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Abstract—Large-scale machine learning and data mining
methods routinely distribute computations across multiple agents
to parallelize processing. The time required for computation
at the agents is affected by the availability of local resources
giving rise to the “straggler problem” in which the computation
results are held back by unresponsive agents. For this problem,
linear coding of the matrix sub-blocks can be used to introduce
resilience toward straggling. The Parameter Server (PS) utilizes
a channel code and distributes the matrices to the workers for
multiplication. It then produces an approximation to the desired
matrix multiplication using the results of the computations
received at a given deadline. In this paper, we propose to
employ Unequal Error Protection (UEP) codes to alleviate the
straggler problem. The resiliency level of each sub-block is chosen
according to its norm as blocks with larger norms have higher
effects on the result of the matrix multiplication. We validate
the effectiveness of our scheme both theoretically and through
numerical evaluations. We derive a theoretical characterization of
the performance of UEP using random linear codes, and compare
it the case of equal error protection. We also apply the proposed
coding strategy to the computation of the back-propagation step
in the training of a Deep Neural Network (DNN), for which we
investigate the fundamental trade-off between precision and the
time required for the computations.

Index Terms—Distributed computation; Approximate matrix
multiplication; Straggling servers; Unequal error protection.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distributed computing clusters are fundamental in many
domains, such as machine learning, data-mining, and high-
precision numerical simulations as they allow parallelization
of the computational tasks [1]. The widespread reliance on
distributed computation clusters presents several opportunities
over traditional computing paradigms, but also offer a new set
of challenges. Among the most well-recognized issues is that
of the stochasticity in the time required for the computation.
This gives rise to the phenomenon of “stragglers”, that is,
agents with large response times which delay computation. As
a remedy, channel coding can be applied to reduce the delays
in computation due to stragglers [2]. In this paper, we propose
a novel scheme for distributed computation with stragglers
which makes use of the variations in the magnitude of the
matrix entries which naturally occur in many applications,

such as back-propagation in Deep Neural Network (DNN)
training. We first identify the matrix sub-products which are
expected to have the largest norms and use Unequal Error
Protection (UEP) to provide a level of resiliency against
stragglers. The proposed solution offers an improved resilience
by providing an improved approximate reconstruction of the
matrix product by a given computation deadline.

A. Literature Review

As matrix multiplication is a fundamental algebraic oper-
ation, distributed approximate matrix multiplication has been
investigated in many contexts. In the big-data paradigm, com-
putation and storage are distributed, hence computer process-
ing architectures can be devised for efficiently performing this
operation [3], [4]. In a cloud-computing setting, distributed
matrix computation is investigated in [5], [6]. Distributed ma-
trix computation for DNN training through back-propagation
which involves multiplication of large matrices is studied
in [7], [8]. More recently, the problem of “stragglers” has
been recognized as an important issue. In many distributed
computation platforms such as Amazon Web Services Lambda
and Google Cloud Functions, distributed computation can be
held back by a set of workers which take much longer than the
median job time [9]. Such random delays decrease the overall
computational efficiency of the system. To mitigate the effect
of straggles, coding for matrix multiplication can be applied
[10]. Since its inception in [10], this line of research received
significant attention in the literature. In [11], the authors use
the theory of extreme order statistics to analyze how task
replication reduces latency. In [12], the authors introduce
redundant computations in a coding theory inspired fashion,
for computing linear transforms of long vectors. Product codes
for distributed matrix multiplication are studied in [13]. A
new class of codes, called polynomial codes, is proposed in
[14], and their optimality is argued for the straggler problem.
While the above literature focuses on minimizing the time
for completing a computation task, one can also consider
approximate computation. Along these lines, in [5], the authors
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propose OverSketch, an algorithm that uses matrix sketching
to approximate matrix multiplication.

B. Contribution

In this paper, we investigate the trade-off between accuracy
and delay in distributed approximate matrix multiplication
with stragglers. Multiplication of large sparse matrices is an
important problem in implementing machine learning algo-
rithms. Since for typical machine learning problems only
approximate matrix multiplication results are sufficient, we
consider a distributed matrix multiplication scheme in which
the sub-blocks of the matrices being multiplied are encoded
using UEP codes and they are distributed across different
workers. The workers respond with the results of the products
(of coded sub-blocks), effectively resulting in UEP coded sub-
products of the two matrices. The main goal is to produce
an approximation of the product of two matrices as quickly
as possible; with a more and more accurate approximation
with more and more workers responding, i.e., a progressively
improving matrix approximation in time, exploiting the UEP
code constraints.

Our main contribution is the proposal of employing UEP
codes to improve the quality of the approximation of matrix
multiplications by exploiting the variations in the matrix
entries’ magnitudes. By carefully matching the matrix sub-
products’ norms with the level of unequal error protection, we
demonstrate that significant improvements can be attained over
the case of equal error protection or uncoded computation.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we formu-
late the distributed approximate matrix multiplication problem
by considering the case in which the multiplication is broken
down in a set of row-times-column products distributed to
workers which can perform sub-matrix multiplications with
a random computation time. In Section III, we present our
proposed scheme in which UEP codes are used to code the
row and column terms of the block matrix multiplication.
In particular, we leverage the construction in [15] to offer
more protection to the sub-products with larger norms and
reduce the effects of the randomness in the service time. In
Section IV, we provide a theoretical evaluation of the expected
error in the matrix approximation as a function of the service
time distribution. In Section V, we present the results of a
DNN training when the back-propagation step is distributed
among workers as in the proposed scheme. This example
is particularly relevant since the matrices of the different
DNN layers have different levels of sparsity, and thus, they
result in highly varied matrices to be multiplied. Furthermore,
we illustrate the performance of the proposed strategy using
simple matrix models, and compare it with those of Maximum
Distance Separable (MDS) codes. The paper is concluded in
Section VI.

Notation: Matrices are denoted with bold capital Roman
letters, e.g. A, column vectors with bold lower-case roman
letters, e.g. v. The Frobenius norm of the matrix A is shown
as ||A]|p. The set of integers {1,...,N} C N is denoted
as [N]. Given two matrices A; and A, with the same
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Fig. 1: System model in Section II.

number of rows, we depicted their column-wise concatenation
as A = [A;, A,]. Similarly, given A; and A, with the
same number of columns, their row-wise concatenation is
represented as A = [A;; As] which can also be equivalently
expressed as A = [A] , AT]T. Capital Roman letters are
used for scalars. Finally, N(u,0?) indicates the Gaussian

distribution with mean y and variance o2.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider the scenario in Fig. 1 in which a PS wishes
to compute the matrix product C = AB by distributing the
row-times-column matrix multiplications among W workers.
Each worker receives a fat and a tall matrix, computes their
product and returns it to the PS. We assume that there is no
communication cost between the workers and the PS, and vice
versa. The time required for computation is a random variable.
At a given time, the PS produces an approximation C of the
matrix C by using the received sub-products from the workers.

Let us consider the problem setting in more detail. Consider
the matrices A and B with elements from a finite field [, and
with dimensions NU x M and M x PQ), respectively. The
aim of the PS is to produce an approximate expression for the
matrix multiplication C = AB as C with respect to the loss'

L(C,C) = |C - C|3}. (1)

To accomplish this, the PS divides the matrix products into
sub-products and distributes them across a set of workers.
Specifically, as in [16], we partition A/B into row/column
sub-blocks A,,/B,, as

A=[Ar;- Ay 5 Ay, (@)
B=[B;, ---B, -, Bpl,
where A,, € FV*M and B, € FM*? for n € [N], p € [P).
The n x p-th sub-product is C,,,, € FV*?. Clearly, NP such

matrix multiplications are needed to produce C. In general,
not all the sub-blocks have the same impact on the final

'In the following, we only consider the case of a Frobenius norm: the case
of a more general loss is not discussed here for brevity.



matrix multiplication result, as some sub-blocks may have
larger Frobenius norms compared to the others. This motivates
the use of UEP codes to better protect the more impactful sub-
products when distributing the computation to the workers.
Accordingly, we consider that the PS sends to each worker w
the matrices W4 and W obtained as

szfenC—A(Ala"' aAN)a (3)
WE = fenC—B (Bla' o 7BP)1

and sets a time deadline T},,,x by which it expects the matrix
product WEW9% to be returned. At time Ti,ax, the PS
produces the matrix approximation

C = face—c W(Timax)) , 4

where W(Tinax) isAthe set of matrix products received up to
time Thyax. Using C, the loss in (1) can be evaluated. Let us
denote it as £(Tinax). The random set W(Tiax) is obtained as
follows: We assume that the computation time of the worker
w is equal to the random variable T, which is identical and
independently distributed (i.i.d.) with a cumulative distribution
function (CDF) F'(t). Accordingly, the set W(Timax) contains
the products WY{W? for which T,y < Tijax.

The problem we consider next is to design the functions
Sfenc—A>fenc—p and fgec—c such that the loss in (1) is mini-
mized over some dataset of matrix multiplications D({A, B}).

III. APPROXIMATE MATRIX MULTIPLICATION
UsING UEP CODES

In this section, we describe a distributed coded approximate
matrix multiplication scheme which aims to provide better
protection for the matrix sub-products A, B, with larger
norms, and thus produce a better approximation to the product
of two matrices within the prescribed time. The coding scheme
is parametrized in such a way that matches the distribution of
the matrices in the dataset.

A. Importance Level of a Sub-block

Let us begin by classifying the matrix sub-block in (2)
according to their norms. For instance, we may select three
different levels for each sub-block, e.g., high, medium, and
low to classify the norms of A,, and B,,. Let us refer to these
levels as importance levels, and assume that there are S' such
levels. Given a matrix A/B, we have n%/n% blocks with level
of importance s € [S] (let the importance be decreasing in s).
Clearly, N = ZSE[S] n%, and P = ZSG[S] ns.

By construction, any sub-product C,,, is obtained as the
multiplication of sub-blocks in two classes: accordingly C,,,
has L possible importance levels with L = S(S + 1)/2.
For instance, in the examples of three importance levels for
A, and B,, C,,, can have importance high x high, high x
medium, high x low, medium x medium, etc.

From a high level-perspective, one would want the PS to
be able to more quickly recover those products corresponding
to the importance level high x high, while the importance
level low x low is not particularly urgent. We can obtain this
desired behavior by employing UEP codes.

Table I: A summary of the quantities in Section II and Section III and their
respective indexes.

Matrix Size Constant Value
A NU x M # Workers w
B M x PQ | # Importance levels (A /B) S
C NU x PQ # Importance levels (C) L
A, UxM # Row blocks N
B, M xQ # Column blocks P

Crp UxQ Computation deadline Tinax

B. UEP Coded Matrix Multiplication

While there are different ways of UEP coding, we focus
on the case in which the encoding functions in (3) are the
UEP codes described in [15]. Specifically, we consider the
use of two different UEP schemes called Non-Overlapping
Windows (NOW) UEP and Expanding Window (EW) UEP
strategies based on Random Linear Codes (RLC). Let us
briefly introduce these codes next.

The NOW-UEP coding strategy simply divides the packets
into “windows” based on their importance, and applies an
RLC for each type independently and separately. The encoding
is performed firstly by selecting a window using a window
selection polynomial function I'(§) = Zie[ 1) ;&% where L
is the number of block types, and I'; is the window selection
probability for the i-th type. The encoded matrices are gener-
ated only from the matrices of the selected type. The PS selects
importance levels for both A and B independently using
predetermined window selection distributions, and encodes the
corresponding rows and columns of A and B as

Wi = ZafjAw:x(i)v

B=2>_8Bry):

J

(&)

for the w-th worker, where o;" and 3 are randomly selected
elements from the given finite field, and 7% (i)/7} (i) are
the row/column indices of A/B at the corresponding levels,
respectively.

The EW-UEP coding strategy also uses a probabilistic
window selection polynomial T'(£) for row and column class
selection of A and B, respectively; however, the window
definition is different from that of the NOW-UEP strategy.
The EW-UEP constructs the i-th window by including all
the packets whose importance levels are ¢ or higher than <.
For instance, let us assume that the third importance level is
selected according to the window selection distribution. This
strategy dictates inclusion of all the source messages from
the first, second, and third importance levels in the codeword.
Thus, the EW strategy includes the most important matrices
in the encoding process regardless of the importance level of
the selected window to provide a better protection than others.

In both cases, the decoding function simply places (A]np =
C,,, when it is possible to obtain it from W(T yax). and sets
(A]np to the all-zero matrix otherwise.



IV. THEORETICAL ANALYSIS

In [15], the authors give the corresponding decoding prob-
abilities of NOW and EW-UEP strategies for each importance
level as a function of the number of received packets in each
class. In this section, we assume for simplicity that the entries
of the matrices are zero mean and with variance ain and

0]231) in each sub-block, and they are uncorrelated, so that
IE{HCHPH%} MUQo% O'B Let us denote the number of

encoded matrix products received at time ¢ by N (¢), then the
probability of receiving w packets from W workers at time ¢
is Pn () (w), which is simply calculated as

Puo = ()a-Fo  Eor. ©

w

From [15, Eq. 5], we obtain a bound (which is achievable
with large field sizes) on the decoding probabilities of NOW-
UEP strategy for each importance level as a function of
received matrices as

Pu(N)< Y Pronmim>k), (7
(nlxn2)"'7nb)
2ie =N
where n = [n1,n9,...,nz], k is the number of packets in
class [ and 1(-) is the indicator function, and
N!
P, = F"‘Fm I s 8
F(f),N(n) nl!n2' nL L ( )

As an example, with three classes, W = 40 workers, and
window selection probabilities (0.35,0.35,0.3), the decoding
probabilities of each class are as depicted in Fig. 1, which
clearly illustrates that the most important class is protected
better.

We can bound the performance of the coded matrix multi-
plication scheme in Section III as follows.

Theorem 1. NOW-UEP Loss: Consider the loss minimization
problem in Section I for the case in which the set of matrix
products D({A,B}) is the set of matrices with i.i.d. entries
with variance O'?)A and O'ZB for the l-th class of the final
product C, respectively, for A and B. The expected loss of
approximate matrix multiplication with the NOW-UEP strategy
described in Section III is

E max Z 1:)]\7('1",,,ax [HC CHF|N() ]7
we[W]
)
where
E[|C—C|[7|N(t) = w]
=3 k(1= Py(w)) MUQo} yoi g, (10)

1€[L)]

where k is the number of blocks in the I-th importance level of
C, and the expectation in (9) is taken over the random entries
of A, B.

Note that since (7) is an upper bound on the correct recovery
probability, applying it to (9) results in a (lower) bound on
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2: Decoding probabilities of NOW-UEP strategy with three classes, and
W = 40 workers.
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Fig. 3: Normalized loss of the estimator using UEP codes with three classes
with exponential latency model.

the expected loss, however, this bound is tight as the field
size tends to infinity, i.e., the lower bound on the loss is
asymptotically achievable. The analog of Theorem 1 for the
EW-UEP is obtained from the results in [15, Eq. 4-9] and is
not presented here for brevity. Note that, in Th. 1, there exists a
“matching” between the probabilistic structure of the matrices
to be multiplied and their row/column block partitioning. In
reality, one would not observe such a neat organization of the
matrix values. Instead one would have to fit the row/column
weight distribution in the data to design the UEP code resulting
in the minimal loss.

V. NUMERICAL EVALUATIONS

We now provide examples with the approximate matrix
multiplication scheme using UEP codes proposed in Section
III. For service time of workers, we use the exponential latency
model, i.e., the completion time of each worker for a given
task is exponentially distributed with parameter A.

A. Matrix Approximation Using UEP

We consider multiplication of two matrices A € RNUXM

and B € RM*PQ with the help of W = 40 workers whose
task completion times are modeled by exponential latency
model with parameter A = 0.25. At time ¢, the approximation
is performed by only using the worker responses up until
time ¢, and the rest are ignored. We select U = @ = 5, and
M = 100.

Firstly, as discussed earlier, we classify each row and
column blocks of A and B with importance levels high,
medium, and low. The element of each block is ii.d. and
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Fig. 4: Normalized loss of the estimator using UEP codes with three classes
as a function of number of received packets.

distributed with N(0,10), A (0,1), and N(0,0.1), for high,
medium, and low levels, respectively. We assume that both A
and B have only one instance of row and column from each
level, i.e., N = 3, P = 3. We take the multiplication of high
and high blocks as class one, high and medium blocks as class
two, and the remaining as class three. With this definition,
we have (k1, ko2, k3) = (1,2,6) sub-blocks in each class. We
select the window selection probabilities for both NOW and
EW-UEP strategies as I'y = 0.35,T's = 0.35, I's = 0.3.

The decoding probabilities for each class are obtained
through the formulation given in [15], as also depicted for
the NOW-UEP strategy in Fig. 2. In Fig. 3, these decoding
probabilities are used to obtain the normalized expected loss
values as a function of time ¢ along with the performance
obtained with the MDS codes which are also used in [10] for
coded computation. Until time ¢ = 1.7, the UEP protection
with both NOW and EW is better than that of MDS, since
the UEP coding strategy enables early recovery of important
classes with a small number of received packets. For instance,
at time ¢ = 1 the MDS coding approach gives a normalized
loss of 0.46 which is extremely high while the EW-UEP
strategy provides loss of 0.088 which is significantly lower and
close to perfect recovery. In other words, if we are interested
in an earlier recovery of certain important parts, using the
UEP coding approach for matrix approximation is highly
advantageous. After time ¢ = 1.7, the MDS code starts to
perform better than the others since it can fully recover C
after receiving nine packets. If we wait long enough, the UEP
strategy will also fully recover the desired matrix product.

For further interpretation, we give the normalized loss
values of matrix multiplication with MDS and approximate
matrix multiplication using NOW and EW-UEP coding in Fig.
4 as a function of the number of received packets. The matrix
multiplication with MDS codes needs to receive ;¢ ki
packets to fully recover the result, where k; is the number
of packets in the [-th level. Receiving less than 3,11 ki
will not provide any partial information, and results in no
recovery, hence the normalized loss with MDS coding is
unity until it receives nine packets (the minimum required
for recovery). However, matrix approximation with NOW and
EW-UEP coding strategies start to recover more important
classes after receiving only very few packets, and continue

Table II: A summary of the model layers of the DNN.

Layer Weight Dim Grad Input Dim Grad Weight Dim
Dense 1 (784x100) (64x100)x(100x784) | (784x64)x(64x100)
ReLU - - -
Dense 2 (100x200) (64x200)x(200x100) | (100x64)x(64x200)
ReLU - - -
Dense 3 (200x10) (64x10)x(10x200) (200x64)x(64x10)
Softmax - - -

Table III: A summary of the encoding parameters in Section V-B.

Encoding Type w Q
Uncoded 9 9/9
NOW/EW - UEP | 15 | 9/ 15
Block Repetition | 18 | 9/ 18

to provide additional partial information after each received
block.

It is also worth noting that we choose the window selec-
tion distributions for the UEP codes arbitrarily. As a further
improvement, this distribution can be optimized to minimize
the loss in the matrix approximation.

B. ML Performance with UEP Coded Matrix Multiplication

In this section, we investigate the accuracy of several
trained DNN models which employ NOW-UEP, EW-UEP,
and block repetition coding to calculate the gradient matrix.
More specifically, we present the classification results for the
MNIST dataset, containing 60,000 training samples with the
DNN model defined in Table II. The model is trained using
Stochastic Gradient Descent (SGD), with a learning rate of
0.01, and cross-entropy as loss. The images are passed through
the model in mini batches of 64 at a time over two or three
epochs, depending on the learning speed. To fairly compare
different codes, we scale the time required to complete a task
as F'(Qt), where € is the number of matrix sub-products
over the number of workers. In this scaling, we assume that
doubling the number of workers halves the average completion
time. Since N = P = 3, the number of matrix sub-products
required for successful computation is NP = 9. For the
simulations, we use A = 0.5 with an exponential latency model
and Tiax = 0.25,0.5,1,2. We also show the ideal scenario
in which the matrix multiplications are centralized and there
are no stragglers as a benchmark. We employ the parameters
given in Table III for encoding the gradients in each dense
layer shown in Table II. To ensure that the higher weight
values are biased towards the same portion of the matrix, the
indexes are permuted in a descending order of the column/row
weights before using the UEP coding. This permutation idea
is similar to the one used in [17] which proposes a fast matrix
multiplication algorithm.

We observe from the results shown in Fig. 6 that the UEP
coding strategy shows a significant advantage in providing a
closer approximation with a shorter wait time, e.g., for Tj,,x =
0.25 and 0.5. Hence, the accuracy of the DNN based learning
algorithm is improved. On the other hand, employing block
repetitions increases the number of workers required and does
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Fig. 6: MNIST classification accuracy for the neural network proposed in
Section V with A = 0.5, and Tmax = 0.25,0.5, 1, and 2, respectively.

not result in a better approximation compared to the uncoded
scheme at any point.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied distributed approximate matrix multipli-
cation using UEP codes with the objective of mitigating the
stragglers and speeding up the large-scale operations which
are common in machine learning and data mining algorithms.
We use UEP codes to provide better protection for the sub-
operations which have higher effects on the resulting matrix

product by better protecting the sub-operations with larger
norms. We validate the effectiveness of the proposed approach
through an analytical assessments based on simplified mod-
els for sparse matrices, and compare our results with those
obtained with MDS codes via simulations. Furthermore, the
proposed strategy is applied to the backpropagation steps of
a DNN. Our results clearly show that, in the presence of
stragglers, we can have a performance closer to the centralized
training earlier by striking a balance between the precision of
the updates and the computation deadline.
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