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Abstract

In this paper, we study the coded caching scheme for the (L,K,M,N) multi-user information retrieval (MIR) system, which
consists of a content library containing N files, a base station (BS) with L antennas that cannot access the library, and K single-
antenna users, each of which can cache at most M files from the library. The users communicate with the others assisted by the
BS to decode their required files. In this paper, we focus on designing a coded caching scheme with low communication latency
measured by normalized delivery time (NDT), computational complexity, and subpacketizations. When KM

N
≥ L we first simply

the precoding matrix in the downlink step to an identity matrix and use the multiple-antenna placement delivery array (MAPDA),
which was originally proposed for the multiple-input single-output networks, to generate several new schemes for MIR system.
Compared to the existing schemes, both the theoretical and numerical analyses show that our new schemes achieve much lower
computational complexity and smaller subpacketizations with the same NDT.

Index Terms

Multi-user information retrieval, coded caching, computational complexity, subpacketization

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the exponential growth of wireless traffic has put enormous pressure on wireless networks. This is due to
the high temporal variability of network traffic, resulting in congestion during peak hours and underutilization during off-peak
hours. Coded caching [1] offers an effective way to alleviate network traffic by pre-populating content into each user’s local
cache during off-peak hours and applying coding theory to create more multicast opportunities during peak traffic hours.

A caching system consists of two stages, namely the placement phase and the delivery phase. In the placement phase, the
server places content in each user’s cache without knowing their future demands. In the delivery phase, each user requests
an arbitrary file, and the server broadcasts coded packets such that each user can decode its requested file based on its
cached content. The initial coded caching scheme was introduced by Maddah-Ali and Niesen(MN) in [1] for a shared-link
broadcast network, where a central server containing N files of equal length is connected to K users, each of which is
capable of caching at most M files through an error-free shared link. The objective of communication is to design a scheme
that minimizes the transmission cost. The MN scheme achieves the order minimum communication load (i.e., the number
of communication bits normalized by the file size) within a factor of 2 [2]. In the case of uncoded placement, where each
user directly stores a subset of the file bits, the MN scheme is precisely optimal when N ≥ K [3], [4]. Many studies have
explored the coded caching problem across various network topologies, including Device-to-Device (D2D) networks [5]–[7],
hierarchical networks [8], [9], combination networks [10]–[12], and arbitrary multi-server linear networks [13]. In addition,
coded caching has been extensively applied to wireless networks, including multiple-input single-output (MISO) networks
[14]–[22], single-input-single-output (SISO) wireless networks [23]–[29] and multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) ntworks
[30]–[32].

In MISO coded caching problem, the authors in [22] first introduced the multi-user information retrieval (MIR) system
[33] which is a generic field of research exploring mechanisms to enable each user in the network to recover specific pieces
of information that are either aggregated at a central master node [34] or distributed across the network [35]. Specifically,
a (L,K,M,N) MIR caching system includes a content library N files, each of equal size, a BS equipped with L-antennas
that cannot access the library, and K single-antenna users, each of which can cache at most M files out of the N files in the
library. The users communicate with each other, assisted by the BS, to decode their required content. In a (L,K,M,N) MIR
coded caching scheme, the delivery phase consists of the uplink step and downlink step. That is, in the delivery phase, users
transmit a portion of their accessible packets to the BS via a number of consecutive uplink transmissions in the uplink step; the
BS then appropriately processes and combines the received signals, and forwards them back to the users in the downlink step.
So the total communication load consists of both the uplink and downlink steps. Instead of the communication load, in this
paper we use the concept of normalized delivery time (NDT) [27]–[29] to characterize the efficiency of the communication.
We prefer to design a scheme such that the NDT of the uplink/downlink step is as small as possible.
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In fact, the key points of designing a coded caching scheme for MIR system are constructing the precoding matrix used by
each user in the uplink step and the precoding matrixt used by the BS in the downlink step at each transmission. By carefully
designing these two classes of matrices, the authors in [22] first proposed a coded caching scheme for the MIR system, referred
to as the ASMST scheme, where the NDT of the uplink/downlink step achieves the information-theoretic optimal in the MISO
coded caching system under uncoded cache placement (i.e., each user directly stores some bits of files in the library) [2], [4]
and one-shot linear delivery (i.e., each transmitted coded packet in a transmission could be decoded by any required user and
its cache) [18].

However, the ASMST scheme has a high computational complexity which is about O((t+L)
(
t+L−1

t

)3( K
t+L

)
) in designing

these precoding matrice and decoding the required files for users where t = KM
N . In addition, the other disadvantage of ASMST

scheme is that, it usually needs to split each file into F =
(
K
t

)(
K−t−1
L−1

)
packets, where F increases exponentially with the

number of users K. This would become infeasible when K is large. Therefore, designing a coded caching scheme for MIR
system with smaller subpacketization will be a critical issue, especially for practical implementations.

A. Contributions and organization

In this paper, we focus on designing coded caching schemes for MIR system with lower computational complexities and
lower subpacketizations. When t = KM

N ≥ L, we find that under the same NDT as that of the ASMST scheme, the precoding
matrix used by BS in the downlink step can be simplified to a identity matrix, i.e., the BS can directly transmit the received
signals to the users through the downlink channel. This implies that we only need to study the precoding matrix used by each
user in the uplink step. In addition, we find that an interesting combinatorial structure called multi-antenna placement delivery
array (MAPDA) introduced in [20], which can be used to realize a coded caching scheme for MISO networks, can ensure
that the precoding matrix in the uplink step always exists. So using the existing results of the MAPDAs in [20], [21] , the
following new schemes for the MIR system, denoted by Scheme 1, Scheme 2 and Scheme 3, can be obtained. Compared to
the ASMST scheme, our new schemes have the following advantages.
• Our schemes achieve the same normalized delivery time (NDT) with smaller subpacketizations. Specifically, the NDTs

of our schemes are τUL = τDL = K(1−M/N)
t+L , which exactly match those of the ASMST scheme. The subpacketization of

the ASMST scheme grows exponentially with K, our schemes significantly reduce it, with subpacketization growing either
subexponentially or linearly with K.
• Our schemes have much lower computational complexity when K is sufficiently large. Specifically, it is approximately

O((t+ L− 1)3t−2 · α t+L
α ·K(t+L)·α−1

α ) times larger than Scheme 1, O((t+ L− 1)3t−2 ·m t
m ·KL+t·m−1

m ) times larger than
Scheme 2, and O((t+ L− 1)3t−2 ·KL+t−1) times larger than Scheme 3, where α = gcd(K, t, L), m ≤ L.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II describes the system model. Section III presents MAPDA for the
MIR system and give the performance analyses. Some proofs can be found in Section IV. Finally, we conclude our work in
Section V.

B. Notations

In this paper, the following notations will be used unless otherwise stated.
• [a : b] := {a, a+ 1, . . . , b} and [a] := {1, 2, . . . , a}. | · | denotes the cardinality of a set.
• We use the notation a|q if a is divisible by q and a ∤ q otherwise.
• gcd(a, b) denotes the greatest common divisor of a and b.
• For any positive integers n and t with t < n, let

(
[n]
t

)
= {T | T ⊆ [n], |T | = t}, i.e.,

(
[n]
t

)
is the collection of all distinct

t-subsets of [n].
• Given any F ×m array P, for any integers i ∈ [F ] and j ∈ [m], P(i, j) represents the element located in the ith row and
the jth column of P; P(V, T ) represents the subarray generated by the row indices in V ⊆ [F ] and the columns indices in
T ⊆ [m].
• We use AT and A∗ to represents the transpose and conjugate-transpose (Hermitian) of matrix A, respectively.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we first intrduce the MIR system model and the existing results. Then we present the concept of the
multi-antenna placement delivery array and some existing results which will be useful in this paper.

A. Model system

As depicted in Figure 1, a (L,K,M,N) MIR system consists of a content library containing N files Wn, n ∈ [N ], each of
which has B bits, a BS with L-antennas that cannot access the library, and K single antenna users each of which can cache
at most M files of N files in the library. The users communicate with each other, assisted by the BS, to decode their required
files. An F -division (L,K,M,N) MIR coded caching scheme consists of the following phases.
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Fig. 1: Multi-user information retrieval (MIR) system.

• Placement phase: Each file is divided into F packets, i.e., Wn = (Wn,1,Wn,2, . . . ,Wn,F ) and each packet Wn,f ∈ F2B

for n ∈ [N ], f ∈ [F ]. Each user caches at most MF packets. Denote the cached contents at user k as Zk. In this paper, we
consider the uncoded placement where every user directly caches some packets.

• Delivery phase: Each user k randomly demands a file Wdk
where dk ∈ [N ] and k ∈ [K]. Let d ≜ (d1, . . . , dK) denote

the demand vector. In order to satisfy the users’ demands, the communication consists of the the following two steps, i.e., the
uplink step and downlink step.

– In the uplink step, users transmit a portion of their accessible contents to the BS via a number of consecutive uplink
transmissions. More precisely, we first encode each packet to a coded packet denoted by W̃n,f = ψ(Wn,f ) ∈ CB̃ , where
ψ is the coding function for the Gaussian channel with rate

B

B̃
= logP + o(logP ), (1)

e.g., random Gaussian coding. Here each coded packet contains B̃ complex symbols and carries one degree-of-freedom
(DoF). The whole uplink communication contains SUL transmissions, each of which consists of B̃ complex symbols (i.e.,
B̃ time slots). For each s ∈ [SUL], user k where k ∈ [K] sends the linear combinations of the requested packets, i.e.,

xk(s) =
∑
j∈[rs]

v
(s)
k,jW̃nj ,fj , (2)

where v(s)k,j can be chosen any value from C if user k caches the packet W̃(s)
nj ,fj

, otherwise v(s)k,j = 0. Assume that user

k ∈ [K] is connected to the BS through the channel h(s)
k = (h

(s)
l,k ) ∈ CL×1, which is i.i.d., where l ∈ [L], and s ∈ [SUL].

After the transmission s, the BS receives the signal

yBS(s) =
∑

k∈[K]

hkxk(s) + ϵBS(s) = (h
(s)
1 h

(s)
2 · · · h

(s)
K )

 x1(s)
...

xK(s)

+ ϵBS(s)

:=


h
(s)
1,1 h

(s)
1,2 · · · h

(s)
1,K

...
...

. . .
...

h
(s)
L,1 h

(s)
L,2 · · · h

(s)
L,K




v
(s)
1,1 v

(s)
1,2 · · · v

(s)
1,rs

...
...

. . .
...

v
(s)
K,1 v

(s)
K,2 · · · v

(s)
K,rs




W̃
(s)
n1,f1
...

W̃
(s)
nrs ,frs

+ ϵBS(s)

:= H(s)V(s)


W̃

(s)
n1,f1
...

W̃
(s)
nrs ,frs

+ ϵBS(s) := R(s)


W̃

(s)
n1,f1
...

W̃
(s)
nrs ,frs

+ ϵBS(s). (3)
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By assuming P is sufficiently large, the noise can be ignored. Thus yBS(s) is denoted by

y′
BS(s) = R(s)


W̃

(s)
n1,f1
...

W̃
(s)
nrs ,frs

 .

To evaluate the transmission efficiency of the scheme, we adopt the same metric named normalized delivery time (NDT)
as in [27]–[29], which is defined as

τ(M) ≜ lim
P→∞

lim
V→∞

sup
maxd∈[N ]K T

V/ logP
, (4)

where T is the total transmissions in the whole uplink communication. Since each file contains F packets, each of file
has B bits and there are a total of SULB̃ time slots, by (1) the equation (4) can be written as

τUL(M) = lim
P→∞

lim
V→∞

SULB̃

BF/ logP
= lim

P→∞

SUL

F
· logP

logP + o(logP )
=
SUL

F
. (5)

From (5), NDT can represent the maximal normalized number of transmitted files over all possible demands in the
interference channel and the high signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) regime.

– In the downlink step, Assuming that the BS possesses sufficient computation capability to process and enough memory
to store all received signals. Then the BS appropriately processes and combines the received signals, and forwards them
back to the users. Assume that the downlink communication contains SDL transmissions. After receiving all the signals
y′

BS(s) where s ∈ [SUL], the BS can send the signal xBS(s
′) generated by its received signals to users, ensuring that

each user can decode their requested file based on their cached content and the received signals. Specifically, for each
s′ ∈ [SDL], K users receive the following signals

Y(s′) = y′
[K](s

′) =

 y′
1(s

′)
...

y′
K(s′)

 = M(s′)xBS(s
′) = M(s′)U(s′)

 y′
BS(1)

...
y′

BS(SUL)

+ ϵ[K](s
′)

:=


m

(s′)
1,1 m

(s′)
1,2 · · · m

(s′)
1,L

...
...

. . .
...

m
(s′)
K,1 m

(s′)
K,2 · · · m

(s′)
K,L




u
(s′)
1,1 u

(s′)
1,2 · · · u

(s′)
1,LSUL

...
...

. . .
...

u
(s′)
L,1 u

(s′)
L,2 · · · u

(s′)
L,LSUL


 y′

BS(1)
...

y′
BS(SUL)

+ ϵ[K](s
′)

:=


b
(s′)
1,1 b

(s′)
1,2 · · · b

(s′)
1,LSUL

...
...

. . .
...

b
(s′)
L,1 b

(s′)
L,2 · · · b

(s′)
L,LSUL


 y′

BS(1)
...

y′
BS(SUL)

+ ϵ[K](s
′)

:= B(s′)

 y′
BS(1)

...
y′

BS(SUL)

+ ϵ[K](s
′). (6)

Similarly to the process of uplink, by our assumption that P is large enough each user k ∈ [K] can decode the signal
ψ−1(y′

k(s
′)) with an error probability exponentially decreasing to zero with the NDT defined as follows.Since each file

contains F packets, each of which has B bits and there are a total of SDLB̃ time slots, (4) can be written as

τDL(M) = lim
P→∞

lim
V→∞

SDLB̃

BF/ logP
= lim

P→∞

SDL

F
· logP

logP + o(logP )
=
SDL

F
. (7)

From the above introduction, for simplicity we omit the coding process ψ and the noises in the uplink and the downlink
steps in this paper. Clearly we prefer to design a scheme with the optimal NDT for up load defined as

τ∗UL(M) ≜ inf{τUL(M)|τUL(M) is achievable}.

and the optimal NDT for down load defined as

τ∗DL(M) ≜ inf{τDL(M)|τDL(M) is achievable}.

Lemma 1 ( [22]). For any positive integers L, K, M and N satisfying that t = KM
N is an integer and t + L ≤ K, there

exists an (L,K,M,N) MIR coded caching scheme with subpacketization F =
(
K
t

)(
K−t−1
L−1

)
, the NDTs τUL = τDL = K−t

t+L .

Let t = KM/N . Now let us introduce the sketch of the ASMST scheme in [22] as follows.



5

• Placement phase: Each file is divided into F =
(
K
t

)(
K−t−1
L−1

)
packets, i.e., Wn = (Wn,T ,L)T ∈([K]

t ),L∈([K−t−1]
L−1 ). Each

user k caches Zk = {Wn,T ,L | k ∈ T , T ∈
(
[K]
t

)
,L ∈

(
[K−t−1]

L−1

)
}.

• Delivery phase: We assume the demand vector d = (d1, d2, . . . , dK). For each (t+L)-subset of [K], denoted by U , each
user in U tansmits

(
t+L−1

t

)
times to the BS. At each transmission, t+L users send signals to the BS where each of t+1 users

just sends a signal packet required by other users from U and each of the left L− 1 users sends a linear combination of t+1
packets required by other users from U . So in each transmission, the computational complexity is about O ((t+ 1)(L− 1)),
and the total computational complexity for the subset [t+ L] is

λ1 = O

((
t+ L− 1

t

)
(t+ 1)(L− 1)

)
. (8)

By the above uplink transmission, the BS receives exactly
(
t+L−1

t

)
L coded signals with the L antennas. The authors used

the same downlink transmission strategy as in [28], i.e., they must first generate all possible coded signals, each of which has
(t+1) unique required packets, and then use these to create the desired coded signals to users for L antennas, each of which
has

(
t+L
t+1

)
(t+ 1) unique required packets. In these two steps, we can compute that the computational complexity are

λ2 = O

((
t+ L

t+ 1

)
L

)
, λ3 = O

(
2L

(
t+ L

t+ 1

))
, (9)

respectively. Finally according to the after mentioned downlink transmission strategy, each user can decode its
(
t+L−1

t

)
required

packets with the computational complexity O(
(
t+L−1

t

)3
). So the total computational complexity of t+ L users is

λ4 = O

(
(t+ L)

(
t+ L− 1

t

)3
)
. (10)

When U gets all the (t+ L)-subsets of [K], the total computational complexity of this scheme is

λASMST =(λ1 + λ2 + λ3 + λ4)

(
K

t+ L

)
=

(
O

((
t+ L− 1

t

)
(t+ 1)(L− 1)

)
+O

((
t+ L

t+ 1

)
L

)
+O

(
2L

(
t+ L

t+ 1

))
+O

(
(t+ L)

(
t+ L− 1

t

)3
))(

K

t+ L

)

≈ O

(
(t+ L)

(
t+ L− 1

t

)3(
K

t+ L

))
.

(11)

B. Multi-antenna Placement Delivery Array

In this subsection, we will introduce a useful concept called multiple-antenna placement delivery array (MAPDA) proposed
in [20] which can be used to characterize the placement strategy and delivery strategy for the MISO caching system.

Definition 1 ( [20]). For any positive integers L, K, F , Z and S, an F ×K array P that is composed of “ ∗ ” and [S] is
called (L,K,F, Z, S) multiple-antenna placement delivery array (MAPDA) if it satisfies the following conditions
C1. The symbol “ ∗ ” appears Z times in each column;
C2. Each integer occurs at least once in the array;
C3. Each integer s appears at most once in each column;
C4. For any integer s ∈ [S], define P(s) to be the subarray of P including the rows and columns containing s, and let r′s × rs
denote the dimensions of P(s). The number of integer entries in each row of P(s) is less than or equal to L, i.e.,∣∣∣{k1 ∈ [rs]| P(s)(f1, k1) ∈ [S]}

∣∣∣ ≤ L, ∀f1 ∈ [r′s]. (12)

□

Example 1. When K = 6, F = 3 and Z = 1, the following 3 × 6 array P satisfies conditions of Definition 1. For instance
when s = 1, we have the following P(1) which satisfies condition C4. So P is a (2, 6, 3, 1, 3) MAPDA. □

P =

 ∗ 1 2 ∗ 1 2
1 ∗ 3 1 ∗ 3
2 3 ∗ 2 3 ∗

 , P(1) =

(
∗ 1 ∗ 1
1 ∗ 1 ∗

)
.

There are many construction of MAPDA in [16], [17], [20], [21]. Here we list some useful results of MAPDAs which have
smaller subpacketizations for some parameters K, t and L.
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Lemma 2 (Existing MAPDAs). For any positive integers K, t and L with t+L ≤ K, there exist an (L,K,F, Z, S) MAPDA
with the following parameters:

• When t+ L ≤ K, F = t+L
α

(
K/α

(t+L)/α

)
, Z = t

α

(
K/α−1

(t+L)/α−1

)
and S = K−t

α

(
K/α

(t+L)/α

)
where α = gcd(K, t, L) [21];

• When t+L < K and m ≤ L, F = β
(
K/m
t/m

)
, Z = βt

K

(
K/m
t/m

)
and S = sgn( t

m+1, mL )· l ·K−t
t+m

(
K/m
t/m

)
where l = m

gcd(m,L−m) ,
β = (sgn( t

m + 1, mL ) + L−m
m )l, m|K and m|t [20];

• When L = K − t, F = K, Z = t and S = K − t [20].

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we first present our main result, i.e., a coded caching scheme for the MIR system. Subsequently, we
demonstrate our advantages, which include smaller subpacketization and lower computational complexity compared to existing
schemes.

From (3) and (6), the key point of designing a scheme for MIR system is how to design the precoding matrices for both
the uplink and downlink steps (i.e., V(s) and U(s′)). By linear algebra, we find out that when t = KM

N ≥ L, the precoding
matrix U(s′) can be simplified into an identity matrix. In this case, the BS directly transmits the received signals to the users
through the downlink channel, meaning that we only need to consider the precoding matrix V(s). To this end, we show that
the MAPDA introduced in [20] can be used to generate the precoding matrix V(s) to obtain the following scheme. Compared
to the ASMST scheme [22], where the BS must first generate all possible coded signals, each of which has (t + 1) unique
required packets, and then use these to create the desired coded signals to users for L antennas, each of which has

(
t+L
t+1

)
(t+1)

unique required packets, our approach significantly reduces computational complexity without sacrificing the Sum-DoF.

Theorem 1. Given a (L,K,F, Z, S) MAPDA with KZ ≥ LF , there exists an F -division (L,K,M,N) MIR coded caching
scheme with memory ratio M

N = Z
F and the optimal τUL = τDL = S

F .

By Theorem 1 and Lemma 2, we have the folowing schemes for the MIR system.

Theorem 2. For any positive integers K, t and L with t+L ≤ K and L ≤ t, there exist F -division (L,K,M,N) MIR coded
caching schemes listed in Table I with NDT τnew = K(1−M/N)

t+L .

TABLE I: The new schemes with the sum-DoF t+ L in Theorem 2 where m ∈ Z+ and m|K.

New schemes Subpacketization Original MAPDA Parameter limitations

Scheme 1 β
(
K/m
t/m

)
[20]

t+ L < K, m ≤ L, l = m
gcd(m,L−m) ,

β = (sgn( t
m + 1, mL ) + L−m

m )l

Scheme 2 t+L
α

(
K/α

(t+L)/α

)
[21] t+ L ≤ K, α = gcd(K, t, L)

Scheme 3 K [20] L = K − t
* sgn(x, y) equals 1 if y = 1, and x otherwise.

When L > t, using Theorem 2 we can silence L− t antennas to obtain the following result.

Theorem 3. For any positive integers K, L and t with t < L, there exist F -division (L,K,M,N) MIR coded caching schemes
listed in Table II with memory size M = ZN

F , the sum-DoF 2t and the NDT τUL = τDL = K−t
2t .

TABLE II: The new schemes with the sum-DoF 2t in Theorem 3 where m ∈ Z+ and m|K.

New schemes Subpacketization Original MAPDA Parameter limitations

Scheme 1 β
(
K/m
t/m

)
[20]

t < K
2 , m ≤ t, l = m

gcd(m,t−m) ,
β = (sgn( t

m + 1, mt ) +
t−m
m )l

Scheme 2 2t
α

(
K/α
2t/α

)
[21] t ≤ K

2 , α = gcd(K, t)

Scheme 3 K [20] t = K
2

* sgn(x, y) equals 1 if y = 1, and x otherwise.

A. Performance Analyses

Compared to the ASMST scheme in [22], our schemes in Table I have smaller subpacketization and lower computational
complexity, while achieving the same NDT.

By Theorem 2, the NDTs of our schemes are τUL = τDL = K(1−M/N)
t+L , which exactly matche the NDTs of the ASMST

scheme in Lemma 1. Now let us consider the subpacketization. By Lemma 1 we have the subpacketization of the (L,K,M,N)
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ASMST scheme FASMST =
(
K
t

)(
K−t−1
L−1

)
. By Table I for the same parameters L, K, M and N , Scheme 1, Scheme 2 and

Scheme 3 have the subpacketizations F1 = β
(
K/m
t/m

)
, F2 = t+L

α

(
K/α

(t+L)/α

)
and F3 = K. Thus we observe that subpacketization

of the ASMST scheme grows exponentially with the number of users K, however the subpacketizations of the Scheme 1 and
Scheme 2 grow subexponentially with the number of users K, the subpacketization of the Scheme 3 grows linearly with the
number of users K. Then we have the ratio of FASMST and F1 as follows.

F1

FASMST
=

β
(
K/m
t/m

)(
K
t

)(
K−t−1
L−1

) ≈ 2
K
mH( t

K )

2KH( t
K )2(K−t−1)H( L−1

K−t−1 )
(K → ∞)

= 2
(1−m)

m KH( t
K )−(K−t−1)H( L−1

K−t−1 )

< 2
(1−m)

m KH( t
K )

≈ 2
(1−m)

m K . (Fixed memory ratio M/N)

(13)

From (13) we can see that Scheme 1 has an exponential reduction in subpacketization when K tends to infinity compared to
the ASMST scheme, the subpacketization of Scheme 1 is about 2

(1−m)
m K times smaller than that of the ASMST scheme.

Similarly, the ratio of the subpackektizations FASMST and F1 is

F2

FASMST
=

t+L
α

(
K/α

(t+L)/α

)(
K
t

)(
K−t−1
L−1

) ≈ 2
K
α H( t+L

K )

2KH( t
K )2(K−t−1)H( L−1

K−t−1 )
(K → ∞)

= 2
K
α H( t+L

K )−KH( t
K )−(K−t−1)H( L−1

K−t−1 )

< 2
K
α H( t+L

K )−KH( t
K )

≈ 2K·( 1−α
α ). (Fixed memory ratio M/N and L)

(14)

From (14) we can see that Scheme 2 has an exponential reduction in subpacketization when K tends to infinity compared to
the ASMST scheme, the subpacketization of Scheme 2 is about 2K·( 1−α

α ) times smaller than that of the ASMST scheme.
Let us take some numerical comparisons in Table III to verify our theoretical comparisons. By Table III, the subpacketizations

of our schemes in Table I are smaller than those of the ASMST scheme. In addition, we propose another comparisons for the

TABLE III: The subpacketizations of the ASMST scheme in [22] and our schemes in Table I.

subpacketization
ASMS scheme Table I

K M/N L FASMST Scheme 1 Scheme 2 Scheme 3
20 0.2 4 2204475 5 20 20
20 0.4 5 20785050 10 30 20
50 0.2 5 8.4E+14 45 360 50
50 0.3 5 1.0E+17 120 840 50

100 0.05 5 2.3E+14 20 380 100
100 0.2 10 1.1E+32 45 360 100
150 0.06 10 4.8E+28 15 210 150
150 0.1 15 5.5E+38 10 90 150
150 0.2 15 1.9E+49 45 360 150

case K = 150, L = 10 and m = 10 in Figure 2. Compared to the ASMST scheme in [22], Schemes 1 and Scheme 2 have a
very small subpacketization.

Finally let us consider the computational complexity of the ASMST scheme and our schemes. In the ASMST scheme, the
computational complexity in the whole communication process is λASMST = O((t + L)

(
t+L−1

t

)3( K
t+L

)
). In our schemes, by

Lemma (2), the computational complexity in the whole communication process can be represented as

• λScheme 1 = (O((t+ L)3) +O((t+ L)2) +O(t(t+ L))) · K−t
α

(
K/α

(t+L)/α

)
≈ O

(
(t+ L)3 · K−t

α

(
K/α

(t+L)/α

))
;

• λScheme 2 =
(
O((t+ L)3) +O((t+ L)2) +O(t(t+ L))

)
· sgn( t

m + 1, mL ) · l · K−t
t+m

(
K/m
t/m

)
≈ O

(
t+ L)3 ·

(
K/m
t/m

))
;

• λScheme 3 = (O((t+ L)3) +O((t+ L)2) +O(t(t+ L))) · (K − t) ≈ O
(
(t+ L)3 · (K − t)

)
.
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Fig. 2: Subpacketization comparison between the schmes in Table I and in [22], where K=150 and L=10.

Then we have the ratio of λASMST and λScheme 1 as follows.

λASMST

λScheme 1
=
O
(
(t+ L)

(
t+L−1

t

)3( K
t+L

))
O
(
(t+ L)3 · K−t

α

(
K/α

(t+L)/α

)) ≈ O

(
(t+ L− 1)3t ·Kt+L

(t+ L)2 · (K/α) t+L
α

)
(K → ∞)

≈O((t+ L− 1)3t−2 · α
t+L
α ·K(t+L)·α−1

α ). (K → ∞)

(15)

From (15), the computational complexity of the ASMST scheme is about O((t+L− 1)3t−2 ·α t+L
α ·K(t+L)·α−1

α ) times larger
than that of Scheme 1 when K is sufficiently large. Similar to (15), when K is large, the computational complexity of the
ASMST scheme is about O((t + L − 1)3t−2 ·m t

m · KL+t·m−1
m ) times larger than that of Scheme 2, and the computational

complexity of the ASMST scheme is about O((t+ L− 1)3t−2 ·KL+t−1) times larger than that of Scheme 3. Therefore, the
computational complexity of our schemes is much lower than that of the ASMST scheme.

B. Sketch of designing the scheme in Theorem 1

Given a (L,K,F, Z, S) PDA P, we use the K columns and F rows denote the users and packets of each file, respectively.
The entry P(f, k) = ∗ represents that the f th packet of all files is cached by user k. Each user caches M = ZN

F files by
Condition C1 of Definition 1. If P(f, k) = s is an integer, it means that the f th packet of all files is not stored by user k. In
the uplink step, each user transmits the linear combination of all the requested packets indicated by s to the BS at transmission
s; in the downlink step, the BS transmits the received signal directly to the users through the downlink channel. Condition C3
of Definition 1 guarantees that each user can receive at most one of its requested packets, and the Condition C4 guarantees
that each user can recover its required packets contained in a received signal since it can cancel all the other packets with the
help of its cached packets. Since there are F − Z required packets, then the sum-DoF is K(F−Z)

S . Then we can obtain an
F -division (L,K,M,N) MIR coded caching scheme with memory size M = ZN

F and NDT τ = S
F . Recall that we omit the

coding process ψ and the noises in the uplink and the downlink steps.
Now let us take (L,K,F, Z, S) = (2, 6, 3, 1, 3) MAPDA P in Example 1 to illustrate our generating method for the 3-division

(L,K,M,N) = (2, 6, 2, 6) MIR coded caching scheme as follows.
• Placement phase: Each file Wn is divided into 3 packets, i.e., Wn = {Wn,1,Wn,2,Wn,3}. Specifically, each user k
caches the packets Wn,f if the entry P(f, k) = ∗, the caches of 6 users are

Z1 = Z4 = {Wn,1|n ∈ [6]}, Z2 = Z5 = {Wn,2|n ∈ [6]}, Z3 = Z6 = {Wn,3|n ∈ [6]}. (16)

Clearly each use cache the packets of size M = 1×N
F = 2 files.

• Delivery phase: We assume that request vector d = (1, 2, 3). This phase contains the uplink and downlink steps, each
of which contains 3 transmissions. We first consider the first transmission, i.e., s = 1. In P, we have P(2, 1) = P(1, 2) =
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P(2, 4) = P(1, 5) = 1. In the uplink step, the served users and their requested packets are

K1 = {1, 2, 4, 5} and W(1) =


W1,2

W2,1

W4,2

W5,1

 ,

respectively. Then user 1, 2, 4 and 5 send the coded signals x1, x2, x4 and x5 respectively. That is,

X(1) =


x1(1)
x2(1)
x4(1)
x5(1)

 = V(1)W(1),

where the precoding matrix can be obtained by the following channel matrix

H(1) = (h
(1)
1 ,h

(1)
2 ,h

(1)
4 ,h

(1)
5 ) =

(
1 1 1 1
2 3 4 5

)
.

Then, the BS can receive the following signals with help of its 2 antennas.

YBS(1)= H(1)V(1)W(1) =

(
1 1 1 1
2 3 4 5

)
0 v

(1)
1,2 0 v

(1)
1,4

v
(1)
2,1 0 v

(1)
2,3 0

0 v
(1)
3,2 0 v

(1)
3,4

v
(1)
4,1 0 v

(1)
4,3 0




W1,2

W2,1

W4,2

W5,1

 ,

and directly sends to the users in K in the downlink step. Then these 4 users can receive the following signals respectively.

Y(1) =


y1(1)
y2(1)
y4(1)
y5(1)

 = (H∗)
(1)

H(1)V(1)


W1,2

W2,1

W4,2

W5,1



=


1 3

2 0 − 1
2

1
2 1 1

2 0
0 1

2 1 1
2

− 1
2 0 3

2 1




W1,2

W2,1

W4,2

W5,1

 =


W1,2 +

3
2W2,1 − 1

2W5,1
1
2W1,2 +W2,1 +

1
2W4,2

1
2W2,1 +W4,2 +

1
2W5,1

− 1
2W1,2 +

3
2W4,2 +W5,1

 .

By

(H∗)
(1)

H(1)V(1) =


1 3

2 0 − 1
2

1
2 1 1

2 0
0 1

2 1 1
2

− 1
2 0 3

2 1

 ,

we have the precoding matrix

V(1) =


0 21

4 0 − 13
4

21
4 0 − 11

4 0
0 − 11

4 0 7
4

− 13
4 0 7

4 0

 .

We can see that user 1 receives the coded signal y1(1) = W1,2 +
3
2W2,1 − 1

2W5,1. By its cached packets W2,1 and W5,1,
user 1 can decode its required packet W1,2. Similarly user 2, 4 and 5 can decode their required packets W2,1, W4,2 and
W5,1, respectively. The other two transmissions can be treated similarly.

From (5) and (7), we can obtain the NDT τUL = τDL = S
F = 3

3 = 1 and the computational complexity in the whole
communication process is

λNew =
(
(t+ L)3 + (t+ L)2 + t(t+ L)

)
· S =

(
(2 + 2)3 + (2 + 2)2 + 2(2 + 2)

)
· 3 = 264.

By Lemma 1 we can obtain the (L,K,M,N) = (2, 6, 2, 6) ASMST coded caching scheme with the NDT τUL = τDL = K−t
t+L =
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6−2
2+2 = 1 and the computational complexity in the whole communication process

λASMST =

((
t+ L− 1

t

)
(t+ 1)(L− 1) +

(
t+ L

t+ 1

)
L+ 2L

(
t+ L

t+ 1

)
+ (t+ L)

(
t+ L− 1

t

)3
)(

K

t+ L

)

=

((
2 + 2− 1

2

)
(2 + 1)(2− 1) +

(
2 + 2

2 + 1

)
2 + 2 · 2

(
2 + 2

2 + 1

)
+ (2 + 2)

(
2 + 2− 1

2

)3
)(

6

2 + 2

)
= 2115.

Clearly, the computationnal complexity of our scheme is λNew
λASMST

= 264
2115 = 0.1248 times smaller than that of the ASMST

scheme with the same NDT.

IV. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 1

Suppose that P is an (L,K,F, Z, S) MAPDA with KZ ≥ LF , we can obtain an F -division (L,K,M,N) MIR coded
caching scheme with memory size M = ZN

F and the optimal τUL = τDL = S
F as follows.

A. The Scheme Realized by P

• Placement phase: Each file Wn is divided into F packets, i.e., Wn = (Wn,f |f ∈ [F ]). Each user k caches the following
content.

Zk =
{
Wn,f

∣∣∣ P(f, k) = ∗, n ∈ [N ], f ∈ [F ]
}

(17)

Clearly each user caches exactly M = ZN
F files.

• Delivery phase: Assume the demand vector d = (d1, d2, . . . , dK). This phase contains the uplink and downlink steps,
each of which contains SUL = SDL = S transmissions.

– In the uplink step: Recall that the maximum sum-DoF of P is t + L, each integer appears exactly t + L times in P.
For any s ∈ [S], assume that P(f1, k1) = P(f2, k2) = . . . = P(ft+L, kt+L) = s, which represents that user ki requests
the packet Wdki

,fi . Thus the served users and their requested packets are

Ks = {k1,k2,. . . ,kt+L} and W(s) =


Wdk1

,f1

Wdk2
,f2

...
Wdkt+L

,ft+L

 ,

respectively. Each user ki ∈ [K] for i ∈ [t+ L] transmits the following linear combination of requested packets

xki(s) =

t+L∑
j=1

v
(s)
i,j Wdkj

,fj , (18)

We denote vj(s) = (v1,j(s),. . . ,vt+L,j(s)). The users indices in Ks who neither cache nor request packet Wdki
,fi are

denoted by Ci(s). We design vT
i (s) as the right null vector of A (Ci(s), [t+ L]), i.e., A (Ci(s), [t+ L])vT

i (s) = 0, where
A specifically represents in (21). In addition, in each transmission, the computational complexity of computing xki

(s) is
O((t+ L)2). Then, the BS receives the signal

yBS(s) =

t+L∑
i=1

hkixki(s), (19)

– In the downlink step: In the transmission s ∈ [S], the BS directly transmits the received signal yBS(s) to the users
through the downlink channel. Thus, user kl, where l ∈ [t+ L], receives the signal

y
(s)
kl

= h∗
kl
yBS(s) = h∗

kl

t+L∑
i=1

hki

t+L∑
j=1

v
(s)
i,j Wdkj

,fj =

t+L∑
j=1

(
t+L∑
i=1

h∗
kl
hki

v
(s)
i,j

)
Wdkj

,fj . (20)

Then from (18), (19) and (20), the received signals by all t+ L users in transmission s are

Y(s) =


h∗
k1

h∗
k2

...
h∗
kt+L

 (hk1 ,hk2 , . . . ,hkt+L
)


v
(s)
1,1 v

(s)
1,2 · · · v

(s)
1,t+L

v
(s)
2,1 v

(s)
2,2 · · · v

(s)
2,t+L

...
...

. . .
...

v
(s)
t+L,1 v

(s)
t+L,2 · · · v

(s)
t+L,t+L




Wdk1
,f1

Wdk2
,f2

...
Wdkt+L

,ft+L

 , (21)
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where 
h∗
k1

h∗
k2

...
h∗
kt+L

 (hk1
,hk2

, . . . ,hkt+L
) = H∗(Ks, [L])H([L],Ks) = A.

In the proposed scheme, we design the beamforming vector v(s)i,j to enable one-shot delivery, ensuring that each requested
packet can be directly decoded by the desired users. The details of this design are presented in the following subsection.

B. Decodability for Each User

For each j ∈ [t + L] , we suppose that there are λ(s)j rows with indices in [t + L] containing integers at the column kl of
P. Therefore, the set of these rows indices can be written as

J (s)
l = {j | P(fj , kl) ̸= ∗, j ∈ [t+ L] \ {l}} . (22)

Obviously, |J (s)
l | = λ

(s)
j . Thus, (20) can be represented as

y
(s)
kl

=

t+L∑
j=1

(
t+L∑
i=1

h∗
kl
hkiv

(s)
i,j

)
Wdkj

,fj =

(
t+L∑
i=1

h∗
kl
hkiv

(s)
i,l

)
Wdkl

,fl︸ ︷︷ ︸
Required & Uncaching packet

(23)

+
∑

j∈J (s)
l

(
t+L∑
i=1

h∗
kl
hki

v
(s)
i,j

)
Wdkj

,fj

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Unrequired & Uncaching packets

+
∑

j∈[t+L]\
(
{l}∪J (s)

l

)
(

t+L∑
i=1

h∗
kl
hki

v
(s)
i,j

)
Wdkj

,fj

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Caching packets

,

where the packet in the first term is requested by user kl; the packets in the second term are neither required nor cached by
user kl; the packets in the third term are not required but cached by user kl. Obviously, only the packets in the first two terms
in (23) need to be considered, as user kl can cancel all the packets in the third term with its cached contents. To decode the
desired packet Wdkl

,fl , it is necessary to cancel the interfering packets in the second term of (23). In particular, (21) can also
be written as follws.

Y(s) = (H∗)
(s)

H(s)X(s) = (H∗)
(s)

H(s)V(s)W(s)

= (H∗)
(s)

H(s)
(
v
(s)
1 ,v

(s)
2 , . . . ,v

(s)
t+L

)
W(s)

=
(
(H∗)

(s)
H(s)v

(s)
1 , (H∗)

(s)
H(s)v

(s)
2 , . . . , (H∗)

(s)
H(s)v

(s)
t+L

)
W(s)

= B(s)W(s).

(24)

Note that H∗ denotes the conjugate-transpose of H, any sub matrix of H is full rank. Clearly, user kl can decode its required
packet Wdkl

,fl by its received signal y(s)
kl

and its cached packets Zkl
if the following condition holds for any two different

integers l, j ∈ [t+ L]. 
1 =

t+L∑
i=1

h∗
kl
hki

v
(s)
i,l = h∗

kl
H(s)v

(s)
l = B(s)(l, l),

0 =
t+L∑
i=1

h∗
kl
hkiv

(s)
i,j = h∗

kl
H(s)v

(s)
j = B(s)(l, j), j ∈ J (s)

l .

(25)

Note that the first equality in (25) means that user kl can decode its desired packet Wdkl
,fl , while the second equality in

(25) means that the user kl is able to cancel its un-required and un-cached coded packet Wdkj
,fj . Clearly, in the entire

communication process, each user can decode all packets of its required file if (25) holds for all s ∈ [S]. So, it is sufficient to
show that there exists a precoding matrix V(s) that satisfies (25).

In each transmission, t + L users can decode their requested packets, the computational complexity is O (t(t+ L)). The
design of the precoding matrices, which is equivalent to computing V(s) = ((H∗)(s)H(s))−1B(s). Thus the computational
complexity of computing the precoding matrix for each transmission is O((t+L)3). From (24) and (25), the singles received
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by t+ L users can also be expressed as

Y(s) = B(s)W(s) :=


b
(s)
1,1 b

(s)
1,2 · · · b

(s)
1,t+L

b
(s)
2,1 b

(s)
2,2 · · · b

(s)
2,t+L

...
...

. . .
...

b
(s)
t+L,1 b

(s)
t+L,2 · · · b

(s)
t+L,t+L




Wdk1
,f1

Wdk2
,f2

...
Wdkt+L

,ft+L

 , (26)

where

b(s)m,n =

{
1 if m = n
0 if m ̸= n,P(fn, km) ̸= ∗.

C. The Existence of V(s) that Satisfies (25)

Next, we examine the existence of a matrix V(s) that satisfies the equation (25). To this end, we select the appropriate linear
coding coefficients vi,j for all i ∈ [t + L] and j ∈ [t + L] such that (25) holds consistently. From (2), if user ki does not
cache the packet Wdkj

,fj , then v(s)i,j = 0. Besides, for the packet Wdkj
,fj , according to P(s), we know that t is in t+L users

cache it, so the number of complex numbers in each column of the precoding matrix V(s), i.e., the number of unknowns, is
t; for the packet Wdkj

,fj , according to P(s), we can know that L is in t+L users do not cache it, so in the receiving matrix
B(s), the diagonal elements are all 1’s, and the number of 1’s and 0’s in each column, i.e., the number of equations, is L. The
necessary and sufficient condition for V(s) to exist is that the equation (27) has a solution. In this case, the sufficient condition
for the equation (27) to have a solution is t ≥ L.


h∗
k1

h∗
k2

...
h∗
kt+L

 (hk1 ,hk2 , . . . ,hkt+L
)


v
(s)
1,1 v

(s)
1,2 · · · v

(s)
1,t+L

v
(s)
2,1 v

(s)
2,2 · · · v

(s)
2,t+L

...
...

. . .
...

v
(s)
t+L,1 v

(s)
t+L,2 · · · v

(s)
t+L,t+L




Wdk1
,f1

Wdk2
,f2

...
Wdkt+L

,ft+L

 =


b
(s)
1,1 b

(s)
1,2 · · · b

(s)
1,t+L

b
(s)
2,1 b

(s)
2,2 · · · b

(s)
2,t+L

...
...

. . .
...

b
(s)
t+L,1 b

(s)
t+L,2 · · · b

(s)
t+L,t+L




Wdk1
,f1

Wdk2
,f2

...
Wdkt+L

,ft+L

 .

(27)

D. Proof of The Existence of V(s)

First, proving that the equation (27) has a solution is equivalent to proving that the equation (28) has a solution, and this
can further be shown to be equivalent to proving that the equation (29) has a solution, for any n ∈ [t+ L].

h∗
k1

h∗
k2

...
h∗
kt+L

 (hk1 ,hk2 , . . . ,hkt+L
)


v
(s)
1,1 v

(s)
1,2 · · · v

(s)
1,t+L

v
(s)
2,1 v

(s)
2,2 · · · v

(s)
2,t+L

...
...

. . .
...

v
(s)
t+L,1 v

(s)
t+L,2 · · · v

(s)
t+L,t+L

 =


b
(s)
1,1 b

(s)
1,2 · · · b

(s)
1,t+L

b
(s)
2,1 b

(s)
2,2 · · · b

(s)
2,t+L

...
...

. . .
...

b
(s)
t+L,1 b

(s)
t+L,2 · · · b

(s)
t+L,t+L

 , (28)


h∗
k1

h∗
k2

...
h∗
kt+L

 (hk1 ,hk2 , . . . ,hkt+L
)


v
(s)
1,n

v
(s)
2,n
...

v
(s)
t+L,n

 =


b
(s)
1,n

b
(s)
2,n
...

b
(s)
t+L,n

 . (29)

From MAPDA P(s), for the packet Wdkn ,fn , there are L users among t+L users who not cache the packet. Consequently,
there must be L elements in (v

(s)
1,n, v

(s)
2,n, · · · , v

(s)
t+L,n) that are equal to 0. The remaining t elements in (v

(s)
1,n, v

(s)
2,n, · · · , v

(s)
t+L,n)

are assumed to be (v
(s)
i1,n

, v
(s)
i2,n

, · · · , v(s)it,n
). Since user kn requires the packet Wdkn ,fn , we have b(s)n,n = 1. Excluding user kn,
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L−1 users do not cache the packet Wdkn ,fn , so there are L−1 elements in (b
(s)
1,n, b

(s)
2,n, · · · , b

(s)
t+L,n) that are equal to 0. These

elements are assumed to be (b
(s)
l1,n

, b
(s)
l2,n

, · · · , b(s)lL−1,n
) = 0. Therefore, the equation (29) is equivalent to the following equation

h∗
kl1

h∗
kl2

...
h∗
klL−1

h∗
kn

 (hki1
,hki2

, . . . ,hkit
)


v
(s)
i1,n

v
(s)
i2,n
...

v
(s)
it,n

 =


0
0
...
0
1

 , (30)

In this case, the equation (30) can be expressed as Ax = b, where

A =


h∗
kl1

h∗
kl2

...
h∗
klL−1

h∗
kn

 (hki1
,hki2

, . . . ,hkit
).

Since any L-order sub-square in H = (hk1 hk2 . . . hkt+L
) is invertible,
h∗
kl1

h∗
kl2

...
h∗
klL−1

h∗
kn


is invertible. Moreover, when t ⩾ L, the (hki1

,hki2
, . . . ,hkit

) has full row rank matrix. Thus, we deduce that A is full-row
rank matrix. Since A is a full-row rank, for the equation Ax = b, we have rank(A) = rank(A|b). So, we deduce that the
equation (30) has a solution, i.e., the equation (27) has a solution.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we studied the coded caching problem for the (K,L,M,N) MIR system. Firstly, we found out it is sufficient
to focus only on the precoding matrix for the uplink step when t ≥ L. In this case, we showed that the MAPDA can be
used to generate the precoding matrix in the uplink step. Consequently, based on the existing MAPDAs, we obtained some
new schemes for the MIR system which have smaller subpacketization and lower computational complexity compared to the
ASMST scheme. We can also obtain the scheme for the case L > t by silencing L− t antennas based on our new schemes.
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