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Abstract In this paper we put forward an efficient construction, based on linear algebraic
technique, of a ¢-(k, n)*-visual cryptographic scheme (VCS) for monochrome images in
which ¢ participants are essential in a (k, n)-VCS. The scheme is efficient in the sense that
it only requires solving a system of linear equations to construct the required initial basis
matrices. To make the scheme more efficient, we apply the technique of deletion of common
columns from the initial basis matrices to obtain the reduced basis matrices. However finding
exact number of common columns in the initial basis matrices is a challenging problem. In
this paper we deal with this problem. We first provide a construction and analysis of -(k, n)*-
VCS. We completely characterize the case of 7-(n — 1, n)*-VCS, 0 < ¢ < n— 1, by finding a
closed form of the exact number of common columns in the initial basis matrices and thereby
deleting the common columns to get the exact value of the reduced pixel expansion and
relative contrast of the efficient and simple scheme. Our proposed closed form for reduced
pixel expansion of (n — 1, n)-VCS matches with the numerical values of the optimal pixel
expansions for every possible values of n that exist in the literature. We further deal with the
(n — 2, n)-VCS and resolve an open issue by providing an efficient algorithm for grouping
the system of linear equations and thereby show that our proposed algorithm works better
than the existing scheme based on the linear algebraic technique. Finally we provide a bound
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for reduced pixel expansion for (n — 2, n)-VCS and numerical evidence shows it achieves
almost optimal pixel expansion.
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1 Introduction

A visual cryptographic scheme (VCS) foraset P = {1, 2, ..., n} of n participants is a method
that encodes a secret image S/ into n shares which are distributed among n participants
in the form of transparencies on which the shares are photocopied. Such shares have the
property that only “qualified” subsets of participants can visually recover the secret image by
carefully stacking the transparencies. The novelty of visual cryptography lies in the fact that
the encrypted message can be decrypted directly by the human visual system, no complex
computation or computer participation is required. This is the precise reason of VCS attracting
a lot of attention since its inception and as a result extensive research work has been done in
this area. Researchers have worked through different aspects of VCS. Definitions have been
modified, changed according to the need for different applications.

The most general type of VCS deals with the situation when the “qualified” subsets of
participants are just handpicked subsets of the set of participants P. This type of visual
cryptographic scheme is known as VCS for general access structure. One particular case,
known as a (k, n)-threshold VCS, takes care of the scenario where any “qualified” set X of
participants is a subset of P i.e., X C P, such that the cardinality of X is at least k. In this
case, any qualified subset of k or more participants can visually recover the secret image,
whereas forbidden sets of participants consisting of kK — 1 or less number of participants have
no information on the secret image.

Originally developed by Naor and Shamir [20], this concept has been extended in [1,4,7,8]
to general access structures. In 1996 Droste [17] gave a brilliant algorithm and used linear
program to construct basis matrices of any (k, n)-threshold VCS. In search for optimal
contrast Blundo et al., [12] resorted to the LPP. They, for the first time, defined canonical
form for a (k, n)-threshold VCS and analyzed the contrast for these schemes.

The idea of optimizing the pixel expansion of an VCS with the help of integer linear
programming (ILP) was put forward by Blundo and De Santis [9]. However they did not
implement it to get computational results. In 2011 Shyu and Chen [23] modeled the mini-
mization of the pixel expansion of a (k, n)-threshold VCS into an ILP to acquire the optimum
solution.

Adhikari et al., [4] proposed a technique to construct any (k, n)-threshold VCS using
linear algebra. The technique is useful even for the case when k is large enough. However
the question of optimality of pixel expansion was left open.

For other interesting and further studies in this area one may refer to [2,3,5,10,11,13,15,
16,18,21,22,24,25].

Recently, a new type of VCS has been introduced [6] called a (k, n)*-VCS. It addresses
the scenario where one participant is “essential”’. Loosely speaking, in this scenario a black
and white secret image is shared among n many participants in such a way that the following
two conditions are satisfied while reconstructing the secret image from the shares:

e One participant is essential in the sense that his presence is necessary to retrieve the secret
image. In other words the secret image cannot be retrieved in his absence.
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e Itisrequired to have the shares of at least k participants including the essential participant
to recover the secret image.

Guo et al. [14] forwarded the work (k, n)*-VCS of [6] by considering (k, n)-VCS with ¢
essential participants. We denote this by the notation #-(k, n)*-VCS. Note that in the paper
[14], the authors denote (k, n)-VCS with ¢ essential participants as (k, n, t)-VCS. However,
to keep parity with the original paper [6], we adopt the notation 7-(k, n)*-VCS for 0 < ¢ <
k <n . ThusforO <t <k <mand P = {1,2,3,...,n}, the collection of all minimal
qualified sets for the ¢-(k, n)*-VCS, denoted by I'g is givenby g = {S C P :1,2,...,r €
S A S| = k}.

Note that the case when ¢ = 0 depicts the original scenario of a (k, n)-VCS where no
participant is essential. The case + = 1 is the usual (k, n)*-VCS while r = n leads to the
(n,n)-VCS.

The scheme proposed in [14] for 7-(k, n)*-VCS generalizes the 1-(k, n)*-VCS proposed
in [6]. However, both of the schemes are based on the construction of (k, n)-VCS. In this
paper we put forward an efficient but direct construction, based on linear algebraic technique,
of a t-(k, n)*-VCS for monochrome images. The scheme is efficient in the sense that it only
requires solving a system of linear equations to construct the required initial basis matrices.
To make the scheme even more efficient, we apply the technique of deletion of common
columns from the initial basis matrices to obtain the reduced basis matrices. However, as
mentioned in [1], finding exact number of common columns in the initial basis matrices is a
challenging problem. In this paper we deal with this open issue. We first provide a construction
and analysis of ¢-(k, n)*-VCS. We completely characterize the case of t-(n — 1, n)*-VCS,
0 <t < n — 1, by finding a closed form of the exact number of common columns in
the initial basis matrices and thereby deleting the common columns to get the exact pixel
expansion and the relative contrast of the efficient and simple scheme. As a particular case of
t-(n — 1, n)*, we derive a closed form of the reduced pixel expansion of (n — 1, n)-VCS. We
show that for odd n > 3, our scheme has exactly half the pixel expansion but achieves the
same relative contrast of the canonical scheme based on LPP posed in [12]. For even n > 3,
our scheme has the same relative contrast and the pixel expansion as the scheme posed in [12].
Furthermore, our closed form for the reduced pixel expansion, as the numerical evidences in
[23] show, indeed provides the optimal pixel expansion for (n — 1, n)-VCS. We further deal
with the (n — 2, n)-VCS and resolve an open issue, as posed in [1], by providing an efficient
algorithm for grouping the system of linear equations and thereby show that our proposed
algorithm works better in terms of pixel expansion, than the existing scheme based on the
linear algebraic technique. Finally the numerical evidences shows that our scheme provides
almost optimal pixel expansion for (n — 2, n)-VCS.

1.1 Organization of the paper

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2 we discuss few terms and concepts that
are essential. In Sect. 3 we describe a very efficient construction based on linear algebraic
tools of a 7-(k, n)*-VCS where ¢+ many parties are essential. In Sect. 4 we deal with the
particular case when the threshold number of participants is n — 1 and in this process we
derive a closed form of the reduced pixel expansion. We present the analysis of the reduced
pixel expansion of any (n — 1, n)-VCS and give a closed form of the same. In Sect. 5 we
deal with (n — 2, n)-VCS and provide an algorithm to group minimal qualified sets such that
every group contains at least three sets. We also compare our scheme with existing schemes
in terms of pixel expansion and prove some bounds. Lastly we conclude with some open
issues in Sect. 6.
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2 The model and the prerequisites for monochrome VCS

The model that we describe here is similar to the model as described in Blundo, De Santis, and
Stinson [10]. Let P ={1, ..., n} be a set of elements called participants, and let 2P denote the
set of all subsets of P. Let I g1 and I o5 be subsets of 27, where I ouat NTForp =10. We
will refer to members of I g, as qualified sets and the members of I' o, as forbidden sets.
The pair (I"guar, I Forp) is called the access structure of the scheme. In general, I' 9,01 UT Forp
need not be 2% .

LetTg = {A| A € Touat AVYA" C A, A" ¢ T guai} be the collection of all minimal
qualified sets. A participant P € P is an essential participant if there exists a set X € P such
that X U {P} € I'gya but X ¢ I'gyq . If a participant P € P is not an essential participant,
then we call the participant as a non-essential participant.

LetI c2P\{#} (T c2P).IfAcTandAC A CP(A CACP)impliesd el
then I is said to be monotone increasing (decreasing) on P. If I g,/ is monotone increasing,
I" Forp is monotone decreasing, and I' gya1 U T porp = 2P then the access structure is called
strong and I'g is called a basis. A visual cryptographic scheme with a strong access structure
will be termed as a strong visual cryptography scheme. In this paper we deal with only
strong access structures. Throughout this paper, we presume that I g,q; U T'Forp = 27 . So
any X C P is either a qualified set or a forbidden set of participants.

We further assume that the secret image consists of a collection of black and white pixels,
each pixel being shared separately. To understand the sharing process consider the case
where the secret image consists of just a single black or white pixel. On sharing, this pixel
appears in the n shares distributed to the participants. However, in each share the pixel is
subdivided into m subpixels. This m is called the pixel expansion i.e., the number of pixels,
on the transparencies corresponding to the shares (each such pixel is called subpixel), needed
to represent one pixel of the original image. The shares are printed on transparencies. So a
“white” subpixel is actually an area where nothing is printed, and left transparent. We assume
that the subpixels are sufficiently small and close enough so that the eye averages them to
some shade of grey.

In order that the recovered image is clearly discernible, it is important that the grey
level of a black pixel be darker than that of a white pixel. Informally, the difference in the
grey levels of the two pixel types is called contrast. We want the contrast to be as large as
possible. Three variables control the perception of black and white regions in the recovered
image: a threshold value (¢), a relative contrast («(m)), and the pixel expansion (m). The
threshold value is a numeric value that represents a grey level that is perceived by the human
eye as the color black. The value «(m) - m is the contrast, which we want to be as large
as possible. We require that «(m) - m > 1 to ensure that black and white areas will be
distinguishable.

Notations Consider an n x m Boolean matrix M and let X C {1, 2,...,n}. By M[X] we
will denote the | X| x m submatrix obtained from M by retaining only the rows indexed by
the elements of X. Mx will denote the Boolean “or” of the rows of M[X]. The Hamming
weight w(V) is the number of 1’s in a Boolean vector V.

2.1 Basis matrices
To construct a visual cryptographic scheme, it is sufficient to construct the basis matrices

corresponding to the black and white pixel. In the following, we formally define what is
meant by basis matrices.
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Definition 2.1 (adapted from [10]) Let (I'guai, I'rorp) be an access structure on a set P of n
participants. A (I"guar, I rorp, m)-VCS with relative difference a(/m) and a set of thresholds
{tx}xerp,, isrealized using the n X m basis matrices § Oand S' ifthe following two conditions
hold:

1. If X = {i1,i2,...,ip} € Toua, then Sg)(, the “or” of the rows iy, i, ..., i, of SO,
satisfies w(Sg)() < tx — a(m) - m; whereas, for S! it results in w(S}l() > tx.

2. If X ={i1,i2,...,ip} € T, the two p x m matrices obtained by restricting $9 and
St torows iy, in, ..., ip are equal up to a column permutation.

3 Construction and analysis of some efficient ¢-(k, n)*-VCS

LetP ={1,2,3, ..., n}bethe set of participants. Let 0 < t < k < n be three integers where
t denotes the number of essential participants, k denotes the threshold number of participants
that is required to recover the secret image. Without loss of generality, let us assume that the
first ¢ participants, namely, 1,2, ..., t are the essential participants.

We have not as such put any restriction on the parameters ¢, k and n other than 0 <
t < k < n.Itis worth mentioning that we are interested in only those triplets (¢, k, n) of
parameters which admit a meaningful visual cryptographic scheme. For example, if t = k
then the only meaningful value that n may assume is k because if n > k then the rest of
the n — k participants are non-essential and we can ignore them while sharing the secret.
Again, if k equals n then t = k = n or t equals n then all the participants are essential and
the resulting scheme is again an (n, n)-VCS. The case when t = 0 withn > k > 1 is the
original (k, n)-threshold VCS where no participant is essential and any k or more of them
can recover the secret. Henceforth whenever we consider a triplet (¢, k, n), it is a meaningful
triplet. Moreover, it should be noted that once (t — 1,k — 1, n — 1) is a meaningful triplet
then so is (¢, k, n).

We now describe a method for constructing the basis matrices realizing a ¢-(k, n)*-VCS.
The method is straightforward and efficient in the sense that it only requires solving a system
of linear equations to construct the basis matrices. This method is an extension of linear
algebraic method introduced by Adhikari et. al., in [4] and developed further in [1].

3.1 Construction of a ¢-(k, n)*-VCS: linear algebraic technique

We associate to each participant i, a variable x; for all i = 1,2,...,n. If X is a min-
imal qualified set for a r-(k, n)*-VCS, then we must have each of 1,2,...,7 € X and

—t
|X| = k. Thus P has altogether (Z [) such subsets. Based on the lexicographic order-

n—t .
i—t) For example, if
P ={1,2,3,...,6},t = 2and k = 4 then By = {1,2,3,4}, B, = {1,2,3,5}, B3 =
{1,2,3,6}, B4 ={1,2,4,5}, Bs = {1,2,4,6} and Bg = {1, 2,5, 6}.

Let us pair the consecutive subsets, except for the last subset B, if r is odd, to form L%J
groups. For odd r, the last group will contain only one set, B, itself. Thus, ultimately for any
r, we have [57 many groups.

The groups for 2-(4, 6)*-VCS are as follows:

Group 1: (By, B2); Group 2: (B3, B4); and Group 3: (Bs, Bg).

ing we arrange the subsets as follows: By, Bs, ..., B, where r=
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In general, the i-th group can be described as follows:

(Bai—1, Byi), forl<i<[52], andanyn > 2;
ith Group = { (B,_1, B;), forevenr >2andi = 5;
(Br), foroddr > 2andi = [5].

Let us denote by f5;, = 0, the linear equation ZkeB X = 0 and by fp; = 1, the linear
j

equation ZkeB/_ x = 1.
We consider the following systems of linear equations over the binary field Z;:
Forl <i < [%] and for any r > 3,

Iy =0 .
f1232i1 =0]'”(l)

Fori = 5 and forevenr > 3,

fBrfl =0 r fBr,1 =1 r’
n =0]...(5) wma T =1]...(5)

Fori = 5] and for odd r > 3,

=0y ([5) o =1 ([5))

Letforany r > 3and 1 <i < f%}, SIQ and Si1 denote the Boolean matrices whose
columns are all possible solutions of the equations (i) and (i") respectively. Similarly, for
any even (odd) r > 3, §9 (SPLT) and SF” (S Tlﬂ) denote the Boolean matrices corresponding

2 2 2 2

and

fB,'f =1 ./
f1232i1 =1]'”(l)

the solutions of the equations (5)((['51)) and (%)((%]) respectively.

Let (S?n, Si] ) denote the pair of Boolean matrices obtained by the concatenations: S?n =
SIS - IISY% and S}, = SISl IISF%T

The pair of matrices S?n and Sl.ln, thus obtained, constitutes the basis matrices of the ¢-
(k, n)*-VCS. This result follows from a more general result viz., Theorem 2.1 in [1]. For the
sake of completeness we present an easier and shorter proof of the fact. Towards proving the
results we need the following facts.

Fact 1: It is a very well known fact from linear algebra that if we consider two systems of
linear equations Ax = 0 and Ax = b where b # 0, then all possible solutions of the second
system can be obtained by adding (i.e, addition of solution vectors) one particular solution
of the second system to each solution of the first system.

Result 1: The way we have constructed S° and S it is now easy to see that each block
Sl.1 c(z)in be obtained from SIQ by adding a particular solution of the system (i) to each column
of S;.

Theorem 3.1 The pair of matrices (S°, S') obtained by the above algorithm, constitute basis
matrices of the t-(k, n)*-VCS.

Proof Let m denote the pixel expansion which is the number of columns occuring in 9 or
S'. We need to prove the following:

1. If X is a qualified set of participants then w(S)l() - w(S())() > ay - m.
2. If Y C P is a forbidden set of participants then SO[Y] and S'[Y] are identical up to
column permutation.
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Let us denote [5] by p.

First we prove the second condition viz., the security condition. Let Y = {iy, i2, ..., is}
be a forbidden set. We want to show that S°[Y] and S![Y] are identical up to a column
permutation. Thus it is sufficient to prove that

S ?[Y] and S 11 [Y] are identical up to a column permutation
Sg [Y] and S21 [Y] are identical up to a column permutation

Sg[Y ] and Sllj[Y ] are identical up to a column permutation

We will prove only for S?[Y] and S 11 [Y]. Rest of them follow in the same manner. Recall
that each column of S(l) and S 11 is a solution of the systems (1) and (1’) respectively such that
the variables that are not present in any of the equations are all set equal to zero. Therefore, if
we can prove that there exists a particular solution of the system (1'), say ¢ = (cy, ¢2, ..., i)
such that ¢; = O for j = iy, i, ..., s then by Result I, the restricted matrices SO[Y] and
S'[Y]are identical up to a column permutation. Now, since Y is a forbidden set of participants
therefore B; g Y fori = 1, 2 because otherwise, ¥ would contain a minimal qualified set and
would itself become a qualified set. Suppose p and o be two such indices (that is, participants)
suchthat u € Biando € Bobutu,o0 ¢ Y. If u = o thenc, = 1and ¢; = 0forall i # p,
admits a particular solution to (1’). On the other hand if 1 # o then ¢, = ¢, = 1 and
ci = 0foralli # u,o gives rise to a particular solution to (1"). In both cases ¢; = 0 for
j =i1,i2,...,is and hence the proof follows.

In the same manner we can prove that SIQ[Y ] and Si1 [Y] are identical up to a column per-
mutation for all i = 1,2, ..., p. Hence the matrices SO[Y] and S'[Y] are identical uptoa
column permutation. This proves the security condition.

To prove the first condition that is, the contrast condition let us consider a minimal qual-

ified set X. Then X = B; for some 1 < j < r, where the symbols have their usual
meanings. For SO[X] let us break it up in S?[X]HSS[X]H s ||Sg[X] and for S'[X], in
SHXTNSH XTI - - 1S, [X]-

Without loss of generality, let X = By = {1,2,3,...,t,t+1, ..., k}. Letus now consider
SO[X] and S'[X] that is, we restrict ourselves on the first k rows of the matrices. It is not
hard to see that each restricted column cyx say, (c1, ¢z, ..., cx)" of S?[X ] is a solution of

the homogeneous system (1) and thus there exists a all zero solution. On the other hand
there does not exist an all zero solution to the non-homogeneous system (1”) and hence
w(Sx) — w(S{x) = 1. Now since X # Bj, j # 1, therefore we argue in a similar
manner as for the security condition to get that S?’ i1 [X]and S /1 i1 [X] are identical up to
column permutation and hence w(S?[X]) - w(Sjl.[X]) = Oforall j # 1. Takingaxy = %, itis

easy to see that w(S }() — w(Sg)() > ay -m = 1. The above technique works for any minimal
qualified set X. This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Remark Notice that the construction is direct, that is, the basis matrices can be directly
constructed given any meaningful triplet of parameters (¢, k, n).

Example 3.1 If P = {1,2,3,4,5,6},t = 2 and k = 4 then the minimal qualified sub-
sets of participants are By = {1,2,3,4}, B, = {1,2,3,5}, Bz = {1,2,3,6}, B4 =
{1,2,4,5}, Bs = {1,2,4,6}, Bs = {1, 2,5, 6}.

The basis matrices for the 2-(4, 6)*-VCS following the above construction rule are given
by
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[« Col1to8 — <« Col9to24 — < Col24t032— ]
00001111 0000000011111111 00001111
00110011 0000111100001111 00110011
S,Qn = 01010101 0011001100110011 00000000 and
01101001 0101010101010101 01101001
01101001 0101101010100101 01101001
| 00000000 0011110011000011 01010101 |
[ <~ Col1to8 — < Col9t024 - <« Col24t032 — |
11110000 1111111100000000 11110000
00110011 0000111100001111 00110011
Siln = 01010101 0011001100110011 00000000
01101001 0101010101010101 01101001
01101001 0101101010100101 01101001
00000000 0011110011000011 01010101 |

Remark The basis matrices Sion and Si]n thus constructed may have common columns. We
call these basis matrices as initial basis matrices and the corresponding pixel expansion as
initial pixel expansion. In [1] the author pointed out that the common columns appearing
in the initial basis matrices S?n and Sl.ln may be deleted to obtain reduced basis matrices
denoted by S?e 4 and Sr] ¢+ This method reduces the pixel expansion (we call it as reduced
pixel expansion) and thereby increases the relative contrast significantly. In the next section,
we adopt this technique to analyze the construction technique of any 7-(k, n)*-VCS to get
the reduced pixel expansion.

3.2 Analysis of t-(k, n)*-VCS

The following discussion establishes the relationship between the pixel expansions and rela-
tive contrasts of a higher order VCS and a lower order VCS constructed by the linear algebraic
method. In [14] such a discussion is given but when the difference between k and ¢ is strictly
greater than one. However, our construction method includes all the possibilities. In the fol-
lowing lemma we first establish the relationship between the initial pixel expansions of a
higher order VCS and lower order VCS.

Lemma 1 Suppose (t — 1,k — 1, n — 1) represents a meaningful triplet. Let m;,(t — 1,k —
1,n — 1) denote the initial pixel expansion of a (t — 1)-(k — 1, n — 1)*-VCS constructed
by the linear algebraic method described above. Then the t-(k, n)*-VCS constructed using
linear algebra has initial pixel expansion 2m;,(t — 1,k — 1,n — 1).

Proof Suppose the set of participants for (t — 1)-(k — 1, n — 1)*-VCSis P = {2,3, ..., n},
where the participants 2, 3, . . ., ¢ are the essential participants. To construct a ¢-(k, n)*-VCS,
we add another essential participant 1 to the set of participants. The new set of participants
becomes P = {1, 2,3, ...,n} and the basis matrices for ¢-(k, n)*-VCS are constructed by
solving the set of linear equations same as those for the (r — 1)-(k — 1, n — 1)*-VCS with
the modification that the new variable x; is added to the left hand side of each of the linear
equations. Since x| appears in each of the equations and that x| can have two distinct values
0 and 1, therefore the initial pixel expansion of the ¢-(k, n)*-VCS is exactly twice the initial
pixel expansion of (t — 1)-(k — 1, n — 1)*-VCS. ]
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In the following lemma we show a relationship between the number of common columns
appearing in the initial basis matrices of a lower order VCS and a higher order VCS. Deleting
those common columns will reduce the pixel expansion of the schemes and we establish a
relation between the reduced pixel expansions.

Lemma 2 Let (t—1,k—1,n—1) represent a meaningful triplet. Let myoq(t —1,k—1,n—1)
denote the reduced pixel expansion of a (t — 1)-(k — 1, n — 1)*-VCS constructed by the linear
algebraic method. Then the t-(k, n)*-VCS constructed using linear algebra has reduced pixel
expansion 2myeq(t — 1,k — 1,n — 1).

Proof 1t suffices to show that the number of common columns occurring in the initial basis
matrices of t-(k, n)*-VCS is exactly twice to that of (t — 1)-(k — 1, n — 1)*-VCS. Suppose ¢
is a common column occurring in the initial basis matrices of (+ — 1)-(k — 1, n — 1)*-VCS.
Corresponding to this ¢, by Lemma 1, two columns appear in each of the basis matrices of
t-(k, n)*-VCS, namely the columns (0, ¢) and (1, ¢). Since ¢ is a common column that occurs
in the basis matrices of the (r — 1)-(k — 1, n — 1)*-VCS, ¢ must satisfy both the systems, for
some i and j with i # j, as given below:

fBz'_1 =0 fBZ'—l =1
i d J
fBz,' =0 an fsz =1

Then it is easy to see that (0, ¢) is solution to both the systems

X1+ fBy :Ol and x1+f32j—1 :1]

xl+f32,' =0 -xl+fsz =1
corresponding to the access structure of 7-(k, n)*-VCS. Similarly (1, ¢) is also a common
column. Now the proof follows. O

The following theorem is immediate.

Theorem 3.2 Let (¢, k, n) be ameaningful triplet such that (0, k—t, n—t) is also meaningful.
Let the pixel expansion and relative contrast of the 0-(k — t,n — t)*-VCS be m and «
respectively. Then the pixel expansion and relative contrast of the t-(k, n)*-VCS will be 2'm
and 3; respectively.

Corollary [t is immediate that if m* be the optimal pixel expansion and o™ be the optimal
relative contrast of a t-(k, n)*-VCS then m* < 2'm and a* > ;‘—, where m is pixel expansion
and «a is relative contrast of the 0-(k — t,n — t)*-VCS.

Remark A version of Theorem 4 in [14] can be derived from Theorem 3.2. So in particular,
a version of Theorem 2.3 in [6] may also be derived by setting r = 1.

The following section deals with the scenario when k — ¢ = 1. In this process we are able
to address the following issues. The method of construction adopted in [14] constructs the
basis matrices of a higher order ¢-(k, n)*-VCS out of the basis matrices of a (k—¢, n—1)-VCS
and basis matrices of an optimal (¢, #)-VCS. Hence, as the authors pointed out, Corollary 1
and Corollary 2 to Theorem 4 in [14] hold true if kK — ¢ > 2. Our construction method is
direct and this enables to circumvent this obstacle when the difference between k and 7 is
equal to 1. On the other hand we generalize the (2, n)*-VCS in [6] to the case when there
are t many essential parties. Moreover, in [1], the author pointed out an interesting question
whether or not collecting three or more equations at a time gives better result in terms of
pixel expansion while constructing a VCS for general access structure. We resolve the issue
for (k — 1)-(k, n)*-VCS by considering three or more equations at a time to obtain better
results in terms of pixel expansion and relative contrast.
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3.2.1 On construction of (k — 1)-(k, n)*-VCS

Let us consider a restricted (k, n)-VCS having k — 1 essential participants. In this case
the minimal qualified sets are {1, ...,k — 1,k},{l,..., k — Lk 4+ 1},{1,...,k — 1,k +
2}, .o {1, .o k=1, n—1}, {1, ..., k—1, n}. Observe that taking any number of equations
at a time does not affect the security and contrast conditions of a visual cryptography scheme.
We need not take two equations at a time to form groups of linear equations. We may take
all the equations at a time forming only one group and the values of the variables x1, x2, . ..
,Xk—1 determine the values of the rest of the variables. In this scenario the pixel expansion
thus becomes 2¢~!. We start with an example for better understanding.

Example 3.2 Consider 3-(4, 7)*-VCS. Here, Ty = {{1, 2, 3,4}, {1, 2, 3,5}, {1, 2, 3, 6},

{1, 2,3,7}}. To construct the 3-(4, 7)*-VCS, we consider the following system of linear
equations over the binary field Z,. The first system is a homogeneous system of equations
and the latter one is a non-homogeneous system of equations.

X1+x24+x34+x4=0
X1+x24+x3+x5=0 )
xX1+x2+x3+x=0
X1 +x2+x34+x7=0
X1+x2+x3+x3=1
X1 +x+x3+x5=1 @)
X1+x2+x3+x =1
X1+x24+x34+x7=1

The solution of the above systems admits the following basis matrices:

(000011117 (11110000
00110011 00110011
01010101 01010101
Y= 101101001 | and S'= |01101001
01101001 01101001
01101001 01101001
| 01101001 | | 01101001 |

The pixel expansion is 8 and the relative contrast is %.
Looking at the above example we now prove the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3 For a meaningful triplet (¢, k, n) witht = k — 1, there exists a (k — 1)-(k, n)*-
VCS having pixel expansion 2= and relative contrast 2,{%1

Proof Let m denote the number of columns of the matrices S0 and S! (i.e, m denotes the
pixel expansion). Note that in this theorem m = 28!, We need to prove the following:

1. If X is a qualified set then w(S}) — w(S%) > 7 - m.
2. If Y C P is a forbidden set of participants then SO[Y] and S'[Y] are identical up to
column permutation.
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First we prove the second condition viz., the security condition. Let Y = {iy, i2, ..., is}
be a forbidden set. We want to show that S°[Y] and S![Y] are identical up to a column
permutation. Recall that each column of S° is a solution of the homogeneous system of
equations and each column of S is a solution of the non-homogeneous system of equations.
If we can prove that there exists a particular solution of the non-homogeneous system, say
¢ =(c1,c2,...,cy) such that c; = 0 for j =iy, 2, ..., then by Result I, the restricted
matrices S°[Y] and S![Y] will be identical up to a column permutation. Since Y is a forbidden
set of participants, Y does not contain any B; for all i because otherwise, ¥ would contain a
minimal qualified set and would itself become a qualified set. In a (k — 1)-(k, n)*-VCS there
are two types of maximal forbidden sets:

1. Type 1: {1,2,3, ...,k —2,k— 1} that is all the essential parties are present but a regular
party is unavailable.

2. Type 2: {2,3,...,k—2,k —1,k,k+1,...,n — 1, n} that is all regular parties along
with k — 2 essential parties are present but one essential party namely, 1 is missing.

If we can prove that neither type 1 nor type 2 subsets can have any information about the

secret then we are done. Let us first consider type 1i.e. ¥ = {1,2,3,...,k—2,k —1}.In
this case we see thatcy = c2 =3y =+ =¢r—1 =0and ¢y = ¢cp41 = - =c¢cp = 1
is particular solution to the non-homogeneous system. Again, if ¥ = {2,3,...,k — 2,k —
l,k,k+1,...,n}isof type 2 then alsoc; = l and ¢ = ¢3 = -+ - = ¢, = 0 is a particular

solution to the non-homogeneous system. Hence the proof follows.

For the proof of the contrast condition let X be a minimal qualified set of participants.
Corresponding to this X an all zero solution vector occurs in S°[ X ] but there is no such vector
in S'[X]. Hence, w(Sg) - w(S)l() > 1 which proves the contrast condition. o

Remark Theorem 3.3 reveals that for the (k — 1)-(k, n)*-VCS, constructed using above con-
struction, the pixel expansion and hence relative contrast depend only on k and surprisingly
not on n.

4 On construction of t-(n — 1, n)*-VCS

In this section we deal with the particular case of the restricted access structure ¢-(k, n)*-VCS
with k = n — 1. For the construction and analysis of t-(n — 1, n)*-VCS, (n — 1, n)-VCS plays
an important role. In this section we first revisit the technique as given in Adhikari [1] to
obtain an (n — 1, n)-threshold VCS. In that paper [1], the author pointed out that by deleting
common columns from the initial basis matrices S?n and S}n, one may construct better VCS
in terms of less pixel expansion and better relative contrast. However, the author failed to
provide the exact number of common columns in Sion and Siln for any (n — 1, n)-VCS. In
the next section, we provide the exact count of the common columns and thereby provide a
closed form formula for the exact pixel expansion of an efficient (n — 1, n)-VCS.

4.1 0n (n — 1, n)-VCS

The construction of an (n — 1, n)-VCS essentially follows from the construction of a general
t-(k, n)*-VCS (as described in Sect. 3) by considering # = 0. For the sake of completeness
we sketch the construction method.

Consider a set of participants P = {1,2,...,n} and let X C P having n — 1 elements.

Then P has altogether (

1) = n such subsets. Based on the increasing lexicographic
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arrangement we arrange the subsets as follows: By, By, ..., B,. We now collect the subsets
to form [57 many groups. In general, the ith group G; can be described as follows:

(Bai_1, Byj), forl1 <i < (%1 , and any n > 2;
ith Group(G;) = | (By—1, By), forevenn >2andi = 3;

(Bn), foroddn > 2andi = [%1 ,
where
1,2,...,n—2i,n—2i+1,n =2 +3,n—2i+4,...}, j=2i —landi < | 32 |;
J 2
<~ n — 1 many elements —
By= | (L2 n=2in =242 =2 +3.n=2i+4...}. j =2 andi = [152]:
<« n — 1 many elements —
{1,3.4,5,...,n}, forj=n—1;
{2,3,4,5,...,n}, for j = n.

Now we consider the following systems of linear equations:
Forl <j < [%1 and for any n > 2,

fBZj—IZO (s fBZj—Izl ey
Fi, =0] (j) and Foo, :1] ("

Fori = % and for even n > 2,

anfl :0 n fB,,,] =1 n/
B, =0]m(§) and B, =1]m(§)

Fori = 57 and for odd n > 2,

mola]) w2z ([9)

Foranyn > 2and 1 < j < f%l, let S? and S} denote the Boolean matrices whose
columns are all possible solutions of the systems () and (j’) respectively over the binary
field. Similarly, for any even (resp. odd) n > 2, let S9 (resp. SPﬂ]) and SFQT (resp. SFQT)
2 2 2 2

denote the Boolean matrices corresponding to the solutions of the equations (3)(resp.([31))
and (5)(resp.['51).

Then the matrices 9, = SY[[SY]]--- ||s<r)ﬂ] and S} = S}|Si||--- ||s;ﬂ] formed by the

2 2
concatenation constitute the initial basis matrices of an (n — 1, n)-VCS. The proof of this
fact can be found in [1]. For the rest of our discussion we will call the matrices S? and S} for
all j as the jth blocks of the initial basis matrices.
The following lemma is immediate from the construction.

Lemma 3 The (n—1, n)-VCS, constructed using the linear algebraic technique as described
above, has initial pixel expansion m;, = f%n”_z.

Example 4.1 For the (4,5)-VCS, the five subsets can be grouped as follows: G| =
{{1,2,3,4},{1,2,3,5}}, G2 = {{1,2,4,5},{1,3,4,5}}, G3 = {{2,3,4,5}}.
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The initial basis matrices obtained by solving the set of linear equations corresponding to

the above groups, are given by

[« Collto8 — <« Col9to 16 — <« Col 17t0 24 — 7]
01010101 01010101 00000000
§0 00110011 01101001 01010101 J
= 00001111 01101001 00110011 o
01101001 00110011 00001111
01101001 00001111 01101001 ]
[« Collto8 — <« Col9to 16 — <« Col 17t0 24 — 7]
01010101 01010101 00000000
1 00110011 10010110 01010101
Sin = 00001111 10010110 00110011
10010110 00110011 00001111
10010110 00001111 10010110 ]
The initial pixel expansion is 24.
Now observe that the following columns are common to both S?n and Siln.
59 2 3 5 7 10 11 13 15 24
sl 16 22 23 9 8 24 20 1 7

As described in [1], these common columns can be deleted to form the reduced matri-
ces S,(_)e 4 and Srle 4 Which still remain basis matrices of the (4, 5)-VCS. Moreover the pixel
expansion of the reduced scheme is reduced to 15.

In general, the above technique can be applied to the initial basis matrices of any (n—1, n)-
VCS to obtain the reduced basis matrices with less pixel expansion. We are now going to
determine, case by case the exact number of common columns occurring in the initial basis
matrices S?n and Sl.ln of an (n — 1, n)-VCS constructed by the linear algebraic method and
find the exact value of the reduced pixel expansion of the scheme. Towards finding the results
the following lemmas play an important role.

Lemma 4 Let Slon and Siln be the basis matrices of an (n — 1, n)-VCS, n > 3, constructed
using linear algebraic technique. Then,

e For even n, the columns with hamming weights 0, 1, (n — 1) and n cannot be deleted
from S?n and Siln.

e Forodd n, the columns with hamming weights 0, 1 and n cannot be deleted from Sl.on and
st

Proof Let us first consider the case when 7 is even. Then for any group G; for 1 < j < %
there are n — 2 independent variables common in both the systems (/) and (j’). The values
of these variables determine the values of the remaining two variables. Moreover for every
fixed (n — 2)-tuple of values of the independent variables, the values of the two dependent
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variables are equal. Further a column ¢ with hamming weight w(c) = 0 can appear only as
a solution of the equation () and not of the equation (j’). So, if w(c) = 0 then ¢ € SlQn
only. Again if w(c) = 1thenc € Sl.ln only. If w(c) = n — 1 then the only possibility is that
among (n — 2) independent variables, (n — 3) assume the value 1 and the two dependent
variables must be 1. So, if w(c) =n — 1thenc € S?n only. Lastly, when w(c) = n, then all
the variables assume the value 1 and the n-tuple (1, 1, ..., 1) can only be a solution of the
equation (). Hence, if w(c) = n then ¢ € Si]n only.

Using the same arguments we can see that for odd n,

e ifw(c) =0thenc € S only,
e if w(c) =1thenc € Si1 only and
e if w(c) =nthenc € §;, only.

This completes the proof. O

Remark Foran (n — 1,n)-VCS andn > 3

e For even n, the possible common columns occurring in S?n and Sl.ln are the columns with
hamming weights 2,3,...,n —4,n —3,n — 2.

e For odd n, the possible common columns for S?n and Si]n are the columns with hamming
weights 2,3,...,n —3,n—2,n— 1.

Now that we understand the distribution of possible common columns of an (n—1, n)-VCS
constructed by linear algebraic method, we proceed to calculate exact number of common
columns. In the following we will denote the number of commeon columns with hamming
weight j by d;. For example, by Lemma 4, dy = dy = d,, = 0.

Towards finding the exact number of common columns for any (n — 1, n)-VCS we divide
the proof technique into two parts. Sect. 4.2 deals when n is even while Sect. 4.3 deals when
n is odd.

4.2 Number of common columns when 7 is even

Throughout this subsection, n is assumed to be even. To find the closed form of the number
of common columns, the following lemmas play an important role.

The following lemma enables us to look only at the weights that lie between 1 and 5 while
calculating the exact number of common columns occurring in the initial basis matrices.

Lemma 5 For even n > 4, the (n — 1, n)-VCS constructed using linear algebraic method
has the property that dj = dy,_j forall j = 1,2, ..., 7.

Proof Recall that Sl.on is constructed by concatenating the blocks N Sg vy S(%) which are
obtained respectively by solving the systems of equations (1), (2), ..., (%). Now Sll, S;,. .
Sk can be obtained by adding (modulo 2) a particular solution to each of the columns of

2
S?, Sg,..., S(ﬂ) respectively. In this case, observe that (1, 1, 1, ..., 1) is a particular solution
2

to each of the system of equations (1'), (2/), ..., (”7/). Thus if a column ¢ € S?n then its
complement ¢ € Siln and vice versa. Therefore if ¢ is a common column to both S?n and Siln
then so is c. Lastly, if weight of ¢ is j then weight of ¢ is (n — j). Hence, d; = d,,—; for all
Ji=123,...,%. O

Lemmas 6 and 7 give a closed form formula for the number of common columns of weight
J»2 < j =75 when j is even and odd respectively.
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Lemma 6 For even n > 4, the (n — 1, n)-VCS obtained using linear algebraic technique

-2
has the property that if j is even and2 < j < 5 then d; = g(n )
n—j

Proof Let us first consider the first block S(l) of Sgl. Suppose c is a column of weight j, where
J is even, occurring in S?. Therefore c is a solution to the system

Xp+x2+-+xp2+x,-1=0

3
Xp+x+-+xp2+x, =0 &)

It is not hard to see that since j is even, x,_1 = x, = 0, that is, the last two entries of the
column c, corresponding to x,—1 and x, are both 0. Since w(c) = j, therefore among the
variables x1, X2, ..., X,—2 only j many variables assume the value 1 and the rest of them are

-2 -2
all 0. Thus there are in total (n . ) possible choices which implies that there are (n . )
J J

many columns of weight j occurring in S?. Following similar argument it is easy to see that
each of the rest of (5 — 1) blocks have the same number of weight j columns. Therefore,

n’

-2
there are altogether %(n . ) many columns of weight j occurring in S°
J

Now let us consider the first block § 11 of Siln. Suppose ¢ is a column of weight j, where j is
even, occurring in S 11 Therefore c is a solution to the system

xr+x2+-+txp2txr =1 @
xit+x2+-+x2+x, =1

Again, it is not hard to see that since j is even, x,_; = x,, = 1, that is, the last two entries of
column ¢, corresponding to x,_; and x,, are both 1. Following a similar argument as above

we see that there are ( many columns of weight j occurring in S 11 Hence there are

j—2

-2
g(n 2) many columns of weight j occurring in Siln.
j—

nfn-—2 nfn-—2 .
Observe that, —{ . < - . for2 < j < %
2\j -2 2\ J
Now we shall show that if there exists a column ¢ of weight j, where j is even, in Sl.ln then
that ¢ must also occur in S?n.
Towards this let ¢ be any column of weight j such that ¢ € Siln. Then ¢ must belong to
some block, say the block constructed by solving the system of equations,

xp x4+ a2t xop—1 Fakr +oFxp =1

5
Xy +xp+ - Fxp2+ Xk Fappr+ooo+x, =1 )

It is easy to see xp;r—1 = xpr = 1 and among the (n — 2) remaining variables only
(j — 2) assume the value 1. The rest of the variables assume 0. Let us write ¢ =
(c1,¢2,y .oy C2%—1, C2k,» - - - » ). NOw Observe that since n is even therefore there are exactly
% many pairs of the form (¢2; 1, ¢2;), namely, (c, ¢2), (¢3, c4), ..., (ch—1, cn). Among these
pairs we have already seen that (cox—1, c2x) = (1, 1). Since j —2 < % — 2, by Pigeon Hole
principle there exists at least one pair say, (c2-—1, ¢2-) = (0, 0). It is now easy to observe
that c is also a solution to the system

xp+x2 4 a2t X1 Fx2 41 -+ X, =0

6
xi x4+ xor2t X Axp1 oo+ X, =0 ©
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Thus ¢ € S0 Again it is not hard to see that if a column ¢ of weight j, where j is even,
occurs multlple times in S;, ! “then ¢ also occurs at least that many times in SO Hence the
proof follows. O

Lemma 7 Forevenn > 4, the (n—1, n)-VCS constructed using the linear algebraic method
-2
has the property that if j is odd and 3 < j < 5 then dj= g(n 2).
j-

Proof Proof is similar to that of Lemma 6.

Now we are in a position to calculate the exact value of reduced pixel expansion m,..4. The
following theorem provides the exact value of pixel expansion of an efficient (n — 1, n)-VCS
with basis matrices S?e 4 and Sr1 ¢ Naving no common columns.

Theorem 4.1 Let n > 4 be even. Then there exists an (n — 1, n)-VCS obtained by linear

algebraic technique having pixel expansion myeq = Z( ) and relative contrast m—d
2

Proof Let K = {k:2 <k < 5and kisodd}and L = {k : 2 < k < 5 and k is even}.
Then the reduced pixel expansion is given by

Mypred = Min — Z d

2<k=<n-2
= Mmijn — Z dr + Z di
| 2<k<3% 5<k<n-=2

= Min — de+ Zdnk

| 2<k<% 2<k<3%

Therefore by Lemma 5,

Myed = Mip — 2 Z dy

2<k<%
= miy —2|:de+ dei|
kel kel

n n—2 n—2
:mm—2|:2( )—i—Z( ):|+d"
2 kek k—2 kel k—2 ’

kel
n n—2 nfn-—2
> (k )+z(;—l)+"%

0<k<n-2
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n n—2 nf{n-—2

0<k<n—-2
o n_, o nfn—=2
_mm—EZ +2(g_1)+dg.

By Lemma 3, m;,, = %2"’2 and therefore,

nfn-—2 nfn-—2
mret =5\a 1) Tals o)

Using the identities on binomial coefficients the above expression reduces to m,.q =

Z(’Z) This completes the proof of the theorem. O
2

We have found the exact value of the pixel expansion of an (n — 1, n)-VCS constructed
by using the linear algebraic technique for the case when 7 is even. In the next subsection we
find the same for odd n > 3. For this we take a similar approach as described in Lemma 1.

4.3 Number of common columns when » is odd

Throughout this subsection we assume that n is odd. To start with, we consider the set of
participants to be the set P = {2,3,...,n + 1} consisting of n many participants where
n > 3 is odd. The minimal qualified sets arranged in the lexicographic order are given
by By = {2,3,...,n},B, = {2,3,...,n—1,n+1},....B, = {3,4,...,n + 1}. As
described in Sect. 4.1, the above collection of minimal qualified sets can be grouped as
follows: G| = (By, B2), G» = (B3, By), ..., G[%] = (B,,). The initial basis matrices can
be found by solving the appropriate systems of linear equations corresponding to the above
grouping.
‘We now transform the access structure of the (n — 1, n)-VCS to the access structure of an
(n,n 4+ 1)-VCS in the following manner:
We incorporate another participant 1 to the set of participants and define P* = {1} |J P=
{1 2,3,...,n+ 1} and Bf= {1} J B1, B5= {1} U B2, ..., Bj= {1} U B, and introduce
n+1_ {2} U B,,. Now these (n + 1) many subsets B}, B3, ..., B:H are precisely the min-
imal qualified sets of an (n,n + 1)-VCS on the set of participants P*, where n + 1 is
even. As already described these sets can now be grouped into ”* many groups namely,
Gy, G5, ..., Gx,, and then solving the corresponding linear equauons, the basis matrices

2
for the (n, n 4+ 1)-VCS are obtained. By Theorem 4.1, the reduced pixel expansion of the

n+1 n+1

transformed scheme becomes ol

). Using this we calculate the exact value of the

reduced pixel expansion for the (n — l,zn)-VCS, when n > 3 is odd.
Note: We will use the following notations and symbols for the rest of this section. All the
constructions of basis matrices are done using the linear algebraic technique. We will denote
by S? (k,r)and S} (k, r) the initial basis matrices of the (k, r)-VCS. S°, , (k, r) and S}, , (k. r)
will denote the reduced basis matrices of the (k, r)-VCS. To distinguish between the linear
equations corresponding to the (n — 1, n)-VCS and (n, n + 1)-VCS we will use the variables
X2, X3, ..., Xp41 corresponding to the participants in P and the variables y1, y2, ..., Yn+1
corresponding to the participants in P*.

Now we proceed to find the exact pixel expansion of the reduced basis matrices when n
is odd. We first give the overview of the steps. First, in Lemma 8 we find the relationship
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between the initial pixel expansions of (n — 1, n)-VCS and (n, n + 1)-VCS. From Lemmas 9
to 15 we calculate the number of common columns that can be deleted from the initial basis
matrices for both cases and find the relationship between the number of common columns.
Lastly, Theorem 4.2 gives the closed form of the reduced pixel expansion.

Lemma 8 Let m;, be the initial pixel expansion of the (n — 1, n)-VCS obtained by the linear
algebraic technique, where n > 3 is odd. If m}, denotes the initial pixel expansion of the
(n,n + 1)-VCS then m?, = 2mjy.

Proof The proof is immediate.

In the following two lemmas we show that for every column in the initial basis matrices

of the (n — 1, n)-VCS, where n > 3 is odd, which does not appear in the last block S([)H] of
2

S?n (n—1,n)or SF%T of Siln(n — 1, n), there exist exactly two columns viz. (0, ¢) and (1, ¢)

that occur in the initial basis matrices of the (n, n + 1)-VCS.

Lemma 9 Let ¢ be a column such that ¢ € S?n (n — 1,n), where n > 3 is odd. Further
assume that ¢ appears as a solution to any system of equations (as described earlier) except
the following system of equations

X3+x4+---+x =0
[3 4 n+l (7

x> =0

Then the columns (0, c) and (1, ¢) occur respectively in the initial basis matrices S?n (n,n+1)
and S} (n,n + 1) of the (n,n + 1)-VCS.

Proof Let ¢ = (b2, b3, ..., by41), where each b; € {0, 1}. By the given conditions c is a
solution to some system, say

X2+ Xk + x2%—1 + x2%41+ -+ X041 =0 ®)
X2+ xok—2+ xok F X%+ F X1 =0
Then it is easy to see that (0, by, b3, ..., b,41) is a solution to the system
yi+y2+--o+yu—2+yu—1+yu+1+-+ yur1 =0 ©)
YVity2+ooo+yu—2+ yu +Fyut1too+yp1 =0
corresponding to the (n, n + 1)-VCS and (1, b2, b3, ..., by41) is a solution to the system
it y2+-o+ you—2+ Yoh—1+ Yttt F Yur1 =1 (10)
Yit+yatoootyu—2+ yau tyutrr ooty =1
corresponding to the (n, n 4+ 1)-VCS. Hence the proof. O

Lemma 10 Let ¢ be a column such that ¢ € Sl.ln (n — 1,n), where n > 3 is odd. Further
assume that ¢ appears as a solution to any system of equations except the following system
of equations

X3+x4+- -+ x4 =1
x> =0

an

Then the columns (0, c) and (1, ¢) occur respectively in the initial basis matrices Si]n (n,n+1)
and S (n,n + 1) of the (n,n + 1)-VCS.
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Proof Same as the proof of the Lemma 9. O

Atthis pointitis not clear what happens if a column occurs in the block § ?ﬁ] of Sl.on (n—1,n)
2
or occurs in the block SF£] of Siln (n—1,n).
2
Let us recall that the system of linear equations corresponding to the last block SPﬂ] of
2

0 .
Siy(n—1,n)1s

X3+ x4+ +xpp1 =0
[ =0 (12)
and the system corresponding to S%ﬂ] of Sl.ln (n—1,n)is
2
X3+ x4+ -+ x4 =1
[ =0 (13)
A typical solution of these particular systems can be written as (0, b3, . .., b,+1), where each

b; € {0, 1}.

Let us consider the system of linear equations given by (12). Observe that by our con-
struction method, this system of linear equations corresponding to the (n — 1, n)-VCS is
somewhat transformed into the system of linear equations

yi+tyit+oo ot Y1+ ynt+ a1 =0 (14)
v2ty3+- -1+ Y+ e =0

corresponding to the (r, n+ 1)-VCS. Moreover the set of all solutions to the system (14) con-
stitutes the columns of the %-th block of S?n (n, n+1).In(14) the variables y3, y4, . .., Yn+1
are independent and for each of the 2"~ many possible tuples of values of them the depen-
dent variables y; and y, assume the same value. A similar transformation also holds for
the system of linear equations given by (13). The corresponding system of linear equations
becomes

Vitystoot -1ty tynp =1 (15)
2ttt Y1ty =1
Now we have the following lemmas.
Lemma 11 Suppose n > 3 is odd. Let the column (0, b3, ..., by41) € S(F)H corresponding
2

to the (n — 1, n)-VCS where each b; € {0, 1}. Then the column (0,0, b3, ..., b,11) occurs
in the "3 -th block of S0, (n,n + 1) and (1, 1, b3, ..., byy1) occurs in the "5'-th block of
Sl (n,n+1).

Proof Given that (0, b3, ..., b,41) is a solution to
X3+x4+-+x41 =0
[ =0 (16)
It immediately follows that (0, 0, b3, ..., b,+1) is a solution to the system
yvi+tys+o+y-1+ynt+yur1 =0 (17
2+t Y1+ Y+ Y1 =0
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Again it is not hard to see that (1, 1, b3, ..., b,41) is a solution to the system
ly1+y3+-~-+yn—1+yn+yn+1=1 (18)
2yt a1ty g1 =1
Hence the proof follows. O
Lemma 12 Suppose n > 3 is odd. Let the column (0, b3, ..., b,+1) € S%%] corresponding

to the (n — 1, n)-VCS where each b; € {0, 1}. Then the column (0,0, b3, ..., b,11) occurs
in the "S- -th block of S}, (n,n + 1) and (1,1, b, ..., bys1) occurs in the "$'-th block of
SO (n,n+ 1).

Proof Same as the proof of Lemma 11. O

Now that the redistribution of the columns is well understood, we proceed to find the
relationship between the number of deleted columns in both cases.

Lemma 13 Suppose n > 3 is odd. Let us for the time being, restrict our view within the first
% many blocks of the initial basis matrices S?n (n—1,n)and Siln (n—1, n). Further assume
that c is a common column occurring in these restricted portions of the basis matrices. Then
both the columns (0, ¢) and (1, c¢) are common columns occurring in the basis matrices

SY (n,n+ 1) and S} (n,n + 1) of the (n, n + 1)-VCS.

n

Proof Let ¢ occur as solution to the systems

X2+ x2k2 + X2%k—1 + X241+ F Xnp1 =0 (19)
X+ xok—2+ Xk FX2%41+ -+ X041 =0

and
X2+ F+xp2+xy_1+x541+ - F a1 =1 (20)
X2+ -+ x00_2+ X2 +x2,+1+---+xn+1=1

corresponding to the (n — 1, n)-VCS, where k # r. That is, ¢ occurs in S?n (n—1, n) and also
in Siln (n — 1, n). Since c is a solution to 19, by Lemma 9, (0, ¢) is a solution to the system

yit+ya+oo+ V-2 + y2uk—1+yut1+ -+ yur1 =0 21
yity2+--+yu—2+ yu +yut+1+-+ypr1 =0

and (1, ¢) is a solution to the system
Vi+ty2+-oF vyt Y1t yusr ooty =1 22)
Vi+y2+-o+ vyt Yo +yuri ooty =1

corresponding to the (n,n + 1)-VCS. In other words, (0, ¢) € Slo (n,n+1)and (1,¢) €

n

Siln (n,n + 1). Similarly by Lemma 10, (0, ¢) and (1, ¢) occur as columns in Sl.ln (n,n+1)

and Si0 (n, n + 1) respectively. The proof follows. O

n

Therefore if d is the number of columns deleted from the initial basis matrices of the
(n — 1,n)-VCS where the columns satisfy the conditions of Lemma 13, then 2d many
corresponding columns will be deleted from the initial basis matrices of the (n, n + 1)-VCS.
After deleting those common columns we are now left with (m;, — d) many columns in the
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partly reduced basis matrices of the (n — 1, n)-VCS and (m}, — 2d) many columns in the
partly reduced basis matrices of the (n, n 4 1)-VCS. At this stage if ¢ be any column that is
common to both the partly reduced basis matrices of the (n — 1, n)-VCS then it must hold
that either ¢ occurs in the block S?%] of SY (n — 1, n) or in the block S!,. of S} (n — 1, n)

in [%]
but not both.

Lemma 14 Let n > 3 be odd. Further let ¢ be a common column occurring in the partly
reduced basis matrices of the (n — 1, n)-VCS such that c € S(f)ﬂ]' Then corresponding to this
2

¢ there are two columns namely, (0, c¢) and (0, ¢), the complement of (0, ¢), that are common
columns occurring in the partly reduced basis matrices of the (n,n + 1)-VCS.

Proof As c € S([)H and ¢ is a common column appearing in the partly reduced basis matrix
2

S?n (n — 1, n), ¢ must belong to some i-th block of the partly reduced Siln (n — 1, n) where
i # [5]. By Lemma 10, (0, ¢) appears as a column in the i-th block of partly reduced
Siln (n,n + 1) corresponding to the (n,n 4+ 1)-VCS. Again since ¢ € S?%] corresponding
to the (n — 1, n)-VCS, by Lemma 11, (0, c) appears as a column in the %-th block of
S?n (n, n + 1) corresponding to the (n, n 4+ 1)-VCS. Thus (0, ¢) is a common column in the
partly reduced basis matrices of the (n, n + 1)-VCS.

Now as (0, ¢) appears as a column in the "erl -th block of S?n (n, n + 1) therefore it must be

a solution to the system

... =0
Yi+y34 -+ Yugn 23)
Y2+ 3+ + Yntl =0
Hence its complement (0, ¢) is a solution to the system
=1
Yi+y3+- 4 Y1 24)
2yt =1
This follows from the fact that y; = 1, y» = 1, ..., y,41 = 1 is a particular solution to

the system (24) as n is odd. Similarly as (0, ¢) occurs in the i-th block of the partly reduced
matrix Siln (n, n 4 1) therefore (0, ¢) occurs in i-th block of Sion (n, n + 1) corresponding to

the (n,n + 1)-VCS.
The proof follows. 0

By an essentially same line of argument we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 15 Let n > 3 be odd. Further let ¢ be a common column occurring in the partly
reduced basis matrices of the (n — 1, n)-VCS such that c € S %ﬂ]. Then corresponding to this
2

¢ there are two columns namely, (0, ¢) and (0, ¢), the complement of (0, ¢), that are common
columns occurring in the partly reduced basis matrices of the (n,n + 1)-VCS.

If d’ be the number of such common columns occurring in the partly reduced basis
matrices of the (n — 1,n)-VCS then there are 2d’ many common columns occurring in
the partly reduced basis matrices of the (n, n 4+ 1)-VCS. Thus we have shown that to each
common column appearing in the initial basis matrices of the (n — 1, n)-VCS there are two
corresponding columns that are common to the initial basis matrices of the (n, n + 1)-VCS.
Moreover, it is easy to see that the common columns occurring in the basis matrices of the
(n, n 4 1)-VCS arise only in this manner. There are no more common columns. Hence the
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exact pixel expansions (after reduction) of an (n — 1, n)-VCS and the (n,n + 1)-VCS are
related via,

Mg =y = 2(d +d)
=2mj, —2(d +d")
=2(mjy, —d — d,)

=2Myeq.
Thus we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2 Let m,.q be the reduced pixel expansion of an (n — 1, n)-VCS where n > 3 is

odd. Then
nf{n—1
Myed = E % .

Proof The reduced pixel expansion m,.4 is given as follows
ln—l—l(n—l—I) n(n—l)
Myred = 5 ——— +1 )= 5 -1 -
2 4 ntl 2\ 1

Remark Thus we have given a closed form formula regarding the pixel expansion and relative
contrast of an (n — 1, n)-VCS constructed using the linear algebraic technique. It is to be
noted that for odd n > 3, our closed form formula for pixel expansion is exactly half that of
givenin Lemma 4.4 in [12] and (i) of Sect. 3.2 of [19]. However, the expression that we have
found for m,.q is exactly the same as the formulas that appear in [12,19], for even n. Further
Table 1 shows that our proposed closed form for reduced pixel expansion of (n — 1, n)-
VCS for every possible value of n matches with the numerical values of the optimal pixel
expansions as shown in [23].

[m}

We are now in a position to calculate the exact pixel expansion of any ¢-(n — 1, n)*-VCS
for a meaningful triplet (z, n — 1, n) such that (0, n — 1 — ¢, n — t) is also a meaningful one.
Using Theorem 3.2, we have the following theorem.

Table 1 Comparison of pixel expansions for different (n — 1, n)-VCSs of various values of n

(n—1,n)-VCS Myed mca ma mppss mg mg mp
(2,3)-VCS 3 4 4 3 3 3 3
(3,4)-VCS 6 25 8 6 6 6 6
(4,5)-VCS 15 29 24 15 15 15 15
(5,6)-VCS 30 214 48 30 30 30 30
(6,7)-VCS 70 220 128 70 70 70 70
(7,8)-VCS 140 227 256 140 140 140 140
(8,9)-VCS 315 235 640 315 315 315 315

In the following table, m, .4 stands for the reduced pixel expansion of our scheme, m ¢4 denotes the pixel
expansion obtained by cumulative array method [7], m 4 denotes the pixel expansion obtained by Theorem 2.5
of [1], mppss denotes the pixel expansion as given in Appendix B of [12], m g denotes the pixel expansion
as given in Table 1 of [19], m g denotes the optimal pixel expansion as obtained in Table II, Sect. IV of [23]
and m p denotes the pixel expansion of as shown in Table 1 of [17]
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Theorem 4.3 For any meaningful triplet (t,n — 1, n) such that (O,n — 1 —t,n — t) is also
meaningful, there exists a t-(n — 1, n)*-VCS having reduced pixel expansion

n—t
t n—t . .
28 5= (n_l),lfn—tzseven

Myed = n—zl
2’”T_t( ),ifn—tisodd

n—t—1
2

and relative contrast ——.
Myred

4.4 Some features of the basis matrices of (n — 1, n)-VCS with even n

We analyze the structures of the basis matrices SO and S! for (n — 1, n)-VCS, with even
n, obtained by the process described so far. In this case (n — 1) becomes odd and we have

already observed in Lemma 4 that the n-tuple (1, 1, 1, ..., 1) is a particular solution to each
of the system of equations (as in Sect. 4.1)

fsz_l =1 ]

Iy =1

forall j suchthat1 < j < 7.
Now let us consider the initial basis matrix S?n. ‘We observe that once the first block § ? is
constructed the rest of the blocks Sg s Sg,. . Sf,) /o can be constructed by suitable permutations

of rows. More explicitly, recall that the block Sl0 contains, as its columns, the solution vectors
of the system

(25)

x1+x2+--+x,24+x,-1=0
X1+xo+-+x2+ x,=0

In the above system of equations observe that the variables x,_1 and x,, are dependent on the
rest of the variables. Thus all possible 2"~ binary column vectors occur in the (n — 2) X n
submatrix and the last two rows (which represent the values of x,,_; and x,) are obtained
from them. For constructing the second block Sg we solve the following system:
Xr+x2+-+xpatx3+X-1+x, =0 26)
Xi+x2+-+ x4+t xp2+x1+x,=0

In this system x,_3 and x,_» are dependent on the rest of the variables. Thus Sg can be
easily obtained from S? by interchanging (n — 1)-th row with (n — 3)-th row and row n
with row n — 2 and keeping all other rows fixed. In the similar manner we can construct

0 ¢O0 0
S3, S4,...,Sn/2.
Following the exact same steps we can construct the matrix Si]n from its first block S 11 . As
we have noted that the n-tuple (1, 1, ..., 1) is a particular solution of the system

[X1+X2+---+xn2+xn1=1 @7

xi+x2+-+x—2+ X =1
therefore the solutions of this system can be obtained by adding (modulo 2) the particular
solution (1, 1, ..., 1) to each of the solutions of the system (25). Hence, S? = Si1 for all
i such that 1 <i < 7. Thus S?n = Sl.ln. It is immediate that if ¢ is a column appearing in
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S?n then it must belong to S?, for some i and thus Sl.1 contains ¢ as one of its columns. The
following lemma summarizes the above discussion.

Lemma 16 Suppose S?n and Siln denote the basis matrices of an (n — 1, n)-VCS constructed
by the linear algebraic method where n > 4 is even. Then the frequency with which a column
c appears in Sl.h” equals the frequency with which ¢ occurs in Silnfb forb € {0, 1}.

Recall that we delete the common columns from Slon and Siln to construct the reduced basis
matrices S?e 4 and Srle 4 In this process, suppose that a column v gets deleted. Thus v occurs
as a column in both Sl.on and Sl.ln. Therefore v occurs in some block S? for some r and also
occurs in some block S,l for some ¢ where r # t. Now

eveS'=vesS and

eveS =ves
Hence v also is a common column and hence gets deleted. We now have the following
theorem.

Theorem 4.4 Let n > 4 be even. Then for an (n — 1, n)-VCS constructed using linear
algebraic method number of times a column ¢ appears in Sf 4 18 equal to the number of times

the column ¢ occurs in S}e_db forb € {0, 1}.

50n (n—-2,n)-VCS

In this section we focus our attention on the construction of an (n —2, n)-VCS. The motivation
of this section is two-fold. First, we resolve an open issue posed in [ 1] where the author pointed
out [Remark 4, Sect. 3] that for some specific access structures one may take three equations
at a time to reduce pixel expansion. In this section we first show by providing concrete
examples that taking three equations at a time works better than taking two equations at a
time. Then we go on providing an algorithm, for an (n —2, n)-VCS, that takes three equations
at a time to construct the systems of linear equations. We further show that using this simple
algorithm we can always have less initial pixel expansion than the initial pixel expansion
while taking two equations at a time. The second motivation is to provide a closed form
formula of the pixel expansion for any (n — 2, n)-VCS and thereby provide a closed form
of any 7-(n — 2, n)*-VCS, with meaningful triplet (r,n — 2, n). The closed form of the
pixel expansion of any (n — 2, n)-VCS as provided in Theorem 5.3 gives much better pixel
expansion than the closed forms of the schemes as posed in [1,7]. We further show that further
reduction in pixel expansion may be possible by deleting the common columns of the basis
matrices. More precisely, in Sect. 5.1 we first discuss the difficulties of taking three equations
at a time and then give algorithms overcoming the difficulties, separately for odd and even
n, to collect three minimal qualified subsets at a time to form groups. In Sect. 5.2 we provide
upper bounds iteratively, for initial and reduced pixel expansions of any (n — 2, n)-VCS
constructed by the algorithm in Sect. 5.1. Lastly, in Sect. 5.3 we give the exact form of the
initial pixel expansion of any (n — 2, n)-VCS and prove that taking three equations together
always works better than taking two equations at a time. Numerical evidence shows that
our algorithm provides almost optimal pixel expansion. Further numerical evidence shows
that for (n — 2, n)-VCS, the reduced pixel expansion obtained using our proposed algorithm
provides much less pixel expansion compared to the reduced pixel expansion obtained by
taking two equations at a time.

Before starting the formal discussion, let us first fix up certain notations that will be used
throughout this section.
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Notation Let ml(i) (k, n)(mgl) (k,n)) and mg)d(k, n)(mgzi(k, n)) denote respectively the
initial pixel expansion and the reduced pixel expansion of the (k, n)-VCS obtained by con-
sidering two (three) equations at a time.

Remark From Theorem 2.5 of [1], it follows that

n(n —1)2"3, ifn=0,1 (mod 4)

(n(n — 1) +2)2"7, ifn=2,3 (mod 4) 28

mgi)(n —2,n) = [
Hence we can now find the pixel expansion of ¢-(n — 2, n)*-VCS using Theorem 3.2.

To get the motivation why three equations taken at a time may provide better pixel expan-
sion than two equations taken at a time, let us first consider the following example where we
first consider two equations at a time.

Example 5.1 Considera (3, 5)-VCS wherethe groupsare G; ={{1, 2,3 },{1, 2,4}},Go=
{1, 2,5}, {1, 4. 5}}.Gs = {{1, 3,4},{1, 3,5}},G4 = {{2, 3,4}.{2, 3,5}},Gs =
{{2, 4,5}.{3, 4,5 }}. Then the initial basis matrices are given by

0011 0011 0011 0000 0000 |
0101 0110 0000 0011 0110
S?n = | 0110 0000 0101 0101 O0110| and
0110 0110 0110 0110 0011
| 0000 0101 0110 0110 0101 |

(0011 0011 0011 0000 0000
0101 1001 0000 0011 1001
S} =11001 0000 0101 0101 1001
1001 1001 1001 1001 0011
0000 0101 1001 1001 0101 |

Here, ml(lzl) (3,5) = 20. However, we may further reduce the pixel expansion by deleting

the following common columns:

e 16th column of S? and 17th column of Siln.
e 20th column of S;), and 13th column of Siln.

Thus m?,(3,5) =20 —2 = 18

5.1 Reducing the pixel expansion: taking three equations at a time

By considering the Example 5.1, we shall illustrate further that if we can choose the equa-
tions suitably by taking three equations at a time, then the pixel expansion may be reduced
significantly.

Example 5.2 Let us regroup the minimal qualified sets for (3, 5)-VCS as follows: G| =
{{1, 2,3},{1, 2,4},1{2, 4,5},1{2, 3,5}}, G», = {{1, 2,5},{1, 3,5},{1, 4,5}},G3
{1, 3,41},{2, 3,4},1{3, 4,5}}.

Note that for G 1, the first three equations, corresponding to the first three minimal qualified
subsets of G, give rise (addition modulo 2) to the last equation corresponding to the last
minimal qualified subset {2, 3, 5}, i.e.,
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X1 +x2o4+x3=>~b
X1 +x2+x4=0b
X2 +x4+x5=0b
Xy +x34+x5=>b

29

where b € {0, 1}.
Thus considering the three groups we have the following initial basis matrices:

0011 0011 01107 0011 0011 1001
0101 0110 0110 0101 1001 1001
§0 =10110 0110 0011 | and S =]1001 1001 0011
0110 0110 0101 1001 1001 0101
0011 0101 0110 0011 0101 1001

After deleting the common columns, we have the reduced basis matrices as follows:

00 001 O11] 01 011 001
01 011 011 11 001 001
s, =101 o011 001| and S!,=|01 001 011
01 011 010 01 001 101
01 010 011 | 01 101 001

Thus by choosing suitably three equations at a time, we have mg)d(& 5) = 8, a significant

reduction in pixel expansion from 18 to 8.

Example 5.2 shows that if we carefully collect three equations at a time then the pixel
expansion is reduced drastically. We now describe an algorithm for constructing the groups
such that each group contains at least three equations. In other words, we try to collect
three minimal qualified subsets of participants such that all minimal qualified subsets are
exhausted and solving the corresponding simultaneous linear equations we construct the
basis matrices corresponding to any (n — 2, n)-VCS. While developing the algorithm we
must take care of the fact that collecting three minimal qualified sets (three equations at a
time) together admits, in each group, a fourth subset of participants which may be a forbidden
subset of participants and in this process this forbidden subset becomes a qualified one. For
example, while constructing (3, 5)-VCS, if we take the following three equations at a time
corresponding to the minimal qualified sets {1, 2, 3}, {1, 2, 4} and {2, 3, 4}:

X1+x2o+x3=0>b
X1+x2+x4=0b
X2+x3+x4=0>b

X2 =b

where b € {0, 1}, the set {2} becomes qualified. We do not want that. So we should take care
of the fact that the fourth subset of participants, obtained as above, must be a qualified set.

The algorithm we are now going to discuss makes sure that the fourth subset is a qualified
one. Two things may happen in this process. Firstly, if three equations are added modulo 2
then the resulting equation may contain all the n variables (which obviously corresponds to
a qualified set {1, 2, ..., n}). Secondly, the resulting equation may contain exactly (n — 2)
variables which corresponds to a minimal qualified set of (n — 2, n)-VCS. To describe the
algorithm, we define these two different types of groups.
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Definition 5.1 When three minimal qualified sets are collected to form a group and the
resulting fourth qualified set is the full set of participants then the group is called a X-type

group.

Definition 5.2 When three minimal qualified sets are collected to form a group and the
resulting fourth qualified set is another distinct minimal qualified set then the group is called
a Y-type group.

Example 5.3 If we consider the (3, 5)-VCS as described in Example 5.2, the group G is a
Y-type group while G, and G3 are X-type groups.

We are now in a position to describe an algorithm for making the groups of minimal
qualified subsets of the (n — 2, n)-VCS, taking three equations at a time. We divide the
algorithm for two case, namely n even and odd. First let us describe the algorithm for odd
n>>5.

Grouping algorithm when n(> 5) is odd: In this case, n — 2 is also odd and there are

n
5 many minimal qualified sets, 51, Ba, .. ., B( ") arranged in a lexicographic order.

n— n—
We then form ("52] thatis, ";1 many X-type groups say, X1, Xo, ..., XnT_l . Corresponding
to each X, except the last one, we form m many Y-type groups say, Y 1, Yin2, .., Yim.

Thus there are in all % many Y-type groups.
The grouping algorithm is as follows:

n—1
2

Xm <~ {Bnem—1), Bantrv@em—1), Bnem+n}
for m=1 to ”51—1

for j=1 to m

Yi,j < {Buem++2j—1, Bmtnem+na2js Bunemt)+2mi2js Bnem+1)+2mi2j+1}

for m=1 to

Remark Observe that the linear equation corresponding to the last element of Y, ; arises
from the first three. Now, as usual we construct the linear equations for each X,, and each
Y)n,; and solving them we get the initial basis matrices of the (n — 2, n)-VCS.

Let us now illustrate the above algorithm through the following example.

Example 5.4 Let us consider a (7,9)-VCS. LetT'g = {B; : i = 1,2, ..., 36} be the set of
all minimal qualified sets arranged in the lexicographic order. Then

X1 =B, B2, B3},

Y11 = {By, Bs, B7, Bg},

X2 = {Bg, By, Bio},

Y21 = {Bi1, Biz2, Bis, Bi7},

Y22 = {B13, Bi4, Bis, Bio},

X3 = {Bis, Bao, Bai},

Y31 = {Bx, B23, B2, Bo}

Y32 = {Ba, Bas, B31, B},

Y33 = {Bas, B2, B33, Baa},

X4 = {Bag, Bss, Bsel
Solving the corresponding simultaneous linear equations we get the basis matrices of the
(7,9)-VCS. In this case, m\)) (7,9) = 640 and m");(7,9) = 256.
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Grouping algorithm for the case when (> 4) is even: In this case the list (L) of all minimal
qualified sets, arranged in the lexicographic order, is divided into 2 separate sublists, L1, L2,
where:

Ly ={BelL:1¢€B}and
L2={B€L:B¢L1}

. n—1 n—1
It is easy to see that |L{]| = ( )and|L2|: ( .
n—3 n—2
Now observe that in the list L if we ignore the participant 1 then the list is essentially the list
of all minimal qualified sets of an (n —3, n —1)-VCS on the participantset P = {2, 3, ..., n}.
Since (n — 1) is odd, we may use the grouping algorithm for odd » (as described above) to
exhaust the sublist for L. Now for the sublist L, it is nothing but the list of all minimal
qualified sets of an (n — 2, n — 1)-VCS on the participant set P = {2, 3, ..., n}. We can
collect two minimal qualified sets at a time as described in Sect. 4.1 to form the groups.
Let us illustrate the above algorithm through an example.

Example 5.5 Let us now consider the (8, 10)-VCS. Let Let {C; : i = 1,2, ...,45} be the
all minimal qualified sets arranged in the lexicographic order. Then the first 36 subsets C;
through C3¢ are grouped as the (7, 9)-VCS, that is, just replace C; in place of B; for all i=
1,2,...,36. For the 9 subsets, C37 to Cs5, group as follows:

G1={C37, C38}, G2={C39, Ca0}, G3={C41, Ca2}, G4= {C43, C44} and G5= {C4s5}.

Remark The above algorithms hold when n > 5. For the (2, 4)-VCS we directly construct
the basis matrices by considering the following groups: G1 = {{1, 2}, {1, 3}, {1, 4}}, G2 =
{{2, 3}, {2,4}} and G3 = {{3,4}} and then solving the corresponding systems of linear
equations.

5.2 Bounds and numerical evidence of betterment of pixel expansion

It is immediate from the Example 5.5 that if ml(le)d (k, n) denotes the reduced pixel expansion
of a (k, n)-VCS constructed by considering / equations at a time, then

m{y(8,10) < 2m)(7,9) + mioy(8.9).

red

This can be very easily generalized to the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1 Let myzd (k, n) denote the reduced pixel expansion of a (k, n)-VCS after delet-
ing the common columns. Then for all even n > 4

mi?;ii(n —2,n) < 2m£3€11(n —3,n—1+ mﬁzl(n —2,n—1).

In a similar way we can give (in a recursive manner) an upper bound for the case when
n > 5is odd. For this we break the list of all minimal qualified sets of an (n — 2, n)-VCS into
two parts namely, L; which contains all those subsets containing 1 and L, which contains
all other minimal qualified subsets that are not in L. Now it is easy to see that L can
be identified as the minimal qualified sets for a 1-(n — 2, n)*-VCS with 1 as the essential
participant. Again, L, can be identified as the minimal qualified sets of an (n —2, n —1)-VCS
on the participant set {2, 3, ..., n — 1}. Hence we have the following theorem.
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Table 2 Comparison of pixel expansions for different (n — 2, n)-VCSs of various values of n

(n —2,n)-VCS m;zzi MBpSS mg mg mp
(2,4)-VCS 4 6 4

(3,5)-VCS 8 8 8

(4,6)-VCS 24 36 36 23 24
(5,7)-VCS 48 48 48 48 48
(6,8)-VCS 128 198 198 120 128
(7,9)-VCS 256 252 252 252 256
(8,10)-VCS 640 1020 590 590 640

In the following table, mgi] stands for the reduced pixel expansion of our scheme obtained by considering

three equations at a time, m g pgs denotes the pixel expansion as shown in Appendix B of [12], m g denotes
the pixel expansion as shown in Table 1, Sect. 3.2 of [19], m g denotes the optimal pixel expansion as obtained
in Table 2, Sect. IV of [23] and m p denotes the pixel expansion of as shown in Table 1 of [17]. The value of
mg for (8,10)-VCS is collected from [23]

Theorem 5.2 Let mile)d (k, n) denote the reduced pixel expansion of a (k, n)-VCS after delet-
ing the common columns. Then for all odd n > 5

3 2 2
mPn—2,m) <m0 -n-2,m)+m2n—-2,n-1)

that is,

mg)d(n —2,n) < ngZi(n —3,n—1+ mgzi(n —2,n—1).

Actually the above upper bound of the pixel expansion is far from being tight. The exact
pixel expansion comes out to be much less than the upper bound. It is an interesting problem
to find the exact reduced pixel expansion of an (n —2, n)-VCS. Numerical evidence, as shown
in Table 2, shows that our algorithm provides almost optimal pixel expansion compared with
the optimal pixel expansion as obtained in [23].

5.3 Comparison of pixel expansions while taking two and three equations at a time

We further deal with the (n — 2, n)-VCS and resolve an open issue, as posed in [1]. In [1]
the author pointed out [Remark 4, Sect. 3] that for some specific access structure one may
take three equations at a time to reduce pixel expansion. In this section we resolve this issue
by showing that our grouping algorithm for taking three equations at a time always provides
less initial pixel expansion than the initial pixel expansion while taking two equations at a
time.

We have already observed in Eq. (28) the exact value of initial pixel expansion of an
(n — 2, n)-VCS constructed using linear algebraic technique when two equations are taken
at a time. Our bound in this matter (when taking three equations at a time) is a recursive one,
viz. Theorems 5.1 and 5.2. We now find the exact value of the initial pixel expansion when
the grouping of the minimal qualified sets are done using the grouping algorithm described
in the last section.
Let us first consider the case when n > 5 is odd. Our algorithm for constructing the groups,
taking at least three minimal qualified sets at a time, guarantees the following: there are %
many X-type groups and %(n — 1)(n — 3) many Y-type groups. In any system of linear
equations corresponding to a X-type group there are (n — 3) many independent variables.
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Table 3 Numerical evidence of getting significantly less pixel expansion for (n — 2, n)-VCS different values
ofn

(n —2,n)-VCS 2,4 (3.5) (4.6) (5.7 (6. 8) (7,9 (8, 10)

m®, 6 18 48 126 312 754 1766
3)

m®), 4 8 24 48 128 256 640

Therefore, the total pixel expansion contributed by all X-type groups is ”51 2773 that is,
(n — 1)2"~*. Similarly in any system of linear equations corresponding to a Y-type group
there are (n — 3) many independent variables and hence the total pixel expansion contributed
by all Y-type groups is (n — 1)(n — 3)2"~°.

Therefore initial pixel expansion

m® @ —2.n) = (> — 12"V odd n > 5.

Now it not hard to see that ml(i) (n—2,n) > ml(i) (n—2,n) foralloddn > 5.
If n is even then as per our algorithm the initial pixel expansion becomes

mgz)(n —2,n) = 2m§2)(n —3,n—-1) —}—mg)(n —2,n—1)Vevenn > 4.

Observe that (n — 1) is odd and therefore the right hand side becomes 2"~°(n2 + 2n)
after some algebra. Now for n > 4 with n even it is not hard to see that ml(i) n—2,n) >

ml(i) (n — 2, n). Thus we have calculated the initial pixel expansion ml(:) (n — 2, n) for even
n > 4, in terms of the pixel expansions of the (n — 3,n — 1)-VCS and (n — 2, n — 1)-VCS.
However, for the (2, 4)-VCS, constructed directly [See Remark following Example 5.5] using
the linear algebraic technique, the initial pixel expansion equals 2" ~®(n? + 2n) with n = 4.

In this case ml(i) 2,4) = m®

in (2,4). Thus we have the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3 Let ml(Q (k, n) denote the initial pixel expansion of a (k, n)-VCS taking l equa-

2) (n—2,n) > ml(fl) (n —2,n), where

tions at a time. Then m;,

2 n—>6
3, | = =D2"7°, forall oddn > 5
My (1= 2,1) = [2”_6(112 +2n), forall evenn > 4.

Moreover the equality ml(i) (n—2,n) = ml(i) (n — 2, n) holds if and only if n = 4.

Further numerical evidence, as shown in Table 3, shows that for (n — 2, n)-VCS, the
reduced pixel expansion obtained using our proposed algorithm provides much less pixel
expansion compared to the reduced pixel expansion obtained by taking two equations at a
time.

6 Conclusion and open issues

In this paper we have put forward a construction and analysis, based on linear algebraic
technique, of a #-(k, n)*-VCS for monochrome images in which ¢ participants are essential
in a (k, n)-VCS. We grouped the minimal qualified sets, taken two at a time, to form systems
of linear equations solving which we constructed the initial basis matrices. We then, applied
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the technique of deleting the common columns occurring in the initial basis matrices to reduce
the pixel expansion. We completely characterize the case of #-(n — 1, n)*-VCS by deriving a
closed form of the reduced pixel expansion and hence a closed form for the relative contrast
too. We further investigated the case of an (n — 2, n)-VCS and provided an algorithm to
collect at least three minimal qualified sets at a time for grouping in such a way that the
resulting basis matrices, in their reduced forms, have almost optimal pixel expansions. An
interesting open issue would be to compute exact values of the reduced pixel expansions of
any t-(n — 2, n)*-VCS and more generally of any ¢-(k, n)*-VCS and derive a closed form
for it.
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