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On the Capacity Region of Two-User Linear
Deterministic Interference Channel and Its
Application to Multi-Session Network Coding

Xiaoli Xu, Yong Zeng, Yong Liang Guan and Tracey, Ho

Abstract—In this paper, we study the capacity of the two-user
multiple-input multiple-output (MIMOQO) linear deterministic in-
terference channel (IC), with possible correlations within/between
the channel matrices. The capacity region is characterized in
terms of the rank of the channel matrices. It is shown that linear
precoding with Han-Kobayashi type of rate-splitting, i.e., splitting
the information-bearing symbols of each user into common and
private parts, is sufficient to achieve all the rate pairs in the
derived capacity region. The capacity result is applied to obtain
an achievable rate region for the double-unicast networks with
random network coding at the intermediate nodes, which can be
modeled by the two-user MIMO linear deterministic IC studied.
It is shown that the newly proposed achievable region is strictly
larger than the existing regions in the literature.

I. INTRODUCTION

The two-user interference channel (IC) models the com-
munication between two source-receiver pairs via a common
channel. As there is no cooperation between any of the
sources and receivers, the transmission from one source to
its corresponding receiver is viewed as interference by the
other source-receiver pair. The capacity for the general two-
user IC is a long-term fundamental open problem since first
studied by Shannon in [1]. The best achievable rate region
to date is established by Han and Kobayashi [2], where a
common-private rate splitting technique is employed to enable
the receiver to partially decode and subtract the interference.
It was later pointed out in [3] that the Han-Kobayashi region
matches the capacity region for a class of deterministic ICs.
Recent breakthroughs in studying the capacity of two-user IC
shows that a simple linear deterministic model captures the
key properties of the Gaussian channel [4] and it leads to
capacity characterization within a constant number of bits [J5].
Moreover, the linear deterministic channel model is closely
related with the degrees-of-freedom (DoF) characterization of
the two-user Gaussian IC as both of them focus on the high
signal-to-noise ratio regime where noise is de-emphasized in
order to get a better understanding of the interference [6].
In fact, as pointed out in [5]], the capacity region of the
deterministic channel is, when properly scaled, equal to the
generalized DoF region.
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The DoF characterization of the two-user MIMO Gaussian
IC is given in [[7] with the assumption that the channels
are nondegenerated, i.e. all channel matrices are full rank
and independent of each other. Moreover, it is shown that
zero forcing (ZF), which is normally a suboptimal strategy, is
sufficient to achieve all DoF. Unfortunately, the result obtained
in [7] is no longer applicable if the channel matrices are
correlated and/or rank deficient. In this paper, we generalize
the results in [7] by removing the assumptions on the channel
matrices. Specifically, we study the capacity of the two-user
MIMO deterministic IC, i.e., the IC studied in [[7] but with
the additive noise term set to zero. In contrast to [[7]] where
all channels are assumed to be of full rank and independent,
we consider the more general case that the channel matrices
may be rank deficient and/or correlated with each other. This
channel model is of theoretical interest by itself and also
renders its application in obtaining an achievable rate region
for the double-unicast networks as discussed later. The exact
capacity region (or equivalently the DoF region if the noise
term is non-zero) is characterized in terms of the rank of the
channel matrices. The capacity achieving scheme is given by
linear precoding together with Han-Kobayashi type of rate-
splitting, i.e., the data symbols are split into a common part,
which is decodable at both receivers, and a private part, which
is decodable at the intended receiver only. Furthermore, the
precoder consists of a random spreading matrix, which maps
the data symbols into a subspace of higher dimension, and a
ZF precoding matrix, which effectively pre-cancel the private
symbols. Note that the capacity achieving scheme is quite
simple and efficient due to its linear precoding and decoding
processes.

As an application for the capacity results derived for the
two-user deterministic IC, we obtain a strictly enlarged achiev-
able rate region as compared to existing schemes for the
double-unicast networks. Both the two-user ICs and double-
unicast networks share the similarity that each source is
intended to send an independent message to its corresponding
destination and it causes interference to the other source-
destination pair. However, different from wireless ICs where
the channels are determined by nature (e.g., channel gain,
fading and so on), in double-unicast networks, the signals
from the source pass through a set of intermediate nodes
before arriving at the destination. As a result, the processing
strategies used by the intermediate nodes directly affect the
achievable rates of the network. It was recently shown that
by employing network coding at the intermediate nodes, the



throughput can be significantly improved as compared to
traditional techniques such as routing [8|]. For single-session
networks, it has been shown that random network coding is
capacity achieving [9]. However, for double-unicast networks,
the optimal network coding strategy remains unknown. In this
paper, with all the intermediate nodes performing random lin-
ear network coding, we show that the input-output relationship
of the double-unicast networks can be modeled by the two-
user linear deterministic IC. As such, the capacity results we
derived can be directly applied to obtain an achievable region.

There are some existing works on the achievable rate
region characterizations for the double-unicast networks [§8]],
[10], [11f]. In [10O], the problem was formulated as a linear
programming problem by packing butterfly structures in the
network. However, this approach is limited since only XOR
operation is allowed in the butterfly structure. In [8]], an
achievable region was obtained by using the so-called “rate-
exchange” method, where starting from the single-user rate
for one of the users, a non-zero rate for the other user is
achieved by directly sacrificing the single-user rate via some
interference nulling schemes. In [11]], another rate region was
obtained by using some precoding techniques. As stated in
[11]], the region obtained in [8|] does not contain that given in
[11]], and vice versa. In this paper, we will show analytically
that our proposed region by utilizing the linear deterministic
IC model contains both that in [8]] and [11]].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section
introduces the system model. The main results are presented
in Section which characterizes the capacity region of the
two-user linear deterministic IC. In Section the obtained
capacity results are utilized to derive an achievable region for
the double-unicast networks and the comparison with existing
works is given. Finally, this paper is concluded in Section

Notations: Throughout this paper, R™”*™ denotes the space
of n.xm real matrices and Fy*™ represents the space of nxm
matrices in a finite field of order g. Vectors are represented
by boldface lower-case letters, e.g. v. Matrices are denoted by
italicized capital letters, e.g. A. AT denotes the transpose of A.
0, xm represents a zero matrix of size nxm and the subscripts
are omitted when there is no ambiguity from the context. The
range (or column space) and null space of a matrix A are
denoted by R(A) and N (A), respectively.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

Consider the two-user linear deterministic IC as shown in
Fig with sources denoted by s1, s and destinations by 1, to,
respectively. The input-output relationships are given b

y1 = Huixy + Hioxo 0
y2 = Ho1x1 + HaoXo
where x; € R™, x9 € R™2 represent the independent input
vectors by s; and sg, respectively; H;; € R™*™i i 5 €
{1, 2} denotes the channel matrix from s; to ¢;; and y; € R™
is the channel output at the i*" receiver who is interested in
recovering x; only.

I'The result can be extended to complex-valued channels as well

Fig. 1. Two-user MIMO linear deterministic IC

We are interested in determining the number of independent
symbols that can be simultaneously and reliably transmitted
from s to t1 and so to t9, denoted as Ry and Ro, respectively.
The point-to-point capacity of the channel from s; to t; is
determined by the rank of the channel matrix, i.e., R; =
rank(H;;), ¢ € {1,2}. Note that when all the channel matrices
are randomly generated (thus full rank) and independent of
each other, the region of Ry, R, is equivalent to the DoF
region of the two-user Gaussian IC and is characterized by
[[7]):

Ry < min{my,n1}
Ry < min{mg, na}
Ry 4+ Ry < min{m; + ma,nq + na,

max(mi,ny), max(me,ny)}

2

However, for general Hy1, Hi2, Ho; and Hy, that may be
correlated and/or rank deficient, the region given by (@) is no
longer applicable. Therefore, a more general result than (2) is
necessary.

Before presenting the main results, the following assump-
tions are made without loss of generality:

rank[Hu H12] =nN1 (3)
rank[Hgl HQQ] = N2 (4)
Hy |
rank {sz =m (5
H12 _
rank {sz} = ms (6)

The above assumptions can be validated by showing that the
capacity region will be unaffected by removing the dependent
received or transmitted symbols. For example, if the matrix
[Hi1 His] does not have full row rank, certain symbols
received by ¢, are linear combinations of the rest and therefore
they can be discarded without losing any information.



III. MAIN RESULTS

Theorem 1: For the two-user MIMO linear deterministic IC
given in (T)), the capacity region is characterized by

Ry <rank(Hq;) (N
R2 grank(Hzg) (8)
Rl —+ RQ <ni +mqg — rank(ng) (9)
Rl —+ RQ S?’LQ +mq — rank(Hgl) (10)
H11 H12 H21 H22
<
B+ Ry <rank {Hm On, ij + rank {Onl xm1 H12}
— rank(Hay) — rank(H2) (11)
R, + Ry <ny +my +rank| 120 22
On1 Xmiq H12
— rank(Hoy ) — rank(Ho) (12)
Ry + 2Ry <ny + mgy +rank {Hu thz }
H21 Ongxmz
— rank(Hsy;) — rank(H2) (13)

Before proceeding to the proof, we give an alternative
presentation of the region specified in (7)-(I3). Firstly, de-
note rank(H;;) by 7, ¢, € {1,2} and let the singular
value decomposition (SVD) of Hio, Hs; be expressed as
ng = UlAl‘/iT and H21 = UQAQ‘/QT, where U17‘/1,U2
and Vé are ni1 X ni, Mo X Mo, N2 X N9 and mi1 X My
orthogonal matrices, respectively; Aj, Ao are n; x mo and
ng X my diagonal matrices with singular values of Hio, Hoy
on the main diagonal. Furthermore, A;, U; and V; can be
decomposed as follows:

D12
0("1*T12)><7“12 0(?11*1”12)><(m2*7“12)

Do € R™2X7™12 ig a diagonal matrix with the non-zero

singular values of Hj5 on its main diagonal.

e Uy = [Unn Uy, where Uy; € R™*™2 whose
columns form an orthonormal basis for the subspace
spanned by columns of His, ie. R(U11) = R(Hi2);
Ujp € Rm*(m=72) gpang the null space of Hi, i.e
R(Uro) = N (Hi).

e Vi = [Vi1 Vig], where Vi1 € R™2*™2 whose
columns form an orthonormal basis for the subspace
spanned by rows of Hi, ie. R(Vi1) = R(HL);
Vigp € Rm2x(m2—r12) spans the null space of H,, i.e.
R(Vig) = N(Haz).

Ao, Us  and V5

as  As = Do

0(“2*7“21)><7’21

Uy = [Ua1 Usl, Va=[Va1 Vaol.

07”12 X (ma—r12)

o Ay where

Similarly, can be decomposed
07“21 X (m1—r21)

O("zfrgl)x(mlfrm)

Lemma 1: rank [gi OH:Z } = rank(U{yH11Va0) +
no2 XMma
721 + T12
. . ur 0
Proof: Since Uy, Us, Vi, V5 are non-singular, 0 UT
2

Va
0 W
the matrix rank is unchanged with a left or right multiplication

and are non-singular as well. By using the fact that

by a non-singular matrix, we have

Hy1 Hip
H21 Ongxmg

— rank Ul 0][Hn Hi|[Va 0
o UF||Hn o]0 W

rank [

— rank (U H Ve Ay

L Ao 0

_U1;1H11V21 U1;1H11V20 Dis 0O
_ UigH11Va1 UjgH11Voo 0 0
= rank Dy, 0 0 0

0 0 0 0
“ 0 0 Dis
= rank 0 U%Hll‘éo 0

Dy, 0 0

= rank(U{yH11Va0) + 791 + 712

where (a) follows by elementary row and elementary column
operations with the fact that D15 and Ds; are non-singular. B
Following similar arguments as in Lemma |I| we have

Ha Ha = rank(Ug;)Hgngo) +

Lemma 2: rank
Hy

OTLl Xm1
T21 + T12

With the above results, (7)-(I3) can be equivalently ex-
pressed as

Ry <ry s

Ry <ra )

Ry + Ry <np +mg — 712 (16)

Ry + Ry <nz +m1 — 7121 an
Ry + Ry <rank(U{yHu1Vag) + rank(Usy H22Vio)

+ 721 + 712 (18)

2R1 + Ry <nj +my + rank(UL Hoy Vi) (19)

Ry + 2Ry <ngy + my + rank(U Hy1 Vag) (20)

A. Achievability

This subsection gives the achievability proof of the capacity
region given in Theorem (I} Given a rate pair (R;, Ry) that
satisfies the inequalities in (T4)-(20), we show that it is
achievable by using linear precoding together with a specific
type of Han-Kobayahsi rate-splitting.

Firstly, with the SVD expressions for Hi, and Hs; given
previously, and by absorbing the orthogonal matrices V;! into
the input vector x; and multiplying the output vector y; with
UL, i,j € {1,2},i # j, the channel model given in (T) can
be equivalently written as

! ! ! !
y1 = Hijx) + Aixg
! ! ! !
Yo = Hayoxy + Aox)

2
(22)

where v = Ul'y1, y5 = Ul y2, X1 = Vif'x1, x5 = V{'xo,
H}, = Ul H11V, and Hb, = U] Hy,V;. The advantage of
this equivalent channel model is that it results in diagonal
interfering channel matrices, which is easier to deal with.
Similar transformations have been used in [[7]. To find the input
signal vectors x; and Xs, it is sufficient to determine x} and



x4, since they are related by the nonsingular transformations
given by x; = Vox] and x5 = Vi x},.

Denote by d; and ds the information-bearing symbols to
be sent by s; and sy, respectively, where d; € Rt and
d; € RF2. Motivated by the rate-splitting technique used
in the celebrated Han-Kobayashi schemes, we divide the R;
symbols in d; into two parts: the common information d;. €
RP1e, which is decodable at both #; and t,, and the private
information d;,, € R®™1», which is decodable at ¢; only. Then
we have d; = [gic] and Ry = Ry.+ Ryp. To map d; to the
mq-dimensional ingut vector x}, random spreading is applied.
Specifically, let By, € Rr=xFie g ¢ ROmi—ra)xFyp
be randomly and independently generated matrices, then the
transmitted signal vector in the channel model 1) is given
Elcdlc
Eipdp,
precoding the information-bearing symbols d; with a block-
diagonal matrix with Fq. and E',, on the block diagonals. The
effect is that the common and private symbols d;. and d,, are
constrained to the first 77 and last m; — r2; components of
X}, respectively. With such a rate-splitting and precoding, later
we will show that the private symbols d;,, will not affect the
received signal vector y} at to, i.e., the inter-user interference
caused by the private symbols is zero-forced; and the common
symbols d;. can be decoded at both ¢; and ¢, if the constraints
given in (I4)-(20) are satisfied.

Similar transmission scheme can be applied at so, i.e.,
the information-bearing symbols dy € Rf2 are split into

EchQC:Ip

by x| = { } Note that x| is obtained by effectively

dy. € RF2 and dg, € Rf2r, and x), = , where

Egpdgp
E,, € Rr2XFae gpd Esyy, € R(m2—r12)x Rap gre randomly and
independently generated matrices.

The channel H{; in can be expressed as

UT
H{, =U{ Hi, V3 = [UlTl] Hi1[Var Vg
i0
_ UL H11Va1 UL Hi1Vag
UlyH11 Va1 UlyHi1Vao

Therefore, the output at t; given in (21) can be written as

v = (UL H11 Va1 Uiy H11 Vool [Eredic
VU Hu Vs UlgH11Vag | | Erpdiy

+ |: D12 0’[‘12)((771277‘12) :| |:E2cd2c:|
O(TL1—T12)><T12 O(nl—T12)><(m2—T12) EQPdQP
(UL Hi1Var Uiy Hiq Vg

(23)

Eidi.
D12] 1cd1

Fq,d
UlyH11Va1 UlyH11Vag 0 PP
- E2cd2c

(23) clearly shows that the private symbol vector ds,, trans-
mitted by sy does not affect y; due to the block-diagonal
precoding discussed previously. Although ¢; is interested in
recovering d;. and d;, only, shows that decoding the
common symbols ds. is also necessary since the decoding
process is equivalent to solving a system of linear equations
with unknowns di., di, and da..

Similar arguments hold for ¢5 as well, where we have

¥ = U3y HpoViy - Ugy HaaVig| [ Eacdae
27 UggHaaVin  UjgHaaVig| | Bapday
+ |: D21 OT‘QlX(ml—T‘zl) :| |:Elcdlc:|
0(n2—7'21)><'r'21 0(7L2—1"2])><(77L1—T‘21) Elpdlp
Bauda,
_ [UsiHooVin Uz HaoVip Doa Ej dz 24)
UsoH2aVin  UggHaoVip 0 Py

Elcdlc

To find a sufficient condition such that the system of linear
equations given by (23) and (24) are uniquely solvable, the
following results are shown to be useful:

Lemma 3: [12] Given the relationship y = Ax, where A €
RP*! x € R! and y € RP, then x can be uniquely determined
from y if A is of full column rank, i.e., rank(A) = [.

To simplify the presentation, let

Ei. O 0
M1: UljiHllvﬂ U£H11V2O D12 01 El 0
U%Hllvél U%HllVQ[) 0 0 Op E2

(25)

Hence, can be written as y; = M [d], df, dj.] g
According to Lemma the receiver ¢1 can successfully decode
di., dip and dy, if M, is of full column rank. Next, we find a
sufficient condition over the data rates R., 21, and Ry, such
that M, has full column rank.

Lemma 4: Given A; € RP*h A, € RPX2 apnd A5 €
RP*!s_andlet By € Rl >k By € Ri2%F2 and F5 € RI3*ks pe
randomly and independently generated, then the full column
rank condition rank([A1F1  AsEs  AsEs]) = ki + ko + k3
holds with probability 1 if the following conditions are satis-
fied:

. kl < rank(Al)
o ko < rank(Asz)
o k3 < rank(Aj3)

. kl + kg S rank([A1 AQ])
. kl + kg S rank([Al Ag])
o ko+ k3 <rank([As As])
o k1 + ko +ks< rank([A1 As Ag])
Proof: Please refer to Appendix [B] [ ]

Consider M; given in (23], we have
UL H, V- UL H, V. D
My = 114411 V21 Ec 114411V20 E 12 Ec
! [(UlToHan ! UlyH11Vao 1 0 2

Recall that By, € R™=xfe B ¢ ROm—r20)xBip and
Ey. € Rri2xRze By directly applying Lemma |4} a sufficient
condition for M to be of full column rank, and hence @ is
uniquely solvable, is given by



UL H, V-
R . < k 11 11 21:|)
le = Tan ({U%Huvm
= rank(UlTHuvzl)
UL H1 Vs
< k 114411 V20
Ry <ran (|:U17E)H11V20

= rank(U{ Hy1Vao) @ mi —T21

D12 =119
XT12

R2C S <|:
O(mfrm)
(UL Hi Va1 Ul HiiV:
i < k 114411VvV21 114411 V20
Ri. + Ryp <ran (_U%Huvm U%HllVQO

(26)

27)

(28)

= I"ank(UlTHu%) (:b) T11
(UL Hyy Vo Dy ])
(UTyH11Var Ogny—rys)xrms

© 719 + rank(Uiy Hy1 Vay) (30)

(29)
Ri. + Ro. < rank (

(UL H11Vag Do ])
Ry, + Ry, < rank 1
1 2 ( _U%H11V20 0(n1—T12)><7‘12
d
D o + rank(UT Hyy Vao) 31)
(UL Hi, V- UL H, V- D
< HuiVor U{iHi1 Vo 12
Ri.+ R1p + Ry, < rank ( _U{";)H11V21 UEE)H11V20 0
9, (32)

where (a) follows from Lemma [§] in Appendix [A] as

rank(UlTHHVQO) (L) rank(Hquo)

= I‘ank(VQQ) — dlm(N(Hll) N R(Vgo))
= I‘ank(‘/go) — dlm(./\/(HH) mN(Hgl))
@ rank(Va) = mq — o1

where (f) holds since U; is full rank, and (g) follows the
assumption given in (3).

Moreover, (b) is true since U; and Vo are non-singular,
(c) and (d) can be obtained by applying elementary column
operations since Dj, is nonsingular, (e) can be shown with
elementary column operations together with similar proof as

Uty Hi1Vao

that for (a), i.e.
Dia
UEE)H11V2O 0

rank ({UﬁHan
Uiy H11Va

= rank([U%HllVgl U%Hll%o]) + rank(D12)

= rank(U{yH11Vz) + 712

= rank(UL Hy1) + 710

= rank(Hy1) — dim(N(Ufy) N R(Hi1)) + r12

=ry; — dim(R(Hi2) "N R(H11)) + 712

=ry — (rin +ri2 —rank([Hyy  Hiol)) +ri2

=rank([H11 Hig)) =m

By symmetry, a sufficient condition for receiver t; to

successfully decode ds., dg, and d;. is given by

Ry < rank(UJ HooViy) (33)

Rop <mag — 7112 34

Ric <7121 (35)

Roc + Rop < 7122 (36)

Roc + Rye < roy +rank(UdyHaoVii)  (37)

Rop + Rie < 191 + rank(UdyHaoVig)  (38)

Roe + Rop + Rie <o (39)

Since Ry = Ri.+ R1p and Ry = Ry, + Rap, the conditions
on the data rate Ry and Ry to ensure full decodability at the
respective destinations can be obtained using Fourier-Motzkin
Elimination over (26)-(32) and (33)-(39). The detailed steps
can be found in [13] and the resulted achievable rate region
is given by (T4)-(20). This completes the achievability proof.

To sum up, the precoding and decoding process in the
proposed achievable scheme is depicted in Fig[2]

d dlC ’ Elcdlc
= X =
*ld,, T,

X, =V,X;
——>» Spreading >V, >
(a) Precoding process at s;
/ d
Y1 yi=Uly, _ 1o
ul Eseudo d,,
inverse
d

2c

(b) Decoding process at t;

Fig. 2. Precoding and Decoding at s; and ¢; respectively

B. Proof of the converse

In this subsection, we give the converse proof of Theorem [I]
Firstly, it is obvious that the rates for the two-user linear
deterministic IC given by (I) are bounded by the single-user
capacity, i.e. Ry <711, Ro < roo.

For notational convenience, let z1 = H1X1, Zz9 = Hi9Xo,
which are the interference terms observed at ¢, and ¢y,
respectively.

For t; to fully decode xj, it is obtained that the interfer-

ence term ze = y; — Hji1x; can be uniquely determined
as well. Since Vjo spans the null space of His, we can
Hy

obtain rank = my, which is of full column rank.

T
Vio

. H ..
Therefore, if the term ¥ Xo is given, then x, can be

Vio

uniquely determined. As HisXo = zo is known, if a “genie”
provides the value for Vlj(;xz to the receiver t1, then both x;
and xo are decodable. Let H(-) denote the entropy, then the



sum rate must satisfy

R Ry, < H
L ({Vm"?D

1 ([og e VE) )
0(m2*7“12)><m1 Vlj(; X2

H12
Vi

< rank ({ Hu
0(m27r12) Xm1
< rank ([HH ng]) + rank ([O(mz—mz)xml Vfd])
=ni+mz— T2
This completes the proof of (). (I0) can be proved similarly.
To prove (TI)), the following result is needed:

Lemma 5: Let x be a random vector of dimension [ X
1, given A € RrXI B ¢ RPeX!| then H(Ax|Bx) <

rank (ED — rank(B).

Proof: Please refer to Appendix [C] ]
Since x; and z; can be simultaneously determined from y;
at t1, we have H(x1,22) < H(y1). Furthermore, as x; and
Zo are independent, we have H(x1,z2) = H(x1) + H(zo),
which gives H(x1) < H(y1) — H(z2). Similarly, it can be
shown that H(x2) < H(y2) — H(z1). Therefore, we have

C. Discussion

In this subsection, we show that the DoF region for the
two-user Gaussian IC given in (@) is a special case of the
capacity region for the linear deterministic IC specified in (7)-
(T3), which is obtained with H;j,4,j € {1,2} being random
(thus full rank) and independent.

If all the channel matrices are full rank, we have ri; =
min{mi,n1}, roo = min{ma,na}, r12 = min{ma,n1},
and r9; = min{my,ny}. Since they are also independent,

H11 H12 o H21 H22
1"&111{({[_!21 0 ])-rank({ 0

= min{m; +
) ) = minon
ma,n1 + no}. Thus, (7)-(13) reduce to

Ry <min{mq,n;} (40)

Ry <min{ms,ns} 41)
Ry + Ry <nj 4+ mo — min{ma, n1} = max{ma,ni} (42)
Ry + Ry <ng +my

R1 + Ry <2min{my + ma,n1 + na}

— min{my,na} = max{my,na} (43)

— min{ma,n1} — min{my, no} (44)
2R + Re <my + ny + min{my + ma,ny +nao}

— min{mg,n;} — min{my, na} 45)
R1 + 2Ry <mg + no + min{m; + ma,n1 + no}

— min{ma,n1} — min{my, no} (46)

If my > ng, me > ny and my + ma > ny + no, @0)-E6)
reduce to

Ry < min{my,n,} 47)

Ry < min{ma,na} (48)

Ry + Ry < mao (49)
Ry + Ry <my (50)
Ri+ Ry <ni+no (51)
2R, + Ry < my + (52)
R+ 2Ry <mg+ng (53)

Ry + Ry < H(x1) + H(x2)
<H(y:1) — H(z2) + H(y2) — H(z1)
<H(y1,z1) — H(z1) + H(y2,22) — H(z2)
H(yilz1) + H(yz|22)
(%)rank ( g; H;)u ) — rank ([H21 O])
+ rank ( {11821 gﬁ] ) —rank ([0 Hio])
ek ([ ")) e ([ 2] e

where (a) follows from Lemma [5} This completes the proof
of (TI).

To prove (12), similar arguments can be used, i.e.,
2R1 + R2 S 2H(X1) + H(XQ)
<2H(y1) — 2H(z2) + H(y2) — H(z1)

<H(y1) + H(y1,21,22) — 2H(2z2) + H(y2) —
=H(y1) + H(y1|z1,22) + H(y2|z2)

H(z1)

H H
) 11 12
<nj + rank Ho, 0 — rank ([Hom ; })
0 le 12
Hy  Hay
+ rank <[ 0 le}) —T12

H H
=n1 +my +I‘ank<|: 021 Hi§:|> — 712 — T21

where (b) follows from Lemma [5} By symmetry, (I3) can be
proved similarly.
This completes the proof of the converse for Theorem [I]

Note that (32) is implied by and (30), and thus is
redundant. Similarly, (33) is also redundant. The region formed
by @7)-(G3) is exactly the same as the that given in (2)
under the same conditions that m; > ng, ms > n; and
mi1 + ma > n1 + ng. Other cases can be proved in a similar
manner and thus are omitted here for brevity.

IV. AN ACHIEVABLE REGION FOR DOUBLE-UNICAST
NETWORKS

A double-unicast network can be represented by a directed
acyclic graph G = (V, E) with two sources S = {s1,s2} C V
and two receivers T' = {¢1,t2} C V. Similar to the two-user
ICs, s; and s, are intended to send independent messages to
t1 and to, respectively, and inter-user interference is resulted
since both pairs share the same network.

Assuming that each edge is capable of carrying one symbol
per time slot. By Merger’s theorem, the minimum cut between
sets Sy, € S and Tn, C T is the number of edge
disjoint paths from Sy, to Ty, (denoted by kn, _n,), where
Ny, Ny C {1,2}. With random linear network coding per-
formed at all intermediate nodes, the double-unicast network



TABLE 1
DIMENSION AND RANK OF MATRICES

Channel Matrix Size Rank
Hy ki2—1 X k1—12 k1-1
Hiz ki2—1 X ka—12 ka—1
Hay ki2—2 X k1—12 k12
Hao ki2—2 X ka—_12 ka_o
Hi1x  Hie k121 X (k1—12 +ko_12) | ki2—1
Ha1  Hao kia—2 X (ki—12 + k2—12) | ki2—2
g; (k12—1 +ki22) x k112 | k1-12
g;; (k12—1 + k12—2) X ka—12 | ka—12

can be modeled as a two-user linear deterministic IC where
the transition matrices are determined by the network topology
and the coding coefficients chosen at each intermediate node.
Without loss of generality, the dimension and the rank of
the transition matrices are represented by the min-cuts of the
network, i.e., ky, —n, as shown in Table [I] [11].

With Theorem |1} the rate pair (R;, R2) is achievable if the
following conditions are satisfied:

Ry <k (54)
Ry <ko_o (55)
Ri+ Ry <kia—1 +ka_12 — ko (56)
Ri+ Ry <kia_o+ki—12 —ki—2 (57)
Hyy Hyp Hyy  Hy
R + Ry <rank ({Hm 0 ]) + rank ({ 0 H12}>
—ki—o — ko1 (58)
2R1 + Ry <kio_1 + k1_12 + rank Hyy Ha
0 Hi
—ki—g — ko (59)
H H
R1+ 2Ry <ki2 2 + k2 12 +rank e
Hoq 0
— k12— ko (60)

Note that although (7)-(13) give the capacity region of the
linear deterministic IC, (54)-(60) only give an achievable re-
gion for double-unicast networks since random linear network
coding at all the intermediate nodes may be sub-optimal.
Nevertheless, as random network coding can be practically
implemented due to its simplicity, it is widely used in practice
(81, (111, [14].

A. Comparison with Existing Results

In this subsection, the achievable region given by (54)-(60)
is compared with that in [[11] and [8]], which both consider the
double-unicast networks.

1) Comparison with [|I11|]: In [11], two scenarios are
considered separately, i.e., the low interference case with
ki—2 + ko—1 < min(kj2_1,k12—2) and the high interference
case with k1_o + ko1 > min(kio_1, k12—2). They give rise
to the following achievable regions:

Region 1
Ry <kip1 — ko
Ry < kip—g — k12

Region 2

Ry <k

Ry < minf{kio_1,k12-2} — k12
Rl + R2 S rank( [Hll ngMg])

Region 3

Ry <min{kio_1,kia—2} — ka—q
Ry < koo

Rl + R2 S rank( [H21M1 HQQ:I)

where M; and M, are some mapping matrices of size
k1-12 X Ry and ko_12 X Ro, respectively. It is shown in [[11]
that for the low interference case, the rate pairs that are in the
convex hull of Regions 1, 2 and 3 are achievable, and for the
high interference case, the convex hull of Regions 2 and 3 is
achievable.

Lemma 6: The proposed achievable region specified in
(34)-(60) for the double-unicast networks is larger than the
convex hull of Region 1, 2 and 3.

Proof: The region specified in (54)-(60) is convex. There-
fore, to show that it is larger than the convex hull of Regions 1,
2 and 3, it is sufficient to show that all the individual Regions
1, 2 and 3 are within the proposed region.

To prove that Region 1 is within the proposed region, we
show that any rate pair (R, R2) in Region 1 satisfy (34)-(60).

(a)
Ry <kio1— ko1 < ki

(61)
where (a) follows ]{12_1 = rank([Hn ng}) <
rank(HH) + rank(ng) = ki1 + ka_1. Similarly, we have
Ry < kio—9 — k1—2 < ko_o. Furthermore, the following
inequalities are satisfied:

Ri+ Ry <kio1— ka1 +kiz—a — k12 (62)
<kioi+ koo —Fkio (63)
<kicia +kio—2 — k12 (64)

Thus, is satisfied. Similarly, R; + Ry < k121 + ko120 —
ka—1 can be proved. With the inequality given in (62)) and the
following relations,

H, H
rank ({Hi 012]> >rank ([Hi1  Hizl) = kia—1 (65)

rank < {}%1

can be proved. Furthermore, (59) is satisfied since

Hao

H12]> > rank ([Hy  Haol) = kiz—o (66)

()
2R1 + Ry <ki_1+kia—1 — ko1 + ko2 — k12
<ki—12 4+ kio—1 — ko1 + ko2 — k12

(c) H H
<rank <[ 021 Hfﬂ) +ki—12 + ka1

- k271 - k172

where (b) follows from and (62), and (c) is true due to
(66). By symmetry, it can be shown that (60) is also satisfied.
This completes the proof that Region 1 is within our proposed
region.



In order to show that Region 2 is also within our proposed
region, the following region (denoted as Region 2) is defined:

Ry <k (67)
Ry < min{kia_1,k12-2} — k12 (68)
Ry + Ry < ko (69)

It is obvious that Region 2’ is no smaller than Region 2 since
rank([Hu H12M2]) S rank ([Hll ng}) = k12_17VM2.
Then it is sufficient to prove that any rate pair (Ry, Rg) in
Region 2 satisfy (534)-(60), which is given as follows:

Ry <ki_y
Ry <min{kio_1,ki2—2} — k1—2

(a)
<kio_g —ki_o < koo

Ry + Ry <ki_1 + min{kia—_1,k12-2} — k1-2
(b)
<ki_i12+ kioa—o2—ki_2

(c)
Ri+ Ry <kigs_1 < kia—1 + (ka—12 — ka—1)

Hyy Hy
0k12—2 xka_12

Hoy

(¢) Hy1 Hipo Hsy  Hao
<

<rank ( {Hm 0 + rank 0 Hyy

— ko1 — k12
2Ry + Ry <kio—1 + ki1 < kio—1 + k112

(f) H H.
<kio—1+ ki—12 +rank ({ 021 Hij)

—ko1—kio
Ry 4+ 2Rs <kjo_1 + min{kio_1,k12-2} — k12
<kio—1 +kiza—2 —ki—2

(9) H H
Srank (l:Hii 012:|> + ]{112_2 - ]{11—2

(h) H, H
<rank ( {Hi 012]> + kig—2 — k12

+ko_12 — ka1

(d)
R1 + R2 §k1271 S rank <[

where (a) follows from similar arguments as (61); (b) is true
since k1_1 < ki_12; (c) is satisfied due to ko1 < ko_1o;
(d) is obtained by using (63), and (e) follows from Lemma [2]
which gives

Hyy  Ha

rank { 0 Hiy

] — kg1 — k1o = rank(Ujy HaaVig) > 0

(f) can be shown with Lemma |2 in a similar manner; (g) is
true due to (63); and (h) is satisfied since ko_12 > ko—1. This
completes the proof that Region 2’ is within the proposed
achievable region. Therefore, Region 2 must be within our
proposed region too. By symmetry, Region 3 can be shown to
be within the proposed region as well. The details are omitted
for brevity.

This completes the proof of Lemma [6] ]

2) Comparison with [8|]: The achievable region derived in
[8] is given by the convex hull of the following two regions:

Region 4 Region 5
Ry <k Ry + 2Ry < ki3
2R 4+ Ry < ka9 Ry < koo

Lemma 7: The proposed achievable region specified in
(34)-(60) for the double-unicast networks is larger than the
convex hull of Region 4 and Region 5.

Proof: Since the proposed region is convex, it is sufficient
to show that both Region 4 and Region 5 are within the
proposed region. For any rate pair (R1, R2) in Region 4, (54)-
(60) are satisfied since

Ry <ki1-4
Ry <ky_9 — 2Ry < ky_»

Ry + Ry <ks_o— Ry < ka5 < kiz2-2

<kiz—2+ki—12 — k12

Ry + Ry <ks_o— Ry < ko3 < ko_12

<kg_12 + kiz2—1 — ka1

Ho Hj
Ok12—1><k1—12 Hy

(a) Hyy Hoyo Hiyi Hip»

<

<rank ([ 0 Hi + rank oy 0
— ko1 —kio

2R; + Ry <kg_3 < k13— <rank Hor - Ho
0 Hi»

Rl + R2 Sk‘12,2 S rank <|:

H H.
<rank <[ 021 H?ﬂ) + (k112 — ki—2)

+ (k121 — ka—1)
Ri+ 2Ry <2ky_9 < ka_12+ ki2—2

() Hy{1 Hi»

<ko_ k1o_ k

<fK2-12 + F12-2 +ran ([H21 0
—ki_o — ko

where (a) and (b) follows from Lemma

By symmetry, any rate pairs (R;, R2) in Region 5 can be
shown to satisfy (54)-(60). This completes the proof of Lemma
i} ]

3) Discussion: It was pointed out in [11] that for certain
network topologies, there exist some rate pairs that are achiev-
able by the scheme in [[11]] but not achievable by the scheme
in [8]], and vice versa. According to Lemma [ and Lemma
our region is larger than both regions given in [11] and
[8]. Therefore, it can be concluded that our proposed region
is strictly larger than both of them. Actually, there exists some
network instance (for example, the network shown in Fig. E])
where our proposed region is strictly better than the union of
the region given in [11] and [§].

B. Implementing the Network Code in Finite Field

To achieve the region specified in (54)-(60), the standard
MIMO SVD technique has been used. SVD is well defined for
real matrices but not for matrices in finite filed. Therefore, to



achieve the proposed region for the double-unicast networks
within certain finite filed, some slight modifications for the
previously discussed achievability scheme is required. To this
end, we need to find matrices that have similar properties in
the chosen finite field as the orthogonal matrices obtained via
SVD. Specifically, assuming that all the transition matrices are
chosen from a finite field F,, where ¢ is power of prime, the
following matrices are defined:

o Let Uyy € Fy27F2=1 pe a basis for R(Hys).

o Let Uy € 2= meo=ke=1) pe o basis for N'(HE).

e Let Vi € F, 2-12xk2-1 pe a basis for R(HD).

o Let Vi € Ffz’lzx(k2’12_k2’l) be a basis for N'(Hisz).
Then, we have

- -
[Uﬂ} Hyy [Vir Vao] =

Ul Hi2Vi1 U1T1H12V10]
Ul ] ¥ ] V
10

UlyH12Vi1  UlyHi2Vig

0k271><(k2712*k271) ]
O(klz—l*k271)><(k2*127k2*1)

_ [ Ul Hi2 Vi
0(k12717k271)><k2,1

where UT, HysViy € Fy> "~ is of full rank, although it
may no longer be diagonal. For notational convenience, denote
Ul H2V1y by Dis. S -

Similarly, we can obtain Usy,Usg, Va1, Voo and Do =
U%Hgl Vo1 in finite field. When the field size is sufficiently
large, Lemma 4 holds with high probability (refer to Corollary
[I). Therefore, following similar arguments as that in section
the region specified in (34)-(60) can be achieved in finite
field as well.

Example 1: Consider the network shown in Figl3(a) where
each edge has unit capacity. Assume the field siz% is given
by ¢ = 7. With random network coding performed at interme-
diate nodes, one possible realization of the effective channel
matrices for the equivalent two-user linear deterministic IC are

given by
2 0 210
Hy = [2 3} s Hig = [2 1 1]
1 0
Hoyy =12 3
2 3

Then the achievable region (after removing redundant in-
equalities) specified in (34)-(60) for this example is given by

R <2
Ri+Ry <3
2R1 + Ry <4

which is plotted in Fig[3(b). Note that the gray area denotes
the achievable region given by [11] and [8]] with time-sharing.
Next, we give the specific precoding scheme to achieve the
rate pair (R;,Re) = (1,2) by following the achievability
scheme given in Section Letd; = dq1,de = [dzl dQQ]T
Then, following (26)-(31) and (33)-(39), the private-common
rate splitting is given by di. = di1,d1, = 0, da. = do1 and
da, = da2, where () denotes an empty vector.

2A commonly used field size for random network coding is 2%. Here, a
small field size is chosen for illustration purposes.

(@) (b)

Fig. 3. (a) An example of double-unicast network (b) Achievable region

Assume that the following matrices are randomly generated,
which will be applied to map the data symbols to the trans-
mitted vectors:

By = [;1] s By = B} s By = [3]

U11, Uio, Vi1, Vig can be determined as well:

) Lol ) 2 2] 1
U11={1 1};(]10:0;‘/11: 1 1{;Vig= |5
0 1 0
Similarly, we can find Us, Usg, Va1, Vag
) 1 o] 0] L 9]
U1 = (2 3|;Up= |3 ;Vzl[o 3 i Vaa =0
2 3 4 :

Thus, the data transmitted at s; is given by

- (1 2] [4 [3d
x1 = Vo1 Biedie = 0 3} {3] di = Zdi}

Similarly,
1] 2do1
x2 = [Vi1 Vi {gzcgzc} = 1 5 [3da
2pT2p 0 1 0| |3dao
3da1 + 3da2
= | 5day + da2
3doy

Therefore, the data received at ¢; and ¢y are given by

3dy1 + 3doo
3d 6dq1 + 4d
y1=Hn {Qdu} + Hig | 5doy +doo | = [ 115d 21]
11 3y 11
3do1 + 3daa 3d,
y2 = Hoo | 5da1 +daa | + Hop
2d11
3da1
3da1 + 3daa + 3d11
= 4da1 + 5d11
5d11

With matrix inverse, both ¢; and t2 can recover their desired
symbols.



V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the capacity region of the two-user linear
deterministic IC is derived, where the result is given in terms
of the rank of the transition matrices. Our result is applicable to
the scenarios where the channel matrices are correlated and/or
rank deficient. To achieve the rate pairs in the capacity region,
we combine the standard MIMO SVD technique and the idea
of common-private rate splitting, based on which a simple
linear precoder is developed. Moreover, we show that this
linear deterministic IC can be used to model the double-unicast
networks when random network coding is performed at all the
intermediate nodes. Therefore, the capacity results derived are
utilized to obtain an achievable region for the double-unicast
networks, and it is proved that the region is strictly larger than
the existing results in the literature.

However, there still exists a gap between our achievable
region and the capacity of the double-unicast network as
random linear network coding may be sub-optimal. One pos-
sible future work is to find a better network coding strategy
by optimizing the transition matrices subject to the topology
constraint, instead of using simple random network coding,
such that the proposed achievable region is maximized.

APPENDIX A
A USEFUL LEMMA

Lemma 8: [12] Let A € RP*! and B e R'F
rank(AB) = rank(A) —dim(N (AT)NR(BT)) = rank(B) —
dim(N(4) N R(B))

Proof: Refer to pp.126 in [12]. [ |

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF LEMMA [4]

As the real field can be considered as Fj, with ¢ — oo.
Lemma [ is true if the following corollary holds.

Corollary 1: Given A, € TFpxh A, € Ff;“? and
Az € F{?Xl?*, and let £, € IFqukl, Ey, € FéQXk? and
Es e F513Xk3 be uniformly and independently generated, then
rank([A1E1 A2E2 A3E3D = k‘l + k‘g + k3 holds with
probability approaching to 1 when ¢ — oo, if the following
conditions are satisfied:

[ kl S rank(Al)

[ k2 S rank(Ag)

o ks <rank(As)

o ki + ko <rank([A; As])
° kl —+ kg S rank([/h AgD
. ]{32 + kg < rank([Az ASD

o k1 +ko+ ks < rank([A1 Ay A3])
Proof: Before proving Corollary [I] we need to establish
some useful facts.
Fact 1: [15] Let V;(q) denote the vector space of di-
mension [ over the finite field F,, the number of distinct k-

dimensional subspaces of V;(g), a quantity denoted by UJ ,

. q
18

Fact 2: Given a matrix A € IFgX’, let &/ be a random matrix
uniformly generated from FZX’“, where k£ < rank(A), then
rank(AFE) = k holds with probability approaching to 1 when
q — 0.

Proof: According to lemma (8, rank(AE) = rank(FE) —
dim(R(E) N N(A)). Since the elements in E are uni-
formly and independently generated from the finite field IF,
Pr{rank(FE) = k} = Hl;;é (1 - ql%) and it approaches to
1 as ¢ — oo. Therefore, to prove Fact [2| we only need to
show that lim,_, Pr{dim(R(E) NN(A4)) =0} = 1.

Provided with rank(FE) = k, R(E) can be viewed as a
subspace of V;(¢) chosen uniformly from all the subspaces of
dimension k. Note that the null space of A, N(A), is another
subspace of V;(q) with dimension [ — rank(A). Thus, the
probability that R(E) has non-empty intersection with N'(A)

is given by
[ —rank(A4)| [I—1
1 k-1
q q

i)

Pr{dim(R(E) NN (A)) > 1} =

(qk _ 1)(ql—rank(A) _ 1)

(-1 —1)
As a result, limg o Pr{dim(R(E) N N(4)) > 1} =
limy o mmeot—sr = O since k& < rank(A). Therefore,
limg, o Pr{dim(R(E) N N(A)) = 0} = 1. This completes
the proof of Fact [ |

Fact 3: Given matrices A; € Ffl’xh, Ay € IF{I’XIQ, let
E; and FEs be two matrices uniformly and independently
generated from F4 **1 and Fl2**2, respectively. When ¢ —
oo, rank([A1E7  A2Es]) = ki + ko holds with probability
approaching to 1 if the following conditions are satisfied:

o ky <rank(A;)

o ko < rank(As)

o k1 + ko < rank([A1 AQ])

Proof: For notational convenience, denote rank(A;),
rank(A4s) and dim(R(A;) N R(Az2)) by 71, ro and 7o
respectively.

rank ([AlEl AQEQD
= rank(AlEl) + Tank(AgEz) - dlm(R(AlEl) n R(AQEQ))

@ k) 4k — dim(R(AEy) N R(A2E»))

where (a) follows from Fact 2| as k1 < r1 and ko < 7o.
Therefore, to prove Fact we only need to show that,
when ¢ — oo, dim(R(A41E1) N R(A2E2)) = 0 holds with
overwhelm probability. Note that R(A; E1) can be viewed as
a random subspace of R(A;) with dimension k;. Similarly,
R(A2E5) can be viewed as a random subspace of R(As)
with dimension ky. Therefore, the probability that R(A; E)
has non-zero intersection with R(AsEs) is given by

Pr{dim(R(A,Ey) N R(A2E)) > 1}
N [ R e
o) ]




_ (g™ =1 - 1)(¢ - 1)
(¢ —=1)(g= —1)(¢g—1)

As a result, hmq_mc Pr{dlm(R(AlEl) n R(AQEQ)) > 1} =
. ki+ko+ri2 . .
limg— 00 LT = 0, where the last equality follows since
k1 + ko < rank([A; As]) = rank(4;) 4 rank(4y) —
dim(R(A1) N R(A2)) = 71 + rg — r12. Therefore, we can
conclude that, with overwhelm probability, dim(R(A4;E1) N
R(A3E5)) = 0. This completes the proof of Fact [ |

Now, we are ready to prove Corollary [I] For brevity, denote
rank(A,») by i1 € {17 2, 3}, and dlm('R(Az)ﬂR(A])) by Tijs
i,7 € {1,2,3},i # j. Therefore, rank[A; A;] = r;j+r;—r;j.

Assume that the given conditions in Corollary [I] are sat-
isfied, according to Fact [2| and Fact (3| dim(R(A;E;)) =
ki1 € {1,273} and dlm(R(AZEZ) N R(AJEJ)) =0,1j €
{1,2,3},i # j holds with probability approaching to 1.
Therefore, we have

rank ([A1E1  AsE>  AsEs))
=rank ([Al E1 AQEQ]) + rank (A3E3)
=rank (41 E1) + rank (As Es) + rank (A3 E3)

— dim (R(AlEl) n R(AQEQ))
:kl + kg + k‘g — dim ((R(AlEl) + R(AQEQ)) n R<A3E3))

Therefore, to prove Corollary [T} it is sufficient to show
that dim ((R(A1E1) + R(A2E2)) N R(A3E3)) = 0 holds
with overwhelm probability. Denote the dimension of the
intersection between (R(A1E1) + R(A2E2)) and R(A3) by
a, ie., a = dim((R(A1E;) + R(AsE,)) N R(A3)). The,
the probability that R(AsFEs3) has non-empty intersection with
(R(A1E1) + R(A3E,)) is given by

Pr{dim ((R(A1E1) + R(A2E2)) N R(A3E3)) = 1}

mq {Zi - ﬂq (¢* = 1D)(¢™ - 1)

{ﬂ © (g -1)(g—1)
3 q

1} = 0 if « < r3 — ks. Therefore, in order
to prove Corollary [I] it is sufficient to show that
o = dlm((R(AlEl) + R(AQEQ)) N R(Ag)) < r3 — k3
holds with overwhelm probability.

o =dim((R(A1E1) + R(A2E2)) N R(A3))

=rank ([AlEl AQEQ]) + rank(Aj3)
— rank ([AlEl AsEy A3])

=k1 + kg + r3 — rank ([AlEl Ay Ey Ag})

=k + ko + 73 —rank ([AlEl Ag]) —rank(AsF»)
+ dim(R(A2E2) N (R(A1E1) + R(A3)))

=ki +r3 —rank ([A1 B A3))
+ dim(R(A2E2) N (R(A1E1) + R(A3)))

=dim(R(A1E1) NR(A3))

Next, we proceed to calculate dim(R(A4;1FE;) N R(A3)) and

dim(R(A2E2) N (R(A1E1)+R(A3))). For notational conve-

nience, denote v = rank([A4; A; As]) and define (¢9)" =
max{g,0}.

Fact 4: limg_ oo Pr{dim(R(A3)"R(A1E1)) = (k1 —r1+
7"13)+} =1

Proof: The probability that the dimension of the intersec-

tion between R(As) and R(AE1) is greater or equal to j is

gi"en by
|:7 13:| |:g 1 ]:|
j q kl ‘7 q

A

Pr{dim(R(A3) NR(A1E1)) > j)} =

Fi—j—1 (g1 1)
i=0 (gi—7—1) i=0 (¢F1—7-7-1)

[ @D

i=0 (qF1—71-1)

Therefore, lim,_,o, Pr{dim(R(As) "R(A:1E1) > j)} =

(r13—3)3 o(r1—k1)(k1—3) -2 -
q q _ =3+ (kit+riz—r1)j . .
qU1—FRL = q (kitria=ra)i f J > (kl

r1+713) T, limg oo Pr{dim(R(A3) NR(A1E1)) > j)} = 0.

For any By € F[*** it can be verified that dim(R(As) N

R(A1E1)) > (k1 — r1 +713)™. Thus, we can conclude that

limqi)oo Pr{dlm(R(A3)ﬂR(A1E1)) = (k1—7‘1+7"13)+} = 1.

|

Following similar arguments as that in the proof of Fact[4]
with overwhelm probability, we have

dim(R(AzE>) N (R(ALE1) + R(A3)))
=(ky — 19 + dim(R(Ay) N (R(A1 Ey) + R(A3))))*
Furthermore,

dim(R(A2) N (R(A1E1) + R(A3)))
=rank(As) 4 rank ([AlEl A3]) — rank ([AlEl Ag A3J)
=ry + rank(A; E1) + rank(A4sz) — dim(R(A3) N R(41E1))

—rank ([41E; Ay As])
=ry + k1 + 73— (ky — 71 +7r13)T —rank ([AlEl Ay A3]>
=ro+ ki +73 — (k1 — 71 +713)T — rank(4,Ey)

—rank ([A2  As]) + dim(R(A1E1) N (R(A2) + R(A3)))

=7ro3 — (kil -1+ ’I“13)+ + dlm(R(AlEl) N (R(AQ) + R(A3)))

b
(:)T23—(k1—T1+T13

+ (k1 — 71 + dim(R (A1) N (R(A2) + R(43)))) "

:7‘23—(]?1—7"1+7"13)++(/€1 +T2+T3—7“23—’Y)+
(72)

where (b) follows from the similar arguments as that in the
proof of Fact 4] By substituting (72) into (7I), we get

dlm(R(AQEQ) n (R(AlEl) + R(Ag))) = (kz —Tr9 + 723
—(ki—ri4rs)t+ ki +ro+rs—ras—y)")*

[P oy

(71)

)+

(73)
With Fact ] and by substituting (73) into (70), we have
a =dim((R(A1E1) + R(A2E2)) NR(As))
=(k1 —r1 +r13)t 4+ (k2 —r2+raz — (k1 —7r1+713) 7"
+ (k1 +r2+r3—me3 — )Tt



The remaining task is to show that @ < r3 — k3. Following
cases are considered.
Case I: kl — 11+ 1713 § 0
In this case, o = (kg — 7o +7123+ (k1 +7r2+7r3—123 —7)T)T.
If & = 0, the result holds trivially as k3 < r3 = rank(As).
Therefore, we only need to show that ko — 7o + 793 + (k1 +
9 —|—’/‘3—T23—’7)+ < (7‘3—]413). Ifky4+ro+r3—ro3—7y <0,it
reduces to ko —ro + 123 < r3 — k3, which is equivalent to the
given condition ko + k3 < 79 + r3 — rog = rank([As  As]).
On the other hand, if k1 +ro + 73— 133 — > 0, it reduces to
ka+ (k1 —v) < —k3, which is equivalent to the given condition
k1 + ko + k3 < v = rank([41 Az Ajs]). Therefore, we
conclude that o < (r3 — k3) is true when k; — rq 4+ r13 < 0.
Case 1I: ]{71 —1ry+1ri3 > 0
In this case, to prove a < (r3 — k3), it is sufficient to show
that (kg —1r9+193 — k1 + 11 —7“13+(]€1 + 7o+ 13 — 793 —
V)T < (ri4+rs—ri3) — (k1 +k3). As ki + ks <7y +73—
ri3 = rank([A; Ag]), it holds trivially if the left hand side
is reduced to zero. Therefore, we only need to show (k1 +ry+
rg—ro3 —y)T < (ro+13 —rag) — (ko + k3). Again, it is true
when the left hand side is zero as ko+ks < rank([As  A3]) =
r9 + r3 — ra3. On the other hand, when the left hand side is
greater than zero, it is further reduced to ki + ko + k3 <
v, which is exactly the same as the last condition given in
Corollary [1]

This completes the proof of Corollary [T] and hence Lemma

4 []
APPENDIX C
PROOF OF LEMMA

This lemma is proved by similar arguments as that in section
III of [16]. Denote rank(A), rank(B) and rank( g}) by
r4, rp and r4p respectively. Let N; be a matrix of size [ x
(I —rap) whose column vectors form a basis for A/ < g] >

Then we can find a matrix Ny of size | X (rap — rp) such
that the column vectors of N; and N form a basis for N (B).
Moreover, let N3 € R\ be the basis of R(B). Therefore,
[N 1 No Ng] spans the input space and we can find x’ such
that x = [Nl Ny Ng] x’. Thus,

H(Ax|Bx) (74)
—H(AIN; N, NgJx'| B[Ny N NyJx)
=H ([0ix(—rnp) ANz AN3lx' |[0 BNs]x') (75)
X}
Write x’ = x% . (73] can be written as:
X3

H(Ax | Bx) = H (ANyx}, + AN3x} | BN3x})
As R(B) = R(N3), dim(N(B) N R(N3)) = 0. According
to Lemma [8] rank(BN3) = N3 = rp. Thus, x4 is uniquely
determined by BN3x4 and we have
H(Ax | Bx) = H (ANyx}, + AN3x4 | BN3x%, x5)
= H (ANyx} | BN3x5, x5)
< H(AN>x}) < rank(AN>)
<rank(Ng) =rap — 75

Thus, the lemma follows.
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