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Abstract—In this work, we address the question of the largest
rate of linear subcodes of Reed-Muller (RM) codes, all of whose
codewords respect a runlength-limited (RLL) constraint. Our in-
terest is in the (𝑑,∞)-RLL constraint, which mandates that every
pair of successive 1s be separated by at least 𝑑 0s. Consider any
sequence {C𝑚}𝑚≥1 of RM codes with increasing blocklength, whose
rates approach 𝑅, in the limit as the blocklength goes to infinity.
We show that for any linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode, Ĉ𝑚, of the code
C𝑚, it holds that the rate of Ĉ𝑚 is at most 𝑅

𝑑+1 , in the limit as
the blocklength goes to infinity. We also consider scenarios where
the coordinates of the RM codes are not ordered according to
the standard lexicographic ordering, and derive rate upper bounds
for linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes, in those cases as well. Next, for
the setting of a (𝑑,∞)-RLL input-constrained binary memoryless
symmetric (BMS) channel, we devise a new coding scheme, based
on cosets of RM codes. Again, in the limit of blocklength going to
infinity, this code outperforms any linear subcode of an RM code,
in terms of rate, for low noise regimes of the channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

The physical limitations of hardware used in most data
recording and communication systems cause some sequences
to be more prone to error than others. Constrained coding is
a method of alleviating this problem, by encoding arbitrary
user data sequences into sequences that respect a constraint
(see, for example, [1] or [2]). In this work, we investigate the
sizes of linear subcodes of well-known families of codes, all of
whose codewords obey a certain hard constraint. In particular,
we work with the binary Reed-Muller (RM) family of codes and
obtain upper bounds on the sizes of linear subcodes that obey a
runlength-limited (RLL) constraint.

The specific hard constraint of interest to us is the (𝑑,∞)-RLL
constraint, which admits only binary sequences with at least 𝑑
0s between every pair of successive 1s. Figure 2 shows a state
transition graph that represents the constraint. This constraint
is a special case of the (𝑑, 𝑘)-RLL constraint, which admits
only binary sequences with at least 𝑑 and at most 𝑘 0s between
successive 1s.

One of the motivations for studying this problem is the design
of explicit coding schemes that achieve good rates over input-
constrained discrete memoryless channels (DMCs). Figure 2
shows a generic binary memoryless symmetric (BMS) channel
with input constraints. Input-constrained DMCs in general fall
under the broad class of discrete finite-state channels (DFSCs,
or FSCs).

While explicit codes achieving the capacities or whose rates
are very close to the capacities of unconstrained DMCs have been
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Fig. 1: The state transition graph for the (𝑑,∞)-RLL constraint.
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Fig. 2: System model of an input-constrained binary memoryless
symmetric (BMS) channel without feedback.

derived in works such as [3]–[7], the problem of designing cod-
ing schemes for input-constrained DMCs has not received much
attention in the literature. Moreover, unlike the case of the un-
constrained DMC, whose capacity is characterized by Shannon’s
single-letter, computable formula, 𝐶DMC = sup𝑃 (𝑥) 𝐼 (𝑋;𝑌 ), the
explicit computation of the capacity of an FSC is a much more
difficult problem to tackle.

With the recent result of Reeves and Pfister [8] that Reed-
Muller (RM) codes achieve the capacity of the unconstrained
BMS channel under bit-MAP decoding, there opens the pos-
sibility of using such algebraic codes over input-constrained
BMS channels as well. Suppose that 𝐶 is the capacity of the
unconstrained channel. The authors in [9] showed a simple
linear coding scheme, using subcodes of RM codes, with rates
of 𝐶 · 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e , being achievable over (𝑑,∞)-RLL input-
constrained BMS channels. In this paper, we prove that any
linear RM subcode that respects the (𝑑,∞)-RLL constraint, must
have a rate of at most 𝐶

𝑑+1 , in the limit as the blocklength goes
to infinity. In doing so, we show that one cannot do better,
asymptotically, than the simple coding scheme in [9], if one
requires that the subcodes be linear. We also consider the rates
achieved using linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of permuted RM
codes, and show that for codes of large enough blocklength,
almost all permutations must respect an upper bound of 𝐶

𝑑+1 + 𝛿,
for 𝛿 being as small as is required.

As an improvement over the rates achievable using linear
(𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of RM codes, we propose a new coding
scheme that uses cosets of RM codes. The rate achieved by
this scheme is 𝐶0 ·𝐶2 ·2− dlog2 (𝑑+1) e

𝐶2 ·2− dlog2 (𝑑+1) e+1−𝐶+𝜖
, where 𝐶0 is the noiseless

capacity of the input constraint, and 𝜖 > 0 can be taken to be
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as small as is required. For example, when 𝑑 = 1, the rates
achieved using this cosets-based scheme are better than those
achieved by any scheme that uses linear (1,∞)-RLL subcodes
of RM codes, when 𝐶 ' 0.7613. Moreover, as the capacity of
the channel approaches 1, i.e., as the channel noise approaches
0, the rate achieved by our cosets-based scheme approaches a
value arbitrarily close to 𝐶0, which is the largest rate achievable,
at zero noise, given the constraint.

Our results supplement the analysis in [10], on rates achievable
by (𝑑, 𝑘)-RLL subcodes of cosets of a linear block code.
Specifically, Corollary 1 of [10] provides an existence result
on cosets of capacity-achieving (over the unconstrained BMS
channel) codes, whose constrained subcodes have rate at least
𝐶0 + 𝐶 − 1. The coding scheme in this paper achieves rates
close to the lower bound in [10], for values of 𝐶 close to 1.
We note that using linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of RM codes
as in [9], we can achieve larger rates as compared to the rate
lower bound in [10], when the capacity 𝐶 is low, i.e., when

𝐶 < (1 − 𝐶0) ·
(
1 − 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e

)−1
.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section
II introduces the notation and provides the necessary back-
ground. Section III states our main results. Section IV discusses
upper bounds on the rate achievable over the BMS channel,
using linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes. In Section V, the question
of upper bounds on rates achievable using linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL
subcodes, under coordinate orderings different from the standard
lexicographic ordering, is taken up. Section VI then discusses
a construction that uses cosets of RM codes to achieve good
rates. Finally, Section VII contains concluding remarks and a
discussion on possible future work.

II. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

A. Notation

Random variables will be denoted by capital letters, and their
realizations by lower-case letters, e.g., 𝑋 and 𝑥, respectively. Cal-
ligraphic letters, e.g., 𝒳, denote sets. The notation [𝑛] denotes
the set, {1, 2, . . . , 𝑛}, of integers, and the notation [𝑎 : 𝑏], for
𝑎 < 𝑏, denotes the set of integers {𝑎, 𝑎 + 1, . . . , 𝑏}. Moreover,
for a real number 𝑥, we use b𝑥c to denote the largest integer
smaller than or equal to 𝑥. For vectors w and v of length
𝑛 and 𝑚, respectively, we denote their concatenation by the
(𝑚 + 𝑛)-length vector, wv. The notation 𝑥𝑁 denotes the vector
(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑁 ). We also use the notation e(𝑛)

𝑖
to denote the standard

basis vector of length 𝑛, with a 1 at position 𝑖, and 0s elsewhere,
for 𝑖 ∈ [𝑛]. Further, we denote by 𝑆 (𝑛)(𝑑,∞) , the set of all 𝑛-length
binary words that respect the (𝑑,∞)-RLL constraint, and we set
𝑆 (𝑑,∞) =

⋃
𝑛≥1 𝑆

(𝑛)
(𝑑,∞) .

All logarithms are to the base 2. Throughout, we use the

convenient notation
( 𝑚
≤𝑟

)
to denote the summation

𝑟∑
𝑖=0

(𝑚
𝑖

)
, and

the notation
( 𝑚
≥𝑟

)
to denote

𝑚∑
𝑖=𝑟

(𝑚
𝑖

)
.

B. Reed-Muller Codes

We recall the definition of the binary Reed-Muller (RM)
family of codes. Codewords of binary RM codes consist of the
evaluation vectors of multivariate polynomials over the binary
field F2. Consider the polynomial ring F2 [𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑚] in
𝑚 variables. Note that in the specification of a polynomial

𝑓 ∈ F2 [𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑚], only monomials of the form
∏
𝑗∈𝑆 𝑥 𝑗 ,

for some 𝑆 ⊆ [𝑚], need to be considered, since 𝑥2 = 𝑥 over
the field F2, for an indeterminate 𝑥. For a polynomial 𝑓 ∈
F2 [𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑚] and a binary vector z = (𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑚) ∈ F𝑚2 ,
let Evalz ( 𝑓 ) := 𝑓 (𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑚). We let the evaluation points be
ordered according to the standard lexicographic order on strings
in F𝑚2 , i.e., if z = (𝑧1, . . . , 𝑧𝑚) and z′ = (𝑧′1, . . . , 𝑧

′
𝑚) are two

distinct evaluation points, then, z occurs before z′ in our ordering
if and only if, for some 𝑖 ≥ 1, it holds that 𝑧 𝑗 = 𝑧′

𝑗
for all

𝑗 < 𝑖, and 𝑧𝑖 < 𝑧′
𝑖
. Now, let Eval( 𝑓 ) :=

(
Evalz ( 𝑓 ) : z ∈ F𝑚2

)
be

the evaluation vector of 𝑓 , where the coordinates z are ordered
according to the standard lexicographic order.

Definition II.1 (see [11], Chap. 13, or [12]). The 𝑟 th order
binary Reed-Muller code RM(𝑚, 𝑟) is defined as the set of binary
vectors:

RM(𝑚, 𝑟) :=
{
Eval( 𝑓 ) : 𝑓 ∈ F2 [𝑥1, 𝑥2, . . . , 𝑥𝑚], deg( 𝑓 ) ≤ 𝑟

}
,

where deg( 𝑓 ) is the degree of the largest monomial in 𝑓 , and
the degree of a monomial

∏
𝑗∈𝑆 𝑥 𝑗 is simply |𝑆 |.

It is well-known that RM(𝑚, 𝑟) has dimension
( 𝑚
≤𝑟

)
and

minimum Hamming distance 2𝑚−𝑟 . The weight of a codeword
c = Eval( 𝑓 ) is the number of 1s in its evaluation vector, i.e,

wt (Eval( 𝑓 )) := |{z ∈ F𝑚2 : 𝑓 (z) = 1}|.

In what follows, we let 𝐺Lex (𝑚, 𝑟) be the generator matrix of
RM(𝑚, 𝑟) consisting of rows that are the evaluations, in the
lexicographic order, of monomials of degree less than or equal
to 𝑟 . The columns of 𝐺Lex (𝑚, 𝑟) will be indexed by 𝑚-tuples
b = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚) in the lexicographic order.

C. Codes for BMS Channels

The communication setting of an input-constrained binary
memoryless symmetric (BMS) channel without feedback is
shown in Figure 2. A message 𝑀 is drawn uniformly from
the set {1, 2, . . . , 2𝑛𝑅}, and is made available to the constrained
encoder. The encoder produces a binary input sequence 𝑥𝑛 ∈
{0, 1}𝑛 = 𝒳

𝑛, which is constrained to obey the (𝑑,∞)-RLL
input constraint, a state transition graph for which is shown in
Figure 2. Note that 𝑑 = 0 corresponds to the absence of any
constraint.

The channel output alphabet is the extended real line, i.e., 𝒴 =

R. The channel is memoryless in the sense that 𝑃(𝑦𝑖 |𝑥𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖−1) =
𝑃(𝑦𝑖 |𝑥𝑖), for all 𝑖. Further, the channel is symmetric, in that
𝑃(𝑦 |1) = 𝑃(−𝑦 |0), for all 𝑦 ∈ 𝒴. Common examples of
BMS channels include the binary erasure channel (BEC(𝜖)), the
binary symmetric channel (BSC), and the binary additive white
Gaussian noise (BI-AWGN) channel. Figures 3a and 3b depict
the BEC and BSC, pictorially.

Definition II.2. An (𝑛, 2𝑛𝑅, (𝑑,∞)) code for an input-
constrained channel without feedback is defined by the encoding
function:

𝑓 : {1, . . . , 2𝑛𝑅} → 𝒳
𝑛, 𝑖 ∈ [𝑛], (1)

such that (𝑥𝑖+1, . . . , 𝑥min{𝑖+𝑑,𝑛}) = (0, . . . , 0), if 𝑥𝑖 = 1.
Given an output sequence 𝑦𝑛, the bit-MAP decoder Ψ : 𝒴𝑛 →

𝒳
𝑛 outputs x̂ := (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛), where, for each 𝑖 ∈ [𝑛], the

estimate
𝑥𝑖 := argmax𝑥∈{0,1}𝑃(𝑋𝑖 = 𝑥 |𝑦𝑛).
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Fig. 3: (a) The binary erasure channel (BEC(𝜖)) with erasure
probability 𝜖 and output alphabet 𝒴 = {−1, 0, 1}, with the output
symbol 0 denoting an erasure. (b) The binary symmetric channel
(BSC(𝑝)) with crossover probability 𝑝 and output alphabet 𝒴 =

{−1, 1}.

Likewise, the block-MAP decoder Φ : 𝒴𝑛 → 𝒳
𝑛 outputs as

estimate
𝑥𝑛 := argmax𝑥𝑛∈{0,1}𝑛𝑃(𝑋𝑛 = 𝑥𝑛 |𝑦𝑛).

The error under bit-MAP decoding is defined as

𝑃
(𝑛)
𝑏

:= 1 − 1
𝑛

𝑛∑︁
𝑖=1
E[max{𝑃(𝑋𝑖 = 0|𝑌𝑛), 𝑃(𝑋𝑖 = 1|𝑌𝑛)}],

and the error under block-MAP decoding is defined as

𝑃
(𝑛)
𝐵

:= 𝑃(Φ(𝑌𝑛) ≠ 𝑋𝑛).

A rate 𝑅 is said to be (𝑑,∞)-achievable under bit-MAP de-
coding, if there exists a sequence of (𝑛, 2𝑛𝑅𝑛 , (𝑑,∞)) codes,
{C (𝑛) (𝑅)}𝑛≥1, such that lim𝑛→∞ 𝑃

(𝑛)
𝑏

= 0 and lim𝑛→∞ 𝑅𝑛 = 𝑅.
We then say that the sequence of codes {C (𝑛) (𝑅)}𝑛≥1 achieves
a rate 𝑅 over the (𝑑,∞)-RLL input-constrained channel. The
capacity, 𝐶(𝑑,∞) , is defined to be the supremum over the
respective (𝑑,∞)-achievable rates, and is a function of the
parameters of the noise process. Finally, a family of sequences
of codes {{Ĉ (𝑛)

p }𝑛≥1}, indexed by the noise parameters p, is
said to be capacity-achieving (or (𝑑,∞)-capacity-achieving),
under bit-MAP decoding, if for all p, {Ĉ (𝑛)

p }𝑛≥1 achieves any
rate 𝑅 ∈ (0, 𝐶(𝑑,∞) (p)) over the (𝑑,∞)-RLL input-constrained
channel. Similar definitions hold under block-MAP decoding, as
well. Note that the definitions also hold when 𝑑 = 0, which
represents the unconstrained channel.

III. MAIN RESULTS

Before we state our upper bound on the rates of linear RLL
subcodes of RM codes, we recall the result of Reeves and Pfister
in [8], which provides context to our using RM codes over input-
constrained BMS channels. For a given 𝑅 ∈ (0, 1), consider any
sequence of RM codes {C𝑚 (𝑅) = RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)}𝑚≥1, under the
lexicographic ordering of coordinates, with 𝑅𝑚 being the rate of
C𝑚 (𝑅), such that 𝑅𝑚 → 𝑅 as 𝑚 → ∞. The following theorem
then holds true:

Theorem III.1 (Theorem 1 of [8]). Consider an unconstrained
BMS channel with capacity 𝐶 ∈ (0, 1). Then, any rate 𝑅 ∈ [0, 𝐶)
is achieved by the sequence of codes {C𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1, under bit-
MAP decoding.

Hence, the families of codes described above are (0,∞)-
capacity-achieving, under bit-MAP decoding.

We now discuss a theorem that provides upper bounds on the
largest rate achievable, using linear subcodes of RM codes, over

a (𝑑,∞)-RLL input-constrained BMS channel. Fix any sequence
of codes {C𝑚 (𝑅) = RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)}𝑚≥1, which achieves a rate 𝑅

over the unconstrained BMS channel. Let C (𝑚)
𝑑 denote the largest

linear subcode of C𝑚 (𝑅), all of whose codewords respect the
(𝑑,∞)-RLL constraint. We then define

R(𝑑,∞)
C,Lin (𝑅) := lim sup

𝑚→∞

log2

���C (𝑚)
𝑑

���
2𝑚

, (2)

to be the largest rate achieved by linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of
{𝐶𝑚 (𝑅)}, assuming that the ordering of the coordinates of the
code is according to the lexicographic ordering. Then,

Theorem III.2. For any sequence of codes {C𝑚 (𝑅) =

RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)}𝑚≥1, with rate(C𝑚 (𝑅))
𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 𝑅, it holds that

R(𝑑,∞)
C,Lin (𝑅) ≤

𝑅

𝑑 + 1
.

Hence, from Theorem III.1, the largest rate achievable over
a (𝑑,∞)-RLL input-constrained BMS channel, under bit-MAP
decoding, using linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of RM codes,
is bounded above by 𝐶

𝑑+1 , where 𝐶 is the capacity of the
unconstrained BMS channel. Theorem III.2 is proved in Sec-
tion IV. Now, consider the sequence of RM codes {Ĉ𝑚 (𝑅) =

RM(𝑚, 𝑣𝑚)}𝑚≥1, with

𝑣𝑚 = max
{⌊
𝑚

2
+
√
𝑚

2
𝑄−1 (1 − 𝑅)

⌋
, 0

}
, (3)

where 𝑄(·) is the complementary cumulative distribution func-
tion (c.c.d.f.) of the standard normal distribution.

Now, for a fixed 𝑑 ≥ 1, let 𝑧 :=
⌈
log2 (𝑑 + 1)

⌉
. Consider the

subcode C (𝑑,∞)
𝑚 (𝑅), of the code C𝑚 (𝑅), defined as:

C (𝑑,∞)
𝑚 (𝑅) :=

{
Eval( 𝑓 ) : 𝑓 =

( 𝑚∏
𝑖=𝑚−𝑧+1

𝑥𝑖

)
· 𝑔(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑚−𝑧),

where deg(𝑔) ≤ 𝑟𝑚 − 𝑧
}
. (4)

Note that C (𝑑,∞)
𝑚 (𝑅) is a linear subcode of C𝑚 (𝑅). The following

theorem from [9] then holds:

Theorem III.3 (Theorem III.2 in [9]). For any 𝑅 ∈ (0, 𝐶), the
sequence of linear codes {C (𝑑,∞)

𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1, where C (𝑑,∞)
𝑚 (𝑅) ⊂

C𝑚 (𝑅), achieves a rate of 𝑅

2 dlog2 (𝑑+1) e , over a (𝑑,∞)-RLL input-
constrained BMS channel, under bit-MAP decoding.

Thus, Theorem III.2 shows that the sequence of linear sub-
codes {C (𝑑,∞)

𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1, in equation (4), is rate-optimal whenever
𝑑 + 1 is a power of 2, in that it achieves the rate upper bound of
𝑅/(𝑑 +1). We remark here that the problem of identifying linear
codes that are subsets of the set of (𝑑,∞)-RLL sequences of a
fixed length, has been studied [13]. The results therein show that
the largest linear code within 𝑆 (𝑚)

(𝑑,∞) has rate no larger than 1
𝑑+1 ,

as 𝑚 → ∞. However, such a result offers no insight into rates
achievable over BMS channels.

We then consider situations where the coordinates of the RM
codes follow orderings different from the standard lexicographic
ordering. First, we study upper bounds on the rates of linear
(𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of RM codes, ordered according to a Gray
ordering (see Section V for a description of a Gray ordering).
For a fixed 𝑅 ∈ (0, 𝐶), let {CG

𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1 be any sequence of RM



codes under a Gray ordering, such that rate(CG
𝑚 (𝑅))

𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 𝑅.
Further, for every 𝑚, let C (𝑚)

𝑑,G be the largest linear subcode of
CG
𝑚 (𝑅). We also define

R(𝑑,∞)
CG ,Lin

(𝑅) := lim sup
𝑚→∞

log2

���C (𝑚)
𝑑,G

���
2𝑚

(5)

to be the largest rate achieved by linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes
of {CG

𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1. We obtain the following result:

Theorem III.4. For any sequence of RM codes under a Gray
ordering, {CG

𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1, with rate(CG
𝑚 (𝑅))

𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 𝑅, it holds that

R(𝑑,∞)
CG ,Lin

(𝑅) ≤ 𝑅

𝑑 + 1
.

The proof of Theorem III.4 is provided in Section V.
Now, we consider arbitrary orderings of coordinates, defined

by the sequence of permutations (𝜋𝑚)𝑚≥1, with 𝜋𝑚 : [0 : 2𝑚 −
1] → [0 : 2𝑚 − 1]. As with the Gray ordering, we define the
sequence of 𝜋-ordered RM codes {C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1, with

C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅) :=
{
(𝑐𝜋𝑚 (0) , 𝑐𝜋𝑚 (2) , . . . , 𝑐𝜋𝑚 (𝑁𝑚−1) ) :

(𝑐0, 𝑐1, . . . , 𝑐𝑁𝑚−1) ∈ C𝑚 (𝑅)
}
.

We also define C (𝑚)
𝑑,𝜋 be the largest linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode

of C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅). The theorem below is then shown to hold:

Theorem III.5. For large 𝑚 and for all but a vanishing fraction
of coordinate permutations, 𝜋𝑚 : [0 : 2𝑚 − 1] → [0 : 2𝑚 − 1],
the following rate upper bound holds:

log2

���C (𝑚)
𝑑,𝜋

���
2𝑚

≤ 𝑅

𝑑 + 1
+ 𝛿𝑚,

where 𝛿𝑚
𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0.

Section V contains the proof of Theorem III.5.
Next, we turn our attention to the design of non-linear (𝑑,∞)-

RLL codes, whose rates improve on those in Theorem III.3.
Our next theorem, stated below informally, uses cosets of RM
codes, for this purpose. We denote by 𝐶 (𝑑)

0 , the noiseless capacity
of the (𝑑,∞)-RLL constraint, and by 𝐶, the capacity of the
unconstrained BMS channel.

Theorem III.6 (Informal). For any BMS channel of capacity
𝐶, there exists a sequence of (𝑑,∞)-RLL constrained codes
{Ccos
𝑚 }𝑚≥1, using cosets of RM codes, such that

lim inf
𝑚→∞

rate(Ccos
𝑚 ) ≥

𝐶
(𝑑)
0 · 𝐶2 · 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e

𝐶2 · 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e + 1 − 𝐶 + 2−𝜏
,

with the above bound being achievable over any (𝑑,∞)-RLL
input-constrained BMS channel. Here, 𝜏 is an arbitrarily large,
but fixed, positive integer.

It can be checked that the rates achieved using Theorem III.6
are better than those achieved using Theorem III.3 (and in fact,
better than those achieved using any sequence of linear (𝑑,∞)-
RLL subcodes of RM codes), for low noise regimes of the BMS
channel. For example, when 𝑑 = 1, the rates achieved using the
codes in Theorem III.6 are better than those achieved using linear
subcodes, for certain values of 𝐶 ' 0.7613. Figures 4 and 5 show
comparisons between the lower bounds (achievable rates) in
Theorems III.3 and III.6, with the coset-averaging bound of [10],

for 𝑑 = 1 and 𝑑 = 2, respectively. While [10] provides existence
results on rates achieved using cosets of RM codes, with the
rates calculated therein being better than those in Theorem III.6
in the low noise regimes of the BMS channel, our construction
is more explicit. A discussion on the construction leading to
Theorem III.6 is taken up in Section VI.

We end this section with a remark. Note that the all-ones
codeword 1 belongs to any RM code. Since any codeword c that
respects the (0, 1)-RLL constraint can be written as c = 1 + ĉ,
where ĉ respects the (1,∞)-RLL constraint, the lower bound of
Theorem III.3 and the upper bound of Theorem III.2 hold for
the rates of (0, 1)-RLL subcodes as well.

IV. UPPER BOUNDS FOR LINEAR SUBCODES

In this section, we derive upper bounds on the rates achieved
by linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of any sequence of RM codes
of rate 𝑅. We fix a sequence of codes {C𝑚 (𝑅) = RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)}
that achieves a rate 𝑅 over the unconstrained BMS channel.

We first state and prove a fairly general proposition on the
rates of linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of linear codes. Recall that
for a linear code C over F2, of blocklength 𝑁 and dimension 𝐾 ,
an information set is a collection of 𝐾 coordinates in which all
possible 𝐾-tuples over F2 can appear. Equivalently, if 𝐺 is any
generator matrix for C, an information set is a set of 𝐾 column
indices such that 𝐺 restricted to those columns is a full-rank
matrix.

Proposition IV.1. Let C be an [𝑁, 𝐾] binary linear code. If I is
an information set of C that contains 𝑡 disjoint (𝑑 + 1)-tuples of
consecutive coordinates (𝑖1, 𝑖1 + 1, . . . , 𝑖1 + 𝑑), (𝑖2, 𝑖2 + 1, . . . , 𝑖2 +
𝑑), ..., (𝑖𝑡 , 𝑖𝑡 + 1, . . . , 𝑖𝑡 + 𝑑), with 𝑖1 ≥ 1, 𝑖 𝑗 > 𝑖 𝑗−1 + 𝑑, for all
𝑗 ∈ [2 : 𝑡], and 𝑖𝑡 ≤ 𝑛 − 𝑑, then the dimension of any linear
(𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode of C is at most 𝐾 − 𝑑𝑡.

Proof. Suppose that the information set I contains exactly 𝑡 dis-
joint (𝑑+1)-tuples of consecutive coordinates as in the statement
of the proposition. By definition, all possible 𝐾-tuples appear
in the coordinates in I. Now, consider any linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL
subcode of C, and any (𝑑 + 1)-tuple of consecutive coordinates
{𝑖 𝑗 , 𝑖 𝑗 + 1, . . . , 𝑖 𝑗 + 𝑑} ∈ I, for 𝑗 ∈ [𝑡]. Since the (𝑑,∞)-RLL
constraint requires that successive 1s be separated by at least 𝑑
0s (and by linearity of the subcode), the only possible tuples of
𝑑 + 1 consecutive symbols, in any codeword in the subcode, are
(0, 0, . . . , 0) and one of 𝑒 (𝑑+1)

𝑖
, for 𝑖 ∈ [𝑑 + 1]. Hence, for every

(𝑑 + 1)-tuple of consecutive coordinates, only a 2−𝑑 fraction of
the 2𝑑+1 possible tuples are allowed. Thus, overall, the number
of codewords in the linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode is at most 2𝐾

2𝑑𝑡 .
The result then follows straightforwardly.

�

In order to obtain an upper bound, as in Theorem III.2, on
the rate of linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of the sequence of codes
{C𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1, we shall first identify an information set I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 of
C𝑚 (𝑅) = RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚). We then compute the number of disjoint
(𝑑 + 1)-tuples of consecutive coordinates in I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , and apply
Proposition IV.1 to get an upper bound on the dimension of the
linear constrained subcodes.

We introduce some notation for ease of reading: given a matrix
𝑀𝑝×𝑞 , we use the notation 𝑀 [U,V] to denote the submatrix of
𝑀 consisting of the rows in the set U ⊆ [𝑝] and the columns in
the set V ⊆ [𝑞]. We also recall the definition of the generator



Fig. 4: Plot comparing, for 𝑑 = 1, the rate lower bound of 𝐶/2 achieved using subcodes, from Theorem III.3, the rate lower bound
achieved using Theorem III.6, with 𝜏 = 50, and the coset-averaging lower bound of 𝐶 (1)

0 + 𝐶 − 1, of [10]. Here, the noiseless
capacity, 𝐶 (1)

0 ≈ 0.6942.

matrix 𝐺Lex (𝑚, 𝑟), of RM(𝑚, 𝑟), and the indexing of columns of
the matrix, from Section II-B. We also interchangeably index the
coordinates of a codeword of RM(𝑚, 𝑟) by integers 𝑖 ∈ [0, 2𝑚 −
1], and by 𝑚-tuples of binary symbols. Further, the notation
e(2

𝑚)
b denotes the standard basis vector with a 1 in the coordinate

indexed by b = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚), in the lexicographic order. The
superscript ‘(2𝑚)’ will be dropped when clear from the context.

Now, given the code RM(𝑚, 𝑟), consider the binary linear code
(a subspace of F2𝑚

2 ), C̃(𝑚, 𝑟), spanned by the codewords in the
set

B𝑚,𝑟 :=

{
Eval

(∏
𝑖∈𝑆

𝑥𝑖

)
: 𝑆 ⊆ [𝑚] with |𝑆 | ≥ 𝑟 + 1

}
. (6)

It can be checked that the vectors in B𝑚,𝑟 are also linearly
independent, and, hence, B𝑚,𝑟 forms a basis for C̃(𝑚, 𝑟), with
dim

(
C̃(𝑚, 𝑟)

)
=

( 𝑚
≥𝑟+1

)
. Moreover, the codewords in C̃(𝑚, 𝑟) are

linearly independent from codewords in RM(𝑚, 𝑟), by definition,
and it holds that RM(𝑚, 𝑟) ∪ C̃(𝑚, 𝑟) = F2𝑚

2 .
The following lemma identifies an alternative basis for

C̃(𝑚, 𝑟), which will prove useful in our analysis, later on.

Lemma IV.1. Consider the code C̃(𝑚, 𝑟) = span
(
B𝑚,𝑟

)
,

where B𝑚,𝑟 is as in (6). It holds that C̃(𝑚, 𝑟) =

span ({eb : wt(b) ≥ 𝑟 + 1}).

Proof. Note that any standard basis vector eb, with wt(b) ≥ 𝑟+1,
can be written as Eval( 𝑓 ), where

𝑓 (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑚) =
∏

𝑖∈supp(b)
𝑥𝑖 ·

∏
𝑖∉supp(b)

(1 + 𝑥 𝑗 ).

From the fact that wt(b) ≥ 𝑟 + 1, it holds that the degree of
any monomial in 𝑓 is at least 𝑟 + 1, and hence, Eval( 𝑓 ) = eb ∈
span(B𝑚,𝑟 ) = C̃(𝑚, 𝑟). The result follows by noting that {eb :
wt(b) ≥ 𝑟 +1} is a collection of linearly independent vectors, of
size

( 𝑚
≥𝑟+1

)
, which, in turn, equals dim

(
C̃(𝑚, 𝑟)

)
. �

Lemma IV.2. An information set of RM(𝑚, 𝑟) is the set of
coordinates I𝑚,𝑟 := {b = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚) ∈ F𝑚2 : wt(b) ≤ 𝑟}.

Proof. In order to prove that I𝑚,𝑟 is an information set of
RM(𝑚, 𝑟), it is sufficient to show that 𝐺Lex (𝑚, 𝑟) restricted to
the columns in I𝑚,𝑟 is of full rank.

Now, consider the generator matrix �̃� (𝑚, 𝑟), of C̃(𝑚, 𝑟),
consisting of rows that are vectors in B𝑚,𝑟 . We build the 2𝑚×2𝑚
matrix

H :=


�̃� (𝑚, 𝑟)

𝐺Lex (𝑚, 𝑟)

 ,
with H being full rank. Note that, from Lemma IV.1, any standard
basis vector eb, with b ∈ I𝑐𝑚,𝑟 , belongs to rowspace(�̃� (𝑚, 𝑟)).
By Gaussian elimination, it is then possible to replace the first( 𝑚
≥𝑟+1

)
rows of H, corresponding to the submatrix �̃� (𝑚, 𝑟),

with the standard basis vectors eb, with b ∈ I𝑐𝑚,𝑟 . Clearly,
from the fact that H is full rank, this then means that
H

[ [ ( 𝑚
≥𝑟+1

)
+ 1 : 2𝑚

]
,I𝑚,𝑟

]
is full rank, or, 𝐺Lex (𝑚, 𝑟), restricted

to columns in I𝑚,𝑟 , is full rank. �

Now that we have identified an information set I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 of
C𝑚 (𝑅) = RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚), we need only calculate the number of
disjoint (𝑑 + 1)-tuples of consecutive coordinates in I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 .
We introduce the notation B(𝑖) to denote the length-𝑚 binary
representation of 𝑖, for 0 ≤ 𝑖 ≤ 2𝑚 − 1. We also define a
“run” of coordinates belonging to a set A ∈ {0, 1}𝑚, to be
a contiguous collection of coordinates, (𝑖, 𝑖 + 1, . . . , 𝑖 + ℓ), such
that B( 𝑗) ∈ A, for all 𝑖 ≤ 𝑗 ≤ 𝑖+ℓ, and B(𝑖−1),B(𝑖+ℓ+1) ∉ A,
where 𝑖 ∈ [0 : 2𝑚 − 1 − ℓ]. Further, the length of such a run of
coordinates is exactly ℓ.

We shall first compute the number of runs of consecutive
coordinates, in the lexicographic ordering, which belong to the
information set I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 . Formally, if we define

Γ𝑚,𝑟𝑚 := {𝑠 : B(𝑠 + 1) ∉ I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , and B(𝑠 − 𝑝), . . . ,B(𝑠) ∈ I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 ,
for some 𝑝 ≥ 0}, (7)

to be the set of right end-point coordinates of runs that belong
to I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , then the required number of runs is

��Γ𝑚,𝑟𝑚 ��.



Fig. 5: Plot comparing, for 𝑑 = 2, the rate lower bound of 𝐶/4 achieved using subcodes, from Theorem III.3, the rate lower bound
achieved using Theorem III.6, with 𝜏 = 50, and the coset-averaging lower bound of 𝐶 (2)

0 + 𝐶 − 1, of [10]. Here, the noiseless
capacity, 𝐶 (2)

0 ≈ 0.5515.

Lemma IV.3. Under the lexicographic ordering, it holds that��Γ𝑚,𝑟 �� = (𝑚−1
𝑟

)
, for 0 ≤ 𝑟 ≤ 𝑚 − 1.

Proof. Let 𝑟 ∈ [0 : 𝑚 − 1]. Note that every right end-point of a
run, 𝑠 ∈ Γ𝑚,𝑟 , with 𝑠 ∈ [0 : 2𝑚 − 2], is such that wt(B(𝑠)) ≤ 𝑟 ,
but wt(B(𝑠 + 1)) ≥ 𝑟 + 1. We now claim that an integer 𝑠 ∈ Γ𝑚,𝑟
iff B(𝑠) = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚−1, 0), for 𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚−1 ∈ {0, 1}, with
wt((𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚−1, 0)) = 𝑟 .

To see this, note that if B(𝑠) = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚−1, 0), then B(𝑠 +
1) = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚−1, 1). Hence, if wt((𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚−1)) = 𝑟 , then
𝑠 ∈ Γ𝑚,𝑟 . Conversely, if 𝑠 ∈ Γ𝑚,𝑟 , then B(𝑠) cannot end in a 1.
Indeed, if this were the case, then we would have B(𝑠) being
of the form (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏ℓ , 0, 1, . . . , 1), with 𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏ℓ ∈ {0, 1},
so that B(𝑠 + 1) would be (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏ℓ , 1, 0, . . . , 0), the weight
of which does not exceed that of B(𝑠). So, B(𝑠) must be of
the form (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚−1, 0), and so, B(𝑠+1) = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚−1, 1).
From wt(B(𝑠)) ≤ 𝑟 and wt(B(𝑠 + 1)) ≥ 𝑟 + 1, we obtain that
wt(𝑏1 . . . 𝑏𝑚−1) = 𝑟 .

This then implies that the number of runs, which is equal to
the number of right end-points of runs, exactly equals

(𝑚−1
𝑟

)
. �

With the ingredients in place, we are now in a position to
prove Theorem III.2.

Proof of Theorem III.2. Fix a sequence of codes {C𝑚 (𝑅) =

RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)}𝑚≥1 that achieves a rate 𝑅 ∈ (0, 1) over the un-
constrained BMS channel, with 𝑟𝑚 ≤ 𝑚 − 1, for all 𝑚. We use
the notation 𝐾𝑚 :=

( 𝑚
≤𝑟𝑚

)
to denote the dimension of C𝑚 (𝑅).

Now, for a given 𝑚, consider the information set I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 as in
Lemma IV.2. We know from Lemma IV.3 that the number of runs
under the lexicographic ordering,

��Γ𝑚,𝑟𝑚 ��, of coordinates that lie
in I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , is exactly

(𝑚−1
𝑟𝑚

)
. Now, note that the 𝑖th run (𝑠𝑖 , . . . , 𝑠𝑖 +

ℓ𝑖), of length ℓ𝑖 , with 𝑠𝑖 ∈ Γ𝑚,𝑟𝑚 and 𝑖 ∈
[��Γ𝑚,𝑟𝑚 ��] , contributes⌊

ℓ𝑖
𝑑+1

⌋
disjoint (𝑑 + 1)-tuples of consecutive coordinates in I𝑚,𝑟 .

It then holds that the overall number of disjoint (𝑑 + 1)-tuples

of consecutive coordinates in I𝑚,𝑟 is 𝑡𝑚, where

𝑡𝑚 =

|Γ𝑚,𝑟𝑚 |∑︁
𝑖=1

⌊
ℓ𝑖

𝑑 + 1

⌋
≥
|Γ𝑚,𝑟𝑚 |∑︁
𝑖=1

(
ℓ𝑖

𝑑 + 1
− 1

)
=

𝐾𝑚

𝑑 + 1
−

��Γ𝑚,𝑟𝑚 �� = 𝐾𝑚

𝑑 + 1
−

(
𝑚 − 1
𝑟𝑚

)
,

where the last equality follows from Lemma IV.3.
Using Proposition IV.1, it follows that the dimension of any

linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode of C𝑚 (𝑅) is at most 𝐾𝑚 − 𝑑𝑡𝑚. It
then holds that

R(𝑑,∞)
C,Lin (𝑅) = lim sup

𝑚→∞

log2

���C (𝑚)
𝑑

���
2𝑚

≤ lim sup
𝑚→∞

𝐾𝑚 − 𝑑𝑡𝑚
2𝑚

≤ lim sup
𝑚→∞

𝐾𝑚 − 𝑑𝐾𝑚
𝑑+1 + 𝑑 ·

(𝑚−1
𝑟𝑚

)
2𝑚

≤ lim
𝑚→∞

𝐾𝑚
𝑑+1 + 𝑑 ·

( 𝑚−1
b 𝑚−1

2 c
)

2𝑚

=
𝑅

𝑑 + 1
,

where the last equality holds from the fact that
( 𝑚−1
b 𝑚−1

2 c
)
∼ 𝑐 · 2𝑚√

𝑚−1
(see. for example, equation (5.28) in [14], where ‘∼’ is used to
mean “grows as"), and lim𝑚→∞

𝐾𝑚
2𝑚 = 𝑅. �

V. ALTERNATIVE COORDINATE ORDERINGS

Throughout the previous sections, we have assumed that the
coordinates of the Reed-Muller code are ordered according
to the standard lexicographic ordering. Since permutations of
coordinates have the potential to convert a binary word that does
not respect the (𝑑,∞)-RLL constraint to one that does, we ask



the question if under alternative coordinate orderings, we can
obtain linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of RM codes, of rate larger
than the upper bound in Theorem III.2.

First, we consider a Gray ordering of coordinates of the
code RM(𝑚, 𝑟). In such an ordering, consecutive coordinates
b = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚) and b′ = (𝑏′1, . . . , 𝑏

′
𝑚) are such that for some

bit index 𝑖 ∈ [𝑚], 𝑏𝑖 ≠ 𝑏′
𝑖
, but 𝑏 𝑗 = 𝑏′𝑗 , for all 𝑗 ≠ 𝑖. In words,

consecutive coordinates in a Gray ordering, when represented
as 𝑚-tuples, differ in exactly one bit index. Note that multiple
orderings are possible, which satisfy this property. We remark
that any fixed Gray ordering can also be seen as a Hamiltonian
path (see, for example, [15], Chap. 10) on the 𝑚-dimensional
unit hypercube.

In what follows, we work with a fixed sequence of Gray
orderings defined as follows: let (𝜋G

𝑚)𝑚≥1 be a sequence of
permutations, with 𝜋G

𝑚 : [0 : 2𝑚 − 1] → [0 : 2𝑚 − 1], for
any 𝑚 ≥ 1, having the property that B(𝜋G

𝑚 ( 𝑗)) differs from
B(𝜋G

𝑚 ( 𝑗 − 1)) in exactly one bit index, for any 𝑗 ∈ [0 : 2𝑚 − 1].
Here, again, B(𝑧) is the 𝑚-length binary representation of 𝑧, for
𝑧 ∈ [0 : 2𝑚 − 1].

Now, fix a sequence of codes {C𝑚 (𝑅) = RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)}𝑚≥1 that
achieves a rate 𝑅 ∈ (0, 1) over the unconstrained BMS channel,
with 𝑟𝑚 ≤ 𝑚−1, for all 𝑚. We again use the notation 𝐾𝑚 :=

( 𝑚
≤𝑟𝑚

)
to denote the dimension of C𝑚 (𝑅). We then define the sequence
of Gray-ordered RM codes {CG

𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1, with

CG
𝑚 (𝑅) :=

{
(𝑐𝜋G

𝑚 (0) , 𝑐𝜋G
𝑚 (1) , . . . , 𝑐𝜋G

𝑚 (2𝑚−1) ) :
(𝑐0, 𝑐1, . . . , 𝑐2𝑚−1) ∈ C𝑚 (𝑅)

}
.

Clearly, the sequence of codes {CG
𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1 also achieves a rate

𝑅 ∈ (0, 1) over the unconstrained BMS channel. In order to
obtain an upper bound on the rate of the largest linear (𝑑,∞)-
RLL subcode of the code CG

𝑚 (𝑅), as in Section IV, we shall
work with the same information set I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 as in Lemma IV.2.
Note that the coordinates of the Gray-ordered RM code are now
represented by 𝑚-tuples, in which the 𝑗 th coordinate from the
beginning is B(𝜋G

𝑚 ( 𝑗 − 1)).
Again, we define the set

ΓG
𝑚,𝑟𝑚

:= {𝜋G
𝑚 (𝑠) : B(𝜋G

𝑚 (𝑠 + 1)) ∉ I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , B(𝜋G
𝑚 (𝑠 − 𝑝)), . . . ,

B(𝜋G
𝑚 (𝑠)) ∈ I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , for some 𝑝 ≥ 0},

to be set of right end-point coordinates of runs that belong to
I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , with the number of such runs being

��ΓG
𝑚,𝑟𝑚

��.
We now state and prove a lemma analogous to Lemma IV.3:

Lemma V.1. Under a fixed Gray ordering defined by 𝜋G
𝑚, it

holds that
��ΓG
𝑚,𝑟𝑚

�� ≤ ( 𝑚
𝑟𝑚+1

)
, for 0 ≤ 𝑟𝑚 ≤ 𝑚 − 1.

Proof. As before, every run of coordinates that belong to I𝑚,𝑟𝑚
has a right end point, which is an integer 𝜋G

𝑚 (𝑠) ∈ [0 : 2𝑚 − 2],
such that wt(B(𝜋G

𝑚 (𝑠))) ≤ 𝑟𝑚, but wt(B(𝜋𝑚 (𝑠 + 1))) ≥ 𝑟𝑚 +
1. Now, under the Gray ordering, since consecutive coordinates
differ in exactly one bit index, it can be seen that an integer
𝜋G
𝑚 (𝑠) ∈ ΓG

𝑚,𝑟𝑚
, only if wt(B(𝜋G

𝑚 (𝑠 + 1))) = 𝑟𝑚 + 1. Thus, the
number of runs is bounded above by

( 𝑚
𝑟𝑚+1

)
, which is the number

of appearances of coordinates whose binary representation has
weight exactly 𝑟𝑚 + 1. �

With Lemma V.1 established, we now embark on a proof of
Theorem III.4.

Proof of Theorem III.4. Similar to the proof of Theorem III.2,
the calculation of the overall number, 𝑡G𝑚, of disjoint (𝑑+1)-tuples
of consecutive coordinates in I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , results in

𝑡G𝑚 ≥ 𝐾𝑚

𝑑 + 1
−

(
𝑚

𝑟𝑚 + 1

)
.

Again, using Proposition IV.1, it follows that the dimension of
any linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode of CG

𝑚 (𝑅) is at most 𝐾𝑚 − 𝑑𝑡G𝑚.
Now, we recall the definition of R(𝑑,∞)

CG ,Lin
(𝑅), from equation (5).

It then holds that R(𝑑,∞)
CG ,Lin

(𝑅) obeys:

R(𝑑,∞)
CG ,Lin

(𝑅) ≤ lim sup
𝑚→∞

𝐾𝑚 − 𝑑𝑡G𝑚
2𝑚

≤ lim sup
𝑚→∞

𝐾𝑚 − 𝑑𝐾𝑚
𝑑+1 + 𝑑 ·

( 𝑚
𝑟𝑚+1

)
2𝑚

≤ lim
𝑚→∞

𝐾𝑚
𝑑+1 + 𝑑 ·

( 𝑚

b 𝑚2 c
)

2𝑚

=
𝑅

𝑑 + 1
,

where the last equality holds for reasons similar to those in the
proof of Theorem III.2. �

Now, we shift our attention to permuted RM codes
{C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1, defined by the sequence of permutations (𝜋𝑚)𝑚≥1,
with 𝜋𝑚 : [0 : 2𝑚 − 1] → [0 : 2𝑚 − 1] (see the discussion
preceding Theorem III.5 in Section III). Also recall the definition
of C (𝑚)

𝑑,𝜋 be the largest linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode of C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅).
We shall now prove Theorem III.5.

Proof of Theorem III.5. We wish to prove that for “most” order-
ings, and for large 𝑚, it holds that the rate of C (𝑚)

𝑑,𝜋 is bounded
above by 𝑅

𝑑+1 + 𝛿𝑚, where 𝛿𝑚
𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0.

To this end, we first make the observation that the sequence
of RM codes {C𝑚 (𝑅) = RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)} achieves a rate 𝑅 over the
BEC, under block-MAP decoding too (see [4] and [16]). Hence,
for large enough 𝑚, the (linear) RM code C𝑚 (𝑅) can correct
erasures that are caused by a BEC(1 − 𝑅 − 𝛾𝑚), with 𝛾𝑚 > 0,
and 𝛾𝑚

𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0. This then means that for large 𝑚, C𝑚 (𝑅) can
correct 2𝑚 (1−𝑅−𝛾𝑚) −𝛿 ·

√︁
2𝑚 (1 − 𝑅 − 𝛾𝑚) erasures, with high

probability (see Lemma 15 of [17]). Finally, from Corollary 18
of [17], it then holds that for large enough 𝑚, any collection
of 2𝑚𝑅(1 + 𝛼𝑚) columns of 𝐺Lex (𝑚, 𝑟𝑚), chosen uniformly at
random, must have full row rank, 𝐾𝑚, with probabilty 1 − 𝛿𝑚,
with 𝛼𝑚, 𝛿𝑚 > 0 and 𝛼𝑚, 𝛿𝑚

𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0.
In other words, the discussion above implies that for large

enough 𝑚, a collection of 𝐾𝑚 (1 + 𝛼𝑚) coordinates, chosen
uniformly at random, contains an information set, with probabilty
1 − 𝛿𝑚. Viewing the above statement differently, it can be
argued that for large enough 𝑚, for a 1 − 𝛿𝑚 fraction of the
possible permutations 𝜋𝑚 : [0 : 2𝑚 − 1] → [0 : 2𝑚 − 1],
the first block of 𝐾𝑚 (1 + 𝛼𝑚) coordinates of the code C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅),
contains an information set, J𝑚,𝑟𝑚 . Now, within these “good”
permutations, since |J𝑚,𝑟𝑚 | = 𝐾𝑚, it follows that the number of
runs,

��Γ𝜋𝑚,𝑟𝑚 ��, of consecutive coordinates that belong to J𝑚,𝑟𝑚 ,
obeys

��Γ𝜋𝑚,𝑟𝑚 �� ≤ 𝐾𝑚𝛼𝑚, with Γ𝜋𝑚,𝑟𝑚 defined similar to equation
(7). This is because, the number of runs,

��Γ𝜋𝑚,𝑟𝑚 ��, equals the
number of coordinates 𝑠, such that B(𝜋𝑚 (𝑠)) ∉ J𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , but



B(𝜋𝑚 (𝑠 − 1)) ∈ J𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , and the number of such 𝑠 is at most
𝐾𝑚 (1 + 𝛼𝑚) − 𝐾𝑚, which equals 𝐾𝑚𝛼𝑚.

Hence, the overall number, 𝑡 𝜋𝑚, of disjoint (𝑑 + 1)-tuples
of consecutive coordinates in J𝑚,𝑟 , satisfies (see the proof of
Theorem III.2)

𝑡 𝜋𝑚 ≥ 𝐾𝑚

𝑑 + 1
− 𝐾𝑚𝛼𝑚,

for a 1−𝛿𝑚 fraction of permutations 𝜋𝑚. Again, applying Propo-
sition IV.1, it holds that for a 1 − 𝛿𝑚 fraction of permutations,
with 𝛿𝑚

𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0, the rate of the largest (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode
obeys

log2

���C (𝑚)
𝑑,G

���
2𝑚

≤ 𝐾𝑚 − 𝑑𝑡G𝑚
2𝑚

≤
𝐾𝑚 − 𝑑𝐾𝑚

𝑑+1 + 𝑑𝐾𝑚𝛼𝑚
2𝑚

=
𝑅

𝑑 + 1
+ 𝑜(1),

thereby showing what we set out to prove. �

VI. ACHIEVABLE RATES USING COSETS OF RM CODES

The results summarized in the previous sections provide lower
and upper bounds on achievable rates by using subcodes of RM
codes. In particular, Theorem III.3 (Theorem III.2 of [9]) shows
that, using subcodes of RM codes, rates of up to 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e ·𝐶
are achievable over (𝑑,∞)-RLL input-constrained BMS chan-
nels. In this section, we provide another construction, which uses
cosets of RM codes. The rates achieved by this construction,
under bit-MAP decoding, are better than those in Theorem III.3,
for low noise regimes of the BMS channel. For example, for the
case where 𝑑 = 1, the new coding scheme offers better rates for
erasure probabilities 𝜖 / 0.2837, for the BEC, and for crossover
probabilities 𝑝 ∈ (0, 0.0392)∪ (0.9608, 1), for the BSC). In what
follows, we set 𝑁𝑚 := 2𝑚.

Fix a rate 𝑅 ∈ (0, 𝐶) and any sequence {C𝑚 (𝑅) =

RM(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)}𝑚≥1 that achieves a rate 𝑅 over the unconstrained
BMS channel, under bit-MAP decoding. We interchangeably
index the coordinates of any codeword in C𝑚 (𝑅) by 𝑚-tuples in
the lexicographic order, and by integers in [0 : 2𝑚 − 1]. Recall,
from Lemma IV.2, that the set I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 := {b = (𝑏1, . . . , 𝑏𝑚) ∈
F𝑚2 : wt(b) ≤ 𝑟𝑚} is an information set of C𝑚 (𝑅). For the
remainder of this section, we let 𝑚 be a large positive integer.

We set 𝐾𝑚 = dim(C𝑚 (𝑅)) =
( 𝑚
≤𝑟𝑚

)
. For large 𝑚, it holds that

𝐾𝑚 ∈ [(1 − 𝛼𝑚)𝑁𝑚𝑅, (1 + 𝛼𝑚)𝑁𝑚𝑅], and
𝑁𝑚 − 𝐾𝑚 ∈ [(1 − 𝛽𝑚)𝑁𝑚 (1 − 𝑅), (1 + 𝛽𝑚)𝑁𝑚 (1 − 𝑅)], (8)

for 𝛼𝑚, 𝛽𝑚 > 0, with 𝛼𝑚, 𝛽𝑚
𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0.

For the purposes of our coding scheme, we shall work with
specific permutations of the codes {C𝑚 (𝑅)}𝑚≥1. Consider any
permutation 𝜋𝑚 : [0 : 𝑁𝑚 − 1] → [0 : 𝑁𝑚 − 1] with the property
that 𝜋𝑚 ( [0 : 𝐾𝑚 − 1]) = I𝑚,𝑣𝑚 , where, for a permutation 𝜎, and
a set A ⊆ [0 : 𝑁𝑚 − 1], we define the notation 𝜎(A) := {𝜎(𝑖) :
𝑖 ∈ A}. As in Section III, we define the permuted code C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅)
as

C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅) =
{
(𝑐𝜋𝑚 (0) , 𝑐𝜋𝑚 (1) , . . . , 𝑐𝜋𝑚 (𝑁𝑚−1) ) :

(𝑐0, 𝑐1, . . . , 𝑐𝑁𝑚−1) ∈ C𝑚 (𝑅)
}
.

Thus, C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅) is the code obtained by permuting the coordi-
nates of codewords in C𝑚 (𝑅), such that the coordinates in the
information set I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 occur in the first block of 𝐾𝑚 positions.
Note that the permuted code C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅) is systematic, in that all
possible 𝐾𝑚-tuples of binary symbols can occur in its first 𝐾𝑚
coordinates, and in particular, all 𝐾𝑚-tuples that respect that
(𝑑,∞)-RLL constraint, occur in these coordinates. We let 𝐺 𝜋

𝑚

be a systematic generator matrix for C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅). For the lemma that
follows, we shall use the notation

C̃ 𝜋𝑚 :=
{
(𝑐𝜋𝑚 (0) ,𝑐𝜋𝑚 (1) , . . . , 𝑐𝜋𝑚 (𝑁𝑚−1) :

(𝑐0, 𝑐1, . . . , 𝑐𝑁𝑚−1) ∈ C̃(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚)
}
,

where C̃(𝑚, 𝑟𝑚) = span
(
B𝑚,𝑟𝑚

)
(see equation (6) in Section IV).

Lemma VI.1. For every codeword w ∈ C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅), there exists a
vector v ∈ C̃ 𝜋𝑚 , such that w+v (over F2) equals the concatenation
𝑤
𝐾𝑚
1 0.

Proof. The proof is a simple consequence of Lemma IV.1.
Indeed, since the last 𝑁𝑚 − 𝐾𝑚 coordinates in the permuted
code C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅) are exactly those coordinates b ∈ {0, 1}𝑚 such
that b ∉ I𝑚,𝑟𝑚 , i.e., with wt(b) ≥ 𝑟𝑚 + 1, we have that any
standard basis vector with a 1 in these coordinates belongs to
C̃ 𝜋𝑚 . By taking suitable linear combinations of these standard
basis vectors, it is possible to obtain a word v ∈ C̃ 𝜋𝑚 such
that 𝑤𝑁𝑚

𝐾𝑚+1 = 𝑣
𝑁𝑚
𝐾𝑚+1, with 𝑣

𝐾𝑚
1 = 0. Hence, it holds that

w + v = 𝑤
𝐾𝑚
1 0, over F2. �

Remark. Note that words v ∈ C̃ 𝜋𝑚 , which are of the form v =

0𝐾𝑚𝑣𝑁𝑚
𝐾𝑚+1, for some 𝑣𝐾𝑚+1, . . . , 𝑣𝑁𝑚 ∈ {0, 1}, are in one-to-

one correspondence with the cosets of C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅). In other words,
each word in C̃ 𝜋𝑚 uniquely identifies a coset of C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅). In what
follows, we consider C̃ 𝜋𝑚 to be the collection of coset leaders for
the code C 𝜋𝑚 (𝑅).

We now describe a simple encoding strategy to transmit
(𝑑,∞)-RLL input-constrained words over the BMS channel:

1) Pick a (𝑑,∞)-RLL constrained 𝐾𝑚-tuple, 𝑤𝐾𝑚1 . Encode
𝑤
𝐾𝑚
1 into a codeword c ∈ C𝜋𝑚 (𝑅), using the systematic gen-

erator matrix 𝐺 𝜋
𝑚, with c = 𝑤

𝐾𝑚
1 𝐺 𝜋

𝑚. Note that 𝑐𝐾𝑚1 = 𝑤
𝐾𝑚
1 .

2) Choose a coset leader v ∈ C̃ 𝜋𝑚 such that the word, c + v =

𝑤
𝐾𝑚
1 0, is also (𝑑,∞)-RLL constrained.

3) Transmit the first 𝐾𝑚 bits, 𝑤𝐾𝑚1 , of c + v.
4) Transmit the identity of the coset leader.

Choosing an RLL constrained word in Step 1 above can be
accomplished using well-known constrained encoders (see, for
example, [18] and Chapters 4 and 5 of [1]), of rates arbitrarily
close to the noiseless capacity, 𝐶 (𝑑)

0 , of the (𝑑,∞)-RLL con-
straint. Further, Lemma VI.1 shows that Step 2 can also be
achieved. Step 4 will be explained further below. At the decoder
end, the coset leader v is recovered first, and this information is
used to decode the original codeword, c ∈ C𝜋𝑚 (𝑅).

We now elaborate on Step 4, in more detail. Our objective is
to use extra channel uses that encode the last 𝑁𝑚 − 𝐾𝑚 bits of
v, which uniquely identify the coset leader, into a (𝑑,∞)-RLL
input-constrained word, and transmit this input-constrained word
to the decoder. Observe, from Lemma VI.1, that 𝑣𝑁𝑚

𝐾𝑚+1 = 𝑐
𝑁𝑚
𝐾𝑚+1.

Now, by Theorem III.3, we can identify (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes
of RM codes of rate 𝑅, which achieve rates of up to 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e ·



𝑅. We shall use these subcodes to encode the last 𝑁𝑚 −𝐾𝑚 bits
of v. We mention that since 𝑚 is large, the rate of the subcode
C (𝑑,∞)
𝑚 (𝑅) (see Theorem III.3), which we write as 𝑅 (𝑑,∞)

𝑚 , obeys

𝑅
(𝑑,∞)
𝑚 ∈

[
2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e · 𝑅(1 − 𝛾𝑚), 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e · 𝑅(1 + 𝛾𝑚)

]
,

(9)

for 𝛾𝑚 > 0, with 𝛾𝑚
𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0.

Since our objective is to encode the 𝑁𝑚 −𝐾𝑚 bits identifying
the coset leader using subcodes of RM codes, we require that the
blocklength after encoding is a power of 2. To facilitate this, we
first divide the 𝑁𝑚 − 𝐾𝑚 bits to be encoded into smaller parts,
each of which will be separately encoded into a (𝑑,∞)-RLL
constrained codeword of an RM code.

In particular, having chosen a large 𝑚, we identify a large,
fixed, positive integer 𝜏, and a positive integer 𝐿, such that[

(1 − 𝑅) (1 − 𝛽𝑚)
𝑅(1 + 𝛾𝑚)

,
(1 − 𝑅) (1 + 𝛽𝑚)
𝑅(1 − 𝛾𝑚)

]
⊆

[
𝐿 − 1

2𝜏
,
𝐿

2𝜏

]
. (10)

We chop up the last 𝑁𝑚 − 𝐾𝑚 bits of v into 𝐿 equal parts,
with each part having 𝑁𝑚−𝐾𝑚

𝐿
bits (see the remark below). We

shall use (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of RM codes to now encode
each of these 𝐿 parts. We then have that the number of channel
uses, 𝑁exact, needed to transmit each part using a (𝑑,∞)-RLL
RM subcode of rate 𝑅

(𝑑,∞)
𝑚 , is 𝑁𝑚−𝐾𝑚

𝐿 ·𝑅 (𝑑,∞)
𝑚

, which from equations
(8)–(10), satisfies

𝑁exact ≤ 2𝑚−𝜏+dlog2 (𝑑+1)e

=: 𝑁part, (11)

where we have used the fact that 𝑁𝑚 = 2𝑚. Since we need
the blocklength to be a power of 2, we use 𝑁part channel uses
to transmit each of the 𝐿 parts into which the 𝑁𝑚 − 𝐾𝑚 bits
have been divided. The total number of channel uses needed to
convey the identity of the coset leader is thus 𝑁part · 𝐿. We set
𝑛 := 𝑚 − 𝜏 +

⌈
log2 (𝑑 + 1)

⌉
, with 𝑁part = 2𝑛. Thus, step 4 of the

encoding strategy can be replaced by the following two steps:
4a) Divide 𝑐𝑁𝑚

𝐾𝑚+1 into 𝐿 equal parts, c1, . . . , c𝐿 .
4b) Encode each part c𝑖 , for 𝑖 ∈ [𝐿], into a codeword of the code

C (𝑑,∞)
𝑛 (𝑅) (see equation (4)), of blocklength 2𝑛 = 𝑁part.

Remark. For ease of reading, we assume that 𝑚 is such that 𝐿
divides 𝑁𝑚 − 𝐾𝑚. However, the general case can be handled by
appending at most 𝐿 − 1 0s at the end of the 𝑁𝑚 − 𝐾𝑚 bits, so
that the overall length is divisible by 𝐿, thereby giving rise to
the same lower bound in Lemma VI.2

The construction of our code Ccos
𝑚 is given in Algorithm 1,

with the assumption that 𝐿 divides 𝑁𝑚 −𝐾𝑚. We let a generator
matrix of the linear code C (𝑑,∞)

𝑚 (𝑅) in Theorem III.3 be denoted
by 𝐺 (𝑑)

𝑚 .
We note from the construction of C (𝑑,∞)

𝑚 (𝑅) in (4) that the
first 𝑑 symbols in x2,𝑖 are 0s, for all 𝑖 ∈ [𝐿]. Hence, the
(𝑑,∞)-RLL input constraint is satisfied at the boundaries of the
concatenations in steps 8 and 9, too.

The rate of the coding scheme in Algorithm 1 is summarized
in the lemma below.

Lemma VI.2. The rate of the coding scheme in Algorithm 1
satisfies

lim inf
𝑚→∞

rate(Ccos
𝑚 ) ≥

𝐶
(𝑑)
0 · 𝑅2 · 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e

𝑅2 · 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e + 1 − 𝑅 + 2−𝜏
,

Algorithm 1 Construction of (𝑑,∞)-RLL constrained code Ccos
𝑚

1: procedure CODING-SCHEME(𝐺 𝜋
𝑚, 𝐺 (𝑑)

𝑛 )
2: Pick a (𝑑,∞)-RLL constrained 𝐾𝑚-tuple 𝑤𝐾𝑚1 .
3: Obtain c ∈ C𝜋𝑚 (𝑅) as c = 𝑤

𝐾𝑚
1 𝐺 𝜋

𝑚, with 𝑐𝐾𝑚1 = 𝑤
𝐾𝑚
1 .

4: Set x1 := 𝑤𝐾𝑚1 .
5: Divide 𝑐𝑁𝑚

𝐾𝑚+1 into 𝐿 equal parts, c1, . . . , c𝐿 .
6: for 𝑖 = 1 : 𝐿 do
7: Set x2,𝑖 = c𝑖𝐺 (𝑑)

𝑛 .
8: Set x2 = x2,1 . . . x2,𝐿 .
9: Transmit x = x1x2.

where 𝐶 (𝑑)
0 is the noiseless capacity of the (𝑑,∞)-RLL input

constraint, and 𝜏 is an arbitrarily large, fixed, positive integer.

Proof. Recall that the noiseless capacity, 𝐶 (𝑑)
0 , of the (𝑑,∞)-

RLL constraint, is given by (see, for example, [1])

𝐶
(𝑑)
0 = lim

𝑛→∞

log2 |𝑆
(𝑛)
(𝑑,∞) |
𝑛

= inf
𝑛

log2 |𝑆
(𝑛)
(𝑑,∞) |
𝑛

, (12)

where the last equality follows from the subadditivity of the
sequence

(
log2 |𝑆

(𝑛)
(𝑑,∞) |

)
𝑛≥1

.
By picking 𝑚 large enough (and hence 𝐾𝑚 large enough),

we note that for step 2 of Algorithm 1, there exist constrained
coding schemes (see [18] and Chapters 4 and 5 of [1]) of rate
𝐶

(𝑑)
0 − 𝜖𝑚, for 𝜖𝑚 > 0, with 𝜖𝑚

𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0. Hence, we see that
for large 𝑚, the number of possible 𝐾𝑚-tuples, 𝑤𝐾𝑚1 , that can

be picked, equals 2𝐾𝑚 (𝐶 (𝑑)
0 −𝜖𝑚) . Since the codeword c and the

words x1 and x2 are determined by w, it holds that for large 𝑚,
the rate of the code Ccos

𝑚 obeys

rate(Ccos
𝑚 ) ≥

log2

(
2𝐾𝑚 (𝐶 (𝑑)

0 −𝜖𝑚)
)

𝐾𝑚 + 𝑁part · 𝐿
,

where the denominator, 𝐾𝑚 + 𝑁part · 𝐿, is the total number of
channel uses. The following statements then hold true:

rate(Ccos
𝑚 ) ≥

log2

(
2𝐾𝑚 (𝐶 (𝑑)

0 −𝜖𝑚)
)

𝐾𝑚 + 𝑁part · 𝐿

(𝑎)
=

(
𝐶

(𝑑)
0 −𝜖𝑚

)
·𝐾𝑚

𝑁𝑚

𝐾𝑚
𝑁𝑚

+ 𝐿 · 2−𝜏+dlog2 (𝑑+1)e

(𝑏)
≥

(
𝐶

(𝑑)
0 −𝜖𝑚

)
·𝐾𝑚

𝑁𝑚

𝐾𝑚
𝑁𝑚

+ 2dlog2 (𝑑+1)e ·
(
(1−𝑅) (1−𝛽𝑚)
𝑅 (1+𝛾𝑚) + 2−𝜏

) ,
where (a) follows from equation (11) and (b) holds due to
equation (10), with 𝐿 · 2−𝜏 ≤

(
(1−𝑅) (1−𝛽𝑚)
𝑅 (1+𝛾𝑚) + 2−𝜏

)
. Hence, by

taking lim inf𝑚→∞ on both sides of the inequality (b) above, we
get

lim inf
𝑚→∞

rate(Ccos
𝑚 ) ≥

𝐶
(𝑑)
0 · 𝑅

𝑅 + 2dlog2 (𝑑+1)e ·
(

1−𝑅
𝑅

)
+ 2dlog2 (𝑑+1)e−𝜏



=
𝐶

(𝑑)
0 · 𝑅2 · 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e

𝑅2 · 2−dlog2 (𝑑+1)e + 1 − 𝑅 + 2−𝜏
,

where the inequality holds since 𝐾𝑚
𝑁𝑚

𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 𝑅 and

𝜖𝑚, 𝛽𝑚, 𝛾𝑚
𝑚→∞−−−−−→ 0.

�

The proof of Theorem III.6 follows by noting that any rate
𝑅 ∈ (0, 𝐶) is achievable by RM codes over an unconstrained
BMS channel, under bit-MAP decoding, and by substituting 𝐶
instead of 𝑅 in Lemma VI.2.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we derived upper bounds on the rates of
linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of Reed-Muller (RM) codes. Our
work, therefore, provides upper bounds on achievable rates
using linear subcodes of RM codes, over binary memoryless
symmetric (BMS) channels with (𝑑,∞)-RLL constrained inputs.
We showed that if 𝐶 is the capacity of an unconstrained BMS
channel, then the rate of any linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcode of
an RM code, is bounded above by 𝐶

𝑑+1 , in the limit as the
blocklength of the code goes to infinity. A discussion about
RM codes under coordinate orderings different from the lexi-
cographic ordering was also taken up. In particular, we showed
that for linear (𝑑,∞)-RLL subcodes of RM codes under a Gray
ordering, the same upper bound holds, and that for large enough
blocklength, for nearly all coordinate orderings, a rate upper
bound of 𝐶

𝑑+1 + 𝛿 holds, where 𝛿 can be taken to be as small as
required. Further, we devised a constrained coding scheme based
on cosets of RM codes that, for low noise regimes, outperforms
any linear coding scheme, in terms of rate. For values of 𝐶 close
to 1, the rate of our coding scheme is also close to the coset-
averaging bound of [10].

For future work, as regards the cosets-based coding scheme
proposed in this paper, other sequential decoding algorithms
(such as those in [19]), adapted to RM codes, can be explored
to check if the need for extra channel uses, for exchanging coset
information, can be eliminated altogether.
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