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A Practical Approach for Successive Omniscience

Ni Ding, Rodney A. Kennedy and Parastoo Sadeghi

Abstract—The system that we study in this paper contains than the global one. Secondly, in a large scale system where
a set of users that observe a discrete memoryless multiplethe global omniscience takes a long time, it is practical to
source and communicate via noise-free channels with the aim |t 5 small group of users attain the local omniscience first
of attaining omniscience, the state that all users recoverhe that th be treated hich red
entire multiple source. We adopt the concept of successive SO ,a ey can be lreated as a SUPer user, which reauces
omniscience (SO), i.e., letting the local omniscience inme user the dimension of the CO problem. Thlrd'}/, when .th_e system
subset be attained before the global omniscience in the ergi parameters vary, e.g., when some users in the originalmyste
system, and consider the problem of how to efficiently attain move out of the communication rar’ﬂehe solution to SO is
omniscience in a successive manner. Based on the existinguts optimal up-to-the-date.

on SO, we propose a CompSetSO algorithm for determining a . . . .

complimentary set, a user subset in which the local omnisaiee ~_ V/hile the implementation of SO boils down to the problem
can be attained first without increasing the sum-rate, the teal  Of how to determine a complimentary user subset, the study
number of communications, for the global omniscience. We ab in [7] does not provide a practical solution and the itetiv
derive a sufficient condition for a user subset to be complim&ary  merging algorithm proposed inl[8] only applies to the CCDE
so that running the CompSetSO algorithm only requires a lowe systems. In this paper, we propose an efficient algorithm for

bound, instead of the exact value, of the minimum sum-rate fo hi h i b for SO in both .
attaining global omniscience. The CompSetSO algorithm rerns ~ S€arching the complimentary subset for SO in both asyntptoti

a complimentary user subset in polynomial time. We show by and non-asymptotic models. First, the necessary and surffici
example how to recursively apply the CompSetSO algorithm so condition for a user subset to be complimentary [in [7] is

that the global omniscience can be attained by multi-stagesf converted to the one that is conditioned on the value of the
SO. Dilworth truncation. Based on this condition, we propose an
algorithm for searching the complimentary user subset @r S
which is called the CompSetSO algorithm. While running this
algorithm still requires the value of the minimum sum-rate
The problem of communication for omniscience (CO) wag, poth asymptotic and non-asymptotic models, we derive a
originally formulated in [[1]. It is assumed that there are guffient condition for a user subset to be complimentary so
finite number of users in a system. Each of them observegnat knowing only the lower bound on the minimum sum-
distinct component of a discrete multiple correlated seunc rate is sufficient. We show that, based on this lower bound,
private. The users are allowed to exchange their obsenstigne CompSetSO algorithm either searches a complimentary
over public authenticated noiseless broadcast channéks. T pset or returns a global-omniscience-achievable ratowve
purpose is to attairomniscience the state that each usefyith the minimum sum-rate i(|V|-SFM(|V])) time. Here,
obtains all the components in the entire multiple sourc& T genotes the user set and SEM|) denotes the complexity
CO problem inl[1] is based on amsymptotic modeWwhere of minimizing a submodular set function that is defined on
the length of observation sequence is allowed to approagh Finally, an example is presented to show how to attain
infinity. Whereas the finite linear source model [2] and packgmniscience in multi-stages of SO in a CCDE system by

model in the coded cooperative data exchange (CCDE) [3dopting random linear network coding (RLNC) schefrie [9].
[5] can be considered as tim®n-asymptotic modethere the

number of observations is finite and the communication rates
are restricted to be integral. . o . o
While, in the majority of the studies, e.d. [1[] [SI[6], the LetV W|th |V| > 1 be a finite set that contains the indices
omniscience is attained in a one-off manner, the concept Yall users in the system. We cafl theground setLet Zy =
successive omniscience (SO) is proposed in [7], [8]. Tha igeli :i€V) be 'a vector of dlgcrete random variables indexed
is to let the omniscience be achieved in a successive man nr:V' For each € V, useri privately observes an-sequence
attain the local omniscience in a user subset before theaglob: ©Of the random sourcé; that is i.i.d. generated according
omniscience. It is shown i 7] that we can attain the loc&p the joint distributionPz, . We allow the users exchange
omniscience in @omplimentanyset, a user subset that has their sources directly so as to let all usersWnrecpver the
multivariate mutual information (MMI) no less than the MMISOUTCe sequencg;. The state that each user obtains the total
in the entire system, while still keep the overall commutiéra information in the entire multiple source is callethniscience
rates for CO minimized. SO is also an attractive idea when #@d the process that users communicate with each other to

|. INTRODUCTION

Il. SYSTEM MODEL

want to design a practical method for CO. Firstly, solving thattain omniscience is calledommunication for omniscience

local omniscience problem (in a user subset) is less compl&©) [1]. For X € V, the (local) omnisciencen X refers to
the state that all userse X recover the sequencéy. The
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global omnisciencén the ground sel/ is a special case of and each user observes respectively

the local omniscience wheN = V. Zy = (Wa, Wy, W, Wa, W, Wy, Wi, W),
= Wy, Wy, W, Wy, W,;, W),

= (We, Wy, Wp,, W,),

Zy = (
Z3 = (
. .. Z4 = (vawcaweij)v

Consider the local omniscience problem 1 C V. Let
rx = (r; : i € X) be a rate vector indexed h¥. We call Zs = (Wp, We, Wa, Wi, Ws),
rx anachievable rate vectoif the omniscience inX can be whereW; is an independent uniformly distributed random bit.
attained by letting users communicate with the rates daségh In the corresponding CCDE system, eadl; represents a
by rx. Let r be the function associated wiitx such that  packet andZ; denotes the packets received by mobile client

¢ from a base station. The mobile clients In transmit
r(C) = ZT“ YO C X linear combinations o¥;s by some network coding scheme,
ieC e.g., [3], over noiseless peer-to-peer channels in order to
recover all packets inZy. In this system,Raco(V) = %
with the conventionr(()) = 0. We call(X) the sum-rateof and Ryco(V) = 7. We have(2,0,1,11) € Zico(V) and
rx. For C C X, let H(Z¢) be the amount of randomness5,0,1,1,0) € %;co(V) being one of the optimal rate vectors
in Zc measured by Shannon entropy aftlZx\c|Z¢) = in the asymptotic and non-asymptotic models, respecfively
H(Zx) — H(Zc) be the conditional entropy df x\c given
Zc. In the rest of this paper, without loss of generality, we 1. SUCCESSIVEOMNISCIENCE
simplify the notationZq by C.

It is shown in [1] that an achievable rate vectof must
satisfy the Slepian-Wolf (SW) constraints(C) > H(C|X \
C),VC C X. The interpretation is: To attain the omniscienc
in X, the total amount of information sent from user gét
should be at least equal to what is missing¥in, C'. We have
the set of all achievable rate vectors being

A. Minimum Sum-rate

The idea of successive omniscience (SO) is proposed in
[7], [8], which allows the omniscience to be achieved in a
successive manner: first attain the local omniscience irea us
SubsetX; then solve the global omniscience problemVin
by assuming that all the useise V \ X have obtained
the information in the communications for achieving thealoc
omniscience inX.

Rco(X) = {rx e R¥L #(0) > H(C|X \ 0),VC C X}.
co(X) = trx (€)= HCIXAC) ) A. Complimentary User Subset

In an asymptotic model, we study the CO problem by Let X C V such that|X| > 1 be a non-singleton
considering the asymptotic limits as théock lengthn goes User subsetX is called acomplimentarysubset (for SO)
to infinity so that the communication rates could be real ér the local omniscience inX' can be achieved first without
fractional; In a non-asymptotic model, the block lengttis ~ increasing the minimum sum-rat&aco(V’) and nco(V) in
restricted to be finite and the communication rates are reduithe asymptotic and non-asymptotic models, respectively, f
to be integral. Raco(X) = min{r(X): rx € Zco(X)} the global omniscience it [7]. To be more specific, take
and Rnco(X) = min{r(X): rx € Zco(X) n zX1} the asymptotic model for example. For a non-singleton dubse
are the minimum sum-rates for attaining omniscienceXin X SV, let rx € %ico(X) be an optimal rate vector for
in the asymptotic and non-asymptotic models, respectiveRftaining the local omniscience N Letry = (rj:i € V)
Fico(X) = {rx € Zco(X): r(X) = Raco(X)} and wherer, = r; /lf i el‘)/(‘ andr, = O/Otherywse. If there exists
Fico(X) = {rx € Bco(X)NZXI: r(X) = Rnco(X)} are  arate vectory, € R such thatry, +ry, € %_’,ﬁc_o(v), then
the corresponding optimal rate vector sets for the asyngptolocal omniscience inX is complimentary. Similarly, in the
and non-asymptotic models, respectively. non-asymptotic model, latj, be constructed in the same way

For X C V, letII(X) be the set of all partitions ok and bY rx € Zco(X) for X |%‘V- X is complimentary if there
II'(X) =II(X) \ {X}. It is shown in [1], [10], [11] that exists a rate vectary, € Z_ ' such thatry, +r{, € Zyco(V).

Example 1ll.1. Consider the asymptotic model for the sys-
(1) tem in Exampld_I[Jl. The minimum sum-rate for achieving
the local omniscience iq{1,2} is Raco({1,2}) = 2 and
r{19) = (r1,7m2) = (2,0) € Zaco({1,2}) is an optimal rate
and Rnco(X) = [Raco(X)]. The maximization probleni1) vector. In this case, we hawvé, = (2,0,0,0,0). After the users
can be solved and an optimal rate vector4f-o(X) Or transmitr}, for achieving the local omniscience {ii, 2}, we
Zyicg(X) can be determined iD(|X|* - SFM(|X])) time can let them transmit{, = (3,0, 1,1 1), which attains the
[11]§ global omniscience iV = {1,...,5}. Therefore,{1,2} is a
complimentary user subset. Herg, +r{, = (£,0,3,3,1) €
Zrco(V) is an optimal rate vector as shown in Exampplelll.1.

H(X) - H(C)

Raco(X) = s, > o3

CceP

Example Il.1. Consider the system whefé = {1,...,5}

20(SFM(| X)) is the complexity of solving the problemin{ f(C): C C 3The optimal rate vector is not unique, i.&2;.o(V)) and %,.o(V) are
X} for submodular set functiorf, which is strongly polynomial [12]. not singleton, in general.



In other words, the optimal rate vectdg, 0,1, 1,1) for the  Algorithm 1: complimentary subset for SO (CompSetSO)

omniscience i/ = {1,...,5} can be implemented in an SO i
e - . input : the ground sel’, an oracle that returns the value of
manner so that the Iocgl o_mnlsuence{ln 2} can be achieved H(X) for a given X C V anda, which is determined
before the global omniscience. based on Theoref1IL.5 or TheordmTIl.8.
For the non-asymptotic model1,2} is also a compli-  output: X which is a complimentary user subset for SO

mentary user subset since SO can be done by rate vectors, . £#({1}) andr; < o — H(V),Vi e V\ {1};
r,, = (2,0,0,0,0) andry, = (3,0, 1,1, 0), which first achieve 2 for i =2 to [V| do

local omniscience in{1,2} and then global omniscience in 3 if there exists a non-singleton minimiz&r of
V ={1,...,5}. Here,r}, +r{, = (5,0,1,1,0) € Zico(V) minxcv;: sex {fZ (X) —(X)} such thatX C V then
is an optimal rate vector as shown in Examfplelll.1. 4 |I terminate iteration and returX,
5 else
1) necessary and sufficient conditiohe necessary and ¢ | 7 ri+minxcv, . iex{f#(X) —r(X)};

sufficient condition for a user subs&tto be complimentary is 7 endif
derived in [7] for both asymptotic and non-asymptotic msglel 8 endfor
which is stated as follows.

Theorem 111.2 (necessary and sufficient conditian [7, Theo- _ _ _ _
rems 4.2 and 5.2])In an asymptotic model, a non-singletomon'3|”g|?t02 user SUbSQIA#Cﬁ V' is complimentary for SO if
user subsefX C V is complimentary if and only if7(V) — andonly if f7 . (X) = f7 i (X). u
H(X) + Raco(X) < Raco(V); In a non-asymptotic model, o no0f of Corollary I8 is in Appendik’A

a non-singleton user subsét C V is complimentary for SO P PP

if and only if H(V) — H(X) + Rnco(X) < Rnco(V)A  m Example 1114, For the system in Exampledl.1, we have

.He-re,H(V) — Hb(X) ishthe amom_mt of irf1forhr.n:;11tionI tha:_ iS{XCcV:|X|>1,HV)— H(X)+ Raco(X) < Raco(V)}
missing in user subséf, the omniscience of which only relies _(x X s 1 fF ¥) = f# Y
on the transmissions from the userslin\ X. If we let the VXS L fRpcor(K) = FRconn) (X}
users inX attain local omniscience with the minimum sum- = {{1,2},{1,5},{1,2,5},{1,3,4,5} },
rate Raco(X), the users inV/ \ X are required to transmit
at leastH (V) — H(X) for attaining the global omniscience.
Then, the total number of transmissions is no less faW)— (X CV:|X|>1,H(V)— H(X)+ Rnco(X) < Rnco(V)}
H(X)JrRAco(X). If H(V)*H(X)JrRAco(X) >RAco(V), :{XCV' |X| -1 f# (X):f# (X)}
the global omniscience is not achievable by the minimum sum- ' ? 7 Bneo(V) Bnco(V)

being all complimentary subsets in the asymptotic model and

rate Raco(V) if we allow the users inX to attain the local = {{1,2},{1,4},{1,5},{2,4},{2,5}, {1, 2,4},

omniscience first. The conditiol (V') — H(X )+ Rnco(X) < {1,2,5},{1,3,4},{1,3,5},{1,4,5},{2,3,4},

Rnco(V) for the non-asymptotic model in Theorém 111.2 can (2,3,5},{2,4,5},{1,2,3,4}, {1,2,3, 5}

be interpreted in the same way. T PR R
However, Theoreni_II[]2 cannot be directly applied for {1,2,4,5},{1,3,4,5},{2,3,4,5} },

determining a complimentary subset since the powe2'Ses being all complimentary subsets in the non-asymptotic fnode
exponentially large inV|. In the following context, we convert

Theorem[TI[.2 to the conditions on the Dilworth truncation Then, the task reduces to finding a subsétsuch that
and propose a polynomial time algorithm for searching & (X) = f#(X), wherea = Raco(V) anda = Rnco(V)

complimentary user subset for SO. for the asymptotic and non-asymptotic models, respegtiviel
For0<a < H(V), let can be converted to a minimization problem
) = {0, it X =0 ccmin AFF0) = (X))}, (2)
a—H(V)+ H(X), otherwise
. wherei € V andV; = {1,...,i}, based on which, we propose
fE(X) = minpenx) Ycep f#(C),VX C V is the Dil- an algorithm for searching for the complimentary subset for
worth truncationof f# [14]. SO (CompSetSO) in Algorithif] 1.

Corollary 111.3. In an asymptotic model, a non-singletormmheorem I11.5. For the CompSetSO algorithm in Algorittiin 1,
user subsetX C V is complimentary for SO if and only if the outputX is a complimentary user subset for the asymptotic
FhesonX) = fh 1) (X); In a non-asymptotic model, aand non-asymptotic models if the input= Raco(V) and

a = Rnco(V), respectively; If there is no output, there does

4Let I(X) denote the multivariate mutual information (MMI) iK. In [Z,  not exist a complimentary subset for SO. ]
Theorems 4.2 and 5.2], the necessary and sufficient conditio X to be

complimentary isI(X) > I(V)) and [1(X)] > [I(V)] for the asymptotic  The proof of Theorerf II[}5 is in Append(x]B.

and non-asymptotic models. They can be converted to theitmmsl in

TheoremIIL2 via the dual relationshipgtaco(V) = H(V) — I(V) and  Example [11.6. We apply the CompSetSO algorithm to the
Rnco(V) = H(V) — [ I(V)] [10], [13]. Also, since the ground sét is . . . .
always a complimentary subset, we restrict our attentiotinéonon-singleton asymptotic model of the system In Exanﬁlﬂ i by 1nputt|ng
proper subsetsX of V' that are complimentary. a = Raco(V) = % It can be shown that foi = 2, X =



{1,2} is returned as a complimentary subset. For the notime without any output. But, in this case, according to
asymptotic model, by inputting = Rnco = 7, we ge , Theorem V.1],ry is updated to an optimal rate vector
X tot del, b tt R \%4 7 t [11, Th V.1 dated t timal rat t
X = {1,2} returned as a complimentary subset fo 2. in Zico(V) and Zco(V) for the asymptotic and non-
2) Sufficient Condition: In Theorem[IIb, knowing the asymptotic models, respectively. In summary, the CompSetS
e ’ ' . algorithm determines either a complimentary user subget fo
value of the minimum sum-rateiaco(V) or Rnco(V), is

a prerequisite. However, if we obtain the value Bfco(V) SO or an optimal rate vector i@(|V'| - SEM(|V'])) time.
or Rnco(V), say, by the modified decomposition algorithm in
[11] or the deterministic algorithms inl[5].][6], we neceslsa
know an optimal rate vector iZx-o(V') or Zyco(V) for the We show an example of multi-stage SO in a CCDE system.
global omniscience, in which case solving a local om_nis:xiaenExample IV.1. Consider the system in Examdle]l.1 as a
problem in a user subset may not be necessary. It is also

: ) o DE system where the linear combinations of packets are
conS|steqt with the advantage of SO that the local omniseien .« itted by random linear network coding (RLNC) scheme
_pr.oblem IS Ie_ss complex_than the global one. So, the qu_est QT. For example, ifr; = 2, then user; broadcasts the linear
is: Can we find a complimentary user subset for SO witho Bding S, = ATz = 3, W, twice. Here,y — (v, :
knowing the minimum sum-rate? The answer is yes. In th ! ' jez 1IN ' ) oA
: . . " j € z;) and, at each broadcast,; is randomly chosen from
section, we derive the sufficient cond|t|.0ns for a subseteto b ', ic fieldF, with ¢ > H(V)-|V|. If r, = 3, then each
complimentary such that the value af in the CompSetSO . . &) (2)
algorithm can be relaxed from the exact valueRpgo (V) or packetW; < Z; is broken into two IChuTkSWj ) ang W
Rnco(V) to a lower bound omRaco(V) of Ryco(V) that can  and useri broadcastS; = 3. (%(* )W§ Unt Vj(- )W§- ) for
be obtained irO(|V]) time. six times. At each broadcast, ea@ﬁ) and%@ are randomly
e?hosen from a Galois fieltl, with ¢ > 2- H(V) - |V]|.

For the asymptotic model, the global omniscience can be
achieved by three stages of SO: By transmitting the reffes-

IV. MULTI-STAGE SUCCESSIVEOMNISCIENCE

Lemma IIl.7. In an asymptotic model, a non-singleton us
subsetX C V is complimentary iff#(X) = f#(X) for
a=3 iy HX)_HUD - 1n a non-asymptotic model, a non-

: V-1 . _ o (2,0,0,0,0), r{, = (2,0,0,0,1) andr{/ = (1,0,3,1,0), the
singleton user subseX Ig(}‘(/)l%((l{ogpllmentary iff7(X) = omniscience is achieved i, 2}, {1,2,5} and {1,2,3,4,5}
JEX) fora= Y.y Mi_l} ® in sequence. Here, we have +rf, + 17/ = (5,0,1,1.1) ¢

The proof of LemmdILY is in AppendikiC. The valuesZaco(V), which also means that the optimal rate vector
of a in Lemma[lIL7 are the lower bounds oRaco(V) (2,0,1,1,1) can be implemented by three stages of SO. We
and Rnco(V) for asymptotic and non-asymptotic modelshave shown how to find the complimentary user subset}
respectively[[1ll, Theorem IV.1]. by the CompSetSO algorithm in Examples]11.6 andllIl.9. The

_ i _ complimentary subsefl, 2,5} is determined as follows.
Theorem 1Il.8. The CompSetSO algorithm in Algorithth 1 gjnce |ocal omniscience if1,2} is attained after the
returns a complimentary user s.ubsfétﬁ)r the asg(r‘n/ E‘}}'(%%”d transmission ofr{,, we can treat{1,2} as a super user
non-asymptotic models if the input = >,c,y =—77=7  and assign a user index2’. For each useri € V \ {1,2},
and o = {Ziev W] respectively; If there is no we assign a new indeX with Z;, = Z; UT, whereT
output, there does not exist complimentary subset for M. contains all the transmissions that is received by usén

- . the first stage of SO, i.e., all the broadcasts for achieving
The proof of TheorenlIILI8 is in AppendixID. The case”%e local omniscience if1,2}. For the super used2’, we

when there is no complimentary subset in both Theofems III, -
and[IL8 is given in AppendikE. haveZ,o = Z; UZ5. We construct the ground set of the new

system ag/’ = {12/,3',4’, 5’} with the observationZ; for
Example [11.9. For the asymptotic model of the system in Exall i € V’. By applying the CompSetSO algorithm to the new

ample[Il1, by inputtingy = >, W = 2 inthe system, we gef12’,5'} as a complimentary subset, which
CompSetSO algorithm, we get outpit= {1, 2} as a compli- corresponds tq(1,2,5} in the original system.
mentary subset. By inputting = [ >, H(X\%/_\Hf{i})] —6 In the same way, for the non-asymptotic model, it can be

shown that the global omniscience can be achieved by three
stages of SO: By transmitting the rates = (2,0,0,0,0),
ri, =(3,0,0,1,0) andr{/ = (0,0,1,0,0), the omniscience is
3) Complexity:In the CompSetSO algorithni](2) is a subachieved in{1,2}, {1,2,4} and{1,...,5} in sequence. And,
modular function minimization (SFM) problenwhich can vy, + i+ =(5,0,1,1,0) € Zico(V), which also means
be solved inO(SFM(]V|)) time. Leta be initiated according that the optimal rate vectof5,0,1,1,0) can be implemented
to TheorenIILB. Then, in an asymptotic or non-asymptotisy three stages of SO.
model, if there exists a complimentary user subefor SO,
it can be found inO(|V| - SFM(|V])) time. Consider the V. CONCLUSION

'Srlﬁéag%r:nwgi?stge;? Igrir;r?nﬁocrgmlrr;gtsa@r)){|uvs|e.rss|g|\t;|?ﬁ;|f)(;r SOe studied the problem of how to efficiently search a com-
P 9 b plimentary user subset so that the omniscience of a discrete

5The submodularity of{2) is proved ia [L1] based on the sulbwfavity of multlple rand_om source among a set of US_teS can be attained
the entropy function/{. in a successive manner. Based on the existing necessary and

in the CompSetSO algorithm, we get outpiit= {1,2} as a
complimentary subset for the non-asymptotic model.



sufficient condition for a user subset to be complimentagy, wiser subset in the asymptotic model. In the same way, we
proposed a CompSetSO algorithm, which searches a comphn prove the statement for the non-asymptotic model when

mentary subset for SO in both asymptotic and non-asymptotic= Rnco(V). [ |
models. We showed that inputting a lower bound, instead of

the exact value, of the minimum sume-rate is sufficient for APPENDIXC

the CompSetSO algorithm to return either a complimentary PROOF OFLEMMA [IL.7]

subset or an optimal rate vector @(|V| - SFM(|V])) time. We have0 < a = .y W < Raco(V). If
The CompSetSO algorithm can be implemented recursivelyja@ (X) = f#(X), then
that the omniscience can be attained in multi-stages of SO. " “

For the future research work, it is worth studying how) _ /5 ) (C)=fhcoon(X) = D FEO)—1#(X) > 0,
to implement the SO more efficiently than the CompSetSO:=7 CeP
algorithm. Also, for the CCDE problem, it would be of interesgor g P e 11(X), ie., f}éc 4y (X) = fﬁACO(V)(X)' Ac-

if the multi-stage SO can be implemented by network COdirtQ)rding to Corollary TIL3,X s a complimentary subset in the

schemes other than RLNC. asymptotic model. In the same way, we can prove fhat V'
such that|X| > 1 is complimentary in the non-asymptotic
APPENDIXA model if f#(X) = f#(X) for a = CHX)-H{iP7
PROOF OFCOROLLARY [M.3] & (X) & (X) {Zlev [Vi-1 W
Based on Theorefm 1112, we ha\léAco(X) < RAco(V) - APPENDIXD
H(V) + H(X) = [ _,(X) being the necessary PROOF OFTHEOREMIILE]

and sufficient condition forX to be complimentary in  According to LemmdlILF and by using the same way as
the asymptotic model. On the other hanlaco(X) > in the proof in Theorenl 1Il5, we can show that the output

Yoep DD, VP € TI(X). Then, we have in- X is complimentary. Forn = 7, TO0-ED we have

equality Yocp HXOZHIO) < Raco(V) — H(V) + 2iev H{i}) = [VIH(V) — (V| —1)e. If there is no output

|P|—1 . .
H(X),VP € I(X), which is equivalent tongco(V) (X) < of the CompSetSO algorithm, it means
Soer o (O1 VP € T(X), e, fh () = D JEAiH =) fE(©)

# ; iev ceP
fRACO(V)(X). In the same way, we can prove that is

complimentary in the non-asymptotic model if and only if = Z (a— H(V)+ H({i})) — Z (= H(V)+ H(C))

f;?NCO(V)(X) = ngco(V)(X)' [ 1% CeP
= (V= IP)(a—HV))+ > H{i}) - Y H(C)
APPENDIXB 1% CeP
PROOF OFTHEOREM[IL5] _ Z (H(V) = H(C)) = (|P| - )a <0, ¥P eIl'(V),

For a = Raco(V), let X be the user subset returned by cep
the CompSetSO algorithm, i.e., we find a non-singleton usghich is equivalent to
subsetX C V that minimizesmin{f#(X) — r(X): 7 € H(V) - H(C)

X C Vi}, for somei € {1,...,|V]}. It also means that a> Z — 2 VP ell'(V),

we have not found any non-singleton proper subsédt dhat ceP Pl-1

minimizesmin{f§’(X) —r(X):i € X C Vi},ie. {i}isthe o o — Raco(V). Also, we have

only minimizer, for alli € {1,...,7 — 1}. In each iteration

of the CompSetSO algorithm, we hawe € P(f#,<), FEX) = 1y

where P(f#,<) = {ry € RV (X)) < f#(X)} is i€X

the polyhedron off# [11]. Then, for all X C V;_,, we =ao—H(V)+H(X)— Z (a — H(V)+ H({i}))

have -, f#({i}) = r(X) < fE(X), ie, fHX) = iex

Siex fE{i}) £ Xeep FE(C) for all P e II(X). = H(X)— Y H({i}) — (1X| - 1)(a— H(V))
On the other hand, sinc& C V is a non-singleton iex

minimizer of min{f#(X) — r(X):i € X C V;}, we have _ LU — 1Y —
fHX)—r(X) < f#(C)—r(C),¥C C X:ieC. Then, =2 (HEX) ~H({i})) = (X = Do~ HV) + H(X))

i€X
FEX) < fEO) +r(X\C) >0, VX C VX[ >1,
= f#(C) + Z fF{i)) which is equivalent to
e v - S~ HEX) — H{i)
<O+ 3 FEC, ool =2 IR
c'er > Raco(V)—H(V)+ H(X), VX CV: |X]|>1,

for all C' C X such that € C and all P € II(X). Therefore, i.e., there is no complimentary user subset for SO in the
fEX) < Yeep fE(C) for all P € II(X). Then, f#(X) =  asymptotic model. In the same way, we can prove the state-
f#(X). According to CorollanfTIL.B.X is a complimentary ment for the non-asymptotic model. ]



APPENDIXE
NONEXISTENCE OFCOMPLIMENTARY SUBSET 1]
In a system, either asymptotic or non-asymptotic model2]
if there does not exist a complimentary subset for SO[B]
it means the omniscience can not be attained with the
minimum sum-rate in a manner such that the local om-
niscience in some non-singleton subsgt ¢ V can be [4]

attained first. According to Corollafy 1.3, it happens whe

the {{i}:i € V} and {{V}} are the only minimiz-
ers of f#(V) minpernv) Ycep S (C), i.e., when [5]
{{i}: i € V} is the only maximizer of Raco(V) =

maxpery(v) Yocep % This is the case when the [6]

components inZy, are mutually independent. But, it is not
necessary that a system with mutually independgntdoes
not have a complimentary subset.

(7]

Example E.1. Consider the system whelé = {1,2,3} and &
each user observes respectively

El

Zy = (Wq, Wy),
22 = (vawc)a [10]
Z3 = (Wa;Wc)7

[11]
whereW; is an independent uniformly distributed random bit.

It can be shown thafaco(V) = 3, Zico(V) = {(3.3,3)} 12

and all the components id, are mutually indepénée?\t. In
this case {{1}, {2}, {3}} and {{1,2,3}} are the minimizers [13]
of minpeniv) Y cep fZ(C) and {{1}, {2}, {3}} is the only
maximizer offaco(V') = maxperr (v) Ycep % In
this system, there is no complimentary user subset for 80Q, il14]
the optimal rate vectofs, 1, +) cannot be implemented in a
way such that the local omniscience in some non-singleton
proper subset of/ is attained before the global omniscience
in V.

Consider the system whefié = {1,2,3} and each user
observes respectively

N
o
I

NN
I
S

(

where W; is an independent uniformly distributed random
bit. It can be shown thatRaco(V) = 3, Zico(V) =
{(1,1,1)} and all the components iZy are mutually in-
dependent. In this case, all partition® < TII(V) are
the minimizers ofminpenv) > cep fZ(C) and all parti-
tions in P € TI'(V) are the maximizers ofRaco(V)
maxpery (v ch%- In this system, all non-
singleton subsek C

are complimentary.

Based on the proof of Theordm 11l.8 in Appendix D, when
the CompSetSO algorithm does not return a complimentary
user set for a? asympt)otic and non-asymptotic mode)ls when

H(V)—H({{: H(V)—H({1
a = ZiGV % and o = [Y;cy %]
respectively, we have = Raco(V') anda = Rnco(V'), which
necessarily means that the omniscience cannot be attained i
a successive manner.

3
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