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Abstract—We consider a variant of the coded caching problem
where users connect to two types of caches, called private caches
and access caches. The problem setting consists of a server having
a library of files and a set of access caches. Every user, equipped
with a private cache, connects to L neighboring access caches in a
cyclic wrap-around fashion. The server populates the private and
access caches with file contents in either coded or uncoded format.
For this setting, we derive a lower bound on the optimal worst-
case transmission rate using cut-set arguments. This lower bound
applies to both coded and uncoded placements. We then provide
an achievable scheme with uncoded placement and show that our
scheme specializes to the well-known Maddah-Ali-Niesen scheme
for the dedicated cache network in the absence of access caches.
Finally, we show that the proposed scheme achieves optimality in
large memory regimes and provide numerical plots comparing
the rate of the proposed scheme with the derived lower bound,
demonstrating the optimality of our scheme.

Index Terms—Coded Caching, Multi-Access Network, Cyclic
wrap-around, Cut-Set Bound, Centralized Caching

I. INTRODUCTION

Coded Caching, introduced by Maddah-Ali and Niesen
in [1], reduces peak-hour network traffic by utilizing multi-
casting opportunities generated as a result of coordinated
cache placement at the users. 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 either in
a coded [2]- [4] or an uncoded fashion [5], [6], while adhering
to their memory constraints. In the delivery phase, when the
users reveal their demands, the server seeks to minimize the
number of transmissions required to satisfy the demands of
all the users. The performance of a coding caching scheme
is characterized by the rate-memory trade-off achieved by
it, where the rate is the load on the shared link normalized
by the file size, and memory refers to the size of the cache
memory. The scheme introduced by Maddah-Ali and Niesen
[1], referred to as the MAN scheme, addresses the dedicated
coded caching problem, where a central server with N files
of equal length connects to K users via a shared error-free
link. Each user in this network has a cache that can store
M ≤ N files. The MAN scheme has been proven to achieve
the minimum possible rate of transmission [7] under uncoded
placement, provided N ≥ K .

The coded caching problem has been studied for various
other settings, such as with decentralized placement [8],
shared caches [9], [10], secure delivery [11], privacy [12],
in hierarchical networks [13], caching where users access

multiple caches [14] - [17], caching with offline users [18], and
many more. Some other works in the coded caching literature
that studied settings where users access two different types
of caches, one shared between multiple users and the other
private to a user, are [19] - [22]. Secretive coded caching,
studied in [19], used the private caches at the users to store
keys required for encryption to ensure secrecy. Coded Caching
with shared and private caches, where both the private and
shared caches are used to store parts of the files at the server,
was studied in [20] - [22].

While the setting considered in this work uses both the
access caches and the private caches at the users for storing
data files, it differs from the setting in [20] and [21] in the
number of cache memories accessed by each user. In the
systems considered in [20], [21], each user accesses one shared
cache and its private cache. In contrast, the setting considered
in this work involves each user accessing L ≥ 2 access caches
in addition to their private cache. Furthermore, this work’s
setting differs from the setting in [22] in terms of how the
users connect to the access caches and also the number of
access caches relative to the number of users. In [22], the users
connect to the access caches via a combinatorial topology,
where each user connects to a distinct r-subset of the Λ access
caches in the system. Since there is a user connecting to any
distinct r−subset of the Λ access caches, there are K =

(

Λ
r

)

users in the system. In the setting considered in this paper,
there are K access caches and K users, and each user connects
to L access caches in a cyclic fashion. This topology is referred
to as the Cyclic Wrap-around topology.

This work considers a model where a server with a library of
N files connects to K users and K access caches via an error-
free wireless link, as shown in Fig 1.. Each user connects to
L neighboring access caches in a cyclic wrap-around fashion
via error-free wireless links of infinite capacity, as described
in [15]. However, unlike [15], each user in this model is also
equipped with a private cache. This network is a generalization
of the multi-access caching network with cyclic wrap-around
connectivity [15] and the dedicated [1] caching network. We
refer to this system model as the Cyclic Wrap-Around Multi-
Access plus Private (CW-MAP) coded caching setting. To the
best of our knowledge, the coded caching problem in this
setting has not yet been studied.

The cyclic wrap-around topology has been extensively stud-
ied [14], [15], [23]–[25] in the coded caching literature. Such
networks, also called the ring networks, as pointed out in
[23], are very popular and have been studied in various other
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contexts as well, like the circular Wyner model for interference
networks with limited interference from the neighbors [26],
[27]. The CW-MAP setting is only a natural extension of the
cyclic-wraparound network. Further, the assumption that the
number of users and the number of access caches in the system
are equal may appear to be very limiting. However, when
the number of users in the system is larger than the number
of caches, we can group the users according to their nearest
caches and then, have the number of user groups equal to the
number of access caches. Observe that the number of users
in each group may vary but all the users within a group will
have access to the same similar access cache contents. Then,
by keeping the private cache contents also to be the same for
all the users in a group, we can repeat the same transmission
scheme multiple times such that all the user demands are
satisfied, as has been done in [17].

A. Our Contributions

In this work, we introduce a multi-access coded caching
network with cyclic wrap-around connectivity incorporating
access caches and private caches at the users. This network can
be viewed as a generalization of the dedicated coded caching
network presented in [1] and the multi-access coded caching
network presented in [15]. Our contributions are summarized
below:

• A lower bound on the optimal worst-case rate for the CW-
MAP coded caching network, under coded or uncoded
placement, is provided using cut-set bound arguments
[28]. Notably, the cut-set bound derived in this work
comes out to be the same as the cut-set bound in [22].

• A centralized coded caching scheme, under uncoded
placement, for the CW-MAP coded caching setting is
proposed. The scheme divides each file into subfiles
and each subfile further into mini-subfiles and under
the placement policy of the proposed scheme, there is
no overlap in a users’ private cache content and the
cache content that user obtains from the access caches
it connects to.

• The rate-memory trade-off for the proposed scheme is
characterized under the condition that the size of a user’s
private cache memory is less than the total memory of
the access caches that the user connects to.

• It is shown that the proposed scheme reverts to the MAN
scheme [1] when the storage capacity of the access caches
is zero.

• Optimality of the proposed scheme in the large memory
regimes is proved.

• Numerical plots are provided to compare the rate attained
by the achievability scheme with the lower bound pro-
posed in this paper, demonstrating the optimality of the
achievability scheme.

Organization of the paper: Section II introduces the system
model, outlining the details of the CW-MAP coded caching
setting. A brief review of the MAN scheme for dedicated
cache networks [1] is also provided. The main results of
this paper are presented in Section III, with detailed proofs
provided in Section IV and Section V. In Section VI, we

Server N files
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Fig. 1. System Model

present numerical plots for comparison of the rate achieved by
the proposed scheme with the lower bound derived in Section
III. Finally, we conclude the paper in Section VII, summarizing
our contributions and discussing directions for future work.

Notation: We use the notation Z
+ to denote the set of all

non-negative integers. The set {1, 2, · · · , N} is denoted as [N ]
for N ∈ Z

+, N ≥ 1. The set {a, a+1, · · · , b} where b ≥ a is
denoted by [a, b], and the set {a, a+1, · · · , b− 1} is denoted
by [a, b) for b ≥ a+1, for a, b ∈ Z

+. The cardinality of a set
A is denoted as |A|. The notation < a >K is used to denote
the value of a modulo K . For an integer i, the least integer
not less than i is denoted by ⌈i⌉, while ⌊i⌋ denotes the largest
integer not greater than i. For a set A = {a1, a2, · · · , an},
we define < A >K= {< a1 >K , < a2 >K , · · · , < an >K}.
Given an ordered set B of cardinality N , B(i) denotes the
ith element of B for 1 ≤ i ≤ N and B({i1, i2, · · · , in}) =
{B(i1), B(i2), · · · , B(in)} for 1 ≤ i1, i2, · · · , in ≤ N . The
binomial coefficient n!

k!(n−k)! is denoted as
(

n
k

)

and we assume

that
(

n
k

)

= 0 if n < 0, k < 0 or n < k. The set of all t-sized
subsets of a set S of size |S| ≥ t , i.e., {T : T ⊆ S, |T | = t},
is compactly denoted as

(

S
t

)

. We use the ⊕ symbol to denote
the bit-wise XOR operation. Finally, the notation a+ is defined
as a+ , max(0, a).

II. SYSTEM MODEL AND PRELIMINARIES

We begin this section by introducing the system model.
After that, we provide a brief review of the MAN scheme
for the dedicated coded caching network [1].

A. System Model

Consider the system model as shown in Fig. 1. A central
server has a library of N files, each of size B bits, denoted
by W1,W2, · · · ,WN . The server connects to K users via an
error-free broadcast wireless link, where N ≥ K . The system
consists of K caches capable of storing up to Ma ≤ N files.
Each of these caches is accessed by multiple users and is
referred to as access caches. A user, equipped with a private
cache of capacity Mp ≤ N files, connects to the access caches
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RMa,Mp
=

(1 + γp)
(

(

K−γaL
1+γp

)

+ (K − 1)
(

K−γaL−1
1+γp

)

−
γaL−1
∑

i=1

(

K−γaL−1−(γaL−i)
1+γp−(γaL−i)

)

)

− γpK
(

K−γaL−2
1+γp

)

− η1{γp=γaL−1}

K
(

K−γaL
γp

) , (1)

where η = (1 + γp)

(

(

(K−2γaL)(K−2γaL+1)
2

)+

+ ((γaL− 1)(K − 2γaL− 1))
+

)

− γpK(K − 2γaL − 1)+ + γp

(

(1 +

γaL)(K − 2γaL− 1) + (K−2γaL−2)(K−2γaL−1)
2

)

.

in a cyclic wrap-around manner via an infinite capacity, error-
free wireless link. Specifically, the ith user, i ∈ [K], connects
to the set of access caches < [i, i + L − 1] >K , where L
denotes the access degree. Hence, each user has access to a
total memory of MaL+Mp. This model is referred to as the
(K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-MAP coded caching setting in this
paper. The memory pairs (Ma,Mp), which are of interest,
satisfy the constraint 0 < MaL+Mp < N .

Notably, when L = 1, the system reverts to the dedicated
coded caching setup with N files and K users, with each
user possessing a dedicated cache of capacity Ma +Mp. The
(K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-MAP system operates in two phases:

1) Placement phase: The server populates the private and
access caches with the file contents in either an uncoded
fashion, where the parts of the files are copied into
the caches without coding across these parts, or in a
coded fashion while adhering to their respective memory
constraints. The server breaks down the files into subfiles
to populate the access caches, and each subfile is further
broken down into mini-subfiles to populate the private
caches. The caches are populated by the server without
the knowledge of the demands of the users. The number
of mini-subfiles each file is divided into is called the
subpacketization. The contents of the access cache i is
denoted by Za

i , where i ∈ [K], while the contents of the
private cache of the user u is denoted by Zp

u, for u ∈ [K].
We use the notation Zu to denote the file contents a user u
has from its access caches and private cache for u ∈ [K].

2) Delivery phase: Each user u demands one of the N files
from the server. Let Wdu

denote the file demanded by
user u, where du ∈ [N ] and u ∈ [K]. The demands
of all the users are represented by the demand vector
d = (du : u ∈ [K]). Once the demand vector d is known
to the server, it makes a set of broadcast transmissions
Xd with a total size of Rd files, aiming to satisfy the
demands of all the users with a minimum number of
transmissions. The rate Rd is defined as the number of
transmissions made by the server for the demand vector
d in the unit of file size. The maximum number of
transmissions occur when each user demands a different
file; that is, when every element of the demand vector is
distinct. This results in the worst-case rate, denoted as R.

Definition 1: For the (K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-MAP
coded caching setting, a triplet (Ma,Mp, R) is said to

be achievable if there exists a coded caching scheme
that achieves the worst-case rate R for the memory pair
(Ma,Mp), for a large enough file size. We define the
optimal worst-case rate for the (K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-
MAP coded caching setting as:

R∗
Ma,Mp

= inf{R : (Ma,Mp, R) is achievable}.

The server seeks to design joint placement and delivery
policies to achieve R∗(Ma,Mp).

B. MAN Scheme

The MAN scheme [1] is for the dedicated caching network
where K users connect to a central server having N files.
Every user has a dedicated cache capable of storing M ≤ N
files. For this setting, a centralized cache placement across the
users is made by the server before the file demands of the users
are known to it. The delivery phase starts when the server is
informed of the demand vector d = (d1, d2, · · · , dK), where
dk is the index of the file demanded by the kth user, k ∈ [K].
The placement and delivery policies in the MAN scheme,and
the rate achieved by it are as follows.

1) Placement Phase: Each file is divided into
(

K
t

)

subfiles
as Wn = {Wn,T : T ∈

(

[K]
t

)

}, where t = KM
N
∈ Z

+.
The contents of the cache connected to user k ∈ [K] is
Zk = {Wn,T : k ∈ T , T ∈

(

[K]
t

)

, ∀n ∈ [N ]}.
2) Delivery Phase: The server makes the transmission XS

for every (t + 1)−subset S of [K] given by XS =
⊕

s∈S
Wds,S\{s}.

3) Rate: Each file is divided into
(

K
t

)

subfiles, and a trans-
mission is made for every (t+1)-subset of the K users;
we have the rate, shown to be optimal under uncoded

placement when N ≥ K , in [6], as R∗
D(M) =

( K

t+1)
(Kt )

.

III. MAIN RESULTS

In this section, we present the main results of this paper.
Theorem 1 establishes a lower bound on the optimal worst-
case rate R∗

Ma,Mp
using cut-set arguments [28]. Theorem 2

provides an achievable rate when the placement is uncoded.
Finally, Lemma 1 presents a proof of optimality of the achiev-
ability scheme, presented in Theorem 2, for large memory
regimes.
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A. Lower Bound on the Optimal Rate

We present a lower bound on the optimal worst-case rate
R∗

Ma,Mp
for a (K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-MAP coded caching

system using cut-set arguments as follows:
Theorem 1: For the (K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-MAP coded

caching setting, the following lower bound holds on the
optimal worst-case rate:

R∗
Ma,Mp

≥ max
s∈[K]

(

s−
pMa + sMp

⌊

N
s

⌋

)

, (2)

where p = min(s+ L− 1,K).
Proof: Let s be an integer such that s ∈ [K]. Consider the

cache contents Z1,Z2, · · · ,Zp, where p = min(s+L−1,K).
For a demand vector d1, where the first s users demand
the first s files and the demands of the other users are
arbitrary, the server makes the broadcast transmissions X1.
Using X1 and the cache contents Z1,Z2, · · · ,Zp, the files
W1,W2, · · · ,Ws can be decoded. Similarly, for a demand
vector d2, where the first user demands the file Ws+1, the
second user demands the file Ws+2, and so on, and the sth user
demands the file W2s, while the demands of the other users
are arbitrary, the server makes the broadcast transmissions X2.
Using X2 and the cache contents Z1,Z2, · · · ,Zp, the files
Ws+1,Ws+2, · · · ,W2s, can be decoded. Continuing in this
way, the server makes the transmissions X1, X2, · · · , X⌊N

s
⌋.

Using these transmissions and the cache contents, the files
W1,W2, · · · ,Ws⌊N

s
⌋, files can be decoded. Thus, by the cut-

set bound [28], we have
⌊

N

s

⌋

R∗
Ma,Mp

+ sMp + pMa ≥ s

⌊

N

s

⌋

(3)

Optimizing over all s, we have

R∗
Ma,Mp

≥ max
s∈[K]

(

s−
pMa + sMp

⌊

N
s

⌋

)

.

Remark 1: It is worth noting that the cut-set bound derived
above is the same as the one derived in [22].

B. Achievable Rate

The following theorem presents an achievable worst-case
rate for the (K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-MAP system described
in Section II, when MaL > Mp.

Theorem 2: For a (K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-MAP coded
caching system, a worst-case rate as given in (1), is achievable
with subpacketization F = K

(

K−γaL
γp

)

, for γa = KMa

N
∈

[0,K] and γp =
KMp

N
∈ [0, γaL).

Proof: Section IV gives a scheme achieving this rate.
Observe that Theorem 2 provides rate-memory trade-off for
γa ∈ Z

+ and γp ∈ Z
+. In general, the lower convex envelope

of the points in Theorem 2 is achievable via memory sharing
as explained in subsection IV-D.

Remark 2: It can be observed that while the coded caching
scheme proposed in this paper is defined for all values of Ma

and Mp in the CW-MAP setting, the scheme in [22] is defined
for only one value of Mp for the combinatorial MAP setting.

Further, while the subpacketization, F = K
(

K−γaL
γp

)

, for the
scheme in this paper is a product of a linearly increasing and
an exponentially increasing term in the number of users K ,
the subpacketization of the scheme in [22], F =

(

Λ
t

)(

Λ−t
r

)

, is
a product of two exponentially increasing terms in K .

C. Optimality Result

When the sizes of the access cache memories and the private
cache memories satisfy certain constraints, the rate achieved
by the coded caching scheme proposed in this paper is shown
to be optimal.

Lemma 1: For Ma and Mp such that MaL + Mp ≥
N
(

1− 1
K

)

, the worst-case rate attained by the achievability
scheme in section IV-A is optimal, i.e., RMa,Mp

= R∗
Ma,Mp

.
Proof: The proof is deferred till after the achievability

scheme is presented and is given in section V.

IV. ACHIEVABILITY SCHEME

We begin this section by motivating the main idea behind
the achievability scheme using two examples. These examples
illustrate all the types of transmissions made by the server.
Following this, we present the general placement and delivery
scheme that achieves the rate stated in Theorem 2.

A. Motivating Example

Example 1: Consider a (5, 2, 1, 1, 5)−CW-MAP coded
caching setting. There is a central server, with a library of
N = 5 files, broadcasting to K = 5 users, each of which
are equipped with a private cache of storage capacity of
Mp = 1 file. Each of these users connects to L = 2 access
caches in a cyclic wrap-around manner. User 1 connects to
the access caches Za

1 and Za
2 , user 2 to access caches Za

2

and Za
3 , and so on till user 5 which connects to the access

caches Za
5 and Za

1 . Each access cache is capable of storing
Ma = 1 file. For this example, γa = KMa

N
= 5

5 = 1. Each
file is broken down into K = 5 subfiles of equal size as
Wn = {Wn,{1},Wn,{2},Wn,{3},Wn,{4},Wn,{5}}, ∀n ∈ [5],
and placed in the access caches by the central server as listed
below:

Za
1 = {W1,{1},W2,{1},W3,{1},W4,{1},W5,{1}},

Za
2 = {W1,{2},W2,{2},W3,{2},W4,{2},W5,{2}},

Za
3 = {W1,{3},W2,{3},W3,{3},W4,{3},W5,{3}},

Za
4 = {W1,{4},W2,{4},W3,{4},W4,{4},W5,{4}},

Za
5 = {W1,{5},W2,{5},W3,{5},W4,{5},W5,{5}}.

Each access cache is populated with 5 subfiles, resulting in
each access cache storing 5× 1

5 = 1 file, satisfying its memory
constraint. Upon connecting to the access caches, users gain
access to the subfiles stored in these caches. For example,
user 1 connects to access caches Za

1 and Za
2 and can access

the subfiles Wn,{1} and Wn,{2}, for n ∈ [5]. However, this
style of indexing a subfile does not give any information about
the users that have access to a particular subfile. Thus, we
replace the subfile-index with a set of cardinality of γaL = 2,
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representing the users that have access to this subfile as shown
below:

Wn,1 →Wn,{1,5}, ∀n ∈ [5],

Wn,2 →Wn,{1,2}, ∀n ∈ [5],

Wn,3 →Wn,{2,3}, ∀n ∈ [5],

Wn,4 →Wn,{3,4}, ∀n ∈ [5],

Wn,5 →Wn,{4,5}, ∀n ∈ [5].

Since there are (K − γaL) users not having access to a
particular subfile and we have γp = 5

5 = 1, the server splits
each subfile further into

(

K−γaL
γp

)

=
(

3
1

)

= 3 mini-subfiles as

Wn,S = {Wn,S,T : T ⊆
(

[K]\S
γp

)

, |S| = γaL}. We illustrate
this splitting below:

Wn,{1,5} = {Wn,{1,5},{2},Wn,{1,5},{3},Wn,{1,5},{4}},

Wn,{1,2} = {Wn,{1,2},{3},Wn,{1,2},{4},Wn,{1,2},{5}},

Wn,{2,3} = {Wn,{2,3},{1},Wn,{2,3},{4},Wn,{2,3},{5}},

Wn,{3,4} = {Wn,{3,4},{1},Wn,{3,4},{2},Wn,{3,4},{5}},

Wn,{4,5} = {Wn,{4,5},{1},Wn,{4,5},{2},Wn,{4,5},{3}},

∀n ∈ [5]. The server populates the private caches of the users
with parts of subfiles they did not receive upon connecting to
the access caches. The contents of the private caches of users
is:

Zp
1 =

{

Wn,{2,3},{1},Wn,{3,4},{1},Wn,{4,5},{1}, ∀n ∈ [5]
}

,

Zp
2 =

{

Wn,{3,4},{2},Wn,{4,5},{2},Wn,{1,5},{2}, ∀n ∈ [5]
}

,

Zp
3 =

{

Wn,{4,5},{3},Wn,{1,5},{3},Wn,{1,2},{3}, ∀n ∈ [5]
}

,

Zp
4 =

{

Wn,{1,5},{4},Wn,{1,2},{4},Wn,{2,3},{4}, ∀n ∈ [5]
}

,

Zp
5 =

{

Wn,{1,2},{5},Wn,{2,3},{5},Wn,{3,4},{5}, ∀n ∈ [5]
}

.

Each private cache stores 3 mini-subfiles of each file, so each
private cache stores 3×5

3 = 5 subfiles, which is equivalent
to 5

5 = 1 file, satisfying its memory constraint. For the
convenience of notation, moving forward, the subfile-index
set S and the mini-subfile-index set T will be compactly
written without the set notation. We now explain how the
transmissions are constructed for this placement.

For the demand vector d = (du : u ∈ [K]), consider the
mini-subfile Wd2,34,5 requested by user 2. We define the set
I = [2, 5] by taking the union of the user-index 2, subfile-
index set 34, and mini-subfile-index set 5 and rearranging
the elements of the set in the increasing order. The position
sets P I

S , P I
u , and P I

T represent the set of positional-indices
of the elements in the subfile-index set, the user-index, and
the elements in the mini-subfile-index set, respectively, in the
set I . For I = [2, 5], we have P I

S = {2, 3}, P I
u = {1}, and

P I
T = {4}.

Now, we check for subsets of I of size γaL containing
consecutive integers other than the subfile index set S. Other
than S = 34, there are two such subsets of I with consecutive
integers of cardinality γaL = 2, which are S1 = {2, 3} and
S2 = {4, 5}. We increment the elements of P I

S until we obtain
the position sets corresponding to the subsets S1 and S2,
respectively, with the addition done modulo |I|. For instance,
P I
S1

= {1, 2} can be obtained as P I
S + 3, where the addition

is done modulo-4. Similarly, P I
S2

= {3, 4} can be obtained as
P I
S + 1. Corresponding to each of these subsets S1 and S2, a

demanded mini-subfile is obtained by incrementing the user-
index-position set P I

u and mini-subfile-index-position set P I
T

by the same amount. This is demonstrated below:

P I
S = {2, 3}

+3
−−→ P I

S1
= {1, 2} ⇒ I({1, 2}) = {2, 3}

P I
u = {1}

+3
−−→ P I

u1
= {4} ⇒ I({4}) = {5}

P I
T = {4}

+3
−−→ P I

T1
= {3} ⇒ I({3}) = {4}.

Through this process, we determine the mini-subfile Wd5,23,4

for the subfile-index set 23. To determine the mini-subfile
corresponding to the subfile-index set 45, we follow a similar
procedure:

P I
S = {2, 3}

+1
−−→ P I

S2
= {3, 4} ⇒ I({3, 4}) = {4, 5}

P I
u = {1}

+1
−−→ P I

u2
= {2} ⇒ I({2}) = {3}

P I
T = {4}

+1
−−→ P I

T2
= {1} ⇒ I({1}) = {2}.

Thus, we obtain the mini-subfile Wd3,45,2. The server then
transmits the coded combination Wd2,34,5 ⊕ Wd5,23,4 ⊕
Wd3,45,2. Following the above procedure till all the demanded
mini-subfiles are exhausted, the server makes the following set
of 10 transmissions:

1) Wd1,23,4 +Wd2,34,1 +Wd4,12,3,
2) Wd1,23,5 +Wd3,51,2 +Wd5,12,3,
3) Wd1,34,5 +Wd3,45,1 +Wd4,51,3,
4) Wd1,34,2 +Wd3,12,4 +Wd4,23,1,
5) Wd1,45,2 +Wd4,12,5 +Wd2,51,4,
6) Wd1,45,3 +Wd5,34,1 +Wd3,51,4,
7) Wd2,51,3 +Wd3,12,5 +Wd5,23,1,
8) Wd2,34,5 +Wd5,23,4 +Wd3,45,2,
9) Wd2,45,1 +Wd5,12,4 +Wd4,51,2,

10) Wd2,45,3 +Wd4,23,5 +Wd5,34,2.

It can be verified that all the K users get all the mini-subfiles
of their demanded file from the above 10 transmissions. Since
the server makes 10 transmissions and each file is divided into
15 mini-subfiles, the normalized rate achieved is R1,1 = 10

15 =
0.667
In the above Example, whichever mini-subfile we choose,
the union of the user-index set, the subfile index set and
the mini-subfile index set will contain three subsets of size
γaL containing consecutive integers. Such a scenario, where,
upon choosing a demanded mini-subfile Wdu,S,T , the union
set I = {u}∪ S ∪ T contains at least one subset of size γaL,
other than S, containing consecutive integers is termed the
General Case in the remainder of this paper.

In general, there will also be mini-subfiles Wdu,S,T such
that S is the only subset containing consecutive integers of
size γaL in the union set I = {u}∪S ∪T . The transmissions
corresponding to such mini-subfiles, which are called Special

Case 1, are generated differently.
Further, when γp = γaL−1, if, for a mini-subfile Wdu,S,T ,

the union set I = {u}∪S∪T contains only one subset of size
γaL containing consecutive integers, other than S, and that
subset is T ∪ {u}, such subfiles are also treated differently
from the General Case and the generation of transmissions
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corresponding to such subfiles are given as Special Case 2. The
procedure for generating the transmissions in Special Case 1

and Special Case 2 are illustrated with the following example.

Example 2: Consider a (7, 2, 1, 1, 7)−CW-MAP coded
caching system. The system consists of a central server having
a library of N = 7 files and K = 7 access caches, each
capable of storing Ma = 1 file. There are K = 7 users,
each equipped with a private cache of size Mp = 1 file.
The users connect to L = 2 access caches in a cyclic
wrap-around fashion. For this system, we have γa = 7

7 =
1. Each file is divided into K = 7 subfiles as Wn =
{Wn,1,Wn,2,Wn,3,Wn,4,Wn,5,Wn,6,Wn,7}, ∀n ∈ [7], and
the placement in the access caches is as described below:

Za
1 = {Wn,1, ∀n ∈ [7]},

Za
2 = {Wn,2, ∀n ∈ [7]},

Za
3 = {Wn,3, ∀n ∈ [7]},

Za
4 = {Wn,4, ∀n ∈ [7]},

Za
5 = {Wn,5, ∀n ∈ [7]},

Za
6 = {Wn,6, ∀n ∈ [7]},

Za
7 = {Wn,7, ∀n ∈ [7]}.

Each access cache stores 7 subfiles, which is equivalent to
7
7 = 1 file, satisfying its memory constraint. These subfiles
are re-indexed as shown below to indicate which subfiles each
user can access:

Wn,1 →Wn,71, ∀n ∈ [7],

Wn,2 →Wn,12, ∀n ∈ [7],

Wn,3 →Wn,23, ∀n ∈ [7],

Wn,4 →Wn,34, ∀n ∈ [7],

Wn,5 →Wn,45, ∀n ∈ [7],

Wn,6 →Wn,56, ∀n ∈ [7],

Wn,7 →Wn,67, ∀n ∈ [7].

Since, γp = 7
7 = 1, each subfile is further divided into

(

K−γaL
γp

)

=
(

7−2
1

)

= 5 mini-subfiles as shown below:

Wn,12 =
{

Wn,12,3,Wn,12,4,Wn,12,5,Wn,12,6,Wn,12,7

}

,

Wn,23 =
{

Wn,23,1,Wn,23,4,Wn,23,5,Wn,23,6,Wn,23,7

}

,

Wn,34 =
{

Wn,34,1,Wn,34,2,Wn,34,5,Wn,34,6,Wn,34,7

}

,

Wn,45 =
{

Wn,45,1,Wn,45,2,Wn,45,3,Wn,45,6,Wn,45,7

}

,

Wn,56 =
{

Wn,56,1,Wn,56,2,Wn,56,3,Wn,56,4,Wn,56,7

}

,

Wn,67 =
{

Wn,67,1,Wn,67,2,Wn,67,3,Wn,67,4,Wn,67,5

}

,

Wn,71 =
{

Wn,71,2,Wn,71,3,Wn,71,4,Wn,71,5,Wn,71,6

}

,

∀n ∈ [7]. The placement made in the private caches of the

users is as shown below:

Zp
1 =

{

Wn,23,1,Wn,34,1,Wn,45,1,Wn,56,1,Wn,67,1

}

,

Zp
2 =

{

Wn,34,2,Wn,45,2,Wn,56,2,Wn,67,2,Wn,71,2

}

,

Zp
3 =

{

Wn,12,3,Wn,45,3,Wn,56,3,Wn,67,3,Wn,71,3

}

,

Zp
4 =

{

Wn,12,4,Wn,23,4,Wn,56,4,Wn,67,4,Wn,71,4

}

,

Zp
5 =

{

Wn,12,5,Wn,23,5,Wn,34,5,Wn,67,5,Wn,71,5

}

,

Zp
6 =

{

Wn,12,6,Wn,23,6,Wn,34,6,Wn,45,6,Wn,71,6

}

,

Zp
7 =

{

Wn,12,7,Wn,23,7,Wn,34,7,Wn,45,7,Wn,56,7

}

,

∀n ∈ [7]. Each private cache stores 35 mini-subfiles, equiv-
alent to 35

35 = 1 file, satisfying its memory constraint. Since
Example 1 demonstrated the construction of transmissions for
the General Case, here, we only list all the transmissions made
by the server for the General Case and do not explain how
these transmissions are obtained. Subsequently, we explain
how transmissions are constructed for Special Case 1 and
Special Case 2. For the demand vector d = (d1, d2, · · · , d7),
the transmissions made by the server for the General Case are
as follows:

1) Wd1,23,4 ⊕Wd4,12,3 ⊕Wd2,34,1

2) Wd1,23,5 ⊕Wd5,12,3

3) Wd1,23,6 ⊕Wd6,12,3

4) Wd1,23,7 ⊕Wd7,12,3 ⊕Wd3,71,2

5) Wd1,34,2 ⊕Wd3,12,4 ⊕Wd4,23,1

6) Wd1,34,5 ⊕Wd3,45,1

7) Wd1,45,3 ⊕Wd5,34,1

8) Wd1,45,6 ⊕Wd4,56,1

9) Wd1,56,4 ⊕Wd6,45,1

10) Wd1,56,7 ⊕Wd5,67,1 ⊕Wd6,71,5

11) Wd1,67,2 ⊕Wd6,12,7 ⊕Wd2,71,6

12) Wd1,67,3 ⊕Wd3,71,6

13) Wd1,67,4 ⊕Wd4,71,6

14) Wd1,67,5 ⊕Wd7,56,1 ⊕Wd5,71,6

15) Wd2,34,5 ⊕Wd5,23,4 ⊕Wd3,45,2

16) Wd2,34,6 ⊕Wd6,34,2

17) Wd2,34,7 ⊕Wd7,23,1

18) Wd2,45,3 ⊕Wd4,23,5 ⊕Wd5,34,2

19) Wd2,45,6 ⊕Wd4,56,2

20) Wd2,56,4 ⊕Wd6,45,2

21) Wd2,56,7 ⊕Wd5,67,2

22) Wd2,67,1 ⊕Wd6,71,2 ⊕Wd7,12,6

23) Wd2,67,5 ⊕Wd7,56,2

24) Wd2,71,3 ⊕Wd3,12,7 ⊕Wd7,23,1

25) Wd2,71,4 ⊕Wd4,12,7

26) Wd2,71,5 ⊕Wd5,12,7

27) Wd3,12,5 ⊕Wd5,23,1

28) Wd3,12,6 ⊕Wd6,23,1

29) Wd3,45,6 ⊕Wd6,34,5 ⊕Wd4,56,3

30) Wd3,45,7 ⊕Wd7,34,5

31) Wd3,56,4 ⊕Wd5,34,6 ⊕Wd6,45,3

32) Wd3,56,7 ⊕Wd5,67,3

33) Wd3,67,1 ⊕Wd6,71,3

34) Wd3,67,5 ⊕Wd7,56,3

35) Wd4,23,6 ⊕Wd6,34,2

36) Wd4,23,7 ⊕Wd7,34,2

37) Wd4,56,7 ⊕Wd7,45,7 ⊕Wd5,67,4
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38) Wd4,67,1 ⊕Wd6,71,4

39) Wd4,67,5 ⊕Wd6,45,7 ⊕Wd7,56,4

40) Wd4,71,2 ⊕Wd7,12,4

41) Wd5,34,7 ⊕Wd7,45,3

42) Wd5,71,2 ⊕Wd7,12,5

We now introduce the Special Case 1. This case deals with
mini-subfiles Wdu,S,T where the set I = {u} ∪ S ∪ T
consists of only one subfile-index set, namely S. For instance,
consider the mini-subfile Wd1,34,6. Here, I = {1, 3, 4, 6},
with S = 34. The server replaces the user index 1 with
an element from the mini-subfile-index set 6, resulting in
Wd6,34,1. Then, it performs a bit-wise XOR operation on these
mini-subfiles to generate the transmission Wd1,34,6⊕Wd6,34,1.
All transmissions made by the server for Special Case 1 are
listed below:

1) Wd1,34,6 ⊕Wd6,34,1

2) Wd1,56,3 ⊕Wd3,56,1

3) Wd2,45,7 ⊕Wd7,45,2

4) Wd2,67,4 ⊕Wd4,67,2

5) Wd3,71,5 ⊕Wd5,71,3

6) Wd4,12,6 ⊕Wd6,12,4

7) Wd5,23,7 ⊕Wd7,23,5

We now explain Special Case 2, which corresponds to the
mini-subfiles Wdu,S,T such that the set I = {u} ∪ S ∪ T
has only two subfile index sets, which are S and {u} ∪ T .
Note that such a case arises only when γp = γaL − 1.
Consider the mini-subfile Wd1,34,7. For this mini-subfile, we
have I = {1, 3, 4, 7}, which has two subfile-index sets, 34 and
71. Hence, following the procedure in General Case, the server
performs the bit-wise XOR operation of mini-subfiles Wd1,34,7

and Wd4,71,3. However, in Special Case 2, in addition to the
two sub-files generated by the procedure in the General Case,
the server also replaces the user-index with each element of
the mini-subfile-index set for both the mini-subfiles Wd1,34,7

and Wd4,71,3 to obtain the mini-subfiles Wd7,34,1 and Wd3,71,4

respectively. Finally, the server performs the bit-wise XOR
operation of all these mini-subfiles to obtain the transmission
Wd1,34,7⊕Wd4,71,3⊕Wd7,34,1⊕Wd3,71,4. We provide all the
transmissions made by the server for Special Case 2 below:

1) Wd1,34,7 ⊕Wd4,71,3 ⊕Wd3,71,4 ⊕Wd7,34,1

2) Wd1,45,2 ⊕Wd4,12,5 ⊕Wd5,12,4 ⊕Wd2,45,1

3) Wd1,45,7 ⊕Wd5,71,4 ⊕Wd4,71,5 ⊕Wd7,45,1

4) Wd1,56,2 ⊕Wd5,12,6 ⊕Wd6,12,5 ⊕Wd2,56,1

5) Wd2,56,3 ⊕Wd5,23,6 ⊕Wd6,23,5 ⊕Wd3,56,2

6) Wd2,67,3 ⊕Wd7,23,6 ⊕Wd6,23,7 ⊕Wd3,67,2

7) Wd3,67,4 ⊕Wd7,34,6 ⊕Wd6,34,7 ⊕Wd4,67,3

It can be verified that all the demanded mini-subfiles are
covered by a transmission in either the General Case, Special

Case 1 or Special Case 2 and that every user can recover all
the mini-subfiles of its requested file. Since the server makes
a total of 42+7+7 = 56 transmissions to satisfy the demands
of all the users and the subpacketization is F = 35, the rate
achieved by the coded caching scheme is R1,1 = 56

35 = 1.6.
We now present the general placement and delivery policy for
the achievability scheme.

B. Achievability Scheme

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

Wn = {Wn,i : i ∈ [K]}, ∀n ∈ [N ]. (4)

The contents of the access cache k ∈ [K] are given as:

Za
k = {Wn,<k+(j−1)L>K

: j ∈ [γa], ∀n ∈ [N ]}, (5)

where L is the access degree and, γa = KMa

N
∈ Z

+, is
the access cache memory replication factor. This is the same
placement strategy as described in [24]. Each access cache

is populated by Nγa =
N

KMa
N

K
= Ma files, satisfying its

memory constraint. However, as explained previously, this in-
dexing policy of the subfiles does not intuitively specify which
users will have access to which subfiles. In order to rectify
this, we re-index the subfile Wn,i as Wn,S=<[i−γaL+1,i]>K

,
where the subfile-index set S =< [i − γaL + 1, i] >K of
cardinality γaL describes the users which have access to the
subfile Wn,S . Moving forward, we refer to any set of the form
< [j − γaL + 1, j] >K , for some j ∈ [K], as a subfile-index
set.

Now, we describe the placement strategy of the private
caches. For a user u ∈ [K], the server populates its private
cache with mini-subfiles of the subfiles that it does not obtain
from the access caches it connects to. Each subfile Wn,S is
wanted by K − γaL users and hence, is further divided into
(

K−γaL
γp

)

mini-subfiles as:

Wn,S =

{

Wn,S,T : T ∈

(

[K] \ S

γp

)}

, (6)

where, γp =
KMp

N
∈ Z

+, is the private cache memory
replication factor. The mini-subfile of the subfile S of the file
n, stored in the private cache of u, is denoted as {Wn,S,T :
u ∈ T, u 6∈ S}. The contents of the private cache of user u
are given as:

Zp
u ={Wn,S,T : |S| = γaL, u 6∈ S, T ∈

(

[K] \ S

γp

)

,

u ∈ T, ∀n ∈ [N ]},

(7)

where S is a subfile-index set. Each private cache stores
N(K−γaL)(K−γaL−1

γp−1 )
K(K−γaL

γp
)

=
Nγp

K
= Mp files, satisfying its mem-

ory 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 explaining the delivery phase, we formally define the
positional index notations, P I

S , referred to as the subfile-index-
position set in I , P I

u , referred to as the user-index-position in
I , and P I

T , referred to as the mini-subfile-index-position set
in I . After defining P I

u , P I
S , and P I

T , we give an illustrative
example explaining these notations.

Definition 2: For a mini-subfile Wdu,S,T , define the set I ,

{u} ∪ S ∪ T , such that the elements of I are arranged in an
increasing order. For the set I , the user-index-position set P I

u ,
the subfile-index-position set P I

S and the mini-subfile-index-
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Algorithm 1 Algorithm for generating transmission during delivery phase

Input: d = (du : u ∈ [K]), Z = (Zu : u ∈ [K]).
Output: The set of transmissions X .

1: Initialize X = ∅.
2: For each user u, define the user-demand set Du = {(S, T ) : S is a subfile-index set, u 6∈ S, T ∈

(

[K]\{{u}∪S}
γp

)

}.
3: for u ∈ [K] do

4: while Du 6= ∅ do

5: Select an element (S, T ) from Du.
6: For (S, T ), define I = {u} ∪ S ∪ T , such that the elements of I are arranged in an increasing order.
7: if I contains only one subfile-index set, which is S, then ⊲ Special Case 1
8: X ′ = Wdu,S,T

⊕

t∈T

Wdt,S,{{u}∪T}\{t}.

9: else if I contains two subfile-index sets, which are S, and, {u} ∪ T , then ⊲ Special Case 2
10: Let j ∈ [2γaL− 1] be such that I

(

P I
S + j

)

= {u} ∪ T .
11:

X ′ = Wdu,S,T

⊕

t∈T

Wdt,S,{{u}∪T}\{t} ⊕Wd
I(PI

u+j)
,I(P I

S
+j),I(P I

T
+j)

⊕

i∈I(P I
T +j)

Wdi,I(P I
S
+j),{I(P I

T
+j)∪I(P I

u+j)}\{i}.

12: else ⊲ General Case
13: X ′ = Wdu,S,T

⊕

i∈[γaL+γp]

{Wd
I(PI

u+i)
,I(P I

S
+i),I(P I

T
+i) : I(P

I
S + i) is a subfile-index set}

14: end if

15: X ← X ∪X ′.
16: Let Sc = {Wdu,S,T : Wdu,S,T is a mini-subfile in X ′}. For each Wdû,Ŝ,T̂ ∈ Sc, do Dû ← Dû \ (Ŝ, T̂ )
17: end while

18: end for

position set P I
T , respectively, are defined as:

P I
u , {i : I(i) = u},

P I
S , {i : I(i) ∈ S},

P I
T , {i : I(i) ∈ T }.

In other words, P I
u is the singleton set containing the positional

index of the element u in the set I , and P I
S and P I

T are the sets
containing the positional indices of the elements in S and T ,
respectively, in the set I when the elements of I are arranged
in an increasing order. Further, addition of an integer j to P I

u ,
P I
S , and P I

T , is defined as:

P I
u + j , {< p+ j >|I|: p ∈ P I

u},

P I
S + j , {< p+ j >|I|: p ∈ P I

S},

P I
T + j , {< p+ j >|I|: p ∈ P I

T }.

Example 3: Consider a mini-subfile Wd3,56,2. For this mini-
subfile, we have I = {2, 3, 5, 6}. For this I , we have P I

u =
{2}, P I

S = {3, 4}, and, P I
T = {1}. Adding two to P I

u , P I
S ,

and P I
T , we have P I

u + 2 = {< 2 + 2 >4} = {4}, P I
S + 2 =

{< 3 + 2 >4, < 4 + 2 >4} = {1, 2}, and P I
T + 2 = {<

1+ 2 >4} = {3}. Thus, we have I(P I
u +2) = I({4}) = {6},

I(P I
S + 2) = I({1, 2}) = {2, 3}, and I(P I

T + 2) = I({3}) =
{5}.
Delivery Phase: For the demand vector d, the server broad-
casts the set of transmissions X returned by Algorithm 1. The
working of Algorithm 1 is explained below.

Algorithm 1 starts by initializing the set of transmis-
sions X to an empty set. Then, for each user u, its user-

demand set, defined as the set of indices of the mini-
subfiles wanted by it, is constructed. For instance, in Example
2, the user-demand set corresponding to user 1 is D1 =
{

(23, 4), (23, 5), (23, 6), (23, 7), (34, 2), (34, 5),
(34, 6), (34, 7), (45, 2), (45, 3), (45, 6), (45, 7), (56, 2),
(56, 3), (56, 4), (56, 7), (67, 2), (67, 3), (67, 4), (67, 5)

}

. Algo-
rithm 1 starts with the first user and picks an element (S, T )
from its user-demand set. For this element, Algorithm 1
calculates the set I = {u} ∪ S ∪ T (Line 6). Depending
on the subfile-index sets contained in the set I , Algorithm
1 constructs a transmission involving the chosen mini-subfile
as described in either Line 8, Line 11 or Line 13.

Line 8 describes the construction of a transmission cor-
responding to Special Case 1 where the set I has only
one subfile-index set, which is S. Line 11 describes the
transmission for Special Case 2 where the set I has two
subfile-index sets, namely, S and {u} ∪ T . Note that Special

Case 2 arises only when γp = γaL − 1. Finally, Line 13
describes the transmissions when none of the above conditions
are applicable, which is referred to as the General Case. Let
us say, in Example 2, Algorithm 1 picks the user 1 and picks
the entry (34, 6) from the user-demand set D1 of user 1. For
this entry, the set I = {1, 3, 4, 6} has only one subfile-index
set, S = 34. Thus, Algorithm 1 constructs the transmission
Wd1,34,6⊕Wd6,34,1 as described in Line 8. Meanwhile, when
Algorithm 1 selects the element (34, 7) from the user-demand
set D1, the set I = {1, 3, 4, 7} has two subfile-index sets,
S = 34 and {u} ∪ T = 71 which corresponds to Special

Case 2. Therefore, Algorithm 1 constructs the transmission
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Wd1,34,7⊕Wd7,34,1⊕Wd3,71,4⊕Wd4,71,3 in accordance with
Line 11. Finally, when Algorithm 1 picks the entry (23, 4)
from the user-demand set of user 1, the conditions mentioned
in Line 7 and Line 9 do not apply. Thus, Algorithm 1
constructs the transmission Wd1,23,4⊕Wd4,12,3 ⊕Wd2,34,1 as
described in Line 13.

As each transmission is constructed, it is added to the set of
transmissions X that will be output by the Algorithm, and the
indices of the mini-subfiles occurring in the transmission are
removed from the user-demand set of the user who requested
those mini-subfiles (Line 16). This process is repeated for all
the elements in the user-demand sets of all the users.

Decodability: A mini-subfile Wdu,S,T can be included in
any one of the three types of transmissions generated by
Algorithm 1, which is determined by its corresponding union
set I = {u}∪ S ∪ T . We designate the transmission specified
in Line 8 as Special Case 1, that in Line 11 as Special Case

2, and the one in Line 13 as General Case. The decodability
of each case is discussed below.

1) Special Case 1: Consider the mini-subfile Wdu,S,T de-
manded by the user u in a transmission X ′ given by
Line 8 of Algorithm 1. In this transmission, every mini-
subfile, other than Wdu,S,T , possesses a mini-subfile-
index set that includes user u, i.e., for every mini-subfile
Wdû,Ŝ,T̂

6= Wdu,S,T in X ′, we have u ∈ T̂ . As a
result, user u has access to all the mini-subfiles within the
transmission, except Wdu,S,T . Thus, user u can decode
its requested mini-subfile Wdu,S,T from the transmission
X ′.

2) Special Case 2: Consider a transmission X ′,
generated according to Line 11 of Algorithm 1,
that includes a mini-subfile Wdu,S,T which is
demanded by user u. In X ′, every mini-subfile of
the form Wdt,S,{u}∪T\{t} is available to user u, since
u ∈ {{u} ∪ T } \ {t}. Additionally, the mini-subfile
Wd

I(PI
u+j)

,I(P I
S
+j),I(P I

T
+j) and all the mini-subfiles

included in
⊕

i∈I(P I
T+j)

Wdi,I(P I
S+j),I(P I

T+j)∪I(P I
u+j)\i are

also accessible to user u, since u ∈ I(P I
S +j) = {u}∪T .

Consequently, user u can access all the mini-subfiles
except Wdu,S,T , ensuring successful decoding of its
requested mini-subfile from a transmission of this type.

3) General Case: Consider the user u within a transmission
as described in Line 13 of Algorithm 1. Each mini-
subfile within the transmission, except Wdu,S,T , fol-
lows the structure {Wd

I(PI
u+i),I(P

I
S+i),I(P I

T+i) : I(P I
S +

i) is a subfile-index set} for some i ∈ [γaL+ γp]. Since
1 ≤ i ≤ γaL+γp, we infer I(P I

u+i) 6= u for any i. How-
ever, we know that, I(P I

u+i)∪I(P I
S+i)∪I(P I

T +i) = I .
Consequently, u ∈ I(P I

S) or u ∈ I(P I
T ). Thus, user u

can access all mini-subfiles in the transmission except
Wdu,S,T , thereby obtaining its desired mini-subfile.

Having explained the decodability of the proposed scheme,
we now prove that in the absence of access caches, the above
scheme reduces to the well-known MAN scheme [1].

Remark 3: Consider a (K,L,Ma = 0,Mp, N)−CW-MAP
coded caching system, where access caches have no mem-

ory and users solely rely on the contents of their private
caches. This scenario mirrors the setting explored in the MAN
scheme [1]. In this CW-MAP coded caching system, the
demanded mini-subfiles follow the structure Wdu,∅,T since
γa = KMa

N
= 0. With γaL = 0, the contents of the private

cache of user u is Zp
u = {Wn,∅,T : T ∈

(

[K]\∅
γp

)

, u ∈

T, ∀n ∈ [N ]} = {Wn,∅,T : T ∈
(

[K]
γp

)

, u ∈ T, ∀n ∈ [N ]}.
Consequently, the subpacketization for this CW-MAP system
equals F =

(

K
γp

)

, which is equal to the subpacketization
of the MAN scheme [1] for t = γp. For the mini-subfile
Wdu,∅,T , we have I = {u} ∪ T . There is just one set with
γaL = 0 consecutive integers in I , which is S = ∅. Thus,
all transmissions follow the Special Case 1. Consequently, the
transmission corresponding to mini-subfile Wdu,∅,T has the

form Wdu,∅,T

γp
⊕

j=1

WdTj
,∅,{{u}∪T}\Tj

, where Tj represents the

jth element of set T , ordered lexicographically. Here, we fix
an element i of the set I and assign I \ {i} in place of the
mini-subfile-index set. Note that |I| = γp+1, so |I\{i}| = γp.
This is done for all i ∈ I , and the mini-subfiles are XORed.
This is the same delivery scheme as the MAN scheme [1].

C. Rate-Memory Trade-off Characterization for the Proposed

Scheme

We characterize the rate performance of the scheme pro-
posed in Section IV-A in this subsection. Note that while
the proposed scheme works for any general γa and γp, the
performance characterization is done for the memory regime
where γp < γaL. We will now explain how the rate for the
proposed scheme is calculated.

For a given mini-subfile Wdu,S,T , the set I = {u}∪S ∪T ,
which is of cardinality (1 + γaL + γp), is called its union
set. Consider a set I ⊆ [K] of cardinality (1 + γaL + γp)
containing i subfile-index sets. Each subfile-index set S ⊂ I ,
of cardinality γaL, offers

(

1+γp

γp

)

= (1 + γp) ways for
selecting a mini-subfile-index set from I . From a given set
I of cardinality (1 + γaL+ γp), once a subfile-index set S of
cardinality γaL and a mini-subfile-index set of cardinality γp
are chosen, then there is only one way of choosing the user-
index from I , which is given by I \{S∪T }. Thus, for a given
set I of cardinality (1+ γaL+ γp) and a chosen subfile-index
set S ⊂ I , there are (1+γp) mini-subfiles, each with the same
subfile-index set S, and the same union set I . Therefore, for a
set I of cardinality (1 + γaL+ γp) containing i subfile-index
sets, there are a total of i(1 + γp) mini-subfiles, each having
the union set as I .

Moving forward, a subset of [K] of cardinality (1 + γaL+
γp) having at least one subfile-index set will be referred to
as a transmission-subset. Observe that, corresponding to the
General Case of Algorithm 1, for a transmission-subset I
having i ≥ 2 subfile-index sets, the transmission constructed
is a coded combination of i mini-subfiles, as described in Line
13 of Algorithm 1. Since there are i(1+ γp) mini-subfiles for
I , the server makes (1+γp) transmissions for I corresponding
to the General Case. Let CGC be the number of transmission-

subsets and XGC be the number of transmissions, respectively,
for the General Case. Then, we have XGC = (1 + γp)CGC .
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TABLE I
TOTAL NUMBER OF transmission-subsets AND transmission-subsets CORRESPONDING TO Special Case 1 AND Special Case 2 FOR γp < γaL− 1 AND

γp = γaL− 1.

γp < γaL− 1 γp = γaL− 1

C

(

K−γaL
1+γp

)

+ (K − 1)
(

K−γaL−1
1+γp

)

−
γaL−1
∑

i=1

(

K−2γaL−1+i
1+γp−γaL+i

)

(

K−γaL
1+γp

)

+ (K − 1)
(

K−γaL−1
1+γp

)

−
(

(K−2γaL)(K−2γaL+1)
2

)+

−

((γaL− 1)(K − 2γaL− 1))+ −
γaL−1
∑

i=1

(

K−2γaL−1+i
1+γp−γaL+i

)

CSC1 K
(

K−γaL−2
1+γp

)

K
(

K−γaL−2
1+γp

)

−K(K − 2γaL− 1)+

CSC2 0 (1 + γaL)(K − 2γaL− 1) + (K−2γaL−2)(K−2γaL−1)
2

We now address Special Case 1. Consider a transmission-

subset I having only one subfile-index set. Hence, there are
(1 + γp) mini-subfiles corresponding to this transmission-

subset. Note that the transmission corresponding to Special

Case 1, as described in Line 8, is a coded combination of
(1 + γp) mini-subfiles. Thus, unlike the General Case, the
server makes just one transmission for a transmission-subset

in Special Case 1 instead of (1 + γp) transmissions. In other
words, let CSC1 be the number of transmission-subsets and
XSC1 be the number of transmissions for the Special Case 1,
respectively. Then, we have XSC1 = CSC1.

Finally, consider Special Case 2. Consider a transmission-

subset I that contains only two subfile-index sets with no in-
tersection between them. Since there are two subfile-index sets
in I , there are 2(1+ γp) mini-subfiles with the corresponding
union set as I . However, the transmission constructed in Line
11 is a coded combination of these 2(1 + γp) mini-subfiles.
Hence, the server, similar to Special Case 1, makes only
one transmission for each such transmission-subset instead of
(1 + γp) transmissions. Thus, if CSC2 denotes the number of
transmission-subsets and XSC2 the number of transmissions
for Special Case 2, respectively, then, we have XSC2 = CSC2.

Let X be the total number of transmissions returned by
Algorithm 1 and C = CGC + CSC1 + CSC2 be the total
number of transmission-subsets. Then, we have

X = XGC +XSC1 +XSC2

= (1 + γp)CGC + CSC1 + CSC2

= (1 + γp)C − γp(CSC1 + CSC2). (8)

The values of C,CSC1 and CSC2 have been summarized in
Table I. Hence, to calculate the total number of transmissions,
we first compute (1+γp)C and then subtract γp(CCS1+CCS2)
from it. Finally, to calculate the rate, we divide the expression
obtained above by the subpacketization F = K

(

K−γaL
γp

)

.
We now explain the computation of the total number of

transmission subsets, C, the number of transmission subsets
corresponding to Special Case 1, CSC1 and the number of
transmission subsets corresponding to Special Case 1, CSC2.
Once we obtain these values, the total number of transmissions
made can be computed as given in (8) and the rate of
transmission is obtained by normalizing the total number of
transmissions by the subpacketization F = K

(

K−γaL
γp

)

.

• Total number of transmission sets C: We calculate the
total number of transmission-subsets C for γp < γaL−1

and for γp = γaL− 1 separately as follows.
When γp < γaL − 1: Let us start by considering the
subfile-index set S = [γaL]. To form a transmission-

subset, we need to choose (1 + γp) elements from the
set [K] excluding those already present in the subfile-
index set S. Thus, the number of transmission-subsets

containing the subfile-index set S = [γaL] is
(

K−γaL
1+γp

)

.
Next, let us examine the subfile-index set [2, γaL + 1].
Any selection of (1+γp) elements containing the element
1 would result in a transmission-subset already counted
for the subfile-index set [γaL]. Therefore, we choose
(1 + γp) elements in the set [K], excluding the elements
from [2, γaL+1] and the element 1. Thus, the number of
transmission-subsets corresponding to the subfile-index
set [2, γaL+ 1] is

(

K−1−γaL
1+γp

)

. This pattern holds for all
subfile-index sets [i, i+γaL−1] for 2 ≤ i ≤ K−γaL+1.
For a subfile-index set [i, i + γaL − 1], a subset of size
(1+γp) can be chosen from the set [K]\[i−1, i+γaL−1],
for 2 ≤ i ≤ K − γaL+ 1.
Now, we explain the calculation of the number of
transmission-subsets associated with subfile-index sets
< [i, i+γaL−1] >K for i ∈ [K−γaL+2,K]. Consider
the subfile-index set < [K − γaL + 2,K + 1] >K . As
explained earlier, we select (1 + γp) elements from the
set [K] excluding the elements in the set < [K − γaL+
2,K + 1] >K and the element K − γaL + 1. Thus, we
can choose (1 + γp) elements from the set of elements
{2, 3, · · · ,K − γaL}, among which 2, 3, · · · , γaL, are
part of the subfile-index set [γaL]. If these elements are
included in the (1+γp) elements selected, it would lead to
double counting with the transmission-subsets associated
with the subfile-index set [γaL]. Consequently, we must
ensure that the set [2, γaL] is not present among the
selected elements. Hence, the number of transmission-

subsets for the subfile-index set < [K − γaL + 2,K +
1] >K is

(

K−γaL−1
1+γp

)

−
(

K−γaL−1−(γaL−1)
1+γp−(γaL−1)

)

.
Next, consider the subfile-index set < [K−γaL+3,K+
2] >K . For this subfile-index set, we can choose (1+γp)
elements from the set [K] excluding the elements in
the set < [K − γaL + 3,K + 2] >K and the element
K−γaL+2, that is, we can choose (1+γp) elements from
the set {3, 4, · · · ,K − γaL+ 1}. However, observe that
if the (1+ γp) selected elements include the set [3, γaL],
it would lead to double counting with the transmission-
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subsets associated with the subfile-index set [γaL]. Fur-
ther, if the (1 + γp) selected elements include the set
[3, γaL + 1], it would lead to double counting with the
transmission-subsets associated with the subfile-index set
[γaL], as well as, with the transmission-subsets associated
with the subfile-index set [2, γaL + 1]. Therefore, to
avoid any double counting of the transmission-subsets,
we have to remove any transmission-subset containing
the set [3, γaL]. Thus, the number of transmission-subsets

for the subfile-index set < [K − γaL+ 3,K + 2] >K is
(

K−γaL−1
1+γp

)

−
(

K−γaL−1−(γaL−2)
1+γp−(γaL−2)

)

. Following the above
logic, the number of transmission-subsets for the subfile-
index set < [i, i+γaL−1] >K for some i ∈ [K−γaL+
1,K], that is, for the subfile-index set < [K−γaL+1+
i,K + i] >K is

(

K−γaL−1
1+γp

)

−
(

K−γaL−1−(γaL−i)
1+γp−(γaL−i)

)

, for
i ∈ [γaL− 1].
Thus, the total number of transmission-subsets when
γp < γaL− 1 is C =

(

K−γaL
1+γp

)

+ (K − 1)
(

K−γaL−1
1+γp

)

−
γaL−i
∑

i=1

(

K−γaL−1−(γaL−i)
1+γp−(γaL−i)

)

.

Number of transmission-subsets for γp = γaL− 1: Since
γp = γaL− 1, selecting (1+γp) = (1+γaL− 1) = γaL
elements for the transmission-subsets can result in select-
ing a subfile-index set that has previously occurred. Thus,
we will count the number of such subfile-index sets and
remove them from the transmission-subset calculation.
Notice that the calculation of the number of transmission-

subsets starts by considering the subfile-index set [γaL].
Then, we calculate the transmission-subsets for the
subfile-index set [2, γaL + 1] and so on. Therefore, we
only need to check for subfile-index sets that have been
considered before the current subfile-index set. Consider
the subfile-index set < [γaL + 2, 2γaL + 1] >K . When
selecting (1 + γp) elements for this subfile-index set, we
remove the element γaL + 1 from consideration along
with the elements in the set < [γaL+ 2, 2γaL+ 1] >K ,
as explained earlier. Thus, we select (1 + γp) elements
from the set {1, 2, · · · , γaL, 2γaL+2, · · · ,K}. However,
we can still select the set < [γaL] >K , resulting in double
counting. Similarly, for the set < [γaL + 3, 2γaL + 2],
we pick (1+ γp) elements from the set {1, 2, · · · , γaL+
1, 2γaL + 3, · · · ,K} and double counting can occur if
we select either the subfile-index set < [γaL] >K or the
subfile-index set < [2, γaL+ 1] >K .
Thus, for the subfile-index set < [i, i+ γaL− 1] >K for
i ∈ [γaL + 2,K − γaL + 1], double counting occurs if
we select a subfile-index set from the set < [i − 2] >K .
Since, there are (i−1−γaL) subfile-index sets in the set
< [i−2] >K , summing over i ∈ [γaL+2,K−γaL+1],
we have (K−2γaL)(K−2γaL+1)

2 transmission-subsets that
will be counted more than once.
We now explain the procedure for determining the num-
ber of transmission-subsets associated with the subfile-
index sets < [i, i + γaL − 1] >K for i ∈ [K −
γaL+2,K]. Towards this end, consider the subfile-index
set < [K − γaL + 2,K + 1] >K . For this subfile-
index set, we can choose (1 + γp) elements from the

set {2, 3, · · · ,K − γaL}. However, we have already
removed transmission-subsets containing the set [2, γaL]
from consideration, as explained before. Hence, we can
not consider the subfile-index set [2, γaL+1] here. Thus,
we need to remove the subfile-index sets which have
been considered before from the set {2, 3, · · · ,K−γaL}.
There are (K − 2γaL− 1) such subfile-index sets. Simi-
larly, for the subfile-index set < [K−γaL+3,K+2] >K ,
we need to check for subfile-index sets which have been
considered before from the set {3, 4, · · · ,K − γaL+1}.
Again, there are (K − 2γaL− 1) such subfile-index sets.
Since there are (K − 2γaL− 1) subfile-index sets in the
set < [i− (K − γaL), i− 2] >K and there are γaL− 1
subfile-index set of the form < [i, i + γaL − 1] >K , i ∈
[K − γaL + 2,K], we have (γaL − 1)(K − 2γaL − 1)
transmission-subsets that will be counted more than once.
Using the above calculations, we obtain the total number

of transmission subsets as C = (1 + γp)

(

(

K−γaL
1+γp

)

+

(K−1)
(

K−γaL−1
1+γp

)

−
(

(K−2γaL)(K−2γaL+1)
2

)+

−((γaL−

1)(K − 2γaL− 1))+ −
γaL−1
∑

i=1

(

K−γaL−1−(γaL−i)
1+γp−(γaL−i)

)

)

.

• Special Case 1: We will now describe the rate calculations
for Special Case 1.
Number of transmission-subsets for γp < γaL − 1:
Consider a transmission-subset with only one subfile-
index set, < [i, i + γaL − 1] >K for some i ∈ [K].
We need to select the remaining (1 + γp) elements so
that no other subfile-index sets are possible. Note that
the elements < i − 1 >K and < i + γaL >K can
not be selected since they will lead to the presence
of subfile-index sets < [i − 1, i + γaL − 2] >K and
< [i+ 1, i+ γaL] >K , respectively, in the transmission-

subsets. Since, (1 + γp) < γaL, no additional subfile-
index sets will be formed on choosing (1 + γp) ele-
ments from the remaining (K − γaL − 2) elements.
Since there are

(

K−γaL−2
1+γp

)

transmission-subsets for each
subfile-index set of the form < [i, i + γaL − 1] >K

, i ∈ [K], there are K
(

K−γaL−2
1+γp

)

total transmission-

subsets. The server makes one transmission for each such
transmission-subset instead of (1+γp) transmissions, and
thus there is a reduction in the number of transmissions
by γpK

(

K−γaL−2
1+γp

)

as reflected in (1).
Number of transmission-subsets for γp = γaL − 1: For
this case, we have (1+γp) = γaL. Therefore, we need to
remove any subfile-index sets that can be chosen from the
(K−γaL−2) elements. However, since the subfile-index
sets comprise consecutive integers, the (K − γaL − 2)
elements also comprise consecutive integers in a cyclic
wrap-around fashion. For example, consider the subfile-
index set < [i, i + γaL − 1]. As explained before, for
this subfile-index set, we can select (1 + γp) elements
from the set [K]\ < [i − 1, i + γaL] >K , that is, from
the set {i + γaL + 1, · · · ,K, 1, · · · , i − 2}. Notice that
the elements of the set {i+ γaL + 1, · · · ,K, 1, · · · , i −
2} are consecutive in a cyclic wrap-around sense. Be-
cause there are (K − 2γaL − 1) subfile-index sets in
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(K − γaL − 2) consecutive integers, we have a to-

tal reduction of γpK
(

(

K−γaL−2
1+γp

)

− (K − 2γaL− 1)+
)

transmissions, as shown in (1).
• Special Case 2: We now explain the rate calculation

for Special Case 2. Consider a subfile-index set <
[i, i + γaL − 1] >K . Selecting either < i − 1 >K or
< i+ γaL >K will lead to a transmission-subset having
two subfile-index sets. However, these subfile-index sets
will have an intersection between them. Thus, we cannot
select the elements < i− 1 >K or < i+ γaL >K .
Consider the subfile-index set [γaL]. For this subfile-
index set, we select subfile-index sets from the set
[K] \ {K, 1, · · · , γaL + 1}, that is, the set [γaL +
2,K − 1] to form transmission-subsets. Thus, there are
K − γaL− 2 elements from which we choose subsets of
size (1 + γp) = γaL containing consecutive elements
as [j, j + γaL − 1], j ∈ [γaL + 2,K − γaL]. There-
fore, we have a total of K − 2γaL − 1 transmission-

subsets. Similarly, for each of the subfile index sets
[2, γaL + 1], [3, γaL + 2], · · · , < [γaL + 1, 2γaL] >K

also, we can choose K − 2γaL− 1 transmission-subsets.
Now, consider the subfile-index set < [γaL+ 2, 2γaL+
1] >K . For this subfile-index set, we choose subfile-
index sets from the set {1, 2, · · · , γaL, 2γaL+3, · · · ,K}
to form transmission-subsets. However, since we have
already formed transmission-subsets for the subfile-index
set [γaL], we can not select the set [γaL] to form a
transmission-subset for the subfile-index set < [γaL +
2, 2γaL + 1] >K . Thus, there are K − 2γaL − 2
transmission-subsets for the subfile-index set < [γaL +
2, 2γaL + 1] >K . Similarly, for the subfile-index set
< [γaL+3, 2γaL+2] >K , we choose subfile-index sets
from the set {1, 2, · · · , γaL+1, 2γaL+4, · · · ,K}. Since,
the subfile-index sets [γaL] and [2, γaL+1] have already
been considered, there are K − 2γaL − 3 transmission-

subsets for the subfile-index set < [γaL + 3, 2γaL +
2] >K .
Thus, as i increases past γaL+2, the number of (1+γp)
sets we can select keeps on decreasing by one. Hence,
there are a total of (1 + γaL)(K − 2γaL − 1) + (K −
2γaL−2)+(K−2γaL−3)+· · ·+2+1 = (1+γaL)(K−
2γaL− 1) + (K−2γaL−2)(K−2γaL−1)

2 such transmission-

subsets, resulting in a reduction of γp

(

(1 + γaL)(K −

2γaL− 1) + (K−2γaL−2)(K−2γaL−1)
2

)

. This is reflected

in (1).

D. Memory Sharing to Achieve Rate for Non-Integral γa and

γp

The rate RMa,Mp
is defined only for integer values of γa

and γp in Theorem 2. However, the rate points for non-integral
values of γa and γp can be achieved via memory sharing. We
address the case where γa 6∈ Z

+ or γp 6∈ Z
+ below.

Consider the case where γa 6∈ Z
+ and γp ∈ Z

+. Define
Ma1 ,

N⌊γa⌋
K

and Ma2 ,
N⌈γa⌉

K
. Since Ma1 ≤ Ma ≤ Ma2 ,

we can write Ma as Ma = α1Ma1 + (1 − α1)Ma2 , for

some 0 ≤ α1 ≤ 1. Each file Wn is broken down as
Wn = {Wα1

n ,W 1−α1
n } where |Wα1

n | = α1B bits and
|W 1−α1

n | = (1 − α1)B bits. The files Wα1
n and W 1−α1

n are
broken down into subfiles as Wα1

n = {Wα1

n,i : i ∈ [K]}

and W 1−α1
n = {W 1−α1

n,i : i ∈ [K]} in accordance with
(4) and placed in the access caches as described by (5) for
⌊γa⌋ and ⌈γa⌉, respectively. Hence, every access cache stores
Nα1⌊γa⌋B+N(1−α1)⌈γa⌉B

K
= α1Ma1B + (1 − α1)Ma2B =

MaB bits, satisfying its memory constraint.

The subfiles Wα1

n,i and W 1−α1

n,i are broken down into
mini-subfiles as dictated by (6) and the private cache
of the users is populated with these mini-subfiles as
described in (7) for ⌈γa⌉ and ⌊γa⌋, respectively. Ev-

ery private cache stores α1

N(K−⌊γa⌋L)(K−⌊γa⌋L−1
γp−1 )

K(K−⌊γa⌋L
γp

)
+ (1 −

α1)
N(K−⌈γa⌉L)(K−⌈γa⌉L−1

γp−1 )
K(K−⌈γa⌉L

γp
)

= α1
Nγp

K
+ (1 − α1)

Nγp

K
= Mp

files, satisfying its memory constraint.

Finally, the rate RMa,Mp
is given as

RMa,Mp
= α1RMa1 ,Mp

+ (1 − α1)RMa2 ,Mp
. (9)

Next, we address the case where γa ∈ Z
+ and γp 6∈ Z

+.
Define Mp1 ,

N⌊γp⌋
K

and Mp2 ,
N⌈γp⌉

K
. We can write Mp

as Mp = α2Mp1 + (1 − α2)Mp2 , for some 0 ≤ α2 ≤ 1,
as Mp1 ≤ Mp ≤ Mp2 . Each file Wn is split into subfile
Wn,S as described in (4). Each subfile Wn,S is further split
as Wn,S = {Wα2

n,S,W
1−α2

n,S }, where |Wα2

n,S | = α2Bs and

|W 1−α2

n,S | = (1 − α2)Bs, where Bs = B
K

, is the size of

one subfile. The subfiles Wα2

n,S and W 1−α2

n,S are broken down

as Wα2

n,S = {Wα2

n,S,T : T ∈
([K]\S

⌊γp⌋

)

} and W 1−α2

n,S =

{W 1−α2

n,S,T : T ∈
([K]\S

⌈γp⌉

)

} as described in (6) and placed
in the private caches of the users as described in (7) for
⌊γp⌋ and ⌈γp⌉, respectively. Thus, each private cache stores

α2

N(K−γaL)(K−γaL−1
⌊γp⌋−1 )

K(K−γaL
⌊γp⌋ )

B+(1−α2)
N(K−γaL)(K−γaL−1

⌈γp⌉−1 )
K(K−γaL

⌈γp⌉ )
B =

α2
N⌊γp⌋

K
B+(1−α2)

N⌈γp⌉
K

B = α2Mp1B+(1−α2)Mp2B =
MpB bits, satisfying its memory constraint. The rate RMa,Mp

is given as

RMa,Mp
= α2RMa,Mp1

+ (1− α2)RMa,Mp2
. (10)

Finally, we address the case γa 6∈ Z
+ and γp 6∈ Z

+. Define
Ma3 ,

N⌊γa⌋
K

and Ma4 ,
N⌈γa⌉

K
. Since Ma3 ≤ Ma ≤ Ma4 ,

we can write Ma as Ma = α3Ma3 + (1 − α3)Ma4 , for
some 0 ≤ α3 ≤ 1. Each file Wn is broken down as
Wn = {Wα3

n ,W 1−α3
n } where |Wα3

n | = α3B bits and
|W 1−α3

n | = (1 − α3)B bits. The files Wα3
n and W 1−α3

n are
broken down into subfiles as Wα3

n = {Wα3

n,i : i ∈ [K]}

and W 1−α3
n = {W 1−α3

n,i : i ∈ [K]} in accordance with
(4) and placed in the access caches as described by (5) for
⌊γa⌋ and ⌈γa⌉, respectively. Hence, every access cache stores
Nα3⌊γa⌋B+N(1−α3)⌈γa⌉B

K
= α3Ma3B + (1 − α3)Ma4B =

MaB bits, satisfying its memory constraint.

Next, define Mp3 ,
N⌊γp⌋

K
and Mp4 ,

N⌈γp⌉
K

. We can
write Mp as Mp = α4Mp3 + (1 − α4)Mp4 , for some
0 ≤ α4 ≤ 1, as Mp3 ≤ Mp ≤ Mp4 . The subfiles Wα3

n,i and

W 1−α3

n,i are further split as Wα3

n,i = {Wα3,α4

n,i ,Wα3,1−α4

n,i },
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and W 1−α3

n,i = {W 1−α3,α4

n,i ,W 1−α3,1−α4

n,i }, where

|Wα3,α4

n,i | = α4B
α3
s , |Wα3,1−α4

n,i | = (1 − α4)B
α3
s ,

|W 1−α3,α4

n,i | = α4B
1−α3
s and |W 1−α3,1−α4

n,i | = (1 − α3)B
α3
s ,

where Bα3
s =

|Wα3
n |
K

, and B1−α3
s =

|W 1−α3
n |
K

are the
sizes of subfiles Wα3

n,i and W 1−α3

n,i , respectively. These
subfiles are broken down as described in (6) and
placed in the private caches of the users as described
in (7) for ⌊γp⌋ and ⌈γp⌉, respectively. Hence, each

private cache stores α3α4

N(K−⌊γa⌋L)(K−⌊γa⌋L−1
⌊γp⌋−1 )

K(K−⌊γa⌋L
⌊γp⌋ )

B +

(1 − α4)α3

N(K−⌊γa⌋L)(K−⌊γa⌋L−1
⌈γp⌉−1 )

K(K−⌊γa⌋L
⌈γp⌉ )

B + (1 −

α3)α4

N(K−⌈γa⌉L)(K−⌈γa⌉L−1
⌊γp⌋−1 )

K(K−⌈γa⌉L
⌊γp⌋ )

B + (1 − α4)(1 −

α3)
N(K−⌈γa⌉L)(K−⌈γa⌉L−1

⌈γp⌉−1 )
K(K−⌈γa⌉L

⌈γp⌉ )
B = α4Mp3B+(1−α4)Mp4B =

MpB bits, satisfying its memory constraint.
Finally, the rate RMa,Mp

is given as

RMa,Mp
= α3(α4RMa3 ,Mp3

+ (1− α4)RMa3 ,Mp4
)+

(1− α3)(α4RMa4 ,Mp3
+ (1− α4)RMa4 ,Mp4

). (11)

V. OPTIMALITY IN LARGE MEMORY REGIME

In this section, we give the proof of Lemma 1. We prove that
the proposed scheme is optimal in large memory regimes by
showing that the rate of the proposed scheme RMa,Mp

matches
the lower bound on the optimal worst-case rate R∗

Ma,Mp

derived in Theorem 1, using the cut-set bound [28].
Proof: Since MaL+Mp ≥ N

(

1− 1
K

)

, we have γaL+
γp ≥ K − 1. For every sub-file S that a user u does not get
on connecting to its respective access caches, user u demands
(

K−γaL−1
γp

)

mini-subfiles of S. Since every user demands
mini-subfiles of K − γaL subfiles, there will be a total of
K(K − γaL)

(

K−γaL−1
γp

)

mini-subfiles that will be demanded
by all the users. Hence, there will be either K(K − γaL)
mini-subfiles that are demanded, for γp = K − 1 − γaL
or no mini-subfiles that are demanded, for γp = K − γaL.
For the case where γp = K − 1 − γaL, the mini-subfiles
demanded will be of the form {Wdu,S,T : u /∈ T, u 6∈
S, S is a subfile-index set, T ∈

(

[K]\S
K−1−γaL

)

}. However, for
this mini-subfile, we have I = {u}∪S∪T = [K]. Observe that
this set has K subfile-index sets. Hence, every transmission
will be a coded combination of K mini-subfiles. Therefore,
the number of transmissions will be K(K−γaL)

K
= K − γaL

and the rate RMa,Mp
= K−γaL

K(K−γaL
γp

)
= 1

K
. For the case where

γp = K − γaL, no mini-subfile is demanded because every
user has access to the entire library jointly from the access
caches it connects to and its own private cache. For this case,
RMa,Mp

= 0.
Now, consider the cut-set bound derived in Theorem 1. For

s = 1, we have R∗
Ma,Mp

≥ 1−MaL+Mp

N
≥ 1−

N(1− 1
K )

N
= 1

K
.

Since RMa,Mp
= R∗

Ma,Mp
, the rate of the proposed scheme is

optimal given that MaL+Mp ≥ N
(

1− 1
K

)

. This concludes
the proof.

While it may seem that the memory regime for which the
proposed scheme is proved to be optimal is limited, there are a

large number of (Ma, L,Mp) triplets that fall in the optimality
regime and each (Ma, L,Mp) triplet corresponds to a different
CW-MAP setting. This is also apparent from the numerical
plots given in the next section.

VI. NUMERICAL COMPARISON

In this section, we compare the rate of the proposed scheme
in Theorem 2 with the cut-set bound derived in Theorem 1.
We provide numerical plots of the rate RMa,Mp

and the lower
bound derived in Theorem 1 for a system with K = 30 access
caches, N files, and K = 30 users, such that N = K , with
access degree L = 3 and different values of the access cache
memory Ma and private cache memory Mp.

For the CW-MAP coded caching system with K = 30
access caches, Fig. 2. shows the variation of the rate RMa,Mp

and the lower bound on R∗
Ma,Mp

derived in Theorem 1 for
L = 3 and Ma = 6, with Mp taking values from 1 to 13.
Observe that in Fig. 2., RMa,Mp

moves closer to the lower
bound as Mp increases, achieving optimality at Mp = 11.

Fig. 3. shows the variation of the rate RMa,Mp
and the

lower bound on R∗
Ma,Mp

derived in Theorem 1 for L = 3
and Ma = 7, with Mp ranging from 1 to 10. In Fig.
3., RMa,Mp

approaches the lower bound as Mp increases,
achieving optimality at Mp = 8.

Fig. 4. characterizes the rate RMa,Mp
and the lower bound

on R∗
Ma,Mp

for L = 3 and Ma = 8, for Mp spanning the range
of [7]. It can be observed that in Fig. 4., RMa,Mp

approaches
optimality as MP increases, achieving optimality for Mp = 5.

Finally, Fig. 5. shows the variation of the rate-memory
trade-off and the lower bound derived in Theorem 1 for L = 3
and Ma = 9, with Mp ranging from one to four. Fig. 5.
demonstrates that RMa,Mp

moves closer to the lower bound
as Mp increases, achieving optimality at Mp = 2.

In essence, the optimality condition is achieved for
(Ma, L,Mp) = (6, 3, 11), (Ma, L,Mp) = (7, 3, 8),
(Ma, L,Mp) = (8, 3, 5), and (Ma, L,Mp) = (9, 3, 2), illus-
trating the concluding remark in Section V.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND DIRECTIONS FOR FUTURE

WORKS

In this work, we introduced the CW-MAP coded caching
setting where users connect to two types of caches, namely,
private caches and access caches. For this setting, we pro-
posed a centralized coded caching scheme, under uncoded
placement, and characterized the rate-memory trade-off. A
lower bound on the optimal rate, under any general place-
ment, for the CW-MAP coded caching system using cut-set
bound arguments [28] was provided. We proved the opti-
mality of the proposed scheme for large memory regimes.
Further, it was proven that optimality is achieved by sev-
eral (K,L,Ma,Mp, N)−CW-MAP settings, all satisfying the
same optimality condition and this was demonstrated using
numerical comparison plots. There are a lot of interesting
directions for future work in the CW-MAP setting some of
which are as follows:

1) Characterizing the rate of the achievability scheme for
the memory regime γp ≥ γaL.
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Fig. 2. Rate vs Mp comparison for the (K = 30, L = 3,Ma = 6,Mp, N =
30)−CW-MAP coded caching system.
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Fig. 3. Rate vs Mp comparison for the (K = 30, L = 3,Ma = 7,Mp, N =
30)−CW-MAP coded caching system.

2) It can be observed from the numerical plot that the
proposed scheme does not perform well in the low
memory regime. Finding a coded caching scheme with
better performance in the low memory regime will be an
interesting problem.

3) Improved lower bounds for the Cyclic Wrap-Around
topology have been proposed in the literature [25]. It will
be interesting to see if tighter lower bounds can be derived
for the CW-MAP coded caching setting.

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
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1

1.5

2

2.5

Fig. 4. Rate vs Mp comparison for the (K = 30, L = 3,Ma = 8,Mp, N =
30)−CW-MAP coded caching system.
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Fig. 5. Rate vs Mp comparison for the (K = 30, L = 3,Ma = 9,Mp, N =
30)−CW-MAP coded caching system.
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