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Abstract—This paper studies the shuffling phase in a dis-
tributed computing model with rate-limited links between nodes.
Each node is connected to all other nodes via a noiseless broadcast
link with a finite capacity. For this network, the shuffling phase
is described as a distributed index-coding problem to extend an
outer bound for the latter to the distributed computing problem.
An inner bound on the capacity region is also established by
using the distributed composite-coding scheme introduced for the
distributed index-coding problem. We consider some special cases
of the distributed computing problem through two examples for
which we prove that the inner and outer bounds agree, thereby

establishing the capacity regions. We, then, generalize the special
cases to any number of nodes and computation loads under
certain constraints.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distributed computing (DC) models, mainly focusing on

Hadoop MapReduce [1] frameworks, are commonly used by

Google, Facebook, Amazon etc. In the MapReduce framework,

a set of servers carry out computing tasks in three phases:

Map, Shuffle, and Reduce. Initially, each input data block (file)

is stored multiple times across the servers, and each server

processes the locally stored data to generate some intermediate

values (IV) in the Map phase. In the Shuffle phase, servers

exchange the IVs among themselves so that the final output

functions are distributedly calculated across the servers in the

Reduce phase. Designing coding theoretic techniques to reduce

the communication load during the shuffling phase has been a

major field of research during the past few years [2]–[18].

In this paper, we consider capacity-limited links between the

nodes, which, to the best of our knowledge, is not considered

for the shuffling phase of the MapReduce frameworks in the

literature. We connect the shuffling phase of the DC problem

to distributed index-coding problem studied in [19], [20]. We

extend an outer bound on the capacity region of the distributed

index-coding problem to our problem. We also derive an

inner bound on the capacity region by using the distributed

composite-coding scheme proposed for the distributed index-

coding problem in [19]. We consider special cases of the DC

problem, for which we prove that the inner and outer bounds

meet, thus establishing the capacity regions.

Notation: The notation [n] represents the set {1, 2, . . . , n},

[a, b] represents the set {a, a+1, . . . , b}, while [a, b) represents

the set {a, a+ 1, . . . , b− 1}.

II. BACKGROUND AND PRELIMINARIES

We consider the DC models with MapReduce framework

[2]. In this model, there are K nodes indexed by [0,K). The

task is to compute Q output functions {φq : q ∈ [0, Q)} from

N distinct input files {wn : n ∈ [0, N)}. Each function φq

maps all N input files, where each file wn ∈ {0, 1}f has f
bits, into a stream of b bits, i.e., we have

φq : Πn∈[0,N){0, 1}
f → {0, 1}b. (1)

Suppose for every q ∈ [0, Q), there is a mapping function

gq,n : {0, 1}f → {0, 1}t
′

for each n ∈ [0, N), where

gq,n maps the input file wn into an intermediate value (IV)

vq,n = gq,n(wn) ∈ {0, 1}t
′

of t′ bits. Similarly, for every

q ∈ [0, Q), assume that there is a reduce function, hq :
Πn∈[0,N){0, 1}

t′ → {0, 1}b which maps all IVs into the output

function φq = hq(vq,0, . . . , vq,N−1) ∈ {0, 1}b of b bits. With

that, the output function φq , for each q ∈ [0, Q), can be

equivalently described as

φq(w0, . . . , wN−1) = hq(vq,0, . . . , vq,N−1)

= hq(gq,0(w0), . . . , gq,N−1(wN−1)). (2)

The function computation is carried out in three phases:

1) Map Phase: The N files are divided into F disjoint

batches, B = {Bf : f ∈ [0, F )}, each containing η1 =
N/F files, i.e.,

⋃

f∈[0,F )Bf = {w0, w1, . . . , wN−1}.

Each node k ∈ [0,K) locally stores subset of file batches

Mk ⊆ B, and computes its IVs

{vq,n : q ∈ [0, Q), wn ∈ Bf , Bf ∈ Mk}. (3)

2) Shuffle Phase: Each node k ∈ [0,K) is assigned to

compute a subset of output functions whose indices are in

Wk ⊆ [0, Q). We assume that there is a symmetric assign-

ment across the nodes, which implies |Wk| = η2 = Q/K
and |Wk1 ∩ Wk2 | = 0 for all k, k1, k2 ∈ [0,K) and

k1 6= k2. The set of all IVs which each node k does

not have access to and needs to recover for computing

the assigned output functions is given by

{vq,n : q ∈ Wk, Bf ∈ B\Mk, wn ∈ Bf}. (4)

For each Bf ∈ B\Mk, we concatenate the set of IVs for

the output functions in Wk which needs to be computed

by node k and can be computed from the files in Bf into

a message sequence

V(k,f) = (vq,n : q ∈ Wk, wn ∈ Bf ) ∈ {0, 1}t (5)

where we have t = η1η2t
′. The set of all messages

accessible to node k ∈ [0,K), which is needed by some

other nodes, is given by {V(k̂,f̂) : k̂ ∈ [0,K)\k,B
f̂
∈

Mk\Mk̂
}. Each node k creates a bit sequence Yk using

these message sequences and send it through a broadcast

link of capacity Ck to all the other nodes.
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3) Reduce Phase: Receiving the sequence {Yj}j∈[0,K)\k,

each node k ∈ [0,K) decodes all the IVs required to

compute its output functions.

We next define the computation load for the DC problem.

Definition 1. (Computation Load [2]): Computation load r is

defined as the total number of files mapped across K nodes

normalized by the total number of files, i.e., we have

r :=

∑

k∈[0,K) η1|Mk|

N
=

∑

k∈[0,K) |Mk|

F
. (6)

A. Distributed Index-coding Problem

In the distributed index-coding problem [19], there are M
receivers, denoted by [0,M), a set of M independent messages,

X = {x0, x1, . . . , xM−1}, and 2M − 1 senders. Each receiver

j ∈ [0,M) wants to obtain the message xj and has a subset

of messages, Sj ⊆ X as side information. A distributed index-

coding problem can be described by a directed graph (digraph)

G with M vertices. Each vertex i ∈ [0,M) represents the

receiver i as well as the message xi requested by the receiver

i. There exists an arc from a vertex i to another vertex j if and

only if the receiver i has the message xj as side-information,

for i, j ∈ [0,M).
Let M denote the set of all non-empty subsets of [0,M). For

each J ∈ M, there is a sender that contains all the messages

{xj : j ∈ J} and the broadcast link connecting sender J to

all the receivers has a capacity of CJ . Each sender J ∈ M

sends a sequence YJ . Assume that each message xj , for j ∈
[0,M), is independent and uniformly distributed over the set

Xj = [2nRj ], where n denotes the blocklength and Rj denotes

the rate of transmission. A ((2nRj : j ∈ [0,M)), (2nCJ : J ∈
M), n) distributed index code is defined by a set of

• 2M − 1 encoders, one at each sender J ∈ M, which

map the messages available at the sender J into an index

codeword YJ ∈ [2nCJ ] sent to the receivers, and

• M decoders, one at each receiver j ∈ [0,M), which map

the received sequences and side information to a message

estimate x̂j .

Let the estimated messages be X̂ . The average probability of

error is defined as P
(n)
e = Pr[X̂ 6= X ]. A rate tuple (Rj : j ∈

[0,M)) is achievable for a given link-capacity tuple (CJ : J ∈
M) if there exists a ((2nRj : j ∈ [0,M)), (2nCJ : J ∈ M), n)

distributed index code such that P
(n)
e → 0 as n → ∞. The

capacity region is the closure of the set of all achievable rate

tuples.

B. Multi-sender Unicast Index-Coding Problem

In multi-sender unicast index-coding problem [20], [21],

there are M independent messages denoted by X , K senders

denoted by [0,K), and M receivers denoted by [0,M). Each

receiver j ∈ [0,M) wants to obtain the message xj and has

some subset of messages, Sj ⊆ X as side information. Each

sender k ∈ [0,K) contains a distinct subset of messages X
and is connected via a broadcast link of capacity Ck to all

receivers. Therefore, with M messages, the maximum number

of admissible senders is Kmax = 2M − 1, and thus we have

1 ≤ K ≤ Kmax. Note that in the distributed index-coding

problem [19], we have K = Kmax but allowed link capacity

Ck = 0, i.e., Kmax senders are all present but some are

inactive. Thus, the multi-sender unicast index-coding problem

and distributed index-coding problem are equivalent.

III. PROBLEM DEFINITION

Consider the shuffling phase of the DC problem. There are

K senders nodes [0,K) and for each sender k ∈ [0,K), the

receivers are the other nodes. There are K receiver nodes,

where each receiver node k ∈ [0,K) wants to obtain all

messages in the set {V(k,f) : Bf ∈ B\Mk}, i.e., each receiver

node k wants F−|Mk| number of messages. The total number

of messages wanted by the nodes is given by

M =

K−1
∑

k=0

F − |Mk| = F (K − r) (7)

where r is the computation load as in (6). Thus, there are

M = F (K − r) messages to be shuffled in this system, i.e.,

we consider only the set of all messages in the set {V(k,f) : k ∈
[0,K), Bf ∈ B\Mk}. Within this set, each node k ∈ [0,K)
knows a subset of messages a priori, denoted by {V(k̂,f̂) :

k̂ ∈ [0,K)\k,B
f̂
∈ Mk\Mk̂

}. We can further divide each

receiver node k ∈ [0,K) into F − |Mk| virtual receiver nodes

indexed by (k, f), for each Bf ∈ B\Mk. Each virtual receiver

node (k, f) wants a unique message V(k,f), and has access

to all the messages in the set {V
k̂,f̂

: k̂ ∈ [0,K)\k,B
f̂
∈

Mk\Mk̂
}.

For any fixed map phase configuration with computation

load r, the shuffling phase of the DC problem is equivalent

to multi-sender unicast index-coding problem consisting of:

• M messages. We denote the set of all message indices

involved in the system by V , i.e., we have

V = {(k, f) : k ∈ [0,K), Bf ∈ B\Mk}. (8)

• K sender nodes indexed by [0,K). Represent the message

indices available at node k ∈ [0,K) by Sk, i.e, we have

Sk = {(k̂, f̂) : k̂ ∈ [0,K)\k,B
f̂
∈ Mk\Mk̂

}. (9)

• M virtual receiver nodes indexed by (k, f) ∈ V . The

message requested by the virtual receiver node (k, f) ∈
V is V(k,f). The message indices available at the virtual

receiver node (k, f) is given by Sk.

• K broadcast links. Each node k ∈ [0,K) sends a sequence

Yk to all other nodes through a noiseless broadcast channel

of capacity Ck.

Note that each sender node contains a distinct subset of the

messages V . Therefore, using similar arguments as in Section

II-B, we can consider this model as a distributed index-coding

problem with Kmax = 2K − 1 senders, for which only K of

them are active. The link capacity for the rest of the senders

are assumed to be zero. Note that receiver and sender nodes

consist of the same set of nodes. Throughout the paper, we refer

them as receiver/sender nodes to specify the functionality of

the nodes.

Following the connections established between the DC and

distributed index-coding problems, a DC problem can be

described by a digraph G with M vertices which represent



the M message indices in V and M virtual receiver nodes.

There exists an arc from some vertex (k1, f1) ∈ V to another

vertex (k2, f2) ∈ V if and only if (k2, f2) ∈ Sk1 , i.e., when the

receiver node k1 has the message V(k2,f2) as side-information

for k1, k2 ∈ [0,K) and f1, f2 ∈ [0, F ) such that k1 6= k2.

Definition 2. (Data Shuffling Code): Assume that each mes-

sage V(k,f) ∈ V is independent and uniformly distributed over

the set V(k,f) = [2nR(k,f) ], where n denotes the blocklength

and R(k,f) denotes the rate of transmission. A ((2nR(k,f) :
(k, f) ∈ V), (2nCk : k ∈ [0,K)), n) data shuffling code

consists of

• an encoder mapping at each sender node k ∈ [0,K)
which maps messages available with it to an index code-

word Yk ∈ [2nCk ], and;

• a decoder mapping at each virtual receiver node (k, f) ∈
V which maps its received codeword symbols {Yj :
j ∈ [0,K)\k} and its side information messages to a

requested message estimate V̂(k,f).

Let the estimated message indices be V̂ . The average prob-

ability of error is defined as P
(n)
e = Pr[V̂ 6= V ]. A rate

tuple (R(k,f) : (k, f) ∈ V) is achievable, given link-capacities

(Ck, k ∈ [0,K)), if there exists a (2nR(k,f) : (k, f) ∈
V), (2nCk : k ∈ [0,K)), n) data shuffling code such that

P
(n)
e → 0 as n → ∞. The capacity region is the closure

of the set of achievable rate tuples.

We next establish bounds on the capacity region of this DC

problem.

IV. OUTER BOUND

In this section, we present an outer bound on the capacity

region of the DC problem by adapting the outer bound for the

distributed index-coding problem [19], [20].

Proposition 1. For a DC problem represented by digraph G,

if the rate tuple (R(k,f) : (k, f) ∈ V) is achievable for a given

link-capacity tuple (Ck : k ∈ [0,K)), it must satisfy
∑

(k,f)∈S

R(k,f) ≤
∑

j∈[0,K):S∩Sj 6=φ

Cj (10)

for all S ⊆ V for which the subgraph of G induced by S does

not contain a directed cycle.

The outer bound follows from Proposition 1 in [20], the

proof of which is provided in [Appendix A] [20]. Given a

digraph G, the induced acyclic subgraph obtained by removing

minimum number of vertices is called the maximum acyclic

induced subgraph (MAIS) of G. This outer bound is a gen-

eralized version of the MAIS bound proposed for the single

sender index-coding problem.

V. INNER BOUND

The inner bound is obtained by adapting the distributed

composite coding technique based on [19].

At each sender node j ∈ [0,K), a virtual encoder is assigned

for every non-empty subset of message indices J ⊆ Sj . This

virtual encoder operates at an associated composite coding rate

denoted as γJ ,j . The encoding process consists of two steps.

In the first step, the virtual encoder at sender node j maps

messages indexed by J , denoted as (V(k,f) : (k, f) ∈ J ),
into a single composite index WJ ,j . This composite index

is generated randomly and independently as a Bernoulli(1/2)

sequence with a length of 2lj .γJ ,j bits. In the second step,

sender node j utilizes flat coding to encode the composite

indices (WJ ,j : J ⊆ Sj) into a binary sequence Yj ∈ {0, 1}lj .

Decoding also occurs in two steps. Each receiver node

k ∈ [0,K) initially recovers all composite indices (WJ ,j :
J ⊆ Sj , j ∈ [0,K)\k). Error-free recovery is possible if the

condition
∑

J⊆Sj :J*Sk,j

γJ ,j ≤ Cj (11)

is satisfied, where Sk,j = Sk ∩Sj represents the common side

information shared between nodes k and j, for j, k ∈ [0,K).

In the second decoding step, each receiver node recovers the

desired messages from the composite indices. For each Bf ∈
B\Mk, a virtual decoder D(k,f) is defined at the receiver node

k ∈ [0,K). The set D(k,f),j contains the messages that the

decoder D(k,f) decodes from sender node j such that (k, f) ∈
D(k,f),j . The probability that message V(k,f) can be recovered

correctly at rate R(k,f),j goes to 1 as lj → ∞, if the rates

of the composite messages belong to the polymatroidal rate

region R(D(k,f),j |Sk,j) defined by
∑

(k,f)∈Tj

R(k,f),j <
∑

J⊆D(k,f),j∪Sk,j :

|J∩Tj |6=0

γJ ,j (12)

for all Tj ⊆ D(k,f),j\Sk,j [19]. Then, the achievable rate

region for sender node j is given by

Rj ∈
⋂

(k,f)∈Sj

⋃

D(k,f),j⊆Sj :

(k,f)∈D(k,f),j

R(D(k,f),j |Sk,j). (13)

After establishing the composite-coding achievable rate regions

Rj for all the sender nodes, we obtain a combined achievable

rate region by applying the following constraints

R(k,j) <
∑

j∈[0,K):(k,f)∈Sj

R(k,f),j ∀(k, f) ∈ V (14)

and eliminating (R(k,f),j : j ∈ [0,K), (k, f) ∈ V) via Fourier-

Motzkin elimination [Appendix D] [22].

VI. CAPACITY REGIONS FOR SPECIAL DC MODELS

In this section, we provide the capacity regions for special

cases of the DC problem. First, we illustrate the special cases

through two examples. We, then, generalize this to any K and

r such that (K − r) divides K .

Example 1. Consider a DC model with 3 nodes in-

dexed by [0, 3). Assume that there are 6 input files,

{w0, w1, w2, w3, w4, w5} and 3 output functions, {φ0, φ1, φ2}
involved. Files are divided into 3 distinct batches, i.e., we have

B = {B0, B1, B2} such that B0 = {w0, w1}, B1 = {w2, w3},
and B2 = {w4, w5}. The set of all batches assigned to each

node k ∈ [0, 3) is given by Mk = {Bj : j = [0, 3)\k}. Let
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Fig. 1: Digraph G1 corresponding to Example 1.

the output function index assigned to each node k ∈ [0, 3) be

Wk = {k}.

Each node k ∈ [0, 3) can compute the IVs {vq,n : q ∈
[0, 3), wn ∈ Bf , f ∈ [0, 3)\k}. The set of all IVs each node

k ∈ [0, 3) does not have access to and needs to recover is

{vq,n : q ∈ Wk, wn ∈ Bk}. We concatenate this set of IVs

for the output function in Wk, which needs to be computed

by node k and can be computed from the files in Bk, into a

message sequence

Vk = (vq,n : q ∈ Wk, wn ∈ Bk). (15)

Hence, the shuffling phase of this problem consists of:

• A total of 3 messages {V0, V1, V2}. Let V denote the set

of all message indices, i.e., V = {0, 1, 2}.

• 3 sender nodes denoted by [0, 3). Each sender node k ∈
[0, 3) has access to the messages whose indices are in

Sk = V\k, i.e., we have

S0 = {1, 2},

S1 = {0, 2},

S2 = {0, 1}. (16)

• 3 receiver nodes denoted by k ∈ V . Each receiver node

k ∈ V wants the message Vk and has the other two

messages, i.e., the side information set is Sk.

The digraph G1 representing this problem is shown in Fig. 1.

The digraph forms a clique. Hence, the MAIS for this problem

contains only one vertex. Suppose the link capacities of the

nodes are C0 = C1 = C2 = 1. Using Proposition 1, an outer

bound for this example is given by

R1
out =

{

(R0, R1, R2) ∈ R3
+ :

R0 ≤ 2, R1 ≤ 2, R2 ≤ 2

}

. (17)

The sender node 0 encodes the messages (V1, V2) into a

composite index W{1,2},0 at a rate of γ{1,2},0. Similarly,

the messages (V0, V2) and (V0, V1) are encoded into indices

W{0,2},1 and W{0,1},2 at rates of γ{0,2},1 and γ{0,1},2 by

the sender nodes 1 and 2, respectively, such that γ{1,2},0 ≤
C0, γ{0,2},1 ≤ C1, and γ{0,1},2 ≤ C2. The rates of the

remaining indices are set to zero, i.e., γ{1},0 = γ{2},0 =
γ{0},1 = γ{2},1 = γ{0},2 = γ{1},2 = 0.

The receiver node 0 receives W{0,2},1 and W{0,1},2. Since

it has side information (V1, V2), it can recover V0 from

(W{0,2},1,W{0,1},2) if R0 < γ{0,2},1 + γ{0,1},2. Similarly,

using similar arguments for all receiver nodes, a rate tuple

(R0, R1, R2) is achievable if

R0 < γ{0,2},1 + γ{0,1},2,

R1 < γ{0,1},2 + γ{1,2},0,

R2 < γ{0,2},1 + γ{1,2},0 (18)

0 1
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Fig. 2: Digraph G2 corresponding to Example 2.

for some γ{1,2},0, γ{0,2},1, and γ{0,1},2 such that γ{1,2},0 ≤
C0, γ{0,2},1 ≤ C1 and γ{0,1},2 ≤ C2. Hence, we obtain the

inequalities, R0 ≤ 2, R1 ≤ 2, and R2 ≤ 2. Thus, the rate

region R1
CC achievable using the composite coding matches

the outer bound R1
out, i.e., R1

CC = R1
out.

Example 2. Consider another DC model with 6 nodes in-

dexed by [0, 6), 6 input files, {w0, w1, w2, w3, w4, w5} and 6
output functions, {φ0, φ1, φ2, φ3, φ4, φ5}. Divide the files into

3 distinct batches, i.e., we have B = {B0, B1, B2} such that

B0 = {w0, w1}, B1 = {w2, w3}, and B2 = {w4, w5}. The set

of all batches assigned to each node k ∈ [0, 6) is given by

Mk = {Bj : j ∈ [0, 3)\(k mod 3)}. Let the output function

index assigned to each node k ∈ [0, 6) be Wk = {k}.

Each node k ∈ [0, 6) can compute the IVs {vq,n : q ∈
[0, 6), wn ∈ Bf , f ∈ [0, 3)\(k mod 3)}. The set of all IVs

node k does not have access and needs to recover is {vq,n :
q ∈ Wk, wn ∈ B(k mod 3)}. We concatenate this set of IVs into

a message sequence

Vk = (vq,n : q ∈ Wk, wn ∈ B(k mod 3)). (19)

Considering the shuffling phase,

• There are a total of 6 messages involved in this system

{V0, V1, V2, V3, V4, V5}. Let V denotes the set of all mes-

sage indices, i.e., V = [0, 6).
• There are 6 sender nodes denoted by [0, 6) and each

sender node k ∈ [0, 6) has access to the messages whose

indices are in Sk = V\{k, (k + 3) mod 6}, i.e., we have

S0 = {1, 2, 4, 5}, S1 = {2, 3, 5, 0}, S2 = {3, 4, 0, 1},

S3 = {4, 5, 1, 2}, S4 = {5, 0, 2, 3}, S5 = {0, 1, 3, 4}.
(20)

• There are 6 receiver nodes denoted by V . Each receiver

node k ∈ V wants the message Vk and has all other mes-

sages except Vk and V(k+3) mod 6, i.e., the side information

set is Sk.

The digraph G2 representing this problem is shown in Fig. 2.

Assume the link capacities of the nodes to be C0 = C1 = C2 =
C3 = C4 = C5 = 1. From Fig. 2, it is clear that the MAIS

can contain only two vertices given by {k, (k+3) mod 6}, for

any k ∈ [0, 6). Using Proposition 1, an outer bound for this

example is given by

R2
out =

{

(R0, R1, R2, R3, R4, R5) ∈ R6
+ :

R0 +R3 ≤ 4, R1 +R4 ≤ 4, R2 +R5 ≤ 4

}

.

(21)



The sender node 0 encodes the messages (V1, V2) into

a composite index W{1,2},0 at a rate of γ{1,2},0. Simi-

larly, the messages V(k+1) mod 6, and V(k+2) mod 6 are en-

coded into an index W{(k+1) mod 6,(k+2) mod 6},k at a rate of

γ{(k+1) mod 6,(k+2) mod 6},k by the sender node k ∈ [0, 6),
such that γ{(k+1) mod 6,(k+2) mod 6},k ≤ Ck. The rates of the

remaining indices are set to zero.

The receiver node 0 receives {W{5,0},4,W{0,1},5}. Since

it has side information (V1, V5), it can recover V0 from the

composite indices if R0 < γ{5,0},4 + γ{0,1},5. Similarly,

using similar arguments for other receiver nodes, a rate tuple

(R0, R1, R2, R3, R4, R5) is achievable if

R0 < γ{5,0},4 + γ{0,1},5 R1 < γ{1,2},0 + γ{0,1},5

R2 < γ{1,2},0 + γ{2,3},1 R3 < γ{2,3},1 + γ{3,4},2

R4 < γ{3,4},2 + γ{4,5},3 R5 < γ{4,5},3 + γ{5,0},4 (22)

for some γ{1,2},0, γ{2,3},1, γ{3,4},2, γ{4,5},3, γ{5,0},4, and

γ{0,1},5 such that γ{1,2},0 ≤ C0, γ{2,3},1 ≤ C1, γ{3,4},2 ≤
C2, γ{4,5},3 ≤ C3, γ{5,0},4 ≤ C4 and γ{0,1},5 ≤ C5. Hence,

we obtain the inequalities R0 + R3 ≤ 4, R1 + R4 ≤ 4, and

R2 + R5 ≤ 4. For this example as well, the inner and outer

bounds agree and we thus establish the capacity region.

We next generalize the above special cases. For the DC

problem, assume that there exist some integers K and r
such that (K − r) divides K . Let g = K

K−r
and for any

integers a and b, let (a)b denote (a mod b). In the Map

phase, the input database is split into g disjoint batches

B = {Bk : k ∈ [0, g)}, each containing η1 = N
g

files, i.e.,
⋃

k∈[0,g) Bk = {w0, w1, . . . , wN−1}. The node k ∈ [0,K)
is assigned all batches in B except the batch B(k)g , i.e.,

Mk = {Bj : j ∈ [0, g)\{(k)g}}, and can compute the IVs

{vq,n : q ∈ [0, Q), wn ∈ Bj , j ∈ [0, g)\{(k)g}}.

The set of all IVs node k does not have access to and needs

to recover is given by {vq,n : q ∈ Wk, wn ∈ B(k)g}. We

concatenate the set of IVs for the output functions in Wk which

needs to be computed by node k and can be computed from

the files in B(k)g , i.e., {vq,n : q ∈ Wk, wn ∈ B(k)g}, into the

message sequence

Vk = (vq,n : q ∈ Wk, wn ∈ B(k)g ). (23)

For this DC problem, the shuffling phase consists of

• K messages, whose indices are V = {k : k ∈ [0,K)}.

• K sender nodes, [0,K), where each sender node k ∈
[0,K) contains all the messages except the messages in

∪i∈[0,K−r)V(k+ig)K , i.e., we have

Sk =







j : j ∈ [0,K)\





⋃

i∈[0,K−r)

(k + ig)K











. (24)

• K receiver nodes, [0,K), where each receiver node

k ∈ [0,K) requests the message Vk. The set of message

indices available at it is given by Sk.

This problem can be described by a digraph G, with K vertices

which represent K message indices, and K receiver nodes.

Each vertex i ∈ [0,K) represents the receiver node i as well

as the message Vi requested by the receiver node i. There

exists an arc from a vertex i to another vertex j if and only if

the receiver node i has the message Vj as side-information for

i, j ∈ [0,K).

In order to find the maximum number of vertices in the

MAIS of G, pick a random vertex k in G first. We cannot

include any vertex j ∈ {(k + u)K : u ∈ [g − 1]}, as there

exists a cycle between i and j. We pick the vertex k+ g next.

Continuing with similar arguments, we pick the vertices {(k+
ig)K : i ∈ [0,K − r)}. In short, if a vertex i is included in

MAIS, g − 1 vertices before and after that vertex cannot be

included in the MAIS, i.e., we cannot pick any vertices in the

set {(k+u)K , (k−u)K : u ∈ [g− 1]}. Hence, we can have at

most K
g
= K − r vertices in the MAIS. Therefore, the MAIS

contains only K − r vertices {(k + ig)K : i ∈ [0,K − r)} for

any k ∈ [0,K). Using Proposition 1, an outer bound is given

by

Rout =



















(Rk : k ∈ [0, K)) ∈ R
K
+ :

∑

i∈[0,K−r)

R(k+ig)K
≤

∑

j∈[0,K)\
{(k+ig)K :i∈[0,K−r)}

Cj ,

∀k ∈ [0, g)



















.

(25)

For the achievability bound, each sender node j ∈ [0,K)
encodes g − 1 messages, whose indices are in the set J =
{(j + i)K : i ∈ [g − 1]}, into a composite index WJ ,j at a

rate of γJ ,j , such that γJ ,j ≤ Cj . The rates of the remaining

indices are set to zero, i.e., for every J ′ ∈ Sj\J , γJ ′,j = 0,

where Sj denotes the set of all non-empty subsets of Sj .

For each k ∈ V , the message index k is only contained in

the composite indices of the messages encoded by the sender

nodes {(k−u)K : u ∈ [g−1]}. Hence, each receiver k ∈ [0,K)
can decode the message Vk from the composite indices if

Rk <
∑

j∈{(k−m1)K :m1∈[g−1]},
J={(j+m2)K :
m2∈[g−1]}

γJ,j (26)

which gives us the following inequalities:
∑

i∈[0,K−r)

R(k+ig)
K
<

∑

j∈{(k+ig−m1)K :
i∈[0,K−r),m1∈[g−1]},

J={(j+m2)K :
m2∈[g−1]}

γJ,j

≤
∑

j∈{(k+ig−m1)K :
i∈[0,K−r),m1∈[g−1]}

Cj

=
∑

j∈[0,K)\
{(k+ig)K :i∈[0,K−r)}

Cj . (27)

As (27) is equal to (25), the rate region achievable using the

composite coding matches the outer bound Rout.
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