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Abstract

In this paper, we propose a subnetwork decomposition/auattibn approach to investigate the single rate
2-pair unicast problem. It is shown that the solvability oR-gpair unicast problem is completely determined
by four specific link subsets, namely: 1, A2, Ai,2 and As; of its underlying network. As a result, an
efficient cut-based algorithm to determine the solvabitifya 2-pair unicast problem is presented.

Index Terms

Network coding, Capacity2-pair unicast problemA-set.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is an important issue to decide the admissible rate refpora multi-source multi-sink communication
network in network information theory. The history of thesearch can be traced back to the earlier work of
Eliaset al.[1], as well as Ford and Fulkersadn [2] in 1956. It was shown tha capacity of every one-source
one-sink (point-to-point) network can be characterizedtsyminimum cut (Max-flow Min-cut Theorem). In
[3I-[5], Yeung and Zhang presented the inner and outer bewfdhe admissible rate region for a distributed
source coding system. Based on these works, Ahlsweeaé [6] showed that the Max-flow Min-cut capacity
can be achieved for multicast networks by using a codindesgjyain their seminal work on network coding.
Later on, Liet al. [[7] proved that linear network coding is sufficient to aclidkie Max-flow Min-cut capacity
for multicast networks.

Unlike the one source networks, for a general multi-sourcdtiraink network with arbitrary transmission
requirements, the Max-flow Min-cut capacity bound can beegimiose. Although some outer and inner bounds
[BI-[12], and an entropy characterizatidn [13] have beemppsed, the explicit evaluation of the rate region
for a general multi-source multi-sink network is very ckalljing. So many previous studies concentrated on
the k-pair networks.

The k-pair communication problem, which is also known as the iplgltunicast sessions, aims at supporting
k independent point-to-point communications. Without r@twcoding, i.e., just using pure routing strategy, it
is the conventional multi-commaodity flow (MCF) problem. Rbe MCF problem, a fractional achievable rate
can be found using linear programming, but it is generallyhéid to find an integral solution, except for the

directed acyclic case, for which there is a polynomial atpan of using the pebbling game [14], which is of
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extraordinary complexity. When considering network cagliih is conjectured that there is no more advantage
than using fractional routing in undirected networks. Tisiknown as thaundirectedk-pair conjecture[15]

and has been verified just for a few classes (see([8], [15] [&6]).[In contrast, network coding can provide
a significant rate increase in directéepair networks[[15]. Except for the undirect@epair networks (and a
few other families, see [15] for reference), whose capagigons can be characterized by the cut condition,
it is very difficult to evaluate the exact rate region fok-gair network in general.

In this paper, we propose a subnetwork decomposition/coation approach to investigate the underlying
graph structure of thdirected acyclic 2-pair unicast network®ur result shows that the solvability oRapair
unicast problem is completely determined by four particlitk subsets of the underlying network, namely,
A1, A2.2, A12 and Az 1, which can be considered as the most “important” links of 2kgair network. As
a result, we show that 2-pair unicast problem is solvable if and only if the undeamlyinetwork contains a
copy of one of the four networks shown in Fig.1. Consequeattyefficient cut-based algorithm to determine
the solvability of a2-pair unicast problem is presented. In addition, a new ptioaff nonlinear network coding

is unnecessary for 2-pair unicast problem is obtain
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Fig. 1: Four underlying networks of 2-pair unicast networks

Our method is based on the following two steps: Firstly, degose an-sourcem-sink network intonm
point-to-point subnetworks (for the-pair network,n = m = 2). Since the properties of a point-to-point
network can be easily inferred, this step simplify the alitinulti-source multi-sink network coding problem.
Secondly, consider the cut set relations of these poimsiot subnetworks. Such relations are shown to contain
valuable information of the whole network structure. Thetfstep can simplify the initial problem and the
second step can yield a global picture of the original netwArnumber of “path operations” are used in this
paper. That is, a desired path is usually constructed bynigia number of path sections, and conversely, a
path will be decomposed into different sections accordmparticular demands. Our method finally provides
an efficient cut-based algorithm to determine the solvgbdf the 2-pair unicast problem.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sectiomoline notations and results which will be used in

1when we finished the first version of this paper, another iaddpnt work by Chih-Chun Wang and Ness B. Shioff [18] wasiphbtl

in the ISIT 2007 proceedings. They also derived the four gomditions of Fig.1 and presented another characterizatomell as a
polynomial algorithm of using pebbling games to determime $olvability of2-pair unicast networks.
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the sequel are given. The underlying structure of2fmir network is presented in Section Ill. The solvability

of the 2-pair unicast problem is analyzed in Section IV. The papearoiscluded in Section V.

Il. PRELIMINARIES

In this paper, most of the discussions are from a graph thieargoint of view. As a preparation, we

introduce some basic definitions as well as some simple bquéntly used results in this section.

A. Communication Network, Minimum Cut, apdSet

A communication networR/ = (V, E, S, T) consists of a directed acyclic graph (DAG) = (V. E), a
source node sef C V, a sink node sef’ C V, and a nonnegative capacitye) for each linke € E. When
S = {s} andT = {¢}, i.e., the network has a single source node and a single sidk,nt is calleda
point-to-pint networkand denoted byV, E, s, t). Givens; € S andt; € T, it yields a point-to-point network
N = (V,E,s;,t;) by considering the other source and sink nodes as intermEsad’hus there are totally
|S| x |T'| point-to-point networks underlying the netwa = (V, E, S, T)).

Let V' = (V, E, s,t) be a point-to-point network and 18t = A U A be a vertex partition oty = (V, E)
such thats € A andt € A =V \ A. Ans-t cut C is a collection of all the edges from to A. The capacity
of C is defined as)_ c(e). The minimum of the cut capacities for allt cuts is called theminimum cut
capacityand deno'feeg by’ (s,t) or C(s,t) when there is no ambiguityA minimum cutis a cut with the
minimum cut capacity. Noticing that there may be a number iofimum cuts within a point-to-point network,
the union of those minimum cuts is called tHeset (or the cut sej of the network (see [20]). Note that the
A-set plays an important role in this work.

In this paper, the edges of the network are assumed to haveapudcity, i.e.c(e) = 1. In this case, the
well-known Max-flow Min-cut Theorem indicates that theaximum flowf, i.e., the number of edge-disjoint
paths froms to ¢ equals toC(s,t), the minimum cut capacity. We call a family &f (k € N) edge-disjoint
paths with common source and sink nodes agdge-disjoint:-path, and denote it by?(*). For a point-to-
point network(V, E, s, t) with the maximum flowf, it may generally have a number of edge-disjofapaths
from s to t. Those edge-disjoinf-paths will be denoted by?l(f), PQ(f), and so on.

Proposition 2.1:Let NV = (V, E, s,) be a point-to-point network with maximum floy. Let Pl(f), z(f)

cee andP,Ef) be all the edge-disjoinf-paths froms to t. Then we have

where A is the A-set of V' and Pi(f) is considered as the collection of its edges.
Proof: Let e € A. Then there exist a minimum cGt = {e1, ez, -+ ,e;} such that € C. LetV = AUA
be the vertex partition corresponding@® SinceC consists of all the edges from to A, each path oiPi(f)

intersectsC' for anyi = 1,2,--- , k. The edge-disjoint condition yield|sPl.(f) NC| = f. Since|C| = f, we
k k

haveC' C Pi(f) fori=1,2,---,k, and thus € N Pi(f). ThereforeA C Pi(f).
i=1 i=1

1= 1=

k

On the other hand, let € N Pl.(f) and consider\/ = A'\{e}, the network deduced by deletirgfrom
=1

N. We declare thaCyr (s,t) = f — 1. In fact, if Cav(s,t) = f, then there will be an edge-disjoilftpath
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from s to ¢t which does not pass throughwhich contradicts to the assumptiere ﬂ P(f Also, C (s, t)
can not be less thafi — 1 since N is formed by deleting just one edge froM. Now take a minimum cut
C" = {ey,el, e} of N and letV = BU B be the vertex partition corresponding @. Consider the
tail and the head of the edge denoted bytail(e) and head(e), respectively. If both of them are iB, or
both are inB, or tail(e) € B andhead(e) € B, thenC’ also yields a cut of\/, which contradicts to that
Cn(s,t) = f. Thustail(e) € B and head(e) € B, which implies that{e} U C’ is a (minimum) cut of\/.
Hencee € A which glves(k) P(f) C A [ |
Obviously, a2-source2- smk network yields four point-to-point networks, ; = (V, E, s;,t;), fori, j =1, 2.

In the following part, we used; ; to denote thed-set of \ ;.
B. 2-pair Unicast Network Coding Problem

Definition 2.2: A 2-pair unicast problem is specified as follows.

1) A communication networlV = (V| E, {s1, s2}, {t1,t2}).

2) Two desired unit flows froms; to ¢; for i =1, 2.

Note that the underlying network” = (V, E, {s1, s2}, {t1,t2}) is usually calleda 2-pair (unicast) network
in this paper. The desired flows, which are generated and to be recovered i), for i = 1, 2, are considered
as independent random variables with unit entropies andtddrby X; and X, respectively. The information
transformation is assumed to be delay-free and error-free.information transmitted over an edgand an
edge setA are considered as random variables and denoted bgnd X 4, respectively. The entropies of,
and X 4 are simply denoted by/(e¢) and H(A), respectively.

Without loss of generality, we add an auxiliary source nodih w single out-edge (denoted I$(:) for
¢ = 1,2) to each source node and add an auxiliary sink node with desingedge (denoted b§'(:) for
i = 1,2) from each sink node. For convenience, the edgeS(of and7'(¢) are calledthe information edges
since they are responsible for delivering and/or recogetire original information. Thus in this paper, each
source nodes; is assumed to have one out-edge and no in-edge, and eachogek;ris assumed to have
one in-edge and no out-edge. We also assume that each nogja exandt;, for i = 1,2, has at least one
in-edge and one out-edge.

The information edge$(i) andT'(:) can be assumed to have capaditys;, ¢;) in order to maintain the
maximum flows froms; to ¢; for i = 1,2. But in Section IV-B, information edges are assumed to havie u
capacity since the desired information flows have unit rafesept for the information edges, all the other
edges are assumed to have unit capacity.

A network codeassigned to a 2-pair unicast netwdvk= (V, E, {s1, s2}, {t1,t2}) is defined as a collection
of functions{f. : e € E} such thatX. = fc(Xn(e)), WhereIn(e) = {¢’ € E : head(e’) = tail(e)} (when
e = S(i), thenIn(e) = 0, and letXg;) = X; for i = 1,2). A network coding solutiorior a 2-pair unicast
network is a network code such theEtS(:)|T'(¢)) = 0 for « = 1,2. A 2-pair unicast problem is callezblvable
when a network coding solution exists (the underlying 2-paicast network is calledvailablg, and called
unsolvable(the underlying 2-pair unicast network is calladavailabl§ otherwise.

Remark 2.3:By the definition, for any network codgf. : e € E}, the condition thatX, is a function of
Xin(ey indicates thatt (X .| X,()) = 0.
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Unlike the definition of a network coding solution in| [8], wigean arbitrary positive network coding rate
is considered, the 2-pair unicast problem here aims at stipgdwo unit rate flows. Hence, the definition of
a network coding solution has been slightly changed. In, fiaatorresponds to the network coding solution

in [8] with rate > 1 .

C. Path Combination/Decomposition

A (simple) path can be represented as a string of orderedsedfge: (e1, e, -+ ,e,), With head(e;) =
tail(ej+1) fori =1,2,--- ,n — 1, wheree; is called anup-link (down-link of ¢; if i < j (i > j). We use
e € P to denote an edge lies in a pathP. For a DAG, it is widely known that there existstapological
order for the edges according to the up- (or down-) link relatidmttis, if e; is an up-link ofe; for some
path P, thene; is an up-link ofe; for any pathQ for e;,e; € Q. This topological order of the edges of a
DAG will always be used in this paper.

A frequently used technique in this paper is path combindiiecomposition. We denotB[v;, v;] as the
section of P from nodew; to nodew;. Similarly, Ple;, ;] is used to denote the section Bf from tail(e;)
to head(e;), wheree; ande; are two different edges i®. We also useP|e;, v;] and P[v;, ¢;] to denote the
sections ofP from tail(e;) to nodev;, and from node; to head(e;), respectively. LetP; = (ej, ez, -+, ep)
and P, = (e}, eh, - ,e,,) be two paths such thdtead(P1) = tail(P) (that is, head(e,) = tail(e))).
We denote the patl? = (ej, e, - ,en, €}, ,€..) as P;-P,. Similarly, we useP-P*) to denote the
configuration by joining a simple path and an edge-disjoirit-path P(*). An edge-disjoint:-path composed
by s-t pathsPy, Ps, - -+, Py is sometimes denoted #&*) = P UP,U---UP,. Moreover, a path is usually
regarded as a collection of edges. For example, weRise) and P N Q) to represent the union and the

intersection ( of the edges ) of patisand Q, respectively.

IIl. NETWORK STRUCTUREANALYSIS

In this section, we explore the underlying structure of &-paicast networks. In the following, th2-pair
network will be assumed witld'(s1,t1) = C(sa,t2) = 1. For the cas&’(s1,t1) - C(s2,t2) > 2, it will be
discussed later (If0(s1,t1) - C(s2,t2) = 0, then there is no path from, to ¢; or from s, to t2, and the
2-pair unicast problem is unsolvable obviously.).

Throughout the paper, the terma/“has underlying network/y,” “ N contains a copy of\p,” or simply
“N contains\;” will be equivalently used to indicate the existence of a saopology between paths df
and edges ofVy. Formally, we give the following definition.

Definition 3.1: Let N' = (V, E,{s1,t1},{s2,t2}) and Ny = (V'  E' {s},t1},{sh.t5}) be two 2-pair
unicast networks. We sa contains a copy of\j if there exists a functiory from the edges of\; to
the paths of\/ satisfying:

(1)  If tail(e) = i, thentail(f(e')) = s, fore’ € B andi =1,2;

(2)  If head(e') = t;, thenhead(f(e')) =t;, fore’ € E' andi =1, 2;

(3)  If head(e)) = tail(eh), thenhead(f(e})) = tail(f(e})), for e}, e, € E;

(4) Ifel #£eéh, thenf(e)) and f(e5) are edge-disjoint, foe), e}, € E'.



ON THE SOLVABILITY OF 2-PAIR UNICAST NETWORKS — A CUT-BASED GIARACTERIZATION, K. CAl, K. B. LETAIEF, P. FAN, AND R. FENG6

Obviously, this definition can be generalized to an arbjtnaulti-source multi-sink network, as similar
to the notion ofsubgraph homeomorphisim graph theory (see [14]). Generally, paths under the safigr
homeomorphism are needed to be node-disjoint, which israltuoosened here to edge-disjoint since the
network information flow problem concentrates on the linagity constrains. Before illustrating the main
results, we give a lemma.

Lemma 3.2:Let N = (V, E, s, t) be a point-to-point network such th@f(s,t) = 1. DenoteA as its.A-set.

Assume that has a unique out-edg${1), andt¢ has a unique in-edgé&;(1). Then the following items hold.

1) For any edge € A and anys-t path P, we havee € P;

2) For edgee ¢ A, there exists as-t path P such thate ¢ P;

3) N\ has a subnetworkly = P-P{?-Py-P?-....P{¥-P, .| such thatd = P,UP,U---UP,,, where

tail(Py) = s, head(P,+1) = t, and pathP; is regarded as the collection of edges.

Proof: The first two items are obvious by Proposition]2.1. Now we prdy by constructingNy. Let
A = {eq, ez, - ,en} such thate; is an up-link ofe; for i < j (where,e; = S(1), ande,, = T(1)).
Let e;,e;41 € A and head(e;) # tail(e;+1). Note that(V, E, head(e;), tail(e;+1)) is also a point-to-point
network.

ConsiderC(head(e;), tail(ei+1)). If C(head(e;),tail(e;+1)) = 1, then there exists Aead(e;)-tail(e;+1)
minimum cut which contains only one edge, namé¢hj}. Sincee is a down-link ofe; and an up-link of; 1,
we havee ¢ A. On the other hand, by Propositibn 2.1, amyud(e;)-tail(e;+1) path must pass through
Thus anys-t path must pass through By Propositiof 211¢ € A, which contradicts tee ¢ A. Therefore
C(head(e;), tail(ei+1)) > 2.

Take an edge-disjoint 2-path frohead(e;) to tail(e;+1), and denote it a@f.Q). Suppose that;,, e;,, - , e,
are all the links ofA with head(e;, ) # tail(ei+1). Let Pr = (e1, -+ ,e4), P = (€ip 41, ,€i,), for
k=231 Por1 = (€41, »em), and PY = Q'?) for k = 1,2,--- ,n. ThenNy = P,-P{”-P,-
P2(2)~ . ~-P,§2)- .+1 satisfies the desired conditions. The proof is done. [ |

By observing the proof process of Leminal3.2, we get the foigveorollary.

Corollary 3.3: Let N' = (V, E, s,t) be a point-to-point network such thék(s,t) = 1 with A-setA =
{e1,ea,- -+ ,en}. If head(e;) # tail(e;41) for somel < i < n, then there exists an edge-disjoint 2-path from
head(e;) 10 tail(e;+1).

Now we start to discuss the characteristics of a 2-pair shicatwork with.4; 1 N.A2 2 = ). Note thatA4, ;
is the A-set of the point-to-point network/; ; = (V. E, s;,t;), fori,j = 1,2.

Theorem 3.4:iLet N = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,t2}) be a2-pair unicast network with4; ;1 N A3 2 = (). Then
there is either as;-t; path disjoint with.A; 5 or anss-to path disjoint with.A; ;.

Proof: Let A; 1 = {e1, ez, - ,e,} such thak; is an up-link ofe; for i < j and letP; be ans;-t; path.
If PN A2 =0, then we are done. Now supposg contains an edge* € Aj 5. Fix m, 0 < m < n, such
thate* is a down-link ofe; for ¢ < m and an up-link ofe; for ¢ > m. We can construct as,-to path disjoint
with A; ; as follows.

If m > 0, then we can find ars-ty path P, not containinge,, sincee,, ¢ Az 5. (if m =0, thenP, can

be anysq-ty path.) Sincee* € Ay o, e* lies on P,. The pathP;[sz, e*] cannot contain edges for i < m,
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because, if it did, thetP; [s1, e;]-Pz[head(e;), e*]- Py [head(e*), t1] would be ans;-t; path not containing,,,,
which contradicts te,, € A; 1. Also Pz[sq, e*] cannot contain any edgg with j > m because this would
makee; an up-link ofe* in P, and a down-link ofe* in P;. Thus Py[ss,e*| N A1 = 0.

Similarly, if m < n, we can find anse-t2 path P; not containinge,,+1. (If m = n, P can be anyss-to
path.) A similar argument as above shows tRgle*, t2] N.A; 1 = 0.

Combining Pz [s2, e*] and Pj[e*, t2] together, we have am-t2 path Ps[sa, e*]-Ps[head(e*), to], which is
disjoint with A; ;. The proof is completed. ]

Theorem 3.5:.Let N = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,t2}) be a2-pair unicast network. 1f4, 1 N A, > = 0, then the
network contains Fig.1(a), Fig.1(b), or Fig.1(c).

Proof: By Theoren 314, we first assume that there existszaty path disjoint with.A; ;, and prove that
the network contains Fig.1(a) or Fig.1(b).

By Lemmal[32, let\y =P;-P?-P,-P{?-...-P{¥.-P, be a subnetwork of\" such that4, ; = P, U
PyU---UP, with P? = Q,uQ) fori=1,2,--- ,n—1. Let P be ansy-t, path disjoint with4; ;. If
PN Ny =0, thenN contains Fig.1(a) sincé-Q1-P2-Q2-- - - -Q.,_1-P, and P are edge-disjoint;-t; and
sa-to paths. IfP N Ay # 0, then assume* € P N Ay and lete* € Q,, for somel < m < n — 1. We now
prove that\" contains Fig.1(a) or Fig.1(b).

We claim first thatPﬂPi(Q) = () for ¢ # m. If it is not true, without loss of generality, assumec PN Q);
and consider the following two cas€4.) ¢ < m. Sincee’ is an up-link ofe* in P1-Q1-P2-Q2-- - - -Qpn—1-Ph,
e’ is an up-link ofe* according toP. So P1-Q1-- - - -Q;[tail(Q;), €']-Ple’, €*]-Qm[e*, head(Qm)|-Prt1-- - - -
P, is ans;-t; path disjoint withP,,, which contradicts taP,, C A; ;1. (2) ¢ > m. Similarly, one can see that
s1-t1 path Pi-Qq- - - -Q [tail(Q ), e*]-Ple*, €']-Q;le’, head(Q;)]-Piy1-- - - - P, is disjoint with P, € A, 1, a
contradiction.

Now assume thatvo N P = PP np= (QmUQL,)NP ={eiez,- - ,e-} such thate; is a down-link
of e; for 1 <i < j < r. Consider the following cases:

1) If e1,e. € Qm, as shown in Fig.2(a), thesy-t2 path P[so,tail(e1)]-Qmle1, er]-Plhead(e;), ta] is

edge-disjoint withs,-t; path Pi-Q1-- - - -P,-Q!,,-Prg1- - - -Qn—1-FP,. The network contains Fig.1(a).
2) If e; € Q. ande, € @', then letk be an index such that; € Q,,, andey € Q' for all k¥’ >
k, as shown in Fig.2(b). It can be checked that the networkatostFig.1(b) with the functiory:
(s1,v1) = P1-Q1----Pp; (s2,v2) +— Plso,tail(e1)]; (ve,t1) = Pmy1-Qma1----Pu; (vs,t2) —
Plhead(e;.), ta]; (v1,v2) = Qu[tail(Qm), tail(er)]; (v1,vs) — Q1 [tail(Q),), tail(egs+1)]; (va,v3)
Qmltail(e1), head(er)]; (vs,vs) — Plhead(er),tail(er+1)]; (va,vs) — Q. [tail(egs1), head(e;,)];
(vs,v6) — Qh,[head(e,), head(Q),)]. The imaged paths are edge-disjoint because any two disjoin
sections ofP (‘and A\, ) are edge-disjoint, ané®® "Ny = PN P,

3) If e1, e, € Q!,, the discussion is similarly to that of case 1). The netwarktains Fig.1(a).

4) If ey € Q), ande, € Q.,,, the discussion is similar to that of case 2). The networkaios Fig.1(b).

In the case where there exists @nt; path disjoint withA; 2, one can prove symmetrically that the network

contains Fig.1(a) or Fig.1(c). ]
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Fig. 2: The relationship betweeR and .

(a): The case ok, e, € Qum- (b): The case ok € Qum,er € Q.

In the above discussions, we have deduced the underlyingtste of the 2-pair unicast network with
Ai1 N Az = 0. Now we deal with the2-pair networks withA; ; N Az 2 # 0. Firstly, we need a lemma.

Lemma 3.6:Let N = (V, E, {s1,t1},{s2,t2}) be a2-pair unicast network such that; ; N A2 2 # 0, and
let A; 1 = {e1,e2, - ,en}. If e € Ari N Ao (i < ), thene, € Aj i N Ay p fori < £ <.

Proof: Assumee, ¢ A, 2 and letQ be anss-t, path not containing,. Then, for anys;-t; path P, we
have ans,-t; path P’ = P[s1,tail(e;)]-Qles, e;]-Plhead(e;), t1] not containinge,. Thereforee, ¢ A1, a
contradiction. [ |

Given a2-pair unicast networl\" = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,12}), an s;-t; path P and anss-t2 path @, by
Lemmal3.2, one can have th&t D A; ; andQ 2 Az, and thusP N Q 2O A; ;1 N Ay . Moreover, when
A11 N As2 # 0, one can prove further that there exist ant; path P and anss-t2 path @ such that
PN@=A;1NA;, as the following theorem shows.

Theorem 3.7:Let N' = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,t2}) be a2-pair unicast network such that; ; N Az 2 # 0.
Then there exist ar;-t; path P and anss-t2 path@ such thatP N @ = A; 1 N Az .

Proof: We constructP and @ by using the technique of path combination (see Fig.3(ay).LBmma
3.8, one can letd; 1 = {e1,ea, -+ ,en} and A1 1 N A22 = {em,em+1, -, m+, }. Moreover, we have that
m > 2 andm + j < n — 1 by the assumptions that has a single out-edge ang has a single in-edge.
Denotetail(e,,) = s andhead(em+;) = t. We claim that there exist an -s pathP and anss-s pathQ such
that P N Q = 0.

To prove this, let?’ be an arbitrarys;-t; path. By Lemmd 312, one can take ast, path @’ such that
em_1 ¢ Q. Ifthereis are* € P'[sy, ep_1]NQ'[s2, 5], thenP’[sy, e*]-Q'[head(e*), s]-P'[s, t1] is ans, -t; path
not containinge,,—1. Soe,,—1 ¢ A1 1, resulting in a contradiction. Thus there exist @phead(e,,—1) path
P'[s1, €m_1] and anss-s pathQ’[ss, s] With P’[sy, ep_1]NQ'[s2, 5] = 0. If head(e,n—1) = s, then we are done
by letting P = P’[s1,s] andQ = Q'[s2, s|. Now suppose thakead(e,,—1) # s. By Lemmal3.2, there exists
an edge-disjoint 2-pat®® from head(e,,_1) t0 s. Let P = Q; UQ,. If Q' P® = @, then we are done
by letting P = P’[s1, em_1]-Q1 andQ = Q'[s2, s]. If Q'NP®2) £ 0, let{&), e, - ,é,} € Q'NP® such that
€; is a down-link ofe; for ¢ < j. Without loss of generality, assume tlate Q. ThenP = P’[sl, em—1]-Q2
is ans;-s path andQ = Q’[s2, ¢1]-Q1[head(€,), s] is an s,-s path satisfyP N Q = 0.

Similarly, one can find &-t, path P and at-t, pathQ with PN Q = 0.

Let e;,,€4,,- -+ ,€;, be all the links such thakead(e;,) # tail(e;, 1) for m < i < m + j. Noticing

that e;,,e;,+1 € A1, there exist an edge-disjoint 2-path, name‘l_aé?) = Qr U Q' from head(e;,) to
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tail(e;, +1) by Corollary[3.8. LetP, = (em, -+ ,ei,), Pn = (€ 41, - ,¢€;,) for k = 2.3 n, and
Pui1 = (€41, yemtj). StP=P1-Q1-Po-Qo-+ - -Qpn-Poy1 and Q=P1-Q'-P>-Q’y- - --Q',,-Pr 1. We
have PN Q = {em,emt1, s emtj} = A11 N Az
Let P = P-P-P andQ = Q-Q-Q. Then P is ans;-t; path andQ is an so-t» path such that? N Q =
A 1N As 2, which completes the proof. [ ]
Corollary 3.8: Let N = (V, E, {s1,1}, {s2,t2}) be a2-pair unicast network such that; ; N Az # 0.
ThenA contains a copy of the network as shown in Fig.3(b).

Proof: Using the notations in the proof of Theoréml3.7, a functfoan be assigned from the edges
of Fig.3(b) to the paths of Fig.3(a) such th@at, v;) — P; (s2,v1) — Q; (v1,v2) — P; (va,ty) — P; and
(v2,t2) — Q. The imaged paths are edge-disjoint becasgthe edges inP and in( are up-links of the
edges inP; (2) the edges inP are up-links of the edges i and inQ; and (3) PNnQ=PnQ=0. =

@Q Q\ J2) @ @
A S S 7\\ /elnirlf 7 o o
P \\_// AN
MOBENO @)
(0)

Fig. 3: The cased; 1 N Az 2 # 0.

~»

(a): The construction of path® and @ such thatP N Q = A:,1 N .Az,2 with P in bold line and@ in dashed line.

(b) : The underlying network for the-pair unicast network with4d; 1 N Az2 # 0.

Based on Theorein 3.7, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.9:.Let N = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,t2}) be a2-pair unicast network such that; ; N A2 # 0 and
there exist ars;-t, path P; and ans,-t; path P, with P, N (A1 1 NAs2) = 0 for i = 1,2. ThenN contains
Fig.1(d).

Proof: Let A; 1 N Ao = {e1,ea, -+ ,exr}. By Theoren{ 37, there exist an-¢; path P and anss-to
path @ such thatP N Q = {e1,eq, - ,ex}. Let P, be ans;-to path andP, be ans,-t; path such that
PNnAi1NAse =0 (i=1,2). We prove firstly the following properties a?, @, P, and P, and then
prove N contains Fig.1(d).

1) P ﬁP[el,tl] = @, PN Q[Sg,ek] =
2) Py ﬁP[sl,ek] = @, PN Q[el,tg] =
3) PiNP=0.

0
0,
We prove them one by one.
1) Suppose thaP; N Pley,t1] # 0. Let e € P, N Pley, t1]. Then Py [sy, e]-Plhead(e), t1] is an s;-t;
path not containingz; € A1, resulting in a contradiction. Thug; N Pley,t1] = 0. Similarly, if
e € P N Q[se,ex] for some edgee, then Qlss, e]-Pi[head(e), t2] IS an ss-to path without passing
throughe;, which contradicts te; € Az ».

2) It can be proved similarly.
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3) Suppose thaP; N P, # 0, and lete’ € Py N P2. Then, Py[s1, e']-P[head(e’), t1] is ans;-t; path not

containinge;, which is a contradiction te; € A ;.

By propertyl), we can assume thd N P = P, N P[sy,tail(e1)] = {é1,é2,--- ,éptand P NQ =P N
Q[head(eg),ta] = {é1, 82, -+, em}, (both in the topological order). It can be seen that{é;, éo, -+ ,é,} #
0 and{é1,6a, -+ ,Em} # 0; and (2) head(é,,) # tail(er) and head(ey) # tail(é1). In fact, (1) holds since
é1 = S(1) is the unique out-edge of; andé,, = T(2) is the unique in-edge of,. For the property
(2), if head(é,) = tail(e1), thenQ(sq, tail(e1)]-Pi[head(éy), t2] IS an sqo-to path disjoint with Az 2, while
if head(er) = tail(é1), then Pi[s1,tail(é1)]-Plhead(er),t1] is an si-t; path disjoint with.A; ;. Both are
contradictions.

Similarly, one can prove tha®NQ = PoNQ[se, tail(e1)] # 0 and P,N P = PN Plhead(eg), t1] # 0. Let
P,NQ = PaNQ[sa,tail(er)] = {é},é5,--- , ¢} and letPo N P = Py N Plhead(ex),t1] = {&}, &5, , .}
We havehead(é],) # tail(e1) and head(ex) # tail(e}).

Now we can define a functioif from the edges of Fig.1(d) to the patfsQ, P, Q1 of N (see Fig.4):
(s1,v1) — P[s1,€n]; (s2,v2) — Qs2,€,]; (v1,v3) — Plhead(é,), tail(e1)]; (v2, v3) — Qlhead(é),), tail(ey)];
(vs,v4) — Pler,er]; (v1,v5) — Pilhead(éy),tail(é1)]; (v2,vs) — Palhead(él),tail(é})]; (va,vs) —
Qlhead(ey),tail(é1)]; (v, v6) — Plhead(ey), tail(€))]; (ve, t1) — Pltail(&)),t1]; (vs, ta) — Q[tail(é1), ta].

Obviously, f results in disjoint paths. The theorem is proved. [ ]

Pylhead(é,), tail(2,)]

Pi[head(éy,), tail (é1)]

Fig. 4: The figure illustrating the proof of Theordm13.9.

In the figure, the path sections &f and Q (P; and P.) are shown in bold (dashed) lines.

We discussed the structures of 2-pair unicast networks @ith,¢;) - C(s2,t2) = 1 previously. For the
network withC(sy,t1) - C(sa,t2) > 2, its structure can be deduced directly from Theofem 3.5.

Corollary 3.10: Let N = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,t2}) be a2-pair unicast network. I (sq,t1) - C(sq,t2) > 2,
then V' contains a copy of the networks Fig.1(a), Fig.1(b), or Rig).1

Proof: Without loss of generality, we assume th@fs,,t1) > 2. By the prior assumptions; (¢;) has

the unique out-edgé (i) (in-edgeT'(i)) with capacityC(s;,t;) for i = 1,2, and except for these four edges,
all the other edges have unit capacities. Then the Max-flom-&it theorem implies that there exist an
edge-disjoint 2-pattP(®) from head(S(1)) to tail(T(1)). Let P?) = Q U Q' and take ars,-t, path P. If
P®) N P =, then\ contain Fig.1(a) by noticing that(1)-Q-7'(1) and P are edge-disjoint. Now assume
PANp= {e1, €2, -+ ,e.}. Similar to the latter part of the proof of Theoréml3.5, thare 4 cases need to
be discussed (A figure to illustrate these cases is a minoifizatibn on Fig.2 by replacin@).., Q.,,, Pm

and P,,,+1 with Q, @', S(1), andT'(1) respectively):
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1) Ifer, e, € Q,thenS(1)-Q’-T(1) is ans;-t, path which is edge-disjoint with the-t, path P[sq, tail(eq)]-
Qle1, er]-P[head(e;), t2]. The network contains Fig.1(a).

2) If e € Q ande, € @', let k be the maximum index such that € Q andeg;; € @ and letf be
defined as(s1,v1) — S(1); (s2,v2) — P[se,tail(e1)]; (vs,t1) — T(1); (vs,t2) — Plhead(e,),ta];
(v1,v2) = Q[tail(Q), tail(e1)]; (vi,v4) —= Q'[tail(Q’), tail(er+1)]; (v2,v3) — Qler, ex]; (v3,vq) —
Plhead(eg), tail(egs1)]; (va,vs5) = Q'lext1,er]; (vs,v6) — Q'[head(e,), head(Q")]. The network
contains Fig.1(b).

3) If e1, e, € @', then the network contains Fig.1(a), which is similar toechs

4) If ey € Q' ande,. € Q, then the network contains Fig.1(b), which is similar toecas

Likewise, if C'(s2,t2) > 2, similar discussions can conclude that the network costhig.1(a) or Fig.1(c).m

IV. SOLVABILITY ANALYSIS

In this section, we apply those structural results in Sectlb to analyze the capacity of 2-pair unicast
networks. Those results deduce a complete classificatidcheoR-pair unicast available networks (Theorem
[4.3), and an efficient algorithm to determine the solvapitif a 2-pair unicast problems (Algorithin 4.5). It
meanwhile provides a new proof that linear network codingpifficient for solving the 2-pair unicast problem
(Corollary[4.6). Most importantly, It is showed that theaddility of a 2-pair unicast problem is completely
decided by four subsetsy; ; for i, j = 1,2 of the underlying network (Theoren 4.8).

A. Solvability of2-pair Unicast Problem

The results of this part are based on the techniguiefofmational dominancén [8].

Definition 4.1 ([8]): Let N = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,t2}) be a 2-pair unicast network. We say an edgeset
informationally dominates an edge sBtif Xy is a function of X 4 (or equivalently,H (B|A) = 0) for all
network coding solutions, and denoted By~ B.

The informational dominance has the following properti@ls [

1) T(i) ~* S(i), fori=1,2.

2) A~s" A for ACE.

3) If A~*B,andA ~*C, thenA ~! BUC.

4) If A~ B, andB ~' C, thenA ~* C.

5) If B is downstream ofd4, then A ~* B, where B is downstreamof A if there is no path from

S ={s1,52} to Bin '\ A.

In the above,1) holds by the definition of network coding solutioR)-4) hold by the definition of
informational dominance; As t6), edge setB is called downstreamof edge setA if there is no path
from S = {s1,s2} to B in N'\ A, the deduced network formed by deleting A (see [8]), and this item
holds by observing thak. = f.(X/, () for all e € E and all the paths fron$ = {s;, s>} to B intersectA
(a detailed proof can be found in Lemma 11, p.2353 6f [8]).
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X1

Fig. 5: Network coding solutions for Fig.1.

Given an arbitrary 2-pair unicast netwolX = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,t2}). If C(s1,t1) - C(s2,t2) > 2, it
contains a copy of Fig.1(a), Fig.1(b) or Fig.1(c). Thisis available by extending the network solution of
Fig.5(a), Fig.5(b), or Fig.5(c) to the whole network. Thaf fo transmitX, over the pathf(e) of N, and
not to transmit any signal over the other edges. WhER;,t1) - C(s2,t2) = 1 and A; 1 N Az = 0, the
network contains Fig.1(a), Fig.1(b), or Fig.1(c), and tlieis available. WhenC(s1,t1) - C(s2,t2) = 1 and
A11 N Ay # 0, we have,

Theorem 4.2:Let N = (V. E, {s1,t1}, {s2, t2}) be a 2-pair unicast network such thi@ts;,¢1)-C(sz, t2) =
1 and.A; 1 N A2 # 0. ThenN is available if and only if there exist an -t path P, and ans.-t; path P,
with (Py U P2) N (A1 N Ag2) = 0.

Proof: Let A/ contain ans;-t2 path P; and anss-t; path P with (P U P2) N (A11 N Az2) = 0. By
TheorenT 3 BN contains Fig.1(d). Then a network coding solution (showrig.5(d)) can be extended to
N (by the aforementioned manner), and the sufficiency holds.

Suppose\ is available, and by Theorem 8.7, we take @nt; path P and anss-t; path @ such that
PNn@ = A 1N Az . Without loss of generality, assume that fiet, path is disjoint withA = A; 1 N Az 2,
we prove the result by deduce a contradiction.

Let A ={e1,ea, - ,e,} (with the topological order) and takg € A, we claim thatT'(2) is downstream
of {e;}. Firstly, there is no path form, to ¢3 in A"\ {e;} sincee; € Az 2. Secondly, suppose that there
exists ansi-to path P, in A\ {e;}, then P, intersectsA. Lete; € PL N A. If i < j, then Py[s1,e,]-
Plhead(e;), t1] is ansq-t1 path without passing through € 4, 1, which is a contradiction. If > j, then
Q[s2,e;]-Pi[head(e;), t2] is anss-to path without passing through € As », which is again a contradiction.
Hence, there is neithen-t» path nors;-t2 path in N\ {e;}, which implies thatl’(2) is downstream ofe;}.
Moreover, one can have th@t(1) is downstream ofe;} US(2) since alls;-t; paths intersect; and all so-t4
paths intersect(2).

Now we have already shown thét;} ~¢ T'(2), and{e;} US(2) ~' T(1). Moreover, sincel’(2) ~~* S(2),
one can havde;} ~* S(2) by property4). Thus{e;} ~* {e;} US(2) ~* T'(1) by propertie)-4). Using 3)



ON THE SOLVABILITY OF 2-PAIR UNICAST NETWORKS — A CUT-BASED GIARACTERIZATION, K. CAI, K. B. LETAIEF, P. FAN, AND R. FENG13

again, we havde;} ~% T(1) U T(2), which contradicts to that; has unit capacity. The contradiction yields
the necessity of the theorem. [ ]

The above discussions can conclude the following theorem.

Theorem 4.3:The 2-pair unicast problem is solvable if and only if the utgag network contains Fig.1(a),
Fig.1(b), Fig.1(c) or Fig.1(d).

Remark 4.4:This theorem has been independently obtained by Chih-ChangWand Ness B. Shroff
(Theorem 3 of[[19]) by using different techniques.[In|[1%je$e underlying configurations were derived based
on thepath overlap conditiongTheorem 1 of[[1B]), which says that a 2-pair unicast probleraolvable if
and only if it satisfies some path overlap conditions. Un[k8], [19], we formulate the network structures
by cut set (4-set) relations The technical differences led to different algorithms dierciding the solvability
of a 2-pair unicast problem, as follows.

Algorithm 4.5: (Checking the solvability of -pair unicast problem.)

Input: A 2-pair unicast networkV' = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2, t2}).

Output: The solvability of the2-pair unicast problem.

(1) : Find C(s1,t1) andC(sz,t2), then calculate” (s, t1) - C(s2,t2).

If C(s1,t1)-C(s2,t2) =0, N is unavailable.

If C(s1,t1) - C(s2,t2) > 1, N is available.

If C(s1,t1) - C(s2,t2) =1, goto (2).

(2) : Find A; ;1 and.A; 5, then calculated = A; 1 N Az 2.

If A;1 N Az =0, N is available.

If A1 N Az # 0, goto(3).

(3) : Check the connectivity of; to ¢; andsy to ¢1 in A7 = A\ A.

If Cpr(s1,t2) - Carr(s2,t1) =0, N is unavailable.

If Car(s1,t2) - Carr(s2,t1) # 0, N is available.

End.

In Algorithm [43, steps(1) and (2) can be finished in time)(|V||E|?) ([21]), and O(|V||E|?) ([20]),
respectively. Ste3) can be done by a conventional breadth (or depth) first sedgdrithm with time
O(|V']?). Note that the algorithm proposed in [18] and![19] (Corgllarof [18] and Corollary 1 of[[19]) are
based on the approach 6f [14] for findikgedge-disjoint paths. According to [14], one need to firstakite
the levelsof all the nodes, and then use a pebbling game for the patmfimgiocess. Comparing with this
approach, Algorithni 415 is easier to implement.

TheorenT4.B yields the following result, which was also pefedently pointed out in Corollary 2 df [18]
and Corollary 3 of[[19].

Corollary 4.6: Linear network coding is sufficient to solve the 2-pair usicproblem.

B. The2-pair Unicast Networks withC'(s;,t;) =1

In this part, we consider thg-pair unicast networks witlt'(s;, ¢;) = 1, for i, j = 1, 2.
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Lemma 4.7:Let N = (V, E, {s1,t1}, {s2,t2}) be a 2-pair unicast network withi(s;, ¢;,) = 1 fori,j = 1,2,
andA; 1NAz 2 # 0. Then there exist am -t; pathP; and ans,-t1 path P, such tha( Py UP2)N (A1 1NAg2) =
0 if and only if (A12 U A21) N (A1 N Az2) = 0.

Proof: Suppose that there exist ap+t, path P, and anse-t; path P, such that( P, UP,)N (A1, 1NAz2) =
(. Noting thatA; 2 C P, and A2 1 C P,, we have(A4; 2 U Az 1) N (A1 N Az2) = 0, which proves the
necessity.

Now we prove the sufficiency. Without loss of generality, poge all thes;-to paths intersecd = A, ; N
Az o ={e1,ea, -+ e, }=PNQ for somes;-t; path P and somes,-t2 path@Q, where the existence d? and
Q is guaranteed by Theordm B.7. Now take an arbiteary, path P;, and lete; € P, for somel < i < n.
One can prove that; € P, for all 1 < j < n. In fact, whenj < i, Pi[s1,e;]-Plhead(e;),t1] iS an si-tq
path and hence containé, which implies thate; lies in P, for any1 < j < i. Whenj > i, thenQ]sz, e;]-
P lhead(e;), t2] is an sa-to path and hence containd. Thereforee; € P, for anyi < j < n. The above
discussions show that C P;. SinceP; is chosen arbitrarily, one can have théis contained in all the;-t,
paths, which meansl C A4, », and thus4; ; N A = A # (). Similarly, when alls,-t; paths intersecid, we
have 4,1 N A = A # (. Therefore(A; 2 U A1) N (A0 NA22) = (A21UA12)NA=A#0, and the
sufficiency holds. [ ]

Now we give our main result.

Theorem 4.8:.Let N' = (V, E, {s1,t1},{s2,t2}) be a 2-pair unicast network such th@ts;,¢;) = 1 for
1,7 = 1,2. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) N is available.

(2) N contains one of the four networks depicted in Fig.1.

B) (A12UA )N (A1 NAz2) =0

Proof: The equivalency betweefi) and (2) has already been obtained by Theoifem 4.3. Also, we have
shown that\ is available if and only if4; 1 N Az2 = 0 or A; 1 N Az # () and there exist an;-t, path
Py and anss-t; path P, such that(P; U P;) N (A1,1 N Az 2) = 0, which is equivalent tod; 1 N Az 2 = 0 or
A11NAzs £ D and(A; 2 U Az 1) N (A1 N Az 2) =0 by Lemmal4l. Thugl) and(3) are equivalent.m

Note that the2-pair unicast problem just aims at supporting two unit floWtds adequate to assume the
information edgesS(i) and T'(i) to have unit capacitiesUnder such an assumptiof/ always satisfies
C(si,t;) = 1 for i, = 1,2. Thus, the solvability of &-pair unicast problem is completely determined by

the relations ofA; 1, A2 2, A 2, and. Ay ; of the underlying network.

V. CONCLUSIONS ANDDISCUSSIONS

In this paper, we proposed a subnetwork decomposition/oaatibn approach and decompose@-gair
network into four point-to-point subnetworks; ;, for i, j = 1,2. It showed that the solvability of a-pair
unicast problem is completely determined by four link si¥sd; 1, A2 2, A1 2, and. Az ; of the underlying
network. The structure of th2-pair unicast networks was developed by analyzing theiogiatof the 4-sets.

As a result, it deduced four specific simple available nekapsuch that any available 2-pair unicast network

contains one copy of them and vice versa. Our results yieddesfficient algorithm to determine the solvability
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of the 2-pair unicast problem and a new proof that nonlinear netvomrdting is unnecessary for solving the
2-pair unicast problem.

According to [22], theA-set of a point-to-point network is composed by the linkdwgiapacity rankl. It is
reasonable to conjecture that the rate region of a geneféitsource multi-sink network is merely determined
by the “ important links,” i.e., the links with small capacitanks. Moreover, it will be valuable to obtain an
equation similar to3) of Theoren{4.B for the generatpair unicast networks.

The four proposed underlying networks have the propertyahg available 2-pair unicast network contains
one copy of them. From such a sense, we call themirimum available family under network codifgy
the 2-pair unicast networks. To decide such minimum avksl&mily for 3-pair ork-pair unicast networks
in general is still open.

We focused on directed acyclic 2-pair unicast networks in gaper. For the undirected networks, it is
conjectured that network coding have no more advantages filaational routing, which is known as the
undirectedk-pair conjecture[15]. To find out theminimum available family under fractional routinfgpr

undirectedk-pair networks is also a more challenging topic.
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