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_Abstract—In the application of linear network coding to develop algorithms to generate instantly decodable nétwor
wireless broadcasting with feedback, we prove that the prolem coded packets in[[6],[[7] so that innovative packets can
of determining the existence of an innovative encoding veot is o gecoded once the packets are available at the receivers
NP-complete when the finite field size is two. When the finite fid ithout itina for th let i f the full set of
size is larger than or equal to the number of users, itis showthat ~ Without wailing for the complete reception of the full set o
we can always find an encoding vector which is both innovative Packets. Randomized broadcast coding without utilizing an
and sparse. The sparsity can be utilized in speeding up the feedback is analyzed inl[8]. The computation with large dinit
decoding process. An efficient algorithm to generate innotare  field may be costly for mobile hand-held devices. In order
e;]nd Splarse enfcodmg VethrS IS det\{eloped._ ﬁ'”g_U'at'Or;_S _shmpaltd to reduce encoding and decoding complexity, random linear
the elay periormance Or our scheme witl Inary inite fie . . . .
outperforms a number of existing schemes in terms of average network pode over the bllnary ,ﬂeld W't,hOUt fe_edmg back Wh"ﬁ‘t
and worst-case delay. the receivers have received is considered(in [9]) [10]. This

approach lowers computational complexity at the expense of
I. INTRODUCTION larger number of retransmissions.
. . _ . When the finite field size is small, an innovative encoding

L'”‘?ar network codl_ng provides an excellent ?OIQF'On Qector may not exist. In Sectignllll, we prove that the prable
the W|reles_s_ brqadcastlng p“’b'e”.‘ In terms of reliabilida ¢ determining the existence of innovative encoding veior
channel utilization [[1], [[2]. The idea is to send encodeip . mplete. A related result is also obtained(inl [11], veher
F’a.CkeFS that are Obta'nefd, by taking linear comblna.tlonsavethe broadcast channel is assumed to be noiseless, and the
f|n|te_ 1_‘|eld of all th_e_orlglnal packe_ts. The en(_:odl_ng Veao%roblem of minimizing the number of packets required to
spemflgs the coefficients f_or the linear combination and fg.is, off the file transmission with the binary finite field is
dgtermmed by the_ transmltt.er. An encoded pa_cket togetgwown to be NP-complete. In Section IV, we show that we
with a header which contains the corresponding e,nCOd,' fn always find a sparse and innovative encoding vector with
vector is broadcasted to all users. An encoded packet igsaid,, o<t &' non-zero components using a deterministic algo-
beinnovative to a useif the corresponding encoding vector isrit m called the cofactor method. In Sectioh V, the cofactor

not i_n the subspace spa_nned [.)y the ?’”C.O‘?'"?g vectors alregthod is compared with some other transmission schemes by
received by that user. It is callédnovativeif it is innovative fs(%nulation, for both small and large finite fields.

to all users who have not yet received enough packets
decoding. Obviously, if all the encoded packets generated [I. SYSTEM MODEL AND PROBLEM FORMULATION

by the transmitter for transmission afenovative the tOtf"‘I We consider a wireless single-hop system consisting of one
number of packet transmissions for all users to obtain tlﬂ%nsmitter ands receivers/users. We denafeas the source
complet_e. set of pac_kets can be m.|n.|m|zed.. L node andJ; as thei-th receiver, wheré € {1,2,..., K}. The

To utilize the radio channel efficiently, it is important t0g5ce nodes wants to broadcast a file to all receivers via
generate innovative packets. Ir [3], it is shown that if ttee'S 3 \\jreless channel, which is modeled as a broadcast erasure
of the finite field is equal to the number of users, an innoeati\.,4qnel. The input to the broadcast erasure channeldgs a
packet can always be found. _In [4]_, the authors _consideraﬂ, alphabet. We will also call g-ary alphabet a packet.
system with perfect feedback, in which the transmitter ksI0Ve ¢ receiver successfully receives the transmitted pagite
the status of all users and tries to find an innovative pac‘i?rbbability 1 — P., independent of each other, whefe

g - . . . € L

by a probabilistic algorithm. This approach is shown {0 bgenqtes the erasure probability. An erased packet is umreco
rate-optimalif the underlying finite field is sufficiently large. or5ple and discarded, while a successfully received pasket

The average number of transmissions is analyzedlin [S]. B¥symed to be error-free. We assume that there is a feedback
exploiting the feedback information from users, some athG:pannel from each receiver to the source. Upon receiving a

. . ; packet successfully, a receiver sends an acknowledgement t
This work was partially supported by a grant from the Uniitgr&rants h de. Wi h he feedback ch 'h
Committee of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Regiohjra (Project the source node. We assume that the feedback channel has no
No. AoE/E-02/08). delay and no error. The source node keeps track of the status
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of each receiver. The transmitted packet is a function of theth literal in the i-th clause is—xy, then let thek-th and
source file and the acknowledgements from feeceivers. the (n + 1)-st component in the-th row of B; be 1, and

In this paper, we focus on transmission schemes with lingdie remaining components be all zero. I@f be the matrix
network coding. The alphabet sizgeis a power of prime whose rows form a basis of the orthogonal complement of the
and the alphabet set is identified with the finite fi€ld'(¢). row space oB,. We will use the fact that a vectaris in the
The file is packetized intdV packets. The transmitted packetow space ofC; if and only if B;v’ = 0.
is a linear combination of théV packets, with coefficients Consider an example with = 4 Boolean variables. From
drawn fromGF'(q). An encoding vector is aiV-vector whose the clause-z; V —zy V 23, we get
components are th& coefficients used in the generation of a

: 100 01 000 10
transmitted packet. Each user returns an acknowledgementt B, = (0 1 0 0 1|, C, = L 10 0 1} .
the source node if a packet is received successfully, ugtil h 001 00

has already received/ packets whose encoding vectors arg can be verified that each row B; is orthogonal to the rows

linearly independent ove/F'(q). In order to minimize the j, C;, i.e., the row space dF; is the orthogonal complement

delay of each user, it is crucial to generate encoding VBCt®§ the row space 0B, .

which are innovative to all users. _ _ For the extra user, uset + 1, let B,,,+1 be thel x (n+1)
Our objectives are (i) to determine whether an innovatiygatrix [0,,1], where0,, stands for thel x n all-zero vector.

encoding vector exists, and (ii) to devise an effective algm e problem reduction can be done in polynomial time.
for generating innovative and sparse encoding vectors. Let x = [z1 22 ...z,] be a Boolean row vector and =

[x 1]. Obviously, any solutiorx to a 3SAT problem would
ENCODING VECTOR WHENg — 2 cause the produdd;x” a non-zero vector fof = 1,2,...,m
i ) ) . and[0,1]xT # 0. Thereforex is not in the row space of;

If the field size ¢ is larger than or equal td, it is o )| ;. Hencex is also a solution to the derived IBV
known that an innovative encoding can always be found [eﬂroblem.
Indeed, the number of non-zero encoding vectors which arécqnyersely, any solution to the derived®v problem also
notinnovative to uset is equal tog™, wherer; is the rank of yie|4s a solution to the original SAT problem as well. Let
the subspace spanned by the encoding vectors alreadyedce}y _ e1 2 Cn cni1] € GF(2)"+! be a solution to the
by useri andr; < N , and hence by the union bound, thaived 21EV problem. Note that we must havg_; = 1
number of non-zero vectors which are not innovative is gbcause 0B,..1. Leti be an integer between 1 and Since
most(¢™ —1) + (¢ = 1) +...+ (¢"* —1). Whenq > K, ¢ is not in the row space of;, the producB;c” is a non-
the number of non]-Vzero and non-innovative encoding vectoLr, yector, for otherwise would belong to the orthogonal
is strictly less tharg™ — 1, and hence we can always find arbomplement of3,. Hence, if we assign TRUE tey if ¢ — 1

IIl. NP-COMPLETENESS INFINDING AN INNOVATIVE

innovative packet. _ ~and FALSE tozy, if ¢ =0, for k =1,2,...,n, then thei-th
When the underlying finite field is small, an innovativgayse will have a TRUE value. Since this is true foriathe

encoding vector may not exist. _ _ whole Boolean expression also has a TRUE value.
Problem ¢-IEV: A problem instance consists & matrices  The problem 2£V is clearly in NP, since it is efficiently

C; over GF(q), i = 1,2,..., K, and each matrix had \grifiable. Hence it is NP-complete. n

columns. Determine whether there is ardimensional vector

over GF(¢) which is not in the row space daf;, for all i. IV. GENERATION OF SPARSEENCODING VECTORS

After receiving N packets whose encoding vectors are
linearly independent ove¥ F'(¢), a user can recover the source
Proof: The idea is to reduce the SAT problem, well- data by solving a system df linear equations. The standard
known to be NP-completé [12], to thelBV problem. Recall Gaussian elimination requiré3(N?) operations ove& F(q).
that the 3SAT problem is a Boolean satisfiability problemOne way to reduce the decoding complexity is to choose
whose instance is a Boolean expression written in conjuactiencoding vectors which are sparse. A vector is callesparse
normal form with three variables per clause®¥F), and the if there are no more thaw non-zero components.

guestion is to decide if there is some assignment of TRUE a'rllﬂeorem 5 f o> K. we can find an innovative encodin
FALSE to the variables such that the given Boolean exprassio g = 9

has a TRUE value. vector which isK-sparse.

Let £ be a given Boolean expression with variables Proof: Suppose that usek, for k = 1,2,..., K, has
x1,...,%,, andm clauses in 3-CNF. We want to reduce theeceivedr; packets whose encoding vectors are linearly in-
3-SAT problem to the 2EV problem withN = n+1 packets dependent. Le€C, be ther, x N matrix obtained by putting
and K = m + 1 users. together the;, encoding vectors. We want to findfa-sparse

To thei-th clause { = 1,2,...,m), we first construct a innovative encoding vectat = [z1 22 ... zn].

3 x N matrix B;. If the j-th literal (j = 1,2, 3) in the i-th SinceCy, is full-rank, we can find-;, columns ofC;, which
clause isxy, then let thek-th component in the-th row of are linearly independent. Lef;, be a set of indices ofy
B; be 1, and the other elements be all zero. Otherwise, if theear independent columns i@;. For eachk, we arbitrarily

Theorem 1. 2-IEV is NP-complete.



pick a column whose index is not ifi,. We call this the Suppose thaf; = {1,2}, Z} = 75 = {1, 2,3}. We have
extra columnand letZ; be the union ofZ; and the index of 1 0 1 1 o0 o

i i i /i ~ 0 1 ~ ~
this extra column. The cardinality df; is r. + 1. For each g _ [ m] £ [0 1 1] ;- lo 9 01_

k=1,2,...,K, we construct ar{r, + 1) x (ry + 1) matrix 1 r1 T2 X3 Tl T2 X3
Hj,, by first appending the vector = [z; x5 ... zy] to the . )
bottom of matrixCy,, and then deleting all columns of the!™ Hi the cofactors ofr; andz, are—1 and O respectively.
resulting matrix except the columns with indiceszif. Hence,i, = 1. In Hy, all cofactors ofz;, x; and z; are

.__non-zero. We thus havg = 3. In Hjs, the cofactor ofzs is
For eachk, we compute the, + 1 cofactors of the entries . . .
: A . . nonzero, and s&; = 3. The index setJ is equal to{1, 3}. The
in the last row ofHj. Let z;, be the variable with largest .
. . - : two index sets of users at¢, = {1} andXC; = {2, 3}. By the
index in the last row ofH; whose cofactor is non-zero. The - .
Lo _ . . “cofactor method, we first assign 0 9. Then we go through
column indicesi, ...,ix SO obtained may not be distinct. . L . .
A . ’ 7 - the variable indices i/ in ascending order. Far;, we can
Let 7 = {j1,J2,-.-,Js} be the set of distinct indices such___. .
e : . , , assign any nonzero value 1q. For example, we pick; = 1.
that 7 = {i1,i2,...,ix} andj; < j2 < ... < js. Also, for . ) -
Oncezx; andx, are fixed, we compute the determinantdbf
t=1,2,...,s we let; be the set of users such that K, - . . .
) o ) . andHs3, which are—1 + z3 and2x3 respectively. Finally, we
if and only if i, = j;. We remark that7 contains at mosk .
L T . want to assign a value tes; such that—1+ z3 # 0 and
distinct indices, i.e.s < K. L . .
) _ ) _ 2xz3 # 0. The only choice in this example i83 = 2. The
We obtain ak -sparse innovative encoding vector as f0”0W5resulting encoding vector i 0 2]

First, we set all variables;, for: ¢ .‘7’ to zero. Then we as§|gn In the cofactor method, the main complexity is related to the
values taz;, , z;,, - . ., ;, sequentially, so that the determinant

P - computation ofr + 1 cofactors in a 1 1) matrix.

of Hy is nonzero for alk. Fork € K1, the last row ofH;, has bt * . r+1) x (T.Jr ) :
. . . straightforward calculation of anx r determinant requires

only one variable, namely;, , whose value is not yet aSS|gnedA‘ 3N ! . : .
the rest are all set to zero). The cofactoraf in LI, is non O(r?) arithmetic operations. The calculation of all cofactors in
( It dthe d t). inant B I%h | ’; a matrix would requiré)(r*) operations per each user in each
zeroéh t\'\;ﬁ egp?n the te ernl;man " ];bm € ar? rol\)/v, we step. We can use a more efficient algorithm, calledBaeeiss
see that the determinant can be Wrtlerbas:;, , Wnereo,, 1S algorithm The number of arithmetic operations ov@#'(q)
the cofactor ofz;, in H,. We have a non-zero valueaf;, is

: required in the computation of cofactors per user can be
non-zero, for allk € KC;. We can assign any non-zero elemer]'teduced taD(IN?). Summing over allK users, the complexity
of GF(q) to z;,, and makeH,, non-zero for allk € K;. ’

for computing all cofactors i€)(K N?). The complexity of
Inductively, suppose that the values ©f,,...z;,_, have the rest of the cofactor method is 6f(K2N). The overall
been assigned. Consider the determinantbipffor £ € ;. complexity of the cofactor method i©®(K N3 + K2N).
The only variable in the last row dff; which has not been If Jaggi-Sanders algorithm i [13] is applied to solve the
assigned a value yet is;,. If we expand the determinant onencoding problem, the complexity i9(K N2?(K + N)). It
the last row, we obtain a linear polynomial in the form ofneans that the cofactor method is no worse than the algorithm
ai, +bi,xj,, Wherea;, is a constant and;, is the cofactor of in [13] in terms of the encoding complexity. But certainly
xj, in Hy. There are at mosk such degree-one polynomialsthe encoding vector produced by Jaggi-Sanders algorithm is
and thus we can assign a valuertp such that all determinantsnot sparse. Details on the Bareiss algorithm is given in the
of Hj, are non-zero. Here we have used the assumption thabendix.
g > K. Note that the assignment af, does not affect the The cofactor method assumes that K. If ¢ < K, the
determinants of previous users with indicesipnu/,U---U  cofactor method may fail to find an assignment of thés
Ki-1, becausej; either does not appear i; U--- U K;—1 such that all determinants are non-zero. In that case, we set
or the corresponding cofactor H, is equal to zero fo¥ € thosez;’s to zero and the encoding vectors so generated may
KiU---UK;_. not be innovative. But anyway, the returned encoding vector
After the end of the process, we have chosen the valugds-sparse. Hence we can still apply the cofactor method for
for 21,xs,..., 2y such that|Hy| is non-zero for allk = the casey = 2 to obtain K-sparse encoding vectors, which
1,2,...,K. This encoding vector is innovative to all user@re innovative to only a fraction of th&" users.
and contains at most’ non-zero components. ] In [14], the problem of generating the sparest innovative is

We call the the method described in the proof of ThemC?nSiderEd’ and is shown to be NP-hard when X.
the cofactor method Using the cofactor method, we can V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

produce innovative and{-sparse encoding vectors. For the

decoding, the number of non-zero coefficients in the Iinearwei tgvaluate t(;]_e.dcoiar\]ctcir method_ via f'mtwat'og]s' In _trhhe
system is no more thaft . simulations, we divide the transmission into two phase®

. source node first transmits all packets one by one uncoded.
Example 1Wheng =3, K’ =3 and N = 3, consider The K users acknowledge the packets they have successfully
received. The source node sets pmatricesCy, for k =
1 0 1} C, - [1 0 o} 1,2..., K. The rows ofC; are the encoding vectors received
1 )

Ci=[0 1 0], C= {0 1 0 2 0 by userk. Since the packets are uncoded in the first phase,
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each row ofC;, contains exactly one nonzero componentielay performance of the cofactor method with a small finite
We initialize Z; to be the set of non-zero columns @y,. In field size ¢ = 2) is comparable to that of RLNC with a large
the second phase, we transmit the packets using the encodinite field size § = 101). Next, we consider the average delay
vectors generated by the cofactor method. performance. According to information theory, the best ae c
Each simulation points involved 1000 random realizatiordo is to haveV/(1 — P.) = 45.7 transmissions on average. In
and we assume tha/ = 32 and P. = 0.3. The worst-case Figure[2, we observe that both the cofactor method and RLNC
delay is defined as the average of total number of transmissiavith large enough finite field size; (= 101) can achieve the
for S to ensure that all users receive an intact file over 100ifnit. From the figure, we also see that although all concgrne
random realizations. The average delay means the averagghods may not be optimal whegn= 2, the cofactor method
number of transmissions fo§ so that an intact file can bealways results in a smaller average delay.
received by a user. For the decoding complexity, we countThe decoding algorithms in most of the previous work
the number of additions and multiplications in decoding. lare basically Gauss-Jordan elimination except the irlgtant
our simulations, an addition operation involving two nara decodable schemes [n [6]][7]. We implement the Gauss-dorda
operands is counted. A multiplication operation is counteglimination for sparse matrix in our simulation. Note tha t
when none of the two operands is 1 or 0. K-sparse property of the cofactor method implies an upper
Figure[1 shows the worst-case delay performance of doound on the number of non-zero entries in an encoding
system with the cofactor method, the random linear netwoviector. In practice, the average number of non-zero entries
code (RLNC) scheme in which the components are selectsdsignificantly less than botk” and N even forK > N. As
according to a uniform distribution, the sorted opporttiais a result, significant decoding complexity reduction is extpd
method (SOM) in[[6] and the maximum weight vertex seardlor a system with the cofactor method. Figulgds 3 and 4
(MWVS) algorithm in [7] for encoding vector generationsshow the average total number of operations for all users
where both SOM and MWVS generate instantly decodable the system whe = 2 and ¢ = 101, respectively. The
packets. It is found that, far = 2, the cofactor method always cofactor method indeed yields significant reduction in kbth
performs better than RLNC, SOM and MWVS in terms of thaverage total number of addition and multiplication operst
worst-case delay. In addition, we also find that the worsecawhen compared with RLNC. From Figuré 3, we observe that,



with both SOM and MWVS which are instantly decodable, a
receiver enjoys a low decoding complexity at the expense of
larger delay. As a result, the cofactor method which always

generates sparse encoding vectors is a promising choice in

terms of delay performance and decoding complexity.

Ci1  Ci2 Cir Cin
- Cr,1 Cr,2 Cr,r Cr,n
X1 x2 Tr Tn

The entries marked byx" are not known yet and will be

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We devise a cofactor method to generAtesparse encoding
vector. Wheng > K, it is guaranteed that the resultinga
encoding vector is innovative, and hence the broadcastmsyst
is delay-optimal. The sparsity can be exploited in devisin
faster decoding algorithm. Simulation result shows that t
cofactor method outperforms RLNC, SOM and MWVS i
terms of both the worst-case delay and average delay. On
the other hand, when = 2, the problem of determining the
existence of an innovative encoding vector is NP-complete

e

APPENDIX

revealed later. We can apply the Bareiss algorithm to the
submatrix obtained by removing the
—r columns. When the value of tHe+ 1)-st row is known,

entries and the right

can run the Bareiss algorithm again on the submatrix

ptained by removing rows+2 to n — 1 and then —r — 1
lumns on the right. We can see that teentries in the first

{4 rows and the first columns are the same as before and we
0 not need to re-calculate them. Only the calculation of the
r+1 new entries are required. For each user, the source node
essentially runs the Bareiss algorithm on/étx N matrix, and
the complexity per user i©(N?3). Summing over all users,
the complexity involving the computation of the cofactoss i

O(KN3).

The Bareiss algorithm is a fraction-free algorithm for com-
puting determinant[[15]. To illustrate the idea, we appl
Bareiss algorithm to am x n matrix M whose elements
are integers and the last row consists of indeterminates
Zo,...,xT,. At the end of the algorithm, the entry in the lower- [1]
right corner of M is a linear polynomial inzy, xs,...,z,, 2l
and the coefficient of; is the corresponding cofactor of in
the originalM. We remark that this is an in-place algorithm,[3]
and the complexity is in the order of.

(4]

Algorithm 1 Bareiss algorithm

Input: An n x n matrix M. Assume that all principle minors [5]

of M are nonzero.

Notation: Let m;; denote thg4, j)-entry of M, andmg £,
fork=1,...,n—1do

Computem,; «— “EEd Tk k)

end for

Output: Return the(n, n)-entry of M.

6]
Jfori,j=k+1,...,n.

Mk—1,k—1

(7]

(8]

1 2 3
Example 2ConsiderM = |4 5 6|, as an example. [9]
r1 T2 T3
After the first pass of the for-loopk(= 1), the partial result (10]
is
1 2 3
M= |4 -3 —6
1 T2 —2x1 X3 — 371 [11]

After the end of the algorithm, we have
1 2 3 [12]
M= |4 -3 —6 .
r1 X2 —2x1 —371+ 622 — 323 [13]

The coefficients ofr;, o and z3 of the
3

polynomial in the
1 3 dl 2
4 6 3%y 5| D4l

(3,3)-entry are the cofactorg

respectively.
Furthermore, the algorithm can be run incrementally. Sups]
pose that only the first rows in a matrixC is available,
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