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Growth Rate of the Weight Distribution of
Doubly-Generalized LDPC Codes: General Case
and Efficient Evaluation
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Abstract—The growth rate of the weight distribution of irreg-  code rate loss which makes GLDPC codes interesting mainly
ular doubly-generalized LDPC (D-GLDPC) codes is developed for low code rate applications, and a loss in terms of deapdin
and in the process, a new_efficient numerical technique for y,rashold (for a discussion on drawbacks of generalized CNs

its evaluation is presented. The solution involves simultzeous d b ficial effects of lized VN ferio I5
solution of a4 x4 system of polynomial equations. This represents ana on beneticial elects or generalize s we refer_fo []

the first efficient numerical technique for exact evaluation of the and [6], respectively).
growth rate, even for LDPC codes. The technique is applied to A useful tool for analysis and design of LDPC codes and

two example D-GLDPC code ensembles. their generalizations is represented by the growth ratdef t
weight distribution, or equivalently, the asymptotic whig
enumerating function (WEF). The growth rate of the weight
distribution was introduced in_[1] to show that the minimum

Recently, the design and analysis of coding schemes repidistance of a randomly generated regular LDPC code with a
senting generalizations of Gallager’s low-density pacifyeck VN degree of at least three is a linear function of the codewor
(LDPC) codesd[[1] has gained increasing attention. Thigéste length with high probability. The same approach was taken in
is motivated above all by the potential capability of thesf@] and [€] to obtain related results on the minimum distance
coding schemes to offer a better compromise between whteréd subclasses of Tanner codes.
and error floor performance than is currently offered byestat The growth rate of the weight distribution has been subse-
of-the-art LDPC codes. quently investigated for unstructured ensembles of ifagu

In the Tanner graph of an LDPC code, any degyeeriable LDPC codes. Works in this area arel [9], [10], [11], [12].
node (VN) may be interpreted as a lengthmepetition code, In particular, in [12] a technique for approximate evaloati
i.e., as dq, 1) linear block code. Similarly, any degreecheck of the growth rate of any (eventually expurgated) irregular
node (CN) may be interpreted as a lengtlsingle parity- LDPC ensemble has been developed, based on Hayman's
check (SPC) code, i.e., as(a s — 1) linear block code. The formula. Asymptotic weight enumerators of ensembles of
first proposal of a class of linear block codes generalizingegular LDPC codes based on protographs and on multiple
LDPC codes may be found inl[2], where it was suggestadige types have been derived in][13] ahd| [14], respectively.
to replace each CN of a regular LDPC code with a generihe approach proposed in [13] has then been extended to
linear block code, to enhance the overall minimum distangarotograph GLDPC codes and to protograph D-GLDPC codes
The corresponding coding scheme is known as a reguiar[l5] and [16], respectively. I [17], the authors preseha
generalized LDPC (GLDPC) code, or Tanner code, and a Gldmpact formula for the growth rate of general unstructured
that is not a SPC code as a generalized CN. More recenttyegular D-GLDPC code ensembles for the specific case of
irregular GLDPC codes were considered (see for instange [3mall weight codewords.
For such codes, the VNs exhibit different degrees and the CNIn this paper, an analytical expression for the growth rate
set is composed of a mixture of different linear block codeaf the weight distribution of a general unstructured irdagu

A further generalization step is represented by doublgnsemble of D-GLDPC codes is developed. As opposed to the
generalized LDPC (D-GLDPC) codes] [4]. In a D-GLDPGQormula developed in [17], the proposed expression holds fo
code, not only the CNs but also the VNs may be representeddyy codeword weight. The present work also extends to the
generic linear block codes. The VNs which are not repetitidolly-irregular case an expression for the growth rate ivfete
codes are called generalized VNs. The main motivation for [18] assuming a CN set composed of linear block codes
introducing generalized VNs is to overcome some problerafi of the same type. In the process of this development, we
connected with the use of generalized CNs, such as an oveediitain an efficient evaluation tool for computing the growth

rate exactly. This tool always requires the solution ¢ 4)
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the weight distribution was given in_[12]; in contrast to thevhere fort € I. (resp.t € I,,) R, is the local code rate of a
technique developed in this paper, the method of [12] pedidtype+ CN (resp. VN).
an approximatenumerical solution for the growth rate; it is Throughout this paper, the notatian= exp(1) denotes
also more computationally complex than that proposed in thapier’s number, all the logarithms are assumed to have base
present work. e and for0 < z < 1 the notationh(z) = —zlog(z) — (1 —
z)log(1 — x) denotes the binary entropy function.
Il. PRELIMINARIES AND NOTATION

We define a D-GLDPC code ensemhlet,, as follows,
wheren denotes the number of VNs. There arg different
CN typest € I. = {1,2,---,n.}, and n, different VN _ o ]
typest € I, = {1,2,---,n,}. For each CN type € I, The growth rate of the weight dls_trlbuu_on of the irregular
we denote byh,, s; andr; the CN dimension, length andD-GLDPC ensemble sequen¢@1,, } is defined by
minimum distance, respectively. For each VN type I, 1
we denote byk;, ¢ and p, the VN dimension, length and G(a) £ lim —logEum, [Nan %)

n—oo N
minimum distance, respectively. Fore I., p; denotes the _
fraction of edges connected to CNs of typeSimilarly, for whereE ,,, denotes the expectation operator over the ensem-

t € I,, \; denotes the fraction of edges connected to VNs 8*6 M., andN,, denotes the number of codewords of weight

typet. Note that all of these variables are independent.of ¥ of a randomly chosen D-GLDPC code in the enseroblg.

The polynomialsp(z) and A(z) are defined byp(z) 2 The limit in (§) assumes the inclusion of only those positive

se— a - integersn for which an € Z andE y, [Na.] is positive. Note
Sier, ettt andA(z) £ 3,0, Aa® L If E denotes the !N n _ _
number of edges in the Tanner graph, the number of CNst81at the grgument of the growth rate functiGiia) is equal
typet € I, is then given byEp, /s, and the number of VNs to the ratio of I_D-GLDPC codeword I_ength to the numbe_r of
of type t € I, is then given byE),/q,. Denoting as usual yNs; by (2), this captures the behaviour of codewords linear

. . : the block length, as in_[12] for the LDPC case.
fol p(z)dz and fol AMz)dz by [p and [ A respectively, we n & ’ >
see that the number of edges in the Tanner graph is given,PyA‘ E-GLIDP%: e*nszmpI? is said to f?ympz)tlcally good
E =n/ [ X and the number of CNs is given by = E [ p. " @nd ony 1T o = mffa > 0 | G(a) 2 0} > O

Therefore, the fraction of CNs of typec 1. and the fraction '(;’_he parameteu*_ is Ca"id the(ra]nsemble relative minirglum_
of VNs of typet € I, are given by istance In [19], it was shown that a D-GLDPC ensemble is

always asymptotically good if there exist no CNs or VNs with

Ill. GROWTH RATE OF THEWEIGHT DISTRIBUTION OF
GENERAL IRREGULARD-GLDPC CoDE ENSEMBLES

=L and 6, = L (1) minimum distance while, if the exist both CNs and VNs with
sefp a | A minimum distance2, the ensemble is asymptotically good if
respectively. Also the length of any D-GLDPC codeword iand only if C'- V < 1, whereC andV are given byl[(B).
the ensemble is given by Note that using[{2), we may also define the growth rate with
E\ n Aok respect to the number of D-GLDPC code hitsas follows:
ve (B k- Y @ 1
AN R H() 2 Jim —logBaq, [No] ©)

Note that this is a linear function at. Similarly, the total )
number of parity-check equations for any D-GLDPC code if} IS Straightforward to show that
the ensemble is given by/ = i D tel %f“). A mem- _ Glw)
ber of the ensemble\,, then corresponds to a permutation H(y) = Ty )
on the ¥ edges connecting CNs to VNs.
The WEF for CN typet € I, is given by A®(z) = 1+ Where 1 ok
St AP e Here A > 0 denotes the number of weight- Y= Tx > ;tt :

U %zgewords for CNs of type. The input-output weight tel,

enumerating function (I0-WEF) for VN type€ I, is given In this section, we formulate an expression of the growth

by B (x,y) = 1+ 320, > op, Bila"y". Here B, =0 rate for an irregular D-GLDPC ensemhfet,, over a wider
denotes the number of weighteodewords ger(lte)zrated by inPUtange ofa than was considered i 17, [19] (where the case
words of weightu, for VNs of typet. Also, B, is the total , . ( was analyzed).
number of weight2 codewords for VNs of type.

If there exist CNs and VNs with minimum distance equal
to 2, and define the (positive) parameters Theorem 1:The growth rate of the weight distribution of

ptA(t) \BY the irregular D-GLDPC ensemble sequergé,, } is given by
cC=2 )Y 2 v=2 ) 2. (@

L2 O tip=2 It G(a) = Z 5:1og BY (20, 90) — alog zg

The following theorem constitutes our main result.

The design rate of any D-GLDPC ensemble is given by teh log (1— 8 [ A)
s o8 \" —
Ro1_ Yover, pe(1—Ry) @) + (%) Z%logA( )(zo)-i-T (8)
Dier, Al e



wherexy, yo, z0 and 8 are the unique positive real solutionsvhere Coefflp(x),«¢] denotes the coefficient af¢ in the

to the4 x 4 system of polynomial equatidjhs polynomial p(x). We next make use of the following result,
dA(t) which is a special case df [12, Corollary 16]:
)
%0 (f)\) Z TEAD (z0) A(t) (z0) =8, ©) Lemma 1:Let A(x) = 1+ZZ:C Ayx, wherel < ¢ < d,
be a polynomial satisfyingd. > 0 and A,, > 0 for all ¢ <
Z a (P) CC() y()) u <d. Then
T o 7 — (20)
i Bz, ) lim 2 log Coeff [(A@)* o] = 10g AN (13
N4 Zf
B(f)
(%0, 0) i i iti -
Yo Z 5,2y 070 2 —3, (11) wherez is the unique positive real solution to
B( (z0,%0) /
tel, Alz) ¢ (14)
and A(z) '
A) 1+ = . 12
(ﬂ/ ) (14 9020) = o2 (12) Applying this lemma by substitutingl(z) = A®(z), ¢ =

vwm and{ = €, /7, we obtain that asn — oo
The theorem is proved in Sectign]IV. Yo
N{P™ (em) = Coeff KA“) (x)) xﬂ (15)

i i — €Xp {m (7 log A® z0,t) — € log 2o, )} (16)
In this section we prove Theorelm 1. The proof uses the ' (20.) = e K
concepts ofassignmenand split assignmentdefined next. where, for each € I.., 2o, is the unique positive real solution

IV. PROOF OF THEMAIN RESULT

Definition 1: An assignments a subset of the edges of thetO w( )
Tanner graph. An assignment is said to haweight & if it %d(zt)io’t - 20t
hask elements. An assignment is said todieck-validif the A (z0,0)
following condition holds: supposing that each edge of the The number of check-valid assignments of weight
assignment carries A and each of the other edges carries satisfying the constraint is obtained by multiplying the
0, each CN recognizes a valid local codeword. numbers of check-valid assignments of weight. over~;m

Definition 2: A split assignmenis an assignment, togetherCNS of typet, for eacht € I,

with a subset of the D-GLDPC code bits (calle¢@deword N©E (5m) = H N(%m) . (18)
assignment A split assignment is said to hawplit weight tel.

(u,v) if its assignment has weight and its codeword as-
signment hasu elements. A split assignment is said to the numberN(6m) of check- vaI|d assignments of weight
check-validif its assignment is check-valid. A split assignmen’ iS then equal to the sum of ) (3m) over all admissible
is said to bevariable-valid if the following condition holds: Vectorse; therefore by[(T6), asn — oo

supposing that each edge of its assignment carriésaad No(6m) — Z exp {mW (€)} (19)
each of the other edges carrie$),aand supposing that each ¢

= €t . (17)

€: €t=0
D-GLDPC code bit in the codeword assigment is set &nd 2tee
each of the other code bits is set@peach VN recognizes a where
local input word and the corresponding valid local codeword
P P 9 W(e) = Z (% log A (2¢) — ¢ log ZO,t) . (20)
For ease of presentation, the proof is broken into two parts. tel.
As m — oo, the asymptotic expression is dominated by the
A. Number of check-valid assignments of weigyht distribution e which maximizes the argument of the exponen-
First we derive an expression, valid asymptotically, fae thial functiorfl. Therefore asn — oo
number of check-valid assignments of weight. For each N.(6m) — exp {mX} (1)

t € I., let ¢m denote the portion of the total weighin

apportioned to CNs of typé Thene; > 0 for eacht € I., where

and),.; € = 0. Also denotee = (e1 €2 -+ €n,). X = max W (e) (22)
Consider the set ofym CNs of a particular type € I,

where ~; is given by [1). Using generating functions, thénd the maximization is subject to the constraint

number of check-valid assignments (over these CNs) of weigh V(e) = Z ¢ =35 23)

e;m IS given by bt

Ytm
NS™ (eym) = Coeff [(A(t) (:c)) ,xefm} together withe; > 0 for eacht € I.., and for everyt € I,
zo,+ i the unique positive real solution t©0 (17). Note that for

INote that while [[P),[[10) and_{11) are not polynomial as setridere,
each may be made polynomial by multiplying across by an g factor. 20bserve that agn — oo, >, exp(mZi) — exp(m maxi{Zt})



eacht ¢ I, (I7) provides an implicit definition ofy; as a Applying this lemma by substituting3(z,y) = B® (z,y),

function of ¢;.
We solve this optimization problem using Lagrange multi-

=6, £ = ay/d; andd = B,/d;, we obtain that as — oo

oem
pliers, ignoring for the moment the inequality constraims Néim)(atn,ﬁm) = Coeff {(B(t)(%y)) 7$amyﬁt"}

the maximum, we must have
oW(e) /\8V(e)

(24)

ey ey where
for all t € I., where\ is the Lagrange multiplier. This yields Xt((st)(at,ﬁt) =5 10gB(t)(

— exp {nXt(ét)(Oét, ﬂt)} (31)

To,¢,Yo,t) — vt log 2ot — Bt log Yo,

8ZO t dA® (20 t) €t (32)
3 A X(Zt) = — — | —logzo: =M. (25) and wherex,; andy ;. are the unique positive real solutions
€t (z0.) 20 to the pair of simultaneous equations
The term in square brackets is equal to zero due[id (17); aBW (@ )
therefore this simplifies tdogzo: = —A for all ¢t € I.. We ta(zt)—o’t’yo’t ST = (33)
conclude that all of the z, ;} are equal, and we may write B (0., yo0.1)
and
20t =2 Vtel.. (26) ag;ﬁ (xo.t,Yo,t) _3 (34)
Making this substitution in[{21) and using {23) we obtain "BO (204, y0.1) Yot =Pt
Next, note that the expected number of D-GLDPC code-
N.(dm) — exp {m (Z velog A® (zg) — §1ogzo>} words of weightan in the ensembleM,, is equal to the
tel, sum overs of the expected numbers of split assignments of

split weight(an, which are both check-valid and variable-
Summing [IF) overt € I. and using [(28) and_(26) impIiesvgnd degno'[(ea(;;vg?) :
that the value oty in (27) is the unique positive real solution ' an,fn

to (@) (here we have also used the fact thgtp = m [ X). E, [Nan] = ZEM" [N gl -
B

B. Polynomial-System Solution for the Growth Rate
Consider the set of;n VNs of a particular type € I, B _

where §; is given by [1). Using generating functions, the En,, [Nan] = Z Z Pe-vaia( 1)

number of variable-valid split assignments (over these VNs O‘t%gfifj Pe20tely

of split weight (a;n, 5;n) is given by '

This may then be expressed as

s X H Néitn) (cun, Bin) . (35)
Néi‘")(oztn,ﬁm) = Coeff [(B(t) (:c,y)) t ,:c"‘t"yﬁm} ret N
wheres = Ztelv B:. Here Pe.valia(Sn) denotes the probability
where Coeff[p(z,y), z°y?] denotes the coefficient afy? in  that a randomly chosen assignment of weight is check-
the bivariate polynomial(x, y). We make use of the following valid, and is given by
result, which is a special case 6f [12, Corollary 16]: E
Pevaia(Bn) = Nc(ﬂn)/< ) .
sn
Applying [12, egn. (25)], we find that as — oo

B(z,y) = 1+iiBu,uxu?f (;;) — (n/ﬂﬁ/\) %exp{%h (5//\)} .

wherek > 1 and1 < ¢ < d, be a bivariate polynomial
satisfyingB,,, >0 forall 1 <u <k, ¢ <wv <d. Then

Lemma 2:Let

Combining this result with[{27), we obtain that as— oo

Pevaiid(fn) — exp {nY(B)}

lim 1 log Coeff [(B(:v,y))é,:v“y”] — log [ Z{Zo:t0) where
(28) _(Jr (t) _ _hBSN

wherez, andy, are the unique positive real solutions to tha %) = B t%: 7elog (A (ZO)) Blog zo x
pair of simultaneous equations ‘

o8 ) Therefore, as1 — oo

9 \T0,Y0) _

7B(x07y0) To=§& (29) Em, [Nan] —
and o5 > D ew {n <Z X (e, Br) + Y(ﬂ)) }

3—y($o,yo) L ay>0,t€1, Be,tel, tel,

—— Y =10. (30) <

B(z0,90) p T

(36)



where The terms in square brackets are zero dud_td (83), (34) and

e Z By . (37) (9 respectively; therefore this simplifies to
o =8I Ly wer 43
Note that the sum i (36) is dominated asymptotically by the PN TBTN ) T €lv- (43)

term which maximizes the argument of the exponential fun\c/\—/ lude that all of th | and i
tion. Thus, denoting the two vectors of independent vagisbl e conclude that all of theyo ¢} are equal, and we may write

by o = (a)ier, and B = (B¢)ser,, We have Yo =Yo Vtel.. (44)
G(a) = max S(a, B) (38) Rearranging[(43) we obtaif_{112). Also, summimgl(33) over
«p t € I, and using[(40) and{41) yields(10). Similarly, summing
where (34) overt € I, and using [(37) and[(44) yieldd(11).
S(e,B) = 3 X" o, Br) + Y (B) (39) Substituting back intd(39) and usirg (41}, (44).1(40) 40D (3
tel, yields
where 3 is given b , and the maximization is subject to
the coﬁstragi]nt vED ’ Gla) = ; 8¢ log B (0, 0) — alog g — Blog o
R,B)=Y ar=a (40) '
o i <%> S e log A®) (20) — flog 20 — "(ﬁf{” (45)
together witha; > 0 and appropriate inequality constraints on s€le
B for eacht € I,,, and}_, oy = cv. wherexg, yo, 20 ands are the unique positive real solutions to

Note that [®) provides an implicit definition ofy as a the4 x 4 system of equation§](9)._(110), (11) andl(12). Finally,
function of 3. Similarly, for anyt € I,,, (33) and[(34) provide (I2) leads to the observation that

implicit definitions of zp: and yo; as functions of the two

. : ' h A log (1 — A

variablesa; and S;. —Blog zg — Blogyo — (5£ ) = 8 ( )\ﬁf )
We solve the constrained optimization problem using La- J J

grange multipliers, ignoring for the moment the inequalitwhich, when substituted if_(#5), leads [d (8).
constraints. At the maximum, we must have

8S(a, ) OR(a,B) V. EXAMPLES

day K Doy In this section the growth rates of two example D-GLDPC
ensembles of design ratB = 1/2 are evaluated using the
polynomial solution of Theorer] 1. We use Hammifig4)
5 Bg_;”(xoyt, You) codes as generalized CNs and SPC codes as generalized VNs.
t

- —] —logzo, Three representations of SPC VNs are considered, namely,

for all t € 1,,, wherey is the Lagrange multiplier. This yields

(91'07,5

t
Da BO@o900) @0 the cyclic (C), the systematic (S) and the antisystematic (A
ot ‘93—;) (To.e,%0.8) B representatio
+ Ba,; Ot BO (01, 90.0) ~ You = Ensemblel is characterized by two CN types and two
e ' VN types. Specifically, we havé. = {1,2}, wherel € I,

The terms in square brackets are zero dud o (33) aad (8#notes &7,4) Hamming CN type and € I. denotes a
respectively; therefore this simplifies tog o, = —u for all  1€Ngth7 single parity check (SPC) CN type, aifd = {1, 2},

t € I,. We conclude that all of théz,;} are equal, and we where1 € I, denotes a repetitioa-VN type and2 < I,
’ denotes a lengtfi-SPC CN type in cyclic form. Ensemble

may write i :
wos =10 VEEL, . (41) 2 is .c.haractenzed by two CN types and four VN types.
k Specifically, we havel. = {1,2}, wherel € I. denotes
At the maximum, we must also have a (7,4) Hamming CN type an® < I. denotes a SPG-
25 (e, B) OR(a, B) CN type, andl, = {1,2,3,4}, wherel € I, denotes a
a8 =pu BE repetition2 VN type, 2 € I, denotes a lengtfi-SPC CN
t t

type in cyclic form,3 € I, denotes a lengtfi- SPC CN
for all ¢ € I,. This yields type in antisystematic form, andl € I, denotes a lengthi-
SPC CN type in systematic form. The edge-perspective type
distributions of the two ensembles are summarized in Table |
Both Ensemble 1 and Ensemble 2 have been obtained by
0B performing a decoding threshold optimization with diffietial
Yot [t& Sy (o, 900) By ] o (1 - Bf/\) evolution (DE) [20]. Ensemblé has been obtained by only

BO(zo4,504)  You B

aB® (.CC
= Yot) oy

L UL AL —log yo,+ — log 29
BW(zo4,y04)  Tou ’

(91'07,5
30425

3The (k x (k + 1)) generator matrix of a SPC code in A form is obtained
from the generator matrix in S form by complementing eachirbithe first

dA®)
i 0z ﬁ Z dz (ZO) _ ﬁ -0 (42) k columns. Note that & x (k + 1)) generator matrix in A form represents
0B, Y Vs A(s) (20) 20 ’ a SPC code if and only if the code lengjh= k + 1 is odd. For everk + 1
sel. we obtain ad,,;, = 1 code with one codeword of weight



TABLE | . .
COEFFICIENTS OFA(x) AND p(x) FOR THE Two ExampLED-GLDPC ~ Presented for two example optimized irregular D-GLDPC code

ENSEMBLES. ensembles.
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