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Abstract. We consider basic communication tasks in arbitrary radio
networks: k-broadcasting and k-gathering. In the case of k-broadcasting
messages from k sources have to get to all nodes in the network. The goal
of k-gathering is to collect messages from k source nodes in a designated
sink node. We consider these problems in the framework of distributed
algorithms with advice.

Krisko and Miller showed in 2021 that the optimal size of advice for
k-broadcasting is @(min(log A, logk)), where A is equal to the maxi-
mum degree of a vertex of the input communication graph. We show
that the same bound ©(min(log A,logk)) on the size of optimal label-
ing scheme holds also for the k-gathering problems. Moreover, we design
fast algorithms for both problems with asymptotically optimal size of
advice. For k-gathering our algorithm works in at most D + k rounds,
where D is the diameter of the communication graph. This time bound
is optimal even for centralized algorithms. We apply the k-gathering
algorithm for k-broadcasting to achieve an algorithm working in time
O(D +log? n + k) rounds. We also exhibit a logarithmic time complex-
ity gap between distributed algorithms with advice of optimal size and
distributed algorithms with distinct arbitrary labels.
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1 Introduction

We consider two fundamental communication tasks in arbitrary radio networks
called k-broadcasting and k-gathering. In the k-broadcasting problem messages
from k sources has to be delivered to all nodes in the network. The goal of
k-gathering is to collect messages from k source nodes in a fixed sink node.

We consider the distributed computing model of radio networks, defined as
undirected connected graphs. In the absence of labels, most communication tasks
including the problems considered in this paper are infeasible for deterministic
algorithms in many networks, due to interferences. Hence we assume that nodes
are assigned labels that are, not necessarily different, binary strings. At the
beginning of an execution of an algorithm each node knows only its own label and
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can use it as a parameter in a deterministic algorithm executed simultaneously
by all nodes. The size of a labeling scheme is equal to the largest length of a
label. Another complexity measure is time understood as the largest number
of communication rounds of an execution of an algorithm for given network
parameters.

1.1 The model and the problems

We consider radio networks (RN), where a network is modeled as a simple undi-
rected connected graph G = (V, E) with n = |V| nodes. We also distinguish
other parameters of the network, D which is equal to the diameter of G, and A
which is its maximum degree. With a small abuse of notation, we sometimes use
D to denote the height of a BFS spanning tree of a graph with a fixed root node.
Observe however that the height of a BFS tree belongs to the range [D/2, D],
so it is of the same asymptotic size as D.

We use square brackets to denote sets of consecutive integers: [¢, j] = {7,...,J}
and [i] = [1,4]. All logarithms are to the base 2.

As usually assumed in the algorithmic literature on radio networks, nodes
communicate in synchronous rounds also called steps. In each round, a node can
either transmit a message to all its neighbors, or stay silent and listen. At the
receiving end, a node v hears the message from a neighbor w in a given round,
if v listens in this round, and if w is its only neighbor that transmits in the
given round. Otherwise, v does not receive any message or information, and, in
particular, cannot determine whether or not any of its neighbors transmitted.
The time of an algorithm for a given problem is the largest number of rounds
it takes to solve it, expressed as a function of the task and various network
parameters.

If nodes are indistinguishable, i.e., in the absence of labels, the problems
considered in the paper cannot be solved deterministically. Even 1-broadcasting
and 1-gathering cannot be solved in the four-cycle due to the symmetry breaking
problem. For example, for 1-broadcasting, the node antipodal to the source can-
not get its message because, in any round, either both its neighbors transmit or
both are silent. Therefore we consider labeled networks, i.e., we assign labels to
nodes. A labeling scheme is a function £ which, for a given network represented
by a graph G = (V, E), assigns binary strings to the nodes of the communica-
tion graph G. The string £(v) is called the label of the node v. Note that labels
assigned by a labeling scheme are not necessarily distinct. The length or size of
a labeling scheme L is equal to the maximum length of any label assigned by it.
Every node knows initially only its label, and can use it as a parameter in the
deterministic algorithm executed simultaneously and distributively by all nodes.

Solving distributed network problems with short labels can be seen in the
framework of algorithms with advice (i.e., with labeling schemes). In this set-
ting, nodes are anonymous and do not know anything about the network. An
oracle that knows the network provides advice, i.e., a binary string, to each node
before the beginning of the computation. A distributed algorithm executed at
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nodes uses these strings (each node uses its own advice string) to solve the prob-
lem efficiently. The required size of advice equal to the maximum length of the
strings can be seen as a measure of the difficulty of the problem. In the radio net-
work literature regarding algorithms with advice different strings may be given
to different nodes [TIJT2IT3IT4] and we also make this assumption in the present
paper. The scenario of the same advice given to all nodes would be useless in
the case of deterministic algorithms in radio networks: no deterministic commu-
nication could occur. If advice strings may be different, they can be considered
as labels assigned to nodes. Such labeling schemes permitting to solve a given
network task efficiently are also called informative labeling schemes.

We now formally define communication problems considered in this paper.
Let G = (V, E) be the communication graph of a radio network. The k-gathering
problem assumes that there are k nodes sy, ...,s; € V, called sources, and one
node s € V, called the sink. Each source has a message, and all messages have to
reach the sink. We distinguish the unit-message k-broadcasting and the multi-
message k-broadcasting. In both cases there are k nodes s1,...,s; € V, called
sources. In the case of unit-message k-broadcasting all the sources know the same
broadcast message M while in the case of multi-message k-broadcasting the nodes
S1,-...,8k initially have possibly distinct messages M, ..., M. The goal is to
deliver the message M (in the unit-message case) or all the messages My, ..., My
(for the multi-message k-broadcasting) to all nodes of the communication graph
G(V, E). The unit-message k-broadcasting problem with k = 1 is just called the
broadcasting problem.

We assume the non-spontaneous wake-up model. In this model only source
nodes start an execution of an algorithm at the fixed round 0 and each other
node might join the execution only after receiving a message from other node.
This model is in general more demanding than the spontaneous wake-up model,
where all nodes start an execution of an algorithm at the same round (see e.g.
[10]). However, as all problems considered in this paper assume that each node
is either awaken already at the round 0 of the algorithm or it can only be awaken
by a message from another node, we can think of the number of rounds elapsed
from the round 0 of an execution of an algorithm as the current value of a central
clock. Then, we can add the current value of the central clock to each transmitted
message and guarantee that each node learns the state of the central clock.

As usual in algorithmic literature concerning radio networks we assume that
many messages can be combined together into a single packet transmitted in a
round, so a node can transmit several original messages m; in one round. Thus,
there is no restriction on the size of messages sent by nodes.

The ultimate goal for the framework with advice is to design algorithms
which use optimal size of labels and simultaneously work in optimal time.

1.2 Our results

We present an algorithm for k-gathering, using a labeling scheme of length
O(min(log k, log A)), and running in at most D + k rounds. We show that
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the length of our labeling scheme is optimal and the time is also asymptot-
ically optimal, even for centralized algorithms in which the topology of the
communication graph is known to nodes. For k such that k¥ = w(DA)E we
provide a k-gathering algorithm which works in time O(DA). Thus, we accom-
plish k-gathering in O(min(D + k, DA)) rounds. By combining k-gathering and
broadcasting, we get an algorithm for the multi-message k-broadcasting problem.
Thanks to the O(D + log® n)-round algorithm for broadcasting with O(1) labels
[16] and O(D + k)-round k-gathering with advice of size O(min(logk,log A))
provided here, we get a O(D + log®n + k) time algorithm for multi-message
k-broadcasting with labels of optimal size O(min(log k,log A)), where the opti-
mality of the size of labels follows from [25]. As for the unit-message broadcasting
problem, our reduction to the standard broadcasting problem gives the algorithm
with O(1) length of labels and O(D + log® n) rounds.

Thus, our solutions for the considered communication tasks use labels of
asymptotically optimal length. Moreover distributed algorithms for k-gathering
using those labels work in optimal time, even for algorithms working in the
scenario with known topology of the input graph (to each node).

1.3 Related work

The most studied related tasks are broadcasting and gossiping. Here gossiping
is the problem in which each node has its own message and all messages have
to be distributed to all nodes. Optimal time centralized broadcasting algorithms
were given in [I8/24] and the best known gossiping time (without any extra
assumptions on parameters) follows from [I8]. They also consider gossiping for
which they design an algorithm which works in O(D 4+ Alogn) rounds. For large
values of A, the gossiping from [I8] was later improved in [7]. The best known
deterministic distributed algorithm for broadcasting which time that depends
only on n is O(nlognloglogn) [26], later improved in [9] for some values of
parameters D and A. For gossiping, the best known time in directed strongly
connected graphs was given in [I7/19] and for undirected graphs in [27]. The
n-gathering problem in asymmetric directed graphs [5] and trees was considered
in [416].

The paradigm of algorithms with advice has been applied to many different
distributed network tasks: finding a minimum spanning tree [I3], finding the
topology of the network [I4/T5/22], determining the size of a network [I5l21],
single-message broadcasting [23], and leader election [20]. In [BITTII2/T6], the
broadcasting algorithm with advice of size O(1) were provided working in time
O(n), O(Dlogn + log® n) and optimal O(D + log® n), respectively.

Krisko and Miller [25] were the first who considered the k-broadcasting prob-
lem for radio networks with advice. They show that ©(min(logk,log A)) is the

1 As an example of such a case one may consider a graph with a spanning tree of
height O(log A). Then D is also O(log A), while k& might be even equal to n if each
node is a source of a message. And thus O(DA) = o(k) for wide range of values of

A.
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optimal size of labels and they design a k-broadcasting algorithm for general
graphs and for trees without optimizing time of the algorithms. Bu et al. [2]
introduced the study of the labeling for the the convergast problem which cor-
responds to the n-gathering problem. They however mainly consider radio net-
works with collision detection, a model which is stronger than the one considered
in this paper. They also provide a solution which works in our model in ©(n)
time and ©(logn)-bit labels, which matches the extreme (and simple) case of
k-gathering with k = n.

1.4 Organization of the paper

In Section[2] we present k-gathering algorithms. Section[3regards the k-broadcasting
problem. We discuss further research directions in Section [

2 The k-gathering problem

In this section we consider k-gathering. Section gives a lower bound k + D
on the time needed for k-gathering and a lower bound min (log &, log A) on the
length of a labeling scheme. In Section[2.2] we introduce some technical tools used
in a k-gathering algorithm that works in time O(D+k), presented in Section
In Section we present an algorithm which works in O(DA) rounds. Finally,
in Section [2.5] we summarize the results and show a logarithmic gap in time
complexity between algorithms with and without advice.

2.1 Lower bounds for the k-gathering problem

In this section we show that D + k is a lower bound on the number of rounds
needed to accomplish k-gathering, and that min (log A,log k) is a lower bound
on the length of a labeling scheme sufficient to accomplish this task.

Consider the graph Gp , with nodes V' = {v1,v2,...,vp4p}, and the edges
{(vi,vig1)|i € [1,D = 1]} U{(vp,v;) |j € [D+ 1,D + p]} (see Appendix [A).

Assume that p = k, k input messages are originally located in the nodes
UD+1,---,Up+k and the messages should be gathered in v1. As the unique path
to v1 of each message goes through vp, we see that at least k rounds are needed in
order to transfer all messages from their source nodes to vp. Then, an additional
D—1 rounds are necessary to pass any message from vp to v1. These observations
imply the lower bound D + k on the number of rounds for k-gathering.

For the lower bound on the size of labels, look again at the graph. Firstly
assume that p = k, the source messages are originally located in the nodes
UD+1,---,Up+k and they should be gathered at v;. Then we need the labels
of size logk in order to guarantee that all nodes vp41,...,vpyr have distinct
labels necessary for delivery of the source messages to v;. Indeed, if two nodes
vp4; and vpyj for ¢ # j, i, € [k] have equal labels and they are connected
only to vp, then both of them either transmit or listen in each round. Thus,
none of them transmits its message successfully to its only neighbor vp and
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therefore the given instance of k-gathering problem can not be accomplished.
Secondly, if p = A < k and A of the k source messages are located originally in
UD+1,---,UDtA, the labels of size log A are necessary.

The above considerations lead to the following conclusion.

Theorem 1. The k-gathering task requires at least k 4+ D rounds and a labeling
scheme of size min (log k,log A).

We note that the above lower bound on the size of labels could be also obtained
by a reduction of the k-broadcasting problem from [25] to a composition of a
k-gathering and standard broadcasting and the fact that broadcasting can be
done with O(1)-bit labels. The lower bound on k-broadcasting is given in [25].

2.2 Tools for k-gathering algorithms

Definition 1 (Children-parents assignment). Let G = (V, E) be a graph
and let:

- X ={z1,...,2p} such that x; € V and xz; # x; for each i # j be a set called
children,

~Y ={y1,....u-} SV \{z1,...,2,} such that (z;,y;) € E for each i € [p] and
at least one j € [r] be a set called parents,

—par : X =Y such that for eachy € Y, there exists x € X such that (v,y) € E
and par(z) =y (i.e., par is a surjective function,).

Then, we say that (X,Y, par) is a children-parents assignment, x is a child of
y and y is the parent of x iff par(x) = y. The function par is called a parent
function.

In the following part of the paper we use the notion of a schedule in order to
describe some distributed algorithms for radio networks with advice. Formally,
a schedule S might be seen as an assignment of all possible labels of nodes to
0/1 sequences of a fixed size T, where Sy denotes the 0/1 sequence assigned
to the label A. Such the schedule S is understood as an algorithm in radio
networks, where each node with the label A\ transmits in the round ¢ of the
algorithm corresponding to S iff the value of the ith bit of Sy is equal to 1. In
general, the assumptions of the non-spontaneous wake-up model might prevent
a possibility of an execution of a schedule as a distributed algorithm. However,
as we explained earlier, all problems considered in this paper assume that each
node is either awaken already at the first round of the algorithm (if it is a source
of a message) or it can only be awaken by a message from another node. Thus, we
can add the current value of the central clock to each message and guarantee in
this way that each node learns the state of this central clock before it is supposed
to send its first message.

Definition 2. A schedule S is called an (X, Y, par) children-parents schedule in
a graph G(V, E) for a children-parents assignment (X,Y, par) iff  successfully
sends a message to par(x) for each x € X during an execution of S in G.
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Our ultimate goal is to use children-parents schedules as stages of k-gathering
algorithms guaranteeing that each message gets closer to the sink node for the
k-gathering task. Therefore, we would like to make progress towards finalizing
k-gathering in a children-parents schedule either by minimizing the size of the
schedule or by decreasing dispersion of messages measured by the number of
nodes in which the messages to be gathered are located (here, decreasing disper-
sion corresponds to decreasing the number of parent nodes). To this aim, we will
show that there is a way to rearrange a children-parents assignment such that
the sum of the sizes of the optimal children-parents schedule and the number of
target nodes |Y| is bounded from above.

Lemma 1. Let (X,Y, par) be a children-parents assignment in a graph G(V, E).
Then, there exists Y, C Y, par, : X — Y, and a schedule S such that

- (X,Y,, par,) is a children-parents assignment in G,

—- S is a (X,Y,, par,) children-parents schedule, such that each node from X
transmits exactly once in S,

SV < IX] = |S] 41, e [Vl + 18] < [X] + 1.

Proof. We will proceed by induction on the size of X.

Consider the base case that |X| = 0. Then S is an empty schedule. Thus
Y, =Y =@, |Y,| = |Y| =0, and therefore |Y,| < |X| by Def. [I] and [S| = 0.
These inequalities imply that |Yy| < |X| —|S|+ 1 as required.

Now assume that the lemma holds for all children-parents assignments such
that the number of children is smaller than & > 0. Let us take any children-
parents assignment (X,Y,par) and let |X| = k. Let us look at the subgraph
of G induced on X UY. Let y, € Y be a node with some degree d > 0, i.e.,
deg(yr) = d. Let X' = {z € X|(z,yx) ¢ E} and Y’ = {y|Fz € X’ par(z) = y}
(see Figure[)). Let par’ be the function par with the domain reduced to X’. Then

Fig. 1: Inductive step in the proof of Lemma Case 1. Segments denote edges, fat
blue segments correspond to edges connecting elements of X’ with their parents.
There are no edges connecting nodes from X' with y in G(V, E).

(X',Y’,par’) is a correct children-parents assignment with | X’| = | X|—d,|Y’| <
|Y| — 1. From the inductive hypothesis we get a children-parents assignment
(X', Y/, par,) for Y C Y’ and a (X', Y/, par),) children-parents schedule S” such
that |Y/| < |X'| - |9 + 1.



8 A. Ganczorz et al.

Now let us look at two cases:

Case 1: There is a child z of y; such that, for each node y € Y/, there is no
edge (z,y) in G.

Then the node x does not collide with any node in X’ at any element of Y, U
{yr} as all nodes of X’ are not connected with y; and z is not connected with
nodes of Y according to our assumption. Let us modify S’ in the following way.
Firstly, we send a message of x in the first round of the schedule S’ in parallel
of other transmission of S’ of that round. According to our above assumption
and reasoning, transmission of x is successfully delivered to y; and it does not
interfere (does not causes collisions) with any transmission of other nodes in the
first round of S’. Secondly, after S’, we assign a separate round for each of the
remaining children of y; in order to allow them to transmit without collisions.
That gives us a schedule S of length |S| < |S’| +d — 1 as yx has d > 0 children.
Moreover, we obtain the new set of parents Y, = Y, U {y} and therefore |Y;| =
Y/ |+1<|X'|=|9+1+1<(|X|—d)—(|S|—d+1)+2 = |X]|—|S|+1, where
the first equality follows from the construction of Y/, the first inequality follows
from the inductive hypothesis, the second equality follows from the relationships
| X' =|X|—d and |S’'| =|S| —d+ 1 which in turn follow from our construction
of X’ and S’.

Case 2: Each child z; of y; has an edge to some y; € Y/ for all nodes i € [d].
Then we will assign y} as the (possibly different than according to the function
par) parent par’(z;) of z; for each ¢ € [d]. This enables us to avoid using yj or
any other node outside of Y/ as a parent of any node. Our schedule S will be
then just S’ followed by d rounds such that the ith neighbor of y; is the only
transmitter in the round 7. Then the size of S is |S| = |S| + d and |Y,| = |Y| <
| X' = |9|+1=|X|—-d—(|S|—d)+1 = |X|—|S|+1, where the inequality follows
from the inductive assumption and the equalities follow from the construction.
In this way we finish the inductive proof of the lemma. a

2.3 The k-gathering in D + k rounds

In this section we design an algorithm which accomplishes k-gathering in D + k
rounds with labels of size O (min(log A,log k)). The idea of the algorithm is as
follows. Let T be a BFS tree rooted at the sink node of a given instance of the k-
gathering problem. The algorithm will work in phases. In the first phase we will
build a children-parents assignment A, along with a children-parents schedule S
on leaves of T' (containing a message) as children, and their parents in 7. Thus,
after an execution of S, the parent nodes from A will get all messages from the
children. More precisely, we will actually execute a schedule S’ based on S that
ensures that, for each leaf v in T, each message located in v is received by at
least one parent of a leaf in T' (not necessarily by the parent of v as assigned by
the par function of the children-parent assignment A).

After the first phase, we start the second phase which now is a children-
parents schedule with children equal to the leaves of T”, where T” is a subtree of
T obtained by removing the leaves of T'. The tricky parts are in the encodings of
behaviors of nodes in the schedules using the labels of size O(min(log A, log k)).
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Other non-obvious observations are needed in the evaluation of time of the com-
position of the children-parents schedules, which requires amortized analysis.

First, we present a centralized implementation of the above strategy. Then, an
optimal labeling scheme is presented. Finally, a distributed algorithm simulating
the centralized one and using assigned labels is described and analyzed.

Centralized transmission scheme for k-gathering in D + k rounds In
this section we describe more precisely the centralized algorithm, which will serve
as a base for a distributed algorithm.

The algorithm works in phases. In the ¢th phase, we will create a children-
parents schedule S;. Let d(v) for each node v be the distance from v to the sink
node s. Let T be a tree consisting of shortest paths from source nodes to the
sink node s. Then, let X be the set of leaves of Tj, let Y, be the set of parents
of the nodes from X, and par, be the corresponding parent function. Let Sy,
Yy, par, be the schedule, the parent set, and the parent function obtained by
an application of Lemma [I| for the children-parents assignment (X, Yy, parg).
Moreover, let T be a subtree of T obtained by removing the set X of leaves of
Ty — see Figure [3]in App. [B] for an example illustration. If some nodes become
leaves without any message after this removal, we remove them from the tree.

For i > 0, let Z; be the set of source nodes of T; outside of Y; ;. Then,
let Leaves(T;) be the set of leaves in T;, let X; = Leaves(T;) N (Y;’_l U Zl-),
let Y; be the set of parents of X; in T; and par; be the corresponding parent
function. Then let S;, Y/, par, be the schedule, the parent set, and the parent
function respectively obtained by an application of Lemma [1] for (X;,Y;, par;).
Then remove X; from T; to form 7541, and also remove nodes that become leaves
without any message after this removal.

The resulting centralized scheme for k-gathering S would be thus a concate-
nation of schedules Sy, S1,...,S,—_1. Below we prove that such S is actually a
k-gathering schedule and that its time is at most D + k.

Lemma 2. The broadcast schedule S is a correct schedule for k-gathering. The
length of S is at most D + k.

Proof. Let us analyze the path of some message a, located originally at a node
ug of Ty, to the sink node s. The node ugy eventually becomes a leaf in T; for
some i, so ug € X; in phase i, and then the schedule S; obtained from Lemmal|T]
guarantees that ug will successfully transmit its message to a parent u; with
d(u1) = d(ug) — 1. We can continue this reasoning with each next u; until the
message of ug reaches the node ug(,,) = s. Thus, each message gets delivered to
the source node.

Now, let us analyze the length of S. First observe that the number of phases is
equal to the largest distance of a leaf of T} to s which is m < D. By Lemmall] the
length of S; is at most | X;|—|Y/|+1 fori > 0. Asm < D, | Xo|+ 377" | Zi] < k

2 Recall the assumption that each pair of original messages are located in different
nodes at the beginning.
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| X:| = Y/ 1|+ |Z;| for i > 1, and Y, _; = {s}, we get the following bound on
. -1 -1 —1

the size of §: [S| = 37007 [Si < 3305, (1XG| = ¥/ +1) = [ Xo| + 3335 1Zi -

Y, _|+m<k+D-1. 0

Labeling scheme for k-gathering in D+k rounds Now we will describe the
labeling scheme for a distributed implementation of the above O(D + k)-round
schedule for k-gathering. Then, in the next section, a k-gathering algorithm using
this labeling scheme will be presented.

Firstly, let us assume that k& < A. In this case we will encode behaviors
of nodes in the centralized schedule presented earlier, using O(log k)-bit labels.
Let v be a node which sends its message in the ith phase, that is during a
schedule S;. Note that each node transmits only once during the above described
centralized schedule. (This property follows from two facts. Firstly, each node
with a message to send is a leaf in T; for exactly one value of i. Secondly, a
node is only included in X; when it is a leaf. So each node with a message to
send transmits during exactly one schedule S;. Moreover, by Lemma [l each
node in X; transmits exactly once in S;.) Let ¢, be the round number during
S; when v transmits a message and 7; be the length of S;. Let us assign unique
identifiers from the set {1,...,k} to all original messages which are supposed to
be gathered. Let ID, be the identifier of the message, which v gets at the latest,
during the schedule S;_1, according to the centralized algorithm or ID, is the
identifier of the message originally located in v if v is is an element of Z;. Then
the label of v will be equal to L(v) = (0, ID,,t,,T;), where the value 0 at the
first coordinate indicates that we are in the case k < A. By Lemma [I] and the
fact that there are only k messages, the length of each schedule S; is O(k) and
thus the length of L(v) is O(log k).

Now, consider the case that k > A. Firstly, let ¢ : V — {0,1,..., A%} be a
2-hop (A? + 1)-coloring of the input graph. That is, c¢(v) is the color of v. Let v
be a node which sends its message in the ith phase. As k > A, the length T; of
S; in our centralized schedule might be much larger than A as well as the round
t, of the transmission of a node during S;. Therefore, to encode T; and t, using
O(min(log k,log A)) = O(log A) bits, we will optimize the schedule S; in such
way that its length is always O(A?), using the following observation.

Observation 1 FEach children-parents schedule can be optimized to be of length
at most A? + 1.

Observation |1|is derived from 2-hop (A? + 1)-coloring. If a children-parents
schedule is longer than A%+ 1, we can exchange it with the round-robin protocol
on the values ¢(v) of the 2-hop (A% + 1)-coloring. Given a 2-hop coloring, nodes
with the same color can transmit simultaneously such that all their neighbors
receive collision-free messages transmitted to them. This fact follows from the
observation that, in the radio network model, messages of two distinct trans-
mitters u, v might collide only at their common neighbor which implies that the
distance between u and v is at most 2 in such a case.
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Let S! be such an optimized schedule of length min(]S;|, A% + 1). Again, let
t, be the unique time step during S/ when v transmits a message and T; be
the length of S. Let ¢, be the color of a node that sends its message to v at
the latest during S;_,. Then the labeling for v is equal to L(v) = (1, ¢y, ty, T3),
where 1 at the first coordinate indicates that we are in the case k > A. As the
length of £(v) is O(log A) in this case, we get the following lemma.

Lemma 3. The length of the labeling scheme is O(min (log A, logk)).

Distributed algorithm for k-gathering in D + k rounds Now, we will de-
scribe the distributed algorithm for k-gathering using labels constructed accord-
ing to the labeling scheme described above. We consider two cases determined
by the first coordinate of the label £(v) of each node v € V.

Firstly consider the case that k¥ < A. Each node from X; will, apart from all
received messages from the current instance of the k-gathering problem, add the
value of Ty +- - - +T; to its messages. Thus each node v will be able to deduce the
value of Ty+---+T;_1 +t, — the round number when v should transmit. Indeed,
this value will be determined based on the content of received messages and the
own label of the considered node v. However, although the nodes from X; know
T; from their labels, they do not know the sum Z;;E T;. This value might be
too large to encode it in the label of size O(min(log A,logk)). Therefore, we
do not store it in the label of a node from X;. However, we show below that
actually each node v € X; will learn the value of Ty+- - -+7T;_1 before the round
of its actual unique transmission according to the presented above centralized
schedule for k-gathering and therefore it can determine its transmission round
and send >_!_, 7} with its message to its parent. According to the centralized
schedule, v € X; should broadcast in the phase ¢. If ¢ = 0, v will just broadcast
in the round t, encoded in its label. If ¢ > 0 then there is some node u relaying
its messages to v in phase S;_1, along with the value of Ty + --- + T;_1. The
node v knows when it gathered all messages if it receives a message containing
an ID equal to ID, from the label £(v). Then v knows that it must transmit
in the next phase and Z;;é T; + t, determines the exact round number of its
transmission. Moreover, as v knows T; from its label, it can determine E;:o T;
to be transmitted to its parent.

We reason similarly in the case that & > A. Each node v will, in addition to all
transmitted messages, append to its broadcast messages the value of Ty+- - -+T;.
In this case however, it will also append ¢(v). Thus the node v knows it gathered
all messages if it receives a message from a node with its color equal to ¢, from
v’s label L(v). (Note that there can only be one such message, because the
distance-two coloring guarantees that all of v’s neighbors have distinct colors.)
The node v thus proceeds as in the case that k < A.

The above reasoning lead to the following theorem.

Theorem 2. There is a O(min(log k, log A))-bit labeling scheme and a distributed
algorithm for k-gathering using this labeling running in at most D + k rounds.
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Note that the upper bound on the number of rounds just D + k, not only an
asymptotic O(D + k). This bound matches the lower bound from Section

2.4 k-gathering for k = w(DA)

Now, we give an algorithm for the specific case that k is large, k = w(DA).

For a given rooted tree T, let pr(v) denote the parent of the node v in T If
the considered tree is clear from the context, we write p(v) instead of pp(v).

Lemma 6 from [I5] states that there is an efficient way to assign the value
s(v) € [0, A — 1] to each node v of any BFS tree T so that
(a) s(u) # s(w) for different children u,w of a node of v in T,

(b) there is no edge between u and p(w) for any two nodes u # w on the same
level of T such that s(u) = s(w).

Now, consider a fixed BFS tree with the sink node s as the root of T'. Then, let
T’ be the smallest with respect to set inclusion subtree of T which contains the
root s of T and all the sources s, ..., s;. Note that each leaf of T” is a source
vertex. Let s : V' — [0, A — 1] be a function which satisfies the above properties
(a)—(b). Let ¢ : V — [0, A%] be a (A? + 1) distance-two coloring of the input
graph. Let the label of a node v consist of the values of s(v), ¢(v), ¢(p(v)), 4,
the number of children of v in 7", and /(v) € [0, 2] which is equal to the level of
vin T (i.e., its distance to the root of T') mod 3.

Now, we describe a k-gathering algorithm A using the above labels. An ex-
ecution is split into phases consisting of three rounds {0,1,2}. If v is supposed
to send a message in a given phase, then it transmits in the round I(v) of the
phase. In this way messages from different levels do not collide with each other.

At the beginning of the algorithm, only the leaves of T are active. A leaf v
transmits its message in the phase s(v). Each non-leaf node v (i.e., the number of
its children stored in its label is larger than 0) does not send any message, until
messages from all its children are received. If v receives its last message from its
child in phase ¢, it transmits all received messages in the closest phase t’ > ¢ such
that ¢ mod A = s(v) and it remains inactive in other phases. Apart from the
original messages to be gathered s, ..., sk, each node v adds to a transmitted
message the values of ¢(v) and ¢(p(v)). Note that each node is able to distinguish
messages received from its children from other messages thanks to the fact that
c(v) # c(w) if w # v is the parent of a neighbor u of v. Moreover, v is able
to determine when it receives the last message from its children thanks to the
fact that it stores the number of its children in the label and it can distinguish
messages from different children, as c(u) # c(u’) for the children u # u’ of v.
An inductive proof wrt to the levels of 7" leads to Lemma [4| (see Appendix .

Lemma 4. The algorithm A is a k-gathering algorithm which works in time

O(DA) with labels of size O(log A).

2.5 Summary and separation from the model without advice

Theorem [2] and Lemma [4] lead to the following result.
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Corollary 1. There exists a distributed algorithm for k-gathering in time
O (min(D + k, DA)) with a labeling scheme of optimal length O(min(log A, log k)).

On the other hand, we prove (Appendix D[) the following result.

Corollary 2. The distributed deterministic k-gathering problem with arbitrary
distinct IDs of nodes requires £2(Dlogn + klog(n/k)) rounds.

As our k-gathering algorithm with optimal advice works in O(D + k) rounds, we
obtain a £2(logn) gap between the algorithms with optimal advice and the ones
with arbitrary distinct IDs for each & = O(n®), where 0 < € < 1 is a constant.

3 The k-broadcasting problems

A simple composition of a k-gathering algorithm and a single-message broad-
casting algorithm lead to the following corollaries (see Appendix [E| and .

Corollary 3. There exists a unit-message k-broadcasting algorithm with advice
size O(1) which works in O(D + log®n) rounds.

Corollary 4. There exists a multi-message k-broadcasting algorithm with the
size of the advice O(min(log k, log A)) which works in O(D +log® n+ k) rounds.

Let us also note here that the £2(D +log® n) lower bound holds even for central-
ized unit-message broadcasting.

4 Open Problems

An interesting further research direction is to determine optimal length of la-
beling schemes for k-gathering and multi-message k-broadcasting in the model
without possibility of combining many source messages together.
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Appendix

A An illustration of the graph Gp

UD+p
.
.
.
UD+2
o ————— 0 e o o
U1 V2 U3 Up-1 Up VD41

Fig. 2: Tllustration for the lower bounds on k-gathering.

B A figure illustrating an application of Lemma [1| in the
k-gathering O(D + k)-round algorithm

Tlustration for (Xo, Yo, paro) Hlustration for (Xo, Yy, parg)

Fig.3: An example for (X, Yo, pary) and (Xo, Yy, parj). Fat edges with arrows
connect children with their parents. Dashed edges do not connect parents and
children. The schedule Sy might be such that x; and x5 transmit simultaneously
in the first round, z3 and x4 transmit simultaneously in the second round. (Note
that the parents of x3 and x4 in par( are y; and ya, respectively.) If messages
are originally located only in x1,..., x4 then 21, ..., x4 as well as y3 are removed
from Ty in order to obtain T7.

C Proof of Lemma

Proof. Let D' be the largest level of T'. We will show by induction that each
node on the level [ < D’ receives messages from all its children until the phase
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(D’ —1)A of an execution of the algorithm A. For the base case consider nodes
on the level | = D’. They are leaves of 7' thus they do not have children and
therefore one can say that they received all messages from their children until
the phase (D' —1)A = 0. Now, let us make an inductive assumption that all
nodes on the levels larger than [ for some | < D’ received messages from their
children until the phase (D — (I 4+ 1)) = (D — 1 — 1)A. Let v be any node on
the level I. Thus, each child u of v transmits its unique message (containing all
source messages from its subtree) in such phase ¢’ that ¢’ mod A = s(u) and
t' < (D—-1-1)A+ A= (D —1)A. Recall that the properties (a) and (b) of the
assignment s : V — [0, A — 1] guarantee that s(u) # s(w) for each other node
w on the level [ + 1 which is a neighbor of v. Thus, the message transmitted by
u in the phase t’ is the unique message transmitted in that phase by a neighbor
of v from the level [ + 1. Moreover, the other possible neighbors of v belong to
the levels [ and [ — 1. As the nodes from the levels [ + 1, [ and [ — 1 transmit
is separate rounds of the phase ', the message from u is successfully delivered
to v. This observation concludes the inductive step of the proof. Thus finally,
the k-gathering task is accomplished in at most DA phases which gives O(DA)
rounds. ad

D Proof of Corollary

Proof. Bruschi et al. [I] showed that the deterministic broadcasting problem
with unique labels requires £2(Dlogn) rounds. In the proof they build a family
of graphs C% for fixed D < n/2 such that:

— each graph from C7, is a layered graph, i.e., the set of nodes V is split into
subsets Vo, Vi,...,Vp such that Vi = {s}, each edge (u,v) connects nodes
from consecutive layers, i.e., u € V;, v € V;41 for some i < D,

— for each u,v € V; the set of neighbors of u in V;_; and the set of neighbors
of v in V;_4 are equal.

Then, they show that broadcasting requires £2(D logn) rounds for this family of
graphs. Observe that the above properties imply that, in each algorithm

— the broadcast message originally given only to s is delivered to all the nodes
from V; at the same round, by the same node from V;_1,

— the broadcast message can be delivered to any node from V; only if it was
delivered to all nodes from U;;E V; earlier

for each graph from C7,. So let us consider the 1-gathering problem with the
source node s; equal to the only node from Vj and the sink node equal to an
arbitrary node from Vp. Then, a solution of our instance of the 1-gathering
problem requires broadcasting of the message originally available by s; only.
And using Theorem 3.1 from [I], we obtain the lower bound on 1-gathering
2(Dlogn).

Now, consider a star graph with k sources s1, ..., s, connected with the sink
node s. If the IDs of nodes might be chosen as arbitrary distinct values from [n)
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then time needed for delivery of even one of the messages located in the nodes
S1,...,8k to s corresponds to the size of the (n,k)-selective family defined in
[S]El As shown in Theorem 3.3 in [§], the size of such a family is 2(klog(n/k)).

We can combine the lower bounds from the previous two paragraphs in the
following way. First consider a star graph with the sources si,...,s; and the
sink node s. Then let the sink s be the source s € Vj of a graph from the family
C’g_k. The lower bounds from the previous two paragraphs imply the bound
2(Dlogn + klog(n/k)). O

E Proof of Corollary

Proof. Consider an instance of the unit-message broadcasting problem with the
source nodes $i,...,S;. Let us conceptually add a new node s to the com-
munication graph and the edges {(s,s;)|i € [1,k]}. Then, let us consider an
instance of the standard broadcasting problem (i.e., with one source node) with
the source node s. The algorithm for broadcasting with advice of size O(1) and
time O(D + log®n) from |I6] assumes that the source node sends the broad-
cast message in the first round and it remains inactive afterwards. Thus, we can
simulate such an algorithm in our instance of the unit-message k-broadcasting
such that the nodes just assume that they received the broadcast message in the
first round from the (non-existing, in reality) source node s and continue the
standard broadcasting algorithm in consecutive rounds. a

F Proof of Corollary

Proof. Now, consider the multi-message broadcasting problem with the source
nodes $1, ..., si. Consider the following solution. First, we execute a k-gathering
algorithm with an arbitrary sink vertex s € V and the sources s1, ..., sg. (The
sink node s is chosen by an oracle which builds the labels for nodes of the
graph.) This algorithm takes O(D + k) rounds and requires O(min(log k, log A))-
bit labels. Just after reception of all messages from its children, the node s starts
an execution of the standard broadcasting algorithm with advice size O(1) and
time O(D 4+ log® n) from [I6]. This leads to the statement of the corollary. O

3 The (n, k)-selective family is a family F of subsets of [n] such that for every non
empty subset Z of [n] such that |Z| < k, there is a set F' in F such that |[ZNF| =1;
see Def. 2.1 in [§]
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