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Abstract—The construction of asymmetric error correcting of efforts are contributed to the design of systematic codes
codes is a topic that was stud[ed extensively, however, thgisting [1], [3], constructing single or multiple error-correagicodes
approach for code construction assumes that every codeword [2], [L6], [L7], increasing the lower bounds [7J-[9]. [24ha

should toleratet asymmetric errors. Our main observation is that vina LDPC codes in th text of tric ch |
in contrast to symmetric errors, asymmetric errors are conent applying codes In the context o asymmetric channels

dependent. For example, in Z-channels, the all-1 codewordsi [21]. However, the existing approach for code constructson
prone to have more errors than the all-0 codeword. This motiates  similar to the approach taken in the construction of symimetr
us to develop nonuniform codes whose codewords can t0|efateerr0r-correcting codes, namely, it assumes that everyvemade
different numbers of asymmetric errors depending on their could toleratet asymmetric errors (or generally 1 — 0

Hamming weights. The idea in a nonuniform codes’ constructin a0 1 A It diff t cod d
is to augment the redundancy in a content-dependent way and errors andt; 0 — 1 errors). As a result, different codewords

guarantee the worst case reliability while maximizing the ode Might have different reliability. To see this, let's consid
size. In this paper, we first study nonuniform codes for Z- errors to be i.i.d., where every bit that is a 1 can change

channels, namely, they only suffer one type of errors, say — 0. to a 0 by an asymmetric error with crossover probability

Sp_ecifically, we derive thei_r upper bounds, analyze their asnp- p > 0 and each bit that is @& keeps unchanged. For a
totic performances, and introduce two general constructias. "
codewordx = (x1,22,...,2,) € {0,1}", let w(x) =

Then we extend the concept and results of nonuniform codes to - ] ; i
general binary asymmetric channels, where the error probapity  [{# : 1 <@ < n,z; = 1}| denote the Hamming weight of.

for each bit from 0 to 1 is smaller than that from 1 to 0. Then the probability fox to have at most asymmetric errors
Index Terms—Nonuniform Codes, Asymmetric Errors, Coding is :
for Data Storage, Bounds and Constructions. P, (x) _ Z (w(x)>p1(1 _ p)w(x)—i'
=0
|. INTRODUCTION Since x can correctt errors, P;(x) is the probability of

SYMMETRIC errors exist in many storage devices [4]correctly decodingx (assuming codewords with more than

In optical disks, read only memories and quantum merh-errors are uncorrectable). It can be readily ot_Jserved t_hat
ories, the error probability from to 0 is significantly higher the_ rellapmty of codewords decreases when their Hamming
than the error probability frond to 1, which is modeled by Weights increase, for example, see fig. 1.
Z-channels where the transmitted sequences only suffer ondVhile asymmetric errors are content dependent, in most
type of errors, sayl — 0. In some other devices, like flash@pplications of data storage the reliability of each codewo
memories and phase change memories, although the effdpuld be content independent. Namely, unaware of data
probability from 0 to 1 is still smaller than that fromi to importance, no matter what content is stored, it should be
0, it is not ignorable. That means both types of errors, s&§trieved with very high probability. The reason is that @nc
1 — 0 and0 — 1 are possible, modeled by binary asymmetri@ block cannot be correctly decoded, the content of the
channels. In contrast to symmetric errors, where the erf@ck, which might be very important, will be lost forever.
probability of a codeword is context independent (since te0 We are interested in the worst-case performance rather
error probability for 1s and Os is identical), asymmetrimes than the average performance that is commonly considered in
are context dependent. For example, the all-1 codeword!®ecommunication, and we want to construct error-coimgct
prone to have more errors than the all-O codeword in bofRdes that can guarantee the reliability of every codewlord.
Z-channels and binary asymmetric channels. this case, it is not desired to let all the codewords tolerate

The construction of asymmetric error correcting codes ista¢ same number of asymmetric errors, since the codeword

topic that was studied extensively. [n[14], Klgve summediz with the highest Hamming weight will become a ‘bottleneck’

and presented several such codes. In addition, a large amdiifl limit the code rate. We call the existing codesform
codeswhile we focus on the notion ohonuniform codes
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N ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ for the size of nonuniform codes. Sectlon IV studies and com-
pares the asymptotic performances of nonuniform codes and
uniform codes. Two general constructions, based on meltipl
layers or bit flips, are proposed in Sectioh V and Sedtidn VI.
Finally, we extend our discussions and results from Z-ck&nn

to general binary asymmetric channels in Secfiiod VII, where
we study nonuniform codes correctifig, t4] errors, namely,
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04r ] t, 1 — 0 errors andiy 0 — 1 errors. Concluding remarks are
0af ] presented in Sectidn VIII.
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0.1r 1 Il. BASIC PROPERTIES OFNONUNIFORM CODES FOR
Y% m @ w % e Z-CHANNELS

(%) . . . .
" Storage devices such as optical disks, read-only memories

and quantum atomic memories can be modeled by Z-channels,
in which the information can suffer a single type of error,
namelyl — 0. In this section, we study some properties of
nonuniform codes for Z-channels, namely, codes that onty co
rectt, asymmetric errors. Typically, (w) is a nondecreasing
gnction inw, the weight of the codeword. We prove it in the
ollowing lemma for the case of i.i.d. errors.

Fig. 1. The relation betweeR; (x) andw(x) whenp = 0.1 andt = 2.

x has to tolerate, and we let(w) denote the number 6f — 1
errors thatx has to tolerate. Both, andt, are step functions
on {0,1,...,n} that can be predetermined by the channel, td
types of errors and the required reliability. In this papee,
considert; a nondecreasing function arg a nonincreasing Lemma 1. Assume the errors in a Z-channel are i.i.d., then
function of codeword weight. As a result, we call such a codglven any0 < p, ¢. < 1, the functiort; defined in[(lL) satisfies
as a nonuniform code correcting, ¢+ errors. In particular, ¢, (w+ 1) —t,(w) € {0,1} forall 0 <w <n — 1.
for Z-channels whereéq(w) = 0 for all 0 < w < n, we

(-
Example 1. In Z-channels, lep be the crossover probability Then
of each bit froml to 0 and letq¢. < 1 be maximal tolerated

call it a nonuniform code correcting, asymmetric errors.
Surprisingly, while nonuniform codes seem to be a natural
w o k—1 k
— w—k—
error probability for each codeword. If we consider the ego P(k,w,p) = (w —F) (k) /0 t (1 —1)"dt,
to be i.i.d., then we can get

Proof: Let us define

M=

idea (especially in data storage applications), they werte n P(k,w,p) =
studied in the literature. i

Il
=]

which leads us to

: ~ (w i w—i
ti(w):mln{seN|Z<Z_)p(1—p) >1—¢q.} (1) P(k,w,p) — P(k,w+1,p)
i=0 k+1

for 0 < w < n. In this case, every erroneous codeword can w+
be corrected with probability at least — g.. O First, let us prove that; (w + 1) > ¢, (w). Since

The following notations will be used throughout of this Plk+1,w+1,p)— P(k,w+1,p) >0,
paper:

we haveP(k,w,p) > P(k,w+ 1,p).

Qe the maximal error probability for each codeword \We know thatP(t, (w +1),w + 1,p) > 1 — q., SO

D, Py the error probability of each bit from to 0

Py the error probability of each bit fror to 1 Pt (w+1),w,p) >1-ge.

t a nondecreasing function that indicates According to definition ot (w), we can conclude that (w+

the number ofl — 0 errors to tolerate

1) >ty (w).
Second, let us prove that(w + 1) — ¢, (w) < 1. Based on
equation[(R), we have

28 a nonincreasing function that indicates
the number o) — 1 errors to tolerate

In this paper, we introduce the concept of nonuniform P(k,w,p) — P(k+1,w+1,p)
. . . K
codes and stu_dy their basic properties, upper b(_)unds on .the _w [P(k,w+1,p) — Pk +1,w+1,p)].
rate, asymptotic performance, and code constructions. féfe fi w+1

focus on Z-channels and study nonuniform codes correctigg, P(k,w,p) < P(k+1,w+1,p).
t, asymmetric errors. The paper is organized as follows: IN\ya know thatP
Section[l, we provide some basic properties of nonuniform

codes. In Sectiofll, we give an almost explicit upper bound Pt (w)+1L,w+1,p) >1—qge.

(t,(w),w,p) > 1 — q., therefore



According to the definition of (w+ 1), we havet| (w+1) <  According to Lemmal2, we know thaf, (V. N B(x)) is a

ty(w) + 1. disjoint union, in which the number of vectors is
This completes the proof. [ ]
. . 3 <j>A-.
Given two binary vectorsx = (x1,...,2,) andy = \r I
(y1,---,yn), we sayx < y if and only if z; < y; for all I
1 <i < n. Let B(x) be the (asymmetric) ‘ball’ centered &t Since |, (V- B(x)) € V. and there are at mosf’)
namely, it consists of all the vectors obtained by changing ectors inV;., the lemma follows. [ ]
mostt) (w(x)) 1s inx into 0s, i.e.,
B(x) ={v € {0,1}"|v < x and N(x,v) <t (w(x))}, 1. UPPERBOUNDS
wherew(x) is the weight ofx and Let B,(n,t) denote the maximum size of a uniform code
" correctingt asymmetric errors, and leBz(n,t;) denote the
N(xy) = [{i:zi =1,y = 0}]. maximum size of a nonuniform code correctingasymmetric

We have the following properties of nonuniform codes #&T0rS: where is a constant antj, is a nondecreasing function

the generalizations of those for uniform codes studied #).[1 of codeword weight. In this section, we first present some
existing results on the upper bounds B (n,t) for uniform

Lemma 2. Code C is a nonuniform code correcting, codes. Then we derive an almost explicit upper bound of
asymmetric errors if and only iB(x)(B(y) = ¢ for all Bg(n,t}) for nonuniform codes.
x,y € C with x # y.

Proof: According to the definition of nonuniform codes,A. Upper Bounds for Uniform Codes
all the vectors in3(x) can be decoded as and all the vectors
in B(y) can be decoded ag. Hence,B(x)(B(y) = ¢ for
all x,y € C.

An explicit upper bound toB,(n,t) was given by Var-
shamov [[18]. In[[14], Borden showed th&,(n,t) is upper
bounded by

Lemma 3. There always exists a nonuniform code of the min{A(n +¢,2¢ 4+ 1), (t + 1)A(n, 2t + 1)},
maximum size that correctg asymmetric errors and contains

the all-zero codeword where A(n, d) is the maximal number of vectors if0, 1}

with Hamming distance at leagt Goldbaum|[[11] pointed out
Proof: Let C' be a nonuniform code correctirtg asym- that the upper bounds can be obtained using integer program-
metric errors, and assume that...00 ¢ C. If there exists a ming. By adding more constrains to the integer programming,
codewordx € C' such that00...00 € B(x), then we can get the upper bounds were later improved by Delsarte and Piret
a new nonuniform cod€” of the same size by replacing [6] and Weber et al[[22] [23]. Klgve generalized the bounds
with 00...00 in C. If there does not exist a codeworde C'  of Delsarte and Piret, and gave an almost explicit upper
such tha0...00 € B(x), then we can get a larger nonuniformbound which is very easy to compute by relaxing some of

codeC’ by adding00...00 to C. B the constraing [13], in the following way.
Given a nonuniform codé€, let A, denote the number of Theorem 5. [13] For n > 2t > 2, letyg, 41, ..., yn be defined
codewords with Hamming weightin C, i.e., by
A, = |{x € Clw(x) =r}|. 1)y =1,
Given a nondecreasing functiap, let R, denote a set of 2)yr =0, Vi<r<t,
weights that can reach weightwith at mostt; asymmetric 1 n i1 r+j n
errors, namely, 3) Yiqr = W[ s Zyrﬂ’ j vi<r< 9 2
7=0
R, ={0<s<n|s—t,(s) <r<s}. 4) Yr = yrs V0§r<g.
Lemma 4. Let C' be a nonuniform code correcting asym- A
metric errors. For0 < r < n, we have Then B (n,t) < Ma(n,t) = 32 _oYr-
j n This method obtains a good upper bound B, (n,t)
Z , Aj < - ®) (although it is not the best known one). Since it is easy
JER, to compute, whem andt are large, it is every useful for

Proof: Let V,, = {x € {0,1}"|w(x) = r} be the set analyzing the sizes of uniform codes.
consisting of all the vectors of lengthand weight-. If x € C

with w(x) = j € R,, according to the properties of, 5(x) B. Upper Bounds for Nonuniform Codes

contains(?) vectors of weight-, namel . - .
(T) ¢ y We now derive an almost explicit upper bound for the size

v O Blx)| — J of nonuniform codes correcting asymmetric errors, followed
| Tﬂ ()l = ‘ the idea of Klgve[[13] for uniform codes. According to the
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Fig. 2. This diagram demonstrates the relative values, 9f k, m.
Now, we construct a new group of real numbers

25, 2%, ..., 23 such that
lemmas in the previous section, we can get an upper bound

of Bs(n,t,), denoted byMpg(n,t,), such that 1) 2y = zg + 4,
2) zf =z — 4,
Mga(n,ty) maxz,zr, 3) zi =z forr £ h,r#£k.
) . i ~with
where the maximum is taken over the following constraints: ™ (k)
. ,Z - Zw w
1) z. are nonnegative real numbers A= mm({er <w < m} U{mzﬂm <w<g}),
2) 20 = 1, w w
; 1
3 i < YO <r <n.
' Z (s (e

Here, conditior?) is given by Lemm&13, and conditid3) is For suchA, 4, it is not hard to prove thaz; = (7) for
given by Lemma}. Our goal is to find an almost explicit way < - < 5, On the other hand, "

to calculateMs(n,t,).

n n n
Lemma 6. Assumed_.""_, z, is maximized overg, z1, ..., z, Zz,’f = Z Zr+A—=6> Z Zr,
in the problem above. If = s —t,(s) for some integes with = = =0

0 <s,r<mn, then which contradicts our assumption tHe}"_ z, is maximized

B j _(n over the constrains. So the lemma is true. [ |
Zr=2 )a=\,)

r Lemma 7. Assumed_."_, z, is maximized oveky, z1, ..., z,

in the problem above. If = s —t,(s) for some integes with
Proof: Suppose that, < (!) for somer that satisfies < s,r < n, then

the above condition. Ley = max R, andk = min{w|z,, >

JER,

0,w > g}, as indicated in Figuriel 2, where a triangular denote h j
the ball centered at the top vertex. Furthermore, werlet Zr = Z (,,) %= (,,)’
max{w|k — t; (k) > w}. Note that in this case = g —t,(g) g=r
andm =k —t (k) — 1. where
We first prove that for alt < w < m, Z,, < (). In order h = min{s € N|s —t,(s) = r}.

to prove this, we let = w — r, then we get
Sketch of ProofLet g = max{s € Nl|s —t;(s) = r}. If

Zy = Yz (J) g = h, then the lemma is true. So we only need to prove it for
JER w the case thag > k. Similar to lemmab, we assunig. < (7),
g j to get the contradiction, we can construct a new group of real
= >z <w> numberszy, 2%, ..., 2 such that
]:w
g—r n 1) Z; =zp+ A,
,
- zr+3<r+i>. 2) 2t =0forh<w< g,
J=s 3) zi = zy if w ¢ [h,g].
It is easy to obtain that with
. . j AW
T\ _ (rtJ ) _ Azmin{%()”rgwgh}.
r+s r (TJSFS) (w)



For thiszj, 27, ..., z;;, they satisfy all the constrains and

cey Fm

Uniform Codes

h .
7% — J o — n " = = = Nonuniform Codes
= E ¥ — . A |
T r J r 0.95

Jj=r

At the same time, it can be proved that
n n
Z zr > Z Zr,
r=0 r=0

which contradicts with our assumption th@fzo zy IS Max-
imized over the constrains. This completes the proof. ®
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Upper Bound of Code Rate

Now let yo,¥1,...,y, be a group of optimal solutions 075
to zo, 21, ..., 2, that maximize} ", z.. Thenyo,y1,...,yn

satisfy the condition in Lemmia 7. We see that= 1. Then 0.7 w : :
. . . 0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02
based on Lemnid 7, we can ggt ..., y, uniquely by iteration. Crossover Probability p
Hence, we have the following theorem for calculating the
upper boundVs(n, ty). Fig. 3.  Upper bounds of the rates for uniform/nonuniform eodvhen

. = 255,qe = 1074,
Theorem 8. Let yg, y1, ..., ¥y, be defined by " ¢

1 =1
b ’ t(r) _ on the almost explicit upper bouqd given by Klgve, and the
2) yp — 1 [< n > ~3y < r—j ) upper bound ofys(n, p, ¢.) is obtained based on the almost
" (JT)) r—t.(r) = I\t () —4)" explicit method proposed in this section. It demonstrates t
Vi<r<n given the same parameters, the upper bound for nonuniform

codes is substantially greater than that for uniform codes.
Thent (nv ti) < Mﬁ(nv tl) = Z?:O Yr-

This theorem provides an almost explicit expression for the IV. ASYMPTOTIC PERFORMANCE

upper boundMgs(n,t,), which is much easier to calculate In this section, we study and compare the asymptotic
than the equivalent expression defined at the beginning rates of uniform codes and nonuniform codes. Note that the
this subsection. Note that in the theorem, we do not havepgrformance of nonuniform codes strongly depends on the
constrain like the one (constraint 4) in Theorlem 5. It is lsea selection of the functiort;. Here, we focus on i.i.d. errors,
that the optimal nonuniform codes do not have symmetrip given0 < p,q. < 1, we study the asymptotic behavior of
weight distributions due to the fact that(w) monotonically 7, (n,p,q.) andns(n,p,q.) asn — occo. By the definition of

increases withw. nonuniform and uniform codes, the ‘balls’ containing up to
t,(x) (ort (n)) errors that are centered at codewordeeed
C. Comparison of Upper Bounds to be disjoint.

Before giving the asymptotic rates, we first present the
lowing known result: For anyy > 0, whenn is large
enough, we have

Here we focus on i.i.d. errors, i.e., given the crossov%I
probability p from 0 to 1 and the maximal tolerated error
probability ¢., the functiont; is defined in equatior{1). In
this case, we can write the maximum size of a uniform code on(H(%)=8) <n> < gn(H(£)+9)
as By (n,t;(n)) = Ba(n,p,q.), and write the maximum size = = ’
of a nonuniform code a8s(n,t;(n)) = Bg(n,p, ge). ) ) )

Now we let 1o (1, p, ¢.) denote the maximal code rateWhereH (p) is the entropy function with

defined by 1 1
H(p) =plog -+ (1 —p)log for0<p<1,
log Ba(n, p, ge) p l1—-p
Na(n,p;qe) = ———————.
n and
Similar, we letng(n,p,¢.) denote the maximal code rate H(p)=0forp>1orp<0.
defined by ) )
Lemma 9. Let A(n, d, w) be the maximum size of a constant-
15(n, P, ge) = w. weight binary code of codeword length whose Hamming
n weight isw and minimum distance id. Let R(n,t,w) be
By the definition of uniform and nonuniform codes, it is si@plthe maximum size of a binary code with Hamming weight
to see that)s(n, p, ge) > na(n, p, ge)- and codeword lengtlh where every codeword can corrett

Figure [3 depicts the upper bounds of(n,p,q.) and asymmetric errors. Then
ng(n,p,q.) for different values ofp whenn = 255 and

ge = 10~*. The upper bound of,, (n, p, ¢.) is obtained based R(n,t,w) = A(n,2(t + 1), w).



Proof: Let C' be a code of length:, constant weightv For a binomial term(}}) = andj > 0, whenn is

. . (n k)!
and sizeR(n, t,w) that corrects asymmetric errors. For all large enough,
x € {0,1}", let's defineS;(x) be the set consisting of all the
vectors obtained by changing at masts in x into 0s, i.e., on(H(%)=8) <”> < gn(H($)+6)
SVE

Si(x) ={ve{0,1}"v<x andN(x,v) < t}.
Let w = On andt = yn with 0 < 0,~+ < 1, asn becomes

ThenVx,y € C, we know thatS;(x) (] S:(y) = ¢. large enough, we have
Let u = (u1,...,u,) be a vector such that,; =
min{z;,y;} for 1 < i < n. ThenN(x,u) = N(y,u) and N (M5 D, Ge)

u ¢ Si(x)Se(y). W.lo.g, suppose that ¢ S;(x). Then

1
N(x,u) > t, and the Hamming distance betweerandy is T logy Ba(n, p,qc)

1 ()

21 W/
82 et s, (%) ()

So the minimum distance @ is at leas(t+1). As a result, 1 9(H(0)—=d)n

v

d(x,y) = N(x,u) + N(y,u) > 2(t + 1).

A(TL, 2(t + 1)7 ’LU) > R(TL, t, ’LU) = E 1Og2 9:9(1{1,85()>,}, n2(H(%)+5)9n2(H(ﬁ)+6)(1—9)n

On the other hand, if a constant-weight code has minimum v
distance at leas(¢ + 1), it can correct asymmetric errors. = 9:9(1{1_2153271[[(9) N GH(Q) 1-0)H (Tg) —20
As a result,R(n,t,w) > A(n,2(t + 1), w). [ ] 1 1

+—log —.
n n

A. Bounds Oﬁlmnﬁoo na(napv Qe) From 9(1 _ 9) > v, wWe gete >y > O, then H(%) is

Let us first give the lower bound dfm,, .o, 74 (n,p,q.) @ continuous function ofy. As n becomes large, we have
and then provide the upper bound. p—9d <y <p+4, S0 we can approximatH( ) with H(%).

Similarly, we can approximatéf (=) with H( 7)- Then

Theorem 10(Lower bound) Given0 < ¢. < 1,if 0 < p < %, we can get as — oo,

we have
Jim 70 (n,p,ge) > 1 = H(2p). Na (1, Ps Ge)
p p
) ) > — =) —(1- —).
Proof: We consider uniform codes that correcasym- - 9;9{{@5{)»]{(9) 9H(9) (1 9>H(1 — 9)

metric errors, where
If 0 < p < 1, the maximum value can be achievefat= 1.

t= mln{s|z ( ) > 1 —q. ). Hence we have

lim na(napv qe) Z 1- H(2p)
According to Hoeffding's inequality, for any > 0, asn nree
becomes large enough, we haye—d)n <t < (p+d)n. If  This completes the proof. n
we writet = yn, thenp — § <~ < p+ ¢ for n large enough. _

Since each codeword tolerateasymmetric errors, we have 1heorem 11 (Upper bound) Given0 < p, ¢. < 1, we have

Ba(n,p,q.) = Ba(n,t) > R(n,t,w) = A(n, 2(t + 1), w), i 70(n,p,ge) < (1+p)[1 - H(lpfp)]-

for everyw with 0 < w < n. The Gilbert Bound gives that

(see Graham and Sloarie [12]) Proof: For a uniform code correctingasymmetric errors,

we have the following observations:

A 20+ 1)) > W 1) There is at most one codeword with Hamming weight
’ T XL () a mostt, i
2) Fort+1 < w < n, the number of codewords with
Hence Hamming weightw is at mostZ’T*)‘.
Ba(n,p,q) > max% Consequently, the total number of codewords is
w=0 Zz 0( ) i )
> max (w)w n—w Baln,p.ge) < 1+ Z % t
w=0 nmaxepo,q (7)(";") w= Hl (¥)
()
> max OV = 1
w:w>t nmaxie[o’t] (z)( i ) wZH_l t )
n n+t
Z max (w) S 2 *

wizln s n () (")



So asn — oo, we have Then
2n+t

()

1
7704(”,1)7 Qe) S _log[ n ] BB(,n”p’qe) 2 max w) (n—w
n () v maxie(o,, (wy 2(7) ("7")
1 9(1+v)n (n)
< —log—rn— > max e
= o 2H(m7)(1+7)n w: =) > (w) n(t¢(w)) (t¢(w))
g
= (1+7)_H(1+7)(1+7) Whenn — oo, we have
p
= (1+p)[1_H(m)]7 775(”717,%)
1
where the last step is due to the continuousnesd ef ) — = 5 los Bp(n,p, qe)
H(15)(1 + ) overy. N 1 1 9(H(8)—d)n
This completes the proof. u = %82 e;(llri%))(m n2(H(7)+8)ng(H({2%)+8)(1-0)n
0
We see that whem — oo, ya(n,p, ¢.) does not depends > max H(#) —0H(y) — (1 — 9)H(7_9)
on g, as long ad) < ¢g. < 1. It is because that whem — oo, 0:(1-0)>y 1-
we havet — pn, which does not depend ap. This property Y 1 log 1
is also hold byng(n,p, g.) whenn — oo. n n
6
= H#)—-0H(y)—(1-0)H(——).
e H(8) —0H () — (1= O)H(7=p)

B. Bounds ofim,,_, 173(n, p, ¢e)
. . . Note that wherf < e for small e, we have
In this subsection, we study the bounds of the asymptotic

rates of nonuniform codes. Here, we use the same idea as that H(0) — 0H () — (1 — Q)H('V_e) ~ 0.

for uniform codes, besides that we need also prove that the 1-90

‘edge effect’ can be ignored, i.e., the number of codewor®® we can ignore this edge effect. That implies that we can
with Hamming weightw <« n does not dominate the finalwrite

result. p—06<~vy<p+34,

Theorem 12 (Lower bound) Given0 < p,¢. <1, we have  for any 6 with 0 < 6 < 1.

o Sincel — 6 >~ > 0, for any fixed6,
lim (1, p,¢e) 2 = max H(6)—0H (p)-(1-)H(;—)- 0
n—oo —_ —
e H(0) = 0H(7) = (1 - 6)H(- )
Proof: We consider nonuniform codes that corre¢is N
asymmetric errors, where is a continuous function of. As n — oo, we have
s p6‘
. w\ w—i Dy qe) = H)—-0H(p)— (1-0)H(—).
t¢(w):mln{s|2(i)p(1—p) >1—q.}, 18(n, P, ge) 0:(?5%21) (0) (p) —( ) (1_9)
=0 This completes the proof. [ ]

forall 0 <w < n.
Based on Hoeffding’s inequality, for any > 0, asw Theorem 13 (Upper bound) Given0 < p, ¢, < 1, we have
becomes large enough, we haye-6)w < ¢ (w) < (p+9d)w.
In another word, for any, § > 0, whenn is large enough and nli_)ngo ng(n,p,qe) < Orggxng((l —p)8) —0H(p)
w > en, we have(p — §)w <t (w) < (p+ J)w. == 1 s()
Let w = 6n andt, (w) = yw, then whem is large enough, = H( — )+ - )p ’
if 0> ¢, we have 22w 17 2o 411

with s(p) = H(p)/(1 — p).

(p—8)<v=<(p+9). . -
Proof: Here we use the same notations as above. Similar
If 6 < ¢, we call it the ‘edge’ effect. In this cagse< v < 1. as the proof in Theoremi 111, givefm,p,q.), the maximal
Since each codeword with Hamming weightcan tolerate number of codewords is

t,(w) errors, zn: ( 72( ))
Bg(n,p,ge) < 1+ e
Bg(n,p, QB) > R(TL, tl(w)v w) 2 A(nv 2(t¢(w) + 1)5 w)v w=R(0)+1 (ti(w))
for everyw with 0 < w < n. n (wft?(w))
Applying the Gilbert Bound, we have = Z ( w
(n) w=h(0) ‘t(w)
Bg(n,p,qe) > max . (w) - ( *Z(w))

IN
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TABLE |

UPPER BOUNDS AND LOWER BOUNDS FOR THE MAXIMUM RATES OF UNIFORI@ODES AND NONUNIFORM CODES

Lower Bound

Upper Bound

limp 00 Na (nvpv Qe) [1 - H(ZP)NOSPS

(1 +p)[1 — H(:2)]

)

limp 00 18 (n,p,qe)

maxo<g<i—p H(0) — 0H(p) — (1 — 0)H (£%)

1=5) | maxo<o<i H((1 —p)0) — 0H(p)

0.9

0.8

Efficiency n
o o
&l o
T T

o
N
T

0.3

0.2

Ll n n R | P, “S— P

107 10 10

Crossover probability p

Fig. 4. Bounds oflimy,—co 7a(7, p, ge) andlimy,— o0 75(n, P, ge)-

As n — oo, we have

776(”,]?7 QE)

1
= ElogQ Bﬁ(”,p,qe)
1 2H((1—’Y)9+(5)n

< = -
= n1°g23£3§1" S(H()0—0)m

1
B o??é‘lH((l —7)0) —0H(y) +26 + - logn
= o H((1=)0) = 0H ().
Note that wher? < ¢ for small ¢, we have

H((1=~)0) —0H(y) ~ 0.

Since for any fixed with 0 < 9 <1, H((1—~)0)—60H ()
is a continuous function of. Whenn — oo, we have

< _ _

n(n:p,ge) S max H((1—p)f) — 0H (p),

which equals to

1 s(p)
H(zs(p) + 1) + 2s(p) + 1’
with s(p) = H(p)/(1 — p).
This completes the proof. [ ]

C. Comparison of Asymptotic Performances
Table[l summarizes the analytic upper bounds and lower

So we can ignore the edge effect. That implies that we cRRUNAS oflim,, o 74 (n, p, ge) @andlimy, o0 15(n, p, ge) Ob-

write
p—0<y<p+9,

for any # with 0 < 0 < 1.

tained in this section. For the convenience of comparisan, w
plot them in Figuré 4. The dashed curves represent the lower
and upper bounds fom,, ., 74 (n, p, ¢ ), and the solid curves
represent the lower and upper boundsito,,_, . 7(n, P, ge )



The gap between the bounds for the two codes indicate
potential improvement in efficiency (code rate) by using th 1
nonuniform codes (compared to using uniform codes) whi
the codeword length is large. We see that the upper bound
Theoren{ 1B is also the capacity of the Z-channel, derived
[20]. It means that nonuniform codes may be able to achie
the Z-channel capacity as becomes large, while uniform
codes cannot (here we assume that they have codeword:
high weights and worst-case performance is consideredheso
constructions of uniform codes cannot achieve the capatity
Z-channel).

Number of Errors

V. LAYERED CODESCONSTRUCTION

In [14], Klgve summarized some constructions of uniforr ‘ ‘ ‘
codes for correcting asymmetric errors. The code of Kil 0 10 wi?gmofcme;gm 40 50
and Freiman was the first one constructed for correctil.y
multiple a:c,ymmetnc errors. Varshamqv [19] and Constralﬂg. 5. A demonstration of function, andt.
and Rao[[b] presented some constructions based group theory
Later, Delsarte and Piret][6] proposed a construction based
on ‘expurgating/puncturing’ with some improvements given  the resulting nonuniform code all the codewords with
by Weber et al.[[23]. It is natural for us to ask whether it \gjghts at leas6 can tolerate errors.
is possible to construct nonuniform codes based on existingy) These additional codewords are selected such that the

constructions of uniform codes. In this section, we propmse codewords with weights at mostcan toleratel error.
general construction of nonuniform codes based on multiple

layers. It shows that the sizes of the codes can be signifjica
increased by equalizing the reliability of all the codewsord

IE. Construction

Generally, given a nondecreasing functign we can get
a nonuniform code with| (n) layers by iterating the process

_ above. Based on this idea, givent;, we construct layered
Let us start from a simple example: Assume we want ¥ des as follows.

construct a nonuniform code with codeword length= 10 Let k = t;(n) and letCy,...,Cy be k binary codes of

and
0 forw=0, codeword lengtm, where

ty(w) = 1 forl<w<5, Ci1D..DC,
2  for6 <w <10.

A. Layered Codes

and for1 < t < k, the codeC,; can correctt asymmetric

In this case, how can we construct a nonuniform code &frrors. Givert;, we can construct a layered codesuch that
ficiently? Intuitively, we can divide all the codewords into

two layers such that each layer corresponds to an individual C={xe{0,1}"x € Ct,(wx)}
uniform code, namely, we get a nonuniform code where
C = {xe{0,1}"w(x)<5xecC} t(w(x)) ty(max Ry, x))
U{X €{0,1}"w(x) = 6,x € Ca}, = ty(max{s|s —t,(s) < w(x)}).

whereC, is a uniform code correctingasymmetric errorand  \We see that there is a shift of the layers (corresponding to
Cyis a gmform coo_le correcting asymn_we_trlc errors. So_we the functiont; and the functiort,), see Figur¢]5 as a demon-
can obtain a nonuniform code by combining multiple uniforrstration. The following theorem shows that the construrctio

codes, each of which corrects a number of asymmetric erroggove satisfies our requirements of nonuniform codes,ji.e.,
We call nonuniform codes constructed in this waylagered correctst; asymmetric errors.

codes However, the simple construction above has a problem
— due to the interference of neighbor layers, the codewdrds'g€0rem 14. Let C' be a layered code based on the above
the bottom of the higher layer may violate our requirement enstruction, then for alkk € C', x can toleratet, (w(x))
reliability, namely, they cannot correct sufficient asynrice aSymMmetric errors.
errors. To solve this problem, we can construct a layere@ cod  proof: We prove that for allx,y € C with x # y,
in the following way: Let us first construct a uniform codqg(x) N B(y) = ¢. W.l.o.g., we assume(x) > w(y).
correcting2 asymmetric errors. Then we add more codewords | w(x) — ty(w(x)) > w(y), the conclusion is true.
into the code such that If w(x) — t(w(x)) < w(y) and w(x) > w(y), then

1) The weights of these additional codewords are less thany € Cy (., (y))- That means there does not exist a word

4 = 6 — t,(6). This condition can guarantee that inz € {0,1}" such thatx,y > z and N(x,z) < t;(w(y))
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TABLE Il

and N(y,z) < ti(w(y)). Sincew(x) — ty(w(x)) < w(y), BCH CODES WITH CODEWORD LENGTH255 [0]
according to the definition of;, it is easy to get;(w(y)) >
t (w(x)) > t (w(y)). So there does not exist a word n k t n k t
z € {0,1}" such thatx,y > z and N(x,z) < ¢ (w(x)) 255 247 1 255 115 2]
andN(y,z) <t (w(y)), namely,B(x) (N B(y) = ¢. 255 239 2 255 107 27
This completes the proof. [ | 255 231 3 255 99 23
255 223 4 255 91 25
We see that the constructions of layered codes are based 255 215 5 255 87 26
on the provided group of codeSy,...,C, such thatC; D 255 207 6 255 79 27
Cs D ...DCk and forl <t < k, and the code&”; correctst 255 199 7 255 71 29
asymmetric errors. Examples of such codes include Varshamo 255 191 8 255 63 30
codes|[[19], BCH codes, etc. 255 187 9 255 55 3]
The construction of Varshamov codes can be described as 255 179 10 255 47 42
follows: Let a1, as,...,a, be distinct nonzero elements of 255 171 11 255 45 43
F,, and leta := (a1, ag, ..., o). FOrx = (21,22, ...,x,) € 255 163 12 255 37 43
{0,1}", let xa = (z101, T2vg, ..., Tpay,). FOr g1, go, ..., gt € 255 155 13 255 29 4
255 147 14 255 21 5§
Fqandl <t <k, let 255 139 15 255 13 59
., n _ 255 131 18 255 9 63
Cy = {x€{0,1}"|oy(xa) = g, for 1 <[ < t}, poe 123 10
where the elementary symmetric functiof(u) for [ > 0 are
defined by
r s o In the above method, to decode an erroneous vygraie
H(Z +u) = Zal(“)z : can check all the integers betweertw(y)) and ¢, (w(y) +
=1 =0 t;(w(y))) to find the value oft. Once we find the integer
ThenC; can correct asymmetric errors (fot <t < k), and ¢ satisfying the conditions in the theorem, we can decpde
Ci 20D ...DCk. into D;(y) directly. (Note that the length of the interval for

Such a group of codes can also be constructed by B&Hnamelyt;(w(y) + ti(w(y))) — ti(w(y)), is normally much
codes: Let(ag, a1, ..., a,—1) ben distinct nonzero elementssmaller thanw(y). It is approximately(lfTw(y) for i.i.d.
of Gom withm =2" — 1. For1 <t <k, let errors whernw(y) is large.) We see that this decoding process
n is efficient if D;(.) is efficient forl <t < k.
Cri={x e {0,1}"|> wzia{® Y =0for1 <1<t}

=1 D. Layered vs.Uniform

Typically, nonlinear codes, like Varshamov codes are su-
perior to BCH codes. But it is still not well-known how to

Assumex is a codeword irC; andy = x +e is a received estimate the sizes of Varshamov codes and their weight dis-
erroneous word with error vectey then there is an efficient tributions. To compare uniform constructions and nonumifo
algorithm to decodg into a codeword, which is denoted byconstructions for correcting asymmetric errors, we focos o
Dy(y). If y has at most asymmetric errors, theP;(y) = x. BCH codes, namely, we compare normal BCH codes with
We show that the layered codes proposed above also haveagered BCH codes. Here, we consider i.i.d. errors, and we
efficient decoding algorithm ifD;(-) (for 1 < t < k) are assume that the codeword lengthris= 255, the crossover
provided and efficient. probability isp and the maximal tolerated error probability is

C. Decoding Algorithm

Theorem 15. Let C be a layered code based on the abové: bl h h lati b he di o
construction, and lety = x + e be a received word such Table [l shows the relations between the dimension

that x € C and |e| < t,(w(x)). To recoverx from y, ang the hnumlafzr of e;\rors :jhat can l';le correc'EegF:n BO(IZH
we enumerate the integers i (w(y)), t; (w(y) + t (w(y)))]. codes whem = 255. According to [15], many codes

If we can find an integert such thatD,(y) € C and have approximated binomial weight distribution. So given a
N(Dy(y),y) < t,(w(D,(y))), then Dy(y) :t <. (255, k,t) BCH code, the number of codewords of weight

is approximately
Proof: If we let ¢ = t;(w(x)), then we can get that @)
e o ; P LA
satisfies the conditions and;(y) = x. So sucht exists. i on
Now we only need to prove that once there existatis-

fying the conditions in the theorem, we hall(y) — x. We For a normal BCH code, it has to corrdcerrors with

prove this by contradiction. Assume there existsatisfying ) L (n\ i

the conditions but = Dy(y) # x. ThenN(z,y) < t,(w(z)). t=min{s € N|3_()p'(1=p)"" 2 1-q.},

Since we also haveV(x,y) < t(w(x)), B(x)(B(z) # ¢, =0

which contradicts the property of the layered codes. then it has2® codewords wheré can be obtained from table

This completes the proof. B [Mbased on the value af
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number of asymmetric errors they need to correct can be much
BCH codes smaller thart (n).
""" Layered BCH codes Our idea is to build dlipping codethat uses only low-weight
1 codewords (specifically, codewords of Hamming weight no
| more than~ %), because they need to correct fewer asym-
~, metric errors and therefore can increase the code’s ratbeln
b il rest of this section, we present two different constrution

[
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Estimated Rate
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A. First Construction
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First, we construct a linear cod€ (like BCH codes)
of length n with generator matrixG that correctst (|5 ])
symmetric errors. Assume the dimension of the codé.is
For any binary message < {0,1}*, we can map it to a
0008 oo oS 502 codewordx in C' such thatk = uG. Next, letx denote a word

Crossover Probability p obtained by flipping all the bits ix such that ifz; = 0 then
T; = 1 and if z; = 1 thenZ; = 0; and lety denote the final

Fig. 6. The estimated rates of BCH codes and layered BCH catlen ~codeword corresponding io. We check whethew(x) < | 5]

o
o
T

o

4

5
T

o
3]

= 255 g0 — 104, and construcy in the following way:
{ x00..0 if w(x) <[5,
For a layered BCH code, the codewords with Hamming xll...1 otherwise.

weightw have to correct, (w) asymmetric errors such that pyore the auxiliary bitss or 1s) are added to distinguish that
S /w\ _ whetherx has been flipped or not, and they form a repetition
ty(w) = min{s € N| Z ( ,)pl(l —p)T > 1—gq.}, code to tolerate errors.
im0 \' The corresponding decoding process is straightforward:
for all 0 < w < n. Based on the approximated weighf\SSume we received a wod. If there is at least one in the
distribution of BCH codes, the number of codewords in &uxiliary bits, then we *flip” the word by changing &k to
layered BCH codes can be estimated by summing up the and allls to0s; otherwise, we keep the word unchanged.
numbers of codewords with different weights. Then we apply the decoding scheme of the coti the first
Figure[® plots the estimated rates of BCH codes and layerédits of the word. Finally, the messagecan be successfully
BCH codes for differenpp whenn = 255 and g, = 104 decoded ify’ has at most (| %]) errors in the first bits.
Here, for a cod&”, let #C be the number of codewords, then
the rate ofC' is defined aéw. From this figure, we see B. Second Construction

that under the same parametrsp, q.), the rates of layered In the previous construction, several auxiliary bits are

BCH codes are much higher than those of BCH codes. Bn)éeded to protect one bit of information, which is not very

constructing nonuniform codes instead of uniform codes, tI%féicient. Here we try to move this bit into the information

che rate can l_:Je significantly increased. Comparing Figlre rt of the codewords iC. This motivates us to give the
with Figure[3, it can be seen that the rates of layered BCFI)—ial . X
ollowing construction.

co_des_are very close to Fhe Upper bound_s OT uniform (.:OdesLetC be a systematic linear code with lengtthat corrects

It implies that we can gain more by considering nonunlforrp symmetric errors (we will specify’ later). Assume the

codes rather than nonlinear uniform codes. dimension of the code i%. Now, for any binary message
u € {0,1}*~! of lengthk — 1, we getu’ = Ou by adding one

VI. FLIPPING CODESCONSTRUCTION bit 0 in front of u. Then we can mam’ to a codewordk in
Many nonlinear codes designed to correct asymmetric errérsSuch that
like Varshamov codes are superior to linear codes. However, x = (0u)G = Ouv,

they do not yet have efficient encoding algorithms, namely, i

not easy to find an efficient encoding functipn {0, 1}* — C the length ofv is n — k. Let  be a codeword irC' such that

with k = |log|C]]. In this section, we focus on the approachy,e fist pit, — 1 and its weight is the maximal one among
of designing nonuniform codes for asymmetric errors wit Il the codeword inC.. i.e

efficient encoding schemes, by utilizing the well-studieé&r
codes. a=arg max w(x).

A simple method is that we can use a linear code to correct x€Cm=1
t,(n) asymmetric errors directly, but this method is inefficienGenerallyw(«) is very close to:. For example, in any primite
not only because the decoding sphere for symmetric errord8€H code of lengtt255, « is the all-one vector; also we can
greater than the sphere for asymmetric errors (and therefoonstruct LDPC codes that include the all-one vector as é&sng
an overkill), but also because for low-weight codewords, ththeir parity-check matrices have even number of ones in each

whereG is the generator matrix of' in systematic form and



column. In order to reduce the weights of the codewords, v
use the following operations: Calculate the relative weigh

wxla)={l1<i<n|lz; =1,q;, = 1}|.

Then we get the final codeword

|

where+ is the binary sum, sa + « is to flip the bits inx
corresponding the ones im. So far, we see that the maximal

w(e)

if w(x|a) > =5
otherwise,

X+ «
X

)

weight fory is |n — @J. That means we need to selgtt
such that ()
wlx
=t (ln- —

For many linear codesy is the all-one vector, st = ¢ (| 5]).
In the above encoding process, for different binary me

12

Flipping BCH Codes
Layered BCH codes

0.9

o
©
5

Estimated Rate
o
0

0.75

0.7

0.65 - -
0 0.01 0.015
Crossover Probability p

0.005 0.02

sages, they have different codewords. And for any codeword

y, we havey € C. That is because eithgr= x ory = x+a,
where bothk and« are codewords i@’ andC' is a linear code.
So the resulting flipping code is a subset of cade

Fig. 7. The estimated rates of flipping/layered BCH codes nwhe=
255, qe = 104,

The decoding process is very simple: Given the receivegiimal nonuniform code is dominated by the codewords with
word y’ = y + e, we can always gey by applying the {he same Hamming weight, (< 2), andw, approaches

decoding scheme of the linear codeif |e| <. If y; =1,
that meansx has been flipped based om, so we have
X y + «; otherwise,x = y. Then the initial message
u = 22r3...2f.

asp gets close t@). We can intuitively understand it based on
two facts whenn is sufficiently large: (1) There are at most
n2n(H(5H)+8) codewords in this optimal nonuniform code. (2)
Whenp becomes small, we can get a honuniform code with at

We see that the second construction is a little more efficiggist27(1-9) codewords. So when is sufficiently large and

than the first one, by moving the bit that indicates flips fro
the outside of a codeword (of an error-correcting code) &
inside. Here is an example of the second construction(Let
be the(7,4) Hamming code, which is able to correct single
bit errors. The generating matrix of tf{&,4) Hamming code
is

G:

OO =
o O = O
o= OO
_o0 O O
— O =
— = O
e =)

0

Here we have’ = 1 andk = 4. Assume the binary message

isu = 011, then we havex = (0u)G = 0011100. It is easy to
see thatx is the all-one codeword, i.eqy = 1111111. In this
case,w(x|a) <= wT”) so the final codeworg = 0011100.
Assume the binary messageus= 110, then we havex =
(Ou)G = 0110110. In this casew(x|a) > @ so the final
codewordy = x + « = 1001001.

Assume the received word i = 0001001. By applying
the decoding algorithm of Hamming codes, we get=
1001001. Sincey; = 1, we havex = y + «, and as a result,
u = 110.

C. Flipping vs.Layered

!

Bode has almost the same asymptotic performance with an

is small, we havev; — 5. Hence, an optimal nonuniform

optimal weight-bounded code (Hamming weight is at most
n/2) that corrects, (n/2) asymmetric errors.

Let us consider a flipping BCH code based on the second
construction. Similar as the previous section, we assum@e th
the codeword length is = 255 and the number of codewords
with weighti can be approximated by

(%)

on’

wherek is the dimension of the code. Figure 7 compares the
estimated rates of flipping BCH codes and those of layered
BCH codes whemn = 255 and g, 10~%. Surprisingly,

the flipping BCH codes achieves almost the same rates as
layered BCH codes. Note that, for the layered codes, we are
able to further improve the efficiency (rates) by replacirgHB
codes with Varshamov codes, i.e., based on layered Varshamo
codes.

2k

VII.

In the previous sections, we have introduced and studied
nonuniform codes for Z-channels. The concept of nonuniform

EXTENSION TO BINARY ASYMMETRIC CHANNELS

When n is sufficiently large, the flipping codes abovecodes can be extended from Z-channels to general binary

become nearly as efficient (in terms of code rate) as
linear codes correcting, (|5 |) symmetric errors. It is much
more efficient than designing a linear code correcting:)
symmetric errors. Note that whemnis large andp is small,
these codes can have very good performance on code r
That is because when is sufficiently large, the rate of an

asymmetric channels, where the error probability frono

1 is smaller than the error probability from to 0 but it

may not be ignorable. In this case, we are able to construct
nonuniform codes correcting a big number lof— 0 errors

ated a small number o6 — 1 errors. Such codes can be
used in flash memories or phase change memories, where the
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N(X,y) N(y,X) betweeny’ andx is minimized. In this case, we only need to

) show that

! N y') <ty (w(x)), N(y',x') < ty(w(y)),

X areernns T : ,
y .. : : .. I’s which contradicts with our assumption th&t can correct
: : : : e 0’s [ty,t4] errors. The intuitive way of understanding,y’ is
5 i i i i shown in FigurdB. In the figure, we present each vector as a
X : : : e ' line, in which the solid part is foits and the dashed part is
Y e ; eneeaas : for 0s.
! ! ! ! ! If N(x',x) <ty andN(y',y) < t1, then
;= max(xi, yi) = yi,
Fig. 8. A demonstration ok, y, x',y’. sox’ =y’. The statement is true.
If N(x',x) <ty andN(y',y) = t4, theny’ < x’. In this
_ . case,
change in data has an asymmetric property. For example, the N(x,y') < N(x,y) — t+ <t (w(x)).

stored data in flash memories is represented by the voltage

levels of transistors, which drift in one direction becawge We get the statement.

charge leakage. In phase change memories, another class &milarly, if N(y'.y) < t+ and N(x',x) = ¢, we have
nonvolatile memories, the stored data is determined by tke<y' and

electrical resistance of the cells, which also drifts due to ’ oot
: AN . N(y',x') < N(y,x) —tr <t (w .
thermally activated crystallization of the amorphous miate (v, (v,%) =t <ty (wly)
This asymmetric property will introduce mode— 0 errors If N(x',x) =ty andN(y',y) = t4, we can get
than0 — 1 errors after a long duration.
X N, y) < N(x,y) =ty <t (w(x),

In this section, we first investigate binary asymmetric chan
nels where the probability frorfi to 1 is much smaller than N(y',x') < N(y,x) —ty <ty (w(y)).
that from1 to 0, namely,p; < p;, but py is not ignorable. ) , .
In this case. we can Ief);pge alc):t)nstar?tTfunctiong Later we DBased on the discussions above, we can conclude tidat if
consider general binary asymmetric channels, wheran be 1S @ nonuniform code correcting,, 4] errors where't is a
an arbitrary nonincreasing step function constant function, then it is also a nonuniform code coimect

' t, + t4+ asymmetric errors.

2) We show that ifC is a nonuniform codes correcting

A. t; Is a Constant Function t, + ty asymmetric errors wheré; is a constant function,

then it is also a nonuniform code correctifig, t+] errors.

We show that ift4 is a constant function, then correctingThat means for any, y € C, there does not exist a vecter
[ty,t4] errors is equivalent to correcting + ¢ asymmet- such that Y ’

ric errors, wheret; can be an arbitrary step functions on
{O,l,...,n}. N(V,X) StTa N(X,V) Sti(ﬂ)(x)),

Theorem 16. Let ¢+ be a constant function, a codg is a N(v,y) <ty, N(y,v) <t (w(y)).
nonuniform code correctingt, t+] errors if and only if it is

a nonuniform code correcting, + ¢; asymmetric errors. Let us prove this by contradiction. We assume there exists

a vectorv satisfies the above conditions. Now, we define a
Proof: 1) We first show that ifC' is a nonuniform code few vectorsx’,y’, u such that

correcting[t,, t4] errors where; is a constant function, then

it can correct 4t asymmetric errors. We need to prove that

there does not exists a pair of codewosds € C such that y'; = min(y;,v;) V1<i<n,

2’y = min(z;,v;) V1 <i<n,

N(x,y) <t (w(x)) + t1, u; = min(x;, y;,v;) V1 <i<n.

The intuitive way of understanding these vectors is shown in

N <t t . . . .
(v:x) <t (wly)) + 4, Figure[9. In the figure, we present each vector as a line, in

where which the solid part is fols and the dashed part is fos.

N(xy) 2 [{i 2= Ly =0}, Then
. - o x' <x,x' < v, N(xx) <t (w(x)), N(v,x') < t,
Let us prove it by contradiction. Assume that their exists a
pair of codewords, y that satisfy the inequalities above. By ¥ <,y <Vv,N(y,y') <t (w(y)), N(v,y') < ts.
adding at most; 0 — 1 errors, we get a vectot’ from x such
that the Hamming distance betwegh andy is minimized;
also we get a vectgy’ from y such that the Hamming distance N(x,u) <t (w(x)) + t4.

Now we want to show that
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N(v,y) <t, N(y,v) <t (w(y)).

X E_é_i' """" i‘ """" i —_ 1 If w(x) + t4(w(x)) > w(y) -ty (w(y)), according to the
y T R S S : , proof in Theoreni_1l6, we can get that there does not exist a
v ! ! E i i 0’s vectorv such that
i . . . ........ . N(v,) < 5 (w(x),
X’ i. ..—|_|; ; ......... i ......... i N(X,V) < t¢(w(x ) +_T(w(x)) _ tT(w(x)),
y E. ........ E_E_----E- -------- E N(V7Y) < tT(w(x))v
) Tre— R S errnanas . _
: ; ; ; ; N(y,v) <t (w(y)) + 1 (w(y)) =t (w(x))
Since
Fig. 9. A demonstration ok,y,x’,y’, v, u. tr(w(x)) — t4(w(x)) > 0,
tr(w(x)) = tr(w(y)),
Since T (w(y)) = t; (w(x)),

N(x,u) < N(x,x') + N(x',u),
we can get that there does not exist a vestauch that

N(v,x) <ty, N(x,v) <t (w(x)),
N(v,y) <ty, N(y,v) <t (w(y)).

Finally, we conclude that’ is a nonuniform code correcting
ty,t4] errors. [ |
LUt

we only to show that
N(x',u) < t.
According to the definition ofy, it is easy to get that
N(wv,x')+ N(x',u) = Nv,y)+N(y',u)
< N(v,xX)+N(v,y)

So N(x/ <y hich lead ¢ According to the above theorem, we can convert the prob-
0 N(x',u) < 1, which leads us to lem of constructing a nonuniform codes for an arbitrary bina
N(x,u) <t (w(x)) + tr. asymmetric channel to the problem of constructing a nonuni-

form correcting onlyl — 0 errors. Note that this conversion
results in a little loss of code efficiency, but typically & i
N(y,u) <t (w(y)) + t4. very small. Both layered codes and flipping codes can be
applied for correcting errors in binary asymmetric chaanel
A little point to notice is thatt, + ¢4 might not be a strict
nondecreasing function of codeword weight. In this case, we
41 find a nondecreasing functiof which is slightly larger
thant, + ¢, and construct a nonuniform code correcting

According to the above theorem, all our results for zasymmetric errors. o _ _
channels, like upper bounds and constructions of nonumifor When we apply flipping codes for correcting errors in

codes, can apply to nonuniform codes correcfingt;] errors binary asymmetric channels, we do not have to spetify
if ¢; is a constant function. and t, separately. For example, assume that i.i.d. errors are

considered. If the maximal tolerated error probabilitygis
then given a codeword of weight, it has to tolerate total
t¢(w) errors. For0 < w < n, ty(w) can be obtained by
calculating the minimal integer such that

Similarly, we can also get

In this case,C is not a nonuniform codes correctirig + ¢4
asymmetric errors, which contradicts with our assumption.

Based on the discussions above, we can get the conclu
in the theorem.

B. ¢+ Is a Nonincreasing Function

Another case of binary asymmetric channel is thak p,
but p+ is not much smaller thap,. In this case, it is not
efficient to writet; as a constant function. Instead, we consider ; i j (n—w—)
it as a nonincreasing step function. Z Z ( ) ( )p¢(1 =) (1 =p1) !

i=0 0
Theorem 17. Let ¢, be a nondecreasing function artg be ~
a nonincreasing function. A cod€ is a nonuniform code
correcting[t,, ¢1] errors if it is a nonuniform code correcting To construct a flipping code, we only need to find a linear code
ty + t+ asymmetric errors. Here, for all < w < n, such that it corrects;(|n — 5 |) symmetric errors, where

Fr(w) = tr(max{s|ty(s) + 5 < w — t,(w)}). is the codeword with the maximum weight in the linear code.

Prook: et C be a nonunilorm code corecing + 3 casing fincion. I a cocs 1 & nanunform cod
errors. For anyk,y € C, w.l.o.g, we assumev(x) < w(y ) g :

If w(x) + i+ (w(x)) < wly) — £, (w(y)), then there does not correcting [t ¢1] errors, then it corrects, + ¢+ asymmetric
exist a vectorwv such that errors. Here,

N(v,x) < tr, N(x,v) <t (w(x)), th(w) = ty(min{s|s — t1(s) — t,(s) < w}).

>1—qe.
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Proof: The proof of this theorem is very similar as the[8] G. Fang and H. C. A. van Tilborg, “Bounds and constructioof

proof for the previous theorem. It follows the conclusion in

Theoren{1b. []

According to the theorem above, to calculate the upper
bound of nonuniform codes correcting , t+] errors, we can [10]
first calculate the upper bound of nonuniform codes comgcti 11
t, + ty asymmetric errors. Generally speaking, nonuniform
codes correctingt, 4] errors (considering the optimal case

are more efficient than nonuniform codes correcting- ¢+

asymmetric errors, but less efficient than those correcting;

t, + t4 asymmetric errors. According to the definitionstef

andi;(w), it is easy to get that
ty(w) < tp(w) <ty (w),

for 0 < w < n. Typically, if p;,p+ < 1, thenty(w) —

t+(w) < t4(w). It implies that nonuniform codes correcting

[t,,t4] errors are roughly as efficient as those correcting;,
t, +ty asymmetric errors. If we consider i.i.d. errors and long

codewords, it is equally difficult to correct errors intradd

by a binary asymmetric channel with crossover probalsliti

py andps or a Z-channel with a crossover probability+ p+.

VIIl. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In storage systems with asymmetric errors, it is desirable £V

design error-correcting codes such that the reliabiliteath

codeword is guaranteed in the worst case, and the size of the
code is maximized. This motivated us to propose the conc

of nonuniform codes, whose codewords can tolerate a number
of asymmetric errors that depends on their Hamming weights.

We derived an almost explicit upper bound on the size

nonuniform codes and compared the asymptotic performances
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