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Abstract— We consider lossy compression of a binary symmet- degree distributionZ(z) = 3, L,z. This means that_;
ric source by means of a low-density generator-matrix codeWe  represents the fraction (out ofiR) of generator nodes of
derive two lower bounds on the rate distortion function which degreei.

are valid for any low-density generator-matrix code with a gven . . . .
node degree distribution L(x) on the set of generators and for We are interested in the trade-off between rate and distorti

any encoding algorithm. These bounds show that, due to the Which is achievable in this setting. Let(-,-) denote the
sparseness of the code, the performance is strictly boundetvay Hamming distortion functiond : F5* x F3* — N. The average
from the Shannon rate-distortion function. In this sense, ar distortion is then given by
bounds represent a natural generalization of Gallager’s bond on 1

— E[d(S, 8(£(S))]-

the maximum rate at which low-density parity-check codes ca
be used for reliable transmission. Our bounds are similar inspirit
to the technique recently developed by Dimakis, Wainwrightand  \We are interested in the minimum of this average distortion,
Ramchandran, but they apply to individual codes. where the minimum is taken over all LDGM codes of a given
rate, generator degree distributidi{z:), and length, as well
as over all encoding functions.
We consider lossy compression of a binary symmetric
source (BSS) using a low-density generator-matrix (LDGM) )
code as shown in Figurgl 1. More precisely, gte FJ Given the_ success of sparse graph _codes applleq to the
represent the binary source of length. We have S = _channel_codlng problem, it is not surprising that there &al _
{51,585, ...,5,}, where the{S;}™ , are iid random variables interestin the use of sparse g_raph codes for the sourceg:odln
with P{S; = 1} = 1, i € [m]. Let S denote the set of all problem. Martinian and Yedidia [1] were probably the first to
source words. work on lossy compression using sparse graph codes. They

considered a memoryless ternary source with erasures and

I. INTRODUCTION

II. REVIEW

Wy S, ° 57 demonstrated a duality result between compression of this
Se ® Sq source and the transmission problem over a binary erasure
Ws S ° S5 channel (both using iterative encoding/decoding). Mezard
S, o Sy Zecchina, and Ciliberti [2] considered the lossy comp@ssi
Wa Sy ® S3 of the BSS using LDGM codes with a Poisson distribu-
3 ® S, tion on the generators. They derived the one-step replica
Wi ) o S, symmetry-breaking (LRSB) solution and the average rate-

distortion function. According to this analysis, this emdxe

approaches the Shannon rate-distortion curve exponigntial
fast in the average degree. They observed that the iterative
interpretation associated to the 1RSB analysis gives ose t
an algorithm, which they calledurvey propagation. In [3]
Given a source word € S, we compress it by mapping it to the same authors implement an encoder that utilizes a Tanner
one of the2™# index wordsw € W = F5'%, whereR is the graph with random non-linear functions at the check nodes
rate, R € [0,1]. We denote this encoding map by s — W  and asurvey propagation based decimation algorithm for data
(the map can be random). The reconstruction is done via @mmpression of the BSS. In [4], Wainwright and Maneva also
LDGM code determined by a sparse binatyk x m generator considered the lossy compression of a BSS using an LDGM
matrix G. Let § denote the reconstructed word associated.to code with a given degree distribution. They showed how
We haves = wG. We denote this decoding map By w — 5. survey propagation can be interpreted as belief propagatio
Let S denote the codeS = {5, ..., 52"}, 50 ¢ F. algorithm (as did Braunstein and Zecchina [5]) on an entlrge
The codewords are not necessarily distinct. set of assignments and demonstrated that the survey propa-
We call the components of the index word = gation algorithm is a practical and efficient encoding schem
{wy,...,wnr} thegenerators and the associated nodes in th&®ecently, Filler and Friedrich [6] demonstrated experitatn
factor graph representing the LDGM code temerator nodes. that even standard belief propagation based decimatian alg
We assume that these generators nodes have a normalithdns using optimized degree distributions for LDGM codes

Fig. 1. The Tanner graph corresponding to a simple LDGM cask (for
lossy compression of a BSS. We have= 7, R = %, and L(z) = 25.
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and a proper initialization of the messages can achieveea rdtDGM code are clustered since changing a single generator

distortion trade-off very close to the Shannon bound. Mati symbol only changes a constant number of symbols in the

and Wainwright [7], [8], [9] constructectompound LDPC codeword. There is therefore substantial overlap of thésbal

and LDGM code ensembles and gave rigorousipper bounds We will show that there exists & which is strictly larger

on their distortion performance. A standard LDGM cod#éan the distortion corresponding to Shannon’s rate-disto

ensemble is a special case of their construction, henceathey bound so thatC(D)| is exponentially small compared &5

provideupper bounds on the rate-distortion function of LDGM regardless of the specific code. Frdmh (2) this implies that th

ensembles. By using the first and second moment methaidtortion is at leasD.

they proved that a code chosen randomly from dbepound To derive the required upper bound @ D)| we use two

ensemble under optimal encoding and decoding achieves thifferent techniques. In Sectignllll we use a simple combina

Shannon rate-distortion curve with high probability. Fija torial argument. In Sectidn 1V, on the other hand, we employ

they pointed out that such constructions are useful also anprobabilistic argument based on the “test channel” whsch i

a more general context (e.g., the Wyner-Ziv or the Gelfantpically used to show the achievability of the Shannon-rate

Pinsker problem). Dimakis et al [10] were the first authors tdistortion function.

provide rigoroudower bounds on the rate-distortion function  Although both bounds prove that the rate-distortion fumcti

of LDGM code ensembles. is strictly bounded away from the Shannon rate-distortion
Theorem 1 (Dimakis, Wainwright, Ramchandran [10]): function for the whole range of rates and any LDGM code,

Let S be a binary code of blocklengthh and rateR chosen we conjecture that a stronger bound is valid. We pose our

uniformly at random from an ensemble of left Poisson LDGMonjecture as an open problem in Secfidn V.

Codes with check-node degree Suppose that we perform

MAP decoding. With high probability the rate-distortionipa I1l. BOUND VIA COUNTING
(R, D) achieved bys fulfills Theorem 2 (Bound Via Counting): Let S be an LDGM
1—h(D) code with blocklengthm and with generator node degree
R > PR >1—h(D). distribution L(z) and defineL’ = L/(1). Let
A. Outline d . d i
In the spirit of Gallager’s information theoretic bound for J) = ,11(1 +al) alw) = H)ZLil + 2t
LDPC codes, we are interested in deriving lower bounds on 1— ;LEL) X - - X
the rate-distortion function which are valid fany LDGM R(z) = 71;?), D(z) = —a(x)R(x).
code with a given generator node degree distributigm). 1 —log ;Eafm) 1+

Our approach is very simple. Pick a paramelferD < [0, 1]
(think of this parameter as the distortion). Consider ttteo$e
“covered” sequences
— A 1 _ / _ 1(#) _ a(w(%)) 1
(D) = | B(s Dm), W 31— R -2 - EE))), Re 0,4,
se8 D(a(R)). R € [#,1].
whereB(z, 1), x € FJ*, i € [m], is the Hamming ball of radius
i centered atc. In words,C(D) represents the set of all thos
source sequences that are within Hamming distance at m

Dm from at least one code word. _ . . _ L .
Recall that for anys € S, f(s) € W represents the index Discussion: (i) As stated above, if we are considering alsing

word and that(f(s)) denotes the reconstructed word. We haygPde of ratef? then the lower bound on the distortion/ix ).
If, on the other hand we are considering a family of codes,

For R € [£,1] let z(R) be the unique positive solution of

R(z) = R. Define the curveD(R) as

eThen, for any blocklengthn, the achievable distortion of an
ILQGM code of ratel? and generator degree distributidriz)

is lower bounded byD(R).

d ¢ - 0, s € C(D), all with the same generator degree distributibfx) but with
(5.8(f(s))) 2 Dm, seFy\C(D). different ratesRz, then it is more convenient to plot the lower

bound in a parametric form. First plot the curi@(z), R(x))

Therefore, for z € [0,1]. Then connect the pointD = %, R = 0)

1 i ) > ith R - L

~ E[A(S, g((S)))] to the point on the(D(x), R(x)) curve with R(x) 77

by a straight line. The resulting upper envelope gives the
1 —m 27 stated lower bound for the whole range. This construction is
m Z 27 d(s,8(f(s)) 2 Z d(s,8(f(s))) shown in Figure P. (ii) Although this is difficult to glance
. . from the expressions, we will see in the proof that for any
> 27" DIF3' \C(D)| = D(l -2 |C(D)|)' () pounded generator degree distributibfi) the performance
If the codewords are well spread out then we know frofg strictly bounded away from the Shannon rate-distortion
Shannon’s random coding argument that for a chdite= function. From a practical perspective however the gap ¢o th
h=1(1 — R), |c(D)| ~ 2™, [11]. But the codewords of an rate-distortion bound decreases quickly in the degree.

seFy SEFT\C(D)



R. variable nodes converges to a Poisson distribution, i.e., w
0.8} have in the limit
0.7t _ ) = » r
0.6 —F bound on achievable region x) = Z Lzt = er(@=1),
0.5 L= = =
0.4r S\\, Let us evaluate our bound for this generator degree distribu
0.3pznz =1 L ~~ - tion. Note that since the average degree ofdheck nodes is
0.2} H i - fixed we have a different generator degree distributign)
0.1 g q‘ﬁ B for each rateR. Figure[4 compares the resulting bound with
0.0 01 02 0.3 01T D the Shannon rate-distortion function as well as the bound

of Theorem[l. The new bound is slightly tighter. But more

Fig. 2. Construction of the bound for codes witliz) = x2 so thatl’ = 2 importantly, it applies taany LDGM code.

(all generator nodes have degrge The solid gray curve corresponds to the

Shannon rate-distortion curve. The black curve just abewech is partially RN

solid and partially dotted, corresponds to the cuf¥e(z), R(z)) for = €

[0, 1]. It starts at the pom(O 1) (which corresponds te = 0) and ends at 0.9r \
L'-1_1 1 ) Which corresponds te = 1. The straight line goes NG

0). Any achievable(R, D) 0.8

oL T @)

from the pomt(D z(4 ) to the pomt(

pair must lie in the li Iﬁtly sl”Lladed region. Th|s region iscty bounded away A =1
from the Shannon rate-distortion function over the wholegem 0.7r b
0.6}
Example 1 (Generator-Regular LDGM Codes): Consider 05l

codes with generator degree equal Toand an arbitrary
degree distribution on the check nodes. In this case we have 0.4

f(z) = 1+ 2 anda(z) = 11f;1. Figure[3 compares the

lower bound to the rate-distortion curve for= 1, 2, and3. Fig. 4. Lower bound on achievablg?, D) pairs forr-regular LDGM codes
: : : ; ith a Poisson generator degree distribution and 2, 4. The dashed curve

For each case the aChIe\,/able, region is SmCtly bounded av%%wesponds to the bound of TheorEim 1 and the solid blackeawpresents

from the Shannon rate-distortion curve. the bound of Theorerfl]2. The gray curve is the Shannon raferits

0.025 0.05 0.075 0.100 0.125 D

tradeoff.

R \\
0.8:\ ' Proof of Theorem [l From the statement in Theoref 2
0.7l \\ you see that the bound consists of a portion of the curve
0.6 \ - (D(z),R(z)) and a straight-line portion. The straight-line
051 portion is easily explained. Assume that all generator sode
0.4l N have degrea (for the general case replace all mentions of
0.3l ST 1 by the average degreE’). Then the maximum number of
0.2l \ check nodes that can depend on the choice of generator nodes
0'1_ e - is n1. Therefore, if the rateR is lower thani then at least
0'0 . . . S a fraction(1 — R1) of the check nodes cannot be connected

' 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 D to any generator node. For those nodes the average distortio

Fig. 3. Bounds forL(x) = o% for 1 = 1, 2, and. For1 = 2 the’3 gray is 1, whereas for the fractio®1 of the check nodes which

are (potentially) connected to at least one generator rogle t
best achievable distortion is the same for @&ny R < % It
suffices therefore to restrict our attention to rates in trege
[£,1] and to prove that theifz, D) pairs are lower bounded
by the curve(D(z), R(z)).

Example 2 ((1, r)-Regular LDGM Codes): In this case we  As a second simplification note that although the bound is
have R = 1/r and L(z) = z*. The same bound as invalid for all blocklengthsn we only need to prove it for the
Example[l applies. The three special cafes= 2,r = 3), limit of infinite blocklengths. To see this, consider a peutar
(1 =2,r=4),and(1 = 2,r = 5), which correspond to code of blocklengthn. Take k identical copies of this code
R = % R = % and R = % respectively, are marked inand consider thesk copies as one code of blocklengtim.
Figure[3 as gray dots. Clearly, this large code has the same ff¢he same generator

Example 3 (r-Regular LDGM Codes of Rate R): Assume degree distribution.(z), and the same distortioP as each
that all check nodes have degreeand that the connectionscomponent code. By letting tend to infinity we can construct
are chosen uniformly at random with repetitions. For largen arbitrarily large code of the same characteristics apdiyap
blocklengths this implies that the degree distribution ba t the bound to this limit. Since our bound below is valid for

dots correspond to the special ca,ﬁe& 2 R=s,andR = £ respectlvely
The corresponding lower bounds on the dlstortlon Ereg > 0.0616 >
0.0614905 (rate -distortion bound)D( ) > 0.115 > 0.11 (rate-distortion
bound), andD( ) > 0.1924 > 0.1461 (rate-distortion bound).



any sequence of codes whose blocklength tends to infinity theNow note that as long ag(D, R) < 1, |C(D)] is exponen-

claim follows.
Pick w € N so thatDm +w < . Then

c(D)| = | |J B(3, Dm)
3e8
0) 1 .
< m g |B(S,Dm+ w)|

f(;f)) +0m(1)2mR2mh(D+w/m)

(2 2—leog
(zw)

20w

(iii 2m(7Rlog )+R+h(D+a(mw)R)+om(l))

To see (i) note that a “big” sphemB(s, Dm + w), where
4 € S, contains all “small” spheres of the for#(5', Dm),
where & € S so thatd(3,§) < w. Let A,,(w) be the
number of codewords of Hamming weight at mast Then,
by symmetry, each small sphei8(s’, Dm) is in exactly
A, (w) big sphered3(s, Dm+w). It follows that every point
in U,cs B(8, Dm) is counted at leastl,,(w) times in the
expression . ¢ [B(3, Dm + w)|.

Consider now step (ii). We need a lower bound.on (w).
Assume at first that all generator nodes have degréssume
that exactlyg generator nodes are set toand that all other
nodes are set t0. There are(mR) ways of doing this. Now
note that for each such consteﬂation the weight of the tiegul

codeword is at mostv = ¢1. It follows that in the generator

regular case we have

w/1
Antw) = Y- ("), ©
9=0 g
We can rewrite[(8) in the form
Ap(w) = coef{(1+2')™ 2"}, (4)

=0

tially small compared t®™. Therefore, looking back afl(2)
we see that in this case the average distortion converges to a
least D in the limit m — oco. We get the tightest bound by
looking for the condition for equality, i.e. by looking ateth
equationg(R, D) = 1. If we take the derivative with respect

to 2 and set it to0 then we get the condition

x
1+

Recall thatD + a(x)R < % so that this translates to < 1.

This means that: < 1. ReplaceD + a(z)R in the entropy
term by i, set the resulting expression fo(Rz, z) equal to
1, and solve forR. This givesR as a function ofr and so we
also getD as a function ofr. We have

1-h(s) x
1%) , D()

pa(z)

= D + Ra(z).

T 14z

R(z) =

= o —a(z)R(x).

A check shows that = 0 corresponds t¢D, R) = (0,1) and
thatz = 1 corresponds tqD, R) = (%, (Ll,)z). Further,
R and D are monotone functions of. Recall that we are
only interested in the bound foR € [1;,1]. We get the
corresponding curve by letting take values irf0, z(£;)]. For
smaller values of the rate we get the aforementioned straigh
line bound.

Looking at the above expression fgfD, R) one can see
why this bound is strictly better than the rate-distortiamve
for D € (0,3). Assume at first that the generator degree
distribution is regular. Let the degree beln this case a quick
check shows that-Rlog ;(@ is equal to—Rh(@). Since
a(0) = 0 we get the rate distortion bound if we set= 0. The
claim follows by observing that(z) is a continuous strictly
increasing function and thdti(x) has an infinite derivative

at z = 0 while h(D + a(z)R) has a finite derivative at

where coef(1 + z1)™ 2} indicates the coefficient of thex = 0. It follows that there exists a sufficiently smatl so

polynomial (1 + 2*)™# in front of the monomialz?’. The

expression[{4) stays valid also for irregular generatoreeg and so thatD + a(r)R < 3.

distributions L(z) if we replace(1 + 2*)™% with f(z)™E,

that Rh(@) is strictly larger thamh(D + a(z)R) — h(D)
1. Hence,g(D, R) is strictly
decreasing as a function of at + = 0. This bounds the

where f(z) = [],(1+2%)% as defined in the statement of theachievable distortion strictly away from the rate-distomt
theorem. This of course requires thatis chosen in such a bound. The same argument applies to an irregular generator

way thatnL,; € N for all i.
Define N, (w) = Y"1, coef{ f(z)™~, 2}, so that[(%) can
be restated asl,,(w) > N,,(w). Step (i) now follows by

using the asymptotic expansion ¥, (w) stated as Theorem 1

[12], where we definev = w/(mR) and wherex,, is the
unigue positive solution ta(z) = w.

Finally, to see (iii) we replace by mRa(z,,) and thus we
get the claim. Since this bound is valid for amyc N so that
Dm +w < 73 we get the bound

1
lim — log|C(D)| < g(D. R),
m—0o0 M,
where
. f(z)
g(D,R) = inf —Rlog @ + R+ h(D + a(z)R).
>0 ralz
D+a(z)R< 3

degree distribution; the simplest way to see this is to @pla
1 by the maximum degree df(z).

IV. BOUND VIA TESTCHANNEL

Instead of using a combinatorial approach to bol@d)|
one can also use a probabilistic argument using the “test
channel” shown in Figurgl 5.

For the cases we have checked the resulting bound is
numerically identical to the bound of Theordm 2 (exclud-
ing the straight-line portion). We restrict our exposititm
the regular case. The generalization to the irregular cgse i
straightforward.

Theorem 3 (Bound Via Test Channel): Let S be an LDGM
code with blocklengthm, generator degree distribution
L(x) = z*, and rateR. Then for any pair(R, D), where



- . zm: Am(u})2_mR( D’ )d(s,§)+d(§,§’)(1 _pym

So w=0 =D
SS - m N
(8 ,8)=w R D’ d(s,5)+w o
gi - wgoAm(w)2 (1_D/) (1_D)
So d(s,5)<Dm R D’ Dm~+w o
, D’ w
Fig. 5. The generator wordd’ are chosen uniformly at random frowy. = g~ mR=mh(D)=mKL(D|| D) Z A (w) ( — D’) )

This generates a codewors] uniformly at random. Each component 6fis
then sent over a binary symmetric channel with transitiosbgbility D’.

where A,, (w) denotes the number of codewords éh of
Hamming weighto. Due to the linearity of the code this is also
the number of codewords i§ of Hamming distancev from

D is the average distortion, we have . Using summation by parts and setting- D’ /(1-D’) < 1,

we have
e 1 — h(D) — KL (D| D) "
- p<pi<h 1 - 1og2(1 + %) Z:()Am(w)c“f
1— h(D) m  w-—1

= > 1- h(D), m+lomR - w w1

1—logy(1+ ~2 =cmtiamf g N Am (i) ) (e =)

ng( = ) w—O(i_O )
@ m  [(w=1)/1] mR
where KUD||D') = Dlogy(D/D') + (1 — D)logy((1 — = "2 R 37 (1 %" < i ))< et

D)/(1 = D")). w=0 =0
Proof. The same remark as in the proof of Theofdm 2 applies: " rmR 1w | mtl(omR "R fmR
although the bound is valid for any blocklength it suffices to ~ — Z ( >C T (2 B Z ( >)
prove it for the limit of blocklengths tending to infinity. 8d,

for simplicity we have not stated the bound in its strengdten < Z (mR
form which includes a straight-line portion. But the same =

technique that was applied in the proof of Theofdm 2 applies
also to the present case. The last step is valid as long C; < 1. In this case the

As remarked earlier, the idea of the proof is based anaximum term (which appears q\%m) is included in the
bounding|C(D)| by using the “test channel.” More preciselysum (which goes ten/1) and is thus greater than equal to the
chooseW uniformly at random from the set of all binaryaverage of all the terms, whlchfs(1+c ymf | This condition
sequences of lengtlR. Subsequently computé via $ = s trivially fulfilled for R1 < 1. Assume for a moment that it
WG, whereG is the generator matrix of the LDGM code.is also fulfilled for R1 > 1 and the optimum choice ab’. It
Finally, let S = S + Z, where Z has iid components with then follows that
P{Z,=1}=D".

Consider the set of sequences C(D). For each suchy
we know that there exists anhc S so thatd(s, §) < Dm. We Since

have
1= ) P{S=s}> > P{S=s}

w=0

—_

P{S=s|seC(D)}> = 9=m(R+h(D)+KL(D||D")~Rlog,(1+c"))
m

sEFmMm s

P{S =s|seC(D)} - )

S B(S=s,5=4¢|scc(D) > |C(D)|— 2~ RHMPIHKLDIDY - Rlogs (1)
= =50=S5|s¢& - m ’

Sris we have|C(D)| < m2m(B+h(D)+KL(D|[D)~Rlogs(1+eh) - pro-
_ Z Z P{S = 5,8=4 | s e (D) ceeding as in[{2), we have

W05 eSid(s,5)=w E[d(S,g(f(5)))] > D(1 —27"[C(D)|)
= Z A (w)P{S = 5.5 = & | s € C(D), d(8',8) = w) > D(1 = mam(EEHEHAEIDI - ftlos (1) 7D),

We conclude that if for somé < D’ < % R+ k(D) +
/ 5,8’ /1 . .
= Z A (w)2~ mR( DD/)d( ' )(1 - D" KL(D||D')— Rlogy(1 + %) — 1 < 0 then the distortion
1—

is at leastD. All this is still conditioned on fjﬁ < 1 for



the optimum choice of)’. For R1 < 1 we already checked the resulting bound would read

this. So assume tha®l > 1. The above condition can then 1 - h(D)

equivalently be written ag)’ < m. On the other R > _— - VY

hand, taking the derivative of our final expression on the-rat 1=2"0 (l) (1= D)' D' log, (1 + (ﬁ) )

distortion function with respect t&" we get the condition for This “bound” is similar in spirit to the original bound given

the maximum to beD’" = ) — < . We by Gallager, except that in Gallager’s original bound for
+(1+5r25)1T 1+(R1-1)1

see therefore that our assum tié’f—Cl < 1 is also correct in LDPC codes we have a term corresponding o the entropy
b die of single-parity check codes, whereas here we have terns tha

the caseR1 > 1. h L
_ ) . correspond to the entropy of repetition codes; this would be
Numerical experiments show that the present bound y'elaﬁite fitting given the duality of the problems
for the regular case identical results as plotting the curve

corresponding tay(D, R) = 1, whereg(D, R) was defined ACKNOWLEDGMENT

in the proof of Theoreril2. This can be interpreted as follows.\we gratefully acknowledge the support by the Swiss

ChooseD" equal to the optimal radius of the Hamming balNational Science Foundation under grant number 200020-
in the proof of Theoreril2. Then the poingsthat contribute 113412.

most to the probability ofS = s must be those that have a
distance tas of m(D’ — D). REFERENCES
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where S, denotes the subset of the components of she
vectors which are connected to the generat@tep (i) follows
since conditioning decreases entropy. Step (ii) followgasi
knowing (Sy, W.4), W, is not dependent o9..,. The term
HW, | S,,W.,) represents the EXIT function of a repetition
code when transmitting over BSQJ channel. If one could
show thatH (S) = m is a necessary condition for achieving
average distortion o then a quick calculation shows that
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