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Abstract—Elementary trapping sets (ETSs) are the main cul-
prits for the performance of LDPC codes in the error floor region.
Due to the large quantity, complex structures, and computational
difficulties of ETSs, how to eliminate dominant ETSs in designing
LDPC codes becomes a pivotal issue to improve the error floor
behavior. In practice, researchers commonly address this problem
by avoiding some special graph structures to free specific ETSs
in Tanner graph. In this paper, we deduce the accurate Turán
number of θ(1, 2, 2) and prove that all (a, b)-ETSs in Tanner
graph with variable-regular degree dL(v) = γ must satisfy the
bound b ≥ aγ− 1

2
a2, which improves the lower bound obtained by

Amirzade when the girth is 6. For the case of girth 8, by limiting
the relation between any two 8-cycles in the Tanner graph, we
prove a similar inequality b ≥ aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)

2
. The simulation

results show that the designed codes have good performance with
lower error floor over additive white Gaussian noise channels.

Index Terms—LDPC codes, elementary trapping sets, Turán
number, theta graph.

I. INTRODUCTION

LOW-DENSITY parity-check (LDPC) codes are capacity-
approaching codes, which are widely used in Wi-Fi,

optical microwave, storage and other systems, and are adopted
as 5G eMBB data channel coding [1], [2]. Quasi-cyclic LDPC
(QC-LDPC) codes hold significant importance due to their
excellent error correction capabilities and efficient hardware
coding implementation [3], [4]. However, there is a problem-
atic phenomenon called error floor under iterative decoding
of LDPC codes, which is characterized by a slow decrease of
error rate curves as channel quality improves.

The error floor behavior of LDPC codes is mainly caused by
the graphical structures of the code’s Tanner graph, which is
known as trapping sets [5]. An (a, b) trapping set is an induced
subgraph with a variable nodes, b check nodes of odd degree
and an arbitrary number of even degree check nodes in the
Tanner graph. An elementary trapping set (ETS) is a trapping
set whose all check nodes are of degree 1 or 2, which are the
most harmful ones among trapping sets [6], [7].

However, the number of non-isomorphic structures of ETSs
with different values of a and b is hard to count. Indeed,
McGregor at el. [8] proved the problem of finding the mini-
mum size of trapping sets in Tanner graph of a LDPC code

is NP-hard. For simplicity, we focus on ETSs of variable-
regular Tanner graphs in the following parts, where we can
use a special graph known as variable node (VN) graph
[9] to simplify an ETS. What’s more, there is a one-to-one
correspondence between an ETS and its VN graph if the
Tanner graph is variable-regular.

Due to the diversity of ETSs, many researchers tried to place
restrictions on Tanner graph to remove small ETSs. X. Tao
et al. [10] constructed QC-LDPC codes with variable-regular
degree dL(v) = 3 and girth g = 8 which are free of all (a, b)-
ETSs with a ≤ 8 and b ≤ 3 by eliminating some certain
8-cycles. For g = 8 and dL(v) = 3 or 4, Naseri et al. [11]
proved that if all 8-cycles generated by two different rows
are avoided and all 8-cycles generated by three different rows
from the base matrix are controlled, a large range of ETSs
can be eliminated. For g = 8 and different variable-degree
dL(v) ∈ {4, 5, 6}, using edge-coloring technique, Amirzade
et al. [12] proved that if all 8-cycles are generated by four
different rows from the base matrix, then several small ETSs
can be free of. In [13], [14], Amir H. Banihashemi et al. proved
by computer programming that any ETS with relatively small
a and b is generated by a short cycle or some non-cycle graphs
whose basic structures are theta graphs and dumbbell graphs.
By avoiding 8-cycle with a chord that is exactly theta graph
θ(1, 2, 2) in VN graph, Amirzade et al. [15] constructed QC-
LDPC codes with girth g = 6 which are free of all (a, b)-
ETSs with a ≤ 5 and b ≤ 3 for dL(v) = 3 and a ≤ 7 and
b ≤ 4 for dL(v) = 4. In more detail, they deduced the bound
b ≥ aγ − 2a3

4a−3 for (a, b)-ETSs which serves as an upper
bound of the Turán number of θ(1, 2, 2). The Turán problem
is the most typical problem in extremal graph theory, which
mainly studies the maximum number of edges (called Turán
number) in a given graph (or hypergraph) without some special
substructures.

In this paper, we prove that if we free the theta graph
θ(1, 2, 2) in the VN graph when the girth g = 6, then several
small ETSs can be eliminated. Indeed, by determining the
accurate value of Turán number for theta graph θ(1, 2, 2), we
prove that all (a, b)-ETSs in Tanner graph with variable-regular
degree dL(v) = γ must satisfy the bound b ≥ aγ− 1

2a
2, which
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improves the bound b ≥ aγ− 2a3

4a−3 in [15]. Also, we notice that
the minimum a calculated by b ≥ aγ − 1

2a
2 is coincide with

the values obtained by enumeration. Moreover, we consider
eliminating theta graph θ(2, 2, 2) for the case girth g = 8 and
prove that all (a, b)-ETSs are free of with (a, b) not satisfying
the bound b ≥ aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 . The numerical results are

presented to demonstrate the effectiveness of eliminating theta
graph θ(2, 2, 2), when the girth is 8.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2,
the basic definitions and notations are presented. We determine
Turán number of special theta graph in section 3. Indeed, we
obtain the accurate value of ex(n, θ(1, 2, 2)) by induction and
an upper bound of ex(n, θ(2, 2, 2)) by proving some properties
of its extremal graph. In section 4, the results in section 3 are
applied to coding theory and we get bounds for the parameters
a, b and γ while concerning an (a, b)-ETS in a variable-regular
Tanner graph with dL(v) = γ. By these bounds, several small
ETSs can be free of. Section 5 presents construction examples
based on our methods and the corresponding numerical results.
The paper is concluded in section 6.

II. PRELIMINARIES

A graph G is a pair of sets (V,E) where V is a nonempty set
of objects and E is a (possibly empty) set of unordered pairs
of elements of V . The elements of V are called the vertices
of G and the elements of E are called the edges of G. For
u, v ∈ V , we say u is adjacent to v or u and v are neighbors
if there is an edge between u and v. The set of neighbors
of a vertex v is called the neighborhood of v, denoted by
N(v) = {u ∈ V |(u, v) ∈ E}. If a graph G contains two
vertices which are incident to more than one edge, then the
graph is called a multigraph. For an edge that its endpoints are
the same, we call it a loop. A simple graph is the graph has
no multiple edges or loops. A simple graph with n vertices is
complete if every two of its vertices are adjacent and we denote
this graph by Kn. A simple graph is bipartite if its vertices
can be partitioned into two sets V1, V2 that no edge joins two
vertices in the same set. A bipartite graph is complete if for
any v ∈ V1 and u ∈ V2, then the edge (u, v) ∈ E. We denote
a complete bipartite graph by Km,n if |V1| = m, |V2| = n.

There is a bipartite graph G = (L∪R,E) constructed from
the check matrix H of an LDPC code, which is known as
Tanner graph [16]. L labels all variable nodes corresponding to
the columns of H and R labels all check nodes corresponding
to the rows. The i-th check node is adjacent with the j-th
variable node if and only if Hij = 1. We denote the degree of
vertex v in G by dG(v), which is the number of its adjacent
vertices. The bipartite graph is variable-regular if dL(v) =
γ ≥ 1 for all v ∈ L.

For a fixed positive integer p referred to as lifting degree, a
(γ, η)-regular QC-LDPC code of length N = pη is an LDPC
code whose column weight and row weight are γ and η,
respectively. The parity check matrix H can be represented

as [17]:

H =


I(0) I(0) . . . I(0)
I(0) I(p1,1) . . . I(p1,η−1)

...
...

. . .
...

I(0) I(pγ−1,1) . . . I(pγ−1,η−1)

 (1)

For 1 ≤ i ≤ γ − 1, 1 ≤ j ≤ η − 1, I(pi,j) represents
a p× p circulant permutation matrix (CPM) characterized by
the value pi,j , where pi,j ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , p − 1,∞}. If pi,j =
∞, I(∞) is a p × p zero matrix. If not, for each row index
0 ≤ r ≤ p − 1, the (r, (r + pi,j) mod p)-entry of I(pi,j)
is ’1’, and ’0’ elsewhere. A QC-LDPC code is called fully
connected, if there is no I(∞) in the parity check matrix H .
The necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a
cycle with length 2k in the Tanner graph is as follows [17]:

k−1∑
i=0

(pmi,ni − pmi,ni+1) ≡ 0 mod p, (2)

where nk = n0,mi ̸= mi+1, ni ̸= ni+1 for all 0 ≤ i ≤ k− 1.
A path of length k denoted by Pk is a sequence of

nodes v0v1v2...vk in G, where v0, v1, ..., vk are all distinct,
(vi, vi+1) ∈ E for all 0 ≤ i ≤ k − 1. The distance d(u, v)
between two vertices u and v is the length of the shortest path
between u and v, and the diameter of a graph G is defined
as diam(G) = max{d(u, v)|u, v ∈ V (G)}. A cycle of length
k denoted by Ck is a closed path which means v0 = vk and
the other vertices are all distinct. Girth g is the length of the
minimum cycle in Tanner graph, which plays an important
role in the performance of LDPC codes.

For a subset S ⊆ L, we denote the neighborhoods of S as
N(S), then the induced subgraph generated by S is defined
as G[S] = (S ∪N(S), E′), where E′ = {(v, c) ∈ E(G)|v ∈
S, c ∈ N(S)}. An (a, b) trapping set is an induced subgraph
generated by a subset S with |S| = a and there are b vertices
of odd degree in N(S). Moreover, elementary trapping sets
(ETSs) are special trapping sets whose all check nodes are of
degree 1 or 2.

For a given ETS, a variable node (VN) graph GV N =
(VV N , EV N ) [9] is constructed by removing all degree-1
check nodes, defining variable nodes of the ETS as its vertices
and degree-2 check nodes connecting the variable nodes as its
edges.

If the Tanner graph is variable-regular, assume dL(v) =
γ for all v ∈ L, then there is a one-to-one correspondence
between an (a, b)-ETS and its VN graph. By the definition
of VN graph, we can get it from the (a, b)-ETS; conversely,
given a VN graph, we can add a check node on each edge
and add γ − dGV N

(u) degree-1 check nodes for all u ∈ VV N

with dGV N
(u) < γ to get the (a, b)-ETS.

For GV N = (VV N , EV N ) from an (a, b)-ETS with dL(v) =
γ, we have |VV N | = a, |EV N | = 1

2 (aγ− b). Obviously, when
γ is odd, a and b must have the same parity; when γ is even,
b must be even, too. Also, if the girth of Tanner graph is more
than 4, the VN graph of its ETS must be a simple graph.

Definition 1: A theta graph, denoted by θ(a, b, c) is formed
by three internally disjoint paths with the same pair of end-
points, of length respectively a,b,c, where a ≤ b ≤ c and
b ≥ 2.
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Fig. 1. Figures (a) and (b) are two 6-cycles sharing one common check node
and its VN graph θ(1, 2, 2), respectively. Figures (c) and (d) are two 8-cycles
sharing two common check nodes and its VN graph θ(2, 2, 2), respectively.
In these figures, circles are variable nodes and squares are check nodes.

We use the following notation in extremal graph theory to
deduce bounds for the size of ETSs:

Definition 2: Let H is a family of graphs, the Turán number
ex(n,H) is the maximum number of edges in any graph of n
vertices that does not contain any subgraph isomorphic to any
of H.

Definition 3: A graph G = (V,E) is called the extremal
graph of H if it does not contain any subgraph isomorphic to
any of the graphs in H and |V | = n, |E| = ex(n,H).

III. TURÁN NUMBER OF THETA GRAPH

In this section, we derive the Turán number for special theta
graph, more accurately, theta graph θ(1, 2, 2) (Figure 1 (b)) for
any simple graph and θ(2, 2, 2) (Figure 1 (d)) for the simple
graph with girth g ≥ 4.

Theorem 4 (The Turán number of θ(1, 2, 2)): For all n ≥ 4,
ex(n, θ(1, 2, 2)) = ⌊n2

4 ⌋.
The Theorem 4 enhances the following result for the case

q = r = 2.
Theorem 5 ( [18]): Let q, r ≥ 2 be two integers such

that qr is even. Let k = q + r and n ≥ 9k2 − 3k. Then
ex(n, θ(1, q, r)) = ⌊n2

4 ⌋.
Proof of theorem 4: By the well-known Turán Theorem

[19], ex(n,Kr+1) = ⌊ (r−1)n2

2r ⌋. Then ex(n,C3) = ⌊n2

4 ⌋.
As the theta graph θ(1, 2, 2) contains C3 as its subgraph,
so ⌊n2

4 ⌋ = ex(n,C3) ≤ ex(n, θ(1, 2, 2)). Next, we prove
ex(n, θ(1, 2, 2)) ≤ ⌊n2

4 ⌋. We prove that for any graph G =

(V,E) with |V | = n ≥ 4, if |E| = ⌊n2

4 ⌋+ 1, then there must
be a theta graph θ(1, 2, 2) in G by induction.
For n = 4, |E| = ⌊n2

4 ⌋+ 1 = 5, then G = K4 − e is exactly
the theta graph θ(1, 2, 2). Suppose that the assumption holds
for n = k − 1.
For n = k:

(i) If k is odd, assume k = 2m + 1 with m ≥ 2, then
|E| = ⌊k2

4 ⌋ + 1 = m2 + m + 1. If every vertex has
degree dG(v) ≥ m+1, then |E| ≥ 1

2 (2m+1)(m+1) =
m2 + 3

2m + 1
2 > m2 +m + 1, which contradicts with

the assumption |E| = m2 +m+1. So, there is a vertex
v0 ∈ V , such that dG(v0) ≤ m. Now consider G − v0
with |V (G− v0)| = 2m, and |E(G− v0)| ≥ m2 + 1 =

⌊ (2m)2

4 ⌋+ 1, by the assumption, there is a θ(1, 2, 2) in
G− v0, which means there is a θ(1, 2, 2) in G.

(ii) If k is even, assume k = 2m with m ≥ 2, then |E| =
⌊k2

4 ⌋+1 = m2+1. For the same reason, there is a vertex
v0 ∈ V , such that dG(v0) ≤ m. Similarly, consider
G− v0 with |V (G− v0)| = 2m− 1, and |E(G− v0)| ≥
m2−m+1 = ⌊ (2m−1)2

4 ⌋+1, by the assumption, there is

a θ(1, 2, 2) in G− v0, which means there is a θ(1, 2, 2)
in G.

The exact value of Turán number of bipartite graphs is hard
to determine [20], we derive an upper bound for theta graph
θ(2, 2, 2) when there is no C3.

Theorem 6 (The Turán number of θ(2, 2, 2) and C3): For
all n ≥ 1, ex(n, {C3, θ(2, 2, 2)}) ≤ n(

√
8n−7−1)
4 .

Proof: Assume that G = (V,E) is an extremal graph with
no θ(2, 2, 2) or C3 and |V | = n. If there is a pair of vertices
(x, y) with d(x, y) ≥ 4, we can add the edge (x, y) to E(G)
with no new C3 or C4 generated. Therefore, G+{(x, y)} still
has no θ(2, 2, 2) or C3 with one more edge than G, which
contradicts with the assumption that G is an extremal graph,
so the diameter of G is at most 3.
We denote e as the number of edges in G, d = 1

n

∑
v∈V dG(v)

as the average degree of G, and let σ2 =
∑

v∈V [d− dG(v)]
2.

We let Di = Di(G) be the number of unordered pairs of
vertices of G of distance i apart.
As the diameter of G is at most 3, we get

(
n
2

)
= D1 +D2 +

D3 = e + D2 + D3. As there is no C3 or θ(2, 2, 2) in G,
for a pair of vertices (x, y) with d(x, y) = 2, the number of
their common neighbors is less than or equal to 2. So every
pair of vertices of distance 2 apart is counted at most twice
in

∑
v∈V

(
dG(v)

2

)
, which means D2 ≥ 1

2

∑
v∈V

(
dG(v)

2

)
. As∑

v∈V

(
dG(v)

2

)
= 1

2

∑
v∈V dG(v)

2 − e,
∑

v∈V dG(v)
2 = σ2 −∑

v∈V d
2
+2

∑
v∈V ddG(v) = σ2+ 4e2

n , so D2 ≥ σ2

4 + e2

n − e
2 .

Then
(
n
2

)
= e+D2 +D3 ≥ σ2

4 + e2

n + 1
2e+D3. Finally, we

get

e ≤
√
8n3 − 7n2 − 4nσ2 − 16nD3 − n

4
≤ n(

√
8n− 7− 1)

4
.

IV. APPLICATION TO CODING THEORY

As the number of non-isomorphic structures of ETSs with
different values of a and b is hard to calculate and enumerate,
in this section, we consider the influence of removing two 6-
cycles sharing one common check node (Figure 1 (a)) when
girth g = 6 and two 8-cycles sharing two common check
nodes (Figure 1 (c)) when girth g = 8 in Tanner graph.

A. Girth g = 6

When the girth is 6, if any two 6-cycles in Tanner graph
share no common check node (which is called chordless 8-
cycles in [15]), then there is no theta graph θ(1, 2, 2) in VN
graph of any (a, b)-ETSs. By avoiding this special theta graph,
we can get the following theorem:

Theorem 7: For an (a, b)-ETS in a Tanner graph with girth
6 and variable-regular degree dL(v) = γ, if any two 6-cycles
share no common check node, then b ≥ aγ − 1

2a
2.

Proof: For the VN graph GV N = (VV N , EV N ) of an
(a, b)-ETS with variable-regular degree γ, we have |VV N | = a,
|EV N | = 1

2 (aγ− b). As there is no θ(1, 2, 2) in GV N , we get
|EV N | ≤ ex(a, θ(1, 2, 2)).

In Theorem 4, we have proved that ex(a, θ(1, 2, 2)) = ⌊a2

4 ⌋
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TABLE I
THE MINIMUM SIZE OF AN (a, b)-ETS, b < a, IN AN LDPC CODE WITH
GIRTH 6, γ = 3 AND ANY TWO 6-CYCLES SHARING NO COMMON CHECK

NODES

b The minimum a satisfying b ≥ aγ − a2

2
The actual a

0 6 6
1 7 7
2 6 6
3 5 5

TABLE II
THE MINIMUM SIZE OF AN (a, b)-ETS, b < a, IN AN LDPC CODE WITH
GIRTH 6, γ = 4 AND ANY TWO 6-CYCLES SHARING NO COMMON CHECK

NODES

b The minimum a satisfying b ≥ aγ − a2

2
The actual a

0 8 8
2 8 8
4 7 7

for all a ≥ 4, then we get |EV N | = 1
2 (aγ− b) ≤ ⌊a2

4 ⌋, which
implies b ≥ aγ − 1

2a
2.

We notice that this bound is tighter than the bound b ≥ aγ−
2a3

4a−3 in [15], as we get the exact value of ex(n, θ(1, 2, 2)),
which means the (a, b)-ETS that does not satisfy the bound
can not exist in Tanner graph.

By the famous Turán Theorem [19], ex(n,C3) = ⌊n2

4 ⌋ =
ex(n, θ(1, 2, 2)), we notice that: for fixed b, lifting the girth
from 6 to 8 has the same effect as requiring any two 6-cycles
sharing no common check nodes on eliminating small ETSs.
This observation prompts us to consider the situation of girth
g = 8 in the next subsection.

Table I and Table II list the minimum a calculated by the
bound b ≥ aγ − a2

2 for the case γ = 3 and 4, respectively,
which is actually the size of an (a, b)-ETS that can exist
under the condition we set. Also, these values are coincide
with the results obtained by Amirzade [15] using computer
to enumerate. Obviously, the complexity of calculating the
minimum a by this bound is significantly lower than that
through enumeration by computer.

B. Girth g = 8

When the girth is 8, we set a restriction on Tanner graph
that any two 8-cycles share at most one common check nodes,
which means no θ(2, 2, 2) in VN graph.

Theorem 8: For an (a, b)-ETS in a Tanner graph with girth
8 and variable-regular degree dL(v) = γ, if any two 8-
cycles share at most one common check nodes, then b ≥
aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 . If b < a,then a > 1

2 (γ
2 − γ + 2).

Proof: By the conditions, there is no θ(2, 2, 2) or C3

in VN graph GV N = (VV N , EV N ) of any ETS in Tan-
ner graph. According to Theorem 6, we get |EV N | ≤
ex(a, {C3, θ(2, 2, 2)}) ≤ a(

√
8a−7−1)
4 , i.e. b ≥ aγ −

a(
√
8a−7−1)
2 .

If b < a, then a > b ≥ aγ − a(
√
8a−7−1)
2 , so we get

a > 1
2 (γ

2 − γ + 2).
For specific γ, using this bound can theoretically prove

that several small ETSs do not exist. Although sometimes the

Fig. 2. Figures (a), (b), (c) and (d) are the VN graphs of (8,0), (9,1), (8,2)
and (7,3)-ETSs with girth 8 and γ = 3, respectively.

minimum a obtained by the bound is smaller than the accurate
value, using this bound can significantly reduce the complexity
of enumeration.

Corollary 9: For an LDPC codes with girth 8 and γ = 3
with a Tanner graph whose any two 8-cycles sharing at most
one common check node, if b < a, the smallest sizes of an
(a, b)-ETS are a = 8, 9, 8, 7 for b = 0, 1, 2, 3, respectively.

Proof: Suppose b = 0, the minimum a satisfying b ≥
aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 is a = 8.

For b = 1 and 2, although the minimum a satisfying b ≥
aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 is a = 7 and 6, the accurate value is 9 and

8, respectively.
For b = 3, the minimum a satisfying b ≥ aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 is

a = 7.
Figure 2 shows the VN graphs of (8,0), (9,1), (8,2) and (7,3)-
ETSs respectively.

Corollary 10: For an LDPC codes with girth 8 and γ = 4
with a Tanner graph whose any two 8-cycles sharing at most
one common check node, if b < a, the smallest sizes of an
(a, b)-ETS are a = 11, 11, 10, 9 for b = 0, 2, 4, 6, respectively.

Proof: Suppose b = 0 and 2, the minimum a satisfying
b ≥ aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 is a = 11.

For b = 4, the minimum a satisfying b ≥ aγ − a(
√
8a−7−1)
2 is

a = 10.
For b = 6, although the minimum a satisfying b ≥ aγ −
a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 is a = 8, the accurate value is 9.

V. CONSTRUCTIONS AND NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we construct QC-LDPC codes with girth
8 and any two 8-cycles sharing at most one common check
nodes, which indicates that there is no subgraph shown in
Figure 1 (c) in the Tanner graph. In order to remove all
subgraphs that are isomorphic to Figure 1 (c), we check all 8-
cycles in the Tanner graph according to the equation (1), which
deduces a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence
of a 8-cycle. Indeed, for each pair of variable nodes, we check
if there exist three 4-paths with the same lifting value that have
the two variable nodes as their endpoints. If so, they will form
the graph in Figure 1 (c).

By eliminating any two 8-cycles with two common check
nodes, we construct the following parity check matrices of
(3,5) and (3,6)-regular QC-LDPC codes with girth 8 and lifting
degree p = 35, 57 respectively, which are found by a random
search with a cycle controlling process:

H1 =

I(0) I(0) I(0) I(0) I(0)
I(0) I(4) I(8) I(10) I(21)
I(0) I(30) I(15) I(3) I(29)

 (3)
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Fig. 3. FER performance of C1, C2 and their counterparts

H2 =

I(0) I(0) I(0) I(0) I(0) I(0)
I(0) I(19) I(10) I(51) I(52) I(26)
I(0) I(13) I(56) I(49) I(36) I(27)

 (4)

We present simulation results to verify the frame-error-rate
(FER) performance in the error floor region of the proposed
codes in Figure 3. C1 and C2 are QC-LDPC codes constructed
from H1 and H2 with length N = 175 and 342,respectively,
while their counterparts are (3,5) and (3,6)-regular QC-LDPC
codes with the same length designed from the progressive-
edge-growth (PEG) algorithm. The sum-product algorithm
(SPA) is employed to decode the codes over the additive
white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel with binary phase
shift keying (BPSK) modulation. Figure 3 shows that C1 and
C2 have better FER performance in the error floor region,
compared with their counterparts.

Note that the method we proposed in this paper (avoiding
the presence of two 8-cycles with two common check nodes)
is applicable to regular QC-LDPC codes with arbitrary row
weights, column weights and whether they are fully connected
or not. As we have deduced the Turán number of theta graph
θ(2, 2, 2) by graphic methods, all (a, b)-ETSs that do not
satisfy the bound b ≥ aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 can be eliminated,

as long as the column weight of the regular QC-LDPC code
is γ.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, for fixed variable-regular degree dL(v) = γ,
we consider requiring any two 6-cycles sharing no common
check node when the girth is 6, which means there is no
theta graph θ(1, 2, 2) in VN graph of any (a, b)-ETS in Tanner
graph. By determining the accurate value of Turán number for
θ(1, 2, 2), we prove that all (a, b)-ETSs in Tanner graph must
satisfy the bound b ≥ aγ − 1

2a
2, which improves the bound

b ≥ aγ − 2a3

4a−3 in [15]. Also, we notice that the minimum
a calculated by b ≥ aγ − 1

2a
2 is coincide with the values

obtained by enumeration. When the girth rises to 8, we deduce
an upper bound of ex(n, {C3, θ(2, 2, 2)}) and prove that if any
two 8-cycles share at most one common check node, then all
(a, b)-ETSs are free of with (a, b) not satisfying the bound
b ≥ aγ − a(

√
8a−7−1)
2 . This bound is applicable to regular

QC-LDPC codes with arbitrary row weights, column weights

and whether they are fully connected or not. The simulation
results show that the QC-LDPC codes designed in this paper
have good performance with lower error floor.
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