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Telemetry Standard 106-17 LDPC Decoder Design Using HLS
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Inha Technical College', DANAM SYSTEMS™>’

ABSTRACT

By using HLS when developing a communication system FPGA, HDL code can be
automatically generated from a little modified C/C++ source code used for performance
verification, which has the advantage of shortening the development period. In this paper, a
method of designing a telemetry standard 106-17 LDPC decoder in C language is proposed
using Xilinx’s Vivado HLS, and by synthesizing Spartan-7 and Kintex-7 as target devices,
throughput and FPGA utilization rate was compared.
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normalizing factor®] il sign(x), min(x), |x|& 27

x9| F%, Hagh, ddigie Adsts gaolth

Lr; = aHsign(Lqirj)min( | Lq,-'j| ) (7)
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B HE £ Ko 235& 1o 2 B35 HE £ N&
Table 13} -t}
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Table 1. Telemetry Standard 106-17 LDPC Code
length N per information length K

N
K
r=1/2 r=2/3 r=4/5
1,024 2,048 1,536 1,280
4,096 8,192 6,144 5,120

15381

H i i
512 0% 5% £ 2680

Fig. 3. Parity check matrix H for N=2,048, K=1,024,
rate r=1/2 [3]

Table 2. Sub-matrix size M per information
length K and code rate r

M
K
r=1/2 r=2/3 r=4/5
1,024 512 256 128
4,096 2,048 1,024 512
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Fig. 4. Layered LDPC decoder structure
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Figure 62 Fig. 49| layered LDPC E357]¢] +d
C FEo|th AT ap_int<6>, ap_int<9>+= 27t 6
HIE, 9HE 9| signed ATE 7|3t ap_uint<1>2
1HIE 9] unsigned A<olth. wi<(array) edge n
check node®] 123 variable node?] +& A #&3}H,
VN_NUM(EES] 3t e M) I HAdge=

void decoder(ap int<6> in[N], ap uint<l> out[K]) {

;:: 2ag:ei:n?§r].)=QEE,VN_NUM,VN_NUM};
apincess LQL(B0) Ml Lr(3*HL IR, LAt ], LSO ]

void pc_table_calc(int, int *);
void normalized_min_sum(ap_int<9> *, ap_int<o> *);

1_LQ initl: for(i=@;i<N;i++) LQ[i] = (ap_int<9>)in[i]; // LQi=yi, pipeline
1_LQ_init2: for(i=0;i<M;i++) LQ[N+i] = @; // pipeline
1 _Lr_initl: for(j=@;j<(3*M);j++) { // pipeline
1_Lr_init2: for(i=@;i<VN_NUM;i++) Lr[VN_NUM*j+i] = @; // Lrji=e@, pipeline
¥
1_itr: for(itr=0;itr<2@;itr++) {
1_p: for(j=0;j<(3*M);j++) { // pipeline
Q = edge_n[(int) (3/M)1;
pc_table calc(q, pc_table);
for(i=8;i<VN_NUM;i++) {
if(i<o) {
Lq[i] = LQ[pc_table[i]] - Lr[VN_NUM*j+i]; // eq. (1@)

else {
Lg[i] = 255;

b

normalized_min_sum{Lq, Lrj); // eq. (7)

for (i=8;i<VN_NUM;i++) {
Lr[VN_NUM*j+i] = Lrj[i];
if(i<Q) {

LQ[pc_table[i]] =

¥

¥

}
1 out: for(i=@;i<K;i++) { // pipeline

if(Lo[i]>) out[i] = @;
else out[i] = 15

Lg[il+Lrj[il; // eq. (11)

¥
}

Fig. 6. HLS C source code for layered LDPC
decoder
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Figure 7& 2} (7)< ©l-&3t vld Lq=5H "<
Lijg A4tst= 3 normalized_min_sum()e] C =
colty. 4 SGN(), MIN(), iabs()& ZtZ H3,
2%, Ad#e Adstes golth. Normalizing
factor a %< 0752 3T

Vivado HLS+= #4-& HA st thyFdt directive
& A|F3TH12]. PIPELINE directive= for loopS
pipeline®. 2 TF@3ste A A(delay)e 243} st=H
o] Z Fig. 6llA F4 o2 ZASIHTH

Figure 69 C &2 IZE R34 ro] 1/2, AR
HE 4 K7} 1,0249 @ Xilinx spartan7 xc7s100 T
o] 25 Bl ® 44T A= Table 334 ZTh
22 F7] 84S 22 10ns, 5ns, 2.5nsE A A sHA
dde 3 A, d8 FY F7] Fhel A4 8.742ns,
4.328ns, 2.771ns2 FA = Ath A A(latency) 72> 3
o ®EE 37E 209 We] el K &Y HES
Agsted A9 A2 1 28 F7]9 latencys
3k @olBEE throughputs AlAbste 22 ofg] 2
(12)¢F ot

FYuES

Throughput = —= (12)
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48 1,024 HIEo] gt throughputs Al4sHA 7+
7} 338.4Kbps, 473.5Kbps, 458.0Kbpse]™ @4 A 2
g 7] B4 4A4< A WAk throughput
=2 g AeH 256ns8] A dAHE FYH FIs
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void normalized_min_sum(ap_int<9> Lg[VN_NUM], ap_int<9> Lrj[VN_NUM]) {
int i, k, s5, sum;
ap_int<9> min, tmp;

int SGN(ap_int<9:);
ap_int<9> MIN(ap_int<9> ,
ap_int<9> iabs{ap_int<9>);

ap_int<9>);

for(i=0;i<VN_NUM;i+t) {
ss = 13
min = 255;
for (k=@;k<WN_NUM; k++)
if(k!=i) {
55 *= sGaN(Lq[k])s
min = MIN(min, iabs(Lq[k]));
}
1
tmp = ss*min;

Lrj[i] = (tmp/2)+(tmp/4); // Lrji *=alpha, alpha=@.75

Fig. 7. HLS C source code for sub-routine
normalized_min_sum()

Table 3. HLS Syntheis Results of C source

code of Fig. 6
Target 10ns 5ns 2.5ns
Synthesized | g2 100s | 4308ns | 2771ns
clock period
latency 346,126 499,729 806,934
Throughput 3384 4735 4580
(Kops)

BRAM_18K 12 12 12
(240) (5%) (5%) (5%)
FF 897 1,568 2,328

(128,000) (0%) (1%) (1%)
LUT 3,170 3,420 3,354
(64,000) (5%) (5%) (5%)

3l critical patholl EFHZ&FFF)< o AFdste] &4
SFE R latencyw 2318 IA F718tH throughput<
5ns2] 79K} vty BRAM_18KE &5 #OZ Fig.
49] LQ RAM Lr RAM %, Fig. 69] 9 LQ$} Lr
< f3 AeEE WEYHot EHEFS = WdE
edge n, Lq, Lrj, pc_tables 93] AM&-¥ T} Look-Up
Table (LUT)2 F2 SiA 51 WAl A4k gl o<
pc_table_calc(), normalized_min_sum()&] F&e A}
|HY. = o8& HAAHSZ 5% o|FE
o] $- A9 throughput®= 500Kbps ©|&t2 o}
ol Fol#W Fx WA B8t

2.5 Block Layered LDPC 5357| A A

Layered LDPC &37]+= check node ¥ 7H¥ <
AH o7 FAS}EE g F=golE 7 b
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check nodeE oAl Aol AHesfof st=t] ol &
block layered &% 7|8} $tt}[13]. Fig. 34l R %ol
el AAF 8 He Al Z717F L(=EM/4)xL] &
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d(HE2M AAE)EE FAE quasi-cydlicd TEE
B olom[14] weka AlZ 1271, 7FE 4(B+3)71 9
sub-matrix® T4 Ho] Utk & =W Fig. 39 I
2 E] A PEL =27]7F 128x1282! sub-matrixE©]
A= 1270, 7k 2072 FEH e TEE & F
Atk mEkA L] check node®} variable nodeE &
wolA EAel AEstH  throughputs  layered
LDPC B37]Rt Luj 742 4 doh Fig 8
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Figure 49| layered LDPC & 3&7] FZ9}¢] X}o|H
< LQ RAM¥ Lr RAME ¢S o LY FoAA &
Aol ¢l A cyclicdtAl right-shift® ol s
st LQ RAM HIoJHE & Fol&= ol @9dd
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Fig. 8. Block layered LDPC decoder structure
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Fig. 9. Cyclically left-shifted sub—matrix of size L

void decoder(ap_uint<> in[4*(8+2)], sp_uint<l> out[K]) {
int itr, m, n, p, 9, Q, j;
ap_uint<i> LQ[4*(B+3)], Lr[12*VN_NUM], LQs[VN_NUM];
int edge n[3] = {3,VN_NUM,VN_NUM};
int pc_table[VN_NUM];
ap_int<a> Lq[VN_NUM*L], Lrj[VN_NUMFL], tmp;

void pc_table_calc(int, int *);

void left_shifter(ap_uint<i> *, int *, ap_uintci> =);
void right_shifter(ap_uint<ws *, int =, ap_uint<h> *);
void normalized_min_sum(ap_int<d> *, ap_int<d> *);

1_LQ initl: for(m=0;m<4*(B+2);m++) LQ[m] = in[m]; // pipel
1 LQ init2: for(m=0;m<4;m++) LQ[4*(B+2)+m] = @; // pipeli
1 Lr_init: for(m=@;m<12*VN_NUMim++) Lr[m] = @; // pipsli
1_itr: for(itr=g;itr<20;itr++) {
1 p: for(p=0;p<12;p++) {
Q = edge_n[(int)(p/4)];
pc_table calc(p, pc_table);

left_shifter(LQ, pc_table, L0s);
1_Lq: for(q=0;q<N_NUM;q++) { //
if(q<Q) {
1_Lql: for(n=@;n<Lsn++) { // unrol
Lq[L‘q+n] 2 (ap_int<8>)L0s[q].range(W-1-9%n, W-9-9%n) // eq. (10)
- (ap_int<g>)Lr[VN_NUM*p+q].range(-1-9%n,W-9-9%n);

pipeline

¥
else 1_1q2: for(n=8;n<Lin++) Lq[L*q+n] = 255; // unroll
normalized_min_sum(lq, Lri); // eq. (7)

1_LQ: for(q=8;q<UN_NUM;q++) { // pipeline
1_101: for(n=8;n<l;n++) Le[VN_NUM*p+q].range(W-1-9%n, W-9-9%n) = Lrj[L*qn]

if(q20) {
1_L02: for(n=8;n<Lin++) { // unroll
Lgs[q].range(W-1-9%n, W-3-9*n) = Lq[L*q+n]+Lrj[L¥q+n]; // eq. (11)
}
I
right_shifter(LQs, pc_table, LQ);

}
¥
1 out: for(m=0;m<(K/L);mt+) { // pipeline
1 outl: for(n=2;n<Lint+) { // pipeline
tmp = (ap_int<9>)LQ[m].range(W-1-9%n,W-9-9%n);
if(tmp>8) out[L*mn] = @; else out[L*m+n] = 1;
}
H
H

Fig. 10. HLS C source code for block layered
LDPC decoder of Fig. 8
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o Xilinx spartan-7

void normalized_min_sum(ap_inte<9> Lq[VN_NUM*L], ap_int<9> Lrj[VN_NUM*L]) {
int i, k, m, n, ss;
ap_int<9> min, tmp;

int SGN(ap_int<9:);
ap_int<9> MIN(ap_int<9> , ap_int<9>);
ap_int<9> iabs(ap_int<9:);

1_cnu_m: for(m=@;m<(L/CNU_NUM);m++) { /
1 cnu_n: for{n=@;n<CNU_NUM;n++) { /
for(i=0;i<VN_NUM;i++) {
55 = 1;
min = 255;
for(k=0;k<VN_NUM;k++) {
if(ki=i) {
s5 *= SEN(Lg[L*k+CNU_NUM*m+n]);
min = MIN(min, iabs(Lq[L*k+CNU_NUM*m+n]));

pipeline
/ unroll

b
i
tmp = ss*min;

Lrj[L*i+CNU_NUM*m+n] = (tmp/2)+(tmp/4);

. HLS C source code for sub-routine
normalized_min_sum() of Fig. 10
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Table 4. HLS synthesis results of C source
code of Fig. 10 using Xilinx spartan-7
(r=1/2, K=1,024)

CNU_NUM 1 2 4
Synthesized |- ao5s | 4385ns | 4.355ns
clock period
latency 45,255 30,375 22,695
Throughput
(Mbps) 5.20 7.74 10.36
BRAM_18K 96 96 96
(240) (40%) (40%) (40%)
FF 43,024 52,263 55,129
(128,000) (34%) (41%) (43%)
LUT 38,259 45,011 53,363
(64,000) (58%) (70%) (83%)

xc7s100 Tulo]~E Bl o2 FA43 Aoty &9
F7] AL 5GnsE AAS FAES T A A4
8 F7) e 4355nsE FA AT Table 33 H]
w3t throughputel A F7Fe 3, CNU_NUM
ol HleEste] throughput?t LUT®| ©]&&°] F7}
St= AS & 4 Ytk

Table 5= H&& ro] 1/2, AKX HE & KJ}
4,096¢ W Xilinx kintex-7 xc7k325t Tiv}o] 25 E}Al
o7 ZY F7] eBHAE 5nsE AAF A A
o|t}. Table 49} ¥lwstH &5 7] Lo| F7isk |
& throughput= 57}3ti FPGA °©|&&% S7letch
wWetA spartan-7 HHO|2E BHACE S o]
£E°] 100%E do17b7] W&ol &3] 2 kintex-7
o] §EE WASIY FASATH

Table 5. HLS synthesis results of C source

code of Fig. 10 using Xilinx kintex-7
(r=1/2, K=4096)

CNU_NUM 1 2 4
Synthesized | aoois | 4355ns | 4.355ns
clock period
latency 141,111 | 80,151 49,431
Throughput
oo 6.67 1173 19.03
BRAM_18K 384 384 384
(650) (59%) (59%) (59%)
FF 261859 | 291434 | 294300
(407,600) (64%) (72%) (72%)
LUT 161213 | 167514 | 175417
(203,800) (79%) (82%) (86%)

n. 2 &

2 =fddAe ddvEe EF 106-17 LDPC &
%7]E XilinxAe] Vivado HLSE ©] &3} Coj=
AAstE WHS AASHAI, Spartan-72F Kintex-7
Hulo] 25 Bl E §FAd3te] throughput?} FPGA
o]&E wWE FH=do] EFE=E BT
Layered LDPC %53 7]+ check node & 71¥ <3
Hog FASIER A =R FE 7Hest
AWt throughput®= "¢ w2 ¥, L/ check
nodeE FolA EAlol A dt= block layered &3
71 throughpute] F7fste W st=do] &
7} E71skgh AAgE HLSE o] 83 A Wi
C &2 7= 4 glo] check node®lA variable
node® AE3t= WEYS AMsh= CNUS 74xE
< WAt thdFs throughput? 3t=go] H3} =
9] fulo]2E A Pst= Ao 7hssith
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