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A Method for Geometric Construction of Low-density Parity-check Codes
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Abstract A new method for geometric construction of QC-LDPC is proposed. The parity-check matrix constructed through

this method has a girth more than eight, which promises good performance. Since the parity-check matrix is composed of

cyclic sub-matrices, the hardware encoder is simple. Simulations show that this type of LDPC codes has remarkable

performance with low encoding complexity.

Keywords QC-LDPC, geometric construction, girth, low encoding complexity

1 3]

[

K% & &7 18 & %6 (low density parity check,
LDPC) 142 i Gallager T 1962 4E 42 iy HZ )5
FRZBN R EN, S 7T ERTUR, A
THEEHLEE 7 1 B2 THFAR 5C JE 19 & R (i ae B
{5H64% , Turbo %% ) , Mackay Al Neal J- 1996 4 &
BB T LDPC? . HAT,LDPC ¥ 32 I T 4528
HAF R G, WK ) DVB-S2 5 48 LA K v [ i) %2
R AL e TR A2 i s o

LDPC % 7 (4 44 & 2 0F 58 b i) — A S B 5 1
M3 ) 5 A AR 22, 22T LAV 25 R W2 - D B AL

) 3t 12 A0 5 AL Al b 3 0 o T A A S R A I, DA Bl
PR 3 124 3 8 1 i = M BB AR T )5 &, (H 2 g )
FRRE 11 52 2% BE A v o XTI, 25 #4946 B LDPC 14
St Bt 14 B A 52 B A Sy 17 PR, O L 2o B B o 4
BT (g e/ N SF) L WA Ik B 5 b BEALAS
WIEA S ERE . Kb, g5/ 1k 8y LDPC i35k T
251 18 G ik % BIF 9 TSR Y — > RS, 9 4, Zhang
A Xu S AHE T —FOR] R 3 40 SR Y
LDPC %, 5t B A B 4 1935 65 P 6 F AR 0 90 65 52
Zepgl,

ASCHE T — Ao By R B HE D& P ( quasi-
cyclic, QC) LDPC f5 f #) i 75 %, A BUARE R
FH T LT U 4 ME &, TRt T AR A JL ] 44 385 7%

EETE :[H 5K 863 1145 H (2007AA01Z296 ) ; B 17 M} 24 HORHIF 5T 1 5 W8 B 0T H (108140)

W #s H #5:2008-07-12 ; 2 [B] H #§ :2008-07-30
FE—EERE N IEROL (1984 ~
E-mail ; wxg1984 @ sjtu. edu. cn

), 5o Ll RAEEE SR ARG R B LB o B I AU £ 0 S R



10 H

TEBEG AR  — Pl 0 % B2 27 10 A 4 10 19 JL AT 44 3 5 i 2029

FHIX A0 7 v 1 1) LDPC S i e /N Ol 8, A
R PERE , O L 2 A5 &% A4 B8 1 52 BE AR B, R
B— R IR L 5 A7 o RE Bl 2 oK AR E
R LR

2 L& E

(1) B E A 1 A9 AL LDPC % 1) 47 8 181 8 4%
B RANC M E—A KN € x R, 3
1K HEFR R RC 5B o AR — etk M C = 3 ,R =
6, ELXT B s A% Y 4, X L8 R0t il L3RR o
A= 1,2, 18) TN T R,

R=6
1 4 7 10 13 16
=3 O o) o o o) o
2
o 05 g ol 1 O14 O17
3 0 9 12 15 18
o o) o o o) o

K1 RCSFE,R=6,C=3
Fig. 1 RC lattice, R=6, C=3

EEIER RC B il 3 A, LUHOA TR
Wi =ML, R E Hr =M E Lo RC B =
FAIE (D9 — Fh e BRI 0, 8 BUR = 3 n] RE A8 i —
FHEE N T RIBM— ek A SC—HoR SRR R
RCEE=HMIE), Wl 2 FimR.

o1 4 O7 olO Ol'% 016
8 11
2 06 09 012 O15 018

K2 & RC (B M E =M

Fig.2 An example of RC triangles in RC lattice

PATRIRER 7 20,76 RC miFErp B HE R x R = 36
AKEER) RC [ =R I H2E0 2 LUR A 2

OXF F 5 i B L, BLHAE B TR A RC
M =SB A 8398 R A5

QEEMWA RC B = I 2 18] %A A A 1 34
Al 2 HA — 3R TR

IR PSR A5 PR H AR AR T ORI 3
AR R 36 A T R A T SR, I A PRI T AL 36 AR
MeryATE R 6, J5 # RAIE T AL RE M P O 4 3. X
S R LA i R A A R B 4 4

(3) X F—A> RC B =1, 7T LUK H A A THAS
A (o= 1,2,-,18) PR —HAHON Q Wi

lay, ay, =, ayt X R EIZIT Fi5 , 8 a,; 1)
o R(i—1)Q + j Lt X FER AL, 3T LI RC
Ve = 578 S — A5 ECh 3 1 S8R, R 1Y B —
FIXERLF RC M = MG — AT, B 3 iR o AN
e — Pk, X H L Q = 136, %44 RC BF = E
R R Ab B R T AAR B R x R = 36 A3k BE 1)
P KRR Q Rk

i=3 i=4 i=8
273 409 3
o 040 0%
o274 o410 094
275 411 955
O O O
Q
407 543 1 087
O O O
1 088
08 oM o

K3 Xt RC =fIE 2 iS5 30/ Q kil
Fig.3 Q lattice transformed from RC triangle

(HIEED Q SRR —4H 2% =MF
(CRTHZHW RC B =ML XTI K HFR R Q B
=MIE) B =AW TSI A R E W H, A Q
Merh 255 =ML O, niE 4 iR,

M4 FEfmA Q mFEh g —H %N =M

Fig.4 Building congruent triangles in Q lattice

) AR R, X TR R Y QR AT I i
AR Q =M., XHELEHLR xRN QA
MEsEAFEI T R x R x Q 4~ Q =M.

(5) M IX L8 Q B =L R ETH N R x
CxQ, 5N RxRxQ WMKKAEN H, HIHE—



2030 B 4 DR 2R

B3 %

IR — Q M = A E X — 3 b R Q M =4
TG G5 BT BB T R B 1, HARTTR KN 0,
AR AR A M H R AT R =6, 51 H A
C =31 HLII JHE B

PR b BCY B H O — A HE A PR, R
/NFgQ x QI — FF 1 P A R, X e O P A
JEICR AN 0 M, 2402 i 0L B 176 36 3% £
1520, B8 B

Un 2R AR S B R AR SR R, U LA 3
— AP/ R R FERR S H R I IR B

0 0 0 0 0 0 - 42 07
0 O 0 0 0 38 0 0
26 83 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 O 0 0 0 0 0 133
H, ={73 0 129 0 0 0 0 0
0 72 136 0 O 0 0 0
0 0 0 0o 0 135 -+ 0 0
L0 0 0 0 0 o - 0 0

H, FHEPREN TR AR D RN Q x
Q W F AR, JUER 0" UK & & 4 I, i AE % T
AU IR B B, U R /N D 106 30 B A
I— BUEFE B 17 2 Q7 o MR 2 B i) 2 8
R=3,C=6 1321 H, Z—41K/NA18 x36 175
o6, 5T 3 A LA

TEIX AL, 25 WO F 3 A0 B (2) FLTE R 7 S FR
TESRAFI R, LB b R H R R — AT
XL RC s B b 89— A 51, B — 510 B R 2 —
A RC P =S e i 5 b iy = A HEF 0 R M T
“MIBE 3 AT A OBENTE T 8k H,
FREATIARE LR NN R, X HE Rt ai R T
RS B H BOAT O R, T RO A i BEOK
M2 F QW RAIE T H, AL E IS Z i 2 H
— A E EFERE AR TR, R T 4 F A
1E, Wik — 2B HEBR 1A S M H b 4 3R A7 AE By )

RETE
3 MEE/ANIRK

Hi T LDPC 6 i £ 515 40 1) 4 i, R 30 246
R /INER 22 X PR A R AR ORI R, DRI 4 i
e A R RN R RO AT RE IR sl kL
] 7 5 R i R YR I R 3l O T 4 SR AT AE

PR PEI TR RE A 22 32 B A 4 PRAR 5 5w . Jd i
XFALBR(4) h Q BE =R B A A 3 25 AR BR e, 7T
DL H th iy 6 36,15 B 5 /N R Ky 8 1)
TR, B R M RE .

X Q ME =AM, H B WA TSR T AT 1Y
T80, O IX WA FOM B 2 ) 1 R il R
Slope o 52 A7 AR T5 1) P 14, H R /N 1Y 28 46 45 [ hy
~(Q-1)FQ-12ZMH T QFhmA =M
o 55 =T, BT DLUE AT 0 A A 5T 2 A1 W)
8, AT LA @ B E R bR e . W8 5 TR, Slope , , =
- 5,Slope, ., = 2,Slope, ., = 3.3 THPRZ A E
WHXHR:

Slope,, ., + Slope, , + Slope, ., =0 (1)

F5 QM= T8 DU ] A A

Fig.5 Slopes of vertexes in Q triangles

T kG A R B R R 6 PR AR A, T 2

X Q B = A TR 1] 1) AR 3 2 1 — 5 1) BR A 4% 1F

BAH3F(i = a,i =b,i =) pHWPFET I

Q s RIS, AR AR Z A i 3¢ R H B X (2) @i

S AT DU S R R AE M H P AR TE 6 BR, ez,
SECH P 6 3K,

Slope, ., + Slope, ., + Slope,_ ., # 0 (2)

A6 FiR,i=2 BIFIR @ = 18 # 51 [F] i 77 75

T (a) iR iy Q sl , B3 Slope , g = -3;i=18

AIBIFN @ =13 (3 [A) i AEAE T 18 6 (b) BT R 9 Q 5

B, R Slope 1y 15 = 930 =13 [9F1F01 i =2 ({51 [

i=2 =15 =18 i=6 =13 =18 i=2 i=10i=13
° ° ° ° o o
o o
° ° ° ° p & & &
. ° ° °
° ° °
o o o °
° ° 8 o
° ° ° ° °
° ° o ° °
© 4 i ° o o o
° ° ° ° p "
L o o o ° °

° ° ° o

() &Fi=2Mi=18  (b)fU 5 Fli=13F1i=18 (n)@oﬁﬁl;:z%ﬁlsls

K6 o FBEONHAETER B+
Fig. 6 A example leading to girth 6



% 10

T 158 't 458« — Bl (K 8 2 45 A 6 B0 1) LA 4403 T ¥ 2031

IHAAAE T 6 (¢) FTn iy Q xilf b, #E4 Slope ., =
-6, “HZEIMWXRN
Slope, ., + Slope,g ., + Slope,, ,
=(=-3)+9+(-6) =0 (3)

HIFAW R (2) &0, 2 R R
FERE 6 FRAYAETE

T ESR 6 B fEIE Q M = AR,
THURE ) A A 238 /N A 3 S i I, DA 2 X (2) 45
HH ) SR SRR R S R A A G I 1 e /N ER K
8, — 4w TR ERE

4 HESH

TSR R M RE L X bR LA A
T A RS AT O 1, O AR TE R TR 2 AWGN
FE, W 7 X BPSK B . JF ¥ H 5 Mackay
gy iy AR R B A AR TR B2 3 A i LDPC 1 HF A7
AL,

U7 FLe B 5 B 43 A R (3,6) , i1 4 896,
5 BALAECN 2 448, PR f KA ECH 50 %, 15
EAERWME T Fras . WO BE R T LA Y, AR 4
Y H LA 5 125 4 3 /9 QC-LDPC A5 4 BE s 4f T
Mackay % , Jii [K 7£ T Mackay %1% 42 & fe T A % 4E
W v O 3R ) A7 AR, T LRI 4G S i i — 20 5BR T 6 BR,
75 1 7 B A A PR RE .

0.1

—a— Mackay(2448,4896,3,6)
0.01L —v— QC-LDPC(2448,4896,3,6)

1E-3f

1E-4f

PREES

1E-5F

1E-6F

1E-7F

1E-8
09 1.0 1.2 14 1.6 1.8 2.0

{5 t(dB)

K 7 QC-LDPC 5 Mackay #4414 B8 HL 4%
Fig.7 Performance comparison between QC-LDPC and Mackay

AR T — R0 Y LDPC B8 1 JL AT K 18 1,
AL T SCHRI3 ] [4] 8] R EL M Ik, T
MR REM, WY KT FERR R T s, 3
S AR SCHRE B U AR AL i TR I A A
JE 53 A U QC-LDPC 75, HUJE AR A B (1) — $e28
fbo Bilhan #4185 5 R 4 RS S R R A i
FTE | 2 3 3 A 1 DO 0 R A e 56 R I

[ i 38 3 25 1 00 B 20 DRIE 1 6 4 R 11
/N K R 8 3T T HERE . AT 5 B & B, % R
J7 Al i ORI RS A R AR e RE O ol T
2 060 R I R oh — S A A 7 R B A R G S i L
1 — R 51 1 B 15 25 7 25 0 58 520, 2 1) 25 &5 44 7 1
PRI 35K o i A A o 1) 52 M A 98 21 TG 26 0 A0 A i
T A R R RS

£ 2% 3Lk ( References)

1 Gallager R G. Low-density parity-check codes [ J ]. IEEE
Transactions on Information Theory, 1962, 8(1): 21 ~28.

2 MacKay D J C, David J C. Good error-correcting codes based on very
sparse matrices [ J]. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory,
1999 ,45, (2):399 ~431.

3 Zhang F, Xu Y, Mao X, et al. High girth LDPC codes construction
based on combinatorial design [ A]. In: Proceedings of Vehicular
Technology Conference[ C], Stockholm, Sweden, 2005,591 ~594.

4 XuY, Wei G. On the construction of quasi-systematic block-circulant
LDPC codes [J]. IEEE Communications. Letters, 2007, 11(1) ,886 ~888.

5 Li Zong-wang, Chen Lei, Zeng Ling-qi, et al. Efficient encoding of
quasi-cyclic low-density parity-check codes [ J]. IEEE Transactions
on Communications, 2006, 54,(1): 71 ~81.

6 Yang Lei, Liu Hiu, Shi Richard. Cycle elimination method to construct
VLSI oriented LDPC codes [ A ]. In: Proceedings of Vehicular
Technology Conference[ C], Stockholm, Sweden, 2005522 ~526.

7 Zhong Hao, Zhang Tong. Block-LDPC: A practical LDPC coding
system design approach [ J]. IEEE Transactions on Circuits and
Systems, 2005, 52,(4): 766 ~775.

8 Vasic B, Milenkovic O. Combinatorial constructions of low-density
parity-check codes for iterative decoding[ J]. IEEE Transactions on

Information Theory. 2004, 50(6): 1156 ~ 1176





