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Universal Bounds on the Scaling Behavior of Polar
Codes

Ali Goli, S. Hamed Hassani and Rudiger Urbanke

Abstract—We consider the problem of determining the trade- (in the sense that the sum of the Bhattacharyya parameters is
off between the rate and the block-length of polar codes for small) requires rates at leadt + below capacity. We begin

a given block error probability when we use the successive o ; g
cancellation decoder. We take the sum of the Bhattacharyya by giving the notation and the general problem set-up.

parameters as a proxy for the block error probability, and show

that there exists a universal parameteru such that for any binary A periminilaries
memoryless symmetric channeW with capacity I(W), reliable o
communication requires rates that satisfyR < I(W) — aN’i, Let W : & — Y be a BMS channel, W'_th Input alp_h_a_bet
where o is a positive constant andN is the block-length. We & = {0, 1}, output alphabey, and the transition probabilities
provide lower bounds ony, namely . > 3.553, and we conjecture  {W(y|x) : € X,y € Y}. We consider the following three
that indeed . = 3.627, the parameter for the binary erasure parameters for the channir,

channel. Wy 1)+ W(y|0)
. + W
H(W) = 3~ Wi(y|1)log—= =
= Wi(y|1)
. INTRODUCTION Y
Polar coding schemes provably achieve the capacity of aZW)= Z VW (y[0)W(y|1), )
wide array of channels including binary memoryless symmet- yey
ric (BMS) channels. LetV’ be a BMS channel with capacity g (117) — 1 S Wiyl De s wiB+Hnwiig ) (3)
5 .

I(W). In [1], Arikan showed that for any rat& < I(WW)

the block error probability of the successive cancella{®g)
decoder is upper bounded By—'/* for block-lengthV large
enough. In [2], Arikan and Telatar significantly tightenaast

result. They showed that for any rafée < I(W) and any
3 < L, the block error probability is upper bounded byNﬂ parameterd (W) the entropy of the channélV’. Also note

for N large enough. Later in [3], these bounds were refined Elaatjthe cipacit%qu, W_Ir_‘ri]Ch we denotZe b}I(W), iﬁ %ivin
be dependent o® and it was shown that similar asymptotiéOy (W) =1 - H(W). The paramete (W) Is called the
lower bounds are valid when we perform MAP decodin .hattac_:haryya parameter & and E(W) is callgd the error
Hence, SC and MAP decoders share the same asympt ﬁgbabmty obe/Ig..l_It can b.e shownhthaf(W)ll§ equalhto
performance in this sense. Such an exponential decay $8gg _errofr phro ah ity '? esumatmg the channe mﬁiolr.]ht ed
that error floors should not be a problem for polar codes evgﬂs's o the ¢ annel outpyt via the maximum-likelinoo
at moderate block lengths (e.d. > 10%) ecoding of¥ (y|x) (with the further assumption that the input

Another problem of interest in the area of polar codes Eas uniform distribution). It can be shown that the followin

yeY

The parameteiH (W) is equal to the entropy of the output
of W given its input when we assume uniform distribution
on the inputs, i.e. H(W) = H(X |Y). Hence, we call the

to determine the trade-off between the rate and the blo lations hold between these parameters (see for e.g.nfl] a

length for a given error probability when we use the sucwessi Chapter 4]):

cancellation (SC) decoder. In other words, in order to have 0<2E(W) < HW) < Z(W) <1, (4)

reliable transmission with block error probability at mast

how does the maximum possible rakescale in terms of the HW) < ha(B(W)), ©®)

block-lengthN? This problem has been previously considered ZW) <\/1-(1—-H(W))?, (6)

in [4] and [5] mainly for the family of Binary Erasure Chansel

(BEC). In both [4] and [5], the authors provide strong eviden

(both numerically and analytically) that for polar codeghwi

the SC decoder, reliable communication over the BEC reguir@- Channel transform

ratesN " # below capacity, wherg =~ 3.627. Let W denote the set of all the BMS channels and consider
In this paper, we provide rigorous lower bounds on the val@etransformW — (W—, W) that maps/W to W? in the

of u, such that for any BMS chann@l’, reliable transmission following manner. Having the chann&l” : {0,1} — ), the

channels¥~ : {0,1} — Y?> andW* : {0,1} — {0,1} x )?

are defined as

wherehs(-) denotes the binary entropy function.
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W (y1,yo, v1|22) = %W(yﬂIl @ 22)W (y2|22), (8) call the set of indices ofVR channels with the least error
probability, the set of good indices and denote ithy x.

A direct consequence of the chain rule of entropy yields It is proved in [1] that the block error probability of
HW*)+H(W~ such polar coding scheme under SC decoding, denoted by
WT) 5 WD) _ HW) (9) P.(N,R), is bounded from both sides by
One can also show that, max EWY)<P(N,R) < Y EWY). (13
1€LN,R .
HW) < HW™) <1-(1-H(W)?,  (10)
H(W)* <HW*) < HW). (11)

E. Main results

Consider a BMS channél’ and let us assume that a polar
code with block-error probability at most a given valae-

Let {B,,n > 1} be a sequence of iid Bernoul%iI random 0, is required. One way to accomplish this is to ensure that
variables. Denote byF, 2, P) the probability space generatedhe right side of (13) is less than However, this is only a
by this sequence and I&F,,, 2,,, P,,) be the probability space sufficient condition that might not be necessary. Hence,alle c
generated by B, --, B,). For a BMS channelV, define a the right side of (13}he strong reliability conditionBased on
random sequence of channél§,, n € N 2 {0,1,2,---}, as this measure of the block-error probability, we provide s

C. Polarization process

Wy =W and on how the rateR scales in terms of the block-lengff.
W f B —1 Theorem 1:For any BMS channellW with capacity
W, = { W”_—l r B" B O’ (12) 1(W) € (0,1), there exist constanis o > 0, which depend
n—1 n — Y

only on I(W), such that
where the channels on the right side are given by the tramsfor

W1 — (W, _,,W,5 ). Let us also define the random pro- > EWY) <e, (14)
cesses{ Hy, bnen, {Intneny and{Z,}nen as H, = HW,,), i€IN.R

I, = I(Wn) = 1—-H(W,) and Z,, = Z(W,). From (9) implies

one can easily observe thdf,, (and I,,) is a martingale R < I(W)— Q- (15)
with E[H,] = H(W). It is further known from [1] that N

the processedi,, and Z, converge almost surely to limit
random variabled?., and Z., and furthermore, these limit
random variables take their values in the d@t1} with
PrHy =0)=Pr(Zsx =0) = H(W).

wherey is a universal parameter lower bounded®¥y53. m
A few comments are in order:
1) As we will see in the sequel, we can obtain an increasing
sequence of lower bounds, call this sequefigg, }men, for
the universal parameter. For eachm, in order to show the
D. Polar codes validity of the lower bound we need to verify the concavity
Given the rateR < I(W), polar coding is based on of a certain polynomial (defined in (20_)) i, 1]. I_:or small
choosing a set oR”R rows of the matrixG,, = H? @n  values ofm concavity can be proved directly using pen and
to form a2"R x 2" matrix which is used as the generatoP@P€r- For larger values of we can automate this process:
each polynomial has rational coefficients. Hence also its

matrix in the encoding proceduteThe way this set is chosen L X o :
is dependent on the channgl and is briefly explained as second derivative has rational coefficients. To show cabcav
it suffices to show that there are no roots of this second

follows: At time n € N, consider a specific realization of the, >-""*>> _ :
sequenceBi, --- , By), and denote it by(bi,--- ,b,). The derivative in [0,1]. This task can be accomplished exactly

random variabléV,, outputs a BMS channel, according to th®Y computing so-called Sturm chains (see Sturm's Theorem
procedure (12), which we can naturally denoteg{p: - o). 8]). Qomputmg Sturm chains is equivalent to_runnlng Eu_ﬁsll

Let us now identify a sequenc@,,--- ,b,) by an integer algonthm starting WIFh the second and third der|vat|\{e of
i in the set{l,---, N} such that the binary expansion mihe 0r|g|nal_polynomlal. The Iowe_r bound fqu statgd in

i —1is equal to the sequend®,,-- - ,b,), with b; as the The_orem 1lis t_he one correspondingro= 8, an arbitrary
least significant bit. As an example fer = 3, we identify Choice. If we increasen we get €.g.,uis = 3.614. We

(b1, b2, b3) = (0,0, 1) with 5 and (b1, bz, b3) = (1,0,0) with conjecture that the sequengg, converges tq: = 3.627, the

j parameter for the BEC.

2) Lete, a, u be as in Theorem 1. If we require the block-
error probability to be less thaa (in the sense that the
ondition (14) is fulfilled), then the block-lengtlv should
e at least

2. To simplify notation, we uséV."” to denoteW (b1 :bn).
Given the rateR, the indices of the matrixs,, are chosen as
follows: Choose a subset of si2éR from the set of channels
{Wﬁ)}lgiSN that have the least possible error probabilit?7
(given in (3)) and choose the rows, with the same indices
as these channels. E.g., if the chanﬁéﬁ,ﬂ) is chosen, then
the j-th row of G, is selected. In the following, giverv, we

N > ( (16)

(W) — 7"

’Note here that by (3) the error probability of a BMS channeess that
1There are extensions of polar codes given in [7] which udereifit kinds its Bhattacharyya value. Hence, the right side of (13) isteebeipper bound
of matrices. for the block error probability than the sum of the Bhattagha values.



. m 0 2 4 6 8
3) It is well known that the value of:. for the random o075 07807 08075 02100 05938

linear ensemble ig = 2, which is the optimal value since the fm 2400 2.935 3241 3471 3.553
variations of the channel itself requige > 2. Thus, given a TABLE |
block-lengthN, reliable transmission by polar codes requires
a larger gap to the channel capacity than the optimal value.
The rest of the paper is devoted to proving Theorem 1. In
Section II, we provide universal lower bounds on how fast Remark 2:0One can compute the value af, by finding
the procesdd,, converges to its limitH,. We then use thesethe extreme points of the functioﬁ’}‘i (i.e., finding the
bounds to prove Theorem 1 in Section Ill. Finally, Section IVoots of the polynomialy,, = f’m+1}nm — fmt1f' ) and
concludes the paper with stating the related open questionshecking which one gives the global minimum. Again, for
small values e.g.)n = 0,1, pen and paper suffice. For
Il. UNIVERSAL LOWER BOUNDS ON THE SPEED OF higher values ofn we can again automatize the process: all
POLARIZATION these polynomials have rational coefficients and therdfase
Consider a channelV with its entropy processi, = possibl_e to de_termine the numbe_r of real _ro_ots exactly anq to
H(W,). Since the bounded procesH, converges al- determine .thelr value tp any deS|.red precision (by com_gutm
most surely to a0 — 1 valued random variable, we haveSturm chains as mentlo_ned earhgr). Hence, we can.flnd the
limy o0 E[H, (1 — H,)] = 0. In this section, we provide value pf a., to any desired precision. Table | contains the
universal lower bounds on the speed with which the quantf¢merical value of,, up to preC|_S|on10*_4 for m < 8. As
E[H, (1 - H,)] decays td). We first derive such lower boundsth€ table shows, the values, are increasing (see Lemma 3),

. 1
for the family of Binary Erasure Channels (BEC) and thefind We conjecture that they converge2os @7 = 0.8260,
extend them to other BMS channels. the corresponding value for the channel BEC. %

We now show that each of the values, is a lower bound on
the speed of decay of the sequernfge

A. Binary erasure channel Lemma 3:Fix m € N. For alln > m andh € [0, 1], we
Consider a binary erasure channel with erasure probabilg4ye

h € [0,1] which we denote by BEG(). One can show that (@)™ fin () < fo(R). (22)
(see [6, Chapter 4] ) for such a channel we have B

Furthermore, the sequenag, is an increasing sequence.

H(BEC(h)) = Z(BEC(h)) = 2E(BEC(h)) = h.  (17) Proof: The proof goes by induction an—m. Forn—m =

Furthermore, we have 0 the result is trivial. Now, assume that the relation (22)dsol
foran —m =k, i.e., forh € [0,1] we have

(BEC(h))* = BEC(h?),
(BEC(h))~ = BEC(1 — (1 — h)?), (am)* fn(h) < finsw(h) (23)

both proved in [1] Hence, the processé& and Z, for We show that (22) is indeed true fér+1 andh € [0, 1] We
BEC(h) are equal and have a simple closed form expressibave

as the following: LetH, = h and® ) @ P () + frnin(1 — (1 — h)?)
H2 If B —1 fm+k+1( ) - 2
— n—1» n — 4
O I A O ® (@) Fin(42) + (am) on(1 = (1= B)?)
Let us now define the sequence of functidns,(h)}nen as — (am)* s () 2
fn :10,1] = [0,1] and forh € [0, 1], —m me )
_ EJm+1

() = B[, (1 — T, (19) = (@) Gy )
Here, note that forh < [0,1] the value of f,(h) is a > (am)* [ inf fm“(h)}fm(h)
deterministic value that is dependent on the prodésswith hel0,1]  fm(h)
the starting valueH, = h. By using the recursive relation = (am)* i (h).

(18), one can easily deduce that
Here, (a) follows from (20) and (b) follows from the left

fo(h) = h(1 —h), (20) side inequality in (23), and hence the lemma is proved via
o) = fno1(h?) + fn_21(1 —(1- h)Q). induction. [ ]
Let us also define a sequence of numblers },.cn as B. BMS Channels
o — inf frnt1(h) (21)  For @ BMS channelV/, there is no simpld-dimensional
hel0,1]  fm(h) recursion for procesdi,, as for BEC. However, by using

(10) and (11), one can give bounds on héily evolves. In

3Note that to simplify notation we have dropped the depengefid,, to this _SeCtion’ we use the functiofg, },en defined in (20) to
its starting valueHo = h. provide universal lower bounds on the quan{y7,,(1—H,,)].



We start by introducing one further technical conditionegiv precisely, sincef,, is concave ori0, 1], we have the following
as follows. inequality for any sequence of numbdrs< 2/ < z <y <

Definition 4: We call an integerm € N suitableif the ¢’ <1 that satisfy””T*y = %
function f,,(h), defined in (20), is concave dn, 1]. , ,

Remark é: I)Zor small values ofn, i.e.,m g%, it ]is easy to Jm(@') + fn(y) < fmn() + fm(y).
verify by hand that the functiorf,,, is concave. As discussed 2 2
previously, for larger values of. we can use Sturm’s theoremln particular, we setr’ = H(W)*, = = H(WY), y =
[8] and a computer algebra system to verify this claim. Notd (W), ¥’ =1— (1 — H(W))? and we know from (10) and
that the polynomialgf,, have integer coefficients. Hence, al(11) that0 < 2’ <z <y <y’ < 1. Hence, by (26) we obtain
the required computations can be done exactly. UnfortlypatgC)- Relation (d) follows from the recursive definition ¢f,
the degree off,,, is 2"*+'. We have checked up ta = 8 that given in (20). Finally, relation (e) follows from the defiiait

(26)

fm is concave and we conjecture that in fact this is true f&f an given in (21). ]

all m € N. O

In the rest of this section, we show that for any BMS channel [1l. PROOF OFTHEOREM 1

W, the value ofa,, is a lower bound on the speed of decay T fit the bounds of Section Il into the framework of

of H,, provided thatm is a swta.ble Integer. Theorem 1, let us first introduce the sequefipg,},.cn as
Lemma 6:Let m € N be a suitable integer and” a BMS ]

channel. We have forn > m L = — , (27)

log @,

E[Hn(1 = Hn)] 2 (am)" ™" fm(H(W)), (24) wherea,, is defined in (21). In the last section, we proved that
wherea,, is given in (21). for a suitablem, the speed with which thelquantﬂS{Hn(l —
Proof: We use induction om — m: Forn —m = 0 there  11)] decays is lower bounded by, = 2", i.e.forn > m
is nothing to prove. Now, assume that the result of the lemme haveE[H, (1 - H,,)] > 2~ »#= f,,(H(W)). To relate the
is correct forn — m = k. Hence, for any BMS channél’  strong reliability condition in (14) to the rate bound in §15
with H,, = H(W,,) we have we need the following lemma.
Lemma 7:Consider a BMS channdll’ and assume that
E[Hup k(1= Hyk)] 2 (am)" f (H(W)). (25)  there exist positive real numbersd and m € N such that

We now prove the lemma fom — n = k + 1. For the E[Hn(1—Hy)] > 727" forn > m. Leta,3 > 0 be such
BMS channeliV’, let us recall that the the transfori’ — that2a + 3 =1, we have forn > m

(W=, WT)) yields two channels¥~ and W™ such that PI(H, < a2~ ") < I(W) — 2. (28)
the relation (9) holds. Define the proce§dV ~), .n € N} B B
as the channel process that starts with ), = W~ and Proof: The proof is by contradiction. Let us assume the

evolves as in (12) similarly defing(W+) ,n € N} similar contrary, i.e., we assume there exiats m s.t.,
with (W*), = W™ . Let us also define the two processes —nd —no
Pr(H, < a2 (W) —p27"". 29
H = H(W),) andH} = H(W+), ). We have, (Hy < 0277) > I(W) - 8 (29)
In the following, we show that with such an assumption we

Elfmtra1(1 = Hotrorr)] reach to a contradiction. We have
(@) E[H,, (1 —H_ )] +]E[H;+k(1 H::H—k)] E[H,(1 — H,)]
2 n n
O S HW ) + fu(HWH) = E[H,(1 - Hy)| Hy < a27"|P(H, < 027")
Z (am) 2 +E[H,(1 - Hy,)|H, > a2""|Pr(H,, > a27"%). (30)
c _ _ 2 2
(2) (am)’“fm(1 ( H(W;) ) & fm(H(W)") It is now easy to see that
D (1) o (L (W) E{Hn(1 = Hy) [ Hy < 0277 < 027,
fm H(W and sinceE[H,, (1 — H,,)] > 2~ "%, by using (30) we get
(B E[H,(1-H,) | H, > a2 "Pr(H,, > a27"%) > 27" (y—qa).
> (am)*[ inf ] fon (H (W) (31)
[he[OJJ fm(h) ) We can further write
(e) m
= ()" f(H(W)). E[(1 — H,)] = E[l — H, | H, < a2 "?|Pr(H, < a2~
In the above chain of inequalities, relation (a) followsnfro +E[l - H,|H, > a2 "|Pr(H, > a2™"),
the fact thatW,, has 2™ possible outputs among which (32)

half of them are branched out from¥+ and the other half .
> _
are branched out fromi’~ . Relation (b) follows from the and by noting the fact thakl,, > Hx(1 — H,) we can plug

induction hypothesis given in (25). Relation (c) followsn in (31) in (32) to obtain
(10), (11) and the fact that the functigfy, is concave. More E[(1 — H,,)] > E[1 — H,, | H,, < a2 "|Pr(H,, < a2™")



+270(y —
We now continue by using (29) in (33) to obtain
E[(1 - H,)] > (I(W) = 27")(1 — a27"%) + 27" (7 —
> I(W)+27"(y = a(l + 1(W)) = B),

(33)

Q).

)

and sincea + § = v, we getE[l — H,] > I(W). However,

this is a contradiction sincél,, is a martingale and€[1 —
H,)=I1(W). [ ]

IV. OPEN PROBLEMS

The results of this paper can be extended in the following
ways.

1) In this paper, we take the right side of (13) as a proxy
for the block error probability and hence our results ardwit
respect to the strong reliability condition (14). A signéid
step in this regard would be to prove equivalent bounds for
the block error probability.

2) Another way to improve the results of this paper is to

Let us now use the result of Lemma 7 to conclude the progfqyide better values of the universal parameieBased on

of Theorem 1. By Lemma 6, we have far> m

(n—m)

— Hyp)| =27 i fo(H(W))
= 277w (27w fr(H(W))).

E[H,, (1

Thus, if we now let

N = 2im frn(H(W
Y

20 = B = —

a=[ X

))’

then by using Lemma 7 we obtain

PI(H,, < 42 ) < I(W) — %2*#. (34)
Now, assume we desire to achieve a rAtequal to
R=I(W)— %2*#. (35)

Let Zy r be the set of indices chosen for such a rRte.e.,

numerical experiments, we conjecture that the valug ofn

be increased up to the scaling parameter of the channel BEC.
That is, the right value of: to plug in (15) is equal tq. =
3.62713. Thus, the ultimate goal would be to show that for the
channel BEC, the polarization phenomenon takes placerfaste
than all the other BMS channels. One way to do this, is to
prove that the functiong, defined in (20) are concave on the
interval [0, 1].

3) The result of Theorem 1 suggests that in terms of finite-
length performance, polar codes are far from optimal. How-
ever, we might get different results if we consider extended
polar codes with¢ x ¢ kernels ([7]). It is not very hard to
prove that at least for the BEC, agirows large, for almost all
the ¢ x ¢ kernels the finite-length performance of polar codes
improves towards the optimal one (i.:, — 2). However,
this is at the cost of an increase in complexity proportional
to 2¢. This suggests that there might still exist kernels with

In,r includes the2" R indices of the sub-channels with thereasonable size with superior finite-length properties i

least value of error probability. Define the sétas

A={ieT,p: HW) > %Q_ﬁ}. (36)
In this regard, note that (34) and (35) imply that
4] = 72w, (37)
and as a result, by using (4) and (5) we obtain
S BwWY) =S BEwy (=) h (27 7 )
i€IN,R i€A
2 n(1_2 Ii;l'n)
> 7—271,
where the last step follows from the fact that fok [0, %],

we haveh, ! (z) > SToe(D) . Thus, having a block-lengtlV =

original 2 x 2 kernel. Hence, an interesting open problem is
the finite-length analysis of polar codes that are consdict
from ¢ x ¢ kernels and relate such analysis to finding kernels
with better finite-length properties.
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