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Abstract—In this work, we study the minimum/stopping dis- Subsequently, Yang and Helleseth [3] investigated the min-
tance of array low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes. An aray  imum distance of these codes in an algebraic way by first
LDPC code is a quasi-cyclic LDPC code specified by two integer ,4ying that the codes are invariant under a doubly trasiti

q and m, whereq is an odd prime andm < gq. In the literature, the P )
minimum/stopping distance of these codes (denoted by(g,m) 9rOUP of “affine” permutations. Then, they proved the gehera

and h(q, m), respectively) has been thoroughly studied forn < 5. lower boundd(q,4) > 10, for ¢ > 7, on the minimum
Both exact results, for small values of; and m, and general (i.e., distance. In [4], the general upper bound§;,4) < 10
independent of g) bounds have been established. Forn = 6, and d(¢q,5) < 12 on the minimum distance were proved.
the best known minimum distance upper bound, derived by gy thermore, by combining these bounds with the results in

Mittelholzer (1EEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory, Jun./Jul. 2002), is . B L
d(q,6) < 32. In this work, we derive an improved upper bound [3], it follows that d(¢, 4) = 10 and thatd(q,5) is either10

of d(q,6) < 20 and a new upper boundd(q,7) < 24 by using ©r 12, for ¢ > 7. In summary,
the concept of atemplate support matrix of a codeword/stopping
set. The bounds are tight with high probability in the sense hat
we have not been able to find codewords of strictly lower weigh
for several values ofq using a minimum distance probabilistic
algorithm. Finally, we provide new specific minimum/stoppng . . .
distance results form < 7 and low-to-moderate values ofy < 79. 6, if m =3, with equality forq > 5 [3]
10, if m =4, with equality forq > 7 [3,4]
Index Terms—Array codes, low-density parity-check (LDPC)  d(g,m) < { 12, if m =5, with exact value either

codes, minimum distance, stopping distance, template supp 10 or 12 for ¢ > 7 [3, 4]

matrix. )
32, if m=6[2].

I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the array low-density parityethe
(LDPC) codes, originally introduced by Fan in [1], and their
minimum/stopping distance. Array LDPC Codes are SpeciﬁedThe casen =6 haS not been treated in the |itel’ature before,
by two integers; andm, whereg is an odd prime aneh < ¢g.  €Xcept for in the initial work of Mittelholzer [2]. In this wé,
Furthermore, in this worlC (¢, m) will denote the array LDPC We will consider this case in more detail as well as the case
code with parameterg and m, and d(q,m) (respectively ™ = 7, both from an experimental point of view and by
h(q,m)) its minimum (respectively stopping) distance. deriving an improved upper bound dii, 6) and a new upper

Since the original work by Fan, several authors have coRound ond(g, 7).

sidered th_e;tructural properties of these codes (see, e.g., [2— This paper is organized as follows. In Section Il, some of the
8]). For high rate and moderate length, these codes perfoerm

4 . . asic notation is introduced and the definition of array LDPC
well under iterative decoding, and they are also well-sliite o 2
. : . codes is given. The concept oftemplate support matrix is
practical implementation due to their regular structurel. . . L
- . _ also introduced. In Section Ill, an heuristic is presenteat t
The minimum distance of these codes was first analyz

by Mittelholzer in 121, wh W ind g ; | be used to infer acandidate template support matrix.
y Mitteiholzer in [2], where general (i.e., indepen entqg) The heuristic analyzes thggaphical cycle structure of support
minimum distance upper bounds for < 6 were provided.

matrices of codewords/stopping sets for different valueg, o

_with m fixed. In Section IV, we use the (candidate) template
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[1. PRELIMINARIES a specific value ofy is called aninstance of the template

The array LDPC cod€(q, m), with parameterg andm, SUPPOrt matrix.

has lengthy? and can be defined by the parity-check matrix
[1l. DERIVING UPPERBOUNDS ONd(g, m)

I I I e I
I P P2 . pa-1 In this section, we describe an heuristic which can be used
I P2 P4 p2(a-1) to derive upper bounds on the minimum/stopping distance of

H(g,m) = array LDPC codes. For simplicity, we will only consider the

: : codeword case (the stopping set case is similar and is ékplic
I pnt p2m-b) ... pm-b- considered in Section I1I-D below). The heuristic is a three
(1)  step procedure:
wherel is theq x ¢ identity matrix andP is aq x ¢ permutation 1) In the first step, pairs of codewords € C(q,,m) and

matrix defined by ¢y € C(g2,m), 1 < g2 andm fixed, wherec; andcs
have the sam@raphical cycle structure (a concept to
be defined later), are identified.

p-|0 1 -~ 0 Of, 2) The second step is to infercandidate template support
matrix (which may or may not exist) such that the
instances foy = ¢; andg = ¢ are the support matrices

—= O
o O
o O
O =

00 -~ 10

(possibly column-permuted) of the two codeworgs

Since the number of ones in each row of the matrix in (1) is andc,, respectively. We emphasize here that the inferred
and the number of ones in each colummisthe array LDPC matrix is only acandidate template support matrix, since
codes arém, g)-regular codes. Furthermore, it is not hard to a formal proof is needed to show that all instances for
see that the parity-check matrix in (1) has rapk — m + 1, q > qo, for someqy, are in fact valid (possibly column-
from which it follows that the dimension af(q, m) is ¢ — permuted) support matrices.
gm+m — 1. 3) The third step is a formal proof that the instances

In [3], @ new representation fdf (¢, m) was introduced. of the candidate template support matrix are indeed

In particular, since each column of the parity-check matrix ~ valid (possibly column-permuted) support matrices of
H(q, m) hasm blocks and each block is a permutation of codewords for all possible values gf larger than or
(1,0,0,...,0,0)T, where ()T denotes the transpose of its equal togo.

argument, we can represent each column as a vector of istegeione way to find an upper bound on the minimum/stopping
between0 andq — 1, where distance for a fixed value of. which is also independent qf

T (if such a bound exists), is to identify a commstnucture of
codewords/stopping sets for different valueg ot his justifies
the first step of the heuristic above which looks for a common
underlying structure to the pairs of codewokdse C(q1,m)

i.e., thel-positions are associated with the integers mogdulo andcs € C(g2,m). Then, in the second step, such a common
Furthermore, it follows from (1) and the integer represgoita structure in the form of a template support matrix (valid at
in (2) that any column in an array LDPC code parity-chedeast forq = ¢; andg = ¢») is determined. In the final third
matrix is of the form step, we try to prove that the candidate template supporimat
. of the previous step is indeed a valid template support matri
(@2 +y,z+2y,...,o+(m=1y)" (modq) (3) fo 4 ¢ larger than or equal to some threshold valye

wherez andy are integers betwednandg—1. Thus, acolumn  Finally, we note that all instances of a template support

can be specified by two integersandy. Also, note that since matrix may not have their columns in the order implied by the

there areg? distinct columns in an array LDPC code parityParity-check matrix in (1). This is obviously not important

check matrix, any paifz, y) € Zg whereZ, = {0,...,q—1} since the order of the columns in a support matrix is not

specifies a valid column. relevant (independent of the order, it will represent thmea
In the following, thesupport matrix of a codeword/stopping codeword/stopping set).

set will be the submatrix oH(q, m) corresponding to the

support set of the codeword/stopping set, i.e., we keep thg, First Sep: Graphical Cycle Structure

columns ofH(gq, m) whose column indices coincide with the

support set of the codeword/stopping set. Also, we will inge t

integer representation in (2) for the columns of the subimatr
Furthermore, demplate support matrix with parameters,

q, w, and qp is formally defined as amn x w matrix with

entries that are functions @f and such that it is the support

matrix (possibly column-permuted) of a codeword/stopsieg

of weight/sizew of C(q, m) for all ¢ > ¢o. The specific matrix

which results when a template support matrix is evaluated fo7 = {(x,x +y, 42y, x4+ m—-Dy)Taye Zq}

i g—i—1

A |
i210,...0,1,0,....0 )

Note that for the array LDPC codes there exists a subgroup
of the automorphism group which is doubly transitive [3]r Fo
convenience of the reader we state the formal result below
as a lemma. For details and its proof, we refer the interested
reader to [3, Lemma 2].

Let 7 be defined as the set of columnsHf¢g, m) using
the representation in (3), i.e.,



22 26 30 34 38 51 55)
16 20 24 28 32 39 43
o e

where the operations are taken moduylo
Lemma 1: The array LDPC codé&(q,m) is invariant under
the doubly transitive group of “affine” permutatiofsof the
form
v: 7T — T
X — ax+Db

wherea € Z, \ {0}, b € T, and all operations are taken
componentwise modulg.

From Lemma 1, it follows that for any codeword € Fig. 1. Support matrix graphG(®:1) for the support matrix in
C(q,m) and coordinateﬁ1 andp2, 0<p1 <p2< q2, there (4) where the Iower_ and upper Iayers_ correspond to thg firal an
exists a codeworg(c) (obtained by permuting the coordinate§S3d, fows; respectively. The ‘cycle with dashed 'edges s dycle
of ¢ according to a permutationfrom this subgroup) having (%60 V0 > vas 25 Vs U1 sVsa s Ue sV ag ) (ffom (5) of

¢ . g p on o group ) 9 length 10. The vertex labels in the parentheses correspond to theosupp
p1 and po in its support set. Thus, it is always possible tenatrix graphG(©:1) for the support matrix in (6)¢(= 59).
permute any codeword (using permutations from this sub-
group) such that the corresponding support matrix contains
the columns(0,0,0,...,0)" and (¢ — 1,0,1,...,¢ — 2)”. (i, ), have the same number of (proper) cycles of a given
This is the case since these columns will always be in thength containing the edge'”. o9 )

. . K - g—1+44 (mod q)’ “g—1+4j (mod q)/’
parity-check matrixH(q,m) for all valid values ofq and whereq—1+i (mod ¢) is theith component of the column
m. In particular, the column(0,0,0,...,0)" (respectively (4 —1,0,1,...,q +m — 2)T, and also the same number
(¢—1,0,1,...,¢ — 2)") is generated byt = 0 andy = 0 of (proper) cycles of a given length containing the edge
(respectivelyr = ¢ — 1 andy = 1) using the representation,(") ,,()) "In general, in this paper, when speaking about
in (3). _ cycles we mean proper cycles, i.e., cycles in which all in-

As argued above, the support matrix can be regarded asi@finediate nodes are distinct and different from the sigurti
m x w matrix of integers modulg, wherew is the weight node.
of the underlying codeword. F(r_o_gn this mzal_tr_;x V‘ée _)can make The basic idea is to identify pairs of (minimal) codewords
a bipartite graph, denoted by = G(V J( ;E wD), for ¢, e ¢(qr,m) andes € Clg2, m), g2 > ¢ andm fixed, with

L - - i, . . .
each pair of rowsi, j), i < j. The vertex seV(_)ﬂ part|t|(()_r)ls the same graphical cycle structure, since if they do not have

3 . . . .

into two distinct sets which we denote by and V", the same graphical cycle structure, then it is likely (aliio
respectively. Novy, for eacld|_st|nct entry in theith row .of not impossible wheny; or ¢» is small) that their support
the support matrix we associate a node in the verte¥’$€t matrices cannot be instances of the same template support
Thus, if there are two (or more) identical entries in e  matrix. Then, for a pair of (minimal) codewords with the same
row of the support matrix, then they will correspond to thgraphical cycle structure, we would like to infer a template
same vertex in’ (). Similarly, for eachdistinct entry in the support matrix such that the instances foe ¢; andq = ¢»

jth row of the support matrix we associate a node in thge the support matrices (possibly column-permuted) of the
vertex setV/). Furthermore, there will be an edge from &gdewordsc; andcs, respectively.

vertex v() € V) to a vertexv) e VU if and only if
there exists a column in the support matrix in which th
entry corresponding ta(Y) appears as théth element and
the entry corresponding td?) appears as thgth element. In
the following, we will refer to the graphs/(*/) as thesupport [333 Ry g ]

Example 1. Consider the case = 47 andm = 6. Using
& computer search, we have found a (minimal) codeword of
weight 20. The corresponding support matrix is

matrix graphs. For convenience, we let” denote the vertex 043 3 144514 8 8 ayaroraratarasasasas o o (4)
in V() representing the entry (or entries) with valaein
the ith row of the support matrix of a codeword. Also, due ] ) .
to the automorphism group (see Lemma 1), we will assur@@d the support matrix gr_aFm(O’l) (corresponding to the first
that the support matrix of a codeword contains the columR¥C rows) is shown in Fig. 1. ('I(;)her(elz) is one distinct cycle in
(0,0,0,...,0)” and (g — 1,0,1,...,q—2). the graph containing the edge,,’, v, ), namely the cycle
Lete, € Clgr,m) andey € Clgz,m), g2 > 1, be two © W © W © 1 0 1) 0 1 0
distinct minimal codewords of the same Hamming weight, (U46 Vo »Vp 5 V2g Vg "5 Vg "5 V115 V327, Vg 5 Uy 7U46)
where aminimal codeword is a codeword that does not have (5)
the support set of a nonzero codeword as a proper subéegicated with dashed edges in Fig. 1) of length Further-
of its own support set. From each of the correspondirigore, for the support matrix

046 3 17 1 191416 1 3 4516 0 18141719 1846 45
00 420 4 2420242226224226464246 3 3 4343

Support ma’trlces We bu"d the SUppOI’t matrlx gramg,j) 05458 5 4858494311 5 55 6 49 0 5554484311 6
for each pair of rows(i,j), 0 < i < j < m, as outlined l R R A e el ;‘] ©)
above. The graph_s correspondingdp and ¢, are denoted T B T A AT A e s 2
by Gngj) and GC'LZ-,J)’ I’especthE'y NOW,Cl and C2 are Sa.ld 00 4 20 4 242024283228 48 3252485256 565555

to have the same@raphical cycle structure (by definition) corresponding to a (minimal) codeword of weigtt for ¢ =
if and only if the graphsGS? and GU:7), for each pair 59 (andm = 6), the corresponding cycle (also of length)



is

0) (1 1 1 (0) (1)  (0) (1) (0
(082, 06V 0”05 o8, o, 0l o) o o, o)
()

Thus, we get the same cycle lengths. The corresponding

support matrix graphG(®1) is shown in Fig. 1 using the Algorithm 1 Template Support Matrix Inference

vertex labels in the parentheses. Continuing with the rei: /x Fill in entries in the candidate template support matrixifi)(
based on the support matrices of two (minimal) codewerds

maining pairs of rows(i,j) = (0,2),(0,3),...,(4,5), w

get the same cycle lengths for cycles contamlng the edge
(vé?lH (mod q),vflﬂ)lﬂ od q)) or the edge(v0 ,vo ) for
both support matrices. Thus, we would expect that there tmigh
exist a template support matrix whose instances (possibly
column-permuted) foy = 47 and ¢ = 59 are the support

matrices in (4) and (6), respectively.

2:

3:
B. Second Sep: Inferring a Candidate Template Support 4
Matrix

In this subsection, we consider the second step of the
procedure, i.e., to infer a candidate template supportiratr 5:
from two minimal codewords with the same graphical cycle
structure. This is done by solving simpleby-2 equation
systems and congruences. We remark that this procedure will
give acandidate template support matrix, since we formally
need to prove that the resulting matrix is a template support
matrix.

Now, let

vi= (09 W) W@ @) )

0410’ 0611""7 04121 27 Y1211 06121)

(8) 6:

denote a cycle ‘o‘f lengt?l, wherea; o = a2, in the support

matrix grathéﬁ’J) computed from a given minimal codeword

c; € C(g1,m). In a similar manner, we denote by
Vo = (U(z) @) @ @) O] )

@2,07 062 17777 Yg 2127 Q22117 TQ2.2] (9)
whereas o = as 9, a cycle of length2/ in the support matrix
grath(”) computed from a given minimal codewoed €
C(g2,m), wheregs > ¢;. We assume here that andc, have

the same Hamming weight and also the same graphical cycge

structure. Now, the purpose is to infer the entries in a matri o

o T Tow—1 10:
wo-‘ryo 11+y1 Ty — 1+uw 1 (10) 11:
wo+(m 1yo 11+(m Dyr - Tw— 1+(m Dyw—1 12:

wherew is the Hamming weight o€; andc,, such that the ﬁ
instances forg = ¢; and g = ¢» are the support matrices 1s:
(possibly column-permuted) af; andcs, respectively. 16:

Algorithm 1 presents such an algorithm, where(v$)) 17
(respecuvelng(vaz)) denotes the set of column indices of;g.
the support matrix o&; (respectivelyc,) containing the entry 2o
a1 (respectivelys) in theith row. All entries in the resulting 21:

C(q1,m) andca € C(q2,

m), g2 > q1, of the same Hamming

weight and with the same graphical cycle structure.
Input: Row indicesi and j, a pair of cycles(vi,vs) (of the
same lengtl2l) as defined in (8) and (9), and a positive integer

A

Output: A (partial) candidate template support matrix as defined
in (10), and a (partial) permutation(-). */

Assign toZ all integers in{1, ...

for r+0to2l—1do

I}

Find an index paifa, b) (which is also unique) such thate

Y1) N (s, L,) andb € vo(vel, ) Na(vey 4, ),
wherey =i and§ = j if r is even, andy = j and§ = i if

r is odd.

Solve the two systems of equations

2O 4 4y
20 4 )
and

(2) +7y( )

:Cl(72) + 6?/152)

(mod ¢1) = ai,r

(mod q1) = ai,r41

(mod ¢2) = az,r

(mod ¢q2) = a2,r41

Find the integerg, andk, in Z that give thesimplest (defined
below in the text) solutions (far andy, modulog: ¢2) to the
two systems of congruences

=k, - :c( ) (mod ¢1)
=k, ~:cl(,2) (mod ¢2)
and
y=ky-yY (mod qi)
y =ky yf) (mod g2)
if |m| <lz— q1q2| then
T x- ki
else
T (v —quqz) kgt
end if
if [yl <1y — 12| then
gy kyt
else
J (y—qae) k't
end if

if zo = * (andy, = *) then

Ta T, Yo < ¥, m(b) < a, and go to Step 3.
else ifx, # T or y, # 7 then

an inconsistency has occurred. Exit.
end if

matrix (after applying Algorithm 1) should be reduced madul 22: end for

q to get an instance for a specific value @fThe algorithm

aWe will usel =

— 1, although any value fof can be used. However,

works on two cycles of the same length, one from a supp@ging = m — 1 increases the likelihood of constructing a valid template

matrix graph of a minimal codeword; € C(q1,m) and

support matrix.

the other from the corresponding support matrix graph of
a minimal codewordcs € C(g2,m), wheregs > ¢1. The
purpose is to fill in the entries in a candidate template sttppo
matrix, which initially is filled with erasures denoted by
Furthermore, the algorithm also updates a permutation



which gives the index mapping that should be applied to tlé the support matrices of the codewords € C(q1,m)
columns of the support matrix @f, to get the instance of theand c, € C(¢2,m) by matching cycles in the corresponding
candidate template support matrix for= ¢». The algorithm support matrix graphs. Then, the template valuesrfandy
should run on pairs of cycles (both containing either theeedgre established bynatching columns (and solving equations
(v(l)lﬂ. (mod ),vflﬂ)lﬂ (mod q)) or the edge{v(()”,v(()”) as the and congruences independently for each column) through thi
Ietgt-most or f(IIrSt edge in the cycle) until all entries areefill one-to-one mapping. It is in fact this particular one-t@on
in. mapping (as opposed to an arbitrary mapping) that makes it

In Step 4 of the algorithm, an index pdir, b) is identified, possible for 'Fhe resulting candidate template support imatr
where a (respectivelyb) is the index of the column in the 10 have entries that appear an even number of times (the

support matrix ok; (respectivelycs) containingafr) (respec- codeword case) or at least two times (the stopping set case)

tively aé?r)) as theyth entry andafﬁ 41 (respectivelyaé‘? +1) in each row.

as thedth entry. Later in Step 18 of the algorithm, these twg n prl_nc-|ple, one type (.)f error condition can oceur, 1.e., we
N . : Can exit in Step 20. This happens when a previous pair of
|nd|(_:es are u_sed tofill the permutatmr_(w(b) - a). ACtl.Ja"y’ cycles has determined the entries in colummand then the
the index pairga, b) can be computed in a preprocessing Stag:%rrent pair of cycles gives different values. If the algjum

before the algorithm ha; even been run, since they are btﬁmlaexits in Step 20, we need to start from scratch by considering
by simple cycle analysis.

.a different pair of minimal codewords; € C(q:,m) and

In Steps 5 and 6 of the algorithm, we determine the entrigs C(gs,m) of the same Hamming weight and with the
in columna (of the candidate template support matrix) baseg e graphical cycle structure, or possibly the same pair if

on the two cycles. In Step 5, we first detegr)ﬂne the(lacwﬁiere are several possibilities for cycle pairs of the samgth
values forz and y modulo ¢; (denoted byz,’ and y, ', containing either the edg(e;(i) j

(4)
- . —1414 (mod q)’Uq—l-ﬁ-j (mod ‘Z)) or
respectively) for columru of the support matrix ok;, and @ () @l o
then the corresponding values modujg, now in column the edge(v, ', v ) for a given pair(i, j), and revert (back

b (denoted bya:bQ) and yéQ), respectively), of the supportto erasures) all the e_ntnes filled in so far in the candidate
: . : . : template support matrix.

matrix of co. Then, in Step 6, we find themplest solutions : .

. . In Step 5 of Algorithm 1, two systems of equations need to
for z and y (modulo g¢), i.€., the solutions fot and , be solved. They have the following solutions:
which also depend, respectively, dnp € Z and k, € Z, ‘ y 9 '
that minimize, respectivelymax(|k,|, min(|z|, |z — q1qz|)) M =1, — (6 =) Honpq1 —ary) (mod qp)
andmax(|ky |, min(|y|, |y — ¢1¢2|)). The solutionsc - k- * and (1) — (§ — )1 _ d
y - k' both evaluate modulg (for ¢ = g1 andq = ¢2) y‘(’Q) (0=1) (al'”_ll o) (mod q1)
to the correct values as given by the support matrices of the ¥ = = @2, — (6 =) (o241 —az,) (mod g2)
codewordsc; and c,, respectively. Then, the entries fay, yl()2> = (5 =) Nagry1 —az,)  (mod gs)
andy, are filled in the candidate template support matrix as _ ) _ ]
defined in (10) and as indicated in Steps 7 to 18. Note that\{ich also gives the rationale behind the assignment todhe s
Steps 8 and 10 neither the inverse nor the product operatffnintégersZ in Step 2 of the alg_olrlthm, since the solutions
are performed and the formal string of three characteq@r Nvolve a multiplication by(6 —~)~".

= — qug2 in Step 10) (with a specific value inserted for(or In Step 6 of Algorithm 1, two systems of congruences need
= — q1¢» evaluated for a specific value of in Step 10)),;, © be solved. They have the following solutions:
and k! (with a specific value inserted fok,), is assigned = kz(zgl) tq - H(Igz) _ x511))) (mod ¢1¢2) (11)

to z. Of course, in the case of taking the inverse lobr ) @

multiplying by 1, the expression can be simplified by removing ¥ = Fy(Wa’ + @1 - £(y,” — v ') (mod qug2) (12
such terms. A similar comment applies to the assignmentsthdulo ¢;¢,, where x can be found using the extended
Steps 13 and 15. Finally, we remark that using the simplasfclidean algorithm which yields integeksand 7 such that
solutions, as explained above, is to increase the likethog .,/ 1 . g, = ged(qy, go) = 1.

that the candidate template support matrix is indeed a Va”dAIternativer, in Steps 5 and 6 of Algorithm 1, we can

template matrix, and to find a candidate template supp@ittead solve the two systems of congruences
matrix with a nice/compact representation, which also redtke

easier to prove analytically that all instances (possiblu@n- T4y =ay, (modaq)
permuted) are indeed valid support matrices of codewonds fo T +yy=az, (modq)
all values ofq larger than or equal to sondge wheng is small
(the third step of the heuristic). In any case, for any pcatti
value ofg, a simple and fast computer search can be used to T+ 0y =ai,41 (mod qr)
prove whether or not the candidate template support matrix
gives a valid support matrix for all values gf < ¢ < ¢, for
someqo. For details, see the proofs of Theorems 1 and 2 fAr « + vy andz + dy, modulogigz, and assigr(y — )" -
Sections IV and V, respectively. ((z+0y)y = (z +y)d) and (y = 8) =" - (z + vy — (z + dy))

NOt_e that Algorithm 1 does _in fact identify a one-to-one 1y remark that trying the same pair of codewords will be marpdrtant
mapping (through the permutatior{-)) between the columns for the improved algorithm of Section I1I-F below.

and

T+ 0y =ag,+1  (mod o)



15 —11-1-10-16 11 5 —4 6 —10 0 —4 -5 —11 ~16 11 6
8 —8 4 —4 —8 17271 9271 7271 q7.271 15271 g.2=1 2-1 9=l _79-1_3520-1 g 4
2

010

2 ; 1411 :Z 194 2 2 7-26*1 7-24*1 75-723*1 27-121*1 7572) 1 272 1 19: 12%2 1 223 1 19; 1 Z 0 (13)

0 3 17 1 19 14 16 1 3 —2 16 0 18 14 17 19 18 —1 -2

00 420 4 24 20 24 —3.2- 15271 327137071 5971 45.27137.27 1452071 53.2=1 53271 _4_4
to x, andy,, respectively, in Step 18 of the algorithm. Here(12), respectively:
both the inverse and the product operation are not performed
unless(y — d) is a divisor of (z + dy)y — (x +~vy)d (for the kulky | 1 2 3 4 5
assignment ta:,) or z + vy — (x + 0y) (for the assignment to r 5 10 15 20 25
y,). This will make the overall algorithm independent of the © — q1¢2 | —2768 —2763 —2758 —2753 —2748 .
input parameted, and will in fact be equivalent to running y | 138 2772 1385 2771 1384
Algorithm 1 with I = m—1. We remark that using the simplest ¥ — q1¢2 | —1387 -1 —1388 -2 —13%9
solutions from Step 6 is important for this equivalence. In .
the following, however, we will use the original version of! NUS, we can fill inz(9) = 9, z9 = 5 andyy = -2

Algorithm 1 with I = m — 1. (corresponding to the valuds, = 1 and k, = 2, which give

We will illustrate the procedure in Example 2 below. e simplest solutions).

Example 2: Consider the two cycles in (5) and (7) for= Conthulng with the rest of the values for (see Step 3
47 and ¢ = 59, respectively. Herej = 0 andj = 1, and " Algorithm 1) a total of10 (the cycle length) columns of
= —5andn = 4 (since—5-47+4-59 = 1). Forr = 0 (see the candidate template support matrix can be determined. To

Step 3 in Algorithm 1), = a0 = 46, a1r41 = @11 = 0 determine the rest of the entries in the matrix, other cyalesp
G2, = Qoo =58, i1 = asq =0,y =i=0,ands = must be considered. For instance, by looking at the graphs

j = 1. Since46 appears in the first row an@in the second G2, we find the cycles

row of the third column (column indeX) of the support matrix © (@) (0 (@ (0 (2 (0
in (4), a = 2. Similarly, b = 2, since 58 appears in the first (U46 U1 5031, 5V Vg 75 Uge )
row and0 in the second row of the third column of the support

matrix in (6). This completes Step 4 of the algorithm, and wahd

get the solutions (vé ),v?), 4(1?»,)7 'y ),véo),véz),vég))

D g6 _0.(1 010 _

vy =46-0-(1-0)7(0—46) (mod 47) = 46 for ¢ = 47 and g = 59, respectively. Choose = 1, from
g = (1-0)"1(0—46) (mod 47) =1 which we geto, = a1 = 1, a1pp1 = 010 = 31, g, =
(2) —1 _ 0421:1,042,«+1:OLQ_2:43,’}/:j:2,and5:i20.

=58—-0-(1-0 0—58 d 59) =58 ’ ’ :

( ) ( ) ) (wo ) For this case we have = 17 andb = 17 (from Step 4), and

yp = (1-0)"1(0—58) (mod 59) =1 the solutions

in Step 5, from which we can calculate the following solution a 1 .
for  andy in Step 6 (with/ = m — 1 = 5), using (11) and vy =1-2-(0-2)7(31—1) (mod 47) =31

(12), respectively: yﬁ) =(0-2)""(31—1) (mod 47) = 32
kalky | 1 2 3 4 5 22 =1-2.(0-2'43-1) (mod 59) = 43
x| 2772 2771 2770 2760 2768 )@ — (0-2)1(43—1) (mod 59) — 38
T — q1q2 -1 —2 -3 —4 -5 .
Yy 1 2 3 4 5 in Step 5, from which we can calculate the following solugion

Yy—qiqx | 2772 =2771  =2770 —2769 —2768 for 2 andy in Step 6 (withl = m — 1 = 5), using (11) and
(12), respectively:

Thus, we can fill in7(2) = 2, 2z = —1, andy, = 1
gﬁorrgspcl)ndtmg ltot_ the valués, = 1 andk, = 1, which give kolk, | 1 9 3 A 5
e simplest solutions). x| 2757 274l 2725 2709 2693
In a similar manner, for instance fer= 3, we geta; . =
_ o8 - _ s i Y T T — q1G2 —16 —32 —48 —64 —80 .
al,3 - ’ al,’l‘-i—l - 061,4 — Y a2,7‘ - Of273 - ’ a2,7‘+1 - Y 1395 17 1412 34 1429

azs =5,7=7j=1,andd = ¢ = 0. For this case we have

a=9andb =9 (from Step 4), and the solutions Y- @ae | 1378 2756 —1361 2739 —1344

(1) . 17 - 27! (corresponding to the valuds, = 1 and k, = 2
=(0- 1) (5—28) (mod47) =23 which give the simplest solutions). Continuing (by consiuig
(2> =34—1-(0-1)""(5-34) (mod59) =5 more cycle pairs) we can determine the rest of the columns,

(2) _ and we end up with the candidate template support matrix
vy, =(0=1)""(5-34) (mod 59) =29 shown in (13) at the top of the page, where all entries should

in Step 5, from which we can calculate the following soluionbe reduced modulg to get an instance for a specific value of
for z andy in Step 6 (withl = m — 1 = 5), using (11) and ¢- The remaining detailed calculations are omitted for Hyevi



C. Third Step: A Formal Proof graphical cycle structure, we fill in entries in (10) basedlosn

The third step is showing that the candidate template supp8yPPOrt matrices of two (minimal) stopping sets of the same
matrix is indeed a valid template support matrix for som&ze and with the same graphical cycle structure.
parametery, i.e., the instances fay > ¢, (possibly column- F_or_ the third step, condition 2) in Section 1I-C is always
permuted) are all valid support matrices of codewords frofitisfied for the same reason as in the codeword case. Thus,
C(g.m). In fact it is sufficient (to prove an upper boundPnly the fII’.St. and th!rd condl_t|ons (of Section 11I-C) qegd
on the minimum distance) to show that the instances fit be explicitly verified (as in the codeword case) if in
q > qo (possibly column-permuted) all contain as submatricdCt the candidate template support matrix was produced by
valid support matrices of codewords frot(g, m). In the Alg_orlthm 1. N_ote that the first condition shquld be m(_)d|f|ed
case an instance (possibly column-permuted) contains a&d4it the stopping set case. Instead of requiring that aliest
proper submatrix a valid support matrix of a codeword, tH8 & row occur an even number of times, all entries should
established upper bound is obviously not tight. In paréicul @PPear at least two times in each row. As for the first condlitio
we need to show, for any value of> ¢, for someqo, that the third condition should also be modified to fit the stopping

1) all entries in a row occur an even number of times, set case. Instead of requiring, for instance, that at least t

2) all columns in the matrix are in fact valid columns inCOIumnS are distinct modulp and appear an odd number of

an array LDPC code parity-check matrix, and times, we can run the following column-removal algorithm

3) thecolumn-reduced matrix modulog, which is obtained on thle tcandldatet suptp_ort mztrlx.fLHTq den%te t;e cland|date
by removing all pairs of identical columns, is nonempt emplate support matrix modulpfor some fixed value of.

For instance, if a column vector appears an odd numﬂ&there are no repeated columnskh,, then exit. Otherwise,

of times in the candidate support matrix, then all b {)cate_af;:olumdn vector thl?tbatppearsfzihmultlplel numk;er of
one of these columns are removed for the columfines [N, and remove afl but one of Ihese columns from

reduced version, and if a column vector appears an e ) ItLthe first con(:mor:hls V|o|at.egl for tre resulf'u?f? Tami( q
number of times, then all of these columns are removed?’ en remove also the remaining column (of the locate

for the column-reduced version. Note that the columr@pef’ugd °°".“T‘”S) fror.“ﬁIq. Repgat from if.the resglting
reduced matrix (when conditions 1) and 2) above a atrix H, satisfies the first condition. Otherwise, terminate the

satisfied for the non-column-reduced version) is always orithm. Now, the third condition is satisfied (by definit)

valid (possibly column-permuted or even empty) suppo'ﬁ an(_:i only if th? resuiting matanq_ (_after running th?.
matrix, since the removal of a pair of identical column@ gorithm above) is nonempty and satisfies the first conditio

does not violate the first condition (and obviously not th&'€ remdark lthat a dlfferentd proces(’js_:fwg ordera%r; the hset of
second condition) above. This third condition is satisfie§€Peated columns may produce a different makii at the

for instance, if at least two columns are distinct moduI_‘Snd of the algorithm. Thus, In case the _resultlng mf'ﬁﬂig
¢ and appear an odd number of times iIs nonempty and does not satisfy the third (or, equivalently

. . ._..the first) condition outlined above, the algorithm can be run
Note that the second condition above will always be SatISfl%%ain using a different processing order on the set of regeat

guAlggxt?nn;t%i)'(ni?r?gep?dggﬁ;ﬁjgg?npgecg?&i':gt:rteeloﬁefplaéolumns, ultimately trying all possible processing ordélste
forFr)rFl) in (3 for’ comen ;/nd and all possible values for r}F‘llat in the special case of no repeated columns in the otigina
(3), Y P candidate template support matrix modyldor any fixedg,

andy will give a valid column (see the discussion followin . : " -
(3)). Thus, only the first and third conditions above need%ge algorithm will remove no columns and the third condition

. e : will automatically be satisfied due to the first conditionsé\|
be e?<pI|C|tIy verified if in fact the candidate template sopp note that running the above algorithm in the codeword case
matrix was produced by Algorithm 1.

: using any processing order on the set of repeated columns
Finally, we remark that complete formal proofs for thé. ganyp g , P . )
. . . . . .will produce the column-reduced candidate support matrix

three conditions in the list above will be provided below

. . . as defined above in Section 11I-C), and the first condition
Section IV for the case where = 6 and in Section V for will always be satisfied for the resulting matrix. Thus, ireth
the case wheren = 7.

codeword case, we get the condition that the column-reduced
_ ) matrix should be nonempty.
D. Adaption to the Stopping Set Case Finally, we remark that an efficient algorithm to find small-
In this subsection, we briefly describe how the approasize stopping sets is required.
changes when it is used for deriving an upper bound on the S
stopping distance. E. Applicability
The first step of the approach does not change at all, The heuristic outlined above in Sections IlI-A through@lI-
since it is based on the concepts of support matrices aisdvery general and can be applied for any pair of values
support matrix graphs. Instead of considering the suppdut ). However, the difficult part is finding low-weight/small-
matrix of a codeword, we consider the support matrix of size candidate codewords/stopping sets for differentesbf
stopping set. Also, the operation of Algorithm 1 is the same, which is increasingly difficult whenn grows, since the
Instead of filling in entries in the candidate template suppaninimum/stopping distance increases with. For this we
matrix in (10) based on the support matrices of two (minimahjave used the algorithm in [11, 12], and the minimum distance
codewords of the same Hamming weight and with the sameobabilistic algorithm in [13].



In this work, we have applied the heuristic for = 6 and only the first and third conditions need to be explicitly Vied.
m = 7, but remark that it will easily provide the upper bound&or completeness and for providing a formal proof, we will
d(g,4) < 10 andd(q,5) < 12 which can be found in the however verify all three conditions. Obviously, computiag
literature [4]. In fact, the proposed approach resembles thpper bound on the minimum distance from a template support
approach of Sugiyama and Kaji in [4]. Also, in [4], supporiatrix based on a codeword is easy; the upper bound is just
matrices of actual codewords for different valueg @fn fixed the number of columns in the matrix. Thus, establishing that
to either4 or 5) are used to identify what is calleadtdncel- the matrix in (13) is a valid template support matrix, in the
out patterns’ in [4] (each distinct entry in a row in a supportsense that all instances (possibly column-permuted) forl 1
matrix occurs an even number of times). However, they do naintain the support matrix of a codeword as a submatrix,
connect the support matrices to graphs and cycles in gragssablishes the upper boundaif, since there ar@0 columns
in a systematic way as we do here. As we will show beloim the matrix.
in Section V, we can also deal with pairs of codewords which It is easy to verify that each entry in each row of the matrix
do not share the same “cancel-out patterns” (as opposeé todppears exactly twice, which means that the result is true if
basic approach from [4]). This is important when grows. for any value ofg > 11

Hence, we are able to deal with larger valuesrof 2) all columns in the matrix are in fact valid columns in
an array LDPC code parity-check matrix, and
F. Improved Algorithm 3) at least two columns are distinct modujcand appear
The basic algorithm from Sections IlI-A and IlI-B can an odd number of times.

be improved in the sense of increasing its probability of Since all columns in the matrix in (13) are of the form in
success, i.e., of finding a valid template support matrbe Tg), it follows that they are all valid columns in an array LOP
key observation in this respect is that even though the tw@de parity-check matrix (see the discussion following.(8)

codewordsc; € C(qi,m) andcg € C(gz2,m) do not have the particular, the values far, y for the first6 columns are

same graphical cycle structure, their support matricesgjpty

column-permuted) may still be instances of the same templat x | 0O -5 -1 5 —-11 -1

matrix. The reason is that different entries in the template y | 0 1 1 3 3 5

matrix may reduce to the same value moduléor different _

values ofq. This typically happens when eithei or g» is For the third part of the propf, we need to show, for any
small. A simple way to deal with such scenarios is by reIaxin‘%alue of ¢ > 11, that there exist (at least two) columns in
the condition thatc; and c, should haveexactly the same the candidate template support matrix whlch are not |dght|c
graphical cycle structure. In particular, it may be sufiitieo modulog and appear an odd number of times. This is simple

require that theminimum cycle length of all cycles containing (@nd very fast) to verify by a computer search for any finite
the edge(v(i) j and theminimum Vvalue ofg that would be of any practical value. It is only for

J
. Ly _ .
g=1+i (mod )’ “g=1+j (mod o) D0 large values of; that the theoretical proof below is needed.
cycle length of all cycles containing the ed@% vy ) are Note that the maximum absolute value of the entries in the

the same for both support matrix ,grapﬁélfj) and ng’% first row of the matrix in (13) isL6. Thus, the only possibility
0<i<y <m, and then run Algorithm 1 on such pairs Offor repeated columns, whep > 2 - 16 = 32, is for two
cycles (which have the same length). neighboring columns (with identical entries in the first row)
to be the same. However, by looking at the third row in the
IV. UPPERBOUND ON d(g, 6) matrix, this possibility can be ruled out by requiring tlais
By using the heuristic from Section Ill, we have foundarger than twice the maximum absolute value of the entries i
the candidate template support matrix in (13), in whichthe third row, i.e., by requiring > 2 - 11 = 22. In summary,
all entries should be reduced modujo At this stage we it follows that there are no identical columns in the matrix
emphasize that this is eandidate template support matrix, in (13) if ¢ > max(32,22) = 32. Furthermore, for values of
since we need to formally prove that the matrix is a templatg < ¢ < 32, it can be verified numerically that there are no

support matrix. In particular, we have used the procedun@fr repeated columns in (13), and the result follows. [ |
Section 11I-B to infer the matrix in (13) from the codewords e remark that foiy = 7, the matrix in (13) reduces to

of Example 1, which have the same graphical cycle structure.

. . P 02653645453640323546

Also, in Example 2, some of the columns in the matrix in 03016436510531440314
.. . 04142220644422564152 (14)

(13) were explicitly determined. The rest of the columns can 05205011001313611620

. . . . . 06331502135204035465

be determined in a similar manner. Details are omitted for 00464363262165152233

brevity.

. We observe that there are indeed some identical columns when
We can now prove the following theorem.

Th 1 Th o di P _ g = 7. However, the bound in Theorem 1 is still valid, since
eorem 1. The minimum  distanced(q,6) is upper- these columns can just be removed from (14) and we will end

bounded by20 for ¢ > 11. . : .
th lid (but col - ted t mat
Proof: The proof is based on the candidate templatueP in the valid (but column-permuted) support matrix

support matrix in (13). As explained in Section IlI-C, thare 926322603224
three conditions that need to be verified. Also, if the caatdid galz206a25013 (15)
template support matrix was indeed produced by Algorithm 1, 963125220246



032 1o—927t 7271 111271 5 2 —2 -5 -1 2 5271 271 3.-1 _3 —2  —g.271
0327117271 _52=1 o —7.271 _39.272 _7.272 15272 272 3.2-1 2 1 2 —s5271_32°1 _3
032712521 _32-1 1 _32°-1 15271 _3.0-1 _59-1 391 1 3.9-1l32-159-1 _o -1 —3.271
032 1g_g271 —2=1 2 271 1 41272 _ 5272 _5272 11.272 21 1 2 3 —3.271 271 0
032714 —2=1 21 3 52-1 3 3 -1 0 4 o 271 527172-1 0 3.2~ 1
032715 271 3271 4 9271 5 13272 _3.272 5272 21.272 _2-1 o 3 4 —271 o1 3
032716 3271 5271 5 13271 7 7.271 _2-1 59-1 13.9-1 ;3 _g-l7.0-1gp1 0 1 9.2 1 (17)
-3 2=1 5271 _11.071 _7.0-1
—3.271 272 99272 _ 45272 _7.272
0 0 2 —2 0
32—l 272 7272 _p-2 7.2
3 —271 3271 3.9-1 7.0-1

9.271 —3.2725272 13.272 21.272
6 1 1 5 7

which corresponds to a codeword of weight but the bound and

d(7,6) < 20 is of course not tight in this case. In fact, we (Ué‘r’),véﬁ),vﬁ),yég),v§5)7uﬁ>,ué5>)

found by exhaustive search that the codeword corresponding

to the matrix in (15) is indeed a minimum-weight codewordf length6 and one cycle

Similarly, for ¢ = 11, the matrix in (13) reduces to 56 (5 (6) (5) (6) (5 (6 (5
(67,67, o o9, 0 o 0 0l o)

06 105101 5710760 6 06
08 1005486095641 502

s} .. .
09 233890338466 4 20 (16)  of length 8 containing the edge{vé5),vé6)) in the support
010 3 6 8 3907368 7109 K (5,6) 8 . i X
00 49298486261010 77 matrix graphGe,””’ (corresponding to the first matrix), while

after removing pairs of identical columns, which corresi®n there is only a single such cycle

to a codeword of weight6. As for ¢ = 7, the bound in 5) 6 6 (6 5 6 (5

Theorem 1 is still valid, but not tight in this case as well. (Uo s Vp 5 V145 Vag s Va1 Vg 5 Vg )

By running an exhaustive search, we found that the codeword

corresponding to the matrix in (16) is in fact a minimum{of length6) in the support matrix grapﬁ'ﬁi"” (corresponding

weight codeword. to the second matrix). Hence, the codewordsand ¢, do
Finally, we remark that the template support matrix in (13)ot have the same graphical cycle structure, and they also

for ¢ = 7, 11, 13, 17, and 19 does not give instances withhave different “cancel-out patterns”. Note, however, ttnet

columns in the order as implied by the parity-check matrix iminimum cycle lengths are the same, and this is also the

(1). This can easily be seen from the sequencg-wdlues for case for all the other pairs of grapi@ﬁﬁ’” and Gf};”,

the matrix in (13), which should be nondecreasing. Furthel-< i < j < m, although for several values df, j) the

more, if two y-values are the same, then the correspondiggaph GS{J) contains more cycles of longer lengths than the

sequence ofi-values should be nondecreasing. or- 19, graph GS:?). Following the discussion in Section IlI-F, we

it can easily be proved that the order is always accordimgay apply Algorithm 1, which infers the candidate template

to (1). However, as argued previously, this is not importagtipport matrix shown in (17) at the top of the page. Details
(independent of the order, a support matrix will represhet tare omitted for brevity.

same codeword/stopping set). We can now prove the following theorem.
Theorem 2: The minimum distanced(q,7) is upper-
V. UPPERBOUND ONd(g,T7) bounded by24 for ¢ > 7.

For the casen = 7 we have found, using the algorithm  Proof: The proof is based on the candidate template
from [13], the support matrices support matrix shown in (17) at the top of the page and is
(01307 8226182211822 2 1412152021 72012 14 ¢ 8] almost iderjtical to the proof (?f Theorem 1. In partic_ulalisit

0132 9710 110221410 0 13 1 131314212210 0 0 221 0 easy to verify that eac_h entry in each row of the matrlx appear

01341112 3143 3220 4 0 12141522 0 13 3 11 13 13 15 | @an even number of times and that all columns in the matrix
101381318518 2 5 a1822 115160 1166 22 1 5 7 Jarein fact valid columns in an array LDPC code parity-check
and matrix (all columns are of the form in (3)).

I B B T L B T B AT ] o e D O B ot oot o Shiow, or &
01621213 1 132870 "2 27°0' 1 1616 172728 13 0 171312 16 value Ofg > 7, that there exist (at. Ieast. two) Columns in
01641415 3 17 3 14161618 0 15171828 0 16 3 3 28 0 4 the candidate template support matrix which are not idehtic
01061019551 258 T 2suis190 1 iv 6 18141751 modulog and appear an odd number of times. Again, this is

of (minimal) codewords; andc, of weight24 for ¢ = 23 and Simple (and very fast) to verify by a computer search for any
¢ = 29, respectively. For instance, note that in the matrix fdinite value ofg that would be of any practical value. It is
q = 23 (the first matrix) the entries and11 appear four times ©nly for large values of; that the theoretical proof below is
in the second-to-last row, while in the matrix fgr= 29 (the heeded.
second matrix) all entries appear twice in the secondgb-la Now, let the largest absolute value of the entries inithe
row. In the last row, however, all entries appear twice fothborow of the matrix in (17) which do not involve a multiplicatio
matrices. As a consequence, there are two different cyclesbPy 27" or 2~ be denoted\;, and let the largest absolute value
. . of the factor in front of2~! of the remaining entries in the
NORCINCINCINCIROING . o m
( o Y 5V V7 U5 U Vg ) ith row be denoted by:;. Sincea - 27! (mod ¢), whena
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TABLE |
MINIMUM /STOPPINGDISTANCE RESULTS FORARRAY LDPC CODES FORDIFFERENTVALUES OF ¢ AND m.

g h(g,7) d(q,7) h(q, 6) d(q, 6) h(g,5) d(g,5) h(g,4) d(q.4)
7 12 14 10 12 [4] 9 12[4] 81[6] 8 [4]
1 15 20 12 16 [4] 10 [6] 10[4] 1076 10 [4]
13 16 20 14 14 [4] 12 12 [4] 10 10 [4]
17 18-—-24 18 —24,even 16 16 12 12 [4] 10 10 [4]
19 18 —20 18o0r20 16 18 12 12 [4] 10 10 [4]
23 17-22 18—22,even 17—20 180r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
29 17-24 18—24,even 17—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
31 17-24 18—24,even 17—20 180r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
37 17-24 18—24,even 17-—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
41 17-24 18—24,even 17-—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
43 17-24 18—24,even 17—-20 180r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
47 17-24 18 —24,even 17—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
53 17 -—24 18 —124,even 17-—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
59 17 -—24 18 —24,even 17-—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
61 17-—24 18—124,even 17-—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
67 17—-24 18—24,even 17—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
71 17—-24 18—24,even 17—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
73 17-24 18 —24,even 17-—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]
79 17-24 18 —24,even 17-—20 18o0r20 12 12 10 10 [4]

is odd (which is always the case in (17)), can be written agere able to run the exhaustive algorithm from [11, 12] with a
(¢ + a)/2, it follows easily that for a rows where all entries upper weight threshold aof8 without finding any codewords.
are of the forma or a - 271, different template entries canin addition, we found a codeword of weighb using the
never be the same modujowhenq > 2X; + u;. For the first probabilistic algorithm from [13], from which (and the fact
row this bound i2 - 5+ 11 = 21, and for the third row, this that the array LDPC codes are even-weight codes) we can
bound is2-2+5 = 9. Thus, looking at the first row, the only conclude that the minimum distance is indexd For larger
possibility for repeated columns, wher> 21 (the bound for values ofg, 17 < ¢ < 29, the probabilistic algorithm from [13]
the first row), is for twoneighboring columns (with identical has provided the upper bounds in Table I. Note that even if
entries in the first row) to be the same. However, by lookintpe results are formally stated as upper bounds, the digorit
at the third row in the matrix, this possibility can be ruledrom [13] indicates that the upper bounds are indeed likely
out by requiring thaty > 9 (the bound for the third row). to give the exact values, which again indicates that the 8oun
In summary, it follows that there are no identical columns ifrom Theorem 2 is in fact tight (for instance,= 17 gives
the matrix in (17) if¢ > max(21,9) = 21. Furthermore, for a minimum distance o4 with very high probability). For
values of7 < ¢ < 21, it can be verified numerically that therethe high values of; (31 < ¢ < 79), Theorem 2 has provided
are no repeated columns in (17), and the result followsm the upper bounds. The lower bounds @&, 7) and 2(q,7),

As a final remark, fory = 7, every column in the matrix in for ¢ > 17, have been established by running the exhaustive
(17) is repeated exactly twice, and the column-reducedarersalgorithm from [11, 12] with an upper weight/size threshofd
(as defined in Section 11I-C) will be the empty matrix. 16/17 for ¢ = 17 and 19 and an upper weight/size threshold

of 16 for ¢ > 23 without finding any codewords or stopping

VI. NUMERICAL RESULTS sets.

In addition to the analytic results of Theorems 1 and 2,
we have performed a computer search to compute the exact
values ford(gq,m) and h(q, m) for small values of; and m. In this paper, the minimum/stopping distance of array LDPC
The results are summarized in Table I, where the entries tltades has been studied. We have presented an improved
appear in bold are new results. Results from the literateve h general (i.e., independent gf upper bound on the minimum
also been included with an explicit reference. distance for the case, = 6, using the concept of a template

For m = 6, we have computed the exact valuesd¢f, m) support matrix of a codeword/stopping set, which signifityan
andh(q, m) for ¢ < 19. For larger values af, we have run the improves the currently best known bound. The bound appears
exhaustive algorithm from [11, 12] with an upper weightésizto be tight with high probability in the sense that we have not
threshold of16 without finding any codewords or stoppingfound codewords of strictly lower weight for several values
sets. From the upper bound of Theorem 1 and the fact tlwt¢ using a minimum distance probabilistic algorithm. In
these codes are even-weight codes, we can conclude thatatidition, we have provided the new upper boulig 7) < 24
minimum distance, for3 < ¢ < 79, is either 18 or 20. which also (from extensive numerical computations) appear
Furthermore, extensive minimum distance calculationagisito be tight. Finally, we have provided several new specific
the probabilistic algorithm from [13] for several values ofninimum/stopping distance results far < 7 and low-to-

q > 23, indicate that the minimum distance is inde#iifor moderate values aof < 79.
g > 23, from which it follows that the upper bound from We believe that extending the approach of this paper to
Theorem 1 appears to be tight. larger values ofm is an important topic for future work.

Form = 7, we have been able to compute the exact valu€airrently, the main bottleneck is to find a sufficient numbfer o

of d(q,m) andh(q, m) for ¢ =7, 11, and13. Forq = 13, we low-weight/small-size codewords/stopping sets whegrows

VII. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK
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(and ¢ is not too large), since current state-of-the-art algofs] M. Esmaeili and M. J. Amoshahy, “On the stopping distanfearray

rithms for finding Iow-weight/small-size codewords/stimp code parity-check matrices,EEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 55, no. 8, pp.
. . . . 3488-3493, Aug. 2009.
sets fail in such scenarios. Another important question f%] M. Esmaeili, M. H. Tadayon, and T. A. Gulliver, “More ongfstopping

future work would be to determine whether or not it is always ~ and minimum distances of array codeEE Trans. Commun., vol. 59,

possible to find a template support matrix for any fixed valu? no. 3, pp. 750-757, Mar. 2011. » .

f hich Id imoly that the minimum/stopping distance 7] H. Liu, L. Ma, and J. Chen, “On the number of minimum stappisets
_0 m, Which would iImply inimu ; pping di and minimum codewords of array LDPC codelfEE Commun. Lett.,
is upper-bounded by a constant (depending onlynonfor vol. 14, no. 7, pp. 670-672, Jul. 2010.
any fixed value ofn. [8] L. Dole(;ek, Z. Zhang_, V. Anantharam, M. J. Wai_nwright,d@. Nikolic,

“Analysis of absorbing sets and fully absorbing sets of yalrased

LDPC codes”|EEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 56, no. 1, pp. 181-201,
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