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Abstract—This paper concerns application of feedback in LT back information on the current buffer content, i.e. undkscb
codes. The considered type of feedback is acknowledgmentsencoded symbols. This makes the transmitter able to seldct a

where information on which symbols have been decoded is yangmit the input symbols, which will accelerate the déogd
given to the transmitter. We identify an important adaptive
process the most.

mechanism in standard LT codes, which is crucial to their ablity - )
to perform well under any channel conditions. We show how  In this work, feedback in the form of acknowledgments,

precipitate application of acknowledgments can interferewith ~ACKs, is considered. We will analyze its impact on LT
this adaptive mechanism and lead to significant performance codes, both for prioritized and non-prioritized data. Ire th
degradation. Moreover, our analysis reveals that even seife use 456 of prioritized data, we analyze rateless codes with un-
of acknowledgments has very low potential in standard LT cods. . . S .
Motivated by this, we analyze the impact of acknowledgmentsn equa.ll error protectiori_[6] in comblnatlon_ with our proposed
multi layer LT codes, i.e. LT codes with unequal error protedion. ~ application of feedback. We argue that this combinationiol
In this case, feedback proves advantageous. We show that byvery desirable synergies. Another important contributadn
using only a single feedback message, it is possible to acléea this work is the identification and description of an inhéren
ggggiable performance improvement compared to standard T a4antive mechanism in LT codes. That mechanism makes
' LT codes able to adapt to the current decoder state, without
the need for feedback. This is a remarkable property, and
it is the sole reason why LT codes succeed in approaching
Rateless codes are capacity achieving erasure correcting channel capacity, regardless of the channel conditions
codes. Common for all rateless codes is the ability to geaer&hen applying feedback, it is important to bear the inherent
a potentially infinite amount of encoded symbols frérmput adaptive mechanism in mind, because any actions based on
symbols. Decoding is possible whéhe€)k encoded symbols the feedback should not negatively interfere with it. Thii w
have been received, wherés close to zero. The generation ofbe evident from our evaluations.
encoded symbols can be done on the fly during transmissionThe remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Sectio
which means the rate of the code decreases as the transmigBlgives an introduction to LT codes, explaining the encagdin
proceeds, as opposed to fixed rate codes, hence the naane. decoding processes and the relevant terms. The aahlytic
Rateless codes are attractive due to their flexible natuvgork is described in sectidnllil, followed by a numerical eva
Regardless of the channel conditions, a rateless code widltion of the investigated schemes in seclioh IV. Conchssio
approach the channel capacity, without the need for feddbaare drawn in sectionlV before an Appendix finalizes the paper.
except a notification when decoding is successfully coredlet
Moreover, practical implementations of rateless codeshzan
made with very low encoder and decoder complexity. The mostin this section an overview of standard LT codes is given.
successful examples are LT codgs [1] and Raptor cddes [2gsume we wish to transmit a given amount of data, e.g. a
LT codes are the focus of this work. file or slice of video from a stream. This data is divided ikto
Although LT codes are independent of feedback, a feedbdBRut symbolsFrom these input symbols a potentially infinite
channel might still be available in the network. This is @mount of encoded symbols, also calledatput symbolsare
resource which can be exploited to potentially improve Lgenerated. Output symbols are XOR combinations of input
coded transmissions. The question of how to exploit suchsgmbols. The number of input symbols used in the XOR is
feedback channel has recently received attention. An agpro referred to as thelegreeof the output symbol, and all input
called Real-Time oblivious erasure correcting is propased Symbols contained in an output symbol are catietghborsof
[3]. This approach utilizes feedback telling the transemittow the output symbol. The output symbols of an encoder follow
many of thek input symbols have been decoded. With thig certain degree distributiomi), which is a key element in
information the transmitter chooses a fixed degree (exgthinthe design of good LT codes. The encoding process of an LT
in section[l) for future encoded symbols, which maximizegode can be broken down into three steps:
the probability of decoding new input symbols. Shifted LT Encoder:
codes|[[4] is another application of this type of feedbackieHe 1) Randomly choose a degrédy samplingr(i).
the feedback is used to shift the degree distribution tosvard 2) Choose uniformly at randorh of the k& possible input
higher degrees as decoding proceeds, which they claim is symbols.
desirable in LT codes. Iri_[5], another approach called doped3) Perform bitwise XOR of the chosen input symbols.
fountain coding is proposed. In this approach the receeed$ The resulting symbol is the output symbol.

I. INTRODUCTION

Il. BACKGROUND


http://arxiv.org/abs/1012.2673v1

This process can be iterated as many times as needed, wiichACK in Single Layer LT Codes

results in a rateless code. _ _ The output of the encoder is a symbol of degredowever,
~ A widely used decoder for LT codes is the belief propagay,ch a symbol might include already decoded data, which is
tion (BP) decoder. The strength of this decoder is it Vep¥moyed upon arrival through XOR operations. As a rest, th

low complexity [2]. It is based on performing the reversgeqree of the received symbol is reduced, before it is iredud
XOR operations from the encoding process. Initially all@®g ; the iterative BP decoding process. We denoteréticed
one output symbols are identified and moved to a Stora&@greez" and its distributiony’ ().

referred to as theipple. Symbols in the ripple arprocessed

one by one, which means that they are removed as contefiima 1. (Reduced Degree Distribution) Given that the
from all buffered symbols through XOR operations. Once @nhcoder applies (i), and that out of k input symbols remain
symbol has been processed, it is removed from the ripp,léldECOded, the reduced degree distribution is found as
and considered decoded. The processing of symbols in the

ripple will potentially reduce some of the buffered symbials kL (L) (ka)
degree one, in which case they are moved to the ripple. This is;/(;') = Z (W(l) %) for 0<i <L,
called a symbotelease This makes it possible for the decoder ! (1)
to process symbols continuously in an iterative fashiore Th /(;y = o for L <4’ < k.
iterative decoding process can be explained in two steps:

Decoder: Proof: A degree reduction from to i’ happens wher

1) Identify all degree one output symbols and add them & the f_‘eigh?f’fs are among tiieundecoded symbols and the
the ripple. remaining;—i’ neighbors are among the- L already decoded

2) Process a symbol from the ripple and remove it aftepymbols. The probability of this event can be evaluatedgisin
wards. Go to step 1. the hypergeometric distribution. The probability that anbyl

L . of reduced degre# is received is the sum of all contributions
Decoding is successful when all input symbols have be

bols of original d e={i,i'+1,....,i' +k—L}.
recovered. If at any point before this, the ripple size egjua m symbols of original degree= {i",i" +1, ..’ + !

. X . . ]
Z€ro, dgcodmg has fa|led-. If this happens, Fhe receiver Caq_emma[l basically says that the probability of receiving a
either signal a decode failure to the transmitter, or wait f%

. . mbol with reduced degreéis a weighted sum of the part of
more output SY”_“?O'S- In _the latter case, new incoming (.)Utpf te original degree distribution wheie< : < i’ +k— L. This
symbols are initially stripped for already recovered inp lis us that the applied degree distribution experiencesifa
symbols at the receiver. If the resulting output symbol h

q the iterative decodi . tarted Wwards lower degrees when a subset of h@put symbols
egree one, the iteralive decoding process Is restaned. a5 peen decoded. This shift grows stronger as the number of

decoded symbols increases. Thus, although the originaédeg
i o _ distribution is constant during transmissiari(’) is dynamic,

The type of feedback considered in this paper is ACKS. Wnce it depends or.. The increasing shift of the reduced
LT codes this can be used to inform the transmitter, whiGfegree distribution is an important element of LT codes. The
input symbols have been decoded at the receiver. We propasgson is that low degree symbols are preferable late in the
to act on this by excluding the ACK’ed symbols from futurgransmission. New arriving symbols can serve one of two
encoding. Mqre specifically this has the following impa%urposes. Eithei’ > 2 and the symbol is stored in the buffer,
on the encoding process: In step 1 of the encoder, the ngw;’ — 1 and the iterative decoding process is initiated with
decreased number of input symbols is taken into accountt{e new known input symbol. In short, new symbols either
the degree distribution. Thus the parameteis updated t0 pyilq up potential or release potential. Late in the trarssion,

k' =k — M, whereM is the number of ACK’ed symbols. In when much potential has been built up, it is preferable td sta
step 2, thel input symbols are chosen among feindecoded re|easing this potential instead of building up even motés T
input symbols. ACKs have no impact on the BP decoder. The gchieved by the inherent shift af (i’), which lets the LT
cost of transmitting the ACKSs is not taken into account irsthizgge adapt to the current decoder state, without the need for
work. feedback.

In the case that the degree is reduced to zero, the symbol
is redundant. Thusz’(0) is an important parameter when

The purpose of this analysis is to obtain insight on theying to minimize the overhead of the LT code. It has been
impact of ACKs in LT codes. The performance metric corplotted as a function ok — L, i.e. the number of decoded
sidered in this work is the average overhead. Thus, especiaymbols, in Fig.[ll. The applied degree distribution is the
the impact on the probability of receiving redundant syrsboRobust Soliton distribution, RSD, ankl = 100. The RSD
is interesting. Initially single layer LT codes, i.e. stand LT is the de facto standard degree distribution for LT codes and
codes for non-prioritized data, are analyzed. The restts f was originally proposed iri_[1]. The figure reveals that as the
this motivate us to extend the analysis to multi layer LT codelecoding progresses, the probability that a symbol will be
for prioritized data, which is done in sectibn 1I-B. redundant increases exponentially. We would like to explor

A. Acknowledgments in LT Codes

Il. ANALYSIS
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Thus, we conclude that the proposed application of feedback
% 20 20 60 80 100 in the form of ACK’s has both a positive and a negative
(k-1) effect on a standard LT code. On one hand, it reduces the
Fig. 1. The probability of receiving a symbol with reducedya® zero, as .prOb.at.)I“ty of rece_wmg redur.]dant SymbOIS' .On the Otherja
a function of(k — L), when applying the RSD dt — 100. it eliminates an important inherent adaptive mechanism of

LT codes. We propose to solve this problem by applying
an adaptive original degree distribution. From Lempha 3 we
how this probability can be decreased, by applying feedba®®W that when all decoded symbols have been ACK'ed,
in the form of ACK. the reduced degree distribution follows the original degre
distribution. Hence, by implementing a dependency.an the
Lemma 2. (Acknowledgments Reduce Redundanc{)) is  original degree distribution, we can restore the desiregbtide
a strictly decreasing function of/, 0 < M < k — L, where mechanism. More specifically, we should apply the distidut
M denotes the number of ACK'ed input symbols. from Lemmall, with the small adjustment that0) = 0,
because we obviously do not want to generate symbols of
flegree zero. Moreover, since we truncate the distributian,
must normalize. The above observations can be summarized
in the following corollary.

Proof: Wheni’ = 0 and the decrease d&f, caused by
the M ACK’ed symbols, is taken into account, the equatio
in Lemmall reduces to

k—M—L b M—T Corollary 1. (Feedback Based Adaptive Degree Distribution)
7' (0) = Z (i) M Under the assumption that all decoded symbols have been
=0 (kQM) ACK’ed by the receiver, the following defines a distribution

which avoids symbols of reduced degree zero and preserves
the adaptive mechanism of LT codes:

() - () (5D

The fraction of binomial coefficients is a strictly decrewsi
function of M, because

p(i) =Y REETOTOR for 1<i<L.
— — T ;
(kfle/_ffL)_(kf(Mzﬂ)fL)<(k;1w)_(k7(1¥1+1)), j=t 7
(k—M—L)!  (k—M-—1—L)! < (k—M)! (k=M -—1)! v
i(k—M—L—3)! il(k—M—1—L—3)! Nil(k—M—3)! l(k—M—1—3)!’

fﬁ;(kafL73-)f_ﬁ:)(kaf17L7j)<i_1i[:)(ka7j)fﬁ(kaflfj), A simulation has been performed with the purpose of

i= = j=o evaluating the application of ACKs in standard LT codes.
1.iﬁl(k%{ikj)dil:ll(kaij)y VM. 0<M<k—L. Three different sche_mes are compared; A stam_jard LT code
i=1 i=1 without feedback using the RSD, an LT code with feedback

since L is positive, and from this it follows that'(0) is a USiNg the RSD and an LT code with feedback usjg),
strictly decreasing function af/. wherer(j) is the RSD. For the schemes utilizing feedback,
g is assumed that each individual input symbol is ACK'ed

Unfortunately, reducing the probability of redundancy i . . .
not the only c)(;nsequenge of AF\)CK’ing s);mbols. It alsoyha'g]mEd'ately after it has been decoded and that the ACK is

an impact on the rest of the reduced degree distribution. rl%ce'\:ﬁd at the s_e”r\lier bef(;]r_ehthe nt()exlt t;ansngssmr:j. In (}h'j
general the reduced degree distribution will experienceifa s way, the Server it know which symbols have been decode

towards higher degrees, when symbols are ACK’ed. In th?g all encoding times. The cost of transmitting the feedback

way, ACK’ing data acts as a counter to the desirable dynanﬁcmt taken into account. These are ideal conditions, thes t

property of the reduced degree distribution. In fact, wHen tresults are upper bounds for these applications of feedback

maximum number of ACK’s is made, the dynamic property i he psram(;tersdo{ the RSdD 6::182 0.1 Elilndf = L, since thehse di
eliminated entirely. ave been found to provide the smallest average overhead in

[7]. The simulations have been performedkiat= 1000 and
Lemma 3. (Acknowledgments Counter Dynamic Reduceabe results are averages of 1000 simulations.

Degree) When\/ = k — L, the reduced degree distribution Fig. [@ shows the results where the relative number of
equals the original degree distribution. undecoded input symbols has been plotted as a function of the



10

which are referred to as the base layer and the refinemenmnt laye
respectively. We parameterize the favoring of the baserlaye
asg=12&

An erz;coded symbol of the applied multi layer LT code has
two components; a base layer component and a refinement
layer component. Thus, the degree of a symbol can be viewed
as two dimensional. We denote it &3;,ir), wherei = ig +
; ir. Lemmal4 describes how to find the two-layer reduced
- degree distribution. The general caseNoflayers is treated in
t the Appendix.

107}

1072}

— RSD (no ACK)
‘‘‘‘‘ RSD (w. ACK)

- = =P(0)ggp W. ACK)
‘ i i Lemma 4. (Two-Layer Reduced Degree Distribution) Given

0 05 Coding Ovelrhead (1+5) Lo 2 that the encoder applies(i) in a two-layer LT code with
parametersp and 3, the reduced degree distribution is found

Fig. 2. The relative number of undecoded input symbols asnatitn of as
the amount of received symbols for the three simulated sekem

Ratio of Undecoded Input Symbols
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1B+1 +k—Lp—LR i—ip
amount of received symbols. From the figure it is seen that(iy.i\) = > (i) Y (@(j,i,ak,k,ﬂ)

when applying ACKs without changing the original degree i=ily iy =il

distribution, the performance degrades significantly. S ihe (5B)(*FEBY) (L) (G ok Er) o <i< L

negative effect from ACK’s by far outweighs the positive “ (ai) = ((kaj,c) : )) for ;i,iz Llf’
J i—j —R=

effect. However, when we eliminate the negative effect by = , y ,
implementing an adaptive original degree distribution,sge "~ ('#:'r) = 0 for Ls<ipSak vLn<ip<(=a)k,
ﬁf?éz)(;;nairl‘(ce increase compared to the standard LT code Wiifere is Wallenius’ noncentral hypergeometric distribution.

The gain from introducing feedback in the form of ACKs  Proof: Consider a set of items of total sizeof which ak
is quite small though. This is explained by the very rapiielong to a group of a certain property. Each individual itam
change in LT codes from not having decoded anything tbis group has a facta# higher probability of being sampled
having decoded everything. As mentioned earlier, an LT co#fean the remainingl — o)k individual items. The number of
initially builds up potential and then eventually releasieis Samples belonging to the group with a certain property, bat o
potential. As a result, very few input symbols are decoded iatal sample set of size is described by Wallenius’ noncentral
the beginning and then suddenly, within relatively few neWypergeometric distribution. In this case the propertyibe
received encoded symbols, all input symbols are decodé@dpart of the base layer. For the derivation of the reduced
This is sometimes referred to asalanche decodinf8]. This degree, it is needed to further distinguish between decaded
leaves a very narrow window in which ACKs are applicabléindecoded symbols, in both the base layer and the refinement
hence the small performance gain. layer. This can be modeled with regular central hypergenmet

For this reason it is particularly interesting to investigtne distributions, as in Lemmal 1, since decoded and undecoded
use of ACKs in combination with multi layer LT codes, alse¢ymbols are chosen with equal probabilities in the encoding
referred to as LT codes with Unequal Error Protection, UEProcess. u
[6]. In these codes the aim is to successfully decode theinata In Fig. [3, 7/(0,0) has been plotted as a function éfz
stages, i.e. layers are decoded at different times or éguitha. and Lz, the number of undecoded symbols from the base
with different average overheads. This leaves a longeravind layer and the refinement layer, respectively. The parameter
for the use of ACKs, which potentially increases the gain. a = 0.5, 3 = 9 andk = 100 have been chosen. An optimized

) ) degree distribution is not provided inl [6], thus we have @ms

B. ACK in Multi Layer LT Codes the RSD. The plot shows that the probability of redundancy

For the investigation of the use of ACK in multi layer LTincreases faster for decreasiiig; than for decreasind. g,
codes we will use the approach to layering proposed in [6}hich was expected since the base layer symbols are more
This is a simple approach, where the uniform distributioadus likely to occur as neighbors. If[6] it was shown that the
for selection of input symbols is replaced by a distributiogpplied multi layer LT code provides the unequal recovery
which favors symbols from more important layers. In generalme property, which essentially means thag decreases
the k input symbols are divided intdV layerss, s»,..., sy, to zero earlier thanLx during decoding. In the avalanche
each with sizeo k, ask,..., ank, Whefez g0y = 1. The analogy, this means that we have two avalanches instead of
probability of selection associated with input symbolsiire; one. With respect to Fid. 3, it means that the probability of
is denotecio,( ), such thatz _, pj(k)ajk = 1. Note that if redundancy experienced during decoding is found alongta pat
pi(k) = V] then all data is treated equaIIy, as in the singl@hich starts atL.y = Lz = 50, then moves to a point with
layer LT code In this analysis, only two layers are consder Lg = 0 and Ly still close to50, and finally follows the edge
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50 50 Fig. 5. The relative number of undecoded input symbols froenindividual

layers as a function of the amount of received symbols.
Fig. 3. The probability of receiving a symbol with reducedyde zero,
7’ (0,0), for a two-layer LT code with parameters = 0.5, 8 = 9 and

k= 100. overhead is achieved. It can thus be concluded, that the
! . ! positive effect from ACK’ing in the applied two-layer LT ced
08 2 08 outweighs the negative effect. This is in contrast to theltss
506 5 06 Ly for the single layer LT code. In this case, we have not tried to
= 0_4///53/ T os eliminate the negative effect, as we did in the single laysec
P . o L =50 However, it is our belief, that further potential improveme
- lie in the implementation of an adaptive degree distributio
% 40 a0 R %% 40 =0 "% o Thisis subject to future investigations.
R B
Fig. 4. Projections of’(0,0) at L = {0, 10,20, 30, 40,50} and L, = IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS
{0,10,20, 30, 40, 50}. A simulation has been implemented in Matlab with the

purpose of evaluating the investigated schemes with réspec
of the surface towardé.5 = Lr = 0. Note the very high to a distortion measure. We do not simulate the distortion
probability of redundancy during the entire second avalanc using actual data. Instead we apply the theoretical lowanto
This is a significant drawback of the multi layer LT code, i.efrom rate-distortion theory[ [9], which says that for andi.j.
that the decoding of refinement layers is very inefficient. zero-mean, unit-variance Gaussian source the distoréitm-
We propose to eliminate this drawback through ACKs. Froffanction is:

the analysis of single layer LT codes, we learned that ACKs
during an avalanche is not very helpful. However, in this d(r) — 22

: o (r)y=27°", Q)
case decoding evolves as two avalanches separated in time.
This creates an opportunity to apply ACKs efficiently. Thavhere » is the rate measured in bits pr. sample. We wish
strategy is to ACK the base layer in its entirety, when it has evaluate the two-layer LT code from the analysis, thus
been decoded, such that only refinement layer symbols are assume a lossy source code with achievable rates
considered in future encoding. Note that this only requaesz = 0, 1,2, wherez denotes the number of decoded layers.
single feedback opportunity, which makes this scheme practhe values of-, are based on the transmission of a 1 Mbit/s
cal, as opposed to the single layer counterpart. We expisct thideo stream, where the resolution is 480 times 320 at 30
application of ACKs to provide both a positive and a negatiieames/s. The transmitter encodes and transmits one second

effect, as in single layer LT codes. Which one is dominant, & video at a time, which meang =0, r; = % and
now studied through simulations. ry = %. The decoding deadline of each segment of

The two-layer LT code from the analysis is also chosen f@0 frames is assumed to be the equivalent of the transmission
the simulation, although here with = 1000. The code with of 2k symbols. The RSD is applied in all schemes, and the
and without ACK of the base layer are simulated. Moreovavarameters aré = 100, ¢ = 0.1, 6 = 1, « = 0.5 and
the single layer LT code is included in order to show thé = 9. The transmission channel is modeled as a packet
effect of unequal error protection. Fig. 5 shows the resifits erasure channel, where erasures occur at symbol level at a
is clear from the figure that the decoding of the refinemerdte denoted by ER.
layer is inefficient when ACK is not applied. This is indicate Fig. [@ shows a plot of the distortion averaged over 100
by the break at the point where the base layer is decodsdconds of “video” as a function (fER. From the plot we
However, when ACK is applied, this break is not nearlgee that at lonSER and highSER the two-layer LT code
as significant, and a noticeable decrease of the necessaith ACK and the single layer LT code performs similarly.



' ' was proposed, where entire layers are acknowledged at a
time. In this way, using only a single feedback message,
it was possible to significantly improve the performance of
a two layer LT code. Simulations also showed significant
improvements compared to the standard single layer LT code.
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0.85 APPENDIX

N-LAYER REDUCED DEGREEDISTRIBUTION

Avg. Distortion (MSE)

0.8 1
y | Lemmal4 describes the reduced degree distribution for
orsp -7 777%2 ggz E\r/]vo/ﬁg?)) a two-layer LT code with unequal error protection. This
- - One layer (no ACK) distribution can be generalized 16 layers if the multivariate
07 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1 version _of Wallenius’ non_cen_tral hypgrgeometrlc disttibo
SER is used instead of the univariate version from Lenitha 4. The

multivariate version describes the sampling of a set of stem
with N different properties instead of only two. This increases
the number of degrees of freedom in the distributioivte- 1,

However, atSER between roughly 0.3 and 0.6, the two-layefNd as a result parameters are defined as vectors.Nthe
code has a significantly better performance than the singlignensional reduced degree is denatedherei;, denotes the
layer code. This tells us that in this region the decodifgmber of undecoded neighbors belonging to ifé layer.
deadline is likely to occur after the early avalanche of theimilarly, L, j, & and are theN-dimensional counterparts
base layer, but before the single avalanche of the singtr laf’ the parameters used in Lemitia 4. Moreoves; 3 _,,_, 7.,
code. The difference between applying ACK and not is evideffd similarly we defind. and;. By 7, we denote alj which

at low SER. The high probability of redundancy makes ifatisfy jn > i'n, n = 1,2,.., N, andj = i. The N-layer
unlikely that the refinement layer is ever decoded. The use'§@duced degree distribution can now be expressed as follows

ACK clearly remedies this problem. It should be noted th@lemma 5. (N-Layer Reduced Degree Distribution) Given
the performance gains shown in this simulation is achieveght the encoder applies(i) in an N-layer LT code with

without any optimizations. Further potential improvenseite parameters: and 3, the reduced degree distribution is found
in the optimization ofx and 5, as well as in the implementa- 55

tion of an adaptive degree distribution, as suggested itiosec

i'4k—L N L\ (k- L
1o w' (&) = Z (w(i)z (@(j,i,ak,ﬁ) H W))

V. CONCLUSIONS i=i jes =1
for L,<i, <ank, n=1,2,...,N,

Fig. 6. Average distortion as a function of the symbol erraterfor the
investigated schemes.

In this paper we have analyzed the impact of feedback in
the form of acknowledgments in LT codes. Initially, stardiar (i) = 0 elsewhere.
single layer LT codes were studied. In this study, we derived Proof: See proof of LemmAl4. [ ]
the reduced degree distribution, which was shown to be
a function of the number of undecoded symbals, This
dependency ot provides an inherent adaptive mechanism i}l Michael Luby, “LT Codes,” inProceedings. The 43rd Annual IEEE Sym-

; . osium on Foundations of Computer Scienggp. 271-280, November
standard LT codes. This mechanism makes LT codes able togoozl P new

adapt to the current decoder state, without using feedlzexk, [2] Amin Shokrollahi, “Raptor codes,IEEE Transactions on Information
is thus of crucial importance to these codes. Further aisalys Theory. pp. 25512567, 2006.

h d th h d f ack led li 3l Amos Beimel, Shlomi Dolev and Noam Singer, “RT oblivioesasure
showed that the proposed use of acknowledgments can eli “correcting,” IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networkingpp. 1321-1332,

nate the probability of receiving redundant symbols. Hevev ~ 2007.

acknowledgments were also shown to eliminate the desiralfie Andrew Hagedorn, Sachin_AgarwaI, David Starobinski &mdTrachten-
inh daoti hani in LT cod A dificati i berg, “Rateless Coding with Feedback,” lIBEE INFOCOM 2009. The
Inherent adaptive mechanism in coaes. modification o 28th Conference on Computer Communicatippp. 1791-1799, 2009.

the degree distribution applied at the encoder was propospdl Silviia Kokalj-Filipovic, Predrag Spasojevic, EmanSoljanin and Roy

which preserves the adaptive mechanism and at the same timeYates, *ARQ with Doped Fountain Decoding,” ISSSTA '08. IEEE 10th
liminat th bability of receiving redundant svmbols I_nternatlonal Symposium on Spread Spectrum TechniquesAgptica-
eliminates the probability iving u Y tions, 2008, pp. 780-784, 2008.

Simulations indicate a small performance improvement fropl Nazanin Rahnavard, Badri N. Vellambi and Faramarz FelRateless
the proposed code Compared to standard LT codes. Codes With Unequal Error Protection PropertiEEE Transactions on

. . Information Theory vol. 53.pp. 1521 — 1532, April 2007.
We then turned our attention to multi |ayer LT COdeS{V] Frank Uyeda, Huaxia Xia and Andrew A. Chien, “Evaluatioha High

also called LT codes with unequal error protection. These Performance Erasure Code Implementatidethnical Report, University
were shown to be a far better match with acknowledgmeni:%. of California, San Diegp2004.

. - .. D.J.C. MacKay, “Fountain CodesJEE Proceedings Communications,
Analysis showed that the probability of receiving redurtdan”™ | 152 no. 6ypp‘ 1062-1068, 20é5. 9
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during decoding of lower prioritized Iayers. A simple scheem  criterion,” in IRE National Convention Record part 4p. 142-163, 1959.
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