arXiv:0810.0567v1 [cs.IT] 3 Oct 2008

Reed-Solomon Subcodes with Nontrivial Traces:
Distance Properties and Soft-Decision Decoding

Andrew ThangarajMember, IEEE, and Safitha J Raj

~ Abstract—Reed-Solomon (RS) codes over GB™) have tradi-  over the additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel. This
tionally been the most popular non-binary codes in almost al js obtained with the bit-level GMD algorithni][4], which is

practical applications. The distance properties of RS coderesult a version of the GMD algorithm with bit-level erasures and
in excellent performance under hard-decision bounded-disnce . . .
Guruswami-Sudan list decoding.

decoding. However, efficient and implementable soft decouly for k ) . )
high-rate (about 0.9) RS codes over large fields (GF(256), Ba In this work, we provide an approach for improving cod-
continues to remain a subject of research with a promise of ing gain in the high-rate large-field case by exploiting the
further coding gains. In this work, our objective is to propose properties of images and traces of codes. Codes ové2"GF
and investigate2™-ary codes with non-trivial binary trace codes are typically expanded into a binary image (using a basis for

as an alternative to RS codes. We derive bounds on the rate of . .
a 2™-ary code with a non-trivial binary trace code. Then we GF(2™) over GF(2)) before actual use in a physical channel.

construct certain subcodes of RS codes over GE(') that have Hence, the binary image of codes over GF] deserve to
a non-trivial binary trace with distances and rates meetingthe be studied closely. The binary trace code is closely aswatia
derived bounds. The properties of these subcodes are studie with the image, since every image of a codeword ove(X3H
and low-complexity hard-decision and soft-decision decaas are can be shown to be the concatenationiofcodewords from

proposed. The decoders are analyzed, and their performancis . .
compared with that of comparable RS codes. Our results sugge the trace code. However, the algebraic structure and distan

that these subcodes of RS codes could be viable alternativies ~ Properties of the image (and trace, to an extent) have proved

RS codes in applications. to be difficult to characterize over the years. For instance,
Index Terms—Reed-Solomon codes, soft-decision decoding,d?t‘?rm'n'”g_ the basis that_results in an image of highest
trace codes, bounds on codes. minimum distance [[9] continues to be an open problem.

Moreover, the exact practical utility (in terms of dBs of augl
gain) of studying the properties of the trace and image have n
yet been established concretely. One of the basic conifmit
Reed-Solomon (RS) codels| [1] are the most prevalent agfkhis work is to establish a possible utility, in terms ofiay
commonly used codes today with applications ranging frogain, for studying the trace and image.
satellite communications to computer drives. RS codes arespecifically, in this work, we study codes over GPF)
popular, in theory, for their elegant algebraic constatti whose traces over GF(2) are non-trivial codes (not the itjent
In practice, RS codes can be encoded and decoded Wjdtle, for instance) with a minimum distance greater than 1.
manageable complexity and high speed. RS codes contitwe characterize the structure of codes with a non-triviader
to remain objects of active research with most recent istereind demonstrate properties that could be useful in practice
being in list and soft-decision decodirlg [2][3][4]. We derive some bounds on the minimum distance of the code
Efficient soft decoding of RS codes has traditionally beeghd its trace using ideas of generalized Hamming weights

a problem of importance. Early methods for soft decodingQ]. These bounds allow us to study the constraints on the
of RS codes included Chase decoding and Generalized Mifiinimum distance of the original code imposed by a non-

imum Distance (GMD) decoding[5]. Other methods for soffivial trace code.

decoding RS codes includé] [6][7]. Recently, the Koetter- On the practical side, we provide Reed-Solomon-like con-
Vardy algorithm [3], the belief-propagation-based it&@t structions for codes with a non-trivial trace. Basicallyese
algorithm [8] and bit-level GMD algorithm[[4] have beenare subcodes of RS codes whose traces are binary BCH codes.
proposed. Common themes in the above methods include §ljitable non-consecutive zeros are added to the set of zeros
an additional coding gain of less than 1 dB, (2) an increasg a parent RS code to enable the trace to be a BCH code.
in complexity with size of the field, and (3) an increase iNVe show that these codes, which we call Sub-Reed-Solomon
complexity for higher coding gain. As a result, efficienttsof(SRS) codes, meet the minimum distance bounds derived for
decoders are not readily available for high rate (rate 0® agodes with a non-trivial trace. Hence, SRS codes have best
above) RS codes over large fields (GF(256) and larger) irrorgssible distance properties. In addition, our analyssngy

to achieve the~ 2 — 3 dB of possible coding gain. The bestist decoders) shows that a large fraction of errors beyaifl h
coding gain achieved for the (255,239) RS code over GF(256k minimum distance are correctable. Hence, the performan
appears to be about 0.7 dB (at a block error ratel@f®) of SRS codes is comparable to that of a traditional RS code
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trace structure. Since the image oR2&-ary code is a con-

catenation of its binary trace, a soft decoder for the trace
can be efficiently used to process soft input for the image.
Using this idea, we propose simple soft decoders for SRS
codes. Our simulations show that the proposed soft decoders
for high-rate & 0.9) SRS codes over large fields (GF(256))
perform 0.4-0.5 dB better than other soft decoders of tra-
ditional RS codes at the same rate. A coding gain of 0.

0.8 dB is possible over traditional bounded-distance derod
with low-complexity soft decoders, which involve efficiestft
processing followed by traditional bounded-distance dewp

H 0 0 0
0 H 0 0
0 0 0 H’
H/I
7- ;
1"
Hk' —k

Fig. 1. Structure of parity-check matrix for the image.

The complexity of obtaining 0.7 dB of coding gain with a

(255,239) SRS code over GF(256) is lesser than that of t

bit-level GMD algorithm running on the (255,239) RS cod

(r:]gntext of this paper, afn, k) code is said to be nontrivial if

[ < k<n-—1.

Hence, our results suggest that SRS codes could be competent

alternatives to RS codes in certain situations.

The rest of this article is organized as follows. Secfidn
introduces the required notation and definitions for codigls w
a non-trivial trace. The basic structure of codes and thades
is shown in SectionIll, and the bounds on minimum distance
discussed in Sectidn]V. Sectibn V introduces the constract

1 Ill. STRUCTURE

Let C be a linear code of length over GR¢™), and let
B={p1 P2 -+ Bm} be a basis for Gfg™) over GHq). Let
B={3, 35 p,} be the dual basis d8.

Consider a codeword = [c; ¢z - - - ¢,,] € C. The image ot

of SRS codes and derives interesting properties of SRS codgshe vectoflmg(c;) Imp(cz) - - - Img(c,)], where Ing(c;) =
Hard-decision list decoders for SRS codes and their errétr(3,c;) Tr(B4e;) - Tr(B.,c;)]. For convenience, we view
correcting properties are studied in Sectiod VI. Secliofi Vthe image as & x m matrix with thei-th row being Ing(c;).
discusses three different soft-input decoders for SRS sode

Finally, concluding remarks are made in Secfion VIII.

II. NOTATIONS AND BASIC DEFINITIONS

Proposition 1. Each column of an image matrix in g(C)
is a codeword of TiC).
Proof: The j-th column of the image matrix will be

[Tr(c185) Tr(cafB)) - - Tr(ca35)].

See [9] for more details on the definitions and preliminary

results in this section. A finite field GEF™) (¢: power of
prime) is anm-dimensional vector space over Gf. Trace of
an elementv € GF(¢™) is a linear mapping Tr GF(¢™) —
GF(q) defined by Tfa) = Z?:ol a9, The trace of a vector
[a1 az---]is[Tr(ay) Tr(az)---]. If C is a code over Gg™),
the trace ofC, denoted T(C), consists of the traces of all
codewords of’. In general, T(C) is a(n, > k, < d) code over
GF(q). The subfield subcode @f, denoted S&), is defined
asC(GF(q))™. SSC) contains the codewords of th& -ary
code( that are actually over Gf). By Delsarte’s theorem,
we have

(SYC)*t =Tr(CH). 1)

A set of m elements of Gfg™) linearly independent
over GHg) form a basis for this vector space. L& =
{B1 B2 ---Bm} be a basis for Gfg"™) over GHgq). Let
B = {p'y B’y ---p,,} be the dual basis of5 such
that Tre;8;) = d;5. Each elementx € GF¢™) can be
expanded asx = >, a;3;, wherea;, = Tr(afg!). The
image of @« € GF(¢™) with respect toB is the vector
Img(a) = [a1 a2 ---an] over GRq). The image ofC with
respect toB, denoted I (C), consists of the images (with
respect tos) of all codewords ofC. Image of an(n, k, d)
linear code over Gfg™) will be an (nm,km,> d) linear
code over GHy).

For most cases in this paper, we restrict ourselves {@QGF
for ease of description and practicality. Almost all ourules
have straight-forward extensions to gFP). Also, in the

ceC = ficecC.

Hence thej-th column will belong to the trace . ]

The above property establishes the importance and util-

ity of a non-trivial trace of ag¢™-ary code. Basically,

the image is a concatenation of codewords from the trace
code with certain restrictions imposed by the overall code.

As suggested by the concatenation, we letz(a)
[Tr(Bic) Tr(Bhe)---Tr(B.,c)], which is a permuted version
of the image ofc. The image ofC is then defined as
ImB(C) = {lmB(C) CcE C}

The trace code imposes a structure on the party-check

matrix of a¢g™-ary code with a non-trivial trace.

Proposition 2: Let C be an(n, k) code over Gkg™). Let
Tr(C) be an(n, k’) code over GRg) with an — k' x n parity-
check matrixH’. Then there exists a — k x n parity-check
matrix H for C of the form

|

Proof: Since the rows offi’ belong to T¢C)*, by Del-
sarte’s theorem[{1), the rows &f’ belong to S&*) C C*.
Since H' is a full-rank matrix over GR) (and hence over
GF(¢™)), the result follows. [ |
The matrix H” will, in general, have entries from G&™).
Starting from the parity-check matrix of Propositidn 2, vanc
obtain a parity-check matrix for 1g(C) with the form shown
in Fig.[. In the matrix of Fig[L,

H/
HI/



Imz(B;hY) be the submatrix off formed by the columns indexed by

g Imss(5:hy) l<i<m x(D). The matrixH,, which is a parity-check matrix faD,
i : T has rank-p = |x(D)| — (k' — k + 1). By row operations{/,
Ims(B:hy,_ ) can be reduced to the form
. I, P}
whereh’/, 1 < j < k' — k denotes thej-th row of H”. It is [ 0 OD} ;

clear that a nontrivial trace code imposes a useful straatar . . _ . _
the parity-check matrix of the image. In this work, we explowherel,, is therp x rp identity matrix, Pp is arp x (k' —

this structure for efficient soft decoding. k + 1) matrix, andO represents all-zero matrices of suitable
size. Therefore, by row operationd, can be reduced to the
IV. MINIMUM DISTANCE BOUNDS form 1 pr
L . - T D
We begin with a well-known basic result on the minimum OD 0|,
distances of a code, its image and subfield subcode. 0 P}

Proposition 3: If d, dss andd; are the minimum distances

of ¢, SYC) and Ims(C), respectively, we havé < d; < d... where P} is a (k' — k) x (k' — k + 1) matrix with entries

from GF¢™). Consider ak’ — k + 1)-length vectorv over
GF(¢™) such thatP};v? = 0. From the form ofH above,
it is clear that there exists a lengthy vector u such that
Hpluv]?T = 0. Hence, the vector witfu v] in the positions
x(D) and zeroes for the remaining positions is a codeword of
[e:Tr(B187) ciTr(BiBs) -+ eiTr(B1B,)] = [¢i0---0]. C with weight less than or equal t§ (D)| = dg—+1(Tr(C)).

[ |
For a(n, k) codeC with a parity-check matrix, another

Proof: Clearly, d; > d. Supposec = [¢1 ¢3 ---¢y] €
SY(C) C C is a minimum weight codeword of $8). Since
¢i € GF(q), image of¢; 3 is

Hence, weight of the image ¢f,c € C is equal to the weight

of ¢, and the result follows. . quantity closely related to generalized Hamming weights is
the following, which is called equivocation with erasures
A. Generalized Hamming weight bound (0 < s < n) following [10]:
The standard Singleton bound states thiat n — k + 1 AL(C) = rank( H;), @)

= min
for a (n, k,d) codeC over GRq™). If we further require that I1C{1,2,- ;n},|I|=s

the trace T(C) is a (n,k’,d’) code, withk" > k, d’" < d, whereH; denotes the submatrix df formed by the columns
the additional structure in the parity-check matrix resift a indexed byI. A careful reworking of Corollary A (Appendix)

stronger bound on. in [10] shows thatA,(C) = A, 0 < A < n — k for which
The notion of generalized Hamming weights (GHWSs), in- N n
troduced in[[10], is used in the bound. LBtbe a subcode of n—=dnt-a41(C7) <s<n—dpp-a(C7)  (3)
a lengthn binary codeC. The support ofD, denotedy(D), holds. Hence, the equivocations of a c@dean be computed
is defined as using the generalized Hamming weights of the dual cOde

D)y={i:1<i<n,3 coecpl € D e # 0} . .
X(D)=fizl<isn e e cn] € ¢ 7 0} Proposition 5: Suppose thatC is a (n,k,d) code over

The sety (D) is the set of positions where not all codewords iGF(¢™) with Tr(C) being a(n,k’,d’) code over Ghy). Let

D are zero. The-th Hamming weight ofC', denoted?,(C'), [ = |17| be a parity-check matrix fof such thatH’ is a

is defined as parity-check matrix for T(C). Then,
d,-(C) = min{|x(D)| : D is a(n,r) subcode ofC'}. d>d" + Ag(Tr(C)),
In words, ther-th Hamming weight ofC' is the minimum \hered” is the minimum distance of théw,n — (K — k))
support of ar-dimensional subcode df' ~ code over GFg™) with parity-check matrix”.
Proposition 4: L?tc be a(ln,k,d) code over Gfg™) with Proof: Supposec € C is a weightd codeword with
Tr(C) being a(n, k') code ¢’ > k). Then, nonzero positions C {1,2,---,n}, |I| = d. Let Hy = | &%
I
d < dpr—1+1(Tr(C)) be then — k x d submatrix of H with columns indexed by.

By definition of Ay4(Tr(C)), we have that ranld;) >
A4(Tr(C)). By arguments similar to the proof of Proposition
o [, we see that row operations will resultx;(Tr(C)) columns
H= [H”] of H” becoming zero, and” < d — Ay(Tr(C)). [ |
Since H” has entries from Gf™), we could meet the
be a parity-check matrix fo€ as per Proposition]2. LeD Singleton bound and hav® = &’ —k+ 1 for several range of
be a(k’ — k + 1)-dimensional subcode of {¢) with support parameters. Assuming that the Singleton bound is met for the
Xx(D) such thatix(D)| = dp—,+1(Tr(C)). Let code with parity-check matri¥/”’, combining Propositionis] 4
17 and[®, we get
o= )

H K =k 4+ 14 Ag(Tr(C)) < d < dp 1 (Tr(C)).

Proof: Let



Hence, the generalized Hamming weights ofClrand T(C)+
play a significant role in upper and lower bounding th
minimum distance of a code with a non-trivial trace.

B. Sphere packing bound

For the sphere packing bound, we restrict ourselves to tiPes over GE2™)

binary case and set= 2 for simplicity. As before, the image
of a vectorv = [v1 v2---v,] € GH2™)" is represented as
an x m binary matrix Imz(v) whosei-th row is Imz(v;)
[vi1 Viz - - - Vim], vi; € GF(2). The j-th column of Imz(v) is
denotedy;.

LetC be a(n, k,d) code over GR2™) with ¢ = [ 41
d’ be the minimum distance of @) with ¢/ = |45
sphere around a codewoede C is the following:

S(c)={v:dy(v,c) <t} U {v:du(v;,¢;) <t'}. (4)

1<j<m

|. Let
|. The

As in standard sphere packing bounds, the sphere includes
vectors in GF2™)™ that are within a Hamming distance of
t from the codewordc. In addition, vectors whose images

contain columns that are within a Hamming distancé &fom
the corresponding column of the image ©fare included in
the sphere.

Let S1 = {v:du(v,c) <t} and Sy = {v : du(7;,¢;) <
(1 <j <m)}. We see thatS:| = >;_, (7)(2™ — 1) and

52 = (S0l (1) Fort > mt', 5118 = [,

exists whenever

e d—2 . .
ERREDY ( Z. 1) (27— 1),

The RHS above is an upper bound on the numbedmnof k)-
that cannot be chosen as theéh column
of a parity-check matrix for gn, k,d) code. Thei-th term
in the RHS is the number of linear combinations:iadf the
already-chosen — 1 columns.

When the(n, k, d) code has dn, k', d") trace, the form of
the parity-check matrix results in a different upper boumnd o
the tuples to be avoided in theth column. In this case, the
parity-check matrix has the forl = [I’}—} whereH' is a
n — k' x n binary matrix andd"” is ak” — k x n matrix over
GF(2™). Let us suppose that — 1 columns of H have been
constructed and we attempt to add thh column. ForH’,
the constraint to maintain a distandeis the following:

d -2 n—1
= ( ‘ )

Suppose the-th column of H', denoted:/,,, has been chosen
satisfying the above constraint. The numberdf— k)-tuples
over GH2™) to be avoided in the:-th column of H” can
be bounded as follows. Consider a detC {1,2,--- ,n},

|[I| =i. LetH; = {g—ﬁ,} be the submatrix off with columns

indexed byI. For1 glz' < d'—2, no linear combination of the

(6)

Fort < mt', some additional combinatorics is involved ingumns of 7’ can result iny’ by (@). Ford' —1<i < d—2
n . — — ’

the computation ofS; N.Ss|. Letv;, 1 < i < m, be uniformly
and independently chosem-bit vectors of weight at most
t’. Let the random variabl&; = wt(v; OR vy OR ---v;),
where wt denotes Hamming weight and OR denotes bitwi
binary OR. The probability mass function (PMF) &f can be
iteratively found starting withX; and ending inX,,. Finally,

|Sl n Sgl = |SQ|PI'{Xm < t}.
In either case, we letS; N Sa| = A\ (t,t')]S2|, where
Anm (t, ) = 1 for t > mt’ and A\, (¢, t') = PH{X,, < t}

otherwise. HencelS(c)| = (1 — A\ (t,t))]S2] + |S1], and
the sphere-packing bound becomes

() £

. (5)
Asymptotically, (Zfzo (7)) tends to 2nmH:(t'/n)  and
S (1) (2™ — 1) tends to2nm (/1) where H,y(z) =
rlog,(q — 1) —zlog, z — (1 — x)log, (1 — x) is the entropy
function. If Hy(t'/n) > Ham (t/n), the first term dominates

¢

2R > (1= A (£,8) | D

=0

I
since the column rank off; is at least?’ — 1, a maximum of

(2 —1)i= (=1 Jinear combinations can result iri,,. Hence,
an n-th column can be added fdi”’, whenever

se do
(2m)k/—k2 Z <

i=d' —1

n—1

)(2m _ 1)i—(d/—1)' 7)

m
Combining [¥) and [{6), we get

d'—2

n—k+(d —1)logym (2™ —1) > log, Z( > +

i=0
loggm < ) - (8

An asymptotic version (large:, n) of the above bound, with
R = E/n, is the following:
(5 (%)

n—1
)
d—2

> <”;L1) (2" — 1)

i=d' —1

!

d d
1-R+— > Hom
n

)<

)

D. lllustration of bounds

the bound, else the second term is dominant. Note that

Anm (t,t') = 1 whent > mt’ and the first term becomes
zero.

n
The GHW bound is difficult to compute in the general case,
since strong bounds for generalized Hamming weights do not
exist when the dimension grows with blocklength. In facg th
Singleton bound is seen to be tight in this cdsé [11].

C. Bxistential bounds For our purposes in this work, we compute the bounds
Bounds analogous to the Gilbert-Varshamov (GV) bountdiscussed in this section for the case when #{1)= 255,

can be obtained for codes with a non-trivial trace. The tra: = 3, k' = 247 and (2)n = 255, d' = 4, k' = 246

ditional GV bound states that @, k,d) code over GR2™) over GF(256). For this case, the corresponding trace codes



are the (1)(255,247,3) binary Hamming code and the (2)
(255,246,4) even-weight subcode of the Hamming code. Fo

= = - Hamming
X Singleton

the Hamming code, generalized Hamming weights have bet 09 7553 I
found exactly in[[10]. LeC be the(n = 2™ —1,2m—m—1, 3) o8 \

Hamming code. The generalized Hamming weight&oare ot

given by the following ordered set: od

Rate = k/n
o
o

{d(C):1<r<2™—m—1}=
{1,2,--- ,n}\{2": 0 <i<m}. (10)

If C' is the even-weight subcode 6f, the dual ofC” is the
punctured Reed-Muller code. Hence,

{d(C"):1<r<2™ —m—2} =
{2, I\ {1+2:0<i<m}

I I I I I I I L I
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
Relative Distance = d/n

The bounds for the above two cases are shown in Fig. (@) d =
2. These bounds hold for any code over GF(256) witt
n = 255 and a binary trace of minimum distancé = 3 N N T
andd’ = 4. The marks 'x’ represent the standard Singletor o Xgs =
boundd < n — k + 1 without considering trace. The circle og- S

marks with legend 'SRS’ represent points that are achieyed t
certain Subcodes of Reed-Solomon (SRS) codes that will |
constructed in the later sections of this article. We setttiea
generalized Hamming weight bound is close to the standa
Singleton bound. Hence, codes that achieve the generaliz odf
Hamming weight bound could be called 'trace-MDS’. The
existential lower bound and the sphere-packing upper bout
are shown as dotted lines in the figure.

From Fig[2, we see that the trace code does not significant
affect the rate when the minimum distance of the cafjeig T I e T T |
reasonably larger than the minimum distance of the trate ( e R
As can be expected, the upper and lower bounds are not very
tight. This is because of the loose bounds on the combirshtori
quantities in the derivation of the bound. These boundsccodilig. 2. lllustration of bounds for = 255, m = 8.
be improved in future work.

The points corresponding to SRS codes shown in[Hig. 2 are
seen to correspond to optimal codes over GF(256) with a tragRere C; denotes the cyclotomic coset 6fmodulon under

Rate = k/n
o
@

() d =4

code of minimum distance 3 and 4. multiplication by 2 andz’ € Z,,. In the simplest examples,
we chooser = 2’ = 1 and denot&;4 (¢, ¢') as simplyC(¢,t').
V. SuB REED-SOLOMON CODES In some cases, we pick=0 andz’ = 1.

In this section, we discuss the construction and basiCExample 1: Let o be a primitive element of GF(256).
properties of sub Reed-Solomon (SRS) codes with a nonitrivia

trace. We restrict ourselves to images of (BF) over GF(2) )
for simplicity. The construction easily extends to the gahe (255, 239, 17) RS code C(8)) with zeros
case. We will see that the SRS codes are trace-MDS in some {1,2,---,16,32,64,128}. C(8,1) is a (255, 236,

cases, where the GHW bound can be evaluated. > 17) COd?'
2) C(8,2) is the subcode of the 8-error-

correcting (255, 239, 17) RS code with zeros
{1,2,---,16,24,32,48,64,96,128,129,192}. C(8,2)

1) C(8,1) is the subcode of the 8-error-correcting

A. Construction

Let o be a primitive element of GB™). Let C.(t) denote is a (255, 231> 17) code.
the (n,n — 2t,2t + 1) t-error correcting Reed-Solomon (RS) 3) C(6,1) is the subcode of the 6-error-
code of lengthn = 2™ — 1 with zero set beZ,; = {2,z + correcting (255, 243, 13) RS code with zeros
1,-- o z1—|-2t—1} mod n. The generator polynomial @, (t) {1,2,---,12,16,32,64,128}. C(6,1) is a (255,
is [[;2, (z+a*t"). Typically, we letz =0 or z = 1. 239,> 13) code.

A SRS codeC.. (t,t") (for ' < 1) is a subcode ot.(t) 4) Co1(6,1) is the subcode of the 6-error-
with zero setZ,, U Zy.,, Where Zy., is the zero set of a correcting  (255,243,13) RS code with zeros
t’-error-correcting binary BCH code i.e. {0,1,2,---,11,16,32,64,128}.  Co1(6,1) is a

Zyen = Cor UC 1 U---UClpop_1, (255,239, > 13) code.



B. Properties based on simplifying power sums by Newton’s identities.
The following properties can be proved for the SRS coddoWever, utilizing the structure of the image in a list deeod
C...(t,t') of lengthn = 2™ — 1 over GR2™). is beqeﬂual as described below. Using the intuition gamed

Proposition 6: The trace ofC...(t,t) is the binary cyclic from list decoders, we propose several soft decoders in late

code with zero se;.;, UZ’,, whereZ', C Z,, is the largest SECtoNSs. N _
possible union of cyclotomic cosets containedZn,. Though an SRS code has a lesser minimum distance than

Proof: This follows from Delsarte's theorerfil(1) arid [gyan equal-rate RS cod_e in many cases of_ int_e_rest, simple list
Chap 7 (Problem 33)] - decoders can be de5|gn_egl to cor_rect a 5|gn|f|qant fra_\ctlon of
fEors above half the minimum distance. In this section, we
introduce and study list decoders for SRS codes, primasily a
a means for studying the error-correcting capability of SRS
odes.

Thus, by Propositiof]1, we see that when a codeword of t
binary image ofC. .. (¢, t') is written down as & x m matrix,
each column will belong to th&-error-correcting binary BCH
code. Whenz = 1, the trace will be equal to the BCH code®
in most practically relevant cases. However, whes 0, the 5 | ig decoders

trace will be the even-weight subcode of therror-correcting Consider the SRS codé(t, ) over GR2™). As seen

BCH code. . : ,
We now state a simple result about the subfield subcodebo%_fore’ every codeword of th_e bl_nary imagedit, t') can b_e
written down as a x m matrix with each column belonging

C_ZZ (t,t"). This result is useful in finding the exact minimum | the #'-error-correcting binary BCH code.
distance of SRS codes. The proposed list decoder works as follows. The input to
Proposition 7: The subfield subcode of the SRS coan prop ‘ P

C../(t,t") is the binary cyclic code of length with zero set © decodgr 'S the > m matrix i of received bits. Letk, .
U C.If » — o/ — 1 the subfield subcode is thedenote the-th column of R. The first block of the decoder is
S€ZyrsUZyen 5" - o

X . a bounded-distance decoder for tfeerror correcting binary
t-error correcting BCH code with zerqg, ,,, Cs. BCH code of lengtl. The BCH decoder runs on each column

N al:]r(;(z:‘;r'rl']h;se f(:jlcl)(;ms/isdfer:)mgizggag;g(lp;;)ilg(l 22]:) R;,1 <i < m. The output of theé-th BCH decoder is denoted
bie, o ! R.. In case of decoder failure?, = R,. Let R denote the

over GF(256). The trace of the code is the length-255 bin . , . = .
. . i 77 X m matrix whosei-th column is R,. The next step in
Hamming code. The subfield subcode is the 6-error-cormgcti L g .
e decoding is performed by a bank bft-error-correcting

length-255 binary BCH code with exact minimum distance lb . )

. ounded-distance RS decoders. THh decoder ([ <i < L
[12). Hence,C(6,1) is a (255, 239, 13) code over GF(256)is parametrized by a sét, which is a subset of1 g_ —m}).
The (255,239: 13) codeCpu(6,1) over GF(256) has trace ) input to thei-th RS decoder is & x m matrix whose
equal to the even-weight subcode of the length-255 binary,[h column isi. if i € S or R. if i ¢S (1<j<m)
Hamming code. Note that the minimum distance of the traczr%e matrix is ggnveﬁted t(; a ><_31 vejctor c;ver 6!(22"7) for'

of Cp1(6,1) is 4. ecoding by the-th RS decoder.
Tablell summarizes thg parame_ters for some SRS codes t% ote t?]atythe seb; specifies the columns that are decoded
could hgve possible app_hcatlons n pr.acpce. by thet’-error-correcting binary BCH decoder before input to
The f|rst four codes n .TabIE | (with” = 1) meet the the i* RS decoder. Different RS decoders in the second step
generalized Hamming weight bound and are MDS undSFe parametrized by differer;. The output from thel. RS

tr,]e trace constraint. In general, for = 255, m = 8§, decoders forms the list of possible codewords. The maximum
d = 3 andd = 2t + 1, the zero set works out to beIist size is seen to be™

Z = {1,2,4,8,16,32,64,128} U {1,2,3,---,2t}. Hence,
|Z| = 8+2t—([logy(2t)]+1 andd = n—k+[logy(d—1)| 6. B. Analysis of the list decoder

| > 08 n
Similarly, for &’ = 4, we getd =n — k + [log,(d —2)] = 6. \ye devise a counting algorithm to calculate the fraction of

Therefore, the SRS codes have minimum distances close to\R'/’b‘?ghtqu errors correctable b§(t, ') using the proposed list
Singleton bound, particularly asincreases. For bot = 3 decoder with list size set &". For w < t, the fraction is 1.
andd’ = 4, these codes can be easily shown to meet the GHW.e calculation is done fow < -

bound. . , Let P,,(w) denote the set of partitions af into not more
When the additional trace structure of SRS codes is usggd, ,, parts. Letp be the partition given by = w +

in the decoding, SRS codes turn out to be good competitgfs 4o+ w wherew; > wy > --- > w;. The numbers

to RS co.des offering good trade-offs between coding gain and w,. ..., w, denote the number of bit errors affectihgut
complexity. of them columns of ther x m codeword matrix. Equivalently,
we can think ofw,ws, ..., w; as the weights of out of the
VI. LI1ST DECODERS ANDERROR-CORRECTING m columns of then x m binary error matrixe.
PROPERTIES For a given partitionp = w; + wa + --- + w; of w, an

Since the minimum distance of the SRS cade, ) of ensemble of error patteriggp) exists with the column weight
length n = 2™ — 1 symbols over GR(™) is 2t + 1 in distribution{wy, ws, ..., w;}. The size of the sef(p) is seen
most cases, algebraic bounded distance decoding does tAgee

l
appear to be promising. Also, algebraically the trace dpera E(p)| = & <m) H <” )7
is difficult to handle in a Berlekemp-Massey-like decoder nilng!---n,! b}



C.61) | (k) |n—k+t1] d | d Zoon U Zrs

Cor(6,1) | (255,239) 17 13| 4 {1,2,4,8,16,32,64, 128} U {0, 1,2, -, 11}
Co1(8,1) | (255,235) 21 17 | 4 {1,2,4,8,16,32,64,128} U{0,1,2,--- , 15}
C11(16,1) | (255,221) 35 33| 3 {1,2,4,8,16,32,64,128} U {1,2,3, - , 32}
Co1(17,1) | (255,219) 37 35| 4 {1,2,4,8,16,32, 64, 128} U{0,1,2, - 33}
C11(8,2) | (255,231) 25 17| 5 | {1,2, - ,64,128,3,6,12, -~ ,192,120} U{1,2, -, 16}
C11(16,2) | (255,217) 39 33| 5 | {1,2,---,64,128,3,6,12,--- ,192,120} U {1,2, - , 32}

TABLE |

PARAMETERS OFSRSCODES WITHn = 255 OVER GF(256)

wherer is the number of distinct weights in the set of weighttotal number of nonzero rows of after thei-th step. For
{wy,ws,...,w;}, and n; is the number of times theé-th instance,Y; denotes the number of nonzero rows iofafter
distinct weight occurs in the set of weights. For instantcthg the first step, which will bev, with probability 1. Y2 denotes
set of weights is{4,3,3,1,1}, thenr = 3, n; = 1, no = 2, the number of nonzero rows after the second siéptakes

andns = 2. values fromw, to (w; 4+ w9) with different probabilities. The
Thus, the fraction of correctable errors for weight probability mass function (PMF) df; can be determined from
denotedf,, is given by the PMF ofY; and the valuev,. Similarly, we can find the
PMFs of all the random variablég, to Y}, starting from the
fu = 22 Pe(p) € (D) PMF of Y; and the valuesu,, wo, . .., ws. Finally,

)
whereP.(p) is the probability that an error vector with column
weight distributionp is correctable.

P.(p) = Prob{Y;, < t}.

Fig.[d shows a comparison of the 8-error-correcting (255,

To determineP.(p), the partitions inP,,, (w) are modified by gsl;gs 17)dRS gofeC((S)) Oélirz%';(zﬁ_? alr_ldt t;e (2d55’ 239, .13)
deleting the parts that are lesser thato account for the BCH code &(6, 1)) over GF(256). The list decoder was sim-

decoder. Since the list size 2", there exists an RS decoder
parametrized by the set of columns corresponding to the part
in p of weight less thar’. For example, let’ = 1 andw = 9. oL DIwith R

Let p be the partition given b9 = 4+ 3+ 1+1; p is modified g T *
asp given byp = 4 4+ 3. Hence, a suitable RS decoder will
see an error matrix with column weight distributign Each
partition in P,,,(w) is modified in a similar way to form a set
P,,(w). Let p be given byp = w; + wz + - - - + wy,. The sum
W = wi +ws + - -+ + wy need not be equal tw; it is less
than or equal tav. Based on the modified partitigh we have
four different cases. | D93

Fraction of Error Correctability for SRS(255,239,13) code
¥ ¥ T T T T

05 D1 with D37
as input

Fraction of Correctability

1) If pis empty, it implies that all elements in the partitipn 0 T S
were< ¢'. A suitable RS decoder will output the correct P Navemarmeerow
codeword, andP.(p) = 1.

2) If w < t, then whatever way errors are distributed along
different columns, the total number of rows affected o

10 T T T T

cannot exceed. A suitable RS decoder will output the T Tt anaiyas SR (255.239.13
correct codeword, anﬂ’c(p) =1. ) —#— List Simulation SRS(255,239,13)

3) If wy; >t > t/, then more tham rows will be in error for o ]
all RS decoders. By the bounded-distance property, we
assume that such error patterns can never be correctec
and P.(p) = 0.

4) If p does not fall into any of the above three categories,
the error pattern may or may not be correctable depend-
ing on how the errors are distributed along the columns.
For this case, a more detailed analysis is necessary. In % |
this case0 < P.(p) < 1.

For Case 4 above, the computation Bf(p) is done as 10 ‘ e a5 5 75 5 85 o
follows. An error matrixE € £(p) for p = wy +ws + -+ + Eb/No n B
wy, 1S modeled by a discrete random process that invokves
steps. The-th step corresponds to the random placement of
w; ones in one of then columns. Let{Y;,Y>5,...,Y,} be a Fig. 3. Comparison of(6, 1) andC(8) over GF(256).
sequence of discrete random variables, whérelenotes the

(a) DL: list decoder of sizel,

107 ¢

107 ¢

Probability of Block Error

(b) Block-error rate plot



ulated over an AWGN channel with hard-decision decoding 2) d’ = 4: In this case, we can detect double errors. If the

to verify the analysis. We see that the analysis matches with
the simulated list decoder in the block-error rate plot, drel
SRS code is competitive with the RS code of same rate down
to a block-error rate o010,

Notice that the list decoder D256 (see Hig. 3(a)) corrects
a significant fraction of weight-7, 8 and 9 errors though the
minimum distance of the code is 13. It is interesting to note
that D1 fails to correct some weight-6 errors because of
errors in the Hamming decoders in the first step of decoding.
An important factor in successful decoding is the choice of
suitable columns of the received vector that need to be detod
by a Hamming decoder. We propose to use soft information
from the channel for making suitable decisions in the first
stage and develop practical decoders for SRS codes.

syndrome for the-th column is non-zero and indicates

a double error, no error locations are confirmed. If the
syndrome indicates an error in locatierand |R. ;| <

A, the location is confirmed to be in error. The threshold
A is chosen to satisfy

(”)p3(1 _p)n—BQ (1;A —-Q (%))
3 1-Q(z)
which equates the (approximate) probabilities of single

errors resulting in no confirmation to triple errors result-
ing in erroneous confirmation.

Hard decisions are made oR, and the confirmed error
VII. SOFTINPUT DECODERS locations are flipped. The output is a singlex m binary
Because of the special structure of SRS codes, sevef@itrix. Note that several other similar suboptimal firsgss
suboptimal soft decoders of varying complexity are possibhyith varying complexity can be designed.
We propose three types of soft-input decoders of increasingrhe second stage involves onerror-correcting bounded-
complexity. The codes:(6,1) andCo1(6,1) are compared distance RS decoder working on the output of the first stage.
with C(8) over GF(256) in our simulations. Soft decoders forhe performance of the soft-guided decoder is shown inig. 4
other codes yield similar gains. We see that the performance of a simple soft-guided decoder
We assume BPSK modulation (+ +1,1 — —1) over an for the SRS code is comparable to that of the hard-decision
AWGN channel with variance?. The standard function, decoder for the MDS RS code at the same rate. Notice that
defined as)(x) 2 duz, is used in describing the the codeCy, (6,1) performs marginally better thaf(6,1)
decoder. because of the identification of double errors.
For a SRS codé(t, ') of lengthn = 2™ —1 over GR2™),
the received informatio is an x m real-valued matrix and § ‘ ‘ ‘
let ; ; denotes the value in theth row andj-th column of R. SSa. o oD Rs@ss 23917
The proposed soft-input decoders work in two stages. The firs X —_x_ Soft-guided Cy,(6.1)
stage decodes the columns Bfaccording to the trace code. \
We restrict ourselves td’ = 3 (Hamming code) and’ = 4
(even-weight subcode of Hamming code) for simplicity. The
second stage decodes the output of the first stage accoading 1
the t-error-correcting RS code over GF*).

= 7o Je €

Probability of Block Error
=
o

A. Soft-guided decoders

We begin with a low-complexity soft-input decoder, which
we call a soft-guided decoder. In the first stage of a softiei
decoder for SRS codes, hard-decision syndromes for the trac 10
code (Hamming or its even-weight subcode) are computed for
each of them columns of R. Depending on the trace code,
the following possibilities occur: Fig. 4. Performance of soft-guided decoder.
1) d' = 3: If the syndrome for the-th column is non-
zero and indicates an error in locatienand |R. ;| <
A, the location is confirmed to be in error; otherwiseg Hybrid decoders

the location is assumed to be error-free. The threshold, i _ i ) )
denotedA, is heuristically chosen to satisfy In hybrid soft-input decoders, the flrs_t _stag_e is an optlmal
soft decoder for the trace code. An efficient implementation
n L Q(HR) for bitwise-MAP decoders for Hamming codes and their even-
<1>p(1 =) QL) — weight subcodes can be found in [13][14]. The complexity
7 0 (=2 _ (2 of these decoders i©(nlogn), wheren is the blocklength.
(n)p2(1 —p)2 (- . () . These decoders are implementable in hardware through trans
2 1-Q (E) formations such as the Walsh-Hadamard transform. We skip
which equates the (approximate) probabilities of singkhe details of the implementation.
errors resulting in no confirmation to double errors In the first stage, an efficient MAP decoder is run on each
resulting in erroneous confirmation. column of R to obtain log-likelihood ratios (LLRs) for each

5 55 6 6.5 7 75
Eb/No in dB




bit conditioned on the received values in the correspondingThe performance of soft decoders is depicted in Eig. 6.
column (for a bit in the-th column, the received values i, We see that gains of about 0.8-0.9 dB over comparable hard-

are used).
After the first stage, hard decisions are made on the LLRs
to obtain a singlen x m binary matrix. The second stage is 1°°< =F< .. P Ty
a t-error-correcting bounded-distance RS decoder. We readil \\\ o SOl Re(eS.229.17), mmaxeq
see that the complexity of the first stage in hybrid decoders i 107} —w— Soft Cy, (6,1), mmax=8
higher than that of soft-guided decoders. 5
The performance of hybrid decoders is shown in Elg. 5. We & | .
see that the hybrid decoders provide a coding gain of more g“’ i \\
than 0.6 dB over hard-decision decoders of MDS RS codes a g N
the same rate. We also notice that additional gain is obdaine =7 R
by usingCo:(6,1) with @’ = 4. The gain is about 0.7 dB at a 2 R
block error rate ofl0—3. ol N
' r BDD RS(255,239.17 10° ‘ ‘ ‘ :
¢ : Eiﬁﬂﬁ ES’(QD 5 55 6 CoNain dBe.s 7 75
107
5 Fig. 6. Performance of soft decoder.
%J 107k
2 decoded RS codes are possible with soft decoders. Gains of
gmﬂi about 0.4-0.5 dB are obtained over KV soft decoding of RS
g codes of same rate. The parameter ‘mmax’ (from [3]) indiEate
& the complexity of the second stage.
0 The complexity of the proposed soft decoder is roughly
comparable to that of the bit-level GMD decoder, provided
10° ‘ ‘ ‘ \ the iterations of the KV soft decoder (in bit-level GMD) are
5 55 6 6.5 7 75 . . . .
EbiNo in dB carefully optimized. The gain of the proposed soft decoder i
marginally better than bit-level GMD.
Fig. 5. Performance of hybrid decoder. In summary, for the cod€:(6,1), we observe that soft-

guided decoders appear to be similar in performance to MDS

When compared to the bit-level GMD algorithml [4], theRS codes at the same rate. We see gains of about 0.7 dB over
hybrid decoder appears to be simpler in complexity. Theard-decision RS decoders with limited complexity hybrid
soft processing in bit-level GMD involves sorting, whichdecoders. For more complex soft decoders, we observe gains
is comparable to the complexity of evaluating the Walshof 0.4-0.5 dB over soft KV decoders.

Hadamard transform. However, the hybrid decoder uses the

traditional Berlekemp-Massey bounded-distance decodigr o

once, while the bit-level GMD employs the Koetter-Vardy VIIl. CONCLUSION
(KV) soft-input decoder for RS codes iteratively.

A weakness of the hybrid decoder is that bounds for very In this work, we proposed and studied a new approach for
low block error rates are difficult to prove, unlike the tBt#l obtaining higher coding gains in situations where tradiio
GMD. The error-correcting capability of SRS codes unddteed-Solomon codes have been used so far - namely, rate
hard-decision list decoding, as depicted in Hi§. 3, seemsdbout 0.9 over GF(256). The approach suggests the use of
suggest that the performance of hybrid decoders should@xta suitably chosen subcode of Reed-Solomon codes. This

to lower block error rates as well. subcode is characterized by the property that its trace code
has a minimum distance larger than 1. Using the properties of
C. Soft decoders the trace and image, we showed that additional coding gain

We call the most complex among the proposed soft-inpe@n be obtained by efficiently processing soft values. Gains
decoders as simply soft decoders. In the first stage, weout 0.7-0.8 dB are possible over bounded-distance dexode
employ efficient implementations of the optimal bitwise MAPOf traditional RS codes with low complexity soft decoderstsu
decoders for the trace (similar to hybrid decoders). In th&s the proposed hybrid decoder. When compared to other soft
second stage, the Koetter-Vardy (KV) soft-input decoder félecoders for RS codes in the literature, a gain of 0.4-0.5 dB
RS codes presented [ [3]]15] is employed. The LLRs obtainéipossible with the proposed soft decoder for SRS codes.
after the first stage are converted to suitable inputs to tfie K This work demonstrates the practical utility of studying th
decoder using the methods suggested[in [15]. We skip theoperties of trace and image of codes over non-binary fields
details of the implementation, since we closely follow ttleds Several avenues are possible for extending this study bot f
in [15] in our simulations. a theoretical and practical viewpoint.
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