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Abstract—This paper deals with embedded index coding problem (EICP), introduced by A. Porter and M. Wootters, which is
a decentralized communication problem among users with side
information. An alternate definition of the parameter minrank of
an EICP, which has reduced computational complexity compared
to the existing definition, is presented. A graphical representation
for an EICP is given using directed bipartite graphs, called
bipartite problem graph, and the side information alone is
represented using an undirected bipartite graph called the side
information bipartite graph. Inspired by the well-studied single
unicast index coding problem (SUICP), graphical structures,
similar to cycles and cliques in the side information graph of
an SUICP, are identified in the side information bipartite graph
of a single unicast embedded index coding problem (SUEICP).
Transmission schemes based on these graphical structures, called
tree cover scheme and bi-clique cover scheme are also presented
for an SUEICP. Also, a relation between connectedness of the
side information bipartite graph and the number of transmissions
required in a scalar linear solution of an EICP is established.
Index Terms—Embedded index coding, graphical representation, minrank, covering schemes.

I. INTRODUCTION
Motivated by applications in device to device multicast and
distributed computing, the problem of embedded index coding
was introduced by Potter and Wootters in [1], which is a
decentralized version of another well-studied informed source
coding problem called the index coding problem. The index
coding problem (ICP) was introduced by Birk and Kol [2] as
an instance of informed source coding problem over a wireless
broadcast channel and has been studied extensively ever since.
In an ICP, a central server which possesses a library of
messages, X = {x1 , x2 , · · · , xm }, tries to satisfy the message
requests of a set of user nodes, U = {u1 , u2 , · · · , un }, each of
which possesses some of the messages with the server a priori
as side-information. It was shown in [2] that if the server sends
coded transmissions, where the messages are coded among
themselves, the number of transmissions required to satisfy
the message requests of all the nodes can be less than the
number of distinct messages demanded.
The embedded index coding problem (EICP) differs from
ICP in the fact that there is no centralized server present in
the system. The user nodes themselves act as both senders and
receivers and hence the only messages which can be requested
by a user are those that are present with at least one other user.
Instances of the EICP arise in the shuffle phase of MapReducelike distributed computation systems [3], the delivery phase
of a device to device (D2D) coded caching system [4], the

cooperative data exchange problem [5], which is a special case
of EICP where each user requests all the messages it doesn’t
have, etc. The solution to an EICP is called an embedded index
code.
Several graphical representations have been given for an ICP
over the years, starting with modeling a symmetric instance
of the ICP with n messages, n users with each user ui
demanding a single message xi and the restriction that if the
user ui demanding the message xi knows xj , then the user
uj demanding the message xj knows xi , using an undirected
graph on n vertices, called side information graph, in [6]. This
was later extended in [7] to include asymmetric demands by
employing directed graphs. Even this modified representation
had the restriction that the number of messages and the
number of users are equal and that each user demands a
distinct message. This restriction was done away with in the
hypergraph representation given by Dau et al in [8] which now
was applicable for any general ICP. Tehrani et al in [9] gave
an alternate representation for a general ICP using bipartite
graphs. These graphical representations were used to develop
transmission schemes as well as study the connection between
graph parameters and the minimum number of transmissions
required for a given ICP.
For a single unicast ICP (SUICP) [10], which is an instance
of the ICP with the number of users equal to the number of
messages and where each user demands a distinct message, the
graphical representation, which was given in [7] and called the
side-information graph, was used to derive a graph functional
called the minrank which characterized the minimum number
of transmissions in a scalar linear solution to the given instance
of SUICP. A scalar linear solution to an ICP or a scalar
linear index code is a set of coded transmissions where each
transmission is a linear combination of one generation of the
messages in the system and such a solution is called optimal
if the number of transmissions in it is the minimum possible.
It was shown in [11] that computing minrank of a general
graph is an NP-hard problem. Dau et al in [8] extended the
notion of minrank of side information graph to the minrank
of directed hypergraph which characterized the length of an
optimal scalar linear solution of an instance of a general ICP.
Minrank of an EICP was defined in [12] using a matrix
representation of the EICP, called the side information matrix,
and was shown to be equal to the length of an optimal scalar
linear embedded index code. In this paper, we give an alternate
definition of minrank of an EICP consistent with the definition

in [12] but along the lines of the definition of minrank of a
general ICP given in [8]. A comparison between the definition
in [12] and that in this paper is given in section III-A where
we explain that the computational complexity of calculating
the minrank for an EICP by following the approach in this
paper is much less than that required by the approach in [12].
A graphical representation for an EICP was given in [1]
using a directed graph called problem graph. However, this
representation is merely an alternate representation of the
general ICP, where the same message can be requested by
multiple users, as explained in section IV. In this paper,
we represent an instance of an EICP using directed bipartite
graphs, as in [9], which we call the bipartite problem graph.
We explain how the representation of an EICP using the
bipartite problem graph is more intuitive and insightful than
that using the problem graph in [1] in section IV-B. Given the
side information at the user nodes, there are multiple EICPs
with this side information corresponding to different demand
vectors. The side information at the users is represented
using an undirected bipartite graph which we call the side
information bipartite graph so as not to confuse with the side
information graph of an ICP.
For an SUICP [10], graphical structures like cycles and
cliques, if present in the directed side information graph,
were identified to give advantage in reducing the number of
transmissions required and hence simple transmission schemes
which makes use of these graphical structures [2], [13],
[14] were also presented. We identify equivalent graphical
structures in the side information bipartite graph of single
unicast EICPs which will help in reducing the number of
transmissions required and also propose transmission schemes
utilizing these graph structures.
We also establish a relation between the connectedness
of the side-information bipartite graph and the minrank of
the EICPs which have the same side information as that
represented by the side information bipartite graph. This has
been motivated by the application of embedded index coding
in the V2V phase of collaborative message dissemination
protocol of Vehicular Adhoc Networks (VANETs) [15], [16].
VANETs are formed by vehicles that are within hundred
meters of each other moving at low speeds in the same
direction. The side information at these vehicles is obtained
from an earlier R2V communication phase where a roadside unit transmits to vehicles in its range. Since the vehicles
are close-by and moving very slowly, the possibility of them
receiving a lot of packets in common is quite high and hence
the side information bipartite graph will be heavily connected.
The following is a list of our technical contributions in this
paper.
• We give an alternate definition for minrank of an EICP
which is computationally more efficient and prove that
the length of an optimal linear solution to an EICP is
equal to the minrank.
• A graphical representation of an EICP is given using
directed bipartite graphs with one partite set labeled by
the user indices and the other by the messages, which we

•

•

call as the bipartite problem graph. The side information
alone is represented using an undirected bipartite graph,
called the side information bipartite graph.
Two transmissions schemes, called tree cover scheme and
bi-clique cover scheme, are introduced for an SUEICP,
which make use of certain graphical structures called
regular trees and bi-cliques.
A theorem which establishes a relation between the
connectedness of the side information bipartite graph and
the minrank of the EICPs which have the same side
information as that represented by the side information
bipartite graph is presented.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. The embedded
index coding problem is formally set up in section II. This is
followed by a definition of minrank of an EICP and a relation
between minrank of an EICP and the length of an optimal
linear solution to the EICP in section III. A graphical representation for an EICP is given, and graph structures called regular
trees and bi-cliques identified in the side information bipartite
graph for an SUEICP and transmission schemes utilizing these
graph structures are presented in section IV. A theorem which
establishes a relation between the connectedness of a side
information bipartite graph and the minrank of the EICPs
which have their side information as that represented by the
side information bipartite graph is given in section V. Finally
the paper is concluded in section VI by summarizing the
contributions in the paper and identifying problems for future
research.
Preliminaries : For an n-set X = {x1 , x2 , ...xn } and a
subset A = (a1 , a2 , ...am ) of {1, 2, · · · , n}, the restriction
of X to the set A is the subset {xa1 , xa2 , ...xam } of X.
Similarly for a vector of length n, x = (x1 , x2 , ...xn ), its
restriction to a subset A = (a1 , a2 , ...am ) of {1, 2, · · · , n} is
the vector (xa1 , xa2 , ...xam ) of length m ≤ n. The support of
a vector x of length n is the set of its non-zero indices, i.e.,
supp(x) = {i ∈ {1, 2, · · · , n} s.t xi 6= 0}. The unit vector in
Fnq with a 1 in the ith position and zero elsewhere is denoted
as ei = (0, · · · , 0, 1, 0, · · · , 0). An indicator function I(x)
| {z } | {z }
i−1 zeros

n−i zeros

takes the value 1 if x evaluates to true and 0 otherwise.

Notations: For a prime power q, Fq denotes the finite field
with q elements. For a positive integer n, [n] denotes the set
{1, 2, · · · , n}. The set of positive integers is denoted by Z+ .
A t-subset of [n] is a subset of [n] of size t. For an n-set
X and a subset A of [n], XA denotes the restriction of X
to the set A. Similarly for an n-length vector x, xA denotes
the restriction of x to the set A. For an ordered set A with n
elements, A(j) is the j th element of A, for j ∈ [n], whereas,
for an m × n matrix A, A(j) is the j th row of A, for j ∈ [m].
For an n-length vector x and a set S ⊂ [n], x⊳S indicates that
the vector x has its support in S. The transpose of a vector v
is denoted as vT and that of a matrix A is denoted as AT .

II. P ROBLEM S ETUP
Consider an embedded index coding problem with N users,
U = {u1 , u2 , · · · , uN } and a set of M messages X =
{x1 , x2 , · · · xM }, xi ∈ Fq , with user ui demanding a subset of
messages Wi ⊂ X and possessing a non-intersecting subset of
messages, indexed by an ordered set Ki , as side-information.
The goal of the EICP is to satisfy the message requests of all
the users with minimum number of transmissions by the users
themselves. There is no central server which possesses all
the messages in X and hence the side-information possessed
K
S
XKi = X , i.e., every message
by the users is such that
i=1

is present with at least one user. No user possesses all the
messages, i.e., XKi ( X , ∀i, since then that user can act as
a central server and the EICP reduces to the centralized ICP
and any solution of the centralized ICP can be transmitted by
this user which possesses all the messages. Further, it is also
assumed that no message is available at all users as then that
message won’t be demanded by any user and can as well be
removed from the system.
Since a user demanding k messages can be split into k
users each demanding a single message and all the k users
having the same side information as the original user, in the
rest of this paper, we consider that each user demands a single
message in an EICP. Let the message demanded by a user
ui be denoted as xdi , where di ∈ [M ] and let the vector
d denote the vector of indices of messages demanded by
all the N users, i.e., d = (d1 , d2 , · · · , dN ). Further, let the
side information possessed by all the users be denoted by
the set K = {K1 , K2 , · · · , KN }. An EICP with N users, M
messages, M ≤ N , side information set K and demand vector
d is denoted as E(N, M, K, d).
A solution to an EICP, called an embedded index code, is
a set of transmissions made by all or a subset of the user
nodes such that the demands of all the users are satisfied. An
embedded index code is called linear if all the transmissions
involved are linear combinations of the messages. An optimal embedded index code is one with minimum number of
transmissions. An embedded index code over Fq for an EICP
E(N, M, K, d) is defined as follows.
Definition 1. For an EICP E(N, M, K, d) over Fq , an embedded index code consists of

1) a set of encoding functions {Ci }i∈Tu , where Tu ⊆ [N ]
is the index set of transmitting users, such that at a
|K |
user ui ∈ UTu , the encoding function Ci : Fq i →
li
Fq encodes the messages in its side information into li
coded messages over Fq , and
2) a set of N decoding functions, {Di }i∈[N ] , one at each
of the N users, P
such that at a user ui , the decoding
lj
|K |
function
Di : Fq j∈Tu\{i} × Fq i → Fq such that

Di {Cj }j∈Tu \{i} , XKi = xdi .

The
Plength of the embedded index code defined above is
lj .
l=
j∈Tu

Definition 2. An embedded index code is said to be linear if
all the encoding functions involved are linear transformations
over Fq . In such an embedded index code, each of the encoding
functions in {Ci }i∈Tu , can be represented using a |Ki | × li
matrix Li with entries from Fq .
Example 1. Consider an EICP with N = 4 users and M = 4
messages, X = {x1 , x2 , x3 , x4 }. Let the side information at
the users be K1 = {1}, K2 = {1, 2, 3}, K3 = {2, 4}, K4 =
{4} and the demand vector be d = (2, 4, 1, 3). For this EICP,
an optimal linear solution corresponding to the transmitting
T
1 1 0
users UTu = {u2 , u3 } is given by C2 =
, C3 =
0 0 1

T
0 1 . For the message vector x = (x1 , x2 , x3 , x4 ), the
transmissions corresponding
to this index code of length l = 3


x1 + x2
and xK3 C3 = x4 . It can be verified
are xK2 C2 =
x3
that each of the user nodes can decode their demanded
messages from the transmissions using their side information.
In [12], a matrix representation of an EICP was given and
a parameter called minrank was derived from this matrix
representation which characterized the length of an optimal
scalar linear embedded index code. In the following section,
an alternate definition of minrank is proposed and a proof that
the minrank characterizes the length of an optimal embedded
index code is given along the lines of the proof in [8]. Also,
in subsection III-A, we explain why the definition of minrank
in this paper is better than the existing definition.
III. M INRANK

OF AN

EICP

As explained in the previous section, any linear solution
to an EICP can be represented using a set of |Tu | matrices,
{Li }i∈Tu over Fq , where Tu is the index set of transmitting
users. Let L′i be an M × li matrix obtained from the |Ki | × li
matrix Li as:
(
Li (k) if j ∈ Ki and j = Ki (k).
′
Li (j) =
,
0 if j ∈
/ Ki
where, 0 is a zero-row of length li . Further, let L =
[L′i1 L′i2 · · · L′i|Tu | ], where Tu = {i1 , i2 , · · · , i|Tu | }, be the
M × l matrix obtained by the column concatenation of the
matrices in {L′i }i∈Tu . Now, L represents the embedded index
code with the columns in L′ij being transmitted by the user
uij ∈ UTu . Each of the columns in L is linearly independent
of each other as no new information will be conveyed by a
transmission which can be obtained as a linear combination
of other transmissions. Hence, the rank of the matrix L over
Fq is equal to the number of columns in L which is equal to
l. Therefore, an optimal linear solution will correspond to a
matrix L with minimum rank over Fq among all the matrices
representing linear solutions of the given EICP. This is the
idea of minrank of an EICP.
Consider an ICP with a single sender which possesses a set
of m messages X = {x1 , x2 , · · · , xm }, xi ∈ Fq , and a set
of n receivers R1 , R2 , · · · , Rn . A receiver Ri has a subset
of messages, Ki ⊂ X, as side information and requests a

message xdi . The ICP with m messages, n receivers, side
information set K = {K1 , K2 , · · · , Kn } and demand vector
d = (d1 , d2 , · · · , dn ) is denoted as H(n, m, K, d). For this
ICP, the definition of minrank from [8] is given below.
Definition 3 (Minrank of an ICP [8]). Suppose
H = H(n, m, K, d) corresponds to an instance of
the ICP. Then the minrank of H over
 Fq is defined as
κq (H) , min rankFq {edi + vi }i∈[n] : vi ∈ Fm
q , vi ⊳ Ki .

Having defined minrank of an ICP, the authors in [8] proved
that the smallest possible length of a linear index code for the
ICP H(n, m, K, d) over Fq is equal to the minrank κq (H).
Similarly, we give the following definition for minrank of an
EICP and prove that it is indeed equal to the length of an
optimal linear embedded index code.
Definition 4 (Minrank of an EICP). For an embedded index
coding problem E(N, M, K, d), the minrank of E over Fq is
defined as


κq (E) , min rankFq {edi + vi }i∈[N ] : vi ∈ FM
q , vi ⊳ Ki
s.t. ∀i ∈ [N ], ∃j ∈ [N ], j 6= i, s.t (edi + vi ) ⊳ Kj

(1)

Remark 1. The definition of minrank is similar to that in
[8] except for the extra condition that for each of the vectors
in the set {edi + vi }i∈[N ] , there should be a user who has
all the messages in the support set of that vector in its side
information set. So, the minimization of rank is only over those
sets {edi + vi }i∈[N ] where for each of the vectors edi + vi
in the set, there exists at least one user which could transmit
the corresponding coded message.
Theorem 1. For a given EICP E(K, N, K, d), the length of an
optimal linear embedded index code is equal to the minrank
κq (E).
Proof. The proof follows along the lines of the proof in [8].
Consider the message vector x = (x1 , x2 , · · · , xM ). From a
transmission of the form Ti = x(edi + vi )T , vi ⊳ Ki , user ui
can decode its demanded message xdi as Ti − xvi T . Thus ,
if there are N transmissions {Ti }N
i=1 , all the users in U can
decode their demanded messages.
It is, in fact, sufficient to

have rankFq {edi +vi }i∈[N ] transmissions. However, for each
i ∈ [N ], there should be a user uj , j 6= i which can transmit Ti ,
i.e., uj should have all the messages involved in Ti in its side
information. If we only consider sets {edi + vi }i∈[N ] where
each of the elements (edi +vi ) satisfies the condition that there
exists some user which could transmit Ti = x(edi + vi )T , and
perform minimization of the rank over Fq of these sets, the
minimum rank obtained will be equal to κq (E). Since any
linear embedded index code consists of a set of transmissions
of the form Ti , the optimal length of a linear embedded index
code for the given EICP E is equal to κq (E).
A. Comparison with the Minrank Definition in [12]
To compare the definitions of minrank in [12] and in this
paper, we reproduce some of the relevant definitions in [12]

for quick reference. For an EICP E(N, M, K, d),
P the side
information matrix was defined in [12] as M × i∈[N ] |Ki |
matrix A(E) such that the first |K1 | columns represented the
side information at user 1, the next |K2 | columns represented
the side information at user 2 and so on, as given by the formal
definition below.
Definition 5 (Side information matrix [12]). A sideinformation
P matrix for the EICP E(N, M, K, d) over Fq is
the M × i∈[M] |Ki | matrix A(E) such that


(1)
A
|{z}

A(E) = 

|

(2)
A
|{z}

|···|

|K1 | columns |K2 | columns

(n)
A
|{z}

,

|Kn | columns

(k)

where, A(k) , k ∈ [n] is an m × |Kk | matrix {ai,j }, i ∈
[m], j ∈ [|Kk |] with
(
x if xi ∈ Kk
(k)
ai,j =
0 otherwise.
A matrix Â is said to be a completion of A(E), denoted
as Â ∼ A(E), if Â can be obtained from A(E) by replacing
each of the xs in A(E) by elements from Fq . The definition
of minrank of an EICP in [12] is as given below
Definition 6 (Minrank [12]). The min-rank of an EICP
E(N, M, K, d) is defined as
κq (E) =

min

min {rankFq (Â)},

B̂∼B(I (E)) Â∈Â(B̂)

where, Â(B̂) ,

n
o
Â ∼ A(E) : rankFq (Â) = rankFq (Â|B̂)

and (Â|B̂) is the matrix obtained by the concatenation of the
columns of Â to the columns of B̂.
In the definition above, I (E) denotes the ICP with the
same side information set K and demand vector d, B(I (E))
represents the fitting matrix of the ICP I (E) as defined in
[6] and the notation B̂ ∼ B(I (E)) is used to mean that
B̂ is a completion
of B(I (E)). For the ICP I (E) over Fq ,
PN
there are q i=1 |Ki | possible realizations B̂ of its fitting matrix
B(I (E)). Corresponding to each of these realizations
B̂, a
PN
2
rank minimization is performed over the set of q i=1 |Ki |
realizations of the side information
matrix A(E). For each
PN
realization Â of A(E), (q i=1 |Ki | + 1) rank computations
are made over Fq corresponding to finding the rank of Â
as well as the ranks P
of the concatenated matrices (Â|B̂)
N
corresponding to the q i=1 |Ki | realizations B̂ of B(I (E)).
Thus, for computing the minrank P
of an EICP E(N,
M, K, d)
PN
N
|Ki |2
|Ki |
i=1
i=1
by the approach in [12], a total of q
×(q
+1)
rank computations are required.
Let us now look at the number of rank computations involved in determining the minrank of an EICP E(N, M, K, d)
using the definition in this paper. In the set S = {edi +
vi }i∈[N ] , for each i ∈ [N ], the vector vi which has support
in Ki , has q |Ki | realizations. However to be included in the
set over which rank minimization is performed, a particular
realization of (edi + vi ) should have support in the side

information
of some other user uj , j 6= i. Hence out of
PN
the q i=1 |Ki | possible realizations of the set S, the rank
minimization is performed over a subset of them. Hence the
number of rank computations
is performed for computing the
PN
minrank is at most q i=1 |Ki | . The computational complexity
of searching whether there exists a user, such that the index set
of its side information contains the support of a given realization of (edi + vi ), is negligible compared to the complexity of
rank computation and hence is ignored. This massive reduction
in the number of rank computations required while going from
the definition in [12] to the definition in this paper is illustrated
using the following numerical example.
Example 2. Consider an EICP with N = 4 users, M = 4
messages over F2 , the side information at the users given by
K1 = {2, 3}, K2 = {1, 3}, K3 = {4}, K4 = {1, 2} and the
demand vector given by d = {1, 2, 3, 4}. Consider user u1
which demands the message x1 . The contribution of u1 to the
set {edi +vi }i∈[N ] are of the form e1 +v1 , where v1 can take
values from the set {e2 , e3 , 0} since x1 +x2 can be transmitted
by u4 , x1 + x3 by u2 and x1 independently by either u2 or
u4 . Similarly v2 can take values from {e1 , e3 , 0} whereas v3
and v4 can only take the value 0. Thus, the rank minimization
is performed only over 9 matrices including the 4 × 4 identity
matrix and the eight matrices shown in Table I. However, if we
followed the approach inP[12], it would be required to compute
N
2
the ranks over F2Pof 2 i=1 |Ki |P= 213 = 8192 matrices of
N
2
N
size 4 × 7 and 2 i=1 |Ki | × 2 i=1 |Ki | = 220 = 1048576
matrices of size 4 × 11.
IV. A G RAPHICAL R EPRESENTATION OF

AN

N
Q

(M − |Ki |) arising from a side

i=1

information set K be denoted as EK . The side information set
K which is common to of all these EICPs is represented using
an undirected bipartite graph.
Definition 8 (Side Information Bipartite Graph). A graphical
representation of the side information set K is given by an
undirected bipartite graph GS on the vertex set V = (U, X )
and the edge set E = {(ui , xj ) : j ∈ Ki }.
Given a side information bipartite graph GS , the set of
possible demand vectors is denoted as DGS . Since a side
information set K is analogous to the side information bipartite
graph GS , the set of EICPs EK is also denoted as EGS . The
EICP corresponding to a demand vector d ∈ DGS is denoted
as E(GS , d). The bipartite problem graph of the EICP in
Example 1 is given in Fig. 1(a) and the corresponding side
information bipartite graph is given in Fig. 1(b).
u1

x1

u1

x1

u2

x2

u2

x2

u3

x3

u3

x3

u4

x4

u4

x4

(a)

(b)

Fig. 1: Bipartite Problem Graph and Side information Bipartite
Graph of the EICP in Example 1

EICP

In this section we propose a graphical representation of
an EICP using directed bipartite graphs and explain why this
representation is better than the graphical representation given
by Potter and Wootters in [1]. The reader is assumed to be
familiar with the graph theoretic terms and definitions given
in the appendix.
A. Bipartite Problem Graph and Side Information Bipartite
Graph
Definition 7 (Bipartite Problem Graph). Let E(N, M, K, d) be
an instance of the EICP. Its graphical representation called the
bipartite problem graph is given by a directed bipartite graph
G on the vertex set V = (U, X ) and the directed edge set
E = {(ui , xj ) : j ∈ Ki } ∪ {(xi , uj ) : dj = i}.
The edges directed from the vertex set U to the vertex set
X represent side information and the edges in the opposite direction represent the demanded messages. We use the notation
E(G) to refer to the EICP corresponding to a given bipartite
problem graph G.
For a system with N users U = {u1 , u2 , · · · , uN }, M
messages X = {x1 , x2 , · · · xM } and side information set K
N
Q
(M − |Ki |) possible demand
at the users, there could be
i=1

an EICP. Let the set of this

vectors and corresponding to each of these demands, there is

Remark 2. A directed bipartite graph representation was
given for an index coding problem in [9]. For a single
unicast ICP, if a set of k nodes forms a clique in the side
information graph, then their demands can be satisfied by
a single transmission by the central server. The presence of
structures like cycles or cliques can be seen from a side
information graph. The hypergraph representation of a general
ICP will reduce to a side information graph for a single
unicast ICP and hence patterns like cycles and cliques are not
lost in this representation. Whereas, in the directed bipartite
graph representation, due to the separation of the vertices
into message vertices and receiver vertices, useful graph
patterns like cliques will not be visible anymore. The bipartite
representation does not give any extra information over the
hypergraph representation, either.
B. Comparison between the Problem Graph in [1] and the
Bipartite Problem Graph
In [1], an EICP was represented by a directed graph G
which had a vertex set V = {v(u,x) : (u, x) ∈ U × X and x
is demanded by u} and the edge set E = {(v(u,x) , v(w,y) ) : u
knows y or x = y}. It was further claimed that this representation is a generalization of the side information graph
representation for a SUICP. While this is true and any general
index coding problem can be represented using the graphical
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TABLE I: Set of possible matrices over which rank minimization is performed in Example 2.

representation in [1], there were already two other graphical
representations of a general ICP reported in literature, the
hypergraph representation introduced in [8] and the bipartite
representation in [9]. There is no extra information that is
conveyed by the representation of a general ICP in [1] over
that conveyed by the other two representations. Further, the
problem graph in [1] does not differentiate between an ICP
and a EICP. Also, the parameter derived from the problem
graph and its equivalent problem matrix in [1] is the minrank
for an ICP rather than any parameter of the EICP.
The bipartite problem graph introduced here, on the other
hand, is a more fitting representation for an EICP due to the
following reasons. Unlike in an ICP, a coded transmission
can involve only the messages in the side information of
any one user. This information on which coded transmissions
are possible is more clearly visible in the bipartite problem
graph due to the separation of user and message vertices. The
minrank of an EICP defined in (1) can be derived from the
bipartite problem graph G as the set of vectors {edi +vi }i∈[N ]
is same as a set {Ai }i∈[N ] with Ai = NG− (ui )∪S, for a subset
S of the out-neighborhood of ui , i.e., S ⊆ NG+ (ui ). The
condition that there should exist at least one user uj , j 6= i
which could transmit the coded messages corresponding to
each of the vectors in {edi + vi }i∈[N ] can be translated to the
condition that there should exists a user node uj ∈ U, j 6= i
such that the set Ai is present in the out-neighborhood of uj ,
i.e., Ai ⊆ NG+ (uj ).
The information that the same message is requested by multiple users conveyed by edges of the form ((ui , xj ), (uk , xj ))
in the problem graph is present in the bipartite problem graph
in the form of multiple outgoing edges from that particular
message vertex. While there is no distinguishing factor between the side information edges and the edges corresponding
to the same message being demanded by different users except
the vertex labels in the problem graph in [1], this information
is clearly obtained in the direction of the side information
and the demand edges in the bipartite problem graph. Further,
the number of users demanding a given message has to be
deciphered by looking at all the vertex labels and searching for
a common message in [1], this information is easily conveyed
by the out-degree of any message vertex. The splitting of a
user node demanding multiple messages, say k of them, into k
separate vertices happens in both the representations. Hence,
no information is lost by going from the representation in [1]
to our bipartite representation and there is a lot of additional
clarity that is obtained from the bipartite representation as
well.
Having seen the graphical representation of an EICP, we
now identify certain graph structures which, if present in the
side information bipartite graph, can result in savings in the

number of transmissions required to solve the corresponding
EICPs and a couple of transmission schemes utilizing these
structures.
C. Graphical Structures in Single Unicast EICP
Similar to the definitions for ICP [10], a single uniprior and
single unicast EICPs are defined as follows.
Definition 9 (Single Uniprior EICP). An EICP E(N, M, K, d)
is said to be single uniprior if
1) |Ki = 1|, for all i ∈ [N ], and
2) Ki 6= Kj , for i 6= j.
Since in a single uniprior EICP, each user possesses only
one message as side information, there is no opportunity
for coding across messages and hence the only possible
transmission scheme is to send all the requested messages
independently. Thus, for a single uniprior EICP E with demand
vector d, the minrank κq (E) = uniq(d), where uniq(d) is the
number of distinct messages demanded in d. In the rest of this
section, we consider single unicast EICPs, which are defined
as follows.
Definition 10 (Single Unicast EICP). An EICP E(N, M, K, d)
is said to be single unicast if
1) M = N , and
2) di 6= dj , for i 6= j.
Since in a single unicast EICP (SUEICP), the number of
messages is equal to the number of users and each of the users
demand a distinct message, without loss of generality, let us
consider that in an SUEICP, user ui demands the message
xi , i.e., di = i. In the side information graph representation
of a single unicast ICP, there are some graph structures like
cycles and cliques which are useful in reducing the number of
transmissions required. Transmission schemes based on these
basic structures called the cycle cover scheme and its fractional
version [13] and clique cover scheme [2] and its fractional
version [14] have been developed for index coding problems.
Inspired by these covering schemes, here, we identify graph
structures and covering schemes based on them for SUEICPs.
Let an SUEICP with N users and N messages and the
demand vector d such that di = i be represented using
its side information bipartite graph GS and be denoted as
E(N, GS ). Through the following definitions and lemmas, we
give transmission schemes based on certain graph structures
in GS .
Definition 11 (Regular Tree). Consider a bipartite graph
on the partite sets A = {a1 , a2 , · · · , an } and B =
{b1 , b2 , · · · , bn }, n ≥ 3, with the edge set, E =
{(ai , bi+1 ), i ∈ [n]} ∪ {(ai , bi+2 ), i ∈ [n − 1]}, where
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Fig. 2: Regular Tree and Bi-clique structures in SUEICP
bn+1 = b1 . Such a bipartite graph on 2n vertices, denoted
as Tn,n , is called a regular tree.
Remark 3. In the bipartite graph Tn,n , every node in A except
an has degree two and similarly every node in B except b2
has degree two. The nodes an and b2 have degree one each.
Thus, the bipartite graph Tn,n on 2n vertices has a total of
2n − 1 edges and hence is a tree.
Fig. 2(a) shows a regular tree T4,4 . Suppose T4,4 represents
the side information bipartite graph of an SUEICP with N =
M = 4 and the demand vector d = (1, 2, 3, 4). If u1 transmits
x2 + x3 , u2 transmits x3 + x4 , and u3 transmits x4 + x1 , the
demands of all the four users are met. Further, it can be verified
that any set of two transmissions are not sufficient to satisfy the
demands of all the 4 users and hence the transmission scheme
with 3 transmissions is scalar linear optimal. We generalize
this transmission scheme for an SUEICP on 4 users to a
scheme for an SUEICP on N users in the following lemma.
Lemma 1. If the side information bipartite graph GS of
an SUEICP with N users and N messages, N ≥ 3, is a
regular tree TN,N , then N − 1 transmissions are necessary
and sufficient to satisfy the demands of all the users.
Proof. The set of user vertices and message vertices in
TN,N is denoted by UT = {u1 , u2 , · · · , uN } and XT =
{x1 , x2 , · · · , xN } respectively. From definition 11, we know
that the first N − 1 users in UT knows two messages in
XT as side information and the side information at user ui
, i ∈ [N − 1], Ki is equal to {xi+1 , xi+2 } and that the
side information at the user uN is KN = {x1 } . Since we
are considering an SUEICP, user ui demands the message
xi . Consider the transmission scheme where each of the first
N − 1 users transmits the sum of the two messages in its side
information, i.e., for i ∈ [N −1], user ui transmits xi+1 +xi+2 .
Decodability : For every user ui ∈ UT \ {u1 } there exists
a transmission of the form xi + xi+1 , transmitted by the user
ui−1 , from which it can decode xi . Let the transmission made
by user ui be denoted Ti = xi+1 + xi+2 . Consider the sum
T = T1 − T2 + T3 − · · · ± TN −1 which is equal to x2 ± x1
from which user u1 can decode x1 . This proves that for an
SUEICP on a regular tree TN,N , (N − 1) transmissions are

sufficient. Now we need to prove that (N − 1) transmissions
are necessary.
Suppose, we assume that N − 2 transmissions are sufficient.
Let the set of transmitting users be UT \{uj , uN }, for some j ∈
[N −1]. So, the transmissions are T1 = x2 +x3 , T2 = x3 +x4 ,
· · · , Tj−1 = xj + xj+1 , Tj+1 = xj+2 + xj+3 , · · · , Tn−1 =
xN + x1 . From these set of transmissions, it can be verified
that user uj+1 as well as u1 cannot decode their requested
messages. Since, this is true for any arbitrary user uj ∈ UT \
{xN }, the demands of all the N users cannot be satisfied
with N − 2 transmissions or less. Hence, corresponding to
an SUEICP with the side information bipartite graph being a
regular tree TN,N , N − 1 transmissions are required
Definition 12 (Bi-clique). Consider a bipartite graph on the
partite sets A = {a1 , a2 , · · · , an } and B = {b1 , b2 , · · · , bn }
where each of the node ai ∈ A is connected to all the nodes
in B \ {bi } which implies that each node bi ∈ B is connected
to all the nodes A \ {ai }. This n − 1 regular bipartite graph
is called a “bi-clique” and is denoted as Bn,n .
Definition 13 (Covered Bi-clique). For a bi-clique Bn,n on
the partite sets A and B, which is a subgraph of another
bipartite graph G on the partite sets AG ⊃ A and BG ⊇ B,
if there exists a node a ∈ AG \ A such that a is connected to
all nodes in B, then the bi-clique is called a “covered” bic
clique, denoted as Bn,n
and the node a is called the covering
node.
Fig. 2(b) shows a bi-clique B4,4 . Suppose it is a sub-graph
on 4 user nodes and 4 message nodes of the side information
bipartite graph GS of an SUEICP. Assume that the user vertex
uj and the edges coming from it shown in dotted lines are
absent. Then, for the demand vector d such that for i ∈ [4],
user ui demands the message xi , it can be seen that with two
transmissions given by T1 = x2 + x3 + x4 transmitted by u1
and T2 = x1 transmitted by u2 , the demands of all four users
can be satisfied. However, if the user uj and the dotted edges
incident on it are present in GS , then for the demand vector
d = {1, 2, 3, 4} corresponding to the users {u1 , u2 , u3 , u4 },
a single transmission T1 = x1 + x2 + x3 + x4 by user uj
is sufficient to satisfy the demands of all the 4 users. In this
scenario, the user uj is called the “covering user”.
Lemma 2. Consider a bi-clique Bn,n ⊆ GS formed by the
user nodes UB = {ui1 , ui2 , · · · , uin } and message nodes
XB = {xi1 , xi2 , · · · , xin }. For the SUEICP E(GS , d) corresponding to the demand vector d such that di = i, to
c
)
satisfy the demands of the users in UB we need 2 − I(Bn,n
transmissions, (
where,
1 if Bn,n is covered,
c
I(Bn,n
)=
, is the indicator func0 otherwise
tion on whether the bi-clique Bn,n is covered or not.
Proof. The proof is straight forward. For a bi-clique Bn,n on
n user nodes UB = {ui1 , ui2 , · · · , uin } and n message nodes
XB = {xi1 , xi2 , · · · , xin }, a user uij knows all messages in
XB except the message it demands, i.e., xij . Suppose there is

a covering user uk for Bn,n , a single transmission, given by
the sum of all messages in XB , transmitted by uk will satisfy
the demands of all the users in UB P
. If there is no covering
x by user ui1 and
user, then 2 transmissions T1 =
x∈XB \{xi1 }

T2 = xi1 by user ui2 will satisfy the demands of all the users
in UB . Hence, the number of transmissions corresponding to a
bi-clique is 1 if a covering user is present and 2 otherwise.

Remark 4. A cycle on n ≥ 3 vertices in the side information
graph of an SUICP is equivalent to a regular tree on n user
vertices and n message vertices, Tn,n ⊆ GS w.r.t number of
transmissions required and similarly a clique on n ≥ 3 vertices in the side information graph of an SUICP is equivalent
c
to a covered bi-clique Bn,n
on n user vertices and n message
vertices.
Having defined the graph structures and described how
they provide savings in the required number of transmissions
in an SUEICP, we now provide covering schemes based on
these graph structures. Towards this end, we identify graph
structures equivalent to regular trees and bi-cliques for n = 1
and n = 2. For n = 1, both regular tree as well as a covered
bi-clique is a single edge as shown in Fig. 3(a) where the
message is transmitted independently. For n = 2, a tree T2,2 ,
will not represent an SUEICP as for the graph T2,2 to be
connected, one of the two user nodes must know both the
messages. The graph structure in an SUEICP which, similar
to a cycle on two vertices in SUICP, requires one transmission
to satisfy the demands of two users is a minimally connected
graph on 3 user nodes and 2 message nodes as shown in Fig.
c
3(b) which is also the covered bi-clique B2,2
.
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Fig. 3: Graph structures in GS corresponding to both regular
trees and covered bi-cliques for n = 1 and n = 2.

Lemma 3 (Tree Cover Scheme). The tree-cover scheme for
the SUEICP E(N, GS ) identifies a maximal set of messagedisjoint regular trees, say {Tni ,ni }K
i=1 , in GS such that the
union of these trees covers the message vertices of GS . The
total number of transmissions required to satisfy the demands
of all the N users in the SUEICP E(N, GS ) using the tree
cover scheme with K regular trees, is N − K + Ke , where
Ke is the number of single edge trees.
Proof. Consider a maximal tree cover of the vertex set of GS
with K regular trees with 0 ≤ Ke ≤ K of the trees being
single edge trees corresponding to ni = 1. These require
one transmission each, hence a total of Ke transmissions.
Corresponding to a regular tree Tni ,ni , ni > 1, there exists

an embedded index code with number of transmissions equal
to ni − 1 as explained in Lemma 1. Since these trees partition
K
P
ni = N . The total number
the message set X of GS ,
i=1

of transmissions made by users in all K − Ne regular trees
K−K
Pe
(ni − 1) = N − K. Hence, the total number
together is
i=1

of transmissions corresponding to the tree cover scheme is
N − K + Ke .

Lemma 4 (Bi-Clique Cover Scheme). For an SUEICP
E(N, GS ), a bi-clique cover scheme identifies a minimal set
of message-disjoint bi-cliques such that the union of these bicliques covers the message vertex set of GS . The total number
of transmissions to solve the SUEICP E(N, GS ) using the
bi-clique cover scheme with K message-disjoint bi-cliques
K
P
(2 − I(Bnc i ,ni )) which is bounded
{Bni ,ni }K
i=1 is equal to
between K and 2K.

i=1

Proof. Corresponding to each bi-clique, Bni ,ni , there is a
transmission scheme with either one or two transmissions
depending the presence or absence of a covering user as
explained in Lemma 2. If a covering user is present for all
the K bi-cliques, only one transmission per bi-clique suffices
giving a total of K transmissions. On the other hand, if there
is no covering user for any of the K bi-cliques, corresponding
to each of these bi-cliques, 2 transmissions are required and
hence giving a total of 2K transmissions.
Example 3. Consider the SUEICP with M = N = 7 with side
information as shown in Fig. 4 and where user ui demands
the message xi , for i ∈ [M ]. For this SUEICP, the tree cover
scheme identifies three regular trees as shown in Fig. 4(a) with
one transmission each given by x2 +x3 and x1 +x4 for the first
two regular trees and two transmissions x5 + x7 and x6 + x7
coresponding to the third regular tree thus requiring a total of
4 transmissions to solve the SUEICP. For the same SUEICP, as
shown in Fig. 4(b), the bi-clique covering scheme identifies two
bi-cliques, the first one covered and hence requiring a single
transmission x1 + x2 + x3 + x4 and the other requiring two
transmissions x6 +x7 and x5 , giving a total of 3 transmissions
to solve the SUEICP. It can be verified, the length of an optimal
scalar linear solution for this SUEICP is 3 which is achieved
by the bi-clique covering scheme.
Remark 5. If all the bi-cliques identified in the bi-clique
covering scheme are covered bi-cliques, then it is the same as
the covering scheme given by Algorithm 2 in [1]. A bi-clique
which is not covered will be identified as two cliques in the
problem graph by Algorithm 2 in [1] and hence requires two
transmissions same as that required by the bi-clique covering
scheme in this paper.
Remark 6. While the solution obtained by the bi-clique
covering scheme is a task-based solution as defined in [1], the
solution given by the tree covering scheme is not task-based,
in general.
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Fig. 5: Possible Side information Graphs when N = K = 3
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Fig. 4: Tree and Bi-clique Covering Schemes for the SUEICP
in Example 3
In the following section, we present a relation between
the connectedness of the side information bipartite graph and
minrank of an EICP in the following section.
V. C ONNECTEDNESS OF THE B IPARTITE G RAPH
M INRANK

(f )

AND

The motivation to look for a relation between the connectedness of the side information bipartite graph and the
minrank of the corresponding EICPs has been applications
where the users have a lot of messages in common in their
side information. Further, for the embedded index coding
problems with N = M = 3, the minrank is strictly less
than the number of unique messages demanded only for
problems with connected side information graphs and when
all three messages are demanded. When N = M = 3, the set
of all possible side information graphs upto user index and
message index permutations are given in Fig. 5. Among these
patterns, only Fig. 5(g) and 5(h) are connected. When all the
three messages x1 , x2 and x3 are demanded, the number of
transmissions required is less than three only for the EICPs
with side information graphs as shown in either Fig. 5(g) or
5(h) up to index permutations.
Motivated by possible applications and the above observation regarding minrank and connectedness for the N = M = 3
case, we state and prove a theorem connecting minrank κq (G)
and connectedness of GS . Towards that end, the following
notations are defined. For a given side information bipartite
graph GS with the partite sets U and X , let X ′ denote the
subset of X obtained by removing vertices of degree 1 in X ,
i.e., X ′ = X \ {xj : deg(xj ) = 1} and the induced subgraph on the vertex set (U, X ′ ) be denoted by GS′ . The set
X ′ is the set of messages which could be possibly coded in
the embedded index code as message nodes with degree 1 are
present at only one user and cannot be coded and there are
no degree zero message nodes as each message is assumed to
be present at least at one user. For a demand vector d, the

unique messages demanded in d from the message set in G is
denoted by uniq(dG ).
Theorem 2. For a side-information bipartite graph GS , for
′
every demand vector d ∈ DGS such that uniq(dG ′ ) = |X |,
S
the minrank of the EICP E(GS , d) is strictly less than the number of distinct messages demanded, i.e., κq (E) < |uniq(dGS )|,
if GS is connected.
′

Proof. If GS is connected, GS is also connected. For a given
d, it can be easily seen that uniq(dG ′ ) ≤ uniq(dGS ). Let
S
|U| = K and |X | = N . The proof is by induction on the size
′
of the set X .
′
′
• When |X | = 2: Let X = {x1 , x2 }. Since uniq(dG ′ ) =
S

′

•

|X | = 2, both x1 and x2 are demanded. Since GS′ is
connected, every node in U is connected to at least one
′
node in X and there exists at least one node in U which
is connected to bothx1 and x2 . Hence, x1 and x2 can
be coded together and transmitted in a single message as
there exists at least one user which can send the coded
message x1 + x2 and every user demanding x1 knows x2
and vice-versa which implies that κq (E) = uniq(d) − 1.
′
Induction Hypothesis : For |X | = k, ∀ d s.t
′
uniq(dG ′ ) = |X | = k, the theorem is assumed
S

•

′

to be true. W.L.O.G, let the messages in X be
{x1 , x2 , · · · , xk }. Let the set Dk be defined as Dk ,
′
{d : uniq(dG ′ ) = |X | = k} which is the set of demand
S
vectors for which the theorem is true.
′
′
To prove : Theorem is true for |X | = k + 1. Let X be
{x1 , · · · , xk , xk+1 }. and the set of all demand vectors for
which we need to prove the theorem be denoted as Dk+1
′
, {d : uniq(dG ′ ) = |X | = k + 1}. The set of demand
S
vectors in Dk where the message xk+1 is also demanded
k
is defined as Dk+1
, {d ∈ Dk s.t xk+1 ∈ d}. Since
′
′
by going from |X | = k to |X | = k + 1, the degree
of the message node (xk+1 ) increased from 1 to more
than 1, at least one more user now knows xk+1 . Hence,
k
Dk+1 ⊂ Dk+1
⊂ Dk . Since, the theorem is true for Dk
by induction hypothesis, it is true for the subset Dk+1 .

Corollary 1. For a connected side information graph GS , for
all demand vectors where all the M messages are demanded,
the number of transmissions required is strictly less than M ,
i.e., ∀d ∈ DGS such that uniq(dGS ) = M , κq (E(GS , d)) <
M.
Remark 7. While Lemma 1 showed that for an SUEICP whose
side information bipartite graph is a regular tree TN,N , the
number of transmissions required is N − 1, by applying the
corollary above, it can be seen that for any tree on N user
nodes and N message nodes, the number of transmissions
required for an SUEICP on these nodes is less than or equal
to (N − 1).
VI. C ONCLUSION
This paper dealt with the problem of embedded index
coding which is a distributed version of the well-studied
index coding problem. An alternate definition of minrank of
an EICP, which has a lesser computational complexity than
the existing definition, and a proof that the minrank of an
EICP characterized the length of an optimal scalar linear
embedded index code for that EICP were given. A graphical
representation of an EICP using bipartite graph, called the
bipartite problem graph, was presented and shown to be a
more fitting representation than the existing graphical representation as separating the users and messages into distinct
vertices provided additional clarity. Further, from the bipartite
representation, the possible combinations of messages which
could be potentially coded together and transmitted could be
easily identified besides being able to derive minrank of an
EICP using it. For a single unicast EICP, graphical structures
called regular trees and bi-cliques, in the side information
bipartite graph, were identified as counterpart structures of
cycles and cliques in the side information graph of a single
unicast index coding problem and transmission schemes based
on these structures were also presented. It was shown that
connectedness of the side information bipartite graph helps in
reducing the number of transmissions required to satisfy the
demands of all the users in the corresponding EICPs.
While vector linear index coding has been extensively
studied [14], [17]-[19] and shown to perform better, in general,
than scalar solutions to ICPs [17], vector linear codes for
EICPs haven’t been looked at yet. It will be quite interesting to
look at the vector linear solutions to EICPs and compare their
performance with that of scalar solutions. Another problem
of interest is to identify instances of EICP, especially those
arising in practical scenarios, where we can characterize the
minrank exactly and come up with transmission schemes
with lengths matching the minrank as has been attempted
in [12], [16]. Connectedness of the side information bipartite
graph was shown to be a sufficient condition for reducing the
minrank below the number of distinct messages demanded
in Theorem 2. However the requirement of connectedness
is not necessary. It will be interesting and useful to derive
necessary conditions relating connectedness of the bipartite
side information graph to the minrank of the corresponding
EICPs.

VII. A PPENDIX
Graph Theoretic Preliminaries : The following is a list of
some basic graph theoretic definitions and notations [20], [21]
that are used in this paper. A graph G is a triple consisting
of a vertex set V (G), an edge set E(G) and a relation that
associates with each edge two vertices called its endpoints.
Two vertices u and v are adjacent or neighbors in G if
there exist an edge (u, v) in G. A clique in a graph is a
set of pairwise-adjacent vertices. An independent set in a
graph is a set of pairwise non-adjacent vertices. A graph G
is bipartite if V (G) is the union of two disjoint independent
sets called partite sets of G. A graph G′ is called a sub-graph
of the graph G, written as G′ ⊆ G, if V (G′ ) ⊆ V (G) and
E(G′ ) ⊆ E(G). If G′ ⊆ G and G′ contains all the edges
(x, y) ∈ E(G) with x, y ∈ V (G′ ), then G’ is called an
induced sub graph of G. The set of neighbors of a vertex
v in G is denoted as NG (v). More generally, for U ⊆ V (G),
the neighbors in G of the vertices in U , is denoted by
NG (U ). The degree of a vertex v, deg(v), is the number
of edges incident at it, which is equal to the number of
neighbors of the vertex v in the graph G. A vertex of degree
0 is called an isolated vertex. A path is a non-empty graph
P = (V, E) of the form V = {x0 , x1 , · · · , xk−1 , xk } and
E = {(x0 , x1 ), (x1 , x2 ), · · · , (xk−1 , xk )}, where all the xi s
are all distinct. A cycle is a path with the same first and last
vertices being same. A graph G is called connected if it is
non-empty and any two of its vertices are linked by a path in
G. A maximal connected sub-graph of G is a component of
G. The components are induced sub-graphs and their vertex
sets partition V (G). A minimally connected graph G (i.e., G
is connected and G\e is disconnected, for all edges e ∈ G) on
n vertices has n − 1 edges. A minimally connected bipartite
graph is called a tree. A directed graph is a graph with a
direction associated with each edge in it. This implies that an
edge (u, v) is directed from the vertex u to the vertex v and an
edge (v, u) from v to u are two different edges in a directed
graph whereas in an (undirected) graph, (u, v) and (v, u) mean
the same edge between the endpoints u and v. For a directed
graph G, the out-neighborhood of a vertex u, denoted by
+
NG
(u), is set of vertices {v : (u, v) ∈ E(G)}. Similarly,
−
(u), is set
the in-neighborhood of a vertex u, denoted by NG
of vertices {v : (v, u) ∈ E(G)}. A sub-graph G′ is said to
cover some other graph G if it contains either all the vertices
or all the edges of the graph G. A Hamiltonian cycle in a
graph is a cycle which visits each of the vertices in the graph
exactly once.
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