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Single-generation Network Coding for Networks
with Delay
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Abstract—A single-source network is said to bememory-free if
all of the internal nodes (those except the source and the ig)
do not employ memory but merely send linear combinations of
the incoming symbols (received at their incoming edges) orhéir

the network code, which govern the addition of memory
elements at the nodes and the way in which they are rearranged
across the network to reduce the overall memory usage in the

outgoing edges. Memory-free networks with delay using netark network. o o .
coding are forced to do inter-generation network coding, asa ~ 1he organization and contributions of this work are as
result of which the problem of some or all sinks requiring a lage  follows

amount of memory for decoding is faced. In this work, we addres

. as | « After briefly discussing the network setup and the net-
this problem by utilizing memory elements at the internal nades

of the network also, which results in the reduction of the nunber
of memory elements used at the sinks. We give an algorithm
which employs memory at the nodes to achieve single-geneia
network coding. For fixed latency, our algorithm reduces the
total number of memory elements used in the network to achiey

work code for an acyclic network with delays and mem-
ory (Sectioril), we introduce different methods of adding
memory at a hode and analyze how each of them affect
the local and global encoding kernels of the network code
(Sectior(1).

single-generation network coding. We also discuss the adwtages
of employing single-generation network coding together wth
convolutional network-error correction codes (CNECCs) fao
networks with unit-delay and illustrate the performance gan .
of CNECCs by using memory at the intermediate nodes using
simulations on an example network under a probabilistic netvork

error model.

« We also present different memory reduction and distribu-
tion techniques (Sectidn V).

We propose an algorithm which uses the memory at
the nodes to achieve single-generation network coding
while reducing the overall memory usage in the network
(SectionY).

« We discuss the advantages of employing memory at the
intermediate nodes in tandem with CNECCs in terms of
their encoding/decoding (Sectién]VI).

We llustrate the the performance benefits by using
memory for CNECCs for unit-delay networks using
simulations on an example unit-delay network under a
probabilistic error setting (Sectidn VII).

|I. INTRODUCTION

Network coding was introduced in [1] as a means of ,
achieving maximum rate of transmission in wireline netvgork
An algebraic formulation of network coding was discussed in
[2] for both instantaneous networks and networks with delay
Convolutional network-error correcting codes(CNECCsj)ave
introduced for acyclic instantaneous networks in [3] and fo Il. NETWORKS WITH DELAY AND MEMORY
unit-delay, memory-free networks in [4]. The model for acyclic networks with delays considered in

In this work, we consider acyclic, single-source networkifis paper is as in [2]. An acyclic network can be represeased
with delays which have a multicast network code in place. Tl acyclic directed multi-graph (a graph that can have [edral
set of all code symbols generated at the source at any darticedges between node§) = (V, &) whereV is the set of all
time instant is called generation In unit-delay, memory-free vertices andf is the set of all edges in the network.
networks, the nodes of the network may receive informationWe assume that every edge in the directed multi-graph
of different generations on their incoming edges at evengti representing the network has ue#pacity(can carry utmost
instant and therefore network coding across generatiotes{ one symbol fromF,, the field with ¢ elements). Network
generation is unavoidable in general. However, the sinklnks with capacities greater than unit are modeled as |ehral
have to employ memory to decode the symbols. If memoggges. The network has delays, i.e, every edge in the directe
is utilized in the internal nodes also, such inter-genenati graph representing the input has a unit delay associatédtyvit
network coding can be avoided thus making the decodingpresented by the parameterSuch networks are known as
simpler. unit-delay networksThose network links with delays greater

We define asingle-generation network codss a network than unit are modeled as serially concatenated edges in the
code where all the symbols received at all the sinks arerlingdirected multi-graph. We assume a single-source node)
combinations of the symbols belonging to the same generatiand a set of sinkg". Letn,. be the unicast capacity for a sink
In [5], the technique of adding memory at the nodes to achienedeT € 7 i.e the maximum number of edge-disjoint paths
single-generation network coding was discussed. Howéner tfrom s to 7'. Then
was done only on a per-node basis without considering the Pomyir, = IiD TV
entire topology or the network code of the network. On the TeT
other hand, we consider the entire network topology anslthe max-flow min-cut capacity of the multicast connection


http://arxiv.org/abs/0909.1638v1

A. Network code for unit-delay, memory-free networks B. Network code for networks with delay and memory

We follow [2] in describing the network code. For each node We define theinstantaneous counterpaxf a unit-delay
v €V, let the set of all incoming edges be denotedihyy). network as follows. _
Then|T;(v)] = 6;(v) is the in-degree of. Similarly the set  Definition 2: Given a unit-delay network(V, £), the net-
of all outgoing edges is defined ly (v), and the out-degree WOrk obtained fromg (having the same node setand the
of the nodev is given by|T'o (v)| = do(v). same edge se&f) by removing the delays associated with the

For anye € € andv € V), let head(e) = v, if v is such edges is definegl as Fﬁlestantaneous counterpaof g(_y,g).
thate € T';(v). Similarly, let tail(e) = v, if v is such that __£xample L:Fig. [l illustrates an example. A modified but-
¢ € To(v). We will assume an ancestral ordering Brand £ terfly unit-delay network (top) and its mstantaneous_ cer}nF
of the acyclic graph of the unit-delay, memory-free networkPart (bottom) are shown. The global I_<erne|s Of the incoming

The network code can be defined by the local kemsplges o the Sml@l. ar_1dT2 corresponding to d dimensional
matrices of sizes;(v) x 60 (v) for each nodes € V' with network code are indicated for both networks.
entries fromF,. The global encoding kernels for each edge
can be recursively calculated from these local kernels.

The network transfer matrix, which governs the input-otitpu
relationship in the network, is defined as given in [2] for an
n-dimensional ¢ < n,,;,) network code. Towards this end,
the matricesA,K ,and B” (for every sinkT € T) are defined
as follows.

The entries of the, x || matrix A are defined as

A=) oai if e; € I‘Q(s)
J 0 otherwise

wherew; ., € F, is the local encoding kernel coefficient at
the source coupling inputwith edgee; € T'o(s).

The (i, /)" entry of the|€| x |£| matrix K is K, ., € F,
which is the local kernel coefficient betweenande; at the
nodehead(e;) = tail(e;) (if such a node exists), and zero if
head(e;) # tail(e;).

For every sinkT" € T, the entries of thé€| x n matrix BT
are defined as

BT - €eji if €; S F[(T)
GV 0 otherwise

where alle.; ; € F,.
For unit-delay, memory-free networks, we have

F(z):=I—-zK)™!
Fig. 1. The figure corresponding to Example 1 (A unit-delaywoek and
where I is the |&] x |€| identity matrix. Now we have the its instantaneous counterpart).
following definition.
Definition 1 ( [2]): The network transfer matrixMr(z), LetG,.(V, £) be a single-source, acyclic network with every
corresponding to a sink nodé € 7 for a n-dimensional edge of the network having some delay (a positive integet) an
network code, is a full rank (over the field of ration&lg(z)) with memory elements at the nodes available for usage. €non

n x n matrix defined as of the memory elements at the nodes are used, then we can
modelG,, as a unit-delay, memory-free netwagk. Let G;,,s¢
Mz (z) := AF(Z)BT = AFr(z). be the instantaneous counterparigf The following lemma

ensures the equivalence of a network code betwkgn and
With an n-dimensional network code, the input and thg,,.
output of the network are-tuples of elements fronf,[[z]], Lemma 1 ( [4]): Let G'(V, ) be a single-source acyclic,
the formal power series ring ovef,. Definition [ implies unit-delay, memory-free network, argf, ., be the instanta-
that if z(2) € Fy[[2]] is the input to the unit-delay, memory-neous counterpart @’. Let A be the set of alb; (v) x do (v)
free network, then at any particular sifike 7, we have the matricesv v € V), i.e, the set of local encoding kernel matrices
output, y(z) € Fy[[2]], to be at each node, describing an-dimensional network code (over
F,) for G.,., (m < min-cut of the source-sink connections in
y(z) = o(z) M7 (2). /). Then the network code described By continues to

inst



be anm-dimensional network code (ovéY,(z)) for the unit- B. Adding memory at a node for an outgoing edge

delay, memory-free networl’. _ _Fore; € To(v) UTo(v), we defineM.,; 1., as the

If the nodes use memory elements such that inter-generatigiinher of memory elements added at nedéo delay the
network coding is prevented at any particular node of thgmpols going into the edge; after performing network
network, then this leads to single-generation network m@di coding atv. In such a case, the elements of the maifix

in the network. _ _ _ (or of the matrix orA, or B¥) are modified according to the
In Section[\¥ we give an algorithm which uses memoryyiowing rule.

elements at the nodes to achieve single-generation network o _
coding, i.e, the network transfer matriXy(z) of every sink Ae,e; —> 2 "D Ae, o Ve € Tpe;(v), if v=s
T € T in the inG,, becomes )

]\/[T(Z) = ZLT]\/[T (1) K€i7ej — ZMCj,tail(ej)Kei,ej Ve; € Fl7ej (U)7 (6)

where Ly is some positive integer andl/; is the network if v#s,e; € Lo(v) )
transfer matrix of the sink’ in G;,,s;. Clearly, if Mz is full B¢, .. — zMejvmWeﬁBgi_’ej Ve; € Tre,(v),if e; € To(v)
rank (overF,), so isMr(z) (overF,(z)). @)

I1l. M EMORY ADDITIONS AT A NODE where the sel“]_,e]. (v) - F](v) U f‘](v) is defined as in the
top of the next page. The elements of the maffix) are also

For the source node, let I';(s) denote the set of virtual ) .
correspondingly modified.

incoming edges which denote thanputs. The global kernels

of these edges are therefore the columns ofiann identity Ex_ample 2:Fig [@ illustrates an example Of_ th_e memory
matrix over F,, the field over which the network code iSaddmons at a node. The memory elements indicated inside

defined. For every non-source nodec V), let f](v) — & the box labeled ‘A’ are added at the node for the pair of edges
For a sinkT € T, let'o(T)) denoten virtual outgoing edges i g_ndej thﬁrebygelqylng the symbol_s (Tm Iloef(r)]re network
denoting then outputs at sinkl'. The global kernels of these €0dINg at the node, .eMe, ., = 2. Similarly the memory

edges are the columns of the network transfer matfix(z). element indicated by ‘C’ is added for the pair of edgesind

For every non-sink node € V, let [o(v) = 6. We then @ 1€ Me, e, = 1. The memory element indicated by ‘B
define the sef as is added for the outgoing edgg after network coding, i.e,

E:=EUT(s)U < U To(m)
TeT
The ancestral ordering ofi can then be extended to an e
ancestral ordering o#. i
For anye;, e; € € such thathead(e;) = tail(e;) = v € V,
with memory being used at, the local kernelA,, .; (the
kernel coefficient between; € T';(s) ande; € T'o(s) with
5 =), K, Of Béﬁ,ej (the kernel coefficient betweeny
ande; € T'o(v) for some sink nodey) can have elements
from F,(z). We show in Sectiofi V that using the memory
elements at the nodes according to Subsedfion JIlI-A and
Subsectior 1II-B is sufficient to guarantee single-gerienat
network coding at each node and therefore in the given
network.

) MEj,tail(ej) =1L

A. Adding memory at a node for a pair of an incoming and , ) _
an outgoing edge Fig. 2. The figure corresponding to Example 2 (Adding memary node).

For anye;, e; € € such thathead(e;) = tail(e;) = v € V,
we definel., ., as the number of memory elements utilized IV. MEMORY REDUCTION AND DISTRIBUTION
at the node» to delay the symbols coming from the incoming TECHNIQUES
edgee; (before any network coding is performed at nade
on the symbols frong;) such that the local kernel between
ande; is modified in one of the following ways

In this section, we look at techniques to reduce the memory
used at the nodes of the network and the overall memory used
- in the network and also to obtain a fairly uniform memory
Acjre; — ZMeives Acie; fe;elf(s),e; €&  (2) usage distribution throughout the network.

Koo, — o Mee; Koo, if ere5€€ A3) We define the maximum_number of memory glgments added
’ to delay the symbols coming from an edgec £ into node

head(e;) = v as

while none of the other local kernels are changed. The matrix

F(z) = (I — zK)~! is also correspondingly modified.

By, s 2MasiBY o if e €€ ejeTo(v)  (4)

€i,€Ej

]\/[ei,head(ei),mam = max Mei7 €j (9)

€j GFO;CT', (’U)



T, (v) = {ei €T1(v) | Kepe, # 0} {ei €T (V) | Ao, # o} . 8)

To.,(v) = {e; € To) | Keye, # 0} {ej eTo(v) | B, ., # o} (10)

wherel'o ., (v) is defined as shown at the top of the next page.

We define the total number of memory elements used at node €,
Kl O NI
0 j
M, = Z Mei,head(ei),maz+ Z Mej,tail(ej)- @ g
e, €T (v)UT'y (v) e;€To (v)Ulo (v)

A. Memory reduction in a single node

Consider a node € V in which memory elements have
been added to delay symbols coming from an edgec
F[(’U) U F[(’U).

Then, retaining theM,, read(e,),maz(@s defined in [(9))
memory elements, all other memory elements placed:;on
can be removed without any change in any local or global
kernels by tapping symbols from thé., ,cqa(e,),maz MeMOry i
elements wherever necessary. Doing this for every incoming
edge ofv is equivalent to obtaining a minimal encoder (one
with minimum number of memory elements) of the transfer
function (input-output relationship) at node

Example 3:Fig. 3 illustrates a particular example of such
a reduction. The figure on the top (all € F,) represents
a nodev before memory reduction witliZ, = 3, while the a,
figure on the bottom is the same node after memory reduction
with M, = 2.
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Fig. 3. The figure corresponding to Example 3 (Memory reductat a
B. Memory reduction between nodes node).

For a set of edge§’ C &, let Ve, be the set of all nodes

defined as follows the setVr: (v) C & of nodes be defined for the set of edges

Ver = {head(e;) | e; € '} (11) Tp(v) as in [IB) and[(11) respectively.

. We define the term/,, ' (,) as
We now defineM., jcqd(e;),min @and Mg as follows. o

Mei,head(ei),min = %nin ( )Mei, €; (12) Mei,F’o(v) = max {Oa Ml“b(v) - Mei,head(ei),maz} (14)
[AS O,e; (V
Mg = mirg Me, head(e;),min (13) Then, if the condition is satisfied,
e; €E’ ’ ?
!
wherel'o ¢, (v) is as defined in[(10). Me, ry,(0) < Mry, ) To (v)] (15)
For a nodev € V, we define the set addjacent nodesf v i€l (v)
as the set of nodes then all of the|T', (v)| M, (,) used at the nodelr, (,) (to
£, = {v' | v/ = head(e;) Ve; € To(v)}. delay symbols coming from the edges € I';(v)) can be

‘absorbed’ into node by removing all these memory elements
1) Memory reduction between adjacent nodésr a node and addingMei,F/O(v) memory elements at nodefor every
v €V, and for some'y,(v) C I'o(v) UTo(v), letTh(v) C ¢, e I',(v) (and thereby used for delaying the symbols coming
I'r(v) UT;(v) be defined as from everye, € I'}(v)), without using any additional memory
T (v) = U T (0). and without qhanging the global kernels of any outgoing edge
- g of any node inVr (,).
€1€lo ) This technique of ‘absorption’ of the memory elements from
whereT'; ., (v) is as in[[8), i.e, the global kernels of the edgea set of nodes which are the ‘heads’ of the outgoing edges from
ine; € I'p(v) are linear combinations of the global kernels o nodev, to the node itself, is beneficial in terms of reducing
the edges in";(v) only and none else. Also le¥/r (,, and the overall memory usage of the network (to achieve single-



generation network coding) if the conditidn {15) is satidfiees such that the following conditions are satisfied
a strict inequality. o .
Example 4:Fig.[4 illustrates an example for memory re- L1 (v) NTy (v) =¢, V1< Z’] < S, Z 5&]' (16)
duction between multiple nodes;(v,,v3 andv, here) of a Fo,(v)NTo,(v) =¢, V1<i,j<s,, i#j (17)
network. HereMrp, () = 1,[T'5(v)| = 3, and M., r/ () =
M., r. () = 1. Therefore, three memory elements at nod
ve,v3 and vy are ‘absorbed’ into two memory elements
nodewv;. The boxes indicate the use of memory elements an
the node to which the memory elements are attached.

wheres,, is the maximum number of sets satisfying conditions
) and [[IV). Algorithnill shown at the top of the next page
tains the seP, for some nodev.

Example 5:Fig.[H illustrates a node with the local kernel
matrix over some field",. For this node, the seP, is given

as
P, = {[Fh (U)7 FOl (’U)] ) [Ffz (U)7 FOz (U)]}
where
FII (1)) :{61582763} FOI (U) :{65}
L'y, (v) ={ea} Lo, (v) ={es, €7, €5}
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Fig. 5. The figure corresponding to Example 5 which gives #tel% of
the nodev.
Fig. 4. The figure corresponding to Example 4 (Memory reductetween
adjacent nodes). For an pair of edge-sef¥', (v),I'o, (v)] € P,, we define
Si(v), a sequence of pairs of edge-sets as
2) Memory reduction between nodes not necessarily adja-

cent: For £;,&o C £ being two sets of edges, we say that(v) == [&m,&-mf] ) ’ [Eim,l,&-m,z] oo [0, Eir ] (€ oy

they form a paiff&;, £o] if ) _(18)
where[&;,,&,] = [I'1;(v),To,(v)], andm is the maximum
Er = U L1, (tail(e;)). length of the sequence, that is possible to be obtained as in
ej€€o (I8) for the edge-set pajf’;, (v),To, (v)] .
and Let k£ be an integer such that
€0 = | To..(head(e;)). il = 1gignml&j|-
e, €E1

For the sefl'o, (v), let Mr,, (v) be defined as inf (13), and
the set of noded’r, (,) be defined as in[(11). Let the set
. f nodesVe, be defined as in(11) for the sé&t, . Also, let
& = T (tail(e))). 0 £ : : ’
! U re; (bail(e;)) Me;, ro, (v) ‘be defined as iC(14) for the sBp, (v) and for

We say that the set§;, £ form a pair [£,E0) if

N edso an edgee;, € &;,. As in the memory reduction procedure of
an adjacent nodes, if

Eo C To,e, (head(e;)).
eiLEJEI Z Meikfoi (v) < MFoi (U)ll—‘Oi (U)| (19)

e, €E;
For a nodev, we define the seP, as follows e
then the [['o ;(v)|Mr, () used at the nodedr, () (to

P, :={l,(v),To,()] | 1 <i< sy} delay symbols coming from the edges € I'p ;(v)) can be



Input: A nodew € V with the edge set§;(v) UT';(v) andTo(v) UTo(v).
Output: The setP, for the nodev.

1 Leti=1,0ut(v) =To(v) UTo(v), Py = ¢.
2 repeat
3 Let F]I. (’U) = Foi (’U) = ¢.
4 For somee; € Out(v), letT'y, (v) =T'r e, (v)
5 repeat
6 Let
To,w)= |J Toe()
e; €T, (v)
7 Let

= Eroi (U)

until the setsl';, (v) andT'p, (v) remain unchanged fo consecutive iterations
Let P, = P, U{[l;;(v),To,(v)]}.

10 Let Out(v) = Out(v)\I'p, (v) andi =i + 1.

until Out(v) = ¢ ;

=
[

Algorithm 1. Algorithm to obtain the seP, for a nodev.

removed without changing the global kernels of the edges ofExample 7:Fig.[@ shows the node of Fig.[§ (Exampléb)
Lo(v'), ¥V v € Vr, (v) bY addingM., r,, (») Mmemory ele- in a particular configuration. The memory reduction procedu
ments for each edge, € &;, at the nodeiead(e;,) € Ve, . of Subsubsection IV-B2 cannot be applied for thelseb(v)
This technique will save memory if the conditioh (19) idecauseMr,, , ) = 0.

satisfied as a strict inequality. But M., ..} = 1, and therefor& memory elements at node
Example 6:Figure[6 illustrates an example for the mem; anq.,, can be absorbed into a single memory element at

ory reduction procedure between non-adjacent nodes. lglje,, thereby facilitating memory reduction according to
Keey # 0, V9 < i <12, 13 < j < 15 In the  gypsubsectiof IV-BL.
example, for the nodes, the setP,, and the sequencg; (vs)

corresponding to the only element &, are given by [(20)

and [21) at the top of the next page.

Now, we haveMpo)l(vS) =1, |1—‘o,1(1}3)| =3, &k = {61} ——21—— e — ——e—‘r’>
and M., r,, ,(v;) = 1. Therefore, the3 memory used forthe _ _ "2 | _ __
edges inl'p 1 (v3) at the nodesy, vs, andvg are ‘absorbed’ e,
into a single memory element used at nadefor edgee;, ~ =~ - e
thus reducing the memory usage by e =<

Remark 1: The memory reduction procedures of Subsub- 4
section IV-B1, and Subsubsection TVAB2 can sometimes tesul

in exactly the same memory reduction event. However, there

could be instances in which only one of the procedures can

achieve memory reduction. l
For example, the memory reduction procedure of Subsub-

section[IV-B1 cannot reduce memory at nogiein the situ-

ation shown in Examplel6 because for dny(v) C I'o(v), LN

————— ——

memory reduction procedure of Subsubsecfion TV-B2 does e,
work as shown in Fige. T ———— L —

Similarly, in some cases, at a node, the procedure ef———— z fe—]

iz}
\@
8
e
-——5
IT%(v)] > 3 > T, (v)|, sincel;(v) = I';(v). However the e, /eev@
e

Subsubsection TV-B1 can be used to reduce memory usage, 4 e
while Subsubsectidn TV-B2 cannot be applied. This is begaus \@
of the fact that, at any node, the procedure of Subsubsection

[V-BZ]takes into account only those sets of the fafy while

; : ig. 7. The figure corresponding to Example 7. The box withitlteming
the procedure of Subsubsection 1ViB1 takes into account 5?96561782763’ andes represents the node of Fig. [ (ExampldT)

possible incoming and outgoing edges. Such a case is seen in
ExampleY.




Py, = { [I'1,(v3) = {eg, €10, €11, €12} , Lo, (v3) = {e13, e14,e15}] }- (20)

Si(vs) = [{er},{e2,e3}), [{e2,es},{es e er, e8], [{es eq er,es}, U (v3)], ['r, (v3),To, (vs)] (21)

Fig. 6. The figure corresponding to Example 6 (Memory reductetween non-adjacent nodes).

C. Memory distribution v9) can be ‘absorbed’ into nodg (and thereby used to delay

The following technique can be used to distribute memogyYMPOIs going inta:; from v,). The boxes indicate the node
elements throughout the network in a somewhat uniform waflg. which the memory elements are attached. After distraoyti
Suppose there exists a node € V such that for some Mu =1, @andM,, = 2.

e; € I'o(v) with v = head(e;) and for some integer
m < M, head(e;),min V. SINGLE-GENERATION NETWORK CODING- ALGORITHM
(22) This section presents the main contribution of this paper.
For an edge; € &, let f, (2) € Fy(z) represent the global
then them memory elements at nodé used to delay symbols kernel ofe;. We say that a node € V\ {s} is acoding node
coming from edge>; can be ‘absorbed’ into node (thereby if the global kernel of at least one of its outgoing edge is a
using them to delay symbols going into edgg without F,(z) linear combination of the global kernels of at least two
changing the global kernels of any edgelip(v'). of its incoming edges. Otherwise, we calé forwarding node

This technique reduces the number of memory elements_.et V.., be the set of coding nodes, amt,q be the set
used at nodev’ for delaying its incoming symbols while of forwarding nodes. Lev? ; be the set of all coding nodes
increasing the numbend,; :4i1(c,;)) Of memory elements usedsuch that there exist no path in the network from any other
at nodev for delaying its outgoing symbols. coding node to any node b’ .

Example 8:Fig [ illustrates an example for memory dis- Towards proposing an algorithm to enable single-generatio
tribution between two nodes; andw,. In the figure on the network coding, we make some observations and discuss the
top, m = 1, M,, = 0, and M,, = 3. Therefore one memory addition of memory elements at the coding nodes to achieve
element fromw, (used to delay symbols coming from into  single-generation network coding.

M, +m < My, —m



Observation 2:We iteratively define the se¥’ ; C V.oq
as the set of coding nodes which have path only from

i—1
U Vi, U Viwd
=0

where)? , is as defined before. Once memory has been used
to achieve single-generation processing at all nodeBijgl,

it can be observed that the global kernels of the incoming
and outgoing edges of any nodec V! , satisfy the same
condition as in[(2B) and (24).

Thus again memory elements can be used at the nodes
of V!, to implement single-generation processing, ultimately
achieving single-generation processing at each coding néd
the network.

ZHzZHzl%)

Y

z

A

B. Algorithm for single-generation network coding

Algorithm [2 shown in the next page is used to achieve
single-generation network coding using memory at the nodes
of the network, while trying to minimize the total number of
memory elements used in the network.

e € T'y(v) is of the form ot . Remark 2: Algorithm[2 assumes that every nodc_a has pnlim—
ited memory to use and then tries to obtain a configuration tha

Fo(z) =2 f, reduces th_e number_of memory elements use_d in the netwqu.
However, if the maximum available memory in the nodes is

for some positive integele, with f, € F7. If the network is a limited, then the following techniques may be adopted after

unit-delay network and the nodeuses no memory, the globalunning Algorithml2.
kernel of anye; € T'o(v) is of the form « Inline 27 of the algorithm, instead of checking condition

Fig. 8. The figure corresponding to Example 8 (Memory distidn).

Observation 1:For anyv € V° . the global kernel of any

(23)

(22) at every pair of nodes connected by some edge, the
Z Ke, e, zl‘ffrlfei actual memory capability of the nodes must be taken into
account and then the distribution procedure of Subsection
[V-Cl can be run.
Finally, at every node in which the algorithm demands
more memory elements than what is available, sufficient
memory elements should be removed so that the total

fej(z) = Z ZKei-,ejfeT;(Z)i
eiEFI(U) eiel“f(v)
(24)

wherel,., is a positive integer signifying accumulated delay «
from the source to edge, and K., ., € I, signifies the local
kernel coefficient between; and e;. The additionalz is to

account for the delay in the unit delay network. memory used at the node is utmost what is available. As
the penalty of removing these memory elements will be

compensated by the sinks, the memory elements that will
be removed at the nodes should ideally be such that the
compensation occurs in the least number of sinks in the

least possible quantity.

Example 9:Fig. [10, Fig.[1lL, and Figl_12 represent the
network at various stages of the algorithm applied on a
modified double-butterfly network as shown in Fid. 9. The
modified unit-delay double-butterfly network shown in Fi@l 1
has the standard network code ol&r s is the source node,
T;,i = 1,2,3,4 are the sinks. The dotted lines represent the
virtual input edges at the source and virtual output edges at
wherele; max = maxger;, (U)l and K., ., € F,. Once the sinks.
this process of using memory at the nod@sults in the global  Table[l shows the network transfer matrices before and after
kernel of every edge iTo(v) to be a linear combination obtaining single-generation processing using Algorithin 2
of symbols from the same generation (generations betweEable[] also shows a comparison between the memory require-
different outgoing edges need not be the same), we say thants at the sinks (for decoding) between inter-generation
single-generation processintas been achieved at nodeFor network coding (i.e the memory-free case; the numbers shown
a nodeT € T, we say that single-generation processing hase the sum of the row degrees of realizable inverse matrices
been achieved at sirlK if the condition [1) is satisfied alongin the third column) and single-generation network codiag (
with condition [25) for eacle; € T'o(T). shown in Fig.[IR). In the memory-free case, assuming that

A. Single-generation processing at the nodes

For every pair of edges;,e; € I'r ., (v) (I'1,¢;(v) being
as in [8)) in [24) such that., < I.,, we may addM.,

i,€5
le,

— l., memory elements at node to delay the symbols
coming frome; such that the global kernel of the edgg
becomes

le; max
.fej(z) glegmastl Z Keie;fe,

e; €'y (’U)

(25)



Input: A network G,,, with delays and unused memory elements
Output: The networkg,, with a single-generation network code using memory elemahnhodes
foreach v € V.4 in the ancestral ordedo
Introduce sufficient memory elements at nadaccordingly as in Subsectibn VA in order to enable singteagation
processing at node.
3 | foreache; € T'/(v) UT(v) do
4 | Run the memory reduction procedure as in Subse€fion]IV-A.
5 end
6
7

N P

end
Now the global kernel of any edgg < I';(T") of any sinkT is of the form

fo,(z)=2"f,

for some positive integeL.,, with f. € Fy.
g foreachT € T do
9 Add sufficient memory according to Subsection TlI-A and Sadti®n[1I-B such that single-generation processing is

achieved at the sinif".
10 end

11 foreach v € V in the reverse-ancestral ordeato
12 | foreach pair of edge-set§l';, (v),T'o,(v)] € P, do

13 if condition [I9) is satisfiedhen

14 | Run the memory reduction procedure as in Subsubselctior?lV-B
15 end

16 end

17 end

18 foreachv € V in the reverse—ancest[al ordeto
19 | foreach subsetl',(v) C T'o(v) UTo(v) do

20 if condition [I5) is satisfiedhen

21 | Run the memory reduction procedure as in SubsubsectionliV-B
22 end

23 end

24 end

25 foreach v € V in the ancestral ordedo
26 | foreache; € I'p(v) do

27 if condition [22) is satisfiedhen

28 | Run the memory distribution proceduresags in Subsection TVAC.
29 end

30 end

31 end

32 foreachv € V in the ancgstral ordedo
33 | foreache; € T'p(v) UT'p(v) do

34 foreache; € I'y ¢, (v) do
35 Update the corresponding elementsAn K, and BY matrices according td 2)](3), and (4) of Subsection
[M-Alupon calculatingM,, ;.

36 end

37 Update the corresponding elements4n K, and B? matrices according td 5)1(6), anld (7) of Subseckion 111-B
upon calculatingM; saii(e;)-

38 end

39 end

Algorithm 2. Algorithm for using memory at nodes to obtain a single-gatien network code
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Fig. 9. Figure corresponding to Examplé 9. A modified douhléerfly network. The mapping between the incoming and ainty symbols
(a1,a2,b1,b2,c1,co € Fo) at the nodesy, T, andwvg are shown.

\ 4
—
gy D5 94

3 -

-
D -[z2 -1

Fig. 10. Figure corresponding to Example 9. After line 10 dfakithm[2, single-generation network coding has been @mginted in the network and all
the sinks see a network transfer matrix adih (1). Each boxates the presence of memory elements at the associated Tioel way sinkI; uses memory
is expanded below. Total memory used at this stage is 20.
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Fig. 11. Figure corresponding to Example 9. The networkrdite 24 of the algorithm. Comparing this figure with Fig.] ¥8emory reduction according
to Subsubsectiop TV-B1 has resulted in the ‘absorption’ efwory elements from the nodes, T}, v7, vg, and 7. Total memory used in the network now

is 12
\
—
D Edy Py 94

@]

Fig. 12. Figure corresponding to Example 9. The network atethd of Algorithm[2. Thel2 memory elements used in Fig.J11 are further distributed
amongst the nodes of the network.

sinks use memory individually to decode, the total number aktwork for the modified unit-delay double-butterfly netkor
memory elements used in the networklig and all of them of Fig.[9. According to the technique in [5], the result would
are used at the sinks. In the single-generation networkdod®e the network as in Fig. 10, thereby resulting in the usgdof
network as shown in Fig_12, it can be seen that the totmlemory elements to obtain single-generation network gpdin
number of memory elements used in the network2sout of However, our algorithm utilizes the memory reduction and
which only 7 are used at the sinks, thereby showing a markelistribution techniques as given in Section IV and resuits i
reduction from the memory-free case. The rest of the memahe output being as in Fig L2 usin@ memory elements and
elements (numbering) are distributed across the nodes of tha more uniform distribution of memory elements across the
network. network than in Fig_Jl0. Although the overall memory usage
is reduced, it still remains to be shown whether Algorithim 2
actually obtains a configuration of the network with minimal

] number of memory elements being used to obtain single-
We can compare the straightforward approach of [5] ar{ﬁneration network coding.

our approach to obtaining a single-generation network dode

C. Comparison with the approach of [5]
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TABLE |
COMPARING INTER(MEMORY-FREE) AND SINGLE-GENERATION NETWORK CODINGUSING MEMORY) FOR THE NETWORK INFIG.[9

Sink Network transfer matrix Realizable decoding matrix Network transfer matrix No. of memory No. of memory
before Algorithm obtained from M;l(z) after Algorithm £] elements used elements used
before Algorithm after Algorithm £]
T M _ z 23 P _ 23 22 M 4 1 1 3 1
1 T, (2) = 0 24 T (2) = 0 1 T, (2) =2 0 1
z 0 1 0 1 0
n | wme-(4 7) P =( 5 o) Jume-2(] 7) 3 2
25428 25 z 2% 1 0
o= (757 D) | e=(F (s) [mme=2(] V) 7 2
23 25428 280 22445 1 1
v e =(5 L) [ rae=(% 73 Mpy ) =20 L] 6 2
VI. IMPACT OF SINGLEGENERATION NETWORK CODING Thus, it is seen that the bound fewr and therefore for the
ON NETWORK-ERROR CORRECTION free distance demanded of the CNECC may be lower £if1)
A. Impact on encoding for the unit-delay, single-generation network coded nekwo

compared to the unit-delay, memory-free counterpart. Hewe

Construction of a CNECCFor details on the basics of con- .
. . a decrease in the actual valuetgfcannot be guaranteed and
volutional codes, we refer the reader to [6]. The constoucti o2 .
has to be computed for every network individually in order

of a CNECC [4]. for a given acyclic, unit-delay, mem_ory-{o decide whether the CNECC designed for the unit-delay,
free network which corrects error vectors corresponding

0 : ; .
a given setd of error patterns (an error pattern is a subset (r)r];lemory-free network will continue to work for the single-
£ indicating the edges in error) can be summarized as follos

eneration network coded unit-delay counterpart.
« Compute the seXV; of error vector reflectiongjiven by B. Impact on decoding

W = U {wFr(2)p (2)M7 ' (2) | w € p} Decoding of a CNECCLet G;(z) be the generator matrix
TeT.pe® of the codeC; thus designed. Then we refer to the catleas

wherew € F)f! is an error vector, andv € p means theinput convolutional cod¢3]. The effective code seen by a
that w matches an error pattern p, (z) € F,[z](the SINKT is generated by the matri%o,r(2) = Gr(2)Mr(2),

ring of polynomials) is som@rocessing functiomhosen which is known as theutput convolutional cod¢s], Co,r,
such that theprocessing matri)pT(z)Mfl(z) = Pr(z) at sinkT. The decoding of the CNECC at any sifikcan be

is a polynomial matrix. performed either_on the t_rellis of the_ codgor that of th_e code
o Let t, = maxy, (e, wr (ws(z)). Choose an input Co,r at that particular sink according to the free distance of
convolutional code’, with free distance at leagt, +1 Co.r (dfree(Co,r)), the catastrophic/non-catastrophic nature
as the CNECC for the given network. of Gor(z), and a parameter calledy,,..(Cor), whose
The following lemma gives a bound @n and therefore the definition for a rateb/c codeC over I, is given in [3] as
free distance demanded of the CNECC. follows. )
Lemma 2 ( [4] ): Given an acyclic, unit-delay, memory- Tay,..(C) = v j?ggg j+1 (26)
free networkG(V, &) with a given error pattern seb, let oo
Tyelay — 1 be the maximum degree of any polynomial iﬁNhereSdfm
the F'(z) matrix. Letwy indicate the Hamming weight overs, . = {'U[O,j) | wy ('U[O,j)) < dfree(C)yo0 =0,V j > 0}
F,. If r is the maximum number of non-zero coefficients of

[3] is defined as follows.

the polynomialsp,.(z) corresponding to all sinks iff, i.e where '

r = maxre7 wy (p,(2)), then we have V[0,5) = [V0, V1,0 V1]
te <rn[(n+1) (Taetay — 1) + 1] is a truncated codeword sequence withe ), o indicates
s > elay .

the content of the delay elements in the encoder at a time

Algorithm [2 does not increase the value Bfcia, in the  anduwy indicates the Hamming weight ovEf. The setS,, ..
matrix F(Z) because of the fact that an additional delay Woulgonsisting of all possib'e truncated codeword Sequenf@ﬁ
not be introduced on any path between nodes which are afayeight less thani;,..(C) that start in the zero state. Then,
distance 0flciqy edges (the maximum number of edges ofye have the following proposition.
any path between any two nodes) from each other. Also, WithProposition 1 ([3] ): The minimum Hamming weight trel-
memory being introduced in the nodes according to Algorithiiy; decoding algorithm can correct all error sequences lwhic
[2, the network transfer matrices at all the sinks are of thefo have the property that the Hamming weight of the error
as given in[(IL). Therefore the processing functions at amy sisequence in any consecuti®,, . (C) segments (a segment

T iShOf t?e formpﬁ(z) :hZLT-f i.e 7;]: L. < with del being a collection of: output symbols corresponding to every
Therefore we have that, for the network with delay ang. - dfrec(€)—1
y 9|nput symbols) is utmost ~re=— |.

memory (used to achieve single-generation network cogding) With the CNECC in place in a unit-delay. memory-free

ts <n[(n+1) Tietay — 1) + 1]. network, under certain conditions (see Subsection IV-D of



[4]), a sink has to decode on the trellis of the input con-
volutional code, in which case the sink has to multiply the
incomingn output streams with the processing matfix(z), .
which may require additional memory elements to implement.
However, with a single-generation network code implemente
using memory elements, part of this processing is done in a
distributed manner in the other nodes of the network, thereb
decreasing the memory requirement at the sinks.

In the forthcoming section, we further observe the advan-
tages that the use of memory in the intermediate nodes offéve
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(with all edge delays and memories being zero) of Fig.
13 as long as they are separatedtbyetwork uses.
Code(s is generated by the generator matrix

Gr(2)=[l+z+2" 14+22+2°+2],
with dgre.(C3) = 7 and Ty, . (C3) = 12. This code
corrects all double edge errors in the unit-delay network
given in Fig.[IB as long as they are separatedlBy
network uses.
note here that values df;, . (C) of the 3 codes are

in the performance of CNECCs under a probabilistic erralirectly proportional to their free distances, i.e, the eodth

setting.

greater free distance has highgy, .. (C).

Fig.[14 and Fig[I5 illustrate the BERs for the3eodes

VII. SIMULATION RESULTS

for both the with-memory and memory-free case for different

values of the parameter (the probability of a single edge

A. A probabilistic error model

error) of [2T). Clearly the BER values fall with decreasjng

Probabilistic error models have been considered in the con-The description and explanation of the regions marked
text of random network coding in [7]. We define a probabitisti‘dy,.. dominated region’ and Ty, dominated region’

error model for a unit delay networ(V, £) by defining the (named so according to the dominant parameter in those
probabilities of any set of (i < |£|) edges of the network regions) are given in [3]. In the following discussion, we
being in error at any given time instant. Across time ingantconcentrate on the comparison between the performance of
we assume that the network errors are i.i.d. according ® tlevery code in the memory-free and the with-memory case.
distribution. Towards that end, we recall from Propositldn 1 that both the
Hamming weight of error events and the separation between

Prob.(i network edges being in erfpe p’
Prob.(no edges are in errpe ¢

(27)
(28)

any two consecutive error events are important to correchth
Performance improvement of CNECCs with memory at the

intermediate nodes:

wherel < i < |£|, andp,q < 1 are real numbers indicating
the probability of any single edge error in the network and
the probability of no edges in error respectively, such that

£
g+ p =1.

B. Simulations on the modified butterfly network

Fig. I3 on the top of the next page shows a modified
butterfly network before and after running Algorittth 2. This
network is clearly a part of the modified double-butterfly
network of Fig.[®, and the associated matrices at the sinks
T, andT» are given in Tablg]l. With the probability model as
in 22) and [28) with|&| = 10 for this network, we simulate
the performance o3 input convolutional codes implemented
on this network for both the with-memory and memory-free
cases as in Fig._13 with the sinks performing hard decision
decoding on the trellis of the input convolutional code.

In the following discussion we refer to sink§ and Ty of
Fig.[13 as Sink 1 and Sink 2. Tieinput convolutional codes
and the rationality behind choosing them are given as falow

« Code(; is generated by the generator matrix
Grn(z)=[1+z=
with dyre.(C1) = 3 and Ty, (C1) = 2. This code is

1],

chosen only to illustrate the error correcting capability o 2)

codes with low values off,..(C) andTy,,.. (C).
« Code(; is generated by the generator matrix

Gr(z)=[14+2* 1+z+2%,

With dfee(C2) = 5 andTy,, .. (C2) = 6. This code cor-
rects all double edge errors in the instantaneous version

1) With respect to code§, andCs, we see that there is

an improvement in performance when memory is used
at the intermediate nodes. This is because of the fact
that the presence of memory elements in the network
results in a clumping-together of error bits at the sinks.
For example, assume that in the network of Figl 13,
an error occurs in edge — v; at time instantt;. We
consider the situation at Sink 2. In the memory-free case,
the effect of this error is felt at different time instants at
the two incoming edges of Sink 2, &t+ 1 and att; +

4. However, with memory elements at the intermediate
nodes, the effects of the edge error now occur at the
same time instantt{ + 4) in both the incoming edges
of Sink 2. The effect of such errors cumulatively result
in more error events (with less Hamming weights each)
in the memory-free case (because of the distribution of
errors) and less error events (with comparatively more
Hamming weights each) in the with-memory case (as
a result of clumped errors). However, because Codes
C, and C3 have enough free distance, the number of
such error events is what dominates the performance.
Therefore Codegs and(Cs correct more errors in the
with-memory case. The same effect may be observed at
Sink 1 also.

With respect to the codé€,, there is no observable
change in performance between the memory-free and
with-memory cases. We note that the same effect is
observed with the errors as in the previous case. But
because of 4, (C1) being less (only2), the clumping
together of error bits does not benefit much. Therefore
there is no significant improvement in performance.
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Fig. 13. A modified butterfly network
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Probability of single error error(p) vs BER at Sink 1

0.59= x
0.45
0.4r

0.35[

o
w
\

0.25

BER at Sink 1
o
)
I

0.15

0.1

0.05 T,

T T T T L L

Code 1 with memory
~ " (Free dist. = 3, T, = 2.)

free

Code 2 (Inst.) with memory
" (Free dist. =5, T, = 6.)

free

Code 3 with memory
— (Free dist. = 7, T, =12)

free

—o—Code 1 without memory

——Code 3 without memaory

——Code 2 (Inst.) without memory ||

T

d. dominated
ree

. _ region
dominated region

free

0 ! ! ! ! ! \ ! e g o
0.5 0.45 0.4 0.35 0.3 0.25 0.2 0.15 0.1 .05

Probability of single edge error (p)

Fig. 14. BER (with and without memory) at Sink 1
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Probability of single edge error (p) vs BER at Sink 2
T T T T

0.5=— ,
P Code 1 with memory
0.45r ~ (Free dist. = 3, Ty, = 2.)
free
0.4 Code 2 (Inst.) with memory
AN " (Freedist. =5, T, =6.
0.35- A LN ( | dfree )
T o0al - Code 3 Wlth memory
.(‘/E) 7 (Free dist. = 7, TOI =12)
~0.25F e . . free
LC\:U —=—Code 1 without memory
W 0.2+ " ——Code 2 (Inst.) without memory
= TR ——Code 3 without memory
0.15F |
01l A . d. . dominated
N, region
0.05] T, dominated region - .
free
0 \ | | | | | B it )
0.5 0.45 04 035 0.3 0.25 0.2 0.15 0.1 0.05 0
Probability of single edge error (p)
Fig. 15. BER (with and without memory) at Sink 2

3) There is no significant difference in the performance(s] X. Wu, C. Zhao and X. You, “Generation-Based Network Gaglover

of any code between the memory-free and the with-
memory case in thedy,.. dominated region.” This is (6]
because of the fact that the errors that occur in the
network are already sparse. [7]

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This work was supported partly by the DRDO-11Sc program
on Advanced Research in Mathematical Engineering through
a research grant to B. S. Rajan.

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

REFERENCES

R. Ahlswede, N. Cai, R. Li and R. Yeung, “Network Inforraat
Flow”, |IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol.46,.40July
2000, pp. 1204-1216.

R. Koetter and M. Medard, “An Algebraic Approach to Netko
Coding”, IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, vol. 11, r9.Oct.
2003, pp. 782-795.

K. Prasad and B. Sundar Rajan, “Convolutional codes fetwdrk-
error correction”/ arXiv:0902.4177v3 [cs.IT], August Z)QAvailable
at:/http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.4177. A shortened versibthis paper is

to appear in the proceedings of Globecom 2009, Nov. 30 - Dec. 4
Honolulu, Hawaii, USA.

K. Prasad and B. Sundar Rajan, “Network error correction
for unit-delay, memory-free networks using convolutional
codes”, | arXiv:0903.19€7v3[cs.IT], September 2009, Al at:
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.1967 .

Networks with Delay”, IFIP International Conference on Wetk and
Parallel Computing, Shangai, China, Oct. 18-21 2008, pp-3&B.

R. Johannesson and K.S Zigangirov, Fundamentals of @otiwnal
Coding, John Wiley, 1999.

D. Silva,F. R Kschischang, and R. Koetter, “Capacity afhdom
network coding under a probabilistic error model”, 24th mBial
Symposium on Communications, Kingston, USA, 24-26 June3200
pp. 9-12.


http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.4177
http://arxiv.org/abs/0902.4177
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.1967
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.1967

	Introduction
	Networks with delay and memory
	Network code for unit-delay, memory-free networks
	Network code for networks with delay and memory

	Memory additions at a node
	Adding memory at a node for a pair of an incoming and an outgoing edge
	Adding memory at a node for an outgoing edge

	Memory reduction and distribution techniques
	Memory reduction in a single node
	Memory reduction between nodes
	Memory reduction between adjacent nodes
	Memory reduction between nodes not necessarily adjacent

	Memory distribution

	Single-generation network coding - Algorithm
	Single-generation processing at the nodes
	Algorithm for single-generation network coding
	Comparison with the approach of WZY

	Impact of single-generation network coding on network-error correction
	Impact on encoding
	Impact on decoding

	Simulation results
	A probabilistic error model
	Simulations on the modified butterfly network

	References

