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LP Decoding meets LP Decoding:
A Connection between Channel Coding and Compressed Sensing

Alexandros G. Dimakis and Pascal O. Vontobel

Abstract— This is a tale of two linear programming decoders, question [1, Section VI.A]:“...In summary, there does not
namely channel coding linear programming decoding (CC- seem to be any explicit known connection with this line of

LPD) and compressed sensing linear programming decoding ; :
(CS-LPD). So far, they have evolved quite independently. Té }’fv?rr]igreblijst gnv(\a/?uld perhaps be of future interest to explore

aim of the present paper is to show that there is a tight . .
connection between, on the one hand, CS-LPD based on a zero-  In this paper we present such a connection betwegn
one measurement matrix over the reals and, on the other hand, LPD and CC-LPD. The general form of our results is that

CC-LPD of the binary linear code that is obtained by viewing if a given binary parity-check matrix is “good” fa€C-LPD
this measurement matrix as a binary parity-check matrix. This then the same matrix (considered over the reals) is a “good”
connection allows one to translate performance guarantedsom ¢ trix fo&S-LPD. Th ti fan it
one setup to the other. measurement matrix - - The notion of a “goo
parity-check matrix depends on which channel we use (and
. INTRODUCTION a corresponding channel-dependent quantity called pseudo

Recently there has been substantial interest in the thedﬂﬁ'ght)-
of recovering sparse approximations of signals that satisf » Based on results for the binary symmetric channel
linear measurements. Compressed (or compressive) sensing (BSC), we show that if a parity-check matrix can correct
research (see, e.g., [1], [2]) has developed conditions for —anyk bit-flipping errors unde€C-LPD, then the same
measurement matrices under which (approximately) sparse Mmatrix taken as a measurement matrix over the reals
signals can be recovered by solving a linear programming ~can be used to recover altsparse error signals under
relaxation of the original NP-hard combinatorial problem.  CS-LPD.

Interestingly, in one of the first papers in this area (cf),[1] + Based on results for binary-input output-symmetric
Candes and Tao presented a setup they called “decoding by channels with bounded log-likelihood ratios, we can
linear programming,” henceforth calle@S-LPD, where the extend the previous result to show that performance
sparse signal corresponds to real-valued noise that isladde guarantees fo€C-LPD for such channels can be trans-
a real-valued signal that is to be recovered in a hypotHetica lated into robust sparse-recovery guarantees it &
communication problem. sense (see, e.g., [9]) f@S-LPD.

At about the same time, in an independent line of research,s Performance guarantees f@C-LPD for the binary-
Feldman, Wainwright, and Karger considered the problem of  input AWGNC (additive white Gaussian noise channel)
decoding a binary linear code that is used for data commu- can be translated into robust sparse-recovery guarantees
nication over a binary-input memoryless channel, a problem in the £>/¢; sense foICS-LPD
that is also NP-hard in general. In [3], [4], they formulated  Max-fractional weight performance guarantees@@-
this channel coding problem as an integer linear program, LPD can be translated into robust sparse-recovery guar-
along with presenting a linear programming relaxation for ~ antees in theé /¢, sense foICS-LPD.
it, henceforth calledCC-LPD. Several theoretical results « Performance guarantees f6C-LPD for the BEC (bi-

were subsequently proven about the efficiency\Caf-LPD, nary erasure channel) can be translated into performance

in particular for low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes  guarantees for the compressed sensing setup where the

(e.g. [5], [6], [7], [8)]). support of the error signal is known and the decoder
As we will see in the subsequent sectior®S-LPD tries to recover the sparse signal (i.e., tries to solve the

and CC-LPD (and the setups they are derived from) are linear equations) by back-substitution only.

formally very similar, however, it is rather unclear if thereAll our results are also valid in a stronger, point-wise gens

is a connection beyond this formal relationship. In facFor example, for the BSC, if a parity-check matrix can

Candes and Tao in their original paper asked the followingecover agiven setof £ bit flips underCC-LPD, the same
o ‘ o matrix will recover any sparse signal supported on those
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do not prove that a “good” zero-one measurement matrix wilve define itsF, nullspace to be the setullspaceg, (H) £

always be a “good” parity-check matrix for a binary code.{a e Fy \ M -a =0 (in Fy)}.

This remains an interesting open problem. Let H = (h;;);; be some matrix. We define the sets
The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. I (H) andZ(H) to be, respectively, the set of row and col-

Sectior(Il we set up the notation that will be used. Then immn indices ofH . Moreover, we will use the set§; (H) =

SectiondTll and TV we will review the compressed sensing;j € J | h;; # 0} andZ;(H) £ {i € T | h;,; # 0}. In the

and channel coding setups that we are interested in, alofalowing, when no confusion can arise, we will sometimes

with their respective linear programming relaxations. sThiomit the argumen#l in the preceding expressions. For any

review will be presented in such a way that the closeetS C Z, we will denote its complement with respectZo

formal relationship between the two setups will stand outoy S, i.e.,S £ T\ S.

Afterwards, in Sectioi V we will show that for a zero-one

matrix, once seen as a real-valued measurement matrix, once I1l. COMPRESSEDSENSING

seen as a bhinary parity-check matrix, this close relatigmish LINEAR PROGRAMMING DECODING

not only formalbut that in fact non-zero vectors in the real

nullspace of this matrix (i.e., vectors that are problematiA- The Setup

vectors forCS-LPD) can be mapped to non-zero vectors in et Hog be a real matrix of sizen x n, called the

the fundamental cone defined by that same matrix (i.e., ¥deasurement matrix, and let be a real vector of length
vectors that are problematic vectors f6C-LPD). Based ;. |n its simplest form, the compressed sensing problem
on this observation one can, as will be shown in Sedtidn Vkonsists of finding the sparsest real vectdrof length n
translate performance guarantees from one setup to the othfiat satisfiesH¢s - €/ = s, namely

The paper finishes with some conclusions in Sedfion VII.

[l. BASIC NOTATION CS-OPT: minimize |l€'[o

. ;L

Let Z, Z>o, Z=0, R, Rsq, R>g, andFy be the ring of subjectto  Hcs - e’ = s.
integers, the set of non-negative integers, the set ofipesit
integers, the field of real numbers, the set of non-negatie r Assuming that there exists a truly sparse signeilat satisfies
numbers, the set of positive real numbers, and the finite fie{fle measureme®f s - e = s, CS-OPT yields, for suitable
of size 2, respectively. Unless noted otherwise, expressionfatricesH g, an estimate that equals.
absolute value of a real numberwill be denoted bylal.  gecoding problem that appears in a coded data communi-
The size of a ses will be denoted by#S. ~ cating setup where the channel input alphabetig = R,

In this paper all vectors will beolumnvectors. Ifa is  the channel output alphabet)ss 2 R, and the information
some vector with integer entries, thenimod 2) will denote  sympols are encoded with the help of a real-valued cage
an equally long vector whose entries are reduced moflulo of |engthn and dimension: £ n — rankg (Hcs) as follows.
If Sisa sqbset of the set of coordinate indices .of a vector . The code iCos £ {« € R" ‘ Hes - @ = 0. Because
a then as is the vector of length#S that contains only . ; .

. . . of this, the measurement matfl g is sometimes also

the coordinates o&t whose coordinate index appearsSn called an annihilator matrix
Moreover, ifa is a real vector then we defife| to be the « A matrix Gos € R™* for which Cos — {Gcs u ’

real vectora’ of the same length as with entriesa) = |a;| p . :
for all 7. Finally, the inner producta, b) of two equally long u € R } holds, is called a generator matrix for the
; ' ’ codeCcs. With the help of such a matrix, information

ve\s\';orzafgndb 'S deerO'. to<é’b>0: tzibaibtiﬁ ¢ set vectorsu € R* are encoded into codewords € R”
e definesupp(a) = {i | a; # 0} to be the support se according toz = Gs - w.

(k) 2 n
of some vectora. Moreover, we lety, = {a € R" | « Lety € V& be the received vector. We can wrige=

#supp(a) < k} and T & {a € Fy | #supp(a) < k} x + e for a suitably defined vectar € R”, which will

be the set of vectors iR" andF7, respectively, which have be called the error vector. We assume that the channel

at mostk non-zero Components. K < n then vectors in is such thate is sparse or approximate|y sparse.

these sets are callédsparse vectors. . The receiver first computes the syndrome vector
For any real vectora, we define|all, to be the/, according tos 2 Hcs - y. Note that

norm of a, i.e., the number of non-zero componentsaof

Note that|la|lo = wn(a) = |supp(a)|, wherewy(a) is s=Hcs - (x+e)=Hcs-z+ Hcs-e

the Hamming weight ofa. Furthermore/lall; £ Y, |ail, = Hcs - e.

lallz £ />, a2, |lalle = max;|a;| will denote, respec-

tively, the ¢4, ¢2, and/,, norm of a. In a second step, the receiver soN&S-OPT to obtain
For a matrix M over R with n columns we define its an estimate for e, which can be used to obtain the

R nullspace to be the setullspaceg(H) = {a € R™ | codeword estimatet = y — é, which in turn can be

M - a = 0} and for a matrixM over Fy with n columns used to obtain the information word estimaie



Because the complexity of solvinGS-OPT is usually Definition 2 Let k € Z>( and letC € R>,. We say that
exponential in the relevant parameters, one can try to foHcg has the nullspace propertWSPH%(k,C), and write
mulate and solve a related optimization problem with thgf.q NSPE(/‘@C)’ if
aim that the related optimization problem yields very often < )
the same solution a8S-OPT, or at least very often a very Hcs € NSPg(S,0) forall § € I(Hcs) with #5 < k.

good approximation to the solution given I§S-OPT. In We say that Hcs has the strict nullspace property
the context ofCS-OPT, a popular approach is to formuIateNspﬂg(h C), and write Hos € NSPx (k, ©), if

and solve the following related optimization problem (whic - .
with the suitable introduction of auxiliary variables, caa  t1cs € NSPg(S,C) forall § € Z(Hces) with #5 < k.
turned into a linear program): O

As was shown independently by several authors (see
[12], [13], [14], [11] and references therein) the nullspac
] , condition in Definition(2 is a necessary and sufficient con-
subjectto  Hcg - e’ = s. dition for a measurement matrix to be “good” fbrsparse
signals, i.e. that the estimate given B5-LPD equals the
estimate given b S-OPT for these matrices. The nullspace
B. Conditions for the Equivalence 6&-LPD and CS-OPT  characterization of “good” measurement matrices will be on
. _ ) of the keys to linkingCS-LPD with CC-LPD. Observe that
A centra] _quest|on of cqmprgssed sensing theory is undﬁ{e requirement is that vectors in the nullspacdhis have
what conditions the solution given b§S-LPD equals (or their ¢; mass spread in substantially more ttkacoordinates.

is very close to) the §0Iution given @S—OPTE_CIearIy, if The following theorem is adapted from [11] (and references
m > n and the matrixHcs has rankn, there is only one therein)

feasiblee’ and the two problems have the same solution.

In this paper we typically focus on the linear sparsityrheorem 3 Let Hog be a measurement matrix. Further,
regime, i.e.k = ©(n) andm = ©(n), but our techniques assyme that = Hs - e and thate has at most nonzero
are more generally applicable. The question is for whicRlements, i.elleflo < k. Then the estimaté produced by

measurement matrices (hopefully with a small number qfs | pp will equal the estimaté produced byCS-OPT if
measurements:) the LP relaxation is tight, i.e., the estimate gy < NSP5 (k,C=1)

given by CS-LPD equals the estimate given WyS-OPT.

One suchsufficientcondition is that a given measurement ~ Remark:Actually, as discussed in [11] and references
matrix is “good” if it satisfies the restricted isometry pesty ~ therein, the conditionHcs € NSPg(k,C = 1) is also
(RIP), i.e., does not distort thé, length of all k-sparse hecessary, but we will not use this here.

vectors. If this is the case then it was shown [1] that the The next performance metric (see, e.g., [9], [15]) for CS
LP relaxation will be tight for allk-sparse vectorg and involves recovering sparse approximations to signalsatet
further the recovery will be robust to approximate sparsitynot exactlyk-sparse.

The RIP condition however is not a complete characterinatio

of “good” measurement matrices. We will use the nullspacBefinition 4 An ¢,/(, approximation guarantee foICS-
characterization (see, e.g., [10], [11]) instead, thateses- LPD means that the€S-LPD outputs an estimaté that is

CS-LPD: minimize ||€'||x

sary and sufficient. within a factorC), , (k) from the besk-sparse approximation
for e, i.e.,

Definition 1 Let S C Z(Hcs) and letC € Rso. We say le —éll, < Cpq(k) - min [le— €, (1)

that Hcg has the nullspace properNSPﬁ(S, (), and write e'exyl)

Hes € NSPE(S, ), if where the left-hand side is measured in thenorm and the
right-hand side is measured in tie norm. O

C-|lvs|h < |lvglly forall v € nullspaceg(Hcs).
Note that the minimizer of the right-hand side &1 (1) (for

We say that Hcs has the strict nullspace property any norm) is the vectoe’ < E%ﬁ? that has thek largest
NSPx (S, C), and write Hcs € NSPR (S, C), if (in magnitude) coordinates @f, also called the begi-term
approximation ofe [15]. Therefore the right-hand side &f (1)
O wslh <llvslly forall v & nullspaces (Hes) \ {0} equalsC, , (k) - |les<||, whereS* is the support set of thie
O largest (in magnitude) components af Also note that ife
is exactlyk-sparse the above condition suggests that e
since the right hand-side of](1) vanishes, therefore it is a
2It is important to note that we worry only about the solutidmeg by  Strictly stronger statement than recovery of sparse signal
CS-LPD being equal (or very close to) the solution given B8-OPT,  (Of course, such a stronger approximation guarantee for
because eveS-OPT might fail to correctly estimate the error vector in . . .
is usually only obtained under stronger assumptions on the

the above communication setup when the error vector has tow darge 7
components. measurement matrix.)




The nullspace condition is necessary and sufficient for

¢4 /¢y approximation for any measurement matrix. This is
shown in the next theorem and proof which are adapted
from [10, Theorem 1]. (Actually, we omit the necessity part
in the next theorem since it will not be needed in this paper.)

Let Gce € Fy*" be a generator matrix fo€cc.
Consequently&G ¢ has ranks overF,, and information
vectorsu € F%5 are encoded into codewords € F3
according tox = Ggc - u (inFy), i.e.,. Ccc
{Gec - (in Fo) | w e F5 1B

Theorem 5 Let Hcg be a measurement matrix and choose

some constan€ > 1. Further, assume that = Hcs - e.
Then for any sef C 7 with #S < k the solutioné produced
by CS-LPD will satisfy

. C+1
le - &l <2 = - lleslh

if Hog € NSPS(k, O).
Proof: Suppose thatH g has the claimed nullspace

property. SinceHgs - e = s and Heg - é = s, it easily
follows thatr £ e — é is in the nullspace ofcs. So,

lesll + lleslls = llellx

@
> |él

=lle+vix

= lles +vslli + [les + vslh

)

2 llesll — llvsll + llvsll — lleslh
z - 2
C+1 @
where step (a) follows from the fact that the solutiora8-
LPD satisfies||é||1 < |e]l1, where step (b) follows from
applying the triangle inequality for thé norm twice, and
where step (c) follows from

()
> |les|l1 + vl = [lesl,

sl + gl & 21
Vsi|1 V§1/0+1

Here, step (d) is a consequence of

2|1

(C+1)- (= lwslls + [lvsl)
—C - lvsly = llvsly + € [lvsly + llvslh

(e)
> —|lvslli — [|vslh + C - lvsll + C - |lvsa

(C-1) - |lvs|ly + (C=1) - [lvsh
= (C=1) - [lv|1,

o Let Hoe € FJ'*" be a parity-check matrix fo€cc.
ConsequentlyH ¢ has rankn — x < m overFs, and
anyx € F satisfiesHcc -« = 0 (in IF3) if and only if
x € Coc, i1.e.,Ccc = {:B e Fy ‘ Hce-x =0 (in FQ)}

o Lety € Vi be the received vector and define for each
i € I(Hcc) the log-likelihood ratio); = \;(y;) =

1 PY\X(?M\O)) B
Og(PY\X(_yi\l) ) L
o On the side, let us remark that }Jfc¢ is binary then

Yce can be identified withfy and we can writey =

x + e (in Fy) for a suitably defined vectoe € FZ,
which will be called the error vector. Moreover, we can
define the syndrome vecter2 Hcc - y (in Fy). Note
that

SZHcc-(iL‘—i-e):Hcc-iL‘—i-Hcc-e
=Hcc - e (|n Fg).

However, in the following we will only use the log-
likelihood ratio vector\ (that can be defined for any
alphabet)c¢), and not the binary syndrome vecter

Upon observingY” = y, the maximume-likelihood decoding
(MLD) rule decides forz(y) = arg maxgrece. Py|x (ylx')
where Py x (y|z') = [[,c7 Py|x (y:|z;)d Formally:

CC-MLD1 : maximize Py |x(ylx')
subjectto z’ € Ccc.

It is clear that instead oy | x (y|x’) we can also maxi-
mize log Py x (y|x') = 3,7 log Py x (yi|z;). Noting that
log Py x (yilx}) = =Nz} + log Py x (:]0) for = € {0,1},
CC-MLD1 can then be rewritten to read

CC-MLD2 : minimize (A, z')

subjectto z’ € Ccc.

where step (e) follows from applying twice the fact thatBecause the cost function is linear, and a linear function

v € nullspacegp(Hcs) and the assumption thaflcs €
NSPH%(k,C). Subtracting the termjes|; on both sides
of (@), and solving fol|v||; = ||le — é||; yields the promised
result. [ |

IV. CHANNEL CODING
LINEAR PROGRAMMING DECODING

A. The Setup

attains its minimum at the extremal points of a convex set,
this is essentially equivalent to

CC-MLD3 : minimize (A, z')

subjectto ' € conv(Ccc).

Although this is a linear program, it can usually not be sdlve

We consider coded data transmission over a memorylegHiciently because its description complexity is typigall

channel with input alphabetcc £ {0, 1}, output alphabet
Yce, and channel lawPy | x (y|z) with the help of a binary
linear codeCcc of lengthn and dimensions with n > k.
In the following, we will identify Xcc with Fy.

3We remind the reader that throughout this paper we are usihgnn
vectors, which is in contrast to the coding theory habit te nesv vectors.

4Actually, slightly more precise would be to call this deoisirule “block-
wise maximum-likelihood decoding.”



exponential in the block length of the cddle. all-zero codeword was transmitted. With this, the success
However, one might try to solve a relaxation GfC- probability of CC-LPD is the probability that the all-zero
MLD3. Namely, as proposed by Feldman, Wainwright, andodeword yields the lowest cost function value compared to
Karger [3], [4], we can try to solve the optimization problemall non-zero vectors in the fundamental polytope. Because t
cost function is linear, this is equivalent to the statenikat
. , the success probability d€C-LPD equals the probability
CC-LPD: minimize (A, ') that the all-zero codeword yields the lowest cost function
subjectto  a' € P(Hcc), value compared to all non-zero vectors in the conic hull
of the fundamental polytope. This conic hull is called the
fundamental conéC = K(Hcc) and it can be written as

where the relaxed sé?(Hcc) 2 conv(C) is given in the

next definition. K £ K(Hcc) = conic (P(Hcc)) = ﬂ conic(Cec ;).
Definition 6 For everyj € J(Hcc), leth] be thej-th row jejl . -
of Hoe and letCoc j £ {:1: € Fr ‘ (h;,z) = 0 (mod 2)}_ The fundamental cone can be characterized by the inequali-

Then, the fundamental polytoge 2 P(Hcc) of Hec is ties listed in the following lemma [3], [4], [5], [6]. (Sirak
defined to be the set inequalities can be given for the fundamental polytope but

we will not need them here.)
P £ P(Hcc) = ﬂ COIIV(CCC,J').

JjeT Lemma 7 The fundamental conk £ KC(Hcc) of Hec is
Vectors inP(Hcc) will be called pseudo-codewords. [0 the set of all vectorss € R™ that satisfy
In order to motivate this relaxation, note that the cade ~ «i =0 (foralli e 1), ®3)
can be written as wi< Y wy (foralljeJ, forallieZ). (4)
Ccc =Ccc,1 N NCccm, AL

A vectorw € K is called a pseudo-codeword. If such a vector
lies on an edge of, it is called a minimal pseudo-codeword.
conv(Coc) = conv(Cec,1 N+ NCoc,m) Moreover, ifw € KN Z" andw (mod 2) € C, thenw is

C conv(Cec.a) N ---Neconv(Coc m) called an unscaled pseudo-codeword. (For a motivation of
— P(Hco). these definitions, see [6], [18]).

It can be verified [3], [4] that this relaxation possesses the Note that in the following, not only vectors in the funda-

important property that all the vertices @fnv(Ccc) are also mental polytope, but also vectors in the fundamental cone

vertices of P(Hcc). Let us emphasize that different parity-Will be called pseudo-codewords. Moreover, Hcs is a

check matrices for the same code usually lead to differeg€ro-one measurement matrix, 1.e., a measurement matrix

fundamental polytopes and therefore to differeé@-LPDs. Where all entries are if0,1}, then we will considetH cs
Similarly to the compressed sensing setup, we want #§ represent also the parity-check matrix of some lineaecod

understand when we can guarantee that the codeword e§¥er 2. Consequently, its fundamental polytope will be

mate given byCC-LPD equals the codeword estimate givendenoted byP(Hcs) and its fundamental cone B§(Hcs).

by CC-MLD. 1t 's important to note, as we did in the E Conditions for the Equivalence GC-LPD andCC-MLD

compressed sensing setup, that we worry mostly about the )

solution given byCC-LPD being equal to the solution given  11€ following lemma states whe@C-LPD succeeds for

by CC-MLD , because eve@C-MLD might fail to correctly the BSC.

identify the codeword that was sent when the error vector is ) _

beyond the error correction capability of the code. Thexefo Leémma 8 Let Hcc be the parity-check matrix of some code

the performance o€C-MLD is a natural upper bound on Ccc and letS C Z(Hcc) be the set of coordinate indices

the performance oEC-LPD, and a way to asse@C-LPD  that are flipped by the BSC. Hcc is such that

is to study the gap t&CC-MLD, e.g., by comparing the lws < llwsll (5)

performance guarantees f6C-LPD that are discussed here

with known performance guarantees f8€-MLD . for all w € K(Hcc)\ {0} then theCC-LPD decision equals
When characterizing th&€€C-LPD performance of bi- the codeword that was sent.

nary linear codes over binary-input output-symmetric ehan

nels [17] we can without loss of generality assume that the Remar_k:The abovc_a cond|_t|on Is also necessary, how-
ever, we will not use this fact in the following.

5Examples of code families that have sub-exponential detimmi com- Proof: Without loss of generality, we can assume that
plexities in the block length are convolutional codes (Wiked state-space the all-zero codeword was transmitted. Let, > 0 be
size), cycle codes, and tree codes. However, these clatsesles are not S . . .
good enough for achieving performance close to capacity eveler ML the |Og'“ke“h00d ratio associated to a receivgdand let
decoding. (For more on this topic, see for example [16].) —L < 0 be the log-likelihood ratio associated to a received

and so



1. Therefore)\; = +Lif i € Sand\; = —L if i € S. Then Then the BSC pseudo WelghfsC ) of w is defined
it follows from the assumptions in the lemma statement that  to be w25¢(w) £ 2e.

for anyw € K(Hcce) \ {0} « The BEC pseudo-weight af is defined to be
A w)=> (+L) wi+ > (-L) - w; wEEC (W) = | supp(w)].
icS €S

) o The max-fractional weight ab is defined to be
DL flwglh — L wslh > 0= (x,0),

w
. wmax—frac(w) = || Hl .
where the equality follows from the fact thab;| = w; llwlloo
for all i € Z(Hcc), and where the inequality in step (b) ror o, — 0 we define all of the above pseudo-weights and
follows from (8). Therefore, unde€C-LPD the all-zero ihe max-fractional weight to be zero. 0

codeword has the lowest cost function value compared to
all the non-zero pseudo-codewords in the fundamental cone, A detailed discussion of the motivation and significance
and therefore also compared to all the non-zero pseudef these definitions can be found in [6]. For a parity-check

codewords in the fundamental polytope. m matrix Hce we define the minimum AWGNC pseudo-
Note that the inequality i{5) islenticalto the inequality weight wiVeNCmin(He o) to be

that appears in the definition of the strict nullspace prgper AWGNC min . AWENC

for C' = 1 (!) This observation makes one wonder if there is a P (Hoc) £ weP(HclzIé)\{O} P ()

connection betwee@S-LPD andCC-LPD, in particular for _ min wAWGNC (1

measurement matrices that contain only zeros and ones. Of wEK(Hcc)\{0} “p

course, in order to establish such a connection we first neqﬂe minimum BSC pseudo-weightBSC-min (FTq), the
to understand how points in the nullspace of the measurem Limum BEC pseudo- we|ghth C.min ( Fy, C)C and
matrix Hcg can be associated with points in the fundamentgﬂe minimum  max-fractional we|ghtw“““ oe (Hoo)

- i max—frac
polytope of the parity-check matriflcs (NOW Seen as a ¢ ;1o defined analogously. Note that although

parity-check matrix for a code ovék). Such an association i, (Hoo) yields weaker performance guarantees

i ihi i i i max—frac
will be exhibited in Sectiof V. However, before turning to than the other quantities [6], it has the advantage of being
that section, we will first discuss pseudo-weights, whic %ﬁlClently computable [3], [4].

are a popular way of characterizing the importance of the There are other possible definitions of a BSC pseudo-
different pseudo-codewords in the fundamental cone and fo elght For example, the BSC pseudo-weight.ofan also
establishing performance guarantees@-LPD. be taken to be

C. Definition of Pseudo-Weights {2(3 if wiy gl =l il

Note that the fundamental polytope and cone are onI;}“BSC/("") = :
pOIytop P 2e =1 if Wiy ol > @l

a function of the parity-check matrix of the code andt

of the channel. The influence of the channel is reflecteetherew’ is defined as in Definitiof]9 and wherteis the

in the pseudo-weight of the pseudo-codewords, so evegynallest integer such thaﬂw 1. H1 2 H‘-"{e+1, 7n}|\1

channel has its pseudo-weight definition. Therefore, everfhis definition of the BSC pseudo weight was e.g. used

communication channel comes with the right measure ofi [21]. (Note that in [20] the quantltywBSC (w) was

distance that determines how often a fractional vertex istroduced as “BSC effective weight”.)

incorrectly chosen irCC-LPD. Of course, the vaIue&BSC( ) andwPSC' (w) are tightly
connected. Namely, n‘wBSC (w) is an even integer then

Definition 9 ([19], [20], [3], [4], [3], [6]) Letw be a non-  BSC () = PS¢ (w), and if whs’ (w) is an odd integer

zero vector inR%; with w = (wy, ..., wy). then wBSC” (@) — 1 < wPSC(w) < WS (w) + 1.
p
» The AWGHC (mare premsely, binary-input AWGNC) The following lemma establishes a connection between
pseudo-weight ol s defined to be BSC pseudo-weights and the condition that appears in
WAWONC () & lwl? Lemmal8.

1% w 2°
) el e Lemma 10 Let Hcc be the parity-check matrix of some
« In order to define the BSC pseudo-weighf>“(w), code Ccc and letw be some arbitrary non-zero pseudo-

we letw’ be the vector of lengtm with the same codeword offfc, i e.,w € K(Hce)\{0}. Then for all sets
components as but in non-increasing order. Now let s ¢ 7 with #8 <1 BSC( ), or with #8 < 1 BSC (w),

f(é- _w (Z—1<§ 0<§<7’L), it holds that
[wsllr < llwsl1-
/ f€hae. s
Proof: First consider the statement under for the as-
el (F( )) ! (M) . sumption#8S < - w5 (w). The proof is by contradiction.
2 2 So, assume thatwsﬂl > |ws|: holds. This statement is



clearly equivalent to the statement tRaf|ws||1 > ||ws|/1+ to bad performance oEC-LPD. Similarly, a “good” parity-

lwslli = [|wl|l1, which is equivalent to the statement thatcheck matrixHcs must have no low pseudo-weight points
[wslli = % - [|wlli. In terms of the notation in Definitiof 9, in the fundamental cone, which means that there are no
this means that problematic points in the real nullspace Bfcs. Therefore
BSC L wll @ . “pos?t@ve” results for channel coding yvill translate in_to
wy (W) =2 F (T) <2 F7 ([lwsllr) “positive” results for compressed sensing, and “negative”
®  fws] #S - w]lmo results for compressed_sensing will translate into “negati
<2 <2 =2-#S, results for channel coding.
[l [l

Further, the lemma preserves the support of a given point
where at step (a) we have used the fact fiat is a (strictly) ». That means that if there are no low pseudo-weight points
non-decreasing function and where at step (b) we have usiedthe fundamental cone dflcs with a given support, there
the fact that the slope df ! (over the domain wher& ! is  are no problematic points in the real nullspaceffs with
defined) is at least/||w||~. This, however, is a contradiction the same support, which allows point-wise versions of all
to the assumption tha¢S < 5 - w5 (w). our results.

Secondly, consider the statement under for the assumption
#S < & wPSY(w). The proof is by contradiction. So,
assume that thélws|:1 > |wgll1 holds. With this, and

the above definition ofv’ based onw, H‘"f{l,--;,#S} |_|1 = In this section we use the bridge betwe€8-LPD and
lwslli > llwsl > wiysiy, oyl F wP(w) is an cC-LPD that was established in the previous section to

even integer then this line of inequalities shows thad >  translate “positive” results abouEC-LPD to “positive”

%~w§SC'(w), which is a contradiction to the assumption thatesylts abouCS-LPD.

#S < 3w (w). If wPS (w) is an odd integer then this

i i it 1 BSC’

line of /mequallt.les ShoW? thatS > 2" (_wp (w) + 1) - ~A. The Role of the BSC Pseudo-Weight@&LPD

swpSY (w), which again is a contradiction to the assumption

that#S < & - wgsc’(w)_ m Lemma 12 Let Hcs € {0,1}™*™ be a CS measurement

matrix and letk be a non-negative integer. Then

VI. TRANSLATION OF PERFORMANCE GUARANTEES

V. ESTABLISHING A BRIDGE BETWEEN
CS-LPD AND CC-LPD wSSCmn(Heg) > 2k =  Hes € NSPg(k,C=1).
We are now ready to establish a bridge betw&€&:LPD
and CC-LPD. Our main tool is a simple lemma that was ~ Proof: Fix somev € nullspaceg(Hcs) \ {0}. By
already established in [22] but for a different purpose. LemmalIl we know thaw| is a pseudo-codeword dfl ¢,

and by the assumptiom55“™"(Hcg) > 2k we know
Lemma 11 Let Hcs be a measurement matrix that containsthat w5¢ (|v|) > 2k. Then, using LemmB&10, we conclude

only zeros and ones. Then that for all setsS C Z with #S < k, we must have
! lwslly = [[lvslllv < [[|vglllh = [[vslli. Becauser was

v € nullspaceg (Hes) = |v] € K(Hcs). arbitrary, the claimH g € NSP5 (k, C =1) clearly follows.
Remark:Note thatsupp(v) = supp(|v|). u

Proof: Letw £ |v|. In order to show that such a vector Recent results on the performance analysi<C@-LPD

w is indeed in the fundamental cone &fcg, we need to showed that parity-check matrices constructed from expand

verify (3) and [#). The wayw is defined, it is clear that graphs can correct a constant fraction (of the block length

it satisfies [B). Therefore, let us focus on the proof that n) of worst case [23] and random [8], [24] errors. (These

satisfies[(#). Namely, fronr € nullspaceg (Hcs) it follows — types of results are analogous to the so-called strong and

that for all j € 7, 3,7 hjvi = 0, ie., for all j € 7, weak bounds for compressed sensing, respectively.)

Zigj v; = 0. This implies These worst case error performance guarantees implicitly
show that the BSC pseudo-weight of all pseudo-codewords
of a binary linear code defined by a Tanner with sufficient

wi = vl = - Z virl S Z vir| = Z wir expansion (strictly larger thaf/4) must grow linearly in
Ve \i Ve \i VEL;\i n. (A conclusion in a similar direction can be drawn for
for all j € J and alli € Z;, showing thatw indeed the random error setup.) We can therefore use our results
satisfies[(#). m to obtain new performance guarantees @B-LPD based

This lemma is fundamentally one-way: it says that wittsparse recovery problems.
every point in the real nullspace of the measurement matrix Let us mention that in [9], [25] expansion arguments
Hcs we can associate a point in the fundamental cone efere used to directly obtain similar types of performance
H s, but not necessarily vice-versa. Therefore a problematguarantees for compressed sensing; the comparison of these
point for the real nullspace ofH g will translate to a guarantees to the guarantees that can be obtained through ou
problematic point in the fundamental coneldt.s and hence channel-coding-based arguments remains as future work.



B. The Role of Binary-Input Channels Beyond the BSC fdvioreover, step (c) follows from
CSLPD

In Lemmd12 we made a connection between performance —llwslly + llvzlh = vl — 2[vsl
guarantees for the BSC undeC-LPD on the one hand and @ — _
the strict nullspace propertySP5 (k, C) for C = 1 on the > VCvlz = 2lvsl

other hand. In this subsection we want to mention that one (g VT ||v|2 — 2VE||vs]|
can establish a connection between performance guarantees ®

for a certain class of binary-input channels un@S-LPD > VO|v|s —2VE|v 2
and the strict nullspace properlySPg (k,C) for C > 1. -

This class of channels consists of binary-input memoryless o ( ¢ - 2\/E) 1112,

channels where for all output symbols the magnitude of the

log-likelihood ratio is bounded by some constétite R.y. where step (d) follows from the assumption that
Without going into the details, the results from [26] (whichwiWENC(jp]) > €’ for all v € nullspaceg (Hcs) \ {0},
generalize results from [23]) can be used to establish thig., |||, > VC’ - |v|, for all v € nullspaceg(Hcs),

connectioff] where step (e) follows from the inequalify||; < V&-||a|2
The results of this section will be discussed in more detathat holds for any real vectos of length £, and where
in a longer version of the present paper. step (f) follows the inequalityjas||2 < a2 that holds for

any real vectora whose set of coordinate indices includes

C. Connection between AWGNC Pseudo-Weight &gid, - Subtracting the termjes, on both sides of[{6), and
Guarantees solving for ||v||2 = ||e — é]|2 yields the promised resultm

Theorem 13 Let Hcs € {0,1}™*™ be a measurement

matrix and lets and e be such that = Hcs - e. Moreover, D. Connection between Max-Fractional Weight ahd//;
let S C Z(Hcs) with #£S = k, and letC’ be an arbitrary Guarantees

positive real number witlC’ > 4k. Then the estimaté

produced byCS-LPD will satisfy Theorem 14 Let Hcs € {0,1}™*™ be a measurement
. matrix and lets and e be such that = Hcg - e. Moreover,
le —e|l» < - lesl:  with ¢"2 1 7 let S C I(Hcs) with #8S = k, and letC” be an arbitrary
vk ¢ 1 positive real number withC’ > 2k. Then the estimaté

produced byCS-LPD will satisfy

if wAWENC(|y]) = ¢’ holds for allv € nullspaceg (Hcs) \

{0}. (In particular, this latter condition is satisfied for a e — &][os < ¢ lesll with c" 2 1
: ith o AWGNC,min / N T Sl [C
measurement matritlcs with wy, N (FTag) > CL) T

[ )

Proof: By definition, e is the original signal. Since if wy,axfac(||)=C’ holds for all v € nullspaceg (Hcs) \
Hcs-e = sandHcg-é = s, it easily follows that £ e—é {0}. (In particular, this latter condition is satisfied for a
is in the nullspace ofdcs. So, measurement matri¥ s with w2z . (Heg) > C'))
lesllx + lleslh = llelh Proof: By definition, e is the original signal. Since

(g) €l Hcs-e = sandHcg-é = s, it easily follows thatr £ e—é
is in the nullspace oH ¢g. So,

= lle+ v
= |les +vsll + les + vzl

o lesl + llesllx = llells

> lleslls = vsl + vl — llesl @

© > [|é]lx

> lleslli+ (VO =2VE) [v]l2~leslh. (©) e+

. = lles +vslli + lles + vslh
where step (a) follows from the fact that the solution to

N . (b)
CS-LPD satisfies||é[|; < |le||: and where step (b) follows > |les|li — lvslli + lvsll — llesl
from applying the triangle inequality for thg norm twice. © )
2 lesl + (C" = 2k) - [v] — llesllr, (7)
6Note that in [26], “This suggests that the asymptotic achgatover [...]

is gained not by quantization, but rather by restricting theks to have \yhere step (a) follows from the fact that the solution to
finite support.” should read “This suggests that the asytigptdvantage

over [...] is gained not by quantization, but rather by iiesirg the LLRs CS-LPD Sa_‘tiSﬁeS”éHl < HeHl and. where step (b) fO!lOWS
to have bounded support.” from applying the triangle inequality for thg norm twice.



Moreover, step (c) follows from message-passing decoders for compressed sensing problems
were also recently discussed in [31].

Other interesting directions involve using optimized chan
nel coding matrices with randomized or deterministic con-
structions (e.g., see [17]) to create measurement matrices
Another is using ideas for improving the performance of
a given measurement matrix (for example by removing
short cycles), with possible theoretical guarantees. lijina
one interesting question relates to being able to certify in
polynomial time that a given measurement matrix has good
where step (d) follows from the assumption thaperformance.

Wimax—trac([v]) = C’ for all v € nullspaceg (Hes) \ {0}, In any case, we hope that the connection betwe&n

Le., vy = - |[v for all v € nullspaceg (Hes), where | pp andCC-LPD that was discussed in this paper will help
step (e) follows from the inequalitjalj, < k- [lal|~ that  deepen the understanding of the role of linear programming
holds for any real vectoa of length k, and where step (f) relaxations for sparse recovery and for channel coding, in

follows the inequality||las|l< < |all that holds for any particular by translating results from one field to the ather

—lwslh + llvsl = vl =2+ [lvslh

)
> C" - vlls—2-|lvs|h
@
20" vllo—2k - |lvsoo
0]
2V V|l = 2k - V] oo
= (C" = 2k) - |V o,

real vectora whose set of coordinate indices includ§s
Subtracting the ternfies||; on both sides of{7), and solving
for ||v]|eo = ||e — €|/~ Yields the promised result. [ |

E. Connection between BEC Pseudo-Weight @8¢_PD
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For the binary erasure chann€lC-LPD is identical to the
peeling decoder [17] that is just solving a system of linear
equations by only using back-substitution. We can define
an analogous compressed sensing problem by assuming tHA
the compressed sensing decodegiieen the supporof the 5
sparse signaké and decoding simply involves trying to re-
cover the values of the non-zero entries by back-substituti (3!
similarly to iterative matching pursuit. In this case it isar
that CC-LPD for the BEC and the described compressed4]
sensing decoder have identical performance since back-
substitution behaves exactly the same way over any fieldg;
be it the field of real numbers or any finite field. (Note that
whereas the result of th€C-LPD for the BEC equals the 6]
result of the back-substitution-based decoder for the BEC,
the same is not true for compressed sensing, C8-LPD
with given support of the sparse signal can be strictly bette
than the back-substitution-based decoder with given stippo
of the sparse signal.)

(7]

(8]

Based on the observation that points in the nullspace of a
zero-one matrix (considered as a real measurement matri;@
can be mapped to points in the fundamental cone of the same
matrix (considered as the parity-check matrix of a code over
Fs5), we were able to establish a connection betw&S
LPD andCC-LPD.

In addition toCS-LPD, a humber of combinatorial algo- [11]
rithms (e.g. [27], [25], [28], [9], [29]) have been proposed
for compressed sensing problems, with the benefit of faster
decoding complexity and comparable performanceC®  [12]
LPD. It would be interesting to investigate if the connection
of sparse recovery problems to channel coding extends iy
a similar manner for these decoders. One example of such
a clear connection is the bit-flipping algorithm of Sipser
and Spielman [30] and the corresponding algorithm fo[r14]
compressed sensing by Xu and Hassibi [25]. Connections of

VII. CONCLUSIONS ANDFUTURE WORK
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