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ON THE ASYMPTOTIC ACCURACY OF THE UNION BOUND
ALEXANDER BARG*

ABSTRACT. A new lower bound on the error probability of maximum likelod decoding of
a binary code on a binary symmetric channel (BSC) was prowdBarg and McGregor (2004,
cs.1T/0407011). It was observed in that paper that this ddeads to a new region of code rates
in which the random coding exponent is asymptotically tigiiting a new region in which the re-
liability of the BSC is known exactly. The present paper exms a relation of these results to the
union bound on the error probability.

1. INTRODUCTION

This is a companion paper tbl[6]. Suppose that a a@de used on a BS() and decoded
according to the maximum likelihood procedure. The errabpbility of decodingP.(C, p) can
be estimated from above using the distance distributioff edgether with the union bound. As
a general rule of thumb, this bound gives a good estimateeoétior probability for low channel
noise and is loose for high noise. Quantifying this heuwristia difficult problem related not just to
the distance distribution but also to structural propemtiethe code. Rigorous results are attainable
only in the asymptotic setting when the code lengtiends to infinity (therefore in effect we will
study families of codes rather than individual codes witradways saying so). The inaccuracy of
the union bound is related to the fact that intersectionsatffg¢paces related to codewords other
than the transmitted one, are counted more than once. K turhthat under certain conditions
adding the measure of these intersections does not chamgepgbnential asymptotics of the actual
value of the error probability. The first result of this typasvobtained by Gallager [13] who
proved that for the ensemble of random codes and forkate R, where R is the so-called
critical rate of the channel (see below), the union boundgihe correct exponent of the average
error probability for this ensemble (this quantity is difat from the error probability of a typical
random code, and both are different the error probabilitgedoding for a typical linear code,
see[5]). The proof in[13] is based on the fact that the errobability of decoding into a list of
size two decreases exponentially faster than the estimhdg €', p) given by the union bound. A
similar result can be proved for the ensemble of random tinedes using the ensemble-average
coset weight distribution.

Subsequent results of this type are substantially mordvado They are related to universal
bounds on the distance distribution of codes [16, 1] and uglgn various methods of proving
lower bounds onP, given the distance distribution. One such method, dué th [&&s used in
[16,2] to prove new estimates of the reliability functiortioé BSCI[16] and the power-constrained
AWGN channell[2]. Other methods known are due ia [8, 9] anil. [IBe main question addressed
by this analysis is the value of the code r&tesuch that for rate®& < R, the union bound can be
claimed to be exponentially tight.
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The paper is organized as follows. In SELt. 2 we discuss titdgm statement. SeEl. 3 is devoted
to general lower estimates of the error probabiltyC, p) given the distance distribution of the
codeC. In Sectl® we study the relation between the random codipgrent (the exponent of the
error probability for a typical linear code) and the uniorubds on this probability. Our context is
that of geometry of decoding of random linear codes. We éxjlaw different bounds on codes
are related to the union bound on the error probability. Tinedect[ we put everything together
and show that a part of the random coding exponent just bélewritical rate of the channel gives
the actual value of the channel reliability. Some conclgdiemarks are presented in the final
Sectior®

2. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

We consider transmission with binary codes of lengibtver a BSC with crossover probability
p. Let X = {0, 1}" be then-dimensional Hamming space. L&t{n, M = 2f") c X be a code of
rate R and letz; € C be the transmitted vector. Under this condition the prdiigthat a vector
y is received equal® (y|z;) = plv*=il(1 — p)n~lv+=il where| - | is the Hamming weight.

Let D(x) be the decision region of max-likelihood decoding for a a@t¢orz. Given thatr; is
transmitted, the error probability of maximum likelihooelmbding equal®. (z;) = P; (X\D(z;)) .
The (average) error probability of decoding for the catlequals

1 M
P(C.p) = 57 > Pu(z).
i=1

Computing this probability directly is prohibitively diffult in most nontrivial examples, therefore,
there has been much interest in bounding it from both sidesn4€], we focus orower bounds
on P.(C, p). For a given code sequence, define its error exponent as

1 1
E(p) = lim —1 .
<p) ”L)Holo n o8 Pe<C7 p)

We will also apply the results of the paper to the largestratde exponent of the error probability
of decoding defined as

. 1 1
E(R,p) = h?—i}ip - log CQXIS%E%):R B
This quantity is also called theliability functionof the BSC.

Let us fix an arbitrary ordering of the codewords. Defineltwal distance distribution of the
codeC' with respect to the codeword,. This is a set ofx + 1 numbersBj,...,B: ... B!,
where B! is the number of neighbors af; in the code at distance. Below we will mostly
concentrate on lower bounds on the probabiltyz;) given the local distance distribution. We
will consider codes of exponentially growing size for whtble error probability®,(C, p) declines
exponentially fast. In this situation, given theeragedistance distribution of the codg, we can
isolate a subcode of the same exponential order in whichoited Histance distribution for every
codeword is asymptotically the same as the average distiburherefore, the bounf.(x;) can
be used to obtain a bound éh(C, p) with the same exponent. This argument is presented in detalil
in [2, €], so we will rely on it here without further discussio



Notation. LetC' = {z1,...,x)} be acode. For a subsgtC X let
P (Y) =) Plyla:).
yey

Let 7(w) be the error probability for two codewords at distanceé.e., the probability of transmit-
ting z; and decoding:;, whered(z;, z;) = w andd(-,-) denotes the Hamming distance. By the
union bound,

(1) P.(x;) <Y Bim(w).
w=1
Letting r(wn) = 24+ 'we haved(w) = wlog2./p(1 — p). Then
1 1
2 — log —Aw) = pw),

- >
n Pe(llfi) ~

wherep(w) = 1 log Bi,.

By h(z) we denote the binary entropy function. We also use the darergD (z||y) = h(x) +
xlogy + (1 — ) log(1 — y) (the logarithms are binary).

Bounds on codes. Define ©)
d
)(R) =1 —
D) =P o
There exist code sequences (for instance, typical codestfrte ensemble of random linear codes)
whose relative distance approaches the quadgigyR) = »h~'(1 — R) which is called the Gilbert-
Varshamov (GV) distance. Thus,
d(R) > dgv(R).

On the other hand, by the Elias bound,

where the quantityz(R) is sometimes called the Elias distance. A better upper agiofj(R)
is provided by the JPL bound]17]:

§(R) <6 := min G(a,7)
<

0<a<

D=

_ gal—)—7(1-7) isfi —1—-R—
whereG (o, 7) = 2 T and wherer satisfiesh(7) =1 — R — h(«). For0 < R < 0.305
this bound takes a simpler form:= ¢(h~'(R)), whereg(z) = 5 — /z(1 — z). Denote byR(J)
the inverse function of (R) which is well defined becauseis a monotone decreasing function of
R.

3. LOWER BOUNDS ONP,(C, p)

In this section we review the known lower estimates of thebphility P,.(z;) given the local
distance distribution of the code. Lét(i) = {x € C : d(z, ;) = w} for some fixed value of.
Given two different vectors;, z; € C, let

Xy C Xy ={yeX :d(z;,y) < d(z;,y)}
be an arbitrary subset.



3.1. Kounias bound [15]. This (obvious) bound states that

Pe(l’l) Z E {Pz (Xz ) - E IP)Z (XU N sz) }
z;€C (i) Ikec;f(i)\{mj}
J

In principle, here and hereaftéf(i) can be an arbitrary subcode @fthat does not contain,.

3.2. Burnashev's method [8, [7,[€]. This method was originally suggested for the AWGN chan-
nel and was adapted to the BSCIin [6]. The error probabilityexfoding is estimated by carefully
taking account of the probability of the subs&tsn X, k # j for z;, z;, € C(i) and for some suit-
able definition of the subsefs;;. Let x;, z;, z, € C(i),d(x;, ;) = d(x;, x1) = wn, d(z;, x;) =

An. Let

wn
3) Xij={y € X 1 d(zi,y) = d(z;,y) = o +pn(l —w)}.
Denote byB(w, A) the negative exponent of the probability(X;,|X;;) ,
(4) B(w,\) =—w—(1-w)hip)+

277) <w — 277) (p(l - w) —77))
max Ml—]) +(w—=A/2)h +(1—-—w—-A\2)h|—L—— .
nel2P min(3 p(1-w))] ( ()\ ( /2) 20— A ( /2) l—w—2A/2

The main result of [6] is given by

Theorem 1. [6] Let (C;),>1 be a sequence of codes with rdterelative distance and distance
distribution satisfying3,,, > 2"« wheres(w) > 0forall § < w < 1. The error probability
of max-likelihood decoding of these codes satighigs’, p) > 2= F7+() where

(5) E= min max [max(-fw) - Aw), B@,A) = AN)]:

As it turns out, for sufficiently low code ratds, the first term under the maximum id (5) domi-
nates the estimate. This shows that for code r&tes R, the union bound is exponentially tight,
whereR, is some value of the rate than depends on the distance distnlof the code and on the
noise level in the channel. We will study the valuestafin Sect[b for the problem of bounding
the channel reliability function.

3.3. The method of Cohen and Merhav: de Caen’sinequality and its generalizations. D. de
Caen [11] suggested a new lower bound on the probability ofhitefunion of events. While
an elementary result (essentially, Cauchy-Schwarz),lbisd is sometimes the best among the
inequalities of this type. De Caen’s inequality was usedampute lower bounds on the error
probability via the distance distribution in [18,/14]. Caohend Merhavi[10] generalized de Caen’s
inequality by introducing a weighting function that depsrwh the weight of the error vector and
derived a lower bound of.(C, p) by optimizing on this function. Their result can be stated as
follows.

Theorem 2. [10] Letz;, z;, € C(i) be arbitrary vectorsj # k. Then
. 2
B[ 2 P(ylen(ly)

yeXij

=S PP + Bo -1 % Ple)i ()’

yeXij yeXiijik

wheren(-) is an arbitrary weight function.

(6) Pe@l’)




Taking C'(7) to be the set of neighbors af at the minimum distancé, paper [10] obtains a
bound onP.(z;) formed of two pieces. Similarly to Theordh 1, Theorldm 2 implihat for low
rates the exponent d?.(z;) asymptotically coincides with the exponent of the unionrmhuThe
condition on the code rate for the union bound@z;) to be (exponentially) tight proved i [1LO,
Prop. 5.3] can be written as follows;

(7) BIP; (Xi; N X)) S P (Xy5),
wherez;, z;, € C(i) are arbitrary (different) codewords arg refers to an inequality for the
exponents

4. DECODING GEOMETRY OF RANDOM LINEAR CODES AND THE UNION BOUND

4.1. Decoding of random linear codes. Consider the ensemble of linear codes definedrby
k) x n parity-check matrices with independent random compongmtsen with equal probabil-
ity from {0, 1}. Let R = k/n. The ensemble-average weight distribution has the fdgpn =
nRHLI=h(@)) "y = 0,(1/n),...,(n — 1)/n,1. The minimum relative distancgof a typical code
from the ensemble approaches the Gilbert-Varshamov bégid?) = »~!(1 — R). Computing
the error probabilityP,(C') for such a code, we obtain an upper bound on the BSC reliabifit
the formE (R, p) > Ey(R, p), whereEy(R, p) is the “random coding exponent,”

—dv(R)log, 2\/p(1 —p) 0< R< R, (a)
(8) Ey(R,p) = q D(pollp) + Rerie — R R, < R < R, (b)
D(dev(R)|p) Reit <R <1-h(p), (o)
where
) R, = 1— hy(wo)
(10) Reit = 1 —ha(po)
(1) VP 2y/p(1 —p)

pPo = ————, wo = 2po(1 — po) = :
VP+V1l=p 1+24/p(1—p)
This is a classical result of coding theory due to P. EliasRn@allager. Concise, self-contained
proofs that are suitable for our context appeafin[5, 4].
A part of this result that is used below is related to the tgpigeightwy,n of the incorrectly

decoded codeword in the case of decoding érifeor the cases (a)-(c) dfl(8) the values.gf, are
as follows [5]:

(@) wyp = dev(R)
(b)  wyp =wo
(C) wiyp=19p(R).
In Fig.[ the bound®, (R, p) is shown together with the valueg, as a function of the code rate
R. As R varies betweerR?, and R, the value ofuy, = w, changes its location with respect to

INote that[¥) relies otX;; instead off(ij. The reason for this is explained in the end of 9dct. 5 below.

’The expression faP, (C) is a finite sum of binomial-type probabilities. Asymptotigdor larger it is dominated
by weights of incorrectly decoded codewords in a small segmeund some value, which is calledypical weight
of incorrect codewords.
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FIGURE 1. The typical weight of incorrect codewords and the randoniing ex-
ponent for a BSC withp = 0.08.

the minimum distance of the code, moving frégy (R) to §z(R). We note thatuy, < dz(R) as
long asRk < Rgit.

4.2. Weight distributions and the union bound on P.(x;). Itis conjectured thak,( R, p) gives
an exact value of/(R, p) for all R € [0,1 — h(p)]. In an attempt to prove this, various upper
bounds onE(R, p) were established. The tightest known upper bounds are groyeshowing
that an appropriate version of the union bound in effectgltt{entails no loss of accuracy of the
estimate for large.).

The weight profile (the exponent of the weight distributiof} typical random linear code of
rate R has the formkR + 1 — h(w),w > dev(R). As explained above, only the weights in the region
dev(R) < w < dg(R) are relevant for the random coding exponent. Let us assuneerfmment
that

(A) for any codeC, a given codeword; has at leas?™(#+!~"«)) codeword neighbors at relative
distancev = ¢g(R) wereg is some monotone decreasing function;

(B) the union bound gives a tight value of the error exponerthe estimate§15) and/did (6) for
some region of low rates, to be specified later.

By (B), we can write an asymptotic estimate/®f ;) using [1 in the reverse direction. Substituting
the distance distribution from (A) we would be able to stat@pper bound o' ( R, p) of the form

(12) E(R,p) < —(R—1+h(g(R))) — A(g(R)).
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FIGURE 2. Bounds on the error exponent for the BSC witk 0.08. In the interval
Ry < R < R the random coding bounky (R, p) is tight. A discrepancy between
upper and lower bounds adfi( R, p) remains for rates in the interval< R < R;.

For instance, if (A) were true far = dgyv(R) then we would obtair{8a) as apperbound on
E(R,p) (this is a very strong assumption because it implies thaG¥eound is tight). In this
casey(?) = dov(L2).

We will assume thag(z) is such that the functior (R — 1 + h(g(R))) — A(g(R)) is U-convex
(this will be the case in all our examples).

Two important remarks should be made with respect to thisraemnt and Fid.J2. We formulate
the first one as

Lemma 3. The function on the right-hand side €f]12) is tangent to tin@ight line D(po||p) +
Reit — R at the pointR; = g~ (wiyp)-

Thus if g~ (wiyp) < Rerit, the random coding bound, (R, p) of (@) gives an exact answer for
the channel reliability”'( R, p) at the pointR = R;. Furthermore, together with the straight-line
principle of [19] this implies that! (R, p) = Eo(R, p) for all ratesR; < R < R A result of this
type will be proved in the next section.

Secondly, ifwy,, = dg(R) then it turns out that almost every error vector from the splod
typical errors leads to a decoding error (see €.§., [4]).r@Moee, forR > R. instead of[(IR) we
compute a “union bound” of a different type, namely, the aaibty of an error vector of weight
dev(R) occurring in the channel. This argument is not related tatheve assumptions and gives
@c) as an unconditional upper bound BOR, p) (the sphere-packing bound).

5. RELIABILITY FUNCTION OF THE BSC

In this section we study an application of the above ideatmts on the functiod’ (R, p).
Recently linear programming was used to derive bounds ordigtance distribution of codes
[16,[1]. In particular, papei |16] proves the following low@und on the distance distribution of
an arbitrary code family of rat&.



Theorem 4. [16] For any family of codes of sufficiently large length and r&teand anya €
0,1/2] there exists avalug, 0 < w < G(a, 7) such thatv ™! log B, > (R, o, w) —o(1), where

(R, o,w) =R —14h(1) + 2h(a) — 2¢(a, T,w/2) —w — (1 — w>h<a1— cu/2>7

— W

7 =h"'(h(e) — 1 + R), and where

q(a, 7,w) = h(1) + /w dylog(P + / P? — 4Qy?) /2Q,

0
whereP = a(l —a) —7(1—7) —y(1 —2y),Q = (o —y)(1 —a —y), is the exponent of the Hahn
polynomial H&" (wn).

This theorem was used i [16] to tighten the upper boundH6R, p) for low rates, giving
implicitly a condition for the union bound to be tight for lowtes. Using this result together with
TheorentdL, we observe that there exists a value of theRateR,, a function ofp, such that for
0 < R < Ry, the first termunder the maximum id (5) is greater than thersgooe. The following
statement was proved inl[6].

Theorem 5. Let R(2p0(1 — po)) < Ry, wherep, is defined in[(1l1). Then
(13) E(R,p) < —A(0) —R+1—-h() 0<R<Ry
(14) E(R,p) < max max B(w,\) —A(A\) Ry <R.

0<A<H A<w<d

Explicit optimization in [I#) is difficult because of the dalzondition on the optimal value of
the parameten in @) and for other similar reasons; however, the bound @ndmputed for a
givenp. Observe that by (13), fak < R. the BSC reliabilityZ(R, p) is estimated from above by
the exponent of the union bound. From Lemiha 3, the bound & @nigent on the straight-line
part of Ey(R, p).

It is clear thatR, < Rg; simply becausé(R) < éz(R), i.e., the JPL function is less than
the Elias distance. Observe that for> 0.04, the valueR; < 0.287 (and forp > 0.05 even
Reit < 0.305). For rates in this region we have= ¢(h~!(R)), and then the point of tangency is
given by Ry = p(h(wyp)) (sincep = ¢~).

Now to ensure thak/(R,,p) = Ey(R, p) it remains to show that the union bound exponent can
still be claimed an upper bound di\ R, p) for R = Ry, or thatR; < R,. This can be verified by
computing the boundETIL3)-(14) and the valudiof The computation leads to the following result
(see also Fidll2).

Theorem 6. Letp,0.046 < p < 1/2 be the channel transition probability. Then the channel
reliability £ (R, p) equals the random coding exponéi( R, p) for Ry < R < R.

Previously the bound’,(R, p) was known to be tight only for the rat€s € [Reit, 1 — h(p)]
[L2].

Given the ratd? and the distance distribution of the code, the valuR ok determined uniquely.
Based on the computational evidence, the union bound calaimeet exponentially tight (under
the approach of this section) if the code rate satisfies (Mse@e that Theorenis[1,5 lead to
the same result because of our particular choice of the ®i§se Another possibility is to take
Xi; = {y € X : d(z;,y) < d(z;,y)} in which case these theorems would give a weaker result
than [10] (this is the essence of the discussion.in [10, §)3The regionf(ij in TheorenR is also
suboptimal, but the correction termi-) performs a transformation to the optimal regi%iy.



6. CONCLUDING REMARKS, CONJECTURES

The method of this paper and [6] still stops short of provimat( Ry, p) is tight for all rates
R, < R < Rqi- The crucial elements of the argument made above are (a) thehat the
JPL boundj(R) is better than the Elias bound and (b) the straight-linegipie of [19]. Further
progress can be related either to an improvement of boundsaes, which at present looks very
difficult, or to new ideas for extending a known boundBfR, p) for low rates.

We remark that the arguments and results similar to thoseradat here for the BSC can be also
obtained for a power-constrained AWGN channel. They aeflgriliscussed ir |6]. The geometric
picture that describes the relation of the random codinghd@nd the union bounds in this case is
qualitatively the same as that of Secti@hEl4, 5.

If the GV bound is tight, then so is the boudd (R, p) on the channel reliability. The converse
claim, i.e., the implications of the (putative) tightne$s/y (R, p) for bounds on codes, is not so
obvious. To be more precise, the following question seerss.op

Open problem 1 Assuming that the boun@l(8b) gives an exact valu& ok, p) for all R in the
interval (R, Rrit), is it possible (with the current knowledge) that there ex@ssequence of codes
whose minimum distance asymptotically exceeds the GV nista

This is certainly not true for code sequences in which thelrenmof codewords of minimum weight
grows subexponentially in; however, there exist codes with exponentially many mimmweight
vectors|[3]. A weight distribution that might support a o answer to the above open problem
is of the form

Bwnzo O<w<d
B,, > 2mel) 5 < w

whered > dgy anda(w) > R+ 1 — h(w). Note that the weight distribution of the code family
whose existence in proved in [3] is not of this form and itsathise is less thaisy. If the answer
to this problem is positive, this should not be very difficult

Given that an upper bound dii( R, p) for some rateR,, the straight-line bound of[19] gives a
method of obtaining upper bounds éit R, p) for ratesk > R,.

Open problem 2Given an upper bound ofi( R, p) for some rate? = R, find a way of obtaining
upper bounds fok < R,.

This problem presently seems difficult.

So far the results for the reliability of the BSC and generiakigette memoryless channels
(DMCs) have been similar. However, apart from straightmdvgeneralizations, it is not clear
how to extend the result of this paper to DMCs. Thereforeasl&rmulate

Open problem 3Prove that the random coding bound on the reliability fumrctf a DMC is tight
for rates immediately belowi.

Given the similarity of results for a particular distancstdbution of Sec{]5 obtained by the meth-
ods of [11/10] and 1<,/6], anothepen questiothat arises is whether the lower bounds/of [9] and
[1Q] are generally related. If this is indeed the case, therapproach of [10] would give a more
direct alternative to the successive refinement of the eséirof P.(x;) performed in([G]. This
would also have consequences in the more general conteypofthresis testing [8].



REFERENCES

[1] A. Ashikhmin and A. Barg,Binomial moments of the distance distribution: Bounds apdliaations IEEE
Trans. Inform. Theoryl5 (1999), no. 2, 438-452.
[2] A. Ashikhmin, A. Barg, and S. LitsynA new upper bound on the reliability function of the Gaussihanne)
IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory6 (2000), no. 6, 1945-1961.
[3] A. Ashikhmin, A. Barg, and S. Vladut,inear codes with exponentially many light vectalsurnal of Combin.
Theory, Ser. A96 (2001), no. 2, 396—-399.
[4] A. Barg, Extremal problems of coding theqr€oding Theory and Cryptology (H. Niederreiter, ed.), Wlorl
Scientific, 2002, pp. 1-48
[5] A. Barg and G. D. Forney, JrRandom codes: Minimum distances and error exponéBEE Trans. Inform.
Theory48 (2002), no. 9, 2568—2573.
[6] A. Barg and A. McGregorDistance distribution of binary codes and the error prodapiof decoding e-print
¢s.IT/0407011, submitted for publication
[7] M. V. BurnashevOn relation between code geometry and decoding error pridiyabProc. 2001 IEEE Internat.
Sympos. Inform. Theory, Washington, DC, p.133.
[8] , A new lower bound for the-mean error of parameter transmission over the white Gausshannel
IEEE Trans. Inform. Theor@0 (1984), no. 1, 23-34.
[9] , On the relation between the code spectrum and the decodiogm@obability, Problems of Information
Transmissior86 (2000), no. 4, 3-24.
[10] A. Cohen and N. Merhav,ower bounds on the error probability of block codes basedngmrovements of de
Caen'’s inequalitylEEE Trans. Inform. Theory (2004), no. 2, 290-310.
[11] D. de CaenA lower bound on the probability of a unipbiscrete Math169 (1997), no. 1-3, 217-220.
[12] P. Elias,Coding for noisy channel$RE Conv. Rec., Mar. 1955, pp. 37-46. Reprinted in D. Skepiad., Key
papers in the development of information theory, IEEE Rr&884, pp. 102-111.
[13] R. G. Gallager,The random coding bound is tight for the average ¢d&&E Trans. Inform. Theory (1973),
no. 2, 244-246.
[14] O. Keren and S. LitsyrA lower bound on the probability of error on a BSC chanféle 21st IEEE Convention
of the Electrical and Electronic Engineers in Israel, 2qij,217-220.
[15] E. G. KouniasBounds for the probability of a union, with applicatigmsnn. Math. Statist39 (1968), 2154—
2158.
[16] S. Litsyn,New upper bounds on error exponentsEE Trans. Inform. Theorg5 (1999), no. 2, 385-398.
[17] R. J. McEliece, E. R. Rodemich, H. Rumsey, and L. R. Weléw upper bound on the rate of a code via the
Delsarte-MacWilliams inequalitie$EEE Trans. Inform. Theor23 (1977), no. 2, 157-166.
[18] G. E. SéguinA lower bound on the error probability for signals in white Gssian noiselEEE Trans. Inform.
Theory44 (1998), no. 7, 3168-3175.
[19] C. E. Shannon, R. G. Gallager, and E. R. Berlekahmwer bounds to error probability for codes on discrete
memoryless channels, Ihformation and Contral0 (1967), 522-552.




	1. Introduction
	2. Statement of the problem
	Notation
	Bounds on codes

	3. Lower bounds on Pe(C,p)
	3.1. Kounias' bound kou68
	3.2. Burnashev's method bur84,bur01b,bar04b
	3.3. The method of Cohen and Merhav: de Caen's inequality and its generalizations

	4. Decoding geometry of random linear codes and the union bound
	4.1. Decoding of random linear codes
	4.2. Weight distributions and the union bound on Pc(xi)

	5. Reliability function of the BSC
	6. Concluding remarks, conjectures
	References

