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Multiuser Broadcast Erasure Channel with
Feedback and Side Information, and Related Index
Coding Results

A. Papadopoulos and L. Georgiadis

Abstract

We consider the N-user broadcast erasure channel with public feedback and side information. Before the beginning of
transmission, each receiver knows a function of the messages of some of the other receivers. This situation arises naturally
in wireless and in particular cognitive networks where a node may overhear transmitted messages destined to other nodes before
transmission over a given broadcast channel begins. We provide an upper bound to the capacity region of this system. Furthermore,
when the side information is linear, we show that the bound is tight for the case of two-user broadcast channels. The special
case where each user knows the whole or nothing of the message of each other node, constitutes a generalization of the index
coding problem. For this instance, and when there are no channel errors, we show that the bound reduces to the known Maximum
Weighted Acyclic Induced Subgraph bound. We also show how to convert the capacity upper bound to transmission completion
rate (broadcast rate) lower bound and provide examples of codes for certain information graphs for which the bound is either
achieved of closely approximated.

Index Terms

Broadcast channel; broadcast capacity; wireless network; cognitive network; network coding; index coding; channel output
feedback; side information; packet erasure channel.

I. INTRODUCTION

The multiuser broadcast channel where independent messages must be delivered to each one of a number N of receivers,
has been extensively studied since its introduction [8]. The capacity of this channel under general channel statistics is not
known, although special cases, e.g. “degraded” channels [5] have been solved. The erasure channel has been introduced by
Elias [11] and received at lot of attention recently because it models well data networks where packets may be lost due to
congestion, excessive delays and buffer overflows [21]]. Also, in data networks it is common for a receiver to send feedback
to the transmitter in the form of Acknowledgments (ACK), if a transmitted packet is received correctly.

The multiuser broadcast erasure channel with feedback has been studied recently, for the case of two-receiver channels in
[22] and for general number of receivers in [26], [13]. In the the latter two works, an upper bound to the capacity of the
channel has been developed and algorithms have been proposed which achieve this bound for N = 3 users, and, under certain
restrictions on the channels statistics, for an arbitrary number of receivers.

The problem of determining channel capacity when the transmitter has side information of messages, has been addressed first
by Shannon [23]] and has since been studied under various setups [19], [16l], [L7], [L8], [25]. The issue of taking advantage of
side information has attracted considerable attention lately in wireless communications where nodes may overhear transmissions
intended for other nodes, either opportunistically or, as in cooperative cognitive networks, in an organized fashion in order to
increase the overall throughput of the network.

A related problem addressed in the literature is index coding. In index coding, a transmitter has messages destined to each
one of a set of receivers. Each receiver knows the messages of some of the receivers and each transmission is received error-free
by all receivers. Several works in this area address the problem of designing algorithms that transmit all messages in shortest
time, or shortest broadcast rate (see Section for the definition of broadcast rate), [3]], [1], [1O], [7]. In the same setup,
the problem of determining the channel capacity region has been addressed and bounds, or in some cases the exact region,
have been determined [24], [2].

Contributions of this work

In this work we consider the multiuser broadcast erasure channel with feedback when side information is available. The
side information receiver i has about the message W; of receiver j is of the form h](W,) where h](-) is a general function.
For this channel, we develop an upper bound to its capacity region. We show that when the side information is in the form
of linear equations and for N = 2 receivers, this bound is tight. The problem considered in this work can be considered as
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a generalization of the index coding problem. When the side information is of the type normally considered in index coding,
ie., h!(W;) = W; or h](W;) = ¢ where c is a constant, the upper bound on the capacity region can be translated into a lower
bound on the broadcast rate. When the channel is errorless, this bound reduces to the Maximum Weighted Acyclic Induced
Subgraph (MWALIS) [2] which is a generalization of the Maximum Acyclic Induced Subgraph (MAIS) bound derived in [4]
when all messages are of equal size. Finally, for special cases of information graphs we provide algorithms whose broadcast
rate either achieves the lower bound or gets close to it.

II. NOTATION, CHANNEL MODEL AND CODES

In this section we present notation and describe the channel model and codes that will be studied in the current work.
Notation

By [i,7], i < j we denote the set of integers {i,i+ 1,...5}; if i > j we set [i,5] = (). We also denote by [j] = [1, j].

Vectors are denoted by boldface letters. Let D = (Dq, Do, ..., Dy), N > 1, be an N-dimensional vector. For B C [N], we
denote by Dy £ (D;) e 1-€., the projection of D onto the coordinates in 5. Whenever empty sets appear as subscripts of a
quantity, e.g. Dy, the quantities are interpreted as “nonexistent” in the notation. This convention is adopted in order to avoid
dealing with special cases.
Channel model

We consider the broadcast erasure channel with public feedback. The channel consists of one transmitter and a set [N] of
receivers (referred also as “nodes” or “users”). In the /th channel use (time), [ = 1,2, ...,

e Symbol X (I) is transmitted, where X (I) takes one of the values in the finite set X'.

o Symbol Y; (1) is received by receiver i € [N], where Y; (1) takes values in the finite set Y = X U {e}, and ¢ ¢ X .
The statistical relation between Y () and X (I) is given by:

Yi(l)z{ Xa(l) ggggzé , i€ [N],

where Z (1), I = 1,.... is a sequence of i.i.d. N-dimensional vectors, taking values in the set {0,1}. Z (1), [ = 1, .... represent
channel erasures (1 correct reception, 0 erasure)

For B C [N], B # () we denote e5 = Pr(Z;(1) =0, i € B). To avoid trivial cases, we assume for the rest of the paper
that e < 1 for all i € [N].

We denote the set of all possible feedback vectorsby Z = {z: z;=1o0r 0, i € [N]},andby Z5; £ {z € Z: 25 # (0,...,0)},
B C [N] the set of all feedback vectors whose coordinates in set B are not all erasures .

Upon reception of symbol Y; (1), each receiver i sends to the transmitter and all other receivers the value Z;(1); hence after
the /th channel use the transmitter and all receivers know Z(I) (but only the transmitter and user ¢ know Y;(l)).

In the following, when referring to a sequence of quantities involving the time index, e.g., D (1) = Y 5(1), or Z(l), or X (1),
we use the notation D' £ (D (1),...,D (1)), | > 1. To avoid special cases, we interpret D° as a fixed constant quantity.
Message indexes

For a given n = 1,2, ..., there are message indexes Wy, where message index (or simply “message”) W, must be
transferred through the channel from the transmitter to receiver j in n channel uses, and is taking values in the finite set
W;.n whose size depends on n. We make the dependence of message and message index size on n explicit in order to
avoid misconceptions when taking limits involving quantities that refer to side information. For every n, message indexes are
selected randomly, independently and uniformly distributed (u.d.) within their corresponding index set. Also, message indexes
are independent of the channel statistics, i.e., independent of Z (), [ =1,2,....

Side information (SI)

Let b, (W;,), i,j € [N], be functions of the information messages W, j € [N], taking values in some set F;. For
given n and ¢,j € [N], the function hzn(an) represents the information node ¢ has about message W; ,,. The case of a
constant function, i.e., hfn(an) = ¢, for all W;,, € W;,, is equivalent to assuming that node 7 has no information about

message W, ,,. We denote H,, £ {h] (- )} v The form (either as a table or through formulas) of all functions in H,
ij€

,n

is known by the transmitter, and all receivers. However, if (W ,) are the messages selected for transmission, only user

JEIN]
1 (and the transmitter) knows the values of the functions Sy\g = (hi (Wjn) e For a given sets of node indexes B, V,
’ Jj€
and i € N, we denote: S5 (SJ ) ' o
In the following to av01d overloadmg the notatlon and whenever there is no possibility for confusion, we omit the index n
when referring to quantities involving it, such as W, S, h. The dependence on n, while important, will play a role mainly in
the final step of the derivations.

Example 1. Assume that N = 3, receiver 1 knows the messages of receiver 2 and 3, receiver 2 the message of receiver 3
and receiver 3 the messages of receivers 1 and 2. Then,

hi (W) = ¢, hi (Wa) = wa, hi (W3) =



hy (Wh) = ¢, by (Wa) =¢, h3, (Ws) =ws
hy (W1) = w1, h3 (Wa) = ws, hi(Ws) =c.

All receivers know the form of the functions above. If messages W1, Wa, W3 are selected for transmission, the knowledge
each receiver has is,
5[13] = (C, WQ, Wg,) 5 5[23] = (C7 C, Wg) N S?] = (Wl, WQ, C) .

i

Example 2. Assume also that messages are of the form of k; “packets”, W, = (pz):
same field IF,. Then a possible set of functions is described by the equations,

, Where each pfc takes values in the

k;
hi, = Zag,l,kpgw i,j € [N], Le[lf], I] > 1,
k=1
j j . N\
where a7 , , are constants taking values in F, and I] denotes the number of such equations. In this case, h] = (hf l) where

each hz , (+) takes values in [F,. All receivers know all ag 1. and each receiver ¢ knows the values,
s = (nl )
7 7 ( J) FE[N]
for the messages selected for transmission.

Channel Codes and Channel Capacity
A channel code C,, of rate vector R = (R;)

K R; > 0, for the broadcast erasure channel with feedback and side
information consists of the the following:

ie
o Message index sets W; ,,, where W, ,,| = 2lnRil and messages W[N]m s Win € Win.
o Side information functions H,,.
o An encoder that in the /th channel use transmits symbol X (1) = fr i(Wn1,, Z7NH,).
e N decoders g; (Y, Z™, S, n, M), one for each receiver i. After n channel uses, receiver ¢ € [IN] calculates the message
index Wi, = gin (Y, Z", Sin, Hn).
The form of functions f,; and g¢; , ¢ € [N] is known by the transmitter and all receivers. Thus the channel code C,, is fully
specified by the tuple (n, 2/*f1 . 2mANT 3¢ (fni:1€n]), (gin 1€ [N])). The probability of erroneous decoding
of code C), is A\, = Pr(iEL[JN]{Wi’n # Win}). A vector rate R = (Ry,..., Ry) is called achievable under the sequence of

codes C,, if lim,,_,., A, = 0. In this case we also say that the sequence of code C), achieves rate R. A rate vector R is
achievable under a class of codes ¥ if there is a sequence of codes in ¥ that achieves R. The closure of the set of rates R
that are achievable under & constitutes the rate region of %. The capacity region of the channel, C, is the closure of the set
of all achievable rates under the class of all codes.

For easy reference, the notations used thus far are summarized in Table

Table 1
SUMMARY OF NOTATION

W, Message destined for receiver ¢

X! The vector of symbols sent in the first [ time slots
Yfi] The vector of symbols received by receivers 1,2, .., in the first [ time slots

Z The vector of variables representing the erasures in all the channels in the first [ time slots
S7 The side information receiver ¢ has about the packets of receiver j

R; The rate of communication to receiver %

X The alphabet of X

€B Erasure probability to receivers contained in B

III. PRELIMINARIES

The following relations, provable by standard information theoretic arguments, will be used in the proofs that follow.

I(X;0(X) W) = H(o(X)[W). ey
I(X;Z|Y) = 0if Zis independent of (X,Y). (2)



Lemmas [3}[5] below are generalizations of corresponding lemmas in [9]. Lemma [6] is a corollary of these lemmas. Their
proofs can be found in the Appendix.
Lemma [3] relates sum-rates to information measures and is based on Fano’s bound.

Lemma 3. Assume that the rate vector R = (Rl, ..., Rn') is achievable. Then,

For given [, Lemma 4| relates the information that the received symbol vector Y[, (1) and Z (I), contains about a random
variable U, to the information that X (1) contains about U, given that we already know a related variable ). Lemma [5| makes
similar connection between information carried by vectors Yﬁ) iz ™ and each of the elements of X".

Lemma 4. If (U,Q, X (1)) is independent of Z (1), it holds:
Y0, 20 1Q) = A-e)IU:;X (1) Q).

Lemma 5. If (U, Y (3, 2'~",Q, X(1)) are independent of Z(l) for | € [N, it holds:

1(UiYp),2" Q) = (1e[j])§;1(U;X(Z)YL]1,Zl LQ).

The following lemma relates the information that the received symbol vector Yﬁv} and Z", contain about the a random
variable U, to the information that Y[] +1]» together with Z ", contains about this variable, given that we already know Q.

Lemma 6. Let j € [N —1]. If (U, Y ;). Z'~',Q, X (1)) are independent of Z(1) for | € [N], it holds,

(U Y. 2" | Q) I(U; Y iy, 2" |
L — e

+ (YL X () Y“Z“Q
1T — e Z I+ bl )

IV. OUTER BOUND FOR N RECEIVERS

In this section we derive a necessary condition for achievability of a given Vector R. First, we need some new definitions.
Recall from Section [[I| the notation, S%. We define S} £ S?’N nd S 2 sti=1l . 8} and 8} denote the information node

i has about the messages for nodes in [i, N] and [i — 1] respectively. Figures [I| and |2 I illustrate these definitions. We also use

the notation: Sq; = (S':) . S?, = (S?)
i€

eV’
Figure 1. The SE notation: it denotes the information that % has about and the messages for nodes “to the right” of his position, including him.

Figure 2. The S; notation: it denotes information that ¢ has about and messages for nodes “to the left” of his position, not including him.

The following relations follow directly from the definitions above
Side Information Relations (SIR)

(N P
D 85 = (85, STy



2) S'EN] = (S'Ej],SB 41, N]) = (Sfi])ie[N]. Here the right hand side of the equality is a rearrangement of the elements of
the left hand side (see Figure [3).

3) Sii] is a deterministic function of W;.

4) S|j4q) is a deterministic function of W ;.
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Figure 3. Rearrangement of the components in S". The dots depict the Sg for different values of j and 4, with j > ¢, i.e. the ones that are included in S,
Collecting them in columns we calculate s" A (Sg)z‘e.'\/" Collecting them in rows we calculate S” = <Sfi]>ie/\/'

The following lemma is a calculation of the mutual information between S'EN] and a subset of the message sets. The result
is intuitive. Observing Figure [T} we notice that since messages are independent, only messages to the left of ¢ (including 7)
contain information about W ,.

Lemma 7. It holds for j € [N],
J
P i
1(Wi i) = Y H(STy).
=1
Proof: Using the chain rule for mutual information we have,
Qv _ i
1(WyiSy) = 1 (Wm, (Sm)iem) by SIR[Z
= 1 (W[J’]§ (Sfl,i])ie[jb (Sfl,i])ie[j+1,N])
=1 (W[j]%(sfi])ie[j]) + LW (Siieri+1,v | (Sier)
= I(W 5 (Sp)iep) by SIR Bland @)

= H((S}j)ici;) by SIR[Fand (). (3)
By SIR [3| and the independence of W;, i € [IN], it follows that Sfﬂ, i1 € [1, j], are independent. Hence,
J
H{(( fi])z‘e[j]) = Z H(Sfi]) 4)
i=1
|

The next two lemmas provide lower and upper partial sum-rate bounds respectively in terms of relevant information metrics

Lemma 8. It holds for j € [N — 1],
J J
ny Ry >1 (Wm; 1) 2" | S'EN]) + > H(Sly) + H(S[ i | YT 27, Sy)- ©)
i=1

=1



Proof: Write,

v Il

J
Z H(W;) since W;s are u.d.
1
H(W ;) since W;s are i.i.d.
vn n 9 r
il Y 1 Z 7S[j+1]’S[N])

Wi f§+1]7Z",SFN]> + LW (3 Sy | Yy 27 i)

=

n n r
W[j],Y[]+1],Z ?S[N]) +H(S[j+1 |Y[J+1],Z S[N])by SIR@and@)
z"| Sly) +IWy  STxy) + H(S] 40y | YT 27 STa)

(
(

I (Wm%Yﬁ'H]a
(

zZ" | SFN]) Z (Sty) + H(S[j41) | Y1), 2" S)) by Lem. 1
i=1

n
[F+1]

Lemma 9. [f the vector R is achievable then it holds for j € [N].

nZR <I(

Proof: Write,

IN

IN

m’Z"|S[N1>+ZH )+ H(Sp | YT, 2", S[y)) +o(n).

I (WY o(n) by Lem. 3]

Lz s{j{])

1(wyvp,zn st s, N]) +o(n)

I W[]],Yn Zn S[J],S[j],5j+1 N]) (n) by SIRm

(
(
(
(WY, 2", 80, STy ) +o(n) by SIR
(Wmv o Ymv
(W
(
(

A S[N]) +I(W ,S[y)) +0(n)

(Wi Y7, 2" | Sly) + IW 8 )+H(S |Y[J],zn,sfm)+o(n)
J
1(Wy Y. 2" | Siy) + ZH“@‘J) + H(S]) | YT, 2" S[x)) +0(n) by Lem.[]

=1

Now, we are ready to prove the main result.

Theorem 10. [f the rate vector R =

Hence,

(R1, Ry, ...

N
nR;
T

, RN) is achievable, it holds for any n,

A (Shia)

In general, for any permutation m; of the indexes it holds,

< nlog|X .
‘ - nlog | |+Z [y +o(n)
i=1 i=1
YR al H(Sfiln)
i=1 i=1
1 1),
ZRi<log|X|+hmmf—267()
ill_eB() P 1—eB, @)

(6)

)

®)

©))



where B (i) = {m,...,m}.

Proof: For simplicity in the notation, in the proof we use the identity permutation, 7; = 4. It will be evident that the same
arguments hold for any other permutation.

Sin emma or 3 = an emma or = N an = we conclude:
Using L for j = N and L 5| for U = Wyj and Q = S{y, lud

le 1 R; - -1 rpl—1
La=1""" < I Y Z S
1 — 6 N] lzl ( ) | )
N
H Y Z", S
+Z H(S}) N (Sin) | Yy [N]) +on). (10)
1-— €[N] 1- €[N]
Using again Lemma @ for U = Wy;) and Q = SﬁN] we have for j € [N —1]:
St me LW 2" Sin) | Sy | By Y2080
1-— €[4] B 11— €[5 1= €li) 1= Ul
I (W ]]7Y[j+1 | Sr} )
1—1 . -1 -1
< L — €41 ZI (Yy+1 X Yi 2 SW]) +oln)
H Sﬁ YT s Z ’ S
ZL L H(S[y) n H(Sy) | YT ) + o(n) by Lem.
1-— €[] ‘ 1- €[5
o X R X H(Sfy)  H(S[a | Yy, 2" Siy)
-1 6[1 J+1] 1 =€ L= €4y
(VR0 0 2 sl
. H S,L Y 7Zn7 SI_)
+Z7,—1 (Siy) I H(Sp; | Y i) + o(n) by Lem. [§
1-— €[4] 1—- €[5

Rearranging terms in the last inequality we arrive at,

nZi:le ”ZiﬂRk - l L -1 -1 gr Zz 1 H( [z]) Zz  H( [7,])
- Z YO XYt 2 Sy
L—epg 1= epgt P L —ep L =€ 4]
H(S} | YTy, Z", S[y)) B H(S[j | YTy, 2", Sy
1 =g 1= €gjp)

Summing and inequalities for j € [N — 1] and taking into account the following:

+

+o(n). (1D

and similarly,

= 1(21 H(Sh) zz‘_lH(s@p) L H(SW) v, Hs))

= 1 —ep) 1 —epjt



and

N—-1 N 9 n n Qf
ZH b1y \Y[;+1]aZ Siv) _ ZH(S[j]|Y[j]7Z73[N])
=1 —€+1] j=2 1- €14]
N-1 9 n n Qf 9 n n r
_ H(S; | Y. 2", Siny) N H(S\n | Y™, 2", S|ny)
s 1= ey L=
N-1 q n n r q n n r
S H(S; | Y. 2", Siny) N H(Sn | Y™, 2", S[ny)
P 1= ey L=
S| = ¢ by definition.
we obtain,
N nR: n N—-1 n
S < Y I(wix@ YTz s )+ (Y5 x| Y 27 Sy
1 (4] = j=1 1=1
N H(S§
(4]
+Zl(_ ) +o(n). (12)
i=1 €]
Finally we write,
nlog|X| > Y H(X(
n
= Y (H(x0 1Yy 270 80y) + (Y], 27 Sl X)) (13)
1=1
> H Yiy. 27 Sy IY[ LX) | 27, Sy
= Z DYy, +Z v XD |
- 1 -1 -1 -1
> ZI(WX | Y2 s] )+ZI(YN],X |z, s )
=1
n N-—1
_ I— 1 -1 gr -1 -1 -1 qr
- ZI(WX Yz S) ZZI(YJH,X IYhLZ s )
=1 j=1
chain rule on subscript indices of Y% N] (14)
n N—-1 n
_ , -1 -1 qf -1 -1 -1 qf
- ZI(W,X(!HY[N],Z ,S)+ I(YJH, ()| Yz s| ) (15)
=1 j=1 1=1
From (12)), (T5) the theorem follows. [

V. LINEAR SIDE INFORMATION AND ACHIEVABILITY FOR TWO-RECEIVER CHANNEL

In this section we consider that side information is in the form of linear equations. Under this side information and for the
case of two-receiver channel, we show that the bound to the capacity region implied in Theorem [10]is tight.
Linear side information

In this section we consider that each message W;, ¢ € [N] consists of k; L—bit packets, where bits in all packets are
i.i.d. uniformly distributed and packets destined to all receivers are independent. Hence, at the transmitter there are k; packets
destined to user i. We denote the packets destined to receiver i by p* = (pt, ..., p}'ﬁ ). Packets are considered as elements of
the field Fyr, hence addition and multiplication can be performed with these packets in the standard manner. We refer to this
message model as “Packetized”.

We adopt the same channel model as in Section [lI, where now X (I) is a transmitted packet consisting of L bits. We also
adopt the same codes as in Section [[I} A number of new definitions will be introduced in this section. For easy reference,
these definitions are summarized in Table II.

Setting k; = [r;n] (hence r; has units “number of packets per transmission”) we have |W;| = 2177 1L and since log |X| =
Theorem 10| obtains the following form for the Packetized model.



Table 11
SUMMARY OF NOTATION IN SECTION[V]

i The rate of transmission to receiver ¢ in packets per transmission
L The length of packets in bits
p(A) The rank of matrix A
Sp(A) The span of the rows of matrix A
Ag‘ ) The matrix [A:%I) e A:Ei)] (corresponds to SB (l))
D, The space of k;-dimensional row vectors with elements from the field Fyr,
73‘1? A set of row vectors of matrix A? that form a basis for Sp (A;)
77]': A set of row vectors of matrix A; that together with the vectors in P? form a basis for Sp (Af{1 2})
g A set of row vectors that together with P? U 'P} form a basis for the space D;
{q;'. }l (K Packets destined to 4 and received only by j in Phase 1
ek
o Packets destined to ¢ and known only by j at the beginning of Phase 2
Hiexitai)
T(k) The time it takes for the proposed algorithm to deliver k packets to their destinations (random variable)

Corollary 11. In the packetized model, if the rate vector v = (r1,7a,...,7N) is achievable, it holds for any n,

1 L (Sfﬂ,n)
< — _—
Z 1 L+ liminf - > 1— ey (16)
=1 =1
In general, for any permutation m; of node indexes it holds,
N N H ( T
T, 1 B (z),n)
E —— <141 f— E _ 17
ol i lnrgg nl = 1l-es.q) ’ (0

where B (i) = {m1,...,m}.
We assume that receivers have linear side information as described in Example [2| Specifically, receiver ¢ knows the values
of the following linear functions of the packets destined to receiver j € [N],
k;
W, =Y al,,pl i €N], Lel], H>1.
k=1
Hence receiver ¢+ knows lg linear combinations of receiver j packets (note that it is possible that ¢ = j). The case of no side
information, e.g., if receiver ¢ does not have any side information for the packets of user j, can be represented by assuming
that I/ = 1 and o 11,6 =0 forall k € [k;].
We denote by A] the lJ x k; matrix with elements a ;.1 For a permutation of receiver indexes m;, we denote by AB )

the (' 1™ ) x k,, matrix

m=1"Tm
s
ATi
Ky

Br(i) — .
AT
Let p(A) be the rank of matrix A and Sp (A) be the span of row vectors of A, so that p(A) = dim (Sp(A)).

To compute H (Sfi])n) in the current setup we will make use of the following Lemma (see, e.g. [13, Appendix A]).

Lemma 12. Let {v}% _,, be M-dimensional vectors in F}!. Denote X = span({v,,}F,_,) and let | = dim (X) with | > 1. Let

{pm}m:1 be independent random variables uniformly distributed in F, and construct the random vector v = 22:1 DPmUm.-
Then v is uniformly distributed in X, i.e.,

1
Pr(v=e)= —, foral, ecX.
q

To apply this Lemma in our case, for matrix AB (i) identify v,,, with the m-th column of this matrix, and p,, with packet
pTi. Since packets are assumed to be independent with uniformly random bits each, and ¢ = 2%, it follows that the vector
A% »P™ is uniformly distributed in Sp (Agi (i)) hence for p (A i )) >1,

B (i
" ( = {h:ml}i—l> =P (Aglu)) L. (18)



1f p (Ag. ;) = 0. then (18) still holds.
Based on the above, and introducing the dependence of the side information on n, Corollary takes the following form
in the current setup.

Corollary 13. In the packetized model, if the rate vector v = (11, ...,7n) is achievable, it holds for permutation T,

N N (AT

s 1 p( B.,,l,n)
DT RRWEL L . UL}
o e noee nim I—es

Note that the liminf involving the quantity p (AT” ) in Corollary depends in general on the rate vector r. For

B (i),n
example, if receiver 1 knows all packet destined to receiver 2, then p(A?) =k = [nry] and hence lim,, o (p(A})/n) = 7s.

For N = 2 Corollary [I3] specializes to,

Corollary 14. In the packetized model, assume that for the rate vector v = (r1,r2) the following limits exist for i,j € {1.,2},

| (AL o (4is)
pi (1) = lim p(i“”), Pligy(r) = lim p%-
If r is achievable it holds,
ry — pi(r) N ro — /3%1,2} (r) 1
1-— €{1} 1-— €{1,2} - ’
ra— B3 (r) | T Pl (7) )
1-— 6{2} 1-— 6{1,2} '

For the rest of this section we will present algorithms (one for each n) whose rate region is the same as the region described
in Corollary [T4] As in previous sections, for simplicity in notation and whenever there is no possibility for confusion we omit
the time index n from various quantities.

The following “preprocessing” is done first.

Preprocessing

e Using Gaussian Elimination Construct a basis for Sp (Ai1 2}) as follows:

— Select a set P! of p(A?) linearly independent rows from matrix A}. These vectors form a basis for Sp (A%).

— Select a set P of dj = p(Af, 5,) — p(Aj) linearly independent vectors from matrix A that together with the vectors
in P} form a basis for Sp (Ail.Q})'

o Select a set U; of linearly independent vectors from the space D; of k;-dimensional vectors with elements from the field
F,rs0 that P! U P! UY® forms a basis for D; . Let v/* be the cardinality of U, hence

p(A}) + d + V' = ki, (19)

or 4 4
p(Af{i,j}) + vt =k;. (20)

For M —dimensional vectors a, p, denote the inner product,

M
<aap> = Z AmPm -
m=1

The following observations follow from this construction.
Observations

1) If receiver ¢ learns the values of all packets of the form <a,pi> , a € 73; U U?, then since i also knows the values of

packets (a,p’), a € P! and the set P! UP:UU" is a basis for the whole space, the receiver can decode packets p’.

2) Receiver j knows the values of all packets {a, pi> , a € PJZ
Figure [] shows the structure of the various subspaces defined in the Preprocessing construction. In the figure, D; is a k;-
dimensional space. If receiver i knows the inner product of its packet vector p’ with each of k; linearly independent vectors
of D;, then the receiver can decode p’. The subspace of D; spanned by the rows of A! (rows of Az») represents the side
information receiver ¢ (receiver j) has about the packets of receiver i. In the figure we refer to this as “subspace known by
receiver ¢ (receiver j ) through its SI, about the packets of receiver 7”. As will be seen shortly, upon reception of a transmitted
packet, receiver i may obtain knowledge of the inner product of p’ with a vector, say v, in D7 , where ¢ € [2] . At transmission
time ¢, we refer to the subspace spanned by these vectors (v ) together with the rows of matrix A} as the “subspace known
by ¢ about the packets of receiver j at time t”.
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Linear space Di Subspace known by a receiver
about its own packets.

)

Subspace known by a receiver through . Subspace known only by a receiver
\ ) its SI, regarding its own packets. ' about packets of the other receiver.
+= ==+ Subspace known by a receiver Sub ki by eith
! 1 through its SI, regarding the packets r:c:iI\JrZ? Hnnown by elther
~ = = of the other receiver.
Linear Space D Linear Space D2 Linear Space D Linear Space D2

(b)

(d)

Figure 4. Structure of subspaces at preprocessing and during algorithm operations

Based on the above construction and observations, the following algorithm is proposed. The objective of the algorithm is
to ensure that each receiver ¢ € [2] receives successfully all packets of the form <a,pi>, ac P]’: UU® . In the algorithm,
whenever referring to node indexes 4, j it is assumed that ¢ # j.



Algorithm I
Phase 1
1) If vt = 0 skip this part. Else,
a) Form packets (a,p'), a € U' .
b) Transmit each of the formed packets until each one is received by either one of receivers 1, 2. Let K3 be the

number of these packets that are erased at receiver 1 and received by receiver 2. Denote by {‘ﬁ l}z (K] the set
ek

of theses packets. Figure @b represents the knowledge space of the receivers at this point of the algorithrﬁ.
Repeat Step [I] by replacing 1 < 2 and 2 « 1. Figure ¢ represents the knowledge space of the receivers at this point
of the algorithm.

Note:
At the end of Phase (1|, receiver i has received v* — K/ packets of the form (a,p’), a € U’ . Hence, to be able to
decode correctly, it must receive the K packets {q‘ l} as well as packets the d’ packets {{a,p’), a € Pi}; denote by
j S ey j j
{?j; z} K] the set of all these packets and note that they are known by receiver j. Hence one can apply Network Coding
Sieritdi

to deliver the remaining packets to their destinations. This technique is based on the fact that if packet ¢ = ¢ + ¢ is sent,
where packet q} is a packet with destination receiver ¢, unknown to ¢ but known to receiver j, then any receiver that receives
packet ¢ can decode the packet destined to it.

Phase 2

If for at least one of the receivers, say receiver ¢ it holds KJZ + d} = 0 move to Phase 3.

We denote by ¢ the number of transmissions since the beginning of Phase 2. At the beginning of Phase 2, packet Xy =
i 1 + @3,y is transmitted. If at time ¢ > 0 packet X; = g7, @ gy, is sent, at time ¢ + 1 the transmitted packet, depending on
the received feedback Z, is

Xy if Z =10,0]
Xy dEu B Z=[0.1
~2 ~1 :
41,41 T 42, if Z =[1,0]
o1t By T2 =[1,1]

This process continues until at least one of the receivers, say receiver ¢, receives all packets {Ej;l} . Figure c

IE[Ki+di
represents the knowledge space of the receivers at this point of the algorithm. e
Phase 3
Transmit the remaining packets (if any) that receiver j needs to receive.
Performance of the Algorithm
Let [nr] = ([nr1], [nre]) be the vector of packets destined to each of the receivers. Let T'([nr]) be the (random) time
it takes for all packets to be delivered to their destinations under Algorithm I. We then have the following result.

Proposition 15. Assume that the following limits exist for i € [2],

(AL s P(Aﬂti,j},n>
Al = e = Pual) = i ==
Then it holds,
T AV Ty — P2, o (T 2 1 — Py o0 (T .
i LD S adle) | 27 Py () = i) 1 Py () 27 (r). @1
n— o0 n 1—e 1—€1,2y 1—e 1—€nn

Proof: The proof follows along the lines of corresponding proof in [13] and is based on the strong law of large numbers.
We outline the steps here.
Note that the conditions of the Proposition and (T9), (20) imply that the following limits exist

v(r) = lim — =r; — ﬁiiyj}(r),

di(r) = lim — = pf, 3 (r) = pi(r).

n—oo M

Henceforth we assume that the limits v*(r) are positive. The special cases of zero values are easily dealt with.



Let T}! be the time it takes for Phase 1 part i to complete. i.e., to deliver the * packets to either one of the destinations. It
follows from the Strong Law of Large Numbers and the positivity of 7(r) that

1 i
lim I — &, (22)
n—,oo N 1-— 6{172}
Ko -
i 22 - 20 (e — <) (23)

n—oco N 1 — €{1,2}

Let 77 be the time it takes in Phases 2 and 3 to deliver the remaining KJ’: + dé- packets to destination 7. Applying again the
Strong Law of Large Numbers and taking into account (23) we have

ﬁi(r)(f{l}—e{l,z})

T? —e + (Zl
lim = — 702 .. (24)
n—oo N 1-— €3}

Because of the operation of the algorithm in Phases 2 and 3, the time 7%, it takes to deliver the remaining packets to both
destinations is

T = max {17, T3} . (25)

and the total time for the algorithm to complete is,
T ([nr]) =T+ T + 11 (26)
Dividing by n, taking limits utilizing (22)-(25)) the result follows. [ |

Now we are ready to show the partial converse to Corollary [14]

Corollary 16. Assume that the following limits exist for i,j € {1,2}.

A%

(r) = lim
If the rate vector r = (r1,72) satisfies

T (r) = max{ 2 — pilr) T2 Py (™) ra— ph(r) + - Pun () <1
1-—- €1 1-— 6{172} ’ 1-— €2 1-— 6{1)2} ’

then T is achievable.

Proof: The proof is identical to the proof in [12]]. We present it here for completeness. Consider the following code.
1. Use Algorithm I to transmit [nr] packets.
2. If T ([nr]) < n then all receivers receive correctly their packets.
3. Else declare error.
The probability of error of this code is computed as follows.

Jim pe(n) = Tim Pr (T ([nr]) > n)
= e (R -1
= nlLrIgoPr <W—T(T)>1—T(r)>

= 0 by (I).
|
Note: Corollaries |14| and |16/ imply the following upper and lower bounds for the capacity of the channel under consideration.

Let Cp, = {'r: T (r) <1} and Cy = {r: T(r) < 1}.Then,

CrL CCL CCCCy,

where C denotes the closure of set C. The next corollary provides conditions on T(r) under which the capacity can be
completely characterized. Its proof can be found in Appendix B.

Corollary 17. If for any point v such that T (r) = 1 there is a sequence Ty, k =1,2... with T (rg) < 1landlimg_ oo rp =7,
then C =Cp, = gU-

Moreover, if T (r) is continuous function of T then,

C:{r: T(r)gl}. 27)



VI. RELATED INDEX CODING RESULTS

In Index Coding it is assumed that a) each receiver either knows the message of some other receiver, or has no knowledge
of it - we call this type of side information All-or-Nothing, and b) that the channel is errorless. The current work represents a
generalization of the Index Coding problem in the following sense: a) the side information consists of functions of messages
and b) transmission erasures may occur. In the following we examine the implications of our approach when All-or-Nothing
side information is available.

The earlier works on index coding consider the problem of delivering messages to a number of receivers in shortest time
[3]], [, [10], [7]. Subsequent work considered the problem of determining the capacity of the channel [24], [2]. As we will
see, the two problems are closely related, and conclusions of one can be transformed into conclusion of the other.

A. All-or-Nothing Side Information

Assume that node ¢ either knows the whole of message W, or has no knowledge of it, i.e., either hfn(W]n) = W;, or
hfn(Wm) = ¢, a constant. Construct the “information graph” [3], G = ([IN],£) where an edge (i,;) belongs to £ iff node
1 knows the message of node j. We denote the set of outgoing neighbors of node ¢ in the information graph by N (7). For
the rest of the paper we consider that the information graph is independent of n.

Since Sfi],n = W, if and only if ¢ € Ny(j) for some j € [¢], it follows that,
i B 0 if i & Np (j)for all 5 € [i]
" (Si]’ ) o { [nR;] otherwise

Replacing this in we get for any achievable R,

N -
Rz
E - <log|X|,
i=1

where

R =
’ 0 otherwise

~ {Ri if i ¢ Ny (j) for all j € [7]

Using (9), a similar inequality is derived for any achievable R and any permutation 7; of node indexes, and we have the
following corollary.

Corollary 18. If the information is All-or-Nothing, then for any achievable R it holds for any permutation m; of indexes,

where B, (i) = {m1,...,m;} and
Ro— { Ry, if m; ¢ Ny (mj) for all ; € B(i)

0 otherwise

Consider the set

_63()

C= {R>0 Z

Since C is closed, we have the following corollary.

<log|X|, for all }

Corollary 19. If the side information is All-or-Nothing, it holds,
ccc.

Consider now the Packetized model of Section [V]
Setting k; = [r;n], we have |W;| = 2[""1X and since log|X| = L, Corollary [19| gets the following form for the Packetized
model.

Corollary 20. In the packetized model, if side information is All-or-Nothing and r is achievable it holds under any node
index permutation ™ = {m}f\;l ,
N

ZLSL
i=

<1 —ep,3)



where B (i) = {m1,...,m;} and
7 _{ T, l'f7Ti¢./\/’o (Wj)forall FjEBﬂ(i)
T, T 0

otherwise

Denote the capacity region of the Packetized system with respect to = by C,, and

ép:{TZO: il_zg1 forallw}.
Then for the Packetized model Corollary [T9] becomes:
Corollary 21. In the Packetized model, if the side information is All-or-Nothing, it holds,
C, CCp.

For the rest of the paper, we consider the Packetized model.

Instead of stopping after n channel uses we allow transmissions until all receivers decode correctly the packets destined to
them. We use the symbol C to distinguish this type of codes from the codes (denoted by C) that operate up to a fixed number
n of channel uses. Let T (k) be the (random) earliest time it takes until all receivers decode correctly their k packets under
a code C' and define T (0) = 0. We call T} (k) “broadcast time” under code C. Denote also:

Te (k) £ E[Te (k)]

and

We refer to T* (k) as the “minimum broadcast time”.

Notice that for any k it holds T™* (k) < oo since the code that retransmits each packet until that packet is received by its
corresponding destination has finite expectation. From the fact that a code that transmits successfully I +m, 1 >0, m > 0,
packets can be constructed by using two codes, one for transmitting the k packets first and another one for transmitting the
remaining m packets, it follows that 7* (k) is subadditive, i.e., it holds for any I, m, 1 > 0, m > 0,

T*(1+m)<T*1)+ T (m).
For multidimensional subadditive functions the following theorem holds [6], [[15].
Theorem 22. For any r > 0, the limit function,

. T*
T (r)= lim M,
n—o0o n
exists and is finite, convex, Lipschitz continuous, and positively homogenous, i.e., for any p > 0, T (pr) = pT (r).
We refer to T () as the “broadcast rate” of T* (k) in the direction 7. R
As will be seen, T () determines the capacity region of the channel, and lower (upper) bounds on 7' (7) can be translated

to upper (lower) bounds to the capacity region. The next Theorem describes the capacity region of the system in terms of
T(r).

Theorem 23. For the packetized system and All-or-Nothing side information it holds,
Cp:{TZO: T(r)gl}éR.

Proof: The proof is basically the same as the proof used in [15] (an extended version can be found at [14]). For completeness
we provide the proof in Appendix R [ ]
The next corollary provides a lower bound for 7' (7).

Corollary 24. For the packetized system and All-or-Nothing side information it holds,

where 11 is the set of permutations w of the set [N], B (i) = {m,...,m;} and

s { Tr,  if i & No (m;) for all wj € By (i)

0 otherwise



Proof: Assume first that 7' () = 0. Then by positive homogeneity, 7' (pr) = pT'(r) = 0 < 1 for all p > 0, and by
Theorem [23| and Corollary [21| we conclude that for all p > 0 it holds,

Z P < 1, for all «(-),
which in turn implies that 7; = 0 for all 4 € [N], hence the corollary holds.

Assume next that T' () > 0. Setting p = 1/7" (r) and using the positive homogeneity of 7' (r) we have T’ (pr) = pT (1) = 1.
Hence the vector pr belongs to the capacity region. By Corollary 21| then we have

F7r [
max S 270 < 1
mell p 1-— €B.(4)
= pT'(r).
By canceling p from both sides of the last inequality, we see that the corollary still holds. [ ]

B. All-or-Nothing Side Information and Errorless Channel

In this section we consider again All-of-Nothing side information and develop the form of the lower bound for the case
where the channel is errorless, eg;1 = 0 for all € [N]. In this case the bound in Corollary [24] becomes

T(r)>max » 7, (28)

where

)

- rr, if i & N (j) for all j € B, (4)
0 otherwise

B,T(Z) = {’/Tl, ...,71'1'}.
Consider the information graph G = ([N],€) and associate with node 4 the weight ;. For a node set S C [N], define its

weight as
Wr (S) = Z’I’}
i€S

Let Z be the set of all subsets of nodes in_the graph whose induced subgraph is acyclic. The next theorem shows that in the
current setup the lower bound on T (r) in is the same as the maximum weight among the sets in Z , i.e., the Maximum
Weighted Acyclic Induced Subgraph (MWAIS) of G. Thus, in this case we get a generalization of the MAIS bound developed
in [3]] for the case where all nodes had the same number of bits to transmit. The same argument implies the upper bound on
channel capacity {r : maxgcz Wy (S) < 1} developed in [2].

Lemma 25. It holds N
~ A *
max ;21 P, = Iax W, (S) =W,

well 4

Proof: We first show that W < max,en Zil 7r,. Let S* € T be a set of nodes with maximum weight, and maximum
cardinality, i.e.,

W, (S*) = W,

and the cardinality of S* is at least as large as the cardinality of any other set in Z with maximum weight. Consider the
permutation 7 that puts first the nodes in S* according to the reverse topological order [20] of the subgraph that S* induces.
Here, “reverse” means the topological order obtained by reversing the directions of all links in the induced subgraph of &*.
Hence, it holds for 1 <4 < |S*|: 7; ¢ Ny (7;) for all 7, € Bz(i), that is, 7; is not outgoing neighbor of any of the nodes
in B (i), which implies that 7z, = rz, for 7; € S*. The rest of the nodes are placed in any order after 7|s-|.

Observe that any node ¢ not in ¢ ¢ S* must be an outgoing neighbor for some of the nodes in S* and hence 7z, = 0 for
7; ¢ S*. This is so since otherwise the set S* U {i} induces an acyclic graph with weight at least as large as W,.(S*) and
larger cardinality, a contradiction.

By construction then it follows,

N |S™| N
D= DTt D Ta
i=1 i=1 i=|8*|+1

= W,(S*)+0.



Hence we conclude that ~

Wy <max » fr,.
well 4
i=1
Next we prove the reverse inequality. Consider any permutation 7 and construct the node set S as follows: Node 7; is included
in the set S, if and only if ¢ is not an outgoing neighbor of any of the nodes in 5, (¢). The induced subgraph of S, is acyclic.
To see this, assume that there is a cycle in this subgraph and consider the node 7;, in the cycle which is the “largest” in the
permutation, i.e., 4 > j for any node 7; in the cycle. Then, 7o must be an outgoing neighbor of some node in B, (i), which

contradicts the definition of S,;. Observe also that by construction of S, it holds

N
Z fm = WT(SW),
i=1

hence,

N
Fr, = < =W;.
iy 2 P = g W (Se) < apagc W (8) =W

C. Tightness of bound for certain types of information graphs

For a two-receiver channel since All-or-Nothing side information is linear, we conclude from Section [V] that the bound in
Corollary [24] is tight.

Next we examine the tightness of the bound for some types of information graphs assuming errorless channel. In the
discussion below, assuming that k; is the number of packets to be delivered to receiver 7, and under specific conditions on the
information graph, we propose codes and calculate the time T (k) it takes for all packets to be delivered to their destinations.
To evaluate how close the algorithm performs to the developed bound we compare the bound with lim,, o, (T'([nr] /n). We
say that a code achieves W} if lim,_ o (T'([nr] /n) = W . Also, by Q; we denote the set or “queue” of packets destined
to receiver i and by p¥ the k-th packet in Q;. All the proofs of this section can be found in Appendix @

The next corollary considers simple cases of G.

Corollary 26. 1. If G is acyclic, then for any v > 0, W = Zf\il r; and this bound can be achieved by transmitting each
packet separately, hence no benefit can be obtained by coding.
2. If G is a simple (directed) cycle then for any r > 0,

N
W= r- irél[ilxvl] T (29)
=1

This bound can be achieved by pairwise XOR coding operations.

In the following, the information graph will be called undirected if whenever link (4,5) belongs to the graph, then link
(j,1) belongs as well; hence nodes i and j know each others’ messages. For undirected graphs, (¢, 7) and (j,4) are considered
the same link, i.e. the order of endpoints does not play a role. For undirected information graphs the set Z consists of all
independent nodes sets of the graph and W' is the maximum weight among the weights of the independent sets of G. This is
so since any two neighbors in an undirected graph form a cycle and hence cannot both belong to an induced acyclic subgraph.
We denote by Z* the set of all independent subsets of G' with maximum weight.

For the rest of the paper we consider undirected graphs, which we simply refer to as “graph”. We relate T' (k) to W}; with
the understanding that the results can be converted to “achievability” through following Corollary

Corollary 27. If for some code T (k) = W}, for all vectors with nonnegative integer components, then for all r > 0, where
ri,1 € [N] are real numbers it holds,
T ([nr])

*
. . nr
lim ——= = lim gZVV:,
n—00 n n—00 n

i.e., the code achieves W.
Trees and Forests : The next proposition shows achievability when the information graph is a forest.

Proposition 28. If the information graph is a tree then for any k > 0 there is a code using pairwise XOR operations and
T (k) = W}. The same holds if the information graph is a forest.



Cycles: We now look at cycles. For convenience in the notation, for a cycle C = (1,2, ..., N, 1), node index N+, 1 <! < N
is identified with node [, and node index —I, 1 <1 < N is identified with node N + 1 —[. We use the same convention when
we refer to indexes of a subset {i1, ..., 4, } of the cycle nodes, by replacing N with m. Also, for i # j we denote by d(i, 7)
the number of links in the path (é,7 + 1, ...., 7). Note that in this notation in general d(i,j) # d(j,1).

In the discussion below we will need to compare weights between a number of graphs. In such cases, we use the graph
as an index to the quantity related to this graph. For example, W, ; is the maximum weight among the independent sets of
graph G with node weights k.

The following proposition describes cases for which codes with completion time W}, can be designed for cycles.

Proposition 29. Let the information graph be a cycle C = (1,2, ..., N, 1). If either one of the following conditions holds,

1) There is at least one node with zero weight;
2) ki >0 forall i € {1,..., N} and there is an independent set S = {i17...,i|5‘} € I*, where i1 < iz < ... <5, such
that d(ipm, im+1) = 3 and d(ig, ig+1) = 3 for some ip, i € S, if % im;
then there is a code using pairwise XOR operations with T (k) = W};.

The next proposition examines achievability for even cycles.

Proposition 30. If the information graph is an even cycle C = (1,2,...,N,1) with N = 2g, g > 1, then for any k > 0 there
is a code using pairwise XOR operations with T (k) = W}.

The next proposition concerns odd cycles. In this case, the proposed codes are not always achieving T (7), but the ratio of
the deviation from the lower bound gets close to zero as N increases. Also, for N = 5 the proposed code achieves channel
capacity as derived in [2].

Proposition 31. Let the information graph be an odd cycle C = (1,2,...,N,1) with N = 2g+ 1, g > 2. Then there is a code
using pairwise XOR operations with

T (k) < Wi + ’VIIHI; kz-‘ '

Hence it holds for any r > 0, ]
Ty < wy D

Certain improvements of the algorithm presented in the proof of Proposition 31| may be made by taking into account the fact
that if case [2] of Proposition 29 holds at some point of the algorithm, then one can employ the algorithm implied in Proposition
[29 to transmit the remaining packets. In particular, if case [2] of Proposition 29 holds from the beginning, then W can be
achieved. However, this improvement complicates the algorithm while the bound remains the same in the general case.

If min; r; > 0, all sets in Z have size at least |IN/3], hence W;¥ > | N/3| min, ;. Since this bound also hold when
min; 7; = 0, we have,

. 1
Wyx<T(r)<Will4+_———].
PP < (14 7 )
We conclude that for odd cycles there are algorithms whose broadcast rate gets arbitrarily close to the the lower bound W
as N increases, independent of node weights.

Antiholes: We now look at antiholes, i.e., the complements of even cycles with N > 4 (the cases with N < 3 are trivial). We
denote an antihole with NV nodes by Ay and by Cy = (1,2,....,N,1), N > 4 the cycle whose complement is the antihole.
According to the definition, for any nodes 4, j for which d(i,5) > 2 and d (j,47) > 2, there is a link (¢,7) of the antihole.
This observation leads to the following lemma.

Lemma 32. For an antihole, the induced subgraph of any set of nodes {iy, iz, ...,im} Where iy < ia < ... < iy, and
d(ig,i141) > 2 for all 1 € {1,...,m}, is a complete graph.

The next lemma characterized the maximum weight of independent sets in an antihole.
Lemma 33. For an antihole Ay, for any k > 0 it holds,
Wi = max (k; + kit1) -
k= e Hn ( ? l+1)
The next proposition provides a condition under which an algorithm with broadcast completion time W), can be designed
for antiholes.

Proposition 34. If for an antihole Ay it holds k; = 0 for some node, then there is a code using XOR operations (not
necessarily pairwise) with T'(k) = W.

We now express the following result concerning even antiholes.



Proposition 35. For an even antihole As, and any k > 0 there is a code using XOR operations with T (k) = W.
The next proposition concerns odd antiholes.
Proposition 36. Let the information graph be an odd antihole Asg 1. Then there is a code using XOR operations such that,
min; k;
T (k) <Wg+ |—t|-
w <+ [Ty |

Hence, .
~ min; r;
T <Wri4+ —.
=Wt Iy

Note that since WX > 2 min, r; it follows that,

W2 < T(r) < W (1+2LN1/2J>'

As in the case of odd cycles, we conclude that for odd antiholes there are algorithms whose broadcast rate gets arbitrarily
close to the the lower bound W as IV increases, independent of node weights.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this work we studied the broadcast erasure channel with feedback and side information. We provided an upper bound to
the capacity region of the system, and showed that for linear side information and for N = 2 receivers the bound is achieved.
For All-or-Nothing side information the upper bound on the capacity region is translated to a lower bound of the broadcast
rate of the channel and for the special case of errorless channel, the bound reduces to MWAIS. Finally, for certain types of
information graphs, we provided codes whose broadcast rate either achieves the lower bound or is close to it and becomes
asymptotically tight as the number of nodes increases. 4

The side information considered is of the type hl (W), where h} () represents the information receiver ¢ has about the
message W) of receiver j. The approach used in this paper can be generalized to include side information of the type
h; (W1, ....,Wn), ie., the side information each receiver has is a function of messages of all receivers. This type of side
information may occur naturally in wireless networks where receivers may overhear transmitted packets which are combinations
of messages of others receivers. Forthcoming work will involve results concerning this type of side information.

For the case of errorless channels, bounds on the capacity region tighter than MWALIS are known [2]. It will be interesting
to examine whether bounds tighter than the one developed in the current paper can be developed when the channels have
erasures.
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APPENDIX A
PROOFS OF LEMMAS IN SECTION [IT]

Here we prove Lemmas [3}{6]

For easy reference, we first state the following important facts, which are direct consequences of the definitions, and will
be used extensively in the proofs that follow.

Facts

1) Y; (1) is a deterministic function of X (), Z; (1), hence of X (1), Z (1).

2) If Z[ il (l) (0, ,0) then Y[j] (l) (e’:‘, ...,6).

3) If Zy; (1) # (0, ...,0) then X (1) =Y; (1), for some i € [j], that is, given Z;; (1) = z # (0,...,0) , X (I) is a deterministic

function of Y[ (7).

4) Wm is a deterministic function of (Y, Z", S[;).
The following relations, provable by standard information theoretic arguments, will be used in the proofs that follow. By ¢ (+)
we denote a general deterministic function.

Information Theoretic relations

I(X;Y,Z|W) = I(X;Y|W,Z) if Zis independent of (X, W) (30)
H(X|W,Z=z) = H(X|W) if Z is independent of (X, W) 31)
I(X;Y|W,Z,6(2)) [(X;Y |W,Z) (32)
I(X;Y W) < I(XY W Z)+1(X;Z|W) (33)

Lemma 3| Assume that the rate vector R = (Ry, ..., Ry) is achievable. Then,

nZR <I(Wiy Y, 27 S +o(n)

Proof: Fix a sequence of codes that achieves R and write,

J J
nZRi = ZH(WZ) since W;sare u.d.
i=1 —
= H(Wj;) since W;s are i.i.d
’I’L n N
= I(WyYp,2 Sb]]HH(Wm RETAED
= I(Wy;Y}, 2" S[J] )+ HWy | YTy Sg\]’ W[j]) by Fact [32] and
< IWyuY, 2" S[]] )+ H(Wy; | W[j]) since cond. decreases entropy
J
< I(Wi Y1, 27 S + 14 Aan > Ry by Fano ineq.
i=1
= IWy; Y, 2" Sm )+ o(n) since R achievable.

Lemma [} If (U, Q, X (1)) is independent of Z(1), it holds:

IU; Y (0,20 1Q) = (A—e)I(U; X (1) | Q)

Proof: Write



(U Y, (0),Z20)Q) = I(U;Y,(1)]2(1),Q) by (0)
= ZI(U,Ym()\Z(l)—z,Q)Pr(Z(Z):z)

z€EZ

— N (Y, 01Z0) = 2Q) Pr(Z (1) = 2) by Fact [}
zEZH

Now, for z € Z[*j]:
IUY (0 Z2(1)=2Q) = HU|Z()=2Q) -HU|Z(1)=2Y;(1).Q)

— HWUIQ-HU|Z(0)=2Yy0),Q) by G

= HU|Q) - H(U|Z(l) 2, Yy (), X (1), )byFact@and@)

= HU|Q)-HU|Z()=2X(l),Q) by Fact[T]and (32)

= HU|Q)-HU|X(),Q) by @I)

= I({U;X ()] Q).

Replacing (33) to (34) we have,
(U Yy (0).Z20)]Q) = IU:X0)|Q) Y, Pr(Z()=

= (1=—e)IU;X ()| Q).

Lemma |3} If (U, Yl 1.Z2'71 Q, X (1)) are independent of Z(1) for | € [N, it holds,

n

I(U;Y[;.],Z"|Q) - (1—em)ZI(U;X(Z)\Yf]]l,zl L Q).

Proof: Write using the chain rule,

Il
NE
~
—
S
-
N

(U Y Z" | Q) Ylf17Zl71’Q)

(5]

= (=) Y I(Usx Y] 271,Q) by Lem. [}

=1

Lemma @ Let j € [N —1]. If (U, Yf]Jrll] Z'71.Q, X (1)) are independent of Z(l) for | € [N], it holds:
IU; Y, 2" [ Q) IU: Y[, 2" Q) | ¢ -1 -1 -1
o ;HY]H,M VYL 27 Q)

L= e
Proof: Write,

L —ep

= ZIUX |Yl 1.Z'71 Q) by Lem. [f

n

S (IUx Y, 27+ 1YL X )1 YL 27Q) by B3)
=1

1(U; Y[T;Jrl]’Z7 | Q) - -1 -1 -1

- 1— €41 +ZI YJ+1’X Y[J] ,Z7,Q) by Lem.[j

IN

Relations (3) and (@) imply the lemma.
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(34)

(33)
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APPENDIX B
PROOF OF COROLLARY [T7]

Corollary !ffor any point v such that T (r) = 1 there is a sequence vy, k = 1,2... with T (rg) < landlimg_, oo i =T,
then C =Cp, = gU-
Moreover, if T (r) is continuous function of r then,

C:{r: T(r)<1}. (36)

Proof: Clearly C;, C Cy, hence it suffices to show that C;; C Cy,. For this, it suffices to show that for any convergent
sequence 7y k = 1,2... in Cy, if limy_, oo 7 = 7, then r € Cr.. Consider such a sequence and construct the sequence 7 € C L,
as follows. IfT(rk) < 1, then 7, = ry. If T(rk) = 1, then pick a point 74 such that |[ry — 73| < 1/k and T (#1) < 1. Such
an 7 exists by the assumption in the corollary. Since T (7r) < 1 for all k, we conclude that 7, € Cr,. Also, by construction
|ri — 7| < 1/k, which implies that

Pe—7rl < |Pe =7kl +|re— 7|

IN

S P
& Tk .

Taking limits we have limy_, , |7 — 7| = 0. Hence limy_, o, # = r and we conclude that r € Cr.
If in addition T () is a continuous function of r then Cy is closed, hence Cy = Cy, which together with the fact that

C = Cy shows (36). [ ]

APPENDIX C
PROOF OF THEOREM [23]

Theorem For the packetized system and All-or-Nothing side information it holds,
Cp:{rzO: T(r)gl}éR.

Proof: We first show that R C C. For this, taking into account that both Cp, and R are closed sets and T (r) pos-
itively homogenous, it suffices to show that if for some = it holds T (r) < 1, then there is a sequence of codes C,, =
(n, 20l L o olnrw 1Ly with limy, e A = 0. Select § > 0 such that

T(r)+35 < 1. (37)

For positive integers n and ng, expressing n in term of the quotient and remainder with respect to ny we can write for integers
lna U’ﬂn
n=Il,ng + vy, 0 <wv, <ng.

Since nr; < (I, + D)nor; < (In, + 1) [nor;], it holds,

[nri] < (I +1) [nori] - (38)
Using Theorem [22 we can select and fix ng large enough so that
T R
W <T(r)+0. (39)
0

By the definition of 7% ([ngr]), we can select a code C,,, such that
Tz, (Tnor)) < T* (nor) +nos. (40)

Consider the following sequence of codes C,, for transmitting [nr] packets in n channel uses.

a) Use éno to transmit successively [, + 1 bunches of [ngr] packets (if the last bunch contains fewer than [ngr] packets,
use extra “dummy” packets independent from all the “real” packets and with uniformly distributed bits), until they are decoded
by all receivers. Let Tglo ([nor]) be the (random) time it takes to transmit the mth bunch, and

In+1

" ([nor]) Z T ([nor]),

be the total time it takes to transmit all the packets.
b) If

" ([nor]) < n,
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all packets are correctly decoded. Else declare error.
The probability of error of this sequence of codes is computed as follows. Observing that
lim I, = oo, lim <% =0,
n—oo n—oo n

and taking into account (37), pick 7 large enough so that for all n > @ it holds,
ln Un 1 Un
1 =(1- 1
ln+1( +7’Loln> < ln+1> < +n0ln>
Up, 1 Up,
=1 — 1
+ nol, ln+1 ( + n()ln>

S1o (14
- ln-l-]. ’ﬂoln

> T (r) + 36. (41)
Then, for n > n we have,
An = Pr{ [ ([nor]) > n}
l+1
=Pr { T’Jlo ([ror]) > lnno + vn}
m=1
([nor])
St — l v
—P L= no n 1 n
r{ 1 >ln+1(+noln>
S+l &,y (Tnorl)
<Pr { m:1l " 1"0 > T (r)+30 by (A1)
Tz (o)) - .
it Tg, ([nor])| Te,, (Inor])
<pr|Zmst P T, > T r) - S g
l,+1 no no
g ([nor]) =
b a0 gy ()|
<pr|Zmst P o, > 7 () — UMD o5 by fao)
ln +1 no )
g ([nor]) =
bt a0 gy (o)
<Pr Lo T, >5% by (39).
l, +1 o

Due to the memorylessness of the channel and the fact that the bits in the packet contents are i.i.d, the random variables
Tg} ([nor]), m = 1,2... are i.i.d. Using the fact that lim,,_, l,, = 0o, we conclude from the law of large numbers that
no

TZ ([nor]) =
lim Yot COT _ Te,,, ([nor]) e
t—o0 I, +1 ng R

which implies that

T (Tnorl) -
il S~ Ty ([nor])

lim )\, < lim Pr Lt no _ o >5%=0.

n—oo t—o0 ln + 1 no

Next we show that C C R. Since C, R are closed, it suffices to show that if 7 is achievable then 7" () < 1. Assume then
that  is achievable, so that there is a sequence of coding algorithms C,, where C,, operates for n channel uses, with rate r
and lim,_, A, = 0.

Let Cy be the code that (re)transmits each packet until it is received correctly by the corresponding destination. For this

code it holds,
N

Toy (k) =3 0

1—¢
i=1 v

We construct a code C for transmitting the [n7] packets as follows.
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a) For and ¢ > 0, select n so that A\, < d.

b) Implement code C,, up to time n.

c) If all receivers decode correctly after n channel uses, then stop.

e) Else resend all the [nr] packets using the one-by-one code C. ~

We compute the average time to transmit the [nr] packets under code C'. Let £ be the event that all destinations have
decoded correctly the packets by time n. Then, since on £¢ it holds

To ([nr]) = n+ T, ([nr])

T¢, (Inr]) is independent of £¢, and by choice Pr{€°} = \,, < 6, we have

E[Te (fnr])led] = Pr{&}E[Ts (fnr])]
— nPr{E%Y +Pr{EY Ty, (nr])

N
n5+5<zm>.

=1

IA

Taking into account that T ([nr]) < n on £, we conclude,

Tz ([nr]) =E[Tg ([nr]) Le] + E [Te ([nr]) Lee]

o~ [nr4]
<n+5<n+21_;>.
i=1 v

Hence,
T ([nr]) _ Tg ([nr])
n - n
N [nr;]
<1+6 L1
n

Taking limits, we obtain,

and since § is arbitrary we conclude

APPENDIX D
PROOFS OF LEMMAS, COROLLARIES AND PROPOSITIONS IN SECTION [VI-C|

Corollary 1. If G is acyclic, then for any r > 0, W) =W} = Zf\;l r; and this bound can be achieved by transmitting
each packet separately, hence no benefit can be obtained by coding.
2. If G is a simple (directed) cycle then for any r > 0,

N
* .
Wy = E r; — min r;
Pt 1€[N]

This bound can be achieved by pairwise XOR coding operations.
Proof: Part 1 follows directly by the definition of MWAIS. Transmitting without coding we get the completion time
T(k)= Zfil k;. Hence,

n—roo

N
Jim w _ ;ri. 42)

Part 2 ([@2) also follows directly from the definition of MWAIS. To describe the code, assume without loss of generality that
kn = min;c|ny k;. Consider the following code.

a)k«+ 0

b) k+ k+1

c) Transmit pf @& pf ,, i € [N —1].

d) If Q@ empties go to d). Else got to b)

d) Transmit remaining packets in each of the other queues uncoded.
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As observed in [3]] each time Part ¢) is implemented, (with N —1 transmissions) one packet from each of the queue Q;, i € [V]
is decoded by the corresponding receiver; this is so since every receiver i € [N — 1] can decode p} = (pi€ D pfﬂ) ® pF 1
while receiver N can decode pf = (& " (p¥ @ pf,,)) @ pf. When Qx empties, (part d)), there are k; — ky packets left in
each of the queues, hence since each of the latter packets is transmitted uncoded,

N—-1 N—-1
T(k)=ky(N=1)+ > (ki—kn) = ki,

and

|
In the arguments below concerning undirected graphs we will make use of the following simple lemma which allows us to
consider only integer weights.

Lemma 37. It holds for any real vector r > 0,

W*
lim — "L = Wy,

n—00 n r

Proof: Observe that for any set S it holds,

lim L/fnﬂ (S) = lim 721‘63 [
n—oo n n—r00 n

= lim Zri

= W, (S).

and hence since |Z| < oo, by continuity of max {-},

Wi _ {WW](S)

L e (7, () = w7,
|

A direct consequence of Lemma [37]is Corollary

Proposition 28} If the information graph is a tree then for any k > O there is a code using pairwise XOR operations and
T (k) = W} The same holds if the information graph is a forest.

Proof: Let the information graph be a tree. We prove by induction the following.

Induction hypothesis: For any [ > 0, if W[ <[, there is a code using only XOR combinations of packets with completion
time T (k) = WJ.

If =0 then no packets need to be transmitted and the statement holds by definition. Assume now that the inductive hypothesis
is true up to [ > 0, and let W} = [+ 1 > 1. Then there is a least one node ¢ with k; > 1. Also among the nodes with positive
weight (k; > 1) there is at least one, ig, for which the following holds.

a) Either all neighbors of iy have zero weight,

b) or iy has degree (i.e. number of links which have node iy as one end) d (ip) = 1 and its neighbor, i1, has k;;, > 1. This
is so, since otherwise, i.e., if any node ¢ with positive weight had some neighbor with positive weight and ¢ had degree at
least 2, then the tree would contain a cycle consisting of nodes with positive weight.

Consider first case a). Observe that if from any independent set S we remove any neighbors of iy the set may contain,
the resulting set S; is independent with weight W (S;) = W(S). Also, if S; does not contain iy the set So = S U {ip} is
independent and W (S2) = W(S) + ki, > W(S) + 1. It follows that,

Fact I: all independent sets with (maximum) weight W} must contain iy and any independent set not containing o has
weight at most Wg — 1.

Apply now the simple code: transmit a packet from queue ();,. After this transmission, the new weights of the nodes are,
I;io =k;, —1 and I;Z = k; if i # ip. Taking into account the above mentioned Fact 1, we conclude that with the new weights,
W2 =W} —1=1. We can use now the code implied by the inductive hypothesis to transmit the packets k in time W,i: and
the total length of the code is,

T(k)=W+1=Wg.

Consider next case b), and let i; be the single neighbor of iy with k;; > 1. Then,
Fact 2: any independent set with weight W, must contain exactly one of ig, ¢; and any independent set not containing
either of them has weight at most Wj — 1.
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Figure 5. The separation of the cycle in two paths P; and P»

Apply now the simple code: transmit an XOR combination of a pair of packets p}ﬂ &) p,}l. After this transmission the new
weights of the nodes are, 7~€i0 = ki, — 1, l;:il =k;, — 1 and ki = ki, i ¢ {ip,i1}. Taking into account Fact 2, we conclude
again the with the new weights W,i; = Wy —1=1, and we can apply the inductive hypothesis as in case a).

For forests, the lemma follows by the fact that the weight of any independent set S in a forest is the sum of the weights of
the components of S in each of the forest trees. ]
Proposition Let the information graph be a cycle C = (1,2, ..., N, 1). If either one of the following conditions holds,

1) There is at least one node with zero weight;

2) ki >0 forall i € {1,..., N} and there is an independent set S = {il, ...,i|3‘} € I%, where i1 < iy < ... < 5, such

that d(ipm, ima1) = 3 and d(ig,igs1) = 3 for some iy, ix € S, ix # im;
then there is a code using pairwise XOR operations with T (k) = W.

Proof: Case 1. Assume without loss of generality that k; = 0. In this case, for the path P = (1,2,...., N), we have
W5 ,=W¢ . To see this note first that since any independent set for C is an independent set for P, it holds Wg , >W¢ ..
On the other hand, for any independent set S for P , since node 1 has zero weight, we may assume that 1 ¢ S (otherwise
we may remove node 1 from S without affecting its weight.). But then, S is an independent set for C which implies that
W5 i <W¢ k- The proposition now follows by applying Proposition 28 to the path P.

Case 2. Note that since k; > 0, i € {1,..., N}, for any S = {il,...,i|5‘} €Iy, i <1, L€ {1,...,|S| — 1}, any node
of the graph not in S must be connected to a node in S, otherwise S would not have maximum weight. Hence for any node
i € S, d(il,il+1) <3.

Let 81, So be the nodes of S in the paths Py = (ig41 — 1,4 + 1), P2 = (imy1 — 1, i + 1) respectively, see Figure
Since § = §; U S and S has maximum weight, S;, [ € {1,2} has maximum weight in the path P;; otherwise if, say in Py,
there is an independent set G; with larger weight than &1, the independent set S = G1 US, would have larger weight than S.

We now employ the following algorithm to transmit the packets: transmit the packets in path P; and then the packets in
path P,, according to the algorithm implied in Lemma 28] Then the total length is

T (k) = Wg(S1)+ Wg(S2) by Lemma [2§]
= Wg(S) since S=8 USsand S NSy =10
= Wj.

|

Proposition @] If the information graph is an even cycle C = (1,2,...,N,1) with N = 21, | > 1, then for any k > 0 there

is a code using pairwise XOR operations with T (k) = W}.
Proof: Consider the following cases.

Case 1. There is at least one node with zero weight; This case is handled in Proposition

Case 2. All nodes have nonzero weight. We distinguish the following sub-cases.

Case 2.1 The cycle has that following property P : there is at least one independent set S = {il, e i|5|} € I*, such that
d(myim+1) = 3 for some i,, € S.

In this case there must be another node i, € S such that d (ig,ix+1) = 3 (it is possible that kK = m + 1); otherwise the
cycle would have odd length. The proposition then follows from Proposition [29| case 2.

Case 2.2. For any set S = {i1,...,i|s} € Z*, d(im,im+1) = 2. Hence |S| = N/2, and any such set (there are at most two)
contains exactly one of the nodes 4,4 + 1 for all ¢ € [N].

Select arbitrarily any pair of consecutive nodes (7,7 4+ 1) and transmit an XOR combination of a pair of packets, one from
each of the queues Q;, Q;11. Note that (due to the fact any S € 7} contains exactly one of the nodes i, 7 + 1), if k; are
the new node weights after the first transmission, we have Wy = Wy — 1. In general, send XOR combinations of pairs of
packets from queues @;, (;+1 until after [ > 1 transmissions, either with the resulting weights, k;, the cycle C has property
P, or the weight of one of the nodes ¢, ¢« + 1 becomes zero. We then have,

Wi = Wi — 1.
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If after the [ transmissions the cycle C (with weights k;) has property P, then apply the coding in Case 2.1 to transmit the k;
packets in time W . The resulting completion time is

T (k) =T (ki) +1 =Wy, +1=W;.

If on the other hand after the [ transmissions the weight of one of the nodes i, 7 + 1 becomes zero, then follow Case 1 to
derive the same conclusion. [ ]

Proposition Let the information graph be an odd cycle C = (1,2,...,N,1) with N = 2g + 1, g > 2. Then there is a
code using pairwise XOR operations with

T (k) < Wi+ {mmi kz—‘ '

2
Hence it holds for any r > 0,

T(r) < Wy + =5

Proof: If Condition (1| of Proposition holds, the result follows. Consider next that k; > 1 for all ¢ € [N].
Assume without loss of generality that k1 = min;cn] k; and consider the following algorithm.
Algorithm 1
) s+ 1; k' « k;
2) while s < |k1/2];
a) Transmit two packets p3._; @ p? and pl, @ pl¥;
b) Set (remaining packets at each queue) k™! < ki — 2, k3T« kS — 1; k3t o kY — L KT kS, i €
[N] _{N71’2};
c) s« s+1;
3) If k§ =1 (at this point s = |k1/2] + 1 and k1 =2s — 1= |k /2] 2+ 1)
a) Transmit packet pj @pfkl/2H1
b) Set (remaining packets at each queue) k51! < 0; k3t < k3 — 1; ST < k2, i € [N] - {1,2};
c) s<s+1
4) (At this point, k7 = 0). Use the algorithm implied by Case |1)) of Proposition IZE to transmit the k° packets; end;
We evaluate the completion time of this algorithm. Notice first the following.

o When Step [2b] is executed, k{ is reduced by 2 while k7 is reduced by at most 1 for ¢ # 1.
o When Step [3b] is executed, k] becomes 0, while k; is reduced by at most 1 for ¢ # 1.

It follows from the above observations that the algorithm always ends, and (since k; = min; k;) that when Steps are
executed, kf > k§ > 1 for all ¢ € [N].
We claim that if k; > 2, at the sth execution of Step it holds,
a1 < Wis — 1. (43)

To see this, notice that since kf > k% > 1, i € [N], for any S = {il, ...,i‘s‘} € Ij. where i; < iy < ... < i|g|, it holds
d(tm,yim+1) < 3, i.e., between any two successive nodes of S there are at most two nodes of the information graph. Hence
every S € Z;. must contain at least one of the nodes iy, 1,%2. The latter observation implies that after the sth execution of
Step the weights of all S € 7}, are reduced by at least 1. Since for all other independent sets S € 7 — 7., it also holds

Wis+1 (S) < Wis (S) < Wis — 1,

we conclude (@3).
Let § be the times Loop [2|is executed, i.e., § = |k1/2]. From and since Loop [2|is executed § times, we have.

et < Wi — 3. (44)

Consider two cases
Case 1. kq is even. Since it takes Wl;*s 4+, transmissions for the algorithm to complete once Step E] is reached, and 2
transmissions take place at each execution of the Loop [2| the completion time of the algorithm is in this case,

T(k) = 254+Wiin

< Wp+35s
Wi+ |k1/2] .
Case 2. k; is odd. In this case, after Step is executed it holds,

* *
k§+2 S Wk§+1;
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and taking into account (#4)) we conclude,
Wi < Wi — 4.

Since it takes 23 transmissions to complete Loop [2| 1 transmission to execute Step 3b{and W/, transmissions at step |4} we
have,

T (k)

25+ 14+ Wpeys
254+ 14+Wp, —5
Wp+5+1

k
= Wi+ [ﬂ

IN

2

Lemma 33} For an antihole Ay, for any k > 0 it holds
Wi = max (k; + kit1) -

i€EHN

Proof: By Lemma [32] and the fact that by the definition of antihole there is no link between consecutive pairs of nodes

i, i+ 1, it follows that the independent sets of Ay consist either of singletons or of consecutive pairs of nodes, {i,i + 1}.
Observing that if a singleton, say {¢}, has maximum weight then both nodes ¢ — 1 and 7 4 1 must have zero weight (otherwise,
if say 7 + 1 had nonzero weight the independent set {i,7 + 1} would have larger weight than the weight of {i}), the lemma
follows. |

Proposition 34} If for an antihole Ay it holds k; = O for some node, then there is a code using XOR operations (not
necessarily pairwise) with T'(k) = W}.

Proof: We prove the proposition by induction. Specifically we prove,

Induction Hypothesis: For any | > 0, if k; = 0 for some ¢ € Ay and W} = [, there is a code using only XOR operations
on packets with length T' (k) =l.

The case [ = 0 is trivial. Assume now that the Induction Hypothesis holds for [ > 0 and Consider an antihole for which
Wiy =141 and, without loss of generality assume that k; = 0. We distinguish two cases.

Case 1. There is at least one i with k; = W. Let Z be the set of nodes ¢ with k; = W;. As observed in Lemma [33] for any
i € I, both nodes i — 1 and ¢ + 1 must have zero weight. Hence for any ¢, j in Z}, 4 # j it holds d(¢,j) > 2. Moreover, for
any ¢ €Zg and for any pair of nodes {j,j + 1} € Z* — I, i.e. pair with maximum weight and min {k;, k;+1} > 0, we also
have d(i,7) > 2, and d(j + 1,7) > 2. Therefore, we can construct a set S = {i1, i2, ..., i, } consisting of all nodes in Z; and
one node from each of the pairs {¢,7+ 1} with maximum weight and min {k;, k;;1} > 0, such that d (4;,4;41) > 2 for all
1 €{1,...,m}. According to Lemma S induces a complete subgraph. Transmit now an XOR combination of packets one
from each of the nodes of S. Since the induced subgraph of S is complete all nodes in S are able to decode their corresponding
messages. Hence the weights of all the pairs of nodes in Z* is reduced by one. This means that with the new weights k we
have Wi: = W} — 1 = L. Since again k; = 0 we can use the algorithm implied by the inductive hypothesis to transmit the

remaining k packets. Hence, for the completion time of the algorithm we have,
T(k)=1+T (k) =1+W; =1+1.

Case 2. There is no i € Ay with k;, = W}. Then, since k; = 0 sets {IV, 1} and {1, 2} do not belong to Z;;. Consider now
the set S = {3,5,7,..., N — Jny} where Jy = 1 if N is even and Jy = 2 if N is odd. Again, this set induces a complete
subgraph. We transmit as before an XOR combination of packets one from each of the nodes of S so that all these nodes
decode the packet destined to them. Also, since {in,¢1} and {41,492} do not belong to Z; and by the choice of S the weight
of all sets in Z}; is reduced by one, we can repeat the previous argument to complete the proof. [ ]

Proposition For an even antihole Ay, N = 2g and any k > 0 there is a code using XOR operations with T (k) = W},

Proof: We prove the lemma by induction. Specifically we prove the following.

Induction hypothesis: For any | > 0, where W}; = [, there is a code using only XOR operations with length T (k) =I.

For [ = 0 there is nothing to prove. Assume now that the hypothesis is true up to [ > 0. We will show that the hypothesis
holds for W =1+ 1.

If there is at least one ¢ € Ay with k; = W}, then necessarily either k;_; = 0 or k;;1 = 0 and the Induction Hypothesis
holds by Proposition Assume next that there is no ¢ with k; = W}, hence all sets {i,7 4+ 1} with maximum weight have
min {k;, k;+1} > 0. Transmit an XOR combination of packets from nodes in {1,3,5,...,2¢g — 1} that have nonzero weight.
Since the graph has even number of nodes the conditions in Lemma 32| hold and we conclude that the induce subgraph of these
nodes is complete; hence all these nodes are able to decode their corresponding messages. Hence after the first transmission
the number of packets at each of these nodes is reduced by one. But since for each pair of nodes {i,i+ 1} with maximum
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weight either ¢ or 7 4+ 1 is odd number and both weights k;, k;;1, are positive, the weights of all these pairs is reduced by
one. This means that with the new weights we have W,i: = Wy —1 = [. We can therefore use the algorithm implied by the

inductive hypothesis to transmit the remaining k packets. Hence,
T(k)=1+T (k) =1+ W) =1+1.

|
Proposition [36} Ler the information graph be an odd antihole Ay, N = 2g+ 1. Then there is a code using XOR operations
such that,

T (k) < Wi + ane[N]"

[N/2]

Hence, .
~ min,; e [N] T

T(r) < W)+ /2]

Proof: If k; = 0 for some i € Ay, the result follows from Proposition Assume now that k; = min;e[n) k; > 0 and
consider the following algorithm.
Algorithm
D k'~ k5= |k/gl:
2) v+ k1 — Sg;
3) Fors=1to §
a) For m =1, ..., g, transmit g packets of the form

g 2m-+21 2m—+21
1P ;P € Qomyar-

Due to Lemma [32] all packet in the XOR combination can be decoded by the corresponding receivers. For example,
for N =9, i.e., g = 4, the 4 transmitted packets are of the form,

prep’epep,
PPapdep e’
p*optop’op’,
101 @pS@p5@p7.
b) Set (remaining packets at each queue)
Knir < knn — (9 —h), 0<h <y, (45)
kon' < k3, —(h—1), 1<h <g. (46)

4) Form=1tov

a) Transmit v packets of the form,
®?:1p2m+2l’ PP € Qo .

Due to Lemma [32] all packet in the XOR combination can be decoded by the corresponding receivers. For example
for N =9, and ki = 2, the 2 transmitted packets are of the form,

prep’epdep,
pPap®ep @p’.

b) Set (remaining packets at each queue)

kit k3 —max{v—h,0}, 0<h<g. 47)
kgt < k3, —min{v,(h—1)}, 1<h <g. (48)
Cc) s+ s+1;
5) At this step, k§ = 0 and k] > 0 for ¢ € [N]. Therefore, use the algorithm implied by Proposition [34] to transmit the k*
packets;
6) end,;

Formulas 7)), (@8) can be shown by induction on v to hold for 0 < v < g. The special case v = g gives formulas (@3], [@6).
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Next we compute the number of transmissions needed for this algorithm to complete, and its relation to 1W;;. From @,

(@6) we derive,
kst kot =k F R —g+1, 1<h<yg
1 1
kg&—nﬂ kot = k3h—1y41 Tt k3p —9, 1<h<g
Ko+ BT = KSg 0 + kS — g
Using Lemma [33] and the equalities above we have,

* . s+1 s+1
per = max (77 4+ k7T)

1EHN
< ki + ki) — 1
flrélﬁii( P+ ki) -9+
W —g+1 (49)
Since the loop in Step E| is executed 5 times and W}, = W}, we conclude from @[) that,
k k
Wyen < Wy — {1J g+ {1J : (50)
g g
Since each time this loop is executed g packets are transmitted, the total number of transmissions that take place in this loop

is [k1/g] g.

Consider now the following two cases.

Case 1. ky is a multiple of g. In this case, kf“ = v = 0 and by Proposition [34] the completion time of step [5is W ..
Hence the completion time of the algorithm is

T(k)

k
\\1J g+ W,:;§+1
9

oo [3]0 5
- 3]

Case 2. k; is not a multiple of g. When Loop E| is entered, s = 5§+ 1, kj = kfﬂ = v and hence v packet transmissions
take place in Loop [ Also, from @7), (@8) we have,

IN

ks, + kst = k34 + kS, — max {v — h,0} —min{v,(h— 1)}, 1<h <g, (51)
kst er R = kS 1yg1 + k), — max{v —h +1,0} —minfu, (h— 1)}, 1 <h <g, (52)
Kagir + kT = RSgp0 + R — v (53)

It is easy to see that
v—1 if v>h
v if v<h-1"
>v—1 (54)

max {v — h,0} + min{v, (h— 1)} = {

and
max {v — h + 1,0} + min{v, (h — 1)} = v. (55)

From (51)-(33), and using Lemma [33] we have,

* _ 542 542
peve = max (k77 + k71T)

1EHN
5+1 5+1
Sirél%);(ki —|—ki+1)—v+1
= 1:§+1_U+1
X k1 k1
SWk— ; g+ ; —’U+1by

k
ZW,:—]ﬁ-i—\‘glJ—f—l.
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Since in this case it takes {%J g+ v = ki transmissions to reach Step 5| and W, transmissions to transmit the remaining
packets, we conclude,

T(k) == ]fl"‘W;g.;.z
k
< B AWE—k + UJ +1
k
= Wp+ {1J +1
g
k1
= Wi+ [W .
Ty

Since g = | N/2], the proposition follows. |
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