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Abstract—We resolve the question of optimality for a well- delivers all information to all receivers axactly the first
studied packetized implementation of random linear netwok  time-step in whichin hindsightit was possible to route this

coding, called PNC. In PNC, in contrast to the classical mem- j qrmation from the sources to each receiver individually
oryless setting, nodes store received information in memgrto

later produce coded packets that reflect this information. NC ~ Our reduction shows that, for any network coding protocol,
is known to achieve order optimal stopping times for the many it iS possible to describe a transformation that capturestéx
to-all multicast problem in many settings. how the memory of the nodes is used. The transformation,
We l%'Ve jfedUCt'O” “Fat Captlrl]res exactly hcf)thNCdand other hich is induced by a concrete protocol implementation, snap
network coding protocols use the memory of the nodes. More ., oyacytion of the protocol to an instance of the classical
precisely, we show that any such protocol implementation iduces . . . . -
a transformation which maps an execution of the protocol to Memoryless setting. This technique also applies to variant
an instance of the classical memoryless setting. This allews Of PNC [15], [16] in which each node only keeps a finite
to prove that, for any (non-adaptive dynamic) network, PNC amount of packets in active memory. We show that, even in
converges with high probability in optimal time. In other words,  this setting, PNC stops exactly within the time in which in
it stops at exactly the first time in which in hindsight it was o 4qjant it was possible to route packets given the memory
possible to route information from the sources to each receer L. .
individually. constraint, i.e., that the buffer at each node never excieds
Our technique also applies to variants of PNC in which each active memory size. This shows that PNC, even without any
node uses only dinite buffer. We show that, even in this setting, feedback or explicit memory management]| optimally uses
PNC stops exactly within the time in which in hindsight it was the limited buffers.

possible to route packets given the memory constrfiint, i.ethatl This paper is organized as follows. We provide a short
the memory used at each node never exceeds its buffer size. N .
This shows that PNC, even without any feedback or explicit review of the memoryless network coding results and PNC in
memory management, allows to keep minimal buffer sizes whil Sectionll. In Sectionlll, we introduce our network model. In

maintaining its capacity achieving performance. Section|V, we present our method to transform a protocol
execution into a circuit that captures exactly how a given
protocol implementation uses memory. Using this, we prove
It is by now a classical resultl] that linear network that PNC and several of its variants are optimal in Section

coding archives capacity for multicast and that even clmapsi|\.-C. Finally, we summarize our contributions in Sectign
a random linear code suffices with high probabiligd], [[ 3].

The rateless and self-adaptive nature of random lineararktw I
coding has been shown particularly beneficial in distridute

settings with time-varying network topologies. For thesé s A, Memoryless Network Coding Setting
tings, a distributed and packetized network coding (PNC)

implementation has been proposeq, [[5] in which nodes e e b
keep received packets in memory and forward random linefYCli circuit processes messages from a finite figjd(or

combinations of these packets whenever they send a pacgggrnativelng). A circuit is a directed acyclic hypergraph
The performance of PNC has since been studied in varidug= (V> 4)- For each node < V, we denotel" (v) as the
network and communication models such as: static netwofR§OMing hyperedges, arld™(v) as the outgoing hyperedges.
with losses §]-[€], gossip networks J—[17] or adversarial For eache € I' (v), v contains a coding vectar, € Fy .
dynamic networks{3, [14]. These works feature new and in-We assume that there is only one node with exclusively
teresting techniques such as connections to queuing retwdutgoing hyperedges, the source noede V. Assuming an
and Jackson’s Theorer][ [17], or other stochastic modeling @ssignment of a messagel(e) € F, to each hyperedge
[9], [14] and prove (asymptotic) order optimal stopping times € 1~ (s), the circuitC processes information as follows.
that are tight in worst-case examples. Each hyperedge can inductively be assigned a messaBg in

We show that the optimality of PNC can be understodey using the rule that the vector associated with an outgoing
via a reduction to the classical memoryless settifl [3]. hyperedgee of v is c. - val(I'* (v)). In this way,C defines
We prove that inany network model, whether it is static,a linear transformil’(I'~(s), E’) € FqF (*E" petween the
stochastic or non-adaptively adversarial, PNC convergds wmessagesal(I'~ (s)) and the messages assigned to any subset
high probability inoptimal time: With high probability PNC of hyperedges’ C E.

I. INTRODUCTION

. NETWORK CODING REVIEW

In the memoryless network coding settind[ 3], a directed
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Reference J] shows that if the field size is large enough, that there is a specific given communication schedule onhwhic
one can choose the. such that the rank of (' (s), E’) we have to give an optimality proof.
is equal to the min-cut between and £’ in C. In such a  Each communication schedule can be specified as a se-
case, any node with a min-cut of at leasfl' (s)| can invert quence ofevents where a node sends or receives packets.
T(I'~(s),I'(v)) and decode all messages!(I"(s)). Fur- We assume that, at each time, a node either transmits or
thermore P], [3] show that, with high probability, this remainsreceives a packet. We capture these events using the fatilowi
true even if the coding coefficients are chosen uniformly definition of a time expanded communication hypergraphs Thi
random. These are the classical results on (random lineaofion of time expanded hypergraph has been previously used
network coding that started this line of research. under different names, e.g. continuous treltisdr adversarial

Note that, in this model, timing is irrelevant and each nodsehedulé [14].

processes each message only once. Referenkes] show .Definition 11l.1 (Time Expanded Hypergraphonsider a

that this setting can be extended to non-acyclic circuith wi etwork withn nodes, and denote this set of nodestas

del_ays: Nonetheless, nodes remain stateless_ano_l menmryln Scommunication schedule from tireto ¢ among nodes in
which is why we refer to these networks as circuits.

V is captured by the following time expanded hypergraph

B. PNC: Distributed Packetized Network Coding G = (V,V',A). Letv € V be a node in the network. We

In this section, we introduce the PNC protocdl,[[5] create a vertex copyy < V' for every timet’ € [0,]

. . . . when the node receives or sends at least one packet: I§

in which, in contrast to the memoryless setting, nodes Stotrrgnsmitting at time!’ to nodesu! 2. .. u° with associated

received information in memory to later produce coded pﬂ;t:kedela A A A, respectivel ’wé“(;reate a sinale hvoer-

that reflect this information. q Y21, 82, .., B [ESPECUVELY, i gle hyp
Assume that there ark messages fronqu distributed to © 9e(vy, {up s Uipay - Uirpa,}) € 4

the nodes. If the PNC protocol is used in a network, any nodeGiven a network, we consider the following (distributed)

u communicates by sending packets that contain vectors fronany-to-many multicast problem. Messages are generated

Fi*! and maintains a subsét, C F}*! of received packets. at nodes in the network. A message can be generated at

Initially, S,, is empty for all nodes:.. When nodeu initially  (multiple) different times at multiple nodes. The goal is to

knows thei’” messages; € qu it adds the vectofe;, s;) to disseminate all the messages to all nodes (or a subset of

S.,» Wheree; is thei'” unit vector inF’;. If nodew is requested destination node® C V') as fast as possible. One example of

to send a packet it sends a random vector from the spanaof application of this problem could be a source distritgutin

S.. Note that this description is completely independent ddirge file (which is divided into small parts) to many recese

any assumption on the network. Another application is in sensor networks, where each senso
If enough communication takes place among nodes for tiransmits its measurements at different times.

system to “mix”, then for each node the subspace spanned To formalize this problem, we assume that there are exactly

by S, will converge to thek dimensional subspace &% *! & messages that are vectorsKff. We assume that the nodes

given by thek input vectors. Each node can then use Gaussiamploy the PNC protocol of Sectioli-B. Note that this

elimination to recover the input messages. requires each message to have a unique identifier that is
Referencesd]-[13] provide upper bounds on how quicklyknown to every node at which the messages is generated.

this “mixing” happens for specific (stochastic) communimat \We incorporate the message generation in our network model

models. In this work, we prove a stronger statement that theing the following additional definition.

mixing happens with high probability in optimal time fany Definition 11l.2. Let G —

o . (V,V', A) be a communication
communication history.

schedule of a network in whichmessagesgny,...,my € qu

I1l. NETWORK MODEL: TIME EXPANDED HYPERGRAPHs ~are generated. We alte by adding a supersource node

. . . . . tto V', Furthermore for each message; that is generated
We consider discrete or continuous time dynamic NeL odesul 2 at time 1.+ we add a hyperedge
5 g eee 1502y -

work topologies where communication links are establishe(;S {ul w2, 1) 1o A
synchronously and/or asynchronously. Nodes can potintial™ ' #7722 '
send data at different and highly non-regular rates. Links a IV. OUR RESULTS

assumed to have varying delays. We also incorporate bredca gjyen an adversarial schedule and an initial message-distri

constraints that arise in wireless settings. Our modeliapplbution’ the network capacity between the source and any node
to any static or stochastic model, including arbitrary btstic 4 any time can be determined. To do so, one enriches the
link failures, and to adversarial worst-case communicatiqye expanded hypergraph by memory edges, which capture

schedules chosen by an oblivious adversary. All these modgle hossibility that nodestore knowledge over time. This is
specify a (distribution over) communication scheduleg tha
independent from the randomness in the coding coefficientstindeed, Theorem 3.9. i ] states a result similar to our main theorem for
We shall prove a point-wise optimality, i.e., for any instan PNC_: b_ut W|t_h aV\_/eaker boun_d_. Instead of proving _PNC to be b}:(&(it)acﬂy

N icati hedule. PNC achieves optimal perf ac_hlevmg with failure probability = 1/poly(n), their result requires at least
o' a communication schedule, 1ev pu p Q:r-l-(logk—i-loge*l) additional capacity. In genergh, and! can be of the

mance. Therefore, throughout the rest of the paper, we assumer of k or even larger making this bound quite loose.
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(a) Network transactions over time (b) Time expanded hypergraph (c) Information flow hypergraph (d) PNC Transform

Fig. 1: An example networks with V' = {a, b, ¢, d}. In Figure 1a the network communication history is shown in sequence.
The link delays are shown on the edges. In Figlibethe time expanded hypergraph of the network in Figlaes shown
assuming that node andc start with a message at tinte. In Figurelc, we show the corresponding natural information flow
graphG. In Figure1d shows the corresponding PNC transfotw ¢

achieved by connecting each nodgin the time expanded circuits to show that the protocol achieves the min-cut & th
hypergraph to its next copy in time, with an edge with circuit with high probability; and finally show that the mawut
capacity equal to the amount of information thatan store, of the circuit is equivalent to the min-cut i@,,.
i.e., its buffer sizeu (in packets). We assume for simplicity To describe our transforms, we note that many network
that all nodes have the same amount of memenyif all coding protocol proposed so faf]] [15], [16] are composed
nodes have unlimited buffers, we follow][and set;, = co. of two elementary operations: 1) coding packets together by
We call this enriched time expanded hypergraph(theural) taking a random linear combination of them, and 2) storing
information flow graphand denote it by,,. The next lemma packets in memory. While the coding operation is already
confirms the intuition that the information flow graph indeedaturally captured by the memoryless circuits we show that t
represents an upper-bound on the amount of information tisédring operation can be simulated by extending a hyperedge
can be transmitted bgny algorithm. (representing a transmission) to all future versions of the
%ecipient(s). Using this observation, we define a hypetgrap
L . . . ransformation(.)x for any given protocol implementation
fclgvrcm;’an'ﬁat_'l%r:aS’:;}Zegﬁrlfcﬁdbft%vg:r:ttshga;tra;r'ggorrrgsct;c;n X. This transformation takes a time expanded hypergi@ph
grapn. P N and transforms it to the hypergraphy that exactly captures

nodev, in G, IS an upper bounc_i on the amount of mformatlorghe execution of protocok on the communication schedule
that any algorithm can transmit from the sources to node

: : . G. Note that the hypergraph transformationx does not

by timet if all nodes have an active memory of at mpst just depend on the amount of memoAy uses but has to

While Lemma V.1 provides a simple upper bound onbe carefully designed to match the implementation detdils o
the achievable point-to-point capacity, the more intémgst protocol X.
guestion is whether a given protocol achieves this capacit
While one would hope that the optimality of random lineal
network coding carries over from the memoryless settitjg [ In this section, we describe the transforms for several
it is not difficult to find protocols that do not achieve thigrotocols. We start with the PNC-protocol from SectibB
capacity, e.g., the shift-register finite memory networkling and then cover two network coding protocols described in
protocol in [LE]. In the case of the PNC protocol, severall5: the p-recombinator and the:-accumulator protocols.
results have shown (asymptotic) order optimality in specifBoth protocols are highly efficient variants of PNC, for wlnic
stochastic settingsS[-[S], or upper bounds on the stoppingany node only stores packets in its buffer. Besides reducing
time in hypergraph theoretic parameters of the topology thte required memory resources, this also improves the com-
are tight up to constant factors in worst-case examplgs [ putational cost of network coding, because of the reduced
[14]. In the next section, we provide a simpler and a mom@mount of information each coding operation is performed
general approach that proves optimalityaith the above cases over. The two protocols differ in the way the new set;of
(albeit without providing any bound for concrete stoppingackets is obtained after a reception of a new packet (and/or

Lemma IV.1. Let G be the time expanded hypergraph for

. Protocols and their Transformations

times in specific models). generation of a new packet). Therecombinator simply picks
1 random packets from the span on the stored packets and
A. General Approach the received packets while the more efficignaiccumulator

We show that, for many network coding protocols, it iéandomly combines the incoming packet with each of the

: . ) stored packet individually. The next two definitions preasbe

possible to systematicallyansformthe time expanded hyper- : )
. o transformations for the PNC protocol and the@ecombinator

graph into a circuit tha¢xactly capturetiow the protocol uses rotocol
memory. Given a protocol, a communication schedule, ahd '
the corresponding circuit, we prove optimality in threepste Definition 1V.2 (PNC transform) The PNC-transforntz pn ¢
We first show that the circuit indeed simulates the executiaf a time expanded hypergrapi = (V,V’, A) is formed
of protocol; then apply the results from¥][for memoryless by replacing every hyperedge € A by it memory closure



the messages on the incoming hyperedges.oin Gpnc
correspond to the messages stored in memory of node
time ¢.

Proof: For sake of space we present only a proof sketch:
Fig. 2: Template for(.) ,-accumuaiorWith 12 = 3: The u black In order to prove that the circuit p y o Simulates the execution

nodes represent the memory and the gray nodes repre@inf’e PNC protocol, we need to specify carefully how the
transmissions. randomness used on both sides. For the PNC protocol we

assume that a node keeps all received packets (and does not,
_ e.g., keep only innovative packets) and creates any coded
e Her? th2e mergmry-closgre of a hyperedge- (v, Re) = packet by drawing random coding coefficient for the packets
(e, {ug, s uiy, ug, ) € Als defined as = (v, Re) where iy the order they were received. We similarly fix the process
Re = {uy | Ju,t - uy € Re andt’ > ). In other words, We of choosing the random coding vectors for the circuit to make
extend every hyperedgeto include all future copies of the jt match with the PNC protocol.
recipients. Now using an inductive proof over the time (or the topo-

Definition IV.3 (u-recombinator transform)The p-recombi- 10gical depth of the nodes iE)_- we can show thatipnc
nator transformé. _recombinator® @ time expanded hyper-Simulates the PNC protocol. Firstly, the messages assdciat

graphG = (V, V/”jél) is formed by adding: edges from every with the outgoing hyperedges of the supersourege by def-
vertexv;, € V' to its next copy in timey, wheret’ is the inition the messages generated by the sources. Now consider

smallestt” > t with v, € V' a nodev at timet. We assume, without loss of generality, that
no node sends a packet when it has not received or generated a

Note that the two transforms7pyc and G —recombinator  message. Thusy has at least one incoming hyperedge from

have an intuitive structure. Extending a hyperedg&ifnc  another nodew,, wheret’ < ¢. By construction ofGpyc:,

can be interpreted as changing the storage operation obtmdehe incoming hyperedges tg are from all nodes that have

requesting/receiving the exact same packet again whetteversent a packet to before timet. By induction hypothesis, the

“stored” packet is used. FOE,recombinator the 4 memory incoming hyperedges of correspond to the messages stored

edges represent that the'stored” packets are used to generatg, 4 in the PNC protocol at time. Since both the circuit

the nextu random packets to be stored. Gpne and the PNC protocol linearly combine packets using
Note that, in general, the network transforms are ngfe same random coefficients, the hypothesis holds for the

necessarily as natural and straight-forward as suggestedplckets created at nodeat time . m
DefinitionslV.2 andIV.3. One has to be very careful to specify

and map all implementation details. Indeed, the transformCGIVeNGx as a representation of the executiondfon the

presented in DefinitionV.3 does not exactly capture the procommunication schedulé& it is easy to state and proof an
quivalent of LemmaV.1: The amount of source information

tocol described in15) but instead also recombines its store& _ b - ]
packets whenever a packet is send. For simplicity, we censidransmitted froms to v at time ¢ via protocol X is at most
this variant of the recombinator protocol here. As a findf€ (s;v:)-min-cut in Gx. More interestingly, sincéxx is
example for a slightly more complicated transformation, w&emoryless, we can directly apply the results gftp show

pictorially describe thei-accumulator transform. We considef® converse:
the implementation described ind], [1€] in which a random [ emma IV.5. Let G be the time expanded hypergraph for a
multiple of the received packet(s) is added to each storegmmunication schedule and Ity be its transform for the
packet. Its network transfor@,-accumuiatoris formed by first network coding protocak . With probability1 — e, the amount
taking theGpyc and then replacing each node according t§f information transmitted from the sources to nadey time
the template in Figure. t is exactly the min-cut between the supersouread a node
vy In Gx. Here e = O(1/poly(n)) is an arbitrarily small
inverse polynomial probability given that the coefficieizies
Showing that a protocol implementation and its induceldg ¢ used inX is ©(logn).
hypergraph transformation match is almost always a straigh
forward inductive proof:

C. Simulation and Optimality Proofs

All that is left to check is that for the protocols presented
here this min-cut is indeed the same as the information
Theorem IV.4. Consider a network using the PNC protocoltheoretical optimum as given b¥, in LemmalV.1:

and let G be the corresponding time-expanded hypergraph . .
with supersources. Consider the PNC transform'pyc as Hemma 1v6. Let G be any time expanded hypergraph with

a circuit as in Sectionll-A. If the coding vectors for this supersources. The min-cut between the supersoutcand

circuit are selected independently and uniformly frafy any nodev, is the same IG5, and Gpyc. Furthermore, the

then this simulates the behavior of the PNC protocol. TH& © '° true foy, Grecombinatos AN Cp-accumutatos

message associated with each circuit hyperegge (v, R.) Proof: We begin with the equivalence 6f,, andGpnc.
in Gpyc is the message sent by nadat timet. Furthermore, For this we transform any integral flow i, to a valid flow



in Gpyc and vice versa. Then, we use the min-cut max-flothey stop exactly within the time in which in hindsight it
theorem. The transformation operates on each path in a flas possible to route packets given the buffer constramt, i
decomposition separately and repeatedly removes flow fraiven that the buffer at each node never exceeds the limit.
oo-edges. Consider a flow-carrying unit-capacity hyperedddternatively, one can interpret this result as PNC making o
(ug, wy ) with an co-capacity memory-edg@wy, wy) imme-  the-fly optimal decisions on which information to keep in the
diately following it (¢t < ¢’ < t”). We eliminate sucho-edges limited memory. This shows that, even without any feedback
one-by-one by rerouting the flow directly through to w,» [17] or complicated explicit memory management, these PNC
using the extended hyperedgesim y¢o. This process is flow variants preserve the capacity achieving performance & PN
preserving, respects capacities, and eliminateso@édges as long as minimal buffer sizes are available.
since every flow path starts with an unit-capacity outgoing This paper also implies that determining stopping times for
hyperedge ofs. It can be verified that this transformation iSPNC is equivalent to determining the connectivity of a netwo
also reversible; thus, gives a bijection between integral;)- or, more generally, to determining the network capacity. Fo
flows in G and integral’s, v;)-flows in Gp . This finishes many settings, obtaining good bounds or characterizafimns
the proof forGpnc. the network capacity remains an interesting open question.
For G recombinator ONE Can use the same strategy, and rRecently, significant progress was made in this directian fo
route the flow over the:-capacity memory-edges i/, to both the PNC protocoll[3] and its finite memory variants p].
the 1 unit-capacity edges ik ,-recombinator We are hopeful that the insights provided here will be hélpfu
Similary, for G ,-accumulator We first re-route the flow over the in further advances.
u-capacity memory-edges ifi,, via the extended hyperedges
iNn G y-accumulatorcreated by the PNC transformation. After the
PNC tranSformatioer—accumulatoriS formed by replacing each [l S.Li R.‘Yeung, and N. Cali, “Linear network codingltansactions on
node according to the template in Figtﬂeln Gu—accumulator Information Theory (TransInf)vol. 49, no. 2, pp. 371-381, 2003.

! [2] T. Ho, M. Médard, R. Koetter, D. Karger, M. Effros, J. Shand
we can re-route the flows of each replaced node since each B. Leong, “A random linear network coding approach to malbic’
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