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The Cost of Scaling a
Reliable Interconnection Topology

Rachid Guerraoui and Alexandre Maurer

Abstract—In distributed computing, many papers try to evaluate the message complexity of a distributed system as a function of the
number of nodes n. But what about the cost of building the distributed system itself? Assuming that we want to reliably connect n
nodes, how does the total number of nodes of the network evolve with n? Addressing such a question lies at the heart of achieving
scalability in cloud computing. In this paper, we give the explicit description of a distributed system of which any two of the n nodes, for
any n, remain connected (by a path of alive nodes and channels) with probability at least 1, despite the very fact that (a) every other
node or channel has an independent probability A of failing, and (b) the number of channels connected to every node is physically
bounded by a constant. We show however that if we also require any two of the n nodes to maintain a balanced message throughput
with a constant probability, then O(nlog **<n) additional intermediary nodes are sufficient, where ¢ > 0 is an arbitrarily small constant.

Index Terms—Scalability, reliability, degree, throughput, network

1 INTRODUCTION

HE growth of modern networks seems to be exceeding

Moore’s Law [2]. More and more computers are getting
connected in cloud computing centers handling massive
data storage [6], [8]. We talk for example about 60,000 cores
for the Blue Brain Project [5] and over 100,000 for the CERN
data center [1]. Companies like Google and Microsoft have
data centers with millions of servers [3]. Not surprisingly,
the problem of how to achieve scalability and effectively con-
nect a very large number of computers has been extensively
studied (see Related Works, Section 9). In particular, a lot of
attention has been devoted to maintaining a reasonable mes-
sage throughput (i.e., avoid traffic congestion), even when the
size of the network increases. A major difficulty that hinders
such scalability is the bounded (by a physical constant) capac-
ity of network components (computers and channels): there
is a maximal number of messages per second that a channel
can transmit, and a maximal number of channels that a node
(computer) can connect. A closer look at existing cloud con-
structions reveals in fact that, strictly speaking, traffic con-
gestion increases when the size of the network increases.
This is without even accounting for failures: when the size of
the network increases, the probability that several compo-
nents of the network fail also increases, making it even more
difficult to maintain any stable throughput.

This paper asks the question of the theoretical price of
scalability. Assume that we want to reliably connect n nodes
while preserving a stable message throughput and a
bounded degree. The cost of such a network is the total
number of nodes required to build it (including the » nodes
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we want to connect). We seek to determine how this cost
evolves with n.'

We consider the case of random failures. A natural
approach is to consider the probability that the subgraph of
correct nodes remains connected. However, when a graph
with a bounded degree A becomes very large, this probabil-
ity approaches zero. Indeed, as a node has at most A neigh-
bors, it has a fixed probability to be cut off from the rest of
the network. Over a large number of nodes, the probability
to have at least one node in this situation approaches zero.
We thus consider a more relaxed criteria: the minimal prob-
ability that two nodes (which can be any nodes) remain con-
nected. As we show in this paper, it is actually possible to
make this probability arbitrarily high, regardless of the fail-
ure rate.

While other solutions (see the Related Works section) can
also tolerate random failures, their guarantees collapse when
the network reaches a certain size (i.e., the goal probability
approaches zero). The main goal of this paper is to fix this
problem, together with additional constraints (such as pre-
serving a constant throughput). The choice to focus on ran-
dom failures is motivated by the observation that, in practice,
most failures happen randomly (and are not selected by a cen-
tralized malicious agent). This paper provides several upper
and lower bounds for the randomized model, but many prob-
lems remain open within this model. Note that, despite ran-
dom failures, the problem is deterministic and requires a
deterministic solution. Thus, random graphs cannot be a solu-
tion here. The hypercube graph cannot be a solution either, as
it does not have a bounded degree (the degree increases with
the number of nodes). We discuss the case of expander graphs
in the Related Works section.

1. Note that we do not require the graph to grow gracefully with n
here: the graph connecting n + 1 nodes can be very different from the
graph connecting 7 nodes.
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In the following paragraphs, we informally explain the
problems and their solutions. Formal definitions of the
problems are provided in Section 3.

We proceed incrementally.

(1) We first address what we call the RBD (Reliable
Bounded Degree) problem, on how to connect a set of nodes
so that every pair can communicate (i.e., are connected by a
path of alive nodes and channels) with probability at least
w, assuming that any other node or channel has an indepen-
dent probability at most A to crash [19], [30]. (We leave aside
any throughput requirement as well as Byzantine failures in
this first step.) Building a complete graph, connecting any
two nodes with a channel is not a solution as the node
degree (i.e., the number of channels connected to a given
node) keeps increasing. In fact, the RBD problem might
actually seem impossible without additional intermediary
nodes between the n nodes (acting as routers and not neces-
sarily reliably connected to the rest). When n increases, the
diameter of the graph also increases: pairs of nodes become
more distant from each other, inevitably dragging down the
communication probability. Compensating for this loss of
reliability by adding redundant paths between any pair of
(distant) nodes is infeasible for the number of parallel paths
is bounded by the maximal degree whereas the network
diameter keeps increasing with n.

We show in this paper how to address the RBD problem
(with no additional intermediate nodes). For any number of
nodes n, we show how to build a graph of n nodes that
ensures arbitrarily high reliability while preserving a
bounded degree. We proceed in two substeps. We first solve
the Weak RBD (WRBD) problem, whose goal is to reliably
connect n nodes with a graph of bounded degree, by allow-
ing to add intermediary nodes between these n nodes, pro-
vided that their number is O(n) (at most linear in n). We do
so by defining a recursive graph that ensures a constant
communication probability between any two given nodes
(independently of their distance) with a bounded degree,
expressing the communication probability as a convergent
sequence, and then a free-like layered graph reliably connect-
ing n nodes. We then use the solution to the WRBD problem
to solve our seemingly stronger RBD problem, i.e., reliably
connecting n nodes without intermediary nodes (the con-
struction works with any graph solving the WRBD prob-
lem). The idea is to combine several instances of a WRBD
graph, each instance reliably connecting a smaller number
of nodes, and to make their intermediary nodes disappear
by merging them with other nodes.

(2) We then address the problem of message throughput.
We model the exchanges of messages by continuous flows of
messages. Each of the n nodes needs to transmit the same
flow of messages to the n — 1 other nodes.” Assuming a
bound, independent from n, on (1) the maximal degree of the
network and (2) the maximal flow of the network, i.e., the
maximal flow of messages crossing each node and channel,
we address the BDF (Bounded Degree and Flow) problem
(first leaving aside the reliability requirement), which con-
sists in finding a graph that enables to maintain the flow of

2. Here, “identical” means that any node p sends the same quantity
of messages to any two nodes ¢ and r, which does not mean that the
messages sent to g and r are the same.
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messages between the n nodes. Again, the constraint on the
degree prevents a complete graph directly connecting each
pair of n nodes. Thus, some flows of messages will have to
go through intermediary nodes (acting as routers). At first
glance, one might consider using these intermediary nodes
in a tree topology, of which the leaves would be the n nodes.
However, a tree network is problematic for all messages
would need to cross the root node, making the maximal
flow increase with n. In fact, we prove that solving the BDF
problem requires at least ((n logn) intermediary nodes.
Basically, the bounded degree implies a distance {(logn)
between most pairs of nodes, and the resulting amount of
messages has to be distributed over a minimal number of
intermediary nodes, due to the bounded capacity. We then
describe a graph solving the BDF problem using O(n logn)
intermediary nodes, which matches the lower bound.
Essentially, our solution is again multi-layered, and consists
in stacking O(logn) layers of O(n) nodes each, and then
crossing the flow of messages between each layer so that (1)
the flow of messages crossing each node remains constant
and (2) the flows of messages are uniformly mixed when
reaching the last layer. We merge the first and the last layer
of the graph, enabling each one of the n nodes to exchange
messages with the n — 1 other nodes.

(3) Finally, we combine the RBD and BDF problems and
define the RBDF (Reliable Bounded Degree and Flow) prob-
lem. As for RDB, we assume that each node and channel has a
given probability A to crash, and that each pair of nodes
(among the n initial nodes) must keep exchanging the same
flow of messages with probability ;. We also define a recur-
sive graph that ensures reliable communication between any
two nodes, at whatever distance they may be (w.r.t the param-
eters A and ). Then, we make a layer-by-layer product of this
graph with the BDF multi-layered graph, in order to combine
this reliability property with the bounded degree and flow
properties. The number of intermediary nodes of the resulting
graph then goes from O(n logn) to O(n log'™n), where e is a
positive constant that can be as small as wanted. In other
words, the additional cost of the reliability property lies in a
factor log “n, where e can be as small as wanted.

Interestingly, all our constructions have an optimal (loga-
rithmic) diameter. Besides, they can all be extended to toler-
ate Byzantine failures (when the failed components, i.e.,
nodes or channels, behaves arbitrarily), assuming the failure
rate A to be strictly smaller than 0.5, by (1) increasing the
level of redundancy (compared to the case of crash failures)
and (2) adding several layers of majority votes to eliminate
malicious messages.

Overall, the goal of this paper is to show that a network can
scale without limitation while tolerating constraints such as
random failures, bounded degree, bounded throughput, or
all together. All these constraints derive from intrinsic limita-
tions of network components: a component is not perfectly
reliable (random failures); a node cannot be plugged to an
unbounded number of channels (bounded degree); a channel
cannot hold an unbounded throughput (bounded through-
put). In other words, we show that bounded characteristics of
network components do not prevent the network from being
unbounded.

The problems, while simple, require complex and non-
trivial graph constructions to be solved. We do not claim
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our solutions to these problems to be unique. In the related
works section, we discuss alternative ways to solve these
problems.

The Rest of the Paper is Organized as Follows. Section 2 pre-
sents our model and Section 3 defines the problems we
address (WRBD, RBD, BDF, RBDF). Sections 4, 5, 6, and 7
present solutions to these problems and argue for their cor-
rectness. In Section 8, we prove our results in terms of cost.
We present the related works in Section 9 and conclude in
Section 10. In the supplemental material, which can be found
on the Computer Society Digital Library at http://doi.
ieeecomputersociety.org/10.1109/TDSC.2018.2845402, we
discuss the logarithmic diameter of our solutions, and explain
how our solutions can be generalized to handle Byzantine
failures.

Due to space limitations, all proofs are delegated to the
supplemental material, available online.

2 MoDEL

A graphis a tuple G = (V, E) where V is the set of nodes and
E is the set of channels, modeled as a set with repetition of
pairs of nodes {p,q} CV (we enable multiple channels
between p and ¢). The degree §(v) of a node v is the number
of channels (p,q) such that p = v or ¢ = v (the number of
channels connected to v). The maximal degree of graph G is
max,eyd(v). A path connecting two nodes p and ¢ is a
sequence of nodes (uy, ..., u,) such that u; = p, u,, = g and
Vi e {1,...,m — 1}, u; and u;, are neighbors.

A component of a graph G is any node or channel of G.
Each component of G can be either correct (functional) or
crashed (failed). A correct path is a sequence of nodes (py, ...,
pm) such that, Vi € {1,...,m}, p; is correct, and Vi € {1,

..,m — 1}, there exists a correct channel {p;,pi+1}. Two
nodes p and ¢ are connected if there exists a correct path (p;,

.., Pm) such that p; = p and p,, = ¢. We denote by X €]0,1]
and p €]0, 1] two arbitrary constants.

Fluid Message Flow (FMF). Let S C V be any arbitrary set
of n nodes, with n > 2, representing the computers of the
network that need to issue and exchange messages. The rest
of the nodes are intermediary nodes corresponding to routers
that forward the messages sent by the n computers of S:
they do not issue messages of their own.

We consider a perfectly balanced distributed (peer-to-
peer) system: each of the nodes of S sends the same quantity
of messages to every other node. More precisely, we assume
that each node p € S sends a flow of messages F', equally
distributed between the n — 1 other nodes of S.° Thus, for
any two nodes p and ¢ of S, p sends a flow of messages
F/(n—1) directed towards g. We now define the paths
taken by these messages.

A weighted path is a tuple (P, «), where P is a path and « is
an arbitrary coefficient. A weighted path represents a continu-
ous flow of messages between two nodes p and ¢, where P is
the path used by the messages, and « is the fraction of mes-
sages directed towards ¢. For any two nodes p and ¢ of S, the

3. We consider a continuous flow of messages, to abstract away the
granularity of messages. This continuous flow of messages does not
represent the network at a given instant, but rather the quantity of mes-
sages exchanged in a given time period, which is assumed to be rela-
tively stable.
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Fig. 1. In this graph (toy example), n = 3 nodes A, B and C are con-
nected by 3 intermediary nodes D, E and F (S = {4, B,C} here). The
pictures describe the (arbitrary) paths used by the flow of messages
from any node to any other node. The paths are not necessarily symmet-
rical: for instance, the path from A to C and the path from C to A are dif-
ferent. Besides, the flow of messages can be split into several paths: for
the messages from C to B, 70 percent of the flow goes through
(C, E, B), and 30 percent of the flow goes through (C, E, F, D, B). If we
add up the flows of the six pictures, the maximal flow of messages is
reached for node D.

flow of messages from p to ¢ uses a set of weighted paths
R(p,q) = {(P1, 1), (Py,2), ..., (Pn,m)}. The paths Pi, P,
..., Py, are connecting p to ¢, and o; + @ + +a,, = 1. For each
path P, the coefficient «; corresponds to the fraction of the
flow of messages using the path P;. We illustrate this structure
through a simple example in Fig. 1.

Thus, path P, receives a flow «;F'/(n — 1) of messages
from p to g. We call the function R the routing map of S
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(which takes two nodes p and ¢ of S as input, and returns a
set of weighted paths in output). For instance, in the toy
example of Fig. 1, R(C,B) = {(P,0.7),(FP,0.3)}, with
P, =(C,E,B)and P, = (C,E, F, D, B).

We say that a path (uq,...,u,) crosses a node p if there
exists i € {1,...,m} such that u; = p. Similarly, we say that
this path crosses a channel {p, ¢} if there exists i € {1,...,m —
1} such that u; = p and w;y; = ¢. A weighted path (P, «)
crosses a node or channel z if the path P crosses x. For a
given node or channel z, we now define the flow of messages
f(z) crossing z. Let Q = U y, s l2(p, q) be the set contain-
ing all weighted paths used by the nodes of S. Let W =
{(Q1,81),(Q2.B5),- -, (Qr, B;,)} be the set of weighted paths
of Q crossing z. Then, f(z) = (Bi+ Bo+ ...+ B,)F/(n—1)
(the sum of the flows of messages crossing x). The maximal
flow of (G,S,R) is fuax = MaxX(zev)v(zep)f(z) (the maximal
flow crossing a node or channel of G).

Generalized Fluid Message Flow (GFMF). We generalize the
previous model to take failures into account. Here, R,, now
takes two additional parameters V and &£, where V (resp. &)
represents the set of faulty nodes (resp. channels)—that is,
the routing map adapts to the failures of nodes and chan-
nels in order to find correct paths, when it is possible. Thus,
a set of weighted paths R, (p,q) becomes RY(p,q), and the
routing map R,, becomes RZ,S . If this set of paths does not
contain any faulty node or channel, we say that p and ¢ are
reliably connected. We will first consider faults as crashes for
simplicity of presentation and then, later, we will discuss
Byzantine failures.

3 PROBLEMS

The parameters A (failure rate) and u (communication prob-
ability) defined in Section 2 are fixed constants of the follow-
ing problems.

The WRBD (Weak Reliable Bounded Degree) problem consists
in finding, for any n > 2, a graph G, satisfying the three fol-
lowing properties:

1)  Reliability. Assume each node and channel crashes
with probability at most A (the probabilities being
independent). Then, there exists a set .S, of n nodes
of G, such that any two correct nodes of S, are con-
nected with probability at least .

2)  Bounded degree. There exists a constant A such that,
Vn > 2, the maximal degree of G,, is at most A.

3)  Linear number of nodes. There exists a constant C' such
that, Vn > 2, the number of nodes of G, is at most Cn.

The RBD (Reliable Bounded Degree) problem consists in

finding, for any n > 2, a graph G,, containing exactly n nodes
and satisfying the two following properties:

1) Reliability. Assume each node and channel crashes
with probability at most A (the probabilities being
independent). Then, any two correct nodes of G,, are
connected with probability at least .

2)  Bounded degree. There exists a constant A such that,
Vn > 2, the maximal degree of G, is at most A.

The BDF (Bounded Degree and Flow) problem considers the

FMF model (of Section 2) and consists in finding, for any
n > 2, a tuple (G,, S, R,)—where G, is a graph, S, is a set
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of n nodes of G, and R, is a routing map of S,—satisfying
the two following properties:

1)  Bounded Degree. There exists a constant A such that,
Vn > 2, the maximal degree of G,, is at most A.
2)  Bounded Flow. There exists a constant f; such that,
Vn > 2, the maximal flow of (G, Sy, R,,) is at most fot
The RBDF (Reliable Bounded Degree and Flow) problem con-
siders the GFMF model (of Section 2) and consists in finding,
for any n > 2, a tuple (G, S,,, RV¢)—where G,, = (V,,, E,) is
a graph, S, is a set of n nodes of GG,,, and R)jg is a routing map
of S, —satisfying the three following properties:

1) Bounded Degree. There exists a constant A such that,
Vn > 2, the maximal degree of G, is at most A.

2)  Bounded Flow. There exists a constant f, such that,
Vn > 2, VY CV, and V& C E,, the maximal flow of
(Gn, Sy, RV€) is at most fp.

3)  Reliability. Assume each node and channel crashes
with probability at most A (the probabilities being
independent). Let V (resp. £) be the set of crashed
nodes (resp. channels). Then, any two correct nodes of
S, are reliably connected in RY¢ with probability at
least .

4 SoOLVING THE WRBD PROBLEM

In this section, we provide a solution to the WRBD problem
(Section 4.1) and prove its correctness (Section 4.2).

4.1 Solution
We describe here a graph G, that solves the WRBD prob-
lem. We first give an overview, then the complete definition.

Overview. We first define the notion of layered graph,
namely a graph where nodes are separated into several
layers, and where only nodes of two adjacent layers can be
connected. Then, we describe two layered graphs: 7}, which
contains a binary tree connecting at least n nodes, and £},
which is a recursive graph defined by induction. The recur-
sive definition of F,, enables to preserve a constant commu-
nication probability between the first and last layer
(independently of n) when A < 0.01 (Lemma 1).” We show
how to overcome this “\ < 0.01” constraint below. Besides,
F, is defined so that the number of nodes doubles at most
every 2 layers, which enables to preserve a linear number of
nodes, as shown in Theorem 3. The number of layers of 7},
is adjusted so that 7;, and F, have the same number of
layers H,.

We consider a graph X,,, which is a layer-by-layer prod-
uct of 7, and F,, and a graph Y, which puts two graphs X,,
in parallel. Doing so ensures a constant communication
probability between any two nodes of the first layer.

We then apply three transformations in order to reach
any communication probability ;1 with any failure rate .
First, we connect several graphs Y, in parallel, in order to
achieve any communication probability . Second, we repli-
cate each node, in order to simulate a failure rate A\ < 0.01
for each node. Third, we replicate each channel, in order to

4. The “bounded flow” constraint here represents the capacity limi-
tations of the network.

5. Note that this bound “\ < 0.01” is not supposed to be tight, and
is simply small enough to have the desired property.
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\I4
v3
\IZ
' node
V1 channel

Fig. 2. A layered graph of height H = 4.

\

Fig. 3. Structure of graph 7,,,.

simulate a failure rate A < 0.01 for each channel. The graph
thus obtained is G,,.

Deﬁnitions.6 We introduce a few variables below, then
give a preliminary intuition of their use in the construction
of the graph.

For any n > 2, let h, be the smallest integer such that
2hm=1>pn Let K, be the smallest integer such that
2+ 4K, > h,, and let H,, = 2+ 4K,,. Let a be the smallest
integer such that @ > 1 and 0.5 < 1 — u. Let g be the small-
est integer such that 8 > 1 and M < 0.01.

hy, is the height of a binary tree connecting at least n
leaves. However, as our construction relies on an inductive
process (see Fig. 11), The minimal height we can have is
actually H,. @ corresponds to the number of replications of
the graph, as shown in Fig. 6. 8 corresponds to the number
of replications of each node and channel, as shown in.

A layered graph of height H is a tuple (Vi,. .., Vg, E) satis-
fying the following conditions:

D (V,E)isagraphwithV = .y Vi

2) The sets V; (layers) are disjoint: V{i,j} C {1,...,H},
VNV =0.

3)  The channels only connect neighbor layers: V{p, ¢} €
E,ifpeViand g € Vj, then |i — j| = 1.

An example of a layered graph is given in Fig. 2. By con-
vention, in the following figures, Vi always corresponds to
the lower layer on the figure. We call V; the first layer and
Vi the last layer.

6. These definitions are specific to the current graph. The same goes
for the definitions in the following sections.
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Q,

Q,

Q.

Fig. 4. Construction (by induction) of graph Q;. The graph is defined so
that the number of nodes doubles at most every 2 layers, which enables
to preserve a linear number of nodes (see Theorem 3).

Graph T,. We first define a tree-like layered graph of
height H,. Consider the layered graph represented in
Fig. 3: this graph is composed of a line of height H =3
and of a binary tree of height H' = 3. In other words,
Vi € {1, ..., H'}, the layer i contains 2! nodes, and the
H remaining layers contain each 1 node. Then, Vn > 2,
we define 7, as a similar graph with 4 = H, — h,, and
H' =h,.

Graph F,. Yk > 0, we first define a layered graph (); by
induction. Let Q) be a layered graph of height 2 containing 2
nodes and 1 channel, as described in Fig. 4. Then, Vi > 0, Q;
is constructed with 2 instances of (); in parallel and 4 addi-
tional nodes, as described in Fig. 4 (Q);+; has 4 more layers
than @;). We now define F, as follows: Vn > 2, F}, = Qk, .

Graph X,” ¥n>2 T, is a layered graph of height H,,
and F), is a layered graph of height 2 + 4K, = H,. As T,
and F), are layered graphs, let 7, = (V4,...,Vy,,E) and
F,=(V],..., Vi ,E'). Then, ¥n > 2, we define the layered
graph X, = (V',..., V}; , E¥) as follows:

e Vie{l,..., H,}, toeach pair of nodes (u,v) nV; x V/,
we associate a unique node p = f(u,v) € V;* (thus,
Vi1 = VilIVID-

e Let p= f(u,v) and p' = f(u/,'). Then, p and p’ are
neighbors in X, if and only if w and «’ (resp. v and
v') are neighbors in T}, (resp. F,).

Observe that, as the last layers of T}, and F, contain 1
node, the last layer of X, also contains 1 node.

Graph Y,. Vn > 2, we define graph Y}, as follows: we con-
sider two instances of X, (X! and X”), we merge the nodes
of their first layers, and we merge the nodes of their last
layers. This is illustrated in Fig. 5.

Graph G,. ¥n > 2, graph G, is finally obtained by apply-
ing three successive transformations to Y,;:

(1) Transformation 1 (Network replication). First, we con-
nect « instances of Y,, by merging the nodes of their
first layers, as illustrated in Fig. 6 for o« = 3.5

7. The definition of X, looks like a Cartesian product, but it is not:
we do not make the product of the whole graphs, but of each pair of
layer separately. ) )

8. More precisely, let I; = (uj,...,up) be the first layer of the ith
instance of Y,, (with ¢ € {1,...,«}). Then, Vj € {1,...,Q}, we merge the

anodes uj, ..., us.
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xA X3

Fig. 5. Construction of graph Y.

H»

Fig. 6. Transformation 1 (Network replication) with & = 3.

(2)  Transformation 2 (Node replication). Second, we replace
each node p by a set of g nodes M(p). Then, for each
channel {p, ¢}, we add a channel between each node of
M (p) and each node of M (q) (see Fig. 7a).

(3)  Transformation 3 (Channel replication). Third, we replace
each channel by g channels in parallel (see Fig. 7b).

4.2 Correctness Proof

We prove that graph G, described in Section 4.1 solves the
WRBD problem. For this purpose, we prove the three prop-
erties of the WRBD problem: Reliability, Bounded degree and
Linear number of nodes.

In Lemma 1, we show that, for a sufficiently small failure
rate (A < 0.01), the first layer and the last layer of F,, are con-
nected with a constant probability (independently of n). To
do so, we call P; the probability that the first and last layer of
(); are connected, then express P 1 as a function of P; (accord-
ing to the inductive definition of @;). Then, we show that if
P; > 0.8, wealso have P;;; > 0.8. Thus, the first and last layer
of @; (and thus, F,) are connected with probability at least 0.8.

In Lemma 2, we show that the first layer of G,, contains at
least n nodes. Then, we consider that S, is a subset of the
first layer of G, to prove the following property.

In Theorem 1, we prove the Reliability property. We first
consider the case A <0.01 and w <0.5 (in this case,
Y, = G,). According to the definition of X,, and Y,, any two
nodes of S, are connected to the last layer of Y, by two
graphs F,. Thus, the result, according to Lemma 2. We then
consider that A and p can have any value, and show that the
3 final transformations of Section 4.1 enable to simulate the
previous situation where A < 0.01 and p < 0.5.

In Theorem 2, we prove the Bounded degree property. As
G, is intentionally defined as a combination of graphs with
a bounded degree, the property follows.

In Theorem 3, we prove the Linear number of nodes prop-
erty. We use the fact that the number of nodes of 7, is
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Fig. 7. Transformations 2 (Node replication) and 3 (Channel replication)
with g = 3.

divided by 2 every layer (starting from the first layer), while
the number of nodes of F,, at most doubles every 2 layers.
Therefore, the number of nodes of X,, (which is the combi-
nation of 7}, and F},) is at least divided by 2 every 2 layers.
Then, as 1 +1/2+41/4+ 1/8 + < 2, the number of nodes of
X, is linear in n, and so is the number of nodes of GG,,.

Lemma 1. Assume each node and channel crashes with probabil-
ity at most X (the probabilities being independent). If A < 0.01,
then ¥n > 2, the nodes of the first and last layer of F,, are both
correct and connected with probability at least 0.8.

Lemma 2. Vn > 2, the first layer of G,, contains at least n nodes.

Theorem 1. Assume each node and channel crashes with proba-
bility at most A (the probabilities being independent). Then,
there exists a set S,, of n nodes of G,, such that any two correct
nodes of S, are connected with probability at least jv.

Theorem 2. There exists a constant A such that, Vn > 2, the
maximal degree of Gy, is at most A.

Theorem 3. There exists a constant C such that, Vn > 2, the
number of nodes of G, is at most Cn.

5 SOLVING THE RBD PROBLEM

In this section, we provide a solution to the RBD problem
(Section 5.1) and prove its correctness (Section 5.2).

5.1 Solution
We describe here a graph G,,” that solves the RBD problem.
We first give an overview, then the complete definition.

Overview. The idea is to combine several instances of a
WRBD graph, each instance reliably connecting a smaller
number of nodes, and to make their intermediary nodes dis-
appear by merging them with other nodes.

Let W,, be any WRBD graph (for instance, the WRBD
graph defined in Section 4). Then, Vn > 2, we consider the
largest integer m such that the number of nodes of W, is at
most n. If such a m does not exist, we define G,, as a com-
plete graph with redundancy of channels. As it only hap-
pens for bounded values of n, it does not break the
“Bounded degree” property.

Otherwise, we consider a set V' of n nodes, and we split V'
into subsets of |m/2| nodes. Then, we connect each pair of
subsets with an instance of W,, merged with the nodes of V.
The resulting graph is G,,. Doing so ensures that any two
nodes of V' are reliably connected. Besides, according to the
“Linear number of nodes” property of W,,, the number of
instances of W, is bounded, and so is the maximal degree
of G,,.

9. The graph G, of each section is different, each one solving one of
the four problems.
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V(1,2) V(2,3) V(1,3)
A(1,2) | B(1,2) A@2,3) | B(2,3) A(1,3) | B(1,3)
A, A, A,

Fig. 8. lllustration of the construction of G,, for M =3 (RBD problem).
We represented V' (1,2), V(2,3), V(1,3) and V, as well as their subset
A(i, j), B(i,j) and A;. The grey lines show how the subsets A(i, j) and
B(i, j) are merged with the subsets A;.

Construction of G,,. Let n > 2, and let V be a set of n nodes.

Let W,,, be any WRBD graph. Let IV,,, be the total number
of nodes of W,,, (IV,, > m), and let S,, be the set of m nodes
reliably connected by W,,,.

If there exists no m > 2 such that N,, <n, then for any
two nodes p and ¢ of V, we add [log (1 — u)/log (1 — \)]
channels between p and ¢ (complete graph).

Otherwise, let m > 2 be the largest integer such that
N,, < n.Let M be the smallest integer such that M |m/2| > n.
Let {A;,..., Ay} be any set of M subsets of V' such that
U ieq1..anAi =Vand Vi € {1,..., M}, |A;] = |m/2].

Then, V{:,j} C {1,..., M}, we apply the following trans-
formations. Let W (4, j) be an instance of W,,,, let V (4, j) be the
set of nodes of W (4, j), and let S(4, j) be the set of m nodes cor-
responding to S,,. Let A(i, j) and B(4, j) be two disjoint sub-
sets of S(4, j) such that |A(Z, j)| = |B(i,j)| = |m/2]. We merge
the |m/2] nodes of A(i, j) (resp. B(i, j)) with the |m/2| nodes
of A; (resp. A;). Then, we merge the N,, — 2|m/2| nodes of
V(i,j) — A(i,7) — B(i,j) with any N, —2|[m/2] nodes of
V — A; — A;. The graph thus obtained is G,,. We illustrate this
in Fig. 8.

5.2 Correctness Proof

We prove that graph G, described in Section 5.1 solves the
RBD problem. For this purpose, we prove the two proper-
ties of the WRBD problem: Reliability and Bounded degree.

In Theorem 4, we prove the Reliability property. Let p and ¢
be two nodes of G,. In the case where the graph is complete,
the reliability property is ensured by the number of channels
between p and ¢. Otherwise, it is ensured by the fact that p
and ¢ belong to the set S,,, of at least one instance of W,,,.

In Theorem 5, we prove the Bounded degree property. We
first notice that the graph is complete only when n < Ns.
Thus, in this case, the degree is bounded. Otherwise, we
show that the number of subsets of |m/2] nodes is bounded
(which is a consequence of the linearity property of the
WRBD problem). Thus, the number of instances of W,, is
bounded, and so is the degree of G,,.

Theorem 4. Assume each node and channel crashes with probabil-
ity at most X (the probabilities being independent). Then, any two
correct nodes of G,, are connected with probability at least fv.

Theorem 5. There exists a constant A such that, Vn > 2, the
maximal degree of Gy, is at most A.
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Fig. 9. lllustration of the construction of G,, for H = 4 (BDF problem). The
first part represents the sets X, for k € {1,2,3,4}. The nodes u (i, j) are
ordered such that i (resp. j) corresponds to the horizontal (resp. vertical)
axis. The second part shows how X, and X, are connected. X, (resp.
Xj.41) is partitioned into horizontal (resp. vertical) pairs of nodes. Each
pair of nodes of X, is connected to the pair of nodes of X;.; with the cor-
responding position, as shown in the third part.

6 SoLVING THE BDF PROBLEM

In this section, we provide a solution to the BDF problem
(6.1) and prove its correctness (6.2).

6.1 Solution

We describe here a tuple (G, S,, R,) that solves the BDF
problem. We first give an overview, then the complete defi-
nition of G,,, S,, and R,,.

Querview. To construct GG,,, the intuitive idea is the follow-
ing. We define a sequence (Xj,...,Xy) of sets of O(n)
nodes. X;, Xy, ..., Xy can be represented as tables of
respectively 2771 x 1, 2872 x 2, ..., 1 x 27! nodes (each
time, the width is divided by two and the height is multi-
plied by two). This is illustrated in Fig. 9. Then, each node
of X is connected to two nodes of X ; with the same height
modulo 2 and the same width modulo 2710 Finally, we

10. The demultiplexing properties of G, are similar to those of a but-
terfly [20] network. However, G,, is defined differently. In a butterfly
network, the nodes of each layer are described by an index i. Here, they
are described by two indexes i and j (“u (%, 7)”).
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merge X; and Xy so that the sets of nodes form a cycle. As
we show further, this construction enables to mix the flows
of messages in a perfectly balanced way. S, is an arbitrary
set of n nodes of the first layer of G,,.

We then define the routing map R, as follows. The flows
of messages between two nodes p and ¢ of S, take a unique
path 7(p, q) (p is seen as a node of X, and ¢ as a node of Xp).
The path is determined by the binary decomposition of the
position of ¢ in Xy: at each new step, 0 means “go down”
(g1 = x(bx)) and 1 means “go up” (vy11 = y(by)). This cor-
responds to the upper node and lower node in the third
part of Fig. 9. We show that 7(p, ¢) actually reaches ¢ in the
correctness proof.

Graph G,,. Let H be the smallest integer such that 2H-1 > p
(asn > 2, H > 2). We consider H sets of nodes (X7,...,Xy),
containing 27! nodes each. Vk € {1,..., H}, we denote each
node of X; by w(i,j), with i€ {1,...,20%} and
j€{1,...,251} (this is possible as 27F x 2k-1 = 2H-1) We
connect these H sets of nodes with communication channels
as follows. Vk € {1,...,H —1},Vi € {1,...,28 "1} and Vj €
{1,...,251), let a=up(2i — 1,5), b=wur(2i,5), v =wup1(i,
2j —1) and y = w41 (4, 27). Then, we add the following com-
munication channels: {a,z}, {a,y}, {b,2} and {b, y}. Finally,
Vi € {1,...,2171}, we merge the node u (i, 1) with the node
ug(1,4). The graph thus obtained is G,,.

Set of Nodes S,,. We define S, as an arbitrary subset of the
set X;, containing exactly n nodes. This is possible as
2H-1 >

Routing Map R,,. For a given node v € X; UUXy_4, letk, ¢
and j be such that v = uy(4, j). Let iy be the smallest integer
such that 2ip > 4. Let x(v) = uy(ip, 25 — 1) and y(v) = uy(do,
2j). Letp € Xj and ¢ € Xy = X;. Let j be such that ¢ = up(1,
J). Let (b1, ...,by_1) be the binary sequence (Vk € {1,..., H—

1}, b € {0,1}) such that j — 1 = S;="'p, 26 %=1 (that is, the
binary decomposition of i — 1).

Let v; =p. We define viy1 by induction: if b, =0,
g1 = x(b), and if bp =1, v = y(bg). Let 7(p,q) = (v1,
...,vg). Then, we define the routing map R, by R,(p,q) =
{r(p. @), D)}

6.2 Correctness Proof

We prove that the tuple (G, Sy, R,,) described in Section 6.1
solves the BDF problem. For this purpose, we first prove
that R, is actually a routing map of S,. Then, we prove the
two properties of the BDF problem: Bounded degree and
Bounded flow.

In Theorem 6, we show that R, is a routing map of S,.
For this purpose, we show that the definition of r(p, ¢) (with
the binary decomposition of the position of ¢ in Xy) is so
that the path actually reaches ¢. To do so, we show by
induction that the £ first bits always reflect the position of
the node crossed by r(p, ¢) in Xj.

In Theorem 7, we prove the Bounded degree property: the
degree of GG, is at most 4 by construction.

In Theorem 8, we prove the Bounded flow property: we
show that according to the definition of the routing map,
each node of X} is crossed by 2¢71 x 2f~F = 2/1~1 paths
(which is a constant). Hence, the maximal flow is bounded.

Theorem 6. R, is a routing map of S,,.
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Theorem 7. There exists a constant A such that, ¥n > 2, the
maximal degree of G, is at most A.

Theorem 8. There exists a constant fy such that, ¥n > 2, the
maximal flow of (G, S,,, R,,) is at most fy.

7 SOLVING THE RBDF PROBLEM

In this section, we provide a solution to the RBDF problem
(Section 7.1) and prove its correctness (Section 7.2).

7.1 Solution

We describe here a tuple (G, Sy, R}fvg ) that solves the RBDF
problem. We first give an overview, then the complete defi-
nition of G,,, S,, and RV*.

Overview. Let G¥ be the BDF graph defined in Section 6.1.
After introducing preliminary definitions, we first define
graph G,. For this purpose, we define 4 intermediary
graphs A,, F,, P, and X,. All these graphs are layered
graphs, as introduced in Section 4.1, and have the same
height H!. A, is an variation of the previous graph G with
additional layers. F), is a recursive graph designed to satisfy
the reliability property. P, is an adaptation of F), to the reli-
ability parameters A and . Similarly to Section 4.1, X, is a
layer-by-layer product of A, and P,, in order to combine
the properties of the previous graph GY with the reliability
property of P,. G, is finally obtained by merging the first
and the last layer of X,,, similarly to G?L. Sy, is an arbitrary
set of n nodes of the first layer of G,,.

To define routing map RY¢, the intuitive idea is the fol-
lowing. For any two nodes p and ¢ of S,,, we first define a
subgraph W (p, q). Schematically, if p’ and ¢ are the two cor-
responding nodes in G?, and r(p/, ¢') is the path connecting
them, then W (p, q) is the instance of B, corresponding to
r(p',¢') in G,. Then, the routing map connects p and ¢ with
a unique path avoiding the crashed nodes and channels in
W (p, q) (f it exists).

Definitions. Let ¢ > 0 be any arbitrary positive constant. e
is the constant determining the cost of the graph (in terms
of number of components). Therefore, it impacts many sub-
sequent parameters.

Let K be the smallest integer such that K > o2l K is a
parameter involved in the definition of graph F,. ¥n > 2, let
H, be the smallest integer such that 2"~1 > n. We define
the following sequence (hg, 1, hy, . ..) by induction: hy =1,
and Vi >0, h;yy =2+ Kh;. Yn > 2, let M,, be the smallest
integer such that hy;, > H,,. Let H) = hy;,. H, corresponds
to the height of the layers graphs A,, F},, B,, X,, and G,,.

Let g(z) = 225 — 22/ Let z be the smallest integer such
that g(y.) > y,, with y, = 1 — (1/2%) (we show that such an
integer z always exists in Lemma 3 in Section 7.2), and let
Uy = ¥,. Let Ag = min(1 — pg, 1 — (Mo/g(uo))l/(4+2K)). Let o
be the smallest integer such that o >1 and (1 — pg)* <
1 —p. Let B be the smallest integer such that g > 1 and
M < ). The parameters « and g impact the redundancy of
nodes and channels in the definition of B,,.

Let (G° S° R’) be the solution to the BDF problem
described in Section 6.1.

Graph G,,. To define G,, = (V,,, E,,), we first define 4 inter-
mediary graphs A, F,,, B, and X,,.
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Fig. 10. Construction of graph A, with graph G/, and 2/»~! sequences of
har, — H, nodes.

Vn > 2, we define layered graph A, as follows. Consider
graph G° and its definition in Section 6.1. The last step of the
construction of G consists in merging the nodes of X; and
Xpu.Let G, be graph GY just before this last step. Then, G/, can
be seen as a layered graph of height H = H,, where the H
layers are (X1, ..., Xy). We define graph A, as a combination
of G/, and of 2/"~! sequences of H! — H, nodes, such as
described in Fig. 10. Thus, A, is a layered graph of height H,.

Vi > 0, we first define a layered graph @; by induction.
Let Qg be a layered graph of height 1 containing 1 node (see
Fig. 11). Then, Vi > 0, Q; 41 is constructed with 2K instances
of ; and 2 additional nodes, as described in Fig. 11. We
now define F, as follows: ¥n > 2, F,, = Qu,,.

Vn > 2, graph B, is obtained by applying three succes-
sive transformations to F),. Transformation 1 consists in con-
necting « instances of F;, by merging the nodes of their first
layers and then of their last layers. Transformations 2 and 3
are the same as for the WRBD graph.

Vn > 2, A, is a layered graph of height H), and F,, is also a
layered graph of height H/, (by definition of H)). Thus, B, is
also a layered graph of height H] . As A, and B, are layered
graphs, let A, = (Vi,...,Vy, E) and B, = (V/,..., }’I;L,E’).

Then, Vn > 2, we define the layered graph X, = (V/,...,
Vi, E) by the same mechanism as for the WRBD graph.

The first layer V" of X,, contains m = 2f»~! nodes, and so
does its last layer Vﬁ;,. Let V' = {u1,...,u,} and Vfgé = {u,
...,Un} (the order of numbering is unimportant here). We
finally obtain graph G, as follows: Vi€ {1,...,m}, we
merge the nodes u; and v;.

Set of Nodes S,,. Let S/, be any set of any n nodes of the
first layer of X, (such a set exists, as |V//| > 2fn=1 > p).
We define 5, as the corresponding set of nodes in G,,.

Routing Map R. Let p and q be any two nodes of S,,. As
G, is obtained by merging the nodes of V" and V};, in X,,,
let p” (resp. ¢") be the corresponding node if V/’ (resp. Vip)-

According to the definition of X, let pp (resp. qr) be the
node of A, such that there exists a node v (resp v') such that
p" = n(pp,v) (resp. ¢" = n(gp,v')). According to the defini-
tion of A4,, let p;; be the node of G/, corresponding to pr, and
let g¢ be the node of the last layer of G, which is connected
to gr by a path of H] — H, nodes (according to Fig. 10).
Finally, let p’ (resp. ¢') be the node corresponding to pg
(resp. qg) in GY.

Let r(p/, ¢) be the path connecting p’ and ¢ in G?, such as
defined in Section 6.1 (as shown in the proof of Theorem 6,
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Fig. 11. Construction (by induction) of graph Q;.

r(p', ¢') actually connects p’ and ¢'). Let r¢(pg, g:) be the cor-
responding path in G}.. Let 77(pr,qr) = (u1,...,uy ) be an
extension of 7¢(pa,qe) connecting pr and ¢p in A, with
H! — H, additional nodes (see Fig. 10). Vi € {1,..., H/ }, let
W; be the set of nodes w of X,, such that there exists a node
v such that w = m(u;,v). Let W= U ;e Wi Let W' be

the corresponding set of nodes in G,,. We define W (p, q) as
the subgraph containing the nodes of W (and the channels
connecting them) in G,,.

Now, let V (resp. £) be any arbitrary set of crashed nodes
(resp. edges) of G,,. If there exists a path of correct nodes and
channels connecting p and ¢ in W (p, q), let ¥(V, £, p, q) be this
path. Otherwise, let (V. €, p, q) be any path connecting p and
q in W(p,q). We define the routing map R, by R’ (p,q) =
{(y(V,&,p,q),1)} for any two nodes p and g of S,,.

yeens

7.2 Correctness Proof
We prove that the tuple (G, S,, RY*) described in Section
7.1 solves the RBDF problem. For this purpose, we prove
the three properties of the RBDF problem: Bounded degree,
Bounded flow and Reliability.

In Lemma 3, we prove a small property assumed in the
description of the RBDF solution in Section 7.1.

In Theorem 9, we show the Bounded degree property,
which follows from the construction of the graph.

In Theorem 10, we show the Bounded flow property: the
worst case in terms of maximal flow (after merging several
nodes) corresponds to our solution to the BDF problem.

In Lemma 4, we show that if the failure rate is at most )\,
then the communication probability in @; (and thus, in F},) is
at least p. This is due to the recursive definition of @);, which
enables this property to propagate through each recursive
step. In Lemma 5, we show that the three transformations
between F), and B,, adapt the result of Lemma 4 to any param-
eters A and p. Then, in Theorem 11, we show the Reliability
property, which follows from the properties of B,,.

Lemma 3. Let y; = 1 — (1/2%). There exists an integer i > 1
such that g(y;) > y;.

Theorem 9. There exists a constant A such that, ¥n > 2, the
maximal degree of G, is at most A.

Theorem 10. There exists a constant fy such that, ¥n > 2,
VYV CV, and V€ C E,, the maximal flow of (G, S,, RY'®) is
at most fj.
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Lemma 4. Vi > 0, let p; (resp. q;) be the node of the first (resp.
last) layer of ;. Suppose that A < Xo. If each node and channel
crashes with probability at most A, p; and q; are connected with
probability at least ju.

Lemma 5. Vn > 2, let p,, (resp. q,,) be any node of the first (resp.
last) layer of B,,. If p, and g, are correct, and each other node
and channel crashes with probability at most \, then p, and g,
are connected with probability at least .

Theorem 11. Assume each node and channel crashes with proba-
bility at most X\ (the probabilities being independent). Let V
(resp. E) be the set of crashed nodes (resp. channels). Then, any
two correct nodes of S, are reliably connected in R’ with
probability at least .

8 CosT

In this section, we show that solving the BDF problem
requires at least Q(n logn) nodes (8.1), then that our solu-
tion to the BDF and RBDF problems contain respectively
O(n logn) and O(n log '*“n) nodes (Sections 8.2 and 8.3).

8.1 Lower Bound on the BDF Problem
In Theorem 12, we show that solving the BDF problem
requires at least ((n log n) nodes.

In broad outline, we assume a solution (G,,, S,,, R,,) of the
BDF problem. We first show that there are at least ((n?)
tuples of nodes (p, g) of S, such that p and ¢ are at distance at
least Q(logn) from each other, due to the bounded degree.
Therefore, as the flow of messages sent by each node of S,, is
divided between the n — 1 other nodes, the sum of the flows
of all nodes is (n logn). Thus, for the maximal flow to be
bounded, at least {}(n log n) nodes are required.

Theorem 12. A graph solving the BDF problem, if it exists, con-
tains at least Q(n logn) nodes.

8.2 Cost of our BDF Solution

In Theorem 13, we show that graph G,, described in Section

6.1 contains O(n logn) nodes: G, is composed of H sets

(X1,...,Xg) of O(n) nodes each, with H = O(logn).

Theorem 13. Graph G,, described in Section 6.1, contains
O(n log n) nodes.

8.3 Cost of our RBDF Solution

We show that graph G, described in Section 7.1 contains
O(nlog™n) nodes. In Lemma 6, we show that the layers of
F,, contain O(log‘n) nodes. In Lemma 7, we show that the
height of G,, is O(logn). Then, as shown in Theorem 14, G,
contains O(log “n) x O(logn) x O(n) = O(n log'"“n) nodes.

Lemma 6. There exists a constant Cy such that the layers of
graph F,, contain at most C1log “n nodes each.

Lemma 7. There exists a constant Cy such that H, < Cy logn.

Theorem 14. Graph G,,, described in 7.1, contains O(n log 1“71)
nodes.

9 RELATED WORKS

The area of robust network design is a vast domain. We thus
focus of papers where the general objective is to build a
graph with good connectivity properties.
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A lot of work in distributed computing has been devoted
to tolerating a specific number of failures [9], [11], [28]. A
constant failure rate raises different problems when the size
of the network is unbounded, e.g., even a very small failure
rate can entirely change asymptotic properties.

In [15], [25], [27], random failures are considered, but the
reliability criteria is that the whole graph should remain con-
nected. In other words, for a failure rate A and a maximal
degree A, the probability that a single node is disconnected
is at least \*, and the probability that the graph remains
fully connected is at most 1 — A\%. Thus, it is impossible to
have an arbitrarily high reliability u (which is required in
the very definition of our problems).

In [7], [12], [26], the focus was on constructing a graph sat-
isfying certain topological properties. In [12] and [7] however,
the node degree is not bounded. In [26], the degree is
bounded, and the reliability criteria is the connectivity of the
graph —i.e., the number £ of disjoint paths between two given
nodes. However, the length of these paths increases with the
number of nodes. Therefore, when each node or channel has a
given probability to fail, the probability that the k paths are
cut approaches 1. Thus, no bound can be given on the commu-
nication probability when each node and channel has a given
probability of failure.

A lot of network topologies that were proposed to reli-
ably connect a large number of nodes with a reasonable
degree [10], [13], [16], [17], [23], [24], [29], [31] were empiri-
cal and have only been experimented through simulations:
their performances were evaluated only for a specific num-
ber of nodes. In [13], [23], [24], [31], traffic congestion slowly
increases when the size of the network increases. In [10],
[16], [17], [29], if we consider the asymptotic behavior of the
proposed graphs (i.e., when the number of nodes grows),
either the communication probability approaches zero, or
the maximal degree approaches infinity.

For the RBD problem, our approach was to construct a
specific graph (step by step) to match the desired properties.
Intuitively, another idea could be to use expander graphs
[14], [18], [21]. However, solving the RBD problem with
expander graphs may be harder than it seems, if not impos-
sible. We discuss this below.

We would define a graph as a (K, A) vertex expander if,
for any set S of at most K nodes, the nodes of S are con-
nected to at least A|S| nodes [4]. By definition, K is at most
n/A (where n is the number of nodes).

One could then have the following intuition of proof. Let
G be the graph, and let G’ be the graph after removing all
crashed nodes and channels. Let u be a node of G’, and let
S; be the ith neighborhood of « in G'. Then, with a constant
probability, we can show that |S;11| > 2|5;| (assuming that
A is large enough). Thus, by induction, one could deduct
that u is connected to a majority of the nodes of G’ with a
constant probability.

There is, however, at least one flaw is this reasoning.

First, to have |S;;1| > 2|S;|, we must have at least |S;] cor-
rect nodes connected to S; by one correct channel. These
nodes represent an average fraction (1 — \)* of the neigh-
bors of S; in G. Thus, we must have A4 >1/(1—\)>. As
K <n/A, K <n(l- )\)2.

Second, to show that |S; 1| > 2|S;|, we have to use the
property according to which S; is connected to at least A|S;]
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nodes. However, the property only applies for |S;| < K.
Thus, all the sets S; combined contain at most 2K + K+
K/2+ K/44+ < 4K < 4n(1 — \)? nodes.

Therefore, for some values of A (e.g., when (1 —\)? is
much smaller than (1 —\)/2), the sets S; do not cover a
majority of correct nodes with a constant probability. Note
that increasing A does not help here.

In a nutshell, an idea could be to build a subgraph (with
some reliability properties) around the initial node and the
final node, until the two subgraphs intersect. However, this
requires to use a property which is not satisfied for some
failure rates, once the subgraph reaches a certain size. Thus,
it cannot be proved that the two subgraphs intersect.

Whether or not the RBD problem can be solved using
expanders graphs (or another family of graphs) remains an
open problem. Such a claim would require a fully consistent
proof, which does not exist to our knowledge. The contribu-
tion of this paper is to show that the RBD problem can be
solved, the very nature of solution itself being secondary.

10 CONCLUDING REMARKS

The asymptotic behavior of a distributed system has been
studied in the literature of distributed computing so far as a
function of its number of nodes n. The parameters studied
have typically been the message and memory complexities.
Here, we consider, for the first time, the asymptotic reliability
of the distributed system (i.e., the probability that any two
nodes remain connected) and consider as a parameter the
number of physical components needed to build the system.
We show that it is possible to connect an arbitrarily large
number of nodes with any desired level of reliability while
preserving a bounded degree and a bounded throughput.
Our approach suggests several research directions. For
instance, instead of considering a continuous flow of mes-
sages, we could model more accurately the granularity of
messages with a probabilistic model. One could also consider
the cost of physically wiring the network, and try to bound it.
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