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Abstract

This paper considers vector network coding based on rankiaemdes and subspace codes. The main result of this
paper is that vector network coding can significantly redineerequired field size compared to scalar linear networkngpd

in the same multicast network. The achieved gap betweendhtdize of scalar and vector network coding is in the order

t?/2 _

of ¢ q*, for any ¢ > 2, wheret denotes the length of the vectors in the vector solutionviBusly, only a gap

of constant size had been shown. Our gap can be achieved yonuamberk of inputs, wherek > 3. Several networks
are considered which are variations of the well-known comation network. Further, for all these networks, includthg
unmodified combination network, we show that our vector egdiolution reduces the decoding complexity at the recgiver

Index Terms

vector network coding, field size, combination network,ksametric codes, subspace codes.

I. INTRODUCTION

Network coding has been attracting increasing attentiomhe last fifteen years. The trigger for this interest was
Ahlswedeer al.’s fundamental paper [1] which revealed that network codimogeases the throughput compared to simple
routing. An up-to-date survey on network coding can be foimf®]. In [13], Kbtter and Médard provided an algebraic
formulation for the network coding problem: for a given netly find coding coefficients (over a small field) for each
edge, which are multiplied with the symbols received at tterting node of the edge, such that each receiver can
recover all its requested information by solving a lineasteyn of equations. Such an assignment is called/@ion
of the network. If the coding coefficients are scalars, it &ledl ascalar linear solution. Ebrahimi and Fragouli [6]
have extended this algebraic approach to vector networingottere, the received packets are vectors and the coding
coefficients are matrices. A set of coding matrices suchahaéceivers can recover their requested informationalked
a vector solution.

Thefield size of the solution is an important parameter that directly iafloes the complexity of the calculations at the
network nodes. Jaggt al. [12] have shown a deterministic algorithm for finding a netivoode (for multicast networks)
of field size in the order of the number of receivers. In gehdirading the minimum required field size of a network

code for a certain multicast network is NP-complete [14].
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Sincevector network coding offers more freedom in choosing the coding coefficients geatar linear coding, a smaller
field size might be achievable [5]. To our knowledge, Suml’s paper [17] is the only work which presents explicit
networks where vector network coding reduces the field simepared to scalar linear network coding by a constant.

This paper considers multicast networks, in particular delyi studied network, the combination network, and several
variations of it. We analyze the scalar linear and vectoutsmhs of these networks. The proposed vector solutions are
based on rank-metric codes and subspace codes. For allvibgtigated networks, we reduce thecoding complexity
significantly. Namely, when the solutions are of field siZe the decoding complexity for scalar linear coding grows
exponentially int while our scheme requires at most cubic complexityt.iffThe main result of our paper is that for
several of the analyzed networks, our vector solutionsifsogmtly reduces the requirgfikid size. In these networks, the
scalar solution requires a field size in the ordeq%fQ, while we provide a vector solution of field sizeand dimension.
Therefore, the achieved gap between the scalar and ther\fagtbsize is in the order oa}tz/2 — ¢'. This improves on
[17], where only a constant gap was shown. Further, the m&tafo[17] has a large number of inputs whereas our results
are based on a small and simple network and hold for a larggerahnumber of inputs. In [6] (in contrast to ours), the
coding matrices of vector network coding have to be comniwgat

This paper is structured as follows. Section Il providestiohs and definitions and Section Il defines the combimnatio
network. In Section IV, we present a vector solution for tlenbination network that reduces the decoding complexity.
In Sections V and VI, we present scalar linear and vectortiswis to combination networks with an additional link (and,
in the second case, less receivers). For both networks,etipgired field size is significantly reduced and the gaps in
the field sizes are derived. In Section VII, we show that all constructions which are based on rank-metric code can
be seen as constructions based on subspace codes. Mongsingrsubspace codes, some results can be improved and
additional networks might be improved by vector coding. €ading remarks are given in Section VIII.

Some proofs can be found in the appendix. Further, the lorgjoreof the paper will contain more details and solutions

for additional networks based on generalized construstion

[l. PRELIMINARIES

A. Finite Fields and Subspaces

Let ¢ be a power of a prime and &, denote the finite field of order andF,~ its extension field of ordeg™. We
uselFy* <" for the set of allm x n matrices oveil,. Let I, denote thes x s identity matrix and0; the s x s all-zero
matrix.

The triple[n, k, d], denotes a linear code ovEy, of lengthn, dimensionk, and minimum Hamming distanaé

Let (A) denote the space spanned by the rows of a marixThe Grassmannian of dimensionr is the set of all
subspaces df; of dimensionr < n. It is denoted byg,(n,r). The cardinality ofG,(n,r) is the g-binomial:

Galn,1)| = [:Lﬁi[:q

q —4q

n

q

T
70

with the upper and lower boundg™ ") < ], < 4¢"("="). For two subspaces, )V, we denote by/ + V the smallest
subspace containing the union &f and V. The subspace distance betweenid andV is d,(U,V) £ 2dimU + V) —
dim(U) — dim(V).
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B. Rank-Metric Codes

Let rk(A) be the rank ofA € F;**" overF,. The rank distance betweenA, B € F;"*" is dr(A, B) £ 1k(A - B).
A linear [m x n, k, 6]5 rank-metric cod€ is a k-dimensional linear subspace Bf**". It consists ofg* matrices of size

m x n overF, with minimum rank distance:

A .
0= All {rk(A)}.

The Singleton-like upper bound for rank-metric codes [1@blies that for any[m x n, k,&]ﬁf code, we have: <
max{m,n}(min{n, m} —§+ 1). Codes which attain this bound with equality are caWetkimum rank distance (MRD)
codes MRD[m x n,d], denotes an MRD code.

There is anMRD|t x t,t], code ofq" commutative matrices, see Theorem 5 in the appendix.

IIl. THE COMBINATION NETWORK

The N s-combination network is shown in Fig. 1 (see also [16]). Therse transmité¢ messages to middle nodes.
Any s middle nodes are connected to a receiver, and each ({E)h@ceivers requests all messages. For vector coding,

x1,...,X) are vectors of length; for scalar coding, the messages are scalars, denoted,by. , .

r nodes

s edges

Figure 1. TheN} . s-combination network, drawn fos = 2.

The N, . ,-combination network has a scalar solution of field sjizef and only if an[r, k,d = r — k + 1],, MDS
code exists [16]. Thusy, > r — 1 and whenk € {3,¢ — 1} andg, is a power of two, them, > r — 2 is sufficient [15,
p. 328]. The symbols transmitted to and from each of the midaides all-together form a codeword of the MDS code
(encoded from thé& message symbols) and each receiver obtaisymbols. Each receiver can correct- k erasures
and can reconstruct the message symbols. The complexity of erasure decoding MD8scoan be done i®(r log?r)
operations [3]. For smal, it can be done by inverting/ax k-matrix over a field of size,, which has complexity)(k2-37)

with the Coppersmith—Winograd algorithm [11].

Corollary 1 If k = 3 and r — 2 is a power of two, let ¢* = r — 2, else let ¢* = r — 1. For the Ny, , -combination
network, a scalar linear solution of field size qs exists if and only if qs > q*. The decoding complexity is at least in
min{O(rlog? ), O(k>37)} over a field of size q*.
IV. VECTORCODING IN THE COMBINATION NETWORK
This section presents a vector solution based on MRD codebéoV .. ,-combination network. The cage= 2 was

implicitly already solved in a similar way in [17].
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A. Vector Linear Solution

Theorem 1 Let C be an MRDIt x t,t], code. Let C;, i = 1,...,k, be distinct codewords of C. Define the following
kt x kt block matrix:

I, ¢, ¢ ... c!
M I, C; C3 ... Ci!
I, C, C; ... Cit
Then, any Ut x £t submatrix consisting of {2 blocks of consecutive columns has full rank 0t, for any £ =1,... k.

Construction 1 Let C = {C1,Cy,...,Cyp} be an MRDI[t x t,t|q code and let v < ¢' + 1. Consider the Ny, ;-
combination network with input vectors X1, . .., Xy. One middle node receives and transmits t,, = xi, and the other r — 1

T
middle nodes receive and transmit t; = (It C, C? ... Cf‘l) . (xl Xy ... xk) eFl, fori=1,...,r—1

The matriced,, C;,C?,. .., Cf‘l are the coding coefficients of the incoming and outgoing sdifehe middle nodes.

Theorem 2 Construction 1 provides a vector linear solution of field size q and dimension t to the Ny, 4t 11 ,-combination

network, i.e., X1,...,X) can be reconstructed at all receivers.

Proof: Each receiver obtains

ty, I, ¢, ¢ ... Ci! X
I, C, C, ... Ci'| |x
tik—l :
ty, I, ¢, Cc2 ... Ci! X,
or
ts, L ¢, ¢ ... cit X
: : X2
n k-1 ’
ti, I, G, , kail ... Cikf1
t 0y 0, 0 . I Xk
for some distincti, ..., it € {2,...,r}. Due to Theorem 1, in both cases, the corresponding matexfiiarank and
there is a unique solution fdix; x2 ... xg). [ ]

The decoding at each receiver consists of solving a linestery of equations of sizkt x kt. If we take the MRD
codes from Theorem 5 (appendix), we can calculate the ievafrthe matrices of the proof of Theorem 2 with quadratic

complexity.

Corollary 2 For the Ny, 411 ,-combination network, a vector linear solution of field size q and dimension t exists. The

decoding complexity is in O((kt)?) over F, for each receiver.

Further, for theNj; ,: ;2 3-combination network and when’ is a power of two, we can use the matrices from
Construction 1 and additionally transmit, = (0; I; 0;) - (x; X2 x3)7 to obtain a vector linear solution. All the

corresponding matrices have full rank due to Theorem 6 inagiEendix.
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B. Comparison of the Solutions

We can construct a vector linear solution of sizand dimensiort for the AV, ,:11 x-combination network, where a
scalar solution from an MDS code exists far> ¢*. Thus, the solutions have equivalent field sizes.
However, the vector solution reduces the complexity sigaifily compared to the scalar solution, from exponential in

t overF,: to quadratic inkt overIF,,.

V. A COMBINATION NETWORK WITH AN EXTRA LINK

In this section, we first consider th; ,. s-combination network witkextra links from the source to each receiver and
then generalize it t& > 3. Notice that this network is different from many networkditerature since the min-cut+ 1
incoming edges instead @f (see Section VIII for how to transform this to an equivaleatwork with min-cutk). The

extra link is used to transmit the missing information of thist & links.

A. Scalar Linear Solution

Lemma 1 There is a scalar linear solution of field size qs for the N, 3-combination network with additional links if

and only if 2- (¢ + qs +1) > .

Proof: Let R be a3 x r-matrix. From ther middle nodes of the network, transmit theentries of the vector
(z1,z2,23) - R. On each extra link, transmit a symbgl = Z?leijxi, fori=1,..., (g) which is chosen such that
the 3 x 3-submatrix ofR with the additional row(p;1, pi2, pi3) has full rank. Clearly, the extra link can increase the rank
only by one and therefore any three columns have to form a-n@okmatrix. Thus, if and only if a matriR with the

property that any submatrix of three columns has rank at leasover a field of sizey; exists, there is a scalar solution

of sizegs,.

The largest such matrix is the parity-check matrix c{%a%, % — 3, 3], Hamming code, repeated twice. Thus, there
i ; : T ; -1
is a scalar solution of field sizg, if and only if 2 - I >, [ |

B. Vector Linear Solution

Lemma 2 Let C be an MRDIt x t,8], code. Let A, B, C be distinct codewords of C. Then, for the following 3t x 3t

block matrix:

I, A A?
k|1, B B2| >30
I, C C?

Construction 2 Let C = {Cy,Co,.. .,th2/3+t} be an MRD[t x t,§ = %t]q code. Let v < qt2/3+t. Consider the
Ng,r73-c0mbinati0n network with an additional link from the source to each receiver and input vectors Xi,Xs,X3. The

i-th middle node receives and transmits:

X1
ti:(It C; Cf) X9 EFZ, t=1,...,7.

X3
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The extra link, which ends in the same receiver as the middle nodes i,j,0, Yi,j,f = 1,...,r, transmits the vector

T
Zijo = Pjj - (Xl Xo x3) € F!, where the t x 3t matrix Pyj is chosen such that

I, C C?
I Cc, C?
rk ’ / 7 =3t
I, C C?2
Pije

Since Lemma 2 guarantees that the rank of the block matrik l=sast3 = 2¢, the matrixP;;, can be chosen such that
the overall rank is3t. Sincez;;, has length at mogt, the smallest possible value foris %t. Larger values can be chosen
as well, but will decrease. Note that the left-most columns ofP;;, are all-zero and that the matricés C;, C? are

the coding coefficients.

Theorem 3 Construction 2 provides a vector solution of field size q and dimension t to the N . 3-combination network

with extra links from the source to each receiver for r < gtt*=9+1),

C. Comparison of the Solutions

Field size: We obtain a significant improvement in the field size for veatoding compared to scalar coding. The
required field size for vector coding is equivalentgfowhile with scalar coding, the smallest field sizeis in the order
of O(y/r). For§ = 2t, we haver = ¢*"/3** and thusg, € O(¢*"/%).

Complexity: The decoding complexity for vector solution is reduced frexponential int to less than cubic in, by

inverting the3t x 3t-matrix.

D. Arbitrary Number of Inputs k

For k = 2, there is a scalar solution for anmy > 2 since we can simply transmit one message symbol on the extra
link and the other one from all middle nodes. Therefore,Act 2, there is no improvement with vector coding.

For k > 3, the solutions are shortly outlined as follows. Foloaer bound on the size of the scalar solution, we have
to use the parity-check matrix of iV, N — k, k], code. This is a Near-MDS code [4]. Lg%, ¢) denote the maximal
length for which there exists ajiV, N — k, k], code. Then, [2, Lemma 1] states thatk,q) < u(k — 1,¢q) + 1. Since
w(3,q) = % from the Hamming code, we haw®¥ < u(k,q) < ‘1;_—_11 + (k — 3). We can repeat some of the columns

of this parity-check matrix, but not more than duplicateteaolumn. Thus:
r <2N <2(q2 4 g5+ 1) + 2(k — 3).

For smallk, we haveg, € O(r'/?). For the vector solution, the restriction @ndepends on the rank d¥I(k) (see

Theorem 7, appendix), which can be lower bounded\py Thus, the matri®,, . ;, haskt—Aj rows andr < gtt=o+1),

yeeey

The smallest possiblé is § = ¢(1 — ﬁ), in which case we have a vector solution of sizand dimensiort for

r = ¢2**/(k(=1)+t For this choice of, the scalar solution is at least in the ordergd? (*:=1)_ Thus, there is a large
enought for which k(k — 1) < t and the vector solution outperforms the scalar linear EmiufThe largest improvement

is achieved fork = 3.
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VI. A GENERALIZATION OF THE COMBINATION NETWORK WITH AN EXTRA LINK
A. Considered Network

In this section, we further modify the combination netwoie consider theV;: ., -network, shown in Fig. 2, at first
for 2 = k = 4. It has an additional link from the source to each receiver @r) receivers such that each receivers gets

2 links in total; namely, fron?¥ middle nodes, it gets from eachlinks.

X1,X2,X3,X4

r nodes

Figure 2. TheN}:  ,-network, drawn fork =4, £ = 2.

Note that we can transform this network to an equivalent agtwithout multiple edges.

B. Scalar Linear Solution

Lemma 3 There is a scalar linear solution of field size qs for N, y-network if and only if (q? +1)(¢2 + qs + 1) > 7.

Proof: Let R be a4 x 2r-matrix, divided intor blocks of two columns, with the property that any two blocks
together have rank at least three. From each of-theddle nodes of the network, transmit two symbols (from oluelk)
of (z1, 9,3, 24) - R. On each extra link, transmit a symhel = Z?leij:z:i, fori=1,..., (;) which is chosen such
that the4 x 4-submatrix ofR with the additional row(p;1, p:2, p:s, pia) has full rank. Thus, iff such a matrix over a field
of size ¢, exists, there is a scalar solution of size

Define these blocks to be aAy 2-matrix representation of all-dimensional subspaces ]Eg. Any two blocks together

form a4 x 4-matrix of rank at least three (since the two subspaces atmctl). From every middle node, there are two
links to the receivers. Therefore, we associate each middte with one block. The number of blocks ﬁ%‘.}q and

therefore, a scalar solution exists if:
4
r< 3] —@+n@@ e eow
q

To prove the “only if’, we need to show that there is no scheha provides more blocks. Assume, one block is a

rank-one matrix. Then, all other blocks must have rank twa thie space that they span has to be disjoint to the rank-one

4

block. Therefore, with this scheme there are [g]q <[5

}q blocks. Thus, all matrices should have rank two, and taking

all 2-dimensional subspaces provides the maximum number ok&loc ]

C. Vector Linear Solution

Construction 3 Let C = {Cy,Cs,. .., Cq2t2+2t} be an MRD[2t x 2t,§ = t|q code. Let r < q2t2+2t. Consider the

N . 4-network with input vectors X1, Xz, X3,X4 € IFZ. The i-th middle node receives and transmits:
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ti X
' =(12t c) “ler? i=1,...,rm

ti, X3
X4
The extra link, which ends in the same receiver as the middle nodes i,j,t, Yi,j,£ = 1,...,r, transmits the vector

T
zij = Py - (Xl, X2, X3, x4) € !, where the t x 4t matrix Pj is chosen such that

Iy C;
rk | I, C; = 4t.

Sincerk (E; 8]) > 2t + ¢, it follows that2t — ¢ rows of P;; can be chosen such that the overall ranKktisSincez;;

has length at most we have2t — § <t and thus¢ > ¢, butd = ¢ provides the largest improvement.

Theorem 4 Construction 3 provides a vector solution of field size q and dimension t to the /\/Z‘_TA-network for r <

G210+,

D. Comparison of the Solutions

Also for the Ny, ,-network, we obtain a significant improvement in the fieldediar vector coding compared to scalar
coding. The field size of vector coding is equivalenitowhile in scalar coding, the field sizg is at least inO(r'/4).
Foré =t andr = ¢***+2, we haveq, € O(¢"/?).

Further, the decoding complexity reduces as in Section V.

E. Arbitrary Number of Inputs k

Let us shortly outline the case éfinputs, wherg: = ¢2, ¢ > 3 (in the previous subsections, we had= 4 and/ = 2).
We first derive a lower bound on the size of the scalar soluti@t H be the parity-check matrix of afiVv, N — k, k],
code, then as in Section V-D, we havé < ¢%2 + ¢ + k — 2, [2, Lemma 1]. In order to obtain a matriR where anyk
columns form a matrix of rank at leakt— 1, we can repeat some of the columnskf We define blocks of columns
and associate each block with one middle node of the networkupper bound on the number of blocks is to take any

¢ columns ofH as one block. Thus, we have at mcé%‘() blocks. Therefore:

2 _
< N < q;:+qs +k—2
—\l¢) ¢

2 YA Y 20
(@ tatk=2)¢ 60((@).

- 2t 2t
For the vector solution, we transmit at each middle node:
ti, X1
~ (1w © .. )| |eFn

e
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The matrixP has/*t — A, rows andr < ¢“(“=9+1)_ The smallest possiblé is § = (3 — ﬁ) (notice that this
does not hold fo = 2 since Theorem 7 only holds fdr > 3), in which case we have a vector solution of sizand

dimensiont for r = ¢t°(¢=3+2/(L(=D)+¢t For this choice of- andk > 3, the scalar solution is is in the order of

qtz[(4*3)/2+1/(f(ffl))} 02,

so our vector solution outperforms the scalar solution éogét.

VII. VECTORSOLUTIONS USING SUBSPACECODES

Although our constructions from the previous sections asel on rank-metric codes, they can all be viewed as a
special case of a more general construction based on s#bspdes or subspace designs. In the sequel, we will explain
the simple formulation of this construction, demonstraie/tone of our constructions can be improved by using subspace
codes, describe another variation of the combination nétsolved by so-called normal spreads, and present a general
guestion on subspace codes which is derived from our digrusEhe formulation with subspaces can be derived by
noticing that

[I, C; CZ ... C' 1]

is a basis for a subspace of dimensioand the set of all such matrices in the network code forms & aod, (kt,?).
We have to understand what kind of code is required for eathark.

We can improve the construction of Section VI-C by using aeciod5, (4¢, 2¢) with minimum subspace distanee. A
basis for a codeword is 2 x 4¢ matrix and these matrices can be used instead dfthelt matrices of the fornjly; Cj]
in Construction 3. Such a code will enable us to use more middides in the network. Constructions of large codes
for this purpose can be found for example in [7]. However, ithprovement is not large as the upper bound from [8,

Theorem 1] gives that there are at most

[;lﬂ q 2(t%+t
s < 44 ()
2,

subspaces in such a code. Hence, compared to Section Ve@yder of the number of middle nodes does not change.
Also for the other constructions, subspace codes can be Esedhese constructions and other variations, which will

be discussed in the full version of this paper, the requisgdd subspace code is described as follows: For a given

0 < p < ¢-2,find a large code irG,(¢t,t) such that the linear span of the rows of ahgodewords is a subspace

with dimension(¢ — p)t. Such a code can be used when exirinks are used for the variation of the combination

network. The constructions with rank-metric codes desctiim the previous sections can be used to construct some basi

codes with these properties. Larger codes will improve @sehconstructions and will solve other networks, too. More

generalizations which can be efficiently solved by subspkesigns will be discussed in the full version of this paper.

VIII. CONCLUDING REMARKS AND FUTURE WORK

We have shown that vector network coding outperforms sdiaksar network coding in both alphabet size and complexity
for several variations of the combination network. The keswhe use of subspace codes and in particular subspace codes

derived from rank-metric codes. For the original combimathetwork, we were only able to show that the advantage of
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vector network coding is a complexity reduction of the eringdand the decoding. This was shown for any number of
inputs, while in [17] it was shown only for two inputs.

It should be remarked that the min-cut in our modified comtiimanetworks is larger than the number of inputs
This can be fixed easily as follows: replace thth receiverR; by a nodeT; from which there are: outgoing edges to
k verticesP;;, 1 < j < k. FromP;;, 1 < j < k, there is an outgoing edge to a new recei®r The new network is
solvable if and only if the old network is solvable and the foirt in the new one i%.

Some open questions for future research are briefly outlasefbliows:

« Design a network with two inputs in which vector network aoglbutperforms scalar network coding in the alphabet
size.

« To each number of inputs, find the largest possible advariégector network coding on scalar network coding
with respect to the alphabet size.

« Is there a network witlt inputs in which exactlyt edge disjoint paths are used (for network coding) from thec®
to each receiver, and on which vector coding considerabtgaytorms scalar linear network coding w.r.t the field
size?

« Construct subspace codes with the required propertiemedtin Section VII.
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APPENDIX
A. Omitted Proofs
Proof of Lemma 2: The rank is equal to
I A A2
B-A 0, I. B+A
k|0, B-A B2-A?| =t+1k :
0; C-A I, C+A
0, C—A C?2-A?
rk>2§ rk>t4+0

Recall that forn x n matricesM andN, it holds thatrk(M - N) > rk M + rk N — n. Thus, the rank of the block matrix
is at leastt + 20 +¢ + 9 — 2t = 34. ]
Proof of Theorem 1: First of all notice that when we want to calculate the deteant of an/t x ¢t submatrix of

the following form:

ci cit ci i
Cé C%_H Cg_1+i
c; c;t ci it
we can always factor outet(C?) - - - - - det(C%), which is non-zero and therefore, the determinant of theeuppatrix
is non-zero iff the determinant of the following one is nara
I C ci?
I C, ci!
M(() = 1)
I C ci!

Thus, w.l.o.g. we only need to investigate the determindmhatrices starting with power df (i.e., the identity matrix)
as in (1). Further, also w.l.0.g. we prove it only when we use first¢ rows, but it clearly holds for any rows of M.
The matrixM(¢) is a block Vandermonde matrix. Thus, similar to the deteantrof the usual Vandermonde matrix, its
determinant is

detM(0) = ] det(C; - C),

1<i<j<e
which is non-zero if and only iC; # C, andrk(C; — C;) =t, Vi,j € 1,...,¢. This is true since th€;’s are distinct
full-rank codewords and the statement follows. ]

Proof of Theorem 3: On each receiver, we receive

t; I C C?
X1
t; L, C C?
pr— . X2
17 I, C, C%
X3
Zije P
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Due to the choice oP;j,, this linear system of equations has a unique solutionferx, xs). [ |

Proof of Theorem 4: On each receiver, we receive

ts,
X1
ti, Ly G
X2
tjl - Igt Cj
X3
tj Pi;
X4
Zij
Due to the choice oP;;, this linear system of equations has a unique solutior(fer. .., x4). [ |
B. Additional Theorems
Theorem 5 Let C = {0,C,C2, ..., Cc7-2 th_l}, where C is the companion matrix:
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
C= ,
0 0 0 0 1
—Po —P1 —D2 —Pt—2  —Pt-1,

and p(z) = po+p1x+ -+ pi_ox’ 2+ p_12t + 2t € Fy 2] is a primitive polynomial. Then, C is an MRDIt x t,t],

code.

Proof: Notice thata! = —pg — prav — -+ — pi_oa’™2 — p,_1at~ ! and thereforen!™! = —ppar — p1a® — -+ —

pr—20't —pi_1at = popi—1 + a(—po + p1pe—1) + & (=p1 + p1pe—1) + -+ o' H(—pi—2 + pi_;). Then, we obtain
2

0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
C? =
0 0 0 0 1
—Po —P1 —DP2 —DPt—2  —Pt-1,

0 0 1 0 0 )
¢i(a®)
¢t(ag)

= 0 0 0 0 1
—Po —D1 —p2 —Pt—2 —Pt—1
pr(aTh)
PoPt—1  —Po+ P1Pi—1  —P1 + PiPe—1 —pr—2+pi_y
Therefore,
Pr(a?)
) ¢t ai+1
C' = ( ) NVi=1,...,q" —2.
(bt (ai+t—1)
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Theorem 6 Let C be the MRDIt X t,t]q code from Theorem 5. Let A, B and D be distinct codewords of C. Define the

following 3t x 3t block matrix:

I, A A2
M=|1, B B2
I, D D?

Then, the following holds:

1) any t x t block matrix of this matrix has rank t;

2) any 2t x 2t block submatrix consisting of four blocks from consecutive columns has rank 2t;

If q is a power of 2, then any 2t x 2t block submatrix consisting of four blocks has rank 2t;

3) the matrix M has rank 3t.

Proof: Let us analyze the three claims step by step. Note that s\pd, D € C, they can be written as powers of

the companion matric, i.e., A = C*, B = C7, D = C’ and the multiplication of any of two codewords is commutgativ

1) I, has rankt and A, B, D are codewords of rank Similarly, A2, B2 andD? are also codewords.

2) We distinguish three types of submatrices.

3)

i) First,
It A It A
rk =rk =t+1k(B-A) =2t
I, B 0 B-A

i) Second, since the multiplication is commutative forsaecodewords,

I, A2 9 9
det , = det [B — A } =det[(B—A)B+ A)].
I, B

If ¢ is a power of 2 and sinceA # B, the matrix has full rank. Otherwise, it is not clear iB + A # 0.

iii) Third:
A A?
det =det [A(B — A)B] # 0,
B B?
since A(B — A)B is a non-zero codeword @f.

Here,
I, A A?

det(M)=det | 0 B—A B2—-A?
0 D-A D?2-A?

is non-zero iff the following determinant is non-zero:

B-A B2-A? I, B+A
det =det(B — A) -det(D — A) - det
D-A D2-A2 I, D+A
which in turn is non-zero since
I, B+A
r = 2t.
0 D-B

Thus, the overall rank oM is 3t.
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Theorem 7 Let k > 3 and let C be an MRDI[t x t,6], code. Let C;, i = 1,...,k, be distinct codewords of C. Define
the following kt x kt block matrix:

I, ¢, ¢ ... Ci!

I, C; ¢ ... Cc}!
M(k) = :

I, C, C} cyt

Then,

Proof: Similar to the proof of Lemma 2:

C,-C, C3-C} ... Cckl_ci!
rk(M(k)) = t + 1k : : :
C.-C, C;-C} ... Ccyt-ci!
CQ — Cl ck-1_gk-1
I, C;+C; ... —=2—21—
C; - C, G2
ck-1_gk-1
I Ck + Cl [P %
Ck; _Cl t Cr—Ci

AM/ (k—1)
Thus,rk(M(k)) =t + (k —1)d + rk(M'(k — 1)) — (k — 1)t. We can decomposkI’(k — 1) in the same way recursively
with this strategy until we obtain & x 2-matrix of the form:
| D D of
k
I Zi:l,i;ﬁk—l Ci

To understand whyM'(2) has this form, let us observe the rightmost bottommost ed¢rgoughout these recursions.

M/ (2) =

After the first step, it becomes the rightmost bottommostelet of M'(k — 1):

k—1 k—1 k—2
Ck — Cl — § le Ck*Q*jl
C.—-C k 1 .

k 1 j1=0

After the second step (the first row di’(k — 1) is subtracted an€;, — C- is factored out), it becomes:

CJl j k=25.-1 . . .
S et 5 S erop et

j1=0 Jj1=072=0
After k — 2 steps, we are left wittM’(2) and the rightmost bottommost element is

k-2 j1—1 Jek—3—1

jk—2 (WJk—3—1—Jr— j1—1—j2 ~k—2—3
E E E C?f 2ci’123 Tk 2...0;1 -7201 g
J1=0j2=0 Jrk—2=0
Ji—1 Je—3—1

Z Z Z C]k 2c7k 3=1—Jr—2 -le_2_'j1

J1=k—3 jo=k—4 Jrk—2=0

k
Z Ci7

i=1,itk—1
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where the last step holds by observing that in each summénekcept for one exponent are zero and the other one is

one. This can be done similarly for the other element®dBfk — 1) and the form ofM’(2) follows. Further, this also
proves that factoring ou€;, — C; in the i-th step is possible.

Thus, from this decomposition, we obtain the following neon:
tkM/(5) > t+ (i —1)(0 —t) + rkM'(i — 1),

and sinceck M’(2) >t + 4, we have

rkM(kz)2Xk:[t+(i—1)(5—t)]+t+5—5<l;> —t[(k;1> _1].

=3
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