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Abstract—An [n, k] linear code C that is subject to locality distance under a weaker notion called information-symbol
constraints imposed by a parity check matrix Ho is said to |ocality was derived in[]1]:
be a maximally recoverable (MR) code if it can recover from L
any erasure pattern that some k-dimensional subcode of the
null space of Hy can recover from. The focus in this paper dmin = < (n—k+1) - ((;] o 1) : )
is on MR codes constrained to have all-symbol localityr.
Given that it is challenging to construct MR codes having The same bound also applies to codes with all-symbol Igcalit
small field size, we present results in two directions. In the gnd is often (but not always) tight, s€€ [2] for instance. The
first, we relax the MR constraint and require only that apart Pyramid codes introduced inl[3] are shown i [1] to be an
from the requirement of being an optimum all-symbol locality L ] .
code, the code must yield an MDS code when punctured in a exa_mple _Of codes with Ipformatlon-sympol locality that ar.e
single, specific pattern which ensures that each local codes i Optimal with respect to this bound. The existence of codé wit
punctured in precisely one coordinate and that no two local all-symbol locality was established ihl[1] for the case when
codes share the same punctured coordinate. We term these el (r + 1) | n. Codes with locality also go by the names locally
as partially maximally recoverable (PMR) codes. We providea repairable code$ 4] or local reconstruction codés [5].

simple construction for high-rate PMR codes and then provie . .
a general, promising approach that needs further investigaon. A class of codes with all-symbol locality known de-

In the second direction, we present three constructions of ®® Momorphic self-repairing codesere constructed ir_[6] with
codes with improved parameters, primarily the size of the fiite the aid of linearized polynomials. An example provided in

field employed in the construction. . . ~ [6] is optimal with respect to the bound ifil(1). A general
m;ﬁf‘?’éggg;’;agfégg‘;tesaitigf‘lagscggggs"‘"th locality, maxi-  construction of optimal codes with all-symbol locality is
' ' provided in [7], that is based on the construction of Gabidul

maximum rank-distance codes. An upper bound on minimum
distance, similar to that in{1), was derived lin [4], that kg

In a distributed storage network, each file is regarded asa®o to non-linear codes. Also provided, if [4], is an explic
message, encoded into a codeword by adding redundancy, ésdstruction of a class of linear, optimal all-symbol ldtal
stored in the network. Each code symbol is typically placed @odes possessing a vector alphabet. This constructiolatede
a different node to provide resiliency against node fail&@h to an earlier construction i [8], of codes termed as simple
replication and Reed-Solomon codes are commonly employie@enerating codes. Most recently, Tamo and Bdry [9] have
to protect data but have their drawbacks. While replicatiqsrovided general constructions for optimal codes with all-
incurs large overhead, RS codes are inefficient when it comgsnbol locality.
to node repair. The notion of codes with locality introduced
in [1], was motivated in part, by this shortcoming of an RE- Maximally Recoverable Codes
code. The notion of a maximally recoverable code is most easily
defined in terms of the generator matrixof the code.

Let C be an[n,k], code that satisfies the all-symbol,

Definition 1: [I] An [n, k] codeC of block lengthn and locality-r constraints imposed by a parity-check matfi.
dimensionk is said to have all-symbol locality if for every LetCy denote the null space @i, andG, be the correspond-
code symbok; in C, the dual code&e contains a codeword ing generator matrix. The@ is said to be an MR code with
with supportL; satisfyingi € L; and|L;| < (r+1). We will respect toH, if for any collection of linearly independent
call L, the recovery set for code symbolWe assume w.l.0.g. columns in Gy, the corresponding columns @ are also
that L; ¢ Ujen), j+iL;. We will write [n, k], to indicate an linearly independent.
[n, k] code with such all-symbol locality and|[n, k, d],- if the The construction of optimum codes with locality given in
code has minimum distaneé [Q], has field size on the order of block length. A principal

Codes with all-symbol locality have the property that theode constructed in their paper corresponds to a subcode
number of code symbols that need to be accessed to repaif aan RS code. The coordinates of this code are grouped
failed node is at most. The following bound on the minimum together in accordance with cosets of a cyclic subgroup of

|. INTRODUCTION

A. Codes with Locality
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the group ofnth roots of unity. The subcode of the RS codaith improved parameters, primarily field size.

is selected so that the restriction of the RS code to a coset

of size (r + 1) corresponds to evaluation of a polynomial

of degree(r — 1), thus providing locality. The degree of the Given that the construction of MR codes having small field

encoding polynomials is shown to be such that the resultistge is challenging, we seek here to construct codes thiatysat

codes are optimal with respect to the minimum distance bouadveaker condition which we will refer to in this paper as the

in (@). The authors in [10] define a general notion of maximalartial maximally recoverable (PMR) condition. Létbe an

recoverable codes and provide a construction for maximally, k], code having all-symbol locality and whose minimum

recoverable codes of field Sizéij) . In [1T], a general distance satisfies the bound [d (1) with equality. Letdenote

form of parity-check matrix was considered with the aim dhe recovery sets. In the context of PMR codes, an admissible

constructing MR codes. These codes are referred td_inh [Jdyncturing patterf{es, es, - - - ,en} iS one in which the{e; }

as partial MDS codes. The authors provide conditions undzatisfy the condition:

which the proposed form of parity-check matrix defines an

MR code and identify explicit parameter sets for which their e € Li\ U L.

construction results in an MR code. A particular instance of ’ ‘ /

their construction has field siz@(2™), wheren in the block

length of the code. For the case of a single global paritykhec A PMR code is then defined simply as an optimal all-

the authors provide a construction where the field siz(is). symbol locality code which becomes an MDS code upon
The authors of([12], construct codes termed as sector-d@kncturing under some admissible puncturing pattern. The

(SD) codes. These are codes which for certain puncturifgfity-check matrix of a PMR code is characterized below. We

patterns associated to a combination of disk and sectorésil assume w.l.o.g. in the section below, tHat, ea, - -+, e,,) =

result in MDS codes. The authors provide a construction fok, 2, -+ ,m) through symbol reordering.

the_case of2 global parities for handling the correction ofA_ CharacterizingH for a PMR Code

a single or double erasure in each local code and present ]

a parameter range for which their construction satisfies theTheorem 2.1:Let C be a PMR code as defined above for

requirement of an SD code through computer searct_In [1§fimissible puncturing pattern = {e,, ...,e, }. ThenC can

the authors present a construction for maximally recoveraty® assumed to have parity-check matrix of the form:

codes with2 global parities with field size oD (n) that can

handle single erasures through local error correctionI#j, [

a construction of SD codes with 2 global parities is provided H =

having field size of)(n) to handle one or two erasures in each

local code. This was subsequently strengtheneld in [15]revhe

a construction of SD code and partial MDS code was provideghere Hyps is the parity-check matrix of ajko, ko —A] MDS

for 2 global parities having field size @¥(n) that can handle code andF is of the form:

Il. PARTIAL MAXIMUM RECOVERABILITY

JE[m], j#i

any number of erasures through local error correction. ot

In [16], a family of explicit, MR codes for single local ;%
erasure correction is provided in which the number of global F = =2
parities can be arbitrary. It is assumed here fhat 1) | n
wherer is the locality parameter of the code. The parity check zt,

matrix in [16] has the same form as in_]11] except that tr\ﬁ which eachz; is a vector of Hamming weight at most

authprs use variables to fill up th.e entrle§ pf the parity khec Proof: Clearly, Hf can be assumed to be of the form
matrix and then proceed to derive conditions needed to be

satisfied by these variables in order to yield an MR code. [ Im F
In [17], a relaxation in the definition of an MR code is o - (mx ko)
proposed. Here the authors seek to correct a select set of B H; Hsy ’

erasure patterns. Each codeword is put into matrix form in (Akag)

such a way that each row corresponds to a local code. A _ _
vector is used to specify the number of columns of this cod#ich can be transformed, upon row reduction to the form:

matrix in which erasure can occur, the maximum number of r1,, F 7
erasures allowed within each column as well as the maximum (m\x’k’O)
number of complete column erasures permitted. A constmcti H = O H
satisfying these requirements is provided. ~~

In the present paper, a relaxation of the MR criterion - (Axko) -

termed as a partial maximally recoverable (PMR) criterion It is desired that upon puncturing the first coordinates
presented and a simple, high-rate construction providézh A (corresponding to coordinates of the identity matfix in
contained in the paper are three constructions of MR code upper left), the code be MDS. But since the dual of a



punctured code is the shortened code in the same coordinatégps , it is not hard to see that it suffices to show that any
it follows that Hs must be the parity-check matrix of an MDS(A + 1) columns of

code. [ | F
H — -
B. A Simple Parity-Splitting Construction for a PMR Code [ Hwps } 7
whenA < (r —1) are linearly independent. But the rowspacefbdtontains the

We will assume throughout the rest of the paper tias Vectorz', hence it suffices to show that afgh + 1) columns
an [n, k], code wherg(r + 1)|n and having parameters, A Of
. i H
given by: H, - [ r\;g)s } — H,
n = m(r+1), ko = mr, . ) o
are linearly independent, but this is clearly the case,estiig

ko= ko—A =n—(m+A) is the parity-check matrix of an MDS code having redundancy
Thus A represents the number of “global” parity checkéA +1). u
imposed on top of then “local” parity checks. Remark 1: The construction gives rise to codes having

Assume thatA < (r — 1). Let Hy be the the(A + 1 x ko) parametersm(r + 1), mr — A, A + 2], and hence, high rate:
parity-check matrix of an MDS code. Lef be the last row R - B A+1 < r
of Hy and H; be Hy with the last row deleted, i.e., m(r+1) ~ m(r+41)
H, II1. A GENERAL APPROACH TOPMR CONSTRUCTION
o= [ ! } We attempt to handle the general case

In the construction, we will require tha&f; also be the parity- A = ar+b,

check matrix of an MDS code and séfyps = H;. For

example, this is the case wheH, is either a Cauchy or
a Vandermonde matrix. Lefz!}™, be them contiguous
component1 x r) vectors ofz® defined through

in this section and outline one approach. At this time, we are
only able to provide constructions for selected parametéls

A = 2r — 2 and field size that is cubic in the block length
of the code and hold out hope that this construction can be

P (ﬁ zb - @fn) generalized.
_ The desired minimum distance of the PMR code (with H as
Let F' be given by given in Theoreri 213 an#f ;o5 chosen to be a Vandermonde
zt matrix) can be shown to equal in this case,
p k
P o _ d = dpin = (n—k+1)—((;1—1)
' —A
7, - (m+A+1)_([W 1_1)
T
= A+2+a.
Lemma 2.2: . . .
It follows that even the code on the right having parity-dhec
mr — A A .
[ ] = m-— L_J matrix
T T F
Hpun = [7HMDS :| )

Theorem_ 2.3 (P_ar|ty-SpI|tt|ng _Cons_tructlon)':he [, K] must have the same valuedyf;, and therefore, the sub matrix
codeC having parity-check matrix/ given by formed by any(d — 1) columns ofH,,,,, must have full rank.
Let A be the support of this subset @—1) columns ofH ..
Let this support have non-empty intersection with the suppo

H = ; of s local codes and the support of the intersection with the
ith code being4; of size| A; | = ¢;. The corresponding sub
matrix will then take on the form:

with Hyps , F, z; as given above and < (r—1), has locality r ar(01:)
r, the PMR property and minimum distance achieving the az(02:)
bound
k ————(
dmin = (n7k+1) - <|7;‘|1) 0 0o 0.
— Adi2 02, 02, 02,
oAU L @Al L L gAn

Proof: We need to show that anfA + 1) columns of -/
H are linearly independent. From the properties of the matrixwherea;(x) are the polynomials whose evaluations provide



the local parities. Since we want this matrix to have fullkkan a) Numerical EvidenceComputer verification was car-
(d — 1) it must be that the left null space of the matrix mustied out for theA = 5,7 = 3 case forn = 12 over Fys

be of dimension(A +s) —(A+a+1) = s—(a+1). andn = 36 over Fze)s with hy; = a(=13(ij) wherea is
Computing the dimension of this null space is equivalent the primitive element of,: and F,s respectively for the two
computing the number of solutions to cases andi(ij) is fifth and seventh root of unity respectively
. (the choice of fifth and seventh roots of unity varies for each

- : (x — Okr) 1, 7). For both cases, it was found that the eleme#t®3, C

Z C; (e77 97 H a2 a4 N f(x)v I i i

— kD20 (0i5 — Oki) never simultaneously vanished for all instances.

1= J= 1,

IV. MAXIMAL RECOVERABLE CODES
. A Coset-Based Construction with Locality= 2
Since this construction is based on Construction Llin [9] of

where f(x) is generic notation for a polynomial of degree
< (A —1). Let us define

i (z — O1) all-symbol locality codes, we briefly review the latter here
Zai(eij H W Let n = m(r 4+ 1), andq be a power of a prime such that
j (k.D)#(i.5) M n < (¢ — 1), for exampleg could equal(n + 1). Let o be a

rimitive element ofF, and 5 an element of orde 1).
and note that each); (z) will in general, have degre@\ +a). Eet ! b (r+1)

Consider the matrixy whose rows correspond to the coeffi-

cients of E;(z). It follows that the first(a + 1) columns ofE A = oHLBB BT 1<i<m
must have full rank. Note that{A4;}!", are pairwise disjoint and partitiom|. Let
o ) k = ar + b. Let the supports of the local codes Hg, 1 <
A. Restriction to the Case =1, i.e.,r <A < 2r —1 i < m. Note that the monomial”** is constant on each of
We now assume that = 1 so that(a + 1) = 2 and we the setsA;. Let us set
need the firsk columns of ' to have rank= 2. We consider a—1r—1
the (2 x 2) sub matrix made up of the first two rows and first f(z) = > Y a a2/t 4 3~ Za D+
two columns ofE. The determinant of thi§2 x 2) upper-left j=0 i=0 j=a i=0
matrix formed ofE' is given by where the second term is vacuous for= 0, i.e., is not
6 ant) 0 a0 (Sonsin ) preser_lt Wherr | k. Consider the codé’_ of.block Ie.ngthn
dot >t oy > it P, a_nd. dimensionk Where each ponnor_nlaI is assouat_ed to a
242 az(02;) Zgz a2(02)) (X (k) (2.5) Or1) distinct codeword obtained by evaluating the polynomidhat
J=1 Py J=1 Pzj elements ot J" ; A;. This code possesses all-symbol locality
Zﬁ;l %‘f%” Zf;l % and has minimum distanag,;, satisfying [(1).
= —det Zéz as(63;) Zéz as(02))0s; Note that the exponentsin the monomial terms forming
I=l Py =t Py each polynomialf(z) satisfy e # r (mod r + 1). It is this
where property this property that gives the code its locality mnies.
Our construction of an MR code here is based on the above
P, = H (0i; — Okr) construction with parameters given by= ¢ — 1, =2,k =
(k) (5.5) 2D + 1 so thata = D andb = 1. Thus the local codes all
o have lengtt8. Let us denote the algebraic closureRyfby F.
This is equal to Theorem 4.1:Given positive integersV, D with 22 < 2
o 0 and
ZZ 1(615)as2 92t)(91_792t)' (% “1)\ .
e Py; Py I g > 23 2U9(J)J< i >3J + N -2,

Let A = 2r — 1 and a1(91j) = 091j, a2(92t) = ‘92151 Gij = where

€+ hij, hy; € Fyand¢é € Fs \ F,. Then this becomes: o) = I for j even and®(D — 1) > j > 4
5 otherwise,
0 L
ZZ (€2 + &(haj + hot) + hajha) (01, — o) there exists alN, k = 2D + 1] MR code withr = 2 that is
i Py (015)Pat (02¢) ! obtained fronC by puncturing the code at a carefully selected
2 setofs = 1 — & cosets{4;,,A;,, -+, A, }.
=AC+BE+C Proof: Please see the Appendit A . [ |

Example 1l:Let £ = 5,n = 15. The condition in the
theorem becomeg> 499 whereas, the optimized construction
given in [16] requires a field size &!*. The construction in

[10] requiresq > (}~;) = 1001.

with A, B,C' € FF, which will be nonzero if the minimum
polynomial of { over F, has degree= 3, unless all the
coefficients are equal to zero.



B. Modification of Construction by Blaum et al. fdx = 2

ﬁ = ($i17 Tily -y CEz'r)

=

in [15], the authors provide a construction for an MRy 5 maximally recoverable code for amyy;ps with a field
code (the code is referred to as a partial MDS code in theiro of O(n®=1) (for fixed r, A).

paper). We present a modification of this construction here.

Proof: The proof is skipped for lack of space. [ ]

The modification essentially amounts to a different choite o The above construction can be extended in a straight for-

finite-field elements in the construction of the parity checl,rq manner to give maximal recoverable codes with field
matrix given in [15] for the partial MDS code. The modified;,q of O(n®~1) when the matrix#' is made up of blocks of

parity-check matrix is provided below.

d x (r+ 1) local codes where we correfterasures in each

local code.

HO 0 A 0
0 HO A 0
H - )
0 O Hy
Hy H> H,,
where i
1 55 525 (r)s
HJ = aj—l aj—lﬁ_l aj—lﬁ_Z Oéj_lﬁ_(r) ’ [2]
and
1 1 1 e 1 [3]
1 B 5 g
1 2 4 2r
H, = B P 4 4]
1 gt 52(5—1) Br(é—l) [5]

In the aboveg is a primitive element of, and/ is aiyth root

of unity for anyy > r + 1 and hence) dividesq — 1. Using
the closed-form expression for the determinant giveri_ir,[15
it can be seen that this construction yields an MR code withf!
field sizeq — 1 > ¢»m. Note that the field size is independent
of 6.

V. NON-EXPLICIT CONSTRUCTION OFMR CODES WITH
O(n®~1) FIELD SizE (8]

In this section we provide a construction for MR codes
derived by ensuring that certain polynomial constraintécivh [l
reflect the rank conditions the parity-check matrix of an MR
code has to satisfy, hold. Our starting point is the candnidao]
form of the parity-check matrix for an MR code given irhl]
Theorem[Z1L. In our construction, the sub-matf;ps is
fixed and we show the existence of assignment of values to the
local parities corresponding to the elementsrotthat result (12]
in an MR code. Our approach yields improved field size ifg
comparison with the approach in Lemma 32 [of][16].

Theorem 5.1:There exists a choice af;; such that

(7]

[24]

[15]

' [16]

[17]

1=

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors would like to thank P. Gopalan for introducing
us to this problem and for subsequent, useful discussions.

REFERENCES

P. Gopalan, C. Huang, H. Simitci, and S. Yekhanin, “On tieeality
of Codeword Symbols,IEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 58, no. 11, pp.
6925-6934, Nov. 2012.

N. Prakash, V. Lalitha, and P. V. Kumar, “Codes with lagaffor two
erasures,” inlEEE International Symposium on Information Theory,
2014 2014, pp. 1962—-1966.

C. Huang, M. Chen, and J. Li, “Pyramid codes: Flexibleesoles to trade
space for access efficiency in reliable data storage systemiNetwork
Computing and Applications, 2007. NCA 2007. Sixth IEEErhatonal
Symposium an IEEE, 2007, pp. 79-86.

D. S. Papailiopoulos and A. G. Dimakis, “Locally repdila codes,”
in Information Theory Proceedings (ISIT), 2012 IEEE Inteioaal
Symposium anjuly 2012, pp. 2771-2775.

C. Huang, H. Simitci, Y. Xu, A. Ogus, B. Calder, P. GopaldnLi, and
S. Yekhanin, “Erasure coding in windows azure storagePrioceedings
of the 2012 USENIX conference on Annual Technical Confereser.
USENIX ATC'12. Berkeley, CA, USA: USENIX Association, 2012
[Online]. Available:| http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfnt?2342821.234282
F. Oggier and A. Datta, “Self-repairing homomorphic eedfor dis-
tributed storage systems,” itNFOCOM, 2011 Proceedings IEEE
IEEE, 2011, pp. 1215-1223.

N. Silberstein, A. S. Rawat, and S. Vishwanath, “AdveisdaError
Resilience in Distributed Storage Using MRD Codes and MD&aAr
Codes,”CoRR vol. abs/1202.0800, 2012.

D. Papailiopoulos, J. Luo, A. Dimakis, C. Huang, and J. ‘ISimple
regenerating codes: Network coding for cloud storage NROCOM,
2012 Proceedings IEEEnarch 2012, pp. 2801-2805.

I. Tamo and A. Barg, “A family of optimal locally recovebée codes,”
IEEE Transactions on Information Thegryol. 60, no. 8, pp. 4661—
4676, 2014.

M. Chen, C. Huang, and J. Li, “On the maximally recovéeaproperty
for multi-protection group codes, (to appear.”

M. Blaum, J. Hafner, and S. Hetzler, “Partia-MDS Codasd their
Application to RAID Type of Architectures,CoRR vol. abs/1205.0997,
2012.

J. S. Plank and M. Blaum, “Sector-disk (SD) erasure softe mixed
failure modes in RAID systemsTOS vol. 10, no. 1, p. 4, 2014.

M. Blaum, “Construction of PMDS and SD codes extendingIR 5,”
CoRR vol. abs/1305.0032, 2013.

M. Blaum and J. S. Plank, “Construction of two SD codé&3¢RR vol.
abs/1305.1221, 2013.

M. Blaum, J. S. Plank, M. Schwartz, and E. Yaakobi, “Gomstion of
partial MDS (PMDS) and sector-disk (SD) codes with two glqgteeity
symbols,” CoRR vol. abs/1401.4715, 2014.

P. Gopalan and C. Huang and B. Jenkins and S. Yekhaniplitss max-
imally recoverable codes with localitydrXiv preprint arXiv:1307.3150
2013.

M. Liand P. P. C. Lee, “STAIR codes: a general family chgure codes
for tolerating device and sector failures in practical ater systems,”
in Proceedings of the 12th USENIX conference on File and S¢orag
Technologies, FAST 2014, Santa Clara, CA, USA, FebruargQl 2014
2014, pp. 147-162.


http://dl.acm.org/citation.cfm?id=2342821.2342823

APPENDIXA previous sentence (roots gfi — f, satisfies R(D)) there
PROOFS OFTHEOREMS ONMAXIMAL RECOVERABILITY can be atmostD distinct zeros in theN — [ evaluation
positions. This is a contradiction a¥ — [ = % > 2D
(by the condition22 < 2 given in the theorem). Hence
fﬁ we choosel cosets such that for any patteenand any
2D distinct elementsXy,.., Xop from the [ cosets after
puncturing bye, none of Xop.1,.., X5p from I such that
X1, ..X3p satisfiesR(D) which are distinct fromXy, ..., Xop

lie in the chosen cosets after puncturingdahen we are done.

Proof of Theoreni 4]1: The codeC' has optimum min-
imum distance w.r.t locality: = 2 [1]. Hence puncturing at
any number of cosets (local codes) without changing k w
maintain the optimum minimum distance. We say th& an
admissible puncturing pattern¢fC [N] and|enL; | = 1,
all 4.

Let F' be the algebraic closure @f,. Throughout the proof
whenever we say a patteeror juste, it refers to an admissible
puncturing pattern for aflV, k] code with all symbol locality e e _

r. Throughout the discuhsziiorL amyv, k] code referred to are FZ. satlsf)_/ln_gR(A) and 5 containsa’ ff for somei then 5 —
polynomial evaluation codes and we assume that the set®f! satlsflesR_(A - 1. - : Lo

evaluation positions of th@V, k] code to be ordered. We use Proof: ~Since ,S satisfies  R(4), this implies
e also to indicate the actual finite field elements at the pmsiti o1436-1)(S) =0fori=1,., 4.

Proposition 1: Let S be a set of elemensA elements from

indicated by the puncturing patteenin the set of evaluation o1136-1)(S) = o3(*H)oyy51)-3(S — o' H) +
positions of the[V, k] code. (0 H)ory i1 2(S — o H) +
Maximal Recoverability: , JOLs(i=1) - ,
Let] = ﬁ O'l(OélH)O'1+3(i,1),1(S — OCZH) + 0'14,3(1',1) (S — OélH)

We denote an encoding polynomial 6f by f(z) and we
assumef # 0. Let H denote the cyclic group of cube roots of . 4 .
unity. Leto be a primitive element i, If {X,,..X3p} C F o3(a’'H) = a,02(a"H) =0,01(a'H) =0, for some a #0.

are the roots off (x) then it must satisfy: Hence

o1(X1;, Xap) =0 o1+3i-1)(8) = aoiy36-1)-3(S — o' H) +

04(X17"'7X3D) =0 0'14’,3(1',1)(5_061.]{)
: Fori = A, o14304-1(S—a'H)=0asS—a'H has
o143(0—1)(X1, ..., X3p) =0 only 3(A — 1) elements.
Hence,

where o; refers to theith elementary symmetric function. _
Lets denote the above set of conditions based on elementary  0143(4-1)(S) = ao1434-1)—3(S —a'H)
symmetric functions oX, ..., Xsp by R(D).

If we have a[N, k = 2D + 1] maximally recoverable code
based on the theorem and I8, ...H; be the chosen cosets o, 304-1)(S) =0 => 01434-1)-3(S — a'H)=0
of evaluation positions for forming the codeword of {hé k| )
maximally recoverable code and if we puncture thi§, ] fori=A-1,
code by a pattera then for the r_esultinq;N —1, k] (assuming O113(a-2)(S) = aoiy3a_2)-3(S — o' H) +
k doesnt change after puncturing) code to be MDS we need
dmin =N —1—k+1= N —2D — 1. Based on the degree of
f(z), we know thatd,,;;, > N — | —deg(f) = N —1—3D. Since,o1;34-2)(5) =0 ando 54_2)(S —o'H) =0, this
Hence out of3D roots of f(z), we want atleastD roots implies thataHg(A,Q),g(S—aiH) =0
to lie outside H; — e(1),.., H; — e(l) for any e. In other
words its enough if we choosk cosets such that for any By induction, if we assumer; s¢;_1)(S — o'H) = 0 then
{Xi1,...,Xsp} C F which satisfies the conditiol?(D), sinceos(;—1)(5) = 0, we have
atmost only2 D distinct elements will lie in the chosércosets oy3(;_1)-3(S —a'H) = 0 (i = A is the starting condition
after puncturing by any. Note that this condition will also of the induction which we already proved).
ensure that the dimension of 8 — [ length punctured code HenceS — o' H satisfiesR(A — 1). |
obtained by puncturing thgV, k] code by a pattera is & for Claim:
anye. If not there are 2 distinct non zero message polynomidts enough to choosé cosets such that for anyd < D)
fi1(x), f2(x) which after evaluating at cosets of evaluation and anyXjy, ..., Xs4(contained in the chosehcosets) which
positions of the[V, k] code yields the same codeword afteare distinct and contains atmost one element from each,coset
puncturing by a patterre to N — [ length. This means none of the Xs4.1,.., X34 from F' such thatXj,..., X354
f1— f2 is another non zero message or evaluation polynomgtisfies R(A), which are distinct fromXy, ..., X2 lies in
with N — [ zeros in the choselh cosets after puncturingthe chosen cosets after puncturing by for any e disjoint
by e but by the condition of choosing cosets mentioned iftom X, ..., Xo4.

Hence

01+3(A—2)(S - OéiH)



Proof: From here on we proceed to find a set @bsets satisfying
This is because ifX, ..., X3p satisfying R(D) contains at R;(l) and Rz(l). We proceed by choosing coset at each
least 2 element from some cosetH for somei, since the step inductively until we choose the required set absets.
polynomial f1(z) = (z — X1)...(x — X3p) restricted to any At each step we select and add one coset to our list and
coset is a degregé polynomial, the third element from cosetthrow away a collection of cosets from the cosets not chosen.
is also a root off;. Hence the entire coset is contained ifet the cosets chosen upto ith step Gé) and the cosets
X1,...,X3p and by similar reasoningXy,..., X3p can be thrown upto ith step b&’(i) and let the total collection of
written asX7, ..., X3p_j Uat HU...o» H for someiy, ...,i; cosets in the field”, be W.
where X1, ..., X3 p_;) contains at most one element from
each coset and satisfié§ D — j) by propositionl. 1) The first coset is chosen to be any coset. Hefi¢e)

Now by the property of the chosen cosets, we hawwnsists of just the coset chosen. We don’t throw away any
that for any distinct Xy, ..., Xo(p_;) from the chosen/ cosets at this step. Hen@&1) is empty.G/(1) satisfiesR; (1)
cosets containing atmost one element from each cosmtd R, (1) trivially.
any of Xop_jj41,--, X3(p—;) Which are distinct from
X1,..., Xo(p—j) such thatX, ..., X3 p_;) satisfiesR(D —j) 2) The second coset is also chosen to be any coset
will not lie inside the chosen cosets after puncturing bffom W — G(1). HenceG(2) consists of the chosen cosets.

e for any e such thate N {X1,..., Xop_;)} = 0. Wlog R;(2):

this implies the chosen cosets after puncturing by anyFor A = 1, and for any2A = 2 distinct elements

can contain atmost only (writing only distinct elements);, X5, one from each coset id7(2), any X3 such that

X1, ... Xop—jyUa""H —e(iy) U...a" H —e(i;) of the3D  oy(X1, X, X3) = 0 cannot be distinct fromX;, X, and lie

elements. Hence there can be atnitidd — j) +3j—j = 2D in any of the cosets i7(2). If it does, wlog letX; and X3

roots out of3D roots inside the chosen cosets after puncturidig in same coset which is i/(2) then X5 = —(X; + X3)

by anye. Hence we are done. but every coset is a coset of cube roots of unity. Hence
X + X1 + X3 = 0 where X is the third element from the

From here we term a set éfcosets satisfying the abovesame coset as(;, X3. Hence X = —(X; + X3) which
claim, to be satisfyingR; (1). implies X = X, but X is in the same coset a§;, X3 and
We are going put another set of conditioRs(!) on a set of X, is in the other coset iii7(2). Hence a contradiction.

[ cosets. The necessity of this condition will be clear in th€his implies that additive inverse of sum df distinct

proof. elements from different cosets cannot lie in the same caset a
the 2 elements.
Ry (1) : For A > 2, 2A > 4, we need to pick 4 distinct elements,

A given set ofl cosets, is said to satisfy conditid®y (1) if, from distinct cosets but there are only 2 cosetsGi2).
Foranyl < A < D and anyXj, ..., Xo4(contained in the HenceR;(2) is satisfied.
chosenl cosets) which are distinct and contains atmost one

element from each aof cosets, the matriX’(A) given by Ry (2):
P(A)= For A =1, P (1) = [1], P»(1) = [1], hence non-singular.
0 0 For A > 2, we need to pickA >4 and2A — 1 > 3 distinct
a3(9) o3(5) o341-4(5) elements from distinct cosets but there are only 2 cosets.
: : : .. : HenceR,(2) is satisfied.
(73(1:71)(5) UZS(vZ—l)—l(S) Us(i—l)ﬁ»lfA(S)
: : : : T(2):
0 024(5)  024-1(8)  o2a-1)(9) For every two distinct elements;, X, chosen one from each
is non-singular, wheré = { X1, ..., X54}. of the 2 cosets inG(2), find the third elemenfXs; such that

01(X1, X2, X3) = 0 and throw away the coset IV — (G(2))

Furthermore, for any < A < D and anyXy, ..., Xo4_1 Which contains it. Sincé&(2) satisfiesR;(2), X3 will either

(contained in the choseh cosets) which are distinct andnot lie any coset inz(2) or won't be distinct fromX;, X».
contains at most one element from each obsets, the matrix In the first case, we throw the coset and in the latter case,

Py (A) given by we don’t do anything. There are 3x3=9 possible summations
P (A)Z X+ X, butif X3 +Xo+X3=0 then9(X1 + X5 +X3) =0
1 0 0 andfXsis in the same coset as3 for any cube root of unity
o3(5) oa(8) e a311-4(5)

0. Hence solutions for 9 possible summations lie in atmost 3
cosets and we throw away these 3 cosets.

0‘:5(1—-1)(3) U:f(z—l;—l(*g) 0’3(:,—1)4:1—44<S)
0 0 (,“;1'(5) (,M:l)(s) 3) Let i > 2D and assume we havé/(i) satifying
is non-singular. wheré = { X1, ..., Xo4_1}. Ry (i), Ra(1).

T(4):



a) For everyA < D, Choose2A cosets (saydy, ..., Ha4) out let S; = {X1,..., X241} andS = {X1,..., Xoa_1, Xoa}.
of G(i) cosets, and choos¥, ..., X1 4 one from each of these P(A4) =

2A cosets, now find the set of alls 441, ..., X34 from F’ such 0 0

that O'l(Xl,...,XgA) = 0,...,O'1+3(A_1)(X1,...,XQ,A) =0 o3(8) 02(9) o311-4(9)
and throw away all the cosets in whictb 441, ..., X34 lies. . ) .

Since G(i) satisfiesR; (i), the elements inXo441, ..., X34
will either be not distinct fromXy, ..., X2 4 or will lie outside

G (7). In the first case we dont do anything and in the latte
case, we throw away these cosets.

To find the number of solution&3 441, ..., X34 such that
0’1()(17 ...,X3A) = 0, ...,0‘1+3(A,1)(X1, ...,XgA) = 0, we
solve for Xoa41,..., X34 given Xy, ..., Xo4. 505 5 )T

03(1'—1)(5) 03(1—1)—1(5) e T J3(1‘—1)+1—A(S)

2a(S) 0241(S)  oaian(S)

0 T20-1(S0)X2a 024-1(S1) + G2a-11(S1) Xan 7204-1)($1) + o411 ($1)Xaa

It can be seen that to satisfy(Xy,...,X34) = :
0,0y 01434—1) (X1, ...y X34) = 0, The determinant of above matriR(A) can be seen as a

o1(Xoa41, -y X34), 504 (X24+1, ..., X34) has to satsify a polynomialinX;4 and its degree is atmogdt—1. The constant
linear equation of the form term of this polynomial is the determinant of following miatr
1 0 0
P(A)[o1(X2a41, - X34), ;04 (Xoa11, o, X3a)] = 73(51) o2(81) 73+1-4(51)
o1 (X1 e Xoa)s o 01 aaa— 10 (Xoasts s Xaa)]t 5 5 5 - 5
[ (X4 24) 1+3(4 1)( 24+ 34)] 03—y (S1)  033-1)-1(S1) -~ 03(i—1)+1-4(S51)
since G(i) satifies Ry(i), P(A) is non singular and there E E :
is a unique solution, for 0 0 024-1(81)  o2a-1)(S1)

The above matrix is non-singular fot > 3 since G(i)
satisfiesRy(i). Hence thelet(P(A)) as a polynomial inXs 4
is a non-zero polynomial (has a non zero constant term), and
since its degree is atmost — 1, it can have atmostl — 1
solutions for X54. Hence its enough to throw away these
A — 1 cosets containing thesé — 1 solutions.
The above procedure is done for every choice2af — 1
cosets fromG(i) cosets and every choice ofy, ..., Xo4_1
from the choser2A — 1 cosets.

[O’l(XQAJrl,...,XgA),...,O’A(XQAJrl,...,XgA)] which

implies a unique solution forXsay1,...,X34. Hence
for a given distinct Xy,..., X54, from distinct cosets,
there is a unique solution foX441,..., X34 such that
0’1()(17 ...,X3A) =0, ...,0’1+3(A,1)(X1, ...,X3A) = 0. Hence
its enough to throw these A cosets containXigy 1, ..., X3a

(unique solution).

The above procedure is done for every choice dfcosets
from G(i) cosets and every choice dfy, ..., Xo4 from the

chosem A cosets. The number of cosets thrown are atmost:

([GN324-1(4 — 1). It can be seen thatlet(P(A)) is

& homogenous polynomial inXy,..., Xo4 and hence as
0before if for Xy,...,Xoa-1,X24, det(P(A)) = 0 then

for 0(Xy, ..., X24-1,X24) also det(P(A)) = 0. Hence its
gnough to throw away atmostt®V])324-2(4 — 1).

Hence the total number of cosets thrown are atm
(lGQE;)‘)32AA but if for Xl,...,XgA, X2A+1,...,X3A
put together satisfiesR(A) then for 6(Xy,...,X24),
0(X24+1,...,X34) (which doesn’'t change the cosets o
Xoa41,.., X34 for any cube root of unity)) satisfiesR(A)
and this choice is unique as seen before. Hence outéf
choices forXy, ..., Xo4 from a given choser2A cosets, its
enough to throw away cosets féfg;}i choices ofXy, ..., Xo4.

For A = 1, P(A) = [1] which is trivially non- singular
and we don't do anything. Fad = 2, choose 3 cosets from
G (i) and choose distinck;, X2, X5 one from each of these
distinct cosets, now find the set of all,; such thatP(A) is
Hence the total number of cosets thrown are atmossipgul_ar. ThisX, can't b_e in any coset.in}(i) Whi.Ch qloesnt
('G(i)‘)?,QA*lA contain X, ..., X3 as G (i) satisfiesRy(7). If X4 lies in the

24 ‘ coset which contains any ok, ..., X3, then we don’t do
anything. If X, lies outsideG (i), we throw the coset. To find
the number of solutions o, for a given X1, ..., X3 such
that P(A) is singular,

b) For every3 < A < D, Choose2A — 1 cosets (say
Hy,...,Hz4_1) out of G(i) cosets, and choosEy, ..., Xo4_1
one from each of thesgA — 1 cosets, now find the set of all
Xo4 from F such thatP(A) is singular. ThisX,4 can't be in
any coset inG(:) which doesnt contaiX, ..., Xo4 1 asG(7) det(P(A)) = 02(X1, Xo, X3, X4) =
satisfiesRy (7). If Xa4 lies |n' the coset_whlch contains any of 79 (X1, Xa, X3) + Xa01(X1, Xo, X3)

Xy,..., X241, then we don’t do anything. IX5 4 lies outside
G (i), we throw the coset. To find the number of solutions déiven the chosenX;, X,, X3, the above expression for
Xo4 for a givenXy, ..., Xo4_1 such thatP(A) is singular, det(P(A)) can be seen as a linear expressionXn. if



02(X1, X2, X3) = 0,01(X1, X2, X3) = 0then(X—X;)(X— is non zero (becaus€(i) satisfiesR1(i)), we have that the
Xo)(X — X3) = X3 — X1 X2X3 = X3 —~. HereX;, X2, X3 determinant of the matrix mentioned before corresponding t

constitutes the solution set fok® = ~ but X;H also the constant term of the polynomidkt(P;(A)) is also non
constitutes 3 solutions for the equatiai® = ~ but there can zero. Hence thelet(P;(A)) as a polynomial inXo4_; is
be atmost 3 solutions for the equati&i* = v. HenceX; H = a non-zero polynomial (has a non zero constant term), and

{X1, X5, X3} which implies they all belong to same cosesince its degree is atmost — 1, it can have atmostl — 1

which is a contradiction. Hence eithes (X, X2, X3) # 0 or  solutions forX,4_1. Hence its enough to throw away these

01(X1, X2, X3) # 0 which impliesdet(P(A)) is a non zero A — 1 cosets containing thesé — 1 solutions.

degree 1 polynomial inX,. Hence we can find the solutionThe above procedure is done for every choice2df — 2

and throw away the coset containing it. cosets fromG(i) cosets and every choice dfy, ..., Xo4_2
The number of cosets thrown are atmoSE("')3% but by ~from the choser2A — 2 cosets.

similar argument as before we can see that the number of

cosets thrown are atmos(ﬂ:G?(f)‘)?;2 The number of cosets thrown are atmost:
c) For every3 < A < D, Choose2A — 2 cosets (say ([5())y324-2(4 — 1). It can be seen thauet(Pi(A))

Hy,...,Hz4_2) out of G(i) cosets, and choosEy, ..., X24_2 is a homogenous polynomial iX;,..., Xo4_; and hence

one from each of thes24 — 2 cosets, now find the set of allas before if for Xy, ..., Xoa_o, Xoa_1, det(P1(A)) = 0

Xo4-1 from F such thatP; (4) is singular. ThisX,4_; can’'t then for (Xy,..., Xoa_2, Xo4_1) also det(Pi(A4)) = 0.

be in any coset iii7(i) which doesnt contailXy, ..., X4 2 @ Hence its enough to throw away atmogf;"})324-3(4-1).

G (i) satisfiesRs (7). If X241 lies in the coset which contains

any of Xy, ..., Xo4», then we don't do anything. K54, 4) Following the previous step, we want to select one more
lies outsideG (i), we throw the coset. coset to formG(i+1) such that it satisfie®; (i +1), Ra(i+1)

To find the number of solutions oK,4_; for a given
X1, ..., X242 such thatP, (A) singular, Choose any coset (sayJ; from the collectionW — (T'(i) U

let 51 = {X1,..., X242} andS = {Xy,..., Xoa—2, Xoa-1}.  G(3)). HenceG(i+1) = G(i)U{H; }. It can be easily shown
thatG(i+1) satisfiesR, (i+1), Rz(i+1) using the properties

Pi(A)= of T'(¢) andG(z). We skip the proof due to space constraints.
0 0 5) The argument for throwing cosets fok 2D is similar
a3(9) a2(9) o311-4(5) to the above arguments (point 3) except that we skip the parts
: : : . : where it becomes vacuous. The procedure for selecting new
36-1)(S)  o36-1)-1(S) - T3-1)41-4(S) coset to formG(:) and showing that it satisfie®; (i) and

. : , . R»(i) can be done in a straight forward manner.
0 0  024-1(5) oaa-1)(S) .

We repeat the steps 3 and 4 until we pickosets. Note
that the set of cosets thrown awayitt step contains the set
of cosets thrown away at— 1 th step.

1 0 .
03(S1) + 02(51) X241 02(81) + 01(S1) X241 0341-4(51) + 03p1-a-1(S1) X241

5(i-1)(81) + 03-1-1) (1) X241 O3-1)-1(S1) + F3-1)-1-1($1) Xaa - T3i-1)1-4(51) + 03101 4-1(51) X2ar

0 0 o2a-1-1(51) X241 a2(4-1)(81) + 02(a-1)-1(S1) X241

. ) Hence the total number of cosets thrown uritil step is
The determinant of above matri¥,(A) can be seen as (from the step 3):

a polynomial in X547 and its degree is atmost — 1.
The constant term of this polynomial is the determinant of

i ix: . G(i 9. G(i o,
following matrix: IT()| < 25_3:1 | (_)| 3271, +ij:3 | '( )| 32-2(j _ 1) +
1 0 e 0 2j 2j -1
0'3(51) O'Q(Sl) U3+1—A(Sl) |G(Z)| 2 ED |G(Z)| 2j=3(, _ 1
; : - ; (3 TRy )P U
a36-1)(51)  o3-1)-1(51) o e Ta-1)11-a(51) we can picki + 1 th coset to formG(i+1) as long as7'(i)| +
E E A I |G(i)] < |[W|. Hence we can pick = % cosets (evaluating
0 e 0 0 o2(4-1)(S1) positions) to form maximally recoverable code of block léng

_ gq—1
Now 054 1y(S1) # 0 (because this is just the product of* 33 long ag7'(I - 1)| +|G(I = 1)| < [W]. [W] = 45=. Hence
2(A — 1) non zero elements) , since the determinant of tH¥® ¢an form[n, k = 2D + 1] maximally recoverable code as

matrix: long as: ) .
. : 22 (9, )35715 480, (GD)a — 1y
o3(S1) 02(S1) o301 (a-1)(S1) (\G(lgl)\)?)z + E]ng(\%(j:%)\)g?jﬁ%(j —D)+|GU-1)| < %
: 5 : " 5 Using |G(i)| = 4, it can be seen that the above inequality
ma—p(sl) <Ta<x71>‘71(51) ”3“*”“*.(‘4*”(51) is implied by:

0 aa-1)(S1)  Taa—1)-1(51) Ta(a-2)(S1)



2D 1 q—l
st ()i

9(j) = 1 for 2(D — 1) 4 and j even
9(j) = 1 otherwise
hence:

o (G- D\
zj_2ug<g>J(3j >3+ 2<q



	I Introduction
	I-A Codes with Locality
	I-B Maximally Recoverable Codes

	II Partial Maximum Recoverability
	II-A Characterizing H for a PMR Code
	II-B A Simple Parity-Splitting Construction for a PMR Code when (r-1)

	III A General Approach to PMR Construction
	III-A Restriction to the Case a=1, i.e., r 2r-1

	IV Maximal Recoverable Codes
	IV-A A Coset-Based Construction with Locality r=2
	IV-B Modification of Construction by Blaum et al. for =2

	V Non-Explicit Construction of MR Codes with O(n-1) Field Size 
	References
	Appendix A: Proofs of Theorems on Maximal Recoverability

