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Abstract

An improved inference method for densely connected systems is presented. The approach is based
on passing condensed messages between variables, representing macroscopic averages of microscopic
messages. We extend previous work that showed promising results in cases where the solution space is
contiguous to cases where fragmentation occurs, by considering average messages from a large number
of replicated systems. We present an application of the problem to the signal detection problem of
Code Division Multiple Access (CDMA) for demonstrating its potential. A highly efficient practical
algorithm is also derived on the basis of insight gained from the analysis.
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1 Introduction

Graphical models (Bayes belief networks) provide a powerful framework for modelling statistical depen-
dencies between variables [1, 2, 3]. They play an essential role in devising a principled probabilistic
framework for inference in a broad range of applications from medical expert systems, to decoders in
telecommunication systems.

Message passing techniques are typically used for inference in graphical models that can be repre-
sented by a sparse graph with a few (typically long) loops. They are aimed at obtaining (pseudo) posterior
estimates for the system’s variables by iteratively passing messages (locally calculated conditional proba-
bilities) between variables. Iterative message passing of this type is guaranteed to converge to the globally
correct estimate when the system is tree-like; there are no such guarantees for systems with loops even in
the case of large loops and a local tree-like structure (although message passing techniques have been used
successfully in loopy systems, supported by some limited theory [4]). A clear link has been established
between certain message passing algorithms and well known methods of statistical mechanics [5] such as
the Bethe approximation [6, 7].

These inherent limitations seem to prevent the use of message passing techniques in densely connected
systems due to their high connectivity, implying an exponentially growing cost (with the connectivity),
and an exponential number of loops that render the method inconsistent. However, an exciting new
approach has been recently suggested [8] for extending Belief Propagation (BP) techniques [1, 2, 3] to
densely connected systems. In this approach, messages are grouped together, giving rise to a macroscopic
random variable, drawn from a Gaussian distribution of varying mean and variance for each of the nodes.
This enables one to approximate local probability values in feasible time scales, by iteratively updating a
set of newly-defined macroscopic variables. The technique has been successfully applied to signal detection
in Code Division Multiple Access (CDMA) problems and the results reported are competitive with those
of other state of the art techniques. However, the current approach has some inherent limitations [8],
presumably due to its similarity to the replica symmetric solution in equivalent Ising spin models [9, 10]
and the existence of multiple competing solutions.

In a separate recent development [11], the replica-symmetric-equivalent BP has been extended to
Survey Propagation (SP), which corresponds to one-step replica symmetry breaking in diluted systems.



This new algorithm, motivated by the theoretical physics interpretation of such problems, has been
highly successful in solving hard computational problem [11], far beyond other existing approaches.
This approach relies on considering message averages over a large number of replicated systems and
a decimation process that guides the process towards commonly-preferred specific solutions. The SP
algorithm also facilitated theoretical studies of the corresponding physical system and contributed to our
understanding of it [12] as well as of related systems [13].

Inspired by the extension of BP to SP we have extended the approach of [§], designed for inference
in densely connected systems, in a similar manner to include an average over multiple pure states.
The approach relies on averaging over messages in a large number of replicated systems given common
observables.

The paper is organised as follows, in section 2 we present the general formalism, followed by a specific
application (CDMA) in section 3. We will conclude the paper with a brief discussion on the applicability
of the method to a range of inference problems in a densely connected systems.

2 General formalism
The aim of this work is to develop an efficient algorithm for obtaining solutions in a general inference prob-
lem that can be mapped onto a dense graph. This refers to obtaining variable estimates that maximise the

posterior distribution of K variables b = (b1, bs,...,bk) given N data (observables) y = (y1,¥y2,--.,Yn)-
Using Bayes rule we can rewrite the posterior to be maximised as

N
[T P (vulb) P (b)

P (bly) = —"=— ., (1)
Tr TP w.lp)P®)
{bizr} p=1

where data is assumed to be independent, so that P (y|b) = ny:l P (y,|b). Clearly the explicit expres-
sion for the likelihood depends on the particular problem studied. Here we will look at cases where b is
an unbiased vector in {:tl}K and P (b) = 27X. The estimates one would like to obtain are based on the
marginal posterior maximiser (MPM)

by = argmax | P (bly) . (2)
bre{x} {bixr}

The number of operations required to obtain the MPM estimator is of order O (2K 71) which is compu-
tationally infeasible where K is large.

To approximate the MPM estimator in problems that can be mapped onto a densely connected graph
one may employ a message passing technique such as BP [1, 3] that works effectively and efficiently,
with a computational complexity that grows linearly with the system size, in cases characterised by a
contiguous space of solutions. In these cases, the approximate estimates slowly converge towards a single
solution. However, BP is based on local updates and ignores long range correlations that emerge with the
increase in the number of constraints in the system, or in other cases when there is a mismatch between
the prior used for the variables and the true values. Typically in these cases, multiple solutions emerge
and conflicting messages are being passed between variables leading to non-convergence.

To overcome the problem, it has been suggested [11] to extend the method such that estimates are
based on averages over a large number of replicated systems, each with its own messages, given a common
set of observables (data). These averaged messages, in conjunction with a decimation process that directs
the search towards solutions that are favoured by the majority of the replicated systems, form the powerful
SP algorithm [11].

However, we are interested in the application of BP to problems that can be mapped onto densely
connected graphs, similar to the one suggested in [§]. Similarly to BP, this method works very well when
the space of solutions is contiguous and the algorithm converges to a single solution and is bound to
fail, as has been observed, when the solution space becomes fragmented; for instance, when there is a
mismatch between the assumed and true noise levels.



Figure 1: Replicated variable systems B=(by, bs,..,bg) given data y = (y1,y2,---,Yn).

We adopt a similar approach to that of SP by considering messages from n replicated systems in the
presence of common data. Figure 1 shows the detection problem we aim to solve as a bipartite graph
where B = (by, by, ..., bg) the set of replicated (binary) variable vectors, by = (b, bZ, ..., b}), where
n is the solution (replica) index.

Using Bayes rule one straightforwardly obtains the extended BP equations

P (yulbr, {yosn}) = aZJrkl Tr P (w./B) HPt (bul {yvu}) (3)
{b12r} I#£k
P (i {yorn}) = alu [T P (wlbrs {yoen}) (4)
v#N

where /df:,;l and azk are normalisation constants. For calculating the posterior of Eq.(1) we have to assume

a certain form of data dependence on the variables. The dependence used here is still quite general,

K
yu=F (Z Euzb?W) : (5)
=1

where ~ are some parameters that characterise the probabilistic dependency (e.g., the noise model) and
g < O (1) are small variables as is typically assumed in densely connected systems (the exact scaling
of these variables will be discussed later).

Thus, we can expand for the likelihood with respect to £,; using the new variables

a § a
nk — E#lbl
1%k

that correspond to the first argument of F() of equation (5) after omitting contribution of variables of
index k,

17wy P = / [T a2 | Ak = by | | P (yul Ak, bi;y) P (A k) P (by)
a1 =1 1k
~ / TTdas, o [ 2% =3 et (6)
a1 1k

[P(yﬂAyk;')’)"f‘fykvAukP(yu‘Auk;'Y)'bk]P(Auk)P(bk) .

2.1 Structure of the solutions

An explicit expression for inter-dependence between solutions is required for obtaining a closed set of
update equations. We assume a dependence of the form

1
P (b1 (o) o exp { B by + 5BTQL DL @



where hz is a vector representing an external field and Q! uk the matrix of cross-replica interaction.
Furthermore, we assume the following replica symmetry ansatz

ab a a
( fl,k:) =9 bq,uk + (1 -0 b) prk (8)
ble = P (9)
where u' :=(1, 1, --- , 1). An expression for equation (7) immediately follows
P bl ) = 2 o 030+ (S8 (1)
a=1 a=1

where Z/, is a normalisation constant.
We expect the free energy obtained from the well behaved distribution P! to be self-averaging, such
that 1
. t (1t
lim — IOg (Zt ) = nh—>Holo E log (Zuk (hukaquPO)) )

n—oo N
where the sub-index 0 represents the mean value of the parameters for the corresponding distributions
and the over-line represents the mean value of the partition function over such distributions.
To obtain the scaling behaviour of the various parameters we calculate Z (h, ¢, p) explicitly, assuming
the parameters ¢ and p are taken from normal distributions Ny (qo,07) and N, (po,03). The partition
function takes the form (dropping the super-index ¢ and sub- 1nd1ces w and k)

Z (h,q,p) =eXp{ q—p)+nin(2

a2
5 ( dx exp (—%ph) +nln (cosh(x))) . (11)

\/F

The mean value of the partition function over the set of parameters becomes

Ztan = [P [ D20 0p) .

where Dy, = dg(p) Ny (qo(po), CH
mean and variance. After a straightforward but tedious calculation one obtains

Zthan i(g)exp{n[_h(l_f>+q;+po

) denotes a Gaussian integration measure with the respective

_|_

12

\/E.A(n)exp{ [()+h|++pon+8qn+a2 ]}, (12)

where A(n) ~ O(1). The scaling properties of the various variables immediately follow: h ~ O (1),

g ~ O01), po~ 0O (n_l), 03 ~ O (n_l), and 0[2, ~ O (n_?’). For brevity and transparency we will
a#b

change notation for the off-diagonal elements (Qik) = giun~ ", where gl ~ O (1).

The diagonal elements define the zero of the energy, so we can take them equal to zero with no loss
of generality.
The marginalised posterior (10) at time ¢ then reduces to

/Oodxexp fn(x_h ) +bea

—o0 ngk
P! (bi| {yuru}) =

/ dz exp {—n® (z; hi, gy) }



where

(a: - hzk)z
P (a:; h;k,gzk) = _Ttk + In (cosh(x)) . (14)
123
As we plan on taking the limit n — oo, equation (13) can be solved using the saddle point method. More
specifically, we study the extrema points of the function @ (z;h,g) to identify the dominant values as
described in Appendix A. From this study we find that the only non trivial solution, of two maxima, is
obtained when g, > 1 and ‘hfm’ /9 < 1.

Using the marginalised distribution (13) one can then obtain mean values of solutions in each of the
replicated systems as well as cross-replica correlations

®p) = TrP" (brl{ywzn}) b
{bx}
/ da exp {—n® (x;h},,, g,) } tanh(z)
= (15)
/ dx exp{—n@ (x;hzk,gfbk)}
—o0
and
(0jof) = {Ir}Pt (be] g }) OO
k

[7_ dz exp {—n@ (x; s gik) } tanh(z)?
ffooc dz exp {—n@ (m; hfmv g/ttk)} '
Cross replica and cross site averages factorise such that
(o) = (bi) (0F) - (17)

It would also be useful to define the magnetisation

= 6P 4 (1-06%°) (16)

t
‘xo,pk"

t ] — t _
‘m#k‘ = tanh (‘xO,MﬁD Tt )
Ik

to simplify some of the following equations.

t
huk

Assuming that gzk > 1 and / gfm < 1 (see Appendix A for details), and exploiting the rela-

tion sgn (mzk) = sgn <th>v we find that the positions of the two peaks of @ (x; h,ﬂk7gzk) are nearly

symmetric, located at
1

AN

If n is large and the field is small, the mean values in equations (15) and (16) can be expressed as:

a:ttuk ~ igzk ‘mik‘ + hfm- (18)

() =~ aly ,tanh (2 ;) +al , tanh (28 ;) (19)
<bzb2> ~ atﬁ#k tanh (mi}ukf + aﬂ,uk tanh (mi,ukf , (20)
where
t |t
aly e etXpt{in‘m"k‘h“’“} —. (21)
exp {nm“kh#k} + exp {—nmukh#k}
Thus, if the covariance matrix
()™ = (RER) — (o) ()
~ dafy pal (mzk)2 (22)



has nonzero entries at small field, we can choose the behaviour of the small field to be
topt 1 t \2
my el = %ln dn/ (nuk) , (23)
where the nzk. are free parameters. The dominant peak is located at the position that shares a common
. . . .. n ,.)2 nt )
sign with the field. So, in the large n limit, azgn(hzk)’“k - 1- % and the product a’, ,a’ , — %
as desired. We also obtain the relation

(bg) = m,

If the £, and by are unbiased variables, the variable A%, = Z#k €,ubj, by virtue of the central limit
theorem, obeys a normal distribution, with mean value and covariance matrix given by

(uftk)a = k)

= Tr TP Gl {pern}) D cpubf

{bixk} Ik I#k
= Zgulmfn (25)

I£k

2
(TZk)ab = <AikABk> — (4%) <A2> = Tr Hpt (b {yv2u}) Zgulfujb7b? - Zé—ulmil
{bizr} Ik I#k £k
Jj#k
1
= 0 e (1 - (miz)z) —(1-4") -~ > (cantymty)’
I#k I#k
1

= (X — Qly) — (1-06%) ERka, (26)

2 2

where X, = Y0600 Qhr = D (Eulmfu) and R, =37, (Eulnfdmfd) are macroscopic vari-
ables. It is important to notice that Rflk are free variables that can be used to optimise the inference
with respect to a given performance measure.

Given the covariance matrix values one can write down an explicit expression of the probability
P (Auk)

1 1 _
P(B) = e {5 (A= ui) (X (A= )|
(2m)" |0,
2
I t
_ n _ Ot n-2 _n (u“k)
- \/(27‘_)”4-1 |:R#k (Xp'k V’k) :| <P 2 X,Jk Q“k + Rzk
X _ t
. /dwexp{_g uthk M (X QZWRW“’Q}
1k
n (Aa ) t
pk nk a

X exp{ — +lw+ (27)

31:[1 2 (XMk? Qﬂk> ( Xﬂk Q/J.k‘ + RLk) nk



2.2 Messages

From the original BP equations (3) and (4) and with using the explicit expression of the probability
P (A,r) Eq.(27) in Eq.(7) we can express the message from nodes y,, to nodes b} at time ¢ + 1

= {:l:l;PHl (Y brs {Ywzu}) b (28)

Tr 12 w.p*) P o) [] P (bil {yz}) b

{B} a=1 1%k

TrII 2 wuo®) P 6" ] P (b1l {u})

{B}a=1 £k

~t41
o

After somewhat lengthy derivation, described in Appendix B, one obtains the following expression for

~ 41
the message update m

0
/ [[dz: | exp {—nH., (@izr) } -0 P (yul239) =

N Ik
,t;l:l = Euk (29)

/ Hdazl exp{—anLk (:cl#k)}

1£k

where v (T1) = 21751@ e, tanh (), and

' 2
(U;Lk - vﬂ’“)

2 (Xﬂk - thk + thk',

+

2
Hep (wien) = Z [Qxlt — In cosh (z;)

—InP (yulvue;y) -
I#£k Gl )

In the large n limit, only the solutions &, of Vm,#HLk (z12£) = 0, that correspond to the lowest
minimum, contribute to the integral. The expression for the message is therefore reduced to

N 0
mfjl;l = Eﬂka In P (yu|z§ '7) |z:v,m(iz,¢k)' (30)

The expression for the messages from b-nodes to y-nodes is derived in a similar manner (details again
in Appendix C) to obtain

my = Tro8 P! (bi| {y2.}) = tanh Z arctanh (mi,;) | - (31)
{bx} vFER
2.3 Obtaining solutions

To solve Eq.(29) we employ again the saddle point method, as n — oo, obtaining a set of equations to
be solved

0 z - -
%sz (ml;ék) = ng — tanh (1‘[) —Eul [1 — tanh?® (l‘l)]
nl

¢ -
uuk — Uﬂk 8
( ; ) ; + 92 lnP(yMz;’y) |z:ﬁuk =0, (32)
(Xﬂk - Q,u,k + Rp,k)

X

where U, = vk (€121). To find the solution of Eq.(32) we will define the value T, such that

t _
uuk — Uuk o
0= ( , )t + &lnp(yﬂz;’)’ﬂz:@k . (33)
(Xll«k? - Q,u,k + R,uk)




After some calculations, detailed in Appendix D, this leads to a solution of the form

) Dk — T
B ~ uzk - ( nk - #k) - Wﬁk
(X/Lk? - Qﬂk + R;Lk)
Xk — Qpy + Ry Wk
_ I puk pk qu + pk Uuk (34)

Xk — sz + R;k + W;k Xk — thk, + Rﬁk + W;k

where

82
] [1_ (Ko = Qi+ Bl) 5 10 P (0al25) Lomxut (1200,

2
t t
9y {1 — (mul) }
Wik =D e
£k 1 — gzl [1 — (mfd)

A recursion is needed to determine both A (from the first derivative of Eq.(61)) and 9,x. Equation (34)
represents the value of v at which the expression for the message Eq.(30) has to be evaluated.

3 Application: CDMA

A number of inference problems in densely connected systems can be tackled by this approach. We focus
here on the CDMA detection problem as it is the only densely connected system we are aware of that
had been studied previously using a message passing algorithm [8]. This will enable us to demonstrate
the potential of our method and its relation to the algorithm of [8], mirroring the extension of BP to SP.

Multiple access communication refers to the transmission of multiple messages to a single receiver.
The scenario we study here is that of K users transmitting independent messages over an additive
white Gaussian noise (AWGN) channel of zero mean and variance of. Various methods are in place
for separating the messages, in particular Time, Frequency and Code Division Multiple Access [14]. The
latter, is based on spreading the signal by using K individual random binary spreading codes of spreading
factor N. We consider the large-system limit, in which the number of users K tends to infinity while
the system load § = K/N is kept to be O(1). We focus on a CDMA system using binary phase shift
keying (BPSK) symbols and will assume the power is completely controlled to unit energy. The received
aggregated, modulated and corrupted signal is of the form:

K
1
= — Sukbr + oony,
yp, \/Nkz::l}tkk‘ 0'op

where by is the bit transmitted by user k, s, is the spreading chip value, n, is the Gaussian noise
variable drawn from N (0, 1), and y,, the received message. According to previous notation, it holds that
euk = 8uk/VN. The goal is to get an accurate estimate of the vector b for all users given the received
message vector y by approximating the posterior P(bly). An expression representing the likelihood is
required and is easily derived from the noise model (assuming zero mean and variance o2)

T
P(yu|B): (Q;.Q)HGXP{(}’HA#) (y,uAH)}7 (35)

202

n

——

where y, =y uand u' =(1, 1, -+, 1).
To calculate correlation between replica we expand P (y,, | B) in the large N limit (Eq. 35), as shown
in Eq.(7). Following the model described in the previous chapters, one can map the CDMA macroscopic



variables onto the parameters used previously relationships:

t
,U’/Lk = Z Slwblmp,l (36)
‘/> 1£k
K
Xuk = N = ﬁ (37)
B 2
e = 2 (mia) (38)
I#k
/ g 2
RLk = i7d ( Mlmul) (39)
I#k
2
a1 ()]
D, = 7 ST (40)
I#k 1 — gul [1 — (mul) }
The mean value of b} at time ¢ 4 1 is then given by
il t(pt At YuSp t
Mk _A(R Q0,0 )(\/N_/B(P#_I/K)mu)k (41)

where P, = (1/K)suxs,u) and I = 6y, respectively, and

ﬁ—Qt-i-Rt-i-Dt
?(B-Q +R)+ (0 +F-Q +R)D"

We assume that the macroscopic variables are self averaging and omit the p, k indices.

The main difference between Eq.(41) and the equivalent equation in [8] is the dependency of the
pre-factor A* on R!, reflecting correlations between different solutions groups (replica). To determine
this term we optimise the choice of R! by minimising the bit error at each time step. To find the optimal
choice of the n’;k appears to be difficult. Instead we will choose an appropriate R that minimises the
error in the iterative calculation of the macroscopic variables. Following [8] one defines M* and writes
the following expressions for both M? and Q!

N K
Mt = ﬁ Z Zbkmzk = /Dz tanh (\/ﬁz + Et) (42)
p=1 k=1
Q! 1 L 2
T = YK Z Z (bkmik) = /Dz tanh? (\/ﬁz + Et) ; (43)
p=1 k=1
where Dz = dz exp [—2?/2] /v/2r and
| NOK
ERIEED 3D L YU e
p=1 k=1
N[, X 2
P+l = Z = Z (bkmt-&-l) <Z bk”*l) (45)
p=1 k=1
| X
~ oy mmit = [ - 26M" + Q' + o] (B2, (46)
pn=1

The function to be optimised is the bit error rate

. 1 K , —E'/VF?
P = Y4 Z (b, —sgn (m},)) = / Dz (47)
k=1

—00



and

N
m} ~ tanh (Z ﬁzzk> . (48)

p=1

To determine R! we proceeded as follows. First we have to consider that the quotient
Et/‘/Ft _ [ﬁ —98MtL £ Qt! —&—03}71

is a function of R'~2 through M*~! and Q*~!. To optimise it we have to find the roots of

op 1 { 1 } 0B _,
s = ———6exXpq— =0,
P78 a(

3(Rt—2) \/ﬂ _25Mt—1 +Qt—1 _|_0(2) Rt—2) \/ﬁ
which implies that
LOMIL 10t oETh e d (== 1)
d(R-2) BO(R-2)  “9R2) _ o1 €xp oFt—1 z
x [1- tanhz(z)] [1 —tanh(z)] =0. (49)

If the argument of the integral in Eq.(49) is an odd function, the integral is zero. The argument of the
integral at any time t, ¥ (z; E*, F'*) can be expressed as

U (2 E', F') = € (2 B, F') z[1 — tanh®(z)] [1 — tanh(2)] .
Assuming that ¥ (z; B, F*) = —¥ (—z; E*, F"*) then
E(EFY) z[1— tanhQ(z)] [1 —tanh(z)] = —€ (-2 E"F") (—2)[1- tanh2(z)] [1 4+ tanh(2)](50)
E(z; B FY) — E(—2z; EY FY)

leading to tanh(z) = € (= B FY) 1 & (=2 BY, FY)’ (51)

which holds for all functions & (z; E*, F"*) of the form
£ (z; E?, Ft) =exp(2)g (z; E?, Ft) , (52)
where G (z; B, F't) is an even function of z In particular, for the Gaussian N’ (z; Et Ft) we have

1 2Bt 22+ E?
.t t) — _
N(z,E7\/F>_ 5 texp( t)exp( ST )

which satisfies Eq.(52) if and only if

E'=F". (53)

In the same way one can find the condition at which Q* = 3M?

+oo Py oy £ 2
Q' — pM' = ﬁ/_ d X {_(L}‘)} tanh(z) [1 — tanh(z)] ,

VarEr P\ 2F
the argument of this integral can be expressed as
2 (2 E' F') = F (2, E', F*) tanh(2) [1 — tanh(z)] .
For 2 (z; E', F*) be odd in 2z, F (z; E', F*) has to satisfied Eq.(51), so it is of the form
F (z; Et,Ft) =exp(2)G (z; Et,Ft) , (54)

where again G (z; E', F') is an even function of z. For the Gaussian function we obtain again the same
requirement (ie Eq.(53)). Setting E* = F'* we then obtain M¢ = Q*.

10
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Figure 2: Error probability of the inferred solution evolving in time. The system load 5 = 0.25, true noise
level 03 = 0.25 and estimated noise 02 = 0.01. Squares represent results of the original algorithm [8],
solid line the dynamics obtained from our equations; circles represent results obtained from the suggested
practical algorithm. Variances are smaller than the symbol size. In the inset, D!, a measure of convergence
in the obtained solutions, as a function of time; symbols are as in the main figure.

For the calculation of E? one has to provide an estimate of the noise (o), but by condition (53) one
can compute E' using Eq.(46). From this equation one obtains:

N N
1
B~ St mit = (B+1)? {N > yn—28M' + Qt} (55)

t+121N2 t_lNz t71
(B S5 2 vn =@ = v 2 v @ : (56)

Using Eq.(44) we conclude that E**! is equal to the pre-factor of the RHS of Eq.(41) and obtain a new
expression for ffzﬁ,;l

~t41 t [ YuSu -1 t
m = A ( -6 (P, — K 'I)m )
pk /N ( H ) 12 X

1 & -

At~ {NZyi—Qt} (57)
p=1

where no estimate on g is required at all. This is clearly of great significance for practical CDMA

signal detection as no prior knowledge of the channel characteristics is required and there is no risk of a
mismatch between the assumed and true noise levels that may lead to errors.

3.1 Results

The inference algorithm requires an iterative update of Eqs.(56,57,48) and converges to a reliable estimate
of the signal, with no need for an accurate prior information of the noise level. The computational
complexity of the algorithm is of O(K?).

To test the performance of our algorithm we carried out a set of experiments of CDMA signal detection
problem under typical conditions. Error probability of the inferred signals has been calculated for a system
load of 3=0.25, where the true noise level is 02 =0.25 and the estimated noise is 02 =0.01, as shown
in Figure 2. The solid line represents the expected theoretical results (density evolution), knowing the
exact values of o2 and o2, while circles represent simulation results obtained via the suggested practical

11



algorithm, where no such knowledge is assumed. The results presented are based on 10° trials per point
and a system size N =2000 and are superior to those obtained using the original algorithm [8].
Another performance measure one should consider is

i (mt - mt—l) . (mt o mtﬂ) 7

Dt
K

that provides an indication to the stability of the solutions obtained. In the inset of Figure 2 we see
that results obtained from our algorithm show convergence to a reliable solution in stark contrast to the
original algorithm [8]. The physical interpretation of the difference between the two results is assumed
to be related to a replica symmetry breaking phenomena.

4 Conclusions

In summary, we present a new approach for using belief propagation in densely connected systems. that
enables one to obtain reliable solutions even when the solution space is fragmented. It represents an
extension to existing algorithms of that type which is reminiscent to the extension of BP to SP.

The approach is presented in general terms and can potentially be used in a range of problems that
can be mapped onto a dense graph. For demonstrating the performance of the algorithm and to compare
it with the BP-equivalent algorithm of [8], we have derived explicit expressions for the CDMA signal
detection problem.

The algorithm we have obtained for this particular problem on the basis of the general formulation,
does not require any prior knowledge of the channel characteristics and is highly applicable. It has been
tested on the signal detection problem has showed superior results to other existing algorithms [8, 16].

Further research is required to fully determine the potential of the new approach and its applicability
for a variety of problems. Its application to problems with a real noise model (or likelihood term) is
rather straightforward although it would depend on the specific type of noise considered. Application to
cases with discrete noise models are likely to be more difficult. Specific applications of the approach to
other densely connected problems, such as lossy compression are underway.
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A Extrema points of the function @ (x;h, g)

Analysis of the equation
0P (x; h —h
X)) . —tanh(z) =0,
ox g

shows that the function @ (x; h, g) admits one or two maxima according to the following table

h g Number of max.
heR |0<g<1 one max.
|h] = he g>1 one max. and one hump
|h] < he g>1 two max.
where h. = \/g(g — 1) — cosh™! (\/§) The case of 2 maxima is presented in Fig. 3. Notice also that

the variable g plays a similar role to that of the inverse temperature and a spontaneous magnetisation
appears below a critical value g. = 1.
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B Deriving expressions for the messages - M,

We derive expressions for the denominator and numerator of Eq.(29) separately. The denominator D can
be expressed as

n Q!
/ | |dxl exp{ —— /dwexp{—2Rt’k (Xuk —sz—FRzk) w2}
!

£k l;ﬁk g#

i PR (A ) ut
dA?, dz?* |expd ——F————F— + w —|— uk —12® a
/ (H . ) Z Xk = Qi + By -

2 (Xuk: - Q,uk) a=1

Tr exp ZZ 1€u12 erl)b? Tr [P (y/L|A/Lk;7) +€/tk’vAukP(y/t‘A/tk;7) 'bk] ,
{bixk} 1#k a=1 {bx}

and the numerator N

2
n P <A7;k) ut
dA?, dz* | exp{ —————M——— + E w+ uk —iz* | A2
/ <a1:[1 " > Xiak = Qg + By v

2 (X,Ll.k - Zk> a=1

Tr exp ZZ iz +a) b 5 Tro: [P (yul A pi;Y) + €0V A, P (Yul Ak y) - bi]
{bixx} £k a=1 {bx}

Using the small €,,; approximation as in Eq.(7) we can write

Tr exp Z Z teuz® + xp) = onlK-1 H H cosh (z;7) cos (e,42%) [1 + i tanh (2;) tan (g,,2%)]

{bixx} 1#k a=1 a=11#£k

~ on(K-1) H H cosh (1) [1 + iey2* tanh (21)]

a=11#k
~  on(K-1) Hcosh ] Hexp iz Zemtanh xr) p . (58)
1k 1k

Using P (yu|Aur;y) =101 P (yMA'Zk.;'y), the traces on by can be written as

{-1|:r} [P (Yul A ks y) + cukVa,, P (Yul Apr;y) - bk] = 2" H P (yﬂ|Azk;7)
k a=1
{-]!]—Eb% [P (yu|Auk’;’7) + EukvAukP (yu‘AuMPY) : bk]
k
n e a 6
v (TP O] 5 P i)
a=1

Putting all together we find that the integrals over z* generate the delta function

II6 | 25 =D eutanh(z) | |
a=1

1#k
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the integrals over A? ok just replace all the Aak by vk (1) = Zl#k e, tanh (27), and the integral over

w gives an expression that is proportional to exp { z W} Thus the final expression for the

Xk Q;4k+RLk

message is
/ Hdml exp{—nHt (12K }—lnP(y#|z;'y)|z:W
£k
it = e
/ del exp {anka (wl;ﬁk)}
1k
where

. 2
O

2 (X — QU + B,

2
x
Hi e (@i21) = Z [Qlt —Incosh (z;) | +

1#k Gy

) —In P (yulvue )
as in Eq.(29).

C Deriving expressions for the messages - m,;

The expression for the messages from b-nodes to y-nodes is derived in a similar manner

ml,, = {Irb*Pt (br| {yvz})

TretII Tr P @elB)bul {yo} Tz P11 (bl {00 })

{br} v#u{bizx}

_ _ (59)
TrIl Tr P@wB [P bl {gors})
{br}tv#pu {bixr} I#k
Trbi H / del,l exp{ nH (x, l;ék)} 1+ 5—:yk lnP (Yulz; ) | 2=vun Z ba]
{br} v#pu I#k a
~ (60)
0
Tr H / deul exp{ nH Jﬁu,l;ék)} 1+ Euka I P (yulz; ) =0, Zba]
{or}v#p I#k a=1
< 0
/ H dxy; | exp fnZH (T, 1£k) Z b3, H (1 + 5Vka In P (y,|2;7)b )
7?7:]/: vER bi==+1 vER

/ Hda:l,l exp —nZ’H :cl,#k Z H <1+€V’€aa 1nP(yM|Z ’y) )

vEN vEN bi=+1 |v#Kp
1#k
[T a+mby - TTa-m)
_ VFEU vEN
[Ta+mt)+ [ a-m,
vEpL vEpL

tanh Z arctanh (ﬁl,t,k) )
vER

to obtain Eq.(31), where we have used the approximation Eq.(58) to go from Eq.(59) to Eq.(60).
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D Obtaining the roots of v,
Having defined 7,,,as in Eq.(33), one can then rewrite Eq.(32) as

0 = 2L _tanh (@) — e [1 - tanh? (@1)]

(Euk — 77#k>
3

X
gul <Xﬂk - Qfdf + Rflk‘)

B B
I P (yulz;y) e=v, — 7= 0 P (Yul259)|2=5,.1

1— (X, — O, + Rt Oz 0z 61
X ( wk Q,uk + ,uk) Tk — ﬁuk ) ( )
where, by continuity of the derivative of P we can write
0 = % — tanh (&) —eu [1— tanh? (@1)] (ke = D) X
Gyl (ch - Q.+ Rfm)
t ¢y 9
x [1 — (Xuk — Q. + Ryy) 9.2 In P (yulz;7) |z—)\vuk+(1)\)fzuk:| ,
for some A € (0,1). The last term can be identified with a small field
Tt _ t 2/~ (6uk — f)#k)
hy = €udu [1 — tanh (xl)} (62)

(X — QL + BL,)

X

82
{1 - (ch - QZk + Rik) 922 In P (yu|Z§’Y) z_Aka+(1—)\)ﬁMk:| .

The field is small O (g,), so the lower minimum should be located near by mil. According to Eq.(18)

the minimum is located at
7t

1
2 h/"/l .
1- gt [1 - (mt,) ]

Thus the position of the minimum is shifted by the action of the field. Equation (61) can be expressed as

S~ t
Ty~ my +

tanh (%;) ~ mly; — A [1 — tanh® (7)] | (63)

where

t 1— t 2:| B B
1—g, [1 - (mm) ] ( pk Quk + RM’“)
2

0
[1 — (Xur — Qps + Ryp) 572 P Wel23 ) La=amun -0

X

The solution of Eq.(63) is:

tanh (Z;) ~ mfd — e Auk {1 — (mzl)ﬂ + 0 (Eil> ,

so, multiplying both members by €,; and adding over all | # k one obtains Eq.(34).
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