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Abstract—In this paper, an extension of raptor codes is intro- of code parameters in Section V. Finally in Section VI, a

duced which keeps all the desirable properties of raptor coels, numerical example on a benchmark block length is presented.

including the linear complexity of encoding and decoding pe The paper is concluded in Section VII
information bit, unchanged. The new design, however, imprees ’

the performance in terms of the reception rate. Our simulatbns Il. BACKGROUND AND NOTATIONS
show a 10% reduction in the needed overhead at the benchmark ) . . ) . .
block length of 64,520 bits and with the same complexity per  In this section, we briefly review the encoding and decoding
information bit. of conventional raptor codes. Unlike what is most common in
the literature of rateless codes, we use the matrix formerath
. INTRODUCTION than the graph representation. The matrix form is more Isigita
Fountain codes such as LT codel [1] and raptor codé explaining annotated raptor codes later. In this sectice
[2] were originally designed to achieve the capacity on argjso introduce the notations and definitions that will beduse
binary erasure channel (BEC) with no channel informaticsh afater.
at very low complexity. The decoding complexity of rapto'rA Encoding
codes under edge deletion (ED) decodihg [1], [2] is linear
with the block length. Therefore, these codes are the rnaturaThe encoding starts with a fixed rate outer code of rate
choice for data transmission over channels with unknown & and a parity check matrid,_y)., Which encodes an
very fast changing properties. Raptor codes preserve mdpfprmation block ofk input bits into a block of. = £ en-
of their interesting properties over other channels such &@ded bitsb,, ..., by, called the intermediate bits. To produce
the binary symmetric channel, additive white Gaussianenoign output bit, first, the encoder randomly samples an integer
and fading channel$ [3[[6]. These codes have been alredtye {1,..., D}, D <n from a probability distribution. This
adapted as the forward error correction code for multimedistribution is characterized by a generating polynomial
broadcast/multicast services (MBMS) by the 3rd Generation D
Partnership Project (3GPR) [7]. Qx) = Z Q2
In practice, it is well known that ED needs a small overhead i=1
for successful decoding. Specifically, to decddaformation \ynere Q; is the probability thatn = 4. The encoder then
bits, k(1 + ¢) received bits are needed at the decoder, whelgiformly chooses a set of, intermediate bits and produces
eis r_eferred tp as the 0\_/erhead. More specifically_, even Wig{?_1 output bit by XORing them. Output bits are produced and
the highly optimized designs a nonzero overhead is needegfysmitted until enough bits are received by the decoder to
using the low complexity ED decoding. In order to avoid thigacover the information bits successfully.
overhead or reduce it to a negligible amount, a more complexggch output bit can be viewed as a parity check equation
decoding algorithm is introduced for raptor codes calleel thy, 5 subset of intermediate bits, where the parity value is
inactivation decoding [8], but this algorithm is practiaally {ansmitted on the channel. The outer code can also be viewed
for small block lengths due to its nonlinear complexity. g 5 set of parity check equations on intermediate bits keinli
this paper, we introduce a varia_\tion of raptor codes call%fore, these parity values are always zero, thus they neted n
the annotated raptor codes which reduce the overheadp@f iransmitted on the channel. The decoder can use all the
conventional raptor codes while keeping the encoding agger code equations and any received output bit equation to
decoding complexity linear. Although design of these codggm an equation system from which all the intermediate bits
is out of the scope of this short paper, numerical exampes e recovered. The information bits are then obtained tirou

provided to demonstrate their lower overhead even withoutainear mapping from intermediate bits according to theout
fine optimization. code.

After a quick review of conventional raptor codes and
introducing our notations in Section I, in Section Il weB. Edge Deletion Decoding
provide our main idea for reducing the overhead while kegpin The decoder starts with a linear equation system consisting
the complexity unchanged. In Section 1V, we describe thsf the parity check equations of the outer code
encoding and decoding of the proposed annotated raptoscode

which is continued by some general comments on the design HX =01
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whereOy, i represents a# x k all zero matrix. At this point all zeros. Thus, some of the output bits are now XORed
the set of recovered intermediate bits is still empty. Assigm with bits from the A-variables. We refer to this operation
the BEC with erasure ratg with probabilityl —4 an output bit as “annotation”. The details of this operation is presented
is received. Receiving each output bjtenables the decoderin Section[TV-A. As we will explain later, the A-variables

to useb;’s corresponding parity check equation. themselves must be protected by a low-rate outer code. Let
Upon receiving an equation, the decoder will substitutes denote thén, — k,) x n, parity check matrix of this outer
any recovered intermediate bits, and then adds the reducede byH(® and the encoded block b = [a1, ..., an,]".

equation to its equation system. Whenever a reduced equatioAs a result, in the decoding process the initial matrix form
is of weight one, the equation is put in a set called the rippleepresented in Eq[]1) changes to
For any equation in the ripple, the value of the intermediate
bit is immediately known and can be substituted in everyothe Hn—r)xn O(n—k)xna X<

. . . .. . O H(ll nx1 o
equation. This procedure is called the elimination prockss (na—kaq)xn (Na—ka) X4 =
is easy to check that the order of using ripple elements hav

C 1+ ! k?+ka) n C(a 4 n _(E)—
no effect on the performance of the decoder. Note that durinq[ (et ) (e (b tha) xna X
f

Mg X1
the elimination process, the weight of some of the rows o
the coefficient matrix is reduced which could in turn result

in achieving new equations of weight one, and refilling thg, v, apove equationgC|C(*)] is the coefficient matrix of
ripple. If the ripple gets empty before all the intermedials _the parity check equations corresponding to the received bi

are recovered, receiver will listen to the channel to r&Ee'\ﬁvhere,c part represents the coefficients of the intermediate

more equatu_)r_ls to refill the_npple. __bits and C(®) represents the coefficients of the annotation
After receiving enough bits for a successful ED deCOdmgitS. Notice thatn, extra intermediate bits, which carry,

we have the following linear equation system. new information bits, are now added to the system. ThUs,
Hi—ryxn X — O(n—i)x1 (1) represents the new overhead. Finally upon reordering o$ row
- the final form after successful ED decoding is

O(n+na—(k+ka))><1 (3)
R14e)(ktka)x1

Cte)kxn R11eprx1

where,C is the coefficient matrix of the parity check equations I o B
corresponding to the received bits,is the overheadR is o " i””“ Xnx1 _ A"“
the vector containing the value of the received bits Znds o) RaXR fa o o x1
the set of unknown intermediate variables. After succélysfu €' (ktha)x (ntma) X € (btha)x1
finishing ED decoding, upon reordering the rows, we obtain

the following matrix equation.

The details of ED decoding for an annotated equation
system is provided in Sectidn TVB. Here, to make the main
I, B.x1 idea more clear, we present a toy example. Assume that we
[ Ockxn } X = [ Ockx1 ] ‘ 2 have a block of three bits;, x5, x3, and we produce output
symbols of degrees 1 to 3 with equal probabilities. Now,
q_f for example the receiver receives = z1 @ za, 1o =
Bowae T3, r3 = To & w3, andry, = z1, then the ED
In thalre 40 ding of intermediate bits will not perform any elimioat
process before receiving,. When r4 is received, it goes
IIl. MAIN IDEA to the ripple and ED decoding starts recovering the values

. , . . - of intermediate bits. The received equation system before
According to [2], even using highly optimized raptor COdeﬁerforming elimination is

with very large block lengths, the overhead is nonzero. This

Here,B = [by,...,b,]T is a vector, containing the recovere
values of the intermediate bits. Note that the reordering
just required for simplifying the representation.
implementation, this reordering is not needed.

means that some of the received bits will be useless. These 110 7 T1
received bits are represented as all zero rows at the end of ED 11 2o | = | ™
decoding (see EqL](2)). In other words, these rows contain no 011 3 T3
new information about the intermediate bits given the rdst o 100 T4

equations, thus we call them the “overhead rows”. Although, |t is easy to check that ED decoding will recover all the

it is not possible to avoid the overhead rows, interestingy jntermediate bits with this equation system and after ED
will see that it is still possible to embed new informatiotsbi gecoding we have

in them.

To embed new information bits in overhead rows, we first 8 (1) (1) x1 @
add an auxiliary set of variables,, ..., a,, to the binary zo | = 1 @72
equation system and extend the columns of the coefficients ? 8 8 T3 [EAER A

T4

matrix. We refer to these auxiliary columns of the coeffitien
matrix and their corresponding set of variables as “A-cailgin  In the above, obviously, the third row is an overhead row and
and “A-variables” respectively. Clearly, the A-columng aot contains no new information about the intermediate bitemgiv



all the other rows. But if we annotate some of the transmittedich a knowledge cannot exist in a real setup, we can annotate
bits (sayrs, r3 andry) with a single A-variables, then the a small portion of rows and pretend that they will end up
representation of equation system after receivings being the overhead rows. Thus, the decoding will start from
the non-annotated rows. Our interesting observation isitha

1 1 (1) } il :1 annotated rows are selected carefully, ED decoding of non-

01 111 xQ = r2 annotated rows will recover a large portion of intermediate

10 ol a3 r?’ bits. In other words, assume in a conventional raptor code, w
4

carefully select and mark &, portion of the transmissions for

The ED decoding can start the elimination and recoveannotation. Then, in the receiver, we first exclude the ndhrke
procedure at this point, if we perform the decoding only blaseeceived bits and perform ED decoding on the unmarked
on the intermediate bits and in terms of the annotated Variabeceived equations and the parity check equations of ther out
a. As a result, when the ED decoding of intermediate bitsode. When the total number of received bits is close to the
finishes, the resulting equation system has the followingnfo number of input bits, we observe that the decoder recovers
a (1 — &p) portion of the intermediate bits. Typically for

0 100 1 " &7 oo = 0.05, we haved, = 0.3.
0 0 1|0 To 1P ro . . .
= After recovery of (1 — dy) portion of the intermediate
0 0 0]1 T3 ro Br3dry . i . - .
10 0l1 0 r bits, it is easy to see that with probabilift — dy)?, an

annotated equation which originally containdntermediate
Notice that still the third equation does not play any rol¢hie bits, is reduced to an equation based only on the A-variables
recovery of the intermediate bits, but this row can be used e call these reduced equations the “A-equations”. Frorsethe
recover the value of the A-variableasa = ro ©r3®ry4. The A-equations a fixed portion of A-variables will be recoveeab
A-variable can in turn be used to recover any intermedialow, if the rate of the outer code of the A-variables is
bit which was computed in terms of the A-variable (in thiselected properly, it will be possible to decode all the A-
casex; in the fourth row). This example shows that withvariables. Consequently, it will be possible to de-anmeotdt
the same number of received bits, it is possible to recoudie annotated rows in linear complexity. In fact to keep the
more intermediate bits using annotation. Of course this avasomplexity of this de-annotation at its absolute minimum, i
highly fabricated example, in which the overhead was reducthis work, each annotated row has a single A-variable in it.
to zero. Clearly, we do not expect zero overhead in a prdctithis also keeps the encoding complexity linear.
setup. However, as will be seen, the annotation idea resiev Finally, after de-annotation, the rest of the intermediate
a portion of the overhead at no extra cost. In fact, in ordeits will be recovered using ED decoding. In terms of ED
to keep the decoding complexity unchanged per informatieiecoding of the intermediate bits, the only difference leetw
bit, we will see that the decoding procedure used in this tey annotated raptor code and a conventional one is that here
example is not desirable. In Section IV-B we propose a revisgie have changed the order of using the received equations.
version of ED decoding for annotated raptor codes. We use some of the equations at first and postpone using the
others (the annotated ones) for a while. Between these two
phases, we recover some information bits that are embedded

Ideally we prefer to perform the annotation such that jh the annotation.

will not affect any of the desirable properties of the or@in  |n the next section we will go through more details of the

raptor codes. More specifically, we do not want to increase tBncoding and decoding algorithms for the annotated raptor
complexity per bit (neither at the encoder nor at the dedodegodes.
Achieving this goal, however, requires careful annotatiod
decoding. To see why the trivial approach (similar to the on® Encoding
in the toy example above) may fail, note that when the ED _ .
decoder uses annotated rows as pivots in row operationg, ext The encoding process in annotated _raptor c_odes has two
complexity is resulted from the 1’s in the correspondingso eparate steps. In the first _step, two information bIocI§s of
of the A-columns. Thus a high-density of 1's in the A-column ng_th K and.ka are.coded Into_two encpded bIocks (|..e.,
is against the goal of a low-complexity design. Unfortul‘)ﬂtet € intermediate vqr|ables_ and the A—vgrlables), usingdfixe
even starting with sparse A-columns, the density of 1's in tHaEf) outer codes with parity check matricBg,, ), and
A-columns gradually increases as ED decoding progressgsma_ka)ma-
Our numerical simulation shows that the complexity will The second step, which contains two phases, will generate
grow super linear with an approximate exponentldf. In an output bit. First an integer. € {1,..., D}, D < n will
the following, we briefly outline an annotation method thde sampled based on a probability distribution represeinyed
achieves linear complexity. its generating polynomial

Let us assume that we could know beforehand which D
transmissions end up as overhead rows. If this knowledge O(z) = Z(q’i )
existed, we could annotate only these transmissions. A¢tho

IV. ANNOTATED RAPTOR CODES

i=1
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Herem = i happens with probability®; + ;). Consequently,
based on the selected value qf encoder samples another

random variableb ~ B @nf’g&,m), where B (p) represents
the Bernoulli distribution with probability of success edjto

p. The encoder then chooses intermediate bits uniformly
at random. If the Bernoulli outcome is success, a single A
variable bit is also selected uniformly at random. Finathg
XOR of all the selected bits forms an output bit for trans-
mission. Output bits are generated and transmitted itegfi

until successful transmission of the whole data block.

15

10

Complexity per Information bit

B. Decoding

The decoding procedure has already been described earl
in this section. Here we summarize the procedure. Two sep
rate edge deletion decoders are used. The first one decales e T T )
intermediate bits, using the non-annotated equations lamd t ' ' ' " Rate ' ' '
rows of matrixH. The second one decodes the A-variables _ _ o _ _
using any row whose first elements are all zeros includingzégduih ceE%Tfﬁé'g C‘:)edre's”fé’gs‘?gggg fbo': o e for capacapproaching
the rows of matrixH(*). Obviously, as the decoders recover '
some of the intermediate bits and A-variables they remove
them from all the equations and hence each decoder . , .
provide the other Witﬂ some new equations to be used inl:l;lae}ols easily seen that’ < as long asn, > 0 (i.e.,na > 0).

. reover,e’ is a strictly decreasing function of,. It means
rest of .the decod|_ng Process. When both the deco.ders tHBt as the number of A-variables increases, more infoomati
out of ripple, receiver listens to the channel to receive n

i d refill at least f the riopl : Hts can be transmitted using annotation, and thus, a larger
equations and refilt at least one ot Ihe ripples again. portion of the overhead can be retrieved. As a result thedowe
V. SOME COMMENTS ON DESIGN the rate of the outer code for A-variables, the smaller the

. overhead will be. The improvement in the overhead, however,
_Assume that the decoder has already received(1+¢)k g pounded because, saturates as a function of, (see Eq.
bits. Moreover, assume that through numerical search we hz@»_

obtained the probability distributiaf () for which, excluding A very low rate outer code, however, introduces a significant

the annqtated rece!ved b'ts’. ED c_:lecodlng is able to reCOurce of complexity. Although there exist very good lowerat
a oy portion of the intermediate bits. Based on the previo

di . th babilit that dornl lected bdes with linear complexity such as LDPC codes designed for
IScUSsIons, the probabiiity that a randomly SElecled rew B, re channels [9]=[11], when the rate of these codegdend
reduced to an A-equation is

zero, the coefficient of the linear complexity tends to irfini
D . Figure[1 depicts complexity per information bit, measured a
P = Z W;(do)" the number of XORs needed for encoding/decoding of LDPC
i=1 codes designed in_[9]. This figure is based on codes that

Therefore, the average number of A-equations released by Eghieve 95% of the channel capacity.

decoding of intermediate bits excluding annotated eqnatio To keep the complexity of annotated raptor codes equal to

is (14 ¢)kP*. According to the single-bit annotation strategghat of conventional raptor codes, we must use an outer code

taken in this paper, the probability that a randomly setbctéor the A-variables whose complexity per information bit is

A-variable is not covered in the released A-equations is the same as conventional raptor codes. The complexity per
1 . sy information bit of a conventional raptor code is equal to the

(1 — —)(A+kP") o (=), average weight of its output bits which is typically at least

Ma eight (considering the complexity of the high-rate outede)p

Hence, the average number of A-variables which are nohus, Fig.[l suggests that the A-variables must be encoded

recovered is approximately using an outer code of rate around 0.25. Obviously, lower rat
C(4erkp codes can be used to retrieve a higher portion of the overhead
Mg = Ng (1 —€ e ) . (4)  but at the cost of a higher complexity per information bitisTh

extra complexity, however, is quite small since it affeatdyo
the parity check equations of the A-variables, which repmés
a small fraction of all equations (typically less than 4%).
Nonetheless, for any fixed rate outer code, the complexity
ek —mq ®) remains linear.

k+mg Now assume we have selected an outer code of Rate

It is seen from[(#) thatn, is an increasing function af,,
and thatm, < (1 + ¢)kP*. Therefore, the new overhead
can be found as

€



for A-variables which guarantees successful decoding of A- | i | Pi | Wi | Q=2+,

variables for erasure rates less thar R, with high proba- 1 | 0.007969| 0 0.007969

bility. According to the above discussions, we can now gelec 2 | 0.478570| 0.015 0.493570

the number of information bité, to be encoded ta, A- 3 | 0.161220] 0.005 0.166220

variables ag, = n,R,, wheren, must satisfy 4 | 0072646 O 0.072646

R, <1 6(7(%?“93 5 | 0.082558| 0 0.082558

8 | 0.056058| 0 0.056058

Thus we have 9 | 0.037229] o 0.037229

ko < R, —(1+¢e)kP* ©) 19 | 0.055590| 0 0.055590

In(1 - R,) 65 | 0.025023| 0 0.025023

This equation can be used to choose the number of information 66 | 0.003135| © 0.003135

bits to be encoded by the rafe, outer code and be used as TABLE |

A-variables for annotations. EXAMPLE CODE WITH k = 64520 AND k, = 800

V1. EXAMPLE CODE AND NUMERICAL RESULTS

This section provides a numerical example of an annotated

raptor code. As the optimization of the code is out of th\évork’ we presented an extension of the well known raptor

scope of this paper, our example here does not repres oges showing that ext_ra information bits can be_ embedded
through careful annotation of a subset of transmissions. We

an optimal design. Indeed, in order to better justify th . . :
benefits of annotated raptor codes, we focus on the impactterle)?n detailed the encoding and the decoding process of the

annotation on an existing probability distribution opteed for proposed codes based on the changes made in the design of

conventional raptor code. Clearly, we expect even betsite tethrz”?emerri?yFi):]or tchoed(ier?{ ch')?/:!y’ gr?oféogr:izde?/ezuwiiggjtl
through optimizing a probability distribution for anncadt ‘mple. g the improved p
raptor codes. optimization a probability distribution for the annotatexgbtor

our focus in this example is on the highly optimizec?OdeS' Finding the optimal probability distribution foethew

probability distribution?2(x) presented in([2] for a raptor CC)deencodmg/decodlng structure will reveal its full potetgia
with an information block oft =64,520 bits and an outer REFERENCES
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