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Abstract—In this work, we formulate and study a data dis-
semination problem, which can be viewed as a generalization
of the index coding problem and of the data exchange problem
to networks with an arbitrary topology. We define r-solvable
networks, in which data dissemination can be achieved inr > 0

communications rounds. We show that the optimum number of
transmissions for any one-round communications scheme is given
by the minimum rank of a certain constrained family of matric es.
For general r-solvable networks, we derive an upper bound on
the minimum number of transmissions in any scheme with≥ r

rounds. We experimentally compare the obtained upper bound
to a simple lower bound.

Index Terms—Data dissemination, data exchange, index cod-
ing.

I. I NTRODUCTION

A problem of index coding with side informationconsiders
a communications scenario with one broadcast transmitter and
several receivers. All receivers possess some partial informa-
tion available to the transmitter and request additional informa-
tion. The goal is to design a communications scheme, which
minimizes the total number of transmissions. Index coding
problem was proposed first in [4]: it was suggested therein to
use coding in order to minimize a number of transmissions.
Later, in [3], the minimum number of transmissions in the
index coding problem was shown to be equal to the minimum
rank of a properly defined family of matrices. Generally,
computing the minimum rank of a family of the matrices is
an NP-hard problem, yet in some special cases there exist
efficient algorithms to compute it [3], [8].

Index coding problem was intensively studied in the recent
years, see for example [1], [5], [6], [7], [16], [19]. It was
shown in [9], [10] that index coding problem is equivalent to
a network coding problem [2], [17]. In index coding, however,
the underlying network graph is very simple, it is a directed
star graph, where the transmitter is the root of that graph.

A variation of index coding, termeddata exchange problem,
was studied in [11]. In the data exchange problem, unlike
the index coding problem, every node can serve as both
a transmitter and a receiver. The underlying network graph
is a complete directed graph. Before the communications
take place, each node possesses some partial information.
The goal is to deliver all information to all the nodes in a
minimum number of transmissions. It was shown in [11] that
the minimum number of transmissions in the data exchange
problem can also be described as a rank minimization problem
of a certain constrained family of matrices, thus resembling
some of the results for index coding.

Another related problem is aset reconciliation[12], [20],
[21], [22]. The set reconciliation problem is usually defined
over a network of arbitrary topology, either wired or wireless.
In that problem, similarly to the data exchange problem, the
goal is to deliver all information to all the nodes. However,by
contrast, it is assumed that no node knows what information is
possessed by the other nodes. This makes the set reconciliation
problem more difficult than the data exchange problem.

In this work, we introduce adata dissemination problem,
which further generalizes both the index coding and the
data exchange problems, such that the underlying directed
connectivity graph of the network is an arbitrary graph. This
model, in particular, represents cached networks of arbitrary
topology. The data dissemination problem can also be viewed
as a generalization of the set reconciliation problem. In data
dissemination problem, every node can serve as both a trans-
mitter and a receiver. Moreover, each node possesses some
partial information and requests some additional information.

Example I.1. Consider an example network in Figure 1.
There are five nodesv1, v2, v3, v4 and v5, which in total
possess three bits of informationx1, x2, x3. If v1 transmits
x1 + x2 and v2 transmitsx2 + x3, then the requests of all
nodes will be satisfied with only two transmissions.
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Fig. 1. Example network

Let A be a data dissemination algorithm. Impor-
tant parameters in the analysis are communications cost
COMMUNICATION(A) (the worst case number of symbols
sent between the devices), and ROUNDS(A) (the number of
communications rounds in the algorithm, will be defined more
explicitly in the sequel).

In this work, we present the following results. First, we
formulate and study a data dissemination problem. We de-
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fine r-solvable networks, in which data dissemination can
be achieved inr > 0 communications rounds. We show
that the optimal number of transmissions for any one-round
communications scheme is given by the minimum rank of a
certain constrained family of matrices. For generalr-solvable
networks, by using similar techniques, we derive an upper
bound on the minimum number of transmissions in≥ r

rounds. We experimentally compare the obtained upper bound
to a simple lower bound.

II. N OTATION

Denote [n] , {1, 2, · · · , n} (in particular, [0] denotes the
empty set). We use0 to denote the all-zero vector, when the
length of the vector is clear from the context. Similarly, we
useei to denote the unit vector which has1 in positioni and
zeros everywhere else. We assume hereafter that all vectors
are column vectors.

Let F be a finite fieldFq, whereq is a prime power. Take
A to be a matrix overF. Denote byA[i] the i-th row of
A and by (A)i,j the entry in thei-th row andj-th column
of A. We use the notationrowspace(A) to denote the row
space of the matrixA, and notationA⊗B for the standard
tensor product of the matricesA andB. For the row vector
v = (v1, v2, · · · , vn), we denote bydiag(v) then× n matrix
as follows:

(diag(v))i,j =

{

vi if i = j

0 otherwise
.

Fix an ambient vector spaceV ⊆ Fn. Let W be a subspace
of V . The orthogonal vector space ofW is given by

W⊥ , {v ∈ V | ∀w ∈ W : v ·w = 0} ,

wherev ·w denotes the inner product of the two vectors.
Let U,W ⊆ V be two vector subspaces. Define

U +W = {u+w | u ∈ U andw ∈ W} ⊆ V .

If U ∩W = {0}, then we also writeU⊕W instead ofU+W .
Let G(V , E) be a directed graph with the vertex setV and

the edge setE . For eachℓ ∈ V , introduce the notations

Nin(ℓ) = {v ∈ V : (v, ℓ) ∈ E}

and Nout(ℓ) = {v ∈ V : (ℓ, v) ∈ E} .

Let E be the all-one square matrix. The size ofE will
be apparent from the context. Similarly, letI be the identity
matrix. Finally, denote by1n the all-one column vector of
lengthn.

III. PROBLEM SETUP

First, we define the data dissemination problem. Consider
a wireless network with a topology given by a finite directed
connected graphG(V , E), whereV = [k] is the set of nodes
and E is the set of edges. Letx = (x1, . . . xn) ∈ Fn be
an information vector. Each nodeℓ ∈ V possesses some side
information consisting of the symbolsxj , j ∈ Pℓ ⊆ [n], and is
interested in receiving all of the symbolsxi, i ∈ Tℓ ⊆ [n]\Pℓ.

In the data dissemination problem, the goal is to find a
coded transmission schedule with the minimum number of
transmissions, such that all nodes could recover all their
respective requested symbols. However, unlike in [11], the
network might not have full connectivity.

Throughout this paper we make the following assumptions.

• The graphG is an arbitrary directed graph.
• All transmissions are broadcast, i.e. the messages trans-

mitted by the nodeℓ are always received by all the nodes
in Nout(ℓ).

• The transmissions take place in rounds. If the nodeℓ

receives some symbol during roundη, but it did not have
that symbol before the beginning of roundη, it cannot
retransmit it within the same round.

• The coding is linear, i.e. each nodeℓ ∈ V transmitsnℓ

messages of the forms(i)ℓ · x, i ∈ [nℓ], 0 ≤ nℓ ≤ n, and
all s(i)ℓ ∈ Fn.

• There is a central entity that knowsG and all the setsPi

andTi for all i ∈ V . This entity is running an algorithm
for finding an optimal communications scheme.

In our work, we will be interested in minimizing
COMMUNICATION(A).

Definition III.1. The network based on the graphG(V , E) is
said to ber-solvable, r ∈ N, if for any combination of the sets
Pi and Ti, i ∈ V , r communications rounds are sufficient to
satisfy all the node requests, butr−1 rounds are not sufficient.
If the network is notr-solvable for anyr ∈ N, then we say
that it is not solvable.

Lemma III.1. The network isr-solvable for somer ∈ N if
the maximum of the shortest length of the directed path from
the nodei to the nodeℓ in G, for any two nodesi, ℓ ∈ V , is
exactlyr.

The proof of this lemma appears in the appendix.

We define the transposedk×k integer adjacency matrixD
of the graphG(V , E) as follows:

(D)i,j =

{

1 if (j, i) ∈ E
0 otherwise

.

Corollary III.2. The network isr-solvable if r is the
smallest integer such that all the entries in the matrixDr

are strictly positive.

IV. PROBLEM SETTINGS

Let the graph G(V , E), the information vectorx =
(x1, . . . xn) ∈ Fn, and the setsPℓ andTℓ for ℓ ∈ V be defined
as above. We represent a matrix familyA overF as a matrix
overF∪{⋆}, where ‘⋆’ is a special symbol. The entry, which
can take any value fromF in A is marked as ‘⋆’.

For each nodeℓ ∈ V , we define the familyAℓ of n × n

matrices as follows.

(Aℓ)i,j =

{

⋆ if j ∈ Pℓ

0 otherwise
. (1)
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Define the familyA of (kn)× n block matrices as:

A ,











A1

A2

...
Ak











. (2)

GivenA ∈ A, thej-th n×n sub-matrix ofA will be denoted
as Aj . We will also use the notationANin(ℓ) to denote the
dn× n matrix

ANin(ℓ) =











Ai1

Ai2

...
Aid











,

whereNin(ℓ) = {i1, i2, · · · , id}, andd is an in-degree ofℓ in
G.

For eachℓ ∈ V , we define ann × n information matrix
P ℓ = (P ℓ)i∈[n],j∈[n],

(P ℓ)i,j =

{

1 if i = j and i ∈ Pℓ

0 otherwise
.

Similarly, for eachℓ ∈ V , we define ann×n query matrix
T ℓ = (T ℓ)i∈[n],j∈[n],

(T ℓ)i,j =

{

1 if i = j and i ∈ Tℓ
0 otherwise

.

Theorem IV.1. Consider a wireless network defined by the
graphG(V , E). Let A be annk × n matrix family defined as
above. For all nodesℓ ∈ V , let P ℓ andT ℓ be the correspond-
ing possession and query matrices. Then, the minimal number
of transmissions needed to satisfy the demands of all nodes in
V in one round of communications is

τ = min
A∈A

{

∑

ℓ∈V

rank (Aℓ)

}

, (3)

where for allℓ ∈ V

rowspace

([

ANin(ℓ)

P ℓ

])

⊇ rowspace(T ℓ) . (4)

If the above matrixA ∈ A as above does not exist then there
is no algorithm that satisfies all requests in one round.

The proof of this theorem appears in the appendix.

V. DATA EXCHANGE PROTOCOL EXTENSION TO MANY

ROUNDS

In this section, we consider a more general scenario. Here,
the underlying network graphG(V , E) is an arbitrary directed
graph. For each nodeℓ ∈ V , we require thatPi ∪ Ti = [n].

Our goal is to minimize the number of transmissions. For
r-solvable network, we are aiming at an algorithm which
minimizes COMMUNICATIONS(A), while ROUNDS(A) = r.

Proposition V.1. For a nodeℓ ∈ V , and fori ∈ [n], denote
by dℓ(xi) the length of the shortest path from a set of vertices
havingxi in their possession toℓ. Let dℓ =

∑

i∈Tℓ
dℓ(xi) and

dmax = max
ℓ∈V

dℓ . (5)

Then, the minimum number of transmissions in any algorithm
for data dissemination problem is at leastdmax.

The proof of this proposition appears in the appendix.

Let the matrix familiesAi, for i ∈ V , be as defined in (1),
andA be as defined in (2).

Definition V.1. The maximum rank of the matrix familyA
is defined as

max-rank(A) = max
A∈A

rank(A).

Given the matrix familyAi, we define an operatorΓ(·),
which replaces the symbols ‘⋆’ in the maximal number of
the first rows with linearly independent canonical vectors,and
replaces the symbols ‘⋆’ in the remaining rows with zeros.

Similarly, operatorΓℓ(·), ℓ ∈ V , takes as an input the
possession matrix fromA and returnsΓℓ(A) = Γ(Aℓ).

Example V.1. For a fixedℓ ∈ V , let

Ai =













⋆ 0 ⋆ ⋆ 0
⋆ 0 ⋆ ⋆ 0
⋆ 0 ⋆ ⋆ 0
⋆ 0 ⋆ ⋆ 0
⋆ 0 ⋆ ⋆ 0













.

After replacing the symbols ‘⋆’, we obtain

Γ(Ai) =













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













.

Algebra of matrix families: Denote byF⋆ the alphabet
F ∪ {‘⋆’}. In what follows, we represent families of matrices
overF as matrices overF⋆. In the sequel, we define operations
on the matrices overF⋆, in a way which allows to describe
algebraically the data dissemination in the network. In par-
ticular, we define two operations, the addition ‘+’ and the
multiplication ‘·’ of two elementsa, b ∈ F⋆, in such way that
if a, b ∈ F, then these operations coincide with usual addition
and multiplication in the fieldF.

Addition and multiplication of two elements, where at least
one of the elements is ‘⋆’, are given in the following tables.

Addition table:

+ b ⋆

a a+ b ⋆

⋆ ⋆ ⋆

. (6)

Multiplication table:

· 0 b 6= 0 ⋆

0 0 0 0
a 6= 0 0 a · b ⋆

⋆ 0 ⋆ ⋆

, (7)

wherea andb are any two elements inF.
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The addition and multiplication operations overF
⋆ can be

naturally extended to operations on matrices overF⋆.

Example V.2. Let a 3× 3 matrix B over the fieldF and a
3× 3 matrix familyA overF be given by

B =





1 1 0
1 1 1
0 1 1



 and A =





⋆ 0 0
0 0 ⋆

0 ⋆ 0



 .

By multiplying the matrix familyA from the left by the matrix
B, we obtain:

B · A =





1 1 0
1 1 1
0 1 1



 ·





⋆ 0 0
0 0 ⋆

0 ⋆ 0



 =





⋆ 0 ⋆

⋆ ⋆ ⋆

0 ⋆ ⋆



 .

We also define the multiplication of integer matrices by the
matrix families overF.

Remark V.1. In what follows, we use a binary operation of
matrix multiplication, where one of the arguments is an integer
matrix and the second argument is a family of matrices over
F, and the result is a family of matrices overF. In order to
be able to do so, by slightly abusing the notation, we use the
product of an integer matrix with a matrix overF∗, according
to the rules defined in (6) and (7). The result of this operation
is a matrix overF∗, which can be interpreted as a family of
matrices overF.

Example V.3. Let a 3× 3 integer matrixB be

B =





1 2 0
4 5 6
0 7 8



 ,

andA be a3× 3 matrix family overF as in Example V.2.
Multiplying B by A yields

B · A =





1 2 0
4 5 6
0 7 8



 ·





⋆ 0 0
0 0 ⋆

0 ⋆ 0



 =





⋆ 0 ⋆

⋆ ⋆ ⋆

0 ⋆ ⋆



 .

A. Adjacency matrix in set reconciliation

Lemma V.2. Let A be the possession matrix as defined in
Equation (2). LetD be the adjacency matrix of the graphG.
LetE be ann×n identity matrix. After performing one round
of the protocol, the new possession matrixA+ is related toA
as

A+ = (D ⊗E) · A.

Proof: From the definition ofA in Equation (2), the
matrix familiesAi, i ∈ V , haven identical rows. Then, we
can writeAi = A

[1]
i ⊗ 1n, whereA[1]

i is a row vector overF⋆

of lengthn which consists of a single row ofAi. From the
definition of the tensor product, we haveA = Â⊗ 1n, where

Â =













A
[1]
1

A
[1]
2
...

A
[1]
k













.

The right hand side of the claim can be re-written as

(D ⊗E) · A = (D ⊗E) · (Â⊗ 1n)

(∗)
= (D · Â)⊗ (E · 1n)

= (D · Â)⊗ (n1n)

(∗∗)
= (D · Â)⊗ 1n .

Here, the transition(∗) is due to the properties of the tensor
product, and the transition(∗∗) is due to Remark V.1.

Next, assume that

Â =
(

âℓ,j

)

ℓ∈[k]
j∈[n]

, D =
(

dℓ,j

)

ℓ∈[k]
j∈[k]

andD · Â =
(

θℓ,j

)

ℓ∈[k]
j∈[n]

.

By using tables in (6) and (7), for alli ∈ [k], j ∈ [n], we
have

θℓ,j =
∑

i∈[k]

dℓ,i · âi,j . (8)

Assume that there is an edge(i, ℓ) ∈ E for somei ∈ [k],
and that the nodei hasxj . Then,dℓ,i 6= 0 and âi,j = ‘⋆’. In
that case, we obtainθℓ,j = ‘⋆’. This correctly represents the
situation that the nodei deliversxj to the nodeℓ.

We conclude that the matrix(D·Â)⊗1n correctly represents
the possession matrix of the graphG after one round of the
protocol execution.

Lemma V.2 can be naturally extended to protocols with
several communications rounds. In the sequel, we denote by
A(i), i ∈ N, the possession matrix after thei-th round of the
protocol. For the sake of convenience, we also use the notation
A(0) = A.

Corollary V.3. The possession matrix after thei-th round
of the protocol execution is given by

A
(i) = (Di ⊗E) · A(0).

B. Data dissemination using rank optimization

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem V.4. Let G be an underlying directed graph of
an r0-solvable network defined by the adjacency matrixDT .
Let A be the corresponding possession matrix of the network.
Then there exists an iterated data exchange protocol withr

rounds, for anyr ≥ r0, and τ transmissions, where

τ =

r
∑

i=1



 min
A(i)∈(Di−1⊗E)·A







k
∑

j=1

rank
(

A
(i)
j

)









 (9)

for matricesA(i) which are subject to

∀j ∈ [k] : rank

([
(

diag
(

D[j]
)

⊗ I
)

·A(i)

Γj((D
i−1 ⊗E) · A)

])

= max-rank
(

(diag(ej)⊗ I) ·
(

Di ⊗E
)

· A
)

, (10)

where the matricesI andE are bothn× n.
The proof of this theorem appears in the appendix.
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Range [1, 1.2) [1.2, 1.4) [1.4, 1.6) [1.6, 1.8) [1.8, 2.0) [2.0,∞)
Occurrence, % 54 22 6 4 0 14

Fig. 2. The efficiency of the algorithm for graphs of diameter2

Range [1, 1.2) [1.2, 1.4) [1.4, 1.6) [1.6, 1.8) [1.8, 2.0) [2.0,∞)
Occurrence, % 30 18 24 0 6 22

Fig. 3. The efficiency of the algorithm for graphs of diameter3

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we describe experimental study of the tight-
ness of the bound in Theorem V.4. The instance of the problem
consists of two main ingredients: the adjacency matrix of the
graph and the possession matrix of the network. We generate
the adjacency matrix of the graph randomly, while fixing the
number of vertices in the graph and the diameter. We also
generate randomly the possession matrix of the network.

In general, enumeration of all the matrices in a matrix
family has exponential complexity. In order to facilitate this
process, we use a randomized algorithm. It picks random
matrices from a given matrix family, and then checks if that
matrix satisfies the conditions of the theorem. We use two
different types of networks: in the first case the diameter of
the graphG was two, and in the second case it was three.
In both cases, the number of nodes was4 and the number of
information bits was4.

For each randomly chosen network, we compute the number
of transmissions guaranteed by Theorem V.4 and the lower
bound on the number of transmissions in Proposition V.1.
We compute the ratio of these two quantities. The tables in
Figures 2 and 3 present the distribution of this ratio. In order
to compute the maximum rank of a matrix family, we use the
algorithm in [13] (see also [15]).
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VIII. A PPENDIX

Proof: (Lemma III.1)

1) Consider an algorithm, where in each round, each node
broadcasts all the symbolsxj that it has in its possession
(including the messages that it received in the previous
rounds). Pick someℓ ∈ V . Let (v0, v1, v2, · · · , vt = ℓ)
be a shortest path fromv0 to ℓ of length t ≤ r. Then,
after i rounds the nodevi obtains all the symbolsxj

that v0 has in its possession. Therefore, afterr rounds,
ℓ has all the messages possessed by all the nodes inV .

2) Next, we show thatr − 1 rounds are not sufficient.
Let v0 and ℓ be two vertices, such that the shortest
path between them is of lengthr. Denote this path
(v0, v1, v2, · · · , vr = ℓ). Then, the shortest path between
v0 and vi is i for all i ∈ [r]. Assume thatPv0 = [n]
and for anyi ∈ V\{v0}, Pi = ∅. Assume thatn ≥ 1
andTℓ = {1}. Then, clearly, after one iterationv2 can
not knowx1 (because the shortest path fromv0 to v2 is
of length two, and the same symbol is not retransmitted
within the same round.) More generally, for the same
reason, for anyi ∈ [r − 1], after i iterationsvi+1 can
not knowx1.

Before we prove Theorem IV.1, we formulate and prove the
following two lemmas.

Lemma VIII.1. ([3]) Let V be an ambient space andW ⊆
V be a linear subspace. If there is a vectorx ∈ V such that
x 6∈ W , then there existsy ∈ W⊥ such thatx · y 6= 0.

Proof: Let x ∈ V be such thatx 6∈ W . By contrary,
assume that for ally ∈ W⊥ we havex · y = 0. Then,x ∈
(W⊥)⊥ = W . This is in contradiction to the conditions of the
lemma.

Lemma VIII.2. Let V be an ambient space andW ⊆ V

be its linear subspace. Ifx ∈ W⊥, then for every subspace
W ′ ⊆ W and for every vectory ∈ W ′ it holdsx · y = 0.

Proof: Let x ∈ W⊥. Pick anyy ∈ W ′. Theny ∈ W .
We obtain thatx · y = 0.

Proof: (Theorem IV.1)

The statement of the theorem is proven in two steps.

1) We construct an exact coding scheme, which usesτ

symbol transmissions overF. We show that under this
scheme, for allℓ ∈ V , the nodeℓ can recover the bitxη

for all η ∈ Tℓ.
Let A ∈ A be the matrix, which minimizes the value of
τ in (3). Assume that Equation (4) holds, and take some
η ∈ Tℓ, ℓ ∈ V . Then,

eTη =
∑

i∈Nin(ℓ), j∈[n]

αi,jA
[j]
i +

∑

j∈[n]

βjP
[j]
ℓ ,

where allαi,j andβj are inF. Then,

xη = eTη x

=
∑

i∈Nin(ℓ), j∈[n]

αi,j(A
[j]
i · x) +

∑

j∈[n]

βj(P
[j]
ℓ · x) .

Each (sending) nodei ∈ V will use some basisBi of the
rowspace ofAi, and will transmit the messages(b·x) ∈
F for all b ∈ Bi. It is straightforward to verify that in
such way each node transmits combinations of bits that it
has in its possession. The total number of messages that
the nodei transmits isrank(Ai) and the total number
of messages transmitted in the scheme is

∑

i∈V

rank(Ai) .

Each (receiving) nodeℓ ∈ V will be able to compute
the values(A[j]

i · x) for all i ∈ Nin(ℓ), j ∈ [n], from
the messages(b ·x). It will also be able to compute the
valuesP [j]

ℓ ·x for all j ∈ [n]. Therefore, the nodeℓ will
be able to computexη, as required.

2) We show that if there exists another linear code which
satisfies the requests of all the nodes inG, then it
is possible to construct a corresponding matrixA as
in Equation (4), which satisfies the conditions of the
theorem.
Consider the transmission scheme with the optimal num-
ber of transmissionsτopt. Assume that for eachℓ ∈ V ,
the nodeℓ transmitsnℓ messages of the forms(i)ℓ · x,
i ∈ [nℓ], 0 ≤ nℓ ≤ n. Here

∑

ℓ∈V nℓ = τopt is the total
number of transmissions.
Next, we show that for allℓ ∈ V and for allη ∈ [n], if
η ∈ Tℓ then the vectoreη ∈ Fn belongs toWℓ ⊆ Fn,
whereWℓ is the linear span of the vector set









⋃

j∈Nin(ℓ)

i∈[nj ]

{

s
(i)
j

}









∪





⋃

j∈Pℓ

{ej}



 .

Fix someℓ ∈ V . By contrary, assume thateη 6∈ Wℓ.
Then, by Lemma VIII.1 there existsx ∈ W⊥

ℓ such that
eη · x 6= 0.
From the definition ofWℓ and Lemma VIII.2, we have
that x · s

(i)
j = 0 for all j ∈ Nin(ℓ), i ∈ [nj ], and

x · ej = 0 for all j ∈ Pℓ. This means that:

(i) the transmitted messagesx · s
(i)
j are 0 for every

transmitterj ∈ Nin(ℓ), i ∈ [nj ];
(ii) the side information symbolsxi, i ∈ Pℓ, available

to the nodeℓ are all0.

Thus, the nodeℓ cannot distinguish between the infor-
mation vectorx and the zero vector0. However,xη 6= 0.
Therefore, our assumption thateη 6∈ W is false. We
conclude thateη ∈ Wℓ.
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Next, we construct then×n matricesAℓ for all ℓ ∈ V .
For that sake, we take

A
(i)
ℓ =

{

s
(i)
ℓ if i ∈ [nℓ]

0 otherwise

We obtain that for eachℓ ∈ V , rank(Aℓ) ≤ nℓ, and
therefore

∑

ℓ∈V

rank (Aℓ) ≤ τopt .

By construction, the resultingA belongs to the family
A, and therefore the corresponding code satisfies equa-
tion (4). We conclude thatτ in expression (3) is indeed
the minimum number of transmissions.

Proof: (Proposition V.1)
The proof of this proposition is straightforward: letℓ ∈ V

be the node that maximizes the expression (5). Then, at least
dℓ transmissions are needed in order to satisfy all the requests
of ℓ.

Proof: (Corollary V.3)
We have:

A
(i) = (D ⊗E)i · A(0)

= (Di ⊗Ei) · A(0)

= (Di ⊗ ni−1E) · A(0)

= ni−1(Di ⊗E) · A(0)

(§)
= (Di ⊗E) · A(0)

Here, the transition(§) holds due to Remark V.1. Thus, any
non-zero integer entry in(Di ⊗E) is mapped to the element
1 ∈ F, and, therefore, the factorni−1 can be omitted.

Before we turn to proving Theorem V.4, we formulate and
prove the following lemma.

Lemma VIII.3. Let G be a directed graph defined by the
adjacency matrixDT . Let the possession matrix family of
the graphG be A as defined in Equation (2). There exists
a transmission matrixA ∈ A such that

rank

([ (

diag
(

D[j]
)

⊗ I
)

·A

Γj(A)

])

= max-rank ((diag(ej)⊗ I) · (D ⊗E) · A) (11)

for all j ∈ [k].

Proof: We analyze the left and the right-hand side of
equation (10) separately.

1) The right-hand side of equation (10) can be written as

(diag(ej)⊗ I) · (D ⊗E) · A

= (diag(ej)⊗ I) · (D ⊗E) · (Â⊗ 1n)

= (diag(ej) ·D · Â)⊗ (I ·E · 1n)

= (diag(ej) ·D · Â)⊗ (n1n)
(¶)
= (diag(ej) ·D · Â)⊗ 1n .

The equality(¶) holds becausen > 0 and all non-zero
integers are mapped to field element1, thus we can omit
the factorn.
By employing the notation in (V-A), the equation (8)
holds. Then, thej-th row of the matrixdiag(ej) ·D · Â
is (θj,η)η∈[n]. We have:

diag(ej) ·D · Â =
























0 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

0 . . . 0
∑

i∈[k] dj,i · âi,1 . . .
∑

i∈[k] dj,i · âi,n
0 . . . 0
...

. . .
...

0 . . . 0

























. (12)

Next, it is straightforward to verify that themax-rank of
the matrix family(diag(ej) ·D · Â)⊗1n is the number
of the symbols ‘⋆’ in the non-zero row of the matrix in
Equation (12).

2) Consider the upper-block part of the matrix in the left-
hand side of (10). Denote

A = (ãi,j)i∈[kn]

j∈[n]
.

In the sequel, we show that the values of the elements
ãi,j in A can be chosen such that the equation (10)
holds.
The matrixdiag(D[j])⊗I is the diagonal block matrix,
namely,

diag(D[j])⊗ I =











Dj,1 0n · · · 0n

0n Dj,2 · · · 0n

...
...

. . .
...

0n 0n · · · Dj,k











,

where for all i ∈ [k], Dj,i is a diagonaln × n matrix
as follows:

Dj,i =











dj,i 0 · · · 0
0 dj,i · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...
0 0 · · · dj,i











,

and0n is ann× n all-zero matrix.

7



Then, (diag(D[j])⊗ I) ·A =










































dj,1 · ã1,1 · · · dj,1 · ã1,n
...

. . .
...

dj,1 · ãn,1 · · · dj,1 · ãn,n

...
. . .

...

dj,k · ã(k−1)n+1,1 · · · dj,k · ã(k−1)n+1,n

...
. . .

...
dj,k · ãkn,1 · · · dj,k · ãkn,n











































.

(13)
The element in thej-th row and ℓ-th column in the
matrix in Equation (12) is ‘⋆’ if there exists i such
that dj,i 6= 0 and âi,ℓ = ‘⋆’. In that case, we can
pick s ∈ [n] and setã(i−1)n+s,ℓ to 1. We obtain that
dj,i · ã(i−1)n+s,ℓ 6= 0.
Sinces ∈ [n], different s can be chosen for everyℓ ∈
[n]. After settingã(i−1)n+s,ℓ to 1 in every columnℓ ∈
[n], we set the values of all other elements inA to 0.
Because the ones in the matrix in Equation (13) are all in
the distinct rows and in the distinct columns, the rank of
the matrix(diag(D[j])⊗I) ·A equals to themax-rank
of the family (diag(ej) ·D · Â)⊗ 1n.
If âj,ℓ = ‘⋆’, then a(j−1)n+s,ℓ = ‘⋆’, for s ∈ [n], and
only these elements are set to1 in A. Therefore,A ∈ A.
From the construction ofA ∈ A, we have that
(

diag
(

D[j]
)

⊗ I
)

· A has a single one in some row,

for every column where there is ‘⋆’ in (diag(ej)⊗ I) ·
(D ⊗E) · A. The transposed adjacency matrixD has
ones in the main diagonal. Therefore, if there exists a
column with ‘⋆’ in (diag(ej) ·D · Â) ⊗ 1n, then there
also exists ‘⋆’ in the same column ofA.
Thus, if there is a single one in a row in any column of
(

diag
(

D[j]
)

⊗ I
)

·A, then there is a single one in a

row in the corresponding column ofΓj(A). As

rank
((

diag
(

D[j]
)

⊗ I
)

·A
)

= max-rank ((diag(ej)⊗ I) · (D ⊗E) · A) ,

then

rowspace (Γj(A))

⊆ rowspace
((

diag
(

D[j]
)

⊗ I
)

·A
)

,

and condition (11) holds.

The proof of the last lemma showed that the transmission
matrixA exists. However, it may not be optimal. We next turn
to proving Theorem V.4.

Proof: (Theorem V.4)

From Lemma VIII.3, there exist matricesA(i) satisfy-
ing (10). Take any such matrices, and write them as

A(i) =
(

a(i)ρ,η

)

ρ ∈ [kn]
η ∈ [n]

.

For all s ∈ [k], let the vectors

t(i)s,r =
(

t
(i)
s,r,1, t

(i)
s,r,2, . . . , t

(i)
s,r,n

)

be ther-th row of A(i)
s . These vectors can be viewed as the

linear coefficients multiplying the symbols transmitted bythe
nodes during thei-th round of the protocol. In thei-th round
of the protocol, the messages transmitted by the nodes are
given by the non-zero vectors in

Υ
(i)
s =







∑

m∈[n]

t(i)s,r,m · xm







r∈[n]

=

{

t(i)s,r · x

}

r∈[n]

, (14)

wherex = (x1, x2, · · · , xn)
T .

The number of transmissions of the nodes during thei-
th round of the protocol is the rank ofA(i)

s . When summing
for all s ∈ [k], we obtain the number of transmissionsτ as
stated in the right-hand side of Theorem V.4 with respect to
this A(i).

Observe that the nodeℓ receives all the messages from the
node s if dℓ,s 6= 0. Therefore, the nodeℓ receives all the
messages of the form

dℓ,s ·
∑

m∈[n]

(

t(i)s,r,m · xm

)

,

for all s ∈ [k], r ∈ [n].
Sincet(i)s,r,m = a

(i)
(s−1)n+r,m

, the messages received by the
nodet are the entries of the vector given by:














































d1,1 · a
(i)
1,1 · · · d1,1 · a

(i)
1,n

... . . .
...

d1,1 · a
(i)
n,1 · · · d1,1 · a

(i)
n,n

...
. . .

...

dk,1 · a
(i)
(k−1)n+1,1 · · · dk,1 · a

(i)
(k−1)n+1,n

...
. . .

...

dk,1 · a
(i)
kn,1 · · · dk,1 · a

(i)
kn,n















































·











x1

x2

...
xn











.

(15)

From Lemma V.2, the matrix family(Di ⊗ E) · A is the
possession matrix of the network after the roundi. Thus, the
matrix family (diag(ej)⊗ I) · (Di ⊗E) ·A is the possession
matrix of the nodej after the roundi. Themax-rank of this
matrix family is the number of symbols the nodej has after
the completion of thei-th round of the protocol.
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To this end, the matricesA(i) as above satisfy the condi-
tion (10), and the number of transmission in the protocol based
on it is given by the right-hand side of the equality (9). There-
fore, in order to minimize the number of transmissions in the
protocol, one has to choose the matricesA(i) that satisfy (10)
and minimize the right-hand side of the equality (9).

9


	I Introduction
	II Notation
	III Problem setup
	IV Problem settings
	V Data exchange protocol extension to many rounds
	V-A Adjacency matrix in set reconciliation
	V-B Data dissemination using rank optimization

	VI Experimental results
	VII Acknowledgements
	References
	VIII Appendix

