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Abstract

Low density parity check (LDPC) codes, initially discovered by Gallager, exhibit
excellent performance in iterative decoding, approaching the Shannon limit. MDS
array codes, with favorable algebraic structures, are codes suitable for decoding
large burst errors. The Blaum-Roth (BR) code, an MDS array code similar to the
Reed-Solomon (RS) code but has a parity-check matrix prone to 4-cycles. Fossorier
proposed constructing quasi-cyclic LDPC codes from circulant permutation matrices
but are not MDS array codes. This paper aims to construct codes that possess both
the block MDS property and have no 4-cycles in the Tanner graph of their parity-
check matrices, namely the so-called block MDS LDPC codes. Non-binary block
MDS QC codes were first constructed by [Tauz et al. IEEE ITW, 2025] using
circulant shift matrices. We first generate a family of block MDS codes over Fg
from punctured circulant permutation matrices. Second, we construct a family of
block MDS LDPC codes from circulant matrices with column weight > 1 (CM(t)).
Additionally, we present the Moore determinant formula for CM(t)s and a sufficient
condition to avoid 4-cycles in CM(¢)-QC LDPC codes’ Tanner graphs for ¢ > 1.
We also point out the non-existence of binary block MDS CPM-QC LDPC codes.
Compared to the codes constructed in [Li et al. IEEE TIT, 2023] and [Xiao et al.
IEEE TCOM, 2021], our block MDS LDPC codes show enhanced random-error-
correction at a similar code length and rate. Meanwhile, these codes can effectively
combat burst errors when considered as array codes. Both of our two types of
constructions for block MDS LDPC codes are applicable to the scenario of the
binary field.
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1 Introduction

Low density parity check (LDPC) codes, originally discovered by Gallager [9], showcase
remarkable performance when iterative decoding is employed. Their performance ap-
proaches the Shannon limit extremely closely [22,27]. In most cases, LDPC codes are
obtained through computer-based searches. This is due to the fact that there are only
a limited number of algebraic construction methods available for them. A key aspect of
LDPC code construction lies in the utilization of structural construction methods rather
than random construction methods. Tanner’s graphical representation of LDPC codes,
as presented in [33], has exerted a profound influence on a substantial portion of the
contemporary literature in this research domain. Structural construction encompasses
graph-theoretic construction approaches, such as the significant works of Margulis [23]
and Tanner [34]. Subsequently, Rosenthal and Vontobel [28] constructed LDPC codes
from Ramanujan graphs. Kou, Lin, and Fossorier [15] constructed LDPC codes based on
finite geometry. These structural construction methods can guarantee distance proper-
ties, enhance cycle characteristics, and simplify implementation. Array codes [7,8] can be
considered as LDPC codes with excellent algebraic structures, and they are also applied
in scenarios of decoding codes with large burst errors.

The Blaum-Roth (BR) code [2], being one of the most renowned MDS array codes,
has a structure quite similar to that of the Reed-Solomon (RS) code [26]. The distinction
is that its symbols are in the Galois ring rather than the Galois field. Owing to the
complexity of operations in Galois fields, the symbols are typically very small (8 to 16 bits).
However, the symbols of array codes can be much larger (on the order of hundreds of bits)
because the decoding complexity remains reasonable. An easily conceivable attempt is to
directly utilize the BR code as an LDPC code. A g-ary BR code with sub-packetization
level p— 1 can be regarded as an RS code over the residue ring F,[z]/(1+ 2+ -4 2P~ 1),
where p is a odd prime whcih is not the characteristic of IF,. Its parity-check matrix can
be represented as

1 1 1 ce 1
1 o aQ [N apfl

H - )
1 aT_l a2(r_1) e a(p_l)(r_l)

TXn

where o denote the monomial z in the residue ring F [z]/{1 + 2 + --- + 2P~!). In the

)x(p—1)

vector space ]ng - , a corresponds to the following (p — 1) x (p — 1) matrix:

00 --- 01
10 --- 01

0.0 - 1 1 hxp
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Then 4-cycles will emerge in the parity-check matrix of the BR code, so the BR code is
not suitable to be used as an LDPC code.

Fossorier [6] proposed the well-known construction of binary quasi-cyclic LDPC codes
from circulant permutation matrices (CPM-QC LDPC codes) and presented some suffi-
cient and necessary conditions for the Tanner graph of these QC LDPC codes to have a
given girth g [6, Theorem 2.1], as well as sufficient and necessary conditions for the girth
to be no less than 6. The parity-check matrix considered by Fossorier has the form:

o) I0) - I(0)
7o I(:O) I(p.l,l) : I(pl,.Lfl) | )
I(0) I(pj-11) -+ I(pj-1,L-1)

where for 1 <j < J—1,1<[<L—1, I(pj;) represents the p x p CPM with a one at
column 7 + p;; mod p for row r, 0 < r < p — 1, and zero elsewhere. Fossorier pointed out
that the rank of H in (1) is at most Jp — J + 1. Let the code with H as in (1) serving as
the parity-check matrix be C;. If we consider C; as an array code with a sub-packetization
level of p, then C; definitely cannot be an MDS array code. Consequently, the burst-error-
correction ability of C; is not in an optimal state. Although C; is not an MDS array code,
scholars still attempt to construct LDPC codes that can correct both random errors and
burst errors [17,38]. By imposing the modular Golomb ruler condition, Xiao et al. [38]
studied the burst-error-correction capability of CPM-QC-LDPC codes when the column
weight is 2 or more.

Does an MDS array code exist whose parity-check matrix has no 4-cycles? If such a
code exists, then this code may be capable of correcting both random errors and burst
errors. When viewed from the perspective of a binary error-correcting code, an array code
can possess an LDPC matrix, which can be utilized in the message-passing algorithm.
That is to say, it can be applied in soft iterative decoding schemes. For example, it could
potentially be used as the outer code in a concatenated coding scheme, correcting the
output of a turbo of an LDPC decoder, serving as an alternative to the hard-decision
decoding of RS codes. We term such a code a block MDS LDPC code. Tauz et al. [36]
demonstrated a method of using sampling for relaxation in the information reconciliation
(IR) step of quantum key distribution (QKD), thus improving the success rate of the IR
step. This enables us to create LDPC codes in the form of block MDS QC-LDPC codes
that take privacy amplification (PA) into account to utilize this relaxation. Specifically,
they proposed first using the generalized Schur’s formula [16,31] to select circulant shift
matrices quasi-cyclic (CSM-QC) codes with the MDS array property over non-binary
fields, and then imposing the necessary and sufficient conditions given by Fossorier [6,
Theorem 2.1] on these codes to make the codes free of 4-cycles.

Our Contributions

In this paper, we construct block MDS LDPC codes from punctured circulant matrices.
The specific contributions are as follows:



(1)

We constructed a family of block MDS LDPC codes from punctured circulant per-
mutation matrices (see Theorem 6). This construction is applicable to any finite
field, including the binary field. We pointed out that there is no binary block MDS
CPM-QC code without 4-cycles. The construction of non-binary block MDS LDPC
codes proposed by Tauz et al. [36, Theorem 1] has been refined into an algebraic
construction with a Vandermonde form (See Theorem 9). This construction is easy
to implement and does not rely on the cumbersome condition of judging the gener-
alized Schur’s formula (Lemma 3).

We constructed a family of block MDS LDPC codes from circulant matrices with
column weight greater than 1 (see Theorem 16). This construction is applicable to
finite fields of characteristic 2. From the results of the simulation experiments, under
the condition of the similar code length and code rate, the block MDS LDPC codes
we constructed have better performance in correcting random errors compared with
the works in [17,38] (see Example 17 and Example 18). Specifically, the formula for
calculating the Moore determinant of CM(t)s is presented here (see Lemma 14). A
sufficient condition for avoiding 4-cycles in the Tanner graph of CM(¢)-QC LDPC
codes is given (see Lemma 13).

Organization

The structure of the remaining paper is as follows: Section II lays out essential prelimi-
naries and notation. Section III demonstrates how to construct binary block MDS LDPC
codes from punctured CPM. Section IV shows how to construct binary block MDS LDPC
codes from punctured circulant matrices with column weight greater than 1. Finally,
Section V offers concluding remarks.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we assume and fix the following:

Let IF, denote the finite field with ¢ elements, and let IF; = F,\{0}.

Let Z, be the ring of integers modulo n, ie., Z, = {0,1,...,n — 1}. Let [n| =
{1,2,...,n}.

Let (?) denote the set of all i-subsets of the set A.

Let (a)y denote the integer @ mod N.

Let X™ be the vector space of all m-tuples over the alphabet .
Assume that N is a positive integer meeting ged(N, q) = 1.

4
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2.1 Array codes

An (n, M; N) array code over ¥ is a subset of |X|¥*" with size M, where N is called the
sub-packetization level. We refer to C as a g-ary array code C with parameters (n, M; N)
ity =T,

For any array I' = [¢; ji<i<~, the array weight of I', denoted by wy4(I'), is defined as

1<j<n

follows:
wa(l') = #{1 < j < nf(ery, e, .-, cn) # 0F.

For an array code C over X, the minimum array distance of C is defined as

{c1,co} € (g) } :

The following result which from [2] presents the Singleton bound for array codes.

dA(C) = min {dA(cl,CQ)

Theorem 1. [2] If C is an array code C with parameters (n, M; N) over F,, then
log, M < N(n+1—ds(C)). (2)

An array code C satisfying the Singleton bound given by (2) is defined as an MDS
array (or block MDS) code with sub-packetization level N over F,.

Let (C})1<j<n denote a codeword of an array code C with sub-packetization level NV,
where C} corresponds to column vectors in IF(]]V for 1 < j < n. These C; are designated
as the nodes of C. The array code C with sub-packetization level N is expressed in the
following parity-check formulation:

ZAi’jOjZOfOI']_SZ'ST}, (3)

j=1

C= {(Cj)1<j<n

where 0 € IF(]]V and each A;; is an N x N square matrix. For convenience, we set

Al,l AI,Q e Al,n
A271 A2,2 e A2,n

| T T =B By, (4)
Ar,l AT,Q e Ar,n

where each H; is an N(n— k) x N matrix. The matrix H is referred to as the parity-check
matrix of the array code C with sub-packetization level N.

For N =1, an (n — k) x n matrix H over I, is an MDS matrix if and only if every
square submatrix of H is nonsingular. The following proposition presents a property of
the parity-check matrices of MDS array codes with sub-packetization level V.

Proposition 2. [2] Let C' be an array code over IF, with parity-check matriz (4). C' is
an MDS array code over F, if and only if the N(n —k) columns of any n —k matrices H;
form a linearly independent set over F,.



2.2 Cyclic codes and quasi-cyclic codes

A linear [n,k,d] code C over F, is defined as a k-dimensional subspace of F with a
minimum distance of d. A highly significant class of linear codes is the class of cyclic
codes. These codes are invariant under cyclic shifts, which are represented by the following
transformation:

T:F, — F}
c=(co,C1,..yCn1) +—> T(c)=(ch_1,Co5--,Cn2)

where the transformation 7 acts on the coordinates of the vectors in . By establishing
a correspondence between any vector (cg,¢q,...,Ch1) € [y, and the polynomial ¢y +c1z +

R NIRY: = (f,‘i[ﬂ), any code C of length n over F, corresponds to a subset of the
principal quotient ring (fg[f]l).

Let C = (g(z)) be a cyclic code, where g(z) is a monic polynomial of the smallest
degree among all the generators of C. Then g(x) is unique and is referred to as the

generator polynomial of C, and h(z) = mgn(;)l is denoted as the parity-check polynomial of
C.

Quasi-cyclic (QC) codes with index ny represent a generalization of cyclic codes. For
any codeword ¢ = (¢, ¢1...,¢nn-1) € C, if there exists a smallest positive integer n;
such that 7" (c) € C, then the linear code C is called a quasi-cyclic code with index n;.

The QC code C can be regarded as an Folrl__submodule of < Fylz] )nl,

@ 1) @ -1)

We define an F,-module isomorphism ¢ from FglN to ( Fqlo] )nl as follows:

(aV-1)
¢(CO7 -+ 3CN-1,CN, -+ -, CON—15 - - - 7C(n1—1)N7 s 7Cn1N71) = (CO(Q?), Cl(]f), s 7Cn171($))7
where ¢;(z) = gi:t]l\;N_lctxt € (fﬁ[f]l) for i € Z,,. If C is generated by s elements
ni
ap,a,...,a,.1 € ((f]\q][f}l)> ) where A = (ao,l(x)7 <5 Aoy ('I>>’ ceey Qs = (as—l,l(m)v R

as—1n, (7)), then C is an s-generator QC code with index n;.

2.3 Block matrices, circluant matrices and punctured circulant matrices

For an array code C with the parity-check matrix H of form (4), C is an MDS array code
with parameters (n, ¢"*,da(C) = n — k + 1; N) over F, if and only if every r x r block
submatrix

Al,tl Al,tz Al,tr

AQ,tl A2,t2 AQ,tr
M, ty,...t0) = : : . :

Ar,tl Ar,tg e Ar,tr

is invertible, where {t1,ta,...,t.} € ([Zf]). If the blocks A; ¢, of the block matrix M, 4, ...+,
are pairwise commute, then we have the following method to determine whether the block
matrix is invertible.
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Lemma 3. (Generalized Schur’s formula) [16, 81] Assume that all blocks of My, 4,4,
are parrwise commutative. Then the determinant of M, ;.. 1) 18

> sgn(m) Ave(e) Aznn) -+ Avee) |

TESym,.

where Sym,. is the set of all permutations of the set of r coordinates and sgn(r) equals +1
of ™ is an even permutation and equals —1 if ™ is an odd permutation.

A square matrix A over F, is referred to as a circulant matrix with column weight ¢
when it assumes the following form:

ap ar - AaN-1
aN-1 Go - AN-2
A= ) (5)
al a/2 e ao
where precisely ¢ of the coefficients ag, aq,...,ay_1 are non-zero elements in F,. The

matrix A can be represented as A = agl + ay_1Pv + -+ aIPJJ\Yfl, where I denotes the
N-order identity matrix and Py is the N x N circulant permutation matrix having a one

at column (s + 1) mod N for row s, with s € [N]. The matrix A can be put into a one-
Nl T
We term the polynomial a(z) as the associated polynomial of the circulant matrix A. For
convenience, we abbreviate matrix of the form (5) as CM(¢); the matrix of the form Py is
abbreviated as CPM; and the matrix of the form s; - P} is abbreviated as circulant shift
matrix (CSM), where s; € F;.

Let Pu(A, 7) denote the (N — 7) x (N — 7) matrix obtained by puncturing the last 7
rows and the last 7 columns of a circulant matrix A. Specifically,

to-one correspondence with the polynomial a(z) = ag + ay 12+ -+ + a1z

ag ap - AN—7-1
anN-1 Gy - AN—7-2
Pu(A, 1) = )
Qry1 Qrg2 - Qo

where 1 < 7 < N. The square matrix Pu(A,7) is called a punctured circulant matrix
(PUCM). In particular, if A is a CPM, then Pu(A, ) is called a punctured circulant
permutation matrix (PUCPM).

2.4 LDPC codes

An LDPC code C over F, is defined by a sparse parity-check matrix

H = (h@j)gigml c Fm1><m2. (6)

1<j<mg q

7



The Tanner graph G of C is a bipartite graph with two sets of nodes: the variable
nodes (VNs) and check nodes (CNs). The VNs and CNs, denoted by vy, vs,..., U,
and ¢y, co, ..., Cn,, respectively. The VNs and CNs correspond to the msy columns and
the m; rows of H. A VN v; is connected to a CN ¢; by an edge if and only if the h; ; = 1.
The degree d,,; of the VN v; (resp. d., of CNs) is defined as the number of CNs connected
to v; (resp. the number of VNs connected to ¢;). A cycle of length 2i in H shown in (6)
is defined by 2¢ positions h; ; = 1 such that:

1) two consecutive [)()Siti()llS are obtained l)y changin alternatively of row or column
gmg
Onl:?;

(2) all positions are distinct, expect the first and last ones.

The girth which is the minimum length of cycles in their Tanner graph. Since short
cycles and the minimum distance directly affect the performance of LDPC codes, when
designing LDPC codes, we should try to avoid the occurrence of 4-cycles and ensure that
the minimum distance is not too small.

If the parity-check matrix H can be written as

A A o A
P I @
Ar,l Ar,2 T Ar,n

where A;; is an N x N CM for i € [r] and j € [n|, m; = Nr, and my = Nn, then
the corresponding code is a QC LDPC code. One of the main reasons why QC LDPC
codes are attractive is that they can be efficiently encoded using methods such as those
presented in [18,25], and can be efficiently decoded using decoding algorithms based on
belief propagation [12] or linear programming [13,14,32,37].

A (J, L)-regular LDPC code is defined as a linear code represented by a parity-check
matrix H in which each column has weight J and each row has weight L.

If the sub-matrix A;; of H satisfies A;; = P{*? with i € [r] and j € [n], then C with
parity-check matrix H is a QC LDPC code composed of circulant permutation matrices
(CPM-QC LDPC codes).

For non-binary case, define a scaling matrix S = (8;;)icp,jem), Where s; ; € 7. If the
sub-matrix A;; of H satisfies A;; = s, - Pjé(i’j), with ¢ € [r] and j € [n], then C with
parity-check matrix H is a QC LDPC code composed of circulant shift matrices (CSM-QC
LDPC codes).

The following theorem is derived from [6], and it guides us on how to select CPMs to
avoid the appearance of 4-cycles in the corresponding Tanner graph.

Theorem 4. [6] Let H be the parity-check matriz of a CPM-QC LDPC code, and let
My ={f(i,5)|i € [r],j € [n]}. A necessary and sufficient condition for the Tanner graph
representation of H to have a girth at least 6 is

fin, 1) = fig, 51) # f(is, j2) — f(i2, j2) mod N
for any {f (i1, j1), f(i2, 1), f iz, jo), f(iz, J2)} € ().

8
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It is easy to verify that the above theorem still holds when H is the parity-check matrix
of a CSM-QC code.

2.5 Golomb ruler

Golomb rulers are credited as being “discovered” by W. Babcock in 1953 [1]. Golomb
rulers derive their name from Solomon Golomb who was one of the first to study their
construction in relation to combinatorics, coding theory and communications, where most
of their applications lie. A Golomb ruler GR(M,v) is a set of M integers

{a1,as,...,ap} €{0,1,... v}

whose pairwise differences in absolute value take (1‘24 ) distinct values exactly once. By

convention, we assume that the sequence i — a; is increasing and a; = 0, ay; = v. A
collection of integers aj, as, . ..,ay forms an N-modular Golomb ruler if (a; — a;)n are
nonzero and distinct for distinct order pairs (i,7), 0 <7 # j < n.

2.6 Vandermonde matrix and Moore matrix

A Vandermonde matrix is a matrix where each row comprises terms in geometric progres-
sion. Precisely, for r < m, an r x m Vandermonde matrix V(zq,xo,...,2my;7) is defined
such that its (i, j)-th entry is given by V;; = /!, with i € [r] and j € [m].

The determinant of an r x r square Vandermonde matrix, denoted as the Vandermonde
determinant, can be expressed in the following form:

det(V(zq, 29, ..., 2m571)) = H (x; — ;).

1<i<g<r

If z1,..., 2y, are m distinct elements from the multiplicative group Fy. and m < ¢* — 1,
then by using V(z1, 2, ..., 2m,; ) as the parity-check matrix, an [m,m — r,r + 1] RS-
type code over F s can be obtained. If zy,...,z,, are m distinct elements from the set
{1,z,2%, ..., 271}, where {1,z,2% ... 2771} C R = Folz]/{1 +x + --- + 2P71), pis an
odd prime, and m < p — 1, then by using V' (21, xs, ..., Z,; ) as the parity-check matrix,
a BR-type code over R can be derived. This BR-type code is a [m,m —r,r + 1;p — 1]
array code over [F,.

A Moore matrix M (o, g, . .., uy;7) is a matrix defined over a finite field F+, , where
t; and m are positive integers that satisfy the inequality » < m < ¢;. Additionally, for
each i € [m], the element o; belongs to the multiplicative group Fy;,. Its columns are
obtained by applying successive powers of the Frobenius automorphism. As such, it is an
r X m matrix given by

Moy, g, ...y Q1) = (a?Fl) (8)

for ¢ € [r] and j € [m]. The Moore determinant of an r x r square Moore matrix can be
expressed as:
det(M(ay, ag, ..., qp; 1)) = H(C1Oél + -t cap), (9)

[



where ¢ = (c1,¢2,...,¢,) traverses a complete set of direction vectors in F, with the
specific condition that the last nonzero entry is equal to 1.

3 Block MDS LDPC codes form CMs with column weight 1

In this section, we provide two schemes for constructing block MDS LDPC codes. The
first scheme, which is based on CPMs, is a scheme that requires a puncturing operation.
Its advantage is that it can be applied to any finite field. The second scheme, which is
based on CSMs, is a scheme that does not require a puncturing operation, but it is only
applicable to non-binary cases.

3.1 The scheme where puncturing is required

In this subsection, we construct block MDS array codes by appropriately puncturing array

codes over [F, with the Vandermonde form V' (IN, Py, ..., P]]VV’l; 7"), where r < N —1 and
Iy Iy - Iy

Iy Py - Pyt

V (In,Pyn,...,P{7hr) = (10)

[N P;\“Fl . P](\;"*l)(Nfl)

It is not difficult to check that V' ([N, Py, ... ,P]]\,V_l; r) has rank Nr —r + 1.
Lv et al. [5,20] presented the following theorem to guide us on how to select polynomials
and perform puncturing to obtain MDS array codes.

Lemma 5. [20] Letr and m be positive integers withr < m. Let ai(z),az(x), ..., an(z) €
(a]f]%[f]l), and let A; be the associated circulant matrices of a;(x) for i € [m]. Assume that

ged (ai(z) — aj(z), 2N — 1) = g(x) for all 1 < i< j < m, where deg(g(x)) = 7. Then the
code with parity-check matrix

IN*T IN*T te [Nf‘r
Pu(Ay, 1) Pu(As,7) -+ Pu(A,71)
H, = PU(A% 7—) PU(A§7 7—) e PU(A%, 7_)
Pu(Ai™, 1) Pu(Ay ', 7) - Pu(4]7h7)

1s an MDS array code with sub-packetization level N — T.
If N is an odd prime, Fan [7] proved that for the parity-check matrix H as in (10),

the corresponding Tanner graph has no 4-cycles. The code constructed by the following
theorem is both an MDS array code and free of 4-cycles.

10
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Theorem 6. Assume that q is a primitive root modulo N, where N is an odd prime.
Then the code with parity-check matrix

In In_q ces In_1
N-1
H" = IN:-l PU(JTNJ) Pu(P]Y 1) "
Ino1 Pu(Py 1) - Pu(pYPOY 1)

is both an MDS array code over F, with sub-packetization level N —1 and free of 4-cycles.

Proof. 1t can be readily verified that when N is an odd prime, the puncturing operation
from H' to obtain H” will not lead to the emergence of 4-cycles. Subsequently, we confirm
that H” is an MDS array matrix with a sub-packetization level of N —1. The polynomials
corresponding to Iy, Py, . . ., va\/_1 in <;F,Z[f]1> are 1,z, ...,V respectively. Given that ¢ is
a primitive root modulo N, the irreducible factors of ¥ —1 are z—1 and 1+z+- - -+2™ L.
In accordance with Lemma 5, the greatest common divisor of the difference between any
two monomials 't and 2?2 and 2% — 1 can only be  — 1. Thus, after puncturing the last

row and the last column of each block of H’, we obtain the aforementioned results.  [J

Artin’s conjecture [24] posits that for any integer a that is neither +1 nor a perfect
square, there are infinitely many prime numbers p for which a is a primitive root modulo
p. In 1967, Hooley [11] established the truth of this conjecture under the assumption of
the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis. At present, the entire number theory community
holds the view that the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis is correct [4]. Consequently, we
assert that a family of block MDS LDPC codes can be constructed in accordance with
Theorem 6.

Example 7. For high rate and moderate length (say up to about 5000), the LDPC
codes with the parity-check matrix as in (10) perform as well as the best comparable
randomly constructed regular LDPC codes presented in [21]. We choose N = 67. It
is straightforward to verify that NN is a prime number and 2 is a primitive root of N.
When the parity-check matrix is as shown in (10), we obtain a (4489, 4288) LDPC code
C1. By puncturing according to Theorem 6, we get a (4422,4224) block MDS LDPC code
Co. Adopting the degree distributions of C; and Cs, the bit-error rate (BER) and block-
error rate (BLER) performances of an LDPC code C3 and C4 randomly generated by the
Progressive Edge-Growth (PEG) algorithm are presented in Figure 1. Their rates are all
0.955. We compare the decoding performance of the following fours codes under AWGN
channel, with sum-product decoder where max iteration is set to 50. As can be observed
from Figure 1, there is almost no degradation in the BER and BLER performance of C,.

11
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Ep/No(dB)

Figure 1: The BER and BLER performances of four LDPC codes

Under the condition of solely preventing the existence of 4-cycles in the Tanner graph,
the block MDS LDPC codes constructed in accordance with Theorem 6 possess a code
length of N(N — 1) and a code rate of (N — r)/N. Here, N is an odd prime number
for which 2 serves as a primitive root, and r represents the redundancy of the array
code. Fan [7] proposed a strategy for eliminating short cycles, albeit at the expense of
sacrificing the code length. If the goal is to eliminate the 6-cycles in V (I, Py, ..., Py "),
we can utilize the matrix V (P, Pit, ... ,vaf’l) as the parity-check matrix. In this case,
1<s—1< N-—1,and My = {ig,1,...,is_1} C Zy is such that for any {kq, ko, k3} € (Z;),
the inequality N 1 (ky — k3)i1 + (k2 — k1)ia + (ks — k2)i3 holds. Based on this strategy, the
following example can be derived.

Example 8. We adopt the parity-check matrices of C; and C, in Example 7, denoted as
H, and H, respectively. To eliminate the 6-cycles in their corresponding Tanner graphs,
we only retain the columns (here referring to block-columns) of H; and Hj on the set Mo,
where My = {23,29,12,55,43,28,37,38,10,65,56,41} C [67]. It is easy to verify that
M, satisfies the above-mentioned condition for eliminating 6-cycles. Therefore, the girths
of the LDPC codes C5 and C¢ with H{ and H), as their parity-check matrices are greater
than or equal to 8 (we verified that the girth is 8 using Python). The parameters of Cs
and Cg are (871,670) and (858, 660) respectively, and both have a code rate of 0.769.
For comparison, we select the first 13 columns of H; and Hs to obtain new parity-check
matrices H{ and HY, and the corresponding LDPC codes are C; and Cs. The parameters
of C; and Cg are (871,670) and (858, 660) respectively, and both have a code rate of 0.769.

12



CONSTRUCTIONS OF BLOCK MDS LDPC CODES FROM PUNCTURED CIRCULANT MATRICES

Their girths are both 6. As can be seen from Figure 2, the performance of C; and Cg
is superior to that of C; and Cg. Therefore, increasing the girth can indeed improve the
performance of LDPC codes under this construction.

100 4
1071 4 Tnm
1072 4

1073 4

BER/BLER

1074 E

| —e— (871,670) Full-size Original-BER
107% 5 _o. (871,670) Full-size Original-BLER

1 (858,660) Punctured Original-BER
(858,660) Punctured Original-BLER
1076 4 ™ (858,660) Punctured No 6-girth-BER
J -%- (858,660) Punctured No 6-girth-BLER
] —— (871,670) Full-size No 6-girth-BER

1 -o-- (871,670) Full-size No 6-girth-BLER

1077

2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0
Ep/No(dB)

Figure 2: The BER and BLER performances of eight LDPC codes

3.2 The scheme where puncturing is not required

As Fossorier pointed out, H in (1) cannot have full row rank. Therefore, there is no
binary CPM-QC LDPC code without 4-cycles. Tauz et al. [36] utilized the generalized
Schur’s formula (i.e., Lemma 3) and the necessary and sufficient condition (i.e., Theorem
4) provided by Fossorier [6] to avoid the occurrence of 4-cycles. By combining with the
scaling matrix S, they could theoretically construct non-binary block MDS LDPC codes.
As can be seen from Lemma 3, it is not easy to implement the generalized Schur’s formula
to determine whether an array code is an MDS array code. In this subsection, we present a
more easily implementable method for constructing non-binary block MDS LDPC codes.

Define the scaling matrix S = (si;l)ie[r},je[m] over F,, where {t;...,t,,} € ([nN@]) and
(St1:---+81,,) € (F2)™. Consider the Vandermonde matrix V (s;, - Py, ..., s, - Py7),
where m > r and

In In . In
s, - P s, P2 ... s .Pm
V(Stl-PJt\},...,stm-P]i}”;r): Loy 2N N

(12)

13



Theorem 9. Let m and N be positive integers with N > m > r and let F, be a non-
binary field with ¢ — 1 > m. Suppose there exist Sy = {t1,...,tm} € ([Z]) and Sy =
{Strs- - 8tm} € (57) such that ged (sya% — syati, o™ — 1) =1 for all {3, j} € (). Then
the code with the parity-check matriz as in (12) is both an MDS array code C over F, with
parameters (m,m —r,da(C) =r + 1; N) and free of 4-cycles.

Proof. The proof of this theorem can be directly obtained from Lemma 5. It is worth
noting that we need to restrict that I, is not a binary field and ¢ — 1 > m. Otherwise,
ged(sy, 2t — sy,a%, 2 — 1) cannot be equal to 1. O

Similar to Theorem 6, we can restrict that ¢ is a primitive root modulo N, where N
is an odd prime, so as to reduce the difficulty of searching for S; and Ss.

Example 10. Assume m = N = 67 and r = 3. Let Fi93 = {Z?:o a; | a; € ]FQ}, where
« is a root of the polynomial 27 + = + 1. It is easy to verify that 128 is a primitive root
modulo 67. For convenience, we use the binary representation of a number a to denote
the corresponding element in Fy95. For example, sincea =15 =1+1-2+1-22 4123,
the number a represents the element 1+ o+ o + 3. Select the sets S; = [67] and Sy =
{86,15,44,57,55,37,21,98,10,79, 51,71, 16, 76, 28, 124, 36, 13, 61, 24, 58, 39, 101, 31, 29, 9,
113, 22,75, 60, 100, 45,116, 46, 26, 68, 5, 84, 53,59, 110,92, 97, 3,94, 105, 33, 65, 95, 32, 99,
126,89, 12,119, 62, 120, 27, 17,109, 102, 52, 115, 11, 127, 104, 106} C F*,,. It is readily veri-
fied that the sets S; and S5 satisfy the conditions in Theorem 9. Thus, we obtain a block
MDS LDPC code Cy, whose parameters as an array code are (67,64, d4(Cy) = 4;67). Fig-
ure 3 shows the decoding performance curves of Cgy over 95 under the AWGN channel.

B0 LI P — PSS E— PN — P . Doy
1071 5
1072 4
1077 4

107% 4

BER/BLER

10—5 -

10—6 _

10-7 4 (4288, 4489) Vand F1,9-BER
--o-- (4288, 4489) Vand Fy,3-BLER

5.0 5.5 6.0 6.5 7.0 75 8.0
Ep/No(dB)

Figure 3: The BER and BLER performances of Cy over Fyog
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CONSTRUCTIONS OF BLOCK MDS LDPC CODES FROM PUNCTURED CIRCULANT MATRICES

4 Block MDS LDPC codes form CMs with column weight > 1

In this section, we delve into the construction of block MDS LDPC codes over F, based
on punctured CM(t)s, where CM(¢) denotes a circulant matrix with a column weight (or
row weight) of ¢. In this section, we default that the characteristic of F, is 2.

Smarandache and Vontobel [29, 30] studied CM(#)-QC LDPC codes and gave upper
bounds on their minimum distance, where t can take values of 0,1,2,3 (and sometimes
larger). He et al. [10] proposed a PEG algorithm applicable to CM(¢)-QC LDPC codes.
From the perspective of the fundamental criterion for eliminating the presence of 4-cycles
in the Tanner graph, using circulant matrices with a column weight greater than 1 as a
basic building block does not seem to be a prudent choice. However, the results of our
simulation experiments reveal that the LDPC codes constructed with PuCM(¢) as the
block exhibit excellent performance. This compels us to give due consideration to this
situation.

Although, with the assistance of Theorem 6, an MDS array code can be obtained by
utilizing a Vandermonde matrix as the parity-check matrix, when the column weight of
block A; is greater than 1, A7 has a high probability of becoming highly dense. As a
result, it becomes impossible to avoid the formation of 4-cycles for some values of s. For

example, consider the polynomial a(z) € <:2F]3[f}1>, and its corresponding 7 X 7 matrix is

given by:

b

I
_ o O O o o
[l oo NoeNal e
OO OO == O
O OO R, EHEH OO
OO~ M) O OO
O = = OO oo
-0 O O OO

Then,

A =

== 0 O O
— =0 O O = =
—_ O OO
OO O = =

0
1
1
1
1
0
0

0 0]
00
10
11,
11
11
0 1

At this juncture, 4-cycles are present in A3. For a(z) € <f§[f]1>, we can effectively circum-

vent the issue of having an excessive number of non-zero coefficients in a®(x) by choosing
a parity-check matrix in Moore form.

We will carry out a detailed case-by-case analysis on the methods to prevent the
appearance of 4-cycles in the Tanner graph of H. Suppose that a(z) = 2 +z2+- - -+2 €

(353[:”]”, where 77 < 19 < --- < iy € Zy. For the sake of simplicity and convenience, we

define Index(a(z)) = {i1,i2,...,4} and Lj(a(z)) = {(k,k +i;)|k € [N]} for j € [t]. We
also define A(M) = {(ij, —ij,)n[{ij, 5} € ()}, where M C Zy. Furthermore, we

15



define the addition and subtraction operations between sets as A+ B = {(a+b)y | a €
Abe Bfand A—B = {(a—b)n | a € A,b € B} respectively, where A and B are subsets
of ZN.

Absence of 4-cycles in a single CM(t)

When ¢ = 1, it is impossible for any cycles to appear in a single CM(¢). However, when
t > 1, cycles will occur in a single CM(%).

Lemma 11. Let N be an odd integer. Suppose t =2 and a(z) = 29 + 2% € (alF](J,[f]l) , where

2N
ged(Nyig—ir) > 4.

Suppose t > 2 and a(x) = x + 22 + -+ 2" € flg[ﬂw where 17 < 19 < --- < i € Zy.

Then the girth g of the matriz CM(t) is greater than 4 if A(Index(a(x)) is a set.

i1 < iy € Zn. Then the girth g of the corresponding matriz CM(t) is g =

Proof. We commence by examining the case where t = 2. Without loss of generality,
we select the node (1,1 + i5) as the initial node. Traversing along the vertical path, we
arrive at the node (1 + iy — 41,1 + i2). Subsequently, following the horizontal path, we
encounter the node (1 + i3 — 41,1 + 2i5 — 71). Then, traversing vertically once again, we
reach the node (1 + 2iy — 2i1, 1 + 2i5 — 41). If the node (1,1 4+ 43) lies on a 4-cycle, then
N | 2(iy — i1). This contradicts the fact that N is an odd integer. Hence, we conclude
that g > 4. Proceeding from the node (1 + 2iy — 2iy, 1 + 2i5 — i1 ), after traversing another
horizontal and vertical path, we will reach the node (1 + 3iy — 3iy, 1 + 3is — 2iy). If the
node (1,1 + 49) lies on a 6-cycle, then N | 3(i3 —41). In the case where N t 3(ia — i1),
by continuing the same traversal steps, we can infer that the node (1,1 +iy) will lie on a
W%—Cycle. This is because N must divide ged(N,ig — 41) - (ip — 71).

When t > 2, the four nodes that form a 4-cycle must be sourced from either three
sets Ly, (a(x)), Lj, (a(x)), Lj; (a(x)) or four sets Lj (a(x)), Ly, (a(x)), Lj; (a(x)), Lj, (a(z))
for some {7j1,j2,js3,ja} € (Indexia(”“))). These scenarios correspond to the following two
diagrams respectively:

(17 1+ ijl) € le (a(x)) -~ (1 + (ijl - i]é + ijs — ijz)N’ 1+ (ijl - ijz + ijB)N) € sz (CL(JZ))

| |

(L + (ij, —ij)n, L +1i5,) € Ly, (a(x) ——— (1 + (ij, —djo)n, L+ (45, — 15, +ij5)n) € Ljs(a(z))

(1,1 +1y,) € L, (a(z)) =——— (1 + (i, — gy 55 — )N, L+ (3 — i, +ij3)N) € Lj,(a(z))

| |

(1 + (i, —ijy)n, 1 +1i5,) € Ly, (a(2)) (1 + (i, —djo) s 1+ (45, — iy, +j5)n) € Ljs(a(z))

To prevent the occurrence of 4-cycles, we only need to ensure that the underlined elements
in the two diagrams are never zero. If A(Index(a(z))) is a set, it implies that Index(a(x))
effectively forms an N-modular Golomb ruler. Consequently, this serves as a sufficient
condition for avoiding the appearance of 4-cycles within a single CM(¢). [
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CONSTRUCTIONS OF BLOCK MDS LDPC CODES FROM PUNCTURED CIRCULANT MATRICES
Absence of 4-cycles between two CM(t)s

Suppose H is in the form shown in (7). There may be 4-cycles in ( ﬁ“ﬂ ) or (A iy, Aiyja)-
12,]1
The following lemma guides us to avoid 4-cycles between two CM(¢)s.

Lemma 12. Let N be an odd integer. Suppose t > 2, ai(x) = Z;Zl i and ay(r) =

Z;Zl x'2i where iy ;,i2; € Zn for j € [t]. Then the girth g of the matriz (Ay, As) is
greater than 4 if both A(Index(ai(x))) and A(Index(az(x))) are sets and
A(Index(ai(x))) N A(Index(as(x))) = 2,

where Ay and Ay are the corresponding CM(t)s of ai(x) and ay(x) respectively.

Proof. The condition “both A(Index(a;(z))) and A(Index(az(x))) are sets” is to ensure
that there are no 4-cycles in a single CM(¢) by Lemma 11. The four nodes that form a 4-
cycle must have two nodes coming from L;, (a;(x)) and Lj,(a;(x)), and the remaining two

nodes come from Lj, (az(x)) and Lj, (az(x)) for some {ji1, jo} € (Index(;l(m))) and {js,ja} €

(Indexg”(x))). The corresponding diagram is as follows:

(1, 1+ il,jl) € Lj, (a1(2)) =<—— (1 + (G157 — 91,59 T 92,55 — 92,54)N- 1+ (G157 — 91,55, + 1'2,_7’3)1\7) € Lj, (az(=))

| |

(1 + (1,5, — i1,55)N,1+ il‘jl) € Lj,(a1(z)) ——> (1 + (41,57 — 1,59)N> L+ (11,57 — 41,55 + ijg)N) € Lj,(az(=))

To avoid the occurrence of 4-cycles, it is sufficient to ensure that the underlined elements
in the above diagram are never zero. Since A(Index(a;(z))) N A(Index(az(z))) = @, the
underlined elements are definitely not zero. O

Absence of 4-cycles among four CM(t)s

Aihjl Ail,]é
A A

absence of 4-cycles in this case.
: t
Lemma 13. Let N be an odd integer. Suppose t > 2, ai(z) = >,
t 3 . . t i . o t i . . . . .
Do T aga () =Y, w0, and aga(x) = Yo, ) a9, where iy g, i1 25,0215, 12,25 €

Zy for j € [t]. Then the girth g of the matriz ( ﬁl’l ﬁm > exceeds 4 if the following
21 Aap

There may be 4-cycles in ( ) The following lemma helps us ensure the

12,J1 12,J2

219, ay () =

three conditions hold:

(i) Each of the sets A(Index(a11(2))), A(Index(a12(x))), A(Index(az(x))), and
A(Index(az2(x))) is a set.

(ii) Vertical direction:
A(Index(ay 1(z)))NA(Index(as 1 (2))) = A(Index(a; 2(x))) NA(Index(azq(x))) = 2.
Horizontal direction:

A(Index(ay 1(z))) NA(Index(ay 2(z))) = A(Index(ag(x))) NA(Index(agq(x))) = 2.

17



(iii) 0 ¢ (Index(ay1(x)) + Index(aza(x))) — (Index(ay 2(z)) + Index(ag 1 (x))),

where Ay 1, A1a, Asq, and Ass are the corresponding CM(t)s of ay1(x), aia(x), azi(x),
and ago(x) respectively.

Proof. Conditions (i) and (ii) are designed to guarantee the non-existence of 4-cycles, both
within a single CM(¢) and between two CM(t)s by Lemma 11 and Lemma 12. Consider a
4-cycle formed by four nodes. Necessarily, one node must be from L; (a1 1(z)), one from
Lj,(az1(x)), one from L, (as2(z)), and one from Lj, (a1 2(x)), where j; € Index(ay1(x)),
J2 € Index(agq(x)), j3 € Index(agz(z)), and j, € Index(aja(x)). The corresponding
graphical representation is given by:

(L f1) € Lj (a11(2)) =— (f1. f3) € Lj,(a12(x))

| |

(f2, [1) € Lj,(az1(x)) — (f2, f3) € Ljs(az2(x))

Here, f1 =1+ il,l,jla f2 =1+ (i1’17j1 - Z’Q’sz)N’ f3 =1+ (i1,17j1 — Z'2,17j2 + ’i2’2,j3)]\[, and
fo=1+4 (114 —d215, iz — G258 = L+ (115 + 9225 — (G215, +i124)) 8. It can
be readily verified that condition (iii) serves as a sufficient condition to ensure that f; is
never equal to 1. O

By adhering to the three constraints given in Lemma 12, we can select appropriate
polynomials a1 (), as(z), ..., an(x) € % to construct the Moore matrix M (a;(z), az(x),
..., ap(2)), in which the corresponding Tanner graph is absent of 4-cycles.

Our next task is to construct MDS array codes with Moore form. A similar work is
that Ye and Barg [39, Lemma 14] gave a calculation formula for the Block Vandermonde
determinant when constructing MDS array codes. Equation (9) is only applicable when
the entries in the determinant are elements o; in the finite field F . When these «; are
replaced by CM(t)s, we also need to give a calculation formula for the Moore determinant

of CM(t)s.

Lemma 14. (CMs Moore determinant) Let Ay, As, ..., A, ber N x N CM(t)s over IF,,.
Then

det(M(Ay, Ay, ..., Ayr)) =[](er- Ar+ -+ - A), (13)
where ¢ = (c1, Ca, . .., ¢.) Tuns over a complete set of direction vectors in [Fy, and is specified
by having the last non-zero entry equal to 1.

Proof. Equation (13) holds if and only if the following equation is satisfied:

det(M(ai(x), az(x),...,a.(x);7)) = H(Cl car(z) + -+ ¢ - ap(x)), (14)

Cc

where a;(z),as(x),...,a.(z) € <f]3[f]l> correspond to Aq, As, ..., A, respectively, and the

traversal range of ¢ remains unchanged.
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CONSTRUCTIONS OF BLOCK MDS LDPC CODES FROM PUNCTURED CIRCULANT MATRICES

The remaining part of the proof employs the principle of mathematical induction on r.
The inspiration for this approach is drawn from [19, Lemma 3.51]. Based on the definition
of the traversal range of ¢, Equation (14) is equivalent to

i1=1

det(M(Al,A%...,AT;r)):al(x)lz[ 11 v(aHl(x)—Zciyail(x)). (15)

=1 (c1,...,¢4)

For the sake of notational convenience, let Ry = %, and denote det(M (Ay, ..., Ax1))

as M,. It is straightforward to verify that Equation (15) holds for » = 1. Assume that
Equation (15) holds for some > 1. Consider the polynomial

ai(x) as(z) oo an(w) Yy
af(@)  al(x) - a(@)
M(y)=| S | |
af (@) af (@) - oaf (@) g7
of () i (@) - al(@) Y

defined over the ring R;. Expanding the determinant M (y) along its last row, we obtain
r—1

M(y) = Myy” + Y o (16)
i=0

where o; € R;. Since the characteristic of the finite field F, is identical to that of R;, we

have -
(Z Ciy 'ah(x)) = Zcil ag:(l‘)

i1=1 i1=1
Consequently, all linear combinations ) 7 _, ¢;, - a;, (z) with ¢;, € F, for i1 € [r] are roots
of the polynomial M (y) over R;.

If a1(z),az(x),...,a-(z) are linearly independent over Ry, then M(y) has ¢" distinct
roots, and Equation (16) can be factored as

M(y) = M, H (y - Z Ciy an@)) : (17)
(Cl,...,CT)EFS i1=1
If ai(z),as(x), ..., a.(z) are linearly dependent over Ry, then M, = 0. Therefore,
M - Zcil ~a;, () =0,
i1=1

and Equation (17) holds in all cases. Then, we have

M1 = M(ar41(z)) = M, H (ar+1(l’) - Z Ciy '%(@) :

(c1,es0r)EFY 11=1

By the principle of mathematical induction on r, we arrive at the desired result. O
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With the aid of Lemma 14, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 15. Let r and m be positive integers with r < m. Let a1(z),az(x),...,an(x) €

<f]€,[f]1>. Let A; be the associated circulant matrices of a;(x) which has row weight of t with

some even integer t and i € [m]. Assume that

r—1 J
ng Qi (I) ’ H (aij-&-l(‘r) - Z Cky Qiy,, (l‘)) ?xN —1|=2-1, (18>
I=1(c1,..0c5)€ER,

ki=1

.....

for any {i,..., 1, } € ([T]). Then the code with parity-check matriz

Pu(Aq, 1) Pu(As, 1) -+ Pu(4,,1)
Pu(AT 1) Pu(AT 1) . Pu(Z 1)

1s an MDS array code with sub-packetization level N — 1.

Proof. Recall that in this subsection, we assume that the characteristic of I, is 2. For an

arbitrary subset {iy,is,...,4,} € ([’Zf]), we define the following square matrix:
Ai1 Aig Air
Az AY A?
4 A4 AL
{Ail 7Ai2 ..... Air} = Ail 2 iy
r—1 .rfl r—1
A7 AR A7

..., ¢-(2)) in the module <<flg[ic]l>)r7

A;,3 = 0 are limited to either the

~—

It is easy to check that among the vectors ¢ = (c1(x

Y

the vectors ¢ that satisfy the equation ¢ - Hya, 4,

------

N

N -1 2N -1

all-zero vector or the vector ¢ =

g e ey

x—1" z—1

T
We then assert that for any {i1,ds,...,%,} € ([m]), the matrix

A, A, A;.
2 2 2
A7 A3 A3
4 4 .. 4
H{Ail,Ai27...,AiT} - Ail Ai2 Air
or—1 or—1 or—1
A’il Aiz Ai,-



CONSTRUCTIONS OF BLOCK MDS LDPC CODES FROM PUNCTURED CIRCULANT MATRICES

has a rank of (N — 1), where Alzf_l represents the truncated matrix of AZZ: with the last
row removed with k € [r].

Suppose, for the sake of contradiction, that there exists a non-zero vector ¢’ =
(c),...,c,) € (F¥=1)" such that

4,3 =0€ (FF 1",

11 7,27-"7 iy

C H{A

We define ¢’ = ((¢},0),...,(c.,0)) € (IF(JIV)T. Then, we have

¢ Hin, yny =0 € (B 1) — ¢ Hiaynyyn,y =0 € ()"

i1 127"'714

Based on the one-to-one correspondence between IFN and Fq[m]> we conclude that ¢’ can

only be the all-zero vector, which contradicts our 1n1t1a1 assumptlon
Since the row weight t of A2 is even, the last column of A2 can be linearly expressed
in terms of the first N — 1 columns. This indicates that the rank of the square matrix

Pu(AZl, 1) Pu(AZQ, 1) -+ Pu(4;,1)
Pu(A?, 1) Pu(A;,1) ---  Pu(4;,1)
Pu (A;lla 1) Pu (A;;? 1) o Pu(A;LM 1)
Pu(Aff_l, 1) Pu(A?;_l, 1) - Pu(Af:_l, 1)
is - (N —1) for any {i1,i2,...,0,} € ([T]). n

Combining Lemma 13 and Theorem 15, we can directly obtain the following result.

Theorem 16. Let C be a code that satisfies the conditions of Theorem 15, and the nota-
tions are consistent with those in Theorem 15. If for any {i1,i2} € ([Zﬂ) and {iz,i,} € ([g]) ,
ig—1 ig—1
Aiz AZQ
block MDS LDPC' code with girth > 4.

the sub-matriz ) satisfies all three conditions in Lemma 13, then C is a

If CM(3) appears in the parity-check matrix H, then its girth will definitely not exceed
6 [30, Theorem 18]. If CM with column weight greater than 3 appears in the parity-check
matrix H, the occurrence of short cycles becomes even more difficult to avoid. Therefore,
our main interest lies in the case of CM(2).

We consider the case of high code rate where ¢ = 2 and r = 2. Xiao et al. [38] also
similarly considered the case with only two rows of blocks. We will subsequently compare
our work with that of [38]. Let N be an odd prime number such that 2 is a primitive root

modulo N and N > 3. Let ay(x), as(x),...,an(x) € <F2[I be binomials. The restriction

(18) appearing in Theorem 15 will be simplified to
ng (ail (90)% ('17)(0’1'2 (ZL‘) — Q4 (x))vTN - 1) =r—1

for any {iy,is} € (["21]). Since 2 is a primitive root modulo N, the polynomial zV=1 ... +
x+1 is irreducible over [Fo. Then, in the step of constructing the MDS array code, there is
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no restriction on the selection of ai(x), as(z), ..., a,(x) as long as they are distinct from
each other.

Next, we need to make Index(a;(x)) satisfy the three restrictive conditions described
in Lemma 13. Since NN is an odd prime integer, the first restrictive condition is obviously
satisfied. For the second restrictive condition, since 3 is not a factor of IV, the restrictive
condition in the vertical direction is obviously satisfied. The restrictive condition in the
horizontal direction is transformed into A(Index(a;, (x))) N A(Index(a;,(x))) = & for any
{i1,i2} € ([g‘]). The third restrictive condition can be simplified to

0 ¢ (Index(a;, (z)) + 2 - Index(a;,(x))) — (Index(a;,(x)) + 2 - Index(a;, (x)))

for any {i1,is} € (["21]).

Example 17. Assume that ¢ = 2, r = 2, and N = 239. We select the following
polynomials:

ay(z) = %0 + 2%, as(x) = 2" + 2°°, az(z) = z'™ + 2,
as(z) = 2% + 2°, as(x) = 2" + 2, ag(z) = ' + 2%,
ar(z) = 2% + 2, ag(z) = 29 4 &%, ag(z) = ' + 2%,
ayo(z) = ' + 2% ap(z) = 2" + 2%, aa(z) = 2" + 27

It is easy to verify that the above polynomials satisfy the constraints in Theorem
16. Therefore, we can construct the MDS array code Cyy with sub-packetization level
N — 1 = 238. Regarding Cyo as a linear code over Iy, it can be used as a binary LDPC
code with parameters (2856, 2380), rate of 0.8333 and girth 6.

Xiao et al. provided the simulation data of C5'%) 539 and CF5%4™ in [38]. Both codes
have parameters (2868, 2391) and rate of 0.8337. From the simulation results, the LDPC
code constructed by us with the same code rate and similar parameters has better per-
formance. The girth of the code CJ%} 54 is 8.

Chen et al. [3] proved that the girth is 12 if and only if the parity-check matrix
mentioned in [38] has the modular Golomb ruler property. In fact, to ensure the girth is
12, for the LDPC code CS45igsdi™ obtained by the Gabidulin-type, the sub-packetization
level should be at least 239 so that the found Markers can make the corresponding parity-
check matrix have the modular Golomb ruler property. In other words, the girth of the
code C§higssin is 12.

It is obvious that N = 239 is not the minimum sub-packetization level for keeping the
cardinality of N’-modular Golomb ruler markers as 12. We also take into account the
case where the cardinality of the optimal N’-modular Golomb ruler markers is 12. As
can be seen from [38, Table I], if we want to control the number of block rows as 12, the
minimum sub-packetization level for each CM is Noptima1 = 133. At this time,

GR(12,133) = {0, 1,3, 12,20, 38, 34, 81,94, 88, 104, 109}

is an optimal 133-modular Golomb ruler. We use the construction method in the literature
[38] and take GR(12,133) as the selection set of CPMs, and the obtained LDPC code is
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CONSTRUCTIONS OF BLOCK MDS LDPC CODES FROM PUNCTURED CIRCULANT MATRICES

denoted as C575%5%, with parameters (1596, 1331) and a code rate of 0.8334. At this time,
the girth of C3'{394% is 12.

We select the following polynomials:

ar(z) = 2% + 2%, az(x) = 2% + 2", az(x) = 2% + 2*°,
as(v) = %% + 216 as(z) = 27 + 2™, ag(z) = 2" + 2%,
ar(z) = 2" + 2" ag(r) = 2*" + ', ag(z) = 2°% + 2,
ao(z) = 2% + 2", a(z) = 2% + 27, aa(z) = 2% + 21

It is easy to verify that the above polynomials satisfy the constraints in Theorem 16.
Therefore, we can construct an MDS array code C;; with a sub-packetization level of
Noptimal —1 = 133—1 = 132. This code can be regarded as an LDPC code with parameters
(1584, 1320) and a code rate of 0.833. The girth of the constructed LDPC code is 6, which
is verified by Python. It can be seen from Figure 4 that the performance of the codes we
constructed are better, even though the girth of these codes is only 6.

100 ' e QusaL
10'1é

10-2

1074 5

BER/BLER

10-5

1 —e— (2868,2391) XiaoGab239 r=0.834-BER
1 -o- (2868,2391) XiaoGab239 r=0.834-BLER
106 - (2856,2380) Ours r=0.833-BER

] (2856,2380) Ours r=0.833-BLER

] —»— (2868,2391) XiaoRS239 r=0.834-BER
10~7 4 -% (2868,2391) XiaoRS239 r=0.834-BLER
1 —— (1596, 1331) Xia0133 r=0.834-BER

] -#- (1596, 1331) Xia0133 r=0.834-BLER
]_0_8 4 —®— (1584, 1320) Ours 133 r=0.833-BER

§ -o- (1584, 1320) Ours 133 r=0.833-BLER

2 3 4 5 6 7
Ep/No(dB)

Figure 4: The BER and BLER performances of five LDPC codes
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Example 18. Assume that ¢ =
polynomials:

Q

1\X
aq\ T
a7\xT
a10\T

T

€T
T
T

o7\ T

[ N s N N N g N

(
(
(
(
(
are(x
(
(
(
(
(

aso\T

8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8

1071 4 I726, a2($) — ZL'1253 4 13761
1322 4 SC63 CL5($) — .1'1313 4 l’461
886 + 1'568, ag(flf) — I‘GSO + I247
1241 4 .1'56, a11($) — :L’814 7977
1397 4 $1239’ a14(9c) — 1,871 $812’
1138 + ZE1074, a17(x) — $1319 + 1'383
927 4 I,198, CLQ()(.I) — ,7;449 + .’1342
855 + .’13'86 a23($) — .1’437 + $375
1158 +{E983, CLQ(;(ZL‘) — ZL'1430 + 1380
625 4 .’13‘43 CLQg(JJ) — .T1358 4 LL’428
876 + 1'762 a31(x) — 517791 + $349

2, r =2 and N =

1453. We select the following

as(x) = 212 4 253,
ag(x) = 2847 + 1468,
ag(z) = 112! 4 1960
ara(w) = 257 + 2553,
ars(x) = 21190 4 2810,
ag(x) = 252 + 2577,
o (z) = $14% 4 1099,
() = 213 4 7106
gy (z) = 253 + 2166,
aso(x) = %18 + 2212,

It is easy to verify that the above polynomials satisfy the constraints in Theorem 16.
Therefore, we can construct the MDS array code Ci5 with the sub-packetization level
N — 1 = 1452. Regarding C;» as a linear code over Fy, it can be used as a binary LDPC
code with parameters (45012, 42108) and a code rate of 0.935.

We select the LDPC code Bpug (4, 61) given in Example 1 of [17], which has param-
eters (44713,41784) and a code rate of 0.935. As shown in Figure 5, the LDPC code
constructed in this paper outperforms Bp,g (4,61) when the SNR exceeds 4.6 dB.

BER/BLER

10-1 4

1073

10—5 4

10—7 4

1079 { o

—e— (45012, 42108) Ours r=0.9355-BER

(45012, 42108) Ours r=0.9355-BLER
(44713, 41784) Juane r=0.9345-BER
(44713, 41784) Juane r=0.9345-BLER

3.8

39 40 41 42 43
Ep/No(dB)

4.5 4.6

Figure 5: The BER and BLER performances of C;; and Bpag (4, 61).
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Example 19. Assume that ¢ = 2, r = 2, and N = 163. We select the following
polynomials:

a1 (z) = 2% 4 212, as(z) = 2™ + 21, as(z) = 2 + 27
as(z) = 2% + 2, as(z) = x34 + 2 ag(x) = 2% + 22,
az(z) = 2" + 23 ag(r) = 2" 03, ag(z) = :U37 + 27,

ay(z) = 2" 4 219, ay(z) = 2% + 2%, ayp(x) = 2 + 2"

It is easy to verify that the above polynomials satisfy the constraints in Theorem 16.
Therefore, we can construct the MDS array code Ci5 with the sub-packetization level
N — 1 =162. Regarding C;5 as a linear code over Iy, it can be used as a binary LDPC
code with parameters (1944, 1620) and a code rate of 0.83.

We select the QC-LDPC code 11n-D2-1944b-R56 from IEEE 802.11n [40] for compar-
ison. The code 11n-D2-1944b-R56 has parameters (1944, 1620) and a code rate of 0.83.
As shown in Figure 6, the LDPC code constructed in this paper outperforms 11n-D2-
1944b-R56 when the SNR exceeds 4.0 dB.

(S —e— (1944,1620) Ours-BER
o-- (1944,1620) Ours-BLER

(1944,1620) 11n-D2-1944b-R56-BER

(1944,1620) 11n-D2-1944b-R56-BLER

10—2 -
10—3 _
107 4

10—5 -

1076 4

BER/BLER

10—7 _
1078 5
10—9 _

10—10 _'

3.4 3.6 3.8 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.6 4.8 5.0
Ep/No(dB)

Figure 6: The BER and BLER performances of C15 and 11n-D2-1944b-R56

5 Conclusion and future work

In this paper, explicit constructions for three classes of block MDS LDPC codes are
presented based on several types of punctured circulant matrices. The three constructions
exhibit the following characteristics:
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(1)

(3)

The first construction is based on the PUCPM. It features a wide range of applica-
bility without restrictions on the finite field, allowing the code length to reach the
same level as the sub-packetization level. The overall performance of the code can
be further enhanced by algebraically selecting matrices to improve the girth. Al-
though the algebraic structure of punctured quasi-cyclic codes is partially damaged,
efficient encoding and decoding algorithms have been proposed in [5,20], somewhat
diminishing this advantage.

The second construction relies on the CSM. Its applicability is limited (only appli-
cable to certain non-binary fields), yet it can also achieve a code length equivalent
to the sub-packetization level. The advantage lies in retaining the full algebraic
structure of the quasi-cyclic code without the need for puncturing.

The third construction is based on the PUCM(¢), where t > 1 and PUCM(t) re-
quires a Moore-type structure. LDPC codes constructed under this construction
outperform many current LDPC codes, including those in the IEEE standards.

All three classes of constructions can be applied to optimize quantum key distribution
systems. Block MDS LDPC codes are particularly suited for channels with mixed error
types (random errors + burst errors), where appropriate decoding schemes can be em-
ployed based on the error type.

The future works of this topic will focus on the following points:

(1)

Bidirectional Moore-type matrices are applied to construct low-rate (rate < 0.5)
LDPC codes and convolutional codes [35]. These codes also possesses excellent alge-
braic structures and and easily determinable girth. By applying similar puncturing
operations and controlling the corresponding greatest common divisor constraints,
it is expected to construct new block MDS LDPC codes and further explore the
related constructions of MDS convolutional codes.

LDPC codes based on Vandermonde-type and Moore-type matrices in this paper
do not contain all-zero blocks. Masking operations are commonly used to optimize
LDPC codes. However, blindly “puncturing” block MDS LDPC codes will most
likely result in the loss of the block MDS property in the newly generated LDPC
codes. In the future, we may attempt to develop an improved masking scheme that
preserves the block MDS property by combining guidance from generalized RS array
codes with density evolution algorithms.
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