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Multi-access Coded Caching with Optimal
Rate and Linear Subpacketization under PDA
and Consecutive Cyclic Placement

Jinyu Wang, Minquan Cheng, and Youlong Wu

Abstract

This work considers the multi-access caching system proposed by Hachem et al., where each user
has access to L neighboring caches in a cyclic wrap-around fashion. We first propose a placement
strategy called the consecutive cyclic placement, which achieves the maximal local caching gain. Then
under the consecutive cyclic placement, we derive the optimal coded caching gain from the perspective
of Placement Delivery Array (PDA), thus obtaining a lower bound on the rate of PDA. Finally, under
the consecutive cyclic placement, we construct a class of PDA, leading to a multi-access coded caching
scheme with linear subpacketization, which achieves our derived lower bound for some parameters; while
for other parameters, the achieved coded caching gain is only 1 less than the optimal one. Analytical
and numerical comparisons of the proposed scheme with existing schemes are provided to validate the

performance.

Index Terms

Coded caching, multi-access, placement delivery array.

I. INTRODUCTION

Wireless network has been imposed a tremendous pressure on the network traffic during peak

hours, due in large part to multi-media applications such as Video-on-Demand. Furthermore,
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the high temporal variability of network traffic results in congestion during peak hours and
underutilization of the network during off-peak hours. Caching has been proposed as an effective
method to shift traffic from peak to off-peak hours by placing popular contents into caches across
the network during off-peak hours [[1]]. Then the users are partially satisfied from local caches,

so the network traffic can be reduced.

The first coded caching scheme was proposed by Maddah-Ali and Niesen (MN) in [2] for
a (K,M,N) centralized caching system, where a central server with N files of unit size is
connected by K users, each one has a distinct cache of size M units. A coded caching scheme
operates in two phases. In the placement phase, each file is divided into F' equal packets, and
some packets are populated into each user’s cache without knowing future demands of all users.
The quantity F' is referred to as the subpacketization. In the delivery phase, each user requests
a file from the server. According to the users’ requests as well as the users’ cache contents,
the server broadcasts coded messages to all users through an error-free shared link, such that
each user can recover its requested file. The goal is to minimize the transmission rate (or rate)
R, which is the worst-case normalized transmission amount over all possible demands. The
MN scheme uses an uncoded placement (i.e., some bits of files are directly copied to each
user’s cache) and a coded delivery policy, such that each message broadcasted by the server can
simultaneously satisfy multiple users’ demands. In fact, under the natural restriction of uncoded
placement, the rate of the MN scheme is shown to be optimal when K < N in [3], [4]. When
a file is requested multiple times, Yu et al. [5] designed a scheme by removing the redundant
transmissions in the MN scheme, which is optimal under the constraint of uncoded placement

and X > N.

However, the subpacketization of the MN scheme increases exponentially with the number
of users K. To address the large subpacketization problem, [6]] characterized a coded caching
scheme with uncoded placement and one-shot delivery by a combinatorial array called placement
delivery array (PDA). Subsequently, various coded caching schemes with lower subpacketization
were proposed based the concept of PDA, such as [7]-[14]. Several variants of the centralized
coded caching problem have been studied in the literature, including decentralized coded caching
[15]], device to device coded caching [[16]], [17], online caching [[18]], caching with non-uniform

file popularity and demands [[19], [20], multi-access coded caching [21]-[28]], etc.

Notations:



« | - | denotes the cardinality of a set; min{a, b} denotes the smallest number in {a,b}.

« If a is not divisible by ¢, (a), denotes the least non-negative residue of a modulo ¢;
otherwise, (a), :==¢; [a : b] == {a,a+1,...,b}; [a: 0], :={(a)g, (a+ 1), ..., (b),}.

« |a] denotes the largest integer not greater than a; [a] denotes the smallest integer not less

than a; a|b denotes a divides b; a 1 b denotes a does not divide b.

P(i, j) represents the element located in the ™ row and the ;™ column of some array P.

A. Multi-access caching system

The multi-access caching system was proposed in [21]], which was motivated by the upcoming
heterogeneous cellular architecture, which will include dense deployment of wireless access
points (APs) and sparse cellular base stations (BSs). APs have small coverage and relatively
large data rate, while BSs have large coverage and smaller data rate. The BS transmission
rate can be reduced by placing caches at local APs with each user capable of accessing the
content stored at multiple nearby APs in addition to receiving the BS broadcast. Compared to
the centralized caching system, which is heavily limited by the memory size of each user’s cache
since a library size is usually much larger than the storage size of a mobile device, each user
in the multi-access caching system has access to multiple (L) consecutive caches with a cyclic
wrap-around, as shown in Fig. [I] A central server with NN files (denoted by Wy, Wa, ..., Wy),
each of size 1 unit, is connected to K cache-less users (denoted by Uy, Us, ..., Uk) through
an error-free shared-link. There are K cache-nodes (denoted by C4,Cy,...,Ck), each has a
memory size of M units, and each user has access to L consecutive cache-nodes with a cyclic
wrap-around, i.e., each user U; has access to the cache-nodes Cj, Cit1y,,- .- Cligr—1),- Such

a system is referred to as the (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system.

A (K, L, M, N) multi-access coded caching scheme operates in two phases:

« Placement phase: Each file is divided into F' packets of equal size, and some packets are
stored in each cache-node without coding, which is referred to as uncoded placement. Z¢,
denotes the cache contents in cache-node (.. The total size of different contents which can
be retrieved by each user from its connected cache nodes is defined as the local caching
gain, which is preferable to be as large as possible. The placement phase is done without

knowledge of the users’ later requests.
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Fig. 1: Multi-access caching system.

o Delivery phase: Each user requests one file from the server. Assume that user Uy requests
the file W, , where dj € [1 : N], then the vector d = (d,d, ..., dk) is referred to as the
request vector. According to the request vector d and the contents stored in the cache-nodes,
the server broadcasts coded messages of total size R4 units to all users, such that each user
can recover its requested file. The worst case transmission amount R = maxqei.nyx Rq 18
referred to as the transmission rate. The average number of users served by each message

is defined as the coded caching gain, which is also preferable to be as large as possible.

B. Previous Results

The first multi-access caching scheme was proposed in [21], which achieves a transmission

rate equal to
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which is smaller than the rate in (1) when K < % + L, while the required subpacketization

) N <K —~ KM/N(L—-1)— 1)

Frii = —
fled KM/N -1

i 3)

Moreover, when L > % and N > K, a converse bound for the multi-access caching system
under uncoded placement was derived in [22] and the proposed scheme was shown to be order
optimal within a factor of 2. In [23]], the authors proposed a transformation approach to extend

the MN scheme to a multi-access caching scheme with the rate

K(1-57) v K

which is smaller than the rate in (when L 1 K and L > 1) and the rate in (when

KLM (K—(L—l)KM/N

K > =5~ + L), the required subpacketization is Fow = K KM/N ) By dividing the

multi-access coded caching problem into a number of special class of index coding problems
termed as Structured Index Coding problem and using the solutions obtained for the structured
index coding problem, the authors in [24] proposed a new scheme with the rate not greater than

the rates in (2)) and (@), and the required subpacketization is the same as Frxi in (3).

In addition, for some special parameters, some multi-access caching schemes with lower

. . . M . 2 . .
subpacketization were proposed. For example, [25] studied the case when ; = = (ie., 7 =

KM

~ = 2), and proposed a scheme achieving the rate Rspp = W (where the coded

caching gain gspr > v+ 1 = 3), which is strictly lower than the rate in (), the required

K(K—2L+2

subpacketization is Fspp = 1 ); [26] studied the case when % = % where v and K are

coprime, and proposed a scheme with the rate Rgr; not greater than that in (2), the required

subpacketization satisfies Figp; < K?; [27]] studied the case when % = % where v|K and

K(1—LM/N)(1—(L—1)M/N)
5 and

(K — ~vL + v)|K, and proposed a scheme with the rate Rgrs =

subpacketization Fgpo = K; [28] considered the case when M — L and proposed a scheme

N K’
K(K-L)
L L—1
Q—H-K—L-HJ—H-K—L-H

scheme in [28] can be applied to general parameters by carefully designing the placement.

with the rate Ry = |

ﬂ% and subpacketization Fj;r = K. In fact, the MR

C. Contributions

In this paper, we consider the the (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system and our contri-

butions are summarized below.



« In order to achieve a linear subpacketization and the maximal local caching gain (i.e., the
cached contents at any L neighbouring cache-nodes are different such that each user can
totally retrieve LM files from its connected cache-nodes), we propose a placement strategy
called the consecutive cyclic placement (i.e., Definition [2| in Section [III)), which can be
represented by a cache-node placement array and a user-retrieve array (similar to PDA).

o Based on the user-retrieve array under the consecutive cyclic placement, we derive the
optimal (maximal) coded caching gain from the perspective of PDA, thus obtaining a tight
lower bound on the rate of PDA (i.e., Theorem [I] in Section [III).

o According to the derived lower bound, we construct a class of PDA under the consecutive
cyclic placement, leading to a multi-access coded caching scheme (i.e., Theorem [2)in Section
, which achieves our derived lower bound for some parameters. For other parameters,
the achieved coded caching gain is only 1 less than the optimal one. Moreover, the needed
subpacketization is less than K2.

o We provide analytical and numerical comparisons of the proposed scheme with the state-
of-the-art. Compared to the schemes with exponential subpacketization, we show that our
scheme has a lower rate and a lower subpacketization than the schemes in [21], [22], and has
a slightly higher rate and a lower subpacketization than the schemes in [23]], [24]. Compared
to the schemes with linear subpacketization (less than K?), we show that our scheme has a
larger coded caching gain than the schemes in [26]]-[28]], and has a smaller coded caching
gain than the SPE scheme in [25]. However, the SPE scheme is only applicable to specific

M

memory ratio, i.e., 5 = while our scheme is applicable to arbitrary memory ratio in

2
s N K>

{Fhyelo: [}

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section [[I, we introduce the definition of
PDA and the relationship between a PDA and a centralized coded caching scheme. In Section
we list the main results of this paper and provide the performance analysis of the proposed
scheme in Theorem [2] In Section we give the construction of PDA under the consecutive
cyclic placement in two cases and provide the proof of Theorem [2| Finally, Section |V| concludes

the paper and some proofs are provided in the Appendices.



II. PLACEMENT AND DELIVERY ARRAY

Placement delivery array (PDA) was originally proposed in [[6], which is a combinatorial array
used to design coded caching schemes with uncoded placement and one-shot delivery, i.e., each
user can recover any requested file packet from at most one transmitted message with the help

of the contents it has access to.

Definition 1: ( [6]) For positive integers K, F, Z and S, an F' x K array P composed of a
specific symbol “x” and S integers in [1 : S], is called a (K, F, Z, S) placement delivery array
(PDA) if it satisfies the following conditions:

C1: The symbol “x” appears Z times in each column;

C2: Each integer in [1 : S| occurs at least once in the array;

C3: For any two distinct entries P (ji, k1) and P (ja, ko), if P(j1, k1) = P(j2, ko) =s € [1: 5],
then P(j1, k2) = P(j2, k1) = *, i.e., the corresponding 2 x 2 subarray formed by rows

J1, Jo and columns ki, ko must be of the following form

Furthermore, if each integer appears exactly g times in P, P is called a g-regular (K, F, Z, S)
PDA, ¢g-(K, F, Z,S) PDA or g-PDA for short.

A (K,F,Z,S) PDA P can generate a coded caching scheme as follows.

« Placement phase: Split each file WW,, into F' packets, i.e., W,, = {W,,; | j € [1: F]}. User
Uy has access to Zy, = {W,,; | P(j,k) =*,j € [1: F],n € [1: N]|}, where k € [1: K].
« Delivery phase: Assume that the request vector is d = (dy,da, ..., dk), foreach s € [1 : 5],

the server broadcasts Dp; 1) je 1. repi.x) Wes t0 all users at time slot s.

Lemma 1: ( [6]) A (K, F,Z,S) PDA can generate a coded caching scheme with the user

accessible memory ratio %, subpacketization F' and rate R = %

For a (K, F,Z,S) PDA P, columns and rows represent the user indexes and the packet
indexes respectively. If P(j, k) = *, it means that user Uy has access to the ;™ packet of all
files. Condition C1 of Definition [I] implies that each user has access to the same memory size
and the user accessible memory ratio is Z. If P(j, k) = s is an integer, it implies that the j®

packet of all files is not accessible to user Uy, and the server broadcasts a multicast message (i.e.



the XOR of all the requested packets indicated by s) to all the users at time slot s. Condition
C3 of Definition [I] ensures that each user can get its desired packet, since all the other packets
in the multicast message are accessible to it. The occurrence number of integer s in P, denoted
by gs, is the coded caching gain at time slot s, since the message broadcasted at time slot s can
serve g users simultaneously. Condition C2 of Definition [T] implies that the number of messages

broadcasted by the server is exactly S, so the rate is R = %

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, we focus on the (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with cache-node
memory size M = 2X for v € [0 : [£]]. In order to achieve a linear subpacketization and the
maximal local caching gain, we propose the following placement strategy: each file W), is split

into K equal-length subfiles, i.e., W,, = {W,,;]i € [1 : K]}, and cache-node C}, caches

Zeo, = W tb—1+1) s Wastk—2041) 105 - - - Wate—yL41) i |70 € [1 2 N}, )

for any k € [1 : K|. Then the total size of the contents stored by each cache-node is % =M
units, which satisfies the memory size constraint. Furthermore, any L neighbouring cache-nodes
do not cache any same subfile, then each user can retrieve LM units from its connected cache-

nodes, thus achieving the maximal local caching gain.

Definition 2: For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system, for any cache-node memory
size M = LN where v € [0 : [£]], if each file is split into K equal-length subfiles, and
each cache-node Cj caches Zq, in (), i.e., the 4™ subfile of all files is stored by the cache-
nodes Cjtr—1) ., Cljran—1)xs - - - » CliayL—1)» SO it can be retrieved by the users Uj, U1y, - - -,

Uij+yL-1)x- the placement is called the consecutive cyclic placement.

Similar to PDA, the consecutive cyclic placement can be represented by a cache-node place-
ment array and a user-retrieve array. For example, when K = 10, L = 3,y = 2, the cache-node
placement array C and the user-retrieve array U are shown in Fig 2| where C(7j, k) = * represents
that the j™ subfile of all files is cached by cache-node Cj, and U(j, k) = * represents that the

4™ subfile of all files can be retrieved by user Uy.

Under the consecutive cyclic placement, we derive the maximal coded caching gain from the

perspective of PDA, and obtain a lower bound on the rate of PDA .
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Fig. 2: The cache-node placement array C and the user-retrieve array U when

K=10,L=3,y=2.

Theorem 1: For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system, for any cache-node memory
size M = LN where v € [0: | £]], let t = yL, the maximal coded caching gain g of any PDA

under the consecutive cyclic placement satisfies

QLK—LML if (K)g—441 < L%J or (K—t+1)|K

9<yg = (6)

2| z5—] +1, otherwise,

thus, the achievable rate R of any PDA under the consecutive cyclic placement satisfies

2\_K—;(tj7 if (K)o < [ 55| or (K —t+1)|K
R>R = K—t+1 )

K—t .
——t_ otherwise.
2l g+

The proof of Theorem [I] is given in Appendix [Al According to the lower bound in Theorem
[, we construct a class of PDA under the consecutive cyclic placement, which generates the
following multi-access caching scheme. It is worth noting that for some cases we need to further
divide each subfile into several packets, so that we can construct a regular PDA (i.e., each non-star

entry appears the same times).
Theorem 2: For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system, for any cache-node memory

size M = =N where y € [0: | 5[], let ¢ = L, the rate in () is achievable under the consecutive

cyclic placement with the subpacketization in (9).

The proof of Theorem [2]is given in Section [V-C

Remark 1: It is worth noting that when (K)g ;11 < L%J or (Kyg 411 = K —1tor

(K —t+1)|K or K —t =1, the rate of the proposed scheme in Theorem [2| achieves the lower



)
B e (4 )|K or K —t =1

2K
Ryew = ﬁ if (KVg_y1=K—tand K —t>1 (8)
\ ﬁ, otherwise.
K, if(K—-t+1)|KorK—-t=1

Foew =9 2lii5]+ 1) K, if (K)g 1=K —tand K —t>1 ©)

2 [K_Lt“j K, otherwise.

bound in Theorem [I] For other parameters, the achieved coded caching gain of the proposed
scheme in Theorem ! 1S Gnew = QLK_LMJ , which is only 1 less than the optimal coded caching
+ 1) in Theorem (1| Moreover, the subpacketization of the proposed

gain (ie., ¢* = 2| 7 t+1J

scheme is less than K2.

Next we will compare our scheme with the state-of-the-art. Since the rate expression of the
schemes in [24]—[26], [28] is complicated, we are not able to compare our scheme with these

schemes analytically.

o Comparison to the RK1 scheme in [22)]: When M = l the rate of the RK1 scheme (given
in @) is Rrr1 = (K —vL)(1—2E), while the rate of the proposed scheme in Theorem I is
Ryew < —E=2E _ Hence, when 2| 7= I +1J > K I we have R,., < Rrk1. In particular,

2\-I(—'\/L+1J

when (K —vL + 1)|K and K — L > 1, we have R,., < Rgrx1. Moreover, in this case

the subpacketization of the proposed scheme is K, while the subpacketization of the RK1

K(K y(L—1)—
v—1

o Comparison to the CW scheme in [23|]: When M = l the rate of the CW scheme in [23|]

scheme is Frig1 = ), which is exponential with the number of users.

(given in @) is Row = +1 , while the rate of the proposed scheme is R, < QL—K'LJ
K—~L+1

— When ~ = 1, we have ZLﬁJ >2=~v+41, then R, < Row.

— When v > 1 and v is odd, if K < yL+2L—1+ 2(L 1 (1e, K75L+1 ZVT which

implies 2| >+ 1), then R, < Row.

K= L+1J
— When 7 > 1 and 7 is even, ifK<7L+2L—1—% (.e., % vL+1 > 772, which

implies ZLK—LHJ > v+ 1), then R,.., < Row.

Moreover, the subpacketization level of the proposed scheme is less than K2, while the

subpacketization level of the CW scheme is Foy = K (K _VE{L_I)), which is exponential
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Fig. 3: The memory-rate and memory-subpacketization tradeoffs when K = 36 and L = 5.

with the number of users.
« Comparison to the SR2 scheme in [27]: When ~|K and (K —~vL + )| K, the SR2 scheme

in [27] has the rate Rgry = (KﬂL)gI?”LH) and subpacketization Rgry = K.

- If y=1, we have R, = Rsge and Fj,oy, = Flspo.

- If v >1and (K — L+ 1)|K, we have R.,, = (K_VL)g((_“’LH) and F,,., = K, then

Rnew < RSR2 and Fnew - FSR2-

- If y>1and (K)x_yr+1 = K —vL, we have R,, = KL < —EL  and
2=t T xSt
Fnew = (QLﬁJ + 1)K, then Rnew < RSRQ and Fnew > FSRQ.
For other cases, we have R, P and F,,.,, 2LK77L+1JK’ then

Rnew S RSR2 and Fnew > FSRQ-

Moreover, the SR2 scheme is only applicable to specific memory ratios, while the proposed
scheme is applicable to arbitrary memory ratio in {X]y € [0: | £]]}.

o Numerical comparison with the schemes in [21|]-[24]: When K = 36 and L = 5, the
memory-rate and memory-subpacketization tradeoffs of the proposed scheme and the schemes
in [21]-[24] are shown in Fig It can be seen that our scheme has a lower rate and
simultaneously a lower subpacketization than the schemes in [21], [22]], and has a lower
subpacketization and a slightly higher rate than the schemes in [23]], [24].

o Numerical comparison with the schemes in [25|]]-[28]: Since the subpacketizations of the
proposed scheme and the schemes in [25]—[28] are all less than K2, we only compare
their coded caching gains. When K = 45 and L = 7, the memory ratio versus the coded

caching gain of these schemes are shown in Fig 4] It can be seen that our scheme has a



N
N

—%— Scheme in Theorem 2
—A— SR1 scheme in [26]
MR scheme in [28]

N
=)

i
©

O  SPE scheme in [25]
—#— SR2 scheme in [27]

o JIA

75
,3'%5033 0.089 0.11 0111 . :0.11:

=
o

=
I

=
o

Coded caching gain
I
N

o A o »
T T

=)
N}

0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14
Cache-node memory ratio M/N

Fig. 4: The cache-node memory ratio versus the coded caching gain when K =45, L = 7.

larger coded caching gain than the schemes in [26]—[28]], and has a lower coded caching
gain than the SPE scheme in [25]. However, the SPE scheme is only applicable to specific
memory ratio, 1.e., % = % while our scheme is applicable to arbitrary memory ratio in
{Zlvelo: [T}

IV. THE PROPOSED SCHEME IN THEOREM

For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system, for any cache-node memory size M = N
where v € [0 : [ £]], let ¢ = vL, we will give the construction of PDA (which generates the

proposed scheme in Theorem [2)) in two cases.

A. The case of (K —t+1)|K or K —t =1

Example 1: When K = 10,L = 3,7 = 2, we have t = yL = 6 and (K — ¢ + 1)|K, the
user-retrieve array U under the consecutive cyclic placement is shown in (2)). In order to design
the delivery strategy, we fill in two-dimensional vectors at the non-star positions in the user-
retrieve array U such that the resulting array is a PDA (i.e., satisfies Condition C3 of Definition

[I). Precisely, it can be done in three steps, as illustrated in Fig [3]

Stepl. We classify the non-star positions in U into K — ¢ = 4 tracks. The I track is the
collection of positions (7, k) satisfying (j —k)x = [ where [ € [1 : 4]; the first, second, third and
fourth tracks are painted yellow, blue, green and orange respectively in Fig[5] Then we classify the

four tracks into two classes, i.e., the ™ track belongs to the min{l, K —t+1—1} = min{l,5—[}®
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Fig. 5: The steps of filling in two-dimensional vectors at the non-star positions in the

user-retrieve array U when K =10, L = 3,7 = 2.

class. The category number of each track is written into each position belonging to that track
as the first coordinate of the two-dimensional vector.

2K
K—t+1

Step2. For each class of tracks, we first find = 4 positions (in different columns and
different rows) in the order of the slowest increase of column labels, such that the element at the
intersection of the row of any position and the column of another position is a star. Then we fill
in 1 at the found positions as the second coordinate. For example, for the first class of tracks,
we find four positions in turn: (2,1) — (6,2) — (7,6) — (1,7), which form the subarray in

(T0), and we fill in 1 at the non-star positions in (I0) as the second coordinate, then the vector



(1,1) appears four times in the resulting subarray and satisfies Condition C3 of Definition

1 2 6 7

1/ *x x 1

21 1 % % %
(10)

61 x 1 * =x

T\x *x 1 =x

Step3. We fill in integers consecutively at other positions (whose second coordinate has not
been filled in yet) in each track as the second coordinate. Precisely, if the vector at the position
(7, k) is (1, 1), then the vector at the position ((j + )k, (k + a)k) in the same track should be
(1,14 «), where aw € [1 : K —t] = [1 : 4]. Since the vector ([, 1) satisfies Condition C3, the
consecutive cyclic placement guarantees the vector (I,1 + «) also satisfies Condition C3. The
constraint (K — ¢t 4+ 1)| K guarantees that each vector appears exactly K n +1 = 4 times in the

resulting array P.

It is easy to verify that the resulting array P is a 4-(10, 10,6, 10) PDA under the consecutive
cyclic placement, which leads to a multi-access coded caching scheme with the rate R = 1 and

subpacketization F' = 10.

In general, the mathematical representation of the above construction is as follows:

Construction 1: For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with & = L v € [0 :
| E]], let t =~L, if (K —t+1)|K or K —t=1,a K x K array P is defined as follows:

(

(= k)i (R) i), i (5 — k)i < K5
(K —t+1=(—kx Ghron), if 552 <k <K—t

(( = K)rc, (k) smsan),if (j — K e = B

x, otherwise.

\

The consecutive cyclic placement (i.e., each subfile W, ; can be retrieved by ¢ users U;, U(jt 1y,

- Ulj1-1),) implies that P (7, k) = « if and only if (j —k)x > K —t. For each vector in P, the
first coordinate represents the category number of the track that the position of the vector belongs
to. When K = 10,L = 3,7 = 2,t = vL = 6, the array generated by Construction [I] is exactly
the array P in Fig |5| For example, since (1 —1);9 = 10 > K —t = 4, we have P(1,1) = %
from (TI); since (2 — 1);0 = 1 < £ = 5 we have P(2,1) = ((2 — 1)10, (1)5) = (1,1)

|



from (TI); since (4 — 1)39 = 3 > £ = 3 and (4 — 1)1 = 3 < K —t = 4, we have

Theorem 3: For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with & = L v € [0: [£]],

let t = vL, if (K —t+ 1)|K or K —t = 1, the array generated by Construction [l is a
KE—%—(K , Kt (K_t)(%ﬂw PDA under the consecutive cyclic placement, which leads to a
(K—t)(K—t+1)

multi-access coded caching scheme with the rate R,., = 5K

Fnew:K-

and subpacketization

For the detailed proof of Theorem [3] please refer to Appendix

B. The case of (K —t+1){ K and K —t > 1

Example 2: When K = 5L = 2,7 = 1, thent = vL = 2, we have (K —t+ 1) { K
and K —t > 1. We further divide each subfile into g = QLK_LHIJ = 2 packets, i.e., W, ; =
{Wn,(1,j), Wn,(g,j)}, then the user-retrieve array U under the consecutive cyclical placement (i.e.,
each subfile W, ; = {W,, 1), Wi, (2.5} can be retrieved by t = 2 users: U;, U;j41),) is shown
in Fig[6l Similar to Example [T} we will fill in two-dimensional vectors at the non-star positions

in the user-retrieve array U, such that the resulting array is a PDA, as illustrated in Fig [6]

Stepl. We divide the user-retrieve array U into g = 2 units, the first unit includes the rows
indexed by (1, ) and the second unit includes the rows indexed by (2,j) where j € [1 : 7].
Then we classify the non-star positions in each unit into K —¢ = 3 tracks. For the first unit, the
I™ track is the collection of the positions ((1, ), k) satisfying (j — k) = [; for the second unit,
the I™ track is the collection of the positions ((2,j), k) satisfying K —t+1— (j — k) = 1,
where [ € [1 : 3]. The order number of each track is written into each position belonging to that

track as the first coordinate of the two-dimensional vector.

Step2. For each g = 2 tracks with the same order number, we first find g = 2 positions (in
different tracks) in the order of the slowest increase of column labels, such that the element at
the intersection of the row of any position and the column of another position is a star. Then we
fill in 1 at the found positions as the second coordinate. For example, for the first track in each
unit (which are painted yellow in Fig [6), we find two positions in turn: ((1,2),1) — ((2,5),2),
which form the subarray in (12)), and we fill in 1 at the two non-star positions in as the

second coordinate, then the vector (1,1) appears ¢ = 2 times and satisfies Condition C3 of
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1 2 3 45 Step2. Find one
(LD * position in each
(1,2) x| % track with the same
(1,3) x| % order number, and
(1,4) = Step?. T”}Ck fill in 1 as the second

v e - classification coordinate
(2,]) * | * : —
(2,2) * | *
(2,3) * | *
2.4) * | *
(2,5) * *
Step3. Fill in

1 2 3 4 5 integers

| % consecutively at
E::g 11+ | + other positions in
(13) 11+ |« each track of each
a ’4) T+ « unit as the second
(I ’ 5[ « 1~ coordinate
(2,]) * | %1 =P
(2’2) * | x| 1
(2’3) x| %1
241 *
2,5 * |1,1] *

Fig. 6: The steps of filling in two-dimensional vectors at the non-star positions in the

user-retrieve array U when K =5, L =2,v = 1.

Definition [1l
1 2
1,2)(1 «
(12)
2,5\ % 1

Step3. We fill in integers consecutively at other positions (whose second coordinate has not
been filled in yet) in each track of each unit as the second coordinate. Precisely, if the vector at
the position ((7,7), k) is (I, 1), then the vector at the position ((i, (j + a)x), (k + o)k ) in the
same track should be (/,1+ «), where a € [1 : K — 1] =[1: 6].

It is easy to verify that the resulting array P is a 2-(5, 10,4, 15) PDA under the consecutive
cyclic placement, which leads to a multi-access coded caching scheme with the rate R = % and

subpacketization F' = 10.

In general, the mathematical representation of the above construction is as follows:

Construction 2: For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with & = L~ € [0 :



| K], tet t = yL, if (K —t+ 1)t K and K —t > 1, let

QLK—LH-IJ -+ 1, lf <K>K7t+1 - K—t

Gnew = (13)

2| w5, otherwise.

Let the row index set be F = [1 : gpew| X [1 : K| and the column index set be K = [1 : K], a
Gnewl x K array P = (P((4,7),k)) @ )erkex is defined as follows:

((j—kyg, (k— S5H(K —t+1))k), ifiis odd and (j — k)x < K — ¢
P((i,))k) =< (K —t+1—(j—k)r,(j — 2(K —t+1))g), ifiisevenand (j —k)x <K —t (14

*, otherwise.

If (K—t+1){K and K —t > 1, we need to further divide each subfile W, ; into g,
packets, i.e., Wy ; = {Wa 1), Wa,25)s - - - » Wa(gnew,j) J» 5O the row index set is [1 : gpe,] X [1:
K. The consecutive cyclical placement (where each subfile 1V, ; can be retrieved by ¢ users
Ui, Uity - - - » Ugji—1), ) implies that P((, ), k) = = if and only if (j —k)x > K —t. For each
vector in P, the first coordinate represents the order number of the track that the position of the
vector belongs to. When K =5,L = 2,7 =1,t = vL = 2, the array generated by Construction
P]is exactly the array P in Fig|6] For example, for P((1,1),1), since (1—1); =5 > K —t = 3,
we have P((1,1),1) = « from (I4); for P((1,2),1), since l isodd and (2—1); =1 < K—t = 3,
we have P((1,2),1) = ((2—1)5,(1 — 52(5 — 24+ 1))5) = (1,1) from ([); for P((2,2),1),
since 2is even and (2—1); =1 < K —t =3, we have P((2,2),1) = (b—2+1—(2—1)5,(2—
2(5—-2+1))5) = (3,3) from (T4).

Theorem 4: For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with & = L, y € [0: [£]],
let t =L, if (K—t+1)t K and K —t > 1, the array generated by Construction 2| is a
Gnew- (K, GnewK, gnewt, K (K — t)) PDA under the consecutive cyclical placement, which leads

to a multi-access coded caching scheme with the rate R, = ? and subpacketization F},.,, =

Gnew K, Where g, is defined by (13).

For the detailed proof of Theorem |4, please refer to Appendix

C. Proof of Theorem

For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with & = L, v € [0: [X]], let t = yL, if

(K —t+1)|K or K —t =1, the scheme in Theorem [3| achieves the rate R, = w



with subpacketization F},.,, = K under the consecutive cyclical placement; if (K)y ;3 = K—t

and K — ¢t > 1, the scheme in Theorem {4] achieves the rate R,,., = &=t = K=t with
Inew 2\-K7t+1J+1

subpacketization Fo,, = Gnew X = (ZLK_LHJ + 1)K under the consecutive cyclical placement,

since in this case gpew = QLK_LMJ + 1 from (3); if (K)x_¢ty1 < K —tand K —1¢ > 1,

the scheme in Theorem W achieves the rate R,., = f’t = 2LK;t ] with subpacketization
new m
Frew = GnewK = QLK%MJK under the consecutive cyclical placement, since in this case

new = 2| 72| from (I3). The proof is complete.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we consider the (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system. First we propose
the consecutive cyclic placement, which achieves the maximal local caching gain. Under the
consecutive cyclic placement, we derive the optimal (maximal) coded caching gain from the
perspective of PDA, thus obtaining a lower bound on the rate of PDA. Finally, we construct a class
of PDA under the consecutive cyclic placement, which generates a multi-access coded caching
scheme achieving our derived lower bound for some parameters; while for other parameters, the
achieved coded caching gain is only 1 less than the optimal one. Moreover, the subpacketization
of the proposed scheme is less than K2. Compared to some existing schemes with exponential
subpacketization, our scheme has a lower subpacketization and simultaneously a lower rate.
Compared to some existing schemes with linear subpacketization, our scheme has a better coded

caching gain, thus achieving a lower rate.

APPENDIX A

PROOF OF THEOREM [1]

Proof. In order to prove Theorem [I} we first prove the following proposition.
Proposition 1: For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with 4 = 2, v € [0: [ ¥]],
let ¢ = L, if the maximal coded caching gain of a PDA under the consecutive cyclic placement

is g, then (g —2)K < g(t —1).

Proof. If g < 2, the proposition holds obviously. If g > 3, since the maximal coded caching gain

is g, there exists an integer s which appears g times in P. Assume that P(ji, k1) = P(jo, k2) =



... =P(jy, k;) = s where j; < j» < ... < j,, then the subarray formed by rows ji, ja, ..., j,

and columns ki, ks, ..., k, is equivalent to the following array
ki ke .. Ky
nf s * *
xS *
J2 | (15)
Jg\* *x ... s

from Condition C3 of Definition T} Since each subfile W, ; can be retrieved by ¢ users Uy, Uyj 1y ..,

.., Ulj4i-1y, from Definition , we have k, € [ [jv:jo+t—1]g forany u e [1:g|.
ve[Lig]\{u}

For example, when g = 3, we have |[j, : ju +t— 1k N [jy : Jo +t — 1| > 1 for any
u# v € [1:3]. Moreover, if |[j, : ju+t—1xgN[jy:Jo+t—1]x|=1forany u#ve[l:3],
then K = 3t — 3, as illustrated in Fig. [7(a). Otherwise, we have K < 3t — 3, as illustrated in Fig.

b). Hence, when g = 3, we have K < 3t — 3. In general, if | (| [jo:jo+t—1]g|=1
vell:g]\{u}
for any u € [1 : g], the value of K is maximal, i.e., K = 9;%29, since each element in [1 : K] is

counted g — 2 times to get gt — g. So we have (g —2)K < g(t — 1). O

X

[y :jo+t—1], Uy gy +1-1],

(@ K=3t—-3 (b) K <3t—3

Fig. 7: The whole circle represents [1 : K], the ranges indicated by the red, blue, and green

arrows represent [j, : j1 +t — 1k, [j2: jo +t — 1]k, and [j3 : j3 +t — 1]k respectively.

Next we will prove Theorem (I Assume that the maximal coded caching gain of a PDA under
the consecutive cyclic placement is g. If ¢ = 0, we have g = 1, then the rate R = K —¢. If
t>1, let LK_LHIJ =n,thenn > 1and g > 2. If (K)x_¢11 < [E2] or (K —t+1)|K, we

have K <n(K —t+1)+ %, which implies that K > 2";:%“. From Proposition |1, we have
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(g—Q)% < (9—2)K < g(t—1), which implies that g < 2n+ 22" Since 2t —2n < 2t—1,

_ K K— K— K—
we have g < 2n = 2| =75 ], then the rate R > Tt > QLKf{HJ' If [ 5] < (K)g—t11 < K—t,

we have K < n(K —t+ 1)+ K — t, which implies that K > ™=+ From Proposition |1, we

have (g—2)™="+ < (9—2)K < g(t—1), which implies that g < 2n+1+ 2" Since =2 < 1,
— K K—t K-t
wehaveg§2n—|—1—2LK7—t+lj+1,thentherateR2TZm, ]
APPENDIX B

PROOF OF THEOREM [3]

Proof. For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with 3 = L, v € [0: [X]] and t = 7L,
if (K—t+1)|K or K —t=1, we will prove that the array P generated by Construction |1|is

a =K (K , Kt WM) PDA under the consecutive cyclic placement.

K—t+1"

1) For any j, k € [1: K], from we have
Pljk)=xo K —t<(j—kx <K, (16)

which satisfies the consecutive cyclic placement, i.e., each subfile W), ; can be retrieved by ¢
users: Uj, Ugji1y,es -+ -, Ugjrt—1),- From (I6), there are ¢ stars in each column of P. Condition

C1 of Definition [1] holds.

(K—t)(K—t+1)

5 different vectors in P and each vector appears

2) We will prove that there are

exactly 2 times. If K —t = 1, we have P(j, k) # * if and only if (j — k) =1 = £
from (I6). From (I1)), we have P(j, k) = (1, 1) for any position (j, k) satisfying (j — k)x = 1.

That is, there is only one vector in P, which appears K times. If (K —¢+ 1)|K, let n = Kfiﬂ.

« If K —tis even, for any s; € [1 : £-] and s, € [1 : K — ¢ + 1], from (TI) we have
P((si+so+i(K —t+1)k,s52+i(K —t+1)) = (s1,52) for any i € [0 : n — 1], and
P(so+j(K—t+1),(s1+s2+(—1)(K—t+1))k) = (s1,52) forany j € [0:n —1].
Furthermore, we have ((s; + so + (K —t+ 1))k, 50 + (K —t+1)) # (s2 +j(K —t +
1), (s1+s2+(j—1)(K —t+1))k) for any 7,5 € [0 : n— 1], then the vector (s1, $2) appears
at least 2n times in P. Otherwise if

((s1+sa+i(K —t+ 1))k, s0+i(K —t+1)) =
(so+Jj(K—t+1),(s1+s2+(—1DE —t+1))k),
then if ¢ = j, we have (s; + s2) = so from (I7), leading to s; = K, which contradicts

the hypothesis of s; € [1 : £]; if i < j, from (I7) we have s; = ((j —@)(K — t +

7)
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Mgk =G—i)(K—t+1) >K—t+1> 52 (since 0 < (j —i)(K —t+1) <
(n —1)(K —t + 1) < K), which contradicts the hypothesis of s; € [1 : £]; if i > j,
from we have s; = ((i —j+ 1) (K —t+1))g = (i —j+ 1)(K —t+1) > £ (since

O0<(i—j+1)(K—-t+1) <n(K—t+1)= K), which also contradicts the hypothesis

of sy € [1: %] On the other hand, since the average occurrence number of each vector
. K-t . K(K-t) o (K—t)(K—t+1) 1.

n[1: 5] x[1:K —t+1]is at most Tt (k) 2n, there are ~——5—— different

vectors in P and each vector appears exactly 2n = K . +1 times.

o If K—tisodd, forany s; € [1: £5=] and s, € [1 : K—t+1], following the similar process
in the case that K —t is even, we have that the vector (s, s2) appears at least 2n times in P.
In addition, for any s € [1 : 2541, from (T1) we have P ((s + (i + 1)552E) s 4 i85+
= (B2 5) for any i € [0 : 2n—1]. Hence, each vector in ([1: 2221 x [1: K —t+1])U
({E21 Y x [1 2 B=HL) appears at least 2n times in P. On the other hand, since the average
occurrence number of each vector in ([1: 2= x [1: K — ¢4+ 1])U({ £ x [1 2 K54
is at most K—;—l(gfg)ix—ﬁl = 2n, there are %(K —t+1)+ Kf2t+1 — (K—t)(;(ftJrl)
different vectors in P and each vector appears exactly 2n =

2K

Koir7 tmes.

Condition C2 of Definition [I] holds.

3) For any two distinct entries, say P(ji, k1) and P (js, k2), if P(j1, k1) = P(jo, ko) = (51, $2),
we will prove that P(jo, k1) = P(j1, ko) = . If K—t =1, we have (j; —k1)x = (jo—ko)x = 1
from (16)). If (jo — k1) x = 1, we have j; = j5 and k; = ko, which contradicts the hypothesis that
P(j1, k1) and P(js, k2) are two distinct entries. Hence, we have (j, — k1) # 1, which implies

P(jy, k1) = * from (I6). If (K —t + 1)|K, let n = —ngﬂ.

o If (i — k)i < B, then (jo — ko) # K57 Otherwise if (jo — ko) = 54, we
have s1 = (j1 — k1>K = (jo — ko)x = % from (11)), which contradicts the hypothesis

of <]1 kl)K < K— t+1

— If (jo — ko) < 5L, from we have

s1= (1 — ki)xk = (Jo — k2) k., (18)

S2 = <k1>K7t+l = <k2>K—t+1- (19)

Then we have k; # ky. Otherwise if k; = ko, we have j; = js from (18]), which

contradicts the hypothesis that P(ji, k1) and P(j,, ko) are two distinct entries. If ky <
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ko, from (19) there exists some i € [1 : n — 1], such that
ko — k= i(K —t+ 1), (20)
Then we have
Go— ke B Gkt ke — k) B (G — kb +i(K —t+ 1)) @D

Since (ji — k1) < 5 implies 1 < jy —ky < B or 1 < K+ jy — by < B4
If1<j—k < % holds, we have K —t + 2 < jl—k1+i(K—t+1)
K=t | (n1)(K—t+1) < n(K—t+1) = K since i € [1: n—1] and K = n(K—t-+1).
Then from @2I) we have (jo — k1)x = (j1 — k1 + i(K — ¢t + 1)) > K — t, which
implies P (ja, k1) = = from (T6). If 1 < K + j; — k; < Z=£L holds, from (21) we have
(jo—ki)k = (K+7j1 — ki +i(K —t+1))x > K — t similarly, which also implies
P(j2, k1) = * from (16).
- If B2 < (jy — ko) < K — ¢, from (TI)) we have

Sy = (k1) k—t+1 = (J2) K—t+1- (22)

If jo > ki, there exists @ € [0 : n — 1], such that jo, — k; = (K — ¢t + 1), which
implies (jo — k1)x > K —t, leading to P(js, k1) = * from (I6); if jo < ky, there exists

€ [1: n—1], such that ky — jo = i(K —t+1), which implies (jo — k) = (K —i(K —
t+1)k > K—t(since K —t+1=K—-(n—1)(K—t+1) < K—i(K—-t+1) < K),
leading to P(ja, k1) = * from (T6).

o If B < (ji — k) < K —t, we also have (jo — ko) # 5L

— If (jo — ko) < B, from (TT) we have
s1=K—t+1—(j1 —ki)x = (Jo — ko) K, (23)
So = <j1>K—t+1 = <k2>K7t+1~ (24)

If j; = ko, from (23) we have (j, — k1) = K —t+ 1 > K — t, which implies
P(j2, k1) = x from (16). If j; > ko, from (24)), there exists ¢ € [1 : n — 1] such that
— ky =i(K —t+ 1), then we have

<J'2—k:1>K@<K—t+1—(j1—k2)>K:<K+K—t+1—z‘(K—t+1)>K>K—t,
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since 2(K —t+1) < K+ K —-t+1—i(K —t+1) < K. Consequently, we have
P(j2, k1) = x from (16). If j; < ko, from (24)), there exists ¢ € [1 : n — 1] such that
ky — 71 = i(K —t + 1), then we have

<j2—k1>K@<K—t+1+k2—j1>K:<K—t+1+i(K—t+1)>K>K—t,

since 2(K —t+1) < K—t+1+i(K—t+1) < K—t+14+(n—-1)(K-t+1) = K.
Consequently, we have P(j,, k1) = * from (16).
If % < (jo — ko) < K — t, from (II)) we have

s1=K—t+1—(1—ki)k=K—t+1— (jo— ko)x, (25)
So = (J1) k—t+1 = (J2) K—t+1- (26)

Then we have j; # jo. Otherwise if j; = ja, we have k; = ko from (23), which
contradicts the hypothesis that P(j1, k1) and P(jz, k2) are two distinct entries. If j; <
Ja, from (26), there exists i € [1 : n— 1] such that j, —j; = i(K —t+ 1), then we have

(jo — k1) k ® (Jo =1+ J2 — ko) e = (((K —t+ 1) + ja — ko) k. (27)

Since%<<j2—k2>K§K—timplies%<j2—k2§K—tor%<
K+ jo—ky < K—t. If 2541 < 5y — ky < K — ¢ holds, we have 3(K —t+1) <
(K —t+1)+jpp—k <h-1)K-t+1)+ K-t <nK-t+1) =K,
then from we have (jo — k1) > K — t, which implies P(j2, k1) = * from
[@8). If =4 < K+ jo — ke < K — ¢ holds, from 27) we have (jo — ki)x =
(((K —t+ 1)+ K + ja — ko) > K — t similarly, which implies P(js, k1) = * from
(16). If j; > jo, from (26), there exists ¢ € [1 : n — 1] such that j; — jo = i(K —t+ 1),
then we have

(o= ko D (o =1+ G2 = kobie = (o = ke —i(K =t + D). (28)
If % < jo — k9 < K — t holds, we have

SIK—t+1) =K+ —(n—1)(K-t+1)
< Kdjo—hs—i(K—t+1)<K+K—t—(K—t+1) <K,

then from 28)) we have (jo — k1) = (K + jo — ko —i(K —t + 1))k > K —t, which
implies P(jo, k1) = * from (T6). If =+ < K + j, — ko < K — ¢ holds, from (28)
we have (jo —k))k = (K+ K+ jo — ke —i(K —t+ 1)+ K)g > K —t similarly,
which implies P(js, k1) = * from (I6).
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o I (i—hy)r = 5 t+1 , we have (jo—ka) i = &5 t“ . Otherwise, if (jo—ka)r < &5 t+1 , from
(M) we have s1 = (j1 — k1)x = (jo — k2)x < E=EL, which contradicts the hypothesis of

<j1—k’1>K = I 2t+1 if K= t+1 <j2—l€2>1( S K—t, from@ we have S1 = <j1—k‘1>K =

K—t+1—(jo—ky)x < &= t+1 , which also contradicts the hypothesis of (j; —k;)x = £= t+1
Then from (T1)) we have

. . K—-t+1
51:<31—/€1>K: <]2_k2>K:T;

SS9 = <k§1>K—2t+1 = <k2>K—;+1. (30)

(29)

Consequently, we have k; # ky. Otherwise if k; = ko, we have j; = j, from (29), which
contradicts with the hypothesis that P(ji, k) and P(jy, ko) are two distinct entries. If

k1 < ko, from (30), there exists i € [1 : 2n — 1] such that ky — k; = iZ=L, then we have

2

. . . K—-t+1
(j2 — k1) Kk @ (j1 — k1 + ke —k1)g = <Jl — k1 +ZT> . (31)
K

Since (j1—k1)x = 55 implies jy —ky = 5224 or K451 —ky = 5524 if jy—ky = B4

holds, we have K —t+1 < ji — ki + 1554 < B t+1+(2n—1)m = K, then from (31)
we have (j, — k) > K —t, which leads to P(j, k1) = * from (T6)). If K +j, —k; = £= t“
holds, we have (jo — k1) = (K +j1 — k1 + z%)K > K — t similarly, which leads
to P(ja, k1) = * from (I6). If k; > ko, from (30), there exists ¢ € [1 : 2n — 1] such that

ki — ko = iE=*L, then we have

. , . K—t+1
(Jo — k1)K @ (h —k1+ ks — ki) = <j1 — k1 — ZT> . (32)
K

If j; — ki = £ holds, we have

K—t+1=K+%H — (on - 1) < K4y — gy — i85

2
K K—-t+1 K—t+1 K
S + 2+ - 2+ = )

then from (32) we have (jo — ki) = (K + j; — ky —i& t“) > K —t, which leads to
P(jo, k1) = * from (T6). If K + j; — ky = E=+L holds, we have (jo — ki) = (K + K +
j1 — ki — 5 ¢ > K — ¢ similarly, which leads to P(j, ki) = * from (T6).

Similarly, we can prove that P(ji, k) = x. Condition C3 of Definition [I| holds. Therefore,
the array P generated by Construction || is a K . +1 (K K t, Mﬁ““» PDA under the

consecutive cyclic placement, which leads to a multi-access coded caching scheme with the rate

R = (E=t)(K-t+1)

5K and subpacketization F' = K. 0
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APPENDIX C

PROOF OF THEOREM /4]

Proof. For a (K, L, M, N) multi-access caching system with & = L,y € [0: [£|] and t = 7L,
if (K—t+1)fK and K —t > 1, we will prove that the array P generated by Construction
iS @ gnew- (K, Gnew kK, gnewt, K (K —t)) PDA under the consecutive cyclical placement.

1) For any i € [1 : gnew| and any j, k € [1 : K|, from (I4) we have
P((i,5).k) =+ & (j — k)x > K — L. (33)
Hence, there are gyt stars in each column of P. Condition C1 of Definition [I] holds.

2) For any s; € [1: K —t] and any s, € [1 : K], we will prove that the vector (s, sy) appears
exactly ge, times in P. For any ¢ € [1 : gy, if 7 is odd, let j = (%(K —t4+1)+ 51+ S92)k
and k = (SH(K —t+1) + o)k, then (j — k) = 51 < K — ¢, s0 P((i, ), k) = (s1,52) from
(T4); if 7 is even, let j = (L(K —t+ 1) + so) and k = (3 — 1)(K — ¢t + 1) + s1 + s2)
then (j —k)k = K —t+1—3s < K —t, so P((i,j), k) = (s1,s2) from (14). Hence, the
vector (s1, o) appears at least g, times in P. On the other hand, since the average occurrence
number of each vector in [1 : K —¢t] X [1 : K] is no more than W = Gnew, there
are exactly S = K (K — t) different vectors in P, and each vector appears exactly g, times.

Condition C2 of Definition [1] holds.

3) For any two distinct entries, say P((i1,71), k1) and P((i2, j2), ko), if P((i1, 1), k1) =
P((i2, j2), ko) = (s1,52), we will prove that P((iz,j2), k1) = P((i1,1), ko) = *. First we
have i; # iy. Otherwise, if i; = iy is odd, we have s = (j; — k1)k = (Jo — ko) and
so = (k1 — B2 (K —t + 1))k = (ks — 221(K — t + 1))k from (T4), leading to k; = k» and
J1 = Jo, which contradicts the hypothesis that P((i1, 1), k1) and P((i2, j2), k2) are two distinct
entries; if iy = iy is even, we have sy = K —t+1— (jy —kj)x = K —t+ 1 — (jo — ko)k
and s; = (j1 — 2(K —t+ 1))k = (jo — 2(K — t + 1))k from ([4), leading to j; = j, and
ki1 = ko, which also contradicts the hypothesis that P((i1,71), k1) and P((is, jo), ko) are two

distinct entries. Without loss of generality, we assume that iy < 75.
e If 7y and i, are odd, we have
81:<j1—l€1>K:<j2—k2>K€[1IK—t] (34)

o= (b=t ey = (-2 o) (39)
K

K
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from (I4). Then we have

. . , ig — 1
<]2—k1>K@<j1—k1+k2—k1>K@<j1—]€1+ 22 1<K—t+1)> . (36)
K
- If (K)g_4141 = K —t, we have
K
=2 — 1 37
Inew L{—t+1J+ (37)
from (13) and
K
K—|———| (K- 1) =K —+t.
LK—t+J( t+1) t (38)

From (34) wehave 1 < j1—k; < K—torl < K+j1—k < K—t. 1f1 < j1—k; < K—t
holds, we have

g — 1

new_1
(K—t+1) <K —t4 v =2

K—t+2<ji—k + -

(K —t+1)
Dy | (ko4 @k
K—-t+1 ’

since 1,42 € [1 : gnew| and iy, 45 are odd. Therefore, from (36) we have (jo — k1) =
(j1 — k1 + 252 (K — t + 1))k > K — t, which implies P((is, j2), k1) = * from (33).
If 1 <K+j —k <K —tholds, from (36) we have (jo — ki) = (K + j1 — k1 +
28 (K —t+1))x > K —t similarly, which also implies P((is, j2), k1) = * from (33).
- If (K)g_ 441 # K —t, we have
K
new = 2 | ——— | . 39
g LK i 1J 39)
If 1 <j; —k <K —tholds, we have
1-1

g — 1

K—t+2<ji—k + - (K—t+1)gK—t+gm%(K—t+1)
) K
22l (K—t+1)-1<K
LK—tHJ( 1) ’

since 1,42 € [1 : gnew| and iy, 45 are odd. Therefore, from (36) we have (jo — k1)x =
(1 — k1 + 258 (K —t + 1))k > K — t, which implies P((is, j2), k1) = * from (33).
If 1 < K+j; —k <K —tholds, from (36) we have (jo — k1)x = (K + j1 — k1 +
28 (K —t+1))x > K —t similarly, which also implies P((is, j2), k1) = * from (33).

o If 7; and i, are even, then we have
81:K—t+1—<]1—]€1>K:K—t+1—<]2—k2>[(E[1K—t] (40)

= (n-Bu-trn) = (a-2u-i+) @
K

K
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from (I4). Then we have

Go— k)i B (o — ko + jo — )i B <j2—k2+”;“<f<—t+1)> L @)
K

- If (K)k_ 411 = K —t, we have (37) and (38)). From {0) we have 1 < jo —ky < K —1t
or l < K+jo—ky<K—t.If1<jy— ko <K —tholds, we have

1-2

ZQ_Zl(K—tJrl)gK—tJrg"e%(K—tJrl)

K—t+2<js—ky+

(k) K B _
_{K_HIJ(K t+1)—-1<K,

since 41,92 € [1 : gnew) and iy, iy are even. Therefore, from @2) we have (j, — k1) x =
(jo — ko + 251(K — t + 1))k > K — t, which implies that P((i2, j2), k1) = * from
B3). If 1 < K+ jo — ko < K —t holds, from @2)) we have (jo — k1)x = (K + jo —
ko + 259 (K —t+1))x > K —t similarly, which also implies that P((i2, j2), k1) = *
from (33).

- If (K)k 411 # K —t, we have (39). If 1 < jo — ko < K — ¢ holds, we have

iy — i
K—t+2<jy—kyt+ 21

new ~ 2
(K—t+1) gK—t+gT(K—t—|—1)
09 K
= | ——|(K—-t+1)-1< K
{K—t+ 1J ( +1) =
since 41,92 € [1 : gnew) and i1,y are even. Therefore, from {@2) we have (j, — k1) x =
(jo — ko + 252 (K —t + 1))k > K — ¢, which implies that P((i2, j2), k1) = * from
B3). If 1 < K + jo — ko < K —t holds, from @2)) we have (jo — k1)x = (K + jo —
ko + 259 (K —t+1))x > K —t similarly, which also implies that P((i, j2), k1) = *
from (33).
o If7; is odd and i, is even, we have s, = <k1 — %(K —t+ 1)>K = <j2 — %(K —t+ 1)>K
from (14), which implies

. 19—+ 1
(jz—k:1>K:<—2 21 (K—t+1)> . 43)
K
- If (K)kx_t11 = K —t, we have (37), then we have
o — 1 1 mew — 1) — 1 +1
Koti1<220Ff e iy U 2) K~

(o) K _ <
B {K—t+1J (K-irl) <K
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since i1,492 € [l : gnew| and iy, 45 are odd and even respectively. Therefore, from @)
we have (jo — k1) > K — t, which implies that P((iz, ja), k1) = * from (33).
- If (K)kx_411 # K —t, we have (39). Then we have

new_1 1
(K—t+1)§%

—i;+1

K—t+1<2 : (K —t+1)

© K _ <
= LK_tHJ (K—t+1) <K

since i1,i9 € [1 : gnew| and iy, io are odd and even respectively. Therefore, from (43)
we have (jo — k1) > K — t, which implies that P((iz, jo), k1) = * from (33).

o If 7; is even and i, i1s odd, we have

s1=K—t+1—(j1 —ki)x = (Jo — ko) (44)
32:<j1—i—1(K—t+1)> :<k2—i2_1(K—t+1)> (45)
2 K 2 K

from (14). From (#4) we have

By Substituting (#6) into (3), we can obtain @3).
- If (K)k_411 = K —t, we have (37). Then we have

new_2 1
(K—t+1)§%

o
K—t+1§%

LK_LMJ (K—t+1)<K

(K —t+1)

since i1,i9 € [1 : gnew| and iy, i are even and odd respectively. Therefore, from (43)
we have (jo — k1) > K — t, which implies that P((iz, jo), k1) = * from (33).
- If (K)k_411 # K —t, we have (39). Then we have

Y — i+ 1 _ 1 —241
K—t+1§% )2+

2

(K -t 41) < Yneu (K —t+1)

© LK_LMJ (K—t+1)— (K—t+1) <K

since i1,ia € [1 : gnew| and iy, i are even and odd respectively. Therefore, from (43)

we have (jo — k1) > K — t, which implies that P((iz, jo), k1) = * from (33).

Similarly, we can prove that P((iy, j1), k2) = *. Condition C3 of Definition || holds. The proof

is complete. 0
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