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Abstract

The distributed matrix multiplication problem with an unknown number of stragglers is considered, where

the goal is to efficiently and flexibly obtain the product of two massive matrices by distributing the computation

across N servers. There are up to N −R stragglers but the exact number is not known a priori. Motivated by

reducing the computation load of each server, a flexible solution is proposed to fully utilize the computation

capability of available servers. The computing task for each server is separated into several subtasks, constructed

based on Entangled Polynomial codes by Yu et al. The final results can be obtained from either a larger number

of servers with a smaller amount of computation completed per server or a smaller number of servers with a

larger amount of computation completed per server. The required finite field size of the proposed solution is less

than 2N . Moreover, the optimal design parameters such as the partitioning of the input matrices is discussed.

Our constructions can also be generalized to other settings such as batch distributed matrix multiplication and

secure distributed matrix multiplication.

I. INTRODUCTION

Distributed matrix multiplication has received wide interest because of the huge amount of data

computation required by many popular applications like federated learning, cloud computing, and

the Internet of things. In particular, the multiplication of two massive input matrices A ∈ Fλ×κ

and B ∈ Fκ×µ, where F is some finite field is considered. Each matrix is encoded into N shares

and distributed to N servers. Each server performs computation on its own shares and sends the

results to the central computational node, e.g., the cloud. After collecting enough results, the desired

product AB can be calculated. However, stragglers (servers that fail to respond or respond after the

This paper was presented in part at ISIT 2021 [1].
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the reconstruction is executed) are inevitable in distributed systems, due to various reasons [2], [3]

including network latency, resource contention, workload imbalance, failures of hardware or software,

etc. To reduce the overall system latency caused by stragglers, distributed matrix computing schemes

with straggler tolerance are provided in [4]–[34] with a predetermined recovery threshold R such that

the final product can be obtained using computation results from any R out of N servers. Among the

state-of-the-art schemes, some are based on matrix partitioning such as Polynomial codes [5], MatDot

codes and PolyDot codes [6], Generalized PolyDot codes [7] and Entangled Polynomial (EP) codes

[8], and others are based on batch processing such as Lagrange Coded Computing [9], Cross Subspace

Alignment (CSA) codes and Generalized Cross Subspace Alignment (GCSA) codes [33].

The above literature assumes there are a fixed number N−R of stragglers. However, the number of

stragglers is unpredictable in practical systems. When the number of stragglers is smaller than N −R,

each non-straggler server still needs to do the same amount of computation as if there are N − R

stragglers and the central node still only uses the results from R servers. A significant amount of

computation power is wasted. To handle this situation, a setting in which the number of stragglers is

not known a priori has been considered in [35]–[47] and schemes that can cope with such a setting

have been designed. The underlying idea is to assign a sequence of small tasks to each server instead

of assigning a single large task. Therefore, besides the scenario that the fastest R servers finish all

their tasks, there are other scenarios that make the computation complete. References [35], [36] focus

on the task scheduling for general distributed computing. The matrix-vector multiplication setting is

considered in [37]–[40]. In these works, only the input matrix is partitioned. References [41]–[46]

consider matrix-matrix multiplication, but they can only handle a special partitioning, i.e., A and B

are row-wisely and column-wisely split, respectively, or only A is row-wisely split. In [47], the authors

propose 3 hierarchical schemes for matrix multiplication to leverage partial stragglers. The main idea

is that the task is first divided into several small subtasks, i.e., the multiplication of several pairs of

small matrices, and each subtask is coded separately with existing schemes.

Arbitrary partitioning of input matrices is important in massive matrix multiplication since it enables

different utilization of system resources, e.g., the required amount of storage at each server and the

amount of communication from servers to the central node. When the number of stragglers is fixed,

many codes such as PolyDot codes [6], EP codes [8] and GCSA codes [33] provide elegant solutions

for arbitrary partitioning by encoding the input matrix blocks into a carefully designed polynomial.

In particular, EP codes effectively align the servers’ computation with the terms that the central node
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needs and achieve the optimal recovery threshold among all linear coding strategies in some cases.

A naive solution to achieve flexibility for distributed matrix multiplication with arbitrary partitioning

is simply applying a fixed EP code with a recovery threshold of PR, where each server gets P pairs

of shares instead of one pair of shares. The central node can calculate the final results with any PR

out of the PN computing results. Thus, each server only needs to compute RP/N results when there

is no straggler, and in general, the number of results computed in each server can be adjusted based

on the number of stragglers. However, by doing so, the computation needs to be done in a field with

a minimum size of PN and operations over a larger field result in a much bigger delay [48].

In this paper, we present a flexible coding scheme for distributed matrix multiplication that allows

a flexible number of stragglers and arbitrary matrix partitioning while only requiring a much smaller

field size. The main idea is that non-straggler servers can finish more tasks to compensate for the effect

of the stragglers without knowing the stragglers a priori. Specifically, the computation is encoded into

several tasks for each server, and each server keeps calculating and sending results to the central

node until enough results are obtained. Enough results can be either a larger number of servers with

a smaller amount of completed computation by each server or a smaller number of servers with a

larger amount of completed computation by each server. Therefore, the number of available servers is

flexible and the number of required tasks is adjusted to the number of available servers. Our scheme

is different from those that leverage partial stragglers [39], [40], [42], [45]–[47]. In our construction,

the computation load (the number of multiplication operations) of each non-straggler server is the

same and the computation by stragglers is neglected, while in schemes with partial stragglers, the

computation load varies in different servers including stragglers.

The main contributions of the paper are as follows. We present a coding framework of flexible

distributed matrix multiplication schemes, and one-round and multi-round communication models. A

construction with multiple layers of computation tasks is proposed, which only requires a field size of

less than 2N and the computation load of each server is reduced significantly when there are fewer

stragglers than N − R. We also demonstrate the optimization of the parameters to obtain the lowest

computation load. We show that the two-layer construction outperforms the fixed scheme under the

one-round model as long as the server storage is above a threshold, and the maximum number of

layers is preferred under the multi-round model.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II presents the problem statement. In Section III,

we present our construction and its performance. The choice of parameters to optimize the computation
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Source 1 A Source 2B

Server 1 Server 2 · · · Server N

ÃN,1

ÃN,2
· · ·

Ã1,1

Ã1,2
· · ·

Ã2,1

Ã2,2
· · ·

B̃1,1

B̃1,2

· · ·

B̃2,1

B̃2,2

· · ·

B̃N,1

B̃N,2

· · ·

Central
node

Γ̃1,1

Γ̃1,2

· · ·

Γ̃N,1

Γ̃N,2

· · ·

Γ = dK,[j]

(
Γ̃K,[j]

)
∀K, R ≤ |K| ≤ N, j = γ∗

Fig. 1. The flexible distributed matrix multiplication problem.

load given the storage capacity is discussed in Section IV. Section V concludes the paper.

Notation: We use calligraphic characters to denote sets. For positive integer N , [N ] stands for the

set {1, 2, . . . , N}. For a matrix M , |M | denotes its number of entries. For a set of matrices M, |M|
represents the sum of the number of entries in all its matrices. When M is partitioned into sub-block

matrices, M(u,v) denotes the block in the u-th row and the v-th column.

II. PROBLEM STATEMENT

We consider a problem of matrix multiplication (see Fig. 1) with two input matrices A ∈ Fλ×κ and

B ∈ Fκ×µ, for some integers λ, κ, µ and a field F. We are interested in computing the product Γ = AB

in a distributed computing environment with 2 sources, a central node, and N servers. Sources 1 and

2 hold matrices A and B, respectively. It is assumed that there are up to N −R stragglers among the

servers. In non-flexible distributed matrix multiplication, R is called the recovery threshold. The shares

(coded matrix sets) Ãi and B̃i are generated by sources for Server i, i ∈ [N ]. Each share consists of

some coded matrices, denoted by
{
Ãi,1, · · · , Ãi,γ̃

}
, or

{
B̃i,1, · · · , B̃i,γ̃

}
, where γ̃ is a function of N

and R. For i ∈ [N ], the shares and the encoding functions are

Ãi =
{
Ãi,j | j ∈ [γ̃]

}
= ui(A), (1)

B̃i =
{
B̃i,j | j ∈ [γ̃]

}
= vi(B). (2)
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Then, Ãi and B̃i are sent to Server i from the sources. Server i sequentially computes γ̃ tasks in order:

Γ̃i,j = Ãi,j · B̃i,j, j ∈ [γ̃], (3)

and sends Γ̃i,j to the central node once its computation is finished. Due to the sequential processing

nature of the servers, the central node receives Γ̃i,j1 before Γ̃i,j2 for ∀i ∈ [N ], j1 < j2. Denote

Γ̃i,[j] =
{

Γ̃i,t | t ∈ [j]
}

and Γ̃K,[j] =
{

Γ̃i,[j] | i ∈ K
}
, ∀K ⊂ [N ].

We require that the central node be able to decode the desired product Γ from arbitrary R̂ ≥ R

servers, where each server calculates γ∗ (a function of R̂) tasks. Equivalently, the decoding function

dK,[j] of the central node for recovering Γ satisfies

Γ = dK,[j]

(
Γ̃K,[j]

)
,∀K, R ≤ |K| = R̂ ≤ N, j = γ∗. (4)

The function set {ui, vi, dK,[j] | 1 ≤ i ≤ N,R ≤ |K| = R̂ ≤ N, j = γ∗} is called the flexible

constructions for distributed matrix multiplication.

In other words, the sources send coded matrices to each server. Each server keeps calculating and

sending results to the central node until it obtains enough results – when the quickest R̂ servers

complete the first γ∗ tasks. The remaining servers are viewed as stragglers and the computation results

from stragglers are ignored.

In this work, we consider two communication models: the one-round communication model and the

multi-round communication model. For the one-round communication model, the sources send all γ̃

coded matrices to the server at one time. After that there are no communications between sources and

servers. For the multi-round communication model, first, the sources send one pair of coded matrices

to the servers. Once a server finishes its tasks, it will ask the sources to send another pair of coded

matrices. It is not necessary for the sources to know which servers are the stragglers. This procedure

lasts until the central node obtains enough results. Note that there are no communications among

servers in either models.

The computation load L is defined as the number of multiplication operations per server. Moreover,

each server has a storage capacity C 1. At any time, any server cannot store more than C. Specifically,

for the one-round communication model, maxi∈[N ]

(∣∣∣Ãi
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣B̃i
∣∣∣
)
≤ C. For the multi-round commu-

nication model, maxi∈[N ],j∈[γ̃]

(∣∣∣Ãi,j
∣∣∣+
∣∣∣B̃i,j

∣∣∣
)
≤ C. This is because once a server finishes a task and

sends the result to the central node, it can refresh the storage and delete the coded matrices related

1The maximum storage size C is usually smaller than |A|+ |B|, otherwise the sources can send A and B to the servers.



6

to this task. In general, the storage constraint is stricter in the one-round communication model. We

want to find flexible constructions with the storage capacity C and the computation load L at each

server as small as possible.

III. CONSTRUCTION

In this section, we present our flexible constructions. The scheme is based on EP code [8] and

the computation tasks are divided into several layers to provide flexibility. We start with a motivating

example. The general construction and its storage and computation load are presented afterwards.

Example 1. Consider the matrix multiplication of A and B, for A ∈ Fλ×κ, B ∈ Fκ×µ, using N = 5

servers with at most N −R = 2 stragglers. Suppose A is column-wisely partitioned as A = [A1, A2],

each submatrix is of size λ× κ
2
, and B is row-wisely partitioned as B =


 B1

B2


, each submatrix is

of size κ
2
×µ. The central node requires AB = A1B1 +A2B2. Applying the EP code, Server i, i ∈ [5]

receives coded matrices A1 + αiA2 and αiB1 +B2, for αi ∈ F, and calculates

(A1 + αiA2) · (αiB1 +B2) (5)

=A1B2 + αi(A1B1 + A2B2) + α2
iA2B1,

which is a degree 2 polynomial with respect to αi. Thus, A1B1 +A2B2 can be calculated by 3 distinct

evaluations from {αi | i ∈ [5]} using Lagrange interpolation. The total computation load of directly

multiplying A and B is L = λκµ, while using the EP code the computation load of each server is

L/2. However, when there is no straggler, the computation of 2 servers are wasted.

Alternatively, we can use a flexible scheme to calculate AB, such that any R̂ available servers

can complete the computation, 3 = R ≤ R̂ ≤ N = 5. First, we partition the matrices and get

A = [A1, A2, A3], each submatrix is of size λ× κ
3
, and B = [BT

1 , B
T
2 , B

T
3 ]T , each submatrix is of size

κ
3
× µ. The central node requires AB = A1B1 + A2B2 + A3B3. Let {αi|i ∈ [7]} be distinct elements

in F. The calculation will be divided into 2 layers.

Layer 1: Server i, i ∈ [5], calculates γ1 = 1 task

Γi,1 =(A1 + αiA2 + α2
iA3) · (α2

iB1 + αiB2 +B3)

=A1B3 + αi(A2B3 + A1B2) + α2
i (A1B1 + A2B2 + A3B3)

+ α3
i (A2B1 + A3B2) + α4

iA3B1. (6)
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It is a degree 4 polynomial with respect to αi and the final product can be obtained from all 5 servers.

If there is no straggler, we stop here. In this layer, matrices A and B are divided into smaller pieces

compared to the fixed EP code and the computation load of each server is L/3. If there are stragglers,

the servers continue the calculation in Layer 2.

Layer 2: We set Aαi = A1 + αiA2 + α2
iA3, Bαi = α2

iB1 + αiB2 +B3, i ∈ {6, 7} and partition them

into 2 parts,

Aαi = [Aαi,1, Aαi,2], Bαi =


 Bαi,1

Bαi,2


 . (7)

Server i has γ2 = 2 computation tasks:

Γi,2 = (Aα6,1 + αiAα6,2) · (αiBα6,1 +Bα6,2), (8)

Γi,3 = (Aα7,1 + αiAα7,2) · (αiBα7,1 +Bα7,2). (9)

The detailed calculation of each server is shown in Table I.

Since Layer 2 has a similar structure as (5), from any 3 of the servers, we can get Aα6 ·Bα6 and/or

Aα7 ·Bα7 . If there is one straggler, the central node obtains Aα6 ·Bα6 from Layer 2, which causes the

additional computation load of L/6 in a server. If there are 2 stragglers, the central node obtains both

Aα6 ·Bα6 and Aα7 ·Bα7 , which causes the computation load of L/3 in Layer 2 for each server.

In this example, there are two recovery thresholds R1 = 5 and R2 = 3, corresponding to two layers,

respectively. We term the choice of per-layer recovery thresholds as recovery profile. There are totally

γ̃ = γ1 + γ2 = 3 coded matrices in a share where γ1 coded matrices correspond to Layer 1 and γ2

coded matrices correspond to Layer 2. Specifically, ∀i ∈ [N ], the shares Ãi and B̃i contain

Ãi,1 = Aαi , Ãi,2 = Aα6,1 + αiAα6,2, Ãi,3 = Aα7,1 + αiAα7,2, (10)

B̃i,1 = Bαi , B̃i,2 = Bα6,1 + αiBα6,2, B̃i,3 = Bα7,1 + αiBα7,2, (11)

respectively. Each server needs to store all the above 6 coded matrices under the one-round communi-

cation model, but only 2 coded matrices at a time under the multi-round communication. Each server

computes up to γ̃ = 3 tasks in order, independent of the progress of the other servers.

For Example 1, the computation load of each server is L/3, L/2, 2L/3 for the cases of no stragglers,

1 straggler and 2 stragglers, respectively. When there is no straggler (which is more likely in most

practical systems), the computation load of each server is reduced 33%, from L/2 to L/3. The resulting

computation latency under an exponential model is plotted in Fig. 2.
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TABLE I

CALCULATION TASKS IN EACH SERVER FOR EXAMPLE 1.

Server 1 Server 2 Server 3 Server 4 Server 5

Layer 1 Aα1 ·Bα1 Aα2 ·Bα2 Aα3 ·Bα3 Aα4 ·Bα4 Aα5 ·Bα5

Layer 2

(Aα6,1 + α1Aα6,2)

·(α1Bα6,1 +Bα6,2),

(Aα7,1 + α1Aα7,2)

·(α1Bα7,1 +Bα7,2)

(Aα6,1 + α2Aα6,2)

·(α2Bα6,1 +Bα6,2),

(Aα7,1 + α2Aα7,2)

·(α2Bα7,1 +Bα7,2)

(Aα6,1 + α3Aα6,2)

·(α3Bα6,1 +Bα6,2),

(Aα7,1 + α3Aα7,2)

·(α3Bα7,1 +Bα7,2)

(Aα6,1 + α4Aα6,2)

·(α4Bα6,1 +Bα6,2),

(Aα7,1 + α4Aα7,2)

·(α4Bα7,1 +Bα7,2)

(Aα6,1 + α5Aα6,2)

·(α5Bα6,1 +Bα6,2),

(Aα7,1 + α5Aα7,2)

·(α5Bα7,1 +Bα7,2)

6 7 8 9 10

Time slots

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

F
(x

)

EP Codes

flexible construction

Fig. 2. CDF of computation latency for flexible construction and EP code in Example 1 of Section III. N = R1 = 5, R2 = R = 3.

We assume λ = κ = µ = 6U , for some integer U , and the computation delay for multiplication of two U ×U matrices in each server

satisfy the exponential distribution with parameter 0.1. The latency of the EP code is the delay of the 3rd quickest server, and the

slowest 2 servers are viewed as stragglers. For the flexible construction, the computation is completed in the cases of 5 servers complete

1 task (no straggler), or 4 servers complete 2 tasks (1 straggler), or 3 servers complete 3 tasks (2 stragglers). The overall latency is the

smallest latency of these 3 cases. The expected latency is 10.79 for EP code, and 8.20 for the flexible construction. Hence we save

24%.

In this example, if there is only one communication round from the sources to the servers, the

storage size required for each server is 2λκ
3

+ 2κµ
3

for our flexible construction and λκ
2

+ κµ
2

for the

EP code. We will discuss how to partition the matrices to obtain an advantageous computation load

while maintaining the same storage size in Section IV.

Next, we present the general definitions and constructions of our flexible schemes. The key compo-

nent is to generate extra parities during the encoding in each layer that will correspond to extra tasks

to be completed by higher layers to compensate for more stragglers.

Define the recovery profile as a tuple of integers (R1, R2, · · · , Ra), where N ≥ R1 > R2 > ... >
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Ra = R and a is some integer termed the number of layers. Denote

γj =





1, j = 1,

(Rj−1 −Rj)
j−1∑
J=1

γJ , 2 ≤ j ≤ a,
(12)

which will be shown to be the number of tasks in each layer. For two matrices Φ,Ψ and partition

parameters pj,mj, nj , define functions fj, gj, j ∈ [a], as

fj(αi; Φ) =

mj∑

u=1

pj∑

v=1

Φ(u,v)α
v−1+pj(u−1)
i , (13)

gj(αi; Ψ) =

pj∑

u=1

nj∑

v=1

Ψ(u,v)α
pj−u+pjmj(v−1)
i , (14)

where

Φ =




Φ(1,1) · · · Φ(1,pj)

Φ(2,1) · · · Φ(2,pj)

...
...

...

Φ(mj ,1) · · · Φ(mj ,pj)



,Ψ =




Ψ(1,1) · · · Ψ(1,nj)

Ψ(2,1) · · · Ψ(2,nj)

...
...

...

Ψ(pj ,1) · · · Ψ(pj ,nj)



. (15)

Note that (13) and (14) are the encoding functions of the EP codes [8] used in Layer j.

Construction 1. Given recovery profile (R1, R2, · · · , Ra) and partitioning parameters pj,mj, nj such

that Rj = pjmjnj + pj − 1, j ∈ [a], the construction consists of a layers. Fix N + R1 − Ra distinct

elements αi, i ∈ [N +R1 −Ra], in a finite field F.

In Layer 1, set A(1,1) = A and B(1,1) = B. A pair of coded matrices f1
(
αt;A

(1,1)
)

and g1
(
αt;B

(1,1)
)

are generated for Server t, t ∈ [N ]. Moreover, extra R1 − Ra pairs of parities will be generated, i.e.,

f1
(
αN+t;A

(1,1)
)

and g1
(
αN+t;B

(1,1)
)
, t ∈ [R1 −Ra]. They will be used in higher layers.

In Layer j, 2 ≤ j ≤ a, the number of pairs of coded matrices is γj given by (12). For each δj ∈ [γj],

a pair of coded matrices fj
(
αt;A

(j,δj)
)

and gj
(
αt;B

(j,δj)
)

are generated for Server t, t ∈ [N ]. Besides,

extra parities fj(αN+t;A
(j,δj)) and fj(αN+t;B

(j,δj)), t ∈ [Rj − Ra], are produced for higher layers.

Here, A(j,δj) and B(j,δj), δj ∈ [γj], are from the extra parities fJ(αN+t;A
(J,δJ )), gJ(αN+t;B

(J,δJ )) in

Layer J for all J ∈ [j − 1] and

Rj −Ra + 1 ≤ t ≤ Rj−1 −Ra, δJ ∈ [γJ ]. (16)
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Specifically, given j and δj , A(j,δj) and B(j,δj) are set as

A(j,δj) = fJ
(
αN+t : A(J,δJ )

)
, (17)

B(j,δj) = gJ
(
αN+t : B(J,δJ )

)
, (18)

where

t =

⌊
δj
Rj−1 −Rj

γj

⌋
+Rj −Ra + 1, (19)

and J is the integer satisfying
J−1∑

x=1

γx < δj mod
γj

(Rj−1 −Rj)
≤

J∑

x=1

γx (20)

and

δJ = δj mod
γj

(Rj−1 −Rj)
−

J−1∑

x=1

γx. (21)

Intuitively, the t-th extra parities in all previous layers are encoded in Layer j, for all t satisfying (16).

Equations (19), (20), and (21) simply mean that these extra parities are ordered from left to right and

from top to bottom (see Fig. 3 for an example).

Denote Γj,δj(αi) as the δj-th task in Layer j calculated in Server i, for i ∈ [N ], j ∈ [a], δj ∈ [γj],

where

Γj,δj(αi) = fj
(
αi;A

(j,δj)
)
· gj
(
αi;B

(j,δj)
)
, (22)

The calculation tasks of the construction are shown in Table II.

Note that there are in total γ̃ =
∑a

j=1 γj tasks. The shares and the tasks are

Ãi = {A(j,δj) | j ∈ [a], δj ∈ [γj]}, (23)

B̃i = {B(j,δj) | j ∈ [a], δj ∈ [γj]}, (24)

Γ̃
i,
j−1∑
x=1

γx+δj

= Γj,δj(αi). (25)

Example 2. An example of a 3-layer construction is shown in Fig. 3. We set N = 5, R = 2, (R1, R2, R3) =

(5, 3, 2). In Fig. 3, we show that the coded matrices transmitted from Source 1 and Source 2 are similar.

In Layer 1 (A(1,1) = A), the coded matrices f1(αi;A(1,1)) are transmitted to Server i, i ∈ [5], and

f1(α5+t;A
(1,1)), t ∈ [3] are the extra parities. These parities are used in Layers 2 and 3. Specifically,

A(2,1) = f1(α7;A
(1,1)) and A(2,2) = f1(α8;A

(1,1)) are used in Layer 2 and A(3,1) = f1(α6;A
(1,1)) is
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TABLE II

CALCULATION TASKS IN EACH SERVER FOR THE MULTIPLE-LAYER CONSTRUCTION, WHERE δj RANGES BETWEEN 1 AND γj AS

DEFINED IN (12), j ∈ [a].

Server 1 . . . Server N Extra parity 1 . . . . . . Extra parity R1 −Ra
Layer 1 Γ1,1(α1) . . . Γ1,1(αN ) Γ1,1(αN+1) . . . . . . Γ1,1(αN+R1−Ra)

Layer 2 Γ2,δ2(α1) . . . Γ2,δ2(αN ) Γ2,δ2(αN+1) . . . Γ2,δ2(αN+R2−Ra)

...
...

. . .
...

...
...

Layer a Γa,δa(α1) . . . Γa,δa(αN )

used in Layer 3. In Layer 2, f2(αi;A(2,δ2)), δ2 ∈ [2], i ∈ [5] are encoded using the above extra parities

from Layer 1. The generated extra parities A(3,2) = f2(α6;A
(2,1)) and A(3,3) = f2(α6;A

(2,2)) are used

in Layer 3.

Fig. 3. Example of coded matrices for 3-layer construction, N = R1 = 5, R2 = 3, R3 = R = 2.

Theorem 1, below, states the performance of the flexible construction in terms of storage and

computation. This result is based on the following decoding strategy: in the presence of R̂ available

servers, Rj ≤ R̂ < Rj−1, all tasks in Layers 1, 2, . . . , j− 1 and some tasks in Layer j are executed. It

should be noted that the sum of storage sizes in all layers corresponds to the one-round communication

model. However, under the multi-round communication model, the server storage size is only the

maximum over the pairs of coded matrices. Since the coded matrix in a layer is encoded from sub-

matrices in the previous layer, the higher the layer is, the smaller the size becomes. Hence, the storage

size is just that of the first pair of coded matrices.
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Theorem 1. In Construction 1, assume we have R̂ available servers and R ≤ R̂ ≤ N , we need

Lflex =





L1, R̂ ≥ R1,
(

1 +
Rj−1−R̂
pjmjnj

) j−1∑
J=1

LJ , Rj ≤ R̂ < Rj−1, j ≥ 2,
(26)

computation load at each server to obtain the final result, where

Lj =





λκµ
m1p1n1

, j = 1,

Rj−1−Rj
pjmjnj

j−1∑
J=1

LJ , j ≥ 2,
(27)

is the total computation load at each server in Layer j. The server storage size required in Layer j is

Cj = Cj,A + Cj,B, (28)

where

Cj,A =





λκ
p1m1

, j = 1,

Rj−1−Rj
pjmj

j−1∑
J=1

CJ,A, j ≥ 2.
(29)

Cj,B =





κµ
p1n1

, j = 1,

Rj−1−Rj
pjnj

j−1∑
J=1

CJ,B, j ≥ 2.
(30)

Proof: In the following, we first prove (27). Then, we show that with the computation load in

(26), the central node is able to obtain the matrix product. At last, we prove the storage size required

in each layer.

In Layer j = 1, from (15), we know that f1(αi;A(1,1)) and f1(αi;B
(1,1)) have sizes λ

m1
× κ

p1
and

κ
p1
× µ

n1
, respectively. Thus, the computation load in Layer 1 is

L1 =
λκµ

m1p1n1

. (31)

In Layer j, according to (15), (13), (14), and (22), the computation load of {Γj,δj(αi) = fj(αi;A
(j,δj)) ·

gj(αi;B
(j,δj)) : δj ∈ [γj]} is 1/(pjmjnj) fraction of that of X , {A(j,δj) ·B(j,δj) : δj ∈ [γj]}. Moreover,

the computation load of Y(J, t) , {fJ(αN+t : A(J,δJ )) · fJ(αN+t : B(J,δJ )) : δJ ∈ [γJ ]} is equal to the

load (per server) at the J-th layer, which is LJ . Based on (16), (17) and (18), the computation load

of X is equal to the load of Y(J, t) for all J ∈ [j − 1], Rj − Ra + 1 ≤ t ≤ Rj−1 − Ra, which is

(Rj−1 −Rj)
j−1∑
J=1

LJ . Therefore, (27) is satisfied.
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In the case that the number of available servers R̂ ≥ R1, according to the correctness of EP codes

[8], the required results can be obtained by collecting R1 evaluation points of Γ1,1(αi). Thus, we only

need the computation in Layer 1.

In the case that Rj ≤ R̂ < Rj−1, we first calculate all the tasks in Layers 1 to j − 1, whose

computation load is
j−1∑
J=1

LJ . Then, in Layer j, Server i calculates Rj−1−R̂
Rj−1−Rj γj tasks, i.e., Γj,δj(αi), δj =

1, 2, ...,
Rj−1−R̂
Rj−1−Rj γj, i ∈ [N ]. Thus, the total computation is

(
1 +

Rj−1−R̂
pjmjnj

) j−1∑
J=1

LJ .

Claim: RJ evaluations from {ΓJ,δJ (αi), i ∈ [N ]} can be obtained by the above calculations for

J = j, j − 1, . . . , 2, 1.

We prove it by induction on J . As a consequence, the polynomial ΓJ,δJ (·) is decoded due to the

correctness of EP codes [8]. Hence, the final result can be decoded with J = 1 and (26) is proved.

Base case: In Layer j, since R̂ ≥ Rj , the claim holds trivially.

Induction step: Suppose the claim holds for Layers j, j−1, . . . , J+1. We show that it will hold for

Layer J . Note that J < j. The associated polynomials are decoded in Layers j, j−1, . . . , J+1. Then,

from Eqs. (16), (17) and (18), one can calculate ΓJ,δJ (αN+t), for Rj−Ra+1 ≤ t ≤ Rj−1−Ra−(R̂−Rj)

from Layer j and RJ ′−Ra + 1 ≤ t ≤ RJ ′−1−Ra from Layers J ′ = j− 1, . . . , J + 1. In total, RJ − R̂
extra parities are obtained for the polynomial ΓJ,δJ (·). Thus, together with R̂ available nodes, RJ

evaluation points of ΓJ,δJ (·) are obtained, for all δJ ∈ [γJ ].

The proof of the storage size is similar to the proof of (27). The proof sketch is as follows.

In Layer 1, the server needs to store f1(αi;A(1,1)), f1(αi;B
(1,1)), i ∈ [N ], then

C1 =
1

p1

(
λκ

m1

+
κµ

n1

)
. (32)

In Layer j ≥ 2, from (12), (17) and (18), the γj tasks in Layer j are encoded from the extra parities

in Layers 1 to j − 1. Based on (15), (13), (14), and (22), the size of fj(αi;A(j,δj)), i ∈ [N ] is pjmj

fractions of A(j,δj), and the size of fj(αi;B(j,δj)), i ∈ [N ] is pjnj fractions of B(j,δj). Thus, (29) and

(30) are obtained.

Remark 1. In Fig. 3, partial computation results can be also utilized to accelerate the computation in

several cases such that the nodes contribute different number of results depending on their speed. For

example, when Servers 1 and 2 complete their first 4 tasks and Server 3 completes its first 2 tasks, we

are able to obtain f1(αi, A(1,1)) for i = 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, thus obtain the final results. Similar partial results

utilization can be found in our general constructions, but in this paper we assume a server is either

available or not able to provide any results.
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Remark 2. CSA codes and GCSA codes [33] are designed to handle batch processing of matrix

multiplication, namely, the multiplication of two sequences of matrices. They also provide solutions

for secure distributed computation. Combined with these codes, our construction can be easily modified

to handle batch processing and secure distributed computation.

The following corollary states a special case of the computation load that will be useful in the

optimization discussed in Section IV under the multi-round communication model.

Corollary 2. In the case of pj = 1, j ≥ 2, we have mjnj = Rj in Construction 1. The j-th layer’s

computation load of each server is

Lj =





λκµ
m1p1n1

, j = 1,

R1(Rj−1−Rj)
Rj−1Rj

L1, j ≥ 2,
(33)

and the total computation of each server is

Lflex =




L1, R1 ≤ R̂,

R1(Rj+Rj−1−R̂)

Rj−1Rj
L1, Rj ≤ R̂ < Rj−1, j ≥ 2,

(34)

where R̂ is the number of non-straggler servers. Specifically, when R̂ = Rj ,

Lflex =
R1

Rj

L1. (35)

Proof: We first prove (33) by induction.

Base case: When j = 2, we get L2 = R1−R2

R2
L1 from (27) and it satisfies (33).

Induction step: Suppose L2, ..., Lj satisfy (33). From (27) and pjmjnj = Rj we know that

Lj =
Rj−1 −Rj

Rj

j−1∑

J=1

LJ . (36)

Then, we have

Lj+1 =
Rj −Rj+1

Rj+1

j−1∑

J=1

LJ +
Rj −Rj+1

Rj+1

Lj (37)

=
Rj −Rj+1

Rj+1

Rj

Rj−1 −Rj

Lj +
Rj −Rj+1

Rj+1

Lj

=
Rj−1(Rj −Rj+1)

Rj+1(Rj−1 −Rj)
Lj

=
R1(Rj −Rj+1)

RjRj+1

L1,
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which satisfies (33).

Then, for the total computation, from (26) we can easily check that for Rj ≤ R̂ < Rj−1, j ∈ [a],

we have

Lflex =

(
1 +

Rj−1 − R̂
Rj

)
j−1∑

J=1

LJ (38)

=

(
1 +

Rj−1 − R̂
Rj

)
Rj

Rj−1 −Rj

Lj

=
R1(Rj +Rj−1 − R̂)

Rj−1Rj

L1.

The proof is completed.

IV. COMPUTATION LOAD OPTIMIZATION

In this section, we discuss how to pick the matrix partition parameters and the recovery profile

to optimize the computation load given the storage capacity. Under the one-round communication

model, we find the optimal parameters for the 2-layer flexible construction and show that when the

storage capacity is above a threshold, the flexible construction outperforms the fixed EP code. For the

multi-round communication model, we show that all layers except the first layer reduce to block-wise

matrix-vector multiplication, and when the straggler probability is small, the most number of layers

is optimal.

Recall R̂ is the number of non-straggler servers, R ≤ R̂ ≤ N . We consider the expected computation

load over the realizations of R̂. Assume for each instance of computing, R̂ is independent and

identically distributed. Denote qj as the probability of j stragglers in the system. Formally,

qj = P (R̂ = N − j), ∀j ∈ {0, , 1, · · · , N −R}. (39)

Here, R is chosen such that the probability of having more than N − R stragglers is negligible.

Therefore, j is assumed to be in the range between 0 and N −R, and
N−R∑

j=0

qj = 1. (40)

The expectation of the computation load is

E[Lflex] =
N−R∑

j=0

qjLflex(R̂ = N − j), (41)
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where Lflex(R̂) is the computation load for R̂ non-straggler servers. The goal is to minimize E[Lflex]

over the partitioning parameters pj,mj, nj , j ∈ [a] and the recovery profile {R1, · · · , Ra}, given the

recovery threshold Ra = R and the storage constraint C in each server. Although in practical systems

pj,mj, nj, Rj, j ∈ [a] are required to be integers, in this section, we only assume them as real numbers

to simplify the optimization analysis. To find an integer solution (not necessarily optimal), we pick

the parameters close to the optimal real values that satisfy the recovery threshold and the storage

constraint.

A. Optimization on Entangled Polynomial codes

As a warm-up, let us start with an EP code with a fixed recovery threshold R, which satisfies

R = m0p0n0 + p0 − 1 according to [8], for some undetermined partition parameters p0,m0, n0. The

computation load of EP codes remains the same if the number of stragglers is no greater than N −R.

According to [8], the computation load and the required storage size are

LEP(R̂) =
λκµ

m0p0n0

, R̂ ≥ R, (42)

CEP =
1

p0

(
λκ

m0

+
κµ

n0

)
. (43)

Thus, the optimization problem can be formulated as

min
p0,m0,n0

LEP =
λκµ

m0p0n0

,

s.t. R = p0m0n0 + p0 − 1,

λκ

p0m0

+
κµ

p0n0

≤ C.

(44)

Theorem 2. The solution of the EP code optimization problem in (44) is

L∗EP =
2Cλκµ

C(R + 1) +
√
C2(R + 1)2 − 16λκ2µ

(45)

with

p∗0 =
1

2
(R + 1)− 1

2

√
(R + 1)2 − 16

λκ2µ

C2
, (46)

and m∗0, n
∗
0 are given by m∗0n

∗
0 = R+1

p∗0
− 1 and λκn∗0 = κµm∗0.

Proof: Using the threshold constraint

m0n0 =
R + 1

p0
− 1, (47)
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we have LEP = λκµ
R+1−p0 , which is an increasing function of p0. So, we minimize p0 under the constraint

that
λκn0 + κµm0

R + 1− p0
≤ C. (48)

Note that

λκn0 + κµm0 ≥ 2
√
λκ2µm0n0 = 2

√
λκ2µ

R + 1− p0
p0

(49)

and it holds with equality if and only if λκn0 = κµm0. Combining (48) with (49) results in

2

√
λκ2µ

(R + 1− p0)p0
≤ C. (50)

Note that 2
√

λκ2µ
(R+1−p0)p0 decreases with p0 because the derivative

d (R + 1− p0)p0
d p0

= R + 1− 2p0 = p0m0n0 − p0 ≥ 0. (51)

Therefore, LEP reaches its optimal value when λκn0 = κµm0 and (50) holds with equality, i.e.,

p∗0 = 1
2
(R+ 1)− 1

2

√
(R + 1)2 − 16λκ

2µ
C2 . As a result, m∗0, n

∗
0 can be obtained by m∗0n

∗
0 = R+1

p∗0
− 1 and

λκn∗0 = κµm∗0. The optimal computation load is

L∗EP =
2Cλκµ

C(R + 1) +
√
C2(R + 1)2 − 16λκ2µ

. (52)

The theorem is proved.

Remark 3. In Theorem 2, the storage capacity is required to satisfy

C ≥ 4κ
√
λµ

1 +R
. (53)

to have a valid L∗EP in (45). In addition, by combining (48) and (49), we obtain the minimum storage

required as 2
√

λκ2µ
(R+1−p0)p0 in (50). Since p0 = R+1

m0n0+1
and m0, n0 are at least 1, we conclude that (53)

is the minimum storage constraint requirement to use EP codes for distributed matrix multiplication.

B. Optimization for the one-round communication model

Next, we consider the flexible constructions with the one-round communication model. In this model,

all the tasks are sent to the server in one communication round. Thus, the sum of the task sizes should

not exceed the storage constraint. Since the more layers, the larger the total size of the tasks is, only

the 2-layer construction is considered. We first optimize the partition parameters with predetermined

R1, R2 = R. After that, R1 is optimized.
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By the expression of the computation load in Theorem 1, the expectation of the computation load

in (41) becomes

E[Lflex] =

N−R2∑

j=0

qj
λκµ

p1m1n1

+

N−R2∑

j=N−R1+1

qj
λκµ(R1 + j −N)

m1m2p1p2n1n2

. (54)

In practical systems, the probability of having many stragglers is usually small. For instance, less than

110 failures occur over a 3000-node production cluster of Facebook per day [49]. So, we ignore the

second term in (54) and use the approximation Lflex = λκµ
p1m1n1

in our optimization problem. Combined

with (28), the optimization problem can be formulated as

min
p1,m1,n1,p2,m2,n2

Lflex =
λκµ

p1m1n1

,

s.t. R1 = p1m1n1 + p1 − 1,

R2 = p2m2n2 + p2 − 1,

1

p1

(
λκ

m1

+
κµ

n1

)
+

(R1 −R2)

p1p2

(
λκ

m1m2

+
κµ

n1n2

)
≤ C.

(55)

It should be noted that when R1 = R2 = R, the 2-layer flexible construction reduces to the fixed EP

code and the optimal partition parameters remain the same.

Theorem 3. Fix R1, R2 = R. The solution of the 2-layer flexible construction optimization (55) is

L∗flex =
2C(R2 + 1)λκµ

C(R1 + 1)(R2 + 1) +
√
C2(R1 + 1)2(R2 + 1)2 − 16λκ2µ(2R1 −R2 + 1)2

, (56)

with

p∗1 =
1

2
(R1 + 1)− 1

2

√
(R1 + 1)2 − 16λκ2µ(2R1 −R2 + 1)2

C2(R2 + 1)2
, (57)

and m∗1, n
∗
1 are given by m∗1n

∗
1 = R1+1

p∗1
− 1 and λκn∗1 = κµm∗1, and p∗2 = R2+1

2
,m∗2 = 1, n∗2 = 1.

Proof: Using m1n1 = R1+1
p1
− 1, we have Lflex = λκµ

R1+1−p1 , which is an increasing function of p1.

Therefore, to maximize Lflex we need to minimize p1.

Using m1n1 = R1+1
p1
− 1 and m2n2 = R2+1

p2
− 1, similar to (48) and (49), we have:

C

≥ 1

p1

(
λκ

m1

+
κµ

n1

)
+

(R1 −R2)

p1p2

(
λκ

m1m2

+
κµ

n1n2

)
(58)

≥2

√
λκ2µ

(R1 + 1− p1)p1
+ 2(R1 −R2)

√
λκ2µ

(R1 + 1− p1)(R2 + 1− p2)p1p2
. (59)
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Here (58) holds with equality when λκn1 = κµm1 and λκn1n2 = κµm1m2 or n2 = m2. Similar to

(51), it is easy to show that (59) is a decreasing function of p1 and p2. For any fixed p2, to obtain the

minimum p1, we should set (59) equal to C. When (59) is fixed, p1 is minimized when p2 reaches

its maximum because a bigger p2 results in a smaller p1 when (59) is equal to C. Noticing that

p2 = R2+1
m2n2+1

and m2, n2 are at least 1, we set p∗2 = R2+1
2
,m∗2 = 1, n∗2 = 1. The optimal p∗1 and L∗flex

are obtained accordingly.

If R2 is odd, then the choices of p2,m2, n2 in the above theorem are the exact optimal integer

parameters.

Remark 4. In Theorem 3, the storage capacity is required to satisfy

C ≥ 4κ
√
λµ(2R1 −R2 + 1)

(1 +R2)(1 +R1)
(60)

to have a valid L∗flex in (56). In addition, we obtain the minimum storage required in (59). Since

p1 = R1+1
m1n1+1

, p2 = R2+1
m2n2+1

, and m1, n1,m2, n2 are at least 1, we conclude that (60) is the minimum

storage constraint requirement to use our 2-layer flexible codes for the distributed matrix multiplication.

When R1 = R2, (60) is the same as (53).

Next, we provide an example for the optimal integer solutions of the partition parameters.

Example 3. Assume there are N = 8 servers and we need to tolerate N−R = 1 straggler. λ = κ = µ

and the storage size of each server is limited by C = 8
7
λκ. Using the EP code, the optimal choice

of {p0,m0, n0} is {1, 1, 7}, which results in a storage size of 8
7
λκ and a computation load per server

of 1
7
λκµ = 0.143λκµ. Using the 2-layer flexible construction with R1 = 8 and R2 = 7, the optimal

parameters are chosen as p1 = 1,m1 = 2, n1 = 4, p2 = 4,m2 = 1, n2 = 1, which cost a storage size

of 15
16
λκ and a computation load of 1

8
λκµ when there is no straggler, with an additional computation

load of 1
32
λκµ when there is one straggler. Assuming the probability of one straggler to be 10%,

the average computation load is 0.128λκµ. In this example, we save both storage size and average

computation load while maintaining one straggler tolerance.

Having found the best computation load for a fixed recovery profile as in Theorem 2, next, we

discuss the optimization of the recovery profile. Given the straggler tolerance level N − R2, we just

need to optimize R1, such that R2 ≤ R1 ≤ N .
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Theorem 4. To minimize the 2-layer computation load L∗flex in (56), the optimal R∗1 is

R∗1 =





N, C ≥ 8κ
√
λµ

R2+1
,

min
(
N, C

2(R2+1)2(R2+3)+64λκ2µ(R2−1)
2(64λκ2µ−C2(R2+1)2)

)
, 8κ

R2+1

√
λµ
3
< C < 8κ

√
λµ

R2+1
,

R2, C ≤ 8κ
R2+1

√
λµ
3
.

(61)

Proof: The optimal computation given R1 is shown in (56). Since the numerator is a constant

not related to R1, we set Y as the denominator and L∗flex has the minimum value when Y reaches its

maximum.

dY

dR1

= C(R2 + 1) +
C2(R2 + 1)2(R1 + 1)− 32λκ2µ(2R1 −R2 + 1)√
C2(R1 + 1)2(R2 + 1)2 − 16λκ2µ(2R1 −R2 + 1)2

. (62)

Setting dY
dR1

= 0, we have
(

32λκ2µ(2R1 −R2 + 1)

C(R2 + 1)

)2

= 64λκ2µ(2R1 −R2 + 1)(R1 + 1)− 16λκ2µ(2R1 −R2 + 1)2. (63)

Since R1 ≥ R2, the term λκ2µ(2R1 − R2 + 1) 6= 0 can be cancelled and the solution to the above

equation is

R̂1 ,
C2(R2 + 1)2(R2 + 3) + 64λκ2µ(R2 − 1)

2(64λκ2µ− C2(R2 + 1)2)
. (64)

Let X = C2(R1 + 1)2(R2 + 1)2 − 16λκ2µ(2R1 − R2 + 1)2. We have X ≥ 0 due to the minimum

storage constraint in Remark 4. We simplify (62) as

dY

dR1

= C(R2 + 1) +
dX
dR1

2
√
X
, (65)

where

dX

dR1

= 2(C2(R2 + 1)2 − 64λκ2µ)R1 + 2C2(R2 + 1)2 + 64λκ2µ(R2 − 1) (66)

is a linear function of R1 and the constant term 2C2(R2 + 1)2 + 64λκ2µ(R2 − 1) > 0 since R2 is at

least 1.

In the case of C ≥ 8κ
√
λµ

R2+1
, we have

C2(R2 + 1)2 − 64λκ2µ ≥ 0⇒ dX

dR1

> 0⇒ dY

dR1

> 0. (67)

Thus, we should pick R∗1 = N .

In the case of C < 8κ
√
λµ

R2+1
, we get

C2(R2 + 1)2 − 64λκ2µ < 0⇒ dX

dR1

is a decreasing linear function. (68)



21

We discuss dY
dR1

when R1 varies between (0, C
2(R2+1)2+32λκ2µ

64λκ2µ−C2(R2+1)2
] and (C

2(R2+1)2+32λκ2µ
64λκ2µ−C2(R2+1)2

,+∞) separately.

In the first region, we have

R1 ≤
C2(R2 + 1)2 + 32λκ2µ

64λκ2µ− C2(R2 + 1)2
⇒ dX

dR1

≥ 0⇒ dY

dR1

> 0, (69)

Y reach its maximum when R1 = C2(R2+1)2+32λκ2µ
64λκ2µ−C2(R2+1)2

. In the second region, we have

R1 >
C2(R2 + 1)2 + 32λκ2µ

64λκ2µ− C2(R2 + 1)2
⇒ dX

dR1

< 0. (70)

Clearly,
dX
dR1

2
√
X

is a decreasing function of R1, because dX
dR1

is a negative decreasing function of R1

by (68) and (70), and
√
X is a positive decreasing function of R1 by (70). Then, with (65) we can

conclude that

d2Y

dR2
1

=
d

dX
dR1

2
√
X

dR1

< 0. (71)

In addition, we know from (64) that R̂1 is located in (C
2(R2+1)2+32λκ2µ

64λκ2µ−C2(R2+1)2
,+∞) when R2 ≥ 2, and

hence is a local maximum. Therefore, combining the 2 ranges of R1, we conclude that Y reaches its

maximum in (64). Finally, the proof is completed considering the requirement that R2 ≤ R1 ≤ N ,

and the fact that R̂1 ≥ R2 is satisfied when C ≥ 8κ
R2+1

√
λµ
3

.

Corollary 3. The flexible construction with 2 layers is better than a fixed EP code in terms of the

computation load when the storage constraint C satisfy:

C >
8κ

R2 + 1

√
λµ

3
. (72)

Proof: From Theorems 2 and 3 we have

L∗flex|R1=R2 = L∗EP. (73)

Also, it is easy to check that R∗1 > R2 in (61) when (72) is satisfied. Then, combining Theorem 4 we

conclude that

L∗flex|R1=R∗1
< L∗flex|R1=R2 = L∗EP. (74)

The proof is completed.

We summarize how to choose the optimal constructions in different situations in Table III.



22

TABLE III

OPTIMAL CHOICES OF THE FLEXIBLE CONSTRUCTIONS GIVEN THE NUMBER OF SERVERS N , THE FAILURE TOLERANCE N −R

AND THE STORAGE CONSTRAINT C .

Storage constraint C Optimal constructions Optimal matrix partition

C < 4κ
√
λµ

1+R2
Not available Not available

4κ
√
λµ

1+R2
≤ C ≤ 8κ

R2+1

√
λµ
3

Fixed EP codes p0,m0, n0 chosen in Theorem 2

C > 8κ
R2+1

√
λµ
3

Flexible codes with R1 chosen in Theorem 4 pj ,mj , nj , j ∈ [2] chosen in Theorem 3
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Fig. 4. Computation load comparison of our 2-layer flexible codes and fixed EP codes under different storage constraint. N = 16, R =

11, and λ = κ = µ = 1 unit. Each server has a failure probability of 0.05. The approximate computation load in (56) and the expected

computation load in (54) are both shown in the figure. For all cases, the optimal matrix partitioning and the recovery profile are found

by exhaustive search.

Fig. 4 shows a comparison of our 2-layer flexible codes and the fixed EP codes. For the approximate

computation load, only the computation load in the first layer is considered as in (55). The expected

computation load is computed based on (54) with a truncated binomial distribution

qj =
1

θ

(
N

j

)
(1− ε)N−jεj, 0 ≤ j ≤ N −R, (75)

where ε = 0.05 is the probability that each server is a straggler. To limit the number of stragglers

below N − R, we truncate the binomial distribution below N − R and θ =
N−R∑
i=0

(
N
i

)
εi(1 − ε)N−i

is the probability that there are at least N − R available nodes.2 In Fig. 4, we have 1 − θ < 10−4.

2In practice, R is chosen such that the probability of having more than N −R stragglers is negligible.
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The minimum required storage constraint is C = 0.33. When C < 0.45, our 2-layer construction

reduces to the EP code. When the storage constraint C ≥ 0.45, our 2-layer constructions have better

performance. For example, when C = 0.9, the optimal EP code has p0 = 2,m0 = 1, n0 = 5 and its

expected computation is LEP = 0.1. However, our 2-layer optimal flexible code has p1 = 1,m1 =

3, n1 = 5, p2 = 6,m2 = 1, n2 = 1, R1 = 15, and its expected computation load is Lflex = 0.069, i.e.,

we save more than 30% in terms of computation load. In addition, the approximate computation load

of the 2-layer flexible code in this case is 0.067, which is very close to the expected computation load

when the computation in both layers are considered.

C. Optimization for the multi-round communication model

Now let us consider the multi-round communication model where coded matrices are sent sequen-

tially from the source to the server. In this case, it is only required that the maximum size of the coded

matrices does not exceed the storage size. As mentioned before Theorem 1, the storage capacity just

needs to exceed the size of the first pair of coded matrices. We first optimize the partitioning parameters

for a fixed recovery profile and then optimize the number of layers and the recovery profile.

Let us consider the construction with a layers and predetermined Rj, j ∈ [a] such that N ≥ R1 >

R2 > ... > Ra = R. Assuming Rj, j ∈ [a], and the storage constraint C are given, we first minimize

the computation load in each layer:

min
pj ,mj ,nj

Lj

s.t. Rj = pjmjnj + pj − 1

λκ

p1m1

+
κµ

p1n1

≤ C,

(76)

where Lj is shown in (27). Note that once Lj, j ∈ [a], are minimized, by Theorem 1 the computation

load Lflex(R̂) for any number of non-stragglers R̂ is also minimized. Hence the optimization in (76)

is stronger than optimizing the expected computation load defined in (41).

Theorem 5. The optimal solution of (76) for the flexible construction under the multi-round commu-

nication model is

L∗j =





2Cλκµ

C(R+1)+
√
C2(R+1)2−16λκ2µ

, j = 1,

R1(Rj−1−Rj)
Rj−1Rj

L1, j ≥ 2,

(77)
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with

p∗1 =
1

2
(R + 1)− 1

2

√
(R + 1)2 − 16λκ2µ

C2
, (78)

m∗1, n
∗
1 are given by m∗1n

∗
1 = R+1

p∗1
− 1 and λκn∗1 = κµm∗1 and p∗j = 1,m∗jn

∗
j = Rj for j ≥ 2.

Proof: When j = 1, it is the same optimization problem in Theorem 2.

For j ≥ 2, We prove by induction.

Base case: For j = 2, since there is no constraint on storage size of Layer 2, by Theorem 1 we

have

L2 =
R1 −R2

p2m2n2

L1 =
R1 −R2

R2 − p2 + 1
L1, (79)

which is an increasing function of p2. Thus, we have p∗2 = 1,m∗2n
∗
2 = R2.

Induction step: Assume the minimum L∗J is achieved when p∗J = 1,m∗Jn
∗
J = RJ for J = 2, 3, ..., j−

1. For J = j, we have

Lj =
Rj−1 −Rj

pjmjnj

j−1∑

J=1

LJ =
Rj−1 −Rj

Rj − pj + 1

j−1∑

J=1

LJ , (80)

which is an increasing function of pj and LJ , J ∈ [j − 1], respectively. Hence, we should pick the

minimum p∗j = 1 and the minimum L∗J , 1 ≤ J ≤ j−1 to optimize Lj . Therefore, p∗J = 1,m∗Jn
∗
J = RJ

for all 2 ≤ J ≤ j.

Notice that in the case of j ≥ 2, we have Rj = mjnj , there is at least one integer solution with

mj = Rj, nj = 1, which simplifies the problem to be matrix-vector multiplication.

Next, we discuss how to set the number of layers and the recovery profile to minimize the computa-

tion load. First, we state a lemma to show that adding more layers does not increase the computation

load. Then, a theorem is proposed to show how to set R1.

Lemma 1. Given R,R1, and pj = 1, j ≥ 2, adding another layer does not increase the computation

load of each server.

Proof: Let us add a layer between Layers j − 1 and j. When Rj−1 = Rj + 1, no layers can be

added. When Rj−1 > Rj +1, consider adding one extra layer with Radd = Rj +1 between Layer j−1

and j so that Rj < Radd < Rj−1. Denote the computation load of the new construction by Ladd, which

is a function of the number of non-stragglers, R̂.

When R̂ ≤ Rj or R̂ ≥ Rj−1, based on (34), the computation load of each server does not change,

i.e., Ladd = Lflex.
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When Radd ≤ R̂ < Rj−1, by Corollary 2, the new computation load is

Ladd =
R1(Radd +Rj−1 − R̂)

Rj−1Radd
L1

=
R1

Rj−1
L1 +

R1(Rj−1 − R̂)

Rj−1Radd
L1,

<
R1

Rj−1
L1 +

R1(Rj−1 − R̂)

Rj−1Rj

L1

= Lflex, (81)

where the inequality results from the fact that Radd > Rj . Thus, by adding one layer with Radd = Rj+1,

computation load does not increase. Similarly, more layers can be added between Layer j − 1 and

j. Therefore, adding more layers between R1 and R does not increase the computation load of each

server.

Based on Lemma 1, given R1 and R, the optimal scheme is to add one layer for each value between

R1 and R. Thus, the recovery profile should be chosen to be (R1, R1 − 1, R1 − 2, . . . , R). The only

problem left is how to set R1. According to Corollary 2 and Theorem 5,

Lflex =





L1 = 2λκµ

(R+1)+
√

(R+1)2− 16λκ2µ

C2

, if R̂ > R1,

R1

N−jL1, if R̂ = N − j,N −R1 ≤ j ≤ N −R.
(82)

Based on (82), we see λκµ
R1+1

< L1 <
2λκµ
R1+1

. Denote L1 = η λκµ
R1+1

, where

η =
2

1 +
√

1− 16λκ2µ
C2(1+R1)2

. (83)

Note that given λ, κ, µ, C, the value of η decreases as R1 increases. Then, for fixed R1, the expectation

of the computation load is

E
[
L
(R1)
flex

]
= L1

N−R1−1∑

j=0

qj +
N−R∑

j=N−R1

qj
R1

N − jL1 (84)

= λκµη

(
N−R1−1∑

j=0

qj
1 +R1

+
N−R∑

j=N−R1

qjR1

(N − j)(1 +R1)

)
. (85)

Here, the superscript R1 indicates that the computation load depends on R1. The goal is to minimize

E
[
L
(R1)
flex

]
over R1 where R ≤ R1 ≤ N .

The theorem below states a sufficient condition for which we should set R1 = N and use the

maximum number of layers. In particular, the recovery profile should be (N,N − 1, N − 2, . . . , R).
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Theorem 6. When q0 >
∑N−R

j=1
qj
N−j , the optimal R1 to minimize (85) is achieved when R∗1 = N .

Proof: Denote the term in the parentheses of (85) as

h(R1) =
1

1 +R1

N−R1−1∑

j=0

qj +
R1

1 +R1

N−R∑

j=N−R1

qj
N − j . (86)

When R1 = N ,

h(N) =
N

1 +N

N−R∑

j=0

qj
N − j . (87)

When R1 = N − k, k ∈ [1, N −R],

h(N − k) =
1

N − k + 1

k−1∑

j=0

qj +
N − k

N − k + 1

N−R∑

j=k

qj
N − j . (88)

Then, their difference is

h(N − k)− h(N) (89)

=
1

N − k + 1

k−1∑

j=0

qj +
N − k

N − k + 1

N−R∑

j=k

qj
N − j −

N

1 +N

N−R∑

j=0

qj
N − j (90)

=
1

(N + 1)(N − k + 1)

(
k−1∑

j=0

(k − j)N − j
N − j qj − k

N−R∑

j=k

qj
N − j

)
. (91)

When q0 >
∑N−R

j=1
qj
N−j , the first term in the parentheses of (91) is

k−1∑

j=0

(k − j)N − j
N − j qj ≥ kq0 > k

N−R∑

j=1

qj
N − j ≥ k

N−R∑

j=k

qj
N − j . (92)

Thus, h(N − k) > h(N). Since η increases as R1 decreases, by (85) we conclude that E
[
L
(N)
flex

]
<

E
[
L
(N−k)
flex

]
. Therefore, R∗1 should be set as N .

Example 4. Suppose N = 50, R = 40 and assume the number of stragglers follows a truncated bino-

mial distribution similar to (75), i.e., qj = θ
(
N
j

)
εj(1−ε)N−j , for the constant factor θ = 1∑N−R

i=0 (Ni )εi(1−ε)N−i
.

According to Theorem 6, R1 can be set as N as long as ε < 7.4%.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we consider coded distributed matrix multiplication. A flexible construction for

distributed matrix multiplication is proposed and the optimal parameters are discussed. The construction

can also be generalized to batch processing of matrix multiplication and secure distributed computation.
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Flexible constructions are also found in other problems such as communication-efficient secret sharing

[50], adaptive gradient codes [51], coded elastic computing [52] and flexible storage [53], [54]. It is

worthwhile to explore more applications of flexible constructions, such as distributed machine learning

and secure multi-party computation.
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