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Abstract

The error-pattern correcting code (EPCC) is incorporatethé design of a turbo equalizer (TE)
with aim to correct dominant error events of the inter-syhihterference (I1SI) channel at the output
of its matching Viterbi detector. By targeting the low Hanmgrweight interleaved errors of the outer
convolutional code, which are responsible for low Euclid@seight errors in the Viterbi trellis, the
turbo equalizer with an error-pattern correcting code @E=C) exhibits a much lower bit-error rate
(BER) floor compared to the conventional non-precoded TRedally for high rate applications. A
maximume-likelihood upper bound is developed on the BER flobthe TE-EPCC for a generalized
two-tap ISI channel, in order to study TE-EPCC's signahtise ratio (SNR) gain for various channel
conditions and design parameters. In addition, the SNR ghife TE-EPCC relative to an existing
precoded TE is compared to demonstrate the present TE'sigtipefor short interleaver lengths and

high coding rates.
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. INTRODUCTION

The turbo code of [1], [2] has been utilized as a practical mseto approach the inter-
symbol-interference (ISI) channel capacity in what hastteemed turbo equalization [3], [4],
in which two recursive systematic convolutional codes (RSCconcatenated in parallel are
concatenated serially to the ISI channel. Since then, theotequalization terminology has
grown to encompass any soft-decodable code that is itehatilecoded by exchanging soft
information with a channel matched detector. The familyuwbb equalizers now includes low-
density-parity check (LDPC) codes and turbo product cod&C{. A standard turbo code is a
parallel concatenation of convolutional codes (PCCCsheoted by an interleaver, for which the
probability of generating low Euclidean weight error eweistconsiderably reduced by the action
of the uniform interleaver. This in effect improves the @lesystem bit-error-rate (BER) in the
low-to-medium signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) region. A PC&Qlecoded by an iterative exchange
of soft information between maximuin posterioriprobability (MAP) decoders matched to the
constituent RSCC decoders [5]. A turbo equalizer (TE) baseah iterative receiver composed of
a PCCC soft decoder and a channel detector was discussed Angénpler serial concatenation
of a single RSCC and a precoder through an interleaver wasiftauperform just as well in [7]
for wireless communication applications, and in [8] andff8] magnetic recording applications.
Precoding makes the ISI channel appear recursive to the outgleaved RSCC, where the
non-precoded ISI channel can viewed as an inner nonreeuraiei convolutional code [4].
In this manner, precoding is essential to achieve bettdrotgiain in the low SNR region, i.e.
“waterfall region”. This was first shown in the context of isfliy concatenated convolutional
codes (SCCCs) in additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) irf,[there it was demonstrated
that the inner constituent convolutional code has to bersageito achieve a turbo gain. Briefly
afterwards, this was demonstrated for a SCCC-TE runningherdicode channel in [11]. The
concatenation of precoding and RSCC through an interleaxeks by enhancing the error
weight “spectral thinning” effect, by which the frequencf/low Euclidean distance errors is
uniformly reduced.

We propose an alternate error-weight spectral shapingoapprthat aggressively targets the
low end of the error Euclidean distance distribution, emiragn BER performance in the “error

floor” region, while maintaining the waterfall region gaifi conventional TE. The proposed
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method is based on directly targeting the dominant erraiepa of the channel, which are also
the lowest Euclidean distance errors, via a matching eroorection code, termed the error-
pattern correction code (EPCC). The EPCC was first propasédidle single dominant error
event occurrence in [12] [13], and later enhanced in [14] ] to handle multiple error
event occurrences. A practical EPCC-based turbo equdkilered to the magnetic recording
application was first proposed in [16]. In our TE setup, th€ERs matched to the non-precoded
ISI channel and serves as an inner code for an outer intede8CC. Since the EPCC maintains
a substantial error correction power while having a highecaate that is close td, the hope

is that the redistribution of redundancy between EPCC amdailiter RSCC would improve
overall system performance. In TE-EPCC decoding, the EPQ® Mecoder works iteratively
with the outer RSCC MAP decoder to correct low Euclideanadlisé errors at the output of the
channel’s detector. This is compared to using a tapeecoder in the encoder side that prevents
these errors from occurring in high frequency but can nahielate them entirely.

In this work, we conduct an error-event weight analysis ofCEPenhanced TE to be able
to predict an upper bound on the BER performance, and hereblish the advantage of
incorporating EPCC in the error floor region. The derived erppound on BER is for the
maximum likelihood (ML) decoder of the concatenated systemmch the practical decoder is
assumed to approach at high SNRs. A few points are worth oreng regarding the derivation
of such a bound. First, the bound is based on the notion offaraminterleaver, which essentially
averages out the effect of good and bad instantaneousaateris on the bound. The implication
of this assumption on the analytic BER bound is that the @aer choice of the practical
interleaver is not a factor in our turbo system comparisarine Second, the derivation of the
bound presumes a maximume-likelihood decoder, which fditsrtsof accurately describing the
iterative turbo gain that is more pronounced at lower to medSNR, where the analysis of
turbo code performance at this lower SNR region remain®lgr@n open problem. Incidentally,
our proposed approach here based on probabilistic carreofi low Euclidean distance errors
is designed to work in the floor region where the bound is ateurFinally, the bound assumes
that coded data is i.i.d., which becomes a more realisticcqpation as the code rate of the
RSCC approaches unity.

The paper is organized as follows; In Section Il we review thain concepts of EPCC

code construction and decoding based on its algebraic gregiewe also present EPCC design
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examples that we later use in the simulation of Section VEéation Il we present the encoder
and decoder components of the conventional precoded angmaoded TEs and of the TE-
EPCC. Section IV analyzes the ML BER performance of the TEEERand the conventional
TE based on the overall error weight spectrum of the codedraaFurthermore, this section
discusses an efficient method to evaluate the BER bound lmasediltinomial theory, assuming
a single EPCC codeword per interleave. In Section V we empla gain of the TE-EPCC over
the TE in terms of the improved interleaver gain exponenttowkr Euclidean-weight errors.
Section VI discusses a practical method to implement TEEREcoding that approaches the
ideal ML decoder analyzed in the preceding section. Findlhe numerical results in Section
VII corroborate our claims in a variety of channel condigdar a combination of decoder design

parameters.

[I. REVIEW OF THE ERROR-PATTERN-CORRECTING CODE

The cyclic codes described in [13] are based on construcii@angenerator polynomiaj(z)
that gives rise to distinct syndrome sets for all targetethidant error patterns. It has been
shown that such g(z) can be obtained from the irreducible factors making up thgrmmnial
representations of the dominant error patterns. The codéedurther improved by introducing
another factor iny(z), namely, a primitive polynomial that is not already a faadbry(x) [14].
The results are an increased code rate, improved singleqgattern correction accuracy (via
reduced miss-correction probability), and capability twrect some important multiple-pattern
events based on a increased number of distinct syndromermstt

We start by constructing a cyclic code targeting the seft,@f dominant error events

1 2 lmaz
(e (2), e (@), ..., elme) (2)}

represented as polynomials 61F'(2) that can occur at any starting positiérin the codeword
of lengthlz. A syndrome of erroe® (z) at positionk is defined a$,(f) (x) = e,(f) (z) mod g(z)

, with ¢g(x) being the generator polynomial of the code amehd the polynomial modulus
operation. A syndrome s&; for error typee” () contains elements corresponding to all cyclic

,(;J)rj = 275" modg(z).

shifts of polynomiale® (z); elements ofS; are thus related by
For unambiguous decoding ef?(x) andeV)(x), ¥{i, j}, we must haveS; N'S; = @. This

design requirement constraingz) to have distinct greatest common divisors with @l (z).
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However, even if this constraint is satisfied, an elemen$;ircan still map to more than one
position, i.e., the period of the syndrome set- and periogl ©f- can be less thak,,... Moreover,
this constraint is only sufficient but not necessary. Alsoslaown in [13], there may exist a lower
degreeg(z) that can yield distinct syndrome sets for the targeted guadynomials, resulting
in a higher rate EPCC. A search method to find #1i8) is already discussed in detail in [13]
and [15].

We now describe the construction and properties of the EP@Gaill be deployed throughout
the paper in the design of different turbo systems based @CSPWe target the dominant error
events of a generalized two tap ISI channel of the fdrm oD, 0 < o < 1, for which the
dicode and PR channels are special cases. Wheis close tol, the dominant errors aret,
+—, + — +, etc., which have the polynomial representatiofl$:(z) = 1, e (2) = 1 + ,
e®(z) = 1+ x + 22, etc., i.e. polynomials o/ F'(2) for which all powers ofr have nonzero
coefficients.

For the purpose of designing EPCC codes for use in the TE-ER@Ccomponent EPCC
code rate should be very high. To maintain high rate, the E@f&word has to be extended
to a few hundred bits, without proportionally increasing tiumber of parity bits required to
achieve accurate single-error occurrence correctionbiityaExample EPCC codes are shown
next, and the syndrome set periods of these codes are shovablie].

« (630,616) EPCC Targeting error polynomials up to degréewe get the generator poly-
nomial g(z) = 1+ 2% + 25 + 2® of period 30, via the search procedure in [13]. Choosing a
codeword length 080, 10 distinct, non-overlapping syndrome sets are utilized stiguish
the 10 target errors. However, the resulting0,22) EPCC has raté).73 which incurs
high rate penalty. By multiplying the base EPCC generatdyrmonial by the primitive
polynomial 1 + z + 2%, which is not a factor of any of the targeted errors, we obth&
extended generator polynomigl(z) = 1+ z + 2% + 2t + 2° + 2% + 2'* + 2™, which
corresponds to the extendéeB0,616) EPCC code of rat®.98, and 14 parity bits. Then,
as shown in [13], syndrome se&is, S3, S7, andSy have period30 and thus can be decoded
without ambiguity. On the other hand, syndrome s$&tsS,, S¢, andSg have period315,
decoding to one of two positions. The worst would$eof period 126, andS,, of period
63, which decode t& and 10 possible positions, respectively. Still, the algebraicatker

can quickly shrink the number of possible error positiongete positions by checking the
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data support, and then would choose the one position withelsiglocal reliability.

« Shortened 126, 112) EPCC Shorter lower-rate EPCC codes can be obtained by shogtenin
the (630,616) EPCC. For example, &126,112) EPCC of rate0.89 can be derived this
way with all syndromes sets, excluding syndrome$gt having periodl 26, and thus are
decodable without ambiguity.

« (210,199) EPCC To obtain short EPCC codes without jeopardizing the cotk ttrough
code shortening, we can target fewer error patterns in thie aesign. Targeting error
polynomials up to degreé®, but excludinge™(x), we can extend the base generator
polynomialg(x) = 1+ 23 + 2° + 8 through its multiplication by the primitive polynomial
1+xz+23, which we could not use before because its a factor of thenpotyal representation
of (M (z). The resulting code is @10, 199) EPCC of rate).95, 11 parity bits, and extended
generator polynomiad.(z) =1+ z + x* + 2° + 2% + 2.

TABLE |

SYNDROME SET PERIODS OF VARIOUEPCCCODES

O o |
O |0 |O
o o [a
5 L L L
@ =2 12 |8
40_5 Ne} i —
=) =3 =3 =}
E ] (o] —
~ e |1z e
1 630 | 126 | 210
(1+m) 315 | 126 | 105
(1+z+z?) 630 | 126 | 70
(1+z)? 315 | 126 | 105
14z +2%+ 2%+ %) 126 | 126 | 42
(1+2)(1+x+2°)? 315 | 126 | 35
14z +2*)1 422 +2°) 630 | 126 | —
(1+2)7 315 | 126 | 105
14z + 21+ 23 + 2% 630 | 126 | 70
A+x)(1+x+2®+2°+2%? || 63 | 63 |21

[Il. ATE |INCORPORATING THEEPCC SISO [BCODER

The structure of the conventional SCCC-TE is shown in Eig). 10 the encoder side, a

simple RSCC encodes the data stream, which is interleaviedebleeing passed to the channel.
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The concatenation of the convolutional code and ISI chawcael be viewed in the context
of turbo coding as a serial concatenation of an outer resursbde and an inner ratenon-
recursive code through an interleaver. A polynomial-titeeative-type decoder can be designed
based on the separation of the ML decoders of the inner aret cotles. The ML decoders
iteratively exchange reliability information convergiig the combined ML solution at high
SNR. Separate ML detection and decoding can be realizedheidBahl-Cocke-Jelinek-Raviv
(BCJR) algorithm [17], the soft output Viterbi algorithm@SA) [18], or the minimum mean
squared error (MMSE) soft-in soft-out (SISO) detector [12D]. The BER gain in TE, however,
is most notable at low SNRs, and declines rapidly as SNR a@se® resulting eventually in the
error floor phenomenon. The gain at low SNR is further enhdubgeincluding a rate- recursive
component in the path of the coded interleaved bit strearts iBhshown in Fig[IL(ii), where
the trellis of SOVA is now matched to the recursive rateeded channe%. By the action
of the ideal uniform interleaver, the fraction of errors e tHamming-weight error distribution
of the RSCC resulting in low Euclidean weight errors in tharuhel trellis is greatly reduced.
This, as a result, improves the BER at low to medium SNR, wtiexecontribution of the profile
of error Euclidean weights to the BER far exceeds the singteribution of the minimum of
these weights.

A markedly different approach is proposed in the structuréig. [A(iii)). The new method
is based on replacing the rateprecoder with a high rate ECC that is designed to correct low
Hamming weight errors that generate low Euclidean-weigilis errors rather than constraining
their incidence. Since the targeted errors possess low Hiagweights by design, this reduces
the added complexity of encoding and decoding the EPCC ewhé intrinsic channel property
of these errors generating low Euclidean weight errordjqaary d2 = 2, lowers the error floor
at medium to high SNRs substantially. Nevertheless, siheeptactical decoder of the EPCC
incurs some miscorrection, this new approach resemblestapilistic “best effort” enhancement
of d i
errors. A soft-in soft-out (SISO) decoder of the EPCC is as=il in the iterative turbo loop.
Since the EPCC is matched to the ISI channel, no interleasfraylld be present between the
EPCC and the channel. On the other hand, an interleaverestessetween the EPCC and the
outer RSCC.

While the 1@% precoder and théd — oD channel can be jointly decoded with no added

that is achieved by correcting a sizable fraction of the inating Hamming weight

September 6, 2018 DRAFT



1—aD
14D’

realize a similar joint ML decoder of the channel and the EP8€nce, in Fig[IL(iii) separate

complexity by matching the trellis to the combined codedncied its impractical to

SISO decoders of the channel and the EPCC are implemented.

IV. ERROR-RATE ANALYSIS OF TE-EPCC

In bounding the BER of the TE-EPCC, many of the basic stepsamsdmptions taken in
[11] and [21] for bounding the BER of the conventional TE atéiaed. To more closely reflect
the practical recording channel, however, we apply our BBERly&is to a generalized two-tap
channel of the forml + aD. The dicode { — D) and PR1 { + D) channels are special cases
corresponding te. = 1. In the proposed approach, we show how the BER is functioheo&tror
Euclidean distance distribution of the overall system.;hee argue for TE-EPCC’s enhanced
performance by the virtue of its reduction of occurrenceuiencies of low Euclidean distances
in the overall distance distribution; it will also be showmat these low Euclidean distance
components of the distribution dominate the system BERIowihg the notations of [11], the
maximum likelihood (ML) union bound on word error rate of atk code of codebook size
M, of equally likely codewords and AWGN of zero mean and varé is

L\ | X =% |
PWSM;T;nQ( o) ®
where m and . are codewords separated by the Euclidean distdngg, — x,;, ||, and x,,
is the noiseless channel output for. If there areT,, 4, different codewords for which the
corresponding noiseless channel outputs are at distdndeom x,,, then we can write (1) as:

s B ne(%)
| Z— M m,dg o

m=1dg=1
e’} o dE
= >, TEnQ|— (2)
dE:d%u'n
where T'(d) is the average number of codewords at Euclidean distalacdrom a given
codeword, with the distance measured at the channel outhatassociated BER can be shown

to be

p< Y LdeTls) (d_E) (3)

_ K o
dp=dmpin
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Fig. 1. Block diagrams: (i) TE, (ii) precoded TE, (iii) TE-ER.
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where K is the number of information bits per codeword sequencemfit};) is the average
Hamming distance from a given information word to competinfprmation words located
at dg away, with the Euclidean distance measure based on naselemnel outputs of the
corresponding codewords. We next show hd\Wiy) is related to the outer code Hamming

weight enumeratoA°(d) and the error event characteristics of the channel.

A. Error Event Analysis of thé — oD Channel

A trellis section of thel — aD channel with no precoding is shown in F[d. 2. The branch
label ¢; /z; signifies the coded input bit to the channel, and the corredipg channel output,
respectively. Following the same notation as in [11], ampreword f with Hamming weight
d = d"(f) can be uniquely decomposed into a concatenation of disgior patterns;, j =
1,...,m, where the indey signifies the order of occurrence of the error pattern of Hamgm
weight d;’?’ in the codeword. Error patterrfs, j < m, correspond to simple closed error events
on the trellis that diverge from and remerge into the corpath without sharing any of the
states in between. However, two scenarios can occur whemn: eitherf,, remerges with the
correct path (closed,,) or the boundary of the codeword is reached while the two gatie
still diverged (opert,),).

In the 1 — aD channel trellis, diverging branches result in a Euclidesstadce separation
of 1 each, while remerging branches result in a squared Eudidétance separation ef?
each. Moreover, crossing branches accumulate a squatediciisseparation dfl + «)?, while
parallel branches accumulate a separatiofief o). This means that parallel branches result in
a lower Euclidean distance separation compared to crossargches in the Euclidean distance
distribution when0 < o < 1.

Hence, two error pattern classes are distinguishable dicgpto their accumulate Euclidean
distance. The first class, shown in Hig. 2b, has a squareahdisi?(f;) = 1+ pa®+ (dff —1) x
(1—a)? Wheredf’ is the Hamming weight of the error evefjt and ;=0 or 1 depending on the
event being open or closed, respectively. This class of @atterns is denoted by?™ and is
called “the dominant error class”, for which all branchetheo than the diverging and remerging
branches, are parallel. The dominant error class accoantmdst of the channel bit errors due
to the low Euclidean distance between the correct and estenpaths. On the other hand, the

second class, shown in Fig. 2c, has both parallel and cep&sanching, and hence its members
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have Euclidian distancéy, (f;) = 1+ pa® + Ao x (14 @)® + (dff =1 = A) x (1 — «)?, where
Aer IS the number of crossing branches. The second class astesilonuch less to the overall
system BER, and thus we call it “the non-dominant error ¢|aghich is denoted byy?™. By
the same line of argument, the same two classes are dighahle for the PR1 channel, which
is a special case of + aD at o« = 1. The only difference is that error events with all crossing

branches now generate the clagé™.

0 0/0
1/1 0/-a
1
1/1-a
_ (a)
dZ = R . di=a’
de =1 v di =0
; d2=(1-a)’ ;
de =1 (b)
. 'l '-..‘
. di =a*
de =0

Fig. 2. (a) Trellis section for a non-precoded generaliaed-tap ISI channel( — aD), (b) dominant error patterns, (c)

non-dominant error patterns.

We design an error-pattern correcting code (EPCC) capdbteroecting error codewords
that are decomposable into disjoint error patteinthat all belong to the dominant error class,
i.e. f; € x%™ Vj. In order to evaluate the BER performance of EPCC we need tbtfia

new Euclidean distance distribution modified by EPCC. Haveit would be easier to first find
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0 0/0
1/1 1/-a

Fig. 3.

error pattern

11

K'Y
dZ=a?
de =1

(a) Trellis section for % precoded generalized two-tap ISI channeH aD), (b) weight characterization of an

the Euclidean distance distribution before EPCC corraasaurned on. We assume throughout

that code bit values are i.i.d and equiprobable, which isla essumption for high rate codes.

Suppose an error worf] of Hamming weight?” (f) = d, is composed ofng,,, error patterns

f; € x%™, andmgom = m—mgo, error patterng; € ™. A dominant error patterfy of length

l; = du(f;) will have probability(%)lj_l. On the other hand, a non-dominant error patt&rn

of lengthl; and \., crossing branches will have a probability 6&;1) (%)lj_l. Therefore, the

probability distribution ofd%(f) is given by:

Pr(dE|d7 m)

)\CT’

p

. m Aer > 0 integer
(5 (3
Maom < M.
Aer =0
1 d—mgom cr )
(3) : I
0, otherwise.

d% — (1 — a)?d — 2am + ua?

4o

(4)

which is the conditional probability of an error word of Eigelan distancel%, given that its
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Hamming weight isd, and hasn multiple error pattern occurrences, of whieh,,, belong to

dom

X
If we examine the precodedl — aD trellis in Fig.[3, we note that a nonzero Hamming

error results in the diverging of a single error event thaeees only on the occurrence of
another Hamming error, while all the in between error braschave zero Hamming weights,
wether crossing or parallel. We also note that an e#fécompound Hamming error decomposes
into % closed single errors, while an odt’ compound error decomposes in@éjij closed
errors and a boundary error. Moreover, diverging and remgrgranches have? = 1 and
d% = o?, respectively, while parallel and crossing branches hgve= (1 — «)? and d% =
(1+«)?, respectively. This means that, by invoking the randomainifinterleaver assumption,
the probability of a single long error event df/ = {1,2} producing a low Euclidean weight
error declines rapidly as the interleaver length is inaedasince the probability of an all parallel
error event declines accordingly. The Euclidean distarice rmultiple error event of Hamming

weightd, \.. crossing branches, and total lendths:

d d
d% = [i—l + |-§JO‘2 +(1+ O‘)2)‘cr + (1= Oz)2(L —d—Aer)
Therefor
L—dy (1)\L—d i
= , Ao > 0 integer
0, otherwise.
N dy — [4] - [2]e? — (1 — a)*(L —d)
cr 40[

(5)

B. Error Euclidean Distance Distribution of TE-EPCC

We now develop a method to construct the error Euclideaanlist distribution of TE-EPCC,
for which the comparable distance distribution of TE is acigdecase where EPCC is turned off.
Consider a serial concatenation of an EPCC and an intedeaeersive systematic convolutional
code (RSCC) of lengthV. There areL. EPCC subcodes in each interleave, each of length
N, = Lﬂ where an EPCC can correct upng. multiple occurrences per subcode provided that
they all belong to the target set of correctable errors. Bhget set if(f; : f; € x™™, d"(f;) <
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Information sequence

d" (=i
bit i .
K bits A"(d, i) v RSCC Encode
d'(e=d
N bits RSCC codeword 1
N
L [ d Interleave
Interleaved RSCC
d" (e) = d codeword v
N bits
Lo v
d"(e=>.d
i=1
LC X NC bits ch EPCC Encode
cIi
L. EPCC codewords
d"(e=d
NC + F% bits

(Nc] closed closed (Nc

+
error patterns boundary

error patterns

Fig. 4. Sketch of the method to deril&(dz).

d.}, whered, is the maximum length correctable error frogi®™. An error in the RSCC
codeword of hamming weighd is mapped by the uniform interleaver into all possikﬁ@)

interleaved error wordf with equal probability. The interleaved error word dividew L. EPCC
subcodes, each receiving error wdi@, i = 1, ..., L., of Hamming weightsd,, ds, ..., dj..

Each EPCC error word® of Hamming weightd; decomposes intan; disjoint error pattern

occurrences. In the previous section, we found the comditiprobability P(dg|d, m) given
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the error Hamming weight and number of multiple erratsfor a single subcode interleave.
To derive the Euclidean distance distribution for a codelbiat is divisible intoL,. subcodes,
we are also required to evaluate the conditional probghulitthe decompositions:; given the
EPCC subcode hamming weights The conditional Euclidean distance probability disttibo

can be expanded as follows:

Pr(dg|d) = Pr(dgld,di,...,d.) x P(dy, ...,dy,|d)
= Prdgl|d,dy,...,dp,,m,mq,....mp,)
xPr(m,my,...,my |dy, ..., dr,, d)
xPr(dy, ...,dyp,|d). (6)

Since errors in thd,. EPCC subcodes are disjoirlt] (6) becomes:

Pr(dg|d) = zd: zd: Pr(dy, ...,dr, |d)

di=0  dp,=0
d="Fe d;

dr.

Z Z > Pr(dgl|d,m HPrmZ|d

m=1m1=0 mp,,.=0

m= Z o my
(7)

d) in (@) is the probability of dividing the("))
possible instants of the interleaved error wdtdof Hamming weightd, into the error word

The joint conditional probability Rd;, ..., d;,

sequenceg® with associated Hamming weight sequengeand is given by
() x () > ()
()

Given that there aré; errors in EPCC subcodethere exists{ﬁ;‘_ll) ways by which the Hamming

Pr(dl, vy ch

d) = (8)

weightd; error is decomposed inta; multiple error pattern occurrences, each of length at least
1. Of thesem; occurrencesf}éz can be either open or closed. An open error event in this
context lies on the boundary of the EPCC subcode’s data anty fields. A boundary error
event is defined this way since we do not count error patterrtee EPCC codeword’s parity
towards the total BER, where this field is discarded befossipg the decoded data to the outer

interleaved RSCC decoder. By examining the trellis we nb&t boundary errors contribute a

September 6, 2018 DRAFT



15

squared Euclidean distance separation thafifess than identical length closed errors that are
totally encapsulated by the current subcaddata field. Furthermore, there are or(l%i‘_ﬁi)
ways by which the disjointn, error patterns of error worf” can be arranged in the current
subcodei, given the subcode has a boundary error. Two disjoint ercouiwences in the trellis
are separated at least by the error free distance of the ehamich equalsl for 1 F aD ISI
channels. The number of possible arrangements,aérrors is computed given the fact that the
last error pattern occurs at the boundary. Assuming ermsoccur on and off the boundary, the
total number of possible error pattern arrangements beec(fﬁed “) Given that the EPCC
parity field is long enough, boundary errors have very lowbpinlity of spanning the data fields
of adjacent EPCC subcodes, and hence, such events are ridéap@among different subcodes.
So, giveny;, there are(ﬁj:ii) ways by which them; error patterns, composing”, can be

arranged in a subcode and since there aréc\l’:) possible error word$(”, we get
(i) > ()
()

A pictorial depiction of the derivation method explainedab is shown in Figurgl4. Substituting

Pr(m; |, d;) =

(9)

@), (9), and[(B) into[(7), we get an expression for the dsition of error Euclidean distances

while EPCC is turned off as:
d

Pr(dsld) — ¥y

m=1 p=1

dzz dwm ZZ 1My, = ZZ 1 Hi

d2,—2 —(1—-a)?d
m,d, i, o : am+“§ 1=0)"d _ ) mod 4
d d; 1
1
N Z Z Z d>? —2am+,ua2 (1—a)2d
d i=1 d;=0 m;=0 p;=0 4o

N (N, —d,\ [(d; — 1
2 m; — i) \m; — 1

where we define(g) = 1. In addition, the Euclidean distance distribution can beodgposed

into two components: a component(#k|d, C) associated with error words that are correctable

(10)

by the L. EPCC subcodes, and the complimentary componeiat:Rt, 5) associated with non-

correctable error words. In this case, the Euclidean distgsrobability distribution of non-
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correctable error words escaping TE-EPCC is given by
Pr(dg|d, C) = Pr(dp|d) — Pr(dg|d, C) (11)
while the correctable component is given by:

Pr(dg|d,C) = > i

m=1 p=1

d:Z p diym = Zz 1M, b= Ez 1 Hi

m,d, p,a: dy =2am — pa® + (1 — a)?d
L. min(d,de) min(d;,me)

SIIY ¥ %

=1 d;=0 m;= i =0
N (Ne—dy\ (di—1
2 mi — Ky m; — 1

where for the sake of simplicity, we assumed that an EPCCa&lédxccould correct an error

(12)

word £f@ if dg(f®) < d,, which is actually a worst case scenario that occurs onhy,if= 1.
Although this assumption would result in a slightly pessitigiprediction of the EPCC correction
power, it allows us to avoid a substantially more complidatierivation. To obtain the bound
on the bit error probability, we need to express the errorlileian distance enumerators as a
function of the error Euclidean distance probability disition given by [(11). We note that the
average Euclidean weight enumerator associated with therrattable set of error word3 is
given by:

T(dg,C) Z A°(d)Pr(dg|d,C) (13)

d=dpmin
while the average information input hamming distance toegamds at squared Euclidean

distanced? is given by:

w(dpg,C) = Z A°(d)A"(d)Pr(dg|d,C) (14)
T dE7

where A°(d) represents the number of RSCC codeword sequences of weéigind Ki(d)

represents the average input Hamming weight of RSCC codswafrweightd, and are related
by 4
Ki(d) _ > 1A (d,z)‘

A°(d) (15)
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where A*°(d, i) is the number of codeword sequences of weiglthat originated from weight

¢ information sequences. Details on how to find these margimal weight enumerators can be
found in [22] for different puncturing rates and encoderrgeetion polynomials. By substituting
T(dE,g), given by [138), andw(dE,g), given by [14), in[(B), we get an upper bound on the
average BER of TE-EPCC as function of(aﬂd C):

N

P < Z S A°(d )Pr(dE\dC)Q<U). 16)

d _d"l/ln d dmzn

In Appendix A we show how these bounds simplify for the simpése whenl.. = 1, i.e.
employing one EPCC subcode per interleave. Also, we exten8ER bound derived in [11] for
the precoded dicode channel to the generalized taseD. Finally, by using an exponential-
type approximation of the Q function, we show in appendix Attthe BER bounds of the
TE-EPCC, the non-precoded TE, and the precoded TE can bessqar as single infinite sums,

with the Hamming weight of the RSCC error as the sum index.

C. Efficient Computation of the Euclidean Distance Enunweréir L. > 1 EPCC

A more compact and efficient method is derived here to evaltie multiple summations in
equations[(12) and (10), which are used to compute the BERdau (16). We first define a
probability enumerator for subcodefor all possible values of the parametets m; and p;,

which is given by the multinomial

A<D M T mmamudma:p) =

1 dmae min(d;,Mmaz) 1 di—m;
Y Y ()

pi=0d;=1 m;=1

N, —d; d —1 N T AL
SR
m; — pi) \m; — 1

where theD’M°T? = 1 monomial term corresponds to the case when there are n énrtine

(17)

specified subcode, and = {0, 1} is the number of boundary errors per subcode. As a result,

the probability enumerator for the entire interleave cosgubofl. EPCC subcodes is given by

ALC (D, M, T; Mmazx, dmam)

September 6, 2018 DRAFT



18

given that onlyd,,..-weight error wordsf” composed ofn,,., disjoint error patterns can
occur per EPCC subcode, whetg,, andm,,,, are unbounded from above if EPCC correction
is turned off. The advantage of this approach is that polyabmultiplication, or the more
general multinomial multiplication, can be performed édfitly by symbolic manipulators, such
as MapléM, speeding up the evaluation ¢f{12) and](10). Utilizing tenpact, and easy-to-
compute, probability enumerator, we can now express theadaun the bit error rate of the
TE-EPCC as:

1 d N AY(D)A(d) &
PbS—K E Q(—E> E wE:
dE:dE d=dmin d 1% 0

d
d—m
Z ( \ )[ALC(D,M,T; 00, 00)]dm.

m=1
m: >\c7‘207>‘c7‘€N

d
- Z [ALC(Dv Ma Tv Mme, dc)]d,m,u

m:m;:rlzo
d% — 2am + pa? — (1 — a)?d
)\cr =L Aov ( ) (18)

where the probability enumerator for a correctable EPCCGwodd is approximated by

Al(D,M, T; me,d.),

for an EPCC of maximum correction power,. per subcode, anl¥ is the set of natural numbers.

V. INTERLEAVER GAIN EXPONENT OFTE-EPCC

To gain insight into how EPCC enhances TE performance, weuguan analytic approach
to study the mechanism by which EPCC reduces the multiplicitlow Euclidean distance
errors. For this, we limit our investigation to the dicodeachel, for which the spectrum of
the Euclidean distance is comprised only of integer valfegio and hence there are a fewer
values thatdz can take in the lower range of the spectrum. The error préibalshown in
(@) can be lowered by 1) increasing the minimum Euclideatadie between error words, a

traditional approach, or 2) reducing the multiplicity ofddzuclidean distance errors, as in the
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TABLE Il

INTERLEAVER GAIN EXPONENT OF THE CONVENTIONAL NONPRECODEDTE Vs THE TE-EPCC d% = {1, 2, 3,4}.

d4 =1 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m=1 1;\\ O
>--+--0 N72 N711
p=1 M
(1) (155925)
d=2—dr 4
d% =2 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m=1 g fg see Y
B= 55025
(1) (1004920)
d=2— dT
d4 =3 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m =2 S oL o N )
1» “e—i--e o 1 1F “e—i--e N NTT
pw=1 v v
(2) (779625)
d=2— dT
d%4 =4 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m = \‘\_:"\ LI ] ,:A"’._’F \‘\\ LI ] ,,"."
1% ‘YO. .,, 4G ‘YO. I 4y NO NO
H= 0 (1) (779625)
d=2—dr 2

turbo coding paradigm pioneered by Berreual. [1]. In turbo coding, the coefficients of the
error function for low Euclidean distances are an inversection of the interleaver sizey.

For this reason, turbo coding gain is often referred to asrledver gain. At a more detailed
level, for the frequency of low weight errors to asymptdticapproach zero as the interleave
size tends to infinity, the exponent of the interleaver sizéhe corresponding error coefficients
should be less than zero. Therefore, we can argue for thentpa of incorporating an EPCC
in TE, by showing how it works to decrease the exponentVéfwell below zero, especially
for low Euclidean distance errors. We calthe interleaver gain exponent. First, we isolate the
exponent of N in the expression of BER for TE and TE-EPCC. The BER expressiothe
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TABLE 1l

INTERLEAVER GAIN EXPONENT OF THE CONVENTIONAL NONPRECODEDTE Vs THE TE-EPCC d% = {5, 6}.

d4 =5 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m=3 \i\ [ I ] /.'(’4 \Ei [ ] ,/.'(.4 \i\ [ ] 1 9
h=1 1 \\. o’ 1 1 \\. o 1 1 \\. N N
(3) (3508313)
d=3— dT
d% =5 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m =1 N72 N72
w=1
(1) (1)
d=2—dr
d4 =6 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m=3 v g ¥ N T B L
p=0 1F\» o1 1F o 1 1F e o0 1 N N
(1) (1169438)
d=3—dr
d4 =6 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m=1
Nt N7t
M =
1) (1)
d=2— dT

conventional TE (EPCC turned off) far =1 is:

1 & (dp) <= A(DA ()
P, < KZQ<U)27(N)

dp=1 d=2 d

1 d
d—m
E dZ,—2m+p
n=0 m=1 4
m: d%—2m+p=0 mod 4

GGG

wheredr < N is the truncated maximum error weight. We truncated the Hengrarror weight

(19)

d since large weight errors correspond to larger Euclidestadces which have little contribution

to the BER. To produce an expression for the upper bound on BiRisolated powers ofV,
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TABLE IV

21

d% =17 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
. , Nt )
m — 4 AA-A‘:/ ..\/ — \\:5. . [ :ImC:.i
p=1 LNt Il T I L N (4)
(4) I:Nig]m =4
d=4—dr y
(6237000)
d% =17 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
N2 N2
(6) (6)
d4 =7 Error pattern classes TE TE-EPCC
m =2 ; ey
1 o 1 N2 N2
p=1
(6) (6)
d=3—dr

and at the same time preserve it as an upper bound, we repacéniomial in the denominator

by the lower bound [10]:
N (N—d+1)* N?
d d! d

Moreover, to replace the binomial in the numerator with apargound that is also a power of

N —d+ 1, we first express it as:
(N—d) B m—u+1(N—d+1)
m— N—-d+1\m—-pu+1
and employ the upper bound [10]:
(N—d+1)" "

<N —d+ 1) _
m—pu+1 m—p+1)! = (m—p+1)
These bounds are tight whevi is large, andl, m < NN, which holds true in our case. Also we

Nm—u+1

can upper bound th@ function by:
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TABLE V

INTERLEAVER GAIN EXPONENT OF THE CONVENTIONAL PRECODETE vs THE TE-EPCCd%, = {2,3,4,5}.

d%4 =2 Error pattern classes precoded TE| TE-EPCC
m=1 ‘;f\\ 0 " nn /,."-4

p=0 1 \*o-—é——o o’ 1 N7t N0
@ =2 ) (L25222)
L=

d4 =3 Error pattern classes precoded TE| TE-EPCC
m=2 N : : i N :.

R T TN ve | e
d? =3 (6) (779625)
L=3

d%4 =4 Error pattern classes precoded TE| TE-EPCC
p=0 1;‘Y0. o ."/Hl 1’¥YO. o (,/"41 N2 N~°
=i 12 | ()
L=

d4 =5 Error pattern classes precoded TE| TE-EPCC
p=1 LRl ETIP LNt FIPT Nl I N
d? =5 (60) (1)
L=5

Substituting these approximate bounds in the BER upper daonr{19), we get a looser but
insightful bound:

1 oo dr 1 d
P g2 X
dp=1 d=2 p=0 m=1

m: d%,—2m+p=0 mod 4

a2

BdE7d7m7u]\fm_u_d6_207E2 (20)

whereBg,, 4., 1S given by:
d!
(m — p)!

N/ d—m d—1
(5) (—) (m— 1) ()
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For the sake of mathematical tractability, we study theriesaer gain exponent of, = 1
TE-EPCC, i.e. single EPCC subcode per interleave. Utilizive same approximations as above
in the BER bound of TE-EPCC faok, = 1 we get the expression:

[o¢] 2 1
7E
e 202
o< g ey

E 1 M= 0
dr d
§ § m—u—d
BdE 7d7m7uN g
d=2 m=1

m: d%—2m+u:0 mod 4

min(dr,d:) min(d,mc)
§ 2 m—pu—d
BdE ,d,m,uN "

d2E—2m m

(22)

The expression i (22) is just the expressioriid (20) wittséhi@rms that are correctable by EPCC
subtracted. By identifying the maximum exponent of theretver lengthV in (22) and [(2D),
we can compare the asymptotic BER of TE and TE-EPCC in the bimiarge interleaver size.
Assuming the minimum Hamming weight of the outer RSCC codg, e list the maximum
interleaver gain exponent pek,, for TE and TE-EPCCd, = 10, m, = {3,4}, L. = 1) in
Table[ for d3, = {1,...,4}, in Table[l for d3 = {5,6}, and in Table_ 1V ford3, = 7. We
also list for eachi%, the generating error patterns and their correspondingnpeters?, m, and
w. In addition, under each interleaver gain exponent, weitigbarenthesis the corresponding
multiplicative coefficientB,,, 4., excluding the terrrA"(d)Ki(d) relating to the outer RSCC
Hamming error weight distribution.

For the precoded TE, using the same approximations as aib@as be shown that the BER
bound of Appendix A is dominated by the terms:

Py 2K Z ZBdN EIS (23)

dp=2 d=2

whereB, is given by:

: ) . (24)
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In the derivation of the above bound we only kept terms whaoser éength L is equal to the
Hamming distancel” since they have the dominant interleaver gain exponentct &4. In
this case, the dominant error will hadg = d as shown in TablEV.

First, we note that for the non-precoded TE, the interle@a&n exponents are all negative
for d3, = 1 to d% = 3, which are the terms that dominate the BER for medium to hiyRS
Second, we note that the error patterns, for this same rahgea Euclidean distances, up to
d = 10, all belong to the dominant error class. As a result, the FESE manages to substantially
decrease the interleaver gain exponent by a facta¥‘bfAlso, for d%4 = 4, where the TE does
not achieve any interleaver gain, the TE-EPCC has an impeesgerleaver gain exponent of
N9,

The extremely low exponents suggest that the TE-EPCC wik ferge gain even for relatively
short interleavers, and would thus deliver satisfactoin f@ar short to medium RSCC codeword
sizes. At the same time, for such short interleavers, the d&davconsiderably suffer in terms of
turbo gain. These conclusions will be numerically demaistt in the next section by evaluating
the BER bound for interleavers as shortla$ bits. Furthermore, althougB,,, ;. . is signifi-
cantly larger in the TE-EPCC compared to the TE for the sd@]ethe terdeEvdeNm‘“‘d
is still several orders of magnitude lower for the TE-EPCC.

Although less important, we also show the interleaver gairhigher error Euclidean distances
in Table[Il and Tabld_IV. Most notably, the TE-EPC@,.(= 10, m. = 3, L. = 1) corrects
errors belonging to the dominant error class #r= 5 and d% = 6, lowering, in the process,
the maximum interleaver gain exponent by a factorNof a turbo gain that becomes more
substantial for large interleavers. Actually, féf = 6, the TE possess no interleave gain, while
TE-EPCC BER is dominated by the non-targeted set of non-damierrors that result in the
exponentN 1, still achieving an interleaver gain. On the other hand, TReEPCC (. = 10,
m. = 3, L. = 1) would offer no advantage whet}, = 7. Note that although all errors belong to
x%™ whenm = 4, their multiplicity m exceeds the maximum multiple-error-pattern correction
capability ofm. = 3. However, the TE-EPCCI( = 10, m. = 4, L. = 1) manages to reduce the
maximum interleaver gain exponent 22, by reducing the contribution of%™ to d% = 7 by
a factor of N7.

Comparing the interleaver gain exponents of the TE-EPCQGlangdrecoded TE in TablelV, we

note that the TE-EPCC focuses on error eventd20K 4 andd < 4, reducing the interleaver
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exponent by a factor aV?, N8, andN7 atd% = {2, 3,4}, respectively, compared to the precoded
TE. However, the precoded TE's interleaver exponent is tdwmea factor of N compared to
the TE-EPCC at/7, = 5. Hence, we predict that the TE-EPCC's BER floor will be far éow
than that of the precoded TE, while the precoded TE wateBB&R may still be lower owing
to the lower interleaver gain exponents of higher Euclidéstance error events. In summary,
the EPCC shapes the error weight spectrum to improve the o while preserving gains
achieved in the waterfall region. The TE-EPCC is thus a nawlo equalization approach that
enhances the spectrum thinning at low weights, where tlog #oor is not a strong function of
interleaver size as the waterfall region is. Actually, alL M/pe bounds, including our bound,
study the error floor rather than the waterfall region. Thi@ks in our favor since our EPCC
code’s advantage lies there. In addition, our EPCC worksgrohabilistic fashion to enhance the
minimum Euclidean distance, in addition to the interleay&in, compared to trellis constrained

methods that directly increase the minimum Euclidean dista

VI. A SISO DECODER FOREPCC

We have thus far presented the ideal behavior expected froenfact EPCC decoder. We now
discuss a practical implementation of EPCC SISO decodisgdan the algebraic single-pattern
correcting decoder of Section Il and the soft side infororatmade available by the channel
observationg and the outer RSCC SISO decoder.

In the decoder flow chart, a decision is first made on whethemtrd input of the decoder
¢ contains a single or a multiple error pattern via the syndrareck. If the initial syndrome
check indicates either an error free input, or else, a siagler pattern with high reliability [15],
then the following formula is used to generate the soft dewciseliability for the k-th hard bit

in the corrected codeword [23]:

~

)\k = Biter X )\maa: X dk (25)

whered is the bipolar representation of the error-free/correttied,,,... is a preset value for the
maximum reliability at convergence of turbo performanagd ¢he multipliers*e” < 1 is useful

in incorporating the EPCC SISO decoder in the iterative lddpte that in an iterative system
the level of confidence in bit decisions is lower at the ihiierations, and thus multiplying the

generated log likelihood ratios by the back-off fact#¥" reduces the risk of error propagation.
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On the other hand, if the computed syndrome is unrecogngigdaling a multiple occurrence,
then the list decoder is activated which involves computiagelator-based reliability estimates
for local dominant patterns in the ML word, as will be expkdater in this section. Simulations
show that the aforementioned strategy of moving betwedrdéisoding and algebraic single
pattern decoding results in improved performance compé&edinning list-decoding all the
time, since at later turbo iterations single error-pattaourrences are more likely, and syndrome-
decoding is more robust in such scenarios.

In communicating with the other building blocks of the turbgstem, the EPCC decoder
receives the interleaved extrinsic LLRcoming from the outer RSCC code asapriori input
in calculating its error pattera posterioriprobabilities. On the other hand, in the final soft output
stage, after generating a list of the most probable carglicadewords and their likelihoods, the
decoder uses the list to calculate the output bit-level giecireliabilities that serve as the
priori input LLR to the outer RSCC SISO decoder.

J q Computation "] words |} codewords

Ml At
A
<V Syndrome| | Single/Multiple | Reliability Single error
M9 Viterbi computatioh | decision | | check "| pattern correctiof
¢ i : :
pommommones ! Soft outpu o [t RSCC
I:" oo generation " decoder |—»
1-aD Lo b
oy Ft
H-» e | Single-pattern decod*&»
1 Correlator-basec__’ List of List of
v— L iabili 1| Single-pattern decoder—
+ Reliability | test | gle-p: : + | candidate
=

> | Single-pattern decod+—>

Channel-matched decoding

Fig. 5. The TE-EPCC block diagram.

The internal workings of the EPCC soft output list decodensidered here consists of four
stages, see Fig] 5:
« The probability of a dominant single error event is estirdatteach likely starting position.
« The test error word list is generated by inserting the masb@iole combination of dominant
error patterns into the channel detector ML output.

« An array of parallel single-pattern correcting decodersode the test words to produce a
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list of valid codewords and accompanying likelihoods.
« The list of candidate codeword likelihoods is used to getednd-level decisions along with

their reliabilities.

A. Dominant Error Probability Estimation

At this decoder stage we estimate the Iikelihc(dde,f)) at all possible locationg that the
dominant error event® can occur. A bank of error event correlators can be used fier th
purpose as was shown in [15] and [16]. Letbe the channel detector input sequenge=
cr x hy + wg, Wherecy,, is the bipolar representation of the transmitted codeweglisnce,,
is the channel response of lendth andw,, is zero-mean AWGN noise with varianeé. Also,
let gx = e — (¢ * hi) = (cx — &) * hy + wy, be the channel detector’s output error sequence. If
a target error pattern sequen{fc@ occurs at positions from = j to k = j +1; — 1, theng, can
be written as

Q. =[c— @(”]ﬁ“i‘l * hy + wy

= [e(i)]§+li_1 * hy, + wy, (26)

= £ +

where¢” is the channel response of the error sequence, and is giveff'by ¢! « by, and
I" =1;+ 1, — 2. Using the MAP criterion, we can derive an estimate of theliilood ofe,(j) by
measuring the distance of the resultid:]ga,(f)) to the channel observatianrelative to the error
free sequence(¢), which simplifies to just the difference in Euclidean distes ofq(e,(f)) and
q(€) measured ta in the ML sense. The ML postulate becomes usefd i§ assumed i.i.d, or
when it is the best that can be done whenanpriori side information is available. In practice,
though, the side information in the form of bit-level logdiihood ratios\, can be efficiently

provided by the outer constituent code in the turbo senseeEmte,(f), we then estimate [15]:

- 1h
J‘HiL

i 1 i
C(eﬁ-)) = Z 252 (qﬁ — (qx — 519)2)
k=j
JHE JHIP
- Z Ak — Z by (27)
k=j,é,=+1 k=j,é,=—1

where )\, is thea priori LLR of the error-event bit at positioh as received from the outer soft

decoder, and we are assuming here that error event sequimoes includel bits, i.e., the ML
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sequence and error sequence do not agree for the entiréoduohthe error event. Finally, the
expanded list of dominant errors and their likely positi@msorted according to the computed

reliabilities.

B. Generation of the Test Error Word List

In order to expand the decoding-sphere radius of the algesirayle-error correcting code, and
to benefit from channel side information, we adopt a listedi#eg structure that resembles Chase
decoding [24] in the sense of generating test vectors at @nallpl decoder input. However, a
pivotal difference in the methodologies is in the test woahstruction stage of the EPCC
decoder, where we flip multi-bit dominant error patterngheathan individual independent bits
as in Chase decoding. The resulting list of test vectors noayatn one or more words that are
just one dominant error pattern away from the correct codéwoterms of Hamming distance.
Hence, if the resulting set of test error words is decodedrbgireay of single-pattern correcting
decoders, then, one or more codewords in the list of validlickte codewords can be the
correct codeword with high probability. This novel pattéemel extension of the Chase decoding
algorithm was first proposed in [16] in the context of SISO atkog of EPCC as a building
block in TE, and in [15] in the context of list decoding of digaic single-pattern correcting
EPCC. Recently, a pattern-flipping Chase was also studigdsh This later approach differs
from the earlier work in [15], [16] only in the block that esi@tes pattern reliabilities, where
SOVA is utilized to estimate error event probabilities eed of a bank of error-event-matched
correlators.

The probability measure of a given test word with a particatambination of dominant error
patterns is the product of the probabilities of the conentuerrors. In the construction of test
words, we select the most probable errors in the sense ofnm@RrD the correlator function
of (217).

The requirement to have.-error-pattern-correction capability using the singédtern correct-
ing decoders, dictates that test words must include upte- 1 single dominant error patterns.
Starting from thd,,,., most probable such dominant errors, one can thin@}t{l (l’”j“) ways
of corrupting the ML word with up ton.—1 local error patterns. From this large set of potential
combinations, a relatively small subset of most probabli@lioations needs to be chosen to

maintain reasonable complexity. One can think of many difieways of effectively constructing
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such a list [15] based on the probable local error patterasthve been identified.

C. Parallel Algebraic Decoding

The list of test error words generated above is deliverednt@raay of single-error-pattern
correcting decoders that work in parallel to generate thelicdate codeword list. The number
of parallel decoders is identical to the size of the test wistd and is a crucial parameter that

controls the EPCC decoder’'s complexity/performance tHde

D. Generation of Soft Output

The candidate codeword list constructed by our “patteveltdist decoder is used to calculate
the more familiar bit-level reliabilities that constitutee output soft information supplied by the
EPCC SISO decoder. We measure the probability of a candatateword given the observed
word by the product of the probabilities of each “local” erqmattern forming the candidate
word. Specifically, letc represent a candidate codeword with, sAyerror-pattern corruption
with respect to the ML word. Then, thea posterioriprobability of this particular test word,
Pr(c|é,r), is estimated by multiplying the probability estimates loé ¥ local patterns, given
the channel observatianat the detector input.

Given the list of codewords and their accompanyagosteriori probabilities, the reliability
A, of the coded bit;, is evaluated as:

Eces,j Pr(c|é,r)
ECES; Pr(cle,r)

where S/ is the set of candidate codewords whefe= +1, and S; is the set of candidate

(28)

A = log

codewords where;, = —1. The quantity in[(2B) is utilized when the candidate codeisodo
not all agree on the bit decision for locatién In the event that all codewords do agree on the

decision forc,, @ method used by [23] is adopted for generating soft inftionaas follows

A~

)\k = 5@'1&37« X )\mam X dk (29)

whered,, is the bipolar representation of the agreed-upon decisind),,., and %" < 1 have

the same function as if_(25).
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VII. NUMERICAL ANALYSIS AND SIMULATION RESULTS

Utilizing the analytic approximation of the BER of conveartal TE and TE-EPCC systems,
we study the relative performance of these systems forrdiftelevels of the severity of ISI.
We also study the special case of the dicode chahrelD in a variety of channel conditions.
We will assume throughout the analysis that the SNR ratelfye(ia dB) is proportional to

10log,, %, WhereR is the code rate.

A. BER-Bound Validation for the Dicode Channel

The log of the average Euclidean distance distribution ef dicode channelog T(dy), is
shown in Fig[ 6 for conventional TE and TE-EPCC systems. [Eiglso includes the Euclidean
error distribution for the precoded TE, derived in a simiteay to that of [11].logT(dg) is
calculated for a TE with” = 4096, a ratel /2 base constituent RSCC, punctured to tate- 8/9
with generator polynomial connectiofi3l, 33) in octal format, and., = 7 EPCC withm, = 3
andd,. = 10. Each EPCC subcode is(630, 616) systematic cyclic code of rate98 shortened to

accommodatd.. = 7 subcodes per interleave. From the average Euclidean destiistribution,

log T(¢)

—&— precoded Dicode, TE
~-r-a--r -7~~~ 1~ 7~ ~1 —©—unprecoded Dicode, TE T
|| —— unprecoded Dicode, TE-EPC c
| T T T T T T T T T |
| |

301 - {- -+ K-

-40/ SO
50"

Fig. 6. logT(dg) for various TE systems, an@1, 33) RSCC.
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we can conclude that the precoded TE exhibits larger irgeglegains compared to the non-
precoded TE in the waterfall region, i.e. low to medium SNRBis is becauséog T(dy) is
lower for the precoded TE everywhere whéh > 3. However, for higher SNRs, at the error
floor region, the contribution of squared Euclidean distaddecomes stronger, and as seen
in the figure, the average number of Hamming weiglgrrors that generaté?, = 2 is more
for the precoded compared to the non-precoded dicode chadnehe other hand, the EPCC
concentrates on low Euclidean distances, reducing theguincy substantially up &, = 6.
This results in improved BER in the error floor and yields aikimwaterfall BER compared to

the conventional unprecoded TE.

—e— unprecoded TE, 8/9, sim. i
=== ynprecoded TE, 8/9, Bound
—8—precoded TE, 8/9, sim.

----- precoded TE, 8/9, Bound
—v—616/630 EPCC-TE, sim. |
=== 616/630 EPCC-TE, Bound

SNR (dB)

Fig. 7. Simulated vs bounded BER for various TE systems u§ig33) RSCC.

In Fig.[4, the simulated BER is shown for conventional TEshwitecoded and non-precoded
dicode channels and the TE-EPCC with a non-precoded diduatenel. Moreover, the simulated
BER is compared with the estimated BER bound computed fosdnge parameters as in Hig. 6.
The TE-EPCC is decoded via the practical soft decoder destrearlier in Sectioh VI, where
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we implement5 turbo iterations of the non-precoded TE anh@ turbo iterations of precoded
TE and TE-EPCC systems; we used upl @0 test patterns in the list decoder of the TE-EPCC.
The number of turbo iterations is chosen for each system thattthe turbo gain saturates. The
figure shows that the TE-EPCC has definite performance aalyant the low error rate region.
The actual simulation curve comes above the analytical ddanthe TE-EPCC at very low
BERSs. This arises from imperfect uniform interleaving ie tbractical decoders as also pointed
out in [11]. Nonetheless, the actual gain gaps between th&HEC and the conventional TEs
seem even large than predicted by the bound; this is maibiypated to the higher sensitivity
of conventional TEs to the interleaver design compared éoltB-EPCC, an argument based on

the interleaver gain exponent of both systems.

SNR Gain

(I

0.5

Fig. 8. SNR gain (dB) of the TE-EPCC over the non-precoded T& BER of 10~" as function of ISI severity leveh for
outer RSC(C(7,5), puncturedR = 8/9, and interleaver siz&/ = 616.
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Interleaver size, N

B. The Severity of IS

In Fig.[8 we plot the SNR gain of the TE-EPCC over the non-pdedoTE defined as the
difference in the minimum SNR required to achieve a BERI10f” for both systems. The

BER of the non-precoded TE improves as— 0, since the Euclidean distance of dominant

Hamming errors grows with their Hamming distance when< 1, where the error length is

linearly proportional to(1 — a?) > 0. On the other hand, for a given EPCC correction power

m., the BER of the TE-EPCC remains almost the samevas 0 since dominant Hamming

errors are correctable irrespective of their EuclideargiveiThe net result is a higher SNR gain

furnished by the TE-EPCC as— 1. Furthermore, for a given, the SNR gain of the TE-EPCC
grows asm,. is increased, where 2dB improvement can be achieved by increasimgfrom 1

to 5 for all the range of.

(pT =¥39) UNS U

Minimum SNR (dB) required to achieve a BER1f~" using (7,5) RSCC, punctured ratg/9, TE-EPCC{m, =

3,d. =10, L.

Fig. 9.

1}, and different interleaver sizes.
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C. Interleaver Gain

In Fig.[3 we compare the minimum SNR to achieve a BER®f". The curves of the con-
ventional TE with the precoded and non-precoded dicoderadiamand the TE-EPCC for the non-
precoded dicode channel are shown for interleaver lengths {50, 100, 200, 400, 600, 800, 1000, 2000}
bits, punctured rate? = 8/9 RSCC with connection$7,5) in octal format, and EPCC with
m. = {2,3,5} andd. = 10. The SNR gain of the TE-EPCC over the non-precoded TE using
N =50is 2.3 dB, 3 dB, and4 dB for EPCC correction powers,. = {2, 3,5}, respectively. On
the other hand, usingy = 2000, this shrinks tol.1 dB, 1.3 dB, and1.8 dB for EPCC correction
powersm,. = {2, 3,5}, respectively.

We note that as the interleaver si2é of the TE-EPCC increases, the turbo gain of TE-
EPCC increases accordingly. Also, since we maintain theesaumber of parity bits as the
codeword length increases, less SNR rate penalty is ircasé’ increases. On the other hand,
the probability ofm > 1 multiple errors per subcode increases for larfyersurpassing EPCC’s
correction capability. Due to these conflicting effectshedf TE-EPCC, its minimum SNR plateaus
and even increases a&increase beyond a certain point. All in all, the relative atage of the
TE-EPCC in practical system seems most visible with smadirieaver sizes. Furthermore, as
can be observed in the figure, increasingis also most effective for smaller interleaver sizes.

In practical EPCC code construction, in order to obtain &10EPCC code lengths, while
serially concatenating one EPCC subcode per RSCC interlea: L. = 1, the EPCC code
length is shortened from the lon@30,616) EPCC at the same level of redundancy. While to
support interleaver sizes abo#&), we duplicate EPCC subcodes, ile.> 1, and use shortening
to fit fractions of EPCC subcodes in one interleave. For imstawe implementl14,100) EPCC
of rate 0.88 for interleaver lengthV = 100, and long(630,616) EPCC + shortened398, 384)
EPCC for N = 1000.

D. SNR Gain as Function of, and m,

The performance of TE-EPCC can be further improved by irgingaits multiple error
correction capabilitym,., per subcode. However, the complexity of the practical decavould
increase accordingly as more test words have to be corstrircthe list decoder. Fig. 10 shows
TE-EPCC’s SNR gain over the non-precoded TE for several BR&aiing points),N = 1200,
puncturedR = 8/9 RSCC with connection§7, 5), and L. = 1 EPCC with maximum correction
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capability increased fromn. = 1 to m. = 10 andd. = 10. The curves demonstrate that TE-

EPCC’s SNR gain grows almost linearly as is increased. Another design method to increase

3 ‘ ! 1

SNR Gain

Fig. 10. SNR gain of the TE-EPCC over the non-precoded TE \&rabeBER operating points as function of. for the
dicode channel, outer RSC@, 5), puncturedR = 8/9, and interleaver siz&/ = 616.

the correction capability of TE-EPCC, without consideyainicreasing its complexity, is to use
L. > 1 EPCC subcodes per interleave. To study the design spaceespdny . and L. for

a given interleave, we evaluate the BER bound for the set oset of the Cartesian product
of the setsm, = {1,2,3,4} and L. = {2,3,4,5,6}. Then we plot a continuous contour of the
minimum SNR to achieve BER®~° by interpolating the values found at the elements of the
Cartesian product. A contour plot with an SNR ste@dfdB is shown in Figl 11 forV = 1200,
punctured-rat8/9 RSCC with connection§7, 5), and EPCC with different combinations of,
and L., andd, = 10. We note that the combinatioqd.. = 2, m. = 4} and{L. = 5, m. = 3}
require a similar minimum SNRs=6 dB to achieve a floor BER of0~°. Nonetheless, as can
be seen in Fig._11 the slope the equi-SNR contour lines deesefar higher. and lowerm.,..

This means that as the number of subcofiegcreases per interleave, the correction capability
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Fig. 11. An interpolated contour plot of the minimum SNR riegd by TE-EPCC to achieve BER8° for different
combinations ofmn. and L., N=1200, and RSC{7, 5) of puncturedR = 8/9.

plateaus, especially whem, < 2. This is due to the higher level of redundancy required
for shortened EPCC to maintain the maximum correction déipabn,. of longer EPCC. For
instance, at one extreme, to maintain the correction chfyaai a shortened EPCC code length
of 44 bits, i.e. L. = 40 and N = 1200, a shortened EPCC of rate68 would incur a staggering
rate penalty ofl.7 dB. An alternative concatenation approach that avoids #ite penalty of

serial concatenation to a short inner EPCC is discussedah [2

E. Puncturing Rate

We also wish to study TE-EPCC advantage at various totakesystates and distributions
of redundancy between the outer RSCC and inner EPCC subboéiéy. [12, we compare the
simulated BER of the conventional non-precoded TE and th&ePEC, for interleaver length
N = 4312, different punctured-rate RSCC with connectidfis5), and EPCC withn,. = 3 and
d. = 10. The results show that the TE-EPCCs composed of eithet 7 (630,616) EPCC or
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L. = 22 (210,199) EPCC concatenated to rafeTE, achieve the same BER in the error floor
region. Furthermore, they both outperform comparable cateventional TEs, withl, = 22
TE-EPCC furnishing a gain of.5 dB with respect to ratez4 TE at BER07% and L. = 7
TE-EPCC delivering similar gain over rageTE. Moreover, either TE-EPCCs deliverdB SNR
gain over the precoded TE of punctured-r%teFor a complete investigation of a wide range
of coding rates, we plot the minimum SNR required to achie\8E®R of 10~" for punctured
coding rates from% to % comparing the conventional non-precoded and precodedoTiRet
TE-EPCC. Such a comparison is shown in Kigl 13 for interledeegth N = 1200, different
punctured-rate RSCC with connectiofis5), and L. = 1 EPCC withm, = 3 andd,. = 10. We
conclude from the results that the TE-EPCC delivers a umifgain of 1.5 dB for puncturing
rates above}. The abnormal peak in BER for puncturing rﬁés due to the particular choice
of puncturing table. The reason why the precoded TE outpeddhe TE-EPCC for puncturing
rates2 and 2 can be explained by examining°(2) for those puncturing rates, where it was
shown in [22], using a similar approach to [27], that the oRECC does not generate Hamming
weight 2 errors for these low puncturing rates. Hence, since the B&®fopnance of precoded
TE is dominated by such errors in the floor region, its BER gmigicantly improved surpassing
the TE-EPCC at those rates. In summary, the precoded TE ie affactive when the minimum
Hamming distance of the outer code is larger tlrarHence, its less effective for high rate
simple punctured codes, where its hard to design punctatted of this property. Therefore, the

TE-EPCC is more effective at high code rates for which singulacturing is utilized.

VIIl. CONCLUSION

In this work, we have studied the BER of the serial concatenatf EPCC and interleaved
RSCC over ISI channels as an alternative to a single RSCCanlwithout an inner precoder. To
facilitate the study of system performance for a wide rangeoding rates, interleaver sizes, and
EPCC design parameters, we have derived an approximate bpped on the BER of the TE-
EPCC that is easy to evaluate and that scales well with sygtgameters. We have also shown
how EPCC enhances TE performance by reducing the frequdraayas words of low Euclidean
distance, which dominate the BER both in the waterfall anwrefloor regions. Numerical
results, calculated via the derived bound, indicate thafltB-EPCC delivers substantial gain for

short interleaver lengths compared to the precoded ancremeded TE, which makes it more
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8

it

7

Punctured Rate

10} TE-EPCC.

Fig. 13. Minimum SNR required to achieu®~" BER for various TE systems as function of the outgr5) RSCC punctured

rate, N = 1200, and{m. =3, L. = 1,d.
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attractive than the conventional TE for hardware impleragon. Also, we have demonstrated
that the TE-EPCC furnishes a uniform gain o6 dB for puncturing rates above75, which
makes it suitable for high rate applications, such as magaat optical recording applications,

while the precoded TE is a better choice for lower codings.ate

APPENDIX
A. Simple BER bound expressions for= 1
1) Non-precoded TEAs discussed above for the— oD channel, the Euclidean distance of
a compound error event of multiplicity, and~ crossing branches is given by:

d3 = 4ay + (1 — a)?d + 2am — pa’.

whered is the Hamming distance of the compound error. In order toparmthe channel SNR
of different levels of ISla, we make use of the noise variance normalization:

1 2
52 — +ozg2
2

in which case the dicode channel has the base noise vardn®®hen the EPCC is turned off,

the expression of the TE's BER reduces to:

P, < 1%@(@) dT%W

N /N —d\ [d—1
) Gl
d% —2am + pa?® — (1 — a)d

%Y

(30)

A good approximation of the Q function that is accurate foridenrange of abscissa is borrowed

from [28], and is given by:

2 2
Q (dTE) ~ ie_;% + 16_%.
o 4
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Hence, P, in (30) is composed of two terms as in:

where

»5 3 ION

2

d‘ _4aw+(17a)2d+2amf,u,a

Evaluating the summation over by utilizing the binomial identity we obtain:

o 1 & A°(d)A(d)
Pb(a) < W

K <

(1a)dua2 _47ad
S (18)
n=0
Loodl fd—1\ [2Ne @ \"
m—i\m-1)\130.2)

After some algebraic manipulation, (32) simplifies to:

1 N A°(d)A(d)
f; (N)

1 a2 u ! d—1
N~ . o<2d )L cosh 2~—a
(1—p)! o

(—dz i~ seon( 23 )

where F; is the confluent hypergeometric function of the first kind][480].

[y

=0
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(31)

(32)

(33)
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2) TE-EPCC: The BER of TE-EPCC,P"*, is expressed as the residual error rate after
subtracting the error rate component that is correctabl€EBZC, PF, from the conventional

non-precoded TE BERP,, as expressed in:

PP (6) = Py(6) — Py (5).

Similar to (31), using the Q function approximation we have

P (6) = 5B (V35) + A 50)

with

AO A'(d) M
< KZ Z

min(d,mc)

Z (m — pu)! <m - 1) <2Ne_~_2>
m=1 K):
(34)
which can be expanded into two sum terms depending on the ld:
. C ]_ e A.O _ (A-a)®d—pa” (x) d p,a
A e
h@) = Kdz:; 2N ZN
d
d' d —1 22\ ™M
27,( 1) (2ne %)
2 (m = ) \m —
- AO i ! _a- a) a- pa?
T > Z
d=mc.+1 =0
— d! d—1 20\ ™
DIy )‘(m—l) (2ve3%)
m=1 H):
(35)
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After some algebraic manipulation and gathering of geoimetries terms we obtain the sim-
plified expression:

(o) o —z 1 5

_a- a) d—pa
Z Z >

=0
IN(dl)e 5 | F) (1 —d2— —2Ne—§%)

oo

_iz Aod ZNM_(la)d!W
K d=mc+1

— (2Ne™ 57 )met]

(me+1—p)!'\ m,

o (1,mc +1—d;me+1,m.+ 2 — ; —2Ne_%>
(36)

where, I, is the generalized hypergeometric function [31].
3) precoded TE:By examining the precoded trellis in Fig. 3, the squared i@eein distance

of a compound error of Hamming distandeand lengthLZ for the precoded channéﬂg—g is:

d3, = (%1 + ngozz +4ay + (1 —a)*(L —d).

Substituting this expression in the bound on BER of the ptedoTE derived in [11], and

utilizing the approximation of the Q function once again, a#ain:
~ A%(d)A(d)

=0
26 (T

(1—a)2(L—d)+[41+14 a2 Lz L—d 4oy
o 5 3 e,

=0

(37)
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Evaluating the summation ovey by utilizing the binomial identity, we obtain after some
simplification:

1

. 1 iAO(d}K (d) _1$1+1412

R©) < % = -
Lé (N - LLSJ+ L%J) (L - EdT;Jd;ﬂ) W03
U(a,5) = e 5 cosh (i_c;)

(38)

This can be simplified to a single sum owéiby the utility of the generalized hypergeometric

representation, which is given by:

s 5y < LN ADA () (N = (5] e
o < 23wyt

Ay (1, I Y S 1;\If(a,6>) -
(39)

When N > d, we can use similar approximations to the ones used in thigadien of the

interleaver gain exponent, by which one reaches a loodsjtaimpler, bound:

N
. 1 i d! g7 _[91+181e”
~ L o g —[4] ——=2—2—
BE) < Y ADA () g Ve
d=2 2
d+1 d -
3fs (17 L?J7d_N7 [5—‘ —N,l;\II(OA,O')) :
(40)
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