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Abstract—We consider a variant of the coded caching problem
where users connect to two types of caches, called private and
access caches. The problem setting consists of a server with a
library of files and a set of access caches. Each user, equipped
with a private cache, connects to a distinct r—subset of the
access caches. The server populates both types of caches with
files in uncoded format. For this setting, we provide an achievable
scheme and derive a lower bound on the number of transmissions
for this scheme. We also present a lower and upper bound for
the optimal worst-case rate under uncoded placement for this
setting using the rates of the Maddah-Ali-Niesen scheme for
dedicated and combinatorial multi-access coded caching settings,
respectively. Further, we derive a lower bound on the optimal
worst-case rate for any general placement policy using cut-set
arguments. We also provide numerical plots comparing the rate
of the proposed achievability scheme with the above bounds, from
which it can be observed that the proposed scheme approaches
the lower bound when the amount of memory accessed by a user
is large. Finally, we discuss the optimality w.r.t worst-case rate
when the system has four access caches.

Index Terms—Coded Caching, Combinatorial Multi-Access
Network, Index Coding, Cut-Set Bound

I. INTRODUCTION

Coded caching is a spectrum-sharing technique for caching
systems, introduced by Maddah-Ali and Niesen in their land-
mark paper [1], that helps in reducing network traffic during
peak hours. It operates in two phases: the placement phase
and the delivery phase. During the placement phase, which
occurs when the network load is low, the cache memories in
the system are populated with contents in either coded [2]], [13],
[4] or uncoded fashion [3], [6], while adhering to the memory
constraint. During the delivery phase, which commences after
all users make their demands known, the server seeks to
satisfy the demands of all the users with a minimum number
of transmissions. The objective of a coded caching problem
is to jointly design a placement and a delivery scheme that
minimizes the number of file transmissions required. The
scheme introduced by Maddah-Ali and Niesen [1]], referred to
as the MAN scheme, addressed the dedicated coded caching
problem where a central server having NV files of equal length
connects to K users via a shared error-free link. Each user in
this network possessed a dedicated cache of size M (M < N)
files. The MAN scheme was proven optimal [7] under uncoded
placement in the N > K regime, where the optimality is w.r.t
minimizing the rate of transmission, i.e., the load of the shared
link normalized by the file size, in the delivery phase.

Coded caching was studied for various other settings like
decentralized placement [8]], shared caches [9], [10], hierar-

chical networks [[L1]], with secure delivery [12], with privacy
[13], and many more. In the shared cache setting, the cache
memories are not present at the users, but are shared among
multiple users. Another setting in which the cache memories
are not private to the users was the multi-access coded caching
setting [14]], [15)], where the cache memories are present at
multiple access points in the system and not at the users.
Each user could connect to multiple access points (caches) as
well as receive broadcast transmissions from the server. Papers
[L6], [[17] studied the multi-access coded caching setting with a
combinatorial connectivity imposed between the access points
and the users, and hence the setting in these papers is called
the combinatorial multi-access coded caching.

This work considers an extension of the combinatorial
multi-access coded caching setting where the users not only
connect to the cache memories at the access points but also
are endowed with their own private cache memories. Previous
works in literature that considered users with access to two
different types of caches, one shared between multiple users
and the other private to a user, includes [18], [19], [20]. The
difference between these settings and the one in this paper is
that, in all of [18], [19]], [20], a user has access to only one
access cache in addition to its private cache, whereas in this
paper, each user has access to the cache memories at multiple
access points as well as its private cache.

We consider a model where a server with N files connects
to K users and A access caches via an error-free wireless
link. Each user connects to a distinct r—subset of the A
caches. However, unlike [[16]], [[17]], each user also has a private
cache. This network is a generalization of the multi-access
combinatorial [[16] and dedicated [1]] caching networks. We
refer to this network as the combinatorial multi-access plus
private (CMAP) coded caching setting. This setting is akin to
cache-enabled users (like cell phones) connecting to several
access points in an environment. To the best of our knowledge,
this is the first work that studies coded caching for this system.

A. Our Contributions

We introduce a novel combinatorial network architecture
incorporating access and private caches. This network can be
viewed as the generalization of the dedicated caching network,
introduced in [1f], and the combinatorial multi-access caching
network, introduced in [[16]]. Our contributions are presented
below:
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e The optimal rate for the CMAP system, under uncoded
placement, is lower and upper bounded using the rates of
the schemes presented in [[1]] and [16].

o The optimal rate for the CMAP system, under any general
placement, is lower bounded using cut-set arguments
[25]].

o A centralized coded caching scheme is proposed for the
CMAP setting when the private cache memory takes a
particular value. It is shown that the proposed scheme
reverts to the combinatorial multi-access coded caching
scheme in [16] when the private cache memories at the
users are of size zero.

o A lower bound on the number of transmissions made dur-
ing the delivery phase for the placement policy presented
in this paper is derived using index coding arguments.

o Numerical plots are given to compare the rate attained by
the achievability scheme with the upper and lower bounds
proposed in this paper.

o A placement policy applicable for any general value of
the private cache memory size and a discussion on the
optimality for the CMAP coded caching system having
four access caches are also presented.

Organization of the paper: Section [l introduces the system
model and the preliminaries needed for proofs later in the
paper. The main results of this paper are presented in section
[ the proofs of which are provided in the subsequent section
IVl In section[V] we provide numerical plots for comparison of
the rate attained by the achievability scheme with the bounds
derived in section[[lTl A general placement policy followed by
a discussion on the optimality for the CMAP coded caching
system having four access caches is provided in section [V
Finally, we conclude the paper in section [VII}

Notation: The set {a,a+1,---,b} where b > a is denoted
by [a,b], for some a,b € ZT, where Z* is the set of all
non-negative integers. The cardinality of a set A is denoted
as |A|. The finite field with ¢ elements is denoted as . The
smallest integer not less than a is denoted by [a], while |a]
denotes the largest integer not greater than a. The binomial
coefficient ﬁlk), is denoted as () and we assume (}) =0
if n <0,k <0orn < k. We use the & symbol to denote the
bitwise XOR operation.

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we first introduce the system model. After
that, we discuss the MAN scheme for dedicated and combi-
natorial multi-access coded caching systems and revisit some
results from index coding that are used in this work.

A. System Model

Consider the system model as shown in Fig. [l The
central server has N files of B bits each, denoted by
Wi, Wsy,--- ,Wp. The server connects to K users via an
error-free wireless broadcast link such that N > K. The
system has A caches, each capable of storing M, < N files,
that are accessed by multiple users via error-free infinite-
capacity wireless links. We refer to these caches as the access
caches. Every distinct r—subset of the A caches is accessed by
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Fig. 1. The (A,r, Mo, Mp, N)—CMAP Coded Caching System.

a single user, where r is the access degree. Users are indexed
by the subset of access caches they connect to, resulting in a
total of K = (’T\) users. Each user has a private cache capable
of storing M, < N files. The memory pairs (M, M,) that are
of interest satisfy the constraint M, + M,, < N. This model
is referred to as the (A, r, M, My, N)—CMAP coded caching
setting. The system operates in two phases:

1) Placement phase: The server populates the private and
the access caches with parts of the files in either coded
or uncoded fashion while adhering to their respective
memory constraints. The server employs a caching mech-
anism wherein files are divided into subfiles. In this
paper, these subfiles are further broken down into mini-
subfiles, which are then stored in the private cache of
the users. Meanwhile, the access caches are populated
directly with the subfiles. The number of mini-subfiles
each file is divided into is called the subpacketization
level. The content of the access cache a is denoted by
Z, while the contents of the private cache of the user
U is denoted by Z/,. For a particular subfile that a user
accesses from an access cache, we assume that all the
corresponding mini-subfiles are available to the user. The
set of mini-subfiles that a user U/ has, from the access
caches it connects to as well as from its private cache is
denoted as Z, .

2) Delivery phase: Each user {/ demands one of the N files
from the server. The demands of all the users are encap-
sulated in the demand vector d = (dy, : U C [1, A, |U| =
r). After the demand vector is known, the server aims to
satisfy the demands of all the users with the minimum
number of transmissions. Each transmission consists of
a coded combination of mini-subfiles, achieved through
bitwise XOR operations. As a result, each transmission
contains the same number of bits as there are in one
mini-subfile. The rate R is defined as the number of
transmissions made by the server in the unit of files. Since
each transmission is of the size of one mini-subfile, the
rate R is defined as the number of transmissions made
by the server normalized by the subpacketization. The
maximum number of transmissions occurs when each
user demands a different file. This results in the worst-
case rate.

Definition 1. Consider the (A,r,M,, M,, N)—CMAP



coded caching setting. We say that the triplet
(Mgy, My, R) is achievable if there exists a coded
caching scheme that achieves the rate R with the
memory pair (Mg, M,) for a large enough file
size. We define the optimal worst-case rate for the
(A, r, Mg, M,, N)—CMAP coded caching setting as

R*(Mg,, M,) = inf{R : (Mg, Mp, R) is achievable}.

The objective is to design joint placement and delivery
policies such that R*(M,, M,) is achieved.

B. MAN Scheme

The MAN scheme [1]] is defined for the dedicated caching
network where K users connect to a central server having
N files. Every user connects to a dedicated cache capable of
storing M < N files. The delivery phase starts when the server
is informed of the demand vectord = (d1,ds, - - - , dk ), where
dy, is the index of the file demanded by the k™ user.

1) Placement Phase: Each file is divided into (It( ) subfiles
as W, = (W, : T C [1,K]|,|T| = t}, where t =
% € Z™. The contents of the cache connected to user
ke l,Klis Zy = {Wy7r:9€T,T C[1,K|,|T| =
t,Vn € [1,N]}.

2) Delivery Phase: The server makes the broadcast transmis-
sion Ts for every subset S of [1, K], where |S| =¢+1

and TS = @ styg\{s}.
sES

3) Rate: Each file is divided into (It() subfiles, and a trans-
mission is made for every (¢ + 1) subset of the users; we

have the rate, shown optimal under uncoded placement
K

for N > K in [6], as R},(M) = ﬁ

C. MAN Scheme for Combinatorial Multi-Access Coded

Caching (CMACC) Network

Consider a combinatorial multi-access setting with N files,
A caches, each of memory M < N files, and K = (17\) users,
each accessing a distinct r—subset of the A caches. The con-
tents of the cache A € [1, A], are given by Z) = {W,, 7 : A €
T.T C [1,A]|T| = t,Yn € [1,N]}, where t = &M ¢ 7+,
Once a demand vector d = (dyy : U C [L,AL|U| = r) is
revealed, the server transmits T's = b Wisu¥SC

UCS,|u|=r
[1,A],|S| = (t + r). This scheme [16], shown to be optimal
under uncoded Elacement for N > K in [17], results in a rate

R*CMACC = 1(5 :

D. Index Coding Preliminaries

The index coding problem (ICP) with side information
[21], [22] involves a single source having n messages
x1,T2, Ty : x; € Fg,Vi € [1,n], broadcasting to a set
of K receivers, Ry, Ra,--- , Rik. A receiver R;, i € [1, K],
possesses {z; : j € A;}, where &; C [1,n] is the index set
of messages belonging to the side information of receiver R;.
Further, each receiver R; is interested in receiving a message
Ty, where f 2 [1, K] — [1,n], and f(i) ¢ &;. For an ICP Z,
the generalized independence number «(Z) was defined in [23]]

as follows: Define the set Y; = [1,n]\ ({f(¢)} U &;) for each
receiver R;. Define J(Z) = U {{f()}UY;:Y; C V;}.
i€l K

A subset H of [1,n] is called ; géneralized independent set
in Z if every subset of H belongs in J(Z). The generalized
independent set having the largest cardinality in Z is called
the maximal generalized independent set, and its cardinality,
denoted by «(Z), is called the generalized independence num-
ber. It was shown in [24] that a(Z) lower bounds the number
of scalar linear transmissions required to solve the ICP Z.
For a given placement scheme and a given demand vector, the
delivery phase of the coded caching problem can be formulated
as an ICP; hence, its corresponding generalized independence
number lower bounds the number of transmissions in the
delivery phase required to satisfy the demands of all the users
in the coded caching problem.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present the main results in this paper.
Proposition [1] gives lower and upper bounds on the optimal
rate, under uncoded placement, for the CMAP network de-
scribed in Section[[ll For the same setting, Theorem [ presents
a lower bound on the optimal worst-case rate described in
Definition [Tl and Theorem 2] presents an achievable rate. When
the cache placement is done according to the placement policy
proposed in this paper, which is presented later in section
Theorem [3] provides a lower bound on the number of
transmissions required in the delivery phase.

Proposition 1. For a (A,r,M,, M,, N)—CMAP coded
caching system, the optimal worst-case rate Rf;(M,, M,)
under uncoded placement is bounded as:

* % ” M,
Rp(rMq + Mp) < Rjje(Ma, Mp) < Reppaco(Ma + Tp%
where, Ry, (M) is the rate achieved by MAN scheme [I|]

and RE oy acc (M) is the rate achieved by MAN scheme for
CMACC network [l16]].

Proof. Consider a (A,r, My, My, N)—CMAP coded caching
system. Each user in this system connects to r access caches,
each of which is capable of storing M, files. In addition to this,
the user also has a private cache of storage capacity M, files.
Hence, the total memory accessed by each user is rM, + M,,.
For a fair comparison, the total memory accessed by each user
is kept the same in all the three settings under consideration,
namely the CMAP coded caching setting, the combinatorial
multi-access network, and the dedicated caching network. We
will calculate the size of the caches in the combinatorial multi-
access network first, followed by the calculation of the size
of the cache memories in the dedicated caching network. In
the multi-access coded caching network, each user connects
to r caches. If every cache is of size Mcaracce, the total
memory accessed by the user will be rMcaracc. Since the
total memory accessed by a user is rM, + M,, we have
Meyrace = M, + % In the dedicated caching network,
each user connects to a cache of size Mp which implies
Mp = rM, + M,. We will now prove the inequality given
above.



Let Z* and D* be the placement and delivery policy that
results in R}~ (M,, M,). Here, the contents accessible to each
{{U Zi} U Zf,}. In a

i€l
dedicated cache network with K = (/T‘) users, each having
a cache of size rM, + M, files, it is possible to follow a
placement such that the contents available to user k € [1, K] is
the same as {{ U ZZ-}UZZZ} where U is the k™ user, when the
user-index setszilbr{e arranged lexicographically. Thus, we can
conclude that by following the delivery policy D* in the ded-
icated caching network, we achieve a rate of Ry, (M, Mp).
Hence, we have R}, (rM, + M,) < R} (My, Mp).

Consider a combinatorial multi-access coded caching net-
work with A caches, each of memory M = M, + % files,
achieving the rate R ;4o (M). The contents of a cache
i € [1,A] can be written as Z;, = Z,, U Z,,,, where |Z,,| =
M,, and, |Z,,| = % For the CMAP setting, if we populate
the i™ access cache as Z; = Z,,,i € [1,A], and the content of
the private cache of user U as Z!, = |J Z,,, following the de-

user I/ can be written as Z; =

ieu
livery policy of [16], we obtain a rate of R¢ ;40 (Ma+ %)
Hence, Rf;c(Ma, My) < Réppacc (Ma + 52). -

We have characterized the bounds on the optimal worst-case
rate under uncoded placement for the CMAP coded caching
system. Now, we provide a lower bound on the optimal worst-
case rate under any general placement for the CMAP coded
caching system.

Theorem 1. For a (A,r,M,, M,, N)—CMAP coded caching
system, the worst-case rate is lower bounded as
7 qM, + sMp>

R*(M,, M) > max (s
s€{1,2,--- ,min(K,N)}

1+
)

where ¢ = min(A +r — 1, A).

Proof. For s € {1,2,--- ,min(N, K)}, consider the first
s users, given that the user-index sets are arranged in a
lexicographic manner. These s users will connect to the first
¢ = min(s +r — 1, A) access caches. For the demand vector
where the first s users request the files Wi, Wy, .- | Wy,
respectively, and the remaining K — s users demand arbitrary
files, let the server make the transmission 7%. The first s
users decode the files Wi, Wy, --- Wy using 11, along with
the cache contents of the first ¢ access caches and their
private caches. Similarly, for the demand vector where the
first s users request the files W1, Weta, -+, Was, and the
remaining K — s users make arbitrary demands, let the server
make the transmission 75. Using the transmission 7%, the
contents of the first ¢ access caches and the contents of
their respective private caches, the first s users are able to
decode the files Wyy1, Wsyo -+, Was. Continuing in this
manner, the first s users will be able to decode the files
W( N | 1)st1s W(L%J—l)s-ﬂ’ e ’W\_% . using the contents
of the first ¢ access caches, the contents of their respective
private caches and the transmission TL N The server has

transmitted | & | R*(M,, M,)B bits, the first s users have

access to gM, B + sM,B bits, and, using these transmissions
and the cache contents, the first s users have been able to
decode s | & | B bits. Therefore, we have,

N N
{—J R*(M,, M,)B + gM,B + sM,B > s {—J B,

S S
qM, + sM,

%)

Maximizing over all s € {1,2,--- ,min(N, K)}, we have,

qM, + sM, )

5]

— R*(M,,M,)>s

R*(M,, M) > max <s
s€{1,2,-- min(N,K)}

O

We now present the achievability scheme.

Theorem 2 (Achievability).
For a (A,r, My, M, = A5, N)—CMAP coded caching set-

ting, a worst-case rate (T)
7 = O
R=-7—+ ",
GOIRIRETCT

is achievable for the subpacketization F' = (?) (A;t), where
t= % and t € [0, A].

2)

Proof. Section [[V-A] gives a scheme achieving this rate. [

Note that the rate is defined only for integer values of ¢. For
general 0 < ¢t < A, the lower convex envelope of the points
in Theorem [ is achievable via memory sharing, as explained

in section [[V-Al

Theorem 3 (Alpha Bound). For a (A,r,M, M, =
%,N)fCMAP coded caching setting, and the placement
policy described in Section[[V-Al the number of transmissions
T required to satisfy the demands of all the users is lower
bounded as

= (0O
((A;t)—A—i—r—i—t—Q) ((A;t)—A—i—r—i—t—l)'

2
Proof. The proof is provided in section [V-Bl O

3)

IV. ACHIEVABILITY AND LOWER BOUND

In this section, we present the general placement and
delivery scheme that achieves the rate in Theorem [ and
provide an index coding based lower bound on the number
of transmissions required in the delivery phase as described in
Theorem 2l Note that both the results proved in this section

_ N
are for M, = e

A. Achievability Scheme

Before presenting the general placement and delivery
scheme, we give two examples that illustrate the main idea
behind the achievability scheme.



Example 1. Consider a CMAP system with a central server
having N = 6 files and A = 4 access caches, each
capable of storing M, = 1.5 files. The access degree for
this system is r = 2. There are K = (A) G) =

6 users, denoted as {1,2},{1,3},{1, 4} {2 3} {2,4}, and,
{3,4}. For this system, we have ¢ = 2X2 — 1 Each
file W,, is split into (’2) = 4 subfiles of equal length as
W, = {Wn_’{l},Wn{Q},Wn_’{g},Wn7{4}},vn € [1,6]. The
contents of the access caches are

Zy = {W, (13, ¥n € [1,6]},
Zy = {W, (a3, ¥n € [1,6]},
(1, 6]
[1,6]

}, and,
}-

Each access cache stores g = 1.5 files, satisfying its memory
constraint. After users connect to access caches, the subfile
W, s is available to those users whose user-index sets have a
non-empty intersection with S, that is, {{/ : SNU # 0}. This
means that the subfile W,, s is not available to (A t) = (g) =
3 users. Thus, every subfile is split into 3 mini-subfiles. The
private caches of the users are populated with the mini-subfiles
of the subfiles the users do not get when connecting to the
access caches. The mini-subfile of the subfile S of file n that
is stored in the private cache of user U{ is denoted as W, s 14.
Since each file is divided into 4 subfiles and each subfile is
further divided into 3 mini-subfiles, the total subpacketization
is F' = 12. The contents of the private caches of the users are

shown below:

)

3 = {Wnﬁ{g},Vn S
Ly = {Wn,{4},Vn S

3

22y = AW 31,010,235 Wagay, 11,23, V0 € [1, 6]},
Z{1 3y = = {Wh 23.11.3} Wh 143,413}, V1 € [1,6]},
Z{1 4= = {Wh 23,1143 W 13y.{1,4}, V1 € [1, 6]},
Z{2 3y = = {Wh 11}.42,3} Waq4},42,3}, V0 € [1, 6]},
Z{2 o = Wn 120y, W (31,20, V0 € [1, 6}, and,
{3,4} = {Wh,{1}.43.43 Wh 23,4343, V0 € [1, 6]}
There is % = 1 file in each private cache, satisfying

their memory constraint. From now on, the user-index set,
the subfile-index set, and the mini-subfile-index set will be
compactly written without the set notation.

We will now explain how the server constructs the transmis-
sions. For a delivery vector d = (dyy : U C [1,A], U] = 7),
consider the mini-subfile Wy, 3,14 demanded by user 12. The
server calculates the intersection between the user-index set
and the mini-subfile-index set as I = {12N 14} = {1}. To
construct the transmission, the server picks {1} from both
the user-index set, 12, and the mini-subfile-index set, 14, and
swaps it with the subfile-index set, 3, to obtain Wy,, 1 34. Next,
the server flips the user-index set and the mini-subfile-index set
of both these mini-subfiles, obtaining Wy,, 3.12 and W, 1,23,
respectively. Finally, the server performs the XOR operation
of these four mini-subfiles, as

Wirn.314 © Wiagg 1,30 ® Wy, 3,12 B Wagy 1,23

We show all the transmissions made by the server below:

1) Wais.3,14 @ Wasy 1,34 © Way 312 D Wiy 1,23

2) Ways,324 D Wayg.230 D Wayy 312 @ Way, 213

3) Wiai0,4,13 ® Wy 1,34 © Wagy 1,24 @ Way5412

4) Waip,223 @ Wa4,2,38 D Wiy 214 D Wayy 412

5) Wais,2,14 @ Wagg 1,04 © Weyy,1,238 Wy, 2,13, and,

6) Wais.423 @ Way, 334 D Wayy 3,14 D Ways 413
Since the server makes six transmissions and the subpacketi-
zation is ' = 12, the rate is R = 0.5.

In the above example, notice that for every mini-subfile
Way,,s.u, there is always an intersection between the user-
index set and the mini-subfile-index set, that is I = UNU’ # (.
However, for K > 2r + t, mini-subfiles having I = ) also
exist. The following example shows how the server constructs
transmission for such mini-subfiles.

Example 2. Consider (5,2,2,1,10)—CMAP coded caching
setting. There is a central server with a library of N = 10
files. The server connects to K = 10 users, equipped with
private caches of capacity M, = 1 file. There are A = 5
access caches, each capable of storing M, = 2 files such that
a unique user accesses every r = 2 caches. For this network,
t = 1. Each file is split into (jt\) = b5 subfiles of equal size
as W, = {Wn,la Wn72,Wn73, Wn74, Wnys},Vn € [1, 10] The
contents of the access caches are:

Zy = {Wy1,Yn € [1,10]},
Zy = {Wp2,Yn € [1,10]
Zs = {W,3,Vn € [1,10]
[1,10]
]

?

}
}
2
2

Zy = {Wy 4,Vn € [1,10]}, and
Zs = {Wp5,Yn € [1,10]}.
Every access cache stores % = 2 files, satisfying its memory

constraint. Every subfile is further split into 6 mini-subfiles
of equal size. So, we have a subpacketization of ' = 30.
The cache contents of the private cache of users are as shown
below:

ZYy = {Whp 312, Wa.a,12, Wn 512, Vn € [1,10]},
ZVy = {Wh 213, Wna13, Wa 513, Vn € [1,10]},
ZY = {Whn 214, Wn.3.14, Wi 514, Vn € [1,10]},
Zf5 = {Whn2,15, Wn,315, Wn,a,15, Vn € [1,10]},
3 = {Wh,1,23, Wn 4,23, Wh 5,23, Vn € [1,10]},
Zyy = {Wn.1,24, Wn 324, W 5 24,V € [1,10]},
Z8 = {Whn 1,25, Wh.3,25, Wn 4,25, ¥n € [1,10]},
Z8, = {Whn 1,31, Wh.231, Wn 534, Yn € [1,10]},
[1,10]},

[1,10]

Z35 = {Wn,1,35, Wn 2,35, Wn 4,35, Vn € [1,10]}, and,
ZYs = {Whn 1,45 Whno 457Wn 3,45, Vn € [1,10]}.
Each private cache stores = =1 file, satisfying its capacity.

We now explain how transmlssmns are constructed. In this
example, there are two types of mini-subfiles: those with
I # 0 and those with I = (). Since Example [ illustrates
how transmissions are constructed when I # (), we focus here
on the case where I = (). For a demand vectord = (dy : U C
[1,A], 4| = r), consider the mini-subfile Wy,, 3 45 requested
by user 12. For this mini-subfile, I = {12N45} = (), indicating



that there is no overlap between the user-index set, 12, and the
subfile-index set, 45. The server then selects an element from
the user-index set 12 and swaps it with an element from the
subfile-index set 3, resulting in the creation of mini-subfiles
Wa,s,2,45 and W, 1.45. Subsequently, the server performs
an XOR operation on these mini-subfiles to construct the
transmission:

Wis,3,45 © Wayg,2,45 S Wapg,1,45-

Finally, the server makes the following transmissions for I #
0:
1) Wayp.3,14 D Wegg 1,30 D Wiy, 1,23 B Way, 312
2) Wayy,3,15 D Ways,1.35 © Ways 1,23 @ Ways 3,12
3) Wayp,3,24 D Weyg,230 D Wiy, 213D Wy, 3,12
4) Wayy,3,25 D Ways,2,35 © Wags 2,13 © Ways 3,12
5) Waip,4,13 D Wiy 1,34 ® Wiy 1,04 @ Wayg 412
6) Wais415 @ Waoy 1,45 © Ways.1,04 D Ways.4,12
T) Wais,4,23D Way, 230 D Wy 214 @ Wayg a2
8) Wiis,4,25 ® Wy, 245 ® Ways 214 D Wang 412
9) Wiais,5,13 D Ways 1,35 D Wiags 1,25 @ Ways.5,12
10) Wayy,5,14 © Ways 1,45 © Ways 1,25 © Wayy 5,12
11) Way,,5.23 D Ways.2,35 © Wags 2,15 © Way, 5,12
12) Wa,,.5,24 @ Wayy 2,45 © Ways.2.15 D W,y 5,12
13) Wq,5,2,14 @ Wany,1,24 © Wipy 1,23 D Wayy 213
14) Wai5.2.15 @ Wass 1,25 © Wags,1,238 D Ways.2,13
15) Wqi5,2,15 @ Wagy,1,45 D Ways,1,38 © Wapg 413
16) Wa,g,4,23 D Wiy, 3,24 ® Wiy 314 B Wayg a3
17) Wq,5,4,35 © Wa, 4,345 D Ways.3,14 D Wy 413
18) Wayy,5,14 D Ways 1,45 ® Ways,1,35 @ Way, 5,13
19) Wa, 5,523 ® Ways.3,25 © Ways 3,15 © Wayy 5,13
20) Wa,s,5.34 © Way 53,45 D Wy 3,15 ® Wag, 5,13
21) Waiu,2,15 @ Waoy 1,25 D Wigs 1,24 D Wapg 214
22) Way,,3.15 © Wagy,1,35 D Wigs.1,34 ® Way, 3,14
23) Wayu5.24 D Ways 4,25 ® Ways 4,15 @ Way, 5,14
24) Wq,,,5.34 © Way5.4,35 D Wayg 4,15 D Way, 5,14
25) Wiays,a,25 D Wayy,2,45 © Ways 2,34 D Ways 4,23
26) Ways,4.35 D Wy 3,45 D Ways 3,20 D Wagy 4,23
27) Wasy.5,24 © Wy 2,45 © Wa,s 235 D W,y 5,23
28) Ways,5,34 D Ways 3,45 © Ways 3,25 D Wy, 5,23
29) Waoy 3,25 D Wiy, 235 ® Wiys,2,34 © W, 3,24, and,
30) Way,u,5,34 @ Wasg 4,35 © Wagg 4,05 D Wy, 5,24
and the following transmissions for I = {:
1) Wais.3,45 ® Wayg,0.45 D Wasy 1,45
2) Waip,435 @ Way, 2,35 © Wi,y 1,35
3) Wayp,5,30 © Way5,234 ® Wayg 1,34
4) Ways,4,25 © Wayy,3,25 © Wagy1,25
5) Wiy 5,24 ® Way5.3,24 D Ways 1,04
6) Wa 523 ® Ways,4,23 D Ways,1,23
T) Wass.a,15 @ Was, 3,15 D Wag, 2,15
8) Ways,5,14 ® Wayy 314 ® Ways 214
9) Was,u.5,13 B Wagg 4,13 © Wa,;s,2,13, and,
10) Was, 5,12 @ Wags 412 D Ways 3,12
Server makes two types of transmissions depending on
whether a demanded mini-subfile Wy, 51 has I = ( or not.
Since the server makes 40 transmissions, the rate R = % = %.
We now give the general description of the placement and
delivery scheme.

Placement Phase: First, we describe the placement policy of
the access caches. Each file is split into (jt\) non-overlapping
subfiles of equal size as follows:

Wn:{Wn,T:Tg [17A]7|T|:t}a Vne [LN]a (4)
where t = M%, is the access cache memory replication factor,
and the contents of the access cache a € [1, A] are given as:

Za={Wn7:aeT, T C[L,AL[T|=t,ne[l,N]}. (5)

A—-1

Note that each access cache is populated by N((ﬁf)l) = M,
files, satisfying the memory constraint. '

Now, we describe the placement strategy of the private
caches. For a user U, the server populates its private cache
with parts of the subfiles I/ does not obtain from the access
caches it connects to. Each subfile is wanted by (Ar_t) users
and hence, is further divided into (A;t) mini-subfiles. The
mini-subfile of subfile 7 of the file n, stored in the private
cache of U, is denoted as W, 7 1,. The contents of the private
cache of user U are given as:

Zh = {Whru:T C[1L,A\U, |T|=t,Vne[l,N]}. (6)
A—r

% = % = M,, files, sat-
isfying the memory constraint. Under the outlined placement
policies, there is no overlap in the contents of a user’s private
cache and the access caches it connects to. Before we explain
the delivery phase, we define three functions, namely, flip,
swap,, and swapy,.

Each private cache stores

Definition 2. For a subfile Wy, s, the function flip is
defined as flip(Way, . su') = Way.su © Wa, su.

n

Remark 1. flip(® Wy, s;.u;) = D (flin(Way, s,u:))-
=1

7 i=1

Example 3. For a mini-subfile Wy, 314, we have

Flip(Wiay,.3.14) = Wayy 314 D Wy, 312

Definition 3. For a subfile Wy, sy, such that U and U’
overlap, i.e., I =UNU' # 0, the function swap, is defined
as

swapo(Way s, i) = @ Wd{wg}\g,{SUQ}\&{wug}\zJ
Uucli,

|td|=i,
Scs,
|8]=i

Example 4. Consider a mini-subfile Wy, 45 126 for which
swapo(Wayys,45,1265 1) Wigss 15,246 D Wayg, 25146 D
Wasss,14,256 D Waqyss,24,156. Observe that all possible
1—subsets of the intersection set 2/ N U’ have been swapped
with all possible 1—subsets of the subfile-index set.

For the mini-subfile Wy, s, such that there is no overlap
between U and U’, we define the function swap,,, as follows.

Definition 4. For a subfile W, s, such that U N U = 0,



Algorithm 1 Algorithm for generating transmission during delivery phase

Input: d = (dyy : U C [1L,A] U] =71), Z2 =
Output: The set of transmissions 7.

1: Initialize T = 0.

2: For each user U, define the user-demand set D;; =
Uu,sni’ = 0n}.

{(s,u)

(Zu U C[LA]L U] =7).

S CLAN\NUIS| =t U C[LALWU| =rU #

3: for U C [1,A],|U]| =r do
4  while Dy # 0 do
5: Select an element (S,U’) from Dy,.
6 For S,U’, define I =UNU'.
7 if [I] > 0 then
min(|I|,t)

8: T = flip <Wdu,8,u’ & 691 swapo(Way,s.u, i)) :
9: else

min(r,t)
10: T = Wdu,37ur D @ Swapno(des,u/, 2)
11: end if =
12: T+ TuUuT.
13: Let S. = {(U,S,U') : Wa, s is a mini-subfile in T"}. For each (U, S,U’) € S., do Dy, + Dy \ (S,U')
14: end while
15: end for

the function swapy, is defined as

swapna Wi = @ W, (i
Uucu,

|| =i,

Scs,

|S|=i
Example 5. For a mini-subfile Wy ,, 45673, we have
SWaAPno (Wi ns,45,678,2) = Wagis 12,678 + Wagys 13,678 +
Wd,45,23,678, Which is obtained by swapping every 2—subset
of the user-index set 123 with the sub-file index set 45.

Delivery Phase: For the demand vector d, the server broad-
casts the set of transmissions 71" returned by Algorithm [Il We
will now explain the working of Algorithm [Il

Given a demand vector d and the placement policy de-
scribed in section Algorithm [ returns the set of trans-
missions 7" required to satisfy the demands of all the K users.
For each user U, the algorithm first defines the user-demand
set Dy, which contains the indices of all the mini-subfiles
that are wanted by that user. For instance, in Example [I] the
user-demand sets for the users are as given below:

Diy = {(3,14),(3,24), (4,13), (4, 23)}
Diz = {(2,14),(2,34), (4,12), (4,23)},
D = {(2,13),(2,34),(3,12), (3,24)},
Das = {(1,24), (1,34), (4,12), (4,13)},
Doy = {(1,23), (1,34), (3,12), (3, 14)},
Dsa = {(1,23),(1,24),(2,13), (2, 14)}.

The algorithm then selects a user and picks an element
from the user-demand set of this user. For this element,
the algorithm calculates the intersection between the user-
index set of the user and the mini-subfile-index set of the

selected mini-subfile. Let us say, for Example[dl the algorithm
picks the user 12 and selects the element (3, 14), describing
the mini-subfile Wy, 3.14. The intersection for the mini-
subfile Wy,, 314 is I = {12 U 14} {1}. Depending
on whether this intersection is empty or not, the algorithm
constructs the transmissions described in Line [8] or Line
respectively. Since I # () for the mini-subfile Wy,, 314
being considered, the algorithm constructs the transmission
Wais,3,14 @ Wins 1,34 D Way, 3,12 @ Wa,, 1,23 as described
in Line [8 Finally, the algorithm removes the indices of all
the mini-subfiles in the constructed transmission from their
respective user-demand sets. Hence, the user-demand sets
of the users in Example [ after construction of the above
transmission are:

D12 ={(3,24),(4,13),(4,23)},
D13 ={(2,14),(2,34), (4,12),(4,23)},
D1a ={(2,13),(2,34),(3,24)},
Das = {(1,24),(4,12),(4,13)},
Doy = {(1,23),(1,34),(3,12),(3,14)},
Dss = {(1,24),(2,13),(2,14)}.

Decodability: Algorithm [I] generates two types of transmis-
sions based on whether I =U NU' =P or [ =UNU" # ).

Consider a transmission for the no overlap case |I| = 0,
min(r,t)

Wasu ® D

=1
in the function swapno(Way,,su’, ) has non-zero intersection
between its subfile-index set and I/. Hence, U will have these
mini-subfiles from the access caches it connects to and can

obtain its desired mini-subfile. NO\ER‘/ ‘co)nsider a transmission
man(|I],t

where |I| > 0, flip(Wy, su® D
i=1

swapno(Way,.su,). Every mini-subfile

swapo(Wduysyw ,1)).



Note that the user U can remove all mini-subfiles from
this transmission, except Wy, sy and Wy, s1 using the
contents of its access caches. But the mini-subfile Wy, , s/ is
in its private cache. Thus, the user U can decode its desired
mini-subfile. Since both types of transmissions are decodable
and Algorithm [[lruns until all the user-demand sets are empty,
every user is able to obtain all the mini-subfiles of its desired
file.

Performance of Algorithm [} For the |I| =

min(r,t)
transmission has
Jj=0

0 case, each

(%) (;) mini-subfiles. Using Vander-

min(r,t)

monde’s identity, we know that > (;) (;) = ("1"). For

=0

min(i,t) )

the |I| = ¢ case, each transmission has 2 j; (;) (;) =
2("*%) mini-subfiles. Since there are (%) (*7)(*~7~") mini-

A }\715 ™\ (A—r—t s
subfiles that have |I] = 0 and (%) ("] )(z)( ") mini-
subfiles that have |I| = 4, and each file is divided into

(/t\) (AT t) mini-subfiles, the rate is

r—1

SO
S

PIGEIeE +; e
QU T

Remark 2. It can be seen that for the case where |I| = 0, the
coding gain, defined as the total number of users benefiting
from each transmission, is ("I") and when |I| = 4, the
coding gain is 2(“”) Hence, as the access cache memory
replication factor t increases, the coding gain for both types
of transmissions increases, while as the access degree r
increases, the coding gain of the transmissions of |I| = 0
case increases.

We will now explain how memory sharing is done for the
CMAP coded caching system.

Remark 3. Consider M, such that t =
Let M, = M—N and My = M . Since M, = T’ we know
that Moy < M < Mj. Hence, M can be written as

Na is not an mteger

Ma = O(Ml + (1 - O()Mg,

Sfor some 0 < a < 1. The file W, is split into W, of aB bits,
and Wél_a), of (1 — «)B bits, respectively, Vn € [1, N|. The
file W is further broken down into subﬁles as Wﬁ‘ ={w

S C [1,A],|S] = [t]}, while the file W™ is broken into
subfiles as W' = {VV(1 .S C [1,A],|S| = [t]}. The
access caches are filled with subfiles W s as described in @,
Sor t = [t] and with subfiles VV(1 ), as described in (@), for
t = [t|. Thus, every access cache stores Na(”l )B+N(1-

! +N(1 -

()
a) Wx;) = Nalt] | NA—)lt] _ opfy 4 (1— )M, = M,
Lt]

files, satisfying its memory constraint.
The private caches of the users will be populated with

O‘)(Ltj 1)B bits, which is equivalent to No~7x~>

) as described in ©@
aN ("))

for [t] and |t]. Every private cache stores W +
rel
1—a)N _
_((A aL)_tJ)(( m)) = ((11{\)] + Q=N (/?‘))N = oMy + (1 a)Mp = My,
T Lt] r T
satisfying its memory constraint. The rate corresponding to
t = [t] is Ry and the rate corresponding to t = |t] is
(1 — ) Ra, respectively. Thus,

the mini-subfiles of W< and WSS_O‘

T

RMQ = OéR]ul + (1 — CY)RMQ.

Remark 4. Consider a (A,r, M, M, = 0, N)—CMAP coded
caching system, where private caches have no memory. Users
solely rely on the cache contents of the access caches they
connect to. This scenario mirrors the settings explored in the
MAN scheme for CMACC network [l16l]. In this CMAP coded
caching system, mini-subfiles follow the structure Wy, s o,
since M, = 0. With M,, = 0, the cache contents user U has
access 1o is Zyy = {Wy, 5.0 :S C[L,A]L S| =t,UNS # 0}
Consequently, the subpacketization for this CMAP system
equals F' = (/t\), which is equal to the subpacketization
of the MAN scheme for CMACC network [16], for t = t.
For the mini-subfile Wy, 59, we have I = U N0 = 0,
that is, = 0. Since |I| = 0 for every mini-subfile, the
transmission made for the mini-subfile Wy, s ¢ will be of

min(r,t)

the form Wy, s9® @
=1

i=
transmission will be a coded combination of (ttr) mini-subfile
and a transmission will be made for every U and S such
that U NS = (. Therefore, a transmission is made for every
subset of thf set [1,A] of cardinality t + r. Thus, we get a

ttr
A

SWapPno(Way, s.0,1). Hence, every

rate R =
scheme for tthe CMACC network [l16)].

. This is the same delivery scheme as the MAN

Hence, the proposed scheme specializes to the scheme
present in [16], when private caches have no memory.

B. Alpha Bound

The proof of Theorem [2] formulates the delivery phase as
an ICP Z as was done in [24]. We find a lower bound on «.(7)
and use it to lower bound the number of transmissions made in
the delivery phase. We define {; as the i user,i € {1, (’T\)},

and Z/{f as the j™ user, j € [1, (A;t)}, who wants subfile S,
respectively, when the users are arranged lexicographically.
We construct the set B(d) = By (d)U Bz (d), whose elements
are messages of the ICP Z such that the set of indices of the
messages in B(d) forms a generalized independent set, where,

Aft
A—r— t+1 r )

U U {Wasus:SSh+iallsi=t}

=1 k=i+1

Bi(d)=

and,

U U { s’ S’ US/}
m=m' k=m+1
where 8’ = [A—t+1,AJand m' = A —r — ¢+ 2. Let H(d)
be the set of indices of the messages in B(d).

Claim: H(d) forms a generalized independent set.



Each message in B(d) is demanded by one
receiver. Hence, all the subsets of H(d) of size
one are present in J(Z). Consider any set C =

Wt Wt ity Wy s,.00.} € Be)
where, 17 < i3 < -+ < 4. Consider the message
Wduilvsh - The receiver demanding this message has no
other message in C' as side information. Thus indices of
messages in C' lie in J(Z) and any subset of H(d) will lie
in 7(Z).

As H(d) is a generalized independent set, we have
a > |H(d)| as |H(d)| is equal to |B(d)|. Since
both the terms in B(d) are disjoint, we count the
elements in Bj(d) and DBa(d). Consider a user U;
in Bj(d). The number of subfiles corresponding to
U; s (A_"t_”l) and the number of mini-subfiles

corresponding to these subfiles is (*;") —i. Thus, |B;(d)| =

AZ”<AT¢) [(At) 1} Aiﬂ(Ari)
— — 1 .
. t r : t
1=0 1=0
Term |By,1(d)]
Using Hockey-Stick identity, we get

Bya(d)] = {(Art) 1] <A t;“) and,

Ba@] = a-ren () e (177,

Term |By,2(d)|

which, upon further simplification, leads to

|Bl(d)|:(ATt)(At+rIrl) _(AtI;2)-

We now consider By (d). For a user US| there are (A;t) —m
mini-subfiles of the subfile S’ in By(d) which implies
)
A—t
ma@i= Y |(M7) ).
m=A—r—t+2
It can be observed that |Bo(d)| =1+ 2+ -+ (*7F) = A+

r +t— 2. Hence,

Ba(d)] = ((A—t),AerthfQ) ((Ar_t)*AﬁLTth—l)

2
Finally, we have,
A—t\/A—r+1 A—r+2
a2 - +
r t+1 t+2
(7 =A+r+e=2) (7)) - Atr+t—1)
5 .
Since « is the cardinality of the maximal generalized

independent set, we have o > |H(d)| = |B(d)|. The theorem
is proved since « lower bounds 7.

V. NUMERICAL COMPARISON

In this section, we compare the rate of the proposed scheme
in Theorem [2| with the upper and lower bounds in Proposition
[0 the index-coding based lower bound in Theorem 3 normal-
ized by the subpacketization of the proposed scheme, and the

cut-set bound derived in Theorem [l We provide numerical
plots of the rate R for different values of the access degree r
and the access cache memory replication factor, ¢ for a system
with A = 6 access caches, N files, and K = (/T\) users such
that N = K, and M, = % = 1. The three sets of plots in
Fig. [2l correspond to r = 2,3, and r = 4 cases with ¢ taking
values in [1, A]. It can be observed that the rate R approaches
Ry (rM, + M,) as either r or ¢ increases.

We provide Fig. Bl Fig. M Fig Al and, Fig. [@ to further
illustrate Remark 2] Fig. 3l and Fig. 4] correspond to a CMAP
system with A = 6 access caches, N files, and K users such
that each user connects to » = 2 and r = 3 access caches
respectively. For the access cache memory replication factor
t € [1,A], the rate of the achievable scheme R, rate of the
MAN scheme [1] such that each cache has a memory of M, +
M, rate of the MAN scheme for CMACC network [[16] such
that each cache has a capacity of M, + %, the lower bound
on the optimal worst-case rate derived in Theorem [ and, the
lower bound in Theorem[3] normalized by the subpacketization
have been plotted. It can be seen from Fig. 3] and Fig. [ that
the rate of the proposed scheme R moves closer to the lower
bound in Theorem [3] as ¢ increases for a fixed 7.

Similarly, Fig. [5] and Fig. [@] correspond to a CMAP coded
caching system with A = 6 access caches with a capacity of
M, = % and M, = %, respectively. A central server with
N files and K users connects to the system, with the access
degree r € [2, A]. For this system, the rate of the achievable
scheme R, the rate of the MAN scheme [1], and the rate of
the MAN scheme for CMACC network [16] keeping the total
memory accessed by a user the same in all the three cases, as
well as the lower bound in Theorem [3 and, the lower bound
in Theorem 3] normalized by the subpacketization have been
plotted. It can be seen from Fig. [3 and Fig. [6] that the rate of
the proposed scheme IR moves closer to the lower bound in
Theorem [3] as r increases for a fixed t.

VI. OPTIMALITY FOR A = 4 CASE

In this section, we examine the case of the CMAP coded
caching system with A = 4 access caches, exploring different

.combinations of access degree r, access cache memory M,,

and private cache memory M,. We present a novel placement
policy designed to accommodate multiple values of M, along
with the corresponding transmissions made by the server for
each combination of M,, r, and M,

Placement Policy: Each file is split into ( tﬁ) non-
overlapping subfiles of equal size as shown:

Wyp ={Wyhs:S8 C[1,A] S| =te,¥n € [1, N]},
where t, = AJAVL’, is the access cache replication factor. The

contents of the access cache 7 is
Zi={Wns:1€S8,8 C[1,A],|S] =t,,Vn € [1,N]}, (8)
N(5Zh)

for ¢ € [1, A]. Each access cache stores —&

= Na = M,

ta
files, satisfying its memory constraint. Note that the placement
policy described above is the same as the placement policy
described in section [V-Al for ¢ = t,.
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We will now describe how the private cache of the users are
populated. The server populates the private cache of user I/
with mini-subfiles of the subfiles it does not get on connfcting
to access caches. Each subfile is further split into (( ti a))

KM,

mini-subfiles, where ¢, = € Z* is the private cache
memory replication factor. W, su, u;,, - u;, denotes the
mini-subfile of subfile S of file n present in thepprivate caches
of users U, Uiy, - -+ ,Uj, , for some i1, iz, iz, € 1, K].
The contents of the private cache of user U is

Zy = {Was .71, S C LAY,

{Ti e {T' CL,AN\S, T |=r}Vie[2,t,)}, i =U

Vn € [1, N1}.

v
&)
= M, files, satisfying its

The private cache of each user stores

N("% )t 'y
() (*55) BICOI o = ,
memory constraint. Notably, for ¢, = 1, this placement
reduces to the one discussed in Sectlon VAl We will now
consider the case where t, ¢ Z*,t, ¢ Z*. Consider the

following cases:

Nt Nty

1) to € Z*,t, € Z". In this case, memory sharing is done

in access caches, while no memory sharing is needed for
the private caches.
Remark 5. Consider M, such that t, = A%G is not
an integer. Let M, = w and My = % Since
M = t‘;\N, we know that Mo < M, < M. Hence, M,
can be written as

M, = o1 My + (1 — aq) Mo,

for some 0 < oy < 1. The file W,, is split into W, of
a1 B bits, and WV, of (1 — an)B bits, respectively,
Vn € [1,N]. The file W2 is further broken down
into subfiles as W Wrs + S C [LALIS| =
[ta ]}, while the file W= is broken into subfiles as
witme) — qwlse) s 1AL |S] = |ta]}. The

access caches are ﬁlled wzth subfiles T? 's as described

in @), for t = [t,| and with subfiles Wélgal), as
described in (3), for t = |to]. Thus, every dccess cache
stores Nal([t 1- )BJrN(l )(Lt - \) B bits, which

(ra1ta) N(1 )M _
N ) ()
e+ T = M+ (1 — )My = M,
files, satisfying its memory constraint.
The private caches of the users will be populated with
the mini-subfiles of W s and Wé}s_a) as described
in @ for [J and |tq]. Every private cache stores
" - (i) ()™

ta
tp—1 —

o ()
A—ta] =

A Tta + —
G ) ()

tp tp
Otht (17041)Nt

—+ A) = :OélMp+(17041)Mp:M,

sansfymg its memory constraint.

is equivalent to Noy

2) t, € ZT,t, ¢ Z. For this case, memory sharing is done
for the private caches, and not for the access caches.
Remark 6. Consider M, such that t, KJ]VM” is not

( ) Let M3

an integer, where K = HHN and M, =
Uz}gN Since M, = KN, we know that M4 <M, < Ms.

Hence, M, can be written as
Mp = O[QMB + (1 — OéQ)M4,

for some 0 < g < 1. The subfile W, s is split
into W s, of aaB; bits, and VV(1 O‘Z), of (1 — a2)Bs
bits, respectlvely, where By is the size of a subfile. The

file WO‘2 is further broken down into mini-subfiles as
Wis = Woisnm o, T © LA\ ST =

r,¥i € [1,[tp]]}, while the subfile W(1 2) is broken

into mini-subfiles as VV(1 @) - {W, éls 07‘_?)7_2 i
‘P

T: C LA\ S |T:| = T,VZ € [1,|tp]]}. The private
caches of the users are filled with the mini-subfiles
as described in @). Thus, every private cache stores

A—tq A—tq
SR Ve
R (,(\t,ija) + N(1 — ag) N (A%fi) =
() oy’ (),
Nagllel 4 N(1—ag) e = ayMy+ (1 —a0)My = M,
files, satisfying its memory constraint.

NCYQ

3) to € ZT,t, ¢ ZT. In this case, memory sharing is done
for both the private and the access caches, as explained
above.

We now examine all non-trivial combinations of M, M,
and r. In other words, we focus on scenarios where a
user can access only a part of the library. To calculate
the mini-subfiles accessible to a user, we consider the sub-
files obtained from the access and private caches. From
the access caches, a user obtains N (t[z) — (Atar)l’ each
of which yields all associated mini-subfiles. Thus, the total



number. of mini-subfiles obtained from the access caches

are N [(tﬁ) — (At?')} ((A t;ta)). Additionally, a user receives
A—ta

N (Atj) (( ;;7)171) mini-subfiles from its private cache. There-

fore, the total number of mini-subfiles accessible to a user is
N ([(tﬁ) - (At?')} ((A;;ta)) + (At:") ((A;i)l_l))' Since each
file in broken down into ( t/: ) ((A?a)) mini-subfiles, every user
(I -CONCE N )

IR B

has access to

A—ta
N(1- Gt )
( ()
Using the above calculations, for A = 4, the only non-trivial
(r, Mo, M,) triplets are (2, &, &) and (2, £, &). For all the
other points, the users have access to the entire library.We

discuss optimality for these two cases for a CMAP system with

files.

A = 4 access caches. Note that the (r = 2, M, = %,Mp =
%) case corresponds tor=2,t, =1t =1 and the (r =

2, M, ,Mp = %) triplet corresponds to the case where

a:
r= 2,ta—1, and, t, =

A. Optimality for (A=4,N > K,r =2,t, =1,t, = 1)

This case has been discussed in Example [Tl The optimality
is given for the case with N > K = (/7\) w.r.t the worst-
case rate achieved. We begin this section by defining regular
delivery schemes for coded caching systems.

Definition 5. A delivery scheme for a coded caching system
is said to be g—regular if each transmission in it is a coded
combination of g mini-subfiles.

Note that for the CMAP coded caching system with 7 = 2,
te = 1, and ¢, = 1, we have o > 5. This means that the
server will need to make at least five transmissions to satisfy
the demands of all users.

In the case considered, with subpacketization /' = 12, there
are K = 6 users, and each user has 8 mini-subfiles. Therefore,
each user demands 12 — 8 = 4 mini-subfiles. Thus, the total
number of mini-subfiles demanded by all the users together is
6 x (12 —4) = 24. Since five does not divide twenty-four, the
minimum number of server transmissions in a regular delivery
scheme is six. This has been achieved in Example [I}

Hence, the CMAP coded caching system with A = 4 and
parameters 7 = 2, t, = 1, and ¢, = 1 is optimal w.r.t worst-
case when N > K under the given placement and regular-
delivery scheme assumption.

B. Optimality for (A=4,N > K,r =2,t, = 1,t, = 2).

Consider a CMAP coded caching system having a
central server with a library of 6 files, denoted as
{Wy, Wa, W5, Wy, W5, W5} and a set of A = 4 access
caches, each capable of storing M, = 1.5 files. There are
K = 6 users, equipped with a private cache of capacity
M, = 2 files, connecting to the system such that every user
connects to a unique subset of » = 2 access caches. Since

ta = 1, each file W, is split into (t/:) = 4 subfiles as

Wyn = W1, Wya, Wn3, Wpa} for n € [1,6]. The server
populates the access caches are shown below:
Zhy = {Wy,1,¥n € [1,6]},
Zy = {Wy.2,Vn € [1,6]
Zs = {W,.3,Vn € [1,6]
Zy = {Wn4,Vn € [1,6]

)

}
}, and,
}.

Each access cache stores = = 1.5 files, satisfying its memory
A—tq
constraint. Every subfile is broken down into (( - >) = (3) =

3 mini-subfiles. Hence, the subpacketization is F = 12. The
server populates the private caches of the users with mini-
subfiles of the subfiles the user does not obtain on connecting
to access caches. The contents of the private caches of users
are as shown below:

ZYy = {Whn 312,14, W 312,24, Wi 412,13, Wn.,4,12,23 },
ZVy = {Whn 213,14, Wn 2,138,310, Wi 412,13, Wn,4,13,23 },
Z0y = {Wh.2.13,14, Wh 214,30, W 312,14, Wh 314,24},
Z8y = {Wh 123,24, Wi 1,23,31, Wh.a12,23, Wi 413,23},
Z8, = {Wh 12324, Wi 124,31, Wi 31224, Wi 314,24},
Z8, = {Wh 123,34, Wn 1,24,34, Wn,2.13.347 Who14,34},
Vn € [1, 6]. Each private cache stores 24 = 2 files, satisfying

its memory constraint.

The transmissions made by the server for the demand vector
d=(dy:U C[1,A],|U| =r) are as presented below:
1) Wai,3,1424+Wa, 521434 +Way, 312,24+ Wepy 1,04 34+
Wasa,3,12,14 + Wy, 1,23,24.
2) Wai,413,23+Wa,5,41323+Way,,2,13,38 +Wasy 412,13+
Wass1,23,34 + Wag, 2,13,14.

and

3

It can be verified that the above transmissions are decodable

and each of the six users recover the two missing mini-subfiles

of their requested file from the above two transmissions. Since
1

the server makes two transmissions, the rate R = 12 =35

1) Discussion on Optimality: Consider the cut-set bound
derived in Theorem 3l For s = 1, we have R*(M,, M,) >
1— % For the case discussed in this section, we have
R*(1.5,2) > 1 — 2%+ =1- 3 — 1 = % The scheme is
optimal for this case since it achieves the cut-set-based lower
bound in Theorem [Il

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We introduced the CMAP coded caching for which we
provided an achievability scheme and characterized its rate.
Further, we presented a lower bound on the number of
transmissions for the proposed scheme using index coding
techniques. We bounded the optimal worst-case rate under
uncoded placement using the rates of the MAN schemes in
[1] and [16]. We showed using numerical comparisons that
the rate of the proposed scheme approaches the lower bound
in certain memory regimes. For the special case when the
CMAP system has four access caches, the optimality for all
valid memory pairs were also discussed.
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