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Abstract—Matroid theory is fundamentally connected with in-
dex coding and network coding problems. In fact, the reliance of
linear index coding and network coding rates on the characteristic
of a field has been demonstrated by using the two well-known
matroid instances, namely the Fano and non-Fano matroids. This
established the insufficiency of linear coding, one of the funda-
mental theorems in both index coding and network coding. While
the Fano matroid is linearly representable only over fields with
characteristic two, the non-Fano instance is linearly representable
only over fields with odd characteristic. For fields with arbitrary
characteristic p, the Fano and non-Fano matroids were extended to
new classes of matroid instances whose linear representations are
dependent on fields with characteristic p. However, these matroids
have not been well appreciated nor cited in the fields of network
coding and index coding. In this paper, we first reintroduce these
matroids in a more structured way. Then, we provide a completely
independent alternative proof with the main advantage of using
only matrix manipulation rather than complex concepts in number
theory and matroid theory. In this new proof, it is shown that while
the class p-Fano matroid instances are linearly representable only
over fields with characteristic p, the class p-non-Fano instances
are representable over fields with any characteristic other than
characteristic p. Finally, following the properties of the class p-
Fano and p-non-Fano matroid instances, we characterize two new
classes of index coding instances, respectively, referred to as the
class p-Fano and p-non-Fano index coding, each with a size of
p2 + 4p + 3. It is proved that the broadcast rate of the class p-
Fano index coding instances is achievable by a linear code over
only fields with characteristic p. In contrast, it is shown that for
the class p-non-Fano index coding instances, the broadcast rate
is achievable by a linear code over fields with any characteristic
other than characteristic p.

I. INTRODUCTION

Founded by Whitney [1], matroid theory is a discipline of

mathematics in which the notions of dependence and inde-

pendence relations are generalized. These concepts in matroid

theory are closely related to the concepts in information theory

such as entropy and the notions in linear algebraic coding theory

including the dependent and independent linear vector spaces.

Among the fields in coding theory, network coding and index

coding are proven to be fundamentally connected to the matroid

theory [2]–[10].

Network coding, started by the work of Ahlswede et al.

[11], studies the communication problem in which a set of

messages must be communicated from source nodes to desti-

nation nodes through intermediate nodes. Encoding messages

at the intermediate nodes can increase the overall network

throughput compared to simply routing the messages [11]. The

basic connection between matroid theory and network coding

was established in [2], where a mapping technique from any

matroid instance to a network coding instance was presented.

It was shown that the constraints on the column space of the

matrix which is a linear representation of the matroid instance

can equivalently be mapped to the column space of the global

and local encoding matrices solving the corresponding network

coding instance.

Index coding, introduced by the work of Birk and Kol [12],

[13], models a broadcast communication system in which a

single server must communicate a set of messages to a number

of users. Each user demands specific messages and may have

prior knowledge about other messages. Encoding the messages

at the server can improve the overall broadcast rate rather than

sending uncoded messages [13]. In [8], matroid theory was

shown to be closely bonded with index coding by providing

a systematic approach to reduce a matroid instance into an

index coding instance. This method maps the constraints on the

column space of the matrix which linearly represents a matroid

instance to the column space of the encoding matrix solving

the corresponding index coding instance.

Due to the strong connection of matroid theory with network

coding and index coding problems, a number of well-known

matroid instances were used to prove some key limitations in

both network and index coding. As an example, by mapping

the non-Pappus matroid instance which does not have a scalar

linear representation into its corresponding network and index

coding instances, it can be shown that vector linear codes can

outperform the optimal scalar linear coding in both network and

index coding [3], [8]. Moreover, through the Vamos matroid in-

stance which is not linearly representable, the necessity of non-

Shannon inequalities was proved for both network coding and

index coding [2], [14] to establish a tighter performance bound.

In addition, the insufficiency of linear coding was established in

[8], [15] by providing two network and index coding instances

which are essentially related to the Fano and non-Fano matroid

instances. The dependency of linear representation of the Fano

and non-Fano matroids on the characteristic of a field is the key

reason for the insufficiency of linear coding.

In [16], for fields with arbitrary characteristic p, the Fano

and non-Fano matroid instances were extended to the new

classes of matroids, respectively, referred to as the class p-

Fano and the class p-non-Fano matroids. Using the concept

of matroid theory and number theory, it was proved that while

the class p-Fano instances are linearly representable only over

fields with characteristic p, the class p-non-Fano instances

have linear representation over fields with any characteristic

other than characteristic p [16], [17]. These matroids are of

significant importance to the fields of network coding and index

coding as they can be mapped into new classes of network and

index coding instances whose optimal linear coding rates are

dependent on fields with characteristic p. However, to the best

of our knowledge, these classes of matroid instances have not

been studied in the community of network coding and index

coding.

In this paper, we first reintroduce the class p-Fano and

the class p-non-Fano matroid instances in a more structured

http://arxiv.org/abs/2407.12215v1


way. Then we provide a completely independent alternative

proof for their linear representations’ dependency on fields with

characteristic p. The main advantage of our proof (proof of

Theorems 1 and 2) is that it uses only matrix manipulation in

linear algebra rather than complex concepts in matroid theory

and number theory. Finally, following the class p-Fano and p-

non-Fano matroid instances, we characterize two new classes

of index coding instances, respectively, referred to as the class

p-Fano and p-non-Fano index coding, each with a size of

2p2 + 4p + 3. For the class p-Fano index coding instances,

it is proved that linear codes are optimal only over fields with

characteristic p. However, for the class p-non-Fano index coding

instances, we prove that linear codes are optimal over fields with

any characteristic other than characteristic p. It is important to

note that using the mapping methods discussed in [8] and [18]

for the class p-Fano and p-non-Fano matroids results in index

coding instances of size O(2p), while the instances of p-Fano

and p-non-Fano matroids presented in this paper have a size of

O(p2).
The organization and contributions of this paper are summa-

rized as follows.

• Section II provides a brief overview of the system model,

relevant background and definitions in matroid theory,

index coding.

• In Section III, for the two recognized categories of ma-

troids, namely the class p-Fano and the class p-non-Fano

matroid instances, we introduce a fully distinct alternative

proof that exclusively employs matrix manipulation tech-

niques. This proof demonstrates that instances of the class

p-Fano matroid can only be linearly represented over fields

with characteristic p, whereas instances of the class p-non-

Fano matroid can be linearly represented over fields with

any characteristic, except for characteristic p.

• In Subsection IV-B, we characterize a new class of index

coding, referred to as the class p-Fano index coding

instances with a size of 2p2 + 4p + 3. It is proved

that the broadcast rate of the class p-Fano index coding

instances is achievable by linear code over only fields with

characteristic p.

• In Subsection IV-C, we characterize a new class of index

coding, referred to as the class p-non-Fano index coding

instances with a size of 2p2 + 4p + 3. It is proved that

the broadcast rate of the class p-non-Fano index coding

instances is achievable by linear code over fields with any

characteristic other than characteristic p.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND BACKGROUND

A. Notation

Small letters such as n denote an integer where [n] ,

{1, ..., n} and [n : m] , {n, n+ 1, . . .m} for n ≤ m. Capital

letters such as L denote a set, with |L| denoting its cardinality.

Symbols in boldface such as l and L, respectively, denote a

vector and a matrix, with rank(L) and col(L) denoting the

rank and column space of matrix L, respectively. A calligraphic

symbol such as L denotes a set whose elements are sets.

We use Fq to denote a finite field of size q and write F
n×m
q to

denote the vector space of all n×m matrices over the field Fq.

In denotes the identity matrix of size n×n, and 0n represents

an n× n matrix whose elements are all zero.

B. System Model

Consider a broadcast communication system in which a

server transmits a set of mt messages X = {xji , i ∈ [m], j ∈
[t]}, xji ∈ X , to a number of users U = {ui, i ∈ [m]}
through a noiseless broadcast channel. Each user ui wishes

to receive a message of length t, Xi = {xji , j ∈ [t]} and

may have a priori knowledge of a subset of the messages

Si := {xjl , l ∈ Ai, j ∈ [t]}, Ai ⊆ [m]\{i}, which is referred

to as its side information set. The main objective is to minimize

the number of coded messages which is required to be broadcast

so as to enable each user to decode its requested message. An

instance of index coding problem I can be either characterized

by the side information set of its users as I = {Ai, i ∈ [m]},

or by their interfering message set Bi = [m]\(Ai ∪ {i}) as

I = {Bi, i ∈ [m]}.

Definition 1 (CI: Index Code for I). Given an instance of

index coding problem I = {Ai, i ∈ [m]}, a (t, r) index code

is defined as CI = (φI , {ψ
i
I}), where

• φI : Xmt → X r is the encoding function which maps the

mt message symbol x
j
i ∈ X to the r coded messages as

Y = {y1, . . . , yr}, where yk ∈ X , ∀k ∈ [r].
• ψi

I : represents the decoding function, where for each user

ui, i ∈ [m], the decoder ψi
I : X r ×X |Ai|t → X t maps the

received r coded messages yk ∈ Y, k ∈ [r] and the |Ai|t
messages x

j
l ∈ Si in the side information to the t messages

ψi
I(Y, Si) = {x̂ji , j ∈ [t]}, where x̂

j
i is an estimate of x

j
i .

Definition 2 (β(CI): Broadcast Rate of CI ). Given an instance

of the index coding problem I, the broadcast rate of a (t, r)
index code CI is defined as β(CI) =

r
t
.

Definition 3 (β(I): Broadcast Rate of I). Given an instance of

the index coding problem I, the broadcast rate β(I) is defined

as

β(I) = inf
t
inf
CI

β(CI). (1)

Thus, the broadcast rate of any index code CI provides an upper

bound on the broadcast rate of I, i.e., β(I) ≤ β(CI).

C. Linear Index Code

Let x = [x1, . . . ,xm]T ∈ F
mt×1
q denote the message vector.

Definition 4 (Linear Index Code). Given an instance of the

index coding problem I = {Bi, i ∈ [m]}, a (t, r) linear index

code is defined as LI = (H, {ψi
I}), where

• H : Fmt×1
q → F

r×1
q is the r×mt encoding matrix which

maps the message vector x ∈ F
mt×1
q to a coded message

vector ȳ = [y1, . . . , yr]
T ∈ F

r×1
q as follows

y = Hx =
∑

i∈[m]

H{i}xi.

Here H{i} ∈ F
r×t
q is the local encoding matrix of the i-

th message xi such that H =
[

H{1} . . . H{m}
]
∈

F
r×mt
q .

• ψi
I represents the linear decoding function for user ui, i ∈

[m], where ψi
I(y, Si) maps the received coded message y

and its side information messages Si to x̂i, which is an

estimate of the requested message vector xi.

Proposition 1 ( [19]). The necessary and sufficient condition for

linear decoder ψi
I , ∀i ∈ [m] to correctly decode the requested

message vector xi is

rank(H{i}∪Bi) = rank(HBi) + t, (2)



where HL denotes the matrix
[

H{l1} . . . H{l|L|}
]

for

the given set L = {l1, . . . , l|L|}.

Definition 5 (λq(LI): Linear Broadcast Rate of LI over

Fq). Given an instance of index coding problem I, the linear

broadcast rate of a (t, r) linear index code LI over field Fq is

defined as λq(LI) =
r
t
.

Definition 6 (λq(I): Linear Broadcast Rate of I over

Fq). Given an instance of index coding problem I, the linear

broadcast rate λq(I) over field Fq is defined as

λq(I) = inf
t
inf
LI

λq(LI).

Definition 7 (λ(I): Linear Broadcast Rate for I). Given an

instance of index coding problem I, the linear broadcast rate

is defined as

λ(I) = min
q
λq(I). (3)

Definition 8 (Scalar and Vector Linear Index Code). The

linear index code CI is said to be scalar if t = 1. Otherwise, it

is called a vector (or fractional) code. For scalar codes, we use

xi = x1i , i ∈ [m], for simplicity.

D. Graph Definitions

Given an index coding instance I, the following concepts are

defined based on its interfering message sets, which are, in fact,

related to its graph representation [20]–[23].

Definition 9 (Independent Set of I). We say that set M ⊆ [m]
is an independent set of I if Bi ∩M =M\{i} for all i ∈M .

Definition 10 (Minimal Cyclic Set of I). Let M = {ij, j ∈
[|M |]} ⊆ [m]. Now, M is referred to as a minimal cyclic set

of I if

Bij ∩M =







M\{ij, ij+1}, j ∈ [|M | − 1],

M\{i|M|, i1}, j = i|M|.

(4)

Definition 11 (Acyclic Set of I). We say that M ⊆ [m] is

an acyclic set of I, if none of its subsets M ′ ⊆ M forms a

minimal cyclic set of I. We note that each independent set is

an acyclic set as well.

Proposition 2 ( [24]). Let I = {Bi, i ∈ [m]}. It can be shown

that

• if set [m] is an acyclic set of I, then λq(I) = β(I) = m.

• if set [m] is a minimal cyclic set of I, then λq(I) = β(I) =
m− 1.

Definition 12 (Maximum Acyclic Induced Subgraph (MAIS)

of I). Let M be the set of all sets M ⊆ [m] which are acyclic

sets of I. Then, set M ∈ M with the maximum size |M | is

referred to as the MAIS set of I, and βMAIS(I) = |M | is called

the MAIS bound for λq(I), as we always have [25]

λq(I) ≥ βMAIS(I). (5)

Remark 1. Equation (5) establishes a sufficient condition for

optimality of the linear coding rate as follows. Given an index

coding instance I, if λq(I) = βMAIS(I), then the linear coding

rate is optimal for I. In this paper, the encoding matrix which

achieves this optimal rate is denoted by H∗.

E. Overview of Matroid Theory

Definition 13 (N : Matroid Instance [8], [9]). A matroid

instance N = {f(N), N ⊆ [n]} is a set of functions f : 2[n] →
{0, 1, 2, . . .} that satisfy the following three conditions:

f(N) ≤ |N |, ∀N ⊆ [n],

f(N1) ≤ f(N2), ∀N1 ⊆ N2 ⊆ [n],

f(N1 ∪N2) + f(N1 ∩N2) ≤ f(N1) + f(N2), ∀N1, N2 ⊆ [n].

Here, set [n] and function f(·), respectively, are called the

ground set and the rank function of N . The rank of matroid N
is defined as f(N ) = f([n]).

Definition 14 (Basis and Circuit Sets of N ). Consider a

matroid N of rank f(N ). We say that N ⊆ [n] is an

independent set of N if f(N) = |N |. Otherwise, N is said to

be a dependent set. A maximal independent set N is referred

to as a basis set. A minimal dependent set N is referred to as

a circuit set.

Let sets B and C, respectively, denote the set of all basis and

circuit sets of N . Then, it can be shown that

f(N ) = f(N) = |N |, ∀N ∈ B,

f(N\{i}) = |N | − 1, ∀i ∈ N, ∀N ∈ C. (6)

Definition 15 ((t)-linear Representation of N over Fq). We

say that matroid N = {f(N), N ⊆ [n]} of rank f(N ) has a

(t)-linear representation over Fq if there exists a matrix

H =
[

H{1} . . . H{n}
]
, H{i} ∈ F

f(N )t×t
q , ∀i ∈ [n],

such that

rank(HN ) = f(N)t, ∀N ⊆ [n], (7)

where HN denotes the matrix
[

H{n1} . . . H{n|N|}
]

for

the given set N = {n1, . . . , n|N |} ⊆ [n].

Remark 2. Since the matroid matrix H is related to the

encoding matrix in index coding and network coding, we

assume that each submatrix H{i}, i ∈ [n] is invertible (which

is a necessary condition for encoding matrix [19], [20], [26]).

Now, based on Definitions 14 and 15, the concepts of basis

and circuit sets can also be defined for matrix H .

Definition 16 (Basis and Circuit Sets of H). Let N ⊆ [n]. We

say that N is an independent set of H , if rank(HN ) = |N |t,
otherwise N is a dependent set of H . The independent set N

is a basis set of H if rank(H) = rank(HN ) = |N |t. The

dependent set N is a circuit set of H if

rank(HN\{j}) = rank(HN ) = (|N | − 1)t, ∀j ∈ N, (8)

which requires that

H{j} =
∑

i∈N\{j}

H{i}M j,i, (9)

where each M j,i is invertible.

Definition 17 (Scalar and Vector Linear Representation). If

matroid N has a linear representation with t = 1, it is said

that N has a scalar linear representation. Otherwise, the linear

representation is called a vector representation.



F. The Fano and non-Fano Matroid Instances NF and NnF

Definition 18 (Fano Matroid Instance NF [2]). Consider the

matroid instance NF = {(N, f(N)), N ⊆ [n]} with n = 7 and

f(NF) = 3. Now, matroid NF is referred to as the Fano matroid

instance if set N0 = [3] is a basis set, and the following sets

Ni, i ∈ [7] are circuit sets.

N1 = {1, 2, 4}, N2 = {1, 3, 5}, N3 = {2, 3, 6}, N4 = {1, 6, 7},

N5 = {2, 5, 7}, N6 = {3, 4, 7}, N7 = {4, 5, 6}. (10)

Proposition 3 ([2]). The Fano matroid instance NF is linearly

representable over field Fq iff (if and only if) field Fq does have

characteristic two.

Definition 19 (Non-Fano Matroid Instance NnF [2]). Con-

sider the matroid instance NnF = {(N, f(N)), N ⊆ [n]} with

n = 7 and f(NnF) = 3. Now, matroid NnF is referred to

as the non-Fano matroid instance if each set N0 = [3] and

N7 = {4, 5, 6} is a basis set, and sets Ni, i ∈ [6] in (10) are all

circuit sets.

Proposition 4 ([2]). The non-Fano matroid instance NnF is

linearly representable over Fq iff field Fq has odd characteristic

(i.e., any characteristic other than characteristic two).

It is worth noting that the Fano and non-Fano matroid

instances are almost exactly the same, only differing in the role

of set N7 = {4, 5, 6}. While set N7 is a circuit set for the Fano

matroid, it is a basis set for the non-Fano matroid.

III. THE CLASS p-FANO AND p-NON-FANO MATROID

INSTANCES

A. The Class p-Fano Matroid Instances NF (p)

Definition 20 (Class p-Fano Matroid Instances NF (p) [16]).

Matroid instance NF (p) is referred to as the class p-Fano

matroid instance if (i) n = 2p + 3, f(NF (p)) = p + 1, (ii)

N0 = [p+ 1] ∈ B and (iii) Ni ∈ C, ∀i ∈ [n], where

Ni =







([p+ 1]\{i}) ∪ {n− i}, i ∈ [p+ 1],

{i, n− i, n}, i ∈ [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2],

[p+ 2 : 2p+ 2], i = n = 2p+ 3.
(11)

Example 1 (NF (2)). It can be verified that NF (2) = NF . In

other words, the Fano matroid instance is a special case of the

class p-Fano matroid for p = 2.

Example 2 (NF (3) [10]). Consider the class p-Fano matroid

for p = 3. It can be seen that for matroid NF (3), n = 9,

f(NF (3)) = 4, set N0 = [4] is a basis set, and the following

sets Ni, i ∈ [9] are circuit sets:

N1 = {1, 2, 3, 5}, N2 = {1, 2, 4, 6}, N3 = {1, 3, 4, 7},

N4 = {2, 3, 4, 8}, N5 = {1, 8, 9}, N6 = {2, 7, 9},

N7 = {3, 6, 9}, N8 = {4, 5, 9}, N9 = {5, 6, 7, 8}.
(12)

Theorem 1 ([16], [17]). The class p-Fano Matroid NF (p) is

linearly representable over Fq iff field Fq has characteristic p.

The proof can be concluded from Propositions 5 and 6, which

establish the necessary and sufficient conditions, respectively.

We provide a completely independent alternative proof of

Proposition 5, which exclusively relies on matrix manipulations

instead of the more involved concepts of number theory and

matroid theory used in [16] and [17].

Proposition 5. The class p-Fano matroid NF (p) is linearly

representable over Fq only if field Fq does have characteristic

p.

Proof. Since each Ni, i ∈ [n] in (11) is a circuit set, according

to (9), we have

H{n−i} =
∑

j∈[p+1]\{i}

H{j}Mn−i,j , i ∈ [p+ 1], (13)

H{n} = H{i}Mn,i +H{n−i}Mn,n−i, i ∈ [p+ 1], (14)

H{2p+2} =
∑

i∈[p+1]\{1}

H{n−i}M 2p+2,n−i, (15)

where all the matrices Mn−i,j , j ∈ [p + 1]\{i}, i ∈ [p + 1],
Mn,i,Mn,n−i, i ∈ [p+1] and M2p+2,n−i, i ∈ [p+1]\{1} are

invertible. Now, we replace H{n−i} in (14) with its equal term

in (13), leading to

H{n} = H{i}Mn,i +
( ∑

j∈[p+1]\{i}

H{j}Mn−i,j

)

Mn,n−i

= [H{1}, . . . ,H{i−1},H{i},H{i+1}, . . . ,H{p+1}]

×



















Mn−i,1 Mn,n−i

...

Mn−i,i−1 Mn,n−i

Mn,i

Mn−i,i+1 Mn,n−i

...

Mn−i,p+1 Mn,n−i



















︸ ︷︷ ︸

M
∗
i

= H [p+1]M∗
i .

Thus, we have

H{n} = H [p+1]M∗
i , ∀i ∈ [p+ 1]. (16)

Since H [p+1] is full-rank, we must have

M∗
1 = M∗

2 = · · · = M∗
p+1. (17)

Consequently, for any i ∈ [p+ 1], (17) will lead to

Mn,i = Mn−j,i Mn,n−j , ∀i, j ∈ [p+ 1], i 6= j, (18)

⇒Mn,i′ = Mn−j,i′ Mn,n−j = Mn−l,i′ Mn,n−l,

∀i′, j, l ∈ [p+ 1], i′, j, l are distinct, (19)

⇒Mn,n−l = M−1
n−l,i′ Mn−j,i′ Mn,n−j ,

∀i′, j, l ∈ [p+ 1], i′, j, l are distinct, (20)



⇒M−1
n−l,i1

Mn−j,i1Mn,n−j = M−1
n−l,i2

Mn−j,i2Mn,n−j ,

∀i1, i2, j, l ∈ [p+ 1], i1, i2, j, l are distinct, (21)

⇒M−1
n−l,i1

Mn−j,i1 = M−1
n−l,i2

Mn−j,i2 ,

∀i1, i2, j, l ∈ [p+ 1], i1, i2, j, l are distinct. (22)

On the other hand, by replacing H{n−i} in (15) with its equal

term in (13), we have

H{2p+2} =
∑

i∈[p+1]\{1}

H{n−i}M2p+2,n−i

=
∑

i∈[p+1]\{1}

( ∑

j∈[p+1]\{i}

H{j}Mn−i,j

)

M2p+2,n−i

= H{1}
∑

i∈[p+1]\{1}

Mn−i,1M 2p+2,n−i +

∑

j∈[p+1]\{1}

H{j}
∑

i∈[p+1]\{1,j}

Mn−i,j M2p+2,n−i.

(23)

Moreover, in (13) for i = 1, we have (note n− 1 = 2p+ 2)

H{2p+2} =
∑

j∈[p+1]\{1}

H{j}M 2p+2,j

= H{1} × 0+
∑

j∈[p+1]\{1}

H{j}M2p+2,j . (24)

Now, since both (24) and (23) are equal to H{2p+2}, and each

H{j},∈ [p + 1] is linearly independent, the coefficients of

H{j},∈ [p+ 1] must be equal. Thus,
∑

i∈[p+1]\{1}

Mn−i,1M2p+2,n−i = 0, (25)

∑

i∈[p+1]\{1,j}

Mn−i,j M2p+2,n−i = M2p+2,j ,

∀j ∈ [p+ 1]\{i}. (26)

From (26), for j1, j2 ∈ [p+ 1]\{i}, j1 6= j2, we have
∑

i∈[p+1]\{1,j1}

Mn−i,j1 M 2p+2,n−i = M2p+2,j1 , (27)

∑

i∈[p+1]\{1,j2}

Mn−i,j2 M 2p+2,n−i = M2p+2,j2 . (28)

Now, for l ∈ [p + 1]\{1, j1, j2}, multiplying (27) and (28),

respectively, by M−1
n−l,j1

and M−1
n−l,j2

will lead to

∑

i∈[p+1]\{1,j1}

M−1
n−l,j1

Mn−i,j1 M2p+2,n−i =

M−1
n−l,j1

M2p+2,j1 , (29)

∑

i∈[p+1]\{1,j2}

M−1
n−l,j2

Mn−i,j2 M2p+2,n−i =

M−1
n−l,j2

M2p+2,j2 . (30)

Now, according to (22), for i1 = j1, j = 1 and i2 = j2, we have

M−1
n−l,j1

M 2p+2,j1 = M−1
n−l,j2

M 2p+2,j2 . Thus, the left hand

side (LHS) of (29) and (30) are equal. Hence, after removing

common terms on the LHS of (29) and (30), we get

M−1
n−l,j2

Mn−j1,j2 M2p+2,n−j1 =

M−1
n−l,j1

Mn−j2,j1 M2p+2,n−j2 . (31)

Now, based on (22), for i1 = j2, j = j1, i2 = 1, we have

M−1
n−l,j2

Mn−j1,j2 = M−1
n−l,1 Mn−j1,1 and for i1 = j1, j =

j2, i2 = 1, we have M−1
n−l,j1

Mn−j2,j1 = M−1
n−l,1 Mn−j2,1.

Thus, (31) will lead to

M−1
n−l,1 Mn−j1,1 M2p+2,n−j1 =

M−1
n−l,1 Mn−j2,1 M2p+2,n−j2 . (32)

Therefore,

Mn−j1,1 M2p+2,n−j1 = Mn−j2,1 M 2p+2,n−j2 , (33)

which means that all the terms Mn−i,1M2p+2,n−i, i ∈ [p +
1]\{1} in (25) are equal. Let Mn−i,1M2p+2,n−i = T , i ∈
[p+ 1]\{1}. Then,

∑

i∈[p+1]\{1}

Mn−i,1M2p+2,n−i =
( ∑

i∈[p+1]\{1}

It

)

T = 0.

(34)

Now, since matrix T is invertible, (34) requires that

∑

i∈[p]

It = 0, (35)

which is possible only over fields with characteristic p. This

completes the proof.

In the following, Lemma 1 is provided for proving Proposi-

tions 6 and 8.

Lemma 1. For the following matrix, if Fq has characteristic p,

then [p+ 1] is a circuit set. Otherwise, [p+ 1] is a basis set.














1 1 1 . . . 1 1 0
1 1 1 . . . 1 0 1
1 1 1 . . . 0 1 1
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

1 1 0 . . . 1 1 1
1 0 1 . . . 1 1 1
0 1 1 . . . 1 1 1














∈ F
(p+1)×(p+1)
q . (36)

Proof. It can easily be observed that running the Gaussian

elimination technique on the first column shows that the first p

columns are linearly independent, as it results in














1© 1 1 . . . 1 1 0
0 0 0 . . . 0 -1© 1
0 0 0 . . . -1© 0 1
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

0 0 -1© . . . 0 0 1
0 -1© 0 . . . 0 0 1
0 1 1 . . . 1 1 1














. (37)



Running the Gaussian elimination on the last row will lead to














1© 1 1 . . . 1 1 0
0 0 0 . . . 0 -1© 1
0 0 0 . . . -1© 0 1
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

0 0 -1© . . . 0 0 1
0 -1© 0 . . . 0 0 1
0 0 0 . . . 0 0 1 + (p− 1)














. (38)

Now, it can be seen that if the characteristic of field Fq is p,

then 1 + (p− 1) = p = 0, which means that the last column is

linearly dependent on the first p columns, and thus, set [p+ 1]
is a circuit set. However, if the characteristic of Fq is not p,

then 1 + (p− 1) = p 6= 0, which means that the last column is

also a pivot column, and thus, [p+ 1] is a basis set.

Proposition 6. The class p-Fano matroid NF (p) has scalar

(t = 1) linear representation over fields with characteristic p.

Proof. We show that matrix Hp ∈ F
(p+1)×n
q , shown in Figure

2, is a scalar linear representation of NF (p) if field Fq does

have characteristic p.

• It can be seen that set N0 = [p+ 1] is a basis set of Hp as

rank(H [p+1]
p ) = rank(Ip+1) = p+ 1. (39)

• Now, we show that each set Ni, i ∈ n in (11) is a circuit set

of Hp.

First, we begin with sets Ni = ([p + 1]\{i}) ∪ {n− i}, i ∈
[p + 2 : 2p + 2]. Since set [p + 1] is a basis set of Hp, set

[p + 1]\{i} forms an independent set of Hp. Moreover, we

have

H{n−i}
p =

∑

j∈([p+1]\{i})

I
{j}
p+1 =

∑

j∈([p+1]\{i})

H{j}
p . (40)

Thus, based on (9), each set Ni = ([p+1]\{i})∪{n− i}, i ∈
[p+ 2 : 2p+ 2] is a circuit set.

• For sets Ni = {i, n− i, n}, i ∈ [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2], from Figure

2, it can be observed that set {i, n− i} is an independent set

of Hp. Furthermore, we have

H{n}
p =

∑

j∈[p+1]

I
{j}
p+1

= I
{i}
p+1 +

∑

j∈[p+1]\{i}

I
{j}
p+1

= H{i}
p +H{n−i}

p . (41)

Thus, based on equation (9), each set {i, n− i, n} is a circuit

set of Hp.

• Finally, based on Lemma 1, set [p+2 : 2p+2] is a circuit set

of Hp over the fields with characteristic p. This completes

the proof.

B. The Class p-non-Fano Matroid Instances NnF (p)

Definition 21 (Class p-non-Fano Matroid Instances NnF (p)
[16]). Matroid NnF (p) is referred to as the class p-non-Fano

instance if (i) n = 2p+ 3, f(NnF (p)) = p+ 1, (ii) N0 = [p+

1] ∈ B, Nn = [p+2 : 2p+2] ∈ B and (iii) Ni ∈ C, ∀i ∈ [n−1]
where

Ni =







([p+ 1]\{i}) ∪ {n− i}, i ∈ [p+ 1],

{i, n− i, n}, i ∈ [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2].
(42)

It is worth noting that the class p-Fano and the class p-

non-Fano matroid instances are almost exactly the same, only

differing in the role of set Nn = [p+2 : 2p+2]. While set Nn

is a circuit set for the class p-Fano matroid, it is a basis set for

the class p-non-Fano matroid.

Example 3 (NnF (2)). It can be verified that NnF (2) = NnF .

In other words, the non-Fano matroid instance is a special case

of the class p-non-Fano matroid for p = 2.

Example 4 (NnF (3) [10]). Consider the class p-non-Fano

matroid for p = 3. It can be seen that for matroid NnF (3),
n = 9, f(NnF (3)) = 4, sets N0 = [4] and N9 = {5, 6, 7, 8}
are basis sets, and sets Ni, i ∈ [8] in (12) are all circuit sets.

Theorem 2 ([16], [17]). The class p-non-Fano matroid NnF (p)
is linearly representable over Fq if and only if field Fq does have

any characteristic other than characteristic p.

The proof can be concluded from Propositions 7 and 8, which

establish the necessary and sufficient conditions, respectively.

We provide a completely independent alternative proof of

Proposition 7, which exclusively relies on matrix manipulations

instead of the more involved concepts of number theory and

matroid theory used in [16] and [17].

Proposition 7. The class p-non-Fano matroid NnF (p) is lin-

early representable over Fq only if field Fq does have any

characteristic other than characteristic p.

Proof. Since all sets Ni, i ∈ {0}∪[n−1] in NnF (p) are exactly

the same as the sets Ni, i ∈ {0} ∪ [n− 1] in NF (p), (20) will

also hold for NnF (p).
Now, since each Mn−j,i is invertible, from (20), the column

space of all Mn,i’s for i ∈ [p+1] will be equal. Thus, we have

rank
[

Mn,1 | Mn,2 | . . . | Mn,p+1

]

= rank
[

Mn,i

]

, (43)

which requires each matrix Mn,i, i ∈ [p + 1] to be invertible,

since otherwise it causes H{n} to be non-invertible (which

leads to a contradiction based on Remark 2).

Now, according to (19), we have

(p− 1)Mn,i = (p− 1)Mn−j,i Mn,n−j =
∑

l∈[p+1]\{i,j}

Mn−l,i Mn,n−l, ∀i, j ∈ [p+ 1], i 6= j. (44)

Moreover, based on (19), since the terms Mn−l,i Mn,n−l, l ∈
[p + 1]\{i} are all equal, then assuming that the field has

characteristic p will result in

0t =
∑

l∈[p+1]\{i}

Mn−l,i Mn,n−l. (45)

Now, combining (44) and (45) will lead to

(p− 1)










Mn−(p+1),1

Mn−(p+1),2

...

Mn−(p+1),p

0t










Mn,n−(p+1) =



H{i}
p =







I
{i}
p+1, i ∈ [p+ 1],

∑

j∈[p+1]\{n−i} I
{j}
p+1, i ∈ [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2],

∑

j∈[p+1] I
{j}
p+1, i = n = 2p+ 3.

Hp =

1 2 . . . p p+ 1 p+ 2 p+ 3 . . . 2p+ 1 2p+ 2 2p+ 3
















1 1 0 . . . 0 0 1 1 . . . 1 0 1
2 0 1 . . . 0 0 1 1 . . . 0 1 1
.
.
.

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...

p 0 0 . . . 1 0 1 0 . . . 1 1 1
p+ 1 0 0 . . . 0 1 0 1 . . . 1 1 1

Figure 1: Hp ∈ F
(p+1)×n
q : If Fq has characteristic p, then Hp is a scalar linear representation of the class p-Fano matroid NF (p), and if Fq

has any characteristic other than characteristic p, then Hp is a scalar linear representation of the class p-non-Fano matroid NnF (p).










0t

Mn−1,2

...

Mn−1,p

Mn−1,(p+1)










Mn,n−1 + · · ·+










Mn−p,1

Mn−1p,2

...

0t

Mn−p,(p+1)










Mn,n−p.

(46)

Then, from left, we multiply all the terms in (46) by the vector

[H{1}, . . . ,H{n}], which according to (13), it will lead to

(p− 1)H{n−(p+1)}Mn,n−(p+1) =

H{n−1}Mn,n−1 + · · ·+H{n−p}Mn,n−p. (47)

Since each Mn,n−i, i ∈ [p+ 1] is invertible, based on (9) and

(47), it implies that set [p+2 : 2p+2] forms a circuit set, which

contradicts the fact that set Nn = [p+2 : 2p+2] is a basis set

of NnF (p). This completes the proof.

Proposition 8. The class p-non-Fano matroid NnF (p) has

scalar (t = 1) linear representation over fields with any

characteristic other than characteristic p.

Proof. With the same arguments in the proof of Proposition 6, it

can be shown that for matrix Hp ∈ F
(p+1)×n
q , shown in Figure

2, set N0 is a basis set, and each set Ni, i ∈ [n−1] is a circuit set

of Hp. Moreover, based on Lemma 1, set Nn = [p+2 : 2p+2]
is a basis set over fields with any characteristic other than p.

This completes the proof.

IV. THE CLASS p-FANO AND p-NON-FANO INDEX CODING

INSTANCE

A. On the Reduction Process from Index Coding to Matroid

In this subsection, Lemmas 2-6 establish reduction techniques

to map specific constraints on the column space of the encoder

matrix of an index coding instance to the constraints on the

column space of the matrix, which is a linear representation of

a matroid instance.

In this subsection, we assume that M ⊆ [m], i, l ∈ M , and

j ∈ [m]\M .

Lemma 2 ( [10]). Assume M is an acyclic set of I. Then, the

condition in (2) for all i ∈ M requires rank(HM ) = |M |t,
implying that M must be an independent set of H .

Lemma 3 ( [10]). Let M be a minimal cyclic set of I. To have

rank(HM ) = (|M | − 1)t, M must be a circuit set of H .

Lemma 4 ( [10]). Assume M is an independent set of I, and

j ∈ Bi, ∀i ∈ M\{l} for some l ∈ M . Then, if col(H{j}) ⊆
col(HM ), we must have col(H{j}) = col(H{l}).
Lemma 5 ( [10]). Let M ⊆ [m] and j ∈ [m]\M . Assume that

(i) M is an independent set of H ,

(ii) col(H{j}) ⊆ col(HM ),
(iii) M forms a minimal cyclic set of I,

(iv) j ∈ Bi, ∀i ∈M .

Now, the condition in (2) for all i ∈ [m] requires set {j} ∪M
to be a circuit set of H .

Now, we provide Lemmas 6 and 7, which will both be used

in the proof of Proposition 10. Lemma 6 generalizes Lemma 5

in [10].

Lemma 6. Assume for matrix H ∈ F
(p+1)t×nt
q ,

(i) set [p+ 1] is a basis set,

(ii) each set [p+ 1]\{i} ∪ {n− i}, i ∈ [p+ 1] is a circuit set,

(iii) col(H{n}) ⊆ col(H{i,n−i}), ∀i ∈ [p+ 1].

Then, each set {i, n− i, n}, i ∈ [p+ 1] will be a circuit set.

Proof. Let i ∈ [p + 1]. Since col(H{n}) ⊆ col(H{i,j−i}), we

have

H{n} = H{i}Mn,i +H{n−i}Mn,n−i. (48)

Besides, since set [p+1]\{i}∪{n− i} is a circuit set, we must

have

H{n−i} =
∑

j∈[p+1]\{i}

H{i}Mn−i,j , (49)

where each matrix Mn−j,j , j ∈ [p+1]\{i} is invertible. Thus,

based on (48) and (49), we have

H{n} = H{i}Mn,i + (
∑

j∈[p+1]\{i}

H{j}Mn−i,j)Mn,n−i

= H{i}Mn,i +
∑

j∈[p+1]\{i}

H{j}M ′
n−i,j , (50)

where M ′
n−i,j = Mn−i,jMn,n−i, j ∈ [p + 1]\{i}. Now, let

l ∈ [p+ 1]\{i}. Since set [p+ 1]\{l} is a circuit set, we have

H{n−l} =
∑

j∈[p+1]\{l}

H{j}Mn−l,j , (51)



where each Mn−l,j is invertible. Now, for set {l, n− l, l}, we

have

rank(H{l,n−l,n}) = rank([H{l}|H{n−l}|H{n}])

= rank([H{l}|H{n−l}|H{n} −H{l}M ′
n−i,l])

= t+ rank([H{n−l}|H{n} −H{l}M ′
n−i,l]). (52)

Now, since col(H{n}) must be a subspace of col(H{l,n−l,n}),
we must have rank(H{l,n−l,n}) = 2t. Thus, in (52), H{n} −
H{l}M ′

n−i,l must be linearly dependent on H{n−l}, which

based on (50) and (51) requires each Mn,i,M
′
n−i,j , j ∈ [p+

1]\{i, l} to be invertible. Moreover, each M ′
n−i,j , j ∈ [p +

1]\{i, l} is invertible only if Mn,n−i is invertible. Thus, since

both Mn,i and Mn,n−i are invertible, set {i, n − i, n}, i ∈
[p+ 1] forms a circuit set of H .

Lemma 7. Let M1 ⊂ [m] and M2 ⊂ [m]. Assume set M1 is

an acyclic set of I and M2 ⊂ Bi for all i ∈ M1. Now, if

rank(HM1∪M2) ≤ kt where |M1| < k ≤ |M1| + |M2|, then

we must have rank(HM2) ≤ (|M1| − k)t.

Proof. Let M1 = {i1, . . . , i|M1|}. Applying the decoding con-

dition (2) to each i1, . . . , i|M1| will result in

rank(H{i1,...,i|M1|}∪M2) =

rank(H{i1}) + rank(H{i2,...,i|M1|}∪M2) =

...

rank(H{i1}) + . . . rank(H{i|M1|}) + rank(HM2) =

|M1|t+ rank(HM2). (53)

Now, if rank(HM1∪M2) ≤ kt, then we will have

rank(HM2) ≤ (k − |M1|)t.

B. The Class p-Fano Index Coding Instance

Definition 22 (IF (p): Class p-Fano Index Coding Instance).

Consider the following class of index coding instances IF (p) =
{Bi, i ∈ [m]},

[m] = [n] ∪l∈[p+1] Zl ∪ Z
′ ∪l∈[p+1] Z

′′
l , (54)

where n = 2p+ 3 and

Zl = {z(l, j), j ∈ [p+ 1] ∪ {l}},

z(l, j) = (p+ 1)(l + 1) + 1 + j, l, j ∈ [p+ 1], (55)

Z ′ = {z′(j), j ∈ [p+ 1]},

z′(j) = p2 + 4p+ 4 + j, j ∈ [p+ 1], (56)

Z ′′
l = {z′′(l, j), j ∈ [p− 2]}, p > 2,

z′′(l, j) = p2 + (l + 4)p+ 7− 2i+ j, l ∈ [p+ 1], j ∈ [p− 2].
(57)

The interfering message sets Bi, i ∈ [n] are as follows.

Bi = ([p+ 1]\{i}) ∪ {n− i} ∪l∈[p+1] Zl\{z(l, i)}, i ∈ [p+ 1],

Bi = [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2]\{i, i+ 1}, i ∈ [p+ 2 : 2p],

Bi = [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2]\{i, 1}, i = 2p+ 1,

B2p+2 = [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2]\{2p+ 2, p+ 2},

Bn = [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2]; (58)

The interfering message sets Bi, i ∈ Zl, l ∈ [p + 1] are as

follows

Bz(l,l) = ∅, l ∈ [p+ 1], (59)

Bz(l,j) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, j), z(l, j+ 1)}) ∪ {n− l},

j ∈ [p]\{l, l− 1}, l ∈ [P + 1], (60)

Bz(l,l−1) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, l− 1), z(l, l+ 2)}) ∪ {n− l},

l ∈ [p]\{1}, (61)

Bz(l,l−1) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, l− 1), z(l, 1)})∪ {n− l},

l = p+ 1, (62)

Bz(l,p+1) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, p+ 1), z(l, 2)}) ∪ {n− l},

l = 1, (63)

Bz(l,p+1) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, p+ 1), z(l, 1)}) ∪ {n− l},

l ∈ [p+ 1]\{1, p+ 1}. (64)

The interfering message sets Bi, i ∈ Z ′ are as follows

Bz′(l) = {n− l, n, z(l, l)} ∪ Z ′′
l , l ∈ [p+ 1]. (65)

The interfering message sets Bi, i ∈ Z ′′
l , l ∈ [p + 1] are as

follows

Bz′′(l,j) = {n− l, n, z(l, l)} ∪ {z′(l)} ∪
(
Z ′′
l \{z

′′(l, j)}
)
,

(66)

l ∈ [p+ 1], j ∈ [p− 2].

We refer to such IF (p) as the class p-Fano index coding

instance. It can be seen that the total number of users is

m = n+
∑

l∈[p+1]

|Zl|+ |Z ′
l |+

∑

l∈[p+1]

|Z ′′
l |

= (2p+ 3) + (p+ 1)(p+ 1) + (p+ 1) + (p+ 1)(p− 2)

= 2p2 + 4p+ 3. (67)

Example 5 (IF (2)). Consider the class 2-Fano index coding

instance IF (2) = {Bi, i ∈ [m]}, which is characterized as

follows

Z1 = {z(1, 1) = 8, z(1, 2) = 9, z(1, 3) = 10},

Z2 = {z(2, 1) = 11, z(2, 2) = 12, z(2, 3) = 13},

Z3 = {z(3, 1) = 14, z(3, 2) = 15, z(3, 3) = 16},

Z ′ = {z′(1) = 17, z′(2) = 18, z′(3) = 19},

m = n+ |Z1|+ |Z2|+ |Z3|+ |Z ′| = 7 + 3 + 3 + 3 + 3 = 19.

B1 = ([3]\{1})∪ {6} ∪ [8 : 16]\{8, 11, 14},

B2 = ([3]\{2})∪ {5} ∪ [8 : 19]\{9, 12, 15},

B3 = ([3]\{3})∪ {4} ∪ [8 : 19]\{10, 13, 16},

B4 = {6}, B5 = {4}, B2p+2=6 = {5},

Bn=7 = {4, 5, 6},

Bz(1,1)=8 = ∅, Bz(1,2)=9 = {6}, Bz(1,3)=10 = {6},

Bz(2,1)=11 = {5}, Bz(2,2)=12 = ∅, Bz(2,3)=13 = {5},

Bz(3,1)=14 = {4}, Bz(3,2)=15 = {4}, Bz(3,3)=16 = ∅

Bz′(1)=17 = {6, 7, 8}, Bz′(2)=18 = {5, 7, 12},

Bz′(3)=19 = {4, 7, 16}.

It is worth mentioning that applying the mapping methods

discussed in [27] and [18] for the 2-Fano matroid results in an

index coding instance consisting of more than 200 users, while

the 2-Fano index coding instance in Example 5 is of a size 19.



Example 6 (IF (3)). Consider the class 3-Fano index coding

instance IF (3) = {Bi, i ∈ [m]}, which is characterized as

follows

Z1 = {z(1, 1) = 10, z(1, 2) = 11, z(1, 3) = 12, z(1, 4) = 13},

Z2 = {z(2, 1) = 14, z(2, 2) = 15, z(2, 3) = 16, z(2, 4) = 17},

Z3 = {z(3, 1) = 18, z(3, 2) = 19, z(3, 3) = 20, z(3, 4) = 21},

Z4 = {z(4, 1) = 22, z(4, 2) = 23, z(4, 3) = 24, z(4, 4) = 25},

Z ′ = {z′(1) = 26, z′(2) = 27, z′(3) = 28, z′(4) = 29},

Z ′′
1 = {z′′(1, 1) = 30},

Z ′′
2 = {z′′(2, 1) = 31},

Z ′′
3 = {z′′(3, 1) = 32},

Z ′′
4 = {z′′(4, 1) = 33},

m = n+ |Z1|+ |Z2|+ |Z3|+ |Z4|+ |Z ′|+ |Z ′′
1 |+ |Z ′′

2 |+

|Z ′′
3 |+ |Z ′′

4 |

= 9 + 4 + 4 + 4 + 4 + 4 + 1 + 1 + 1 + 1 = 33.

B1 = ([4]\{1}) ∪ {8} ∪ [10 : 25]\{10, 14, 18, 22},

B2 = ([4]\{2}) ∪ {7} ∪ [10 : 25]\{11, 15, 19, 23},

B3 = ([4]\{3}) ∪ {6} ∪ [10 : 25]\{12, 16, 20, 24},

B4 = ([4]\{4}) ∪ {5} ∪ [10 : 25]\{13, 17, 21, 25},

B5 = {7, 8}, B6 = {5, 8}, B7 = {5, 6}, B2p+2=8 = {6, 7},

Bn=9 = {5, 6, 7, 8},

Bz(1,1)=10 = ∅, Bz(1,2)=11 = {13} ∪ {8},

Bz(1,3)=12 = {11} ∪ {8}, Bz(1,4)=13 = {12} ∪ {8}

Bz(2,1)=14 = {17} ∪ {7}, Bz(2,2)=15 = ∅,

Bz(2,3)=16 = {14} ∪ {7}, Bz(2,4)=17 = {16} ∪ {7}

Bz(3,1)=18 = {21} ∪ {6}, Bz(3,2)=19 = {18} ∪ {6},

Bz(3,3)=20 = ∅, Bz(3,4)=21 = {19} ∪ {6}

Bz(4,1)=22 = {24} ∪ {5}, Bz(4,2)=23 = {22} ∪ {5},

Bz(4,3)=24 = {23} ∪ {5}, Bz(4,4)=25 = ∅

Bz′(1)=26 = {8, 9, 10, 30}, Bz′(2)=27 = {7, 9, 15, 31},

Bz′(3)=28 = {6, 9, 20, 32}, Bz′(4)=29 = {5, 9, 25, 33}.

Bz′′(1,1)=30 = {8, 9, 10, 26}, Bz′′(2,1)=31 = {7, 9, 15, 27},

Bz′′(3,1)=32 = {6, 9, 20, 28}, Bz′′(4,1)=33 = {5, 9, 25, 29}.

It is worth mentioning that applying the mapping methods

discussed in [27] and [18] for the 3-Fano matroid results in an

index coding instance consisting of more than 1000 users, while

the 3-Fano index coding instance in Example 6 is of a size of

33. Moreover, in [10] an index coding instance based on 3-Fano

matroid instance was built with the size of 29 users. That index

coding instance is closely related to the 3-Fano index coding

instance in Example 6.

Theorem 3. λq(IF (p)) = β(IF (p)) = p + 1 iff the field Fq

does have characteristic p. In other words, the necessary and

sufficient condition for linear index coding to be optimal for

IF (p) is that the field Fq has characteristic p.

Proof. The proof can be concluded from Propositions 9 and

10.

We first provide Remark 3 which will be used in the proof

of Proposition 9.

Remark 3. Consider the following matrix:













1 1 1 . . . 1 1 0 1
1 1 1 . . . 1 0 1 1
1 1 1 . . . 0 1 1 1
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
... 1

1 1 0 . . . 1 1 1 1
1 0 1 . . . 1 1 1 1
0 1 1 . . . 1 1 1














∈ F
(p+1)×(p+2)
q . (68)

By running the Guassian elimination technique, we get













1© 1 1 . . . 1 1 0 1
0 0 0 . . . 0 -1© 1 0
0 0 0 . . . -1© 0 1 0
...

...
...

. . .
...

...
... 0

0 0 -1© . . . 0 0 1 0
0 -1© 0 . . . 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 . . . 0 0 1 + (p− 1) 1©














. (69)

Since 1+(p−1) = 0 over fields Fq with characteristic p, then

the last column is linearly independent of the column space of

the other columns.

Proposition 9. For the class p-Fano index coding instance

IF (q), there exists an optimal scalar linear code (t = 1) over

the field Fq with characteristic p.

Proof. First, it can be observed that set [p+1] is an independent

set of IF (p). Thus, β(IF (p)) ≥ p+ 1.

Now, consider the scalar encoding matrix Hp ∈ F
(p+1)×m
p ,

characterized by its columns as follows (shown in Figure 2)

• Users ui, i ∈ [n]:

H{i}
p =







I
{i}
p+1, i ∈ [p+ 1],

∑

j∈[p+1]\{n−i} I
{j}
p+1, i ∈ [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2],

∑

j∈[p+1] I
{j}
p+1, i = n = 2p+ 3,

(70)

• H{z(l,j)}
p = I

{j}
p+1, l, j ∈ [p+ 1],

•

H{z′(l)}
p =







I
{l+1}
p+1 , l ∈ [p],

I
{1}
p+1, l = p+ 1,

(71)

•

H{z′′(l,j)}
p =







I
{l+j+1}
p+1 , l + j ≤ p,

I
{l+j−p}
p+1 , p+ 1 ≤ l + j ≤ 2p− 1,

(72)

Now, we prove that this encoding matrix can satisfy all the

users.

• For users ui, i ∈ [p + 1] with the interfering message set

Bi = ([p+1]\{i})∪{n−i}∪j∈[p+1]Zl\{z(l, i)}, we have

– H [p+1]\{i}
p = I

[p+1]\{i}
p+1 .

– H{n−i}
p =

∑

j∈[p+1]\{i} I
{i}
p+1.

– HZl\{z(l,i)}
p = I

[p+1]\{i}
p+1 .



1 2 . . . p p+ 1 p+ 2 p+ 3 . . . 2p+ 1 2p+ 2 2p+ 3
















1 1 0 . . . 0 0 1 1 . . . 1 0 1
2 0 1 . . . 0 0 1 1 . . . 0 1 1
.
.
.

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

...

p 0 0 . . . 1 0 1 0 . . . 1 1 1
p+ 1 0 0 . . . 0 1 0 1 . . . 1 1 1

(a) H
[n=2p+3]
p

z(l, 1) z(l, 2) . . . z(l, p) z(l, p+ 1)
















1 1 0 . . . 0 0
2 0 1 . . . 0 0
.
.
.

...
...

. . .
...

...

p 0 0 . . . 1 0
p+ 1 0 0 . . . 0 1

(b) H
Zl
p = Ip+1

z′(1) z′(2) . . . z′(p− 1) z′(p) z′(p+ 1)




















1 0 0 . . . 0 0 1
2 1 0 . . . 0 0 0
3 0 1 . . . 0 0 0
.
.
.

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

p 0 0 . . . 1 0 0
p+ 1 0 0 . . . 0 1 0

(c) H
Z′

p

z′′(1, 1) z′′(1, 2) . . . z′′(1, p− 2) z′′(1, p− 1)
























1 0 0 . . . 0 0
2 0 0 . . . 0 0
3 1 0 . . . 0 0
4 0 1 . . . 0 0
.
.
.

...
...

. . .
...

...

p 0 0 . . . 1 0
p+ 1 0 0 . . . 0 1

(d) H
Z′′

1
p

...

z′′(p+ 1, 1) z′′(p+ 1, 2) . . . z′′(p+ 1, p− 2) z′′(p+ 1, p− 1)
























1 0 0 . . . 0 0
2 1 0 . . . 0 0
3 0 1 . . . 0 0
.
.
.

...
...

. . .
...

...

p− 1 0 0 . . . 1 0
p 0 0 . . . 0 1

p+ 1 0 0 . . . 0 0

(f) H
Z′′

p+1
p

Figure 2: Hp ∈ F
(p+1)×m
q : If Fq does have characteristic p, then Hp is an encoding matrix for the class p-Fano index coding instance IF (p),

and if Fq does have any characteristic other than characteristic p, then Hp is an encoding matrix for the class p-non-Fano index coding instance
InF (p).



It can be checked that

HBi

p

rref
≡ I

[p+1]\{i}
p+1 .

Since H{i}
p = I

{i}
p+1, the decoding condition (2) is met,

and user ui, i ∈ [p+ 1] can decode its requested message

from the i-th transmission yi.

• According to Lemma 1, set [p+2 : 2p+2] is a circuit set

of Hp, which means that each set [p+2 : 2p+2]\{j}, j ∈
[p + 2 : 2p + 2] is an independent set. Now, Since Bi =
[p+2 : 2p+2]\{i, i+1}, i ∈ [p+2 : 2p+1] and B2p+2 =
{p + 2 : 2p + 2}\{1, 2p+ 2}, the decoding condition in

(2) will be met for all users ui, i ∈ [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2].
• For user un, according to Remark 3, column H{n}

p is

linearly independent of the column space of its interfering

messages set HBn=[p+2:2p+2]
p , which satisfies the decod-

ing condition (2) for i = n.

• Since the interfering message set of users uz(l,l), l ∈ [p+1]

is empty and Hz(l,l)
p = I

{l}
p+1, each user uz(l,l) can decode

its demanded message from the l-th transmission.

• For users uz(l,j), l ∈ [p+1], j ∈ [p]\{l−1, l} with the inter-

fering message set Bz(l,j) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, j), z(l, j +
1)}) ∪ {n− l}, we have

– HZl\{z(l,l),z(l,j),z(l,j+1)})
p = I

[p+1]\{l,j,j+1}
p+1 ,

– H{n−l}
p =

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1.

It can be verified that

H
Bz(l,j)
p =

[

I
[p+1]\{l,j,j+1}
p+1

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1

]

.

rref
≡

[

I
[p+1]\{l,j,j+1}
p+1 I

{j}
p+1 + I

{j+1}
p+1

]

.

• For users uz(l,l−1), l ∈ [p]\{1} with the interfering mes-

sage set Bz(l,j) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, l − 1), z(l, l + 2)}) ∪
{n− l}, we have

– HZl\{z(l,l),z(l,l−1),z(l,l+2)})
p = I

[p+1]\{l,l−1,l+2}
p+1 ,

– H{n−l}
p =

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1.

It can be verified that

H
Bz(l,l−1)
p =

[

I
[p+1]\{l,l−1,l+2}
p+1

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l−1} I
{i}
p+1

]

.

rref
≡

[

I
[p+1]\{l,l−1,l+2}
p+1 I

{l}
p+1 + I

{l+2}
p+1

]

.

Now, it can be seen that column H{z(l,l−1)}
p = I

{l−1}
p+1 is

linearly independent of the column space of H
Bz(l,l−1)
p .

Thus, the decoding condition (2) will be satisfied for users

uz(l,l−1), l ∈ [p]\{1}.

• For users uz(l,l−1), l = p+1 with the interfering message

set Bz(l,l−1) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, l− 1), z(l, 1)})∪{n− l},

we have

– HZl\{z(l,l),z(l,l−1),z(l,1)})
p = I

[p+1]\{l,l−1,1}
p+1 ,

– H{n−l}
p =

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1.

It can be verified that

H
Bz(l,l−1)
p =

[

I
[p+1]\{l,l−1,1}
p+1

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1

]

rref
≡

[

I
[p+1]\{l,l−1,1}
p+1 I

{l−1}
p+1 + I

{1}
p+1

]

.

Now, it can be seen that column H{z(l,l−1)}
p = I

{l−1}
p+1 is

linearly independent of the column space of H
Bz(l,l−1)
p .

Thus, the decoding condition (2) will be satisfied for users

uz(l,l−1), l = p+ 1.

• For users uz(l,p+1), l = 1 with the interfering message set

Bz(l,p+1) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, p+1), z(l, 2)})∪{n− l}, we

have

– HZl\{z(l,l),z(l,p+1),z(l,2)})
p = I

[p+1]\{l,p+1,2}
p+1 ,

– H{n−l}
p =

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1.

It can be verified that

H
Bz(l,p+1)
p =

[

I
[p+1]\{l,p+1,2}
p+1

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1

]

.

rref
≡

[

I
[p+1]\{l,l−1,1}
p+1 I

{p+1}
p+1 + I

{2}
p+1

]

.

Now, it can be seen that column H{z(l,p+1)}
p = I

{p+1}
p+1 is

linearly independent of the column space of H
Bz(l,p+1)
p .

Thus, the decoding condition (2) will be satisfied for users

uz(l,p+1), l = 1.

• For users uz(l,p+1), l = [p]\{1} with the interfering mes-

sage set Bz(l,p+1) = (Zl\{z(l, l), z(l, p + 1), z(l, 1)}) ∪
{n− l}, we have

– HZl\{z(l,l),z(l,p+1),z(l,1)})
p = I

[p+1]\{l,p+1,1}
p+1 ,

– H{n−l}
p =

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1.

It can be verified that

H
Bz(l,p+1)
p =

[

I
[p+1]\{l,p+1,1}
p+1

∑

i∈[p+1]\{l} I
{i}
p+1

]

.

rref
≡

[

I
[p+1]\{l,l−1,1}
p+1 I

{p+1}
p+1 + I

{1}
p+1

]

.

Now, it can be seen that column H{z(l,p+1)}
p = I

{p+1}
p+1 is

linearly independent of the column space of H
Bz(l,p+1)
p .

Thus, the decoding condition (2) will be satisfied for users

uz(l,p+1), l ∈ [p]\{1}.

• For users uz′(l), l ∈ [p + 1] with the interfering message

set Bz′(l) = {z(l, l), n− l, n} ∪ Z ′′
l , we have

– It can be verified that

H{z(l,l),n−l,n}
p

=
[

I
{l}
p+1

∑

j∈[p+1]\{l} I
{j}
p+1

∑

j∈[p+1] I
{j}
p+1

]

rref
≡

[

I
{l}
p+1

∑

j∈[p+1]\{l} I
{j}
p+1

]

, (73)

– It can be observed that

HZ′′
l

p =







I
[p+1]\{l,l+1}
p+1 , l ∈ [p],

I
[p+1]\{l,1}
p+1 , l = p+ 1,

(74)

It can be seen that column

H{z′(l)}
p =







I
{l+1}
p+1 , l ∈ [p],

I
{1}
p+1, l = p+ 1,

(75)

will be linearly independent of the column space of

H
Bz′(l)
p . Thus, the decoding condition (2) will be satisfied

for users uz′(l), l ∈ [p+ 1].
• For users uz′′(l,j), l ∈ [p+1], j ∈ [p−2] with the interfering

message set Bz′′(l,j) = {z(l, l), n−l, n}∪
(
Z ′′
l \{z

′′(l, j)}
)
,

we have



– It can be verified that

H{z(l,l),n−l,n}
p

=
[

I
{l}
p+1

∑

j∈[p+1]\{l} I
{j}
p+1

∑

j∈[p+1] I
{j}
p+1

]

rref
≡

[

I
{l}
p+1

∑

j∈[p+1]\{l} I
{j}
p+1

]

, (76)

– HZ′′
l \{z′′(l,j)}

p = I
[p+1]\{l,l+1,l+j+1}
p+1 .

It can be seen that column

H{z′′(l,j)}
p =







I
{l+j+1}
p+1 , l+ j ≤ p,

I
{l+j−p}
p+1 , p+ 1 ≤ l+ j ≤ 2p− 1,

(77)

will be linearly independent of the column space of

H
Bz′′(l,j)
p . Thus, the decoding condition (2) will be sat-

isfied for users uz′′(l,j), l ∈ [p+ 1], j ∈ [p− 2].

Example 7. Figure 3 depicts the encoding matrix Hp=2 ∈
F
3×19
q which is optimal for the class 2-Fano index coding

instance InF (2) if field Fq does have characteristic two.

Example 8. Figure 4 depicts the encoding matrix Hp=3 ∈
F
4×33
q which is optimal for the class 3-Fano index coding

instance InF (3) if field Fq does have characteristic three.

Proposition 10. Matrix H ∈ F
(p+1)t×mt
q is an encoding matrix

for index coding instance IF (p) only if its submatrix H [p+1]

is a linear representation of matroid instance NF (p).

Proof. We prove N0 = [p + 1] is a basis set of H , and each

Ni, i ∈ [p + 1] in (11) is a circuit set of H . The proof is

described as follows.

• First, since βMAIS(IF (p)) = p + 1, we must have

rank(H) = (p + 1)t. Now, from Bi, i ∈ [p + 1] in

(58), it can be seen that set [p + 1] is an independent

set of IF (p), so based on Lemma 2, set [p + 1] is an

independent set of H . Since rank(H) = (p + 1)t, set

N0 = [p + 1] will be a basis set of H . Now, in order to

have rank(H) = (p+1)t for all j ∈ [m]\[p+1], we must

have col(H{j}) ⊆ col(H [p+1]).
• According to Lemma 4, from Bi, i ∈ [p + 1], it can be

seen that for each z(l, j), l ∈ [p+ 1], j ∈ [p+ 1], we have

z(l, j) ∈ Bi, ∀i ∈ [p+ 1]\{j} → H{z(l,j)} = H{j}.

(78)

Thus,

HZl\{z(l,j)} = H [p+1]\{j}, ∀j, l ∈ [p+ 1], (79)

which means that each set Zl\{z(l, j)} is an independent

set of H .

• To have rank(H) = (p+1)t, we must have rank(HBi) =
pt, i ∈ [m]. Since [p+1] is a basis set, from Bj , j ∈ [p+1],
one must have

col(H{n−j}) ⊆ col(H [p+1]\{j})
(79)
= col(HZl\{z(l,j)}),

(80)

• From Bi, i ∈ Zl, l ∈ [p+1], it can be checked that each set

Zl\{z(l, l)} is a minimal cyclic set of IF (p). Moreover,

for each l ∈ [p+1], we have n− l ∈ Bz(l,j), ∀j ∈ [p+1].

• Now, it can be seen that all four conditions in Lemma 5

are met for each set M = Zl\{z(l, l)} and j = n−l. Thus,

based on Lemma 5, each set (Zl\{z(l, l)})∪ {n− l}, l ∈
[p+ 1] must be a circuit set of H .

• Let M1 = Z ′ ∪Z ′′ and M2 = {z(l, l), n− l, n}. It can be

seen that set M1 is an acyclic set of IF (p) and M2 ⊂ Bj

for all j ∈M1. According to Lemma 7, we must have

rank(H{z(l,l),n−l,n}) ≤ 2t, (81)

which according to (78) will lead to

rank(H{l,n−l,n}) ≤ 2t. (82)

Thus, each set {l, n− l, n}, l ∈ [p + 1] is a circuit set of

H .

• Finally, from Bn−j , j ∈ [p+1], it can be observed that set

{(n − j), j ∈ [p + 1]} is a minimal cyclic set of IF (p).
Furthermore, from Bn, one must have rank(HBn) =
rank(H{(n−j),j∈[p+1]}) = pt. Thus, based on Lemma 4,

set {(n− j), j ∈ [p+1]} must be a circuit set of H . This

completes the proof.

C. The Class p-non-Fano Index Coding Instance

Definition 23 (InF (p): Class p-non-Fano Index Coding

Instance). For the class of index coding instances InF (p) =
{Bi, i ∈ [m]} with m = 2p2 + 4p+ 3, the interfering message

sets Bi, i ∈ [m]\({n − j, j ∈ [p + 1]} ∪ {n}), n = 2p + 3
are exactly the same as the ones in IF (p), and the interfering

message sets Bn−j , j ∈ [p+ 1] are as follows

Bn−j = {n− l, l ∈ [p+ 1]}\{j}, j ∈ [p+ 1],

Bn = ∅. (83)

Theorem 4. λq(InF (p)) = β(InF (p)) = p + 1 iff the field

Fq does have any characteristic other than characteristic p. In

other words, the necessary and sufficient condition for linear

index coding to be optimal for InF (p) is that the field Fq has

any characteristic other than characteristic p.

Proof. The proof can be concluded from Propositions 11 and

12.

Proposition 11. For the class p-non-Fano index coding in-

stance, there exists an optimal scalar linear code (t = 1) over

the field with any characteristic other than characteristic p.

Proof. We show that the encoder matrix shown in Figure 2 can

satisfy all the users of InF (p). Since the interfering message

sets Bi, i ∈ [m]\[p + 2 : 2p + 3] are the same as the ones in

IF (p), they will be satisfied by the encoder matrix shown in

Figure 2. Since for each user ui, i ∈ [p+ 2 : 2p+ 2],

H{i}∪Bi = H [p+2:2p+2], (84)

and according to Lemma 1, the submatrix H [p+2:2p+2] is full-

rank and invertible over the fields with any characteristic other

than characteristic p, the column H{i} is linearly indepen-

dent of the space spanned by the columns of HBi . Thus,

the decoding condition in (2) will be satisfied for all users

ui, i ∈ [p + 2 : 2p + 2]. Moreover, it can be easily seen

that the decoding condition will be satisfied for user u2p+3,

as B2p+3 = ∅. This completes the proof.



1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19

[ ]
1 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1

2 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0

3 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0

Figure 3: Hp=2 ∈ F
3×19
q : If Fq does have characteristic two (such as GF (2)), then H2 is an encoding matrix for the index coding instance

IF (2), and if Fq does have odd characteristic any characteristic other than characteristic two such as GF (3)), then H2 is an encoding matrix
for the index coding instance InF (2).

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 33











1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0

2 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

3 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0

4 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0

Figure 4: Hp=3 ∈ F
4×33
q : If Fq does have characteristic three (such as GF (3)), then H3 is an encoding matrix for the index coding instance

IF (3), and if Fq does have any characteristic other than characteristic three (such as GF (2)), then H3 is an encoding matrix for the index
coding instance InF (3).

Proposition 12. Matrix H ∈ F
(p+1)t×mt
q is an encoding matrix

for index coding instance InF (p) only if its submatrix H [p+1]

is a linear representation of matroid instance NnF (p).

Proof. Since the interfering message sets Bi, i ∈ [m]\({n −
j, j ∈ [p + 1]} ∪ {n} are the same as the ones in IF (p), it

can be proved that set N0 = [p + 1] is a basis set of H and

each set Ni, i ∈ [p + 1] in (11) is a circuit set of H . Now,

from (83), it can be seen that set {n − j, j ∈ [p + 1]} is an

independent set of InF (p). Thus, according to Lemma 2, set

Nn = {n − j, j ∈ [p + 1]} = [p + 2 : 2p + 2] must be an

independent set of H . This completes the proof.

V. CONCLUSION

Matroid theory is intrinsically linked to index coding and

network coding problems. Indeed, the dependency of linear

index coding and network coding rates on the characteristic

of a field has been illustrated through two notable matroid

instances, the Fano and non-Fano matroids. This relationship

highlights the limitations of linear coding, a key theorem in

both index coding and network coding domains. Specifically,

the Fano matroid can only be linearly represented in fields

with characteristic two, while the non-Fano matroid is linearly

representable exclusively in fields with odd characteristics.

For fields with any characteristic p, the Fano and non-Fano

matroids have been extended into new classes whose linear

representations rely on fields with characteristic p. Despite

this extension, these matroids have not received significant

recognition within the fields of network coding and index

coding. In this paper, we first presented these matroids in a more

accessible manner. Subsequently, we proposed an independent

alternative proof, primarily utilizing matrix manipulation in-

stead of delving into the intricate details of number theory and

matroid theory. This novel proof demonstrates that while the

class p-Fano matroid instances can only be linearly represented

in fields with characteristic p, the class p-non-Fano instances

are representable in fields with any characteristic except p.

Finally, following the properties of the class p-Fano and p-non-

Fano matroid instances, we characterized two new classes of

index coding instances, namely the class p-Fano and p-non-

Fano index coding, each comprising p2 + 4p + 3 users. We

demonstrated that the broadcast rate for the class p-Fano index

coding instances can be achieved through linear coding only

in fields with characteristic p. In contrast, for the class p-non-

Fano index coding instances, it was proved that the broadcast

rate can be achieved through linear coding in fields with any

characteristic except p.
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