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Abstract—Polar codes have gained significant attention in
channel coding for their ability to approach the capacity of
binary input discrete memoryless channels (B-DMCs), thanks to
their reliability and efficiency in transmission. However, existing
decoders often struggle to balance hardware area and perfor-
mance. Stochastic computing offers a way to simplify circuits, and
previous work has implemented decoding using this approach.
A common issue with these methods is performance degradation
caused by the introduction of correlation. This paper presents
an Efficient Correlated Stochastic Polar Decoder (ECS-PD) that
fundamentally addresses the issue of the ‘hold-state’, preventing
it from increasing as correlation computation progresses. We
propose two optimization strategies aimed at reducing iteration
latency, increasing throughput, and simplifying the circuit to
improve hardware efficiency. The optimization can reduce the
number of iterations by 25.2% at Eb/N0 = 3 dB. Compared
to other efficient designs, the proposed ECS-PD achieves higher
throughput and is 2.7 times more hardware-efficient than the
min-sum decoder.

Index Terms—polar code, stochastic computing, decoder, belief
propagation, correlated.

I. INTRODUCTION

Polar codes, initially proposed by Arikan [1], have become
popular in channel coding due to their ability to achieve
the capacity of binary-input discrete memoryless channels
(B-DMCs) . Furthermore, polar codes have been selected
for channel coding in the control channels of the Third
Generation Partnership Project (3GPP) New Radio (NR) [2],
owing to their reliability and efficiency of transmission. The
primary decoding methods for polar codes include Successive
Cancellation (SC) and Belief Propagation (BP) decoding. SC
decoding is notable for its low complexity of O(N logN), but
it operates serially, which can limit throughput. In response,
Successive Cancellation List (SCL) decoding was proposed to
enhance error-correction performance, albeit with the trade-
off of higher complexity, specifically O(LN logN) [3]. BP
decoding, on the other hand, operates in parallel, offering
higher throughput, which is advantageous for applications
requiring fast decoding speeds. The complexity of BP de-
coding is O(IN logN), where I is the number of iterations,
necessitating strategies to reduce this complexity. Thus, a
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balance between decoding performance and implementation
complexity remains a challenge.

Some strategies have been suggested to improve the ef-
ficiency of polar decoders, such as the min-sum algorithm
[4], bit flipping [5], early stopping [6], and stage-combined
BP [7]. These techniques strive to balance performance and
complexity. However, most of these methods emphasize de-
terministic computation. Recently, stochastic computing has
garnered significant interest due to its benefits in error tol-
erance and hardware efficiency compared to deterministic
computing. Stochastic computing uses random bit streams
to represent numbers, simplifying complex operations. These
benefits align well with BP polar code decoders, significantly
reducing resource usage in parallel architectures. Stochastic
polar code decoders were initially introduced using the SC
algorithm and presented stochastic computing components
[8]. However, these decoders suffered significant performance
loss compared to deterministic computation. Subsequent work
proposed stochastic BP decoders [9] [10], but correlation in
bit streams during iterations, as determined by the probability
update formula, presented challenges. Xu addressed this issue
by developing a rerandomization module and adopting an
early termination technique to enhance convergence speed and
reduce decoding delay [11].

Despite these advancements, high Signal-to-Noise Ratio
(SNR) conditions still lead to a significant number of ‘hold-
state’, limiting the minimum error rate [12]. This paper
presents an Efficient Correlated Stochastic Polar Decoder
(ECS-PD) to mitigate this challenge. The principal contribu-
tions of this work can be summarized as follows:
• The proposed decoder utilizes correlated stochastic com-

puting to address the “hold-state” issue inherent in tra-
ditional stochastic decoding. By operating in the log-
likelihood ratio (LLR) domain, the design achieves im-
proved error tolerance and lower complexity, making it
highly efficient for hardware implementation.

• This paper introduces simplified computing units (CUs)
to optimize the decoding process. These simplified CUs
reduce complexity by efficiently handling frozen bits and
minimizing unnecessary computations, leading to lower
latency and higher throughput.
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• The hardware design of ECS-PD introduces an optimized
architecture based on stochastic computing, achieving a
throughput of 3816.5Mb/s at 1625MHz and hardware
efficiency of 25, 614Mb/s/mm2 at Eb/N0 = 3.5 dB. This
design significantly minimizes resource usage and area,
making it highly efficient for practical implementations.

II. POLAR DECODING ALGORITHM AND STOCHASTIC
COMPUTING

A. Polar Codes

The polar code uN
1 ∈ Cn×1 = {u1, . . . , un} is encoded into

xN1 ∈ Cn×1 = {x1, . . . , xn} as:

xN
1 = uN

1 · F⊗N , (1)

where uN
1 is the source bit, F⊗N is the Kronecker product of

base matrix F =

[
1 0
1 1

]
, and xN1 is the encoded bit.

B. Belief Propagation Based Decoding of Polar Codes

The BP decoding algorithm is based on messages passing
between check nodes and variable nodes on both sides of
the factor graph. Polar codes are decoded through iterative
two-way message updates. [13] proposed a hardware-friendly
structure where messages are propagated and updated itera-
tively from the right to the left side as follows:

Li,j = f
(
Li+1,2j−1, g

(
Li+1,2j , Ri,j+N/2

))
, (2)

Li,j+N/2 = g (f (Ri,j , Li+1,2j−1) , Li+1,2j) , (3)

Ri+1,2j−1 = f
(
Ri,j , g

(
Li+1,2j , Ri,j+N/2

))
, (4)

Ri+1,2j = g
(
f (Ri,j , Li+1,2j−1) , Ri,j+N/2

)
, (5)

where Li,jand Ri,j are the messages propagated left or right of
the node in row i and column j, respectively. According to the
min-sum algorithm, f(x, y) ≈ sign(x) · sign(y) ·min(|x|, |y|)
and g(x, y) = x+ y.

C. Stochastis Computing

In stochastic computing, a message is represented by the
probability of a ‘1’ occurring in a bit stream. The correlation
between bit streams affects the calculation results, and the
stochastic computation correlation (SCC) [14] is defined by:

SCC(x, y) =


δ(x,y)

min(px,py)−pxpy
, δ(x, y) > 0

0, δ(x, y) = 0
δ(x,y)

pxpy−max(px+py−1,0) , δ(x, y) < 0

(6)

where δ(x, y) = pxy − pxpy , with pxy representing the
probability of the output from an AND gate with inputs x
and y. Different SCC values represent specific relationships.
SCC = 0 means the bit streams are independent. SCC = +1
means they are positively correlated, implying that they can be
considered generated from the same random number sequence.
And SCC = −1 means the bit streams are negatively corre-
lated. The function of the circuit varies with different SCC
values, as illustrated in Fig. 1. For example, an AND gate
functions as a multiplier when SCC = 0 and as a minimum
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Fig. 1. AND gate function in different SCC. (a) SCC=0; (b) SCC=+1.

TABLE I
LOGIC CIRCUIT FUNCTIONS UNDER DIFFERENT RELATIONSHIPS

Relationship Logic Circuit Function

AND z = x · y
Independent OR z = (x+ y)− x · y

XOR z = x · (1− y) + (1− x) · y
AND z = min(x, y)

Positively Correlated OR z = max(x, y)

XOR z = |x− y|
AND z = max(x− y, 0)

Negatively Correlated OR z = min(x+ y, 1)

XOR z = min(x+ y, 2− (x+ y))

value calculator when SCC = +1. Other stochastic logic
circuit functions under different relationships are shown in
Table I.

III. CORRELATED STOCHASTIC DECODER

In this section, we propose a CU based on correlated
stochastic computing to facilitate the iteration of the min-
sum algorithm. Additionally, we introduce several optimized
designs tailored for the correlated stochastic decoder, aiming
to enhance decoding performance, reduce the number of
iterations, and minimize circuit area.

A. Computing Unit

The decoding of polar codes is achieved through iterative
processing of equations (2) - (5). Previous work has shown
that using a round-trip approach with alternating left-to-right
iterations is a more effective update method [15]. Therefore,
we designed a unidirectional-output CU, which updates only
one type of message at a time, as illustrated in Fig. 2a. FM
and GM are stochastic implementations used to realize the
functions of the min-sum algorithm. In Fig. 2b, the f-function
requires only one AND gate and one XOR gate, significantly
reducing area and cost. To implement the g-function, a prob-
ability tracker (PT) is employed, which couples the iterative
and computational processes, thereby greatly reducing latency.
The update equation of PT in the GM is:

P (t) = (1− α) · P (t− 1) + α · x̃. (7)

To avoid the additional complement operations caused by the
polarity of x, equation (7) can be rewritten as:

P (t) = P (t− 1)− α · [P (t− 1)− x̃], (8)

where α is the relaxation coefficient [16], expressed as 2−m

to eliminate the need for multipliers. Considering that the
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Fig. 2. The structure of (a) computing units; (b) F function module; (c) G
function module; (d) probability tracker.

TABLE II
REDUCTION RATIOS AT DIFFERENT CODE LENGTHS

Reduction
Ratio

Code Length
N = 32 N = 64 N = 128 N = 256 N = 512

FM 32.5% 27.1% 27.1% 28.2% 28.1%

GM 13.1% 10.9% 12.2% 14.2% 14.8%

value of x̃ after passing through the adder and inputting into
PT can be {−2,−1, 0, 1, 2}, meiosis can be optimized by
combinatorial logic simplification, calculated as equations (9),
where Pn is the n-th bit of the probability value stored in
the register and input to the combinatorial logic, Qn is the
n-th bit of the combinatorial logic output, and Qn−2 to Q0

remain unchanged. This optimization reduces the area of an
n-bit adder, when using n-bit quantization. After optimization,
PT is shown in Fig. 2d, achieving a smaller area 9% [16].

Qn−1 =


Pn−1 x̃ = −2

Pn−1 x̃ = −1

Pn−1 x̃ = +1

Pn−1 x̃ = +2

Qn =


Pn x̃ = −2

Pn ⊕ Pn−1 x̃ = −1

Pn ⊕ Pn−1 x̃ = +1

Pn x̃ = +2

Qn+1 =


0 x̃ = −2

Pn · Pn−1 x̃ = −1

Pn + Pn−1 x̃ = +1

1 x̃ = +2

(9)

B. Frozen Factor Graph

Polar codes enhance the reliability of each subchannel
through polarization effects. As a result, message bits are
carried on good channels, while frozen bits are allocated
to poor channels based on the reliability ranking of the
subchannels. Frozen bits do not require message updates,
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Fig. 3. Factor graph with N = 8 and CU type simplified based on frozen
bits.
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Fig. 4. The structure of simplified CUs. Type I: both Ri,j and Ri,j+N/2
are frozen bits; Type II: Ri,j is frozen bits; Type III: Ri,j+N/2 is frozen
bits.

and this characteristic propagates through the factor graph,
as illustrated in Fig. 3. Depending on the presence of frozen
bits, we have designed three simplified CUs for L message
updates and R message updates, respectively, to reduce circuit
area and accelerate decoding iteration.

In Fig. 3, multiple CUs are identified based on different
situations involving frozen bits. When updating R messages,
both type 1 and type 3 CUs can propagate frozen messages,
simplifying two FMs and two GMs and greatly reducing
circuit complexity. Additionally, the R messages on the left
side of the frozen bits is set to the maximum real value to
ensure the propagation of prior information in the min-sum
algorithm. However, due to the limited representation range of
random bit streams, this characteristic cannot be guaranteed
during stochastic computing. Our redesigned CU does not
update frozen messages but instead combines them with the



update equations f(x, y) and g(x, y), as shown in Fig. 4. For a
polar code of (256, 128), the optimized design can reduce FM
by 28.2% and GM by 14.2%, using the improved degrading-
merge algorithm (Algorithm D in [17]). The reduction rate for
codes of other lengths is shown in Table II. The optimized
decoder can reduce the number of iterations by 25.2% at
Eb/N0 = 3 dB, as shown in Table III.

IV. HARDWARE IMPLEMENTATION AND PERFORMANCE
EVALUATION

A. The Structure Of ECS-PD

Fig. 5 illustrates the correlated stochastic polar decoder. The
structure includes n levels, each containing N/2 CUs, where
N is the length of the polar code and n = log2 N . Messages
are input from both ends, consisting of R1 bit stream generated
based on frozen bits, generated based on the LLR received
through the channel. The left propagation messages Ln+1 of
the (n+1)-th column node and the right propagation messages
R1 of the 1-th column node are represented by equations (11)
and (12) respectively, where R(t) represents the value of the
random bit stream source.

Previous work focused on stream update solutions, which
resulted in slow message update speeds and slow convergence
of iterations. This paper introduces a PT into the decoder,
integrating the iterative process and message update process.
Consequently, messages no longer need to be represented by
fixed-length random bit streams. In the architecture depicted
in Fig. 5, bit streams flow separately in the LCU and RCU
and are transmitted between them through the interconnection
module. As a result, the proposed message update iteration
module does not require block memory, such as RAM, and
updates messages in a pipeline fashion.

In previous works [18] [11], a scale factor was introduced
to address the issue of the SCC approaching +1 or -1 in high
SNR states, calculated in the probability domain. However, the
ECS-PD operates in the LLR domain and does not encounter
this problem. To prevent data saturation from excessive LLR
or accuracy loss due to proportional scaling, this paper also
introduces a scale factor N0, where N0 is the single-sided
noise power density.

LLR′
j = N0 · LLRj

= N0 · log

[
exp

(
−(yj − 1)2/N0

)
exp (−(yj + 1)2/N0)

]
= 4 · yj , (10)

Ln+1,j =


1, R(t) ≤| LLR′

j |, LLR′
j > 0

−1, R(t) <| LLR′
j |, LLR′

j < 0

0, R(t) >| LLR′
j |

(11)

R1,j =

{
1, uj ∈ frozen bit

0, uj /∈ frozen bit
(12)

TABLE III
AVERAGE ITERATION TIMES OF (256,128) POLAR CODES IMPLEMENTED

BY DIFFERENT CUS

CU
Type

Eb/N0
2.5 dB 3dB 3.5 dB 4dB 4.5 dB 5dB

Original 360.62 234.21 122.82 72.73 37.39 22.58

Simplified 315.64 175.12 108.80 55.70 28.86 17.74

This design utilizes positive correlation stochastic comput-
ing, where all messages are represented by the same random
bit stream, requiring only a single random number generator
for the entire circuit. In contrast, the traditional stochastic BP
decoder requires a random number generator at each stage
to ensure sequence decorrelation. While a re-randomization
module was introduced in previous work [11], it still required
multiple Linear Feedback Shift Registers (LFSRs) to maintain
the decorrelation of the random number source.

If the PT in Fig. 2d changes slowly over the last T clock
cycles and is considered stable, the influence of random
bits prior to these T cycles on the PT value is relatively
insignificant [16]. Consequently, the PT value can be regarded
as dependent solely on the distribution of ‘1’ bits within
these T clock cycles. Using a uniform distribution of ‘1’
bits in the random bit stream over these T clock cycles can
significantly enhance the PT’s accuracy. To generate such a
random bit stream, a more uniform Sobol sequence [19] can
be employed, improving the PTr’s performance. The Sobol
sequence is a quasi-random sequence used to produce low-
variance sequences, primarily to enhance the computational
efficiency and accuracy of high-dimensional numerical inte-
gration and Monte Carlo simulations. This design utilizes only
a Sobol sequence generator to maintain sequence correlation
and requires only log2 l registers, where l is the length of the
random bit stream. Compared to decoders using independent
sequences for calculations, this approach reduces the circuit
area of the random number generator by a factor of 2 ·N .

This paper implements a bidirectional judgment approach to
accelerate convergence and facilitate the early termination of
iterations. To achieve this, a cyclic redundancy check (CRC)-
aided early termination scheme, as described in [20], is em-
ployed. The updated bit stream messages L and R are directed
to different early termination modules for decision-making.
The judgment message is derived through the operation of
the g(x, y) function. Once the CRC check is successful, the
control module terminates the decoding process early and
outputs the result. Our tests show that using CRC-16 for
the polar code with N = 256 satisfies the performance
requirements. For longer polar codes, longer check sequences
are necessary to prevent false positives.

B. Performance Evaluation

In this subsection, the performance evaluation results of
the ECS-PD are presented in Fig. 6. The polar code has
a code length N = 256 and the code rates R are 1

2 , 2
3 ,
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Fig. 6. The FER simulation result for different polar codes. (a) N = 256,K = 128, and code rate R = 1
2

; (b) N = 256,K = 171, and code rate R ≈ 2
3

;
(c) N = 256,K = 192, and code rate R ≈ 3

4
; (d) N = 256,K = 205, and code rate R ≈ 4

5
.

3
4 and 4

5 , respectively. The source bits are modulated using
binary phase-shift keying (BPSK) and transmitted through
additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channels. Since related
works aim to achieve similar performance to BP and min-sum
algorithms, for comparison, we also simulated and plotted the
results of the min-sum decoder [4] and the floating-point BP
decoder [21]. The maximum number of iterations was set to
40. The received LLR messages were quantized to 7 bits, and
the probability tracker width in the G Module was set to 6
bits. Additionally, the parameter α was set to 2−2. As the SNR
increases and the frame error rate (FER) gradually decreases at
different code rates, the simulation results demonstrate that the
ECS-PD achieves similar performance to the min-sum decoder
when the FER is below 0.1, with only a minimal difference
compared to the BP decoder. This indicates that the proposed
decoder maintains comparable error correction capability to
the conventional BP decoder, while requiring fewer resources.

Fig. 6 illustrates the robustness of the ECS-PD across various
code rates, suggesting that the decoder performs efficiently not
only at lower code rates but also in more demanding scenarios
where higher code rates are required.

C. Hardware Implementation

To demonstrate the superiority of the proposed hardware,
the architecture was implemented using Verilog HDL on
TSMC 28-nm CMOS technology. We used Synopsys Design
Compiler for synthesis and compared the results with some
advanced decoders, as shown in Table IV. Due to the sim-
plicity of the stochastic computing circuit and the flexibility
of the decoding architecture, this design can operate at a 700
MHz clock frequency. The coupling of message updates, the
iterative convergence process, and the simplification of the
factor graph significantly improve the average decoding delay,
resulting in a remarkable increase in throughput. Compared to



TABLE IV
COMPARISON OF HARDWARE IMPLEMENTATION OF DIFFERENT POLAR DECODERS

Design
ECS-PD

[this work]
Stochastic Decoder

[11]
Stochastic Decoder

[9]
Min-Sum

[4]

Technology (nm) 28 65 65 65

Code (N ,K) (256,128) (256,128) (256,128) (256,128)

Bit Stream Length - 500 1024 -

Clock Frequency (MHz) 1625 (700a) 700 670 334

Area (mm2) 0.149 0.129 0.169 0.818

Maximum Decoding Latency (cycles) 800 5003b - 640

Avg.Decoding Latency (cycles@3.5 dB) 109 688 15360 61

Avg.Throughput (Mb/s@3.5 dB) 3816.5 (1644a) 297.6 11.6 1401.7

Hardware Eficiency (Mb/s/mm2) 25614 (4753a) 2019 138 1713

a The normalization to the 65 nm technology node is based on the following formula: frequency ∝ s, where s = technology
65nm .

b The maximum decoding latency is calculated based on the average decoding latency and the maximum number of iterations of 40.

the decoder presented in [11], the proposed design achieves
a 5.5-fold increase in throughput and a 2.7-fold improvement
in hardware efficiency. It also offers faster decoding efficiency
with comparable performance to the min-sum decoder [4].

V. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a novel design for stochastic polar
decoders, utilizing correlated random sequences and applying
the min-sum algorithm in the LLR domain. The correlated
stochastic computing approach fundamentally prevents the
occurrence of a ‘hold-state’. Additionally, we redesigned
the computation unit and proposed two methods to enhance
decoding performance. The use of the Round-Trip iteration
scheme and a unidirectional-output structure results in higher
throughput and circuit efficiency while maintaining perfor-
mance similar to that of the min-sum decoder. In future work,
we will continue to explore additional optimizations to further
enhance decoding performance.
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