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Abstract

Analytic combinatorics in several variables refers to a suite of tools that provide sharp asymptotic estimates
for certain combinatorial quantities. In this paper, we apply these tools to determine the Gilbert—Varshamov lower
bound on the rate of optimal codes in L; metric. Several different code spaces are analyzed, including the simplex
and the hypercube in Z", all of which are inspired by concrete data storage and transmission models such as the
sticky insertion channel, the permutation channel, the adjacent transposition (bit-shift) channel, the multilevel flash

memory channel, etc.

I. INTRODUCTION

Codes in L; (or Manhattan)! metric arise as appropriate constructs for error correction in a surprisingly diverse
set of applications, in models that at first glance do not have much in common. We list below only a few examples
that served as motivation for the present work.

« The sticky insertion (or repetition, or duplication) channel, as well as the O-insertion channel that it is equivalent

to, were introduced as models for communication in the presence of certain types of synchronization errors.
Codes for these channels [20], [2], [29], [23] can equivalently be described in the space [13], [28]

-
A;T:{(ul,ug,...,ur)EZr:ui2l,Zui:n} (1)
i=1

under L, metric, meaning that every code correcting up to t sticky insertions can be obtained from codes
in the simplex A}Lw having minimum L; distance > 2¢. In this description, the parameter n corresponds to
the length of the input sequences and the parameter r to the number of runs of identical symbols in those
sequences. A very similar characterization holds also in more general channels with uniform tandem duplication
errors/mutations that are relevant for in vivo DNA-based data storage systems [9], [14], [18].

o The permutation channel, which randomly reorders the transmitted symbols, has been studied as a model for
networks that do not guarantee in-order delivery of packets, as well as for unordered data storage systems, in
particular those based on DNA. Multiset codes [15], [13] that are appropriate for some channels of this kind
can equivalently be described in the space

Amﬂ:{(ul,u2,...,ur)EZT:uiZO,Zui:n} 2)
=1
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under [; metric, meaning that a multiset code correcting (e.g.) up to ¢ symbol deletions is equivalent to a
code in A, , having minimum L, distance > 2¢. Here the parameter n represents the number of transmitted
symbols, i.e., code length, and the parameter r the size of the alphabet the symbols take values from.

o The binary channel in which input sequences may be impaired by adjacent transpositions (or bit-shifts) was
analyzed quite extensively as a model of some magnetic recording devices [27]. Codes for such a channel
[31], [22], [17], [11] can equivalently be described in the space [12]

Vn,r:{(ul,uQ,...,ur)GZT:1<u1<uQ<---<ur<n} 3)

under L; metric, meaning that every code correcting up to ¢ adjacent transpositions can be obtained from codes
in V,, , having minimum L; distance > 2¢. In this description, the parameter n corresponds to the length of
the input sequences and the parameter r to the Hamming weight of those sequences.

e Various types of channels in which the symbols are represented by different voltage/charge levels are of interest
in practice, e.g., in digital communication systems employing Pulse Amplitude Modulation, in multilevel flash

memories, etc. The set of all possible inputs in such channels can be represented as
Zy = {(u1,ug, ..., up) € Z": 0 <u; < g —1}, 4)

where the parameter n corresponds to the code length and the parameter ¢ to the size of the alphabet, i.e.,
the number of different voltage levels. It is easy to see that a code correcting a total voltage change of up to
t is equivalently described as a code in Zg having a minimum L, distance > 2¢. See for example [1] for an
application of the ternary case Z%.

In this paper, we study the highest attainable asymptotic rates of codes in the spaces (1)-(4) having minimum
L, distance d = dn, for any fixed 6 and n — oo. In particular, our main contributions include lower bounds on
these rates, which, as mentioned in the above examples, can be directly translated into lower bounds on the rates
of optimal codes correcting a g-fraction of sticky insertions, transpositions, voltage jumps/drops, etc. Almost all
prior works that discussed bounds on codes for relevant channel models focused on the regime d = const, n — oo.
To the best of our knowledge, only the work [11] studied the problem under the assumption d = dn. As we shall
demonstrate in Section I'V-C, our bound significantly improves upon the bound from [11].

The bounds we derive are versions of the well-known Gilbert—Varshamov (GV) bound [4], [30] or, more precisely,
of the generalization thereof obtained by Gu and Fuja [8], which states that the maximum cardinality of a code of
minimum distance d is lower-bounded by the ratio of the size of the input space and the average volume of a ball
of radius d — 1 in that space. We shall also follow the approach suggested by Marcus and Roth [24] for further
improving this bound. In order to compute the average ball volume, we employ the tools of multivariate analytic
combinatorics (see [25] for an introductory text and [26] for a survey of combinatorial applications). We remark
that the use of generating functions in determining the GV bound, and in coding theory more generally, is not new.
For example, in one of the pioneering papers, Kolesnik and Krachkovsky [10] employed generating functions to
compute the GV bound for runlength-limited codes. However, studies of the multivariate case are very recent [12],
[16], [19]. The present paper continues this line of work and we hope it will contribute to inspiring further research

on the applications of multivariate analytic combinatorics in coding theory.



Notation Remark Formula
by Alphabet
S Constrained (Ambient) Space
Sn sNx"
d Metric defined on 8
d Distance d=|dn]
A(8y,d) Maximum code size
a(8,9) Highest attainable rate lim sup,,_, w
Cap(8) Capacity of 8 lim sup,,_, o IOgT‘LS"Ll
T(8y,d—1) Total ball {(m,0) €8, x8,:veV(ud—1)}
T(8,9) lim sup,,_, w
Rov(8,6) Standard GV bound 2Cap(8) — T'(8, 0)
8(7) A subset of the Constrained Space
Rux(8,6) GV-MR bound max, ¢y [2Cap(8()) — T(8(7),d)]
u,v,x,Y,z,w, k Vectors
Zk Monomial in z, k € Zéo Hle zf

F(z),G(z), H(z)

*

Functions of the vector z

z Root of a function
D(u,v) L, distance between u,v € Z" Yoy Jui — vl
JANp Standard simplex {(ur,ug,...,up) €Z" 1 u; 2 0,%° 1 _qu; =n}
AY Positive simplex {(ur,ug,...,up) €Z" 1wy =2 1,30 _ju; =n}
Vir Inverted simplex {(ur,ugy...,up) €EZ": 1 <ug <wug...<ur <n}
Zy Hypercube {(ur,ugy...,up) €Z":0< u; < q—1}
H(p) Binary entropy function —plogp — (1 —p)log(1l — p)

TABLE I

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we recall the statement of the GV bound and its improvements

for general code spaces. In Section III we give an overview of the results from multivariate analytic combinatorics,

and state several refinements thereof, that will be needed in the derivations that follow. Our main results, GV bounds

for codes in the L; metric, are given in Section IV for the spaces (1)—(3) and in Section V for the space (4). For

easier reference, the notation used throughout the paper is summarized in Table 1.




II. PRELIMINARIES

Let X be an alphabet, X" the set of all words of length n over ¥, and X* = ;7 ; X" the set of all finite-length
words over . Let § C ¥* be a constrained space and 8§, = SN X" Letd : 8§ X § — Z>o U {00} be a metric
defined on 8. A subset C' C §,, such that d(cy,c2) > d for all distinct ¢1,¢c2 € C is called an (8,,,d)-code. The
maximum cardinality of a code having a given minimum distance, denoted

A(8p,d) = max{\C] :C C8,,d(c1,62) = dfor all ¢1,¢0 € C,cq # cz}, (5)

is the quantity of central importance in coding theory. In particular, one is interested in determining the highest

attainable asymptotic rate,

a(8,9) = limsup M, 6)

n—00 n

for any fixed J. An exact characterization of this rate remains elusive in all nontrivial models. We next describe

the best known general lower bound on «(8, ), which is the main object of study in this paper.

The Gilbert—Varshamov Bound

For u € §,, denote by V(u,r) = {v € 8§, : d(u,v) < r} the ball of radius r centered at u. If |V (u,r)| is
constant over all # € §,, the GV bound states that A(S,,,d) > |S,|/|V (u,d —1)|. In non-uniform spaces, however,
in which |V (u,r)| depends on u, the bound needs to be adapted. Kolesnik and Krachkovsky [10] showed that the

GV lower bound can be generalized to |8|/4V (d — 1), where V(d — 1) = @ > ues, |V (u,d —1)| is the average

ball volume. This was further improved by Gu and Fuja [8] to |S,|/V (d — 1). For convenience, we consider the

collection of word pairs

T(8p,d—1) = {(w,v) €8, x 8, :v € V(u,d—1)}. @)

Hence, |T(8,,,7)| = |8,»| - V (r) represents the “total ball size”, and the above-mentioned result of Gu and Fuja can

be restated as

[8n”

A(S,, >
G d) > 75, a— 1]

®)

In terms of asymptotic rates when n — oo, the bound (8) asserts that there exists a family of (S, |0n])-codes

such that their rates approach

Rav(8,8) = 2Cap(8) — T'(8,d) 9)
where
Cap(8) £ limsup og 18] (10)
n— o0
and
T(8,6) £ limsup 1og |T(Sn, wnJ)’ (11)

n—00 n

Note that Cap(8) = T'(8,0). Therefore, in order to determine Rey(S,d), we need to compute T'(S, 5).

Later, Marcus and Roth [24] improved the GV bound (9) by considering certain subsets of the constrained space
8, which are denoted 8(7) for some parameter 7 in a bounded interval I; we shall refer to this bound as the GV-MR
bound. Let 8,,(7) be the set of all words of length n in 8(7) and define Cap(8(7)) = limsup,,_,, = log [8,(7)|.

Similar to before, define also T(S(7),8) = lim SUD,, 00 = 10g |T(8,(7), [6n])|. Since 8, () is a subset of §,,

it follows from the usual GV argument that there exists a family of (S,, |dn])-codes whose rates approach



2Cap(8(7)) — T(8(7),d) for every 7. Therefore, we have the following lower bound on achievable asymptotic
code rates:

Rue(8, ) = max [2Cap(8(7)) = T(8(7), 8. (12)

A key remark from [24] is that both Cap(8(7)) and T(8(7),§) can be obtained via different optimization problems.
We refer the reader to [5] for a discussion of efficient numerical procedures for solving the optimization problems
appearing in the evaluation of the GV and GV-MR bounds.

III. ANALYTIC COMBINATORICS IN SEVERAL VARIABLES (ACSV)

In many cases of interest, generating functions provide a concise description of the combinatorial quantity
|T'(8y, [0n])| that is needed for determining the GV bound. As most of these generating functions involve several
variables, we will need to borrow tools from multivariate analytic combinatorics to provide the required asymptotic
estimates.

Let the number of variables be ¢ and let z denote the (-tuple (z1,...,z2¢). For k € Z>0, let z* denote the

monomial H . Consider a multivariate array of non-negative integers {ak}keZ” with the generating function

'Ll'L

F(z) =Y, axz*. The following theorem is crucial for this paper.

Theorem 1 ([26, Theorem 1.3]). Let F(z) = >, axz* = % where G and H are both analytic, H(0) # 0,

and ay > 0. For each k = (k1,ka,...k¢) > O there is a unique solution z* = (21, 25,...,2;) > 0 satisfying the
equations
H(z)=0
OH OH 13)
kezj (z) = k:jzzﬁ for 1 <3< 0—1.
0z aZg

Furthermore, if G(z*) # 0,

(- _ G(z" (e .
ax ~ (2) (t=1)/24—1/2 8}5(2)) k, (¢ 1)/2(2) k7 (14)
T2 5y, | 2=z~

where H is the determinant of the Hessian of the function parametrizing the hypersurface {H = 0} in logarithmic

coordinates.

For a detailed calculation of the Hessian matrix, we refer the reader to [25, Lemma 5]. More general asymptotic
results are available in [25, Theorems 5.1-5.4]. In this paper, we are interested in the case when all coordinates of
k grow linearly with n, i.e., k; = nr; for fixed r;, 1 < i < £. In this case all terms in (14) tend to constants except

k;(hl)/ 2 (z*)7%, and the asymptotic behavior of the sequence aj can be simplified to:

J4
Ak = Qnrynry,...nr; — ) (n(f—l)/Q H(Z:)_nrl> (15)

log am‘l,m"m -

lim i — _ Z rilog z; (16)

n—oo

To illustrate the theorem, we modify an example from [26].

Example 1 (Binomial coefficients [26, Section 4.1]). Consider the bivariate (¢ = 2) sequence a,r = (}). The

following recursion holds a, ; = an—1%-1 + an—1 for all (n,k) # (0,0), from which the generating function



F(z) = m can be derived, namely:
F(z) = Z A 121 %o
n,k>0
=14+ D (Gn-1h1+ano1k)20 2
(n,k)7(0,0)
=14+ Y appardB Y a1zl
(n,k)#(0,0) (n,k)#(0,0)

=1+ (Zl,ZQ + Zl)F(Z).

Hence, G(z) =1 and H(z) = 1 — z; — z122. Further, we can explicitly solve the system of equations (13), which
in this example has the form:

1—21—2122:0,

I OH oH
21— = N2Zy—
8 Z1 62’1
. _ : OH __ _ oOH __
From the first equation, we have z; + 2125 = 1. Since g, = TAL T 2% = —1 and g, = —21%2, We have

k = nziz9. Hence, the solution is z* = (1 — %, 1%3”) When we fix k& = rn, we obtain from (16) the well-known

fact that

lim log An rn
n—00 n

= —log(l —r) —rlog 1 ! —(1—=7r)log(l —7r) —rlogr =H(r).

Further, we note that it is possible to reduce the number of variables ¢ involved in Theorem 1 using a symmetry
argument. We say two dummy variables z; and 2o are symmetric if £y = ko and interchanging z; and zo will have
no effect on the generating function F'(z). Sometimes the symmetric variables can be identified before even finding
the generating function just by observing certain symmetry properties of the quantity of interest. Specifically, for
the computation of total ball size, it is possible to reduce the number of variables almost by a factor of 1/2, as

will be demonstrated in the next section.

Proposition 2. Consider a multivariate polynomial H(z) such that in each monomial z™ we have that m; = my.

Consider k € Z£>0 with k1 = ko. If z* is a solution to (13), then we have z{ = z5. We define another multivariate

polynomial H that involves { — 1 variables. Specifically, we set H(z) = H(z,23,...,%) = H(%1,21,%3,...,%).
If z* is a solution to (13), then z* = (27, 23,...,%;) is a solution to the following set of equations
H(z)=0
OH (z OH (z
ke (Z) = 2k1%p z
0% ‘
oH O0H(z
kez; (2) =k;z (z) for 3<ji< -1

0%
Proof. Since H(z) is a multivariate polynomial, we have H(z) = ) cn Hl 12" We differentiate H(z) with

respect to z; and zo and multiply by ksz; and kjzo, respectively. Further using m; = mq and k; = ko, we have

¢
O0H (z , , OH
kozy 8z(1 ) = ks mem Hzi =k Zmzcm H = k129 2(2 )
m 1=1
Hence, 2} = 23. Furthermore, since we set H(z) = H(#1,23,...,%) = H(#1,71, %3, ..., ), we have that H(z) =

> 1™ Hf:?) Z™. Note that, since z* is a solution to (13), we have H(z*) = 0 or equivalently H(z*) = 0.



Now, we differentiate H (Z) with respect to z; and Z, and multiply by k27 and k2, respectively:

5 )4

aH( ) — 2mq = m;
kezn e = ky Zm: 2micmz1 Z1_[3 Zi

)4
= 2ky E m10m512m1 H z™
m 1=3

0H(z1,21,23,...,%¢)
071
0H (z)
0%y

= 2kyZ1

=2k1%p

Recall that from (13) we have

8H(Z_1,Z_1,Z_3,...,Z_g) _8H(Z_1,Z_1,Z_3,...,Z_g)

koz =k
= 07 1= 0%
and hence
OH (z) OH(z
kezi———— = 2k12p———
1705 70z
The rest of the proof follows directly from (13). |
Once we determine the unique solution z* = (z*, 2%, 23, 2}, .. ., 2;) from Proposition 2, we have that
—rylog 2] — rolog z5 = —2rlog 27 . (17)
and therefore, when k1 = ko or r1 = 79, (16) becomes
¢
: log a 1, 1, see ey TV * *
nlggo o "; s =— Z rilogz; = —2rlogz] — Z rilog z;. (18)
Notice that the unique solution z* in (13) is completely represented by k = (k1,..., k) = n(r1,...,77) = nr.
Hence, the right hand side of (16) is a function that depends on ». In what follows, we fix r1,...,r,_1 and optimize

the expression with respect to 7. Let ®(z*,7y) be the corresponding function. Let z*(ry) = (2] (7¢));c|q be the
corresponding unique solution in (13) while r, varies. The next theorem characterizes the ¢-th component of z
when ®(z*,r,) is maximized.

Theorem 3. Set ®(z*,r;) 2 — Zle rilog zf(r¢). Then %@(Z*, r¢) = —log(z;). Therefore, the quantity ®(z*,7¢)
is maximized if and only if z;(r;) = 1.

Proof. As we vary 7y, since r; are assumed to be fixed, we have from Theorem 1 that the function H(z*(r)) is
identically zero. This implies that its partial derivative with respect to r; is also zero. Then applying Chain Rule
and (13), we have that

or 0z} ory Ty 0z} — 25 Ory

B EK: Ti%) 8H(z*(rg))% B zi(?H(z*(rg)) EZ: T 0z 0
. rez 2 o
i=1
Now, since zy* > 0 and (13) implies that the partial derivative with respect to z; is nonzero, we have that
: r; 0z
> g =0
2} Ory

=1




By taking the partial derivative of ®(z*,ry) with respect to ry, we have

V4
0®(z*,1) ri 0(2}) .
arg - ZZ; 2 87"@ log(zg)

= —log(%).

Example 2 (Example 1 continued). Recall that a,, ;, = (Z) Suppose we fix 1 = 1 and set kK = ron with o varying.
Then the quantity ®(r2) = H(rz). Theorem 3 states that ®(r2) is maximized when the solution 25 = ro/(1—r2) = 1,

i.e., when ro = 1/2, as expected.

In the previous section we mentioned that the computation of the GV-MR bound [24] involves different opti-
mization problems. Nevertheless, when we have the explicit generating functions for the constrained space and

corresponding ball sizes, we are able to characterize certain component for the solution in (13).

Corollary 4. Consider a constrained system 8 and its subsets parameterized by 7. Let 8,,(7) and T'(8,(T),0n) be

defined as before, and suppose that the generating functions
" )
Fs(z) =Y [8.(T)|2*, Fr(y) =) IT(Su(r),on)ly,
k>0 >0
have ¢ and m variables, respectively. Further, suppose that ky = j,, = T™n and that the other components k;
(i € [( —1]) and j; (i € [m —1]) are all independent of T. Then when the optimization program (12) is maximized,
we have that either (z})* =y, or T is at the end-points of I.

Proof. Recall from (12) that Ryg(6) = max,c;[2Cap(S(r)) — T(8(7), 8)]. Furthermore, Cap(S(7)) = ®(z*,)
and T(8(7),0) = ®(y*, 1), as defined in Theorem 3. It follows from Theorem 3 that

bz 7) =~ loa(s), - (y",7) = ~lo(yj).
Hence, to maximize the right-hand side of (12), we need 2%@(2*, T) — %@(y*, 7) = 0 or, equivalently, (z})* =

Y- u

IV. GV BOUNDS FOR SIMPLEX SPACES
A. The Standard Simplex

In this subsection, we consider the code space given by the simplex of dimension r and weight n, namely

Amré{u:(ul,fuz,...,ur)EZT:uiZO,Zui:n}. (19)
i=0

A, can be understood as the set of all multisets of cardinality n over an alphabet of size r. As noted in the
Introduction, the motivation for studying codes in this space comes from certain types of permutation channels and
unordered (e.g., DNA-based) data storage channels.

We shall consider the asymptotic regime where n — oo and r» = pn, for an arbitrary constant p > 0. Denote the

family of simplices satisfying this relation by A, i.e.,

o0
A, = U A Lpn)- (20)
n=1
The following statement is well-known and follows directly from the fact that |A,, .| = (”jﬁ;l)



Proposition 5. For fixed p > 0

. Log | A on)
Cap(A,) £ nhﬁoo % (1+p )H(ﬁ)

1) Evaluation of the GV Bound: We denote the L;-ball with center u € A,,, and radius s by V(u,s) = {v €
Ay D(u,v) < s}. To determine the total ball size, we first consider the number of pairs (u,v) with L;-distance
s, denoted by

N(ni,ng,r,s) = |{(u,v) € Ap, » X Ap, r: D(u,v) = s}|. (21)

This quantity can be recursively characterized as follows.

Lemma 6.
N(ny,ng,rs) = ZN(nl —i,ng — 1,7 —1,8)
i>0
+Y Y Ny —ing —i—jr—1,5—j)
i>0 j>1
+Y N Ny —i—jng—i,r—1,5—j).
i>0 j>1
Proof. Let u = (u1,...,uy) € Ay, and v = (vy,...,v,) € Ay, . Consider truncating the last coordinate u,

and v,. If u, = v, = 1, we get the first sum where the distance between the truncated vectors remains the same.
Otherwise, suppose u, = ¢ and v, = ¢+ j, for ¢ > 0 and 5 > 1. In this case, the truncated vectors belong to
Ay, —ir—1 and Ay, _;_; -1, respectively, and the distance between them is s — |u, — v,| = s — j, which gives the

second term. The last term is obtained similarly when w, > v,. [ |

We are ready to derive the generating function F'(x1,72,y,2) = >_, .. . >0 N(n1,n2,7, )z} 25*y"2°. In order
to apply Theorem 1, we present F'(x1,x2,y, 2) as a ratio of two multivariate polynomials.

G(xl L2 vyvz)

Lemma 7. F(z1,22,y,2) = Harasy )

where G(x1,x2,y, 2) is some multivariate polynomial and

H(z1,22,y,2) = (1 —21)(1 — 22) [(1 — m122) (1 — 212)(1 — 222) — y(1 — z12227)] .
Proof. Applying Lemma 6, we obtain

F(xlvaay7 Z) = Z N(nl,’I’LQ,T S)le'rnzyrzs

ni,ne,r,s=>0

= Z ZNm—zng — 1, s)z x5y?y" 2"

n1,n2,r,s20 120

+ Z ZZN(nl—i,ng—i—j,r—l, —Jxt gy 2°

n1,n2,7,520 120 521

+ Z ZZN(nl_i_j7n2—’i7T—1, j)x?lxngyrzs

n1,n2,m,s 20920 j>1

:1+Zx§+Zw§+F(x1,x2,y,z)(y2(x1z2 ><1+Z (z12)) + ) (222) >

i>1 i>1 i>0 =1 j>1



10

Hence,
B 1 +Zz’>1l’§ "‘Zz‘)ﬂ?é
S 1- (y Zi>0(x1x2)i) (1 + Zj>1(xlz)j + Zj>1($22)j)
(143,52 + >is1 2h)(1 = zy22)(1 — 212)(1 — 222)
(1 —z122)(1 — 212)(1 — 222) — y(1 — 12922) )
_ (1 — 2122)%(1 — 212)(1 — 222)
(1—21)(1 — 22)[(1 — z122) (1 — 212)(1 — x22) — Yy(1 — 212222)]

F(.’El, r2,Y, Z)

As we are interested in the pairs residing in the simplex with the same weight n and dimension pn, and having
distance dn, the quantity of interest is N (n,n, pn,dn). Since ny = ng = n, we can reduce the number of variables
in the generating function using Proposition 2 and set x; = x93 = x. More specifically, we define the generating

function
(1+2)%(1 — x2)

F(x,z,y,z) = Z N(n,n,r,s)z?y" 2* = 5 . (22)
nio (1—22)(1 —2x2) —y(l+z2)
By Theorem 1 and Proposition 2, with r = pn, s = dn, we need to solve the following system of equations:
H H, H
H=0 and me =¥ _ 2527 where H = (1 —2*)(1 — x2) — y(1 + 2). (23)
p
Here H, denotes the partial derivative %—g, and the function H(x,y, z) is written as H for simplicity.
Lemma 8. For fixed p, the solution of (23) with respect to J is
/ 2p
(O) =41 — ————
() 2+2p—10’
2 + 02 — p
¥y = VP TOT TP
2"(9) x*0 ’
V2402 =9
O P A A —
y(0) 2-56+2p
Proof. Appendix A. u
Applying (16), we have that
log N 1
lim 8 (n, n, pn, on) = —2logz*(§) — plogy™(d) — dlog 2*(4) . (24)
n—oo n
The total ball size is 5
n
IT(Ap pn,0n)| = Z N(n,n, pn, s)
s=0

and hence

T8y, 8) 2 lim 28T (Bnpn, O7)

n—oo n

= nax —2log z™(61) — plogy™(61) — 01 log 2™ (61)

—2logx*(d) — plogy*(0) — dlog z*(0), I <4
21+ PH(1L), 530

Here, dmax = 2(1 + p)/(2 + p). Details of the derivations for dyax are also given in Appendix A.
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In conclusion, we have the following explicit formulas for the asymptotic total ball size and the GV lower bound.
Proposition 9. For fixed p > 0, set Omax = 2(1 + p)/(2 + p). When 0 < 6 < dmax, wWe have
Tv(Ap,é) =—p+dlog(d) — plog(\//m —0) — 5log(\/,m - p)
+(1+p—9/2)log(2+2p—0)— (1 —9/2)log(2—9).
Otherwise, when ¢ > dmax, we have TV(AP, 5) =21+ p)H(?pp).

Theorem 10. For fixed p, > 0, we have a(A,,0) = Rov(A,, 6), where
Rav(Ap, 6) £ 2(1 + p)H(?”p) —T(A,, ).

2) Evaluation of Marcus and Roth’s Improvement of the GV Bound: In this subsection, we further improve the
bound obtained above by introducing an additional parameter that constrains the code space, then deriving the GV
bound for the resulting space, and finally optimizing this bound over all values of the introduced parameter. This
approach was first suggested in [24].

The additional parameter we introduce, denoted p, is the number of zeros in each vector. More precisely, we set

Anr(p) = {u = (ui,ug,...,uy) €Z" 1 u; > 0721% =n, [{i:u; =0} :p} . (25)
=0

We allow p to grow linearly with n and set p = 7n. Let A,(7) denote the family of constrained spaces satisfying
this relation, i.e., A,(7) =, Ay, |pn) (L77]).

Proposition 11. For fixed p > 0, 0 < 7 < p, we have

Cap(A,(r)) 2 lim 2818l (LTn))

n—00 n

= pH(7/p) + H(p — 7).
Proof. Follows directly from |A, . (p)| = (7) (rf;il). [ |
We perform the same analysis for total ball size to obtain the bound. We consider balls centered at u € A,, .(p)
and having radius s, that is V(u,s,p) = {v € A, (p) : D(u,v) < s}.
To estimate the ball size, we consider the number of pairs (u#,v) with L;-distance exactly s, denoted by
N(ni,ng,r,s,p1,p2) = [{(u,0) € Ay, +(p1) X Ap, r(p2) : D(u,v) = s,|{i : u; = 0} = p1, [{i : v; = 0} = pa2}|.
The following lemma gives a recursive expression for this quantity.

Lemma 12.

N(ni,n2,r,8,p1,p2) = N(ni,n2,7 —1,5,p1 — 1,p2 — 1)
+ZN(TL1,TL2 _jar_ 1’5_j7p1 - 1’p2)
i>1
+ZN(77,1 _j7n27r_ 17S_j7p17p2 - 1)
i>1
+ ZN(nl - i7n2 —i,?“ - 1>$ap17p2)

i>1

—i—QZZN(nl —i,ng —i—j,r—1,5—j,p1,p2)

i>15>1

+2ZZN(TL1_i_janQ_Z.?T_173_j7p1’p2)‘
i1 j>1
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Proof. Let u = (ui,...,uy) € Ay, »(p1) and v = (vy,...,v,) € Ay, »(p2). Truncate the last coordinate u, and
vy, and consider the following possibilities: (1) v, = v, =0, 2) v =0, v, = 3, 3) ur = 3, v, =0, 4) u, =1,
v =1, ) upr =1, v, =143, (6) ur =1+ 7, v, =i. [ |

As before, the quantity of interest is N(n,n, pn,dn,mn,mn). Therefore, we define the generating function
Fz,y,z,w) = >, oo N(nsn,m, s, p, p)z?y" z5w? with four instead of six variables (see Proposition 2).
We next show that F' is rational and that Theorem 1 can be applied to it.

G(zy,2,w)

oy zw) where G(x,y,z,w) is some multivariate polynomial and

Lemma 13. F(z,y,z,w) =
H(z,y,z,w) = (1 —23)(1 — z2) — y(w?*(1 — 22)(1 — 2%) 4+ 2wzz(1 — 22) + 22(1 + z2)).
Proof.

F(:L'vy’z’w) = Z N(n n,r, s, p, p)l,Qnyrst%)
n7r’s7p>0

= Z N(n,n,r—1,5,p—1,p — 1)z*y" 25w
n,r,s,p=>0
+ Z ZN(n,n—j,r—l,s—j,p—l p)z?y" 25w

n7r7s7p>0 ]21
+ Z ZN(nijvnari1787japap71)x2nyrzsw2p

n,r,s,p=>0 j>1

+ Z ZN n—1i,n— —1,s,p,p)x*y" 2w

n,r,s,p=0i>1

+ z ZZNn—zn—z—j,r—ls 3, ps )z My 25w

n,r,s,p=01i=1 j>1

+ Z ZZN(n—i—j,n—i,r—1,s—j,p,p)x2"yrzsw2p

n,r,s,p=0 i1 j>1
=142 Z 2+ F(z,y, z,w)y <w2 + 2w Z(wz)] + Z(:L'Z’) +2 Z Z(xQZ)(xZ)J) .
i>1 j>1 i>1 i1 j>1
Hence,
1+2 Zi>1 x
1 - y(w2 + 2w Zj>1(~m)j + Z@l(”ﬁ%) +2 Zi;l Zj>1($2i)($z)j)

B (1 —22)(1 +z)?
(1—22)(1 —22) —y(w?(1 — z2)(1 — 22) + 2wzz(1 — 22) + 2%(1 + 22))

F(z,y,z,w) =

From Theorem 1 and Proposition 2, we need to solve the following system of equations:

H, yH, zH o
H=0 and & _ Y7 _ 20 W (26)
2 p 0 27

where the function H (z,y, z, w) is written as H for simplicity.

Let \; = zz and \y = 22.
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Lemma 14. When p is fixed, the solution of (26) with respect to  is:

() = /5%,
()=,
w(s) — 0= 09 =25 =)

Nl X2 —7) 6L A)’
) (1A X)

(W*)2(1 = N (1= A5) + 2w AT (1 = A5) + A5 (1 + A))

where A} is the root of the equation

S (1 + p)AT + (=6 (1+7) +43(p = 7)(1+ p))AL + (=0%(p +2) +25(p — ) (p — 7 — 2) + 4(p — 7)*(1 + p))A]
+(=0%(p =271 =2) =25(p =) (p+ 7 +2) —4(p = 7)*(L = p))A] + (02 =4d(p = T)(p =T = )X +*(p—7 1) =0.

and N5 is given by

A00)=1-(1 +)\>{)2(p_7') —6(1 _A>:ll<)'

29
Proof. Appendix B. u
Applying (16), we have that
log N 0
lim —8 (n,n, pn, o, 7n, 1) _ —2log z*(0) — plogy*(§) — dlog z*(§) — 27 logw™(9) . (27)

n—s00 n
The total ball size is [T'(A, pn(Tn),dn)| = Zgio N(n,n,pn,s,™n,mn). Hence, we have
Proposition 15. For fixed p > 0, 0 <7< p, and 0 < 6 < 2,
T(Ap(r), 0) = max —2loga"(81) = plogy"(81) — 81 log =*(31) — 27 log w*(31)
= —2logz™ () — plogy™(0) — dlog z*(0) — 27 log w*(9) .

2

Note that setting w* = 1, or equivalently 7 = Tiitial = ﬁ—p, to evaluate the expression 2Cap(A,(7)) —
T(A,(T),6), we obtain a similar expression as for the GV bound. But to obtain a better lower bound than the GV
bound, we need to evaluate Ryg(A,,d) = max,cs [2Cap(A,(1)) — T(Ap(T),é)]. For this purpose, we will be
considering ¢ as a parametric function in terms of A; and we iterate over \; to evaluate the GV-MR bound in the

following proposition.

Theorem 16. For fixed p > 0, 0 < A} < 1, we have a(A,,6(A])) = Rur(Ap, 0(A])), where

Ru(8p, (A7) £ 2Cap(Ap(7opt)) — T(Ap(opt), 5(A]))

and
T :7p2
opt 1 +,0_)\>{’
2X\p
5(A) = : :
R T
Proof. Appendix B. |

3) Numerical Results: In this subsection, we plot the GV and GV-MR lower bounds from Theorems 10 and 16.
For comparison purposes, we first derive a sphere-packing bound in Proposition 17.
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Sphere-Packing Bound. For any u € A, ,, consider the set u + Ay, = {u+w: w € Ay, } C Appp,. It is easy
to see that, if C C A, , is a code of minimum distance d, the sets # + Ay, and v + Ay, with b = Ld—glj, have
to be disjoint for any two distinct codewords u#,v € C. The cardinality of the largest such code can therefore be

upper-bounded by

|An+br‘ (n-&-fi—;—l)
A(Apy,d) < — < :
( ) ) ’Ab,r| (b—:izl)

where b = L%j The following claim is a direct consequence.

Proposition 17. For fixed p > 0 and 0 < § < 2, we have that o(A,,0) < Rsp(A,,5), where

Rsp(A,,8) 2 (1+6/2 +p)H(1+6/L2+p> —(6/2 +p)H(5/2p+p>.

Lower Bound from Binary Constant Weight Codes. In deriving the GV-MR bound, note that we are optimizing
over the parameter 7 where 7n is the number of zeroes in the constrained codewords. In the special case where
T = p—1, we observe that the space A,, »(p) is equivalent to constant weight binary codes of length 7 and weight
n. So, for this instance, the bound corresponds to the GV lower bound for constant weight binary codes of length

pn and weight n (see for example [7]). For completeness, we derive the bound here.

Proposition 18. For fixed p > 1 and 7 = p — 1, set dmax = 2p/(p — 1). When 0 < 0 < dax, we have

T(A(7), ) = pH(;) + H(g) +(p- 1)H(2(p5_1)).

Otherwise, when § > Omax, We have f(Ap(T), 0) = QpH(%).

Proof. In case when 7 = p — 1, we have a sum of pn terms equal to n, while (p — 1)n terms are 0. Since every
term is nonnegative, these n nonzero terms must all be equal to 1. Hence, each vector is equivalent to a binary
sequence of length r = pn and weight n. Hence, the total ball size in this case is easily derived as |T'(A,, ., |0n])| =
(;) ZzLi%/QJ (rlz) (r;") and hence we have that f(Ap(T), 0) = pH(%) +maxogs, <5/2 H(61)+(p—1)H(01/(p—1)).

It can be easily verified that T(Ap(T), 0) is maximum when §; = min(p%l, g)

- Cfem(2) 4 () + (- VE(5ly), d<o
T(Ap(7),6) = o H(L) o s
p’/? = Umax -

N

max »

[ ]
Proposition 19. For fixed p > 1,7 = p—1and 6 > 0, we have Rgy(A,(7),0) = 2Cap(A,(1)) — T(AP(T), J).

In Figure 1, all these curves are plotted for the case p = 2. Observe that both GV and GV-MR bounds improve
the GV lower bound corresponding to binary constant weight codes. Note also that the GV bound is positive only
for § < 2(1+4 p)/(2+ p) = 1.5 (see Proposition 9 and Theorem 10), while the GV-MR bound is positive for all
6 < 2 (see Theorem 16).

B. The Positive Simplex

In this subsection, we consider the code space

Aﬁr—{(ul,ug,...,ur)le:uiEI,Zui—n} (28)

i=1
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Fig. 1: Bounds on the highest attainable code rate a(Ag,d) for the standard simplex (p = 2).

of cardinality |AJ{W\ = (:}j) We are again interested in the regime n — oo, r = pn, and we denote by AJpr the
corresponding family of simplices. The motivation for studying this space comes from the fact that designing codes
correcting a given number of errors in run-preserving channels (i.e., channels that preserve the number of runs in
input sequences) such as the sticky-insertion channel is equivalent to designing codes in Ajw under L; metric. In
this correspondence, the parameter n represents the length of the input sequence, the parameter r the number of

runs in that sequence, and u; the length of the i’th run.

Proposition 20. For fixed 0 < p < 1, we have

+
Cap(A*) 2 lim w = H(p)
p n—o0 n ’
One immediately notices that AJ;M =(1,...,1) + A,—,, and, hence, bounds for codes in A}LL’T can be directly

obtained from the bounds for codes in A,,, given in the previous subsection. Nonetheless, we state some of the
results explicitly so that they can be easily accessed by those interested in coding problems in AJnryr. Additionally, we
perform optimization of the obtained bounds over the parameter p, which, in the mentioned application, corresponds
to deriving bounds on codes for the sticky insertion channel with no restrictions on the number of runs in input
sequences. Namely, if we consider the code space Af, = J;'_, Aﬁm, and given that the sticky-insertion channel is
run-preserving, implying that an optimal code in A], is a union of optimal codes in AZ’,, over all r, it follows that

a(AT,6) = max oz(A"p',é) (29)

0<p<1

for every 9.

1) Evaluation of the GV Bound: or completeness, we state the following lemma to find the unique solution that
corresponds to the generating function of the number of pairs (u, v) with L; distance s, denoted by N (nq,ne,r,s) =
H{(u,v) € At . x AL . : D(u,v) = s}|. The generating function of the quantity N(ny,ns,r,s) is given in the

ny,T Nn2,Tr
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following lemma.

—_— G(x7y7z7w)

= Hayzo) where G(x,y,z,w) is some multivariate polynomial and

Lemma 21. F(z,y,z,w)
H(IL’,y,Z,UJ) = (1 - $2)(]— - .’L’Z) - y«TZ(]. + IL'Z) .

As before, we are interested in the pairs residing in the simplex with the same weight n, dimension pn, and
distance on, thus the quantity of interest is N (n,n, pn,dn). By Theorem | and Proposition 2, with r = pn, s = dn,

we need to solve the following system of equations:

H, H H,
H=0 and 3:2 =¥ 26 , where H = (1 —2?)(1 — z2) — y2*(1 + x2). (30)
p

Lemma 22. For fixed 0 < p < 1, the solution of (30) with respect to § is:

N 2
x (5):\/1—27_”5,

2 2 _
N P L et

) '
2 1 52
. VP42 =0
0)=2"——.
Y (9) SR
Proof. The proof is the same as that of Lemma 8. |
Applying (16), we get
log N 0
lim 2 (n,n, pn, on) = —2logz*(§) — plogy*(d) — dlog 2*(9).

n—00 n

The total ball size with distance dn is |T'(A%, on)| = Zglo N(n,n, pn,s), implying that

T(A},6) = max —2logz*(61) — plogy*(61) — 61 log 2* (1)

0<6, <6
—2logz*(9) — plogy*(6) — dlog z*(0), 0 < dmax
2H(p) , 0 = Omax
where dpax = 2(2%;). Consequently, we have the following explicit formula for the asymptotic ball size.

Proposition 23. For fixed 0 < p < 1, set dpmax = 2(1 — p)/(2 — p). When 0 < 0 < Omax, we have
T(A},8) = — p+dlogd — plog(v/p? + 62 — §) — dlog(v/p2 + 6% — p)
+ (=14 p+6/2)1log(2—2p—08)+ (1 —46/2)log(2 — 9).
Otherwise, when § > Spax, we have TV(AJ,S, 5) = 2H(p).
Theorem 24. For fixed 0 < p < 1 and § > 0, we have a(AJpr, 5) > RGV(AJPF, 8), where
Rov(A},8) £ 2H(p) — T(A}, 0).

We next state the bound obtained by maximizing Rov(A‘;, 0) over p. As already mentioned, the resulting function
can be directly translated into the GV bound on optimal codes for the sticky insertion channel (having no constraints

on the number of runs in input sequences).
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Theorem 25 (GV Bound for Positive Simplex). For fixed 6 > 0, we have a(AT,8) > Rey (AT, 5), where

Rov(&F,8) £ 2H(p) — T(AF,0)

and p — 3(276)7\/8962746+4'

Proof. Appendix C. |

2) Evaluation of Marcus and Roth’s Improvement of the GV Bound: Following the approach from [24], we
introduce an additional parameter, which we choose to be the number of vector coordinates with value 1, then
determine the GV bound for this constrained space, and finally optimize the bound over all the values of the new
parameter. In particular, we set Af .(p) = {(u1,ug,...,u) € Z" :u; > 1,37 u; = n,|{i : u; = 1}| = p}. Note
that [AF, . (p)] = (}) (f:;j). Allowing p to grow linearly with n, we denote p = 7n.

Proposition 26. For fixed 0 < p <1 and 0 < 7 < p, we have
+
Cap(8(r) 2 i log }An’LZLJ(LT’nJ)‘ _ pH(%) L p)H(pl) - ;)

To estimate the total ball size, we consider the number of pairs (u,v) with L; distance exactly s, denoted by
N(n,n,r,s,p,p) = {(1,0) € &%, (p) x &%,(p) : D(w,0) = s,1{i : ui = 1}] = p,|{i : v; = 1}| = p}| The
generating function of the quantity N(n,n,r,s,p,p) is given in the following lemma.

Lemma 27. F(x,y,z,w) = G(z,y,2,w)

= Hayzo) where G(x,y,z,w) is some multivariate polynomial and

H(z,y,z,w) = (1 — 2*)(1 — 22) — y2?(w?(1 — z2)(1 — 2?) + 2wzz(1 — 2°) + 22(1 + 22)) .

As before, the quantity of interest is N (n,n, pn,dn,7n,7n). From Theorem 1 and Proposition 2, we need to

solve the following system of equations.

H=0 and = = = 31)

Let \; = 2z and Ay = 22.

Lemma 28. For fixed p and T, the solution of the (31) with respect to § is:

2(6) = V%

2*(0) = g,
wr () = 00— 0D = 24 - )
AL =25)2(p = 7) = 0(1 = A)))’

T (@ = M) A5 207X (1= 25) F A5 (1 AD)
where \] is the root of the equation
(1= A)(B(1 = A3) = 2x1(p = 7))2(2(1 = p) — 2(p — 7)(1 + A1) — A3)
FATL M) (200 = 7) = 0(1 = M) (0(1 = A) = 2\ (p — 7) — 27) = 0.
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and N5 is given by

M) =1— (14 He=T) =00 = A)

(2(1=p) —9)
Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 14 and hence we skip the details. |
Applying (16), we have that
log N )
lim 2 (n,n, pn, on, 70, 7n) = —2logz*(9) — plogy™(d) — dlog 2*(0) — 27 log w*(9) . (32)

n—o0 n

The total ball size is |T'(Af (1), dn)| = Zgio N(n,n,pn,s,™n,mn), and hence
f(AJpr(T), 5) = max —2logz*(81) — plogy™(01) — 61 log 2*(01) — 27 log w*(41)

= —2logz™(d) — plogy™(0) — dlog z*(9) — 27 log w™(9) . (33)

Finally, we optimize the GV bound over 7 and parameterize ¢ as a function of A to obtain the GV-MR bound

given in the following theorem.

Theorem 29. For fixed 0 < \] < 1, we have a(AF,5(\])) = Rur(AF, 6(X])), where

Rur (&5, 6(A7)) & 2Cap(A] (Topt)) — T(AS (Topt), 6(A7))

and
Topt = —,02
TN =)
2A1p(1 = p)
S\ = 1 )
)= - 00
Proof. Appendix D. |

As with the GV bound, we state below the bound obtained by maximizing RMR(AJPF, ) over p.

Theorem 30 (GV Bound for Positive Simplex). For fixed 0 < \j < 1, we have a(AT,§(A})) = Rur (AT, 5(N))),
where

Ryr(A",6(A])) £ 2Cap(Af | (7opt)) — T(A | (Topt), 6(A]))

and
_ Tw
vt S TN+ /113N
2
Topt = Popt ’
1= AL = popt)
S(AT) = 227 popt (1 — popt) '
PoptA] + (1= popt) (1 = (A1)?)
Proof. Appendix D. |

C. The Inverted Simplex

In this subsection, we consider the code space

er:{u:(ul,uz,...,ur)EZr:lgul<u2<~-<u7~<n} (34)
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consisting of vectors whose components are positive, strictly increasing, and not exceeding n. The motivation for
studying this space comes from the bit-shift channel, as well as some types of timing channels. Namely, codes
correcting ¢ shifts of 1’s are equivalently described as codes in V,, , having minimum L distance > 2¢. In this
correspondence, the parameter n represents the length of the input binary sequence, the parameter r its Hamming
weight, and u; the position of the 7’th 1 in that sequence. As the bit-shift channel does not alter the Hamming
weight of the input sequence, one may without loss of generality consider codes for each weight r separately. After
deriving the lower bounds for V,, ., one can easily obtain the corresponding bounds for the case with no weight
constraints by performing maximization of the bounds over all possible values of r.

The set Vy, is also an r-dimensional simplex of cardinality |V, | = (7). As before, we are interested in the

asymptotic regime n — oo, 7 = pn, and we denote by V, the family of simplices satisfying this relation.

Proposition 31. For fixed 0 < p < 1,

Cap(V,) £ lim

n—oo

1Og |vn Lpn] |
———— =H(p).
- (p)

To estimate the total ball size, consider the number of pairs (u,v) with L; distance exactly s, denoted by

N(ni,ng,r,s) = {(u,v) € Vy, » X Vi, : D(u,v) = s}|, for which the following recursive relation holds.

Lemma 32.
N(ni,ng,r,s) = ZN(nl—i,ng—i,r— 1,5 — |ng —nyl)
i>1
+ 3 S N —ing —i—j,r = 1,5 = |ng —ng + j)
i>1 j>1
+ZZN(n1—i—j,n2—i,r—1,s— In1 —ng —j|).
i>1 j>1
Proof. Let u = (u1,...,u,) € Vy, » and v = (v1,...,v,) € Vj, . We consider truncating the last coordinate u,

and v,. If u, =n1+1—1,v, = ng+1—14, we get the first sum where the distance is s — |u, — v;| = s — |ng — nq].
Otherwise, suppose u, = n1 +1—¢ and v, = no+1 —14¢— 4, for ¢ > 1 and j > 1. Here, the maximum
value in any coordinate of the truncated vectors is m; — ¢ and ny — ¢ — j, respectively, and their distance is
s — |up —v.| = s — |n1 — ng + j|. Hence, we get the second term. The last term is obtained similarly when
U =n1 —1— 75 and v, = no — 1. [ |

Since the total ball size is |T(V,, pn,0n)| = Zgio N(n,n,pn,s), the recursive function of total ball size for
Vo, 1s the same as for Aﬁm. Therefore, we have the same generating function and the same asymptotic total ball
size. Since the capacity expression for V,, ;. is also the same as for Aﬁ,r, the resulting GV and GV-MR bounds are
the same as well (Theorems 25 and 30).

In Figure 2 we plot the GV and GV-MR lower bounds from Theorems 25 and 30, respectively, and compare

them against the lower bound on bit-shift error correcting codes given by Kolesnik and Krachkovsky in [11].

Theorem 33 ([11, Theorem 2]). For fixed 0 < 6 < 1/2, we have that a(V,0) > Rxx(V,0), where

R (V,8) 21 — H(5).
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Fig. 2: Lower bounds on the highest attainable code rate for the positive simplex and the inverted simplex.

V. GV BOUND FOR THE HYPERCUBE

In this section, we consider the space
ZZ':{u:(uhl@"”,un)Ganoguig(I*l}, (35)

a discrete hypercube of dimension n and cardinality |Zg| = ¢". Clearly, Cap(Z,) £ limy o0 + log |Zy| =logq .

A. Evaluation of the GV Bound

To estimate the ball size, we first consider the number of pairs (u,v) with L; distance exactly s, denoted by
N(n,s) = |{(u,v) € Zy x Zi : D(u,v) = s}|.

Lemma 34. The following recursion holds:

—1
N(n,s):qN(n—l,s)—i-Z (q—j)N(n—l,s—])
1

£}

<.
I

Proof. Let u = (uq,...,u,) and v = (v1,...,v,) € N(n,s). We consider truncating the last coordinate u,, and
Up. If up, = v, =i fori € {0,1,...,q— 1}, we get the first sum where the distance remains the same. Otherwise,
up, =4 and v, =i+ joru, =i+ jand v, =i for j € {1,2,...,¢q—1} and i € {0,1,...,9 — j — 1}. Here,
the distance decreases by |u, — v,| = j. Since there are exactly (¢ — j) possible pairs with distance j, we get the

second term. [

The generating function of the bivariate sequence N(n,s), namely F(z,y) =3, .o N(n,s)z"y’ is given in

the following lemma.
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Lemma 35. F(x,y) = ﬁ where

z,y)’

q—1
H(z,y) =1 —x<q+2Z(q—j)yJ> :
j=1
Proof. We have

F(z,y) = Z N(n,s)z"y®

n,s>0
q—1
=Y gN(n—1s)z"y*+ > Y 2q—j)Nn—1,s—j)a"y*
n,s>0 n,s=>0 j=1
q—1
=1 +$F(fﬂ,y)<Q+22(q —j)y])

Jj=1
|

As before, the quantity of interest is N (n,dn). From Theorem 1, we need to solve the following system of

equations:. I
H=0 and zH, = % (36)

Lemma 36. The solution of the (36) with respect to ¢ is

. 1
q+2> (g —5) )
and y* () is the root of the equation
q—1
2> (a=35)—0)y =4dé. (37)

=1

<
Il

Proof. From Lemma 35, we have that H = 1 — x(q +2 Z?:(q — )yl ) Thus, differentiating H with respect to
z and y and multiplying by x and y respectively, we have that

vH, = x<q+ 2> (g j)yj>
j=1
q—1
yH, = —x (2 (¢ - j)jy”)
j=1
Since H =1—xz(q+ 22?:((] —j)y?) =0, we have
B 1
g+2 0 (g )y
and xH, = —1. Furthermore, since dxzH, = yH,, we have
q—1
5=2x<§:@—jww>. (38)
j=1
By substituting = in (38), we obtain the required expression. |

Applying (16), we have that
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lim log N (n,don) _

n—00 n

—log ™ (0) — dlogy™(0). (39)
The total ball size is given by |T(Z,0n)| = Zs o N (n, s). Hence, we have that

T(Zq,é) = max —logz™(d1) — 91 logy™(d1)

0<6:<6
) —logz*(6) — dlogy*(8), 0 < dmax,
B 2logq, 0 2 dmax
Here
R ey (40)
3q

which is obtained by setting ¥ = 1 in (37). We can now state the GV bound.

Theorem 37 (GV bound for Hypercube). For fixed 6 > 0, we have o(Zq,9) > Rev(Zg, 6), where

Rav(Zq,8) 2 21logq — T(Zy, 6).

B. Evaluation of Marcus and Roth’s Improvement of the GV Bound

In this subsection, we introduce an additional parameter p representing the number of components with value
0. In particular, we set Zg(p) = {(u1,u2,...,un) € Z" : 0 < u; < ¢ — 1,|{i : w; = 0} = p}. Allowing p
to grow linearly with n we set p = 7n, and we denote by Z,(7) the corresponding family of spaces. Note that
|Zy (p)| = (;‘) (g —1)(®=P), and hence the capacity Cap(Z,(7)) is given by the following closed formula.

Proposition 38. For fixed 0 < 7 < 1, we have that

Cap(Zy(7)) £ lim W =(1—7)log(q — 1) + H(7).

n—00 n

We perform the same analysis for total ball size to obtain Marcus and Roth’s improvement. Namely, we first
consider the number of pairs (u,v) with L; distance exactly s, denoted by N(n,s,p1,p2) = [{(#,v) € Z(p1) X

Zy(p2) : D(w,v) = s,[{1 : ug = 0}| = p1, {i : v = 0} = pa}|.
Lemma 39. The following recursion holds:

q—1
N(n787p17p2) = N(TL - 1737191 - 1,]92 - 1) + ZN(’H - 178 _j7p1 - 17p2)
7=1

q—1
+ZN n_l s — ] plapQ_1)+(q_1)N(n_178ap17p2)
Jj=1

q—1
+2) (q—1—§)N(n—1,5—j,p1,p2).
Jj=1

Proof. Let u = (uy,...,u,) and v = (v1,...,v,) € N(n,s). We consider truncating the last coordinate u,, and
vp. If u, = v, = 0, we get the first term. If w,, = v, =i fori € {1,...,q— 1}, we get the fourth term where the
distance remains the same. If w,, = 0 and v,, = j, or u,, = j and v, = 0, for j € {1,2,...,q — 1}, the distance

decreases by |u, — v,| = j and we get the second and the third term, respectively. Finally, consider u,, = i and

vp =1+ 7j,0ru, =i+ jand v, =14, for j € {1,2,...,g— 1} and i € {1,2,...,9 — j — 1}. In these cases, the
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distance decreases by |u, —v,| = j. Since there are exactly (¢ — 1 — j) such pairs with distance j, we get the fifth

term. [ |

As before, the quantity of interest is N(n, s, p, p). Therefore, we define the generating function F'(z,y,w) =
Zn,s,p>0 N(n, s, p, p)z"y*w? with three variables (see Proposition 2).

Lemma 40. F(z,y,w) = H(xly o) Where
-1 q—
H(x,y) = 1—$<w2+(q—1)+2w23ﬂ+ Z q—1—j)y >
=1 j=1
Proof.
F(z,y,w)= Y N(n,spp)z"y*w’
TL,S,p)O
g—1
= Z N(?’L - 1787p_ 17p - 1)xny8wp + Z ZN(TL - 175 _j7p - Lp)xnyswp
n,s,p=>0 n,s,p20 j=1

q
+ Z ZN(?’L—I,S—j,p,p—l)(I)nyS’LUp—F Z (q_l)N(n_1737p7p>xnyswp

n,s,p20 j=1 n,s,p=0
q—1
+ > 2) (q—1—-j)N(n—1,5—j,p,p)a"y’ w’
n,s,p=20  j=1
q—1 q—1
=1 +xF(x,y)<w2+ (¢—1) —|—2wa3 —i-QZ(q— 1 —j)y]> :
j=1 j=1

Here, we are interested in N(n, |dn],|mn]|,|7n]). From Theorem 1 and Proposition 2, we need to solve the

following system of equations.

H H
H=0 and zH, =270 - 270 41)
4] 2T
Lemma 41. The solution of the (41) with respect to ¢ is
N 1
x (5) 7—) = 9 q—1 - q—1 K -y
w+q—1+2wd iy +23 0 5(¢—1-5)y
. g —1)+2X 1216 —j(1—7))(g—1—j)y’
w*(0,7) =
I1(2(1 = 7) = 8)y!
and y*(0,T) is the root of the equation
q—1 q—1
ow® + 2wy (6 =)y +0(g—1)+2> (¢—1—)(6 -5y’ =0, (42)
Jj=1 j=1
Proof. Appendix E. u
Applying (16), we have that
log N(n, [§
lim —8 (n, [, [rn], [rn]) = —logx*(,7) — dlogy* (6, 7) — 27 logw* (4, 7). (43)

n—00 n
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The total ball size is [T(Z2(|rn]), |6n))| = X1 N(n, s, |rn], |7n]). Hence, we have that

T(Zq(T), 0) = max —logax™(d1,7) — 01logy*(d1,7) — 27 logw™ (61, 7)

) —logz*(4,7) — dlogy*(6,7) — 2T logw*(6,7), & < Omax
2Cap(Zy(7)) , 0 2 Omax
where
(1—7)(2¢ — 1)>
Omax =¢q(1l—7) [ 1 — . (44)
=7 < 3(qg—1)

We have obtained 6, by setting y = 1 in (42). We can now state the GV-MR bound.

Theorem 42 (GV-MR bound for Hypercube). For fixed 6 > 0, we have o(Zq,6) > Rur(Zqg,0), where

Rur(Zg, 6) = 2Cap(Zy(7)) — T(Zy(7),9)

and T is the solution of the equation
=12 =(1-n)a-1)—(¢g-1) Y )V +201-7)) iy") =0. 45)

Proof. Appendix E. |

The bound obtained in Theorem 42 is positive for § < dyax, Where

_3q(q—1)
5max - m (46)

This is seen by setting y = 1 in (45), which gives 7o = (¢ + 1)/(4g — 2), and then substituting 7o in (44).
We note that the standard GV bound (Theorem 37) is positive for ¢ < q;—;l (see (40)). It is easy to show that the
expression in (46) is strictly larger than %;1 for every q > 2.

C. Numerical Results

In Figure 3, we plot the bounds obtained in Theorems 37 and 42 for quaternary alphabet (¢ = 4). We note that, for
the GV bound, dyax = (¢ —1)/3q = 5/4 (see (40)), while for the GV-MR bound, dyax = 3q(q—1)/4(2¢—1) = 9/7
(see (46)). For comparison purposes, we also plot the GV lower bound for codes in the related Lee distance.

Lower Bound using Lee distance: A simple upper bound on the total ball size |T'(Zy, d)| can be obtained by
upper-bounding the volume of an L;-sphere around u# by the volume of the Lee-sphere around u. Namely, the Lee
metric is a “modular version” of the L; metric, and a sphere with respect to the former always contains the sphere
of the same radius with respect to the latter. Furthermore, the size of a Lee-sphere is independent of its center,
and deriving the corresponding GV bound is straightforward. Here we give an example for ¢ = 4 that is used in
Figure 3.

Theorem 43 (Lower Bound using Lee-metric). For fixed 0 < 6 < 1, we have
a(Z4,0) = (2 —0)log(2 —0) + dlogd.

Proof. The GV bound for Lee-metric codes in Z is well-known. Its asymptotic form for ¢ = 4, namely (2 —
) log(2—9)+0logd, was given in [3, Theorem 6]. By what was said above, the highest attainable rate of L;-metric

codes in Zj must also be lower-bounded by this function. [
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2.00

—— GV Bound (Theorem 37)
GV-MR Bound (Theorem 42)
—— Lee-Lower bound (Theorem 43)

1754
1.50 +
1.25 4

1.00 A

Rate
P F

0.75 4

0.50

0.25 4

0.0D T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 1.2

Relative Distance
Fig. 3: Lower bounds on the highest attainable code rate a(Z4, ) for the family of hypercubes {Z} },,.

VI. CONCLUSION

Obtaining nontrivial lower bounds on the rates of optimal codes in nonuniform spaces is generally a difficult
problem. We have illustrated how the problem can be approached by using the tools of multivariate analytic
combinatorics. In particular, we have derived the general Gilbert—Varshamov bound [8] and its improvements [24]
for Li-metric codes in several spaces in Z™. The study was motivated by concrete communication models, such as
the sticky-insertion/tandem-duplication channel, the permutation channel, the adjacent transposition/bit-shift channel,
digital communication channels with multilevel baseband transmission, etc. In addition to being relevant for these
and possibly other applications, we hope the paper will inspire further work on the applications of multivariate

analytic combinatorics in asymptotic coding theory.
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APPENDIX A
PROOF OF LEMMA 8

Proof. We need to find the positive solution of

H=0
tH, yH, zH, 47)
2 p 6

where H = (1 — 22)(1 — 22) — y(1 + 22).

Take the partial derivatives as

cH, —(20°(1—2z2)+z2(1—2?)) —yaz

2 2 ’ ®
2H, —zz(1—22) —yzxz ..
= = ( ; Joyes (i)
H _
p p
Since H = 0, we substitute y with )
(1 —2%)(1—x2)
= 48
Y (1+z2) (“48)
Therefore, (i)—(iii) simplifies to
tHy, —(14z2)(22% + 22— 322) — (1 — 2?)(1 — z2)(z2)
2 2(1 + x2)
1
= 1) {(21‘2 42z — 32%2)(1 + 22) — (1 — 22)(222%)
1
R i {:132(1 — 2222 + x2(1 — 22|, (iv)
zH,  —xz(1—2?) Cxz(l— 22)(1 — z2)
5 ) (14 xz)
o 2z2(1— z?) W)
(14 a2)
1—a22)(1 — 2222 .
i, — 0= ) -
p(1+ xz)
By equating (v) and (vi), we have
22(1 —2?) (1 —222?)(1 — 2?)
) p '
Since x is positive, we have
oz 1-at2 (49)
0 p

From (49), we have zz = ARV W. Lastly, we equate (iv) and (vi) to get

(1—22)(1 — 222?) .

22(1— 2228 + 22(1 — 22) =
p

Recall from (49) that,



Therefore, we have

20 (2)(@?) + w2(1 — ) =

1)
2p
=41 —.
v 24+2p—96

Therefore, Lemma 8 results from (48), (49), and (50).

222(1 — 2?)
—

Solving this equation we get

When § < dmax, T(Ap,é) = —2logxz — plogy — dlog z, where

) 2p 2\//)2—!-52—5 p2+62—p
x = - =2y - - =X - 7
2+ 2p-0o 7 24206 20

Note that § = dax corresponds to z* = 1. Therefore, we have that

322 —-8) = (2+20—6) (V2 0% —p)°.

As p >0, 0 <4 < 2, the unique solution is

5 _2(1+p)
max 2+p .
APPENDIX B

PROOF OF LEMMA 14 AND THEOREM 16

Proof of Lemma 14. We need to find the positive solution of

H=0
:UHx_yHy_zHZ_wHw
2 p & 27

where H = (1 — 2%)(1 — z2) — y(w?(1 — 2?)(1 — 22) 4 2wzz(1 — 2?) + 22(1 4 22)).
Computing the partial derivatives gives

H=(01-2*)(1-2zz)— y(w2(1 —2°)(1 — z2) + 2wzz(1 — 2°) + (1 + xz)),

zH, _ —22°(1 — 2z) — xz(1 — 2°) — y(w?((1 — 2®)(—2z) — 22°(1 — 22)) 4 2w(zz(1 — %) — 22°2) + 227 (1 + w2) + 2°2)

2 2
zH, —zz(1 — xQ) - y( — waz(l — 3;2) + 2wzz(1 — 3:2) + 3332)
) o ) )
yHy, _ —y(w?(1 — 2°)(1 — x2) 4+ 2wzz(1 — 2%) + 2°(1 + 2))
p P
wH,  —y(w?(l—2%)(1 - az) +wzz(l - 2?))
2r =

Set \; = zz, A2 = z2, which transforms the set of equations to

29

(50)

D

(52)

@

, (i)
(iii)
(iv)

)

oHe  —2Xa(1 = A1) = A (1= A2) —y(Aa((1 = A2)(=21) = 2X2(1 = A1) + 2w(Ai (1 = X2) — 201 22) +2X2(1 + A1) + M de)

2 2

zH, . —)\1(1 — )\2) — y( — ’LU2)\1(1 — )\2) + 211))\1(1 — )\2) + A1)\2)

é é ’
yHy . —y(w2(1 — )\2)(1 — )\1) —+ 2’LU)\1(1 — )\2) —+ )\2(1 + )\1))
p p ’

wHy,  —y(w?(1 = A2)(1 — A1) +wAi (1 — A2))

2T T

I

(vi)
(vii)
(viii)

(ix)
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Then, since H = 0, we substitute y with
(1 —=X1)(1—Ao)

V7 W2 (=) =) + 20M (1= Aa) + A1+ A1) (53)
By equating (vii), (viii) and (ix), we have
Mo =1 (1A 20" 7)2__55(1 — ) (54)
and
A2(6(1 =A%) =2\ (p — 7)) 5

S M=) 2(p—7) = 0(1 = M)
By equating (vi), (vii) and substituting y, A2 and w, we have that A} is the root of the equation
1+ p)A] + (=0*(1+7) +40(p — 7)1+ p))AL + (=0%(p+2) +20(p = 7)(p — 7 = 2) +4(p — 7)*(1 + p))AY

£ (=0%p—2r—2) = 25(p—T)(p+ 7 +2) —4(p— )’ (L= PN+ (8 — 46(p— T)(p— T — LA + *(p— 7 — 1) = 0.
(56)

Therefore, Lemma 14 results from (53), (54), (55), and (56). |

Proof of Theorem 16. Note that we already have the generating function
1— ol
(1 — 1‘1) — yl(wl(l — :Bl) + xl)

F(xzi,y1,w1) = E |Anr(p)|2tyiw) =
n=0

that counts the number of words in A,, ,(p). Further, we have the unique solution wj = % from Theorem 1.
Thus, we apply Corollary 4 to obtain 7y, that is w] = w*.

Therefore, we have that
p(l+7—p) X1 =) -2M(p—7))

(p—7)2 MA=X)R(p—7)—6(1—\))
We substitute Ay from (54) in (57) and solve it together with (56) to get,

(57)

2

L+p—A
B 2p\7
EEEYSEGE

Topt =

Note that § = dmax corresponds to z* = 1, which implies that \5 = ()\*{)2. Thus from (54), we have that

1—(1+ X{)W = (\})?, solving which we get

T=p+ A —1
Equating it to 7,p, we have that A\] = 1 and therefore dy,ax = 2. [ |
APPENDIX C

PROOF OF THEOREM 25

It is easy to show that F(z1,y1) = >, 50 |A%, |27y] = —1=%1___ Further, we have the unique solution

l—z1—x191 s
Vpitot—
2—0—2p

*

Yy = ﬁ from Theorem 1. Thus, we apply Corollary 4 to obtain popt, that is (y7)% = y*, where y* = 2
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from Lemma 22. Therefore, we have that

,02 5 /p2_|_52_

(1-p? = 2-6-2

We solve this equation to get

3(2—6) —v96% — 40 + 4
g .

p:

APPENDIX D
PROOF OF THEOREM 29 AND THEOREM 30

Proof of Theorem 29. The following generating function is easy to derive

1-— il
F(x1,y1,w A (p)|z wh . (58)
1YL w) 7;’ plaivi T 1= — (w1 21) + 21)
Furthermore, we have the unique solution w} = w from Theorem 1. Thus, we apply Corollary 4 to obtain
Topt» that is w] = w™.
Note that from Lemma 28, we have
A3(0(1 = (AD)?) = 2Xi(p — 7)) :
w(0) = A T G
AL =A3)2(p—7) —0(L = A}))
R (1-ADA = A3) .
y (6) = * * * * * ) ¥ * * * ) (H)
As((w*)2(1 = AD(1 = A3) + 2w*AT (L — A) + A5(1+ A7)
2(p—7) —0(1 = A})
A(0)=1—(1+ )] (iii)
and
(1= A)(E(1 = A1) = 2\ (p —7))(2(1 = p) = 2(p — 7)(1 + A1) — 6AT)
FAT(L+ A1) (2(p = 7) = 8(1 = M))*(6(1 = AT) = 2\ (p — 7) — 27) = 0. (iv)
Therefore, we have
T =2p) MO0 () =2 -7) 5
(p—1)? A(A =232 —7) =61 —A)))
We substitute A5 from (iii) in (59) and then solve it together with (iv) to get,
2
P
Topt = T x i o (v)
M- AL =p)
2X7p(1 —
5()\{) — 1/)( P) ] (Vi)

pAT + (1= p)(1 = (A)?)
Note that we have § = dnax corresponds to z* = 1, which implies that \j = ()\’{)2. Thus from (iii), we have that
1-(1+ )\*)W (A1), Solving this, we get
T=p—(1=A)1-p).
and thus equating it by 7,p¢, we have that A\] = 1 and therefore dpax = 2. |

Proof of Theorem 30. We need to optimize the result obtained in Theorem 29 using Theorem 1 and Corollary 4.

(1-p)(p—T)?

(Tt —2p)2 from Theorem 1. Thus, we

Recall the generating function (58). We have the unique solution yj =



apply Corollary 4 to obtain p.pt, that is y7 = y*. We have

L-p)p—71)° _ (1= ADA = A5)

p+7 =207 N(( P = AD(L = A3) + 20" A{(L = A3) + X5(1 + X))
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(60)

Now, we first substitute A5 from (iii) in (60) and then we solve it by substituting § and 7 from (v) and (vi) to get,

2,/T— X

31T =M +/1+3X\]

Popt =

APPENDIX E
PROOF OF LEMMA 41 AND THEOREM 42

Proof of Lemma 41. We need to find the positive solution of

H=0

yH, wH,
H,="—7=
THa ) 27

where H =1 — CL‘(’LU2 +(@—1) 42w Z?;} Yl + QZ?;i(q -1 —j)yj).
Take the partial derivatives as
g—1 q-1
zH, = —x<w2—}— (=D +2wd v/ +2) (¢—1 —j)yﬂ> =1,
j=1 j=1
q—1 q—1
yH —x g N g
= 5<2w g +2) (g1 —J)]yj>,
—1 j=1
—1
wHy  —xf 5 . j
j:

Since H = 0, we substitute z with

.

1
+lg-1)+2wX iy 25 (g -1 - )y

xr =

By equating (i), (ii) and (iii), we have

H

q— q—1 q—
QWZJ@/H Z ¢—1- )iy’ =6(w2+<q1>+2w21ﬂ+ (¢—1—j)y

j=1 j=1

<.
Il
- =

q—1

Q

q—1
w2+waJ:T(w2+(q1)+2w2y1+2 (g—1—-3)y
=1

Il
—

Jj=1 J
which simplifies to

q-—1 q—
Sw? +2wz — )y +6(g—1)+ Zq—l—j -7y’ =0,
j=1

-1

q—1
(177)w2+ 1727'wa]qu71—2 (qflfj)yjzo-
j=1 1

Q

.
Il

)

)

(vi)

(61)

(i)

(iii)

(62)

@iv)

)
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Solving (iv) and (v) together, we have

L Ma=1)+2Y a1 )0 -0 -y ©3)

Zj:1<2](1 —7) = 0)y’
Therefore, Lemma 41 results from (iv), (62) and (63). |

Proof of Theorem 42. It is easy to obtain the generating function that counts the number of words in Zj (p), namely

1
F(x,w 7% (p)|ztw] = i
L) 7;)‘ )27 1—2z1(q—1+4+wy)

Further, we have the unique solution w} = T(lq__Tl)

from Theorem 1. Thus, we apply Corollary 4 to obtain 7, that

is w} = w*. We replace w* by wj in (v) to get,

T(q—l)g—(l—T)(q—l)—(q—l)4 (WY +2(1-7)) jy*) =o. (64)
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