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Abstract

In this paper, locally repairable codes with all-symboldiity are studied. Methods to modify already existing
codes are presented. Also, it is shown that with high prdingba random matrix with a few extra columns
guaranteeing the locality property, is a generator matixaf locally repairable code with a good minimum distance.
The proof of this also gives a constructive method to find llga®pairable codes. Constructions are given of three
infinite classes of optimal vector-linear locally repaleabodes over an alphabet of small size, not depending on the
size of the code.

[. INTRODUCTION
A. Locally Repairable Codes

In the literature, three kinds of repair cost metrics araligt repair bandwidth[2], disk-1/0 [3], and repair
locality [4], [5], [E]. In this paper, the repair locality is the subfeof interest.

Given a finite setA, and an injective functiorf : A* — A", let C' denote the image of. We say thatC' is a
locally repairable code (LRCand hasll-symbol(r, §)-locality with parameterén, k, d), if the codeC' has minimum
(Hamming) distancel and all then. symbols of the code haver, §)-locality. The concept was introduced in [7].
An (r,0)-locality for the jth symbol is defined to be a subsgt C {1,...,n} such thatj € S;, |S;| <r+0—1,
and the code restricted to code symbolsSinhas minimum distance at leagt In particular, thejth symbol in a
code word is determined by any choice|6f| — 6 + 1 symbols fromS;. LRCs are defined wheh < r < k and
§ > 2. By alinear LRC we mean that the code i¢-@imensional subspace &Y, whereF, is the finite field with

q elements.
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In [[7] it is shown that we have the following bound for a lindacally repairable cod€' of lengthn, dimension
k, minimum distancel and all-symbol(r, §)-locality:

sen i ([ )i e o

A linear LRC that meets this bound is callegtimal For this reason we write

dopt(n, k7, 8) =n — k — qﬂ —1> (6—1)+1.

Linear LRCs arescalar in the sense that each code symbols is an element of a finite fire[8] the concept
of scalar LRCs was generalized w@ctor LRCs, where each code symbol is a vector over some finite féeld.
vector-linearcode overlfy* is a vector code which is linear ov&y, with code alphabef;’. An LRC with § = 2
is called an(n, k,d,r)-LRC. Therefore, avector-linear(n, k,d, r)-LRC overFy* is a subset” C (F;*)" so that
|C| = ¢™*, C'is alinear code oveF,, the minimum distance ig in the context of the code alphati&f’, and all the
code symbols havgr, 2)-locality, again in the context of thE]-alphabet. Note that a vector-linear, k, d, r)-LRC
over[F;" also can been seen as a (possibly non-lingayk, d, r)-LRC overF,~. A generalization of the bound
given in [A) for linear and non-linear codes was derivedn [i® our setting of vector-lineafn, k, d, r)-LRCs, this
bound gives that

dgn—k—[é—‘+2. (2)

The bound given above if](2) is also valid for both linear awd-tinear (n, k, d, r)-LRCs. Therefore, a (linear,

non-linear, vector-linear) LRC achieving the bound[ih @)calledoptimal

B. Related Work

In [10], [11], [12] and [13] the existence of optimal LRCs wpsoved for several values of the parameters
(n,k,r). Good codes, with the weaker assumption of information syndrality, are designed iri [14]. Iri[4] it
was shown that there exist parametgrsk, r) for linear LRCs for which the bound of](1) is not achievabl&Qs
corresponding to MSR and MBR points are studied in [15].

Constructions of optimaln, k, d, r)-LRCs over small finite fields were stated as an open problenLRCs
in [10]. Small finite fields as code alphabets are often dbkréor practical reason$ [16]. A family of optimal
linear (n, k, d, r)-LRCs overF,, generalizing the Reed-Solomon construction, is giveril@l,[for anyq > n. In
[16], a construction is given of a class of optimal lindar &, d, r)-LRCs overFy. An upper bound similar to the

bound given in[(R), taking the field size into account, is give [17].

C. Contributions and Organization

In this paper, we will study codes with all-symbol localifgy given parameters, k, r, andd. We will present
methods to modify an already existing code to find smallerlanger codes. On some occasions, when the starting
point is optimal, the resulting code is also optimal. We akow that a random matrix, with a few non-random extra

columns to guarantee the repair property, generates a liiR@ with good minimum distance, with probability
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approaching one as the field size approaches infinity. Itldhzeinoted that all the results, except those considering
small fields, are proven using only elementary results friomar algebra. However, we use the concept of circuits
from matroid theory in the narrow sense where it has a simykrpretation in the language of linear algebra. All
proofs in this paper are constructive.

Using a construction of quasi-uniform codes, given[inl [24§ construct optimal vector-linear LRCs ove$
with parametergn, k,d,r) equal to(4i + 3,3i +1,3,3), (4i +4,3i +2,3,3) and (4i + 4,3i + 1,4, 3) for i > 1.

Sectior 1] gives two procedures to exploit already existindes when building new ones. To be exact, it explains
how we can build a new linear code of lengtht 1 and dimensiork + 1 with all-symbol (r + 1, §)-locality from
an already existing linear code of lengthand dimensiork with all-symbol(r, §)-locality, such that the minimum
distance remains the same.

The same section also introduces a method to find a smaller wbén given a code associated to parameters
(n,k,r,6). Namely, the procedure gives a code of length 1, dimensionk — 1, minimum distance!’ > d and
all-symbol (r, §)-locality.

In SectionTll, we give a construction of almost optimal Emdocally repairable codes, with all-symb@l, §)-
locality. By almost optimal we mean that the minimum distuo a code is at leasiyp(n, k, 7, §) — 6 + 1.

In Sectiorl 1V, we study random matrices with a few non-randsina columns that guarantee the repair property.
Using the construction of Sectiénllll, it is shown that theaedom codes perform well with high probability.

In Section Y, we give constructions of three classes of opitivector-linear LRCs ovelF3. These constructions

are based on a construction of quasi-uniform codes.

II. BUILDING CODES FROMOTHER CODES
A. Some Technical Facts

In this section, we will study how one can modify a locally agjpble code to get a bigger or a smaller code, in
terms of length. Strictly speaking, we will show how one caiiba new linear code of length+ 1 and dimension
k + 1 with all-symbol repair locality(r + 1, ), from a linear code of length and dimensiork with all-symbol
repair locality(r, ¢), such that the minimum distance remains the same. Also, Weshaw how to find a code for
parameters
n=n—-1K=k-1,d >d,r" =r).

Before stating the results, we need some definitions. Throuigthis paperg is a prime power and, is a finite
field with ¢ elements. Lek,y € . Thend(x,y) is the Hamming distance of vectoxsandy. The weight ofx

is w(x) = d(x,0). The sphere with radius and centetx is defined as
Bs(x) ={y € Fj | d(x,y) < s}.

The cardinality of the sphere is

Vy(ns) = [By(x)| = Z (") (¢ 1),

; 7
1=0
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for which we have a trivial upper bound

Vg(n,s) < (1 +S)(L J>q5.

wE 3

We will also need a simple lemma.
Lemma 2.1:Letn be a positive integer, and letandc; be nonnegative numbers, with> ¢; for j =1,...,n.

Then

n

H(x —c¢j) > a" — icjx"_l
j=1

j=1
Proof: We will show this by induction. If» = 1 the claim is clear. Assume the claim to be truefioe m — 1
with m > 2. Now

m—1

[ —e) = —cn) [[ o)

Jj=1 Jj=1
m—1
m—1 m—2
>(x—cp) | E CjT
P
! ()
m m—1
. .m m—1 m—2
=z —E Cjx +cm E Cjx
j=1 Jj=1
m
Z xm _ § cljxmfl
j=1

[ |
It is easy to verify that in a linear code generated by the imd#, | .. .|x, ) the jth node can be repaired using

nodesx;, ,...,x;, if and only if these vectors span a subspace to whigtbelongs. For this reason we adopt a

definition of circuit from matroid theory. For the connections between matragsy and locally repairable codes,
an interested reader is referredea. [10].

Definition 2.1: Consider a matriXx1| ... |x,). A subset{iy,...,is} C {1,...,n} of sizes is called a circuit
if {xi,,...,%;. }is linearly dependent, but all its proper subsets are ligeadependent.

It is easy to check that under the assumption of linear codes all-symbol (r, §)-locality, for each index

j=1,...,n there must exist a subset
i, i o} ©{L, o np\ {j}
such that any: column matrices corresponding tcelements ofi1, ..., i,415_2} Span a subspace to which tli

column vector belongs.

B. Enlarging codes

Now we will study how to enlarge codes. #f= k then we always get an optimal linear LRC hymaximum
distance separableode,i.e., a linear code of dimension — d + 1 with d being the minimum distance. Hence in
this section we will assume that< k.

As an example, let us first consider how to enlarge alreadstiagi codes in the case= 2.
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Example 2.1:Suppose we have a linear locally repairable c6tef lengthn, dimensionk, minimum distance
d, and(r,2) all-symbol locality. Write

aii1 - A1in

to be its generator matrix. Assume also that the code is budt a field of size; > d(LZJ)' By Equation[(1L) we

know that
k
d+k—-1<n-— [——‘ +1<n—-2+1=n-1
r
and hence
IC| - Vy(n,d —1) < ¢~ - (1—|—d—1)< Z )qdl
El
_ d< n >qk+d1
El
< d< i >q”1 <q"
ki
Therefore there exists a vectgre Iy of distance at least to all the code vectors. Writg = (v, . .. ,yn)t and

define two matrice€s/; and Gy to be

a/l,l e a/l.’n a171 e al,n O
and ,

g1+ Qkn ag1 0 Ggn 0

yr Yn Yy o Yn 1

respectively. Here, the matrices have rows indexed by camleésy and columns indexed by symbols of the codes.
Now, in the code generated lgy», nodesl, ..., n have a locality of size at most+ 1. If the (n + 1)th node
does not have a locality of size at mast 1 then in the code generated 1% all the nodes have a locality of size
at mostr. Hence, we either get a locally repairable code with alldsghocality corresponding to the parameters
(n,k+1,7)or (n+1,k+ 1,7+ 1). In both cases the minimum distance is sfillindeed, letu = ay +z # 0

wherea € F, andz € C. Now if a = 0 we have
w(u) =w(z) >d

and if a # 0 we have

w(u) =w(a 'u) =w(y +a'z) =d(y,—a"'z) > d

proving the claim for the code generated Gy. If we puncture the last symbol of the code generated-bywe
get the code generated loy; and hence also its minimum distancedis
When§ > 2 the situation is slightly more complicated compared to tkengple. The next theorem gives the

generalization for it.
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Theorem 2.2:Suppose we have a linear LRC for parameters:, d, r, §) over a fieldF,, with
q>(r+ d)< . >
5]
andr < k. Then there exists a linear LRC for parameters
' =n+1L,kK=k+1,d =d,r" =r+1,§ =9),

over the same field.

Proof: Let C' be a linear LRC for paramete(s, k., d, r, ), over a fieldF, with
qg>(r+ d)( Z )
3]
Let G be its generator matrix,e., G is ak x n matrix such that its row vectors form a basis for Write
G = (x1]...|xn),

wherex; € IF’; for all j =1,...,n. Without loss of generality we may assume tlkat# 0 for all j =1,...,n,
since otherwise we could drop the zero columns off at thisifpaind at the end of the proof add the same number
of zero columns into the maintained generator matrix.

Define a setd C Fy. consisting of vectors
(at,...,an) €FY

such that the following holds for evepye {1,...,n}: For every circuit{iy,...,is+1} C {1,...,n} of the matroid

generated by, with i; <iy <--- <iz,1 = j ands < r, consider a linear relation
b1x;, + boxy, + - +bsp1Xi,,, =0

between the symbols in the circuit. Defing to be any element df, such that
bia;, +bsag, + -+ bsyias,,, # 0.

For eacha; (j =1,...,n) there are at least— ¢; possibilities to choose from, wherg is the number of circuits

Yo () ()= (1) = (i)

j=1
and by using LemmB 2.1, we see that the cardinalityld at least
n n B
- s —r( 2 )i
e 5]

Let B C I} be the set of vectors with distance at ledsb the code vectors. Notice first that Equatibh (1) gives

den i (5] 1)6-ne

<n-k—(2-1)+1

with greatest element being

We have

=n—k.
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Now

and hence

Bl = ¢" = [C[Vg(n,d — 1)
T
|[ANB|=|A4|+|B| — |AU B|
(=13
elr-a)r) o

—ir e o

>0,

This implies that

and hence there exists a vectoin A N B.

Denote byG, a new(k + 1) x (n + 1) matrix

where0 is an all-zero vector fronﬁ?’;. Write also

Go = (y1|---|¥n+1)-

Denote byCs a code generated b§,. Clearly Cy C IF:}“ and its dimension ig + 1. Its minimum distance
is d: Let
u=ay+z#0,

wherea € F,, y* = (a’|1), andz’ = (z'*|0) with z’ being a vector fronC. Now if a = 0 we have
w(a) = w(z) =w(z') > d,
and if a #£ 0 we have
w(u) = w(a ' u) = w(y +a 'z)
=d(y,—a"'z) =d(a,—a"'2’) +d(1,0)

>d+1.
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Let

be a column vector ir]F’q““. Write also
yi' = (xj'laj)
forj=1,...,n.
The codeC; has(r + 1, §) repair locality for all symbols: Suppogeés,...,is+s-1} IS an(s, d)-locality for the
11th node in the original system. We will next show tHat, ... ,is45-1,n + 1} is an(s + 1, §)-locality for both

the i;th and(n 4 1)th node in the new system. First we will show that this is traethei;th node: Let
S C{ity . yisto—1,n+ 11\ {ir}

be a subset withS| = s + 1. Write S = {j1, ..., Js+1}-
Assume first thai + 1 € S. SinceS \ {n + 1} can repair the;th node in the original system we have a circuit
in the original code consisting af and some/(< s) elements ofS \ {n + 1}. Without loss of generality we may

assume that these elements &fe, ..., j: }. Hence there exist elemeris, . .., b; such that
X, = blle + -4 thjt.

Clearly,
Vi, = by, + -+ by, +ae

for somea € F, and henceS can repairi; in the new code.

Assume now that + 1 ¢ S. We can write
Xip = 01X, + -+ bex;,

with some elements;, . .., b,. Sincex;, # 0 we can assume without loss of generality that 0. We also have
elementsc,, . .., cs11 Such that

Xiy = CaXjp + o+ Cs 1Ky
and hence

Yii = by, + -+ bsy;, + be

(4)
Yip = C2¥j, + 0+ Cs1Y g T Ce,

for someb, c € F,. This gives that
(c—b)e =bryj, + (b2 — c2)yj, + -+ (bs — C5)¥j, — Cs1Y oy -
If ¢ # b then
S b S
Yio = Y bivj + p— <b1yj] — Co1Yjon + ) (bi — Ci)ﬁ) ;
i=1 i=2

and S can repairi; in the new code.
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Assume now that = b. We have

biyj, = (c2 = ba)yj, + -+ (cs = bs)yj, + Cs41¥juis-

Choose from the elementg — b, (h =2,...,s) andcs1 the nonzero ones, and mark themdas. .., d; (t < s).

The corresponding indices of vectors are marke@d@as. ., h;. Now
biyj, = diyn, +---+diyn,.

Without loss of generality we may assume thg4,,,...,yx, } is @ minimal subset ofyy,,...,ys, } such that
b1y, = [iym + -+ fuYh,-

for somefi, ..., f, € F,. Clearly{yn,,...,ys, } are linearly independent anfj # 0 for all j =1,...,u. In the

matrix G2, the indicesjy, hq, ..., h, form a circuit. Hence this cannot be the caseiin and because
blle = flxhl +o 4+ fuxhua
we know thatxy,,...,xp, cannot be linearly independent. Without loss of generaligymay assume that

[1Xn, = g1Xp, + -+ + GuXn,

for some elementsy, ..., g,. Now

JiXn, — 91%Xny =+ — GuXn, =0

®)

1Yy = 91Yny =+ = gu¥n, # 0,

since f1 # 0. This gives that
fiYn — 1Y, = = Gu¥h, = €€,
for somee # 0. Hence
b
Yir = b1¥i + -+ by + = (fi¥n = 1¥he = = Gu¥h.)
proving thatS can repairi;th node in the new code.
We will next show that{is, ..., is4+5-1,n+ 1} is a(s+ 1,0)-locality for the (n 4 1)th node in the new system.

Let
S C{it, . yists—1,n+ 1\ {n+1}

be a subset withS| = s + 1. Write againS = {ji,...,Js+1}-
Assume first that; € S. We know thatS \ {¢;} can repair the th node in the original code, and hence there
exists a circuit consisting of nodes and some nodesh;, ..., h; from S\ {i; }. We know that these cannot form

a circuit in the new code and hence there exist nonzero elsmen. ., b1, such that

b1yi, +bayn, + -+ bip1yi41 = ce

for somee # 0, and hencés' can repair then + 1)th node.
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10

Assume now that; ¢ S. We know thatS' \ {js+1} can repairi; in the original code, and similarly as above we

have

Xi, = b1Xj1 + .. .bsxjs,
for some elements, ..., bs. Sincex;, # 0, we can assume without loss of generality that~ 0. We have also
elementsc,, ..., cs11 Such that

Xip = CoXj, o Cop1 Xy

and hence again
Yi, = b1y, + - +bsy;, + be
(6)
Yip = C2¥j + 0+ Cs1Yjq e
for someb, c € F,. This gives that
(c—ble="bryj, + (b2 —ca)yjo + -+ (bs — C5)¥j, — Cs1Yjosa-

Again if ¢ # b we can repair thén + 1)th node so assume that= b. Similarly as above, we can expresas a
linear combination ofy;,, ..., y;..,. HenceS can repair thegn + 1)th node. [ |

The following example illustrates the strength of the aboesult in the case that and k& are close enough to
each other.

Example 2.2:Letr € [%, k) andC be an optimal linear locally repairable code for parameteré;, d, r, §) over

a field F, with
q> (d+r)<LZJ>.

Because of the optimality we have
d=n—k-— ({ﬁ-‘ —1) 0—1)+1=n—k—-06+2.
T

Theoren 2P results a locally repairable code for paramétér=n+1,k' = k+1,d =d,r =r+1,§ = 9).

This code is also optimal, as we have

v ([€] 1) e

i ([ ) e

=n—-k—0+2
=d=d.
Hence the proof of the above theorem gives a procedure td bptimal codes using already known optimal codes

in the case that the size of the repair locality is at least dfalhe code dimension.
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11

C. Puncturing codes

Puncturing is a traditional method in classical coding thedhe next theorem shows that this method is useful
also in the context of locally repairable codes. Punctuisngsed in the field of storage codes at leastin [18]] [19].
Theorem 2.3:Suppose we have a linear locally repairable coteith all-symbol locality associated to parame-

ters(n, k,d,r, ). There exists a linear locally repairable cadewith all-symbol locality associated to parameters
' =n—-1LK=k-1,d >d,r" =rd§=9).

Proof: Write
C,={yeC|y=(z,z) wherez ¢ F’q“l}

for z € Fy.
Clearly each element af is contained in exactly one of the subséts with « € F,. Hence there exists € F,
such that

C _
Cal > % g,

It is easy to verify thatCy| > |C.| > ¢*~!. To be precise, we have eithg¥,| = ¢*~! or |Co| = ¢".

Define C’ to be a code we get by puncturing the first componenfgfi.e.,
C'={zeF;"|(0,2) € Co}.

Clearly C" is a subspace (ﬁ‘g‘l and its minimum distance’ is at least the same as the minimum distancé pf
ie.d >d.

The dimensiork’ of C’ is at leastk — 1. If k' = k then just deletd row from the generator matrix. Also, it has
all-symbol(r, §)-locality. Indeed, suppose we need to repair ftienode. If the first node from the original system
is not in the repair locality, then the repair can be made ahénoriginal code. If the first node is in the repair
locality, then we know thab is stored into that node and hence the repair can be made th&rajher nodes from
the original locality. |

Example 2.3:Suppose tha€' is an optimal code. It is associated with parameters:, d, r, §) with equality
d=nr—([E] 1) 6=+
Let C' be a code formed fror' using the method explained in Theorem|2.3. Hence it is asmtivith parameters
(' =n—-1L,K=k-1,d >dr" =r,§ =0).

This code is optimal if

which is true if

i.e., if r does not dividet — 1.
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Together Theorenis 2.2 ahd .3 give the following corollary.
Corollary 2.4: Let D,(n, k,r,0) denote the largest achievable minimum distance for a liceae of length

n > 3, dimensionk > 2, and all-symbol(r, § > 2)-locality, over a field of sizey. If
q> (n—k+r)< Z ),
3]

Dy(n,k,r,6) < Dy(n—1,k—1,7,0) < Dy(n,k,r + 1,9).

then

Proof: The first inequality is proved in Theorem P.3. #f— 1 > r then the second inequality is proved in
Theoren{2P since

Dyn—1,k—1,r6) <n—k— (V‘lw —1) (6—1)+1
T
<n—-k—06+2
Sn_ka

and hence

0>k )
> (Dq(n—l,k—1,r,6)+r)(LZJ).

2
If Kk —1 < r then optimal LRCs associated to paramefers- 1,k — 1,r,4) or (n,k,r + 1,0) correspond to

maximum distance separable codes. Those can be generatesingyCauchy matrices which are known to exist

since by assumption > n + k. |

IIl. CODE CONSTRUCTION
A. Construction

In this subsection we will give a construction for linear ddig repairable codes with all-symbét, §)-locality

over a fieldF, with

[ (r8) DY
o> oy ("0
when given parametels:, k, r, 6) such that
n
- {ﬁw (O=1) 2k

We also assume thdt< n and

nz1,2,...,6 —1 modr+46—1.

Write
n=a(r+6—1)-0,

with 0 <b <.
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We will construct a generator matrix for a linear code undher above assumptions. The minimum distance of
the constructed code is studied in Subsecfion]II-B. Thalfigded in the construction is huge and we have not
attempted to minimize its size, since the main use for thisstraction is in the proof of Theorem 4.1, where the
field size is assumed to approach infinity. However, we do w@amresent the construction in deterministic form.

First we will build a = [ | sets

S1,82,...,8, CFr,

with
|Sil=r+d—1forl1<i<a,
and
[Sal=7r+d—1—0.

Write

aiir ... Q1r46—1

M = (I;|Byrx(5-1)) =
Ar1 oo Qpr45-—1

wherel, is an identity matrix of size- and B, (s_1) is anr x (J — 1) matrix all of whose square submatrices

are invertible. Do not confuse the entries; with the numbet: = [ﬁ} We also write
ail1 ... Q15 Qled1 --- Al pr46—1
My=| + " L : = (1|B;)
L N A K R R

Define further

Uoz{aihiz|1§i1§7‘&ﬂd1§i2§7‘+6—1}

and
Yz
Unii = {x— o | z,y,z,w € Uy, andw 750}

for m =0,...,r — 1. Notice thatU,,, C U,,+1 if r > 2. We have
Uo| <76, |Un1| < |[Un|* and|U,| < (76)4r-

Next, choose any linearly independent vectogs, i,...,81, € IF’; Let

r
Si,r+j5 = E Al,r+581,1
=1

forj=1,...,0 — 1. Theser + 0 — 1 vectors form the se$;. Notice that these vectors correspond the columns of

matrix

(g171| ce |g1.,r)M = (g1,1| ce |g1,r|51,r+1| cee |Sl,r+671)-

This set has the property that anyectors in it are linearly independent.
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Let1 < i < a. We will construct sets;, So,...,.5;—1 such that any: vectors fron‘U;;l1 S;, at mostr of which
are from the samé;, are linearly independent. The construction will be rewersveri, and the setS; will be
as defined above.

Let g; 1 be any vector such that when taking at mbst- 1 vectors from the already built set§, Ss, ..., Si_1,

with at mostr vectors from each set, thegy ; and thesek — 1 other vectors are linearly independent. This is

n k—1 k
(k_1>q <q".

possible since

Write .
Sl('ﬁ“)er = Z al,r+m8i,l
=1
form=1,...,6 —1andh =1,...,r, and to shorten the notation, writg ,,, = Sz(',rr)+m form=1,...,6 — 1,
ie,
h h
(gi,ll s |gi,h|S§7r)+1| e |Sl(-,r)+571) = (gi,1| e |gi,h)Mh-
Define also
Vi ={wigir+ - +u;gi ;| un € U, andu; # 0}
and
Wi ={wgi1+ - +u;gi; [ un € Ur}.

Notice that|V;| < [W;| < |U,|7 < (rd)7*".

Suppose we havg — 1 vectorsg; 1, ..., 8 j—1 such that the following two properties hold:

1) Any subset

1—1
ji—1 ji—1
IC U Sy U {gi,la sy Big—1, Sz(';]r+1)7 ) Sz(';]r+<5)—l}7
t=1
with
[I| <k, NS <rfor1<t<i—1
and

j—1 j—1 .
|I N {gi717 sy 8i—1, Sq(;;jr-ﬁ-l)v RN S’E;7T+(5)—1}| < J— 17

is linearly independent.

2) For anyl <[ < j and for any subset

1—1
Ig UStUWl—la
t=1
with
| <k—-1,INS|<rforl<t<i-—1
and

|IﬁVVl—1|§l_17
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none of the vectors i lies in the linear hull off.
Notice that the properties (1) and (2) are true for 2. Now, the basis for the induction is ready.
Let g; ; be any vector such that property (2) holds also fot . This is possible because there are at most

("Jr(’“i)_(jl*m ) different possibilities to choose, each of the options spaubspace witly*~! vectors, and since

o n+ 7'5 (j_1)4r _
(7‘5)34 ( (k_)l )qk 1 <qk.

q is large we have

Notice thatug; ; + v € V (whereV is some subspace) if and only:fg; ; € —v + V.
To prove the induction step we have to prove that propertgtill holds when replacing—1 by j. Let1 <1 < 7,
v be a linear combination of at mokt— [ vectors from the set§,, .5, ..., S;_1 with at mostr vectors from each

set. We will assume the contrary: We have coefficients

$1,...,8 € Fg\ {0},

such that

l J

v+ Z Sm ) Oh,fn8ih = 0,
m=1 h=1

with f; <-.- < f; and

fmE{i+1,7+2,...,r}form=1,... 1.

Write ) )
l J J
D 5m > ChfnBin =) bngin,
m=1 h=1 h=1
ie.,
b1 ai,f; ceeo Q1 fy S1
bj ajfr oo G ) \Si

Again, do not confuse the entriés with the numbe = a(r + 6 — 1) — n. Without loss of generality we may

assume that; r, # 0, since otherwise we would also have
ajf, = =a;f =0.
Let ¢ be the smallest non-negative integer such that # 0. Sucht exists since the rank diu, 7, );x; is [ and

S1

£0.
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Hence we have

(1) (1)
clvfl T clvfl—l 0
by _
(1) (1)
b Ci—t.fa o Gt 0 51
j—t _ (1) 1
0 Gt Gt ’
: : : : 51
(1) (1)
0 Covpo o Ceip, 0
aj, f1 s Qj,fi—1 aj, fu
where
1 ap, f, Q5. f;
Cé}i = Qp,f; — 7']? 5.f e U;.
a];fz
This gives
(1) 1)
by 1,1 C1p
: : .
) m
bj—t _ Ci—t,f1 Gt fia
1) 1)
0 CGiotvr o Gt g
i S1—1
1) 1)
0 Ci—1,f1 €154
2) 2)
i g, 0
2 @)
Ci—t,f1 Citf1_s 0 51
N )
I N R B AR WV 0
2 2
Ci-2,01 Ci—2.f_o 0
1) 1) 1)
Ci-1,0 Ci-1,f1 s G114
Recursively letting
o=l o-D)
(W) _ (v=1)  “hfivp1 j—v+1.fi
Chf; = Chfi o)) € Uy,
J—v+1,fi—vi1
for 2 < v <t+ 1, and deleting zero columns, we get
(t) (t)
by “L.r o CLp 51
(t) (t)
bj—t Ci—tfr o Ci=tfi) \Fl=t
if l—¢>1, and
(t)
by €1,

| e

(t)
bj—t Citt.

August 26, 2018
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if [ —t < 1. To avoid heavy notion, we will assume that- ¢ > 1 from now on. The casé— ¢ < 1 would be

treated similarly.

The induction step goes through all the way since the snalles-invertible square matrix in the lower right
corner of

arf .- A1,

@j.fr - Gjf,
has side length at leastt 2, if it exist, whence
(v=1) _
it 1, fo s #0forv=1,...,t+ 1.

The proof of this is postponed to Lemmal3.1.

Hence we have
(t) (t) (t) (t)

C(t) Cimtf10 0 C(t) B Rt B e 1y (t)
1,f1 () Lfit—1 ) Clfios
bl Cimt. iy Ci—t.fi_y
= RONENO! RO RO
(t) G-t Cit-1.6 (t) I Rt T e el T (t)
t—1 (f) t—1, (f) t—1
bi—t Cj—t—1./ ~ o, Cjmt—1f1—e s, Cj—t—1.f1—
(t)
0 S 0 Cle g, )
S1
Sl—t—1
() (t)
c;Z ,f]+ tsi—tc;” 6
N
Ci-t iy

By our contra assumption we have

h=1
I—t—1 j—t—1 C(t) C(t) s (t) + + ( ) J—t
¢ j—t,fm Chofis 16—t S1-tCj—t f t
=v+ Sm Z Cg,)fm - ) — | gin+ — KO — chw )fz 8in (8)
m=1 h=1 Ci—t,fiy Ci—t,fiy h=1
I—t—1  j—t—1 s (t) Jj—
1 1652, + 45— tc t
=v+ Sm Ch b i+ — L KO = Z ~ B
m=1 h=1 7 t,fi—+¢

But this cannot be true, singg—¢t—1)+1<j—tand

Jj—t

Z Cgi)fzftgi'rh € Vj*t
h=1

is chosen such that it does not belong to the subspace spagned

j—t—1 j—t—1
(t+1) (t+1)
{ Z Chofo B Z chyfznlgi’h} ’

h=1
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and we have ®
Slcjft,fl + -+ 54C
(t)
Cj—t,fzft

(N
J—t.fi—t # 0

sinceb;_, # 0.

Remember that we wrote = a(r + 6 — 1) — b with 0 < b < r. Now, we have sets

Si =181, -+ 8irsSirtly-- -, Sipto—1}

fori=1,...,a—1, and
Se ={8a.1,--8ar—b sz(-rr;bl), o sz(.,TT;bé)_l}.
The matrixG is a matrix with vectors from the sefs;, Ss, ..., S, as its column vectors,e.,
G = (G1[G]...|G,)

where

Gj = (gj1l---I8jrlsirt1]. .- ISirrs-1)
fori=1,...,a—1, and

—b —b
Ga = (ga,1| B |ga,T—b|S§,Tr+l)| cee |Sz('.,rr+5)71) .

To be a generator matrix for a code of dimensigrthe rank of G has to bek. By the construction the rank is
k if and only if n — a(é — 1) > k, which is what we assumed.

Lemma 3.1:The smallest non-invertible square matrix in the lower rigbrner of

arfr .-+ A1,

Aj,f1 - Q41

has side length at leastt- 2, if it exists.

Proof: Suppose that matrices in the lower right corner with sidgtlerat most/V are invertible, and thaw is
maximal with respect to this property. The valieis well-defined and positive since the square matrix witke sid
length1 is invertible.

Assume for a contradiction thaf < ¢ and write

Aj—N+1,f1 -+ Aj—N+1,fi_n
C =

aj, f1 s aj,fi_n
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Assume first that” is a zero matrix. Now

Aj—N+1,f1 -+ @j—-N+1,f S1
O =
ag, fr s as, fi 51
Aj—N+1L,fi-nt1 -+ @j=N+1,f; SI-N+1
= b
aj,fi—n41 s as, f, 51

which is not possible.

Assume then that’ is not a zero matrix. Clearly is greater than or equal to the number of columns in

arf .- Q1,5

aj.fr - Qg
that correspond to columns @f,., s_1). Hence
Aj—N,fi_n -+ @j=N,f;
= (e1]es] ... |e]B’)

ajyfliN e aj_,fl
where eache; has onel and the other elements are zeros, théseare in different rows, and all the square
submatrices ofB3’ are invertible. Hence thi&V + 1) x (N + 1) matrix is also invertible against assumption. This
proves thatV > ¢ + 1. [ |
Remark 3.1:Note that the estimates far are very rough in the construction. This is because we aralynai
interested in the randomized case in whigch— oco. The randomized version of the construction is studied in
Section V.

Remark 3.2:Note that in the above construction we could have chosesrdift matrices\l = (1..| B, (5-1))

for eachG;. Also, the setsS; do not have to be of the given size. We only need to assume that

Z|S7| =n,
j=1
and that
§<|9| <r+d—1.

Then the corresponding matrix is of type

(js;1-s+11B(1s;1-s+1)x(5-1))-
By choosing the sets in this way we get rid of the requiremieat t

nZz1,2,...,6—1 modr+4§—1.
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B. The minimum distance of the constructed code

Next we will calculate the minimum distance of the constedctode, with the assumption that the s8jsare

of sizes; (j =1,..., A), respectively. Assume also without loss of generalityt tha< - - - < s4. Write

G = (E\|F1|Es| B ... |EaFa)

where
Ej = (gjal .- |gjs;,—511)
and
Fi = (Sjrt1s--+,Sjr+6-1)
forj=1,..., A
Letey,..., e, € Fy be such elements that # 0 for somel =1,...,k, and
(e1,...,ex)G

is of minimal weight. By changing columns betweéhs andf;s, we may assume that the weight of
(e1,...,ex) (FE1|Es|...|Ea)
is minimal, that is, it has the biggest possible amatunt 1 of zeros. Indeed, the matrix
(E1|Eal...|Ea)

generates a maximum distance separable code.
Suppose that
(61, ey ek)Fj

has a zeroi.e, its weight is nots — 1. If

(e1,....ex)E; #0,
then by changing columns betweéh and F; we would get one more zero into
(e1,.. . ex) (Er|E2|...|Ea),
which is not possible. Hence the number of zeros in
(e1y...,ex) (F1|Fs|...|Fa)

is at mostz(d — 1) wherez is an integer such that

z z+1
Z(S.j—5+1)§k—1andZ(s,j—5+1)>k—1.

j=1 j=1
Hence the minimum distance of the code is

n—(k—1)—2z2(6-1).
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Example 3.1:Recall that a code is called almost optimal if its minimuntali€e is at leastox(n, k, 7, 6) —0+1.
Suppose that = a(r + 6 — 1), and choose that; — 6+ 1 =r for all j = 1,...,a. Thenz = | 21|, and hence

the minimum distance is

n—(k—1)— {#J (6—1)

ot ([ s

= dOpI(”a ka T, 6)7
so the construction is optimal.
Suppose then, that = a(r+0 —1)+bwith0 < b<r+46—1.If 0 <b <4, then using the above optimal

code withb extra copies of other columns in the generator matrix, weagedde with minimum distance
dopt(n — b, k,7,0) = dopt(n, k,7,8) — b > dope(n, k,7,0) — 6 + 1.

If b > ¢, then chooses; = r+d—1for j = 1,...,a ands,41 = b. Now z = [E=2E2=1] and hence the

minimum distance is

r

n—k—{w-‘@—l)—kl.

Now,

dope(, k7, ) — (n . [ww G-1)+ 1)

r

(2222 )

S(S_lv

and hence the code is again at least almost optimal.

IV. RANDOM MATRICES AS GENERATOR MATRICES FOR LOCALLY REPAIRABE CODES
A. The structure of the codes

We will study linear codes, where the nodes are divided imio-overlapping set$, So, . .., S,, such that any
nodexz € S; can be repaired by anys; \ {z}| — (6 —2) = |S;| — d + 1 nodes fromS;. We also require that
|S;| <740 —1 and to guarantee the all-symbol repairing property, [U?:tl S; ={1,...,n}. Suppose we have
a k-dimensional linear code, and a repair $gtis formed by the nodes, say,2,...,s (0 < s <r+4 —1)
corresponding to columns in the generator matrix. Denoté&rbihe k£ x s matrix defined by these columns, and
write t = s — § + 1. It is natural to require tha®? is of maximal rankj.e. that the rank of¢ is .

By the locality assumption, any columns can repair any other columirg.,, any ¢t columns span the same

subspace as all the columns. So we have

G = 0al. eyl - lys—1),
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where eacly; can be represented as a linear combinatiomof . ., x;, andx;,...,x; are linearly independent.
This gives that
G = (Xll e |Xt)(It|B)

wherel, is an identity matrix of size¢ and B is t x (6 — 1) matrix.

Let G’ consist of some columns ofG, and letC' consist of the corresponding columns(df|B). It is easy to

verify that
G = (x1]...]x:)C,
and hence
rank(C) = rank((x1] ... |[x;)C) = rank(G’) = t.
Consider a submatrix o3 consisting of rowsiy,...,4; and columnsj,..., . It is easy to check that this
submatrix is invertible if and only if a submatrix corresplarg to the columng1,... ¢} \ {i1,...,4;} and{¢t +
Ji,...,t+g} of (I;| B) is invertible. This is invertible, since the rank of the sudinx of G consisting of the same

columns ist. Hence any square submatrix Bfis invertible.

Suppose the matricgg;, |B1), ..., (I1,]|B,) are of this form. It is natural to study codes with generatatrir
of the form
(G1]...|G4),
where

Gj = (xial. - [x1) (e |Br)
for j =1,...,a. The following natural question arises: How should we cleott®e vectors
Xl,la cee 7x1,t17 R axa,l7 R axa,ta

such that the given code has the biggest possible minimutandis? The next subsection tries to answer this in
the case that we are dealing with large fields.

Notice also that since the rank of a generator matrik,isve have

k< Zrank (%] Ixie,) (L |Bi))

i—1 9)
<ty 4+t
and hence
n
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B. Random codes

In this subsection, we study locally repairable codes gerdrby random matrices with a few extra columns.
These extra columns consist of linear combinations of theloenly chosen columns, guaranteeing the repair
property. It is shown that this kind of code has a good minindistance with probability approachinigas the
field sizeq approaches infinity.

Theorem 4.1:Given parameterén, k, r,6) anda > 0 with
r<k<n-—a(d—1),

and positive integers; < sy < --- < s, such that

a
n = E S5
Jj=1

and
d< sl <r+0-1
for j =1,...,a. Assume that we have
(sj —d+1) x (6§ — 1)-matrices
By, Bs, ..., B,, all of whose square submatrices are invertible. Also,agf be independent and identically

distributed uniform random variables ovEy.

Consider matrice®, I' and G that are defined as follows:

i1 212 0 Tin—a(é—1)
T21 22 - T2n—a(6-1)
E=| o . = (E1|Ez]. .. |Eq), (10)
Tkl Tk2 - Tkn—a(d—1)
whereE; is ak x (s; — 0+ 1) matrix forj =1,...,q,

F = (E1B1|E2Bs| ... |E,B,),
and
G = (E|F).
With probability approaching one gs— oo, GG is a generator matrix for &-dimensional locally repairable code
of lengthn with all-symbol (r, §)-locality and minimum distance
d>n—k—2z(0—-1)+1,

wherez is the unique integer such that

2 z+1
dsj—6+1)<k—1land) (s;—5+1)>k—1.

J=1 J=1
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Proof: In the construction of Subsection IIltA, we selected a taflah vectorsg; ; € ]Ff; that were required
not to lie in any 01‘(“(’”2@'{1)4 ) prescribed affine hyperplanes. Clearly, there are at most
r (A (ro)rmDAN
5 r4 k—1
(ré) ( 1 q
vectors that violate this condition. We call a vector thdts$i@s the conditiorgood

If we choose the vectog; ; uniformly from IF’; the probability that it is good is thus at least

¢F — (o) (DT g

qk

The matrixG is a generator matrix of same type (except the order of thenwas) as the generator matrix built
in the construction of Subsectidn TFA, assuming all théested column vectors are good. Hence the probability
that the whole code is locally repairable with all-symigald)-locality and minimum distancé, is at least
r +(rs (r—1)4"
_ (ro)" (n (Tk)f )

1
q

= (1-0)" =1,
asg — oo. |

V. OPTIMAL VECTOR-LINEAR (n, k,d, r)-LRCS OVER 3

In this section we will first define quasi-uniform codes amngegiome basic facts about this class of codes. Then,

by using a construction of quasi-uniform codes, we will gilieee classes of optimal vector-linear LRCs oWér

A. Quasi-Uniform Codes

LetAq,..., A, be nonempty finite sets. A code C A; x ... x A, is said to bequasi-uniformif the condition
that
C|

Cly.oosCn) €C i (Ciyy.noyCi ) =a}| = —,

is satisfied by all
X ={i1,...,im} C [n],

and all

a=(ay,...,an) € Cx.

Quasi-uniform codes were introduced in][20].

An explicit construction of quasi-uniform codes from graup given in [21]. This construction can be charac-
terized as follows. LeG be a finite group and l&t,, ..., G,, be some (not necessarily distinct) normal subgroups
of G. Further, letA; be isomorphic to the quotient grou@/G; for i = 1,...,m. Now, we get a quasi-uniform

codeC by the following construction,

C={(gG1,...,9Gn): g€ G} T AL x...x A,. (11)
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The minimum distancel of C' and the size of its projections was given [n1[21] as followsr K € [n], let
Gx =(V;ex Gi, then
(i) d=n—-—max{|X]|: X € [n], |Gx| > 1}, (12)
(ii) 1Cx| = .
The codeC is a subgroup of\; x ... x A,,.
Note that all linear and vector-linear codes are quasieunif However, there are also quasi-uniform codes which

are neither linear nor vector-linear.

B. Constructions of Optimal Vector-Linear LRCs O

Given a groupA and subsetsi,,..., 4; of A, let (4,,...,4;) denote the subgroup ol generated by the
elements inUl_, A;. Let Z, denote the group of integers modulo two.

By using the construction given il {{L1), we will now get thrdlasses of optimal vector-linear LRCs oVEf,
for small values ofl andr, and for arbitraryn andk satisfying some congruence restrictions. In the constmst
of these three classes of codes we will need the grbwgnd its subgroup®, A, As, Az and A4 defined below.

Let O, Ay,..., A4 be the following subgroups ol = (Z3)3:

O = 00 x 00 x 00,

Ay = 00xZ3x17Z3,
Ay = 73 x00x Z3,
As = 7% x 73 %00,
A, = (111100, 110011,010100,010001).

Case: TheC} (3, 3)-class of optimal LRC wittin, k, d,r) = (4i + 3,3i + 1,3, 3)

Given a positive integet, let G denote the groupZ2)* wherek = 3i + 1. For 0 < j <1, let
G4j+1 = Aj X Al X Ai_j_l X Z%,
G4j+2 = Al x Ay X A1« Z%,
G4j+3 = Al x As X AmI—1 x Zg,

G4j+4 = Al x Ay X ATI—1 Z%
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Furthermore, let
Gaiy1 = (Z3)* x 00,
Guiva = ({ O7 x 011000 x O"=3=1 x 00,
07 x 110100 x O*~7=1 x 00,
07 x 110010 x O*~7~1 x 00,
07 x 100001 x O*=9=1 x 00,
07 x 010000 x O*~7~1 x 10,
07 % 110000 x O3~ x 01:0 < j < i}),
Gurs = ({ O7 x 011000 x O"=3~1 x 00,
07 x 110100 x O*=7=1 x 00,
07 x 110010 x O*~7~1 x 00,
07 x 100001 x O*~7=1 x 00,
07 x 110000 x O~ x 10,
07 % 100000 x O 971 x 01:0 < j < i}).
Note that all the set&rq,...,Gu3 C G defined above are subgroups@f Now, let C}(3,3) denote the quasi-

uniform code that we get fromy, ..., G414, G in [@). Namely,
03(3,3) = {gGl,...,gG4i+3 g < G} CAy x...x A4i+3,

whereA; = G/G; for 1 < j <4i+ 3.

Case: TheC?(3, 3)-class of optimal LRC wittin, k, d,r) = (4i + 4, 3i + 2,3, 3)

Given a positive integet, let G denote the groupZ2)* wherek = 3i + 2. For 0 < j <1, let
G4j+1 = Aj X A1 X Ai_j_l X Z% X Z%,
G4j+2 = Al x As X AL Z% X Z%,
G4j+3 = AJ x Ag X A= x Z% X Z%,

G4j+4 = AT x Ay % A= x Z% X Z%
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Furthermore, let
Gaiv1 = (Z3)3 x 00 x Z2,

Gaito = (Z3)* x 23 x 00,
Guirs = ({ 07 x 011000 x O3~ x 0000,
07 x 110100 x O3=1 % 0000,
07 x 110010 x O*=9=1 x 0000,
07 x 100001 x O=3=1 % 0000,
07 x 100000 x O=3=1 x 1000,
07 x 010000 x 0971 x 0100: 0 < j < i}
U {0% x 1011,0% x 0110}),
Guira = ({ 07 x 011000 x O3~ % 0000,
07 x 110100 x O3=1 % 0000,
07 x 110010 x O*=9=1 x 0000,
07 x 100001 x 071 % 0000,
07 x 100000 x O*=3=1 x 0010,
07 x 010000 x 0971 x 0001 :0 < j < i}
U {0" x 1110,0% x 1001}).
Note that all the set&rq,...,Gyra C G defined above are subgroups@f Now, let CZ(3,3) denote the quasi-

uniform code that we get frortiy, . .., Gyi14, G in (). Namely,
03(3,3) = {gGl,...,gG4i+4 g < G} CA;y x...x A4i+4,

whered; = G/G; for 1 < j <4i+ 4.

Case: TheC} (4, 3)-class of optimal LRC wittin, k,d,r) = (4i +4,3i + 1,4, 3)

Given a positive integet, let G denote the groupZz2)* wherek = 3i + 1. For 0 < j <1, let
G4j+1 = AJ x A X Ai=i—1 % Z%,
G4j+2 = Al x Ay X A1« Z%,
G4j+3 = Al x Az % A1« Z%,
G4j+4 = Al x Ay X AmI—1 Z%
Furthermore, leD, B;, Ba, Bz, C;1, C, andCs denote the following subsets ¢%.3)3:

By =11 x Z3 x 73, Cy = 01 x Z3 x Z3,

By =73 x 11 x Z3, Cy = 73 x 01 x 73,

B3 =73 x 73 x 11, C3 = 73 x 73 x 01,
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and let
G4i+1 = <{ 07 x By x Oi=i=1 x 01,

OF x Cy x 0771 x11: 0 < j < i}),
Guiva= ({ O x By x 07371 x 01,

O x Cy x 0771 x 11: 0 < j < i}),
Giivz = ({ OF x B3 x 07971 x 11,

07 x O3 x 0737 x01:0< 5 <i}),
Guiva = ({ 07 x 111100 x O3~1 x 00,

07 x 110011 x O*—7~1 x 00,

07 x 110000 x O 71 x 11,

07 x 010100 x O*~7=1 x 00,

07 x 010001 x O*—7—1 x 00,

07 % 010000 x O3~ x 01:0 < j < i}).

Note that all the set&'1,. .., G414 C G defined above are subgroups@f Now, let C}(4,3) denote the quasi-

uniform code that we get frortyy, ..., G414, G in @). Namely,
03(453) ={9G1,...,9Gaita: 9 € G} C Ay X ... X Agiyq,

whered; = G/G; for 1 < j <4i+4.
Theorem 5.1:Fori > 1, the code<"}(3,3) , C2(3,3) and C} (4, 3) define optimal vector-linear LRCs ov&B

with parameters
(i) (n,k,d,r) = (4 +3,3i+ 1,3,3) for C}(3,3),

(i1) (n,k,d,r) = (4i +4,3i + 2,3,3) for C?(3,3),
(iii)  (n,k,d,r) = (4i + 4, 3i + 1,4,3) for C}(4,3).
Proof: We will only prove casg(iii); By using similar proof techniques we get casg and (ii).

From the construction of’'} (4,3) we immediately get that = 4i + 4. Further, we observe tha€| = 43+!
and |G,| = 43 for 1 < j < 4i + 4. It follows, asg+ g = 0 for all g € G and |A;| = 4 by (@2), that4; can be
identified withZZ. Consequently, we now see that our c@dfg4, 3) can be considered as a subgroug®f)*+,
or equivalently, as a vector-linear code o

For any integers < b, let [a,b] = {a,a+ 1,...,b}. Moreover, for any finite seK and non-negative integer;

let (%) = {Y C X : Y| = a}. Now, we will prove the following facts:

(@) Gj1,a514 = Gx for X € (WHAT) 0 < 5 <,
(b) Gy = O x 73,
(¢) Gx =00x...x00,for X e ().
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For (a), we first observe that

(al) A3 N Ay =00x 00 x Z3,
(a2) A;N Az =00 x Z3 x 00,
(a3) AN Az =73 x 00 x 00,
(ad) A1NAsNAs=A1NANA
=A1NAsNAL = AN A3N Ay
= 00 x 00 x 00.
Hence,
A7 % 000000 x A7 % 72

45 4+ 1,45 + 4] (13)
3 3
when0 < j <i— 1. To prove that statement (a) is satisfied whenr ¢, we first observe that

=Gljp1,4j44) = Gx for X € <[

(a5) Gaiv1 = {x € (Z3)3 ! 1 23,41 = > f(@341)}

(a6)  Guivz = {m € (Z3)"*' : 23041 = 3, f(a3j12)},

(a7) Guiss ={m € (Z3)>*' 1 @301 = 32 w343},

(a8) Guiya = {m € (Z3)°"*' : wsis1 = 30, w31 + 3542 + 23543},
(@9) >, flzsjvr) =22, fzsj42)

—
Zj L3j+1 = Zj L3542,

where everyr € (Z3)%*, the sums are taken over< j <i—1, and f : Z3 — Z3 is the function defined by
£(00) = 00, £(01) = 11, £(10) = 10 and f(11) = 01.

Consequently,
Guiv1,4iva) = Gx =
{z € (B> w31 = 32, flasjmn) = 20, f(23542) = 20; w3543},
Li+1 4
for X e (Hrital),

Statement (b) follows fronl(13).

(14)

For (c) we first observe, by the use of (a5)-(a8), that
Gx C00x...x00xZ% = Gx=00x...x00
as X N [4i+ 1,4i + 4] # 0. Hence, by[(IB),
[[1,4]\ X|=00r1 = Gx =00x...x00.

Moreover, by (a), if

Gx =00 x ... x 00 when|[1,4i]\ X| =3
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then it also holds that
Gx =00 x...x 00 when|[1,4i] \ X| = 2.

Suppose
474+ 1,47 +4\ X =[4j+ 1,45 + 3]

for some0 < j < i. Then it follows that
Gx=00x...x00

by the use of[(14) and the fact that
Ay (21,22, 23) € (Z3)% : f(x1) = f(22) = 23} = {000000}.

Now, suppose
[[47 4+ 1,45+ 4]\ X| =3

and
[47 + 1,47 +4]N X C [45 + 1,45 + 3].
Then the property thafx = 00 x ... x 00 follows by the use of[{14) and the fact that
{(z1, 12, 23) € (Z3)* : f(x1) = f(22) = 23 = 00} = {000000}.

From (c) and[(IR) (ii) we obtain that

Gl _IGl _ i
1(4,3) = | = = 43+1
CH3 = 5 r =5 ,

and consequently = 3i + 1. By the use of (b), (c) and_(1.2) (i) we get that

d=n—4i=4.

Observe that the minimum distance of a projection of a codeC' C A", for some finite alphabet and subset

X C [n], is greater than or equal to 2 if and only if

|Cx\ (23] = |Ox]|

for everyz € X. Hence, as a consequence of (a) (12) @4, 3) has all-symbol locality- = 3. This implies
that the code is an optimal vector-linear LRC o®rfor i > 1, since

3i+1
3

n—k— {q +2=4i+4—(3i+1)—{

2=4=d.
; [+
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V1. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have studied linear locally repairable sodigh all-symbol(r, §)-locality. We have constructed
codes with almost optimal minimum distance. Namely, théedince between largest achievable minimum distance
of locally repairable codes and the minimum distance of mdes is maximallyd — 1. Instead of just giving
a construction, it is shown that random matrices augmenyed few columns to guarantee a locality property,
asymptotically almost surely (in the field sizg generates an almost optimal LRC.

Also, methods to build new codes for different parameteisgualready existing codes are described. Namely,
a method to increase and decrease the code length and dimearsi presented. Constructions of three infinite
classes of optimal vector-linear codes over an alphabemallssize, not depending on the size of the code length
n, are given. This construction is based on quasi-uniformesod

As a future work it is still left to find the exact expressiontbe largest achievable minimum distance of the
linear locally repairable code with all-symb@l, §)-locality when given the length and the dimensio&. In order
to find more general classes of optimal LRCs over alphabetsnaill sizes, further studies of vector-linear LRCs

based on quasi-uniform codes are of interest.
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