arXiv:2307.00891v1 [cs.IT] 3 Jul 2023

Efficient Interpolation-Based Decoding of Reed-Solomon Codes

Wrya K. Kadir, Hsuan-Yin Lin, and Eirik Rosnes Simula UiB, N–5006 Bergen, Norway Emails:{wrya, lin, eirikrosnes}@simula.no

Abstract—We propose a new interpolation-based error decoding algorithm for (n, k) Reed-Solomon (RS) codes over a finite field of size q, where n = q − 1 is the length and k is the dimension. In particular, we employ the fast Fourier transform (FFT) together with properties of a circulant matrix associated with the error interpolation polynomial and some known results from elimination theory in the decoding process. The asymptotic computational complexity of the proposed algorithm for correcting any t ≤ ⌊^{n−k}_2 ⌋ errors in an (n, k) RS code is of order O(t log^2 t) and O(n log^2 n log log n) over FFT-friendly and arbitrary finite fields, respectively, achieving the best currently known asymptotic decoding complexity, proposed for the same set of parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION Reed-Solomon (RS) codes are the most widely known family of maximum distance separable (MDS) codes and were introduced by Reed and Solomon [1]. RS codes have been used in secret sharing [2], space communications, consumer electronics [3], and QR codes [4]. Hence, it is of great interest to devise efficient error decoding algorithms for RS codes.

For an (n, k) RS code, where n is the code length and k is the message length (dimension), there are two main hard-decision decoding approaches, namely, syndrome-based and interpolation-based decoding. Berlekamp and Massey [5] introduced a decoding algorithm in 1969, and later Sugiyama et al. [6] used the Euclidean algorithm to solve the key equation of this algorithm. Both algorithms are syndrome-based decoding algorithms with computation complexity O(n(n − k)) [7]–[9]. Welch and Berlekamp [10] introduced the first interpolation-based RS decoder with complexity O(n^3) (see also [11, Th. 17.1.4]).

During the last two decades, several new decoding algorithms have been proposed for RS codes under the light of the (multiplicative) fast Fourier transform (FFT). Justesen in [12] used the FFT instead of the method by Sugiyama et al. to solve the key equation and achieved the complexity O(q log^2 q), where q ∈ { 2^{2i} + 1| i = 0, 1, 2, 3, 4 } is the field size. The interpolation-based decoding algorithm proposed by Gao [13] for codes with length n over an FFT-friendly finite field [14] of size q, where q − 1 is divisible by n, has complexity O(n log^2 n).

For RS codes over fields with even characteristics, an additive FFT [15]–[17] can be applied. A comparison study between the syndrome-based algorithms [5], [6], [8] and the interpolation-based decoding algorithm [13] was done in [18]. The study shows that the interpolation-based algorithm [13] is more efficient than syndrome-based decoders only for RS

TABLE I COMPLEXITY COMPARISON BETWEEN OUR ALGORITHM AND ALGORITHMS IN [5], [6], [10]–[13], [18], [20], [21]

Decoding Methods Complexity Restriction^a

Syn.-based [5], [6] O(n(n − k)) arb. F_q Int.-based [10], [11]O(n^3) arb. F_q Syn.-based [12] O(q log^2 q) q ∈ { 2^{2i} + 1| 0 ≤ i ≤ 4 } Syn.-based [21] O((n − k) log^2 (n − k)) n = q = 2^m, n − k = 2^λ , m, λ ∈ N, and^k/n ≥^1/2 Syn.-based [20] O((n − k) log^2 (n − k)) n = q = 2^m, m ∈ N Int.-based [13] O(n log^2 n) FFT-fri. F_q , n|(q − 1) Our method O(t log^2 t)^b FFT-fri. F_q , n = q − 1 Int.-based [13], [18] O(n log^2 n log log n) F_q with char. 2, n|(q − 1) Our method O(n log^2 n log log n) arb. F_q , n = q − 1

a F_q denotes a finite field of size q, a|b denotes that a is a divisor of b, and N represents the set of natural numbers. b t is of order O(n), but smaller.

codes of very low rate. New versions of additive FFTs were introduced in [19], [20], and additive FFT-based decoding algorithms on RS codes appeared in [20], [21]. These algorithms require finite fields with even characteristics and additional constraints, such as n, k, or n − k being a power of two. The new additive FFTs are not compatible with our code parameters.

In this paper, we develop a new interpolation-based error decoding algorithm for (n, k) RS codes over finite fields of size q and for any t ≤ ⌊^{n−k}_2 ⌋ errors with block length n = q − 1. Our algorithm is based on a simple observation, yielding the decoding complexity O(t log^2 t) over an FFTfriendly finite field and O(n log^2 n log log n) over an arbitrary finite field (see Theorem 4). The interpolation-based algorithm in [13] can also achieve the same complexity order, but only over finite fields with even characteristic. We use properties of the error interpolation polynomial (see Lemma 2 and Theorem 3) and its associated circulant matrix in the decoding process. Finding the error locator polynomial and its roots are the most time-consuming steps in syndrome-based algorithms while finding the greatest common divisor (GCD) between two polynomials is the step with the highest time complexity for the existing interpolation-based algorithms, but none of these steps are required for our algorithm. As an alternate, we reduce the decoding problem to the problem of solving a Toeplitz linear system of equations which can be solved with the same complexity as finding a GCD [22]. The complexity analysis in Section IV shows the asymptotic complexity of the proposed algorithm, and Table I compares it to algorithms in [5], [6], [10]–[13], [18], [20], [21]. A similar idea that uses the rank properties of Dickson matrices has been used in decoding rank-metric codes [23]–[26].

II. NOTATION

Let F_q denote a finite field with q elements and F_q [x] a univariate polynomial ring over F_q . The degree of a polynomial f(x) ∈ F_q [x] is the largest of the degrees of the individual terms and is denoted by deg(f(x)). For simplicity, we sometimes write f instead of f(x) if the dependency on x is clear from the context, and we also use f to denote the vector of coefficients of f(x). We denote the GCD of two polynomials f, g by gcd(f, g). Let α be a primitive n-th root of unity, i.e., n is the smallest positive integer such that α^n = 1. The evaluation of a polynomial of degree less than n on distinct points in A ≜ {α^0, . . . , α^{n−1}} is referred to as the discrete Fourier transform (DFT). The interpolation is the inverse transform, called the inverse discrete Fourier transform (IDFT). FFT refers to an algorithm that computes the DFT of length n in time complexity O(n(log n)^u), for some small u. A (multiplicative) FFT of length n requires that n is the product of only small prime numbers and also that x^n − 1 has n distinct roots in F_q . Since we consider n = q−1, the second condition always holds. A finite field that provides these two properties is referred to as FFT-friendly [13], [14].

Let ρ_{−1}, ρ_0 ∈ F_q [x] and ρ_0 ≠ 0. The Euclidean remainder sequence is defined as ρ_{i−2} = q_iρ_{i−1} + ρ_i, deg(ρ_i) < deg(ρ_{i−1}), for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, where ρ_i, q_i ∈ F_q [x] are the ith remainder and quotient, respectively, and s is the smallest positive integer for which ρ_s | ρ_{s−1}. ρ_s = gcd(ρ_{−1}, ρ_0).

III. DECODING REED-SOLOMON CODES

An (n, k) RS code C with length n, dimension k, and minimum distance n − k + 1 over F_q is a classical example of a polynomial evaluation MDS code. A message vector f = (f_0, . . . , f_{k−1}) ∈ F^k_q is treated as the coefficient vector of a polynomial of degree less than k and evaluated over A. The output is an RS codeword.

A. Encoding and Error Generation

The message f = (f_0, f_1, . . . , f_{k−1}) ∈ F^k_q , with corresponding message polynomial f(x) = f_0 + f_1x + · · · + f_{k−1}x^{k−1} ∈ F_q [x], is padded by n − k zeros and encoded as c = f̃ · G_α, where G_α = (G_α)_{i,j} = α^{j(i−1)}, for 0 ≤ i, j ≤ n−1, is a generator matrix of C, f̃ ≜ (f_0 . . . , f_{k−1}, 0 . . . , 0) ∈ F^n_q , α is an n-th primitive root of unity, and n = q −1. Hence, encoding RS codes is equivalent to computing a DFT. The matrix G_α is a nonsingular Vandermonde matrix [27].

The channel chooses a random vector e ∈ F^n_q of weight t where t ≤ ⌊^{n−k}_2 ⌋. Let g̃(x) ∈ F_q [x] be the error interpolation polynomial with coefficient vector g̃ = (g_0, . . . , g_{n−1}) ∈ F^n_q such that e = g̃ · G_α. The error vector e is added to our codeword c and we get

r = c + e = f̃ · G_α + g̃ · G_α = (f̃ + g̃) · G_α, (1)

where r denotes the received vector.

B. Decoding

1) Circulant Matrix: We recall the following known result from [14].

Lemma 1. Let R be a commutative ring with identity, n a positive integer, and α ∈ R a primitive n-th root of unity. Then, α^{−1} is also a primitive n-th root of unity and G_αG_α−1 = nI, where I is the identity matrix of order n.

Using Lemma 1, computing G^{−1}_α =^1_n G_α−1 is easy and can be done in advance. Multiplying a vector by G^{−1}_α is an IDFT. Matrix G_α is nonsingular and we can multiply both sides of (1) by G^{−1}_α and get

r · G^{−1}_α = (f̃ + g̃) · G_α · G^{−1}_α = f̃ + g̃. (2)

Let β = (β_0, . . . , β_{n−1}) = r · G^{−1}_α . The decoder knows r and G^{−1}_α , and hence β. One can write (2) as (β_0, . . . , β_{n−1}) = (f_0, . . . , f_{k−1}, 0, . . . , 0) + (g_0, . . . , g_{k−1}, g_k, . . . , g_{n−1}). (3) The decoder needs to recover g̃(x) and evaluate g̃(x) on α^0, . . . , α^{n−1} to get the error values. It can be seen from (3) that the n−k coefficients g_k, . . . , g_{n−1} of g̃(x) are known and the remaining task is to find the k coefficients g_0, . . . , g_{k−1}.

Example 1. Let C be an RS code over F_{11} with n = 10, k = 4, and α = 2 ∈ F_{11} . Let r = (8, 0, 4, 3, 6, 10, 1, 8, 4, 3) ∈ F^{10}_{11} be a received vector via a noisy channel with t = 3 errors, and let G_α be the Vandermonde matrix associated with α. Then, β = r · G^{−1}_α = (8, 0, 9, 0, 2, 1, 8, 7, 4, 2). Since β = f̃ + g̃, we already know the last n − k = 6 coefficients of g̃ and β_i = g_i for 4 ≤ i ≤ 9, i.e., (g_4, . . . , g_9) = (2, 1, 8, 7, 4, 2).

Definition 1. Let a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{d−1}) ∈ F^d_q . The matrix of the form

A = a_0 a_1 · · · a_{d−3} a_{d−2} a_{d−1} a_{d−1} a_0 · · · a_{d−4} a_{d−3} a_{d−2} a_{d−2} a_{d−1} · · · a_{d−5} a_{d−4} a_{d−3} . . . . .. . . . . . . . a_1 a_2 · · · a_{d−2} a_{d−1} a_0 (4)

is the circulant matrix associated with vector a, where each row is the right circular shift of the row above.

A circulant matrix is a special case of a Toeplitz matrix and all the square submatrices of a circulant matrix have a Toeplitz structure as all the entries along the diagonal are equal, and those along each line parallel to the diagonal are also equal. A u × u Toeplitz matrix can be determined by its 2u − 1, u ∈ N, entries in its first row and first column.

Theorem 1 (König-Rado’s theorem [27]^1). Let a(x) = a_0 + a_1x + · · · + a_{q−2}x^{q−2} ∈ F_q [x] be a polynomial of degree less than q − 1 and let a = (a_0, . . . , a_{q−2}) be its coefficient vector. Then, the circulant matrix associated with a of the form in (4), has rank τ if the number of nonzero roots of a(x) is q − 1 − τ.

1The formulation in [27] is for the “reverse” direction, but the proof holds for both directions.

We write the circulant matrix associated with the coefficient vector g̃ = (g_0, . . . , g_{n−1}) as

G̃ = g_0 g_1 · · · g_{n−t−1} g_{n−t} . . . g_{n−1} g_{n−1} g_0 · · · g_{n−t−2} g_{n−t−1}. . . g_{n−2} . . . . · · · . . . . . . . . . g_{n−t+1} g_{n−t+2}· · · g_{n−2t} g_{n−2t+1}. . . g_{n−t} . . . . .. . . . . . .. . . . g_1 g_2 · · · g_{n−t} g_{n−t+1}. . . g_0

, (5)

where t is the number of errors. Hence, e has n − t zero components which correspond to the number of nonzero distinct roots of g̃(x). Using Theorem 1 one can conclude that the rank of G̃ is t, and therefore it contains a t × t full rank submatrix. We are going to show that the Toeplitz t × t submatrix formed by the first t rows and the last t columns of G̃ (colored in red) is always nonsingular. All the entries located in the top right t × (t + 1) submatrix of G̃ are known and we employ them to find the unknown coefficients g_0, . . . , g_{k−1}.

Example 1 (Continued). The circulant matrix G̃ associated with g̃ has the form

G̃ = g_0 g_1 g_2 g_3 2 1 8 7 4 2 2 g_0 g_1 g_2 g_3 2 1 8 7 4 4 2 g_0 g_1 g_2 g_3 2 1 8 7 7 4 2 g_0 g_1 g_2 g_3 2 1 8 8 7 4 2 g_0 g_1 g_2 g_3 2 1 1 8 7 4 2 g_0 g_1 g_2 g_3 2 2 1 8 7 4 2 g_0 g_1 g_2 g_3 g_3 2 1 8 7 4 2 g_0 g_1 g_2 g_2 g_3 2 1 8 7 4 2 g_0 g_1 g_1 g_2 g_3 2 1 8 7 4 2 g_0

, (6)

and using Theorem 1, its rank is t = 3.

2) Subresultants:

Definition 2 ([14]). Let b(x) =^d ∑ i=0 b_ix^i and a(x) =^m ∑ j=0 a_j x^j be two polynomials of degree d and m in F_q [x], respectively, where d ≥ m. The matrix of the form

S(b, a) ≜ b_d a_m b_{d−1} b_d a_{m−1} a_m b_{d−1} .. . a_{m−1} .. . .. . b_d a_1 .. . b_{d−1} a_0 a_1 a_m

b_0 a_0 .. . a_{m−1} b_0 .. . .. . .. . a_1 b_0 a_0 m columns d columns

is called the Sylvester matrix of polynomials b and a. The first m columns are equipped by b_i’s and the last d columns by a_j ’s. All the entries outside of the two parallelograms are equal to zero. The resultant of b and a is the determinant of the Sylvester matrix and we denote it by res(b, a) ∈ F_q .

Definition 3 ([14]). For 0 ≤ l ≤ m, the determinant of the (m + d − 2l) × (m + d − 2l) Sylvester submatrix

S_l(b, a) ≜ b_d a_m b_{d−1} b_d a_{m−1} a_m

b_{d−m+l+1}· · · · · · b_d a_{l+1} b_{l+1} b_m a_{m−d+l+1} a_m b_{2l−m+1} b_l a_{2l−d+1} a_l m − l columns d − l columns

is called the l-th subresultant of polynomials b and a and it is denoted by sres_l(b, a) ∈ F_q . The first m−l columns of S_l(b, a) are equipped by b_i’s and the rest by a_j ’s. By convention, a b_i and an a_j are zero for i, j < 0. The 0-th subresultant is the resultant of b and a.

3) Relation Between G̃ and S(b, a): We review an important result from [14] (Theorem 2) and present a new key theorem (Theorem 3).

Theorem 2 ([14]). Consider two polynomials b, a ∈ F_q [x] with degrees d ≥ m, respectively, and let 0 ≤ l ≤ m. A polynomial of degree l appears in the Euclidean remainder sequence of b and a if and only if sres_l(b, a) ≠ 0.

The l-th subresultant of b and a is the leading coefficient of a polynomial of degree l appearing in the Euclidean remainder sequence, and being nonzero means such a polynomial exists.

Theorem 3. Let b(x) = x^{q−1} −1 and a(x) =^m ∑ j=0 a_j x^j be two

polynomials in F_q [x], where a(x) = h(x) · z(x) and h(x) = v∑ i=0 h_ix^i has exactly v ≤ m ≤ q − 1 distinct nonzero simple

roots. The polynomial a(x) = h · z = h · s · r · x^u satisfies one of the following: (i) s, r ∈ F_q and 0 ≤ u ≤ m − v. (ii) s ∈ F_q , r ∈ F_q [x], 0 ≤ u ≤ m − v − deg(r), and factors of r appear in the factors of h if deg(r) ≠ 0.

(iii) r, s ∈ F_q [x], 0 ≤ u ≤ m − v − deg(r) − deg(s), and factors of r appear in the factors of h if deg(r) ≠ 0. Polynomial s is irreducible over F_q [x] with a degree of at least two.

Then, gcd(b, a) = h and sres_v(b, a) ≠ 0.

Proof:

(i) If a satisfies (i) and u = 0, then a = r · s · h and hence b and a share v distinct linear factors and gcd(b, a) = h. Therefore, a degree v polynomial appears in the remainder sequence and sres_v (b, a) ≠ 0. If a satisfies (i) and u ≠ 0, then a = r · s · h · x^u. Since b does not have zero as a root, gcd(b, x^u) = 1, and again b and a share v distinct linear factors and gcd(b, a) = gcd(b, h) = h. It is easy to see that factors of x^u do not contribute in gcd(b, a) so we do not consider them in our analysis for the remaining cases (ii) and (iii).

(ii) If a satisfies (ii) and r has p ≤ deg(r) distinct nonzero roots, then gcd(h, r) is a degree p polynomial which is the multiplication of r’s distinct linear factors which are also factors of h. So again gcd(b, a) = gcd(b, h) = h.

(iii) If a satisfies (iii), then s is irreducible and it is pairwise coprime with b, h, r, and h · r, and also s · x^u is coprime with b. Since gcd(b, r · x^u) = r, by properties of GCDs of two polynomials, we have gcd(b, h · r · x^u · s) = gcd(b, h) = h.

In all cases, we have gcd(b, a) = h and there exists a polynomial with degree v in the remainder sequence. Finally, using Theorem 2 we conclude that sres_v(b, a) ≠ 0.

Remark 1. Note that sres_v(x^{q−1} − 1, a) in Theorem 3 is the determinant of the matrix S_v(x^{q−1} − 1, a) = 1 a_m 0 1 a_{m−1} a_m . . . . .. . . . .. . 0 . . .. . 1 a_{v+1} . . . . . . a_m 0 . . .. . 0 a_v . . . . . . a_m . . . . .. . · · · . . .. . .. . .. . 0 . . .. . 0 a_{m−q+v+2}. . . . . . . . . . . . a_m . . . . . . . . 0 . . . . . . 0 a_{2v−q+2}. . . . . . . . . . . . a_v

, (7)

where the determinant of S_v (x^{q−1} − 1, a) is equal to the determinant of its (q − 1 − v) × (q − 1 − v) Toeplitz submatrix (colored in red) in the downright corner with entries a_{2v−q+2}, . . . , a_{v−1}, a_v, a_{v+1} . . . , a_m, 0, . . . , 0 and a_v on the main diagonal. In other words, if polynomial a satisfies the properties in Theorem 3, then the Toeplitz submatrix in S_v (x^{q−1} − 1, a) is always nonsingular. This observation is the key point for the proposed decoding algorithm.

Lemma 2. The error interpolation polynomial g̃(x) has the exact same form as the polynomial a(x) in Theorem 3 where v = n − t. Proof: The error interpolation polynomial g̃(x) with degree m up to n − 1 is evaluated on nonzero points in A and generates an error vector with t nonzero components and n − t zero components. Consequently, g̃(x) has n − t nonzero distinct roots associated with the zero components of e due to the fact that our evaluation points in A are all nonzero. If the degree of g̃(x) is exactly n − t, then u = 0 and g̃(x) satisfies (i) in Theorem 3. If deg(g̃(x)) = λ > n − t, then it has an additional irreducible factor(s) besides its n − t distinct linear factors. If the additional factors are all linear (λ − n + t additional linear factors), then g̃(x) satisfies either (i) or (ii). If the additional factors are not all linear, then g̃(x) satisfies (iii). So our error interpolation polynomial g̃(x) has the exact same properties as we have for the polynomial a(x) in Theorem 3.

Hence, g_i = a_i for 0 ≤ i ≤ m − 1.

Lemma 3. Let G̃ be the circulant matrix associated with the error interpolation polynomial g̃(x) where the weight of the error vector e is t. Then, the t × t Toeplitz submatrix formed by the first t rows and the last t columns of G̃ is nonsingular.

Proof: Using Lemma 2, if v = n−t and m ≤ n−1, then g_i = a_i for 0 ≤ i ≤ m−1. Comparing the t×t Toeplitz matrix formed by the first t rows and the last t columns of G̃ (colored in red) in (5) with the Toeplitz submatrix formed by the last q−1−v rows and the last q−1−v columns of S_v (x^{q−1} −1, a) (colored in red) in (7) shows that these two submatrices are equal (q − 1 − v = n − (n − t) = t). It is proven in Theorem 3 that the determinant of S_v (x^{q−1} − 1, a) is nonzero and so the determinant of its (q−1−v)×(q−1−v) minor (colored in red) obtained by removing the first m−v rows and columns, which dedicates the determinant of S_v (x^{q−1} −1, a), is nonzero. Thus, the determinant of the aforementioned t×t Toeplitz submatrix of G̃ is nonzero, and therefore it is nonsingular. Example 1 (Continued). We have

S_7(x^{10} − 1, g̃) = 1 2 0 1 4 2 0 0 7 4 2 0 0 8 7 4 0 0 1 8 7 .

Note that the two 3 × 3 submatrices colored in red in G̃ in (6) and S_7(x^{10} −1, g̃) are equal. From Theorem 3, the determinant of S_7 is nonzero, and so is the determinant of the submatrix of G̃ colored in red. The matrix G̃ has rank t = 3 and comparing with S_7 and using Lemma 3, it follows that the 3×3 submatrix in the top right corner of G̃ is nonsingular.

4) Reconstruction of g̃: As mentioned before, all the entries in the t × (t + 1) submatrix located in the top right corner of G̃ are known. Let g̃_j denote the j-th column of G̃ for 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Using Lemma 3, we know that the column vectors g̃_{n−t}, . . . , g̃_{n−1} are independent and based on Theorem 1 the rank of G̃ is t, hence we can write the first t entries of g̃_{n−t−1} (colored in blue) as a linear combination of the first t entries of the column vectors g̃_{n−t}, . . . , g̃_{n−1} (colored in red). This gives the Toeplitz linear system of equations

g_i = η_1g_{i+1} + η_2g_{i+2} + · · · + η_tg_{i+t},

for n − 2t ≤ i ≤ n − t − 1, with t equations and t unknowns η_1, . . . , η_t. The coefficient matrix for our system is nonsingular and a unique solution for η_1, . . . , η_t exists.

Example 1 (Continued). One can write the entries colored in blue as a linear combination of the entries colored in red, resulting in the linear system of equations

7η_1 + 4η_2 + 2η_3 = 8 8η_1 + 7η_2 + 4η_3 = 1 1η_1 + 8η_2 + 7η_3 = 2.

Since the coefficient matrix has a Toeplitz structure, we can use the ADT/MDT algorithm in [22] to find its solution (η_1, η_2, η_3) = (6, 1, 3).

Now, we can use the η_i’s and write the entries g_{k−1}, . . . , g_0 of g̃_{n−t−1} as a linear combination of the column vectors g̃_{n−t}, . . . , g̃_{n−1} in a Toeplitz form as

g_i = η_1g_{i+1} + η_2g_{i+2} + · · · + η_tg_{i+t},

for 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 2t − 1, which recursively gives the unknown coefficients g_{k−1}, . . . , g_0. When the polynomial g̃(x) is found, we can compute e = g̃ ·G_α to find the error vector, and finally subtract e from the received word r gives the codeword c. Example 1 (Continued). In this step, we work on the submatrix obtained by removing the first n−t−1 = 6 columns, the first t = 3 rows, and the last t = 3 rows of G̃. We use the coefficients (η_1, η_2, η_3) = (6, 1, 3) computed above to find g_3 first, and then g_2, g_1, g_0, recursively, as

g_3 = 2η_1 + 1η_2 + 8η_3 g_2 = g_3η_1 + 2η_2 + 1η_3 g_1 = g_2η_1 + g_3η_2 + 2η_3 g_0 = g_1η_1 + g_2η_2 + g_3η_3

using methods in [22] and obtain (g_3, g_2, g_1, g_0) = (4, 7, 8, 1). Next, we compute the error vector e = g̃ · G_α = (0, 0, 0, 0, 5, 0, 4, 0, 1, 0), and finally the corrected codeword c = r − e = (8, 0, 4, 3, 1, 10, 8, 8, 3, 3) ∈ C.

Our decoding algorithm consists of the following four steps. Step 1. Compute β = r · G^{−1}_α .

Step 2. Solve the t × t Toeplitz linear system

T·η = gn−t . . . gn−1 gn−t−1 . . . gn−2 . . .. . . . gn−2t+1 . . . gn−t · η1 η2 . . ηt = gn−t−1 gn−t−2 . . gn−2t , and find η = (η_1, . . . , η_t). The column vector in the right hand side contains the first t entries of g̃_{n−t−1}.

Step 3. Use η from Step 2 to solve the k × k Toeplitz linear system

T̂ · η = g_k . . . g_{k+t−1} g_{k−1} . . . g_{k+t−2} . . .. . . . g1 . . . gt · η1 η2 . . ηt = g_{k−1} g_{k−2} . . g0 , and obtain g_0, . . . , g_{k−1}.

Step 4. Calculate the error values via e = g̃ · G_α.

IV. COMPLEXITY ANALYSIS We summarize our proposed decoding algorithm in Algorithm 1 and relate the steps above to the line numbers in Algorithm 1 in the following discussion.

The first (Lines 1 and 2) and the fourth (Line 9) steps are computed using an IDFT and a DFT, respectively, and since the matrix G_α is a Vandermonde matrix and α is a primitive n-th root of unity, one can use an IFFT and an FFT, respectively, to accomplish them. When F_q is FFT-friendly, the Cooley-Tukey FFT [28], which requires O(n log n) field operations, can be applied and when F_q is not FFT-friendly, one can use the algorithm in [14, Cor. 10.8] with complexity O(n log^2 n log log n). The only condition that we set for the

Algorithm 1: Interpolation-based decoding Input: A received word r with t ≤ ⌊^{n−k}_2 ⌋ errors and distinct evaluation points αi = α^i Output: The corrected codeword c ∈ F^n_q 1 Calculate β(x) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 βix^i such that β(αi) = ri 2 (g_k, . . . , gn−1) ← (β_k, . . . , βn−1) 3 b ← (gn−t−1, gn−t−2, . . . , gn−2t) 4 T ← ToepMat_{t×t}(gn−2t+1, . . . , gn−t, . . . , gn−1) 5 η = (η1, . . . , ηt) ← ADT/MDT(T, b) 6 T̂ ← ToepMat_{k×t}(g_1, . . . , g_k, . . . , g_{k+t−1}) 7 b̂ ← (g_{k−1}, . . . , g_0) 8 (g_{k−1}, . . . , g0) ← FFT/DFT(T̂, η, b̂) 9 c ← r − g̃ · Gα

decoding algorithm is n = q − 1 and this guarantees the existence of a primitive n-th root of unity in F_q .

Step 2 is the bottleneck of our decoding algorithm. In Steps 2 (Lines 3 to 5) and 3 (Lines 6 to 8) we solve two linear systems of equations with t and k variables, respectively, where the coefficient matrix is a nonsingular Toeplitz matrix. In [22], Brent et al. proposed an algorithm to solve Toeplitz linear systems, which again can involve an FFT. In particular, one can find the vector η in Line 5 using the ADT/MDT algorithm by Brent et al. in two steps. The first step is to find the inverse of T and the second step is to find η using the SOLVE subalgorithm. For an FFT-friendly finite field F_q , the complexity of the first step is of order O(t log^2 t), while the complexity of the second step is O(t log t). For an arbitrary finite field, however, the overall complexity becomes O(t log^2 t log log t). Step 3 is a convolution, and one can compute g_{k−1}, . . . , g_0 (Line 8) using an FFT with complexity O(k log k) over an FFT-friendly finite field or with complexity O(k log k log log k) using a DFT over an arbitrary finite field [14, Th. 8.23], [29]. More methods to solve Toeplitz linear equation systems can be found in [30], [31].

In summary, the overall complexity becomes O(n log n + t log^2 t) = O(t log^2 t) (as t is of order O(n), but smaller) and O(n log^2 n log log n) over an FFT-friendly and arbitrary finite field, respectively. We summarize the complexity discussion with the following theorem.

Theorem 4. Consider an (n, k) RS code over F_q , obtained by evaluation on A = {α^0, α^1, . . . , α^{n−1}} where α is a primitive n-th root of unity and n = q − 1. Then, every received word can be uniquely decoded up to t ≤ ⌊^{n−k}_2 ⌋ errors using Algorithm 1 with asymptotic complexity O(t log^2 t) and O(n log^2 n log log n), respectively, for FFT-friendly and arbitrary finite fields F_q .

V. CONCLUSION We proposed a new interpolation-based decoding algorithm for (n, k) RS codes over finite fields F_q , where n = q − 1. We showed that it can correct any t ≤ ⌊^{n−k}_2 ⌋ errors with complexity O(t log^2 t) and O(n log^2 n log log n) for FFT-friendly and arbitrary finite fields, respectively. It is based on properties of a circulant matrix associated with the error interpolation polynomial and some known results from elimination theory.

REFERENCES

[1] I. S. Reed and G. Solomon, “Polynomial codes over certain finite fields,” J. Soc. Indust. Appl. Math., vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 300–304, Jun. 1960.

[2] R. J. McEliece and D. V. Sarwate, “On sharing secrets and Reed- Solomon codes,” Commun. ACM, vol. 24, no. 9, pp. 583–584, Sep. 1981.

[3] S. B. Wicker and V. K. Bhargava, Reed-Solomon Codes and Their Applications, 1st ed. John Wiley & Sons, 1999.

[4] T. J. Soon, “QR code,” Synthesis J., pp. 59–78, 2008. [5] J. L. Massey, “Shift-register synthesis and BCH decoding,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 15, no. 1, pp. 122–127, Jan. 1969.

[6] Y. Sugiyama, M. Kasahara, S. Hirasawa, and T. Namekawa, “A method for solving key equation for decoding Goppa codes,” Inf. Control, vol. 27, no. 1, pp. 87–99, Jan. 1975.

[7] R. E. Blahut, Algebraic Codes for Data Transmission. Cambridge University Press, 2003.

[8] T. K. Moon, Error Correction Coding: Mathematical Methods and Algorithms, 2nd ed. John Wiley & Sons, 2020.

[9] U. K. Sorger, “A new Reed-Solomon code decoding algorithm based on Newton’s interpolation,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 39, no. 2, pp. 358–365, Mar. 1993.

[10] L. R. Welch and E. R. Berlekamp, “Error correction for algebraic block codes,” US Patent 4,633,470, Dec. 30, 1986.

[11] V. Guruswami, A. Rudra, and M. Sudan, Essential Coding Theory, Jan. 2022. [Online]. Available: https://cse.buffalo.edu/faculty/atri/courses/coding-theory/book/ [12] J. Justesen, “On the complexity of decoding Reed-Solomon codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 22, no. 2, pp. 237–238, Mar. 1976.

[13] S. Gao, “A new algorithm for decoding Reed-Solomon codes,” in Commun., Inf. Netw. Secur. Springer, 2003, pp. 55–68.

[14] J. von zur Gathen and J. Gerhard, Modern Computer Algebra. Cambridge University Press, 2013.

[15] S. Gao and T. Mateer, “Additive fast Fourier transforms over finite fields,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 56, no. 12, pp. 6265–6272, Dec. 2010.

[16] Y. Wang and X. Zhu, “A fast algorithm for the Fourier transform over finite fields and its VLSI implementation,” IEEE J. Sel. Areas Commun., vol. 6, no. 3, pp. 572–577, Apr. 1988.

[17] D. G. Cantor, “On arithmetical algorithms over finite fields,” J. Combinatorial Theory, Ser. A, vol. 50, no. 2, pp. 285–300, Mar. 1989.

[18] N. Chen and Z. Yan, “Complexity analysis of Reed-Solomon decoding over GF(2^m) without using syndromes,” EURASIP J. Wireless Commun. Netw., no. 843634, pp. 1–11, May 2008.

[19] S.-J. Lin, T. Y. Al-Naffouri, Y. S. Han, and W.-H. Chung, “Novel polynomial basis with fast Fourier transform and its application to Reed- Solomon erasure codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 62, no. 11, pp. 6284–6299, Nov. 2016.

[20] N. Tang and Y. S. Han, “A new decoding method for Reed-Solomon codes based on FFT and modular approach,” IEEE Trans. Commun., vol. 70, no. 12, pp. 7790–7801, Dec. 2022.

[21] S.-J. Lin, T. Y. Al-Naffouri, and Y. S. Han, “FFT algorithm for binary extension finite fields and its application to Reed-Solomon codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 62, no. 10, pp. 5343–5358, Oct. 2016.

[22] R. P. Brent, F. G. Gustavson, and D. Y. Y. Yun, “Fast solution of Toeplitz systems of equations and computation of Padé approximants,” J. Algorithms, vol. 1, no. 3, pp. 259–295, Sep. 1980.

[23] W. K. Kadir and C. Li, “On decoding additive generalized twisted Gabidulin codes,” Cryptography Commun., vol. 12, no. 5, pp. 987–1009, Sep. 2020.

[24] W. K. Kadir, C. Li, and F. Zullo, “On interpolation-based decoding of a class of maximum rank distance codes,” in Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory (ISIT), Online, July 2021, pp. 31–36.

[25] W. K. Kadir, “Decoding and constructions of codes in rank and Hamming metric,” Ph.D. dissertation, University of Bergen, May 2022.

[26] ——, “New communication models and decoding of maximum rank distance codes,” in Proc. XVII Int. Symp. Problems Redundancy Inf. Control Syst. (REDUNDANCY), Moscow, Russia, Oct. 2021, pp. 125– 130.

[27] R. Lidl and H. Niederreiter, Finite Fields, 2nd ed. Cambridge University Press, 1997.

[28] J. W. Cooley and J. W. Tukey, “An algorithm for the machine calculation of complex Fourier series,” Math. Comput., vol. 19, no. 90, pp. 297–301, Apr. 1965.

[29] A. Schönhage, “Schnelle multiplikation von polynomen über körpern der charakteristik 2,” Acta Informatica, vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 395–398, Dec. 1977.

[30] R. P. Brent, “Old and new algorithms for Toeplitz systems,” in Proc.

32nd Annu. Int. Tech. Symp. Optical Optoelectronic Appl. Sci. Eng., San Diego, CA, USA, Aug. 1988.

[31] P. G. Martinsson, V. Rokhlin, and M. Tygert, “A fast algorithm for the inversion of general Toeplitz matrices,” Comput. Math. Appl., vol. 50, no. 5–6, pp. 741–752, Sep. 2005.