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Joint Cache-Channel Coding over Erasure
Broadcast Channels

Roy Timo and Michele Wigger

Abstract—We consider a cache-aided communications systemnoiseless channel (a bit-pipe) that connects the traremitt
in which a transmitter communicates with many receivers ove  to every receiver. In practice, however, the communication
an erasure broadcast channel. The system serves as a bas'(f'nedium is sometimes better modelled by a noisy broadcast

model for communicating on-demand content during periods . g .
of high network congest?on, where some content cgnpbe pre- channel (BC). This scenario is consideredlinl [11], where the

placed in local caches near the receivers. We formulate theche- BC is essentially a set of parallel links with different gtias

aided communications problem as a joint cache-channel codg to the various receivers, which models a wireless fading BC.
problem, and characterise some information-theoretic traleoffs This paper takes a similar approach to thatof [11], and we
between reliable communications rates and cache sizes. We . ’

show that if the receivers experience different channel qudies, assume that the de""e'fy phase takes place over a memoryless
then using unequal cache sizes and joint cache-channel cadi €rasure BC. However, in contrast fo [11], we assume that the
improves system efficiency. caching phase takes place over error-free pipes. The riotiva

for this simplified assumption is that the caching phase-typi
cally occurs during periods of low network-congestion, vehe

_ _ _ ~ network resources are not a limiting factor.

Co_nS|der a network W!th one tran_smltter and many receivers.or main contribution in this paper is a joint cache-channel
Imagine that the transmitter has a libraryméssageeor, data  ¢qding scheme for the described setup for general demands,
files), and suppose that each receiver will request and dOY‘ﬁhd a characterization of theapacity-memoryegion when
load a message during a period of high network congestiqRe receivers wish to learn the same message. Our results
In such settings, it is advantageous to move traffic away froggy that when the receivers experience different erasure
_the congested per!od usirmgching The basic idea of cach_lng probabilities (different channel qualities), then
is that the transmitter sends and stores “parts” of the rijbra

in local cache memoriesear the receivers beforehand, during * it i _beneficial to employ unequal cache sizes at the
periods with low network traffic. The caches provide thisadat ~ '€ceivers (larger cache memories at weaker receivers, and
directly to the receivers, so that less data needs to be sent Smaller cache memories at strong receivers); and
during the congested period. . Jo_lnt cache_:-channel coding techniques can provide Sig-
The above problem is relevant to video-streaming services, Nificant gains over separated cache and channel coding.
where content providers pre-place data in clients’ cacbgs (  Allocating larger cache memories to the weaker receivers
on servers near the clients), with the goal of improvingriaje is quite natural because one then needs to communicate
and rate performance in high demand periods. The contéegds data over noisier channels (see also [11]). Integgdgtin
provider typically does not know in advance which specifithere is an additional benefit to asymmetric caches thagsaris
movies the clients will request, and thus the cached datactanwhen joint cache-channel coding is used during the delivery
depend on the clients’ specific demands. phase. The basic idea is as follows: Consider a degraded
Let us call the pre-placement of data in cachesdhehing BC communications scenario (such as the erasure BC) with
phase and the remaining communications phasedeévery separate cache and channel coding. Here a stronger receiver
phase Cache memories are typically much smaller than tlsan decode all the data that is sent to a weaker receiver
library, and the caching phase occurs before the receiveliging the delivery phase. In fact, the strong receiver ¢oul
demands are known. A key engineering challenge is, thezefolecode even more data, but it is limited by the weaker
to carefully choose and cache only that data which is masiceiver. Now suppose that part of the message intendelefor t
useful during the delivery phase. That is, one should cackgonger receiver is stored within the weaker receiverthea
data that minimises the rate needed to complete the delivesyie can freely piggyback this part of the stronger receiver’
phase downloads for any feasible receiver demands. message on the message intended for the weaker receiver.
Cache-aided communications systems have received sigfifre weaker receiver is not penalised because it knows what
icant attention in the information-theoretic literaturerecent data is being piggybacked on its desired message, and its
years, and those works most closely related this papel e [thannel decoder can still resolve its desired message.eWhil
[11]. With the exception ofi[11], these works assume that tlgmultaneously, the stronger receiver has decoded somgethi
delivery phase takes place over a single rate-limited wasti about its desired message and therefore we have improved
o ; . L efficiently. Thus, thanks to the weaker receiver’s cache and
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extra rate-constraints. This additional benefit of asymimetFor our purpose only these marginal probabilities are eglev

cache memories was not observedinl [11], because a separaWe discuss a caching system in the next section that is built

source-channel coding scheme was used for the delivergphas separate cache and channel codes, and, for this rea&n, it
useful to recall the degraded message set capacity regiéh fo

Il. PROBLEM DEFINITION A channel-coding rate tupleR;: ... xy, Ry2,... .k}, - - - Rix})

is said to be achievable ag if the following holds: For any

e > 0 there exists an encoder ard-decoders such that, for

all k, the transmitter can ser{dey, ... xy —¢) information bits

A. Message library and feasible receiver demands

We have a transmittedl receivers and a library wittD
messaged$ly, ..., Wp. The d-th message in the librariy/y

.

is ind q ¢ all oth d uniforf per channel use to every receiver in the etk + 1,..., K}
IS independent of all other messages and uniforth on with an average probability of error less thanThe set of all
{07 1,...,2"Ra _ 1}7 achievable rates — theegraded message set capacity region

o _ o Ct — is given by the next proposition. The proposition can
whereR, > 0 is its rate and is the transmission blocklength.pe distilled from [12], and we omit these detalils.
We represent a particular combination of receivers’ dermand Proposition 1:
by a tupled = (dy,...,dk) € {1,...,D}¥. That is,d rep-
resents the situation where receiMedemands (i.e., requests
and downloads) messagd&,;, , receiver2 demandsV,,, and ¢h= {(R{lv»»»-,K}’R{QmK}’ o Ry
sSo on. Let

K
DC{1,...,D}*. ZMSL Rk, iy =0, vk}.
denote thefeasible sewof all possible receiver demands. The k=1 F(1=0)

feasible sef is known to the transmitter and receivers durin

the caching and delivery phases, but the specific demane tupt Delivery phase

d chosen fromD is only revealed for the delivery phase. For each feasible demantic D, let
D
. nR n
B. Caching phase fa: 1_[{0’1’“"2 Y-l X
. . . . d'=
For each receivek € {1,..., K}, the size of its cache is '

denote the corresponding encoder at the transmitter. iven
D and the library(W7, ..., Wp), the transmitter sends

Xn = fd(le--wWD); (2)
whereX” = (Xy,...,X,). Receiverk observes) = (Y; 1,
..., Yy ) according to the memoryless la@y. Let
log | 2| < 2"Mx. (1) Pra V"X 2= {0,1,..., 2" — 1} 3

The caching phase occurs during a low congestion perigtgnote the decoder at receiverGiven demandd < D, cache
and we assume that,, is reliably conveyed to receivé's contentZ, and channel outputs’, receiverk outputs

cache (for eaclt € {1,..., K}). Wi == or.a(Y, 7))

described by a nonnegative integét,, see [(1) below. The
transmitter sends

Zk = gk(Wla ey WD)7

to receiverk’s cache, wherey, : H5:1{07 1,...,200a0 1}
Z.. such that

its r nstruction of -th m .
C. Erasure Broadcast Channel Model as its reconstruction of thé;-th messagav,

The delivery phase occurs during a high congestion periqd, Achievable rate-memory tuples
which we model by arerasure BCwith input alphabett := Let

{0,1}F. Here F > 0 is a fixed positive integer, and each K
x € X is an F-bit packet. Due to congestion, some packets Pe := [P{ U U {Wk #* de} }
may be lost when, for example, router buffers overload. We deD k=1
denote the event of a lost packet with theasure symbol\,  denote the probability of error at any receiver for any feksi
and the BC's output alphabet by := X' U {A} (the same demand. We call the collection of all encoders and decoders,
alphabet is used for all receivers). Fix
{g1,92,.-.,9x} and{fd;@l,d;@ld,---aSﬁK,d}depv
an(n,Ry,...,Rp, My,..., Mx)-code.
Let Q(y1,. .., yklx) :=P[(Y1,....YK)=(y1,...,yx)|X =2] We say that a rate-memory tupl&?y,...,Rp, Mq,...,
be any probability law for the memoryless BC with marginald ) is achievablef for any ¢ > 0 there exists a sufficiently
large blocklengtim and an(n, R1,...,Rp, M1, ..., Mk)-
code withPe < e.
Definition 1: We define thecapacity-memoryegionC to
be the closure of the set of all achievable rate-memory suple
1To simplify notation and help elucidate our main ideas, weuase The main problem of interest in this paper is to determine
throughout the paper that*%d is an integer. the capacity-memory regiofi for a given erasure B@.

1>061>022>--2>6x >0.

1—0, fyv=2x
0 otherwise



[1l. M OTIVATING EXAMPLES (although it is only used by receivey, and it send$v{*" and

We now demonstrate the potential of unequal cache mer%’éz) as a private message to receizer -
ries and joint cache-channel coding with three examples. Fi Achievable rate-memory tuple®ropositionlL asserts that

K=2,D=1{1,...,D}? Rq= R for all d; and reliable communication is possible if
5y =4/5 and 0, =1/5 () R- 2 R
1= 2 = . < 1 1
F—on)  F—0) = (10)
A. Coded caching with symmetric caches On substituting[(4), the inequalitf (L0) simplifies to
Suppose thamt; = M, = M, and R< %F(l — 5 + g% (11)
a:=M/Rel0,D/2]. (3)  All rate-memory tuplegR,...,R,M,..., M), with R and
Split each messag#é’; in the library into three sub-messagesM satisfying [($) and[(11) are achievable.
Wa = (Wfl)v Wécz)v Wéu)), C. Joint cache-channel coding and asymmetric caches
of ratesM/D, M/D, andR — 2M/D. As in Sectior Ill-B: LetM, = 0 and M, = 2M, for some
Caching phaseStore the sub-messages M satisfying [®), and split each messagg, into two sub-
message$19) with raté€s\1/ D and R—(2.M /D) respectively.
(Wi, .. -ngl)) and (W, .. -ngz)) Caching phaseStore (WY, ..., Wg'l)) at receiverl.

Delivery phase:Transmission takes place in two phases
using timesharing First phase of lengtt#,n, for somef; €
[0,1]: The transmitter sends

) pe
. " (Wa'- W)
as a common message o both receivers, where the add'tzliosna common message to both receivers using a joint cache-
is modulo2"(M/P)_ It then sendsV{” as a private message 9 gal

. w . , channel code. Second phase of length- 5,)n" The trans-
to receiverl and IV’ as a private message to recenzr

) ) mitter sendsWé") to receiver 2 using a point-to-point channel
Notice that receiverl can recoveri¥y;, from the common L2 . ) . .
) : : code. Receiver 1 tries to decod&,;’ and receiver 2 tries
message andV;’, while receiver2 can recoveri¥,, from 1 . .
L © ° to decode (W), WD w) A key observation here is
the common message aiid;’. We use a good channel codeh e | o dd2' P da ) I he A .
to communicate these messages over the BC. that I;,™ Is stored in receiverl’s cache.As we see in a

3D . .
Achievable rate-memory tuple®ropositior[ 1L asserts thatMement, fora € {0, ¢}, this allows to freely piggyback

in the caches of receivdrand?2’s respectively.
Delivery phaseThe transmitter sends

Wi e Wi, (6)

8
H 3 (Cl) H 1 (U)
the common messaggl (6) afii’ can be decoded by both'€Celver2's messageiv, = on receiverl's messageil;,

receivers and/V(Ef‘) can be decoded by receivemwhenever WIthOU.t compromising the rate to recelvhr' :
2 Achievable rate-memory tupleBy Tuncel’'s seminabroad-

R-#H R—2M casting with side-informatiomesult [13], communication in
=1 (7) phasel (to both receivers) is very likely to be successful if

F=6) " F- ) he followi ditions hold
t t t :
On substituting[(#}), the inequalitfZ](7) simplifies to © Toflowing two condions ho

2M
4 6 M R-=—<F(1-&)h (12a)
R<-F(1-§6 - 8 D
=5HU-W* 5D ® R < F(1—65)p; (12b)

All rate-memory tuples R, ..., R, M, ..., M), with R and

M satisfying [B) and0{8), are achievable. communication in phase is very likely to be successful if

2
R < pa— )1 - g). (12¢)
B. Separate cache-channel coding and asymmetric cache D
' ﬁnequalitiesIZIIZ) prove achievability of all rate-memouyples

Now suppose that we have asymmetric cachés = 2 M (R,...,R,M,..., M), with R and M satisfying [5) and
and M, = 0 for someM satisfying [5). The total cache mem-

ory available at both receivers remains unchanged, only now . _ 2F(1-61)+24, if 2 elo,22] (13)
the memory at receiver has been reallocated to receiver T |2F1-6)+ 42 if e (32,2].
Split each messag#/; into two sub-messages,

1
Wa = (WD, W) (9) D. Discussion
with rates2M /D and R — (2M/ D) respectively. Comparing the rate-memory tradeoffs i (8),]1(11) dnd (13),
Caching phase:Store (W, ..., W&Y) in receiver1's we see that it is advantageous to use unequal cache sizes
cache. and joint cache-channel coding. In particular, allowingyé

Delivery phaseWe use a good channel code for Proposcaches at the weaker receivers (with higher packet erasure
tion [ to reliably communicate the above sub-messages. Tvebabilities) both reduces the delivery-phase rates ® th
transmitter sendBVé‘l’) as a common message to both receivergeaker receivers and increases rates to the stronger eeseiv



IV. A JOINT CACHE-CHANNEL CODE FOR for the subset of receiverdl, ..., t + 1}, we form the XOR

ARBITRARY DEMANDS message
. .. t+1
We now describe a joint cache-channel code that can be @W(ik)
di

applied for any set of feasible deman@s but we restrict

attention to equal message rates -
where the addition is modul™/(°("*1')) (or, equivalently,

Rq =R, de{l,...,D}. a bitwise XOR operation); and for eaéhe {1,...,t + 1},

We first treat the case where thé, weakest receivers (re-“ 1S Such that

ceivers1 to Ky) have equal cache sizes and the remaining Ri  2{1,.. . k—1,k+1,...t+1}. (15)

receivers do not have caches: ,
Notice that [IF) implies thaWéz’“) is stored in the caches of

My, = { Ao/l :; Z E ?) . (14) receiversl,...,k—1,k+1,...,t, but not at receivek.
0 We use a time-sharing scheme to send the XOR messages
We explain later in Sectiof TVIB how the scheme can ba&s well as all other messages to be transmitted. The time-
generalised to setups with unequal cache sizes. sharing comprised( phases. Each phagec {1,...,K} is
constructed so that it can be decoded by Receivefs+

A. Scheme for cache sizes satisfy(iid) l,..., K. Phasek is of length5,n, where

Preliminaries: Choose a positive integer< Ky, and let K
P ger= R S B=1, 0<B <. (16)
(%)
T = .
t In phasek € {1,...,K,}, we send
Split each messag@/, into (r 4+ 1)-sub-messages, « the XOR messages that are demanded by recéimrt

not by receiverd to k — 1;

— (W (r+1)
Wa=(Wg", .., W), « the uncached messaglé(x“) demanded by Receivér,

where o the firstnC), ; bits of sub—messagéf};/éf), for everyk €

w e {0,1,...,2"R0O _1} {Ko+1,...,K} and everyi € {1,...,7} such that

k € R;. These messages are all known to recelvand

and therefore do not limit the decoding at receivier The
M fori=1.2... .7 rates{C, ;} are parameters of a scheme. As we shall
RO .— D(li“:ll) ’ see, when they are chosen sufficiently small, but positive,
MK, _ andd41 < dk, then sending these bits does not limit the

R - D fori=r1+1. decoding at receivers+ 1, k+2, ..., K. In fact, similarly
to our motivating example in '[hIS case, the transmitted

Caching PhaseConsider theK, weakest receivers. Let bits of sub- messager can be freely piggybacked on

the other messages transmitted in this phase

R Rayos R In phasek € {Ko + 1,..., K} we send:
denote ther different subsets of1, ..., K} with sizet. For « the sub-messages @, that have not been sent in any
eachi =1,2,..., 7, take the tuple previous phase.

Achievable rate-memory tuples:

Proposition 2: A rate-memory tupléR, ..., R, M1 = M,
and store it in the cache of each and every receiv®;irtHere ..., Mg, = M,0,...,0) is achievable if for some
we have stored)(li“:ll) sub-messages in receivi’s cache « positive mtegenf,
(foreachk € {1,2,..., Ky}) with a total memory requirement « nonnegativek -tuple (31, ..., Bk ) satisfying [16); and
01 « nonnegative real numbefg”, ;} with k € {1,..., Ko}

( At (Ko1)~ )D(Kt—l M - .
2 =2 andk € {Ko+1,...,K};

_ . the following (K + Ky)-conditions in [I¥) hold.
Delivery phaseThe demand tuplel € D is given, and we e g(hlg + 10) K ) ) h
are required to communicate messagjg, to receiverl, Wy, ) Foreachk € {1,..., Ko —t — 1}, we have

W Wi, W

to receiver2, and so on. R< F(1—6)+ M Ky B Ko—k
We consider sets df + 1)-receivers in{1, ..., Ko}. Within = k D(Ko—l) ¢ t
these sets, each subset tofeceivers shares a sub-message o (17a)
that is demanded (but unknown) by the remainjng- 1)-th
receiver. For each set ¢f+ 1)-receivers, we form the “XOR” and
of the (¢t + 1) sub-messages having the two above mentioned K
properties, that is, being known &t of the receivers and R + Z Cri < F(1—0k41)

demanded by the remainir(g + 1)-th receiver. For example, e Ko+l



+ % <<K0> — <K0 N k)) . A. Result
D( -1 ) t t Theorem 3:A rate-memory tuple(Ry,..., Rp, My,.

cey

(170) M) is achievable if and only if,
2) F hee{Kg—t,...,Ko}, h

) Foreachk & {Ko —t,.... Ko} VZKave Ra< _min ((1=6)F +Mea), de{1,...,D}, (19)

1,....K

R< F(1—6;) + 280 (17¢) Sl

q Dt for some nonnegative numbefd1;, 4} that satisfy
an
K ME, D
y i Dt d=1
k=Ko+1

Proof: See the following two subsections. |

3) Finally, for eachk € {Ky +1,..., K}, we have At )
We thus again wish to allocate small cache sizes to strong

receivers and large cache sizes to weak receivers.
If we used separate cache-channel codes, Constaint (19) is
replaced by

Ko
R—Y" Cpy < F(1-d). (17€)
k'=1
Proof outline: For eachk € {1,...,K, — t}, Condi-
tion (I7a) ensures that receivieican reliably decode the sub- max (Rg— Mpq) < min (1 —-3)F, (21)
messages sent during phaseand Condition[(I7b) ensures kel K} Re{l.. K}
that all of the stronger receivers ifk + 1,..., K} can also and the benefit of having unequal cache sifad,} at the
reliably decode these sub-messages. Similarly, Condffidd) different receivers disappears.
ensures that each receiviee {K, —t,..., Ky} can reliably
decode the sub-messages sent in phased Condition[(T7d)
ensures that all of the stronger receivers{in+ 1,..., K} )
can also reliably decode these sub-messages. Finally,iCond Ve Propose the following scheme. _
tion (I78) ensures that each receive {Ko+1,..., K} can Cachlqg phaseEach receivek stores in its cache the first
decode the sub-messages sent in pliase m "Mu.q bits of each Messag®/y, for d € {1,..., L}, where
Discussion:The parameter$C), ;} describe the gain that N
our scheme achieves over separate cache-channel coding ZM’“I < My, (22)
schemes. If some of these rates are strictly larger than 0, d=1

then our scheme strictly outperforms separate cache-ehanp order to satisfy the cache-memory constraint
coding. It is possible to choose them strictly positive winest Delivery phaseAssumed; = ds = ... = dx = d*. Use an

th(\aNer?sulr(e %mbatb'“t'e%’t'r; ) ’?Kot ?hretnot a_l\lk;ar?ual. read i.i.d. Bernoulli-1/2 point-to-point code to send Messayé;-
¢ took advantage of e 1act that recevenas alréady , o receivers. Each receivérknows the firstn My, 4« bits

cached the addltlonazIzCk,,;_ message bits .that are sent Iyt thig message, and thus during its decoding it can restrict
phaser. Som.e of these bits are alsq avgul_able to_ the NeXtitention to the part of the codebook that corresponds teethe
stronger_recewerk + 1.’ k+2, Fpr simplicity, we |gnpred bits. For receivek it is thus as if the transmitter had sent only
th_|s fact in our analysis, and it is likely that further gairen its missing bits over the channel.
still be made. Alternatively, a joint cache-channel code based on Tuscel’
virtual binning technique[[13] can be used for the delivery
phase.

Achievable rate-memory tupleBy [13], whenever

B. Proof of achievability

B. Scheme for unequal cache sizes
Assume now that

> > ... > 0.
Mz Mz 2. M 20 (18) Ri—Myq < (1-6,)F, vde{l,...,D}, ke{l,...,K},
Our scheme in the previous subsection is easily extended to (23)
this more general setup using time-sharing. Specificalgt Lthe probability of error can be made arbitrarily smallras>
B1,...,Bk be real numbers in the intervil, 1] that sum up .
to 1. Over a fraction of timeg;, i € {1,..., K}, we use our

scheme in the previous subsection assuming that only the f'tr:s
(4) ) . .C. Proof of Converse
K’ = K + 1 —i receivers have caches of equal cache size

MD = B (Mg i1 — Mg—iva). (SetMgi1 2 0.) Fix a block lengthn, and define
1
V. SINGLE COMMON DEMAND Mpa® =IWa;Zy), ke{l,...,K}, de{l,...,D}.
n
In this section we consider the optimistic case where all (24)
receivers demand the same message. This corresponds to

For eachk € {1,... K},
D={(d,....dg) €{l,....,D} 1 di =dy = = dx}. K

N
The ratesRy, ..., Rp can be arbitrary, i.e., do not have to be ZMk g = Z lI(Wd; Zr)
equal as in the previous section. = = =



D
1 4
= —Z(H(Wd)*H(Wde)) “
gt 5]
N
1
=~ (H(Wi,....Wp) ST H(W.|zy)) (61
d=1
1 [7]
< —(H(Wi,...,Wp) = H(Wy,...,WnlZ)))
= lI(Wl,...,WD;Zk) (8]
n
1 [l
< - (Zy) < My, (25)

where the second and fourth equalities follow by the dediniti [10]
of mutual information; the third equality because the mes-
sages are independent; the first inequality because the sum o
marginal entropies of a tuple of random variables, is attledll
as large as the joint entropy of this tuple.

In the following, lete, denote any sequence that tendgz)
to 0 asn — oo. Fix an achievable rate-memory tuple
(Ry,...,Rn, Mq,..., Mg). Also for an arbitrary larger, [13]
let{Z1,...,Zk}, {fa}, and{p\ a} denote cache content, en-
coding functions, and decoding functions achieving thie-ra
memory tuple. Fix nowl* € {1,..., D} andk € {1,..., K},
and letX"™ = fq-(W1,...,Wp) and Y™ denote inputs and
outputs corresponding to demandd £ (d*,d*,...,d*). We
have

R < %H(Wd*)
= %I(Wd*;Yk",Zk) + %H(Wd*|Y£, Z;)
< iz + Lrweszo v,
= % Zl (H(Yiot|Zi, YY) = HYi | War, Y71, Z1))
+/t\;lk,d* +é€n
= % Z (H(Yit) — H(Yit| Xit)) + Mpias + €n
t=1
Lo
== t—zl I(Yi,t; Xiyt) + Mpa + €,
<( :5k)F + Mp,ax + €n, (26)

where the second inequality follows by Fano’s inequalibe t
third inequality because conditioning cannot increaseopyt
and because of the Markov chaiiV,-, Y,/ '7;) — X; —
Y5 +; and the last inequality by the capacity of the erasure
channel; all equalities follow by the definition and the chai
rule of mutual information.

Letting n — oo, and thuse,, — 0, establishes the desired
converse.
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