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The Levenshtein’s Sequence Reconstruction
Problem and the Length of the List

Ville Junnila™, Tero Laihonen

Abstract— In the paper, the Levenshtein’s sequence reconstruc-
tion problem is considered in the case where the transmitted
words are chosen from an e-error-correcting code, at most ¢
substitution errors occur in each of the IN channels and the
decoder outputs a list of length L. Previously, when t = e 4 £
and the transmitted word is long enough, the numbers of
required channels were determined for £ = 1,2 and £ + 1.
Here we determine the exact number of channels in the cases
L = 3,4,...,£4. This also provides the size of the largest
intersection of £ balls of radius ¢ (with respect to substitutions)
centered at the words with mutual Hamming distances at least
2e + 1. Furthermore, with the aid of covering codes, we also
consider the list sizes in the cases where the length n is rather
small (improving previously known results). After that we study
how much we can decrease the number of required channels
when we use list-decoding codes. Finally, the majority algorithm
is discussed for decoding in a probabilistic set-up; in particular,
we show that the output word of the decoder can be verified to
be the transmitted one with high probability.

Index Terms— Information retrieval, Levenshtein’s sequence
reconstruction, list decoding, majority algorithm, substitution
errors.

I. INTRODUCTION

N THIS paper, the Levenshtein’s sequence reconstruction

problem, which was introduced in [2], is studied when
the errors are substitution errors. For many related sequence
reconstruction problems (concerning, for instance, deletion
and insertion errors) consult, for example, [2], [3], [4], [5], [8],
[9]. Originally, the motivation for the sequence reconstruction
problem came from biology and chemistry where the familiar
redundancy method of error correction is not suitable. The
sequence reconstruction problem has returned to the focus,
since it was recently discovered that this problem is highly
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Fig. 1. The Levenshtein’s sequence reconstruction.

relevant to information retrieval in advanced storage tech-
nologies. In these storage systems the stored information is
either a single copy, which is read many times, or the stored
information has several copies [5], [10]. This problem (see
[5]) is especially applicable to DNA data storage systems (see
[11], [12], [13], [14]) where DNA strands provide numerous
erroneous copies of the information and the goal is to recover
the information using these copies.

Let us denote the set {1,2,...,n} by [1, n]. Denote by F the
finite field of two elements, and denote the binary Hamming
space by F"”. The support of the word x = z1...2, € F"
is defined via supp(x) = {¢ | =; # 0}. Let us denote the
all-zero word 0 = 00...0 € F” and by e; € F" a word with
1 in the ith coordinate and zeros elsewhere. The Hamming
weight w(x) of x € F™ is |supp(x)|. The Hamming distance is
defined as d(x,y) = w(x+y) for x,y € F™. Let us denote the
Hamming ball of radius ¢ centered at x € F™ by B;(x) = {y €
F™ | d(x,y) <t} and its cardinality by V(n,t) = ZE:O ().
The Hamming sphere of radius t centered at x € F" is
Si(x) = {y € F* | d(x,y) = t}. A nonempty subset of F"
is called a code and its elements are called codewords. The
minimum distance of a code C' C F" is defined as dy,;,(C) =
Mille, cyeC,cr e, A(€1, C2). Consequently, the code C' has the
error-correcting capability e = e(C) = [(dmin(C) — 1)/2].
Let us denote by ¢ ~ 2.71828... the Napier’s constant.
With ©(g(n)) we denote a set of functions such that f(n) €
O(g(n)) if there exist positive reals ki, ks and ng such that
for all n > ng we have k1g(n) < f(n) < kag(n).

Next we consider the sequence reconstruction problem.
For the rest of the paper, let C C [F™ be any e-error-
correcting code. A codeword x € C' is transmitted through
N channels where, in each of them, at most ¢ substitution
errors can occur. In the sequence reconstruction problem,
our aim is to reconstruct x based on the N distinct outputs
Y ={y1,...,yn~} from the channels (see Fig. 1).
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It is assumed that ¢ > e(C) (if ¢ < e(C), then only one
channel is enough to reconstruct x). For £ > 1, let us denote

t=e(C)+Ll=e+/¢

for the rest of paper. The situation where we obtain sometimes
a short list of possibilities for x instead of always recovering
x uniquely, is considered in [15] and [16]. Based on the
set Y and the code C, the list decoder (see Fig. 1) D
gives an estimation Tp = Tp(Y) = {x1,...,X|p,|} on the
sequence x which we try to reconstruct. We denote by Lp
the maximum cardinality of the list Tp(Y") over all possible
sets Y of output words. The decoder is said to be successful
if x € Tp for all input words x and all possible output
sets Y. In this paper, we focus on the smallest possible
value of Lp over all successful decoders D, in other words,
on £ = minp i successful{ £ }- Let us denote

ﬂ By(y)

yeYy

T=T()=Cn

Consequently,
L =max{|T(Y)||Y is a set of N output words}.

The value of £ depends on e,/,n and N. Obviously, one
would like to have as small £ as possible. Observe that
we consider the worst case scenario of the output channels
regarding £. In such a situation, the channels are sometimes
called adversarial; for example, see [17]. The problem of
minimizing £ is studied, for example, in [15], [16], [18], [19],
[20], and [21]. Also a probabilistic versions of this problem
have been studied (often under the name trace reconstruction)
for example in [22] and [23]. In this paper, we mainly consider
the relation between N and L for various n after we fix
the parameters ¢ and e (while letting C' be any e-error-
correcting code). The sequence reconstruction problem is also
closely related (see [18]) to information retrieval in associative
memory introduced by Yaakobi and Bruck [15],[16].

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section II,
we recall some of the known results. In particular, it is pointed
out that if we have at least (resp. less than) V' (n, {—1)+1 chan-
nels, then the list size is constant with respect to n (resp. there
are e-error-correcting codes with list size depending on n).
In Section III, we give the complete correspondence between
the list size and the number of channels when we have more
than V' (n,¢ — 1) 4+ 1 channels and n is large enough. It is
sometimes enough to increase the number of channels only
by a constant amount in order to decrease the list size (see
Corollary 14). Section IV focuses on improving the bounds
on the list size when n is not restricted and we obtain strictly
more channels than V(n,¢ — 1) + 1. Section V is devoted to
list size when we have less than V(n,¢ — 1) + 1 channels.
The final section deals with the reconstruction with the aid
of a majority algorithm on the coordinates among the output
words in Y.

II. KNOWN RESULTS

In this section we present some known results on how the
two values of IV and L are linked. The basic idea on estimating
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L is the following: we analyse the maximum number of
output words (IN) we can fit in the intersection of £ t-radius
balls centered at codewords. As expected, the length £ of the
outputted list strongly depends on the number of channels.

Previously, in [2] and [15], the problem has been considered
for £ = 1 and £ = 2, respectively. Moreover, in [24], the exact
number of channels N required to have £ constant on 7 has
been presented, see Theorems 4 and 5. The following theorem
gives an exact number of channels required to have £ = 1.

Theorem 1 [2]:

We have £ <1 if

$:<n—2a—g

=0

t—i
Z (26 + 1) 1
, k
k=e+1+i—4
Theorem 2 [15]:
n_[3d d d
N> i ( 7:[12 W)(rf;)(ri])(t J) + 1 for
o 0<iy <t—[4],
t—[4] -

2
] i1+|_gj—t<24
. 2[%1 —t+i <ig<t-— (21 +Z4) and
o max{iy — iz —ig+ [2] —t,iy +ig+is+ [2] -t} <
ip <t — (iy +iq + [2] —d3),
then £ < 2 for any code C' with minimum distance d.
The following theorem reformulates a result achieved by
Yaakobi and Bruck [15, Algorithm 18] proven in [24].
Theorem 3: Let n > 2¢ — 1 and C be an e-error-correcting
code in F". If N > V(n,¢ — 1) 4+ 1, then we have

e« (%)

The bound in Theorem 3 can be improved to 2¢ which has
been shown to be tight in [24].

Theorem 4 (Theorem 7, [24]): Let n >
e-error-correcting code in F”. If N > V(n,
we have

{ and C be an
¢ —1)+ 1, then

L <2

Besides the 2¢ part, also the value V(n,¢ — 1) + 1 for the
number of channels is tight, that is, if the value of N is smaller,
then list size £ can be linear with respect to n.

Theorem 5 (Theorem 10, [24]): f N < V(n,{ — 1),
then there exists an e-error-correcting code such that
L>n/(e+1)].

Let us denote for the rest of the paper n(e,,b) = (£ —

D2 (b—e+(e+1)(b—3c—2e?+eb+ (b_Q;_l) ) +4—
2. Although the bound for £ in Theorem 4 cannot be improved
in general, we can improve it, when n is large, to £ + 1.

Theorem 6 (Theorem 20, [24]): Let n > n(e,,b), b =
max{3t,de + 4}, [Y| = N > V(n,{ — 1)+ 1 and C be
an e-error-correcting code. Then we have

LS+ 1.

Moreover, the following theorem shows that the previous
upper bound £ < ¢+ 1 is tight when N =V (n,¢ — 1) + 1.

Theorem 7 (Theorem 9, [24]): If n > { + fe + e and the
number of channels satisfies N < V(n,f — 1) + 1, then there
exists an e-error-correcting code C' C F4 such that £ > ¢+ 1.
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As we see, IV is known precisely only for three values
when L is constant on n. In the following section, we give
the missing values of N.

III. Li1ST S1ZE WITH MORE CHANNELS

In this section, we give exact bounds for the number of
channels N (when n is large) which is required for satisfying
L < h for every constant value of h. As noticed above, NV
was previously known only for three values h = 2,3,¢ + 2.
To achieve this, we need to introduce two technical lemmas
from [24].

In the following lemma, when n is large, it is shown that
if any three codewords in T(Y) differ within some subset
of coordinates D of constant size b, then there exists an
output word y which differs from these codewords in at least
¢—1 coordinate positions outside of D. Notice that supp(w+2z)
gives the set of coordinates in which w and z differ.

Lemma 8 (Lemma 18, [24]): Let b > 3t be an integer with
t = e+ ¢ and C; be an e-error-correcting code. Assume that
n>n(e, 4,b), |[Y|=N>V(nt—1)+1, |T(Y)| > 3 and
c1,¢a,¢3 € T(Y). If now D C [1,n] is a set such that |[D| = b
and

supp(cy + co) U supp(cy + c3) U supp(ca + c3) C D,

then for any word w € F" we have supp(w +¢;) \ D =
supp(w + ¢2) \ D = supp(w + ¢3) \ D and there exists an
output word y € Y such that

lsupp(y +¢1) \ D| > ¢ — 1.

The following lemma shows that the distance between any
codewords in T(Y") is either 2e + 1 or 2e + 2.

Lemma 9 (Lemma 19, [24]): Let n > n(e,¢,3t), |Y| =
N > V(n,£ —1) + 1, C be an e-error-correcting code and
|T(Y)| > 3. Then we have d(ci,c2) < 2e + 2 for any two
C1,Co € T(Y)

We denote by N'(n,f,e,h) the maximum number of
t-error channels such that there exists a set of output words
Y C F” satisfying |Y| = N'(n, ¢, e, h) and |T(Y)| > h for
some e-error correcting code C. Observe that N'(n, ¢, e, h)
is a non-increasing function on h. By Theorems 5 and 6,
N'(n,l,e,h) = V(n, £ —1) forall £4+2 < h < |n/(e+
1)| when n is large enough. Hence, when we use notation
N(n,¥t, e, h), we assume that h is the smallest integer among
all b’ for which N'(n,¢,e,h) = N'(n,¢,e,h’). When the
exact formulation is not necessary for clarity, we denote
N(n,¢,e,h) = Np. Observe that, if N > N, + 1, then
L < h for all e-error-correcting codes. In particular, the
difference between N'(n,f,e,h) and N(n,f e, h) is that
N'(n,f e, h) exists for each value of h but may give the
same values for different choices of h while N(n, ¢, e, h) does
not exist for every choice of h but each value it attains is
unique. For example, N (n, ¢, e, h) does not exist (when n is
large) for { +3 < h < |n/(e+1)].

Remark 10: Values N'(n, ¢, e, h) and N(n,/, e, h) can also
be interpreted as the maximum sizes of intersections of any
h Hamming balls of radius ¢ = e + ¢ centered at words
with pairwise minimum distance of 2e + 1 in the binary
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Hamming space of length n. In other words, N'(n, ¢, e, h) =
max | ﬂ?zl Bi(c;)| where the maximum is taken over h words
such that d(c;,c;) > 2e+1and c; € F" foreach 1 <i,j < h
with ¢ # j. For a more detailed introduction to this perspective,
the reader is encouraged to see the discussion related to

notation N¢(m,d) in [15].
We need the following two technical notations in the next
theorem. Let us have /, e, h,w € N, then

We = {(i1, ...

h
1—¢
z'jeN,e+1zzj2“’+2andw22z‘j}
j=1

,ip) | for each j :

and

w —

l
W[H:{(h,...,ihﬂeachij eNe>i > and for

h
1-¢
j>2:e+l>ij>w+2andw>2ij}.
=1

In the following theorem, we give the maximum number of
channels N'(n, ¢, e, h) which gives list size £ > h for some
e-error-correcting code and if N > N'(n,¢,e, h), then L < h
for all e-error-correcting codes. Later in Theorem 12, we show
that the two sums in the maximum of Equation (1) are equal.
Then, in Theorem 13, we show that the following theorem
actually holds for Nj, as well. Theorem 11 is further analysed
in Corollaries 14, 15 and 16.

Theorem 11: Let n > n(e, £,b), b > max{3t,4e + 4}, £ >
2,3< h</{+1. Then

Nl(nvgv €, h) = V(n,E — 1)—|—
nh(e+1)> (e+1>
max ‘ . O
wXZ:K (il,.‘.%:)eww (w - Z?:l v vj

(n—l—l—h(e—i—l))(e) <e+1)
h > o .
w>L (i1,...,05) EW, w— Zj:l 17} 11 2

Proof: Let us have N = N'(n,¢,e,h), n > n(e,{,b),

b > max{3t,de+4}, £ > 2 and 3 < h < £+ 1. Moreover, let
C' be an e-error-correcting code maximizing |ﬂ?:1 By (c;)|
for some h codewords c; and that we have £ = h when
N = N'(n, £, e, h). Furthermore, let Y be a set of outputs such
that |T(Y)| = £ = h and let us denote T'(Y') = icl, N
Observe that we have |Y| = N'(n,, e, h) = |[,_; Be(ci)|.

By Theorem 5, we have N > V(n,{—1)+1. By Lemma 9
and due to the fact that C' is an e-error-correcting code,

we have d(c;, c;) € {2e + 1,2e + 2} for each ¢ # j. Since
we are considering binary Hamming space and ~» > 3, all
pairwise distances cannot be 2e-+1. Let us assume without loss
of generality that d(cy, ce) = 2e + 2 and let us then translate
the Hamming space so that ¢; = 0. Now w(cs) = 2e+ 2 and
w(cg) € {2e + 1, 2e + 2}. Moreover,

Jj=2

[supp(cz) N supp(cs)| = e+ 1, )
since e+1 = [d(ca, c3)/2] = [(w(ca)+w(c3)—2|supp(cz)N

supp(c3)|)/2] = 2e + 2 — |supp(c2) N supp(cs)|. Let D be
any subset of [1, n] satisfying supp(c; + c2) Usupp(ci +c3)U

supp(cz + ¢3) = supp(c2) U supp(c3) € D and |D| = b.



JUNNILA et al.: LEVENSHTEIN’S SEQUENCE RECONSTRUCTION PROBLEM AND THE LENGTH OF THE LIST

We can make this choice for D since |supp(cz) Usupp(cs)| <
3e+3. Observe that supp(cy)\ D = supp(cz)\ D = supp(cs)\
D =0.

By Lemma 8, there exists an output word y € Y such that

|supp(y) \ D| = [supp(c1 +y) \ D| > £ —1. 3)

Since d(y,c1) < t, we have w(y) < t. Furthermore, we have
t > d(y, c2) > [supp(y)\D|+w(c2)—|supp(y)Nsupp(cz)| =
(6 —1)4 (2e +2) — |supp(y) Nsupp(cz)|. Hence, |supp(y) N
supp(cz2)| > e+ 1. Moreover, [supp(y) Nsupp(cz2)| < w(y) —
|supp(y) \ D| < e + 1. Therefore,

|supp(y) M supp(cz)| = e + 1. 4)
Thus, supp(y) = (supp(y) N supp(cz)) U (supp(y) \ D) and
supp(y) N (supp(cs) \ supp(c2)) = 0. (5)

Hence, supp(y) Nsupp(cs) C supp(cz). Moreover, notice that
if supp(y) N (supp(cz) \ supp(cs)) # 0, then [supp(y) N
(supp(c2) \ supp(ecs))| > 1. Recall that |supp(y) \ D| >
¢ — 1. Thus, in this case we have [supp(cz) N supp(y)| <
w(y) — |supp(y) \ D| — |supp(y) N (supp(c2) \ supp(cs))| <
t— (¢ —1)—1=e. Hence, |supp(cs) \ supp(y)| = w(cs) —
lsupp(cs) N supp(y)| > 2e + 1 — e = e + 1. Furthermore,
we have d(y,cs) > |supp(y) \ D| + [supp(y) N (supp(cz) \
supp(cs))| + [supp(cs) \ supp(y)| = (£ = 1) + 1+ (e +1) =
t 4+ 1 > t (a contradiction). Therefore, we have

supp(y) N (supp(cz) \ supp(cs)) = 0. (6)

Equations (2), (3), (4), (5) and (6) together with w(y) < ¢
give that supp(y) N D = supp(cz) N supp(cs).

Furthermore, for each i € [4,h], we may choose set D
as set D; in such a way that supp(c;) C D; since we have
defined |D| = b > 4e + 4 and supp(c;) U supp(c; + c3) U
supp(cy+c3)Usupp(ca+c3) = supp(c; )Usupp(ca)Usupp(cs).
Indeed, we have d(c;,c;) € {2e + 1,2e + 2} and w(c;) €
{2e + 1,2e + 2} for each i,j € [2,h]. Hence, |supp(c;) \
(supp(ca2)Usupp(cs))| < [supp(c;)\supp(cz)| < e+1. Recall
that |supp(ca)Usupp(cs)| < 3e+3. Thus, we have |supp(cz)U
supp(cs) U supp(c;)| < (3e + 3) + (e + 1) = 4e + 4. Hence,
by Lemma 8, for each i € [4, h], there exists an output word
y, € Y such that |supp(cy +y!) \ D;| > ¢ — 1. Therefore,
as above, supp(y’:)ND; = supp(cz)Nsupp(c3) and supp(y})N
D; = supp(cz) N supp(c;) implying supp(cz) N supp(c;) =
supp(ca) N supp(cs). In particular, we have now shown that
supp(c2) N supp(c;) (for j € [3,A]) does not depend on our
choice for j.

Finally, translate the Hamming space so that the word z with
supp(z) = supp(cz2)Nsupp(c3) becomes z = 0. Then we have
w(c;) € {e,e+1} (for j € [1,h]) and supp(c;)Nsupp(c;) = 0
for each 7 # j since d(c;, c;) € {2e + 1,2e + 2}. Moreover,
at most one of c; can have weight e by the minimum distance
of C.

Let us then count the number of words in ﬂle By(c;).
Recall that we have |Y| |ﬂ,};=1 Bi(c;)|. Clearly, each
word y with w(y) < ¢ — 1 belongs to the intersection
contributing V(n,f — 1) words to Y. Assume then that
w(y) =w > £ As d(y,c;) <t for all j € [1,h], we have
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d(y;c;) = w(y) + w(c;) — 2Jsupp(y) N supp(c;)| < t.
Denote i; = |supp(y) Nsupp(c;)|. Assume first that w(c;) =
e+ 1 for all j. Then y € Bi(c;) if and only if we have
d(y,cj) = w+e+1—2i; <t Hence, e+1 > i; >
(w+ 1 — £)/2. Moreover, Z 11y < w since w(y) = w
and supp(c;,) N supp(c;,) = Q) for each j; # jo. In other
words, y € ﬂi;l By(c;) if and only if (i1,...,in) € Wy,
Recall that the supports of the codewords c;, c; are disjoint
and thus, each 4; is linked to a unique support. Hence,
there exist D . yew, (5:%(?6:112)) iR " (efl) words of
weight w > /£ in ﬂ?zl Bi(c;).

Let us next consider the case where w(cy) = e for
some k, say k = 1, we have e > 43 > (w — £)/2
(recall that w(c;) = e+ 1 for each ¢ # k). Hence, y €
ﬂl 1 Bi(c;) if and only if (i1,...,4,) € W),. Thus, there

eXist D, iyewr (”HE}Z(_eH)) () H?j:z (1) words of

w ij
weight w > £ in mi:l By (c;). Together these give the
claim. ]

Observe by the proof that the bound given in Theorem 11
is tight. Notice also that, compared to [24] which considered
only the case h = ¢ + 2, the output sets giving maximal list
size in Theorem 11 are geometrically more complicated than
in [24] where a ball of volume V' (n,{ — 1) was essential.

If we increase N by one, then £ decreases since we
cannot place the output words within the intersection of
t-balls centered at codewords in 7'(Y). Later, in Theorem
13 we see that £ decreases by exactly one (given a suitable
e-error correcting code C'). Another observation is that
although the sums do not include an upper bound for w,
there is one. Namely the definition, for W,,, gives that w <
2e + ¢+ 1 and for W/, that w < 2e + ¢.

In the following theorem, we improve the previous result
by showing that the two binomial sums within the max are
actually equal.

Theorem 12: Let n > n(e,,b), b > max{3t,4e + 4},
£>2,3<h</{+1. Then

N'(n,¢, e, h) —

IR R e} (4

w2l (i1,...0n) j=1" 2
D)

W (i1 ,..yip ) EWY,
Proof: Observe that the claim follows from Theorem 11
if we can prove that the two binomial sums in the claim are
equal. For that, we will be considering subsums

V(n,£—1)

<n+1 h(e+
w Z; 1%

{+2a+1

S 3 <<n—h(e+1))
- h .
w=~,+2a (i in)EWy w— Zj:l i

1111111

() ®
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and
“i“ 5 <<n +1—h(e+ 1))
o
w=l+2a (i1,....in) EW!, w=2 511

(Z) Jli (e :: 1) . ®)

We claim that S, = S/ for each non-negative integer a.
When w = ¢ + 2a we have

Wiioa = {(i1,...,1p) | for each j :

h
ijENe+1>i;>a+1and (+2a> ) i
j=1

and

Wiiaq = {(i1,...,ip) | each i; € N,e >4y > a and for

h
j>2re+1>i;>a+1land (+2a > i
j=1
Moreover, for w = ¢ + 2a + 1 we have

Wii2a41 = {(i1,...,4n) | for each j :

i;€Ne+1>i;>a+1and l+2a+1 >

»

and

Wiioar1 = {(i1,...,ip) |each i; e Nye > i1 > a+ 1 and
h

foerQ:e—i—lzij2a+1and€+2a+122ij
j=1

Assume now that the codewords c; € T(Y") are arranged as
in the proof of Theorem 11, that is, each codeword has weight
e or e + 1. Hence, their supports do not intersect. Recall that
we have at most one codeword with weight e and if that word
exists, then we are using set W, in our binomial sum. For
further rearranging of the Hamming space, we assume that if
each word has weight e + 1, then supp(c;) = [(e + 1)(i —
1) + 1, (e + 1)i] and if there exists a word with weight e,
it is denoted by ¢} (replacing c;) and we have supp(c)) =
[2,e+1].

Recall that w describes the weight of a word y; €
Neer(y) Bt(c) in the proof of Theorem 11 within the nota-
tions W, and W, . When w(y;) = w = 2a + ¢ and we are
considering case S,, then |supp(y;) Nsupp(c;)| =1i; > a+1.
Let us denote by Y24, Yaa11, Y5, and Y3, . ; the sets of output
words contributing to the sums S, and S/, respectively, where
Y., (resp. Y,)) contains output words of weight w + £.

We will construct the proof by first showing that Y5, C Y3,
then that Y5, | C Y541 and finally that [Y5,\Y24| = [Y2a41\
Y5, 1|. Together, these imply that S, = SJ,.

Assume that y € Ya,. Thus, w(y) = ¢+ 2a and |supp(y) N
supp(c;)| > a + 1 for each ¢ € [1, h]. Hence, e > |supp(y) N
supp(c})| > a since supp(ci) = supp(ci) U {1}. Hence,
y € Y3,
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Assume then that y € Y3, ;. Thus, w(y) =¢+2a+1 and
|supp(y)Nsupp(c;)| > a+1 for each ¢ € [2, h] and |supp(y)N
supp(ci)| > a + 1. Hence, |supp(y) Nsupp(cy1)| > a + 1 and
Y € Yaq41. Therefore, Yo, C Y3, and Y5, ;| C Yoq 1.

Let us now consider output word y’ € Y3, \ Ya,. We again
have w(y’) = £+ 2a, |supp(y’) N supp(c;)| = i; > a +
1 for each j € [2, h]. However, |supp(y’) N supp(ci)| = a =
|supp(y’) Nsupp(c))|. Observe that now especially supp(y’)N
{1} = 0. Thus, y’ + e; € Ya,.1. Consider then output word
Yy € Yoy \ Y5, ;. We again have w(y) = ¢ + 2a + 1,
|supp(y)Nsupp(c;)| = i; > a+1 for each j € [1, h]. However,
|supp(y) Nsupp(c))| = a; in particular, we have 1 € supp(y).
Indeed, if 1 ¢ supp(y), then y & Ya,41 and if |supp(y) N
supp(c})] > a + 1, then y € Y;, ;. Thus, y +e; € Yj,.
Therefore, for each output word y’ € Y5, \ Y3,, we have
y'+e1 € You41\Y5,; and for each output word y € Ya,41\
Y5, .1, we have y +e; € Yy, \ Ya,. Thus, |Y5, \ Ya,| =
Yaorr \ Vi

Now, we have S, = S/, and the claim follows. O

In the following theorem, we show that N}, exists and is
unique for each value of h € [3,¢ + 1] when n is large.
Hence, we may replace N'(n, ¢, e, h) in Theorems 11 and 12
by N(n,f e, h). As we have seen previously, this does not
hold when h > ¢ + 2.

Theorem 13: Let n > n(e, £,b), b > max{3t,4e + 4}, £ >
2,3< h </, then N'(n,¢,e h) > N'(n,¢,e,h+ 1) for each
h and thus, each N}, exists and attains unique value.

Proof: Since N'(n,f,e,h + 1) denotes the maximum
value of | ﬂhH Bi(c;)| over all sets T(Y) = {c1,...,Cht1}s
we clearly have N'(n,¢,e,h) > N'(n,l,e,h + 1). As we
have seen in the previous theorems, the maximum value of
N'(n,f,e,h + 1) is attained when the codewords in T(Y) =
{c1,...,cny1} have supports supp(c;) = [(i — 1)(e + 1) +
1,i(e + 1)]. We show that when we choose h of these code-
words, then we can fit more words in the mtersectlon of their
t-balls. We clearly have ﬂl 1 ! B,(c;) C ﬂ 1 Bi(c;). In the
following, we show that there exists a word y € ﬂf 1 Bi(ci)\
N2} Bi(c:) and hence, |, By(c;)| > [ N2} Bilci)l.

Let w(y) = £+ 1, |supp(y) Nsupp(c;)| = 1 for i € [1,h],
supp(y) N supp(cp+1) = @ and [supp(y) N [(h +1)(e +1) +
1,n]] =€+1—h. We have d(y,c;) =0+ 1+e+1—-2=t¢
for i € [1,h] but d(y,cp+1) =€+ 1+e+1=1t+ 2. Thus,
the claim follows. O

Using Theorem 12, we can improve the bound £ < {41 of
Theorem 6 just by adding a constant number (e + 1)**! of
channels.

Corollary 14: Let n > n(e, £,b), b > max{3t,4e + 4} and
(>3 N>V(nl—1)+ (e+ 1)1 +1, then £ < /.

Proof: Assume that h = ¢ + 1. Now the function
N'(n, £, e, h) of Theorem 12 may be replaced by N(n, ¢, e, h)
due to Theorem 13. In order to calculate Ny, we consider
the set W, with w > (. We get that i; > 1 for each
j € [1,h] and thus, w > £ + 1. On the other hand,
w < £+ 1 when W, ;é (. Indeed, if w > ¢ + 2, then
w > yiqd > Z—lij > L+ Dw+1-40)/2 =
(¢ — )(w+1f€)/2+w7(€fl) > w and W, = 0 in
this case. Therefore, as w = ¢ + 1 and i; > 1 for each j,
we have W, = {(1,1,...,1)}. Thus, the sum corresponding

S
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to W,, in Theorem 12 gives V(n, £ — 1) + (e + 1)**1. Hence,
if N > Nypp +1 = V(n,l —1) + (e + 1) 4 1, then
L < O

In the following corollary, we present the asymptotic
behaviour of N, on n. Notice that Corollary 14 considers
the case h = ¢ + 1 and Corollary 15 cases 3 < h < /.

Corollary 15: Let £ > h > 3 and ¢ > 0 be fixed, n >
n(e,¢,b) and b > max{3t,4e + 4}. If N > N; + 1, then
L < h—1, where

€_+h§e—+h1)) (e +1)" +O(n' "),

Proof: By Theorem 12, we have N, = V(n,l —

DD wse 2oir,in)eWa (J,gf:zj) HJ 1 (eH) When we
" g;jl)) attains
its maximum value when w — Z -, 1; is as large as possible
since w < 2e + £ + 1 (recall that e and ¢ are constants
with respect to n). For the maximum value of w — 2?21 1j,
let a; € R for each j = .,h be such that a; >

NpeVint—1)+ (”

inspect the set W, closer, we notice that (

0 and ij = (w+ 1 —¥¢)/2 + a;; indeed, such a; exists as
[(w+1—1¢)/2] <i; <e+ 1. This implies that
h
w=2 i
j=1
h
wH+1—1¢
=w—|h 5 + Z a;
j=1

h (-1 &
(i)
o

Therefore, for the maximum, we require that the values a; are
as small as possible, i.e., i; = [(w + 1 — ¢)/2]. Furthermore,
as h > 3, the value w — 2?21 i; is maximized when w is as
small as possible. In particular, when w € {¢,¢+ 1}, we have
[(w+1—¢)/2] =1 and when w = £+ 1+ a for some integer
a > 1, we have [(w+1—/¢)/2] = 1+ [a/2]. Moreover, when
w = ¢, we have w— E;‘ 1 1; < f—h. When w = (41, we have
w— ZJ 14 <L+1—h and when w = £+ 1 + a, we have
w— 23:1 ij < l+1+a—h(1+[a/2]). Since h > 3and a > 1,
we have {+1+a—h(1+[a/2]) < l+1—h—[a/2] < {—h.
Thus, we may concentrate on the case with w = ¢ + 1.
Furthermore, as w = £+ 1 and i; = 1 for each j =
1,2,..., h, we have H (e+1) = (e + 1)". Recall that e is
constant on n. Hence, for large n, it is enough to consider
the binomial coefficient (”zﬂejll)) Indeed, each binomial
coefficient has a multiplier bounded by a constant and the
number of binomial coefficients is also bounded by a constant
since |W,,| is bounded by a constant and W,, # ( only
when w < 2e + ¢ + 1. Moreover, the second largest binomial
coefficient is ("7} and we have ("7M¢TD) € ©(nk),
when n is large and & € N. Therefore, we have N, €
Vin, 0 —1)+ (", 1A (e + ) + O (nfh). 0
In Theorem 2, a tight bound for the number of channels to
certainly attain the list size £ < 2 is presented when code C'
has minimum distance d. Observe, that when we choose h =
3 in Theorem 12, we attain the number of channels required to
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have £ < 2. The bound of Theorem 2 by Yaakobi and Bruck
looks quite different from the bound in Theorem 12. However,
Theorem 2 can be obtained as a corollary from Theorem 12 as
shown in Corollary 16. The new presentation in Corollary 16
somewhat simplifies the inequalities for the indices compared
to Theorem 2.

Corollary 16: Let n > n(e, £,b), b > max{3t,4e + 4} and
(>2IfN>N =Y =3) t)(€+1)(€+1)+

(n 3e
11,%2,13,%4 i3

1 for
e 0Ky <01,
00<Z4 671711,

e 0<ig<l—1-—1i; and

o igFigtig— (0—1)<is <Ll—1—iy— |ig — i3],
then £ < 2 for any e-error-correcting code C. Moreover,
the value of N’ is equal to the lower bound obtained in
Theorem 2.

Proof: We first show that the formulation of the bound

follows from Theorem 12 when A = 3. This gives the
minimum number of channels N required to have £ < 2.

In particular, we have
n—3—3
voenr Y X ()

w>4 (iz,i3,i4) EWy
e+1\/e+1\[/e+1
ig i3 Z‘4 '

‘We have renamed the indices for convenience (the index 71 will
be saved for later use in the proof). Moreover, we have W, =
{(ig,i3,i4) | (w+1—£)/2 < ij < 6+1,U} > i2+i3+i4}. Ear-
lier, we have used W,, only with the assumption that w > /.
However, we may allow here that w < ¢. Hence, we may have
some binomial coefficients with ¢; < 0 for some j. In these
cases (and when i; > e + 1), we use the common convention
that the binomial coefficient attains the value 0. Observe that
No = D20 Dnin i, (w5 % 2 ) CED (D ().
Indeed, since W, {(i2,i3,44) | 0 < 45 < e+ 1w >
i9 + i3 + 14} for w < £ — 1, we have

§ Z n—3e—3 e+1
U)—iz—ig—i4 i2

w=0 (ig,i3,i4) EWa
e+1)\/fe+1
’ig Z-4

EE S (I

w=01i2=01i3=01i4=0

(20
=V(n,{—1)

due to binomial identity >~ _ (7~ ;) G) =)

Let us denote by 41 = w — i2 — i3 — i4. We now get that
2ip > 2(w+1-40)/2 =141 + iy +i3+1i4 — £+ 1 and similar
inequalities for ¢3 and 74. Since we do not have to take into
account the lower bound ¢; > 0 (the cases with 7; < 0 increase
the binomial sum by 0) or the cases with ¢; > e + 1 for
j € {2,3,4}, we can consider the following system
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of inequalities:

Qg >0 +ig+ig— L+ 1 9)
i3 201 +ig+ia —L+1 (10)
iqg >0 +io +iz — L+ 1. (11

Our goal is to show that this system of inequalities is equiv-
alent to the following system of inequalities:

iy <L —1—14, (12)
iz <0 —1—1y, (13)
i tistig— (0—1)<iy <l—1—iy—|ig—is|. (14)

Let us first show that the second system of inequalities
follows from the first one.
Inequality (12) follows from

=W — 11 —1l2—13<W — 171 —2(w—€—|— 1)/225—1—2'1.

We obtain Inequality (13) in a similar manner. Moreover, from
Inequalities (10) and (11) we obtain i3 < {—1—i; —i4+13 and
iy < ¢ —1 — iy —ig + iy, respectively. Together, these imply

in <O—1—iy — |ig —is).

Finally, the lower bound inequality in (14) follows directly
from (9).

Let us then show that the first system of inequalities follows
from the second one. First of all, Inequality (9) follows imme-
diately from Inequality (14). Assume first that ¢4 > 3. Then
the upper bound of Inequality (14) is io < £—1—141 —iq +13.
This implies Inequality (10) and inequality (11) since

ta >3 >0 +io+ia—L+12>0 +ia+i3— L+ 1.

The case with i3 > 74 is similar.

Finally, we may add lower bounds ¢; > 0 for all j €
{1,2,3,4} due to binomial coefficient context. Similarly we
notice that if 4y > /¢, then i4 < 0. Thus, we may also add
upper bound i; < ¢ — 1. Hence, the first part of the claim
follows.

Let us then derive the bound of Theorem 2 by Yaakobi and
Bruck from this new lower bound. The case with d = 2e+1 is
included in Appendix and we consider here only the case with
d = 2e + 2. When we have d = 2e + 2, Theorem 2 can be
presented in the following way: If
N Z 3 h, hahasha (nfifig) (ele) (e;:;l) (ehtl) + 1 for

e 0<h <01,

o hi—(l—=1)<hyg <l—1—hy,

. 6+2*£+h1 Shgét*(h1+h4) and

° max{h1 —hg—h4+2€+3—€,h1+h3+h4—€+1} S

hy <€ —1—(hy+ hy — h3),
then £ < 2 for any e-error-correcting code C' (with minimum
distance d = 2e + 2). Next, we modify the presentation we
got for N3 into the formulation above.

Let us denote by i = e+ 1 — iy and by i, = e+ 1 — 5.
Observe that (e:,'l) = (ez;l) for j € {2,3}. We can replace
the lower bound iy > 0 by 44 > i; — ({ — 1) since iy > 0 >
i1 — £+ 1 and (e;’;l) = 0 when i4 < 0. Moreover, we have
0<i3 <€—1—4y. Hence, e+1 > i} > e+2—{+1i;. Notice
that the upper bound on % can be replaced by t— (i1 +14) since
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t—(iy+is) >e+1lasiy+ig <l—1and (") =0 when
i > e+ 1. ’

For i2 we have i1+i3+7;4—(f—1> < ig < é—l—i1—|i4—i3|
and hence, /—1—(i14iq4—i5) > i > —l+e+2+i1+]|ig—is| =
e+2—L4iy+ |ig +i5 —e— 1] = max{i; —if —is +2e+
3 —{,iy +i% +ig4 — ¢+ 1}. By comparing these inequalities
with the bounds used in Theorem 2, we notice that they are
identical. The case with d = 2e 41 is similar and is included
in Appendix A. Hence, we get the claim. ]

IV. NEw BOUNDS WITH THE AID OF COVERING CODES

Notice that although we have the bound £ < ¢ 4+ 1 when
n is rather large (see Theorem 6), for smaller lengths of the
codes our best bound is still £ < 2¢ (see Theorem 4) when the
number of channels satisfies N > V(n,f — 1) 4 1. Although
this bound is attained in some cases (see [24]) and thus cannot
be improved in general, we can try to get a smaller list size £
when we increase the number of channels as we have seen in
Theorem 11. In this section, we utilize covering codes when
we increase the number of channels. A code C' C F™ is an
R-covering code if for every word x € F" there exists a
codeword ¢ € C such that d(x,c) < R. For an excellent
source on results concerning covering codes, see [25]. Let us
denote by k[n, R] the smallest possible dimension of a linear
R-covering code of length n.

Let us next present the well-known Sauer-Shelah lemma
(see [26], [27]). Let F be a family of subsets of [1,n] (that
is, F is a subset of the power set 2[1*”]), where n is a fixed
positive integer. We say that a subset S of [1,n] is shattered
by F if for any subset £ C S there exists a set F' € F
such that ' N S = E. The Sauer-Shelah lemma states that if
|F| > Zf;ol (), then F shatters a subset of size (at least)
k. Since the subsets of [1,n] can naturally be interpreted as
words of F™, the Sauer-Shelah lemma can be reformulated as

follows. Notice that Zi:ol (M) =V(nk-1).

Theorem 17 ([26], [27]): ZIf Y C F™ is a set containing at
least V(n,k — 1) + 1 words, then there exists a set S of k
coordinates such that for any word w € F” with supp(w) C S
there exists a word s € Y satisfying supp(w) = supp(s) N S.
Here we say that the set S of coordinates is shattered by Y.

Observe that if C' is an e-error-correcting code then each
Hamming ball of radius e contains at most one codeword of C.
Thus, if the intersection of the balls of radius ¢ centered at the
output words of Y can be covered by k balls of radius e,
then we have |T'(Y')| < k. This approach is formulated in the
following lemma.

Lemma 18 [24]: Let C' C F™ be an e-error-correcting code
and N the number of channels. If for any set of output words
Y ={y1,...,yn} we have

k
T(Y) C | Be(8)
i=1
for some words 3; € F” (1 =1,...,k), then L < k.

The words 3; can (and often do) depend on the set Y of
the output words, but their number remains the same. Notice
that Lemma 18 also gives a decoding algorithm. Indeed, if the
words ; are known, then there is at most one codeword in



JUNNILA et al.: LEVENSHTEIN’S SEQUENCE RECONSTRUCTION PROBLEM AND THE LENGTH OF THE LIST

each B.(0;), the decoding algorithm of C' can be used on 3;
and the codeword can be added to the list 7'.
Theorem 19: Let C' be an e-error-correcting code. If the

number of channels satisfies N > V(n,f + 2R — 1) —
9+2R—K[(+2R.R] | 9 thep

[ < oklt+2R.R]

Proof: Let x be the input word and Y” be a set of
output words such that |Y”| > V(n,£+ 2R — 1) + 1. Due to
Theorem 17, we know that there is a subset Y (of cardinality
2042y of the words in Y’ such that some ¢+ 2R coordinates
of Y’ contain all the 2+2% words of length ¢ + 2R. Let us
denote this set of coordinates by S. The words of Y’ in these
coordinates clearly correspond to the words in F¢+2%,

Let D be a linear R-covering code in F**2% with dim(D) =
k[¢ + 2R, R]. Notice that any coset u + D, u € F+2E
of the linear code D is also an R-covering code, and there
are 2¢+2H—dim(D) (distinct cosets. Consequently, if we remove
from FH2E gt most 2¢+2R—dim(D) _ 1 words, then at least
one of the cosets remains intact.

Therefore, if the set of output words Y satisfies |Y| >
V(n, 4+ 2R — 1) + 1 — (2042F-FIE+2RE] _ 1) then we
can find among the set of output words a subset ¥} =
{y1,--.,¥akter2r.m1} CY such that the words corresponding
to the coordinates of the set S form an R-covering code.

Now let s € F™ be a word such that supp(s) = S. Denote
B; =s+y; fori=1,... 2:+2RE] Since the words in
set Y7 form, among the coordinates corresponding to .S, an
R-covering code of length ¢ + 2R, we know that there exists
v j € {1,..., 2k +2RE "quch that the words y; and x +s
differ in at most R places among the coordinates of the set S.
Consequently, as d(x,y;) < t, the words x and §3; =y; +s
have distance at most t — (¢ + R) + R = e from one another.
Indeed, notice that y; has, among the coordinates of .S, at most
R bits that are same as in x and at least £+ R different bits than
in x and in the word y; + s these bits are changed. Therefore,
by Lemma 18, we get that £ < 2FI(+2R.R], O

Note thatif £ = 5 and N > V(n,4)+1, then, by Theorem 4,
we have £ < 2° = 32. If we have N > V(n,6) — 6, then
(using as the linear 1-covering code D the Hamming code of
length 7), we obtain by the previous result, that £ < 16.

Notice that we can use in the proof of the previous theorem
also the smallest (with respect to the cardinality) known linear
R-covering code instead of an optimal code D achieving the
exact value of dim(D) = k[¢ + 2R, R].

V. Li1ST S1zE WITH FEWER CHANNELS

By the following theorem (of [24]), it is clear that if we
have fewer than V(n,¢ — 1) + 1 channels, then the list size
cannot in general be constant for e-error-correcting codes of
length n.

Theorem 20 [24]: Let V(n,—p—1)+1 < N < V(n,{—
p) where 0 < p < ¢ — 1. Moreover, let C C F™ be such an
e-error-correcting code that £ is maximal. Then we have

L =0(nP).

Due to this result, in order to have a smaller list size, let
us concentrate on e-error-correcting codes with at most M
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codewords within any ball of radius e + a, for some a > 0.
An excellent source for these codes is, for example, [28].

Theorem 21: Let N > V(n,f —a — 1) + 1 where 0 <
a < ¢ —1. Let C be an e-error-correcting code such that
| Beto(u) NC| < M for every u € F™. Consequently,

£ <2790,

Proof: Assume that we received the set Y of output
words from the channels where |Y| > V(n,{ —a — 1) + 1.
Due to Theorem 17, we know that there exists a subset Y/ C Y
of size |Y'| = 2/~ such that these words have in some ¢ —a
coordinates all possible words of length ¢ — a. Denote this set
of coordinates by S. Suppose x is the input word and denote
Y ={y1,...,yoe-a}. Let B; = y;+s,i=1,...,27% where
supp(s) = S. It is easy to check that x has distance at most
e + a from one of the 3;’s. Since there are at most 2= 3;’s
and there are at most M codewords within distance e+ a from
each of them, we obtain the bound £ < 2¢=2 ). |

The previous result is useful when our e-error-correcting
code is a code for traditional list-decoding, see [28]. Here we
allow e and ¢ to depend on n. For the number of channels
being smaller than V'(n, ¢ — 1) + 1, it also gives, for every e-
error-correcting code with suitable a, a small exponent for n
compared to Theorem 20 (see Corollary 23(ii) below), or even
constant bounds (see Corollary 23(i)) on L.

Let us denote

-1 1
r(n,e, M) = g <1— 1-— MM 2(267:_))

and

r(n,e)zZ(l— 1—2(26_|_1)>.

n

Notice that 1/2 < r(n,e) — e < e + 1. In the following
theorem, we reformulate the result of [28, Theorem 3.2] using
our notations.

Theorem 22 [28, Theorem 3.2]: Let n, M and e be positive
integers where 2e + 1 < n/2. Moreover, let C' be an e-error-
correcting code and r be an integer with r > 1. If r <
r(n,e, M), then |B,.(x) N C| < M for every x € F". If
r < r(n,e), then |B,(x) N C| < n for every x € F".

Corollary 23: Let C be an e-error-correcting code, t = e+
, an integer M > 1 and 2¢ +1 < n/2 (n > 8). We have

(i) Let N > V(n,£ —r(n,e,M)+e—1)+ 1 where 0 <
r(n,e,M)—e < {¢—1and r(n,e, M) > 1. Consequently,

L< 2t77‘(n,e,]VI)M.

(i) Let N > V(n,l—r(n,e)+e)+1 where 1 < r(n,e)—e <
¢ and e > 1. Consequently,

L< 2t77'(n7e)+1n.

Proof: The claim follows straightforwardly from apply-
ing the results in Theorem 22 to Theorem 21. Indeed,
in Theorem 21 for the case (i) choose a = r(n,e, M) — e
(0 <a<¢—1) and for the case (ii)) a = r(n,e) —e — 1.
Notice also in (ii) that the condition r(n,e) > 2 follows from
e>1. (]
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We remark that the result £ < 2¢ in Theorem 4 requires at
least V(n,¢ — 1) + 1 channels. In what follows, we continue
our study of the list size for codes with |Bey,(u)NC| < M
for every u € F™. Here we consider e and ¢ to be again
constants with respect to n. First, we introduce two technical
lemmas. Lemma 24 can be seen as an easy extension of [24,
Lemma 13] for smaller number of channels and Lemma 25 as
an extension of Lemma 9.

Lemma 24: Let N > V(n,{—a—1)+1,{—1>a > 1and
n > (f—a—1)%2"+¢—a—2. Then for any codeword ¢ € T(Y")
and any set D C [1,n] with cardinality |D| = b there exists
an output word y € Y such that |supp(y+c)\D| > ¢ —a—1.

Proof: Let us assume without loss of generality that ¢ =
0. Thus, w(y) < ¢ for each y € Y. Let us count the number of
binary words of weight at most ¢ which have |supp(y)\ D| <
¢ —a — 1. There are at most

{—a—2min{b,t—j} b n—>b
xox (0
Jj=0 =0

J

g(z—a—mb(g_z_?)

{—a—-1 n
() _ b~ = -
=(t—a 1>2n—£+a+2(£—a—1>

(¢-2-)

such words, which is strictly less than N and hence, the claim
holds. O

Lemma 25: Let N>V(nd—a—-1)+1,4—-1>a>1,
b=2t,n>({—a—1)%2"+/¢—a—2and L > 2. Then for
any two codewords ¢; and cq in T(Y) it holds that

% +1 < d(cy, c) < 2e + 2a + 2.

Proof: Let us assume without loss of generality that ¢c; =
0. Notice that w(cy) < 2t. Choose D = supp(cz). Now,
by Lemma 24, there exists an output word y € Y such that
|supp(y) \ D| > ¢ —a — 1. Since d(c2,y) <t and w(y) < t,
we have t > —a— 14 (w(co) — (t— (¢ —a—1))) =
¢ —2a—2— e+ w(cy) and hence, w(ce) < 2e + 2a + 2.
Therefore, d(ci,c2) < 2e + 2a + 2. Since we consider an
e-error-correcting code, the lower bound follows. O

Together with the two previous lemmas, we can now prove
an upper bound for £, depending on the maximum number M
of codewords in an (e + a)-radius ball. The result requires a
large n and it would be interesting to know whether a similar
result holds for smaller values of n as well. Recall that ¢
denotes the Napier’s constant.

Theorem 26: Let N >V(nl—a—-1)4+1,¢—1>a>1,
b=[(2e+2a+2)=C+atD n > ((—a—1)22°+l—a—2.
Moreover, let C' be such an e-error-correcting code that there
are at most M codewords in any (e + a)-radius ball. Then

L <max{(t+1)M,b/(2e +2a + 2)}.

Proof: Let us denote T(Y) = {cy,co,...,co}. If L <
b/(2e 4+ 2a + 2), then the claim follows. Assume now that
L > b/(2e+2a+2). Assume then, without loss of generality,
that ¢c; = 0. By Lemma 25, we have w(c;) < 2e+ 2a + 2 for
each i € [1, L].
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Let Z be a subset of F". We say that w € F" is a central
word with respect to Z if d(w,z) < e+ a+ 1 for all z €
Z. Moreover, the set of all central words with respect to Z
is denoted by Wj. In what follows, we first show a useful
observation stating that if a subset Cs C T'(Y) is such that
0 € Cs and |Cg| < b/(2e + 2a + 2), then there exists a word
w € F™ such that w(w) < e4a+1 and d(w, c) < e+a+1 for
any ¢ € Cg, i.e., w € Wy # . Since w(c) < 2e+2a+2 for
any c € Cg, we have

b

|J supp(c)

ceCys

Therefore, by Lemma 24, there exists an output word y € Y
such that

lsupp(y) \ | supp(c)| >¢—1—a.
ceCs

Let then w € [F” be such that

supp(w) = supp(y) N | J supp(c).
ceCys

Now, as d(y,c) < t = e+ ¢ for any ¢ € Cg, we have
d(w,c) < e+ a+ 1. Moreover, w(w) < e+ a + 1 since
0eCs.

In what follows, we show using an iterative approach that
there exists a central word w € F™ with respect to T'(Y).
We begin the iterative process by considering a subset Cy =
{c1,c2} CT(Y) such that ¢; = 0 and w(cy) =e+a+ 1+
p1 with 1 < p; < e+a+1. Indeed, we may assume that such
a codeword c3 exists since otherwise we are immediately done
due to w = 0 being the searched central word. Observe that
the weight of a central word w € W, satisfies p; < w(w) <
e+ a+ 1. In particular, there are exactly (“**"'*P1) central
words w € W, of weight p;. For each such central word
w, we may assume that there exists a codeword ¢ € T'(Y)
such that d(w,c) > e+ a + 1 as otherwise w € Wp(y and
we are done. Now we form a new code C; by adding such a
codeword c for each w € W¢,, with w(w) = p;. The number
of added codewords is at most

(e+a+1+p1

) < (2e4+2a+2)P* — 1.
D1
Therefore, we have |C1| < (2e + 2a + 2)P* 4 1. Notice that
there are no central words in W, of weight at most p;.
Furthermore, by the previous observation for W¢,, We, is
nonempty as |C1] < (2e +2a +2)P* +1 < b/(2e + 2a + 2).
Assume that po > p; is now the smallest weight of a central
word in W¢, . Let w be a central word with respect to C of
weight po. The support of w is a subset of (J .., supp(c)
since otherwise there exists a central word w' € W, with
w(w’) < w(w) (a contradiction). Therefore, as (¢c; = 0 €
Cy implies) |Ugee, supp(c)| < (2¢42a+2)(2e+ 2a+2)P1,
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the number of central words of weight py in W, is at most

(2e + 2a + 2)(2e + 2a + 2)P
( b2 )
_ ((2e+2a+2)rHt
( P2 )
(26 + 2a + 2)p1P2+P2
2

Again, for each central word w € W, of weight po, there
exists a codeword ¢ € T(Y) such that d(w,c) > e+ a+ 1.
Now we form a new code C5 by adding such a codeword c
for each w € W¢, with w(w) = py. Thus, we have |Cs| <
(2e + 2a + 2)P* + 1+ (2e + 2a + 2)P1P21P2 /2 < (2e + 2a +
2)P1P2tP2 /94 (24 2a 4 2)P1P21P2 [2 = (2e+ 2a + 2)P1P21P2,

The process can be iteratively continued by forming a new
code C; based on the previous code C,;_1, until we have
reached p; = e+a+1 or we have already found a central word
with respect to 7'(Y"). In what follows, the iterative process is
explained in more detail:

<

o Assume that p; > p;_1 is the smallest weight of a central
word in W¢, .

o Assume that [Ci_i| < (2e + 2a + 2)Zioi [Lure,
By the observation above for Wy, this implies that
We,_, is nonempty as |Ci—1] < b/(2e + 2a +
2) (see also Equation (16)). Furthermore, we have
| Ucec,_, supp(c)| < (2e +2a +2)[Ci 1| = (2¢ + 2a +
2) (252 Tk p)+1,

e Let w € W, , be of weight p;. As previously, the
support of w is a subset of (J.co, , supp(c) since
otherwise there exists a central word w' € We,_,
with w(w’) < w(w) (a contradiction). Therefore,
as |Uecee, ,supp(c)| < (2¢ + 2a + 2)|Ci—y| =
(2¢ + 2a + 2)ZiS TLZuP)+1 the number of cen-
tral words in Wg, , of weight p; is at most
((2e+2a+2)(2;;:11 T )+

Pi :
e Again, for each central word w € W, , of weight p;,

there exists a codeword ¢ € T(Y') such that d(w,c) >
e+a+ 1. Now we form a new code C; by adding such a
codeword c for each w € W¢,_, with w(w) = p;. Thus,
we have

i—1

1C:| <(2¢ + 2a + 2)Z i Tz v
(2 + 2a + 2) 1Ry [Tz, i)
’ ( pi )
<(2e + 2a + 2)2h=1 imn Pi /2
+ (2¢ + 2a + 2)Zh=1 Tl 2 /2
=(2e 4 2a + 2)22:1 i 2

(15)

Notice that since 1 < p; < pa < - <p; <e+a+1l,
we reach p; = e +a + 1 at some point (or the central word
w with respect to T'(Y) has already been found in an earlier
step). By (15), we have

G| < (2¢+ 2a+ 2)h= [icn v
< (2e+2a+2)Zni T LIk
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= (2e+2a+ Q)Ziiﬁ(emﬂ)!/hy
< (2e+ 2a + 2)= (ctoti-l
b
S %et2a+2 16
T 2e+2a+2 (16)

since 74T 1/hl < 7% 1/h! = e. Therefore, by the
previous observation, W, is nonempty. Thus, in conclusion,
there exists a central word w € F™ with respect to T(Y").

Let us now translate the Hamming space so that w = 0 and
thus, T(Y) C Betq+1(0). In other words, we have w(c;) <
e+a+1 for each i. Recall that we have N > V (n, {—a—1)+1.
Thus, there exists a word y € Y such that w(y) > ¢ — a.
Moreover, since d(c;,y) < t for each i, we have w(y) <
t+ e+ a+ 1. The proof now divides into the following three
cases depending on the weight of w(y).

(i) Assume first that £ —a < w(y) < t. Now the support of
each ¢; € T(Y') of weight e + a + 1 intersects with supp(y)
since otherwise d(y,c;) > (e+a+1)+({ —a) =t+1

(a contradiction). Hence,

T(Y) < Be-‘ra(o) U U

i€supp(y

(ii) Assume then that t < w(y) < t+ e+ a. Let ys be a
word such that supp(ys) C supp(y) and w(ys) = t. Now the
support of each ¢, € T(Y") of weight e+ a+ 1 intersects with
supp(ys) since otherwise d(y,c;) > ¢ + 1 (a contradiction).
Hence,

Be_m(e,').
)

T(Y)C Bera(0)U ) Beyale:).

i€supp(ys)

(iil) Assume finally that w(y) = t+e+a-+1. Then we have
w(c;) =e+a+1forany c; € T(Y) as d(y,c;) <t. Let y;
be a word such that supp(ys) C supp(y) and w(ys) = ¢+ 1.
Again the support of each ¢; € T(Y) of weight e + a +
1 intersects with supp(y). Observing that w(c;) = e+a+1 for
any ¢; € T(Y) as d(y, c;) <t, we have

U Be+a (eL)

i€supp(ys)

TY)c

Based on the cases (i)—(iii), the set of codewords T'(Y) is
always contained in a union of ¢ + 1 balls of radius e + a.
Thus, as each ball of radius e + a has at most M codewords,
we obtain that £ < (t + 1) M. O

VI. DECODING WITH MAJORITY ALGORITHM

In this section, we focus on decoding the transmitted word
x = (21,%a,...,2,) € C based on the set Y of the output
words using a majority algorithm. For the rest of the section,
we assume that n, ¢ and e are constants (compared to N)
and that each word of B;(x) is outputted from a channel with
equal probability. Here we actually allow — unlike elsewhere
in the paper — some of the output words y; to be equal.
Probabilistic set-up has been studied for different error types,
for example, in [22] and [23]. Our approach differs from these
articles in that we have given an upper limit for the possible
number of errors in any single channel. This allows us to have
a verifiability property in Theorem 30 unlike, for example,
in [22] and [23]. With the verifiability property we mean that
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although we cannot be certain whether we can deduce the
transmitted word correctly before looking at the output words,
we can sometimes deduce the transmitted word with complete
certainty after seeing the output words. In other words, some
output word sets have properties which allow us to know the
transmitted word with certainty.

First we describe the (well-known) majority algorithm using
similar terminology and notation as in [15]. The coordi-
nates of the output words y; € Y are denoted by y; =
(Yj,1,Y5,25 - - -»Yjn). Furthermore, the number of zeros and
ones in the ¢th coordinates of the output words are respectively
denoted by

mio={j€{1,2,...,N}|yj; =0}

and m; 1 = N — m;o. Based on Y, the majority algorithm
outputs the word zy =z = (21, 22, ..., 2,) € F™, where

0 if m; o > ™My 1
Zi = ? if mio = M4,1

1 if m;o < Mm;1.

In other words, for each coordinate of z, we choose 7, 0 or 1
based on whether the numbers of 0’s and 1’s are equal or
which one occurs more frequently. Observe that the coordinate
z; outputted by the majority algorithm is equal to x; if and
only if at most [IN/2] — 1 errors occur in the ith coordinates
of Y. Observe that the complexity of the majority algorithm is
O(Nn) and since reading all the output words takes ©(Nn)
time, majority algorithm has optimal time complexity.

In [15, Example 1], it is shown that the majority algorithm
does not always output the correct transmitted word x when
the number of channels IV is equal to the value in Theorem 1
even though we take the e-error-correction capability of C'
into account. In [7], a modification of the majority algorithm
is presented for decoding and it is shown that if the number
of channels satisfies the bound of Theorem 1, then there
exists among the output words of the modified algorithm one
belonging to B.(x) and this word can be uniquely decoded to
x. In what follows, we demonstrate that with high probability
the word z is within distance e from x with significantly
smaller number of channels (than in [7]). For example, the
Monte Carlo simulations for the values ¢ = 5 and n = 28 are
illustrated in Table I.

For this purpose, we first consider a variant of the so called
multiple birthday problem; the multiple birthday problem has
been studied, for example, in [29] and [30]. Here we assume
that s, ¢, n and t are integers satisfying 2 < s < ¢ and
0 <t < n. A throw consists of placing ¢ balls randomly into
n buckets in such a way that each ball lands in a different
bucket and each subset of the buckets of size t for a throw
has an equal probability. Denote then by Cy(n, g, s) the event
that after ¢ throws, at least one bucket contains at least s balls.
Observe that if ¢ = 1, then we are actually considering the
multiple birthday problem; furthermore, if (! =1 and) s = 2,
then the case is the (regular) birthday problem. Furthermore,
by Pr[Ci(n,q,s)] we denote the probability that there exist
at least s balls in a bucket. Notice that an output word of
Y with exactly t errors can be interpreted in terms of the
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described variant of the multiple birthday problem as follows:
an output y; € Y with exactly ¢ errors can be considered as
a throw of ¢ balls into n buckets. In the following theorem,
we present (based on this interpretations and the probability
Pr[C¢(n,q,s)]) a lower bound on the probability that the
output z of the majority algorithm is equal to x.

Theorem 27: Let x be the transmitted codeword of C' C F™
and N the number of channels. The probability that the output
z of the majority algorithm is equal to x is at least

1 — Pr[Cy(n,N,[N/2])].

Proof: Let P; denote the probability that some coordinate
of the outputs Y contains at least [ N/2] errors when ar most
t errors (chosen uniformly and randomly from B;(0)) occur
in each channel and P, the probability that a coordinate of
the outputs Y contains at least [N/2] errors when exactly t
errors (chosen uniformly and randomly from S;(0)) occur in
each channel. As there occur in a channel exactly ¢ errors
in the case of P, and at most ¢ errors in the case of Py, it is
immediate that P; < P». Based on the previous interpretation,
each output word of Y with exactly t errors can be represented
as a throw of ¢ balls into n buckets, and there are obviously
N throws in total. Therefore, P, = Pr[Ct(n, N, [N/2])] and
the claim follows. ]

In order to obtain a lower bound on the probability
1 — Pr[C¢(n,N,[N/2])], we require an upper bound on
PriC¢(n,N,[N/2])]. In the following lemma, we present
such an upper bound loosely based on a recursive idea
introduced in [29] for computing the exact probability of the

multiple birthday problem.

Lemma 28: Let s, q, n and t be integers satisfying 2 < s <
g and 0 < ¢ < n. (i) Now the probability Pr[C:(n,q,s)] is at
most

() () 0 meiov-on).

where Pr[Cy(n,q,s)] =0 and Pr[Ci(n,q,s)] =0if ¢ < s.
(i1) Furthermore, we obtain that

PriCna.9) < s (7).

S

Proof: (i) Observe first that we clearly have
PriCo(n,q,s)] = 0. Let then 7 be an integer such that
s < i < g. Denote by C¢(n,q,s,i) the event that the ith
throw is the first throw of ¢ balls such that there exists at least
one bucket with s balls; notice that after the ith throw it is
possible that s balls appear in multiple buckets. Using this
notation, we have

Pr(Ci(n,q,5)] = Y _ Pr[Ci(n,q,s,)].

i=s

a7

The probability Pr[Ci(n,q, s,%)] can be calculated based on
the following facts:
(i) Let B be one of the buckets that first attains s balls.
Clearly, the bucket B can be chosen in n ways.
(i) The s—1 throws placing balls into B before the ith throw
can be chosen from the previous ¢ — 1 throws in (’~})
ways.
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(iii) As the probability that a ball of a single throw lands into
B is (:}__11) /(). the probability of the event that the s
selected throws put balls into B is equal to

n—1 s s
((H)> _ <t)
(?) n
As the probability that no ball of a single throw lands
into B is (":1) /(7). the probability of the event that no
other throw (than the s selected ones) puts a ball into B
n—1
(")

is equal to
CIRER
(¥) n

(v) Finally, let B’ denote the set of n — 1 buckets other than
B and P; denote the probability that no bucket in B’
contains at least s balls after the first  — 1 throws with
the conditional assumption that the events of (iii) and
(iv) occur. Observe that if a ball of a throw lands into B,
then the throw puts ¢ — 1 balls into the buckets of B’,
and otherwise ¢ balls land into B’.

(iv)

Thus, in conclusion, we have

Pr{Cu(n, g, s,i)] <n- (;_D : (;) (”nt>i_s-Pi.

Therefore, by (17), we obtain that Pr[C;(n, g, s)| is at most

S (e () )

Finally, notice that P; is equal to the probability that no bucket
in B’ contains at least s balls after s—1 throws with ¢ —1 balls
and ¢ — s throws with ¢ balls have been performed in the
buckets of B’ (corresponding to the events of (iii) and (iv),
respectively). Therefore, we obtain that P; < 1—Pr[Cy_1(n—
1,i—1,s)] since at least ¢t — 1 balls are thrown ¢ — 1 times into
the n — 1 buckets of B’ (by the observation in (v)). Hence,
the claim immediately follows.

(ii) For the second upper bound, we first notice that by the
so called hockey stick identity for the binomial coefficients,

> () - ()

1=S

Therefore, as (n —t)/n < 1 and the probability P; < 1, the
second claim immediately follows. (]
In the following theorem, the upper bound (ii) of the
previous lemma is applied to estimate the probability in
Theorem 27. Observe that according to the second claim of the
theorem, the probability that the majority algorithm outputs the
transmitted word is as close to one as required when the rather
weak condition n > 4t is satisfied and NV is large enough.
Theorem 29: Let C' be an e-error-correcting code and x the
transmitted word of C. The probability that the output z of
the majority algorithm is equal to the transmitted word x is

at least
tIN/2] N
- ()
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TABLE I

THE LOWER BOUND OF THEOREM 27 TOGETHER WITH LEMMA 28 AND
THEOREM 29 AS WELL AS THE MONTE CARLO APPROXIMATIONS
WITH 100000 SAMPLES OF THE PROBABILITY THAT z = x WHEN
n=28,t=5AND N = 11,21,31,41,101

N Theorem 27 and Lemma 28 | Theorem 29 | Simulation
11 0.8199 0.5806 0.8615
21 0.9901 0.9419 0.9929
31 0.9994 0.9910 0.9997
41 0.9997 0.9985 1.000
101 1.000 1.000 1.000

Furthermore, if n > 4¢, then
lim (1 - Pr[C¢(n,N,[N/2])]) = 1.

Proof: The first claim follows immediately by apply-
ing Theorem 27 and Lemma 28(ii). Since (r NJ\/[ﬂ) < 2N,
we obtain that

[N/2]
Pr[Cy(n, N, [N/2])] < HIFN/QH(( o >

N/2]
£IN/2]
< N
[N/2]-1
4
< 4¢ (t) —0
n

as N — oo since n > 4t. Thus, the second claim follows. O

In Table I, we illustrate the various approaches to approxi-
mate the probability that the output z of the majority algorithm
is equal to the transmitted word x when ¢ = 5 and n = 28
(satisfying the condition of Theorem 29): the lower bound
on the probabilities of Theorem 27 together with the recursive
formula of Lemma 28(i) and Theorem 29 as well as the Monte
Carlo simulations with 100000 samples. For the simulations,
notice that the probabilities do not depend on the choice of
x due to the fact that any word of B;(x) is outputted from
a channel with equal probability. Hence, for simplicity, the
simulations are performed using the word x = 0. By Table I,
we may observe that the majority algorithm outputs z = x
with high probability for significantly smaller number N of
channels compared to Theorem 1, for which the required
number of channels is 41709 when e =0, t = 5 and n = 28.
For explaining the choice of e = 0, recall that in Theorem 1
if a certain number of channels is given, then based on them a
unique word in B.(x) can be determined and the transmitted
word x can be obtained due to the e-error-correction capability
of the underlying code C'. Hence, we chose e = 0 in applying
the theorem in order to ensure that x (= z) is outputted from
the algorithm (rather than just a word of B.(x)).

Above, we saw that it is highly probable that the majority
algorithm works correctly with significantly smaller number of
channels compared to the one given in Theorem 1, which was
required in the algorithm presented in [7]. In what follows,
we take another approach on the majority algorithm and show
that if a certain criteria (see Theorem 30) is met for the
outputs Y, then we can verify that the output z of the majority
algorithm belongs to B.(x). For this purpose, notice first that
the total number of errors occurring in the ith coordinates of
the outputs Y is at least m; = min{m; o, m; 1}. On the other
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TABLE I

THE MONTE CARLO APPROXIMATIONS WITH 100000 SAMPLES OF THE
PROBABILITY FOR e SATISFYING THE CONDITION OF THEOREM 30
WHENN =24,t=7,e =2,3,4 AND N = 11,21,31,41

N\e 2 3 4
11 0.068 | 0.260 | 0.587
21 0.369 | 0.790 | 0.972
31 0.701 | 0.971 | 0.999
41 0.887 | 0.997 | 0.999

hand, there happens at most ¢ errors in each channel and,
hence, the total number of errors in the channels is at most
tN. Thus, we obtain that

i=1

Furthermore, if x = z, then the number of errors is exactly
2?21 m;. In addition, if x # z, then for each coordinate i
in which the words differ, max{m;o,m;1} = N —m; is
contributed to the sum of errors (instead of m;). The following
theorem is based on the idea that even the modified sum (in
the left hand side of (19)) has to satisfy Inequality (18).

Theorem 30: Let x be the transmitted word, m/ be the
integers m,; ordered in such a way that m}j > mf, > --- > m/,
and z be the output word of the majority algorithm. We have
d(x,z) < k if k is a nonnegative integer such that

(18)

k+1 n
SN =m)+ Y mj>tN. (19)
=1 i=k+2

Proof: Let k be a positive integer satisfying (19).
Suppose to the contrary that d(x,z) > k + 1. This implies
that for at least k£ + 1 coordinates 7, the number of errors is
max{m; 0, m;1} = N — m;. Therefore, by the ordering of
m}, the number of errors is at least

k+1 n
Z(N —m;) + Z m; (> tN).
i=1 i=k+2

Thus, due to (19), we have a contradiction with the maximum
number of errors being N and the claim follows. ]

Observe that (19) allows us to estimate the accuracy of z.
In particular, if there exists a nonnegative integer k (for given
x and z) such that k < e, then d(x,2z) < k < e and the word
z can be decoded to x as C is an e-error-correcting code.
Furthermore, if k& > e, then x € C'N By(z) and the decoding
algorithm outputs a list of words containing x. Moreover,
the size of the list is at most maxyep» |C N Bg(u)|, which
is closely related to the traditional list decoding (see [28]).
In conclusion, the theorem gives us a condition guaranteeing
that the transmitted word can be decoded uniquely or with
certain accuracy. Moreover, it should be noted that the theorem
is rather efficient to use. Indeed, we only need to order the inte-
gers m;, to perform approximately n-+k% additions/subtractions
and decode z to the closest codeword (or to a list of codewords
if k> e).

The probability that a given k satisfies the property (19)
of Theorem 30 can be analysed analytically as shown below,
but first we approximate it using Monte Carlo simulations.
In Table II, the probability is approximated using 100000 sam-
ples forn = 24, t =7, e = 2,3,4 and varying numbers of
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channels N; here we choose k = e and we strive for the
exact transmitted word x. From the table, we can notice that
as the number of channels increases it becomes very likely
that Inequality (19) is satisfied and that the majority algorithm
together with the e-error-correction capability of C' verifiably
outputs the transmitted word x.

In what follows, we further study analytically the probability
that for a given integer k there exists a set Y of output words
satisfying the conditions of Theorem 30. For this purpose, let
C}(n,q,s) denote the event that after ¢ random throws of ¢
balls, each of the n buckets contains at most s balls. Observe
that C}{(n, g, s) is the complement of the event Cy(n,q,s+1),
and hence, for the probabilities, we have Pr[Ci(n,q,s)] =
1— Pr[Cy(n,q, s+ 1)]. Furthermore, regarding the number of
errors occurring in the channels (in total), let Er(r, ¢) denote
the event that in total at least r balls are placed into buckets
after q throws when each throw consists of at most ¢ balls.
Moreover, let p(N) denote the parity of N, i.e., p(N) =1 if
N is odd, and otherwise p(N) = 0. Now we are ready to
formulate the following theorem.

Theorem 31: Let o be a positive integer smaller than
[N/2]. The probability that a positive integer k satisfies (19)
is at least

PT[CtI(na Ns [N/2] - a)
NEr(tN — (k+1)(2a — p(N)) + 1, N)].

Proof: Assume that (i) at most [N/2] — « balls are
placed into each of the n buckets and that (ii) in total at
least tN — (k + 1)(2a — p(IN)) + 1 balls are placed into
buckets after NV throws (when each throw consists of at most
t balls). By the interpretation stated above Theorem 27, the
assumptions (i) and (ii) can be reformulated as follows: (i) at
most [ N/2] — « errors occur in each coordinate of the outputs
Y and (ii) in total at least tN — (k+1)(2cc— p(N)) + 1 errors
occur in channels (when at most t errors occur in each
channel). Now the difference (N —m;)—m; = N —2m; gives
the number of additional errors occurring in a coordinate in the
case that max{m, o, m; 1} = N —m, errors happen instead of
m; = min{m; o, m; 1} errors. The difference (N —m;) —m;
can be estimated based on the parity of N as follows:

o If N is even, then N — 2m; > N — 2([N/2] — a) =

200 = 2a0 — p(N).

e If N is odd, then N — 2m;

2a — 1 =2a — p(N).

In conclusion, we have N — 2m; > 2« — p(N). Therefore,
using the notation of Theorem 30, we have

> N —2([N/2] —a) =

k+1 n
D (N—m)+ > mi
=1 i=k+2

> imi—l—(lﬂ—l—l)(?a—p(N)) > tN

i=1

since Y., m; > tN — (k + 1)(2a — 2p(N)) + 1 by the

assumption (ii). Thus, the integer £ meets the condition of

Theorem 30 when the assumptions (i) and (ii) are satisfied.
In order to estimate the probability of the events of the

assumptions (i) and (ii) occurring simultaneously, we denote
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by A the event that at most [N/2] — « errors occur in each
coordinate of the outputs Y when at most ¢ errors happen
in each channel. Clearly, since the event Cj(n,N,[N/2] —
«) can be interpreted as the outputs Y of the channels as
explained earlier, we have Cj(n, N, [N/2] — a) C A. Hence,
the probability of the events of the assumptions (i) and (ii)
occurring simultaneously is at least Pr[A N Er (tN — (k +
1)(2a—p(N))+1,N)] > Pr[Ci(n,N,[N/2]—a)NEr,(tN—
(k+1)(2a— p(N)) + 1, N)] and the claim follows.
O
Observe that if A and B are events (independent or depen-
dent), then the probability of the event AN B can be estimated
as follows by the inclusion-exclusion principle:

Pr{An B]
= Pr[A]+Pr[B]-Pr[AU B] > Pr[A]+Pr[B] — 1.

By applying this lower bound to Theorem 31, the following
corollary is immediately obtained.

Corollary 32: Let o be a positive integer. The proba-
bility that a positive integer k satisfies (19) is at least
PriCi{(n,N,[N/2]—a)|+Pr[Er:(tN—(k+1)(2a—p(N))+
1,N)]-1.

In the following, we discuss how to choose « in the
corollary so that the lower bound is as close to 1 as desired.
Consider first the estimation of the probability Pr[Er,(tN —
(k+1)(2a — p(IN)) + 1,N)]. Let X be a random variable
representing the number of errors occurring in a channel.
Hence, for » = 0,1, ...,¢, the probability

(z)
e (7)
The expected value of the distribution corresponding to X is
t
p=EX)=> rp
r=0
and the variance is

t
0 =Var(X) = B(X?) —pu? = ngpr —
r=0
Let

Sn=Xi+Xo+ -+ Xy

be the sum of independent random variables X; each equally
distributed to X. Clearly, we have Pr[Eri(tN —(k+1)(2a—
p(N))+1,N)] = Pr[Sy > tN — (k+ 1)(2a — p(N)) + 1].
The expected value and the standard deviation of Sy are
respectively equal to uN and ov/N. A usual approach to
estimate distributions such as Sy is to use the concept of
confidence intervals. There are numerous results designed
to estimate the probabilities using confidence intervals. One
of the most fundamental of such results is the well-known
Chebyshev’s inequality, according to which Pr[|Sy — uN| >
h-ovN ] < 1/h2. Therefore, we have

Pr[uN—h~0\/N§SN SMN+h~U\/N]

=1 — Pr[|Sy — uN| > h-oV'N]

1
Zlfﬁ.
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Thus, the lower bound approaches 1 as & increases (as well as
the probability on the left hand side); for example, the lower
bound is equal to 0.9975 when h = 20. By straightforward
calculations, we obtain that tN — (k+ 1)(2a — p(N)) +1 <
uN—h - o/N if and only if

. (tfu)NJrh-o\/NJrler(N)(kwL1)(>0)-
2(k+1)

For any « satisfying the lower bound, we have Pr[Sy > tN —
(k+1)(2a—p(N)) +1] > PrluN—h-ov/N < Sy < uN +
h-ov/N|>1—1/h?. The final lower bound 1 — 1/h? based
on Chebyshev’s inequality is rather rough but enough for
our purposes. Instead of the previous lower bound, a rather
good approximation could be obtained using the Central Limit
Theorem (for example, see [31, Section 5.4]), by which the
sum Sy could be approximated by the normal distribution
N (uN,o+/N) (for large enough values of N). Denoting by Z
the random variable distributed according to N (uN,ov/N),
we have Pr[uN-—h - oVN < Sy < uN + h - o\/ﬁ] ~
PrluN—h-oVN < Z < uN + h-ovV/N| = 0.9999376 ...
by the properties of the normal distribution when h = 4.
For h = 4, compare the approximation 0.9999376... to
the corresponding lower bound 0.9375 based on Chebyshev’s
inequality.

In order to estimate the lower bound of Corollary 32 for
some fixed n, e and ¢, we first choose a suitable positive integer
h such that the previous lower bound of Pr[Sy > tN — (k +
1)(2a—p(IV))+1] is as large as desired. Then, according to the
following lemma, we have a lower bound on the probability
PriC{(n,tN,[N/2] — )], which approaches 1 as the number
N of channels tends to infinity (assuming a minor restriction
on n). Hence, for carefully chosen h, a and N, the probability
discussed in Corollary 32 gets as close to 1 as desired.

Lemma 33: Let h and k be (fixed) positive integers and
o = [((t— )N +h-oVN +1+p(N)(k+1))/(2(k + D)),
where p and o are respectively the expected value and the
standard deviation of the random variable X. Assume further
that n > 2t> +¢t —1 and N > max{(k +2)2, (h-o +1)%,8}.
Then we have the following results:

(i) Now the expected value p > ¢t —1/2. This further implies
that o < [N/2].
(i) The probability Pr[Cj(n,N,[N/2| — «)] is at least

, (IN/2]—at1 N
‘mwaaGwﬂ—wH>
(iii) Finally, if n > 8t - ¢, then

Proof: (i) For the lower bound on the expected value g,
we first observe that for any a € [1,t] we have

(") = (D) s o ()
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Thus, we obtain

(O
“Z< zi_o(?>>

>7
Yo ()
t
i=0 (n—t+1)?
t
Zzt_ 1
i=0 (2t)*
S t . 1
Yo @ 2

where the assumption n > 2t2 +t — 1 is used in the third
inequality. In order to provide an upper bound on «, we first
notice that due to the assumption N > max{(k +2)2, (h-o +
1)2,8} and the previous lower bound on p we have

(t—p)N +h-oVN+1+p(N)(k+1)

1
<§N+h-a\/ﬁ+\/ﬁ

:%N—&—(h-a—&-l)\/ﬁ

<-N.

Therefore, by straightforward calculations, we obtain
3N/2
a<l ————
—2(k+1)
where the third inequality follows from the fact that N > 8.
(ii) The lower bound on Pr[Ci(n,N,[N/2] — a)] =
1 — Pr[C¢(n,N,[N/2] — a + 1)] immediately follows by
Lemma 28(ii) and hence, the second claim follows.
(iii) First assume that n > 8t -e. As o < 3N/8 + 1 by
Inequality (20), we obtain
a—1) , 2AGNS+DH-1) 3 _1
N = N 44
In order to estimate the binomial coefficient appearing in the
lower bound (ii), we recall the following well-known upper
bound on the binomial coefficient: if m and r are integers
such that 1 < r < m, then

(m) m-e\T

< (=)
r r

These two inequalities together imply that

Pr(Ci(n,N,[N/2] = a)]

(IN/2]—act1 N.e
nlN/2]—e (N/Z —a+1

N/2]—a+1
g (e [N/2] e 1 e
-\ 1 _ 2D
N
[N/2]—«
Z 1— 2 (QtE) 4’—N/2]—(X+1
n

[N/2]—a
t
=1-—8te (€> .
n

+1<3N/8+1< % <[N/2], (20

1—

>1-—

) [N/2]—a+1
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By Inequality (20), the probability
PT[Cf{(T% N7 |—N/2—| - a)]

[N/2]—a
>1— 8te <8t5>
n
N/2—(3N/8+1)
t
>1— 8te <86)
n
N/8—1
t
>1— 8¢ <88>
n

and the lower bound approaches one as N tends to infinity
since n > 8t -¢ and N/8 — 1 — oo. Thus, the third claim
follows. ]

Observe that Lemma 33 is usually applied for £ = e as
then the output z of the majority algorithm can be uniquely
decoded to the transmitted word x according to Theorem 30.
Notice also that the conditions n > 2t2 +¢ — 1 and N >
max{(k + 2)%,(h - 0 + 1)%,8} of the previous lemma are
rather undemanding. In addition, the estimations of the proof
are quite crude and smaller choices for n and N would be
possible; in particular, this is true for n concerning the limit
of the case (iii).

As explained before the previous lemma, we can get the
lower bound of Corollary 32 as close to 1 as desired for
carefully chosen h, o and N by combining Lemma 33 with
the discussions on the probability Pr{Er:(tN — (k+1)(2a —
p(N))+1,N)] = Pr[Sy > tN—(k+1)(2a—p(N))+1]. For
example, if n =153, t =7, k=e=2, h=20and N = 31,
then we have p ~ 6.951, 0 ~ 0.226 and a = 6 implying
the conditions of Lemma 33 are satisfied. By Lemma 33(ii),
we obtain the lower bound Pr[Cj(n,N,[N/2] — a)] >
0.99997. Furthermore, by the lower bound based on Cheby-
shev’s inequality, we have Pr[Er;(tN —(k+1)(2a—p(N))+
1,N)] > 1—1/20? = 0.9975. Combining these two lower
bounds and Corollary 32, the probability for k = 2 satisfy-
ing (19) can be bounded from below by Pr[C}(n, N, [N/2]—
a)]+Pr[Eri(tN—(k+1)(2a—p(N))+1, N)]—1 > 0.99747.

APPENDIX

Proof: [Proof of Corollary 16] Let us now consider the
proof of Corollary 16 in the case where d = 2e+ 1. The proof
is quite similar to the case with d = 2e + 2. Although the
first half of the proof in Corollary 16 works for d = 2e + 1,
we start from the beginning since using set W, instead of W,
is better suited for our goal.

First we study the second binomial sum in the claim of
Theorem 12 when h = 3. Then we show that it gives
equivalent result with Corollary 16 when d = 2e+1. Since the
binomial sum in Equation (8) is equivalent with the binomial
sum in Equation (7), the claim follows.

Let us now consider the value we get for N3 in the second
binomial sum of Theorem 12 when h = 3. We have

n—3e—2
N; :V(n,€—1)+z Z (w—ig—is—@l)

w>L (ig,i3,i4) €W,

e
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In what follows, we have renamed the indices for convenience
in such a way that ¢4 corresponds to ¢; of Theorem 12
(the index i; will be saved for later use in the proof).
Moreover, we have W/, = {(i2,i3,44) | forj € [2,3]

(w+1-4)/2 <i; < e+land(w—1¥0)/2 < iy <
e,w > ig + i3 + i4}. Again, if we have some binomial
coefficients with ¢; < 0 for some j, then we use the common
convention that the binomial coefficient attains the value 0.
Then, as in the case d = 2e + 2, we obtain that N3 =

szo Z(i27i3,i4)€W{“ (wf;?i:i) (eitl) (82;1) (i)

Let us denote by 11 = w — 12 — 13 — 74. We again get that
2i9 > i1 + 12 + i3 + 14 — £ 4+ 1 and similar inequality for 5.
Moreover, for iy, we have 2i4 > i1 + io + i3 + i4 — £. Since
we do not have to take into account the lower bound ¢; > 0
(the cases with 4; < 0 increase the binomial sum by 0) or
the cases with i; > e + 1 for j € {2, 3,4}, we can consider

following system of inequalities:

ig 201 +iz3+ia—L+1 2n
i3 >ip +ig+ig—L+1 (22)
ig >i1 +ig +i3 — L. (23)

Our goal is to show that this system of inequalities is
equivalent with the following system of inequalities:
ig <L—1—1iy, (24)
i3 <l—1—1, (25)
i14igt+ia— (0—1)<ipg <L —1/2—i1—|ig —iz+1/2|.
(26)
Let us first show that the second system of inequalities

follows from the first one.
Inequality (24) follows from

y=w—i1—ig—iz < w—i1—2(w—L0+1)/2=0—1 —iy.
We obtain Inequality (25) in similar manner. Indeed,
i3 =w — i1 — iy — iy
<w—ip—(w—L+1)/2—(w—1)/2
={—1/2 —iy
and the upper bound follows from the fact that ¢3 is an integer.
Moreover, from Inequalities (22) and (23) we obtain iy <

6—1/2—2'1—7;4—1/2+i3 and i5 < Z—l/Q—’il—i3+i4+1/2,
respectively. Together, these imply

in <O—1)2—iy — |ig+1/2 — is].

Finally, the lower bound inequality in (26) follows directly
from (21).

Let us then show that the first system of inequalities
follows from the second one. First of all, Inequality (21)
follows immediately from Inequality (26). Assume first that
i4 + 1/2 > i3. Then the upper bound of Inequality (26) is
ig < £ —1—1iy —i4 + i3. This implies Inequality (22) and
inequality (23) since

ig > i3 >0y +ig+is—L+1>d1+is+i3— L+ 1.

Notice that we cannot attain the lower bound in Inequality
(23) in this case.
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When i3 > iy + 1/2, then the upper bound of Inequality
(26) is iQ S é*ll 77,34’7,4 In this case i4 2 Zl+22+137£
and since i3 > i4, both lower bounds, (22) and (23), follow.

Finally, we may add lower bounds i; > 0 for all j €
{1,2,3,4} due to binomial coefficient context. Similarly we
notice that if 7; > ¢, then i3 < 0. Thus, we may also add
upper bound i; < ¢ — 1. Now, we are ready to compare this
bound with the bound of Theorem 2 by Yaakobi and Bruck.

When we have d = 2e + 1, Theorem 2 can be presented in
the following way: Let

N 2 Zhhhz,hs}hz; ("*21‘9*2) (e;brgl) (3’21) (}184) + 1 for

e 0K h <01,

e hi — 0 <hy <{—1-h,

e ct+2—VC+h §h3§t—(h1+h4) and

. max{h1 —h3—h4+2€+2—f,h1+h3+h4—£+1} <

hy <€ —1— (hy + hg — h3),
then £ < 2 for any e-error-correcting code C'. Next, we modify
the presentation we got for N3 into the formulation above.

Let us denote by i, = e+ 1 — iy and by i5 = e+ 1 — i3.
Observe that (“1') = ("j;l) for j € {2,3}. Notice that we
have iy > 0 > zj'l — ¢ and (ezl) = 0 when iy < 0. Hence,
we may just replace this lower bound by i; — ¢. Moreover,
we have 0 < i35 < {—1—i;. Hence, e+1 > i§ > i1 +e+2—4.
Notice that ¢ — (i3 +44) > e+ 1 since i3 +i4 < £ — 1 by
Inequality (24), and (ejl) =0 when i§ > e+ 1.

For i, we have iy + i3 +iq — (( — 1) < ip < £ —1/2 —
i1 — |ia +1/2 — i3] and hence, £ — 1 — (i1 + iq — 1) > i >
—l+e+3/2+i1+]is+1/2—i3] = e+3/2—L+i1+]|ig+is—
e—1/2| = max{i; —i5 —ia+2e+2—0, iy +i5+is—(+1}.
Hence, we get the claim. O
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