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Abstract—We consider a set ofn messages and a group of
k clients. Each client is privileged for receiving an arbitrary
subset of the messages over a broadcast erasure channel, which
generalizes scenario of a previous work. We propose a method
for secretly delivering each message to its privileged recipients in
a way that each receiver can decode its own messages but not the
others’. Our method is based on combining the messages using
linear network coding and hiding the decoding coefficients from
the unprivileged clients. We provide an information theoretic
proof for the secrecy of the proposed method. In particular we
show that an unprivileged client cannot obtain any meaningful
information even if it holds the entire set of coded data packets
transmitted over the channel. Moreover, in our method, the
decoding complexity is desirably low at the receiver side.

I. I NTRODUCTION

Wireless medium is potentially vulnerable to different types
of security attacks as the information is broadcast in the air and
might be easily accessed or manipulated by an unprivileged
party. Specifically, secrecy of transmission sessions is a major
concern which implies the necessity of cryptographic methods
against eavesdroppers. On the other hand, recent advances
in cooperative networking schemes unveils the advantage of
cooperation among wireless devices as a consequence of diver-
sity in wireless channels. Despite the benefits of cooperation,
it might increase the security risks in presence of dishonest
participants. As a major class of such cooperative settings,
network coding techniques require that the wireless devices
to be enabled to listen to transmission sessions which are not
necessarily intended for them and buffer what they hear on the
channel as side information. Because of diversity in packet
reception at different users, the sender might benefit from
network coding techniques to merge multiple transmission
sessions into one [1]–[5], etc. As the users are supposed to
buffer and process some messages for which they are not
their target recipients, some mechanisms should be designed to
protect the secrecy of those messages during the cooperation.

In this paper, we considerk wireless users which are
connected to a base station and share a broadcast erasure
channel. Each client is interested in receiving an arbitrary
subset ofn messages. The clients are enabled to listen to all
the transmissions over the channel and save what they receive
in their buffers. As each client might have missed some parts
of information which it needs to decode its own messages,

either the base station should retransmit the missing partsor
the clients should cooperate with each other to obtain the
missing parts. We propose a method to maintain the secrecy
of individual messages against any unprivileged party (either
those clients who are not the target recipient of that message
or any external eavesdropper). The essence of the proposed
method is to combine all the messages together at the base
station regardless of their target recipients using a special form
of random linear network coding and broadcast the resulting
packets to all the clients; Each client privately receives aset
of decoding coefficients which enables it to decode its own
messages but not the others’. In other words, the main idea
is to protect the decoding coefficients against unprivileged
parties.

A brief summary of the contribution of this paper is as
follows. We propose a method to maintain the secrecy of
transmissions over a wireless broadcast channel by coding
the messages using a special form of random linear network
coding. This paper extends the scenario discussed in [6] to a
general scenario that each client is interested in an arbitrary
subset of messages. Also we prove that using our proposed
method, the eavesdropper or any unprivileged client can not
obtain anymeaningfulinformation about the messages. More-
over, our proof implies that the field size of operations can
be kept small which substantially reduces the computational
complexity especially at the receiver side which is a crucial
improvement over [6].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section II,
the position of this paper within the literature is highlighted.
In section III the proposed system is introduced and some
specifications and advantages of our proposed method is
discussed. Section IV provides a clarifying example of the
entire system. Finally, in section V, secrecy of the proposed
method is proven.

II. RELATED WORK

This paper is an extension of the work in [6], where only
eavesdroppers with bounded computational power were con-
sidered to wiretap a shared broadcast channel. In the current
paper, we provide an information theoretic proof for security
of the proposed method and we show that an eavesdropper
would not be able to obtain any meaningful information
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about the protected messages. Moreover, in [6] each client is
only interested in a distinct message while the current paper
generalizes the proposed method to the scenario that each of
the k clients is interested in receiving an arbitrary subset of
n messages over a shared broadcast erasure channel. Also,
unlike [6], in this paper we operate over a field size of2 as it
is shown that the field size is not needed to be large.

We take the security advantages of random linear network
codes (RLNC [7]) in this paper. In [8] the achievable rate
region of network coding with perfect secrecy in presence
of an eavesdropper (which is able wiretap some of the links
in a multicast scenario) is characterized. Perfect secrecyis
a strict constraint which is hardly satisfied and dramatically
degrades the throughput of a multicast network. This condition
is relaxed in [9] to a weaker security condition which is still
satisfying in a practical sense. Weakly security guarantees that
the eavesdropper can not obtain anymeaningfulinformation
about the messages. In this paper, we take this definition of
security to prove the secrecy of our method. The capacity
region with perfect secrecy constraint over a broadcast channel
is characterized in [10] and a method is proposed to achieve
the identified capacity region. Since we have relaxed the
condition of perfect secrecy, higher data rates can be achieved
using our proposed method.

On the other hand our proposed method is based on
protecting the decoding coefficients of linear combinations
of messages from eavesdroppers. Similar concept has been
considered by [11], [12] where [11] provides information
theoretic bounds and theorems to guarantee that the mutual
information between the transmitted information over the
links and respectively, the coding coefficients or the original
messages is small and zero under some special conditions.
In [12] a coding scheme is proposed (based on protection
of coding coefficients) for multi-resolution video streaming
where each client receives a number of layers of the video in
a successive refinement fashion according to its subscription
level. Therefore, the rest of layers should not be revealed to
this specific client. Our proposed coding algorithm provides
a substantial freedom to generalize the code protection based
methods to a scenario that each client is interested in an arbi-
trary subset of messages which distinguishes our work from
[11], [12] (In particular, we protect thedecoding coefficients
rather than encoding coefficients). Moreover we provide a
method to update the decoding coefficients periodically which
improves secrecy.

Another important feature of our proposed scheme is its
low complexity which is a major issue due to matrix inversion
operations required to decode network coded based schemes.
This problem has been addressed in different studies such as
[13] in terms of computational power and energy consumption
limitations of wireless devices. In our method, this burdenhas
been shifted to the base station which often has considerably
larger computational resources and theoretically unlimited
energy than the small receiver devices. In our scheme, the
devices are only supposed to generate linear combinations of
the packets they have received over a small size finite field.

III. SYSTEM AND MODEL

We consider a set ofn messagesX = {x1, . . . , xn} and a
set ofk clientsC = {c1, . . . , ck}. Each clientci is interested
in receiving an arbitrary subset of messagesχi ⊆ X from
a common base station. Each messagexi is composed ofT
elements each drawn from a finite fieldFq of size q and is
denoted byx(t)

i . For the ease of our analysis and also to reduce
the decoding complexity at the receiver side, we assume that
all the operations are done over a finite field size of2, i.e.F2.
We considerT rounds of transmission, where at each round
1 ≤ t ≤ T , the set of elementsX(t) = {x

(t)
1 , . . . , x

(t)
n } should

be delivered to the clients at the end of round. The set of
clients who are the privileged recipients of messagexj are
denoted byRj = {cu : xj ∈ χu}.

Each round of transmission incorporates three phases (1)
The set of elementsX(t) are encoded as it will be described
later and the set of encoded elements (denoted byP (t) =

{P
(t)
1 , . . . , P

(t)
n }) are transmitted over a shared broadcast

channel to all the clients. Each clientci might receive each ele-
mentP (t)

i with a probability1−pi. (2) The missing packets by
the clients at each round should be retransmitted by the either
the base station or by the clients if the clients have received
the set of encoded elements collectively. (3) The base station
provides a set of decoding coefficients privately to each client
where each client is enabled to decode its own set of elements
but not the other ones’, therefore the secrecy of individual
messages are maintained. In the following, the three mentioned
phases are described. In section IV, a comprehensive example
is provided to illustrate the entire process.

• Broadcast Phase:At each roundt, the base station gen-
erates the set of encoded elements by solving the system
of equationsX(t) = A

(t)
P

(t), whereA(t) = [αij ]n×n

is a matrix of randomly chosen elementsαij from the
finite field Fq, P(t) = [P

(t)
i ]n×1 is the vector of encoded

elements andX(t) = [x
(t)
i ]n×1 is the vector of message

elements at roundt. The set of encoded elementsP (t)

is broadcast to all the clients by the base station. To
recover a messagex(t)

i , a corresponding clientcj for
whomxi ∈ Xj , needs thei’th row of matrixA(t) denoted
by A

(t)
i , as x(t)

i = A
(t)
i P

(t). To prevent unprivileged
clients i.e. R̄i or any other external eavesdropper to
obtain messagexi, the vectorA(t)

i should be delivered
privately and securely to each clientcu ∈ Ri as a secret
key. The process of delivering these vectors of decoding
coefficientsA(t)

i to the corresponding set of privileged
clientsRi is central to this paper and will be discussed
extensively immediately in this section.

• Packet Recovery Phase:As mentioned earlier, we model
the channel between the base station and each clientci as
an erasure channel, i.e. we assume each encoded element
is received by the clientci with a probability 1 − pi.
Hence, the missing packets should be either retransmitted
by the base station or provided via cooperation among the
clients by exchanging the missing chunks of information
with each other. Detail of the network coded based



retransmission schemes is not at the scope of this paper
(We refer the reader to [6] for more information).

• Key SharingAs mentioned earlier, we need to provide
the sets of decoding coefficients privately to privileged
clients. Our method is based on a hybrid private-public
key scheme, where aninitial key is associated to each
messagexi. Each initial key is composed of two com-
ponents and can be represented as a pair of functions
Ki = (πi

Ñ
, κi). As the first component of the function

Ki, permutation function is formally defined as follows:

Definition 1. A permutation function of the set̃N =
{1, . . . , n} is a one-to-one and covering function denoted by
v = πi

Ñ
(u) which randomly maps each elementu in Ñ to an

elementv in Ñ . i is an arbitrary index which is used later to
identify the index of the corresponding message.

Definition 2. A vector permutation function maps a vector
u = [u1 . . . un] to a vectorv = [v1 . . . vn] such thatvj =
πi

Ñ
(uj), ∀j ∈ Ñ . Also, we denote the vector[1 . . . n] by ñ.

The second component of the initial key isκi : Ñ → F2 which
maps each elementj ∈ Ñ to κi(j), ∀i, j ∈ Ñ whereκi(j)
has been chosen randomly from a uniform distribution over the
finite field F2 (i.e. prob(κi(j) = 1) = 1

2 and prob(κi(j) =

0) = 1
2 , ∀i, j ∈ Ñ . The initial keyKi is fixed during all the

T rounds of transmission and is privately provided to a client
cj if cj ∈ Ri. The set of initial keys can be either physically
delivered to the clients (e.g. as a part of their hardware), or
can be distributed using a method similar to [10] where it is
expected that after sufficient number of transmissions eachset
of privileged clients can pick a key which has not been heard
by the others.

The base station generates a vector ofn randomly chosen
elements fromF2 at each round of transmission (or possibly at
the beginning of a period of multiple of transmission rounds)
denoted by~ν(t) called asregenerating vectorand broadcast
it publicly to all the clients. The decoding coefficients are
determined by this vector for all the messages from the base
station according to the following equation:

A
(t)
i = κi(π

i(ñ)) + ~ν(t) (1)

In other words, the initial keyKi acts as a function which
operates on a publicly announced input, i.e. the regenerating
vector (possibly at each roundt or at the beginning of a period
of multiple of transmission rounds) to generate the vector of
decoding coefficientsA(t)

i . Therefore the vectorsA(t)
i can be

renewed at each round of transmission with an overhead of
n bits. However, it should be noted that the same vector~ν(t)
is applied to initial keys of all users{K1, . . . ,Kn} at roundt
(otherwise a huge amount of overhead is imposed).

The outcome of the encoding process over the messages
is broadcast to all the clients and each clientci would be
able to decode its own message by computingA

(t)
i P

(t). In
the following, some features of the proposed system is briefly
discussed:

1) We used the linear network codes in a reverse direction,
i.e. instead of generating linear combinations of the
messages (P = AX) and broadcasting them over the
channel, a system of linear equations (X = AP)
is solved at the base station to generate packetsP .
Therefore, each message is related to the set of packets
with a distinct set of decoding coefficients which enables
us to generalize the proposed method to the scenario
that each client is interested in an arbitrary subset of
messages without violating the secrecy of other clients
(As each client is provided with only the decoding
coefficients necessary for decoding the messages that
it is privileged for).

2) Reversing the direction of coding scheme mentioned in
the last item, also has the advantage that reduces the
complexity at the receiver side which might potentially
have limited power resource and computational capacity.
In our proposed scheme, the receiver only needs to com-
pute a linear combination of packets for each message
instead of inverting a matrix.

3) The role of regenerating vector is to update the decoding
coefficients to maintain the uniformity of the decoding
coefficients distribution which is necessary for our proof
as it will be discussed in section V. The role of per-
mutation functions in the initial keys is to produce a
huge space of possibilities that makes it computationally
hard to guess the decoding coefficients or obtain any
information about them. The amount of leakage of
information specially in the case of non-uniform mes-
sages is an interesting topic for further investigation (for
uniform messages some bounds and theorems have been
established in [11]). The regenerative vector updates
is expected to play a role in minimizing the leakage
of information in this case. The regenerative vector
can be updated periodically after multiple rounds of
transmissions (rather than updating at each round) but
possibly at the price of some information leakage.

IV. A N EXAMPLE

In this section, different parts of the proposed system is dis-
cussed through an example. Suppose we have four clientsC =
{c1, . . . , c4} and a set of seven messagesX = {x1, . . . , x7}.
Each message is composed of 64 bits, therefore we have 64
rounds of transmissiont = 1, . . . , 64 where at each round one
bit from each message is transmitted to the target recipients.
We assume the setsχ1 = {x2, x4, x7}, χ2 = {x1, x3, x6},
χ3 = {x1, x2, x3, x5, x6} and χ4 = {x2, x5, x6, x7} are
demanded by clientsc1, c2, c3 andc4, respectively.

Table I shows the set of initial key pairs for each message.
Now consider one round of transmission sayt = 24. Suppose
the random regenerating vector produced by the base station
for this round is~ν(24) = [1 0 0 0 1 0 0]. The base station
builds the matrixA(t) by computing the equation 1 for each



TABLE I
INITIAL KEYS

K1 π
1

Ñ
= [2 7 6 4 1 5 3] κ1 = [1 1 0 1 0 0 1]

K2 π
2

Ñ
= [4 3 5 1 2 6 7 ] κ2 = [1 1 1 0 0 1 0]

K3 π
3

Ñ
= [5 2 4 7 3 1 6 ] κ3 = [0 1 0 0 1 0 0]

K4 π
4

Ñ
= [3 1 7 6 5 4 2 ] κ4 = [1 0 1 0 1 1 1]

K5 π
4

Ñ
= [2 1 6 5 7 4 3 ] κ5 = [0 1 0 1 0 1 1]

K6 π
4

Ñ
= [3 2 5 6 7 2 4 ] κ4 = [1 1 0 1 0 1 0]

K7 π
4

Ñ
= [1 3 7 5 4 2 6 ] κ4 = [1 0 1 0 1 0 1]

pair of initial keysK1, . . . ,K7 and~ν(24) which results in:

A
(24) =





















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





















It is easy to check thatdet(A(24)) 6= 0. If the base station
comes up with a singular matrix, it is deleted and a new
matrix is generated. It should be mentioned that the order of
transmission of the regenerating vector and the coded data
elements (P (t)

i ’s) is not important as long as it is based on a
common protocol between the sender and receivers. Therefore,
a batch of coded elements with their corresponding regenerat-
ing vectors might be packed in a packet (and the result can be
encoded using any error correction codes) and transmitted to
all the clients. For instance,P (t)

i , ∀t ∈ {1, . . . , 64} and thei’th
element of all regenerating vectors~ν(t), ∀t = 1, . . . , 64 plus
the error correction code bits can be packed as a unit packetPi

by the protocol. Each receiver can acknowledge the reception
of each packet (here by a packet we mean the packed version
of the mentioned components) as it would be extremely costly
to send feedback for each bit and is not practical. However,
separate operations are performed over each bit according to
the corresponding decoding coefficients.

Initial keys can be distributed via any secure private channel
or by using a similar method to [10]. The basis of key sharing
method in [10] is to take the diversity of packet erasure
patterns over the downlink wireless channels between the base
station and the wireless clients as an opportunity to provide
secret keys to the corresponding clients. In [10], the base
station starts to generate random messages and broadcast it
to all the clients. If a message is received only by a client
c but not by the other ones it can be used as a key shared
betweenc and the base station. If a keyK is shared with
client c, a messageω is encoded asx = ω ⊕ K similar
to the so-called one-time pad of Shannon [14]. Ifx is only
received byc but not by the other clients, thenK can be
reused, otherwiseK is burnt and a new key should be used
for sending the next message toc. We can use the same
approach to distribute the initial keys, but the initial keys are
not required to be renewed which substantially reduces the

the amount of transmission (and consequently increases the
throughput) at the price of relaxing the secrecy condition to
weaker one but practical yet. To apply the method of [10]
to our problem which is more general in a sense that each
client might demand an arbitrary subset of the messages, the
base station should keep transmitting random messages (of the
formatKi = (πi

Ñ
, κi) until a case is observed that all clients

belonging toRi have heard it but not any of the other clients.
This might be considered very costly in terms of throughput
efficiency specially if the number of users is large, howeverit
should be noted that this only happens once at the beginning
and only the regenerating vector~ν(t) is transmitted publicly
at each round afterwards. Therefore ifT → ∞ the overhead
of initial key sharing will tend to zero. However, as mentioned
earlier, the initial keys can be shared using any type of secret
key management method.

As mentioned earlier, the packet recovery can be accom-
plished either by the base station or via cooperation. In [6], we
assumed that the operations are done over a large field size and
some elements of each rowAi might have been set to be zero.
Therefore each needs to send a negative acknowledgement
(NACK) for those packets which have not received and need
them according toAi. As the operations are done over field
size 2 in this paper, if a client sends a NACK only for
those packets in itswants setwhich are not received, some
entries inAi would be disclosed which violates the secrecy.
Therefore, each client should send a NACK for all its missing
packets. Then the packets can be recovered using the methods
developed in [2], [4], [15], [16] for retransmission via thebase
station or via cooperative data exchange [17]–[19].

V. PROOF OFSECRECY

In this section we prove that the aforementioned scheme in
section III is weakly secure in an information theoretic sense.
The concept of weakly security introduced in [9] implies
that an unprivileged party can not obtain anymeaningful
information about a message intended for a group of privileged
users. Weakly security relaxes the perfect secrecy condition
(which does not allow any information to be leaked to an
unauthorized party) to a weaker but more practical condition
of security [9].

Consider the set of transmitted packetsP (t) and also let
G ⊆ X(t). We assume each client has only received the set
of keys which is privileged for, i.e.ci or any other external
eavesdropperE does not holdKj if ci /∈ Rj . The following
theorem states the main result of this paper (assuming the
regenerating vector is updated at each round):

Theorem 1. An unprivileged client for packetxi or any
external eavesdropperE can not obtain any information
about any individual messagex(t)

i , i.e. I(x(t)
i ;P (t)|G) = 0,

assuming thatE initially holds G andx
(t)
i /∈ G.

Before proving the theorem a few lemmas are proven
or stated. The first lemma proved by Gallager is borrowed
from [20]–[22] where the probability distribution of a linear
combination of random variables over a finite field is studied.



Lemma 1. Letβ1, . . . , βn ∈ GF (2) be random variables over
the field withprob(βi = 1) = δi1, and let m1, . . . ,mn ∈
GF (2). Then the probability distribution of the linear combi-
nation s =

⊕n

i=1 miβi is computed as follows:

Prob(s = 1) =
1−

∏n

i=0(1 − 2δi1)

2
,

P rob(s = 0) = 1− Prob(s = 1)
(2)

Lemma 2. Suppose thatA∗ = [α∗

ij ]n×n is a matrix of random
elementsα∗

ij ∈ F2, whereprob(α∗

ij = 1) = prob(α∗

ij = 0) =
1
2 , ∀i, j ∈ ñ. LetX∗ = A∗P ∗ be a system of linear equations
for known vectorX∗ = [x∗

1 . . . x
∗

n] and the vector of unknowns
P ∗ = [p∗1 . . . p

∗

n]. Then if the system is rewritten in the form
X̂ = ÂP ∗ using Gaussian elimination method, wherêA =
[α̂ij ]n×n is an upper triangular matrix, assuming the last entry
p∗n written in the formγn1x

∗

1 + · · ·+ γnnx
∗

n, thenprob(γni =
1) = prob(γni = 0) = 1

2 .

Proof. To transform the matrixA∗ to an upper triangular
matrix Â, row and column operations are applied toA∗ in
a way that at the end of the elimination process, all entries
αij = 0, ∀j < i − 1. Depending on the value of the element
(ℓ, i), row j ≥ i is added to rowℓ with probability 1

2 (if
the element(ℓ, i) is 1, otherwise no action is required for
this element which happens with probability12 ). It should
be noted that all the rowŝℓ that i < ℓ̂ < ℓ might have
been affected by the rowi with probability 1

2 (by affected
we mean that rowi has been added to roŵℓ). Therefore, in
the last round of elimination process to remove each element
(n, j < n), one of the previous rows might be added to the
row n which the rowj might be affect even or odd number of
times by the rowi < j with equal probabilities (the proof is
of equal probabilities is based on considering all possibilities
of being affected by a previous row and is removed due to
space limitations). Even number of being affected by thei’th
row updates the coefficientγni to be zero and odd number of
being affected by thei’th row ends up withγni = 1. Therefore
prob(γni = 1) = prob(γni = 0) = 1

2 .

Now the proof of Theorem 1 is established using Lemma 1
and Lemma 2.

Proof. It is easy to show thatp[κi(π
i(n0)) = 1] + ~ν(t) = 1

2 .
as the regenerating vector is assumed to be drawn from a
uniform distribution. Therefore the elements ofA(t) would
have a uniform distribution overF2. Using lemma 2, it is
showed that each packetP (t)

i (which can be considered as
the last element ofA∗ by swapping the rows) can be written
in the form γi1x

∗

1 + · · · + γinx
∗

n (if the matrix A(t) is not
singular), whereprob(γnj = 1) = prob(γnj = 0) = 1

2 .

Consequently, using lemma 1, it is proven thatprob(P
(t)
i =

1) = prob(P
(t)
i = 0) = 1

2 . Therefore, each packet is

independent of any individual messagex(t)
j . Hence, it can be

concluded thatI(x(t)
i ;P (t)|G) = 0.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This work was supported under Australian Research Council
Discovery Projects funding scheme (project no. DP0984950.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Katti, H. Rahul, W. Hu, D. Katabi, M. Medard, and J. Crowcroft,
“Xors in the air: practical wireless network coding,” inIn Proc. ACM
SIGCOMM, 2006, pp. 243–254.

[2] D. Nguyen, T. Tran, T. Nguyen, and B. Bose, “Wireless broadcast using
network coding,”IEEE Transactions on Vehicular Technology, vol. 58,
pp. 914–925, 2009.

[3] P. Larsson, B. Smida, T. K. Akina, and V. Tarokh, “Analysis of network
coded harq for multiple unicast flows,” inIn Proc. IEEE ICC 2010,
2010.

[4] M. M. J. K. Sundararajan, D. Shah, “Arq for network coding,” in
International Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT 2008), 2008.

[5] Y. Wu, P. A. Chou, and S. Y. Kung, “Information exchange inwireless
networks with network coding and physical-layer broadcast,” in Confer-
ence on Information Sciences and Systems, 2005.

[6] S. E. Tajbakhsh and P. Sadeghi, “Coded cooperative data exchange
for multiple unicasts,” inInformation Theory Workshop (ITW 2012),
Laussane, Swizerland, September 2012.

[7] T. Ho, M. Medard, J. Shi, M. Effros, and D. R. Karger, “On randomized
network coding,” inIn Proceedings of 41st Annual Allerton Conference
on Communication, Control, and Computing, 2003.

[8] N. Cai and R. W. Yeung, “Secure network coding,” inInternational
Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT), 2002.

[9] K. Bhattad and K. R. Narayanan, “Weakly secure network coding,” in
First Workshop on Network Coding, Theory, and Applications(NetCod),
Italy, April 2005.

[10] L. Czap, V. M. Prabhakaran, S. Diggavi, and C. Fragouli,“Broadcasting
private messages securely,” inIn Proc. International Symposium on
Information Theory (ISIT), 2012.

[11] L. Lima, J. Vilela, J. Barros, and M. Medard, “An information theoretic
cryptanalysis of network coding-is protecting the code enough?” in In
Proc. International Symposium on Information Theory and its Applica-
tions (ISITA), 2008.

[12] L. Lima, J. Barros, M. Medard, and A. Toledo, “Towards secure mul-
tiresolution network coding,” inInformation Theory Workshop (ITW),
Volos, Greece, June 2009.

[13] H. Shojania and B. Li, “Parallelized progressive network coding with
hardware acceleration,” inFifteenth IEEE International Workshop on
Quality of Service, 2007.

[14] C. E. Shannon, “Communication theory of secrecy systems,” Bell System
Technical Journal, 1949.

[15] L. Keller, E. Drinea, and C. Fragouli, “Online broadcasting with network
coding,” in In Proc. Fourth Workshop on Network Coding Theory and
Applications (NetCod), 2008.

[16] S. Sorour and S. Valee, “On minimizing broadcast completion delay for
instantly decodable network coding,” inIEEE International Conference
on Communications (ICC), 2010.

[17] S. E. Rouayheb, A. Sprinston, and P. Sadeghi, “On codingfor coopera-
tive data exchange,” inProc. IEEE Inf.. Theory Workshop (ITW), Cairo,
Egypt, Jan. 2010, pp. 118–122.

[18] A. Sprinston, P. Sadeghi, G. Booker, and S. E. Rouayheb,“A ran-
domized algorithm and performance bounds for coded cooeprative data
exchange,” inProc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Austin, TX, Jun.
2010, pp. 1888–1892.

[19] S. E. Tajbakhsh, P. Sadeghi, and R. Shams, “A generalized model for
cost and fairness analysis in coded cooperative data exchange,” in The
2011 International Symposium on Network Coding (Netcod), Beijing,
China, July. 2011.

[20] R. G. Gallager, “Transform-based computation of the distribution of a
linear combination of random variables over arbitrary finite fields,” IRE
Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. IT-8, pp. 21–28, 1962.

[21] D. J. MacKay, “Good error-correcting codes based very sparse matrices,”
IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 18, pp. 399–431, 1999.

[22] T. K. Moon and J. H. Gunther, “Transform-based computation of the
distribution of a linear combination of random variables over arbitrary
finite fields,” IEEE Signal Processing Letters, vol. 18, pp. 737–740,
2011.


	I Introduction
	II Related Work
	III System and Model
	IV An Example
	V Proof of Secrecy
	References

