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Abstract—In this work, we formulate and study a data dis- Another related problem is set reconciliation[12], [20],
semination problem, which can be viewed as a generalization [21], [22]. The set reconciliation problem is usually define
of the index coding problem and of the data exchange problem over a network of arbitrary topology, either wired or wirgde

to networks with an arbitrary topology. We define r-solvable S
networks, in which data dissemination can be achieved im > 0 In that problem, similarly to the data exchange problem, the

communications rounds. We show that the optimum number of goal is to deliver all information to all the nodes. Howevsy,
transmissions for any one-round communications scheme isvgn  contrast, it is assumed that no node knows what informagion i

by the minimum rank of a certain constrained family of matrices. possessed by the other nodes. This makes the set recooiliat
For general r-solvable networks, we derive an upper bound on problem more difficult than the data exchange problem.

the minimum number of transmissions in any scheme with> r In this work. we introduce alata dissemination problem
rounds. We experimentally compare the obtained upper bound IS WOrK, We | u ! ination p &

to a simple lower bound. which further generalizes both the index coding and the

Index Terms—Data dissemination, data exchange, index cod- data exchange problems, such that the underlying directed
ing. connectivity graph of the network is an arbitrary graph.sThi
model, in particular, represents cached networks of antyitr

I. INTRODUCTION topology. The data dissemination problem can also be viewed

as a generalization of the set reconciliation problem. ltada

A problem ofindex coding with side informatioconsiders dissemination problem, every node can serve as both a trans-
a communications scenario with one broadcast transmitieér anitter and a receiver. Moreover, each node possesses some
several receivers. All receivers possess some partialnt@o partial information and requests some additional infoiamat
tion available to the transmitter and request additiorfalrima-
tion. The goal is to design a communications scheme, whi . S
minimizes the total number of transmissions. Index coding'€'® @€ five nodes,, vs, vs, vy and vs, which in total
problem was proposed first ihl[4]: it was suggested therein KGSS€SS three bits of informatian, x», 3. If v, transmits
use coding in order to minimize a number of transmissiors! + ¥2 and vz transmitsz; + x;, then the requests of all
Later, in [3], the minimum number of transmissions in thgodes will be satisfied with only two transmissions.
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 exid
efficient algorithms to compute it[[3].]8].

Index coding problem was intensively studied in the recent
years, see for examplé&l[1]][5]][6][7]_[L6]._19]. It was
shown in [9], [10] that index coding problem is equivalent to
a network coding problem 2], T17]. In index coding, however

?Example I.1. Consider an example network in Figuré 1.

U1 V2
hasz1, z2 haszs, 23

Psmits:cl + x2 transmitsze + x3

the underlying network graph is very simple, it is a directed vs Vs vs
star graph, where the transmitter is the root of that graph. hasz, hasz, haszy, s
requestses, x3 requestsey, x3 requestses

A variation of index coding, termediata exchange problem
was studied in[[11]. In the data exchange problem, unlike
the index coding problem, every node can serve as both Fig- 1. Example network
a transmitter and a receiver. The underlying network graph
is a complete directed graph. Before the communicationsLet 2 be a data dissemination algorithm. Impor-
take place, each node possesses some partial informatiant parameters in the analysis are communications cost
The goal is to deliver all information to all the nodes in &OMMUNICATION (2() (the worst case number of symbols
minimum number of transmissions. It was shownl(in/[11] thaent between the devices), and®DS(2) (the number of
the minimum number of transmissions in the data exchangemmunications rounds in the algorithm, will be defined more
problem can also be described as a rank minimization problexplicitly in the sequel).
of a certain constrained family of matrices, thus resengplin In this work, we present the following results. First, we
some of the results for index coding. formulate and study a data dissemination problem. We de-
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fine r-solvable networks, in which data dissemination can In the data dissemination problem, the goal is to find a
be achieved inr > 0 communications rounds. We showcoded transmission schedule with the minimum number of
that the optimal number of transmissions for any one-roumihnsmissions, such that all nodes could recover all their
communications scheme is given by the minimum rank ofraspective requested symbols. However, unlike[in [11], the
certain constrained family of matrices. For generablvable network might not have full connectivity.

networks, by using similar techniques, we derive an upperThroughout this paper we make the following assumptions.
bound on the minimum number of transmissions n r .
rounds. We experimentally compare the obtained upper bound
to a simple lower bound.

The graphG is an arbitrary directed graph.

All transmissions are broadcast, i.e. the messages trans-

mitted by the nodé are always received by all the nodes

in Nout (Z)

o The transmissions take place in rounds. If the ndde
receives some symbol during roundbut it did not have
that symbol before the beginning of roumd it cannot
retransmit it within the same round.

o The coding is linear, i.e. each nodec V transmitsn,

II. NOTATION

Denote[n] £ {1,2,---,n} (in particular,[0] denotes the
empty set). We us@ to denote the all-zero vector, when the
length of the vector is clear from the context. Similarly, we
usee; to denote the unit vector which hasn position: and
zeros everywhere else. We assume hereafter that all vectors

are column vectors.

Let I be a finite fieldl',, whereq is a prime power. Take
A to be a matrix overF. Denote byAm the i-th row of
A and by (A);; the entry in thei-th row andj-th column
of A. We use the notatiomowspace(A) to denote the row
space of the matrix4, and notationA ® B for the standard
tensor product of the matrice4 and B. For the row vector
v = (v1,v9, - ,v,), We denote byliag(v) the n x n matrix
as follows:

(@ig(w),, = {

Fix an ambient vector spadé C ™. Let W be a subspace
of V. The orthogonal vector space ©f is given by

V; if ¢ :j
0 otherwise °

WHa{weV |VweW :v-w=0},

wherewv - w denotes the inner product of the two vectors.
Let U,W C V be two vector subspaces. Define

U+W={u+w|uecUandwe W} V.

If UNW = {0}, then we also writd/ &1V instead ofU + V.
Let G(V,E) be a directed graph with the vertex Sétand
the edge sef. For each? € V, introduce the notations

Nin(l) ={veV : (v,f) et}
and Ny (0) ={veV : (Lv)e&}.

Let E be the all-one square matrix. The size Bf will
be apparent from the context. Similarly, |Etbe the identity
matrix. Finally, denote byl,, the all-one column vector of
lengthn.

IIl. PROBLEM SETUP

First, we define the data dissemination problem. Considar
a wireless network with a topology given by a finite directe

connected graplg(V, £), whereV = [k] is the set of nodes
and £ is the set of edges. Let = (z1,...7,) € F™ be
an information vector. Each nodec V possesses some sid
information consisting of the symbals, j € P, C [n], and is
interested in receiving all of the symbats, i € 7, C [n]\P,.

messages of the form,(z’) ~x, 1 € [ng], 0 <ny <n, and
all s\ e Fn.

o There is a central entity that knowsand all the set®;
and7; 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 ().

Definition Ill.1. The network based on the gragiy, &) is
said to ber-solvable r € N, if for any combination of the sets
P; and7T;, i € V, r communications rounds are sufficient to
satisfy all the node requests, but 1 rounds are not sufficient.
If the network is not--solvable for anyr € N, then we say
that it is not solvable

Lemma IIl.1. The network ig-solvable for some € N if
the maximum of the shortest length of the directed path from
the nodei to the nodel in G, for any two nodes,? € V, is
exactlyr.

The proof of this lemma appears in the appendix.

We define the transposédx k integer adjacency matrilo
of the graphg(V, £) as follows:

1
0

if (j,i)e&
otherwise

(D)i,; = {

Corollary 111.2. The network isr-solvable if r is the
smallest integer such that all the entries in the matfixX
are strictly positive.

IV. PROBLEM SETTINGS

Let the graphG(V, &), the information vectorx
(21,...2,) € F* and the set®, and 7, for ¢ € V be defined
s above. We represent a matrix familyover I as a matrix

verF U {x}, where %' is a special symbol. The entry, which
can take any value frofi in A is marked asx’.
For each node € V, we define the familydA, of n x n

ematrices as follows.

* if jePy
0 otherwise °

(Ag),; ; = { (1)



Define the familyA of (kn) x n block matrices as: Then, the minimum number of transmissions in any algorithm

A for data dissemination problem is at least, ..
e Ay @ The proof of this proposition appears in the appendix.
a : Let the matrix familiesh;, for i € V, be as defined if{1),
Ay and A be as defined if{2).

Given A € A, the j-th n x n sub-matrix ofA will be denoted  Definition V.1. The maximum rank of the matrix family
as A;. We will also use the notatiom », (,) to denote the s defined as
dn x n matrix

A max-rank(A) = maxrank(A).
A—i2 AcA
A./\/in(f) - : B
: Given the matrix familyA;, we define an operatdr(-),
Aiy which replaces the symbols’*in the maximal number of
whereN;, (¢) = {i1,i2,- -+ ,iq}, andd is an in-degree of in  the first rows with linearly independent canonical vectars]

g. replaces the symbols™in the remaining rows with zeros.
For each?/ € V, we define ann x n information matrix ~ Similarly, operatorT'y(-), ¢ € V, takes as an input the
Py = (Py)igln).jem]» possession matrix from and returng',(A) = T'(A,).
|1 ifi=jandie P, Example V.1. For a fixed/ € V, let
(Pe)ij = . )
0 otherwise
* 0 % 0
Similarly, for each? € V, we define am x n query matrix « 0 %« %« 0
Ty = (To)icn),jen)» Aj=|% 0 % % 0
Ty, | 1 fi=jandieT, 0w 0
(Te)ii =91 0 otherwise * 0% % 0

Theorem IV.1. Consider a wireless network defined by the After replacing the symbols*, we obtain
graphG(V, ). Let A be annk x n matrix family defined as 100 0 0
above. For all nodesg € V, let P, and T, be the correspond- 00100
ing possession and query matrices. Then, the minimal number I'(A)=1[0 0 0 1 0
of transmissions needed to satisfy the demands of all nodes i 0000 0
Y in one round of communications is 0000 O
= min Zrank(Ag) : 3) Algebra of matrix families: Denote byF* _t_he alphab_et
Ach | 7= FuU {**'}. In what follows, we represent families of matrices

overF as matrices over*. In the sequel, we define operations
on the matrices oveF*, in a way which allows to describe

rowspace Angfz) > rowspace(T) . @) a_llgebralcally the data dlssemmanon in the. .net’vt/ork. In- par
P, ticular, we define two operations, the additios’ ‘and the

If the above matrixA € A as above does not exist then thergnultiplication ** of two elementsa, b € F*, in such way that
is no algorithm that satisfies all requests in one round. if a,b € F, then these operations coincide with usual addition
and multiplication in the field.
Addition and multiplication of two elements, where at least
V. DATA EXCHANGE PROTOCOL EXTENSION TO MANY one of the elements is", are given in the following tables.
ROUNDS Addition table:

In this section, we consider a more general scenario. Here, I“

the underlying network grap@i(V, £) is an arbitrary directed

where for all/ € V

The proof of this theorem appears in the appendix.

graph. For each nodée V, we require thatP; U 7; = [n]. @ ffathbix ©
Our goal is to minimize the number of transmissions. For al * =
r-solvable network, we are aiming at an algorithm which Multiplication table:
minimizes GMMUNICATIONS(2l), while ROUNDS(2() = r. | T0T5Z0]+]
Proposition V.1. For a nodel € V, and fori < [n], denote 0 ol 0 1o
by d.(z;) the length of the shortest path from a set of vertices aZ0][0] ab [*]’ ()
havingz; in their possession té. Letd, = Zz‘en de(z;) and " 0 " "

dimax = maxdy . () wherea andb are any two elements i.



The addition and multiplication operations ovér can be  The right hand side of the claim can be re-written as
naturally extended to operations on matrices dver (D2 E)-A= (D3 E)- (A ©1,)

Example V.2. Let a3 x 3 matrix B over the fieldF and a ®(p.A B
3 x 3 matrix family A overF be given by = ( o )@ (E-1n)
110 « 0 0 = (D-A)@ (nln)
B=|11 1 and A=[0 0 * @D Ae1,.
0 1 1 0 0 . _ .
ok ) ) . Here, the transitioitx) is due to the properties of the tensor
By mult|ply|_ng the matrix familyA from the left by the matrix product, and the transitiofx) is due to Remark V1.
B, we obtain: Next, assume that
1 10 * 0 0 * 0 x A=(ap; . D= (d,; andD-A = (6, ; )
PR I A B M (30:) gy 2= (i) (005) e
0 11 0 x 0 0 % = By using tables in[{6) and7), for alle [k],j € [n], we
have
We also define the multiplication of integer matrices by the 00 = Z deyi - Qi ;- (8)
matrix families overF. ic[k]

Remark V.1. In what follows, we use a binary operation of Assume that there is an edge ¢) € £ for somei € [k],
matrix multiplication, where one of the arguments is angete and that the nodeé hasz;. Then,d,; # 0 anda; ; = ‘x". In
matrix and the second argument is a family of matrices ov#rat case, we obtaifl, ; = ‘x". This correctly represents the
IF, and the result is a family of matrices over In order to situation that the node deliversz; to the node/.
be able to do so, by slightly abusing the notation, we use theWe conclude that the matriD-A)®1,, correctly represents
product of an integer matrix with a matrix ovér*, according the possession matrix of the graghafter one round of the
to the rules defined i.16) anfl(7). The result of this operatigorotocol execution. [ ]
is a matrix overF*, which can be interpreted as a family of LemmalV2

. can be naturally extended to protocols with
matrices overfF.

several communications rounds. In the sequel, we denote by

Example V.3. Let a3 x 3 integer matrixB be A® 4 € N, the possession matrix after ti¢h round of the
protocol. For the sake of convenience, we also use the ootati
1 20 WO — A
B=14 5 6| |, '
0 7 8 Corollary V.3. The possession matrix after thie¢h round

and A be a3 x 3 matrix family overF as in Exampl& V2. of the protocol execution is given by

Multiplying B by A vyields AY = (D'o E)- A,
1 2 0 * 0 0

B-A=|4 5 6|-(0 0 «

0 7 8 0 « O

A. Adjacency matrix in set reconciliation

Lemma V.2. Let A be the possession matrix as defined in Theorem V.4. Let G be an underlying directed graph of
Equation [2). LetD be the adjacency matrix of the gragh an ro-Solvable network defined by the adjacency malix.
Let E be ann x n identity matrix. After performing one round L€t A be the corresponding possession matrix of the network.
of the protocol, the new possession mattix is related toA Then there exists an iterated data exchange protocol with

* 0
= |%x *
0 %

* ot %

B. Data dissemination using rank optimization
The following theorem is the main result of this section.

as rounds, for anyr > r, and 7 transmissions, where
A, =(D®E)-A. . K o
Proof: From the definition ofA in Equation [2), the 7 = ; A(i)e(glii—n@E)A j;rank (Aj ) ©)

matrix familiesA;, i« € V, haven identical rows. Then, we

can writeA,; = AE” ® 1, WhereAEH is a row vector ovel™*  for matrices A" which are subject to

of lengthn which consists of a single row of;. From the

definition of the tensor product, we have= A®1,, where . (l (diag (DU]) ® I) CA®
Vj € [k] : rank

)

Al I;(D7T®E)-A)
i All = max-rank ((diag(e;) ® I) - (D' @ E) - A) , (10)
B : ' where the matriced and E are bothn x n.
Al The proof of this theorem appears in the appendix.



Range [1, 1.2) [1.2, 1.4) [1.4, 1.6) [1.6, 1.8) [1.8, 2.0) [2.0, oo)

Occurrence, %9 54 22 6 4 0 14
Fig. 2. The efficiency of the algorithm for graphs of diame2er

Range [1, 1.2) [1.2, 1.4) [1.4, 1.6) [1.6, 1.8) [1.8, 2.0) [2.0, oo)

Occurrence, %9 30 18 24 0 6 22

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

VI. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

(4]

In this section, we describe experimental study of the tight
ness of the bound in Theorém V.4. The instance of the problefl
consists of two main ingredients: the adjacency matrix ef th
graph and the possession matrix of the network. We genergsg
the adjacency matrix of the graph randomly, while fixing the
number of vertices in the graph and the diameter. We al
generate randomly the possession matrix of the network.

In general, enumeration of all the matrices in a matri>18]
family has exponential complexity. In order to facilitatest
process, we use a randomized algorithm. It picks random
matrices from a given matrix family, and then checks if tha®]
matrix satisfies the conditions of the theorem. We use two
different types of networks: in the first case the diameter @ifo]
the graphG was two, and in the second case it was three.
In both cases, the number of nodes waand the number of (;y;
information bits wast.

For each randomly chosen network, we compute the num\Elle
of transmissions guaranteed by Theorem] V.4 and the lo e|J
bound on the number of transmissions in Proposifiod V.1.
We compute the ratio of these two quantities. The tables {!
Figured2 and3 present the distribution of this ratio. Ineordpy4
to compute the maximum rank of a matrix family, we use the
algorithm in [13] (see alsd [15]). [15]
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VIII. A PPENDIX

Proof: (Lemmd1IL1)

1) Consider an algorithm, where in each round, each node
broadcasts all the symbals that it has in its possession
(including the messages that it received in the previous
rounds). Pick somé € V. Let (vy,v1,v2,- -+ , v = ¥)
be a shortest path fromy to ¢ of lengtht < ». Then,
after s rounds the node; obtains all the symbols;;
that vy has in its possession. Therefore, afterounds,
¢ has all the messages possessed by all the nodgs in

2) Next, we show thatr — 1 rounds are not sufficient.
Let v and ¢ be two vertices, such that the shortest
path between them is of length Denote this path
(vo, v1,v2, -+ ,u. = £). Then, the shortest path between
vo andw; is ¢ for all ¢ € [r]. Assume thatP,, = [n]
and for anyi € V\{vo}, P; = @. Assume than > 1
and 7, = {1}. Then, clearly, after one iteratiom, can
not knowz; (because the shortest path framto vs 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], afteri iterationsv;;; can
not know .

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

Lemma VIII.1. ([3]) Let V be an ambient space aniél’ C
V be a linear subspace. If there is a vecterc V' such that
x ¢ W, then there existy € W+ such thatz - y # 0.

Proof: Let € V be such thate ¢ W. By contrary,
assume that for aly € W+ we havex -y = 0. Then,z €
(W+)+ = W. This is in contradiction to the conditions of the
lemma. |

Lemma VIIL.2. LetV be an ambient space and C V/
be its linear subspace. tt € W=, then for every subspace
W' C W and for every vectoyy € W’ it holdsx - y = 0.

Proof: Let x € W+. Pick anyy € W’. Theny € W.
We obtain thate - y = 0. [ |

Proof: (Theoreni IVI1)
The statement of the theorem is proven in two steps.

1) We construct an exact coding scheme, which uses
symbol transmissions ovéi. We show that under this
scheme, for all € V, the node/ can recover the bit,,
for all n € 7.

Let A € A be the matrix, which minimizes the value of
7 in (@). Assume that Equatiofil(4) holds, and take some
n € Te, L €V. Then,
= 2
1€Nn (€), jE[n]

ai AT+ Y 8P

J€[n]

2)

where alle; ; and 5; are inlF. Then,

T, = €

- ¥

T
nT
i€Nin (£), 5€[n]

ai (A x) + > 3P x) .

J€[n]

Each (sending) node< V will use some basi$; of the
rowspace ofA;, and will transmit the messagés x) €

F for all b € B;. 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(A;) and the total number

of messages transmitted in the scheme is

Z rank(A;) .

%

Each (receiving) nodé < V will be able to compute
the values(AE-” -zx) for all i € Ny, (0), 5 € [n], from

the message@ - x). It will also be able to compute the
vaIuesPLj] -z for all j € [n]. Therefore, the nodé will

be able to compute,,, as required.

We show that if there exists another linear code which
satisfies the requests of all the nodesdn then it

is possible to construct a corresponding matAxas

in Equation [(4), which satisfies the conditions of the
theorem.

Consider the transmission scheme with the optimal num-
ber of transmissionsyp.. Assume that for each € V,

the nodel transmitsn, messages of the form,(z’) -z,

i € [ng], 0 <ng < n.Here) , ., ny = 1op is the total
number of transmissions.

Next, we show that for alt € V and for alln € [n], if

n € Ty then the vectoe, € F" belongs toW, C F",
whereW, is the linear span of the vector set

U {e}

JEPe

U {"}] v

FEN 5 (£)
i€[n;]

Fix somef € V. By contrary, assume that, ¢ Wj.
Then, by Lemm&VIIL1L there exists € W;- such that
e,-x#0.

From the definition ofi¥, and Lemmd&VIIL2, we have
that z - sg-l) = 0 for all j € Nin(f), i € [n;], and
x-e; =0 for all j € P,. This means that:

(i) the transmitted messages- s§i) are 0 for every
transmitterj € Ny, (€), i € [ny];
(i) the side information symbols;, i € P, available

to the nodef are all0.

Thus, the node cannot distinguish between the infor-
mation vectoer and the zero vectd. However,, # 0.
Therefore, our assumption that, ¢ W is false. We
conclude thak,, € W,.



Next, we construct the x n matricesA, for all £ € V.
For that sake, we take

) (@)
a0 ={

We obtain that for eacli € V, rank(A,) < n,, and

therefore
Z rank (Ay) < Topt -
ley

By construction, the resultingl belongs to the family

A, and therefore the corresponding code satisfies equa-
tion (). We conclude that in expression[{3) is indeed
the minimum number of transmissions.

if 1€ [ng]
otherwise

Proof: (Proposition VL)
The proof of this proposition is straightforward: léete V
be the node that maximizes the expressidn (5). Then, at least
d, transmissions are needed in order to satisfy all the reguest
of 2. [ |

Proof: (Corollary[\V.3)
We have:

AD = (De E) - AO

(D'® E") - A©

(Di @n''E)- A0

ni—l(Di ®E)-A®

Y D'gE)-A©

Here, the transitior(§) holds due to Remark M.1. Thus, any

non-zero integer entry ilD* ® E) is mapped to the element
1 € F, and, therefore, the factor’~! can be omitted. m

A
\_/

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 matrixD”. Let the possession matrix family of
the graphG be A as defined in Equatior}2). There exists
a transmission matrixA € A such that

(dlag (D[ﬂ) ® I) A D

rank ( l .
I';(A)

= max-rank ((diag(e;) ® I) - (D ® E) - A)

(11)
for all j € [k].

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

1) The right-hand side of equatioln {10) can be written as
(diag(e;) @ I)- (DQ E) - A
i) ® ) (DR E)- (Aw1,)

(diag(e

(diag(e;) - D-A)@ (I-E-1,)
= (diag(e;) - D-A)® (n1,)
@ (diag(e;) - D A)@l

The equality(q) holds because > 0 and all non-zero
integers are mapped to field eleménthus we can omit
the factorn.

By employing the notation in[(VFA), the equatiohl (8)
holds. Then, the-th row of the matrixdiag(e;) - D - A

is (0.)ne[n)- We have:

diag(e;) - D - A =

0 o 0
0 L 0

Dicr G- @i >ic G - i (12)
0 . 0
0 0

Next, it is straightforward to verify that th@ax-rank of
the matrix family(diag(e;) - D - A) ® 1,, is the number
of the symbols+’ in the non-zero row of the matrix in
Equation [(ID).

2) Consider the upper-block part of the matrix in the left-

hand side of[{10). Denote

A= (di,j)ie[kn] .

J€[n]

In the sequel, we show that the values of the elements
a;; in A can be chosen such that the equatibn (10)
holds.

The matrixdiag(DV!) ® I is the diagonal block matrix,
namely,

Dj,l On On
. On Dj72 On
diag(DV) @ I = . . . )
0, 0, Dy

where for alli € [k], D, is a diagonak x n matrix
as follows:

di; 0 0
0 djy 0

Dj,z = . )
0 0 dj.;

ando0,, is ann x n all-zero matrix.



Then, (diag(DV) @ 1) - A = From LemmalVIIL3, there exist matrices”) satisfy-
; ing (I0). Take any such matrices, and write them as

dj1- a1, R dj1-ain
: A — (aé’,’n ) )
dj1 - ana . dj1 - ann n € [n]
For all s € [k, let the vectors
t{) = (tgi)r TN n)
be ther-th row of A{"). These vectors can be viewed as the
d - DG linear coefficients multiplying the symbols transmitted thg
Gk Ak=n+1,1 00 GGk A(k—nt1n nodes during thei-th round of the protocol. In theth round
: . : of the protocol, the messages transmitted by the nodee
L g @rna . djk - agnn given by the non-zero vectors in
(13)
The element in thej-th row and¢-th column in the G _ () _ )0
matrix in Equation [(IR) is #' if there existsi such Ty = Z bsrm * Tm =t , (14)
that d;; # 0 anda;, = ‘%. In that case, we can me(n] reln] réln]
pick s € [n] and seta(;_1),+s,¢ t0 1. We obtain that wherez = (x1,z2,- -, 20)".

dji* Qi—1)n+s,e 7 0.
Sinces € [n], differents can be chosen for every e
[n]. After settinga ;_1yn+s,¢ t0 1 in every column/ €

The number of transmissions of the noedeluring thei-
th round of the protocol is the rank o). When summing
for all s € [k], we obtain the number of transmissionsas
[n], we set the val_ues of all pther elementsAnto 0. stated in the right-hand side of TheorémlV.4 with respect to
Because the ones in the matrix in Equation (13) are aII{ is 40

the distinct rows and in the distinct columns, the rank o Ob hat th de . Il th f h
the matrix(diag(DV) @ I) - A equals to thenax-rank serve that the nodereceives all the messages from the
A nodes if d, s # 0. Therefore, the nodé receives all the

of the family (diag(e;) - D - A) ® Ln. messages of the form
If aj0 ="'~ thenag_1y,4s0 = ‘%, for s € [n], and
only these elements are setltin A. Therefore A € A. dy s - Z (t(i)
From the construction ofA € A, we have that ’ Y
(diag (Dm ®I)- A has a single one in some row,
for every column where there isin (diag(e;) ® I) - for "f‘" 5 E(l)[k] re Eg] _

(D ® E) - A. The transposed adjacency matéix has ~ SiNC€ls.rm = a(_y), ., ., the messages received by the
ones in the main diagonal. Therefore, if there exists det are the entries of the vector given by:

column with % in (diag(e;) - D - A) ® 1,,, then there [ a1 a® di o a® 7

also exists ' in the same column of\. Lo L1 Mn
Thus, if there is a single one in a row in any column of : . :
(diag (D[ﬂ) ® I) - A, then there is a single one in a dyg- aﬁf,)l diq- an?n
row in the corresponding column @f;(A). As

T
rank ((diag (Dm) & I) . A) : . : . ‘T‘2
= max-rank ((diag(e;) ® I) - (D ® E) - A) |, x’
then PO e
k1 O—1yn+1,1 k1 Qg _1yn41n
rowspace (I';(A)) : . :
C rowspace ((diag (Dm) ® I) . A) , i dy.1 - GI(QJ B di1 - a,(:?)l_’n ]

and condition[(Tl1) holds. (15)

[ From Lemmd VR, the matrix familyD’ @ E) - A is the
The proof of the last lemma showed that the transmissiOf o cooron mat.nx of the netwoirk after th_e roundhus, the
. . : . matrix family (diag(e;) @ I)- (D' ® E) - A is the possession
matrix A exists. However, it may not be optimal. We next turn " ". ) . :
to proving Theoreril4 matr!x of the nodq after the round. The max-rank of this
' matrix family is the number of symbols the nogéhas after

Proof: (Theoreni_V]4) the completion of thé-th round of the protocol.



To this end, the matrice” as above satisfy the condi-
tion (I0), and the number of transmission in the protocoédas
on it is given by the right-hand side of the equallty (9). Terer
fore, in order to minimize the number of transmissions in the
protocol, one has to choose the matrickd that satisfy [(ID)
and minimize the right-hand side of the equalffy (9). m
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