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Abstract—We investigate the problem of privacy preserv-
ing distributed matrix multiplication in edge networks using
multi-party computation (MPC). Coded multi-party computa-
tion (CMPC) is an emerging approach to reduce the required
number of workers in MPC by employing coded computation.
Existing CMPC approaches usually combine coded computation
algorithms designed for efficient matrix multiplication with MPC.
We show that this approach is not efficient. We design a novel
CMPC algorithm; PolyDot coded MPC (PolyDot-CMPC) by
using a recently proposed coded computation algorithm; PolyDot
codes. We exploit “garbage terms” that naturally arise when
polynomials are constructed in the design of PolyDot-CMPC to
reduce the number of workers needed for privacy-preserving
computation. We show that entangled polynomial codes, which
are consistently better than PolyDot codes in coded computation
setup, are not necessarily better than PolyDot-CMPC in MPC
setting.

I. INTRODUCTION

Privacy-preserving distributed computing in edge networks
is crucial for Internet of Things (IoT) applications including
smart homes, self-driving cars, wearables, etc. Multi-party
computation (MPC), which is a privacy-preserving distributed
computing framework [1], is a promising approach. The main
goal of MPC is to calculate a function of data stored in
multiple parties such as end devices and edge servers in
edge computing systems. In this paper, we focus on BGW
[2], an information theoretic MPC solution due to its lower
computing load as well as quantum safe nature [3] rather than
cryptographic solutions [4], [5]. Despite its potential, BGW
should adapt to the limited resources of edge networks.

Coded-MPC (CMPC) [6], [7] aims to improve BGW and
make it adaptive to limited edge resources by employing coded
computation [8], [9]. Coded computation advocates splitting
computationally intensive tasks into smaller ones, coding these
sub tasks using error correcting codes, and distributively
processing coded tasks in parallel at workers (end devices or
edge servers in our setup). This idea turns out to address the
straggling workers problem [8], [9]. CMPC uses the coded
computation idea in MPC setup to reduce the required number
of workers, which is limited in edge systems.

Existing CMPC approaches [6], [7] usually combine coded
computation algorithms designed for efficient matrix multipli-
cation with MPC. In this paper, we show that this approach
is not efficient with regard to reducing the required number
of workers as it does not consider an important relationship

between coded computation and MPC. Actually, the required
number of workers (or efficiency of a code) is directly related
with the powers of the created polynomials in coded computa-
tion. For example, the efficiency of polynomial codes reduces
if there are gaps in the powers of the polynomials in coded
computation. On the other hand, our key observation shows
that such gaps help to reduce the required number of workers
in CMPC setup. In particular, when there are gaps among
powers of the coded terms, multiplication of the coded terms
may create additional terms that we name “garbage terms”,
which can be used to reduce the required number of workers.
The next example illustrates our key observation.

Example 1: MatDot-Coded MPC.1 Let us assume that there
are two end devices; source 1 and source 2 that own matrices
A and B, respectively. Our objective is to compute Y = ATB,
which is a computationally exhaustive task for large A and B
matrices, while preserving privacy. To achieve this goal, end
users need the help of edge servers (workers). Assume that
matrices A and B are divided into two parts row-wise such
that: AT = [A1 A2] and BT = [B1 B2], where Y = ATB
is constructed as ATB = A1B1 +A2B2.

When the number of colluding workers is z = 2, source
1 and source 2 construct polynomials FA(x) = A1 + A2x +
Ā3x

2 + Ā4x
3 and FB(x) = B1x+ B2 + B̄3x

2 + B̄4x
3. The

first two terms, namely, coded terms in these polynomials are
determined by MatDot codes [10], and the second two terms,
i.e., secret terms, are designed by our proposed PolyDot-
CMPC method, which we explain later in the paper. We
note that the degree of the secret terms starts from two. The
reason is that the multiplication of the coded terms becomes
(A1B1 +A2B2)x+A1B2 +A2B1x

2, where the only term we
need to recover Y = ATB is (A1B1 +A2B2)x. Other terms,
namely, A1B2 and A2B1x

2, are called garbage terms.
After FA(αn) and FB(αn) are sent from source 1 and

source 2 to workers, worker n determines H(αn) =
FA(αn)FB(αn), where H(x) = A1B2 + (A1B1 +A2B2)x+∑6
i=2Hix

i. Next, each worker n computes the multiplication
of rn with H(αn) and creates the polynomial Gn(x) as
Gn(x) = rnH(αn) + R

(n)
0 x + R

(n)
1 x2, where the selection

of rn’s, R(n)
0 ’s, and R

(n)
1 ’s will be explained later in the

1Although our PolyDot-CMPC mechanism uses PolyDot codes, we use
MatDot codes in this example to explain the “garbage terms” in a simple
way.
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paper. Then, worker n sends Gn(αn′) to worker n′. After
all data exchanges, worker n′, knowing Gn(αn′), calculates
their sum and sends I(αn′) =

∑7
n=1Gn(αn′) to the master

(one of the edge devices that would like to get the calculated
value of Y = ATB), where I(x) = A1B1 + A2B2 +∑7
n=1R

(n)
0 x +

∑7
n=1R

(n)
1 x2. In the last phase, the master

reconstructs I(x) once it receives I(αn) from 1 + z = 3
workers. After reconstructing I(x) and determining all co-
efficients, Y = ATB = A1B1 + A2B2 is calculated in a
privacy-preserving manner. The number of terms with non-
zero coefficients in polynomial H(x) is equal to 7. Thus,
7 workers are required for privacy-preserving computation.
We note that, for the same number of colluding workers and
matrix partitions, polynomial coded MPC [6], which divides
matrices A and B into two column-wise partitions, requires
11 workers.2 �

The above example demonstrates the importance of the
garbage terms for the efficiency of CMPC algorithms. Based
on this observation and exploiting the garbage terms, we
design PolyDot-CMPC. We show that PolyDot-CMPC reduces
the required number of workers for several colluding workers
as compared to entangled polynomial coded MPC (Entangled-
CMPC) [7]. This result is surprising as entangled polynomial
codes are consistently better than PolyDot codes in coded
computation setup [11]. We also compare PolyDot-CMPC
with baselines; SSMM [12], and GCSA-NA [13]. We show
that PolyDot-CMPC performs better than SSMM [12] and
GCSA-NA [13] for a range of colluding workers.

The structure of the rest of this paper is as follows.
Section II presents our system model. Section III outlines the
attack model we consider in this work. Section IV presents our
PolyDot-CMPC algorithm as well as its performance analysis
as compared to baselines. Section V provides simulation
results of PolyDot-CMPC. Section VI concludes the paper.

II. SYSTEM MODEL

We consider an MPC system containing E sources, N work-
ers, and a master node, where all of them are edge devices with
limited resources. There exists no connection among source
nodes, but there are connections between sources and workers.
All workers are connected to each other, and there exists a
connection between the master node and each worker. Private
data χe is stored at source node e. The goal is to compute
Y = f(χ1, . . . , χE) in a privacy-preserving manner. The
function f(.) stands for any polynomial function, but we focus
on the multiplication of two square matrices (which can be
easily extended to general matrices). In particular, we consider
χ1 = A and χ2 = B, and calculate Y = f(A,B) = ATB.

Given the above system model, we use the following
notation in the rest of this paper. Considering two arbitrary
sets I and J, with integer elements i, j ∈ Z, we have; (i)
I + J = {i + j : i ∈ I, j ∈ J}; (ii) I + j = {i + j : i ∈ I};

2This example is a special case of both PolyDot-CMPC and Entangled-
CMPC [7], when matrices A and B are partitioned row-wise, but the idea of
garbage terms is not discussed in [7].

and (iii) |I| stands for the cardinality of I. We define Ωji as
Ωji = {i, . . . , j}. We show the divisibility with k|m, i.e., m is
divisible by k. Considering a polynomial f(x) =

∑n
i=0 aix

i,
P(f(x)) is defined as the set of powers of the terms in f(x)
with non-zero coefficients, i.e., P(f(x)) = {i ∈ Z : 0 ≤ i ≤
n, ai 6= 0}. Finally, if a matrix A is divided into s row-wise
and t column-wise partitions, it is represented as

A =

 A0,0 . . . A0,t−1

...
. . .

...
As−1,0 . . . As−1,t−1

 . (1)

III. ATTACK MODEL

A semi-honest system model is considered in this paper
where all parties (master, workers, and sources) are honest and
follow the exact protocol defined by PolyDot-CMPC, but they
are eavesdropping and potentially spying about private data.
We design PolyDot-CMPC such that it is information theoret-
ically secure against z colluding workers, where z is less than
half of the total number of workers, i.e., z < N/2. More
specifically, we provide privacy requirements from source,
worker and master nodes’ perspective next.

Sources: The private data of each source node, should be
kept private from all other sources. Our system model satisfies
this condition since, source nodes do not communicate. Also,
the worker nodes and the master node do not send data to any
of the source nodes.

Workers: There should not be any privacy violation
when workers receive data from sources, communicate with
other workers and the master. Such privacy requirement
should be satisfied if no more than z workers collude.
More formally, the following condition should be satisfied;
H̃(χ1, . . . , χE |

⋃
n∈Nc

({Gn′(αn), n′ ∈ ΩN1 }, ∪
e∈ΩE

1

Fe(αn))) =

H̃(χ1, . . . , χE), where H̃ is the Shannon entropy, αn is from
finite field and known by all workers, Gn′(αn) is the data that
worker n gets from worker n′, Fe(αn) is the data that worker
n gets from source e, and Nc is a subset of {0, . . . , N} with
cardinality less than or equal to z.

Master: Everything, except the final result Y , should be kept
private from the master node. In particular, the following con-
dition should be satisfied; H̃(χ1, . . . , χE |Y,

⋃
n∈ΩN

1

I(αn)) =

H̃(χ1, . . . , χE |Y ), where I(αn) is the data received from
worker n by the master node.

IV. POLYDOT CODED MPC (POLYDOT-CMPC)

In this section, we present our PolyDot coded MPC frame-
work (PolyDot-CMPC) that employs PolyDot coding [10] to
create coded terms. Our design is based on leveraging the
garbage terms that are not required for computing Y = ATB
and reusing them in the secret terms.

A. PolyDot-CMPC

Sources. Source 1 and source 2 divide matrices A ∈ Fm×m
and B ∈ Fm×m into s row-wise and t column-wise partitions



as in (1), where s, t ∈ N, and s|m and t|m hold. Using
the splitted matrices Ai,j ∈ AT and Bk,l ∈ B, where
i, l ∈ Ωt−1

0 , j, k ∈ Ωs−1
0 , they generate polynomials FA(x)

and FB(x), which consist of coded and secret terms, i.e.,
Fi′(x) = Ci′(x) + Si′(x), i′ ∈ {A,B}, where Ci′(x)’s are
the coded terms defined by PolyDot codes [10], and Si′(x)’s
are the secret terms that we construct. Next, we discuss the
construction of Si′(x), hence FA(x) and FB(x) in detail.

Let P(CA(x)) and P(CB(x)) be sets of the powers of the
polynomials CA(x) and CB(x) with coefficients larger than
zero. P(CA(x)) and P(CB(x)) are expressed as

P(CA(x)) ={i+ tj ∈ N : i ∈ Ωt−1
0 , j ∈ Ωs−1

0 }
={0, . . . , ts− 1}, (2)

P(CB(x)) ={t(s− 1− k) + lθ′ ∈ N : k ∈ Ωs−1
0 , l ∈ Ωt−1

0 }
={tq′ + lθ′ ∈ N : q′ ∈ Ωs−1

0 , l ∈ Ωt−1
0 }, (3)

where s, t ∈ N, and θ′ = t(2s− 1).
As seen from (2) and (3), P(CA(x)CB(x)) is the set of

the powers of the polynomial CA(x)CB(x) with coefficients
larger than zero, and is expressed as P(CA(x)CB(x)) =
{i + t(s − 1 + j − k) + tl(2s − 1) ∈ N : i, l ∈
Ωt−1

0 , j, k ∈ Ωs−1
0 }. Furthermore, we know from [10]

that Yi,l =
∑s−1
j=0 Ai,jBj,l, which are the coefficients of

xi+t(s−1)+tl(2s−1) in CA(x)CB(x), are the elements of the
final result Y = ATB. Therefore, we define {i + t(s − 1) +
tl(2s−1) ∈ N : i, l ∈ Ωt−1

0 } as the set of important powers of
CA(x)CB(x). We define the secret terms SA(x) and SB(x)
so that the important powers of CA(x)CB(x) do not have
common terms with P(CA(x)SB(x)), P(SA(x)CB(x)), and
P(SA(x)SB(x)). The reason is that Yi,l’s should not have
any overlap with the other components for successful recovery
of Y . The following conditions should hold to guarantee this
requirement.

C1: i+ t(s− 1) + tl(2s− 1) 6∈ P(SA(x)) + P(CB(x)),

C2: i+ t(s− 1) + tl(2s− 1) 6∈ P(SA(x)) + P(SB(x)),

C3: i+ t(s− 1) + tl(2s− 1) 6∈ P(SB(x)) + P(CA(x)),
(4)

where i, l ∈ Ωt−1
0 and s, t ∈ N. We determine P(SA(x)) and

P(SB(x)) according to the following set of rules; (i) deter-
mine all elements of P(SA(x)), starting from the minimum
possible element, satisfying C1 in (4), (ii) fix P(SA(x)) in C2
of (4), and find all elements of the subset of P(SB(x)), starting
from the minimum possible element, that satisfies C2; we call
this subset as P′(SB(x)), (iii) determine all elements of the
subset of P(SB(x)), starting from the minimum possible ele-
ment, that satisfies C3 in (4); we call this subset as P′′(SB(x)),
and (iv) find the intersection of P′(SB(x)) and P′′(SB(x))
to form P(SB(x)). In our PolyDot-CMPC mechanism, we
define the polynomials FA(x) and FB(x), based on the above
strategy as formalized in Theorem 1.

Theorem 1: With the following design of FA(x) and FB(x)

in PolyDot-CMPC, the conditions in (4) are satisfied.

FA(x) =

{
FA1(x) z > ts− t and s, t 6= 1
FA2

(x) z ≤ ts− t or t = 1 or s = 1
(5)

FA1(x) =

t−1∑
i=0

s−1∑
j=0

Ai,jx
i+tj

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,CA(x)

+

t(s−1)−1∑
w=0

p−1∑
l=0

Ā(w+θ′l)x
ts+θ′l+w

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,SA1

(x)

+

z−1−pt(s−1)∑
u=0

Ā(u+t(s−1)+θ′(p−1))x
ts+θ′p+u

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,SA1

(x)

, (6)

FA2
(x) =

t−1∑
i=0

s−1∑
j=0

Ai,jx
i+tj

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,CA(x)

+

z−1∑
u=0

Āux
ts+θ′p+u

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,SA2

(x)

, (7)

FB(x) =

{ FB1
(x) z > τ or t = 1 or s = 1

FB2
(x) τ+1

2 < z ≤ τ and s, t 6= 1
FB3(x) z ≤ τ+1

2 and s, t 6= 1
(8)

FB1(x) =

s−1∑
k=0

t−1∑
l=0

Bk,lx
t(s−1−k)+θ′l

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,CB(x)

+

z−1∑
r=0

B̄rx
ts+θ′(t−1)+r

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,SB1

(x)

,

(9)

FB2
(x) =

s−1∑
k=0

t−1∑
l=0

Bk,lx
t(s−1−k)+θ′l

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,CB(x)

+

τ−z∑
d=0

p′−1∑
l′=0

B̄(d+θ′l′)x
ts+θ′l′+d

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,SB2

(x)

+

z−1−p′(τ−z+1)∑
v=0

B̄(v+τ−z+1+θ′(p′−1))x
ts+θ′p′+v

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,SB2

(x)

,

(10)

FB3
(x) =

s−1∑
k=0

t−1∑
l=0

Bk,lx
t(s−1−k)+θ′l

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,CB(x)

+

z−1∑
v=0

B̄vx
ts+v

︸ ︷︷ ︸
,SB3

(x)

(11)

where p = min{b z−1
ts−tc, t − 1}, τ = θ′ − ts −

t, p′ = min{b z−1
τ−z+1c, t − 1}. Moreover, Ā(w+θ′l),

Ā(u+t(s−1)+θ′(p−1)), and Āu, are selected independently
and uniformly at random in Fm

t ×
m
s , and B̄r, B̄d+θ′l′ ,



B̄(v+τ−z+1+θ′(p′−1)), and B̄v are chosen independently and
uniformly at random in Fm

s ×
m
t .

Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix A. �
The degrees of secret terms in Theorem 1 are selected by

exploiting the “garbage terms”, which are all the terms coming
from the multiplication of CA(x) and CB(x), except for the
terms with indices i + t(s − 1) + θ′l, i, l ∈ Ωt−1

0 , as these
terms will be used to recover Y = ATB.

Workers. Worker n receives FA(αn) and FB(αn)
from source 1 and source 2, and computes H(αn) =
FA(αn)FB(αn). Then, worker n calculates Gn(x) as

Gn(x) =

t−1∑
i=0

t−1∑
l=0

r(i,l)
n H(αn)xi+tl +

z−1∑
w=0

R(n)
w xt

2+w, (12)

where R
(n)
w ’s are selected independently and uniformly at

random from Fm
t ×

m
t , and r

(i,l)
n ’s are obtained satisfying∑s−1

j=0 AijBjl =
∑N
n=1 r

(i,l)
n H(αn) using the Lagrange in-

terpolation rule, and known by all workers.
Next, worker n shares Gn(αn′) with other workers n′. After

all the communications among workers, each worker n′ has
access to all Gn(αn′)’s. Worker n′ computes the summation of
all Gn(αn′)’s, and sends this result, i.e., I(αn′), to the master
node, where I(x) =

∑N
n=1Gn(x).

Master. The master node can reconstruct the polynomial
I(x) by receiving deg(I(x))+1 = t2+z results from workers,
and it directly gives the desired output Y = ATB. The reason
is that the coefficients of the first t2 terms of I(x) are exactly
equal to the elements of the final result Y = ATB.

Theorem 2: The required number of workers for multipli-
cation of two massive matrices A and B employing PolyDot-
CMPC, in a privacy preserving manner while there exist z
colluding workers in the system and due to the resource
limitations each worker is capable of working on at most 1

st
fraction of each input matrix, is expressed as follows

NPolyDot-CMPC =



ψ1, ts < z or t = 1

ψ2, ts− t < z ≤ ts and t, s 6= 1

ψ3, ts− 2t < z ≤ ts− t and t, s 6= 1

ψ4, υ′ < z ≤ ts− 2t and t, s 6= 1

ψ5, z ≤ υ′ and t, s 6= 1

ψ6, s = 1 and t ≥ z and t 6= 1

(13)

where ψ1 = (p+2)ts+θ′(t−1)+2z−1, ψ2 = 2ts+θ′(t−1)+
3z−1, ψ3 = 2ts+θ′(t−1)+2z−1, ψ4 = (t+1)ts+(t−1)(z+
t− 1) + 2z− 1, ψ5 = θ′t+ z, and ψ6 = t2 + 2t+ tz− 1, s|m,
and t|m are satisfied, p = min{b z−1

θ′−tsc, t − 1}, θ′ = 2ts − t
and υ′ = max{ts− 2t− s+ 2, ts−2t+1

2 }.
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix B. �

B. PolyDot-CMPC in Perspective

This section provides a theoretical analysis for the number
of workers required by PolyDot-CMPC as compared to the

baselines; Entangled-CMPC [7], SSMM [12] and GCSA-NA
[13]3.

Lemma 3: PolyDot-CMPC is more efficient than Entangled-
CMPC with regards to requiring smaller number of workers
in the following regions:

1) z > ts, p < t−1
s , t 6= 1

2) ts− s < z ≤ ts, t− 1 > s, s, t 6= 1
3) (t− 1)2 < z < t(t− 1), s = t− 1, s, t 6= 1
4) ts− t−min{0, 1− 2s−5

t−3 } < z ≤ ts− s, t > 3, s 6= 1
5) s = 2, t = 3, z = 4
6) t = 2, s = 2, z = 1, 2
7) max{st− t−s− 2

t−2 , ts−2t} < z ≤ ts− t, t > 2, t ≥
s, s 6= 1

8) t < s ≤ 2t, ts− s < z ≤ ts− t, s, t 6= 1
9) t = 2, 3 ≤ s ≤ 4, 2(s− 2) < z ≤ 2(s− 1)

10) st− 2t < z ≤ ts− s, t > 2, t < s ≤ 2t
11) s > 2t, ts− 2t < z ≤ ts− t, s, t 6= 1
12) 2t ≥ s, max{ts−2t−s+2, ts−2t+1

2 } < z ≤ min{st−
2t, 2ts− t2 + t− 2s+ 1}, s, t 6= 1

13) s > 2t, ts− s < z ≤ ts− 2t, t 6= 1, 2
14) 4 < s < z < 2s− 4, t = 2
15) ts− 2t− s+ 2 < z < ts− s, 2t < s, s, t 6= 1
16) st − 2s − t − 1

t−1 < z ≤ max{ts − 2t − s +

2, ts−2t+1
2 }, s, t 6= 1.

In all other regions for the values of the system parameters
s, t, and z, PolyDot-CMPC requires the same or larger number
of workers.
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix C.A. �

Lemma 4: PolyDot-CMPC performs better than SSMM in
terms of requiring smaller number of workers in the following
two regions:

1) z > max{ts, ts− t+ pts
t−1}, t 6= 1

2) t−1
t−2 (st− t) < z ≤ ts.

In all other regions for the values of the system parameters
s, t, and z, PolyDot-CMPC requires the same or larger number
of workers.
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix C.B. �

Lemma 5: PolyDot-CMPC performs better than GCSA-
NA in terms of requiring smaller number of workers in the
following regions:

1) z > ts, p < t−1
s , t 6= 1

2) s < t, ts− t < z ≤ min{ts, t(t− 1)− 1}
3) z ≤ ts− t
4) s = 1, t > z, t 6= 2.

In all other regions for the values of the system parameters
s, t, and z, PolyDot-CMPC requires the same or larger number
of workers.
Proof: The proof is provided in Appendix C.C. �

V. PERFORMANCE EVALUATION

In this section, the performance of PolyDot-CMPC is evalu-
ated via simulations and compared with the baseline methods,

3GCSA-NA is constructed for batch matrix multiplication. However, by
considering the number of batches as one, it becomes an appropriate baseline
to compare PolyDot-CMPC.
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Fig. 1. Required number of workers versus number of colluding workers.
The parameters are set to s = 4, t = 15 and 1 ≤ z ≤ 300.

(i) Entangled-CMPC [7], (ii) SSMM [12], and (iii) GCSA-NA
[13]. In this setup we have m = 36000, i.e., both A and B
are square matrices with the size of 36000× 36000.

Fig. 1, shows the number of workers required for computing
Y = ATB versus the number of colluding workers. This
figure, is an example for the analysis provided in Section IV-B
for specific values of s = 4, t = 15, and 1 ≤ z ≤ 300. For
small number of colluding workers, i.e., 1 ≤ z ≤ 48, SSMM
[12] performs the best as it requires minimum number of
workers. PolyDot-CMPC performs better than all the baselines
when 49 ≤ z ≤ 180. On the other hand, GCSA-NA [13] and
Entangled-CMPC [7] have similar performance and perform
better than the other mechanisms when 181 ≤ z ≤ 300.
These results confirm Lemmas 3, 4, and 5 as PolyDot-CMPC
performs better than the baselines for a range of colluding
workers.

Fig. 2 illustrates the required number of workers versus
s/t, the number of row partitions divided by the number
of column partitions, for fixed z = 42 and st = 36. As
seen, PolyDot-CMPC performs better than the other base-
line methods concerning the required number of workers
for (s, t) ∈ {(2, 18), (3, 12), (4, 9)}, since in this scenario
we have 42 = z > ts = 36, and for these values of
s, t, we have p equal to 2, 1 and 1, respectively. Thus,
conditions 1 in Lemmas 3, 4, and 5 are satisfied. However, for
(s, t) ∈ {(1, 36), (6, 6), (9, 4), (12, 3), (18, 2), (36, 1)}, these
conditions are no longer satisfied. Also, we can see that the
required number of workers for all methods is directly related
to the number of column partitions, t.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have studied the problem of privacy preserving matrix
multiplication in edge networks using MPC. We have proposed
a new coded privacy-preserving computation mechanism;
PolyDot-CMPC, which is designed by employing PolyDot
codes. We have used “garbage terms” that naturally arise
when polynomials are constructed in the design of PolyDot-
CMPC to reduce the number of workers needed for privacy-
preserving computation. We have analyzed and simulated
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Fig. 2. Required number of workers versus s/t for fixed z = 42 and st = 36.

PolyDot-CMPC, and demonstrated that the garbage terms are
important in the design and efficiency of CMPC algorithms.
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APPENDIX A: PROOF OF THEOREM 1
We first determine P(SA(x)) and P(SB(x)) and then derive

FA(x) and FB(x), accordingly.
Based on our strategy for determining P(SA(x)) and

P(SB(x)), we: (i) first find all elements of P(SA(x)), starting
from the minimum possible element, satisfying C1 in (4), (ii)
then fix P(SA(x)), containing the z smallest elements, in C2
of (4), and find all elements of the subset of P(SB(x)), starting
from the minimum possible element, that satisfies C2; we call
this subset as P′(SB(x)), (iii) find all elements of the subset
of P(SB(x)), starting from the minimum possible element,
that satisfies C3 in (4); we call this subset as P′′(SB(x)), and
(iv) finally, find the intersection of P′(SB(x)) and P′′(SB(x))
to form P(SB(x)). Next, we explain these steps in details.

(i) Find all elements of P(SA(x)) satisfying C1 in (4).
For this step, using (3) and C1 in (4), we have:

i+ t(s− 1) + tl(2s− 1) 6∈ {t(s− 1)− tq + tl′(2s− 1)}
+ P(SA(x)), 0 ≤ q ≤ s− 1, 0 ≤ i, l, l′ ≤ t− 1, s,

t ∈ N (14)

which is equivalent to:

β + θ′l′′ 6∈ P(SA(x)), (15)

for l′′ = (l − l′), θ′ = t(2s − 1) and β = i + tq. From
(14), the range of the variables β and l′′ are derived as β ∈
{0, . . . , ts − 1} and l′′ ∈ {−(t − 1), . . . , (t − 1)}. However,
knowing the fact that all powers in P(SA(x)) are from N,
we consider only l′′ ∈ {0, . . . , t − 1}.4 Considering different
values of l′′ from the interval l′′ ∈ {0, ..., t − 1} in (15), we
have:

P(SA(x)) /∈ {0, . . . , ts− 1},
P(SA(x)) /∈ {θ′, . . . , ts− 1 + θ′},
P(SA(x)) /∈ {2θ′, . . . , ts− 1 + 2θ′},
. . .

P(SA(x)) /∈ {(t− 1)θ′, . . . , ts− 1 + (t− 1)θ′}. (16)

Using the complement of the above intervals, the intervals that
P(SA(x)) can be selected from, is derived as follows:

P(SA(x)) ∈{ts, . . . , θ′ − 1} ∪ {ts+ θ′, . . . , 2θ′ − 1} ∪ . . .
∪ {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}, s, t > 1 (17)

P(SA(x)) ∈ {t2, . . . ,+∞}, s = 1 (18)

P(SA(x)) ∈ {s, . . . ,+∞}, t = 1 (19)

Note that the required number of powers with non-zero
coefficients for the secret term SA(x) is z, i.e.,

|P(SA(x))| = z. (20)

4The reason is that for the largest value of β, i.e., β = ts− 1 and largest
value of l′′ ∈ {−(t − 1), . . . ,−1}, i.e., l′′ = −1, β + θ′(l′′) is equal to
ts − 1 + (2ts − t)(−1) = t(1 − s) − 1, which is negative for s, t ∈ N.
Therefore, for all l′′ ∈ {−(t− 1), . . . ,−1} in (15), β + θ′l′′ is negative.

Since our goal is to make the degree of polynomial FA(x) as
small as possible, we choose the z smallest powers from the
sets in (17) to form P(SA(x)). Note that in (17), there are t−1
finite sets and one infinite set, where each finite set contains
θ′ − ts elements. Therefore, based on the value of z, we use
the first interval and as many remaining intervals as required
for z > θ′ − ts, and the first interval only for z ≤ θ′ − ts.

Lemma 6: If z > θ′ − ts and s, t 6= 1, the subsets of
all powers of polynomial SA(x) with non-zero coefficients
is defined as the following:

P(SA(x)) =
( p−1⋃
l=0

{ts+ θ′l, . . . , (l + 1)θ′ − 1}
)

∪ {ts+ pθ′, . . . , ts+ pθ′ + z − 1− p(θ′ − ts)}
(21)

={ts+ θ′l + w, l ∈ Ωp−1
0 , w ∈ Ω

t(s−1)−1
0 }

∪ {ts+ θ′p+ u, u ∈ Ω
z−1−pt(s−1)
0 }. (22)

Proof: For the case of z > θ′− ts and s, t 6= 1, the number of
elements in the first interval of (17), which is equal to θ′− ts,
is not sufficient for selecting z powers. Therefore, more than
one interval is used; we show the number of selected intervals
with p+1, where p ≥ 1 is defined as p = min{b z−1

θ′−tsc, t−1}.
With this definition, the first p selected intervals are selected
in full, in other words, in total we select p(θ′−ts) elements to
form the first p intervals in (21). The remaining z−p(θ′− ts)
elements are selected from the (p + 1)st interval of (17) as
shown as the last interval of (21). (22) can be derived from
(21) by replacing θ′ with its equivalence, 2ts− t. �

Lemma 7: If z ≤ θ′ − ts and s, t 6= 1, the subsets of
all powers of polynomial SA(x) with non-zero coefficients
is defined as the following:

P(SA(x)) = {ts, . . . , ts+ z − 1}
= {ts+ u, u ∈ Ωz−1

0 }. (23)

Proof: In this scenario for z ≤ θ′−ts, the first interval of (17)
is sufficient to select all z elements of P(SA(x)), therefore, z
elements are selected from the first interval of (17), as shown
in (23). �

Lemma 8: If s = 1, the subsets of all powers of polynomial
SA(x) with non-zero coefficients is defined as the following:

P(SA(x)) = {t2, . . . , t2 + z − 1}
= {t2 + u, u ∈ Ωz−1

0 }, (24)

and if t = 1, it is defined as:

P(SA(x)) = {s, . . . , s+ z − 1}
= {s+ u, u ∈ Ωz−1

0 }. (25)

Proof: If s = 1, z smallest elements are selected from (18), as
shown in (24) and if t = 1, z smallest elements are selected
from (19), as shown in (25). �

(ii) Fix P(SA(x)) in C2 of (4), and find the subset of
P(SB(x)) that satisfies C2; we call this subset as P′(SB(x)).



In this step, we consider the four cases of s = 1, t =
1, z > θ′ − ts, s, t 6= 1, and z ≤ θ′ − ts, s, t 6= 1 and
derive P′(SB(x)) as summarized in Lemmas 9, 10, 11 and
13, respectively.

Lemma 9: If s = 1, P′(SB(x)) is defined as the following:

P′(SB(x)) = {0, . . . ,+∞}. (26)

Proof: In this scenario, we use (24) defined for P(SA(x)). By
replacing P(SA(x)) in C2 we have the following:

C2: i+ tl 6∈ {t2, . . . , t2 + z − 1}+ P′(SB(x)), (27)

which can be equivalently written as:

C2: {0, . . . , t2 − 1} 6∈ {t2, . . . , t2 + z − 1}+ P′(SB(x)).
(28)

From the above equation, any non-negative elements for
P′(SB(x)) satisfies this constraint. This completes the proof.
�

Lemma 10: If t = 1, P′(SB(x)) is defined as the following:

P′(SB(x)) = {0, . . . ,+∞}. (29)

Proof: In this scenario, we use (25) defined for P(SA(x)). By
replacing P(SA(x)) in C2 we have the following:

C2: s− 1 6∈ {s, . . . , s+ z − 1}+ P′(SB(x)). (30)

From the above equation, any non-negative elements for
P′(SB(x)) satisfies this constraint. This completes the proof.
�

Lemma 11: If z > θ′−ts and s, t 6= 1, P′(SB(x)) is defined
as the following:

P′(SB(x)) =
( t−2⋃
l′=0

{θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − ts}
)

(31)

∪ {(t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (32)

Proof: In this scenario, we use (21) defined for P(SA(x))
when z > θ′ − ts, which can be equivalently written as:

P(SA(x)) =

{
ts+ θ′l′′ + w, l′′ ∈ Ωp−1

0 , w ∈ Ωθ
′−ts−1

0

ts+ θ′l′′ + u, l′′ = p, u ∈ Ω
z−1−p(θ′−ts)
0

(33)

and then replace P(SA(x)) in C2 using the above equation:

C2: i+ t(s− 1) + θ′l 6∈{
ts+ θ′l′′ + w + P′(SB(x)), l′′ ∈ Ωp−1

0 , w ∈ Ωθ
′−ts−1

0

ts+ θ′l′′ + u+ P′(SB(x)), l′′ = p, u ∈ Ω
z−1−p(θ′−ts)
0

(34)

Equivalently:

P′(SB(x)) 6∈{
i− t− w + θ′(l − l′′), l′′ ∈ Ωp−1

0 , w ∈ Ωθ
′−ts−1

0

i− t− u+ θ′(l − p), u ∈ Ω
z−1−p(θ′−ts)
0

(35)

By simplifying the above equation, we have:

P′(SB(x)) 6∈{
î− w + θ′ l̂, î ∈ Ω−1

−t , l̂ ∈ Ωt−1
−(p−1), w ∈ Ωθ

′−ts−1
0

î− u+ θ′ l̃, î ∈ Ω−1
−t , l̃ ∈ Ωt−1−p

−p , u ∈ Ω
z−1−p(θ′−ts)
0

(36)

Knowing the fact that all powers in P′(SB(x)) are in N, we
consider only l̂, l̃ ≥ 1 as l̂, l̃ < 1 results in negative powers of
P′(SB(x))5. This results in:

P′(SB(x)) 6∈{
V1

V2,
(37)

=

{
î− w + θ′ l̂, î ∈ Ω−1

−t , l̂ ∈ Ωt−1
1 , w ∈ Ωθ

′−ts−1
0

î− u+ θ′ l̃, î ∈ Ω−1
−t , l̃ ∈ Ωt−1−p

1 , u ∈ Ω
z−1−p(θ′−ts)
0

(38)

Lemma 12: V2 defined in (37) is a subset of V1: V2 ⊂ V1.

Proof: To prove this lemma, we consider two cases of6 (i)
p = t − 1 and (ii) p < t − 1. For the first case of p = t − 1,
V2 is an empty set as the upper bound of l̃, i.e., t − 1 − p,
becomes less than its lower bound, i.e., 1. Thus V2 ⊂ V1 for
p = t − 1. In the following, we consider the second case of
p < t− 1 and prove that V2 ⊂ V1.

p = min{b z − 1

θ′ − ts
c, t− 1}, p < t− 1

⇒p = b z − 1

θ′ − ts
c

⇒p+ 1 >
z − 1

θ′ − ts
⇒θ′ − ts > z − 1− p(θ′ − ts)
⇒θ′ − ts ≥ z − p(θ′ − ts). (39)

Using (39), u ⊂ w in (37). In addition, l̃ ⊂ l̂, as p ≥ 0.
Therefore, V2 is a subset of V1 for the second case of p <
t− 1, as well. This completes the proof. �

Using Lemma 12, we can reduce (37) to:

P′(SB(x)) 6∈ î− w + θ′ l̂, î ∈ Ω−1
−t , l̂ ∈ Ωt−1

1 , w ∈ Ωθ
′−ts−1

0

(40)

By replacing θ′ with its equivalence t(2s − 1), the range of
variation for î− w is î− w ∈ {−ts+ 1, . . . ,−1}. Therefore,
by considering different values of l̂, the above equation is

5The reason is that i′ − w and i′ − u are always negative. If l̂, l̃ are also
negative or equal to zero, i′ − w + θ′ l̂ and i′ − u+ θ′ l̃ are negative.

6Note that from the definition of p = min{b z−1
θ′−ts c, t− 1}, p is less than

or equal to t− 1.



expanded as:

P′(SB(x)) 6∈ {θ′ − ts+ 1, . . . , θ′ − 1},
P′(SB(x)) 6∈ {2θ′ − ts+ 1, . . . , 2θ′ − 1},
. . .

P′(SB(x)) 6∈ {(t− 1)θ′ − ts+ 1, . . . , (t− 1)θ′ − 1}. (41)

Using the complement of the above intervals, the intervals that
P′(SB(x)) can be selected from, is derived as follows:

P′(SB(x)) ∈ {0, . . . , θ′ − ts} ∪ {θ′, . . . , 2θ′ − ts} ∪ . . .∪
{(t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (42)

This completes the proof of Lemma 11. �

Lemma 13: If z ≤ θ′−ts and s, t 6= 1, P′(SB(x)) is defined
as the following:

P′(SB(x)) =
( t−2⋃
l′=0

{θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − z − t}
)

(43)

∪ {(t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (44)

Proof: To determine P′(SB(x)), we need to find a subset
of P(SB(x)) that satisfies C2. By replacing P(SA(x)) from
Lemma 7 in C2, we have:

C2: i+ t(s− 1) + θ′l 6∈ ts+ r + P′(SB(x)). (45)

Equivalently:

P(SB(x)) 6∈ i− r − t+ θ′l, (46)

where i, l ∈ {0, . . . , t − 1} and r ∈ {0, . . . , z − 1}. By
expanding the above equation we have:

P′(SB(x)) 6∈ {−z − t+ 1, . . . ,−1},
P′(SB(x)) 6∈ {θ′ − z − t+ 1, . . . , θ′ − 1},
P′(SB(x)) 6∈ {2θ′ − z − t+ 1, . . . , 2θ′ − 1},
. . .

P′(SB(x)) 6∈ {(t− 1)θ′ − z − t+ 1, . . . , (t− 1)θ′ − 1}.
(47)

Using the complement of the above intervals, the intervals that
P′(SB(x)) can be selected from, is derived as follows:

P′(SB(x)) = {0, . . . , θ′ − z − t} ∪ {θ′, . . . , 2θ′ − z − t}∪
. . . ∪ {(t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (48)

This completes the proof. �

(iii) Find the subset of P(SB(x)) that satisfies C3 in
(4); we call this subset as P′′(SB(x)).

In this step, we consider the three cases of s = 1, t = 1 and
s, t ≥ 2, and derive P′′(SB(x)) as summarized in Lemmas 14,
15 and 16.

Lemma 14: If s = 1, P′′(SB(x)) is defined as the following:

P′′(SB(x)) = {t2, . . . ,+∞}. (49)

Proof: By replacing P(CA(x)) from (2) in C3, we have

C3: i+ tl 6∈ {0, . . . , t− 1}+ P′′(SB(x)), (50)

which can be equivalently written as:

{0, . . . , t2 − 1} 6∈ {0, . . . , t− 1}+ P′′(SB(x)),

⇒{−t+ 1, . . . , t2 − 1} 6∈ P′′(SB(x)) (51)

From the above equation, the elements of P′′(SB(x)) can be
selected from any positive integer greater than t2 − 1. This
completes the proof. �

Lemma 15: If t = 1, P′′(SB(x)) is defined as the following:

P′′(SB(x)) = {s, . . . ,+∞}. (52)

Proof: By replacing P(CA(x)) from (2) in C3, we have

C3: s− 1 6∈ {0, . . . , s− 1}+ P′′(SB(x)), (53)

which can be equivalently written as:

{0, . . . , s− 1} 6∈ P′′(SB(x)). (54)

From the above equation, the elements of P′′(SB(x)) can be
selected from any positive integer greater than sThis completes
the proof. �

Lemma 16: For any s, t ≥ 2 and z ∈ N, P′′(SB(x)) is
defined as the following:

P′′(SB(x)) =
( t−2⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t}
)

∪ {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (55)

.

Proof: By replacing P(CA(x)) from (2) in C3, we have

i+ t(s− 1) + θ′l 6∈ {0, . . . , ts− 1}+ P′′(SB(x)). (56)

Equivalently,

P′′(SB(x)) 6∈ {−t+ 1, . . . , ts− 1}+ θ′l. (57)

By expanding the above equation for different values of l, we
have:

P′′(SB(x)) 6∈ {−t+ 1, . . . , ts− 1},
P′′(SB(x)) 6∈ {−t+ 1 + θ′, . . . , ts− 1 + θ′},
P′′(SB(x)) 6∈ {−t+ 1 + 2θ′, . . . , ts− 1 + 2θ′},
. . .

P′′(SB(x)) 6∈ {−t+ 1 + (t− 1)θ′, . . . , ts− 1 + (t− 1)θ′}.

We define P′′(SB(x)) as the complement of the above inter-



vals:

P′′(SB(x)) =
( t−2⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t}
)

∪ {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (58)

�
(iv) Find the intersection of P′(SB(x)) and P′′(SB(x)) to

form P(SB(x)).
In this step, we consider four regions for the range of

variable z, (a) z > θ′ − ts, s, t 6= 1, (b) θ′ − ts − t < z ≤
θ′ − ts, s, t 6= 1, (c) θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t, s, t 6= 1,
and (d) z ≤ θ′−ts−t+1

2 , s, t 6= 1, as well as the special cases
of (e) s = 1 and (f) t = 1, and calculate P(SB(x) for each
case, as summarized in Lemmas 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22,
respectively.

Lemma 17: If z > θ′ − ts and s, t 6= 1, the subsets of
all powers of polynomials SB(x) with non-zero coefficients is
defined as the following

P(SB(x)) = {ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + r, 0 ≤ r ≤ z − 1,

θ′ = t(2s− 1)}. (59)

Proof: For this region, we use P′(SB(x)) defined in Lemma
11 and P′′(SB(x)) defined in (55):

P′(SB(x)) = M′1 ∪M′2,

P′′(SB(x)) = M′′1 ∪M′′2 , (60)

where,

M′1 =

t−2⋃
l′=0

{θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − ts},

M′′1 =

t−2⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t},

M′2 = {(t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞},
M′′2 = {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (61)

The intersection of P′(SB(x)) and P′′(SB(x)) is calculated
as:

P′(SB(x)) ∩P′′(SB(x)) =
(
M′1 ∪M′2

)
∩
(
M′′1 ∪M′′2

)
=
(
M′1 ∩M′′1

)
∪
(
M′2 ∩M′′1

)
∪(

M′1 ∩M′′2
)
∪
(
M′2 ∩M′′2

)
.
(62)

In the following, we calculate
(
M′1∩M′′1

)
,
(
M′2∩M′′1

)
,
(
M′1∩

M′′2
)
, and

(
M′2 ∩M′′2

)
, separately.

• Calculating
(
M′1 ∩M′′1

)
To calculate

(
M′1∩M′′1

)
, we consider each subset of M′1,

i.e., {θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − ts} and show that this subset
does not have any overlap with any of the subsets of M′′1 ,
i.e., {ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t}, 0 ≤ l′′ < t− 2; This
results in

(
M′1 ∩M′′1

)
= ∅. For this purpose, (i) first we

consider the subsets of M′′1 , for which l′′ < l′ and show
that {θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − ts} falls to the right side of
all intervals {ts + θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t}, 0 ≤ l′′ < l′,
and (ii) second we consider the subsets of M′′1 , for which
l′′ ≥ l′ and show that {θ′l′, . . . , (l′+1)θ′−ts} falls to the
left side of all intervals {ts+θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′+1)θ′−t}, l′ ≤
l′′ ≤ t− 2.
(i) l′′ < l′: In this case, the largest element of all subsets
of M′′1 , i.e., θ′(l′′+1)−t is less than the smallest element
of {θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − ts}, as shown in Fig. 3. The
reason is that:

l′′ < l′ ⇒l′′ + 1 ≤ l′,
⇒θ′(l′′ + 1) ≤ θ′l′,
⇒θ′(l′′ + 1)− t < θ′l′. (63)

(ii) l′′ ≥ l′. In this case, the smallest element of all subsets
of M′′1 , i.e., θ′l′′ + ts, is greater than the largest element
of {θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − ts}, as shown in Fig. 3. The
reason is that:

l′ ≤ l′′ ⇒θ′l′ ≤ θ′l′′,
⇒θ′l′ − t < θ′l′′,

⇒θ′l′ − t+ ts < θ′l′′ + ts,

⇒θ′l′ − t+ 2ts− ts < θ′l′′ + ts,

⇒θ′l′ + θ′ − ts < θ′l′′ + ts,

⇒θ′(l′ + 1)− ts < θ′l′′ + ts. (64)

From (i) and (ii) discussed in the above, we conclude
that:

M′1 ∩M′′1 = ∅ (65)

• Calculating
(
M′2 ∩M′′1

)
The largest element of M′′1 , (t− 1)θ′ − t, is always less
than (t−1)θ′, which is the smallest element of M′2. This
results in:

M′2 ∩M′′1 = ∅ (66)

• Calculating
(
M′1 ∩M′′2

)
The largest element of M′1, i.e., (t− 1)θ′ − ts is always
less than (t− 1)θ′+ ts, which is the smallest element of
M′′2 . This results in:

M′1 ∩M′′2 = ∅ (67)

• Calculating
(
M′2 ∩M′′2

)
M′2 ∩M′′2 ={(t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}∩

{ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}
={ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (68)



Fig. 3. An illustration showing that M′1 ∩M′′1 = ∅ holds in Lemma 17.

From (62), (65), (66), (67), and (68), we have:

P′(SB(x)) ∩P′′(SB(x)) ={ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}, (69)

from which the elements of P(SB(x)) can be selected. As
there are z colluding workers, the size of P(SB(x)) should
be z, i.e., |P(SB(x))| = z. On the other hand, since our goal
is to reduce the degree of FB(x) as much as possible, we
select the z smallest elements of the set shown in (69) to
form P(SB(x)):

P(SB(x)) ={ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + z − 1}
(70)

This completes the proof of Lemma 17. �

Lemma 18: If θ′ − ts − t < z ≤ θ′ − ts and s, t 6= 1,
the subsets of all powers of polynomials SB(x) with non-zero
coefficients is defined as the following:

P(SB(x)) = {ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + r, 0 ≤ r ≤ z − 1,

θ′ = t(2s− 1)}. (71)

Proof: For this region, we use P′(SB(x)) defined in Lemma
13 and P′′(SB(x)) defined in (55):

P′(SB(x)) = M′1 ∪M′2,

P′′(SB(x)) = M′′1 ∪M′′2 , (72)

where,

M′1 =

t−2⋃
l′=0

{θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − z − t},

M′′1 =

t−2⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t},

M′2 = {(t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞},
M′′2 = {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (73)

Similar to the proof of Lemma 17, we find P′(SB(x)) ∩
P′′(SB(x)) by calculating

(
M′1∩M′′1

)
∪
(
M′2∩M′′1

)
∪
(
M′1∩

M′′2
)
∪
(
M′2∩M′′2

)
with the only difference that the definition

of M′1 in (61) is different from the definition of M′1 in (73).

• Calculating
(
M′1 ∩M′′1

)
We show that each subset of M′1, i.e., {θ′l′, . . . , (l′ +
1)θ′ − z − t} does not have any overlap with any of the
subsets of M′′1 , i.e., {ts + θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t}, 0 ≤
l′′ < t−2. Similar to the proof of Lemma 17, we consider
two cases of l′′ < l′ and l′′ ≥ l′.
(i) l′′ < l′: As shown in (63), all subsets of M′′1 falls to
the left of the subset of M′1.
(ii) l′′ ≥ l′: In this case, the smallest element of all
subsets of M′′1 , i.e., θ′l′′ + ts, is greater than the largest
element of {θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ − z − t}. The reason is
that:

l′ ≤ l′′ ⇒θ′l′ ≤ θ′l′′,
⇒θ′l′ + ts < θ′l′′ + ts. (74)

On the other hand we have:

θ′ − ts− t < z

⇒ θ′l′ − z < θ′l′ − θ′ + ts+ t

⇒ (l′ + 1)θ′ − z − t < θ′l′ + ts. (75)



Therefore, from (74) and (75) we have:

(l′ + 1)θ′ − z − t < θ′l′′ + ts. (76)

From (i) and (ii) discussed in the above, we conclude
that:

M′1 ∩M′′1 = ∅ (77)

• Calculating
(
M′2 ∩M′′1

)
The largest element of M′′1 , (t− 1)θ′ − t, is always less
than (t−1)θ′, which is the smallest element of M′2. This
results in:

M′2 ∩M′′1 = ∅ (78)

• Calculating
(
M′1 ∩M′′2

)
The largest element of M′1, i.e., (t−1)θ′−z−t is always
less than (t− 1)θ′+ ts, which is the smallest element of
M′′2 . This results in:

M′1 ∩M′′2 = ∅ (79)

• Calculating
(
M′2 ∩M′′2

)
M′2 ∩M′′2 ={(t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}∩

{ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}
={ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (80)

From (62), (77), (78), (79), and (80), we have:

P′(SB(x)) ∩P′′(SB(x)) ={ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,+∞}. (81)

P(SB(x)) is formed by selecting the z smallest elements of
the set shown in (81):

P(SB(x)) = {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + z − 1}
(82)

This completes the proof. �
Lemma 19: If θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t and s, t 6= 1,
the subsets of all powers of polynomials SB(x) with non-zero
coefficients is defined as the following:

P(SB(x)) =P′(SB(x)) ∩P′′(SB(x))

=
( p′−1⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − z − t}
)

∪ {ts+ p′θ′, . . . ,

ts+ p′θ′ + z − 1− p′(θ′ − t− ts− z + 1)}
(83)

={ts+ θ′l′ + d, d ∈ Ωθ
′−t−ts−z

0 , l′ ∈ Ωp
′−1

0 }

∪ {ts+ θ′p′ + v, v ∈ Ω
z−1−p′(θ′−ts−t−z+1)
0 }.

(84)

Proof: In this scenario, P′(SB(x)) and P′′(SB(x)) are equal

Fig. 4. Illustration of the overlap between M′1 and M′′1 in Lemma 19.

to the previous case, as shown in (72) and (73). The difference
between this case and the previous case is that

(
M′1 ∩M′′1

)
is no longer an empty set. The reason is that as we can see
in Fig. 4, each lth subset of M′1, i.e., {θ′l′, . . . , (l′ + 1)θ′ −
z− t}, l′ = l− 1 has overlap with each lth subset of M′′1 , i.e.,
{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t}, l′′ = l − 1:

z ≤ θ′ − ts− t
⇒ −z ≥ −θ′ + ts+ t

⇒ θ′l − t− z ≥ θ′(l − 1) + ts

⇒ θ′l − t− z > θ′(l − 1) + ts

⇒ θ′(l − 1) < ts+ θ′(l − 1) < lθ′ − z − t < lθ′ − t. (85)

Therefore, we have:

M′1 ∩M′′1 =

t−2⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − z − t} (86)

(M′2∩M′′1), (M′1∩M′′2), and (M′2∩M′′2) can be calculated
the same way as they are calculated in the previous case.
Therefore, from (62), (86), (78), (79), and (80), we have:

P′(SB(x)) ∩P′′(SB(x))

=

t−2⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − z − t}

∪ {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . ,∞}. (87)

P(SB(x)) is formed by selecting the z smallest elements of
the set shown in (87). This set consists of t − 1 finite sets
and one infinite set, where each finite set contains (θ′ − ts−
t − z + 1) = (ts − 2t − z + 1)7 elements. For the case of
θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t, or equivalently t(s−2)+1
2 <

z ≤ t(s − 2), z is greater than ts − 2t − z + 1 and thus
more than one finite set of (87) is required to form P(SB(x)).
Therefore we select p′ + 1 ≥ 2 sets, where p′ is defined as
p′ = min{b z−1

ts−2t−z+1c, t − 1}. With this definition, the first
p selected intervals are selected in full, in other words, we
select p′(ts−2t−z+1) elements to form the first p′ intervals
of P(SB(x)). The remaining z − p′(ts − 2t − z + 1) = z −
p′(θ′− t− ts−z+1) elements are selected from the (p′+1)st

7θ′ is defined as θ′ = t(2s− 1).



interval of (87). This results in:

P(SB(x)) ={ts, . . . , θ′ − t− z}
∪ {ts+ θ′, . . . , 2θ′ − t− z} ∪ . . .
∪ {ts+ p′θ′, . . . ,

ts+ p′θ′ + z − 1− p′(θ′ − t− ts− z + 1)}.

This completes the proof. �
Lemma 20: If z ≤ θ′−ts−t+1

2 and s, t 6= 1, the subsets of
all powers of polynomial SB(x) with non-zero coefficients is
defined as the following:

P(SB(x)) = {ts, . . . , ts+ z − 1}
= {ts+ v, v ∈ Ωz−1

0 }. (88)

Proof: This case is similar to the previous case, where
θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t, with the difference that the
first subset of (87) is sufficient to form P(SB(x)). The reason
is that:

z ≤ θ′ − ts− t+ 1

2
⇒ z ≤ θ′ − ts− t− z + 1, ⇒ z ≤ ts− 2t− z + 1, (89)

and thus the first subset with ts − 2t − z + 1 elements is
sufficient to form z elements of P(SB(x)) as shown in (88).
This completes the proof. �

Lemma 21: If s = 1, the set of all powers of polynomial
SB(x) with non-zero coefficients is defined as the following:

P(SB(x)) = {t2, . . . , t2 + z − 1},
= {t2 + r, r ∈ Ωz−1

0 }. (90)

Proof: In this scenario, from lemma 9, we have P′(SB(x)) =
{0, . . . ,+∞}, and from Lemma 14 we have P′′(SB(x)) =
{t2, . . . ,+∞}. Therefor, in this scenario the intersection of
P′(SB(x)) and P′′(SB(x)) is equal to {t2, . . . ,+∞}, and
P(SB(x)) is formed by selecting the z smallest elements of
{t2, . . . ,+∞}, as shown in (90). This completes the proof. �

Lemma 22: If t = 1, the set of all powers of polynomial
SB(x) with non-zero coefficients is defined as the following:

P(SB(x)) = {s, . . . , s+ z − 1},
= {s+ r, r ∈ Ωz−1

0 }. (91)

Proof: In this scenario, from lemma 10, we have P′(SB(x)) =
{0, . . . ,+∞}, and from Lemma 15 we have P′′(SB(x)) =
{s, . . . ,+∞}. Therefor, in this scenario the intersection of
P′(SB(x)) and P′′(SB(x)) is equal to {s, . . . ,+∞}, and
P(SB(x)) is formed by selecting the z smallest elements of
{s, . . . ,+∞}, as shown in (91). This completes the proof. �
SA(x) in (5) can be directly derived from Lemmas 6, 7, and

8. Note that (i) when z ≤ θ′− ts, we have p = 0 by definition
and thus ts+θ′p+u in (7) is equal to ts+u in (23), (ii) when
s = 1, we have p = t − 1 and θ′ = t by definition and thus
ts + θ′p + u in (7) is equal to t2 + u in (24), and (iii) when
t = 1, we have p = 0 by definition and thus ts + θ′p + u in

(7) is equal to s + u in (25). Next we explain how to derive
(8).
SB(x) in (8) can be directly derived from Lemmas 17, 18,

19, 20, 21, and 22. Note that (i) when z > θ′ − ts, s, t 6= 1
or θ′ − ts − t < z ≤ θ′ − ts, s, t 6= 1, P(SB(x)) in (59)
and (71) is equal to the powers of SB(x) in (9), (ii) when
τ+1

2 = θ′−ts−t+1
2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts− t = τ, s, t 6= 1, P(SB(x))

in (84) is equal to the powers of SB(x) in (10), (iii) when
z ≤ θ′−ts−t+1

2 , s, t 6= 1, P(SB(x)) in (88) is equal to the
powers of SB(x) in (11), (iv) when s = 1, we have θ′ = t by
definition, and thus ts+ θ′(t− 1) + r in (9) is equal to t2 + r
in (90), and (v) when t = 1, ts+ θ′(t− 1) + r in (9) is equal
to s+ r in (91).

This completes the derivation of (5) and (8). �

APPENDIX B: PROOF OF THEOREM 2

To prove this theorem, we first consider the two cases of
t = 1 and s = 1 separately and in the rest of this appendix,
we consider s, t 6= 1.

Lemma 23: For t = 1, NPolyDot-CMPC = 2s + 2z − 1 =
(p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1 = ψ1.

Proof: For t = 1, p = 0 by definition. From (7) and (9) and
by replacing p with 0, FA(x) and FB(x) are calculated as the
following:

FA(x) =

s−1∑
j=0

Ajx
j +

z−1∑
u=0

Āux
s+u, (92)

FB(x) =

s−1∑
k=0

Bkx
s−1−k +

z−1∑
r=0

B̄rx
s+r, (93)

which are equal to the secret shares of Entangled-CMPC [7],
for t = 1. Thus, in this case PolyDot-CMPC and Entangled-
CMPC are equivalent and as a result we have NPolyDot-CMPC =
NEntangled-CMPC = 2s+ 2z − 1 [7], where by replacing p = 0,
we have 2s+ 2z − 1 = (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1 = ψ1.
This completes the proof. �

Lemma 24: For s = 1,

NPolyDot-CMPC =

{
2t2 + 2z − 1 = ψ1 z > t

t2 + 2t+ tz − 1 = ψ6 z ≤ t
(94)

Proof: For s = 1, θ′ = t and p = t−1 by definition. From (7)
and (9) and by replacing θ′ and p with t and t−1, respectively,
FA(x) and FB(x) are calculated as the following:

FA(x) =

t−1∑
i=0

Aix
i +

z−1∑
u=0

Āux
t2+u, (95)

FB(x) =

t−1∑
l=0

Blx
tl +

z−1∑
r=0

B̄rx
t2+r, (96)

which are equal to the secret shares of Entangled-CMPC [7],
for s = 1. Thus, in this case PolyDot-CMPC and Entangled-



CMPC are equivalent and as a result, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC =

NEntangled-CMPC =

{
2t2 + 2z − 1 z > t

t2 + 2t+ tz − 1 z ≤ t,
(97)

where by replacing p = t− 1 and θ′ = t, we have ψ1 = (p+
2)ts+θ′(t−1)+2z−1 = 2t2+2z−1 and ψ6 = t2+2t+tz−1.
This completes the proof. �

Now, we consider s, t 6= 1. The required number of workers
is equal to the number of terms in H(x) = FA(x)FB(x)
with non-zero coefficients. The set of all powers in polynomial
H(x) with non-zero coefficients, shown by P(H(x)), is equal
to:

P(H(x)) = D1 ∪D2 ∪D3 ∪D4, (98)

where

D1 = P(CA(x)) + P(CB(x)) (99)

D2 = P(CA(x)) + P(SB(x)) (100)

D3 = P(SA(x)) + P(CB(x)) (101)

D4 = P(SA(x)) + P(SB(x)) (102)

Using (2) and (3), D1 is calculated as:

D1 =P(CA(x)) + P(CB(x))

={i′ + tj : 0 ≤ i′ ≤ t− 1, 0 ≤ j ≤ s− 1, }
+ {tq′ + θ′l′ : 0 ≤ l′ ≤ t− 1, 0 ≤ q′ ≤ s− 1}

={i′ + t(j + q′) + θ′l′ : 0 ≤ i′, l′ ≤ t− 1,

0 ≤ j, q′ ≤ s− 1, }
={i′ + tj′ + θ′l′ : 0 ≤ i′, l′ ≤ t− 1, 0 ≤ j′ ≤ 2s− 2}
={0, . . . , t(2s− 1)− 1}+ {θ′l′ : 0 ≤ l′ ≤ t− 1}
={0, . . . , θ′ − 1}+ {θ′l′ : 0 ≤ l′ ≤ t− 1}
={0, . . . , tθ′ − 1}. (103)

In the following, we consider different regions for the value of
z and calculate |P(H(x))| through calculation of D2, D3, and
D4 for each region. In addition, we use the following lemma,
which in some cases helps us to calculate P(H(x)) without
requiring to calculate all of the terms D2, D3, and D4.

Lemma 25:

|P(H(x))| ≤deg(SA(x)) + max{deg(SB(x)),deg(CB(x))}
+ 1. (104)

Proof: |P(H(x))| which is equal to the number of terms in
H(x) with non-zero coefficients is less than or equal to the

number of all terms, which is equal to deg(H(x)) + 1:

|P(H(x))| ≤deg(H(x)) + 1

= deg((CA(x) + SA(x))(CB(x) + SB(x))) + 1

= max{deg(CA(x)),deg(SA(x))}
+ max{deg(SB(x),deg(CB(x))}+ 1. (105)

From (2), deg(CA(x)) = ts − 1. On the other hand,
from (22) and (23), deg(SA(x)) ≥ ts. Therefore,
max{deg(CA(x)),deg(SA(x))} = deg(SA(x)), which re-
sults in (104). This completes the proof. �

Lemma 26: For z > ts or t = 1:

|P(H(x))| = ψ1 = (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1 (106)

Proof: To prove this lemma, we first calculate D2 from (2)
and (59):

D2 =P(CA(x)) + P(SB(x))

={0, . . . , ts− 1}+ {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , ts+ (t− 1)θ′+

z − 1}
={ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , ts− 1 + ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + z − 1}
={tθ′ − t(s− 1), . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}. (107)

From (103) and (107), we can calculate D1 ∪D2 as:

D12 =D1 ∪D2

={0, . . . , tθ′ − 1} ∪ {tθ′ − t(s− 1), . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}
={0, . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}, (108)

where the last equality comes from the fact that t(s− 1) ≥ 0
and thus (tθ′−1) + 1 ≥ tθ′− t(s−1). Next, we calculate D4

and its union with D12.
From (22) and (59), we have:

D4 =P(SA(x)) + P(SB(x))

={ts+ θ′l + w, l ∈ Ωp−1
0 , w ∈ Ω

t(s−1)−1
0 }

∪ {ts+ θ′p+ u, u ∈ Ω
z−1−pt(s−1)
0 }

+ {ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + r, 0 ≤ r ≤ z − 1}

=

p−1⋃
l=0

{2ts+ (t− 1 + l)θ′, . . . , 2ts+ (t− 1 + l)θ′+

t(s− 1)− 1 + z − 1}
∪ {2ts+ (t− 1 + p)θ′, . . . , 2ts+ θ′p+ (t− 1)θ′ + z

− 1− pt(s− 1) + z − 1}

=

p−1⋃
l=0

{2ts+ (t− 1 + l)θ′, . . . , (t+ l)θ′ + ts+ z − 2}

∪ {2ts+ (t− 1 + p)θ′, . . . , (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1)+

2z − 2} (109)
={2ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2},

(110)

where the last equality comes from the fact that there is no gap
between each two consecutive subsets of (109). The reason is



that:

ts < z ⇒ts ≤ z − 1

⇒2ts ≤ ts+ z − 1

⇒2ts+ (t+ l)θ′ ≤ ((t+ l)θ′ + ts+ z − 2) + 1.
(111)

Now, we calculate D12∪D4. From (108) and (110), we have:

D1∪D2 ∪D4 = D12 ∪D4 = {0, . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}∪
{2ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}
= {0, . . . , (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}, (112)

where the last equality comes from the fact that D12 has
overlap with D4 and the upper bound of D4 is larger than
the upper bound of D12. The reason is that:

0 ≤ z − 2⇒2ts− 2ts+ t ≤ t+ z − 2

⇒2ts− θ′ ≤ t+ z − 2

⇒2ts+ (t− 1)θ′ ≤ tθ′ + t+ z − 2, (113)

and

0 < pts+z ⇒ t < pts+ t+ z

⇒t < (p+ 2)ts− t(2s− 1) + z

⇒tθ′ + t+ z − 2 < (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2.
(114)

On the other hand, from (104), (21), (59), and (3), |P(H(x))|
is upper bounded by:

|P(H(x))| ≤ deg(SA(x)) + max{deg(SB(x),deg(CB(x))}
+ 1

= ts+ pθ′ + z − 1− p(θ′ − ts)+
max{ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + z − 1, t(s− 1) + θ′(t− 1)}
+ 1

= ts+ pθ′ + z − 1− p(θ′ − ts)+
ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + z − 1 + 1,

= (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1. (115)

From (98) and (112), |P(H(x))| is lower bounded by:

|P(H(x))| ≥ |D1 ∪D2 ∪D4|
= (p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1. (116)

From (115) and (116), |P(H(x))| = (p + 2)ts + θ′(t − 1) +
2z − 1. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 27: For θ′ − ts < z ≤ ts and s, t 6= 1:

|P(H(x))| = ψ2 = 2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1 (117)

Proof: For θ′ − ts < z ≤ ts, D1 and D2 are calculated as
(103) and (107) and thus from (108), D12 is equal to:

D12 = D1 ∪D2 = {0, . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}, (118)

Next, we calculate D4 and D3. We note that p is equal to 1.

The reason is that for this region of z, we have:

θ′ − ts < z ≤ ts⇒θ′ − ts ≤ z − 1 < ts

⇒θ′ − ts ≤ z − 1 < ts+ t(s− 2)

⇒θ′ − ts ≤ z − 1 < 2ts− 2t

⇒θ′ − ts ≤ z − 1 < 2θ′ − ts

⇒p = min{b z − 1

θ′ − ts
c, t− 1} = 1. (119)

By replacing p with 1 in (21) and using (59), D4 is equal to:

D4 =P(SA(x)) + P(SB(x))

={ts, . . . , θ′ − 1} ∪ {ts+ θ′, . . . , 2ts+ z − 1}
+ {ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + z − 1}

={2ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , tθ′ + ts+ z − 2}
∪ {2ts+ tθ′, . . . , 3ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}. (120)

Using (21) with p = 1 and (3), D3 is equal to:

D3 =P(SA(x)) + P(CB(x))

={ts, . . . , θ′ − 1} ∪ {ts+ θ′, . . . , 2ts+ z − 1}
+ {tq′ + θ′l′, 0 ≤ l′ ≤ t− 1, 0 ≤ q′ ≤ s− 1}

=D′3 ∪D′′3 , (121)

where D′3 and D′′3 are defined as follows.

D′3 ={ts, . . . , θ′ − 1}
+ {tq′ + θ′l′, 0 ≤ l′ ≤ t− 1, 0 ≤ q′ ≤ s− 1}

=

t−1⋃
l′=0

s−1⋃
q′=0

{ts+ tq′ + θ′l′, . . . , θ′ − 1 + tq′ + θ′l′}

=

t−1⋃
l′=0

{ts+ θ′l′, . . . , θ′ − 1 + t(s− 1) + θ′l′}, (122)

where the last equality comes from the fact that there is no

gap between each two consecutive subsets of
s−1⋃
q′=0

{ts+ tq′ +

θ′l′, . . . , θ′ − 1 + tq′ + θ′l′}. The reason is that:

s ≥ 2⇒st ≥ 2t

⇒t(2s− 1) ≥ ts+ t

⇒θ′ ≥ ts+ t

⇒(θ′ − 1 + tq′ + θ′l′) + 1 ≥ ts+ t(q′ + 1) + θ′l′.
(123)

D′′3 is defined and calculated as:

D′′3 ={ts+ θ′, . . . , 2ts+ z − 1}
+ {tq′ + θ′l′, 0 ≤ l′ ≤ t− 1, 0 ≤ q′ ≤ s− 1}

=

t−1⋃
l′=0

s−1⋃
q′=0

{ts+ θ′ + tq′ + θ′l′, . . . ,

2ts+ z − 1 + tq′ + θ′l′}. (124)

To calculate D1∪D2∪D3∪D4, we first calculate D12∪D′3



Fig. 5. Illustration of D12 ∪D3 ∪D4 for θ′ − ts < z ≤ ts.

using (118) and (122):

D12 ∪D′3 ={0, . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}

∪
t−1⋃
l′=0

{ts+ θ′l′, . . . , θ′ − 1 + t(s− 1) + θ′l′}

=D12, (125)

where the last equality comes from the fact that the largest
element of D′3, i.e., θ′−1+ t(s−1)+θ′(t−1) is smaller than
the largest element of D12, i.e., tθ′ + t+ z − 2, as illustrated
in Fig. 5 and shown below:

z > θ′ − ts⇒ z > ts− t
⇒z > ts− t− (t− 1)

⇒t+ z − 2 > ts− t− 1

⇒tθ′ + t+ z − 2 > θ′ − 1 + t(s− 1) + θ′(t− 1).
(126)

Next, we calculate D12 ∪D4 as demonstrated in Fig. 5:

D12 ∪D4

={0, . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}
∪ {2ts+ (t− 1)θ′, . . . , tθ′ + ts+ z − 2}
∪ {2ts+ tθ′, . . . , 3ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}

={0, . . . , 3ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}
− {tθ′ + ts+ z − 1, . . . , 2ts+ tθ′ − 1}. (127)

z ≤ ts results in the non-empty set of {tθ′ + ts + z −
1, . . . , 2ts+ tθ′−1} in the above equation. Now we calculate

D12 ∪D4 ∪D′′3 using (127) and (124):

D12 ∪D4 ∪D′′3

=({0, . . . , 3ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}
− {tθ′ + ts+ z − 1, . . . , 2ts+ tθ′ − 1})
∪D′′3

={0, . . . , 3ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}
− {tθ′ + ts+ z, . . . , 2ts+ tθ′ − 1}, (128)

where the last equality comes from the fact that D′′3 ⊂
{0, . . . , 3ts + θ′(t − 1) + 2z − 2}8 and D′′3 ∩ ({tθ′ + ts +
z − 1, . . . , 2ts+ tθ′ − 1}) = {tθ′ + ts+ z − 1}. From (118),
(121), (125), and (128), we have:

D1 ∪D2 ∪D3 ∪D4 ={0, . . . , 3ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}
− {tθ′ + ts+ z, . . . , 2ts+ tθ′ − 1},

(129)

and thus from (98):

|P(H(x))| =(3ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2) + 1

− (2ts+ tθ′ − 1− (tθ′ + ts+ z) + 1)

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1. (130)

This completes the proof. �
Lemma 28: For θ′ − ts− t < z ≤ θ′ − ts and s, t 6= 1:

|P(H(x))| = ψ3 = 2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1 (131)

Proof: For θ′−ts−t < z ≤ θ′−ts, P(SB(x)) is derived from
(71), which is equal to P(SB(x)) used in (107). Therefore,
D2 is equal to:

D2 = {tθ′ − t(s− 1), . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}, (132)

8The reason is that the largest element of D′′3 , i.e., tθ′ + ts + z − 1 is
smaller than the largest element of {0, . . . , 3ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}.



and thus using (108), we have:

D1 ∪D2 = {0, . . . , tθ′ + t+ z − 2}. (133)

From (23) and (71), D4 is calculated as:

D4 =P(SA(x)) + P(SB(x))

={2ts+ θ′(t− 1), . . . , 2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}.
(134)

Now, from the above two equations, we calculate D1 ∪D2 ∪
D4:

D1 ∪D2 ∪D4 = {0, . . . , 2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2}, (135)

where the equality comes from the fact that:

z ≥ 1⇒t+ z − 2 + 1 ≥ t
⇒(tθ′ + t+ z − 2) + 1 ≥ 2ts+ θ′(t− 1), (136)

and

t < t+ z ⇒ tθ′ + t+ z − 2 < 2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 2.
(137)

Therefore, |P(H(x))| ≥ |D1∪D2∪D4| = (2ts+ θ′(t−1) +
2z − 2) + 1. On the other hand, from (104), (23), and (71),
we have:

|P(H(x))| ≤deg(SA(x)) + max{deg(SB(x),deg(CB(x))}
+ 1

=(ts+ z − 1) + max{ts+ (t− 1)θ′ + z − 1,

t(s− 1) + θ′(t− 1)}+ 1

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1. (138)

This results in |P(H(x))| = 2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1, which
completes the proof. �

Lemma 29: For θ′−ts−t+1
2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts− t:

|P(H(x))| = max{θ′t+z, (p′+2)ts+p′(z+ t−1)+2z−1}
(139)

Proof: For θ′−ts−t+1
2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t, D2 is calculated

using (2) and (83):

D2 =P(CA(x)) + P(SB(x))

={0, . . . , ts− 1}+( p′−1⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − z − t}
)

∪ {ts+ p′θ′, . . . ,

ts+ p′θ′ + z − 1− p′(θ′ − t− ts− z + 1)}

=
( p′−1⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − z − t+ ts− 1}
)

∪ {ts+ p′θ′, . . . ,

ts+ p′θ′ + z − 1− p′(θ′ − t− ts− z + 1) + ts− 1}

=
( p′−1⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − z − t+ ts− 1}
)

∪ {ts+ p′θ′, . . . , 2ts+ p′(t+ ts+ z − 1) + z − 2}
(140)

From (103) and (140), D1 ∪D2 is equal to:

D12 = D1 ∪D2

={0, . . . , tθ′ − 1}∪( p′−1⋃
l′′=0

{ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , (l′′ + 1)θ′ − z − t+ ts− 1}
)

∪ {ts+ p′θ′, . . . , 2ts+ p′(t+ ts+ z − 1) + z − 2}
={0, . . . ,max{2ts+ p′(ts+ z + t− 1) + z − 2, tθ′ − 1}},

(141)

where the last equality comes from the fact that D1 has overlap
with the last subset of D2, as shown below:

p′ ≤ t− 1

⇒ p′θ′ ≤ (t− 1)θ′

⇒ p′θ′ + ts ≤ tθ′ − ts+ t < tθ′ − 1

⇒ p′θ′ + ts < tθ′ − 1. (142)

From (101), (23) and (3), D3 is calculated as:

D3 =

t−1⋃
l′=0

s−1⋃
q′=0

{ts+ tq′ + θ′l′, . . . , ts+ z − 1 + tq′ + θ′l′}.

(143)

From (102), (23), and (83), D4 is calculated as:

D4 =
( p′−1⋃
l′′=0

{2ts+ θ′l′′, . . . , ts− 1 + (l′′ + 1)θ′ − t}
)

∪ {2ts+ p′θ′, . . . , 2ts+ p′(t+ ts+ z − 1) + 2z − 2}.
(144)

To calculate D1 ∪ D2 ∪ D3 ∪ D4, we consider two cases
of (i) 2ts + p′(ts + z + t − 1) + z − 2 ≥ tθ′ − 1 and (ii)
2ts+ p′(ts+ z + t− 1) + z − 2 < tθ′ − 1.

(i) 2ts+ p′(ts+ z+ t− 1) + z− 2 ≥ tθ′− 1: For this case,
from (141), D12 is equal to:

D1 ∪D2 = {0, . . . , 2ts+ p′(ts+ z + t− 1) + z − 2}
(145)

From (144) and (145), we have:

D1∪D2 ∪D4 = {0, . . . , 2ts+ p′(ts+ z + t− 1) + z − 2}
∪ {2ts+ p′θ′, . . . , 2ts+ p′(t+ ts+ z − 1) + 2z − 2}

(146)
= {0, . . . , 2ts+ p′(t+ ts+ z − 1) + 2z − 2}, (147)

where (146) and (147) come from the fact that each subset of



SB(x) in (83) is designed to be non-empty:

ts+ p′θ′ ≤ ts+ p′θ′ + z − 1− p′(θ′ − t− ts− z + 1)

⇒ 2ts+ p′θ′ ≤ (2ts+ p′(ts+ z + t− 1) + z − 2) + 1,
(148)

and 2ts+p′(ts+z+ t−1)+z−2 < 2ts+p′(ts+z+ t−1)+
2z−2. On the other hand, from the condition considered in (i),
the largest element of D3, i.e., ts+z−1+t(s−1)+θ′(t−1) =
z− 1 + θ′t is less than or equal to (2ts+ p′(ts+ z+ t− 1) +
z − 2) + z = 2ts + p′(t + ts + z − 1) + 2z − 2, and thus
D3 ⊂ {0, . . . , 2ts+ p′(t+ ts+ z − 1) + 2z − 2}:

D1∪D2 ∪D3 ∪D4 =

{0, . . . , 2ts+ p′(t+ ts+ z − 1) + 2z − 2},
for (2ts+ p′(ts+ z + t− 1) + z − 2) ≥ tθ′ − 1 (149)

(ii) 2ts+ p′(ts+ z+ t− 1) + z− 2 < tθ′− 1: For this case,
from (141), D12 is equal to:

D1 ∪D2 = {0, . . . , tθ′ − 1} (150)

From (143) and (145), we have:

D1 ∪D2 ∪D3 = {0, . . . , tθ′ − 1}
∪ {ts+ t(t− 1) + θ′(t− 1), . . . ,

ts+ z − 1 + t(s− 1) + θ′(t− 1)}
= {0, . . . , tθ′ − 1} ∪ {tθ′, . . . , tθ′ + z − 1}
= {0, . . . , tθ′ + z − 1}, (151)

where the first equality comes from the fact that {0, . . . , tθ′−
1} has overlap with all subsets of D3 in (143) except for the
last subset. On the other hand, from the condition considered in
(ii), the largest element of D4, i.e., 2ts+p′(t+ts+z−1)+2z−
2 is less than tθ′+ z− 1, and thus D4 ⊂ {0, . . . , tθ′+ z− 1}:

D1∪D2 ∪D3 ∪D4 = {0, . . . , tθ′ + z − 1}
for (2ts+ p′(ts+ z + t− 1) + z − 2) < tθ′ − 1 (152)

From (149) and (152), we have:

|P(H(x))| = |D1 ∪D2 ∪D3 ∪D4|
= max{θ′t+ z, (p′ + 2)ts+ p′(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1}

(153)

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 30: For θ′−ts−t+1
2 < z ≤ ts − 2t − s + 2 and

s, t 6= 1:

|P(H(x))| = tθ′ + z (154)

and for max{st− 2t− s+ 2, θ
′−ts−t+1

2 } < z ≤ θ′ − ts− t:

|P(H(x))| = ψ4 = (t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1
(155)

Proof: To prove this lemma, first, we determine the condition

for which p′ = t− 1 and the condition that p′ < t− 1:

p′ = min{b z − 1

θ′ − ts− t− z + 1
c, t− 1}{

= t− 1 z > st− 2t− s+ 2

< t− 1 z ≤ st− 2t− s+ 2,
(156)

The above equation comes from the following:

z ≤ st− 2t− s+ 2

⇒z − 1 < st− 2t− s+ 2

⇒t(z − 1) < t(s− 2)(t− 1)

⇒z − 1 < t(s− 2)(t− 1)− (t− 1)(z − 1)

⇒z − 1 < (ts− 2t− z + 1)(t− 1)

⇒ z − 1

θ′ − ts− t− z + 1
< t− 1

⇒b z − 1

θ′ − ts− t− z + 1
c < t− 1 (157)

Next, we decompose (139) to determine in which region
|P(H(x))| = ψ′4 = tθ′+ z and in which region |P(H(x))| =
ψ′′4 = (t + 1)ts + (t − 1)(z + t − 1) + 2z − 1 when
θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t. For this purpose, we calculate
ψ′4 − ψ′′4 as follows:

ψ′4 − ψ′′4
= θ′t+ z − (p′ + 2)ts− p′(z + t− 1)− 2z + 1

= 2st2 − t2 + z − (p′ + 2)ts− p′(t− 1)− z(p′ + 2) + 1

= ts(2t− p′ − 2)− t(t+ p′) + p′ + 1− z(p′ + 1)

= (p′ + 1)(ts(
2t− p′ − 1− 1

p′ + 1
)− t(p

′ + 1 + t− 1

p′ + 1
) + 1− z)

= (p′ + 1)(ts(
2t− 2 + 1

p′ + 1
− 1)− t( t− 1

p′ + 1
+ 1) + 1− z)

= (p′ + 1)(ts(
2t− 2 + 1

p′ + 1
)− t( t− 1

p′ + 1
)− (ts+ t) + 1− z)

= (p′ + 1)(2ts(
t− 1 + 1/2

p′ + 1
)− t( t− 1

p′ + 1
)− (ts+ t) + 1− z)

= (p′ + 1)((
t− 1

p′ + 1
)(2ts− t) +

ts

p′ + 1
− (ts+ t) + 1− z)

= (p′ + 1)(y − z), (158)

Next, we consider the two cases of (i) max{st − 2t − s +
2, θ

′−ts−t+1
2 } < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t and (ii) θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤
ts− 2t− s+ 2 and calculate ψ′4 −ψ′′4 through comparison of
y and z.

(i) max{st− 2t− s+ 2, θ
′−ts−t+1

2 } < z ≤ θ′− ts− t: For
this case, from (156), p′ = t− 1 and from (158), ψ′4 − ψ′′4 is
calculated as:

ψ′4 − ψ′′4 = t(y − z)
= (t− 1)(2ts− t) + ts− t(ts+ t) + t− tz
= t(−2t− s+ 2 + ts− z)
< 0, (159)

where the last inequality comes from the condition of (i).



Therefore, for max{st−2t−s+2, θ
′−ts−t+1

2 } < z ≤ θ′−ts−
t, we have max{ψ′4, ψ′′4} = ψ′′4 = (t+1)ts+(t−1)(z+t−1)+
2z − 1. Since the condition of (i) is a subset of the condition
considered in Lemma 29, i.e., θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t,
from (139), we have |P(H(x))| = max{θ′t+ z, (p′ + 2)ts+
p′(z+t−1)+2z−1} = (t+1)ts+(t−1)(z+t−1)+2z−1.
This proves (155).

(ii) θ′−ts−t+1
2 < z ≤ ts − 2t − s + 2: For this case, from

(156), p′ < t− 1 and from (158), ψ′4 − ψ′′4 is calculated as:

ψ′4 − ψ′′4 = (p′ + 1)(y − z)

> (p′ + 1)(
t− 1

t
(2ts− t) +

ts

t
− (ts+ t) + 1− z)

= (p′ + 1)((t− 1)(2s− 1) + s− (ts+ t) + 1− z)
= (p′ + 1)(−s− 2t+ 2 + ts− z)
≥ 0, (160)

where the last inequality comes from the condition of (ii).
Therefore, for θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ ts − 2t − s + 2, we
have max{ψ′4, ψ′′4} = ψ′4 = tθ′ + z. Since the condition of
(ii) is a subset of the condition considered in Lemma 29,
i.e., θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ θ′ − ts − t9, from (139), we have
|P(H(x))| = max{θ′t+z, (p′+2)ts+p′(z+t−1)+2z−1} =
θ′t+ z. This proves (154).

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 31: For z ≤ θ′−ts−t+1
2 :

|P(H(x))| = tθ′ + z (161)

Proof: For z ≤ θ′−ts−t+1
2 , P(SA(x)) and P(SB(x)) are

calculated from (23) and (88). Therefore, using (2) and (3),
D2,D3, and D4 are equal to:

D2 =P(CA(x)) + P(SB(x)) = {ts, . . . , 2ts+ z − 2}
D3 =P(SA(x)) + P(CB(x))

=

t−1⋃
l′=0

s−1⋃
q′=0

{ts+ tq′ + θ′l′, . . . , ts+ z − 1 + tq′ + θ′l′}

D3 =P(SA(x)) + P(SB(x)) = {2ts, . . . , 2ts+ 2z − 2}
(162)

From (103) and the above equations, we calculate D1 ∪D2 ∪
D3 ∪D4 as follows:

D1 ∪D2 ∪D3 ∪D4 = {0, . . . , tθ′ − 1}∪
{ts, . . . , 2ts+ z − 2}∪
t−1⋃
l′=0

s−1⋃
q′=0

{ts+ tq′ + θ′l′, . . . , ts+ z − 1 + tq′ + θ′l′}

∪ {2ts, . . . , 2ts+ 2z − 2}

9This comes from the fact that 0 ≥ 2−s and thus θ′− ts− t = ts−2t ≥
ts− 2t− s+ 2.

= {0, . . . , tθ′ − 1} ∪ {ts, . . . , 2ts+ z − 2}∪
{ts+ t(s− 1) + θ′(t− 1), . . . ,

ts+ z − 1 + t(s− 1) + θ′(t− 1)}
∪ {2ts, . . . , 2ts+ 2z − 2} (163)
= {0, . . . , tθ′ − 1} ∪ {ts, . . . , 2ts+ 2z − 2}∪
{θ′t, . . . , θ′t+ z − 1}

= {0, . . . , θ′t+ z − 1} ∪ {ts, . . . , 2ts+ 2z − 2}
= {0, . . . , tθ′ + z − 1}, (164)

where (163) comes from the fact that all subsets of D3 except
for the last one is subsets of {0, . . . , tθ′−1} and (164) comes
from the fact that 2ts + 2z − 2 < tθ′ + z − 1. The reason is
that:

2ts+ 2z − 2 ≤2ts+ (θ′ − ts− t+ 1)− 2

=2θ′ − ts− 1

≤tθ′ − ts− 1

<tθ′

≤tθ′ + z − 1. (165)

From (164) we have:

|P(H(x))| = |D1 ∪D2 ∪D3 ∪D4| = tθ′ + z (166)

This completes the proof. �

Lemma 32: For z ≤ max{st− 2t− s+ 2, θ
′−ts−t+1

2 } and
s, t 6= 1:

|P(H(x))| = ψ5 = tθ′ + z (167)

Proof: To prove this lemma we consider two scenarios:
(i) θ′−ts−t+1

2 < st − 2t − s + 2: From Lemma 30, for
θ′−ts−t+1

2 < z ≤ st−2t−s+2, we have |P(H(x))| = tθ′+z.
On the other hand, from Lemma 31, for z ≤ θ′−ts−t+1

2 , we
have |P(H(x))| = tθ′ + z. Therefore, we conclude that for
z ≤ st− 2t− s+ 2 =, we have |P(H(x))| = tθ′ + z.

(ii) st − 2t − s + 2 ≤ θ′−ts−t+1
2 : From Lemma 31, for

z ≤ θ′−ts−t+1
2 , we have |P(H(x))| = tθ′ + z.

From (i) and (ii), for z ≤ max{st− 2t− s+ 2, θ
′−ts−t+1

2 },
|P(H(x))| = tθ′ + z. This completes the proof. �

The required number of workers, NPolyDot-CMPC, is equal to
|P(H(x))|. Therefore, from Lemmas (23), (24), (26), (27),
(28), (30), and (32), Theorem 2 is proved.

APPENDIX C: PROOF OF LEMMAS 3, 4, AND 5

A. Proof of Lemma 3 (PolyDot-CMPC Versus Entangled-
CMPC)

To prove this lemma, we consider different regions for
the value of z and compare the required number of workers
for PolyDot-CMPC, NPolyDot-CMPC, with Entangled-CMPC,
NEntangled-CMPC, in each region. From [7], NEntangled-CMPC is



equal to:

NEntangled-CMPC =

{
2st2 + 2z − 1, z > ts− s
st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z − 1) + 1, z ≤ ts− s,

(168)

and we use (13) for NPolyDot-CMPC in each region.
(i) ts < z or t = 1: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ1 =

(p+2)ts+θ′(t−1)+2z−1 and from (168), NEntangled-CMPC =
2st2 + 2z − 1, thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=(p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=pts+ 2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 2z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=t(ps− t+ 1). (169)

From the above equation, if p < t−1
s and t 6= 1, we have

NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC, otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥
NEntangled-CMPC

10. This along with the condition of (i), provides
condition 1 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3.

(ii) ts−t < z ≤ ts and s, t 6= 1: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC =
ψ2 = 2ts+θ′(t−1)+3z−1 and from (168), NEntangled-CMPC =
2st2 +2z−1 for z > ts−s and NEntangled-CMPC = st2 +3st−
2s+ t(z − 1) + 1 for z ≤ ts− s, thus we have:

(a) z > ts− s and t− 1 > s: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 3z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=z − t(t− 1)

<z − ts (170)
≤0, (171)

where (170) comes from the condition of (a), t − 1 > s and
the last inequality comes from the condition of (ii), z ≤ ts.
Therefore, for the combination of conditions (ii) and (a), i.e.,
ts − s < z ≤ ts and t − 1 > s, we have NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC. This provides condition 2 for NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3.

(b) z > ts− s and s = t− 1: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 3z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=z − (t2 − t)
≤0, (172)

where the last inequality comes from the condition of (ii), z ≤
ts = t(t−1). From the above equation, for z < t2−t, we have
NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC, otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC =
NEntangled-CMPC. By replacing s with t− 1 and combining the
conditions of (ii), (b), and z < t2 − t, i.e., t2 − 2t+ 1 < z <

10Note that for t = 1, NPolyDot-CMPC = NEntangled-CMPC.

t2−t, s = t−1, condition 3 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC
in Lemma 3 is derived.

(c) z > ts− s and s > t− 1: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 3z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=z − t(t− 1)

≥z − t(s− 1) (173)
>0, (174)

where (173) comes from the condition of (c), s > t − 1 and
the last inequality comes from the condition of (ii), z > ts−t.

(d) z ≤ ts− s, t > 3: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1

− (st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z − 1) + 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 3z − 1

− st2 − 3st+ 2s− tz + t− 1

=st2 − t2 + 2t− 3st+ 2s− 2− z(t− 3)

=st2 − 3st− t2 + 3t− t+ 3 + 2s− 5− z(t− 3)

=st(t− 3)− t(t− 3)− (t− 3) + 2s− 5− z(t− 3)

=(t− 3)(st− t− 1 +
2s− 5

t− 3
)− (t− 3)z. (175)

From the above equation, if z > (st− t− 1 + 2s−5
t−3 ), we have

NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC
11, otherwise NPolyDot-CMPC ≥

NEntangled-CMPC. By combining the conditions of (ii), (d), and
z > (st− t−1+ 2s−5

t−3 ), i.e., ts− t−min{0, 1− 2s−5
t−3 } < z ≤

ts − s, t > 3, condition 4 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC
in Lemma 3 is derived.

(e) z ≤ ts− s, t = 3: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1

− (st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z − 1) + 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 3z − 1

− st2 − 3st+ 2s− tz + t− 1

=2s− 5. (176)

From the above equation, if s = 2, NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC, otherwise NPolyDot-CMPC > NEntangled-CMPC. By
combining the conditions of (ii), (e), and s = 2, i.e., s = 2, t =
3, z = 4, condition 5 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in
Lemma 3 is derived.

(f) z ≤ ts−s, t = 2: This condition is not possible, because
s ≥ 2 and thus 2s − 2 ≥ s. Therefore, there is no overlap
between the condition of (ii), z > ts − t = 2s − 2 and the
condition of (f), z ≤ ts− s = s.

(iii) ts − 2t < z ≤ ts − t and s, t 6= 1: From (13),

11Note that in this case t ≥ 3.



NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ3 = 2ts + θ′(t − 1) + 2z − 1 and from
(168), NEntangled-CMPC = 2st2 + 2z − 1 for z > ts − s and
NEntangled-CMPC = st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z− 1) + 1 for z ≤ ts− s,
thus we have:

(a) t ≥ s: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1

− (st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z − 1) + 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 2z − 1

− st2 − 3st+ 2s− tz + t− 1

=st2 − 2st− st− t2 + 2t+ 2s− 2− z(t− 2)

=st(t− 2)− t(t− 2)− s(t− 2)− 2− z(t− 2)

=(t− 2)(st− t− s− 2

t− 2
)− z(t− 2). (177)

From the above equation, if t = 2, NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC. By replacing t = 2 in the conditions of
(iii) and (a), i.e., t = 2, s = 2, z = 1, 2, condition 6 for
NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3 is derived. In
addition, if t > 2 and z > st− t− s− 2

t−2 , NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC, otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥ NEntangled-CMPC. By
combining the conditions of (iii), (a), and t > 2, z > st− t−
s− 2

t−2 , i.e., max{st− t− s− 2
t−2 , ts−2t} < z ≤ ts− t, t >

2, t ≥ s, condition 7 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in
Lemma 3 is derived.

(b) 2t ≥ s > t, z > ts− s: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 2z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=− t(t− 1)

<0, (178)

From the above equation, for this case, NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC. By combining the conditions of (iii) and (b),
i.e., t < s ≤ 2t, ts − s < z ≤ ts − t, condition 8 for
NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3 is derived.

(c) 2t ≥ s > t, z ≤ ts− s: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1− (st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z − 1) + 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 2z − 1

− st2 − 3st+ 2s− tz + t− 1

=st(t− 2)− t(t− 2)− s(t− 2)− 2− z(t− 2)

=(t− 2)(st− t− s− 2

t− 2
)− z(t− 2). (179)

From the above equation, if t = 2, NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC. By replacing t = 2 in the conditions of (iii)
and (c), i.e., t = 2, 3 ≤ s ≤ 4, 2(s − 2) < z ≤ 2(s − 1),
condition 9 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3
is derived. In addition, if t > 2 and z > st − t − s − 2

t−2 ,
NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC, otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥

NEntangled-CMPC. By combining the conditions of (iii), (c), and
t > 2, z > st − t − s − 2

t−2 , i.e., st − 2t < z ≤ ts − s, t >
2, t < s ≤ 2t, condition 10 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC
in Lemma 3 is derived.

(d) s > 2t: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 2z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=− t(t− 1)

<0, (180)

From the above equation, for this case, NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC. By combining the conditions of (iii) and (d),
i.e., s > 2t, ts − 2t < z ≤ ts − t, condition 11 for
NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3 is derived.

(iv) max{ts−2t−s+2, ts−2t+1
2 } < z ≤ st−2t and s, t 6= 1:

From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ4 = (t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t−
1)+2z−1 and from (168), NEntangled-CMPC = 2st2 +2z−1 for
z > ts− s and NEntangled-CMPC = st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z− 1) + 1
for z ≤ ts− s, thus we have:

(a) 2t ≥ s: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=(t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1

−(st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z − 1) + 1)

=z − (2ts− t2 + t− 2s+ 1). (181)

From the above equation, if z < (2ts−t2+t−2s+1), we have
NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC, otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥
NEntangled-CMPC. By combining the conditions of (iv), (a), and
z < (2ts − t2 + t − 2s + 1), i.e., 2t ≥ s,max{ts − 2t −
s + 2, ts−2t+1

2 } < z ≤ min{st − 2t, 2ts − t2 + t − 2s + 1},
condition 12 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3
is derived.

(b) 2t < s, ts − s < z ≤ st − 2t, t 6= 2: For this case,
max{ts − 2t − s + 2, ts−2t+1

2 } = ts − 2t − s + 2 < ts − s.
The reason is summarized as follows:

s > 2t

⇒s(t− 2) > 2t

⇒s(t− 2) + 3 > 2t

⇒ts− 2t− 2s+ 4 > 1

⇒ts− 2t− s+ 2 >
ts− 2t+ 1

2
(182)

For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=(t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1

−(2st2 + 2z − 1)

=(t− 1)(z − 1 + t− ts)
<0, (183)

where the last inequality comes from the condition of (b),



z ≤ st− 2t, as st− 2t < st− t+ 1 and thus z < st− t+ 1.
By combining the conditions of (iv) and (b) i.e., s > 2t, ts−
s < z ≤ ts − 2t, t 6= 2, condition 13 for NPolyDot-CMPC <
NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3 is derived.

(c) 2t < s, ts− s < z ≤ st− 2t, t = 2: By replacing t = 2
in conditions of (iv) and (c), we have 4 < s < z < 2s − 4.
Therefore, for this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=(t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1

−(2st2 + 2z − 1)

=(t− 1)(z − 1 + t− ts)
=z − 1 + 2− 2s

<− 3 < 0. (184)

The condition of this case, i.e., 4 < s < z < 2s − 4, t = 2,
provides condition 14 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in
Lemma 3.

(d) 2t < s, ts− 2t− s+ 2 < z ≤ ts− s: For this case, we
have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=(t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1

−(st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z − 1) + 1)

=z − (2ts− t2 + t− 2s+ 1). (185)

From the above equation, if z < 2ts− t2 + t−2s+1, we have
NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC, otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥
NEntangled-CMPC. On the other hand, max{ts − 2t − s +
2, ts−2t+1

2 } = ts− 2t− s+ 2 < ts− s, which is derived from
(182) for t 6= 2. For t = 2, max{ts− 2t− s+ 2, ts−2t+1

2 } =
max{s − 2, s − 2 + 1/2} = s − 1.5, however, we consider
s−2 = ts−2t−s+2 as s and z are integers and z > s−1.5
is equivalent to z > s−2. Therefore, by combining the condi-
tions of (iv) and (d), i.e., ts− 2t− s+ 2 < z < ts− s, 2t < s,
condition 15 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3
is derived. The reason for this combination is that:

2ts− t2 + t− 2s+ 1

= 2ts− 2s− t(t− 1) + 1

= ts− s+ s(t− 1)− t(t− 1) + 1

= ts− s+ (t− 1)(s− t) + 1

> ts− s+ (t− 1)(2t− t) + 1 since s > 2t

= ts− s+ t(t− 1) + 1

> ts− s
⇒min{ts− s, 2ts− t2 + t− 2s+ 1} = ts− s. (186)

(v) z ≤ max{ts − 2t − s + 2, ts−2t+1
2 } and s, t 6= 1: For

this case, we have, z ≤ ts − s. The reason is that ts − s >
ts− s− 2t+ 2 and ts− s > ts−2t+1

2
12, therefore, from (168),

NEntangled-CMPC = st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z− 1) + 1 and from (13),

12This can be directly derived from the fact that s(t− 2) ≥ 0 > −2t+1.

NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ5 = θ′t+ z, thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=θ′t+ z − (st2 + 3st− 2s+ t(z − 1) + 1)

=2st2 − t2 + z − st2 − 3st+ 2s− tz + t− 1

=(t− 1)(st− 2s− t− 1

t− 1
)− z(t− 1). (187)

From the above equation, if z > st− 2s− t− 1
t−1 , we have

NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC, otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥
NEntangled-CMPC. By combining (v), (a), and z > st− 2s− t−

1
t−1 , i.e., st−2s−t− 1

t−1 < z ≤ max{ts−2t−s+2, ts−2t+1
2 },

condition 16 for NPolyDot-CMPC < NEntangled-CMPC in Lemma 3
is derived.

(vi) s = 1 and t ≥ z: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ6 =
t2 +2t+ tz−1 and from (168), NEntangled-CMPC = 2t2 +2z−1
for z > t− 1 and NEntangled-CMPC = t2 + 3t− 2 + t(z− 1) + 1
for z ≤ t− 1, thus we have:

(a) z = t: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=t2 + 2t+ tz − 1− (2t2 + 2z − 1)

=(z − t)(t− 2)

=0. (188)

From the above equation, for this condition, NPolyDot-CMPC =
NEntangled-CMPC.

(b) z ≤ t− 1: For this case, we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NEntangled-CMPC

=t2 + 2t+ tz − 1− (t2 + 3t− 2 + t(z − 1) + 1)

=0. (189)

From the above equation, for this condition, NPolyDot-CMPC =
NEntangled-CMPC.

B. Proof of Lemma 4 (PolyDot-CMPC Versus SSMM)

To prove this lemma, we consider different regions for the
value of z and compare the required number of workers for
PolyDot-CMPC, NPolyDot-CMPC, with SSMM, NSSMM, in each
region. From [12], NSSMM = (t+ 1)(ts+ z)− 1 and we use
(13) for NPolyDot-CMPC in each region.

(i) ts < z or t = 1: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ1 =
(p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1 and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NSSMM

=(p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1− (t+ 1)(ts+ z) + 1

=pts+ 2ts+ 2t2s− 2ts− t2 + t+ 2z − t2s− ts− (t+ 1)z

=pts+ (t− 1)ts− t(t− 1)− (t− 1)z. (190)

From the above equation, if z > pts
t−1+ts−t and t 6= 1, we have

NPolyDot-CMPC < NSSMM, otherwise NPolyDot-CMPC ≥ NSSMM
13.

Therefore, from the condition of (i), we have NPolyDot-CMPC <
NSSMM only if z > max{ts, ts−t+ pts

t−1}, t 6= 1. This provides

13Note that for t = 1, NPolyDot-CMPC = NSSMM.



one of the conditions that NPolyDot-CMPC < NSSMM in Lemma
4.

(ii) ts − t < z ≤ ts: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ2 =
2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1 and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NSSMM

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1− (t+ 1)(ts+ z) + 1

=2ts+ 2t2s− 2ts− t2 + t+ 3z − 1− t2s− ts− (t+ 1)z + 1

=st2 − st− t2 + t− (t− 2)z

=st(t− 1)− t(t− 1)− (t− 2)z

=(t− 1)(st− t)− (t− 2)z. (191)

From the above equation, if z > (st−t)(t−1)
t−2 , we have

NPolyDot-CMPC < NSSMM otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥ NSSMM.
Therefore, from the condition of (ii), we have NPolyDot-CMPC <
NSSMM only if t−1

t−2 (st− t) < z ≤ ts. This provides the other
condition that NPolyDot-CMPC < NSSMM in Lemma 4.

(iii) ts− 2t < z ≤ ts− t: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ3 =
2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1 and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NSSMM

= 2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1− (t+ 1)(ts+ z) + 1

= 2ts+ 2t2s− 2ts− t2 + t− st2 − st− (t− 1)z

= −t2 + t+ st2 − st− (t− 1)z

= (ts− t)(t− 1)− (t− 1)z. (192)

From the above equation and the condition of (iii),
NPolyDot-CMPC ≥ NSSMM for ts− 2t < z ≤ ts− t.

(iv) max{ts−2t−s+2, ts−2t+1
2 } < z ≤ st−2t: From (13),

NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ4 = (t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1
and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NSSMM

=(t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1− (t+ 1)(ts+ z) + 1

=(t+ 1)ts+ (t+ 1)z + (t− 1)2 − (t+ 1)(ts+ z)

=(t− 1)2 > 0. (193)

From the above equation, NPolyDot-CMPC > NSSMM for
max{ts− 2t− s+ 2, ts−2t+1

2 } < z ≤ st− 2t.

(v) z ≤ max{ts − 2t − s + 2, ts−2t+1
2 }: From (13),

NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ5 = θ′t+ z and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NSSMM

= θ′t+ z − (t+ 1)(ts+ z) + 1

= 2t2s− t2 + z − t2s− ts− (t+ 1)z + 1

= t2s− t2 − ts+ 1− tz

= t(ts− t− s+
1

t
− z)

≥ t(max{ts− 2t− s+ 2,
ts− 2t+ 1

2
} − z) (194)

≥ 0, (195)

where, (194) comes from:

ts− t− s+
1

t
− (ts− 2t− s+ 2)

=ts− t− s+
1

t
− ts+ 2t+ s− 2

=t+
1

t
− 2 > 0, (196)

and

ts− t− s+
1

t
− (

ts− 2t+ 1

2
)

=
s(t− 2) + 2/t− 1

2
≥ 0, (197)

and (195) comes from the condition of the (v), i.e., z ≤ ts−
2t − s + 1. Therefore, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥ NSSMM for z ≤ ts −
2t− s+ 1.

(vi) s = 1 and t ≥ z: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ6 =
t2 + 2t+ tz − 1 and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NSSMM

= t2 + 2t+ tz − 1− (t+ 1)(ts+ z) + 1

= t2 + 2t− t2s− ts− z
= t2 + 2t− t2 − t− z
= t− z
≥ 0, (198)

From (i), (ii), (iii), (iv), (v) and (vi), the only conditions that
NPolyDot-CMPC < NSSMM, are z > max{ts, ts− t+ pts

t−1}, t 6= 1

and t−1
t−2 (st − t) < z ≤ ts. In all other conditions, we have

NPolyDot-CMPC ≥ NSSMM. This completes the proof. �

C. Proof of Lemma 5 (PolyDot-CMPC Versus GCSA-NA)

To prove this lemma, we consider different regions for the
value of z and compare the required number of workers for
PolyDot-CMPC, NPolyDot-CMPC, with GCSA-NA, NGCSA-NA, in
each region. From [13], NGCSA-NA for one matrix multipli-
cation (the number of batch is one) is equal to NGCSA-NA =
2st2 +2z−1 and we use (13) for NPolyDot-CMPC in each region.

(i) ts < z or t = 1: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ1 =
(p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1 and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NGCSA-NA

=(p+ 2)ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=pts+ 2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 2z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=t(ps− t+ 1). (199)

From the above equation, if p < t−1
s and t 6= 1, we

have NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA, otherwise, NPolyDot-CMPC ≥
NGCSA-NA

14. This along with the condition of (i), provides one
of the conditions that NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA in Lemma 5.

14Note that for t = 1, NPolyDot-CMPC = NGCSA-NA.



(ii) ts − t < z ≤ ts: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ2 =
2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1 and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NGCSA-NA

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 3z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 3z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=z − (t2 − t). (200)

From the above equation, if z < t(t − 1), we have
NpolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA, otherwise, NpolyDot-CMPC ≥
NGCSA-NA. From the condition of (ii), ts − t < z ≤ ts.
Therefore, NpolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA only if ts − t < z ≤
min{ts, t(t− 1)− 1}, which also requires that s < t. This is
another condition that NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NAin Lemma 5.

(iii) ts− 2t < z ≤ ts− t: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ3 =
2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1 and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NGCSA-NA

=2ts+ θ′(t− 1) + 2z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2ts+ (2ts− t)(t− 1) + 2z − 1− 2st2 − 2z + 1

=t(1− t)
<0. (201)

From the above equation, for ts − 2t < z ≤ ts − t, we have
NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA. This provides part of the third
condition that NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA in Lemma 5.

(iv) max{ts−2t−s+2, ts−2t+1
2 } < z ≤ st−2t: From (13),

NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ4 = (t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1
and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NGCSA-NA

=(t+ 1)ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1) + 2z − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=t2s+ ts+ (t− 1)(z + t− 1)− 2st2

=(t− 1)(z − (st− t+ 1)). (202)

From the above equation, if z < st − t + 1, we have
NpolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA. This condition is satisfied for
the condition of (iv), max{ts − 2t − s + 2, ts−2t+1

2 } <
z ≤ st − 2t, as st − t − t < st − t + 1. Therefore, for
max{ts − 2t − s + 2, ts−2t+1

2 } < z ≤ st − 2t, we have
NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA. This provides part of the third
condition that NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA in Lemma 5.

(v) z ≤ max{ts − 2t − s + 2, ts−2t+1
2 }: From (13),

NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ5 = θ′t+ z and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NGCSA-NA

=θ′t+ z − (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2st2 − t2 + z − 2st2 − 2z + 1

=− t2 − z + 1

<0. (203)

From the above equation, for z ≤ max{ts − 2t − s +
2, ts−2t+1

2 }, we have NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA. This pro-
vides part of the third condition that NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA
in Lemma 5.

(vi) s = 1 and t ≥ z: From (13), NPolyDot-CMPC = ψ6 =
t2 + 2t+ tz − 1 and thus we have:

NPolyDot-CMPC −NGCSA-NA

=t2 + 2t+ tz − 1− (2st2 + 2z − 1)

=2t+ tz − t2 − 2z

=(2− t)(t− z)
≤0. (204)

From the above equation and the condition of (vi), if s =
1, t > z and t 6= 2, we have NpolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA. This
provides the last condition that NPolyDot-CMPC < NGCSA-NA in
Lemma 5, and completes the proof. �
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