arXiv:2206.10957v2 [cs.IT] 22 Dec 2022

Ordered-Statistics Decoding with Adaptive Gaussian Elimination Reduction for Short Codes

Chentao Yue, Mahyar Shirvanimoghaddam, Branka Vucetic, and Yonghui Li School of Electrical and Information Engineering, The University of Sydney, NSW, Australia {chentao.yue, mahyar.shm, branka.vucetic, yonghui.li}@sydney.edu.au

Abstract—In this paper, we propose an efficient orderedstatistics decoding (OSD) algorithm with an adaptive Gaussian elimination (GE) reduction technique. The proposed decoder utilizes two decoding conditions to adaptively remove GE in OSD. The first condition determines whether GE could be skipped in the OSD process by estimating the decoding error probability. Then, the second condition is utilized to identify the correct decoding result during the decoding process without GE. The proposed decoder can break the “complexity floor” in OSD decoders introduced by the GE overhead. Simulation results advise that when compared with the latest schemes in the literature, the proposed approach can significantly reduce the decoding complexity at high SNRs without any degradation in the error-correction capability. I. INTRODUCTION Ultra-reliable and low-latency communications (URLLC) have attracted a lot of attention in 5G and the upcoming 6G for mission-critical services [1]–[3]. URLLC is renowned by its requirements for significantly lower latency compared to 4G long term evolution (4G-LTE) and high transmission reliability requiring the block error rate (BLER) lower than 10^{−4}. These stringent requirements necessitate the use of low-complexity decoders and short block-length codes (≤ 150 bits) in coding scheme design [1], [2]. Additionally, URLLC requires bitlevel granularity in the block lengths and coding rates, to accommodate scenarios with varying latency and bandwidth constraints [2], which complicates the coding system further.

Main candidates of short block-length codes for URLLC have been thoroughly reviewed in [2], [4]. As has been shown, short Bose-Chaudhuri-Hocquenghem (BCH) codes and cyclic-redundancy-check-aided Polar (CRC-Polar) codes have superior BLER performance that is close to the normal approximation (NA) bound [2], [5]. However, it is challenging for BCH and CRC-Polar to provide bit-level granularity with the optimal error-correction capability, as they are originally available at certain block-lengths and rates [6], [7], while the best known linear codes (BKLC) of different lengths and rates have different structures (see code table [8]). Recently, [9] used the genetic algorithm to design high-performance short codes by evolving random codes. [10] shows that near-optimal rate-compatible codes can be constructed by selecting random generator matrix columns and efficiently decoded by universal decoders. Therefore, universal decoders are favored in URLLC [10], as they can decode any linear block codes, including BCH, CRC-Polar codes, and BKLC, as well as their ratecompatible versions.

Ordered-statistics decoding (OSD) [11] is a near-maximum-likelihood (near-ML) universal decoder that rekindles interests recently [12]–[18]. It can decode any linear block code with near-ML BLER performance. OSD has two main phases, namely, preprocessing and reprocessing. In preprocessing, it sorts the received codeword bits according to their reliabilities (by which high reliable bits are distinguished), and permutes the columns of the code generator matrix accordingly. The permuted matrix is then transformed into the systematic form by Gaussian elimination (GE), where the information set is associated with high reliable bits. In reprocessing, a number of test error patterns (TEPs) are attempted to flip the high reliable bits. The remaining low reliable bits are recovered by re-encoding the flipped high reliable bits with the systematic permuted generator matrix.

Let C be the notation of complexity. The average decoding complexity of OSD is roughly characterized as

C_{OSD} = C_{Preprocessing} + N_aC_{Re−encoding}, (1) where N_a is the average number of TEPs processed in decoding a single codeword. Recent years have seen many works towards reducing C_{OSD} by reducing the number N_a [12]– [15], [17]–[22]. For example, [12], [13], [18], [19] proposed techniques to identify unpromising TEPs that can be discarded without processing, and [12], [19], [21] designed approaches to terminate OSD early rather than processing all possible TEPs. These approaches can reduce N_a to a very low level at high signal-to-noise ratios (SNRs). In this situation, C_{OSD} will be dominated by preprocessing rather than reprocessing. Specifically, GE has the complexity as high as O(nk^2) for a k × n generator matrix [11, Table I]. As a result, when N_a is small, GE introduces a complexity floor to OSD. That is, a complexity component hardly reducible [10]. This complexity floor hinders the application of OSD in URLLC, especially for high-SNR scenarios. Recently, [23] proposed using multiple offline produced generator matrices to replace GE in OSD. Nevertheless, this could introduce extra overheads at lowto-moderate SNRs, as it performs several reprocessings over multiple generator matrices. Until now, the complexity floor of OSD has not been fully addressed in the literature.

In this paper, we design an OSD decoder with adaptive GE reduction. Specifically, the decoder will skip GE if doing so has a negligible impact on the decoding error performance. To accomplish this, two decoding conditions are developed. The first condition decides whether to skip GE by evaluating BLER performance with and without GE. If GE is skipped, the reencoding process will be performed with the original generator matrix of the code. The second condition determines whether the correct decoding result has been found in the decoding process without GE. If so, decoding is terminated early to reduce complexity; if not, the standard OSD is performed as a supplement to prevent BLER from degrading. Our verification shows that at high SNRs, the proposed decoder can avoid GE in almost all decoding attempts with nearly the same BLER performance as the standard OSD. Owing to the effective GE reduction, the proposed decoder achieves a significantly lowered complexity at high SNRs compared to the latest OSD approaches from the literature [12], [23].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II presents the preliminaries. Section III describes the proposed decoding algorithm. Section IV analyzes the decoding error performance and complexity. Section V verifies the BLER and complexity of the proposed decoder via simulations. Finally, Section VI concludes the paper.

Notation: We use [a]^v_u = [a_u, . . . , a_v] to denote a row vector containing element a_ℓ for u ≤ ℓ ≤ v. For simplicity, we do not distinguish random variables and their samples throughout the paper, while possible abuse of notations will be specified.

II. PRELIMINARIES

Let C(n, k) denote a binary linear block code, where n and k are the lengths of the codeword and the information block, respectively. C(n, k) is defined by its generator matrix G; that is, an information sequence b = [b]^k_1 is uniquely encoded to a codeword c = [c]^n_1 by c = bG. In this paper, we assume that G is systematic, i.e., G = [I_k P], where I_k is a k × k identity matrix and P is the parity sub-matrix.

We consider an additive white Gaussian Noise (AWGN) channel and binary phase shift keying (BPSK) modulation. Let s = [s]^n_1 denote the modulated signals, where s_i = (−1)^{ci} ∈ {±1}. At the channel output, the received signal is given by r = s + w, where w is the AWGN vector with zero mean and variance N_0/2, for N_0 being the single-band noise power spectrum density. SNR is accordingly defined as SNR = 2/N_0. Without loss of generality, approaches provided in this paper can be extended to other modulation schemes.

At the receiver, the bitwise hard-decision estimate y = [y]^n_1 of codeword c is obtained according to: y_i = 1 for r_i < 0 and y_i = 0 for r_i ≥ 0. If codewords in C(n, k) have equal transmission probabilities, the log-likelihood ratio (LLR) of the i-th received symbol is defined as ℓ_i ≜ ln^{Pr(ci=0|ri)}_{Pr(ci=1|ri)} , which is further simplified to ℓ_i =^{4ri}_{N0} with BPSK [6]. Thus, we define α_i ≜ |r_i| (the scaled magnitude of LLR) as the reliability of y_i, where | · | is the absolute operation.

OSD preprocesses received signals according to reliabilities. First, a permutation π_1 is performed to sort the reliabilities α = [α]^n_1 in descending order, and the ordered reliabilities are obtained as π_1(α). Then, the generator matrix is accordingly permuted (in terms of columns) to π_1(G). Next, OSD obtains the systematic form of π_1(G) as ~G = [I_k ~P] by performing GE. We represent the GE operation as ~G = E(π_2(π_1(G))), where E (dimension k × k) represents row operations, and π_2 represents an additional column permutation which ensures that the first k columns of π_1(G) are linearly independent. Accordingly, r, y, and α, are permuted into ~r = π_2(π_1(r)), ~y = π_2(π_1(y)), ~α = π_2(π_1(α)), respectively.

Since π_2 only marginally disrupts the descending order of ~α [11, Eq. (59)], the first k positions of ~y, denoted by ~y_B = [~y]^k_1 , are referred to as the most reliable basis (MRB) [11]. To eliminate errors in MRB, a length-k TEP e = [e]^k_1 is added to ~y_B to obtain a codeword estimate by re-encoding, i.e., ~c_e = (~y_B ⊕ e) ~G, where ~c_e is the ordered codeword estimate with respect to the TEP e. In reprocessing, a list of TEPs

Start Decoding

Condition 1

Non-GE OSD (order m−1)

Condition 2 Standard OSD (order m)

Finish Decoding NoYesYesNo

Fig. 1: The structure of the proposed decoder.

are re-encoded to generate multiple codeword candidates. The maximum Hamming weight of TEP is limited by a parameter m, namely, decoding order of OSD. Thus, the number of TEPs processed in an order-m OSD is up to ∑_m i=0 (_k i ) . For a code with the minimum Hamming weight d_H, OSD with order m = ⌈d_H/4−1⌉ achieves the ML decoding performance [11].

With BPSK, the best ordered codeword estimate ~c_{best} is found by minimizing the weighted Hamming distance between codeword estimate ~c_e and ~y, which is defined as [19] D(~ce, ~y) ≜ ∑ 1≤i≤n (~ce,i ⊕ ~yi)~αi. (2) Finally, the decoding result ĉ_{best} is output by performing inverse permutations over ~c_{best}, i.e., ĉ_{best} = π^{−1}_1 (π^{−1}_2 (~c_{best})).

III. OSD WITH ADAPTIVE GE REDUCTION A. Overall Description

We proposed an OSD algorithm that can adaptively skip its reprocessing stage. When reprocessing is skipped, the original hard-decision estimate y and generator matrix G will be used for re-encoding (instead of using ~y and ~G). Specifically, let y_B denote the first k positions of y, i.e., y_B = [y]^k_1 . Then, given a TEP e, a codeword estimate is directly recovered by c_e = (y_B ⊕ e) G. Similar to the standard OSD, a list of TEPs will be used in re-encoding, and the maximum allowed Hamming weight of TEPs is limited by m^′. Finally, if c_e is identified as the best codeword estimate, it will be directly output as the decoding result with no inverse permutation required. We referred to such a decoding process without GE as the Non-GE OSD, and m^′ is its decoding order.

The structure of the proposed decoder is illustrated in Fig 1. At the start of decoding, the decoder decides whether to conduct the Non-GE OSD or the standard OSD according to “Condition 1”. If the Non-GE OSD is performed, “Condition 2” will determine whether the Non-GE OSD has found the correct decoding result. If not, the standard OSD will be conducted following the Non-GE OSD to avoid degraded decoding performance. We set that the Non-GE OSD is oneorder lower than the standard OSD, i.e., m^′ = max(m − 1, 0). The reasons are that 1) if m^′ ≥ m, the Non-GE OSD has a higher complexity than the standard OSD, which negates the need for GE reduction and worsens the worst-case decoding complexity, and 2) if m^′ is too small, the Non-GE OSD may easily fail to find the correct result.

As seen, the design of “Condition 1” and “Condition 2” is of importance for the proposed decoder. We note that the standard OSD in Fig. 1 can be implemented by any improved variants of OSD; for example, the efficient probability-based OSD (PB-OSD) proposed recently [12].

B. The First Condition

To derive the first condition, let us first consider the BLER performance of OSD, which is represented as [11, Eq. (69)] P_e ≤ (1 − P_{list}) + P_{ML}, (3) where P_{ML} is the ML BLER of C(n, k). P_{ML} is mainly characterized by the code structure and in particular, the code minimum Hamming weight d_H. P_{list} is the probability that some TEP can eliminate the the errors over MRB, whose value depends on the decoding order m [24, Eq. (24)].

Let P^′_{list} denote the probability that the Non-GE OSD can eliminate the errors over y_B by some TEP. Thus, BLER of Non-GE OSD is upper bounded by P_e ≤ (1 − P^′_{list}) + P_{ML}. Therefore, if P^′_{list} = P_{list}, the Non-GE OSD will deliver the same BLER as OSD. In other words, the Non-GE OSD is sufficient to find the correct decoding result and thus GE is not necessary. P^′_{list} = P_{list} can be satisfied when SNR is asymptotically large (i.e., N_0 → 0). To see this, consider P_{list} derived from [25, Lemma 1]), i.e.,

P_{list} = m∑ i=0 ∫_∞ x=0 ( k i ) (p(x))^i(1 − p(x))^{k−i}f_{~αk+1} (x)dx, (4) where f_{~αk+1} (x) is the probability density function (pdf) of the (k+1)-th ordered reliability, ~α_{k+1} (as a random variable). p(x) is the average bitwise error probability of ~y_B conditioning on {~α_{k+1} = x}, which is given by [25, Eq. (13)] p(x) = Q(^{2x+2√}_{2N0} )

Q(^{2x+2√}_{2N0} ) + Q(^{2x−2√}_{2N0} )

. (5)

Then, when N_0 → 0, we have [15] lim N_0→0 p(x) = ( 1 + lim_{N0→0} exp (4x/N_0) )_{−1} . (6)

when N_0 → 0, there are ~α_{k+1} → 1 and f_{~αk+1} (x) → δ(x − 1), where δ(x) is the Dirac delta function. We then obtain lim N_0→0

P_{list} = lim_{N0→0} m∑ i=0 ( k i ) ( 1 1 + e^{4/N0} )_i ( e^{4/N0} 1 + e^{4/N0} )k−i . (7) On the other hand, we can derive P^′_{list} as

P^′_{list} = m^′∑

i=0 ( k i ) (p^′)^i(1 − p^′)^{k−i}, (8)

where p^′ is the bitwise error probability of y_B. Under AWGN and BPSK, p^′ is readily given by p^′ = Q( √ 2/N_0), which also has the following asymptotic property, lim N_0→0

p^′ = 1 1 + lim_{N0→0} exp

(_4

N_0 ). (9) Therefore, substituting (9) into (8) and taking m^′ = m − 1, we observe that lim N_0→0

P_{list} − P^′_{list}

= lim_{N0→0} ( k m ) ( 1 1 + e^{4/N0} )_m ( e^{4/N0} 1 + e^{4/N0} )k−m

→ 0, (10) which indicates that the error performance of Non-GE OSD and standard OSD converges when N_0 is small^1. However, when N_0 is not negligible, there is P^′_{list} < P_{list} according to (10), since the Non-GE OSD applies TEPs over y_B rather than MRB ~y_B.

In this regard, we define a parameter λ ∈ (0, 1] for relaxation and introduce the “Condition 1” as follows. If P^′_{list} ≥ (1 − λ)P_{list} is satisfied, we regard that the Non-GE OSD is highly possible to find the correct decoding result, and it should be performed before the standard OSD. According to (10), For an arbitrarily small λ, P^′_{list} ≥ (1 − λ)P_{list} can always be satisfied at a sufficient large SNR.

In terms of the implementation, P^′_{list} and P_{list} could be computed prior according to (4) and (8) for a given N_0. Alternatively, the decoder can perform an adaptive GE reduction based on the quality of instantaneous received signals, i.e., by evaluating P^′_{list} and P_{list} on the fly. Given the value of ~α_i (the random variable of the i-th ordered reliability is realized to ~α_i), the bit-wise error probability of ~y_i is derived as

P(~i) = 1 1 + exp (4~α_i/N_0)

. (11)

Then, the average error probability of MRB, p, is evaluated as p =^1_k ∑_k i=1 P(~i), and P_{list} is approximately estimated as

P_{list} ≈ m∑ i=0 ( k i ) (p)^i(1 − p)^{k−i} (12)

It is important to distinguish between (12) and (4); (12) is instantaneous and can vary from block to block in receiving, while (4) is theoretically derived based on N_0. Similarly, given the value of α_i, the bit-wise error probability of y_i is given by P(i) =^1_{1+exp(αi /N0)} . Then, P^′_{list} can be estimated by

substituting p^′ =^1_k ∑_k i=1 P(i) into (8).

We note that P^′_{list} and P_{list} can be computed on the fly very efficiently. The exponential in (11) can be implemented by its polynomial approximation or by table lookup. Moreover, p is tiny at high SNRs and (12) can be further approximated to P_{list} ≈ ∑_m i=0 (_k i ) p^i.

C. The Second Condition

As depicted in Fig. 1, “Condition 2” identifies if the Non- GE OSD has found the correct decoding result. “Condition 2” should be checked once a codeword is generated during the process of Non-GE^2, so that the decoding can be terminated early to reduce the complexity.

Leveraging the approach in PB-OSD [12], the decoder can compute the probability that a generated codeword estimate c_e is the correct decoding result, conditioning on the difference pattern d_e = c_e ⊕y. We denote this probability as Pr (c_e|d_e). Thus, if Pr (c_e|d_e) is close enough to 1, c_e is regarded as the correct decoding result. This leads to the “Condition 2” as follows. Given a parameter τ ∈ [0, 1], if Pr (c_e|d_e) ≥ τ, c_e will be claimed as the decoding result and the decoding is terminated. Probability Pr (c_e|d_e) can be approximated using

1We omit the convergence behavior analysis due to the space limit. 2Nevertheless, it is sufficient to do it only for codewords that can result in a lower WHD than the so-far recorded minimum. See Algorithm 1.

the approach of [12, Eq. (3)]. Specifically, given the values of ordered reliabilities ~α_i, we have

Pr (c_e|d_e) ≈ ( 1 + (1 − P(e))2^{k−n} exp ( −^4_{N0} ∑ d_{e,i}≠0 α_i )_n∏ i=1 (1 − P(i)) )_{−1} , (13) where P(e) is the probability that TEP e can eliminate the errors over y_B, which is derived as

P(e) = ∏ e_i ≠0

P(i) ∏ e_i=0

(1 − P(i)) (a) = exp ( − 4 N_0 ∑ 1<i≤k d_{e,i}≠0 α_i )^k∏ i=1 (1 − P(i)),

(14)

where step (a) applies the fact [d_e]^k_1 = e. We omit the detailed derivation of (13), as it can be obtained by applying unordered reliabilities to [12, Eq. (2)].

The computation of (13) and (14) is fast. First, the terms ∏_n i=1(1−P(i)) and ∏_k i=1(1−P(i)) can be reused for different codeword estimates. Then, ∑ d_{e,i}≠0 αi is exactly the WHD

D(c_e, y), while ∑_{1<i≤k} d_{e,i}≠0 α_i is a partial WHD D([c_e]^k_1 , [y]^k_1 ).

Considering that D(c_e, y) is readily computed when generating each codeword estimate (in order to find the best estimate) during the decoding, (13) and (14) are efficiently implemented.

D. Algorithm

We summarize the proposed decoding scheme in Algorithm 1. We employ PB-OSD [12] to place the standard OSD component (also see Fig. 1). As the latest OSD improvement, PB- OSD shows a significantly reduced complexity compared to the original OSD [11]. To further reduce the possible overhead of the Non-GE OSD, we also integrate the TEPs discarding rule of [12, Eq. (9)] into the Non-GE OSD. Specifically, a probability P_p(e) [12, Eq. (8)] is computed for TEP e. Then, if P_p(e) is less than a threshold τ_p, the TEP e is skipped without re-encoding. This discarding rule can be efficiently implemented^3. Following the approach in [12], τ_p is set to τ_p = 0.002 √ p^′/N_m′ in Algorithm 1, where p^′ = Q( √ 2/N_0) and N_m′ = ∑_m′ i=1 (_k i ) . If “Condition 2” is not satisfied when finishing the Non-GE OSD, the so-far found best estimate c_{best} and the recorded minimum WHD will be passed into PB-OSD, which will be executed to find a better codeword estimate than c_{best}.

IV. PERFORMANCE AND COMPLEXITY CONSIDERATION 1) Performance: The proposed decoder will have the same BLER performance as the standard OSD if “Condition 2” is effective. Precisely, there will be a decoding error that does not occur in the standard OSD but does occur in the proposed decoder, if and only if ”Condition 2” identifies an incorrect estimate as the decoding result. To avoid such decoding errors, the parameter τ should be chosen with care. Recalling Pr (c_e|d_e), a large τ (close to 1) can ensure that c_e is the correct decoding result with high confidence. In

3By using a monotonicity trick P_p(e) only needs to be computed for a small amount of TEPs, resulting in a small self-overhead. We refer interested readers to [12].

Algorithm 1 OSD with Adaptive GE Reduction Require: Received signal r, Parameters λ, τ , and τp Ensure: Optimal codeword estimate ĉ_{best}

1: Initialize D_{min} = +∞.

2: Compute P_{list} and P^′_{list} according to (12) and (8), respectively.

// Perform the Non-GE OSD if Condition 1 is true 3: if P^′_{list} ≥ (1 − λ)P_{list} then

4: for i = 1 : m∑ j=0 (_k j ) do 5: Select an unprocessed TEP e_i with the lowest Hamming weight 6: Compute P_p(e) according to [12, Eq. (8)] 7: if P_p(e) ≤ τ_p then Continue 8: Generate codeword estimate c_{ei} = (y_B ⊕ e) ~G 9: Compute the WHD D(c_{ei} , y) 10: if D(c_{ei} , y) ≤ D_{min} then 11: Claim c_{ei} as c_{best}, and D_{min} ← D(c_{ei} , y) 12: Calculate Pr (c_e|d_e) according to (13) 13: if Pr (c_e|d_e) ≥ τ then return c_{best} //Condition 2 14: Perform PB-OSD [12], with D_{min} and c_{best} passed in.

contrast, a small τ (far from 1) can identify the decoding output earlier while compromising the accuracy. According to our verification, τ = 0.95 can provide a good performance of “Condition 2”, i.e., identifying correct decoding result accurately while keeping the complexity at a low degree.

2) Average Complexity: The average decoding complexity of the proposed decoder can be roughly represented as C_{Prop.} = p_1(C_{NonGE} + (1 − p_2)C_{OSD}) + (1 − p_1)C_{OSD} = p_1C_{NonGE} + (1 − p_1p_2)C_{OSD}, (15) where p_1 and p_2 are the probability that “Condition 1” and “Condition 2” are satisfied, respectively. The complexity C_{NonGE} is given by C_{NonGE} = N_{NonGE}C_{Re−encoding}, where N_{NonGE} is the average number of TEPs re-encoded in the Non-GE OSD. Therefore, (15) is re-written as C_{Prop.} =(1 − p_1p_2)C_{Preprocessing}

+ (p_1N_{NonGE} + (1 − p_1p_2)N_a)C_{Re−encoding} =(1 − p_1p_2)C_{Preprocessing} + N^′_aC_{Re−encoding},

(16)

where N^′_a = p_1N_{NonGE} +(1−p_1p_2)N_a is the average number of TEPs in the entire procedure of the proposed decoder. Comparing (16) and (1), the proposed decoder can have a lower complexity than the standard OSD if (1 − p_1p_2) < 1 and N^′_a ≈ N_a, i.e., reducing the overhead of preprocessing while maintaining the overhead of reprocessing.

Rigorously determining p_1, p_2, and C_{Prop.} is out of the scope of this paper^4; nevertheless, (16) still provides insights into the parameter selection. A large τ will decrease p_2, and therefore increases C_{Prop.}. If τ is assumed to be fixed, a larger λ will raise p_1, which lowers the preprocessing overhead. Nonetheless, this may increase N^′_a, hence increasing the cost of reprocessing. We will further demonstrate the impacts of λ over N^′_a and (1 − p_1p_2) via simulations in Section V, 3) Worst-Case Complexity: The proposed decoder is probable to have a higher worst-case complexity than the standard

4A rigorous C_{Prop.} shall be determined by considering the correlations 1) between p_1 and p_2 and 2) between N_{NonGE} and p_2. For example, if p_1 is small (a small λ), P^′_{list} will be large, implying that the Non-GE OSD is likely to find the correct decoding results. As a result, p_2 will also be large.

0 2 4 6 8

10^010^{−1}

10^{−2}

10^{−3}

10^{−4}

10^{−5}SNR [dB]

BLER

The original OSD [11]

The proposed decoder

(64, 24) eBCH

(64, 36) eBCH

(64, 45) eBCH

(128, 106) eBCH

Fig. 2: BLER performance of the proposed decoder and the original OSD [11]. The decoding order is optimal, i.e., m = ⌈dH/4 − 1⌉.

OSD. However, the increase in the worst-case complexity could be minor. The worst-case complexity of the order-m OSD is given by C^{(worst)}_{OSD} = C_{Preprocessing} +N_mC_{Re−encoding}, where N_m is the maximum possible number of TEPs, i.e., N_m = ∑_m i=0 (_k m ) . On the other hand, the worst-case decoding of the proposed decoder is derived as

C^{(worst)}

Prop. =CPreprocessing + (Nm^′ + Nm)CRe−encoding, (17)

where N^′_m is the maximum possible number of TEPs in Non-GE OSD, i.e., N^′_m = ∑_m′ i=0 (_k m ) . Eq. (17) is obtained by assuming that the Non-GE OSD is always conducted and “Condition2” fails for all estimates. Then, by noticing m^′ = m − 1 and k ≫ m, we have N_m ≫ N^′_m, indicating that

C^{(worst)} Prop. ≈ C (worst)

OSD . (18)

V. SIMULATION RESULTS In this section, we evaluate the performance and complexity of the proposed decoder via simulations. Simulations in this paper were executed on MATLAB 2021a with an i7-10700 CPU. All results were obtained by simulating decoding until 500 decoding errors were collected. A. BLER performance

We demonstrate the BLER performance of the proposed decoder in decoding various length-64 and length-128 eBCH codes in Fig 2. Parameters are set to τ = 0.95 and λ = 0.05. The proposed decoder is compared with the original OSD [11]. The decoding order of both decoders are set to m = ⌈d_H/4 − 1⌉. The Non-GE part in the proposed decoder accordingly has the order of m−1. It can be seen that the proposed decoder has nearly the same BLER as the original OSD. In other words, the proposed decoder can approach the near-ML performance (recall that OSD at the order m = ⌈d_H/4 − 1⌉ is ML [11]). B. Computational Complexity

We evaluate the complexity from two aspects; 1) the average decoding time, and 2) the number of average TEPs in decoding a single codeword. The average decoding time was measured in the same MATLAB environments for all decoders, reflecting the overall decoding computational complexity. On the other hand, according to (1), the number of average TEPs can reflect the complexity of OSD-based decoders when TEPs are many, i.e., when reprocessing dominates the decoding complexity rather than preprocessing.

We compare the proposed decoder with the original OSD [11], the latest PB-OSD [12], as well as the recent approach

468 10−2 10−1 100 101 102 SNR (dB)

Average Decoding Time (ms)

(a) Average Decoding Time 468 100 101 102 103 104 105 SNR (dB)

Average number of TEPs

Original OSD [11] PB-OSD [12] Choi’s [23] Proposed

(b) Average Number of TEPs Fig. 3: The average decoding time and number of TEPs of various decoders in decoding the(64, 36) eBCH code with order 3. proposed by Choi et. al. [23]. We implemented Choi’s approach with three offline permuted generator matrices as per the implementation in [23]. Decoding the (64, 36) eBCH code, we compare the decoding time and numbers of TEPs in Fig. 3a and Fig. 3b, respectively. Parameters of the proposed decoder are set to τ = 0.95 and λ = 0.05. As shown, PB-OSD has a significantly reduced complexity compared to the original OSD; however, it shows a complexity floor at high SNRs due to the overhead of GE. We highlight that this complexity floor is broken by the proposed decoder, which significantly reduces the decoding complexity of PB-OSD at high SNRs. We note that the proposed algorithm slightly increases the number of TEPs at high SNRs compared to PB-OSD; nevertheless, this is acceptable as the reduction of GE results in a lower overall decoding time. Choi’s approach can also break the complexity floor. However, it may have a significantly increased number of TEPs at low SNRs compared to PB-OSD or even the original OSD. This is because it performs additional reprocessing over multiple generator matrices^5. In contrast, the proposed algorithm introduces virtually no additional TEPs and decoding complexity at low SNRs compared to PB-OSD.

We further depict the average decoding time and number of TEPs in decoding the (128, 106) eBCH code in Fig. 4. Breaking the complexity floor is more critical for such highrate codes, because 1) OSD usually requires low orders to decode high-rate codes and therefore the number of required TEPs is not large, and 2) the overhead of GE is higher for generator matrices with more rows (a larger k). As shown by Fig. 4, the proposed decoder has a significantly low complexity in decoding (128, 106) eBCH code at high SNRs. For example, at the SNR of 9 dB, the proposed decoder requires 0.09 ms to decode a codeword, compared to 1.9 ms of PB-OSD suffering from the complexity floor.

C. Impacts of the Parameter λ

In this section, we investigate the impact of λ on the number of TEPs, i.e., N^′_a, and the probability of GE reduction, i.e., p_1p_2 in (16). In Fig 5. we illustrate N^′_a and p_1p_2 at different selections of λ in decoding the (64, 36) eBCH code. As shown, the proposed approach can almost reduce all GEs from OSD

5Although the decoding time of Choi’s approach is high at low SNRs in Fig. 3a, [23] indicated that the decoding efficiency can be improved by employing parallelism; nevertheless, decoders in this paper were not implemented with parallel structures. We refer interested readers to [23] for details.

46810 10−2 10−1 100 101 102 SNR (dB)

Average Decoding Time (ms)

(a) Average Decoding Time

46810 100 101 102 103 104 105 SNR (dB)

Average number of TEPs

Original OSD [11] PB-OSD [12] Choi’s [23] Proposed

(b) Number of decoding iterations Fig. 4: The average decoding time and number of TEPs of various decoders in decoding the (128, 106) eBCH code with order 2.

468 00.2 0.40.6 0.81

SNR (dB)

Probability of GE Reduction, p_1 p_2

(a) Probability of GE reduction, p_1p_2 468 100 101 102 103 PB-OSD

SNR (dB)

Average number of TEPs, N^′_a

λ = 0.5 λ = 0.2 λ = 0.1 λ = 0.05

(b) Average number of TEPs, N^′_a Fig. 5: The impacts of values of λ in decoding the (64, 36) eBCH code with order 3.

at high SNRs. Furthermore, it can be seen that there is a tradeoff in selecting λ. Specifically, if λ is large, the decoder can reduce more GEs at low SNRs at the expense of increasing the number of TEPs. On the other hand, a smaller λ results in a smaller number of TEPs, but also comprises the performance of GE reduction. We identify that the optimal selection of λ should be found by further research. Nevertheless, from our simulations, λ = 0.05 could provide a good trade-off between N^′_a and p_1p_2, and result in a low decoding complexity.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we designed an efficient ordered-statistics decoding (OSD) algorithm with adaptive GE reduction. The proposed decoder employs two conditions. The first condition decides whether to conduct the OSD decoding without Gaussian elimination (GE). If the OSD without GE is performed, the second condition identifies if the correct decoding result has been found in the Non-GE decoding process. If so, the standard OSD with GE can be avoided. The proposed decoding algorithm is an effective solution to the “complexity floor” owning to the overhead of GE in OSD decoders. Simulation results indicated that compared to the approaches from the literature, the proposed decoder can significantly reduce the decoding complexity at high SNRs while maintaining the error performance of the original OSD.

REFERENCES

[1] “Study on Physical Layer Enhancements for NR Ultra reliable and Low Latency Case (URLLC) (Release 16), v16.0.0,” 3GPP TR 38.824, Tech. Rep., Mar. 2019.

[2] M. Shirvanimoghaddam, M. S. Mohammadi, R. Abbas, A. Minja, C. Yue, B. Matuz, G. Han, Z. Lin, W. Liu, Y. Li, S. Johnson, and B. Vucetic, “Short block-length codes for ultra-reliable low latency communications,” IEEE Commun. Mag., vol. 57, no. 2, pp. 130–137, February 2019.

[3] H. Tataria, M. Shafi, A. F. Molisch, M. Dohler, H. Sjöland, and F. Tufvesson, “6G wireless systems: Vision, requirements, challenges, insights, and opportunities,” Proceedings of the IEEE, vol. 109, no. 7, pp. 1166–1199, 2021.

[4] G. Liva, L. Gaudio, T. Ninacs, and T. Jerkovits, “Code design for short blocks: A survey,” arXiv preprint arXiv:1610.00873, 2016.

[5] T. Erseghe, “Coding in the finite-blocklength regime: Bounds based on laplace integrals and their asymptotic approximations,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 62, no. 12, pp. 6854–6883, 2016.

[6] S. Lin and D. J. Costello, Error control coding. Pearson Education India, 2004.

[7] V. Bioglio, C. Condo, and I. Land, “Design of polar codes in 5G new radio,” IEEE Communications Surveys & Tutorials, vol. 23, no. 1, pp. 29–40, 2020.

[8] M. Grassl, “Bounds on the minimum distance of linear codes and quantum codes,” Online available at http://www.codetables.de, 2007.

[9] V. Papadopoulou, M. Hashemipour-Nazari, and A. Balatsoukas- Stimming, “Short codes with Near-ML universal decoding: Are random codes good enough?” in 2021 IEEE Workshop on Signal Processing Systems (SiPS). IEEE, 2021, pp. 94–98.

[10] C. Yue, V. Miloslavskaya, M. Shirvanimoghaddam, B. Vucetic, and Y. Li, “Efficient decoders for short block length codes in 6g urllc,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.09572, 2022.

[11] M. P. C. Fossorier and S. Lin, “Soft-decision decoding of linear block codes based on ordered statistics,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 41, no. 5, pp. 1379–1396, Sep 1995.

[12] C. Yue, M. Shirvanimoghaddam, G. Park, O.-S. Park, B. Vucetic, and Y. Li, “Probability-based ordered-statistics decoding for short block codes,” IEEE Commun. Lett., 2021.

[13] C. Yue, M. Shirvanimoghaddam, Y. Li, and B. Vucetic, “Segmentationdiscarding ordered-statistic decoding for linear block codes,” in IEEE GLOBECOM, 2019, pp. 1–6.

[14] J. Van Wonterghem, A. Alloum, J. J. Boutros, and M. Moeneclaey, “On short-length error-correcting codes for 5G-NR,” Ad Hoc Networks, vol. 79, pp. 53–62, 2018.

[15] C. Yue, M. Shirvanimoghaddam, G. Park, O.-S. Park, B. Vucetic, and Y. Li, “Linear-equation ordered-statistics decoding,” arXiv preprint arXiv:2110.11574, 2021.

[16] F. Wang, J. Jiao, K. Zhang, S. Wu, Y. Li, and Q. Zhang, “Self-adaptive ordered statistics decoder for finite block length raptor codes toward urllc,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 9, no. 5, pp. 3282–3297, 2021.

[17] ——, “Efficient ordered statistics decoder for ultra-reliable low latency communications,” in ICC 2021-IEEE International Conference on Communications. IEEE, 2021, pp. 1–6.

[18] C. Choi and J. Jeong, “Fast and scalable soft decision decoding of linear block codes,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 23, no. 10, pp. 1753–1756, 2019.

[19] Y. Wu and C. N. Hadjicostis, “Soft-decision decoding using ordered recodings on the most reliable basis,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 53, no. 2, pp. 829–836, 2007.

[20] A. Valembois and M. Fossorier, “Box and match techniques applied to soft-decision decoding,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 50, no. 5, pp. 796–810, May 2004.

[21] W. Jin and M. Fossorier, “Probabilistic sufficient conditions on optimality for reliability based decoding of linear block codes,” in 2006 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory, 2006, pp. 2235–2239.

[22] W. Jin and M. P. C. Fossorier, “Reliability-based soft-decision decoding with multiple biases,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 53, no. 1, pp. 105– 120, Jan 2007.

[23] C. Choi and J. Jeong, “Fast soft decision decoding algorithm for linear block codes using permuted generator matrices,” IEEE Communications Letters, vol. 25, no. 12, pp. 3775–3779, 2021.

[24] P. Dhakal, R. Garello, S. K. Sharma, S. Chatzinotas, and B. Ottersten, “On the error performance bound of ordered statistics decoding of linear block codes,” in 2016 IEEE International Conference on Communications (ICC). IEEE, 2016, pp. 1–6.

[25] C. Yue, M. Shirvanimoghaddam, B. Vucetic, and Y. Li, “A revisit to ordered statistics decoding: Distance distribution and decoding rules,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 67, no. 7, pp. 4288–4337, 2021.