arXiv:0707.1241v1 [cs.IT] 9 Jul 2007

Graph-Based Decoding in the Presence of ISI

Mohammad H. Taghavi and Paul H. Siegel
Center for Magnetic Recording Research
University of California, San Diego
La Jolla, CA 92093-0401, USA

Email: (mtaghavi, psiegel)@ucsd.edu

Abstract

We propose an approximation of maximum-likelihood detettin ISI channels based on linear
programming or message passing. We convert the detectabigon into a binary decoding problem,
which can be easily combined with LDPC decoding. We show, tloata certain class of channels and
in the absence of coding, the proposed technique providesxct ML solution without an exponential
complexity in the size of channel memory, while for some otbeannels, this method has a non-
diminishing probability of failure as SNR increases. Somalgsis is provided for the error events of

the proposed technique under linear programming.

. INTRODUCTION

Intersymbol interference (ISI) is a characteristic of mal®a communications and storage channels.
Systems operating on these channels employ error-cargemides in conjunction with some ISI reduction
technigue, which, in magnetic recording systems, is oftaoventional Viterbi detector. It is known
that some gain will be obtained if the equalization and dewplocks are combined at the receiver by
exchanging soft information between them. A possible agpginato achieving this gain is to use soft-
output equalization methods such as the BCJR algorithmrie soft-output Viterbi algorithm (SOVA)
[2] along with iterative decoders. However, both BCJR and/&Guffer from exponential complexity in
the length of the channel memory.

Kurkoski et al. [3] proposed two graph representations of the ISI chanratl¢hn be combined with
the Tanner graph of the LDPC code for message-passing derotheir bit-based representation of
the channel contains many 4-cycles, which results in a fsogmnit performance degradation compared
to maximume-likelihood (ML) detection. On the other hand,ss&ge passing (MP) on their state-based

representation, where messages contain state rather ithiafobmation, has a performance and overall
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complexity similar to BCJR, while benefiting from a paral&tucture and reduced delay. Among other
works, Singlaet al.[4] applied message passing on a bit-based graph repréesartfa two-dimensional
ISI channel combined with an LDPC Tanner graph. Howeverilaino the case of one-dimensional ISI,
the abundance of short cycles prevents the algorithm frorfoeing close to optimal.

Linear programming (LP) has been recently applied by Feldetaal. [5] to the problem of ML
decoding of LDPC codes, as an alternative to MP techniqueshi$ method, the binary parity-check
constraints of the code are relaxed to a set of linear cansdrin the real domain, thus turning the
integer problem into an LP problem. While LP decoding perferclosely to MP algorithms such as the
sum-product algorithm (SPA) and the min-sum algorithm (MSAis much easier to analyze for finite
code lengths.

Motivated by the success of LP decoding, in this work we stiyproblem of ML detection in the
presence of ISI, which can be written as an integer quadvadigram (IQP). We convert this problem into
a binary decoding problem, which can be used for MP decodingfter relaxing the binary constraints,
LP decoding. Furthermore, decoding an underlying LDPC amafe be incorporated into this problem
simply by including the parity checks of the code.

By a geometric analysis we show that, in the absence of codirtge impulse response of the ISI
channel satisfies certain conditions, the proposed LP a&taxis guaranteed to produce the ML solution
at all SNR values. This means that there are ISI channelghaké callLP-properchannels, for which
uncoded ML detection can be achieved with a complexity pmiyial in the channel memory size. On
the other end of the spectrum, some channeld. Bremproper i.e. the LP method results in a nonintegral
solution with a probability bounded away from zero at all SRen in the absence of noise. Furthermore,
we observe some intermediaeymptotically LP-propechannels where the performance asymptotically
converges to that of ML detection at high SNR. When messaggimgis used instead of LP, we observe
a similar behavior. Moreover, when LDPC decoding is incoaped in the detector, LP-proper channels
achieve very good performance, while some other channelsotayo below a certain word error rate
(WER).

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Sectiowd,describe the channel, and introduce the
LP relaxation of ML detection. The performance analysis sintulation results of uncoded graph-based
detection are presented in Section lll. In Section IV, walgtthe combination of graph-based detection

and LDPC decoding, and Section V concludes the paper.
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Fig. 1. Binary-input ISI channel.

[I. RELAXATION OF THE EQUALIZATION PROBLEM
A. Channel Model

We consider a partial-response (PR) channel with bipol&S®) inputs, as described in Flg. 1, and
use the following notation for the transmitted symbols.
Notation 1: The bipolar version of a binary symbdi,e {0,1}, is denoted by € {—1,1}, and is
given by
b=1—2b. 1)
The partial-response channel transfer polynomiah(®) = > ! h;D’, where u is the channel
memory size. Thus, the output sequence of the PR channeginlRiefore adding the white Gaussian

noise can be written as

n
Y = Z hife;. 2)
i=0
B. Maximum-likelihood (ML) Detection
Having the vector of received samples= [r; 5 --- 7,]7, the ML detector solves the optimization
problem
Minimize |r — QHz
Subjectto =z € ¥, 3

where® C {0,1}" is the codebook and - |2 denotes thel,-norm. By expanding the square of the

objective function, the problem becomes equivalent to mizing

2
Z(Tt —y)’ = Z r; —2r Z hiZe—; + (Z hz'jt—z)
t ¢ i i

= Z [th — 2r Z hiZi—i + Z h?i%_i
t i i
+Y ) hihji't—ifz't—j} ; (4)

i#]
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where, for simplicity, we have dropped the limits of the suations. Equivalently, we can write the
problem in a general matrix form

L 1
Minimize —q"i+ ngP@,
Subjectto =z € ¥, )

where in this probleny, = ", h;ri;, andP = HTH, with H defined as the: x n Toeplitz matrix

o ]
h h 0
H=|" 0 (6)
0 hy, ho 0
0 - 0 Ry - ol

Here we have assumed thatzeros are padded at the beginning and the end of the traadregjuence,
so that the trellis diagram corresponding to the ISI chasteets and ends at the zero state. If the signals
are uncoded, i.e¢ = {0,1}", andgq and P are chosen arbitrarily[(5) will represent the general form
of an integer quadratic programming (IQP) problem, whighrisgeneral, NP-hard. In the specific case
of a PR channel, where we have the Toeplitz structurélof (@) problem can be solved by the Viterbi
algorithm with a complexity linear im, but exponential inu. However, this model can also be used to
describe other problems such as detection in MIMO or twoedisional I1SI channels. Also, when the
source symbols have a non-binary alphabet with a regulacdastructure such as the QAM and PAM

alphabets, the problem can be reduced to the binary probigl) dy introducing some new variables.

C. Problem Relaxation

A common approach for solving the IQP problem is to first cohiteto an integer LP problem by
introducing a new variable for each quadratic term, and ttedax the integrality condition; e.g. see
[6]. While this relaxed problem does not necessarily havéngeger solution, it can be used along with
branch-and-cut techniques to solve integer problems coregble size. A more recent method is based
on dualizing the IQP problem twice to obtain a convex relixain the form of a semi-definite program
(SDP) [7][8].

In this work, we use the linear relaxation due to the lower plaxity of solving LPs compared to

SDPs. Unlike in [6], where the auxiliary variables are eaefird as the product of two 0-1 variables, we

October 26, 2018 DRAFT



define them as the product afl variables, which, as we will see, translates into the mo@uémidition

of two bits when we move to the 0-1 domain. This relaxation @rensuitable for our purpose, since
modulo-2 additive constraints are similar to parity-chexdastraints; thus, message-passing decoders
designed for linear codes can be applied without any motificaHowever, it can be shown that this
relaxation gives the exact same solution as in [6].

To linearize [(4), we define
Ztj =T Ty, J=1...,p t=7+1,...,n. (7
In the binary domain, this will be equivalent to
2 = Ty D T—j, (8)

where® stands for modulo-2 addition. Hence, the right-hand sid@lpfs a linear combination ofz; }
and {z;}, plus a constant, given that® = 1 is a constant. With some simplifications, the IQP[ih (5)

can be rewritten as
Minimize > gy + > Y Ay,
t t g
Subject to z € F,
2= D, J=1,...,p,
t=j+1,...,n, (9)

where, in the equalization problem,

min(“_jvn_t)

Mj=—P—j=— Z hihiy;. (10)
=0

In this optimization problem, we caflz;} the information bits, andz, ;} the state bits. It can be seen
from (10) that), ; is independent of, except for indices near the two ends of the block; 1.ec t < p
andn — u+ 1 <t < n. In practice, this “edge effect’” can be neglected due to #me padding at the
transmitter. For clarity, we sometimes drop the first supsan \; ;, when the analysis is specific to the
PR detection problem.

The combined equalization and decoding problem (9) hasottme 6f a single decoding problem, which
can be represented by a low-density Tanner graph[Fig. 2shovexample of the combination of a PR
channel of memory siz2 with an LDPC code. We call the upper and lower layers of thisnga graph

the code layer and the PR layer (or the PR graph), respectivbe PR layer of the graph consists of
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Fig. 2. PR channel and LDPC code represented by a Tanner.graph

un check nodes; ; of degree 3, each connected to two information bit nades;;_;, and one distinct
state bit nodez; ;. Also, the PR layer can contain cycles of length 6 and higlier.coefficient, )\, ;, is
zero, its corresponding state bit nodg,, and the check node it is connected to can be eliminated from
the graph, as they have no effect on the decoding process.

It follows from (10) that the coefficients of the state bitstire objective function{); ;}, are only a
function of the PR channel impulse response, while the aieffis of the information bits are the results
of matched filtering the noisy received signal by the chaimpllse response, and therefore dependent on
the noise realization. Once the variable coefficients indibjective function are determined, LP decoding
can be applied to solve a linear relaxation of decoding os Tlainner graph. We call this methadP
detection In the relaxation of [5], the binary parity-check constitacorresponding to each check node
c is relaxed as follows. Lelv. be the index set of neighbors of check nage.e. the variable nodes it
is directly connected to in the Tanner graph. Then, we irelte following constraints

- > z<|V|-1, YV CNst|V]is odd (11)
eV iENAV
In addition, the integrality constraints; € {0,1} are relaxed to box constraints < x; < 1. This
relaxation has the “ML certificate property,” i.e. if the gtibn of the relaxed LP is integral, it will also
be the solution off(9).

The coefficients in the linear objective function, after sonormalization, can also be treated as log-
likelihood ratios (LLR) of the corresponding bits, whichnche used for iterative MP decoding. In this
work, we have mostly used the Min-Sum Algorithm (MSA), sinsémilar to LP decoding, it is not

affected by the uniform normalization of the variable caedints in [(9).
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[1l. PERFORMANCEANALYSIS OF UNCODED DETECTION

In this section, we study the performance of LP detectiom@absence of coding, i.e. solviig (5) with
¢ = {0,1}". Itis known that if the off-diagonal elements Bfare all nonpositive; i.e\; ; > 0, Vj # 0,t,
the 0-1 problem is solvable in polynomial time by reducingoitthe MIN-CUT problem; e.g. see [9].
As an example, Sankaran and Ephremides [10] argued usindgittithat when the spreading sequences
in a synchronous CDMA system have nonpositive cross cdioeks, optimal multiuser detection can be
done in polynomial time. In this section, we derive a slightteaker condition than the nonnegativity
of X\ ;, as the necessary and sufficient condition for the succesleofP relaxation to result in an
integer solution for any value af in (9). This analysis also sheds some light on the questidroaf the
algorithm behaves in the general case, where this condiioot satisfied.

For a check node in the Tanner graph connecting informatibndalesz; andz;_; and state bit node

2t j, the constraintd (11) can be summarized as
25 > MaXxy — Tp—j, Ty—j — Ty
Ze; <Minfxy + 25,2 — x4 — T4, (12)
which can be further simplified as
|z — x| < 25 <1 — oy + 25 — 1]. (13)

Since there is exactly one such pair of upper and lower bofordsach state bit, in the solution vector,
2 ; Will be equal to either the lower or upper bound, dependinghensign of its coefficient in the linear
objective function,)\; ;. Hence, having the coefficients, the costzpf in the objective function can be

written as

/\t7j|SL't — l’t_j| if /\t,j Z 0,
)\t,jzt,j = (14)

Atj — Al +x—y — 1] if A ; <0,
where the first term in the second line is constant and doesff@tt the solution. Consequently, by
substituting[(14) in the objective function, the LP probleiti be projected into the originat-dimensional
space, giving the equivalent minimization problem

Minimize  f(z) = qu + Z Z |Aejllze — 2]
t

t7ji)\t7j>0

+ ZZ A jlle + 205 — 1],

t,j:)\t,]‘ <0

Subjectto 0<ax, <1, Vi=1,...,n, (15)
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which has a convex and piecewise-linear objective functitach absolute value term in this expression

corresponds to a check node in the PR layer of the Tanner gegghsentation of the channel.

A. LP-Proper Channels: Guaranteed ML Performance

For a class of channels, which we calP-proper channelsthe proposed LP relaxation of uncoded
ML detection always gives the ML solution. The following trem provides a criterion for recognizing
LP-proper channels.

Theorem 1:The LP relaxation of the integer optimization probldm (9),the absence of coding, is
exact for every transmitted sequence and every noise coafign if and only if the following condition
is satisfied for{\; ;}:

Weak Nonnegativity Condition (WNC): Every check node; ;, connected to variable nodes

andz;_;, which lies on a cycle in the PR Tanner graph corresponds tmaegative coefficient;

i.e. \y; > 0.

Proof: We first prove that WNC is sufficient for guaranteed convecgerf LP to the ML sequence,
and then show that if this condition is not satisfied, there Gases where the LP algorithm fails. In the
proof, we make use of the following definition.

Definition 1: Consider a piecewise-linear functigh: R" — R. We call ¢ a breakpointof f if the
derivative of f(a + sv) with respect tos changes at = 0, for any nonzero vector € R”.

1) Sufficiency:lt is sufficient to show that under WNC, the solution bfl(15)aisvays at one of the
vertices of the unit cubd(, 1]™. First consider[(15) without the box constraints. The optimpoint, z*,
of the objective function has to occur either at infinity oadtreakpoint of this piecewise-linear function.
Since the nonlinearity in the function comes from the ternwlving the absolute value function, each
breakpointg, is determined by making of these absolute value terrastive i.e. setting their arguments
equal to zero. These terms should have the property that the linear system oftansaobtained by
setting their arguments to zero has a unigue solution.

When the feasible region is restricted to the unit cid]”, the optimum can also occur at the
boundaries of this region. Without loss of generality, wa essume that the optimum point lies on a
number,k, of hyperplanes corresponding to the box constraint§ if), (W&erek = 0,...,n. This will
make exactlyk variables,xz;, i € I, equal to either O or 1, wherd| = k. In addition, at leash — k
other equations are needed to determine the remaining: fractional variables. These equations will
be the results of making a number of absolute value termgeaaach of them having one of the two

forms x; = x4_; or x; + x44; = 1, depending on whetheX; ; > 0 or )\; ; < 0, respectively. When an
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absolute value term im_(15) is active, either both, or nonitsofariables can be integer. Since the former
case does not provide an equation in terms of the fracticm@lves, we can assume that all these active
absolute value terms only involve fractional variables.

Now the question becomes under what condition such eqatan have a unique and nonintegral
solution. We can illustrate this system of equations ldependence grapkvhere the vertices correspond
to the unknowns, i.e., the — k fractional variable nodes, and between verticesand z,_; there is a
positiveedge if \;; > 0 and anegativeedge if A\, ; < 0. An example of a dependence graph satisfying
WNC is shown in Fig[B. In the solution of the system of equatioif two vertices are connected in
the dependence graph by a positive edge, they will have the salue. Hence, we can merge these
two vertices into a single vertex, and the value that thisgexetakes will be shared by the two original
vertices. If we do this for every positive edge, we will betlefith a reduced dependence graph that
has only negative edges. We claim that, if WNC is satisfiee ,réduced graph will be tree. To see this,
consider a negative edge ; connecting vertex:; on its “left side” to vertexz;_; on its “right side”
in the original dependence graph. By assumptign,is not on a cycle, which means if we remove it,
its left side and right side will become disconnected. QYeaturing the above-mentioned merging of
vertices, no new connection will be created between thealedtright sides o, ;. Hence, every negative
edge will still not be on any cycle at the end of the mergingcprhure, and, in other words, the reduced
dependence graph will be a tree. Since trees have fewer dugewvertices, the system of equations for
determining the unknown variables will be under-determjremd none of the nodes in the dependence
graph will have a unique solution. Consequently, the onlsecahere we have a unique solution for all
the variables will bek = n, which means that all of the variablds;} are integral. This proves the
sufficiency of WNC.

2) Necessity:We prove the necessity of the condition by a counter exan@pdasider a case where
the realization of the noise sequence is such that the egtasigquence is zero. This will make, }, the
coefficients of the linear term i _(IL5), equal to zero. Heneeake left with the positive-weighted sum
of a number of absolute value terms, each of them being grédze or equal to zero. The objective
function will become zero if and only if all these terms areazewvhich is satisfied itz = [%, ey %]T.

We need to show that if WNC is not satisfied, equating all treoalie value terms to zero will determine

a unigue and fractional value for at least one of the elemehts Consider the dependence graph of
this system of equations. We know that there is at least onke @pontaining a negative edge. Consider
the equations corresponding to one such cycle. Withoutdbggenerality, we can assume that all these

equations have the form; + x;,; = 1, since if any of them has the formy = z;,;, we can combine
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Fig. 3. The dependence graph of the system of linear equatiith one cluster of cycles. Solid lines represent posiitges

and dashed lines represent negative edges.

these two variables into one. Consequently, the system wétems corresponding to this cycle, after

some column permutations will have the matrix form

11 0 -] Ja | 1]
0 1 1 0] |z 1
=11 (16)
1 0 1| | 1
Since the coefficient matrix is full rank, the unique solatiof this system is;;, = %, k=1,...,1. This

means that no integral vectarcan make the objective function in_{15) zero, and therefoesalgorithm
fails to find an integral solution. This proves the necessitfy?/NC for guaranteed success of the LP
relaxation. [ |
Corollary 1: The solutions of the LP relaxation of uncoded ML equalizatioe in the spacg, %, 1}
Proof: The values of fractional elements ofare the unique solutions of a system of linear equations
of the formsz; = zy; andxy + x4, = 1. The vector[%, e %] satisfies all these equations, and, hence,

has to be the unique solution. |

B. Implications of the WNC

In the PR channel equalization problem, due to the periotticcire of the Tanner graph and the
coefficients of the state variables, the WNC implies thakeast one of the following statements should
be valid:

1) The PR Tanner graph is acyclic. Examples include any PRraiavith memory size. = 1, and

the memory-2 channél(D) =1+ D — D2
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2) Nonnegativity Condition (NC): All state variables have nonnegative coefficients;X,g. > 0 V¢, j.

Lemma 1:Condition 1 implies that, among)\,; : j = 1,2,...}, on average at most one can be
nonzero for each.

Proof: Let x be the average number of nonzero element§)gf : j = 1,2,...} for eacht. Then,

it is easy to see that the PR Tanner graph will haxe edges ancdi(1 + 2x) vertices (i.e. variable or
check nodes). But the graph can be acyclic onlg+f < n(1 + 2x) — 1, which means that < 1. B

In a one-dimensional ISI channel, where the state coeftigiare given by[(10), NC implies that the
autocorrelation function of the discrete-time impulsepmsse of the channel should be nonpositive at any
point other that the zero time shift. As the memory size ofdhannel increases, this condition becomes
more restrictive, so that a long and randomly-chosen ingprdsponse is not very likely to satisfy NC.
However, it is very common, particularly in magnetic redngdapplications, to use the PRML technique,
where the overall impulse response of the channel is firstlezpd to a target impulse response, in order
to simplify the subsequent detection stages. The targatrehaesponse is usually optimized to provide
the best detection performance. A possible approach fotatimg the linear relaxation of ML detection
in this application can be to optimize the target channejesttio NC, which enables us to achieve the
performance of Viterbi detection, although without an exgatial complexity in the memory size.

An interesting application of this result is in 2-D channdts which there is no feasible extension
of the Viterbi algorithm. In a 2-D channel, the received sign , at coordinate(t, s) in terms of the
transmitted symbol sequenég; .} has the form

poov
Tos =YY hijEiisj+ s 17)

i=0 j=0
Hence, following the same procedure that result$ in (1@)ctiefficients of the state variables in the 2-D

channel can also be obtained. In particular, the statebler@efined as; ,) (v,;) = Tt.s ® ¢—k,s—1 Will

have the coefficient

poov
Vi == hijhipiti- (18)

i=0 j=0
In this expression, for simplicity, we have dropped ffies) index due to the independence of the

from ¢ and s, except near the boundaries, which, in turn, can be resddyedroper truncation of the
transmitted array. Theorel 1 guarantees that ML deteconbe achieved by linear relaxation if NC
is satisfied, i.eq;; > 0 for any k,7 > 0. An example of a 2-D channel satisfying NC is given by the

matrix

[hij] = : (19)
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C. Error Event Characterization: asymptotically LP-Prapend LP-Improper Channels

We showed that if WNC is not satisfied, there are noise cordigans that results in the failure of
LP detection to find the ML sequence. However, for some chiansech noise configurations might
be highly unlikely at high SNR values. We have observed thatsbme ISI channels violating WNC,
the probability of obtaining a fractional solution beconwsminated by the probability that the ML
sequence is different from the transmitted word. We calé¢hehannelssymptotically LP-propersince
for these channels the WER of LP detection is asymptoticadlyal to that of ML detection as the SNR
increases. On the other hand, for some other channels, wgctall LP-improperchannels, there is a
non-diminishing probability that the solution of LP defeatis nonintegral, as the SNR increases. In this
subsection, we study the performance of the uncoded LP tieidor general ISI channels and derive
conditions for failure of the detector to find the ML solutiobhese conditions will help us to classify
different channels based on their performance. With somdifioations, these conditions can also be
applied to 2-D ISI channels. Since here we focus on statjohdd PR channels, as explained in Section
Il, we can assume that; ; = \; is independent of.

Definition 2: Given the solution of LP detection, thimctional set F' = {i,...,i,—x} C {1,...,n},
is the set of indices of information bit nodes in the Tannepgrof the PR channel that have fractional
values in the solution;.

We know from Corollary{1l that the fractional elements in th@uson, z, are all equal to%. A
reasonable assumption supported by our simulations at$iR is that if the ML solutiong, is correct,
the integer elements af are correct, as well. In other words, we have

. ; ifieF, (20)
x; ifi¢F.

For the objective functiory(-) of (15) we can write

9(z,2) £ f(z) — f(&) > 0. (21)

By expandingf using [15), this inequality can be written in terms{o¥, ; }, 2, andq. Before doing so,
we present the following lemma to simplify the absolute ealerms in[(15).
Lemma 2:Let x; andx, be binary variables angl, andzs be their bipolar versions, respectively. In

addition, let's define

h(z,y,A) = (22)
Allz +y—1] if A<O.
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Then, the following equations hold:
1) h(@e, s, Ajp—s|) = 51N ps)] = 5 A= Tes,
2) h(xe, 5, Ni—s) = 5| A—s ]
3) h(d, 1Ny =0.
Proof: The equations can be verified by usifg (1), and checking tlseiple values for:; andx;.
[
By using Lemmd R, and cancelling the terms that are commondeetf(z) and f(z), g(z, %) can
be written as

gai) =Y [qt o)t Y (Bl = g heeds) — 3 %At_s@t@], (23)

teF seF, s<t s¢F
where \; = — >, h;h;yq4 is defined to be zero ifl > u. Since we assumed that is equal to the

transmitted sequence, we can expanas

=0

Boop las
= Z Z hih;Zeyi—j + Z hingi
i 1=0
+u

== > ApgEs 1, (24)
s=t—u

wheren; £ 3, hynet;. By substituting[24) into[(23), and using the fact that- 3 = —13,, we obtain

oo d) =3 ot X (5Pl i) - gud]

teF SEF, s<t
_1 cp + lﬂf?ligprF i (25)
5 pLr i FLy T 1pt

In this equationg andQF are obtained respectively from andn by keeping only the elements with
indices inF', Pr is a submatrix ofP (defined in 1I-B) consisting of the elements Bfwith column and
row indices inF' and its diagonal elements made equal to zero, and

cFED Mot DD Nyl (26)

teFr t,seF, s<t
Equations[(21) and (25) lead us to the following Theorem.

Theorem 2:Uncoded LP detection fails to find the transmitted sequehtteere is an index sek’ C
{1,...,n} for which

1 _
cr + #EPF@F +nhEp >0, (27)
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[ |

If the transmitted sequence, is given, we can estimate the probability that the sufficieiure
condition given by Theoreml 2 is satisfied, and determine thmaidant error event causing this failure.

In order to do that, for any givel’, we can calculate a “distance” for the error event corredpmnto

F defined as

1 7= .
dp = —cp — §££PF£F7 (28)
and the variance of the noise corresponding to this errontegé/en by

2 A T ~
op = Val‘[ﬂFgF}
s

= V&I‘[Zns Z i'ths—t:|
s t=s—pu, teF

s

e O D (29)

s t=s—pu, teF
whereo? is the variance of each noise sampig,Hence, the probability that the error event corresponding
to I occurs will be equal to

p(F.r) = QL) (30)
whereQ(z) is the Gaussian Q function.

In order to find the dominant error event over all transmigeduences, for every choice of the index
set, F, we should find the vectok . € {—1, 1}/¥] that maximizes the probability ifi (B0). However, this
will require an exhaustive search over &lL. As an alternative, we can upper bound this probability
by finding the smallest distana&2™ £ ming_ dp and the largest variance?. ™ £ maxz; 0%, and
computingQ(dein /o™max), Fortunately, each of these two optimization problems @sdived by dynamic
programming (Viterbi algorithm) over a trellis of at maxt states.

Specifically, if the minimum distance is negative, there igrabability independent of the SNR that
the sequence corresponding to that distance exists in the transmittedkhland given that event,
the probability of failure,(30), will be greater than% for any SNR value. Therefore, there will be a
non-diminishing probability of failure as SNR goes to infyniThis motivates the following results:

Corollary 2 (LP-Improper Channels)if for an ISI channel, there is a index sétc {1,...,n} and
a vectori, € {—1, 1}/¥l for which dr defined in [Z8) is negative, LP detection on this channel will
have a non-diminishing WER as SNR grows; i.e., the channiehisoper. |

On the other hand, if for an ISI channel the probability ofuiee computed by the proposed technique

decreases more steeply than the WER of ML detection as SNRases, the WER of LP detection
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will be asymptotically equal to that of ML detection. In thimse, the channel will basymptotically
LP-proper.

Remark 1:The error events considered in this analysis are not the pagsible types of detector
failure. This analysis is intended to approximate the gapéen the performance of LP and ML detection
methods by estimating the probability that LP detectiodsféd find the integer optimum (i.e., ML)
solution, given the ML detector is successful. As mentiohetbre, we only studied the events where a
vector having the form of(20) has a lower cost than the trattsdhword. Therefore, even if(27) does
not hold for anyF, it is theoretically possible, although not very likely, @s observed in practice, that
LP detection has a fractional solution.

Of particular interest among the possible error events esahe where the ag— vector has a lower
cost than the correct solution; i.ef; = {1,...,n} in (7). For a given transmitted sequencethis
event is not necessarily the most likely one. However, shglthis event provides us with a simplified
sufficient condition for the failure of LP detection, whichrther clarifies the distinction between the
different classes of ISI channels.

The distancey, corresponding to this event is obtained by puttiig- {1,...,n} in (28). If the block
length,n is much larger than the channel memory lengthwe can neglect the “edge effects” caused

by the indices that are within a distangeof one of the two ends of the sequence; thus, we will have

M M
6= —n)\() — HZ ’)\]‘ — Z)\j Zi'tt%t-‘rj
j=1 7=1 t

H H
= —nXo—nY_INI=D Ny, (31)
Jj=1 Jj=1
wherep; is the autocorrelation af with a shift equal toj. On the other hand, for the noise variance,

2, corresponding to this event we have frdm](29)
H 2
=Y [Z hj@_j]
t Lj=0
= o’%" Pk

= —o2n)\y — 202 ZM: Aipj. (32)
j=1
Note thats and¢? have a similar dependence on the transmitted sequence.
A possible approach for finding the likelihood of occurrenéean all-% error event is to maximizé
over all possible transmitted sequences. However, withndam transmitted sequence, the probability

that this quantity becomes close to its worst case may bea@melow for long block lengths. As an
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alternative, here we show that asgrows while i remains fixed, the dependence of bétland? on
the transmitted sequence become negligible compared tootingtant term.
Lemma 3:Let 74,...,%, be a sequence of i.i.dt1 random variables, each equally likely to bd

or —1, and letp; = >"}'"7 &%+ ,. Then, for fixedu, asn — oo

1 H
- > " Ajpj — 0 almost surely (33)
j=1
Proof: For eachj =1,...,u, p; is the sum ofn — j terms of the formz,z,, ;. Clearly, each of

these terms is equally likely to be equal+d or —1. Furthermore, it can be shown that these terms are

mutually independellt Hence, using the strong law of large numbers, we have

&_n—j( 1

n n n —

n—j
- > ititﬂ-) — 0 almost surely (34)
=1

where we used the fact that— j/n — 1, sincel < j < u. Consequently,

1M 7 '
- > Nipi=> )\j%] — 0 almost surely (35)
j=1 j=1

since it is a linear combination of a finite number of varighleach going to zero almost surely. ®

Using Lemmd B in[(31) and_(B2) for large we can write

7
6 =n[Pol = DIl +o(1)]. (36)
j=1
and
¢ = o*nf| ol +o(1)], 37)
where we used the fact thay = — >~ k2 < 0. Since the probability of the ag-error event is equal to

Q(d/s), the above results motivate us to define the following patante characterize this probability
in the limit of n — oco.

Definition 3: The LP distance i, of a partial-response channel is given by

1 1
Sne = W(MO\ - ; Adl). (38)

The LP distance is dimention-less parameter that can takevdetween-oo and1. The following
theorem gives a new sufficient condition in terms of the L&atice for a channel to be LP-improper.
Theorem 3:The WER of uncoded LP detection over an ISI channel with taesmitted sequence

generated as a random sequence of i.i.d. Berfiot@l) binary symbols goes to 1 as the block length

For a proof of this statement refer to Proposition 1.1 of [11]
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goes to infinity for any SNR, i.e., the channel is LP-imprgpfethe LP distancef.,, of the channel is
nonpositive
Proof: As mentioned earlier, the probability of the a}llevent is equal ta)(d/<). From [36) and

(37), for largen we have

0 VA
- \/5(500 ol 0(1)>. (39)
S o

If oo < 0, the right-hand side will approachoo asn increases, henc&)(d/s) will go to 1. [ |

Having é., as a measure of LP-properness for LP detection, it is irtiage® study how it behaves for
LP-proper channels; i.e., those satisfying WNC in Thedrémhe following lemma provides an answer
to this question.

Lemma 4:For LP-proper channels that satisfy NC (defined in in IllB) > %\)\0\.

Proof: For any ISI channel, we can write

(S - e S,

1,35 i#£j
n

= Xo| =2 N> 0. (40)

j=1
Hence,

a 1

D < 5l (41)

j=1

Since NC is satisfied); > 0, Vj > 1. Therefore, we have
7

do0 = |Ao| — Z Aj
j=1

> 51 Aal. (42)

N =

D. Simulation Results

We have simulated channel detection on the PR Tanner grapb LB decoding and MSA for three
PR channels of memory size 3:

1) CHL: k(D) =1— D —0.5D? — 0.5D? (with Jo, = 1, satisfies WNC; LP-proper),

2) CH2: h(D) =1+ D — D* + D? (with 6, = 3),

3) CH3: h(D) =1+ D — D? — D3 (with 6., = 0; LP-improper).
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—>—CH1, LP
—+— CH1, MSA

BER

-2 0 2 4 6 8
Normalized SNR, dB

Fig. 4. BER for CH1-CH3. SNR is defined as the transmitted aiglower to the received noise variance.

Uncoded bit error rates (BER) of detection on these chanrsifgy LP and MSA are shown Figl. 4. Since
CH1 satisfies WNC, LP will be equivalent to ML on this chanriedr CH2, we have also provided the
BER of ML. Except at very low SNR where we see a small diffeertbe performance of LP and ML
are nearly equal, which means that CH2 is an asymptoticé&hptoper channel. For both CH1 and CH2,
MSA, converges in at most 3 iterations and has a BER very dimslkat of LP. On the other hand, for
CH3, which is an LP-improper channel, we observe that the 8&R_.P and MSA are almost constant.
In Fig. 8, we studied the effect af,, of ISI channels on the performance of LP detection. In this
scenario, we randomly generate 200 ISI channels with memorguch that the taps of the impulse
response are i.i.d. with a zero-mean Gaussian distributioaddition, we normalize each channel so that
the total energy of the impulse response is one;|Agl = 1. We simulated the uncoded LP detection
with random transmitted sequences of length 100 at the SNRLafB. In the upper and middle plots
of Fig. 5, respectively, the WER of LP detection and the ratiche WER of LP detection to that of
ML detection are shown versus,, for these channels. In this work, ML detection was perforrbgd
using the cutting-plane method proposed in [12]. This metisdbased on using redundant parity checks
(RPC) generated by modulo-2 combination of a subset ofypahieck constraints. Once the LP decoding
results in a nonintegral solution, we look for RPCs thakerlihear relaxation, introduce a cut, i.e., make
the current solution infeasible, and re-solve the LP aftilireg these constraints. This is continued until

we obtain an integral solution, which is the ML sequence. Faf of the 200 channels that we studied,
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Fig. 5. Upper and middle plots: Performance of LP detectierswsi.. for random ISI channels of memory 4 at the SNR of

11 dB. Lower plot: The histogram af.

this algorithm always successfully provided the ML solatiwith a few iterations.

The results in Fid.]J5 demonstrate a strong correlation betvilee performance of the algorithm and the
value of§.. In particular, almost every channel with, < 0.1 has a WER close to 1, while for almost
every channel withi,, > 0.4, the WER of LP is very close to that of ML detection. We haveested
that detection by MSA had a similar behavior, except for sahannels with0.05 < d., < 0.3, for
which MSA is significantly superior to LP. In other words, thansition from LP-improper to LP-proper
behavior starts from smaller values &f for MSA.

As an estimate of the probability density function&f for this random construction of the channel

response, its histogram has been included in the lower pl6tg[5.
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IV. COMBINED EQUALIZATION AND LDPC DECODING

One of the main advantages of the graph-based detectiogedgn Section Il is that it lends itself
to the combining of the equalization with the decoding of amlerlying error-correcting code. In this

section, we study this joint detection scheme using botHitiear programming and the MP algorithms.

A. Coded Linear Programming Detection

Joint LP equalization and decoding, i.e., the linear retiaraof (@), is a linear optimization problem
in the form of the uncoded LP detection, with the additionha tinear inequalities corresponding to the
relaxation of the parity-check constraints of the code.sEheew constraints cut off from the feasible
polytope some of the fractional vertices that can trap theodad detection problem, but they also add
new fractional vertices to the polytope. It is not easy toivdegeneral conditions for the success or
failure of this problem. However, we can make the followirengralization of Theorein 3:

Corollary 3: Consider a linear code with no “trivial” (i.e., degree-1¥ipacheck, used on a channel
satisfyingd., < 0, whered, is defined in ?). Then, coded LP detection on this system has a non-
diminishing WER for large block lengths.

Proof: We have shown in Section IlI-C that if this condition is st¢id, the aII1 vector will have
a lower cost than the transmitted vector with high prob@bB It is now enough to show that the %I-
vector will not be cut off by any error correcting code. To ghis, consider a relaxed parity-check
inequality of the form
»mi— > wm<|VI-1, YV CN,s.t|[V]is odd (43)
i€V iENA\V
where N, > 2. To prove that this constraint is satisfied by the %’;\IVector, we consider two cases:
V| =1, and|V| > 2. If |V] =1, the first sum in[(43) will be equal tb/2, and the second sum will be
greater than or equal tb/2, sinceN.\V has at least one member. Hence, the left-hand side_of (4B) wil
be less than or equal 3| — 1 = 0. Also, if |V| > 2, the first sum will be equal toV'|/2 < |V| -1,
while the second sum is non-negative. Therefore, the kefidhside of the inequality will be less than or

equal to its right-hand side. Consequently, in both cds8s Wl be satisfied. |

2The derivation of the limit off was based on the assumption that the transmitted sequeroei.isl. sequence, so th&i (3)
holds. While the transmitted sequence is no longer i.i.dhénpresence of coding, we implicitly assume that (3) stltls. This
is a sufficiently accurate assumption for all codes of peattinterest. In particular[{3) can be proved for a randorseerble
of LDPC codes.
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B. Coded Message-Passing Detection

Similar to LP detection, MP detection can be extended to d@ystems by adding the parity-check
constraints of the code to the PR Tanner graph, as shown i@Fand treating it as a single Tanner graph
defining a linear code. Despite many similarities, LP and Meadling schemes have a different nature,
which makes them behave differently when used for joint égaion and detection. For example, we
cannot derive a conclusion similar to Corollany 3 for MP @#&iten. On the contrary, we have observed
in the simulation results that there are LP-improper chenfee which coded MP detection does not
inherit the undesirable performance of uncoded MP detectio

In this work, we use both the min-sum algorithm and the suotipct algorithm (SPA) for the
implementation of coded MP detection. Similar to the uncbdase, as the objective coefficients of
MSA, we use the same coefficients as those of LP detection{¢.¢ and{); ;}, since MSA is invariant
under the scaling of the coefficients. For SPA, we observedhahg; contains a Gaussian noise term
with variance proportional t@2. Hence, one can argue that a suitable normalization of thectie
coefficients to estimate the “equivalent LLRs” is to mulig@ll the objective coefficients bg/s2. An
advantage of this normalization is that, in the absence bfti® normalized coefficients become the
true LLR of the received samples. In this work, we have useddfuivalent LLRs obtained by this
normalization for SPA detection.

MSA and SPA decoding are, respectively, approximations ofaid a posteriori probability (APP)
detection on the Tanner graph defining the code. These apmb&ns becomes exact if the messages
incoming to any node are statistically independent. Thigpeas if the Tanner graph is cycle-free and
the channel observations (i.e., the a priori LLRS) are ietelent. In the proposed graph-based detection
neither of these two conditions is satisfied. In particulae, PR layer of the graph contains many 6-cycles,
and the channel observationgy }, are the results of matched filtering of the received sigaad thus
contain colored noise.

In order to mitigate the positive feedback due to the cycies®PR layer, we proposelective message
passingfor coded detection, which has a modified combining rule fassages at the information bit
nodes. This modified combining scheme is illustrated in Bigln this method, the message outgoing
from an information bit node through an edgen the code layer is computed as a combination of the
channel observation and the messages incoming to the bé tiwdugh all edges, except edgeOn
the other hand, the message outgoing through an edge in tHayBRis a combination of the channel

observation and messages incoming through only the eddhs itode layer. Since there are no 4-cycles
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Fig. 6. Selective message passing at the information biesioth) Calculating a message outgoing to the code layer (b)

Calculating a message outgoing to the PR layer.

in the PR layer of the graph, this modification blocks any etb®op circulation of messages inside the
PR layer. In other words, message passing inside the PR Veilldbecome loop-free. However, there
still remain cycles in the code layer, as well as cycles thatgenerated by combining the code and PR
layers. In our simulations, selective MP performed as agcéffe tool for improving coded MP detection

of some channels with undesirable properties, such as tiR ERannel.

C. Simulation Results

In this subsection, we present simulation results of codstéation in the presence of ISI using the
schemes proposed in this section. In all cases, we have ussglkar LDPC code of length 200, rate
1/4, and variable degree 3. The following PR channels have beed in these simulations:

1) No-ISI Channel: h(D) =1,

2) EPR4 Channel: h(D) =1+ D — D? — D? (0, = 0, LP-improper),

3) Modified EPR4: h(D) =1+ D — D? + D3 (64 = % asymptotically LP-proper),

4) PR4 Channel: h(D) = 1 — D? (o = 3, LP-proper).

In Fig.[4, the BER of coded LP and MSA detection has been mlotersusE,/N, for the above
channels. For all channels, except in the ISI-free caseedddSA detection outperforms coded LP
detection. In particular, for the EPR4, coded LP detectias & BER of about /2 for all SNR values,
as predicted by Corollaryl 3, while coded MSA detection hasomatonically-decreasing BER.

To study the behavior of the different detection methodstlier EPR4 channel in more detail, in Fig.
[8, the BER has been plotted vershlg/N, for LP, MSA, selective MSA, SPA, and selective SPA. One

can observe in this figure that selective message passingstyneffective for MSA, for which there is
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Fig. 7. BER vs.E;/N, for coded LP detection and coded MSA detection in four chinne

a 0.5 dB SNR gain. In addition, by using SPA instead of MSA, wéaim a 2 dB SNR gain. We have
observed that, for the other three channel, the gap betwesh dhd SPA was between 0.3 to 0.7 dB.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we introduced a new graph representation ofidtection in ISI channels, which can be
used for combined equalization and decoding using LP ré&taxar iterative message-passing methods.
By a geometric study of the problem, we derived a necessargafficient condition for the equalization
problem to give the ML solution for all transmitted sequenemd all noise configurations under LP
relaxation. Moreover, for certain other channels violgtthis condition, the performance of LP is very
close to that of ML at high SNRs. For a third class of chanrigbsdetection has a probability of failure
bounded away from zero at all SNR, even in the absence of .nioise step toward the analysis of the
performance in the general case, we derived a distafigefor ISI channels, which can be used as a
tool to estimate the asymptotic behavior of the proposeddiien method. Simulation results show that
message-passing techniques have a similar performandetoft LP for most channels. In addition,
we studied graph-based joint detection and decoding of redlarwith LDPC-coded inputs. Simulation
results indicate that, in contrast to the uncoded case,agegsassing detection significantly outperforms

LP detection for some channels.
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Fig. 8. BER vs.E;/N, for various coded detection schemes in the EPR4 channel.

REFERENCES

[1] L. R. Bahl, J. Cocke, F. Jelinek, and J. Raviv, “Optimatadéing of linear codes for minimizing symbol error rattfEE
Trans. Inform. Theoryvol. IT-20, pp. 284-287, Mar. 1974.

[2] J. Hagenauer and P. Hoecher, “A Viterbi algorithm withftafecision outputs and its applications,” iRroc. |EEE
GLOBECOM Dallas, TX, Nov. 1989, vol. 3, pp. 1680-1686.

[3] B. M. Kurkoski, P. H. Siegel, and J. K. Wolf, “Joint messagassing decoding of LDPC codes and partial-responsenelsih
IEEE Trans. Inform. Theorwol. 48, no. 6, pp. 1410-1422, Jun. 2002.

[4] N. Singla, J. A. O'Sullivan, R. Indeck, and Y. Wu, “Iteie¢ decoding and equalization for 2-D recording channéEBEE
Trans. Magneticsyol. 38, no. 5, pp. 2328-2330, Sep. 2002.

[5] J. Feldman, M. J. Wainwright, and D. Karger, “Using linggogramming to decode binary linear codedSEE Trans.
Inform. Theory vol. 51, no. 3, pp. 954-972, Mar. 2005.

[6] L. J. Watters, “Reduction of integer polynomial progmaing problems to zero-one linear programming problems,”

Operations Researglvol. 15, no. 6, pp. 1171-1174, Nov.-Dec. 1967.

[7] C. Lemaréchal and F. Qustry, “Semidefinite relaxatiansl Lagrangian duality with application to combinatorigtimiza-
tion,” Rapport de Rechercheo. 3710, INRIA, Jun. 1999.

[8] M.X. Goemans and D.P. Williamson, “Improved approxifoat algorithms for maximum cut and satisfiability problems
using semidefinite programming). ACM vol. 42, no. 6, pp. 1115-1145, Nov. 1995

[9] J. M. W. Rhys, “A selection problem of shared fixed costd aetwork flows,"Management Scivol. 17, no. 3, pp.200-207,
Nov. 1970.

[10] C. Sankaran and A. Ephremides, “Solving a class of aptinmultiuser detection problems with polynomial complhgkit
IEEE Trans. Inform. Theoryol. 44, no. 5, pp. 1958-1961, Sep. 1998.

October 26, 2018 DRAFT



25

[11] I. D. Mercer, “Autocorrelations of random binary sequaes,” Combinatorics, Probability and Computingel. 15, no. 5,
pp. 663-671, Sep. 2006.

[12] M. H. Taghavi and P. H. Siegel, “Adaptive methods forelim programming decodingSubmitted to IEEE Trans. Inform.
Theory Mar. 2007.

October 26, 2018 DRAFT



	Introduction
	Relaxation of the Equalization Problem
	Channel Model
	Maximum-likelihood (ML) Detection
	Problem Relaxation

	Performance Analysis of Uncoded Detection
	LP-Proper Channels: Guaranteed ML Performance
	Sufficiency
	Necessity

	Implications of the WNC
	Error Event Characterization: asymptotically LP-Proper and LP-Improper Channels
	Simulation Results

	Combined Equalization and LDPC Decoding
	Coded Linear Programming Detection
	Coded Message-Passing Detection
	Simulation Results

	Conclusion
	References

