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Abstract— A novel class of bit-flipping (BF) algorithms for Namely,C, which is a subset of+1, —1}", is obtained from
decoding low-density parity-check (LDPC) codes is presented. (' by using binary(0, 1) to bipolar(+1, —1) conversion.

The proposed algorithms, which are called gradient descent bit . ¥ . .
flipping (GDBF) algorithms, can be regarded as simplified gradi- The binary-input AWGN channel is assumed in the paper,

ent descent algorithms. Based on gradient descent formulation, Which is defined .byy =ct+z (C € C) The vector
the proposed algorithms are naturally derived from a simple 2z = (z1,...,2,) IS @ white Gaussian noise vector where
non-linear objective function. zj(j € [1,n]) is an i.i.d. Gaussian random variable with zero

mean and variance?. The notation[a, b] denotes the set of
consecutive integers froma to b.

Let N(i) and M (j)(i € [1,m], 5 € [1,n]) be N(i) £ {j €

N A
. INTRODUCTION [1,71] : hij = 1} andM(j) = {Z S [l,m] : hij = 1} where
hij is theij-element of the parity check matrif. Using this

Bit-flipping (BF) algorithms for decoding low-density notation, we can write the parity condition as e @) =
pari':y-chzck (LDPC) codesf[l] halve bien inveshtigated eﬁtz‘wi € [1,m]) which is equivalent to(z o ) e é.
sively and many variants of BF algorithms such as weight d . PR N
BF (WBF) [2], modified weighted BF (MWBF) [3], and nzrﬂﬁgfv@ #; € {+1, -1} s called thei-th bipolar
other variants [4], [5], [6] have been proposed. The firsg '
BF algorithm was developed by Gallager [1]. In a decoding
process of Gallager's algorithm, some unreliable bits (in a

binary quantized received word) corresponding to unsadisfi® Brief review on known BF algorithms

parity checks are flipped for each iteration. The successorss number of variants of BF algorithms have been devel-
of Gallager's BF algorithm inherits the basic strategy qfped. We can classify the BF algorithms into two-classes:
Gallager's algorithm, namely, find unreliable bits and tfien single bit flipping (single BF) algorithms and multiple bits
them. Although the bit error rate (BER) performance of the Bfﬁpping (multi BF) algorithms. In the decoding process oé th
algorithm is inferior to that of the sum-product algorithmtloe single BF algorithm, only one bit is flipped according to its
min-sum algorithm, in general, the BF algorithm enablesous pjt flipping rule. On the other hand, the multi BF algorithm
design a much simpler decoder, which is easier to implemegfiows multiple bit flipping per iteration in a decoding pess.
Thus, bridging the performance gap between BF decoding apdgeneral, although the multi BF algorithm shows faster
BP decoding is an important technical challenge. convergence than the single BF algorithm, the multi BF
In the present paper, a novel class of BF algorithms fafgorithm suffers from the oscillation behavior of a deaode
decoding LDPC codes is presented. The proposed algorithtate, which is not easy to control. The framework of thelsing

which are calledgradient descent bit flipping (GDBF) al- BF algorithms is summarized as follows:
gorithms, can be regarded as bit-flipping gradient descent

algorithms. The proposed algorithms are naturally derived Single BF algorithm
from a simple gradient descent formulation. The behavior of
the proposed algorithm can be explained from the viewpoint

of the optimization of a non-linear objective function. (w1, @2, 20).
Step 2If the parity equauoﬁ[jeN(i) x; = +1 holds

for all i € [1,m], outputz, and then exit.

1: Nagoya Institute of Technology;: Meijo University.

Step 1Forj € [1,n], let x; := sign(y,). Let 2

Il. PRELIMINARIES Step 3 Find the flip position given by
A. Notation £:=arg min Ag(x). 1)
Let H be a binarym x n parity check matrix, where, > kelln]
m > 1. The binary linear codé€ is defined byC' £ {c € Fy : and then flip the symbolz, := —z;. The
Hc = 0}, where I, denotes the binary Galois field. In the function A (x) is called annversion function. |
present paper, a vector is assumed to be a column vector. Far Step 4 If the number O_f iterations is under the maki-
convention, we introduce the bipolar cod€scorresponding mum number of iterations,.,.;, return to Step

2; otherwise outpui and exit.

to C as follows:C' 2 {(1—2¢1,1—-2¢a,...,1-2¢,) : c € C}.
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The function sigK) is defined by B. Gradient descent BF algorithm

. Al 41, 2>0 For the numerical optimization problem for a differentmbl
sign(z) = 1, z<0. () function such as[i5), the gradient descent method [8] is a

: . . ._.natural choice for the first attempt. The partial derivative
In a decoding process of the single BF algorithm, hard d!-m:ISIOf F(x) with respect to the variablex(k € [1,n]) can be

decoding for a givery is first performed, anc is initialized . . . L )
to the hard decision result. The minimum of the inversio'rrlnmed'ately derived from the definition gf():

function Ag(z) for k € [1,n] is then founl. An inversion 9 _
. ’ o — =yr+ ;. 6
function A (x) can be seen as a measure of the invalidness Bxkf(m) Yk , Z ) H i ©)
B . . . i€M (k) jeN (3)\k
of bit assignment omj,. The bitx,, where/ gives the smallest ) ] o
value of the inversion function, is then flipped. Let us consider the product af, and the partial derivative
The inversion functions of WBF [2] are defined by of z; in , namely
N 0
AYPI @ = ST s [ e ©) Th g @) =zeue+ > J[ - @)
ieM(k) jFEN(i) i€eM (k) jEN (i)

The valuess;(i € [1,m)]) is the reliability of bipolar syn- For a small real numbes, we have the first-order approxima-
dromes defined bys; = minjey(; |y;)- In this case, the in- ton:

version functiorﬂ,ﬁWBF) (x) gives the measure of invalidness @1, e+ 8. @) ~ fxm) + Si (z). (8)

of symbol assignment om;, which is given by the sum of Oy,

the weighted bipolar syndromes. When ;2 f(z) > 0, we need to choose > 0 in order to
The inversion functions of MWBF [3] has a similar formpgye =

of the inversion function of WBF but it contains a term f@e, . ae+s,...,00) > f(x) (9)

corresponding to a received symbol. The inversion function 5

of MWBF is given by On the other hand, it f() < 0 holds, we should choose

. . . . a
A s < 0 to obtain the inequality_(9). Therefore,if, 52 f(z) <
AMYED () 2 aly| + Z Bi H zj, (4) 0, then flipping thekth symbol ¢, := —x;,) may increase the

i€M(k)  JEN(i) objective function val
where the parameter is a positive real number. One reasonable way to find a flipping position is to choose
the position at which the absolute value of the partial ceive
[1l. GRADIENT DESCENT FORMULATION is largest. This flipping rule is closely related to the ststp
A. Objective function descent algorithm based dp-norm (also known as thevor-

%ipate descent algorithm) [8]. According to this observation,
q/ve have the following rule to choose the flipping position.
Definition 1 (Inversion function of the GDBF algorithm):
The single BF algorithm based on the inversion function

It seems natural to consider that the dynamics of a BF al
rithm as a minimization process of a hidden objective fuorcti
This observation leads to a gradient descent formulatidsFof
algorithms.

The maximum likelihood (ML) decoding problem for the AECGD)(%’) 2 TrYk - Z H ;i (10)
binary AWGN channel is equivalent to the problem of finding

o i€M (k) jEN (i)
a (bipolar) codeword ir”, which gives the largest correlation. . .
to a given received word. Namely, the MLD rule can be is called the Gradient descent BF (GDBF) algorithm.
written asé — arg max,, 5 3" Iy Thus, the decoding process of the GDBF algorithm can be seen
= xel 2uj=1LiYi-

Based on this correlation decoding rule, we here define t gthe minimization process eff(f”) .('t c;an be c_on&dered as
following objective function: the energy of the system) basebir-flipping gradient descent

method.
o v . = _ It is interesting to see that the combination of the objectiv
fla) = Zxﬂy] + Z H A ©) function f(x) defined by
=1 1=1 jGN(Z)
The first term of the objective function corresponds to the Froy 2 - S
. . ] = iyl + i i 11
correlation between a bipolar codeword and the received wor J(@)=a ; 231yl ; b jelj_v[(i) K (1)

which should be maximized. The second term is the sum of the ) )
bipolar syndromes af. If and only if z € C, then the second and the argument on gradient descent presented above gives
term has its maximum valug ", [[. () T = m. Thus the inversion functions of conventional algorithms suctthes

1= JjE 7 . 1 . N
this term can be considered aspaualry term, which forces WBF algorithm [8) and the MWBF algorithnil](4). However,
x to be a valid codeword. Note that this objective functiofflis objective function[(1l1) looks less meaningful compiare
is a non-linear function and has many local maxima. The¥dth the o(bcj;%(gtwe fun.ct|0n.[]5). In other words, the inversi
local maxima become a major source of sub-optimality of tfénction A, (z) defined in[(ID) has a more natural interpre-
GDBF algorithm presented later. tation than those of the conventional algorithm\{; )(w)

1When Ay (x) is an integer-valued function, we need a tie-break rule to 2 There is a possibility that the objective function value nugcrease
resolve a tie. because the step size is fixed (such as single flip).



in (3) andAECMWBF) (z) in (@). Actually, the new inversion The flow of the multi GDBF algorithm is almost the same

function A](CGD)(;C) is not only natural but alseffective in as that of the previously presented GDBF algorithm. When it

terms of bit error performance and convergence speed. is necessary to clearly distinguish two decoding algorghm

the GDBF algorithm presented in the previous sub-subsectio

. . is referred to as the single GDBF algorithm.

C. Multi GDBF algorithm In order to define the multi GDBF algorithm, we need
A decoding process of the GDBF algorithm can be regardgg introduce new parametefsand . The parametef is a

as a maximization process of the objective functibh (5) iRegative real number, which is called theersion threshold.

a gradient ascent manner. Thus, we can utilize the objectiyge binary (O or 1) variablg, which is called thenode flag,

function value in order to observe the convergence behavigf set to 0 at the beginning of the decoding process. Step 3

For example, it is possible to monitor the value of the oliyect of the BF algorithm should be replaced with the following
function for each iteration. In the first several iterationsyyti-bit flipping procedure.

the value increases as the number of iterations increases.
However, the value eventually ceases to increase when the  Step 3 Evaluate the value of the objective function,

search point arrives at the nearest poinfipl, —1}" to the and letf, := f(x). If 1 = 0, then execute Sub}
local maximum of the objective function. We can easily detec step 3-1 (multi-bit mode), else execute Sub-
such convergence to a local maximum by observing the valug step 3-2 (single-bit mode).
of the objective function. _ _ _ 3-1  Flip all the bits satisfying

Both the BF algorithms reviewed in the previous section
and the GDBF algorithm flip only one bit for each iteration. A,gGD) <0 (kell,n]).

In terms of the numerical optimization, in these algorithms

a search point moves towards a local maximum with a very
small step (i.e., 1 bit flip) in order to avoid oscillation aram

the local maximum (See Fig.1 (A)). However, the small size
step leads to slower convergence to a local maximum. In

D

Evaluate the value of the objectiv
function again, and letfs := f(x).
If f1 > f2 holds, then let, = 1.

3-2 Flip a single bit at theth position,

general, compared with the min-sum algorithm, BF algorghm where
(single flip/iteration) require a larger number of iteratoto j 2 arg min AI(CGD)-
achieve the same bit error probability. kell,n]

The multi bit flipping algorithm is expected to have a faster
convergence speed than that of the single bit flipping algori ~ Usually, at the beginning of a decoding process, the ob-
because of its larger step size. If the search point is closejéctive function value increases as the number of iteration
a local maximum, a fixed large step is not suitable to find thecreases in the multi-bit mode, namelfy, < f» holds for the
(near) local maximum point; it leads to oscillation behavidirst few iterations. When the search point eventually asiv
of a multi-bit flipping BF algorithm (Fidl1(B)). We need toat the point satisfyingf; > f., the bit flipping mode is
adjust the step size dynamically from a large step size tocRanged from the multi-bit mode:(= 0) to the single-bit
small step size in an optimization process (Hig.1(C)). mode {« = 1). This mode change means adjustment of the
step size, which helps a search point to converge to a local
Local maximum maximum when the search point is located close to the local
1 maximum.

Oscillation
behavior

/4 IV. BEHAVIOR OF THEGDBF ALGORITHMS

In this section, the behavior and decoding performance of
(single and multi) GF-BF algorithms obtained from computer
simulations are presented.

Figure[2 presents objective function valugs (5) as a functio

(A) Single flipping (B) Multiple flipping (C) Muttiple flipping of the number of iterations in the single and multi GDBF

(fxed) {dynamic) processes. Throughout the present paper, a regular LDRE cod
(A) converging but slow, (B) not converging but fast, (C) with n = 1008, m = 504 (called PEGReg504x1008 in [9]) is
converging and fast assumed. The column weight of the code is 3. In both cases
(single and multi), we tested the same noise instance, and
both algorithms output the correct codeword (i.e., sudaéss
decoding).

The objective function is a useful guideline for adjusting In the case of the single GDBF-algorithm, the objective
the step size (i.e., number of flipping bits). Tmalri GDBF function value gradually increases as the number of itenati
algorithm is a GDBF algorithm including the multi-bit flipping grows in the first 50-60 iterations. After the slope, the éacr
idea. In the following, we assume the inversion functioment of the objective function value eventually stops, and a
A;CGD)(.’I}) defined by [(ID) (the inversion function for theflat part that corresponds to a local maximum appears. In the
GDBF algorithm). flat part of the curves, the oscillation behavior of the otiyec

Fig. 1. Convergence behavior



function value can be seen. Due to the constraint such that 2’ T Ty T —
a search pointe must lie in {+1,—1}, a GDBF process R MWBF, Lmax=100
cannot find a true local maximum point (the point where the ™ \\\ single GD-BF, Lmax=100 —— I3
. . . . multi GD-BF, Lmax=100 —&—
gradient of the objective function becomes a zero vectot)®f w2l ~ Normalized min-sum, Lmax=5 1
objective function. Thus, a search point moves around tbe lo \
maximum point. This move causes the oscillation behaviog .- N N
observed in a single GDBF process. The curve correspondiﬁig \\%&\ N
to the multi GDBF algorithm shows much faster convergencgé 10+ \\
compared with the single GDBF algorithm. It takes only 15 k\\\x \
iterations for the search point to come very close to thelloca  10° AN
maximum point. \
10°®
\:\ N
1550
single GD-BF 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Ao SNR [dB]
1500 B s e PP
Fig. 3. Bit error rate of GDBF algorithms: regular LDPC code
S 1450 (PEGReg504x1008[9])
’;; 1400 /
S j bellow those of WBF and MWBF algorithms. However, the
2 13m0 improvement is relatively small compared with the regular
s case. This observation may imply that the advantage of GD-BF
1300 algorithm in BER depends on type of the code.
i
10° T T r
1250 WBF, Lmax=100 —+—
0 20 40 60 80 100 MWBF, Lmax=100
Number of Iterations 10t . single GD-BF, Lmax=100 —*— |3
SNR=4 dB multi GD-BF, Lmax=100 —&—
102k %?‘\\ Normalized min-sum, Lmax=5 ]
Fig. 2. Objective function values in GDBF processes as atiomof the ™ N
number of iterations ® 5
g w \S\ \
Figure[3 presents the bit error curves of single and mulg 5 \
GDBF algorithms (... = 100,60 = —0.6). As references, . \S\x \\
the curves for the WBF algorithml{,., = 100), the MWBF 10 \
algorithms (.. = 100, = 0.2), and the normalized min- - -
sum algorithm {.,,.. = 5, scale factor 0.8) are included \E\E\S\k
as well. The parametek,, ., denotes the maximum number 107 ;

2 3 4 5 6
SNR [dB]

~

of iterations for each algorithm. We can see that the GDBF 8 o

algorithms perform much better than the WBF and MWBF

algorithms. For example, at BER 109, the multi GDBF Fig. 4. Bit error rate of GDBF algorithms: irregular LDPC eod
algorithm offers a gain of approximately 1.6 dB compareffECI'Reg504x1008[9])

with the MWBF algorithm. Compared with the single GDBF

algorithm, the multi GDBF algorithm has a steeper slopesn it |n order to evaluate the convergence speed of BF algorithms,
error curve. Unfortunately, there is still a large perfono@ the average number of iterations is an appropriate measure.
gap between the error curves of the normalized min-suriyure[% shows the average number of iterations (as a functio
algorithm and the GDBF algorithms. The GDBF algorithnyf SNR) of the GDBF algorithms (single and multi), the WBF
fails to decode when a search point is attracted to an ung@ggorithm, and the MWBF algorithms. Note that the multi
sirable local maximum of the Objective function. This |arg@DBF a|gorithm Certain|y have a fast convergence property_

performance gap suggests the existence of some local maxjragge gaps can be observed between the curve of the multi
relatively close to a bipolar codeword, which degrades thgDBF algorithm and the other curves.

BER performance.

Figure[4 shows error curves for an irregular LDPC code.
The code used in the simulation is an irregular code (called
PEGirReg504x1008 in [9]) constructed based on PEG coh- Effect of non-codeword local maxima
struction. The same decoding algorithms (with same param-As we have discussed, a decoding failure occurs when a
eter) appeared in F[d.3 have been tested. As well as tearch point is captured by a local maximum, which is not a
regular case, the error curves of GD-BF algorithms conteansmitted codeword. Thus, it is desirable to know theatffe

V. ESCAPE FROM A LOCAL MAXIMUM



100 = \ \\ R v small syndro_me weight. The sub-op_timality of BF_-aIgori'shm
9% N - mwer E compared with sum-product and min-sum a_lgorlthms comes
- N S'r:i';gggi | from the effect of these numerous local maxima.
‘o W DN O
_;ij o \m B. GDBF algorithm with escape process
E . \\ \ Since the weight of the final position of a search point
5 \ \,\ \ is so small, a small perturbation of a captured search point
& 0 &\ \ appears to be helpful for the search point to escape from
: \ O an undesirable local maximum. We can expect that such a
20 N \\“N perturbatlon process improves the BER performance of BF
0 r algorithms.
s TS SN U One of the simplest ways to add a perturbation on a trapped
®2 25 3 35 4 a5 5 55 6 65 search point is to switch the flip mode from the single-bit
SNR [dB] mode to the multi-bit mode with an appropriate threshold
Lz =100 forcibly when the search point arrives at a non-codewordlloc

maximum. This additional process is called theape process.
In general, the escape process reduces the object function
value, i.e., the search point moves downwards in the energy

) _ ) landscape. After the escape process, the search point again
of such local maxima. Figurel 6 presents three trajectorigggins to climb a hill, which may be different from the tragpe

of weight and syndrome weight of a search point in thr?%int.

decoding processes corresponding to decodin% failure. Thepye nere modify the multi GDBF algorithm by incorporating

weight of a search poink is defined byw:(x) = |{j € two thresholdss; and,. The threshold; is the threshold

[1,n] : x; = —1}|. In a similar way, the syndrome weight #f constant used in the multi-bit mode at the beginning of the

is given byws(x) = {Z € [,m]: [Lenw®j = —17|- We decoding process. After several iterations, the multiridide

assume that the all-1 bipolar codeword (i.e., all-zero tyinaiS changed to single-bit mode and then the search point may

codeword) is transmitted without loss of generality. eventually arrive at the non-codeword local maximum. Inhsuc
We can obtain the following observation from Fig.6: (i) thé case, the decoder changes its mode to the multi-bit mode

decoding process starts from the position at which hethr) (-8 4 = 0) with thresholdd,. Thus, the threshold, can be

andw,(z) are large, (i)w;(z) andws(x) decreases as theregarded as the threshold f@wnward movement. Although

iteration proceeds, and (iii) the final states of the seamihtp 2 can be a constant value, in terms of the BER performance,

have a relatively small value af (z) andws(x). it is advantageous to choose randdinlin other words,d,

can be a random variable. After the downward move (just one

iteration), the decoder changes the threshold,tagain. The

above process continues until the parity check conditiddsho

or the number of iterations becom&s,, ... Figure[T illustrates

1 the idea of the escape process.

Fig. 5. Average number of iterations

100 T T

80 |

60 - 1 Transmitted

codeword

40 +

Syndrome weight of x

Trapped

1 search point
Downward

O move

20

Single-bit y

0 . . . . . . . mode
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

Weight of x

Multi-bit
mode /’
t1

Idea of escape process

Fig. 6. Trajectories of weight and syndrome weight of seguoimts

Based on these observations, we may be able to conjecture
that a search point is finally trapped by a local maximum clo§% -
to anear codeword in high probabilitil. Near codewords [10] ~ ~
are bipolar codewords af' that have both small weight and

3Note that other experiments also support this conjecture. 4This fact is observed from some experiments.



C. Simulation results Acknowledgement

Figure[8 shows the BER curve of such a decoding algorithm | "€ Present study was supported in part by the Ministry of
(labeled 'multi GDBF with escape’). In this simulation, weEducation, Science, Sports, and Culture of Japan through a
used the parameter§; — —0.7,6, = 1.7 + o wherea is a Grgnt-ln—A|d for Sc_:lentmc Rgsgarch on Pr|_0r|ty Areas (Pee
Gaussian random number with mean zero and variance 0.51'"9 and Expansion of Statistical Informatics) 18079089

These parameters have been obtained an ad hoc optimizatidYa2 research grant from the Storage Research Consortium
SNR = 4dB. We can see that the BER curve of multi GDBFPRC):
with escape (withL,,., = 300) is much steeper than that

of the naive multi GDBF algorithm. At BER 20~°, multi REFERENCES
GDBF with escape achieves a gain of almost 1.5 dB compared

with the naive multi GDBF algorithm. The average numbefl]l R.G.Gallager, "Low-Density Parity-Check Codes”, indgarch Mono-
graph series. Cambridge, MIT Press,1963.

of iterations of multi GDBF with escape is approximatelyy ykou, S.Lin, and M.P.C Fossorier, "Low-density paritheck codes
25.6 at SNR = 4 dB. This result implies that the perturbation based on finite geometries: a rediscovery and new resti&E Trans.

can actually save some trapped search points to converge to /form. Theory, pp.2711-2736, vol.47, Nov. 2001.
y PP P 9 ? J.Zhang, and M.P.C.Fossorier, "A modified weightedfliiping decod-

the desirable _Iocal r_naXimU_m corresponding to the tr_an_emitt ing of low-density parity-check codesIEEE Communications Letters,
codeword. It is an interesting open problem to optimize the pp.165-167, vol.8, Mar. 2004.

iR i ] M.Jiang, C.Zhao, Z.Shi, and Y.Chen, “An improvement ba tmodified
flipping schedule to narrow the gap between the min-sum BER weighted bit flipping decoding algorithm for LDPC codedEEE

curve and the GDBF BER curve. Communications Letters , vol.9, no.9, pp.814-816, 2005.
[5] F. Guo, and H. Henzo, “Reliability ratio based weighteit-flipping
decoding for low-dencity parity-check code$EEE Electronics Letters

10°

versity Press, 2004.
[9] D. J. C. MacKay “Encyclopedia of sparse graph codes, ”
online:| http://www.inference.phy.cam.ac.uk/mackag&s/data.html
10° X [10] D.J.C. MacKay and M.S. Postol, "Weaknesses of Margudisd
Ramanujan-Margulis low-density parity-check codddgctronic Notes
in Computer Science, 2003.
10°
\E \
1 2 3 4 5 6 7

SNR [dB]

muli GD-BF With escape, Lmax=300 —— , vol.40, no.21, pp.1356-1358, 2004.

Normanoe G-BE . Lmax=100 [6] C.H. Lee, and W. Wolf, “Implemntation-efficient relidity ratio based
= Normalized min-sum, Lmax=100 —&— | | weighted bit-flipping decoding for LDPC codes[EEE Electronics

10 RR\\T WEE, Lmax=100 Letters , vol.41, no.13, pp.755-757, 2005.
\\ % [7] A. Nouh and A. H Banihashemi, “Bootstrap decoding of ldersity
102 parity check matrix,” IEEE Communications Letters , vol.6, no.9,

\\ pp.391-393, 2002.

[8] S.Boyd and L. Vandenberghe, "Convex optimization,” Gaidge Uni-

Bit Error Rate
=
S
S &

Fig. 8. Bit error rate of the GDBF algorithm with the escapegass

VI. CONCLUSION

This paper presents a class of BF algorithms based on the
gradient descent algorithm. GDBF algorithms can be reghrde
as a maximization process of the object function using bit-
flipping gradient descent method (i.e., bit-flipping dynesni
which minimizes the energy-f(x)). The gradient descent
formulation naturally introduces an energy landscape ef th
state-space of the BF-decoder. The viewpoint obtained isy th
formulation brings us a new way to understand convergence
behaviors of BF algorithms. Furthermore this viewpointigoa
useful to design improved decoding algorithms such as the
multi GDBF algorithm and the GDBF algorithm with escape
process from an undesired local maximum. The GDBF algo-
rithm with escape process performs very well compared with
known BF algorithms. One lesson we have learned from this
result is that fine control on flipping schedule is indispédrhsa
to improve decoding performance of BF algorithms.
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