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Abstract

Interleaving is applied to prevent from exceeding the error—correction capability of channel code. At the receiver, burst
errors are converted into random errors after deinterleaving, so the error-correction capability of channel code is not
exceeded. However, when a receiver does not have any information on parameters used at an interleaver, interleaving can
be seen as an encryption with some pattern. In this case, deinterleaving becomes complicated. In the field of blind
deinterleaving, there have recently been a number of researches using linearity of linear block code. In spite of those
researches, since the linearity is not applicable to a convolutional code, it is difficult to estimate parameters as in a linear
block code. In this paper, we propose a method of blind block deinterleaving using convolutional code reconstruction
method

Keywords : Convolutional code, Blind block deinterleaving, Convolutioinal code reconstruction method
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Table 1. Interleaver matrix size of MIL-STD 110B.
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