reasonable decoding with ML-certificates is far greater than the girth. Clearly, the “tree prop-
erty” that DE analysis relies on does not hold for so many iterations in finite-length codes.
Indeed, the simulated crossover probabilities are in the “waterfall” region of the word error
rate curve with respect toNWMS decoding. We are not aware of any analytic explanation of
the phenomena that iterative decoding of finite-length codes requires so many iterations in the
“waterfall” region.

Another result of the simulation (for which we do not provideproof) is thatSLO0N ,Λp
(h, w, 2) ⊆

SLO0N ,Λp
(h+1, w, 2). Namely, once a codeword is strongly locally-optimal w.r.t. λ with height

h, then it is also strongly locally-optimal for any heighth′ > h (and not only multiples ofh as
proved in Theorem 14). We point out that such a strengtheningof the height hierarchy result is
not true in general.

7 Discussion

The degree hierarchy and probability of successful decoding of Tanner codes. The degree
hierarchy supports the improvement in the lower bounds on the threshold value of the crossover
probabilityp of successful LP-decoding over a BSCp as a function of the degree parameterd
(see [EH11, Theorem 27]). These lower bounds are proved by analyzing the probability of a
locally-optimal codeword as a function ofp and the degree parameterd. For example, consider
any (2, 16)-regular Tanner code with minimum local-distanced∗ = 4 whose Tanner graph
has logarithmic girth in the blocklength. The bounds in [EH11] imply a lower bound on the
threshold ofp0 = 0.019 with respect to degree parameterd = 3. On the other hand, the
lower bound on the threshold increases top0 = 0.044 with respect to degree parameterd = 4.
However, note that the degree hierarchy holds for local-optimality with any height parameter
h, while the probabilistic analysis in [EH11] restricts the parameterh 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 iterative message-passing algorithm (NWMS)
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Figure 4: Growth of strong local-optimality and local-optimality as a function of the heighth.
|Λp| = 5000 for p ∈ {0.04, 0.05, 0.06}.

that is guaranteed to successfully decode a locally-optimal codeword inh iterations [EH11,
Theorem 16]. Consider a Tanner code with single parity-check local codes. Assume thatx is
a codeword that is strongly locally-optimal w.r.t.λ for height parameterh. Our results imply
that: (i)x is also strongly locally-optimal w.r.t.λ for any height parameterk · h wherek ∈ N+

(this is implied by the height hierarchy in Theorem 14), (ii)x is also locally-optimal (this is
implied by Lemma 12). Therefore, we have thatx is also locally-optimal w.r.t.λ for any
height parameterk · h wherek ∈ N+. ThusNWMS decoding is guaranteed to decodex after
k · h iterations [EH11, Theorem 16]. This gives the following newinsight of convergence. If
a codewordx is decoded afterh iterations and is certified to be strongly locally-optimal (and
hence ML-optimal), thenx is the outcome ofNWMS infinitely many times (i.e., whenever the
number of iterations is a multiple ofh).

Richardson and Urbanke proved a monotonicity property w.r.t. iterations for belief propa-
gation decoding of LDPC codes based on a tree-like setting and channel degradation [RU08,
Lemma 4.107]. Such a monotonicity property does not hold in general for suboptimal iter-
ative decoders. In particular, the standard min-sum algorithm is not monotone for LDPC
codes. The height hierarchy implies a monotonicity property w.r.t. iterations forNWMS de-
coding with strong local-optimality certificates even without assuming the tree-like setting and
channel degradation. That is, the performance of strongly locally-optimalNWMS decoding of
finite-length Tanner codes with SPC local codes does not degrade as the number of iterations
increase, even beyond the girth of the Tanner graph. Provingan analogous non-probabilistic
combinatorial height hierarchy for BP is an interesting open question.
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8 Conclusion

We present hierarchies of local-optimality with respect totwo parameters of the local-optimality
characterization for Tanner codes [EH11]. One hierarchy isbased on the local-code node de-
grees in the deviations. We prove containment, namely, the set of locally-optimal codewords
with respect to degreed + 1 is a superset of the set of locally-optimal codewords with respect
to degreed.

The second hierarchy is based on the height of the deviations. We prove that, for geometric
level weights, a strongly locally-optimal codeword is infinitely often strongly locally-optimal.
In particular, a codeword that is decoded with a certificate using the iterative decoderNWMS

afterh iterations is decoded with a certificate afterk · h iterations, for every integerk.

A Proof of Lemma 8

Let us first introduce the following averaging proposition.

Proposition 15. Letx1, . . . , xk denotek real numbers. Definekmax , argmax16i6k{xi}, and

x′
i ,

{

0 if i = kmax,
k

k−1
· xi otherwise.

Then,
∑k

i=1 xi >
∑k

i=1 x
′
i.

Proof. It holds that

k∑

i=1

x′
i =

∑

i 6=kmax

k

k − 1
· xi

=
k∑

i=1

xi +
∑

i 6=kmax

1

k − 1
· xi − xkmax

.

Therefore, it is sufficient to show thatxkmax
>

∑

i 6=kmax

1
k−1
· xi. The proposition follows

becausexkmax
is indeed greater or equal than the average of the other numbers.

Proof of Lemma 8.Consider a pathp ∈ T , and letp′ denote a child ofp (i.e.,p′ is an augmen-
tation ofp by a single edge). We separate the inner products〈λ, πG,T ,w〉 and〈λ, πG,Trim(T ,p′),w〉

to variable paths in̂V \ V̂p and inV̂ ∩ V̂p as follows.

〈λ, πG,T ,w〉 =
∑

q∈V̂\V̂p

λt(q) · wT (q)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(a)

+
∑

q∈V̂∩V̂p

λt(q) · wT (q)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(b)

. (9)

〈λ, πG,Trim(T ,p′),w〉 =
∑

q∈V̂\V̂p

λt(q) · wT (q)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(a′)

+
∑

q∈V̂∩V̂p

λt(q) · wT (q)

︸ ︷︷ ︸

(b′)

. (10)
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It is sufficient to show: (i)∀p′ child of p: Term (9.a)= Term (10.a’), and (ii)∃p′ child of p s.t.
Term (9.b)> Term (10.b’).

First we deal with the equality Term (9.a)= Term (10.a’). Letp′ denote a child ofp. For
eachq ∈ V̂ \ V̂p, it holds thatwT (q) = wTrim(T ,p′)(q). Therefore,

∑

q∈V̂\V̂p

λt(q) · wT (q) =
∑

q∈V̂\V̂p

λt(q) · wTrim(T ,p′)(q) (11)

Hence, Term (9.a) remains unchanged by trimmingTp′ from T for every childp′ of p.
For a pathq, let costT (Tq) ,

∑

q′∈V̂q
λt(q′)wT (q

′) denote the cost ofTq with respect toT .
Note that Term (9.b) equalscostT (Tp). We may reformulate Term (9.b) as follows:

costT (Tp) =

{

λt(p)wT (p) +
∑

{q∈NT (p) : |q|=|p|+1} costT (Tq) if t(p) ∈ V,
∑

{q∈NT (p) : |q|=|p|+1} costT (Tq) if t(p) ∈ J .
(12)

Consider two childrenq1 andq2 of p. By Definition 3, for every variable pathq ∈ Tq2 ,

(degT (p)− 1) · wT (q) = (degT (p)− 2) · wTrim(T ,q1)(q). (13)

Hence by summing over all the variable paths inTq2 we obtain

(degT (p)− 1) · costT (Tq2) = (degT (p)− 2) · costTrim(T ,q1)(Tq2). (14)

Therefore,
costT (Tq2)

costTrim(T ,q1)(Tq2)
=

degT (p)− 2

degT (p)− 1
6 1. (15)

Let qmax denote a child ofp, for which the subtree hanging from it has a maximum cost.
Formally,qmax , argmax{costT (Tq) | q ∈ NT (p), |q| = |p| + 1}. We apply Proposition 15
as follows. Letk = degT (p) − 1, and letxi = costT (Tqi) whereqi denotes theith child of p.
Notice that by Equation (15),x′

i = costTrim(T ,qmax)(Tqi). It follows that

∑

{q∈NT (p) : |q|=|p|+1}

costT (Tq) >
∑

{q∈NT (p) : |q|=|p|+1}\{qmax}

costTrim(T ,qmax)(Tq). (16)

Becauseλt(p)wT (p) is unchanged by trimming a child ofp, it follows from Equations (12)
and (16) that

costT (Tp) > costTrim(T ,qmax)(Tp). (17)

Hence, we conclude that Term (9.b)> Term (10.b’) forp′ = qmax, and the lemma follows.
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