arXiv:2212.08713v2 [cs.IT] 22 Mar 2023

IMPROVED DECODING OF SYMMETRIC RANK METRIC ERRORS by Alain Couvreur

Abstract. — We consider the decoding of rank metric codes assuming the error matrix is symmetric. We prove two results. First, for rates < 1/2 there exists a broad family of rank metric codes for which any symmetric error pattern, even of maximal rank can be corrected. Moreover, the corresponding family of decodable codes includes Gabidulin codes of rate < 1/2. Second, for rates > 1/2, we propose a decoder for Gabidulin codes correcting symmetric errors of rank up to n − k. The two mentioned decoders are deterministic and worst case.

Introduction

Introduced in [Del78] by Delsarte and revisited by Gabidulin in [Gab85] and independently by Roth in [Rot91], rank metric codes became a crucial object in information theory, with applications to space– time coding, network coding, distributed storage or public key cryptography. See for instance [BHL^+22] for further details. In short, a rank–metric code is a space of matrices endowed with the following metric: the distance between two matrices is the rank of their difference. Most of the studied rank metric codes in the literature are the so–called F_qn –linear codes. These codes are defined as follows. From an F_qn –linear subspace of vectors C^{vec} of F^n_qn , we deduce a space of matrices C^{mat} by “unfolding” vectors in F^n_qn into n × n matrices with entries in F_q . Focusing on F_qn –linear codes is somehow restrictive since arbitrary matrix codes are only F_q –linear and do not have any F_qn –linear structure. However, the most famous rank-metric codes: Gabidulin codes, are F_qn –linear. These codes are usually presented as a rank metric counterpart of Reed–Solomon codes and benefit from similar features: for instance they are Maximum Rank Distance (MRD), i.e. they reach the Singleton bound but also they benefit from an efficient decoding algorithm correcting up to half the minimum distance [Loi06, ALR13, GP08]. On one hand, the Gabidulin decoder has the very same flavour as the Reed–Solomon one. On the other hand, the decoding algorithm for Reed–Solomon codes extends naturally to Sudan and Guruswami–Sudan decoding algorithms while for Gabidulin codes the^{n−k}_2 barrier seems very difficult to pass through. In [RWZ15], Raviv and Wachter–Zeh proved that it was hopeless to expect an analogue of Sudan algorithm for Gabidulin codes. More precisely, they proved that there could not exist a worst case list decoder correcting beyond half the minimum distance. The latter result does not however exclude the existence of a decoder correcting beyond half the minimum distance that may fail on some specific instances. This problem remains widely open.

Previous work. — In another line of works, some authors focused on this decoding problem under some structure assumption on the error. In [GP06], Gabidulin and Pilipchuk considered the specific case where the error, when regarded as a matrix, is symmetric. In this setting, they asserted that correcting such symmetric errors of weight beyond the error correcting capacity of the code is possible. However, some of their result rest on assumptions on the minimum distance of some ancilla code for which no evidence is given. In addition, they do not provide a decoding algorithm. More recently, Jerkovits, Sidorenko and Wachter–Zeh [JSWZ21] considered a more general setting where the row and column spaces of the error are equal. They call such errors space symmetric errors. In this setting they proved that a Gabidulin code can correct symmetric error up to rank^2_3 (n − k) instead of^1_2 (n − k) with the usual decoder. Their decoding algorithm is related to the decoding of interleaved codes and may fail for some instances. Finally, in another direction the decoding of Gabidulin codes up to half the minimum distance plus one for some specific structured error error has been investigated in [Kad21].

Contributions of the present article. — In this note, we provide two results. First, we prove that for codes of rate < 1/2, it is possible to correct any symmetric error pattern whatever its rank. This is possible with a worst case algorithm (i.e. with an algorithm that never fails), moreover, the algorithm works on a very broad family of codes which includes Gabidulin ones. Second, we prove that for rates > 1/2 it is still possible to correct symmetric errors of rank up to n − k with a decoder on Gabidulin codes. The latter decoder is deterministic and never fails when applied to valid instances. For rate larger than 1/2, we achieve the best decoding radius expected by Gabidulin and Pilipchuk in their article. A comparison of the various decoding radii of [GP06], [JSWZ21] and the present paper is given in Figure 1. Note that our comparison with [JSWZ21] is not completely fair since they lie in a more general context: that of space symmetric errors.

Note that the decoding radius we achieve is not a continuous function of the rate which is a bit surprising. This is discussed further in Section 6.

τ^1

R1^1_{2123}

Figure 1. Comparison of decoding radii. The x–axis represents code rates and the y–axis the relative decoding radius τ =^t_n , where t is the number of corrected errors. The thin plain line is the decoding radius of the usual decoder for Gabidulin codes. The dashed line is the decoding radius of [JSWZ21]. The dotted line is obtained by Gabidulin and Pilipchuk in [GP06] for rates < 1/2. The thick broken line is the radius achieved in the present paper for a symmetric error.

Organisation of the article. — Section 1 gathers the basic notation used in the sequel. In Section 2 we recall some notions on q–polynomials and Gabidulin codes and provide some material on the notion of adjunction. Previous works are discussed in 3. Finally, the contributions of the article are given in Sections 4 and 5 where the decoding of symmetric errors is studied first, for low rate codes and then for high rate ones. Finally, the obtained decoding radius is discussed in Section 6.

Acknowledgement

The author is funded by the French Agence nationale de la recherche by the projects ANR-21-CE39- 0009-BARRACUDA, ANR-21-CE39-0011-COLA and plan France 2030, ANR-22-PETQ-0008.

1. Notation and prerequisites

1.1. Matrix spaces. — The space of n × n matrices with entries in F_q is denoted as M_n(F_q ). A code is an F_q –linear subspace of M_n(F_q ) endowed with the rank metric, i.e. the distance given by ∀A, B ∈ M_n(F_q ), d(A, B)^{def}= Rank(B − A). For a given square matrix M, its transpose is denoted by M^⊤ and for a given matrix code C ⊆ M_n(F_q ), we denote by C^⊤ the transposed code, i.e. the space of transposed elements of C . This code C^⊤ has the same dimension as C and should not be confused with the dual code C^⊥ which is the orthogonal space with respect to some non degenerate symmetric bilinear form.

Our focus is decoding in matrix spaces when the noise is symmetric. More precisely, we wish to investigate the following problem. Given a code C^{mat} ⊆ M_n(F_q ), an integer 0 ⩽ r ⩽ n and Y = C + E such that C ∈ C^{mat} and E is a symmetric matrix of rank r, recover the pair (C, E).

We will investigate this problem in two distinct contexts: – matrix codes, i.e. F_q –linear subspaces of M_n(F_q ) – F_qn –linear codes which are a specific case of matrix codes with an additional structure described below.

1.2. F_qn –linear vector codes. — F_qn –linear codes are F_qn –linear subspaces C^{vec} ⊆ F^n_qn . Choosing an F_q –basis B of F_qn yields a map Φ_B : F^n_qn → M_n(F_q ) sending x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ F_qn onto the matrix whose i–th column are the coefficients of x_i when decomposed in the basis B. This transform is not canonical since it depends on the choice of the basis B. However, suppose we consider another basis B^′, then, for any c ∈ F^n_qn , Φ_B(c) = P Φ_B′ (c) where P ∈ GL_n(F_q ) is the transition matrix from the basis B to B^′. There remains to observe that the left multiplication by P is a rank–preserving map and hence an isometry with respect to the rank distance. Thus, a change of basis yields the same matrix code up to isometry.

1.3. Code equivalence. — Two matrix codes C , D ⊆ M_n(F_q ) are said to be equivalent if there exist P , Q ∈ GL_n(F_q ) such that C = P DQ, i.e. for any D ∈ D, then P DQ ∈ C and conversely, any element of C is of this form. Equivalent codes are isometric with respect to the rank metric. Finally, if P (resp. Q) is the identity matrix, we say that the codes are right (resp. left) equivalent.

2. q–polynomials and Gabidulin codes

2.1. q–polynomials. — Other crucial objects in the sequel are q–polynomials, which provide a comfortable context to describe F_qn –linear codes. A q–polynomial is a linear combination of q^{th}–powers of the formal variable X. Namely it is a polynomial of the form

(1) P (X) = a_0X + a_1X^q + · · · + a_rX^{qr} .

The integer r is referred to as the q–degree of P and denoted deg_q (P ). We endow q–polynomials with the addition and the composition, yielding a noncommutative ring denoted by L_0.

Remark 1. — The ring L_0 is usually known in computer algebra as the Ore ring [Ore33] or the ring of twisted polynomials F_qn [T, θ] where θ denotes the Frobenius automorphism of F_qn . Compared to usual rings of polynomials, in L_0 scalars do not commute with the variable and satisfy ∀a ∈ F_qn , ∀i ∈ N, T^ia = θ^i(a)T^i = a^{qi} T^i. Here we prefer notation (1) with q–th powers of X which is more usual in rank metric coding theory.

2.1.1. q–polynomials as endomorphisms. — A q–polynomial naturally induces an F_q –linear endomorphism of F_qn and it is well–known that the quotient L^{def}= L_0/(X^{qn} − X) of L_0 by the two–sided ideal spanned by X^{qn} − X is isomorphic to the whole space of F_q –linear endomorphisms of F_qn . Therefore, after choosing an F_q –basis of F_qn , we deduce the existence of an isomorphism

(2) L^∼−→ M_n(F_q ).

For this reason, any matrix space can be regarded as an F_q –linear subspace of L.

Remark 2. — A class P ∈ L as a unique representative of degree less than n. In the sequel, we allow ourselves the abuse of language and notation to call q–degree of P for the q–degree of this unique representative.

2.1.2. q–polynomials and F_qn –linear vector codes. — An interesting feature of the algebra of q– polynomials and in particular of the quotient algebra L is that it is F_qn –linear as a vector space. Hence it turns out to be a good setting to represent F_qn –linear vector codes as introduced in § 1.2.

Indeed, given an F_q –basis B = (g_1, . . . , g_n) of F_qn , we can establish an isomorphism { L −→ F^n_qn P −→ (P (g_1), . . . , P (g_n)). The above map is well–defined. Let us explain why it is an isomorphism. If a q–polynomial P vanishes at g_1, . . . , g_n, then, by F_q –linearity, it vanishes on the F_q –span of the g_i’s and hence on the whole F_qn . From the isomorphism (2), such a P is zero in L. Finally, the equality of the F_q –dimensions permits to deduce that the map is an isomorphism. More important, this map is F_qn –linear and hence provides an F_qn –isomorphism between L and F^n_qn . Finally, one can easily check that the map is rank–preserving. Thus, via such a map we establish a (non canonical) correspondence between F_qn –linear vector codes and F_qn –linear subspaces of L.

Remark 3. — Note that L is actually F_qn –linear in two different manners. It is F_qn –linear on the left, the multiplication of P ∈ L by a scalar α ∈ F_qn can be understood as the left composition by αX, that is α · P = αX ∘ P . On the other hand, one can also compose P by αX on the right, which yields a distinct notion of F_qn –linearity. In the sequel, when discussing F_qn –linearity and unless otherwise specified we always mean F_qn –linearity on the left.

Finally, for two F_qn –linear codes C , D ⊆ L, the codes are right equivalent if C = D ∘ P for some P ∈ L^×. 2.1.3. Adjunction. — In the sequel, we wish to deal both with matrix codes and F_qn –linear codes which will be represented by F_qn –linear spaces of q–polynomials. When representing q–polynomials as matrices, we would like to consider a relevant choice of basis for which matrix transposition will correspond to a natural operation on q–polynomials. For this sake we look for orthonormal bases with respect to the trace bilinear form.

Recall that the trace and norm maps are defined as

∀x ∈ F_qn , Tr_{Fqn /Fq} (x)^{def}= x + x^q + x^{q2} + · · · + x^{qn−1} and N_{Fqn /Fq} (x)^{def}= xx^q · · · x^{qn−1} = x^{qn −1q−1} .

Note that usually, the extension is specified as a subscript: Tr_{Fqn /Fq} and N_{Fqn /Fq} . However, since in this article, the extension will always be F_qn /F_q these subscripts are omitted.

Next, we equip F_qn the following symmetric bilinear forms, for any u ∈ F^×_qn (3) ⟨·, ·⟩_u : { F_qn × F_qn −→ F_q (x, y) −→ Tr(uxy). When u = 1, we get the usual trace bilinear form which is denoted as ⟨·, ·⟩.

It is proved in [SL80] that when q is a power of 2 or when both q and n are odd, then there exists an orthonormal basis for the bilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩. That is to say a basis x_1, . . . , x_n such that for any i, j, ⟨x_i, x_j ⟩ = δ_{ij} , where δ_{ij} denotes the Kronecker delta. In the remaining case, i.e. when q is odd and n is even, then replacing ⟨·, ·⟩ by ⟨·, ·⟩_u for a non square u, we get the existence of an orthonormal basis as claimed in the following statement.

Proposition 1. — Suppose that the characteristic of F_q is different from 2 and that n is even. Then if N(u) ∈ F^×_q is not a square, the bilinear map ⟨·, ·⟩_u has an orthonormal basis.

Proof. — The bilinear form is non degenerate and by the classification of quadratic forms over finite fields, the existence of an orthonormal basis is equivalent to the fact that its discriminant is a square in F^×_q . Recall that the discriminant of a symmetric bilinear form is an element of F^×_q /(F^×_q )^2, hence it is defined up to a square. Let a = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ F^n_qn be an F_q –basis of F_qn . Following [LN97, p. 62], it is known that the discriminant Δ of ⟨·, ·⟩ can be obtained as the determinant of the matrix

A = M(a)^⊤M(a) where M(a) is the Moore matrix associated to a:

M(a)^{def}= a_1 a_2 · · · a_n a^q_1 a^q_2 · · · a^q_n . . . . . . a^{qn−1}_1 a^{qn−1}_2 · · · a^{qn−1}_n .

Therefore, Δ = det(M(a))^2 but, from [SL80], det(M(a)) is actually in F_q2 \ F_q and hence Δ is not a square in F_q .

Now, the discriminant Δ_u of ⟨·, ·⟩_u equals det(M(a)^⊤D_uM(a)) where

D_u^{def}= u (0) u^q .. . (0) u^{qm−1} .

Therefore, for any u ∈ F_qn , Δ_u = det(M(a))^2 det(D_u). There remains to observe that det(D_u) = N(u). Consequently, if N(u) is a non square, then Δ_u is a square.

Remark 4. — Note that the norm map sends squares onto squares and non squares onto non squares. Therefore, the condition N(u) is a non square in F^×_q is equivalent to the condition u is a non square in F^×_qn . The bilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩_u is known to be non degenerated and with this pairing at hand one can define a notion of adjunction for endomorphisms and hence for elements of L. Namely, given P ∈ L, we define P^{⊤,u} ∈ L the unique element of L satisfying ∀a, b ∈ F_qn , Tr(aP (b)) = Tr(P^{⊤,u}(a)b). One sees easily that for any a ∈ F_qn , the multiplication by a map, corresponding to the q–polynomial aX, is self–adjoint. Next, for any i ∈ {1, . . . , m − 1}, one can prove that (X^{qi} )^{⊤,u} =^{uqm−i}_u X^{qm−i} . Finally, one easily proves that for any P, Q ∈ L, we have an anticommutativity property, namely: (P Q)^{⊤,u} = Q^{⊤,u}P^{⊤,u}. Putting all together, we get an explicit formula for the adjunction operator. For P = p_0X + p_1X^q + · · · + p_{m−1}X^{qm−1} , we have

P^{⊤,u}(X)^{def}= p_0X + m−1∑ i=1 p^{qm−i}_i u^{qm−i −1}X^{qm−i} . Finally, notice that, representing a q–polynomial P in an orthonormal basis for ⟨·, ·⟩_u yields a matrix M, and P^{⊤,u} will be represented by the transposed matrix M^⊤.

This encourages to define the adjoint code of a given code.

Definition 2. — Let C ⊆ L be an F_qn –linear code (on the left), then one can define C^{⊤,u} to be the image of C by the map P → P^{⊤,u}.

Remark 5. — If C is F_qn –linear on the left, then C^{⊤,u} is F_qn –linear on the right.

Remark 6. — Actually, the objective is to benefit from an adjunction operation such that q–polynomials aX for a ∈ F_qn are self-adjoint and adjoints of monomials are collinear to monomials. Such an adjunction is useful in the sequel since we will see that it sends Gabidulin codes onto Gabidulin codes (up to right equivalence). When q, n are both odd, one needs to use ⟨·, ·⟩_u instead of the trace bilinear map, which seems a bit cumbersome. However, we did not succeed in finding a non degenerate symmetric bilinear map for which q–polynomials of the form aX for a ∈ F_qn are self-adjoint and monomials X^{qi} are “orthogonal” i.e. are inverse to their adjoint. This is exactly what happens with the trace bilinear form when it has an orthonormal basis (for instance q odd and n even). For the general case, we leave it as an open question.

2.2. Gabidulin codes. — Gabidulin codes are a peculiar class of F_qn –linear codes discovered by Delsarte in [Del78] and then revisited by Gabidulin in [Gab85]. These codes can be regarded as rank–metric analogues of Reed–Solomon codes and benefit in particular from an efficient decoding algorithm correcting up to half the minimum distance [Loi06, ALR13, GP08]. Usually these codes are regarded as subspaces of F^n_qn and defined as follows. Consider an integer 0 ⩽ k ⩽ n and a sequence g = (g_1, . . . , g_n) of F_q –linearly independent elements of F_qn . The code Gab_k(g) is defined as

Gab_k(g)^{def}= {(P (g_1), . . . , P (g_n)) | P ∈ L, deg_q (P ) < k}.

Since Gabidulin codes are F_qn –linear, then, according to § 2.1.2, these codes can be regarded as F_qn –linear subspaces of L and this is the definition we will use in the sequel.

Definition 3. — Let 0 ⩽ k ⩽ n be an integer. The k–dimensional Gabidulin code Gab_k is defined as

Gab_k^{def}= {P ∈ L | deg_q P < k}.

Remark 7. — Following the discussion started in Remark 3, a Gabidulin code is two–sided F_qn –linear.

We finish with a statement on adjunction and Gabidulin codes.

Proposition 4. — Let C = Gab_k, then, for any u ∈ F^×_qn , the code C^{⊤,u def}= {P^{⊤,u} | P ∈ C } is right equivalent to itself.

Proof. — Gab_k is two–sided F_qn –linear. Then, its adjoint Gab^{u,∗}_k is two–sided linear too. Moreover, C^{⊤,u} = ⟨ X, X^{qn−1} , . . . , X^{qn−k+1} ⟩ F_qn . Then, C^{⊤,u} ∘ X^{qk−1} = ⟨ X, X^q, . . . , X^{qk−1} ⟩ F_qn = C .

3. Previous works

In this section, we discuss two previous works on the decoding of Gabidulin codes when the error is a symmetric matrix. We first recall the main idea of the Gabidulin decoder presented for instance in [Loi06, ALR13]. We describe it using the representation of F_qn –linear codes by q–polynomials.

Given Y = C + E, where Y ∈ L, C ∈ Gab_k, i.e. deg_q (C) < k, and E ∈ L such that Rank(E) ⩽ t. The decoding consists in choosing L ∈ L with deg_q(L) ⩽ t whose kernel contains the image of E so that L ∘ E = 0. Such a q–polynomial is usually referred to as a localiser of the error since, it permits to localize the image of the error q–polynomial E. To do it, we solve the following linear system: (4) L ∘ Y = N for L, N ∈ L such that deg_q (L) ⩽ t and deg_q (N) ⩽ k + t − 1.

It can be proved that if t ⩽ ⌊_{n−k} 2 ⌋ , then any nonzero solution (L, N) actually equals (L, L ∘ C) and C can be recovered by left Euclidean division by L.

3.1. Gabidulin and Pilipchuk. — In [GP06], the authors make the following observation. Suppose we received Y = C + E where C ∈ Gab_k and E ∈ L is symmetric (i.e. self–adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_u). Then, Y^{⊤,u} = C^{⊤,u} + E. Therefore, one can access to the syndromes of E with respect to both Gab_k and Gab^{⊤,u}_k . Then, it is as if they were decoding Gab_k ∩ Gab^{⊤,u}_k and the authors then mention that, depending on the minimum distance of this latter code, it may be possible to correct between^{n−k}_2 and n − k errors. More precisely, – for rates < 1/2, they observed that Gab_k ∩ Gab^{⊤,u}_k is nothing but a one-dimensional Gabidulin code for which one can correct errors of rank up to^{n−1}_2 .

– For rates > 1/2 they did not succed in identifying the structure of Gab_k ∩ Gab^{⊤,u}_k . They hence suggested a possible decoding radius lying between^{n−k}_2 and n − k depending on the minimum distance of Gab_k ∩ Gab^{⊤,u}_k but did not provided any decoding procedure in this case.

In § 5 we revisit their approach and prove that decoding up to n − k errors can always be achieved.

3.2. Jerkovits, Sidorenko and Wachter–Zeh. — In [JSWZ21], the authors consider a more general setting and only assume that the row space and the column space of the error coincide. Their approach can be described as follows. The condition on E entails that any localiser L satisfies both L ∘ E = 0 and E ∘ L = 0. Thus, it is possible to double the number of equations of the system (4) and get a system: L ∘ Y = N_1 Y ∘ L = N_2 When solving the system, we get a unique solution for almost any entry as soon as the rank of the error is below^2_3 (n − k).

Remark 8. — This approach is strongly related to the decoding of interleaved Gabidulin codes. See for instance [WZ14].

4. Decoding symmetric errors in rate < 1/2

As explained earlier, rank metric codes can be represented as spaces of matrices, spaces of vectors with entries in F_qn or spaces of q–polynomials. In this section, since there is no need for an F_qn –linear structure, we will deal with arbitrary spaces of matrices. In the sequel, denote by Sym_n(F_q ) the space of n × n symmetric matrices.

Theorem 5. — Let C ⊆ M_n(F_q ) such that C ∩ Sym_n(F_q ) = {0}, then there is a polynomial time decoding algorithm which returns C for any input C + E where C ∈ C and E ∈ Sym_n(F_q ).

Proof. — From the input Y = C + E for C ∈ C and E ∈ Sym_n(F_q ), we apply the map

(5) Φ : { M_n(F_q ) −→ M_n(F_q ) X −→ X − X^⊤. Note that ker Φ = Sym_n(F_q ) and hence Φ(Y ) = Φ(C) = C − C^⊤. Next, since ker Φ = Sym_n(F_q ) the restriction of Φ to C is injective. Therefore, Φ(Y ) = Φ(C) has a unique pre-image by Φ in C that can be uniquely recovered by solving a linear system.

In terms of complexity, the aforementioned algorithm only involves linear algebra over the space of n × n matrices and hence costs O(n^{2ω} ) operations in F_q where ω ⩽ 3 denotes the complexity exponent of linear algebra operations.

Let us conclude this section by a few comments about the aforementioned decoder. – The decoder is deterministic and worst case, for any codeword C corrupted by any symmetric error pattern, the algorithm returns C and never fails.

– This holds for any symmetric error pattern, even with errors of rank n.

– The algorithm works for a broad family of codes whose F_q –dimensions are below n^2 − dim_{Fq} Sym_n(F_q ) = n^2 − (_{n+1} 2 ) . Asymptotically, this yields a broad family of codes with rate < 1/2 which can be decoded by this way under the assumption that the error is symmetric.

To conclude, note that for any k <^n_2 , a right equivalent code of Gab_k lies in this family. Indeed, choose C = Gab_k ∘ X^q = ⟨X^q, . . . , X^{qk} ⟩_{Fqn} . Then C^{⊤,u} = ⟨X^{qn−k} , . . . , X^{qn−1} ⟩_{Fqn} . In particular, C ∩ C^{⊤,u} = {0} and hence no element of C is symmetric with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_u.

5. Decoding symmetric errors in rate > 1/2

In this last section, we show that using Gabidulin codes of F_qn –dimension k it is possible to achieve a decoding radius of n − k, that is to say, up to the minimum distance minus one.

Here we still assume that errors are symmetric matrices but we switch to a q–polynomial description. Thus we choose a bilinear form ⟨·, ·⟩_u having an orthonormal basis, so that any matrix in M_n(F_q ) can be represented by a unique element of L and any symmetric matrix M is represented by a q–polynomial M such that M^{⊤,u} = M. We denote the space of self-adjoint q–polynomials as Sym_u(L).

Theorem 6. — Let C^{def}= Gab_k ∘ X^q = ⟨ X^q, . . . , X^{qk} ⟩ F_qn and suppose we are given Y = C + E where E is self–adjoint with respect to ⟨·, ·⟩_u and Rank(E) ⩽ n − k. Then there is a deterministic polynomial time algorithm returning C.

Proof. — The first step of the decoder is similar to the low rate case, we start by applying the operator Φ previously introduced. When applied to q–polynomials it is defined as Φ : { L −→ L M −→ M − M^{⊤,u} We compute Φ(Y ) = C + C^{⊤,u}. Now the restriction Φ_{|C} of Φ to C is no longer injective. Indeed, the kernel of Φ_{|C} equals C ∩ Sym_u(L) which satisfies

C ∩ Sym_u(L) ⊆ ⟨ X^{qn−k} , . . . , X^{qk} ⟩ F_qn = Gab_{2k−n+1} ∘ X^{qn−k} . Therefore, after computing Φ(Y ) = Φ(C), pick a random preimage of Φ(Y ) by Φ in C . This yields C^′ = C − S for some S ∈ C ∩ Sym_u(L) ⊆ Gab_{2k−n−1} ∘ X^{qn−k} .

Then, compute, Y − C^′ = S + E. Since S ∈ Gab_{2k−n+1} ∘ X^{qn−k} , one can apply the usual decoding of Gabidulin codes to S +E in order to recover E. The aforementioned decoder corrects up to^{2n−2k}_2 = n−k errors.

6. Discussion about the obtained decoding radii

It is legitimate to ask why our decoding radius curve in Figure 1 is discontinuous. However, this is not very surprising. First, because the decoders for R < 1/2 and R > 1/2 are of different nature. The former is based on the trivial operation Φ of (5) and corrects any error pattern whatever its rank. It works for Gabidulin codes but actually also for a much broader family: the matrix codes which do not contain nonzero symmetric matrices. The latter decoder concerns only Gabidulin codes, it starts with the same basic operation Φ as the former but then applies the actual Gabidulin decoder.

Somehow, the discontinuity we observe in the decoding radius was already known but not especially observed. Indeed, consider the zero code, which can be regarded as the zero–dimensional Gabidulin code. For this code, correcting any error pattern is trivial. Thus, it corrects any error pattern of rank up to n. Next, consider the one–dimensional Gabidulin code. This code can only correct errors up to rank^{n−1}_2 . This yields a discontinuity. Somehow, the decoders we identify in the present article, take advantage of the structure of the error in order to “shift to the righft” the discontinuity at zero we just mentioned in the case of arbitrary errors.

Conclusion

We provided a broad family of rate < 1/2 codes for which the decoding of symmetric errors is obvious, can be performed whatever the rank of the error and succeeds for any error pattern. The aforementioned family of codes codes is nothing but the matrix spaces which do not contain any nonzero symmetric matrix. This family of includes Gabidulin codes represented in adequate bases.

For codes of rate > 1/2, we give a decoding algorithm for Gabidulin codes that correct any symmetric error pattern of weight up to n − k. This algorithm never fails. It confirms the expectations of Gabidulin and Pilichuk [GP06] who mentioned that this decoding radius could be reachable without providing a decoding algorithm for that.

References

[ALR13] Daniel Augot, Pierre Loidreau, and Gwezheneg Robert. Rank metric and Gabidulin codes in characteristic zero. In Proc. IEEE Int. Symposium Inf. Theory - ISIT, pages 509–513, 2013.

[BHL^+22] Hannes Bartz, Lukas Holzbaur, Liu, Sven Puchinger, Renner, and Antonia Wachter-Zeh. Rank-metric codes and their applications. Foundations and Trends in Communications and Information Theory, 19(3):390–546, 2022.

[Del78] Philippe Delsarte. Bilinear forms over a finite field, with applications to coding theory. J. Comb.

Theory, Ser. A, 25(3):226–241, 1978.

[Gab85] Ernst M. Gabidulin. Theory of codes with maximum rank distance. Problemy Peredachi Informatsii, 21(1):3–16, 1985.

[GP06] Ernst M. Gabidulin and Nina I. Pilipchuk. Symmetric matrices and codes correcting rank errors beyond the (d − 1)/2 bound. Discrete applied Math., 154(2):305–312, 2006.

[GP08] Ernst M. Gabidulin and Nina I. Pilipchuk. Error and erasure correcting algorithms for rank codes.

Des. Codes Cryptogr., 49:105–122, 2008.

[JSWZ21] Thomas Jerkovits, Vladimir Sidorenko, and Antonia Wachter-Zeh. Decoding of space-symmetric rank errors. In Proc. IEEE Int. Symposium Inf. Theory - ISIT, pages 658–663, 2021.

[Kad21] Wrya K. Kadir. New communication models and decoding of maximum rank distance codes. 2021 XVII International Symposium "Problems of Redundancy in Information and Control Systems" (RE- DUNDANCY), pages 125–130, 2021.

[LN97] Rudolf Lidl and Harald Niederreiter. Finite fields, volume 20 of Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, second edition, 1997. With a foreword by P. M. Cohn.

[Loi06] Pierre Loidreau. A Welch–Berlekamp like algorithm for decoding Gabidulin codes. In Øyvind Ytrehus, editor, Coding and Cryptography, pages 36–45, Berlin, Heidelberg, 2006. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

[Ore33] Øystein Ore. On a special class of polynomials. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 35(3):559–584, 1933. [Rot91] Ron M. Roth. Maximum-rank array codes and their application to crisscross error correction. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 37(2):328–336, 1991.

[RWZ15] Netanel Raviv and Antonia Wachter-Zeh. Some Gabidulin codes cannot be list decoded efficiently at any radius. In Proc. IEEE Int. Symposium Inf. Theory - ISIT, pages 6–10, 2015.

[SL80] Gadiel Seroussi and Abraham Lempel. Factorization of symmetric matrices and trace-orthogonal bases in finite fields. SIAM J. Comput., 9(4):758–767, 1980.

[WZ14] Antonia Wachter-Zeh and Alexander Zeh. List and unique error-erasure decoding of interleaved Gabidulin codes with interpolation techniques. Des. Codes Cryptogr., 73(2):547–570, 2014.

Alain Couvreur, Inria & LIX CNRS UMR 7161, École Polytechnique, 1 rue Honoré d’Estienne d’Orves, 91120 Palaiseau Cedex • E-mail : alain.couvreur@inria.fr