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Abstract

We derive an upper bound on the average MAP decoding error probability of random
linear SW codes for arbitrary correlated stationary memoryless sources defined on Galois
fields. By using this tool, we analyze the performance of SW codes based on LDPC codes
and random permutations, and show that under some conditions, all but diminishingly
small proportion of LDPC encoders and permutations are good enough for the design of
practical SW systems when the coding length is very large.

1 Introduction

Among various types of coding problems of correlated sources, the separate coding
problem for correlated sources (usually called the Slepian-Wolf (SW) coding prob-
lem) is typical and basic. It was first solved by Slepian and Wolf in [1]. In their
paper, Slepian and Wolf proved that there exists a pair of encoders such that sep-
arate coding can achieve the same compression performance as joint source coding
when the correlated sources are stationary and memoryless. It is a very surprising
result and is now usually called the Slepian-Wolf (SW) theorem. The SW theorem
was later generalized by Cover to the setting of stationary and ergodic sources [2],
and Miyake and Kanaya further established the SW theorem for general sources with
information-spectrum methods [3]. The corresponding universal coding problem was
also investigated in depth, e.g., Csiszár and Körner [4], Csiszár [5], Oohama and Han
[6], and Uyematsu [7], and type theory plays an important role in the research of
universal SW coding problems. In [5], Csiszár proved the existence of universal linear
SW codes for stationary memoryless sources. It is a very inspiring fact for the design
of SW coding systems. However till now, most research in theory except [8] and [9]
used pure random coding techniques that are non-constructive.
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NSFC-60472079 and by the Chinese Specialized Research Fund for the Doctoral Program of Higher
Education under Grant 2004-0335099.
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In contrast to the progress in theory, the development of sensor networks greatly
spurred the design of practical SW systems recently, so how to construct good SW
codes has been the main topic in practice. A practical constructive framework was
formulated in [10] based on coset coding of linear codes. In the early work, many SW
coding schemes based on asymmetric codes were proposed, that is, they compress one
source, while the other source is assumed to be perfectly known at the decoder side
and is used as side information, and furthermore some schemes are designed only for
specific correlation models. As a result, even equipped with the best channel codes,
such schemes can only approach the corner points on the achievable rate region of
specific correlated sources. In theory, any achievable rate pair may be achieved by
“time sharing” of corner points, but it might not be practical in certain scenarios.
Recently, new progress has been made in practical SW code designs that can approach
any point in the achievable rate region of arbitrary correlated sources without using
the “time sharing” method, e.g., [11–14], and a series of new methods are applied,
such as channel code partitioning, source-splitting, iterative decoding using the joint
distribution, and so on. However, the problem of designing good symmetric SW codes
for arbitrary sources still needs further investigation.

This paper attempts to theoretically solve the problem in part. In [15], we devel-
oped a new method to upper-bound the average probability of maximum a posterior
(MAP) decoding error of SW codes for general sources, which was inspired by Gal-
lager’s method in channel coding [16–18]. Because almost all of the constructed SW
codes are based on linear channel codes and hence are all linear SW codes, we go
further to investigate the performance of linear SW codes in this paper. We first
introduce some necessary definitions and notations in Section 2, and some previous
results in [15] are also listed for reference. Then in Section 3, we derive an upper bound
on the average probability of MAP decoding error of linear SW codes for arbitrary
correlated stationary memoryless sources (SMS), and as an example, the performance
of SW codes based on LDPC codes and random permutations is analyzed.

2 Definitions, Notations and Previous Results

A general correlated source in the information-spectrum theory [19] is defined as an
infinite sequence

XY = {XnY n = (X
(n)
1 Y

(n)
1 , X

(n)
2 Y

(n)
2 , · · · , X(n)

n Y (n)
n )}∞n=1

of n-dimensional random variables XnY n where each component random variable
X

(n)
i Y

(n)
i ≡ (X

(n)
i , Y

(n)
i ) (1 ≤ i ≤ n) takes values in a finite product space X × Y .

Analogously, we can define the general sources X and Y . We also denote the sample
space and sample sequence of the n-dimensional random variables XnY n, Xn and
Y n by X n × Yn, X n, Yn and xnyn, xn, yn respectively. For a correlated stationary
memoryless source, the notation may be simplified by only considering a random
variable XY ≡ (X,Y ), and the random sequence XnY n is generated by repeated
independent drawings of XY . For convenience, we also use the notations PX(x) and
PX|Y (x|y) to substitute for Pr{X = x} and Pr{X = x|Y = y} respectively.
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The Slepian-Wolf coding system based on MAP decoding can be stated as follows.
The source outputs Xn and Y n are separately encoded into φn(Xn) and ψn(Y n)
respectively, and the MAP decoder observe them to reproduce the most probable
estimates X̂nŶ n of XnY n, where φ = {φn}∞n=1 and ψ = {ψn}∞n=1 are the encoder
sequence pair defined by

φn : X n → Ln = {1, 2, · · · , |Ln|}, ψn : Yn →Mn = {1, 2, · · · , |Mn|}.
The rates of φn and ψn are defined as R(φn) ≡ ln |Ln|/n and R(ψn) ≡ ln |Mn|/n
respectively. Throughout this paper, the unit of information is nat. The MAP decoder
sequence map = {mapn}∞n=1 is defined by

mapn(l, m) ≡ arg max
xnyn∈Xn×Yn

Pr{XnY n = xnyn|XnY n ∈ φ−1
n (l)× ψ−1

n (m)},

where l ∈ Ln, m ∈Mn. An equivalent form is

mapn(l, m) = arg max
xnyn∈φ−1

n (l)×ψ−1
n (m)

PXnY n(xnyn).

The MAP decoding error probability is

P (n)
e (φn, ψn) ≡ Pr{X̂nŶ n 6= XnY n} = Pr{mapn(φn(Xn), ψn(Y n)) 6= XnY n}.

A rate pair (R1, R2) is achievable if there exists an encoder sequence pair (φ, ψ)
satisfying limn→∞ P (n)

e (φn, ψn) = 0, lim supn→∞ R(φn) ≤ R1 and lim supn→∞ R(ψn) ≤
R2. The achievable rate region is defined as the set of all achievable rate pair (R1, R2).

In [15], we have proved the following two theorems.

Theorem 1 For a given pair of random encoders Φn and Ψn (independent of XnY n),
if the following conditions

Pr{Φn(xn) = Φn(x̂n)} ≤ αn|Ln|−1, Pr{Ψn(yn) = Ψn(ŷn)} ≤ βn|Mn|−1,

Pr{Φn(xn) = Φn(x̂n), Ψn(yn) = Ψn(ŷn)} ≤ γn|Ln|−1|Mn|−1

are satisfied for any unequal xn, x̂n ∈ X n and yn, ŷn ∈ Yn, where αn, βn and γn are
nonnegative real numbers, then the average MAP decoding error probability satisfies

E[P (n)
e (Φn, Ψn)] ≤ exp{−nJ

(n)
1 (R(Φn)− ln αn/n)}+ exp{−nJ

(n)
2 (R(Ψn)− ln βn/n)}

+ exp{−nJ
(n)
3 (R(Φn) + R(Ψn)− ln γn/n)},

where
J

(n)
i (R) ≡ max

0≤ρi≤1
{ρiR− J

(n)
i0 (ρi)}, i = 1, 2, 3

J
(n)
10 (ρ1) ≡ 1

n
ln

∑

yn∈Yn

( ∑

xn∈Xn

PXnY n(xnyn)1/(1+ρ1)

)1+ρ1

,

J
(n)
20 (ρ2) ≡ 1

n
ln

∑

xn∈Xn


 ∑

yn∈Yn

PXnY n(xnyn)1/(1+ρ2)




1+ρ2

,

J
(n)
30 (ρ3) ≡ 1

n
ln


 ∑

xnyn∈Xn×Yn

PXnY n(xnyn)1/(1+ρ3)




1+ρ3

.
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Theorem 2 For a correlated general source XY , we obtain the following properties
of the functions J

(n)
i (R) (1 ≤ i ≤ 3).

If R > H̄(X|Y ), then nJ
(n)
1 (R) →∞, as n →∞

If R > H̄(Y |X), then nJ
(n)
2 (R) →∞, as n →∞

If R > H̄(XY ), then nJ
(n)
3 (R) →∞, as n →∞

where H̄(X|Y ), H̄(Y |X) and H̄(XY ) are the spectral (conditional) sup-entropy
rates defined in the information-spectrum theory [19]. (We also analyzed the proper-

ties of the functions J
(n)
i0 (ρi) when n is fixed. They are increasing and convex, and

their derivatives at ρi = 0 just equal to 1
n
H(Xn|Y n), 1

n
H(Y n|Xn) and 1

n
H(XnY n).)

To analyze the performance of linear SW codes, we still need some definitions of
linear codes. We first assume that X and Y are Galois fields GF (q1) and GF (q2),
then the linear encoder sequence pair (φ, ψ) is defined as two linear mapping sequences
φn : X n → X ln and ψn : Yn → Ymn . A linear encoder φn is a parity check matrix
related to a linear channel code defined by Cφn = {xn ∈ X n|φn(xn) = 0ln}. A linear
channel code can be well characterized by the code’s spectrum. The spectrum of a
code Cφn is defined as {Su(Cφn)}u∈Tn(X ), where Su(Cφn) is the number of codewords of
type u in Cφn , and the type u = {ui}i∈X of a sequence (or codeword) xn ∈ X n is a q1-
dimensional vector of integers such that ui is the number of occurrence of the symbol
i in xn. We denote the set of all possible types of the sequences of length n in X n by
Tn(X ) and define T ′

n(X ) ≡ Tn(X )\{type(0n)}. The spectrum of a linear encoder φn

is defined as the spectrum of Cφn , and the average spectrum of a random encoder Φn

is expressed as {E[Su(CΦn)]}u∈Tn(X ). Similar notations also apply to the encoder ψn

and the two dimensional encoder (φn, ψn). In the latter case, we denote the spectrum
of (φn, ψn) by {Sw(C(φn,ψn))}w∈Tn(X×Y) where w = {wi,j}(i,j)∈X×Y . Furthermore, we
define the projections π1 : Tn(X × Y) → Tn(X ) and π2 : Tn(X × Y) → Tn(Y) by
setting π1(w) = {∑j∈Y wi,j}i∈X and π2(w) = {∑i∈X wi,j}j∈Y respectively. We also
define the injection ι1 : Tn(X ) → Tn(X × Y) by setting ι1(u)i,0 = ui and ι1(u)i,j = 0
for j 6= 0, and the injection ι2 : Tn(Y) → Tn(X × Y) is defined analogously. By the
above notations, we define T ′

n(X × Y) ≡ π−1
1 (T ′

n(X )) ∩ π−1
2 (T ′

n(Y)).
From now on, we always assume that the correlated source is stationary and

memoryless, and hence it can be denoted by the random variable XY . We introduce
the notation B(XY ) = {Bi,j(XY )}(i,j)∈X×Y defined by

Bi,j(XY ) =
∑

xy∈X×Y

√
PXY (xy)PXY ((x + i)(y + j)).

By the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we have

Bi,j(XY ) ≤
√ ∑

xy∈X×Y
PXY (xy)

√ ∑

xy∈X×Y
PXY ((x + i)(y + j)) = 1.

with equality if and only if PXY (xy) takes the same value for every coset of the cyclic
additive subgroup generated by (i, j). Given a type w ∈ Tn(X ×Y), we further define

[B(XY )]w ≡ ∏

(i,j)∈X×Y
[Bi,j(XY )]wi,j .
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3 Performance of Linear SW Codes

Now we begin to state and prove the main result of the paper. It may be regarded as
an enhanced version of Theorem 1 under extra assumptions of sources and encoders.

Theorem 3 For a correlated stationary memoryless source XY and a given pair of
random linear encoders Φn and Ψn (independent of the source), the average MAP
decoding error probability satisfies

E[P (n)
e (Φn, Ψn)] ≤ ∑

u∈U

E[Su(CΦn)][B(XY )]ι1(u) + exp{−nJ̃1(R(Φn)− ln αn/n)}

+
∑

v∈V

E[Sv(CΨn)][B(XY )]ι2(v) + exp{−nJ̃2(R(Ψn)− ln βn/n)}

+
∑

w∈W

E[Sw(C(Φn,Ψn))][B(XY )]w + exp{−nJ̃3(R(Φn) + R(Ψn)− ln γn/n)},

where U , V and W are subsets of T ′
n(X ), T ′

n(Y) and T ′
n(X × Y) respectively, and

J̃i(R) ≡ max
0≤ρi≤1

{ρiR− J̃i0(ρi)}, i = 1, 2, 3

J̃10(ρ1) ≡ ln
∑

y∈Y

(∑

x∈X
PXY (xy)1/(1+ρ1)

)1+ρ1

,

J̃20(ρ2) ≡ ln
∑

x∈X


∑

y∈Y
PXY (xy)1/(1+ρ2)




1+ρ2

,

J̃30(ρ3) ≡ ln


 ∑

xy∈X×Y
PXY (xy)1/(1+ρ3)




1+ρ3

,

αn = max
u∈Uc

E[Su(CΦn)]qln
1(

n
u

) , βn = max
v∈V c

E[Sv(CΨn)]qmn
2(

n
v

) ,

γn = max
w∈W c

E[Sw(C(Φn,Ψn))]q
ln
1 qmn

2(
n
w

) ,

where U c ≡ T ′
n(X )\U , V c ≡ T ′

n(Y)\V , W c ≡ T ′
n(X × Y)\W , and

(
n
t

)
≡ n!/

∏
i ti.

(Note that the functions J̃i0(ρi) are virtually another form of the functions J
(n)
i0 (ρi).)

Proof: To prove the theorem, we need to consider the following error events of
MAP decoding:

E1(φn, ψn) ≡ {xnyn ∈ X n × Yn|∃x̂n 6= xn,

s.t. φn(x̂n) = φn(xn), PXnY n(x̂nyn) ≥ PXnY n(xnyn)},
E2(φn, ψn) ≡ {xnyn ∈ X n × Yn|∃ŷn 6= yn,

s.t. ψn(ŷn) = ψn(yn), PXnY n(xnŷn) ≥ PXnY n(xnyn)},
E3(φn, ψn) ≡ {xnyn ∈ X n × Yn|∃x̂n 6= xn,∃ŷn 6= yn,

s.t. φn(x̂n) = φn(xn), ψn(ŷn) = ψn(yn), PXnY n(x̂nŷn) ≥ PXnY n(xnyn)}.
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Since for any permutation δn ∈ Sn (Sn denotes the symmetric group on n letters),
the random sequence XnY n generated by SMSs and the permuted random sequence

δn(XnY n) have the same distribution, i.e., δn(XnY n)
d
= XnY n, where δn(xnyn) ≡

(xδn(1)yδn(1), · · · , xδn(n)yδn(n)), we consider a random permutation ∆n which is drawn

independently with uniform probability from Sn and set Φ̂n = Φn ◦ ∆n and Ψ̂n =
Ψn◦∆n. Then the average MAP decoding error probability can be bounded as follows.

E[P (n)
e (Φn, Ψn)] = E[P (n)

e (Φ̂n, Ψ̂n)] ≤ E[
3∑

i=1

Pr{XnY n ∈ Ei(Φ̂n, Ψ̂n)}]

=
3∑

i=1

∑

xnyn∈Xn×Yn

PXnY n(xnyn)E[1Ei(Φ̂n,Ψ̂n)(x
nyn)] (1)

The last equality follows from the fact that random encoders are independent of the
correlated source, where 1Ei(Φ̂n,Ψ̂n)(x

nyn) is the indicator function. We first upper-
bound the first term in the summation of (1).

Inspired by the methods in [16] and [18], we consider the similar inequality

1E1(φ̂n,ψ̂n)(x
nyn) ≤

∑
type(x̂n−xn)∈U

√
PXnY n(x̂nyn)1φ̂−1

n (φ̂n(xn))(x̂
n)

√
PXnY n(xnyn)

+




∑
type(x̂n−xn)∈Uc PXnY n(x̂nyn)1/(1+ρ1)1φ̂−1

n (φ̂n(xn))(x̂
n)

PXnY n(xnyn)1/(1+ρ1)




ρ1

,

where ρ1 ∈ [0, 1]. Then by Jensen’s inequality, we have

E[1E1(Φ̂n,Ψ̂n)(x
nyn)] ≤

∑
type(x̂n−xn)∈U

√
PXnY n(x̂nyn) Pr{Φ̂n(x̂n) = Φ̂n(xn)}

√
PXnY n(xnyn)

+




∑
type(x̂n−xn)∈Uc PXnY n(x̂nyn)1/(1+ρ1) Pr{Φ̂n(x̂n) = Φ̂n(xn)}

PXnY n(xnyn)1/(1+ρ1)




ρ1

.

To go on the proof, we calculate the probability Pr{Φ̂n(x̂n) = Φ̂n(xn)}.
Pr{Φ̂n(x̂n) = Φ̂n(xn)} =

∑

φn

PΦn(φn)
∑

δn

P∆n(δn) Pr{φn(δn(x̂n − xn)) = 0ln}

=
∑

φn

PΦn(φn)
Stype(x̂n−xn)(Cφn)

∏
i type(x̂n − xn)i!

n!

=
E[Stype(x̂n−xn)(CΦn)](

n
type(x̂n−xn)

) . (2)

Then we have

E[1E1(Φ̂n,Ψ̂n)(x
nyn)]

≤
∑

type(x̂n−xn)∈U

√
PXnY n(x̂nyn)E[Stype(x̂n−xn)(CΦn)]/

(
n

type(x̂n−xn)

)

√
PXnY n(xnyn)
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+




∑
type(x̂n−xn)∈Uc PXnY n(x̂nyn)1/(1+ρ1)E[Stype(x̂n−xn)(CΦn)]/

(
n

type(x̂n−xn)

)

PXnY n(xnyn)1/(1+ρ1)




ρ1

≤
∑

u∈U E[Su(CΦn)]
(

n
u

)−1 ∑
type(x̃n)=u

√
PXnY n((xn + x̃n)yn)

√
PXnY n(xnyn)

+ αρ1
n q−ρ1ln

1

(∑
x̂n∈Xn PXnY n(x̂nyn)1/(1+ρ1)

PXnY n(xnyn)1/(1+ρ1)

)ρ1

.

Hence the first term in (1) can be bounded as follows.
∑

xnyn∈Xn×Yn

PXnY n(xnyn)E[1E1(Φ̂n,Ψ̂n)(x
nyn)]

≤ ∑

u∈U

E[Su(CΦn)]

(
n

u

)−1 ∑

type(x̃n)=u

∑

xnyn∈Xn×Yn

√
PXnY n(xnyn)PXnY n((xn + x̃n)yn)

+ αρ1
n q−ρ1ln

1

∑

yn∈Yn

( ∑

xn∈Xn

PXnY n(xnyn)1/(1+ρ1)

)1+ρ1

(a)
=

∑

u∈U

E[Su(CΦn)]

(
n

u

)−1 ∑

type(x̃n)=u

n∏

i=1

∑

xy∈X×Y

√
PXY (xy)PXY ((x + x̃i)y)

+ αρ1
n q−ρ1ln

1

∑

yn∈Yn

n∏

i=1

(∑

x∈X
PXY (xyi)

1/(1+ρ1)

)1+ρ1

=
∑

u∈U

E[Su(CΦn)]
∏

i∈X
[Bi,0(XY )]ui + αρ1

n q−ρ1ln
1

∑

y∈Y

(∑

x∈X
PXY (xy)1/(1+ρ1)

)n(1+ρ1)

=
∑

u∈U

E[Su(CΦn)][B(XY )]ι1(u) + exp{−n[ρ1(R(Φn)− ln αn/n)− J̃10(ρ1)]},

where (a) follows from the stationary memoryless property of the source and the usual
arithmetic rule for multiplying products of sums. By maximizing the error exponent
of the second term over ρ1 ∈ [0, 1], we get the tightest upper bound. The next two
terms in (1) can be bounded analogously and hence the theorem is proved.

Remark 1 If the encoders Φn and Ψn are mutually independent and Ψn ◦ δn
d
= Ψn

for any permutation δn ∈ Sn, it can be shown that the induced encoders Φ̂n and Ψ̂n

are also mutually independent, and by (2) we have

E[Stype(x̃nỹn)(C(Φn,Ψn))](
n

type(x̃nỹn)

) = Pr{Φ̂n(xn) = Φ̂n(xn + x̃n), Ψ̂n(yn) = Ψ̂n(yn + ỹn)}

= Pr{Φ̂n(xn) = Φ̂n(xn + x̃n)}Pr{Ψ̂n(yn) = Ψ̂n(xn + x̃n)}
=

E[Stype(x̃n)(CΦn)](
n

type(x̃n)

) · E[Stype(ỹn)(CΨn)](
n

type(ỹn)

) ,

i.e.,
E[Sw(C(Φn,Ψn))](

n
w

) =
E[Sπ1(w)(CΦn)](

n
π1(w)

) · E[Sπ2(w)(CΨn)](
n

π2(w)

) .
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Since it can be easily shown that E[Sw(C(Φn,Ψn))] ≤ E[Sπ1(w)(CΦn)]E[Sπ2(w)(CΨn)] for

mutually independent Φn and Ψn, as a byproduct, we have
(

n
w

)
≤

(
n

π1(w)

)(
n

π2(w)

)
.

Note that a pair of deterministic encoders can be regarded as a pair of mutually
independent random encoders, hence for two deterministic encoder φn and ψn we have

E[Sw(C(φn,ψn◦∆̃n))](
n
w

) =
E[Sπ1(w)(Cφn)](

n
π1(w)

) · E[Sπ2(w)(Cψn)](
n

π2(w)

) ,

where ∆̂n is another independent random permutation with uniform distribution.

Remark 2 For asymmetric codes, for example, assume that the sequence generated
by Y is compressed by an identity matrix, then the upper bound on the average MAP
decoding error probability may be reduced to

∑

u∈U

E[Su(CΦn)][B(XY )]ι1(u) + exp{−nJ̃1(R(Φn)− ln αn/n)},

because for any type v ∈ T ′
n(Y) and w ∈ T ′

n(X×Y), E[Sv(CΨn)] = E[Sw(C(Φn,Ψn))] =
0, and βn = γn = 0.

Now, we will use Theorem 3 to analyze the performance of SW codes based on
LDPC codes. We consider the regular LDPC ensemble over GF (q) presented in [18,
Section IV], which is an extension of the binary construction obtained from regular
bipartite graphs. In short, it is done by constructing (c, d) regular bipartite graphs
over GF (q) in which there are n variable nodes on the left side of the graph, each
associated with symbols in GF (q) and of degree c, l check nodes on the right, each
of degree d satisfying nc = ld, and nc edges connecting the variable nodes and check
nodes, each labelled with a nonzero symbol in GF (q). An ensemble of (c, d) regular
graphs is defined as follows. Define two orders (from 1 to nc) for the edges originating
from variable nodes and the edges originating from check nodes respectively. Then
for each i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , nc}, the i-th edge on the left is associated with the ∆̃n(i)-th
edge on the right, and is independently labelled with a random, uniformly distributed
symbol g ∈ GF (q)\{0}, where ∆̃n is an independent, uniformly distributed random
permutation. The bipartite graph can then be mapped to a parity check matrix as
follows. Element Ai,j in the matrix, corresponding to the i-th check node and the j-th
variable node, is set to the GF (q) sum of all labels g corresponding to edges connecting
the two nodes. Therefore, we define a random (c, d) regular LDPC encoder Φn over
GF (q) as the parity check matrix ensemble obtained from the above ensemble of (c, d)
regular graphs. Clearly, the rate R(Φn) is c

d
ln q. We now state the theorem on the

performance of LDPC encoders.

Theorem 4 Let XY be a correlated stationary memoryless source and let ε be an
arbitrary positive number. Suppose q1, q2 > 2 and c1, c2 ≥ 3. Then for d1 and d2 large
enough, the mutually independent (c1, d1) regular LPDC encoder Φn over GF (q1) and
(c2, d2) regular LPDC encoder Ψn over GF (q2) (both independent of the source) satisfy

lim
n→∞Pr{− 1

n
ln P (n)

e (Φn, Ψn) ≥ J} = 1
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for any J < min{J̃1(R1 − ε), J̃2(R2 − ε), J̃3(R1 + R2 − ε)}, where R1 = c1
d1

ln q1 and
R2 = c2

d2
ln q2.

The proof of Theorem 4 is omitted here, and it applies the result in Remark 1 and
the methods used in the proof of [18, Theorem 9] and [20, Theorem 6]. Analogously,
we also obtain the theorem on the performance of SW codes based on deterministic
linear encoders and random permutations.

Theorem 5 For a correlated stationary memoryless source XY and a given pair of
deterministic linear encoder sequences φ = {φn}∞i=1 and ψ = {ψn}∞i=1, we have

lim
n→∞Pr{− 1

n
ln P (n)

e (φn, ψn ◦ ∆̂n) ≥ J} = 1

for any J < min{J̃1(R1− ε1), J̃2(R2− ε2), J̃3(R1 +R2− ε1− ε2)}, where ∆̂n is an inde-
pendent random permutation with uniform distribution, R1 and R2 are the asymptotic
rates of the encoder sequences φ and ψ respectively (We suppose that the rates of the
encoder sequences converge), and

ε1 = lim sup
n→∞

1

n
ln max

u∈T ′n(X )

E[Su(Cφn)]qln
1(

n
u

) , ε2 = lim sup
n→∞

1

n
ln max

v∈T ′n(Y)

E[Sv(Cψn)]qmn
2(

n
v

) .

4 Conclusions

From the viewpoint of coding theory, the results we have obtained are still not satis-
factory. However, these results do imply some interesting facts that may be helpful
to applications.

First, Theorem 4 tells us that if the parameters d and n are large enough, all but a
diminishingly small proportion of the regular LDPC encoders can achieve asymptoti-
cally vanishing probability of MAP decoding error for any rate pair in the achievable
rate region of the correlated SMS.

Second, Theorem 5 tells us that if n is sufficiently large, most permutations are
good enough to help us build perfect SW systems based on a small number of good
encoders, i.e., encoders satisfying ε1 = ε2 = 0. Following this idea, we may prepare a
set of good encoders with different rates, and in a sensor network, allocate for each
node an encoder with the required rate and a permutation that may be randomly
generated by some seed allocated for the node. The feasibility of such a scheme still
remains to be verified in practice.

Third, the extension of all the results in this paper to an arbitrary source number
is immediate. The method in [9] is partly similar to our method, but for SMSs, our
results are stronger than theirs.
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