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Abstract

We present an efficient list decoding algorithm in the style of Guruswami-
Sudan for algebraic geometry codes. Our decoder can decode any such
code using O(sf*u“"Y(n + g)) operations in the underlying finite field,
where n is the code length, g is the genus of the function field used to
construct the code, ¢ is the designed list size and p is the smallest positive
element in the Weierstrass semigroup at some chosen place; the “soft-O”
notation O(-) is similar to the “big-O” notation O(-), but ignores logarith-
mic factors. For the interpolation step, which constitutes the computa-
tional bottleneck of our approach, we use known algorithms for univariate
polynomial matrices, while the root-finding step is solved using existing
algorithms for root-finding over univariate power series.

1 Introduction

Containing some of the best error-correcting codes currently known, algebraic
geometry (AG) codes have received a lot of attention since their introduction by
Goppa in [15]. The celebrated Guruswami-Sudan decoder [16] for these codes
relies on an interpolation step as well as a root-finding step and is capable of
decoding beyond half the designed minimum distance by returning a list of all
codewords within a certain Hamming distance 7 from the received word. In this
article, we present an efficient realization of this decoder, achieving the best
known complexity in the fully general setting of arbitrary AG codes. Moreover,
except for the particularly simple case of Reed-Solomon codes, our decoder is
at least as fast as all existing decoders which are tailored for specific families
of codes. This article is based on a chapter of the PhD thesis of the third
author [42].

Following the common practice, we will measure algorithmic complexity
by asymptotically upper-bounding the number of arithmetic operations in the
underlying finite field F,, relying on the big-O notation O(-) as well as the
soft-O mnotation O(-), which ignores logarithmic factors. Formally, O(h) =
U;O:O O(hlog(h)?) for any function h : Ry — Rsg, where R>o denotes the
set of non-negative real numbers. Analogously to R>q, we will also write Z>q
and Z- for the non-negative and the positive integers respectively. Our com-
plexity estimates will also involve w, which denotes some real number such that
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the product of any two matrices in Fj"*™ can be computed using O(m¥) oper-
ations in F,. The naive algorithm for matrix multiplication yields w = 3, and it
is clear that w > 2 in general; the current record with w < 2.37286 is due to [2].

Our decoder has the complexity O(£“+1u“~(n + g)), however, in a series of
remarks throughout the article we explain how it can be slightly improved to
@(s(“;ﬂ_l (n+g)); here n is the code length, g is the genus of the function field
used to construct the code, £ is the designed list size, s < £ is the multiplicity,
and p is the smallest element in the Weierstrass semigroup of some rational place
P, which is not one of the evaluation places. As we will see in Section 2.2, the
existence of such P,, can be assumed without any loss of generality.

1.1 Related work

As mentioned earlier, the paradigm of Guruswami-Sudan list decoding revolves
around two main steps: interpolation and root-finding. As former is gener-
ally more computationally demanding, it has historically received the most
attention. Several authors, including [1, 10,27, 33, 34|, formulated the inter-
polation step as a problem of finding a polynomial, minimal with respect to
a weighted monomial order, in a certain vanishing ideal. Prompted by this,
Lee and O’Sullivan developed a technique for obtaining such a polynomial from
a Grobner basis (of Fy[x]-modules), that was itself computed starting from a
particular generating set—first for RS codes [25], and then for one-point Her-
mitian codes [26]. The complexity of this strategy was further improved by
Beelen and Brander in [4] by utilizing Alekhnovich’s algorithm for row reduc-
tion of polynomial matrices [1]. Furthermore, their decoder was applicable to
the wider family of one-point codes over Cy; curves, making it more general.
Specializing back to one-point Hermitian codes, Rosenkilde and Beelen [32] sped
up this approach even more by delegating the row-reduction phase to the algo-
rithm by Giorgi, Jeannerod and Villard [13], which is more efficient than the
one by Alekhnovich. Doing this required additional improvements to keep up
with the new target complexity, including efficient computation of the initial
F,[z]-basis, as well as a way of handling fractional weights. The result was the
first list-decoder of one-point Hermitian codes having sub-quadratic complexity
in the code length. In the current article, we generalize the tools from [32] to
be applicable to all AG codes, relying on the conceptual framework from [24] to
represent function field elements using Apéry systems.

Before shifting our attention to the root-finding step, we ought to men-
tion the multivariate interpolation algorithm by Chowdhury, Jeannerod, Neiger,
Schost and Villard [9] —it was the first to enable the currently best complexity
in the special case of RS codes, albeit in a probabilistic manner. A deterministic
algorithm with the same complexity was later given in [21].

Some of the earliest root-finding algorithms for Guruswami-Sudan list-decoding
include Roth and Ruckenstein’s [36] as well as Gao and Shokrollahi’s [12].
Alekhnovich described in [1] an efficient approach for computing the Fy [z [-roots
modulo z# of a polynomial Q € F,[[z]|[z]; its complexity was shown in [32] to
be O(8%¢) operations in Fy, where £ is the z-degree of (). Another technique by



Berthomieu, Lecerf and Quintin [7] achieved the cost O(3¢2). In this article, we
rely on the algorithm by Neiger, Rosenkilde and Schost [29], whose complexity
of O(j3¢) operations is provably quasi-optimal.

The complexity of our decoder is at least as good as, and often faster than,
the complexity of previous decoders based on the Guruswami-Sudan paradigm.
As far as we know, there is only one exception: in the case of RS codes, the
complexity of the algorithms from [9] or [21] is a factor of £/s better. To illustrate
the strength and versatility of our results, in Section 6, examples are given of
the list decoding of various families of AG codes. One further remark should
be made, namely the case of bounded distance decoding. Setting s = ¢ =1 and
assuming that g € O(n), the complexity our decoder simplifies to O(u®~'n).
In this case, the decoder can always correct up to (d* — 1 — g)/2 errors, where
d* denotes the designed minimum distance of an AG code, also known as the
Goppa bound. The same decoding radius is achieved in [38] with complexity
O(un?). Since p < g and we assumed g € O(n), our complexity is better.
However, Sakata’s extension of the Berlekamp-Massey decoder [37,39] yields a
decoding algorithm able to correct up to at least (d* — 1)/2 errors. In [18],
the complexity in the case of certain so-called one-point AG codes is O(un? +
¢t (ay + -+ +ay) +tng'), where ay, . .., a; form a minimal set of generators of
the Weierstrass semigroup at P,,. To achieve the same decoding radius with our
decoder, we could choose s and ¢ in O(g), but doing so might not be as efficient,
since our complexity would then increase by a factor of O(g**!) € O(n¥*1).

1.2 Strategy outline and contributions

With the aim of making the exposition easier in the subsequent sections of the
article, we now present an overview of the main steps in the proposed decoder.
This consists of a way of simplifying the general setting as well as a way of
efficiently carrying out the classical steps of interpolation and root-finding. The
complete decoder is presented in Section 6, where it is also exemplified for special
cases of AG codes.

e Simplified setting: In Section 2.2, we show how extending the constant
field F, allows us to make certain simplifying assumptions. The important
takeaway here is that no generality is sacrificed in the process, while only a
minor penalty is introduced into the computational complexity. In return,
we may assume existence of certain rational places, as well as existence of
a special function field element x with controlled zeroes and poles. Having
access to additional rational places is useful for a variety of reasons, among
which is efficient multiplication of function field elements in a pointwise
manner; the carefully chosen function x acts as a fundamental building
block in the way we represent function field elements.

e Interpolation step: This is the most involved part of the article and re-
quires all of the computational tools from Section 5—except for Section 5.6,
which deals with root-finding. In Section 4.1, it is explained how the in-
terpolation step can be viewed as a problem of finding a “small” element



Q in a certain interpolation module whose underlying ring consists of all
functions that have no poles except for possibly at a fixed rational place
P,,. This ring, denoted by 4, is itself a free module over Fy[z], which
essentially means that we can represent everything as tuples of univariate
polynomials. The computational path for obtaining @ boils down to first
constructing a generating set of the interpolation module over 4, then
expanding this to a generating set over Fy[z], and finally, using efficient
algorithms for matrices over Fy[x] to reduce this generating set to a “small”
basis that contains a satisfactory Q.

¢ Root-finding step: Structurally, the obtained @ is a univariate polyno-
mial whose coefficients are function field elements; and according to the
Guruswami-Sudan paradigm, list decoding reduces to finding the roots of
this polynomial. We accomplish this by expressing the coefficients of @
as power series in x, which is always possible in our simplified setting in
which z is a local parameter of some appropriate rational place. An ex-
isting algorithm for root-finding over the ring of power-series is then used
to obtain the sought roots, albeit represented as power series; the final
step of our decoder therefore consists of converting these roots back to
the original representation as well as discarding any potential “spurious”
solutions. All of this is detailed in Section 5.6.

Our decoder relies on a mixture of new and existing results; the novel con-
tributions include:

e reduction of the fully general setting to a simpler one (Section 2.2),

an algorithm for encoding general AG codes with complexity @(un) (Section 5.1),

an interpolation algorithm with complexity O(u“~!(n + g)) (Section 5.2),

a root-finding algorithm with complexity O(£2u“~(n + g)) (Section 5.6),

an algorithm for computing an F,[z]-basis of (h)g for any function h
(Section 5.4).

Not counting precomputation, all of the algorithms above are sufficiently effi-
cient to reach our target cost. Although the cost of precomputation has not
been investigated in detail, it is not expected to be much more expensive than
that of Gaussian elimination. A list of all precomputed objects can be found in
Section 6.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 AG codes

Let F, be a finite field with ¢ elements, where ¢ is a power of a prime number
p. Further, let F' be a function field of genus g and full constant field F,. As is
common, we denote by Pr the set of places of F.



For any divisor A = ), n;Q; of F, we denote by supp(A) the support of A,
which consists of all places @; such that n; # 0. A divisor A is called effective,
denoted by A > 0, if for all 7 it holds n; > 0. Further, the degree of A, is defined
as deg(A) = >, n; deg(Q;), where deg(Q;) denotes the degree of the place Q;.

The well-known Riemann-Roch space of a divisor A is given by

L(A) ={f e F\{0} | (/) + A =0} u {0},

where (f) denotes the divisor of f. The Riemann-Roch space L£(A) is a vec-
tor space over F,, whose dimension will be denoted by I(A). The theorem of
Riemann-Roch [43, Theorem 1.5.15] implies that [(A) > deg(A) +1— g and that
equality holds if deg(A) = 2g — 1. Moreover [(A) = 0 if deg(A) < 0 since the
degree of a principal divisor is zero.

Definition 2.1. Assume that F' has at least n rational places, say Pi,..., P,
and write D = Py + --- + P,. Further, let G be a divisor of F such that
supp(G) n supp(D) = &L, Then we define

Ce(D,G) =A{evp(f) | f € LIG)} = Fy

where for any f € L(G), evp(f) = (f(P1),..., f(Pn)) € Fy.

For future reference, we state some properties of this code, see [43, Chapter 2]
for details. First of all, it is well-known that this code has minimum distance at
least n —deg(G). Since the kernel of evp is L(G — D), the dimension of the code
equals [(G) — (G — D). In particular, Cz(D, G) is the zero code if deg(G) < 0.
Further, using the theorem of Riemann-Roch, we see that dim(C. (D, G)) = n,
ie. Cc(D,G) = Fy, whenever deg(G) > n + 2g — 1. Because of this, we may
assume

0 <deg(G) <n+2g—1. (2.1)

Remark 2.2. In his original construction, Goppa considered AG codes Cqo(D, Q)
defined using residues of certain differentials. These codes can also be obtained
as evaluation codes [43, Proposition 2.2.10]. Hence our decoder can also handle

codes of the form Cq(D, Q).

2.2 Reduction to a simpler setting

In this subsection, we will show that without significant increase of decoding
complexity, we can assume several things about the function field F' and the AG
code Cz(D, @) that will make the exposition of our decoding algorithm simpler
later on. For example, it will be convenient to have an additional rational place
P, of F that is not used in the evaluation map evp. In fact, for some of our
later algorithms, it will be convenient to have additional rational places as well.
An easy way out is to increase the constant field F, to Fge for some small value
of e, thus introducing new rational places that can be used as additional rational

1The assumption that supp(G) n supp(D) = & can be removed [43, Remark 2.2.15], but
doing so does not give new AG codes up to monomial equivalence.



places. We will denote by FFye, the function field obtained from F' by extending
the constant field to Fge.

As far as decoding is concerned, the AG code Cz(D, @) is in a trivial way
a subcode (not Fge-linear, but Fy-linear) of the AG code obtained from the
function field FF4 using the divisors Con(D) and Con(G), where Con denotes
the conorm with respect to FFy/F, [43, Definition 3.1.8]. Since all places in
supp(D) are rational, we may with slight abuse of notation write Con(D) = D.
Hence if for a given 7, one has a list decoding algorithm for C.(D, Con(G))
that produces all codewords at distance at most 7 from a received word, one
immediately obtains a list decoding algorithm for C.(D,G). However, since
multiplication of two elements in F,e can be done in O(e) operations in F, [8],
the value of e should be small for complexity reasons. Therefore we now give a
series of lemmas, each aiming to show that for small e, simplifying assumptions
can be made about the function field F' and the code Cz(D, G).

Lemma 2.3. Let F' be a function field over Fy of genus g and denote by N, the
number of rational places of the function field FFye over Fye. If N,e € Z~¢ are
such that e > 2log, max{N, 2g + 1}, then N. > N.

Proof. The Hasse-Weil bound |(¢¢ + 1) — N,| < 2¢*2g implies that
log, N. > log,(¢° — 2¢°%g) = e/2 + logq(q‘i/2 —2g) >e/2=1log, N .
o

Now we show that if the function field F' has sufficiently many rational
places, then one of them has particularly simple local parameter. Recall that a
function f € F is called a local parameter for a place P if vp(f) = 1, where vp
denotes the valuation at P.

Lemma 2.4. Let F be a function field over Fy of genus g having a rational place
Py. Let u be the smallest positive element from the Weierstrass semigroup of
Py. Any set containing at least 3g+ 1 rational places distinct from Py, contains
a place Py with local parameter from L(1Py).

Proof. Let x € L(1Py) be a function satisfying vp, (x) = —pu. First of all,
note that the extension F/F,(x) is separable. Indeed, assume that F/F,(z)
is inseparable. Then by the general theory of inseparable extensions, we can
find an intermediate field E such that E/F,(x) is separable and F'/E is purely
inseparable. Then by [43, Proposition 3.10.2], F,(z) < FP = {fP | f € F},
where p is the characteristic. Hence x = y? for some y € F. Since = has a pole
at Py only of order p, this would imply that the function y also has a pole at
Py, ounly of order u/p. This gives a contradiction with the minimality of p.
The above implies that the Hurwitz genus formula (see for example [43,
Corollary 3.4.14]) applies to the extension F/F,(z). To prove the lemma, we
estimate the genus of F' using this formula. We write Qo = P N Fy(z), which
is the place at infinity of the rational function field Fy(x). Since vp, (x) = —p
and vg,, () = —1, we see that e(Py|Qx) = p. Now suppose we have N > 3g



rational places distinct from P, say Pi,..., Py. We write Q; = P, nF,(z) for
their restrictions to Fy(x). For these rational places, we have

vp (z — 2(F)) = e(Pi|Qi)vg, (x — (P;)) = e(Pi|Q:).

Suppose that for every rational place P; it holds that e(FP;|Q;) = 2.
Since p = [F : Fq(x)] by [43, Theorem 1.4.11], the Hurwitz genus formula
combined with the estimate d(P;|Q;) > e(P;|Q;) — 1 implies that

N
29 —2 > —2[F : Fy(a)] + d(Po|Qu) + ) d(Fi| Qi)
i=1
=2+ (p-D+N2-1).

Since p < g + 1, we conclude that N < 3g, a contradiction. Hence for one of
the places P, ..., Py we have vp, (x — z(P;)) = 1. O

To motivate Lemma 2.4, recall from Lemma 2.3 that by extending our base
field F, to F4e, we can easily “create” as many new rational places as we need
without compromising our target complexity. By doing this, we can ensure that
there exists a function x € L(uPy) which is also a local parameter of some
rational place Py not in supp(G). As we will see in Section 5, membership of
x € L(pPy) allows us to impose an F,[z]-module structure on the interpolation
step of Guruswami-Sudan decoding. In Section 5 we will use the assumption
that x is a local parameter of Py to represent certain functions in F' as power
series in F,[[x]], which allows us to solve the root-finding step efficiently.

Next we consider a lemma showing that we can assume that the divisor G
used to define the AG code C(D, G) is effective unless the code is degenerate.
We call a code C degenerate if there exists ¢ such that ¢; = 0 for any codeword
¢ = (c1,...,¢,) € C. In particular the trivial code containing only the zero
codeword is degenerate.

Lemma 2.5. Let the function field F and divisors G and D be as before. Then
either, the AG code Cr(D,G) is degenerate or C.(D,Con(G)) is monomially
equivalent over Fge with e = 1 + [log,(n)], to an AG code Cc(D,G"), where G’
is an effective divisor of FFqe of degree deg(G).

Proof. Consider the finite field extension Fg./F, and for convenience, let us
write C = C,(D,Con(G)) as well as C; = {c € C | ¢; = 0}. If C(D,G) is
nondegenerate, then so is C. In this case C # C; for all . If every codeword in C
has at least one zero coordinate, then C = (J!"_, C;, which implies that (¢®)F <
n(q®)*~! with k = dim C. We see that in this case ¢° < n, implying e < log, (n).
This contradiction shows that C contains a codeword of full Hamming weight
n, say ¢ = evp(f) for some f e £(Con(@)). Since by construction f(P;) # 0
for all i, we see that the codes C and C.(D,Con(G) + (f)) are monomially
equivalent using the map (c1,...,¢n) — (F(P1)eci, ..., f(Py)e,). Note that the
divisor G’ = Con(G) + (f) is effective and has support disjoint from D. O



Degenerate codes are not very interesting from the error-correcting point
of view. Indeed, if the i-th coordinate of all codewords is zero, it is trivial to
correct errors in that position. On the other hand that position does not carry
any information, so one might as well consider the punctured code where such a
position has been removed, which will have the same dimension and minimum
distance. Decoding a degenerate code can therefore be reduced using punctur-
ing to decoding a nondegenerate code. Note that since the codes C (D, Con(G))
and C(D,G’) are monomially equivalent, any (list) decoding algorithm for
Cc(D, G") immediately gives a (list) decoding algorithm for C, (D, Con(G)). The
added complexity is that of dividing and multiplying with the column multipli-
ers f(P;), which only costs O(n) operations in Fye and hence O(ne) operations
in IF,. Moreover, as we will see, we will be able to choose e so small that it will
not affect the decoding complexity at all in the O notation.

Now we state the simplifying assumptions and notation that will be used in
the remainder of this article.

1. We assume that G is an effective divisor, whose degree satisfies equation
(2.1).

2. We assume that apart from the rational places in D = P; + --- + P,, the
function field F' has at least one more rational place P,. The place Py,
may or may not be in supp(G).

3. There exists a rational place Py of F which has x as a local parameter,
where x € F' is a function with pole at P, only of minimal pole order pu.
The place Py may be in supp(D), but is not in supp(G).

Let us quickly assess the size of the needed extension degree e in order to
satisfy all three item simultaneously. Although one likely can do better, for our
purposes it is sufficient to pick e = ejeses, where ey, e, e3 are given below: to
satisfy the first item, we extend F, to Fge., where e; = 1 + [log,(n)], using
Lemma 2.5. To satisfy the second item, we apply Lemma 2.3 with N =n + 1.
Hence we can choose ez = [2log,; max{n + 1,2g + 1}| and extend Fge: to
Fgeie2. For the third item, we need apart from P, and possible rational places
in supp(G), an additional 3¢g + 1 rational places. Since G is effective, we can
apply Lemma 2.3 with N = 1 + deg(G) + 3g + 1, so using equation (2.1), we
can choose e3 = [210g e;c, (g + 1 + n)] extending Fyeies to Fye. Using that
log, s (A) = log,(A)/f, it is easy to see that

e = ereze3 < 2log, (59 + 1 +n) + eren
2log, (59 + 1+ n) + 2log, max{n + 1,29 + 1} + e

<
< 2log, (59 + 1+ n) + 2log, max{n + 1,2g + 1} + log,(n) + 2.

Hence the overall conclusion is that in terms of complexity only a logarithmic
factor in n + g is introduced when reducing from the general case to the simpler
setting. In the remainder of this article, instead of writing Fye, we will simply
write IF; and assume g is large enough so that all three simplifying assumptions
stated above are satisfied.



2.3 Shifted Popov forms of polynomial matrices

Our decoder relies on efficient algorithms for (free) Fy[z]-submodules of F,[z]™;
in the current subsection, we present well known results and definitions that we
need needed for our use cases. For a comprehensive introduction, the reader is
referred to [44] and the references within.

We begin with a definition which, among other things, allows us to measure
“size” of elements in F,[x]™.

Definition 2.6. For any polynomial vector v = (v1,...,vy) € Fq[z]™ and any
8= (81,..-,8m) € Z™ (which we refer to as a shift), we define the s-degree of
v as

deg v = mliix{degvk + Sk} -

Furthermore, if k € {1,...,m} is mazimal such that degvy + s, = deg, v, then
we say that vy, is the s-pivot of v, and k is its s-pivot index. If s =0, then we
might omit writing s in the above notation, i.e. we might simply write: pivot,
pivot index and degree, denoting the latter by degv := degqy v.pp

Any F,[z]-basis of a submodule V < F,[z]™ of rank m can be described
using a nonsingular polynomial matrix V' € Fy[z]™*™ by identifying the basis
elements with the rows of V. This way, V is viewed as the Fy[z]-row space of
V. We will be interested in obtaining the basis whose elements are “smallest
possible”; the following definition makes this notion precise in the context of
polynomial matrices.

Definition 2.7. Given a shift s € Z™, a nonsingular matriz P € Fy[x]™*™ is
said to be in s-Popov form if all of the s-pivots of its rows lie on the diagonal, are
monic and have degrees strictly greater than all other entries in their respective
columns. Furthermore, if P shares its Fq[z]-row space with some matriz V €
F,[z]"*™, where m < r, then P is said to be the s-Popov form of V.

Below, we summarize a few important structural properties of shifted Popov
forms.

Proposition 2.8 ( [44, Section 1.1]). For any nonsingular matriz V' € Fq[z]™*™
and any shift s € Z™, there exists a unique matriz P € Fo[z]™*™ in s-Popov
form having the same Fy[z]-row space as V. Furthermore, P has minimal
shifted row degrees in the following sense: for any V' € Fq[xz]™*™ with the same
row space as P, there exists a bijection between the rows of the two matrices
such that the s-degree of any row of V' is no smaller than that of the correspond-
ing row of P. Finally, for any nonzero vector v € Fy[z]**™ in the row space of
P with s-pivot index k it holds that deg, v > deg, p®)  where p'¥) denotes the
k-th row of P.

We conclude this subsection with a few complexity bounds.

Proposition 2.9 ( [30, Theorem 1.3]). There is a deterministic algorithm which
for any shift s € Z™ computes the s-Popov form of any monsingular matriz
V e Fy[z]™™ using O(m* deg M) operations in F,, where deg M denotes the
mazximal degree among all entries in M.



Proposition 2.10 ( [46]). There is a deterministic algorithm which for any
matriz V' € Fy[z]™*™ with m < r computes an Fy[z]-basis of the row space of
V using O(rm“~1 deg V') operations in F,,.

Combining Proposition 2.10 with Proposition 2.9, we obtain the following;:

Corollary 2.11. For any shift s € Z™ and any matriz V € Fy[z]™*™ with
rank m < r, we can compute the s-Popov form of V using O(rm*~1degV)
operations in IFy.

3 Representation of function field elements

For any divisor A of F, let SI(A) = |Jo__ L(mPy + A) and let 51 = £(0).
Note that 4 is a ring and d(A) a d-module. In fact more can be said: 5 is a
Dedekind domain and $1(A) is a fractional ideal of 4, [31, Section 1.2].

Modules of the form f(A) are essentially already considered for decoding
in [23], also see [5,24]. As in [24], for any nonzero a € Z(A) we denote by d4(a)
the smallest integer m such that a € L(mPy,+A), i.e. d4(a) = —vp, (a)—vp, (4)
and let §(a) = do(a) = —vp, (a). We will take as convention that d4(0) = —co.
Note that for any a € SI(A) and b € f(B), one has d445(ab) = d4(a) + dp(b).

It is well known that any fractional ideal of a Dedekind domain can be
generated by at most two elements [11, Corollary 2 to Theorem 4], but for our
purposes we need to know some properties of these generators.

Lemma 3.1. Let A = 2221 n;Qi be a divisor of F and write a = ), deg Q;.
Then f(A) can be generated as a d-module by two elements a1 and ay satisfying
0a(a1) <2g—1—deg(A) + a and da(az) < 4g — 2 — deg(A) + a.

Proof. Prime ideals of 4 correspond exactly to places of F' distinct from P.
Therefore, from the proof of Corollary 2 to Theorem 4 in [11], we see that
two elements aj,as € S1(A) generate SI(A) as d-module if and only if for all
places @; € supp(A) distinct from P, we have min{vg, (a1),vg, (a2)} = —n;
and for any other place Q # Py of F' we have min{vg(a1),vg(az)} = 0. We will
construct two such elements. _

Write my = 29 — 1 — deg(A4) + a. For j = 1,...,¢t, choose agj) e L(A-
Z#j Qi + m1Pp)\L(A — 3}, Qi + m1Py). Note that such agj) exist, since by
the Riemann-Roch theorem, I(A — 3, Qi + m1Px) > (A =3, Qi + m1Py).
Defining a; = 2221 agj), we see that vg,(a1) = —n; for j = 1,...,¢, while
vg(a1) = 0 for any other place @ distinct from P,. In particular a; € £L(A +
m1 Py), whence d4(a1) < my.

Now suppose that Q¢41, ..., Q++s are the zeroes of a; not in supp(A)u{Py}.
Since a1 € L(A+mq Py), we see that Zf:fﬂ deg(Q;) < deg(A)+m;. Now define
me =29 —1+my =4g — 2 — deg(A) + a. Similarly as above, we can construct
as € L(A+maPy), such that vg, (az) = 0 for i = ¢+1,...,t+s. By construction
da(az) < mo. For i = 1,...,t, we have vg,(az) = —n; and vg,(a1) = —n,,
whence min{vg, (a1), v, (a2)} = —n;. If Q ¢ supp(4) U {Px} is not a zero of
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a1, then min{vg(a1),vg(az)} = 0, since vg(az) = 0. If Q ¢ supp(4) U {Px} is a
zero of aq, then vg(az) = 0, so that also in this case min{vg(ai),vg(az)} = 0.
Hence a; and as as constructed above, generated 51(A) as a SI-module. O

As z € A\Fy, we can also view f(A) as a free F4[z]-module. Following [24],
we consider a special set of generators of fA(A) as Fy[x]-module, which they
called the Apéry system of f(A).

Definition 3.2. For any divisor A let yl(A) € A; be such that 5A(y§A)) < da(a)
forallae A;, wherei=0,...,u—1 and

A; ={aecf(A)|dala) =7 mod p} .
(0)

We also define y; = y;

Lemma 3.3. For any divisor A it holds that

1. y(()A), e ,yl(i)l is an Fq[z]-basis of SA(A) and

2. —degAééA(ygA))<2g—1—deg(A)+uf07“i=O,...,,u—1.

Proof. The first statement is from [24]. For the convenience of the reader we

give a proof. From the strict triangle inequality for vp , it is clear that the

elements yéA), ceey yfﬁ)l are linearly independent over Fy[x]. Also, it is clear that

Y < d(A), where Y = <ZJ(()A), . ,yl(i)1>lb‘q[m]. If ¥ # 4d(A), then there would
exist a € d(A)\Y, such that d4(a) > —oo0 is minimal. Write d4(a) = mu + r
and 5A(y£A)) =m/p + r, where m,m/,r € Z with 0 < r < u. Note that m’ < m
by definition of yﬁA). Since

Sa(a™ ™™ yA) = 5@ ™) + 64 (YY) = (m —m/)u + (M'p+7) = da(a)

there exists a constant S € F, such that da(c) < da(a), where ¢ = a —
Bam—m' A ¢ S1(A). The minimality of d4(a) guarantees that ¢ € ), how-
ever, this would imply that a = ¢ + ﬁxm_m/yy) € Y. Hence Y = 4(A), which
is a contradiction.

In the second statement, the lower bound simply follows from the fact that

yZ(A) € ﬁ(aA(y(A))Pw + A) # {0}. For the upper bound it is sufficient to show

3

that for every integer m > 2g — 1 — deg(A) there exists an a € $1(A) with
d4(a) = m. But indeed, if m > 2g — 1 — deg(A), then deg(mPy, + A) > 2g — 1,
and so [43, Theorem 1.5.17] implies that

L(mPy + A) # L((m —1)Py + A) |
which concludes the proof. O

For later use, we also state the following lemma.
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(4)

%

Lemma 3.4. Ifa = Zé:ol aiy
then

€ S(A), where a; € Fy[z] and A is a divisor,

1
dega: < - (0a() ~ 6a™)) <
Proof. Simply observe that for s = 0,...,u — 1 it holds that

(0a(a) + deg A) .

Tl

J

da(a) = maxda(a;yi™) = 8(as) + a(yi”) = 6(a;) — deg A,
J

where the equality follows from the strict triangle inequality for vp, and second
inequality is given by Lemma 3.3. But then

dega; = 8(as) 0 < - (0a(@) = 540")) < —(0a(@) +deg 4).

=

4 Guruswami-Sudan Decoding

In this section, we paraphrase the Guruswami-Sudan list decoding algorithm [17]
for Cz(D, G) and formulate it in terms of & modules. For the remainder of this
paper fix s,f € Z~g, s < {, where s is the multiplicity parameter and ¢ the
designed list size of the Guruswami-Sudan list decoder. The corresponding list
decoding radius will be denoted by 7.

Definition 4.1. Let P be a rational place of F', r € Fy and Q € F[z]. We will
say that “Q has a root of multiplicity s at (P,r)” if for any local parameter ¢ of
P, there exist cqp € Fy such that

Q = Z Ca,b(ba(z - T)b
a,b=0
a+b=s

with cq,s—q # 0 for at least one 0 < a < s.
A consequence of this definition is the following:

Lemma 4.2. If Q € F[z] has a root of multiplicity s at (P,r) and f € F is
such that f(P) =r, then vp(Q(f)) = s.

Proof. Writing
Q) = ), capd®™(f—1)",

a,b=0
a+b=s

where ¢ is any local parameter of P and ¢, ;, € Iy, the triangle inequality directly
implies that

op(Q) = min (up(6) +vp((f — 7)) > min (a+b) > .
aJ}b/Zs ;jrb;s

12



Forany Q = Yr_, 2/Q® with Q) € $I(—tG) we define 6 (Q) = max; 6_s(Q™).
Moreover, for a given received word r = (r1,...,r,) € Fy, we write

¢
Mse(D,G) ={Q = ) #'QW e F[2] | QU € A(~G),
t=0
@ has a root of multiplicity at least s at (P;,r;) for j =1,...,n}.

(4.1)

Theorem 4.3 (Special case of Guruswami-Sudan [17]). Let r be a received
word and Q € M, (D, G) with §q(Q) < s(n— 7). If f € L(G) such that the
Hamming weight of r — evp(f) is at most T, then Q(f) = 0.

Proof. Since fte L(tG) and Q) € A(—tG), then f'Q® € 4, and consequently
Q(f) € 1. Furthermore, since d;¢(f*) < 0, then by the triangle inequality

3(Q(f)) < maxd_i6(QY) = d6(Q) -

We write € = {j | r; # f(P;)}. Note that the cardinality of £ is at most 7.
Since f(P;) = r; for j ¢ &, it follows from Lemma 4.2 that Q(f) € A(-T),
where T'= s>, ... P;. Since 6g(Q) < s(n — 7) < deg T, we may conclude that

jee L
Q(f) € L(0c(Q)Px —T) = {0} .

4.1 Structure of M, ,(D,G) as a f-module

The set M, ¢(D, G) introduced in equation (4.1) is easily seen to be a module
over the ring 4. In this subsection, we determine some of its structural prop-
erties. For the remainder of this article let Gy = —tG — max{0,s — ¢} D for
t=0,...,L

Theorem 4.4. Let v = (r1,...,7y) be a received word and R € A(G) be such
that R(P;) =1 for j =1,...,n. Then it holds that

(z — R)'S(Gy) .

P~

M;o(D,G) =

t=0

Proof. Note that for all j and all h € 51(G¢), vp, (h) = max{0, s—t}. Further (z—
R)! has a root of multiplicity ¢ at (Pj,7;), since R(P;) = r;. Hence any element
in (z — R)!SI(G;) has a root of multiplicity at least s at (Pj,r;). Moreover,
since R € 4(G), we see that (z — R)'S(Gt) = (ZZ:O 24 (Z)(—R)t*“) A(Gy) <
@! _, 2*4(G,). Hence (z — R)'SI(Gy) € My(D,G). Since My (D, G) is a
d-module, this implies that @;_,(z — R)'SI(G;) € M (D, G).

We will prove the reverse inclusion M, (D, G) < (—szo(z — R)'51(Gy) by
induction on s. Let Q = Zf:o 2'QW € M, (D, G) and write Q = Zfzo(z -
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R)!Q® for certain Q) € F. Writing z* = ((z — R) + R)" and using Newton’s
binomium, we obtain

14
= (;‘) R*“'QW ¢ SI(—t@), for t = 0,...,4,
u=t

since R € $1(G). Now observe that Lemma 4.2 implies that Q(® = Q(R) €
A(Go).

Now if we assume s = 1, then d(G;) = d(—tG) for t > 0 and we can
conclude from the above that Q € @fzo(z — R)'A(Gy).

If s > 1, we proceed as follows: using Q) € A(Gy) € M, (D,G), we
conclude

M (D,G)3Q-QV =(2—R Z QY.

Since z — R has a root of multiplicity one at (P, r;) for all j, we see that
f;é(z — R)!Q®*V has a root of multiplicity at least s — 1 at (Pj,r;) for
all j. Hence Zf;é (z — R)'QUY € M, 1 4(D,G). Then using the induction

hypothesis for s — 1, we may conclude that Q € @f;o (z — R)'SI(Gy). O
Corollary 4.5 (of Theorem 4.4 and Lemma 3.1). It holds that

M;o(D,G) = <Bf)“)|u =0,...,0, v=1,2)g, where

u 14
B = (== R)"g(" = 3] <u> J(—R)"g" e @2'A(—C)
t=0

r=0 r
with glu),géu) € d(G,) such that <g1 o )> = A(G,),

e (ggu)) <29 —1+ (u+1)deg(G) + max{0,s —u + 1}n,

u

and
dc., (géu)) <49 —2+ (u+1)deg(G) + max{0,s — u + 1}n.

Proof. The first part directly follows from Theorem 4.4 and Lemma 3.1. To
obtain the stated upper bounds on é¢, (ggu)) and dq, (92 ) from Lemma 3.1,
note that >ocq.n0(e) deg(@) < deg(G), since G is an effective divisor. Hence

2Qesupp(G.,) 1€8(Q) < deg(G) +n if u < s, while Y5000,y deg(Q) < deg(G)
if u = s. The stated upper bounds are 1mphed by this. O

Note that the proof of the corollary actually implies that for u = s, the
stated upper bounds for dg, (g%u)) and d¢,, (ggu)) can be improved by n.

For computational purposes, we will later view M ¢(D, G) as an Fy[x] mod-
ule. Since any element from ¢ is an F,[z]-linear combination of yo,...,yu—1,
we obtain the following.
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Corollary 4.6. It holds that M (D,G) = <yiBl(,u)|i =0,...,0—1lu =
0,00 by v = 1,205 1.

Remark 4.7. Since Gy = —tG for s <t < {, a minor modification of the proof
of Theorem 4.4 shows that My (D,G) = @;_,(z — R)'S1(G;) @ @fzs+1(z -
R)*2'=54(Gy). This shows that the elements BS = BM" ifu<s together with
~7Su) (z — R)szt_sgf,u) if s <u </ form an alternative set of generators over £
for M, (D, Q). Likewise the elements in the set {ylf?l(,u)h =0,...,p—Lu=
0,....4, v = 1,2} generate M, ,(D,G) as an Fy[z]-module. If s < ¢, these
alternative generators can be computed using fewer operations and are therefore
in general preferable.

Remark 4.8. The S-module M, ¢(D, G) is an example of a torsion free, finitely
generated module of rank £ + 1. Though we will not need this in the following,
it interesting to note that any torsion free, finitely generated module M of rank
r over a Dedekind domain ¢, is isomorphic to a direct product of r fractional
ideals of A, say M =~ Iy ® --- ® I.. Moreover, the product I = Iy ---I. of
these fractional ideals modulo principal fractional ideals only depends on the
isomorphism class of M. Therefore the element of the ideal class group of 51
corresponding to I is called the Steinitz invariant of M. See [11, Section II.4] for
more details. Theorem 4.4 can be reformulated as M (D, G) = (‘Bi:o A(G)
and in particular the Steinitz invariant of My ¢(D,G) is the element in the ideal
class group of 4 corresponding to

[ =aG oo ="} Yo- (5o

Returning to decoding, given a received word r, code C.(D, G), and param-
eters s, ¢, the main steps in our algorithmic approach to Guruswami-Sudan list
decoding are the following.

1. Compute a generating set over & of M, (D, G). We will do this in Sub-
section 5.3

2. Compute a generating set over Fy[z] of M (D, G). We will address this
in Subsection 5.4

3. Using fast row reduction over F,[z], find a nonzero Q € M, (D, G) sat-
isfying d¢(Q) < s(n — 7). See Subsection 5.5

4. Find the roots of @ in £(G). See Subsection 5.6

As we will see, the main result of this paper is that all these steps can be
done in complexity O(u=1**1(n + g)) and with a slight variation even in
O(u~ st (n + g)).

To simplify the description of the algorithms in the next sections, it will
be convenient to assume that apart from P, the function field F' contains an
additional Z := deg G + max{({ + 1)deg G +4g + (s + 1)n,deg G + (£ + 3)(2g —
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1)+ (s + 1)n + 2 + p} rational places. Even though this will not be the case in
general, the same trick as at the end of Section 2, will allow us to assume this.
More precisely, the function field FFs with e = [2log,(max{Z,2g + 1})] will
contain at least 1+ Z rational places by Lemma 2.3. Since using equation (2.1),
e € O(log,(¢(n + g))), this does not interfere with our target complexity and
hence does not result in any loss of generality. We will suppress the exponent
e from the notation and will from now on write F, for the finite field we work
over, but assume that F' contains all the rational places that we need to run
the algorithms we describe in the next section (specifically: Algorithm 3 and
Algorithm 5).

5 Algorithms

In this section, we present the algorithms that we will use to execute the
Guruswami-Sudan list decoder. We start with discussing multi-point evalua-
tion and interpolation algorithms that will form the backbone of the algorithms
discussed later in the section.

5.1 Multi-Point Evaluation

When defining C.(D, G), we used the evaluation map evp. We will later need
to be able to compute evp(f) fast, meaning we want to be able to evaluate the
function f € £(G) in the multiple points Pi,..., P, fast. As a matter of fact,
since we will need a slightly more general setting later on, we phrase the results
in this and the next subsection in terms of a very similar evaluation map, but
avoid to use the divisors D and G.

Lemma 5.1. Let A be a divisor and E = E1 + --- + En for distinct rational
places E1,...,En of F such that supp(A) nsupp(E) = &. Further denote by
evg : L(A) —> FY the evaluation map defined by evg(a) = (a(E1),...,a(EN)).
Then

1. evg is injective when deg A < deg F,
2. evg 1is surjective when deg A = deg F + 2g — 1.

Proof. For the first item, simply observe that the dimension of the kernel of evg
is [(A— F) =0, since deg(A — FE) < 0.
For the second item, observe that the dimension of the image of evg is
I(A) —l(A—FE)=degA—g+1—(degA—degE—g+1)=degFE ,
since deg(A) > 2g — 1 and deg(A — F) = 2g — 1, see [43, Theorem 1.5.17]. O

Now we state Algorithm 1, which computes evg(a) using the representation
of function field elements as introduced in Section 3.
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Algorithm 1 Evaluate(a, E, A, x,y)

Input:
e Divisors A and E = E1 +--- + En, where F1,...,Ey € Pp\{Py} are
distinct rational places and supp(4) n supp(F) = J,

e a function a = 37 aiyl™ e SI(A), where a; € F,[z],
e cvaluations ¢ = (z;),=1,... N, where z; = z(E;) € F,

e evaluations y = (y”);z(i‘j{l, where y; ; = yZ(A) (E;) € Fy,.
Output:
e Evaluations evg(a) € FY.

1: fori=0,...,u—1do
2: (ain, ... ain) €FY — (ai(z1),. .., ai(zN)) = Univariate MPE

p—1 N
3: return Zi:o (aiylyiyl, ceey CLi_’Nyin) € Fq

Lemma 5.2. Algorithm 1 is correct and costs O(uN +64(a)+deg A) operations
n F,.

Proof. Correctness simply follows from the fact that for j =1,..., NV

Y iy = 3 asleE Ny E) = 3 (@) E) = alEy)
i=0 i=0 i=0

For complexity, notice that the total cost of the for-loop on Line 1 amounts to
that of evaluating each of the univariate polynomials ao, ...,a,—1 € Fg[z] on N
points. According to Lemma 3.4,

dega; < —(0a(a) +degA) fori=0,...,u—1,

1
I
hence the total cost of the for-loop is bounded by

O(u(N + maxdega;)) € O(uN + 54(a) + deg A) .

Line 3 costs O(uN), which is subsumed by the cost of the for-loop. O

5.2 Interpolation

In this subsection, we address the interpolation problem. We start with an
existence result.

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a divisor and E = E1 + --- + En for distinct rational
places Ey,...,Enx of F different from Py such that supp(A4) n supp(E) = &.
For any (w1, ...,wy) € FY there exists an a € S1(A) with

0a(a) <degE+2g—1—degA
such that a(E;) = wj forj=1,...,N.
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Proof. Letting A’ = (degE + 29 — 1 — deg A)P,, + A we get that deg A’ >
deg E' + 2g — 1, which according to Lemma 5.1 implies that the evaluation map
evg : L(A') — FY is surjective. O

Definition 5.4. If E = Ey + --- + Eyn, where Fn, ..., Ex are distinct rational
places different from Py, and Ui,...,U, are effective divisors satisfying

1. E=U+---+ U,

2. suppU; nsuppU; = & when i # j,

3. |degU; —degU,| <1 foralli,je{l,...,u},

4. for any Ej, Ey, € suppU; it holds that x(E;) = z(Ey) < E; = E,
then we will say that Uy, ..., U, is an z-partition of E.

Lemma 5.5. If S is a set of places such that ©(P) = x(P’) for all P,P’' € S,
then |S| < .

Proof. If a = x(P) for every P € S, then it is easy to see that

O#x—aeﬁ(qu—ZP).
PeS

But if u < |S], then the above Riemann-Roch space has dimension zero. O

Lemma 5.6. There ezists an x-partition of any divisor of the form E = E; +
.-+ En, where Eq,...,En are distinct rational places different from Py .

Proof. We use induction on N. The base case N = 0 is trivial, so let us consider
the induction step. Suppose Uy, ..., U, is an z-partition of £'— Ey, and let a, b
be such that U, and U, have minimal degree among the elements of

{Ur,...,U{U; | ©(E;) # x(En) for all E; € suppU;,i=1,...,u}

respectively (b exists due to Lemma 5.5). If deg U, = deg Uy, then an z-partition
of E can be obtained by replacing U, with U, + En. If on the other hand
degU, < degUy, then U, contains a place E, with z(E,) = z(Ey) and U,
contains a place Fj, such that z(Ej) # x(E;) for all E; € U,. But then an
z-partition of F can be obtained by replacing U, with U, — Ea + E’b + En and
Uy, with Uy — Ey + E,. O

Definition 5.7. For any polynomial matriz A € F,[x]**? with columns Ay, ..., Ag

and any polynomial vector w = (uq, ..., ug) € Fy[x]? define the F,[z]-module
Hu(A) = {veF,[z]?|v-Ar,=0 (modu) fork=1,...,0}.

The following is a direct adaptation of Theorem 1.7 from [35]. We also refer
to [35] for the definition of the Popov form and the (—d)-Popov form of a matrix.
Note that if uj - - - ug # 0, the rank of Hq,(A) is ¢, as uy - - - ugFy[z]? S Hu(A) S
F,[2]?. Note that the problem of computing the shifted Popov basis of H,,(A)
has been studied extensively in the literature. Earlier references than [35] are
for example [20, 21]
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Theorem 5.8 ( [35, Theorem 1.7]). Assume ¢,0 € Z>1 are integers such that
& = 0. There exists an algorithm which for any A € F,[2]?*?, u e (F,[x]\{0})?
and d = (di,...,dy) € Z‘;O can compute a matriz V € F [x]**? in (—d)-Popov
form, whose rows form an Fg(x]-basis of Hy(A). Furthermore, if there exists
a vector v = (v1,...,04) € Hu(A) satisfying the degree constraints degvy < dy
fort =1,..., ¢, then at least one row of V' will also satisfy these constraints.
The complexity of such an algorithm can be taken to be (5(¢“‘16‘d) operations
in Fy, where d = max; d; + maxy, deguy.

For our purposes, we will sometimes need to allow non-integer shifts di, . .., dg.
Non-integer, rational shifts were handled in [32] essentially by permuting columns
in a very specific way:

Theorem 5.9 (Reformulation of Corollary 12 in [32]). Let V € F,[z]"*? and
d = (di/u,...,dy/n) € (iZ)“t’ c (%Z)‘ﬁ, where dy,...,dy € Z. If 7 is the
permutation on {1,..., ¢} defined by

(di rem p) > (dj rem p)
(i) > m(j) < or ,
(d; rem p) = (d; rem p)i > j

and U : Fy[x]? — F,[z]® is the map
(Ulu e 7U¢) = (‘T[dﬂ(l)/HJvﬂ'(l)7 cee 7xldﬂ-(¢)/HJvﬂ'(¢)) 3

then V' is in d-Popov form if and only if (V') is in Popov form, where ¥ (V') €
F, [2]7*¢ is the matriz created by applying ¥ to each row of V.

Using the permutation defined in Theorem 5.9 in combination with Theorem 5.8,
we obtain the following:

Corollary 5.10. In the context of Theorem 5.8 we can allow d € (iZ)‘Z5 and

find the desired matriz V' € Fo[x]?*? in complexity O(¢*~10d) operations in
F,, where d = max; |d;| + maxy, deg us.

Proof. Write d = (d1/u, . ..,ds/u) with d; € Z and notice that Theorem 5.9
implies that V € F,[2]?*¢ is in (—d)-Popov form if and only if V € F,[z]?*¢

is in (—d)-Popov form, where
d = (dey/nl; - -+ ldrn(sy /1)) € 22

and V is matrix obtained from V' by permuting its columns using 7 from
Theorem 5.9. By Theorem 5.8, for any matrix A € F,[x]**Y, we can compute
the basis V' € Fy[x]?*? of H,(A) in (—d)-Popov form, where A € F,[z]?*¢
is obtained by permuting the rows of A by , as long as the entries of d are
non-negative. By simply adding the constant max[|d;|/x] to all coordinates
of d, we can ensure that this is true without breaking the target complexity.

Finally, it is trivial to obtain V' from V by applying 7! to its columns. o

19



With these algorithmic aspects in place, we turn our attention again to
the interpolation problem. We start with a lemma, which will give rise to our
interpolation algorithm directly.

Lemma 5.11. Let A be a divisor and E = E1 + --- + En for distinct rational

places F1,...,En of F different from Py such that supp(A) n supp(E) = &.

Let (wy,...,wy) € Fév as well as an x-partition Uy, ..., U, of E be given.
Suppose that T = [Ty] € Fy[z]*** and S = [S; k] € Fy[z]*** are such that

Ty (z(E;)) = —wj for all E; € supp(Uy)

and
Sis(@(E)) = 4™V (E)) for all E; € supp(Uy,).

If u = (u1,...,uy) € Folz]*, where up = HEjESHPP(Uk)(x — z(Ej)), and
d=(do,...,d,—1,0) € (iZ)”‘H, where

1
di = ;(degE+2g*degA*5A(yfA))) fori=0,...,p—1,

then in the (—d)-Popov basis of H.(A), where

S 1)x
A=|:T:|EFZ(IM+) H,

there exists a vector a = (ao,...,au—1,1) € Fy[z]"T! with dega; < d; for
1=0,...,u— 1. Moreover, if

p—1
A
0= ag®
=0

then 04(a) < degE +2g —1—degA and a(E;) = wj forj=1,...,N.
Proof. Observe that according to Lemma 5.3 there exists a b € d(A) with
04(b) <degE+2g—1—degA

such that b(E;) = w; for j = 1,...,N. If we write b = Zf;ol biyfA), where
b; € Fy[z], then it follows from Lemma 3.4 that

1 1
degh < - (0a(@) = Sa(yi ™)) = | (deg '+ 29 — 1 — deg A — 6a (/™)) < s
We claim that b := (bg,...,bu—1,1) € Hy(A). To see this let ¢ = 27;01 b Si k. +
Ty € Fy[z] for k =1,..., u and observe that for any E; € Uy it holds that

ea(B) = 3 bile(By)u™ (E;) — wy = b(E;) —w; =0,
1=0
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which implies that
bA; =c¢, =0 (mod uy) ,

where Ay € F [z]*#+D*1 denotes the k-th column of A. But then indeed
b € Hy(A) by definition.

Note that in the (—d)-degree, the leading position of b is the last position.
The (—d)-Popov basis of H.(A) will contain a vector a = (ao,...,au—1,0,)
whose leading coordinate is the last position as well, and in particular a, # 0.
Since a has minimal (—d)-degree among all vectors in H,(A) whose leading
position is the last position, we conclude that a satisfies the same degree con-
straints as b.

To conclude the proof observe that

Sa(a) = max(3(a;) + da(y;"))

— max(udeg a; + 54(y'™))

(A)))

i

< max(ud; + da(y
=degFE +2g —deg A,

and that for any F; € Uy, where k = 1,..., u, it holds that

pn—1
a(Ej) —w; = Y aie(B)y (E)) — w;
1=0
pn—1
=Y ai(@(B)))Sin(@(Ey)) + Tu(a(E;))

since @ € Hq(A). Consequently, a(E;) = w; for j =1,...,N. O
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Algorithm 2 Interpolate(w, E, A, ,y)

Input:

e Divisors A and E = E1 +--- + En, where F1,...,Ey € Pp\{Py} are
distinct rational places and supp(4) n supp(F) = J,
e interpolation values w = (wy,...,wy) € Ffzv,
e cvaluations ¢ = (z;),=1,... N, where z; = z(E,) € F,
e cvaluations y = (y”);ji*jv_l, where y; ; = yfA) (E;) € Fy.
Output:

e o € S(A) such that d4(a) < degE + 29 — 1 — deg A and a(E;) = w;

forj=1,...,N
1: Uy,...,U, < an z-partition of F
2: 8 =[S k] € Fy[z]*** «— matrix with S; x(z;) =y, ; for all E; € Uy,
3: T = [T}] € Fy[z]* < row vector with Tj(x;) = —w, for all E; € Uy,
4 u = (u1,...,u,) € Fy[z]"* «— vector with uy = ]_[EjeUk (x — ;)
5:.d=(do,...,dy-1,1)€ (iZ)‘“r1 « vector with d; = %(degEJr 2g—deg A—
A
54y, )
6: P e F [z]+)*(m+1) « (—d)-Popov basis matrix of H,(A), where A =
1‘5’1 c E(Zwrl)xu
7. a = (ag,...,au-1,1) € Fy[x]**! « a row of P having 1 as its last entry
and satisfying dega; < d; fori=0,...,u—1
p—1 (A)

8 return a = ) a;y,

Proposition 5.12. Algorithm 2 is correct and costs O(u*~" (N +g)) operations
in F,.

Proof. Correctness is given by Lemma 5.11. For complexity observe that deg uy =
|Ui| < [N/p] for all k, while for all i, k, we can choose S; i, T} such that

deg S; i, deg Tr, < [N/u] .

Step 2 costs O(u2N/u) = O(uN). Step 3 costs O(uN/u) = O(N) using fast
univariate interpolation [45, Corollary 10.12], and Step 4 can be executed within
the same cost bound using a product tree [45, Lemma 10.4]. The computational
bottleneck lies in step 6, which according to Corollary 5.10 costs

~ deg B + 2 N
degE+29 N

O™ p(max di +max degur)) € O (—— ) =0 (N+g)).

Here we used that d; < (deg E +2g)/pu, since by Lemma 3.3, deg A+ 5A(yfA)) >
0. O
<

The output a = Z’:Ol aiygA) of Interpolate(w, E, A, x,y) satisfies d4(a)

1

deg E + 29 — 1 — deg A as shown in Lemma 5.11. In general this is the best
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one can expect, but in specific cases the existence of an interpolation function
b e A(A) with §4(b) < A < deg E + 2g — deg A may be known to exist. The
following lemma clarifies a property of the output of Algorithm 2.

Lemma 5.13. In the context of Algorithm 2, the output a € SI(A) satisfies
da(a) < da(b) for all functions b e fA(A) with b(E;) = w;j for j=1,...,N.

Proof. Consider the map ¢ which sends any function b = Zf;ol biyZ(A) e SA(A)
to the vector (b, ...,b,—1) € Fg[z]*, and observe that if b(E;) = w; for all j,
then @(a — b) is in the row space of the matrix P € F,[z]**# obtained from
the first p rows and columns of P. It is clear that P is in (—(i)-Popov form,
where d = (do, . .., d,,_1), and that each entry in ¢(a) has degree strictly smaller
than the maximal degree of the corresponding column in P: otherwise P would
not be in (—d)-Popov form. But if each entry of ¢(b) has degree no greater
than the corresponding entry in ¢(a), then it follows from Proposition 2.8 that
¢(a — b) = 0, implying that a = b since ¢(a — b) is in the row space of P (see
also [22, Theorem 6.3-15] or [44, Lemma 1.24]). O

5.3 Computing a generating set over I of M, ,(D,G)

We now return to the Guruswami-Sudan decoding of the code C.(D,G). In
this subsection we use the symbolic expressions from Corollary 4.5 to compute
a generating set over 51 of M (D, G). We start with a lemma.

Lemma 5.14. Let a € S(A) and b € SA(B), where A and B are divisors, and
let E = Fy+---+ En, where Eq,...,En are distinct rational places different
from Py, and not contained in supp(A) u supp(B). If c € SI(A + B) satisfies

1. da15(c) < N —deg(A + B) and
2. ¢(E;) = a(E;)b(Ej) = (ab)(Ej) forj=1,...,N,
then c = ab.

Proof. Note that ¢ € L£(C), where C = d445(c)Pp + A+ B. The second
condition simply states that evg(c) = evg(ab), but since degC < degFE, it
follows from Lemma 5.1 that evg : L(C) — Fév is injective. Consequently,
c = ab. O

Using Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2, this lemma allows us to perform effi-
cient multiplication and hence to compute a generating set over I of M, (D, G)
as in Algorithm 3.
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Algorithm 3 Generatorsg(r, D, G, E, x,y,g)

Input:
e Received word r € Fy,

e the code divisors D and G,

e a divisor ¥ = Fy + --- + En, where E1,..., Ey are distinct rational
places of F, not in {P,} U supp G, such that N > (£ + 1)deg G + 49 +
(s + 1)n,

e cvaluations ¢ = (z;),=1,... N, where z; = z(E;) € F,

e cvaluations y = (y;, ) """ hl where y; ;= yz( )(Ej) elF,,

.....

e evaluations g = ( w) where u =0,...,4,v=1,2and j=1,...,N
such that gf)uj) — ¢\"(E;) € F, where (¢\"), g{"Vg = $5I(G.,), and

da., (ggu)) <4g—1+ (u+1)deg(G) + (s + 1)n.

Output:

o (BY)!=5" such that (B")g = M, (D, G).
1: Re 4d(G) « Interpolate(r, D, G, x,y) = Algorithm 2
2 (MY, ) e FN — (1,...,1)
3 (7 (1) . f(l)) € Ffzv « Evaluate(—R, E, G, x,y) > Algorithm 1
4: for u=2,...,4do
b R A )
6: foru=0,...,€ r=0,...,uand v=1,2 do
Lo R ()
8: c$“3 € A(—rG) « Interpolate(cgg, E,—rG,z,y)
9:foru-0 ,¢and v=1,2do
10: € MS g(D G) ZT 0 (u)ZTCSJ,Q
11: return ( (u))Z:?:2 o

Proposition 5.15. Algorithm 3 is correct and costs O(£3p* = (n + g)).
Proof. For correctness first observe that the postulated gf,u) exist by Corollary 4.5.
Note that 0g(R) < n+ 29 — 1 — deg G. Using the given upper bound for
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dc., (gf,u)), we obtain that

5-ra(R*"g{™) = bu—rycra. (R "gi")
Su—r)(n+29—1—degG)+4g—1+ (u+1)degG + (
=(r+1)degG+(u—r+2)29—1)+1+(s+1)n (
=(r+1)(degG—-2g+1)+(u+3)2g—1)+1+(s+1)n
<SU+1)(degG—2g+1)+ (¢l +3)2g—1)+1+(s+1)n
=(+1)
(£+1)

s+ 1)n
5.1)

£+ 1)degG +2(29—1)+1+ (s+1)n
<({+1)degG+4g+ (s+1)n

Lemma 5.13 then implies that Interpolate(cﬂ,), E,—rG,x,y) will output a func-
tion CS“J € S1(G) satistying 5,Tg(c£1fv)) < +1)degG+4g+ (s+ 1L)n.

To complete the correctness proof, we consider Lemma 5.14 for the divisors
A = (u—1)G, B = —uG and the function a = (—R)*™", b = ¢g{"), and ¢ =

CS“J By construction, it is clear that for all E; € supp E we have CS“J (Ej) =

(—R)“_T(Ej)gf,u) (E;). Moreover, deg E > (¢ + 1) deg G + 4g + (s + 1)n, whence
5_rc(ct)) < degE < deg E — deg(—rG). Hence Lemma 5.14 implies ¢! =
(~R)“"g").

The complexity of the algorithm is dominated by the for loop in Lines 6-S8.
The O(£?) calls of the algorithm Interpolate(c&fﬁ}LE, —rG, x,y) cost LO(Up " (n+
g)) operations. Hence the total complexity is O(£3u“~(n + g)). O

Remark 5.16. The generating set consisting of Bf,“) as described in Remark 4.7,
can be computed slightly faster. Indeed, since in these generators, the needed
powers (—R)™ have the range u = 0, ..., s, the for loop in Lines 6-9 has O(sf)
calls of the algorithm Interpolate(c&f@), E,—rG,xz,y). Hence to compute the BW
costs O(sCp“ = (n + g)).

5.4 Computing a generating set over F,[z]| of M, (D, Q).

In the previous subsection, we saw how to efficiently compute the generating
set {Bf,u)} of M, (D, G) over 4, as in Corollary 4.5. The next logical step is to

compute the set of products {yiBgu)}, which generates M (D, G) over Fy[x] ac-
cording to Corollary 4.6. Consequently, we now consider the following problem:
given a function a € fA(A) for some divisor A, compute yoq,...,y,—1a € A(A).
Computing the y;a individually using Algorithm 3 would be too slow for our
purposes. Indeed, obtaining each yiBf,u) this way would cost O(£2p*~(n + g))
operations, and we need to compute 2u(¢ + 1) such terms in total. Therefore,
we introduce in this subsection a more efficient approach, which will allow us to
compute yoa, . . ., Yy,—1a simultaneously.

Definition 5.17. For any H(z) € F|[z] and any rational place P € Pp that is
not a pole of any of the coefficients of H(z), and a € Fy we denote by H(P, «)
the evaluation of H(a) € F at P.
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Definition 5.18. Let A be a divisor and E = E1+- -+ En for distinct rational
places F1,...,En of F different from Py such that supp(A) n supp(E) = &.
For a € 4(A), we define the Fy[z]-module

Naga)={H = Hy+Hyz € A(A)®z4d | H(P,a(P)) = 0 for all P € supp(E)} .
In the following lemmas, we use the same notation A, F as in Definition 5.18.
Lemma 5.19. Let a € d(A). If H= Hy + zH; € N g(a) with
max{d4(Hp),0(H1) + da(a)} <degE —degA ,
then H(a) =0, i.e. He {(z—a)g.

Proof. Since H € Na g(a), we have H(a) € 4(A). Hence by definition of
04, we have H(a) € L(A + d4(H(a))Py). Since for all E; € supp E, we have
H(a)(E;) = 0 and suppE n (suppA v {Px}) = &, we may conclude that
H(a) e L(A+64(H(a))Py — E). Moreover,

04(H(a)) < max{0a(Hp),0(H1) +da(a)} <degE —degA ,
which ensures that the aforementioned Riemann-Roch space is trivial. O

Lemma 5.20. Let a € 5I(A). Furthermore, let Uy, ..., U, be an x-partition of
E, and let S = [S; 1], T = [Ti k] be matrices in Fy[z]*** such that

Sin(@(Ey)) =y (BT (2(E;)) = a(By)yi(Ey)  for Ej € Uy .

Ifw=(uy,...,uu) € Fo[z]", where ur, = [ cqupp v, (¢ — #(Ej)), then the map

p—1
A
’lﬂ : Z (slyl( ) + tizyi) — (SQ, Cey Su—lat07 .. atu—l)
=0

is an Fy[x]-isomorphism between Na g(a) and H.(A), where

A ]ermn
Proof. Clearly v is an F,[x]-isomorphism between $1(A) @ z$1 and F,[z]?#,
therefore it suffices to show that for any H € f(A) @ 24 it holds that H €
Nag(a) if and only if Y(H) € Hq(A), ie. that H(Ej, a(E;)) = 0 for all
E; e suppUy and all k = 1,...,p if and only if ¢(H) - Ay, = 0 mod uy, for
k=1,...,u, where Ay denotes the k-th column of A. But this is necessarily
true, since for every E; € Uy the following identity holds, where a = z(E}):

H(Ej,a(B)) = Y (si(@)yi™ (E;) + a(Ejti(a)yi(Ej))
i=0
p—1
= (5i(@)Sik(@) + ti()T; k() = (Y(H) - Ap)(e)
=0
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Lemma 5.21. In the context of Lemma 5.20, if P € F[z]***?* is the d-Popov
basis of Hu(A) = (N4 g(a)), where deg E = 2g + u + d4(a) + deg A and

_ %(5,4@51“), A, 8(90) + 0aa)s- 6y 1) + 8a(a)) € (%Z)Q“ ,

then exzactly pu rows of P have d-degree less than + (deg E—deg A). Furthermore,

if P e F,[x]#*2# is the submatriz of P conszstmg of these rows, then the k-
th row of P is (Yy) for k = L,...,pu, where Yy = —ayy_1 + 2yr—1 € {z —
ayg < Na g(a ) Consequently, if P = [Py|Py], where Py, Py € Fy[z]**#*, then
ayp—1 = —ZZ o Dk, lyl( ), where (pro, - ., Pk,u—1) is the k-th row of P
Proof. For any

H = Hy+ zH, ENA)E((I) R

where Hy = ZZ 0 slyz( ) ¢ A(A) and Hy = Z?;OI tiy; € 4 with s;,t; € Fy[z], it
holds that

(4)

5a(y;") 0(yi) +6a(a)

deg, ¥ (H) = max{max(deg s; + ), max(degt; +

)}
1
= ; max{da(Hp),d0(H1) + da(a)} .
It then follows from Lemma 5.19 that

degyv(H) < l(degE—degA) = Helz—ayg,
W

which means that at most p rows of P can have d-degree less than %(degE —
deg A), because (z — ays has rank u as an Fy[z]-module. On the other hand,
since Y1,...,Y), are linearly independent over Fy[z], and since

degy ¥(Yy) = %(5(%—1) +da(a)) < %((5,4((1) + 29+ ) < %(degE —deg A)

for k = 1,..., u, where the strict inequality is due to Lemma 3.3, then at least
u rows of P have d-degree less than i(degE — deg A), because P is d-row
reduced. This proves the first claim of the lemma.

For the second claim it is sufficient to show that the d-pivot index of ¥(Y%)

is pu + k, since this would imply that the matrix whose rows are 1(Y%) is in d-

Popov form. To see this, write Y;, = — >/ wzyf ) 4 2Yk—1, where w; € F,[z],

and note that Y3 (a) = 0 implies that

max da(wiy Z wiyt™) = 6alayr-1) = 8(yr—1) + da(a) .

Consequently, degg¥(Yy) = i((;(yk,l) + da(a)), which shows that u + k is
indeed the d-pivot index of 1(Y%). O
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Algorithm 4 BasisProductsy, [,)(a, £, A, z,y)

Input:
e A divisor A,
e a function a € fd(A),
e adivisor F = Ey +---+ Eyn, where Ey, ..., Ex € Pp\{Py} are distinct
rational places, supp(A4) nsupp(F) = & and deg E > deg A + d4(a) +
29 + 1,

e evaluations « = (z;);=1,...,n, where z; = z(E;) € F,

.....

e evaluations y = (y”)zji*jv_l, where y; ; =y (E;) € F,.
Output:

e Products (ayo, - - ,ay,—1), where each ay; € 4(A).
if a = 0 then

return (0,...,0)
Ui,...,U, < an x-partition of £

S = [Sik] € Fy[z]*** — matrix with S; y(x;) = y; ; for E; € Uy,
T = [T, ] € Fg[z]*** «— matrix with T; (z;) = a(E;)y; ; for E; € Uy,
u = (u1,...,u,) € Fg[z]* « vector with us = ]_[EjeUk (x —z;)

de (12)% — L(6a(u5Y), .64, 0(u0) +0(a), ., 0(yp1) +0a(a))
8: P e F,[z]***? « d-Popov basis of Hq(A), where A = [i] € F [z]?>#

T

9: [P1|Py] € F [2]"*?* « the submatrix of P consisting of all rows with
d-degree less than %(degE —deg A), where Py, P, € Fy[z]**"

10: for k=1,...,u do

11: (Pr,0s- -+ Pr,u—1) € Fglz]* — k-th row of P,

12: ay € SA(A) «— — Zé‘;ol pk,iyz(A)

13: return (aq,...,a,)

Lemma 5.22. Algorithm 4 is correct and costs O(u“~ (N + |deg A|)) opera-
tions in IFy.

Proof. Correctness is given by Lemma 5.21. For complexity, simply note that
the computational bottleneck lies in Step 8, in which case da(a) = —deg A
because a is nonzero and a € L£(d4(a)Py + A). By assumption, we have that
N =degE > deg A + da(a) + 2g + u, hence by Lemma 3.3
—deg A< da(yY) <29 —1—deg A+ p
<degFE —2degA—d4(a) <degE —degA .

Since deguy < N/u for k = 1,..., u, then the total complexity of the algorithm
is given by Corollary 5.10 as

O(u*~" max{|deg E|, | deg E — deg A|, | deg A[}) = O(u" (N + | deg A]))
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operations in F. (|

Now we are ready to state Algorithm 5, which computes a generating set

over Fy[z] of M (D, G).

Algorithm 5 Generatorsy, [,1(r, D, G, E, z,y,9)

o

Input:
e Received word r € Fy,
e divisors D and G for the code Cz(D, G),
e adivisor F = FEy +---+ En, where F1,..., Ex € Pp\{Py} are distinct
rational places, supp(A4) n supp(E) = & and N > max{degG + (¢ +
3)(29g—1)+ (s+n+2+pu,
(£ +1)degG +4g + (s + 1)n},
e evaluations « = (z;);=1,...,n, where z; = z(E;) € F,
(4)

.....

e cvaluations y = (yi,j);z(i’7'_'_'_’f]ﬁ,_l, where y; ; = y;” ' (E;) € Fy,
e evaluations g = (gf,uj))zf:lon:lN, where 975“3) = qu)(Ej) € Fy,

(G, 98y = A(G,) and dc, (98) < 49— 1+ (u+1) deg(G) + (s +1)n,
as in Corollary 4.5.

Output:

. (yiBgu));fOO;:;lf_L v=12, Where the B e M, (D, G) are as in

Corollary 4.5, i.e. (y;BS" Vs, 2] = Ms.o(D, G).

Bf,u) “20"""2 «— Generatorsg(r,D,G,E,x,y,g > Algorithm 3
v=1,2 g
foru=0,....,4,v=1,2and t=0,...,u do
bfj‘t) € SI(—tG) < the z'-coefficient of BS™
(4:b$"))izo,...u—1 «— BasisProductsg, (0", E, —tG, z, y) >

Algorithm 4
foru=0,....,0,v=1,2andi=0,...,u—1do
Bl()tl;:) € Moo(D,G) <3, Ztyib(u)

v,t
(u)\u=0,...,0
return (B, /), 215 20, -1

Proposition 5.23. Algorithm 5 is correct and costs O((*u“~1(n + g)) opera-
tions in IFy.

Proof. Correctness follows immediately from Corollary 4.6 and Lemma 5.22 once

we show that the calls BasisProducts, [, (bgft),E, —tG, @, y) in Line 4 are valid.

In particular, we need to verify that

N > deg(—tG) + 6_1c(b{")) + 29 + (5.2)
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for all appropriate values of u,v and ¢t. Using the notation from Corollary 4.5

and Algorithm 3, we know that bf,ug =% (—R)“_tgf,u), hence by (5.1)

S (b)) < (t+1)degG+ (u—t+2)(29—1) + (s + )n+1. (5.3)
The sought bound (5.2) on N then follows from

—tdeg G + (Ltg(b(u)) <degG+(0+2)29—1)+(s+1)n+1.

v,t

For the complexity, we note that Line 1 costs O(£3u“~1(n + g)) operations by
Proposition 5.15, while each call BasisProductsg, [, (bf,ug, E,—tG,x,y) in Line 4

costs O(u“ " (N + | deg(—tG)|)) € O(u“"'(n+ g)) operations by Lemma 5.22.
Since the for-loop in Line 2 has O(¢?) iterations, the stated complexity follows —
the rest of the algorithm is memory management and is therefore “free”. O

Remark 5.24. Computing the generating set {yzfi(,u)} over Fy[z] of Mso(D,G)
can be done in O(sf?u“~1(n + g)), since in that case only O(sl) coefficients of

the B&“) are nonzero.

5.5 Finding a nonzero () € M, ,(D,G) satisfying c(Q) <
s(n—T)

The following lemma introduces notation that may be needed to describe the
decoding algorithm.

Lemma 5.25. For any divisor A and any a = Zﬁ:ol aiyZ(A) e d(A), where
a; € Fy[z], let
v (a) = (ag,...,au1) € Flz]"

and for any Q = Zfzo 2tQW e (—szo 2A(—tG) let
v2(@Q) = (V@) v ED QW) [ v (QY)) € Fy[w]HHY)

Ifo,u) € (—szo 2H1(—tG) foru=0,...,¢ andv = 1,2 are as in Corollary 4.5
and

M(l)
Mo = | Mot | fapesoncn

Ms,f

where for v =1,2
T T
M7 - 3 : ,
v BY) i B0
Va(Yu—1Bo") V2 (Yu—1By")

then v . is an Fy[x]-isomorphism between M (D, G) and the row space of M 4.
Moreover, for any Q as before, it holds that 0G(Q) = pdegy v .(Q), where d =

(dO]...|d®) e (iz)u(ul) with d® = %(57@@6—@)), o ,57tG(yl(:510))) c
(%Z)“ fort=0,... 0.
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Proof. Corollary 4.6 immediately implies that v, is an F,[z]-isomorphism be-
tween M ¢(D, G) and the row space of My ¢. Further, writing Q) = >~ Qf-t)yf_tG)
fort =0,...,¢, where Ql(-t) € Fy[x], gives that
0c(Q) = max 5-1c(Q")
= H%%X{5—tG(Q§t)y£7tG))}
= max{8(Q") + 0y, ~"))
= H%%X{N deg Ql(-t) + 5—tG(y1(7tG))}
= pdegg v:(Q) -
O

Lemma 5.25 implies that we can find a nonzero Q € M, (D, G) satisfying
0c(Q) < s(n — 1), if it exists, by computing the d-Popov form of the matrix
M, € F [z]?#(FDxu+1) - According to Corollary 2.11, this can be achieved
with cost @(f‘“u“’ deg M ). To estimate deg My ¢, observe that Lemma 3.4
implies that

deg Ms,é < l max{—r degG + 5(3/1) + 5—7‘G(b(u))} )

; 0
Moo,

Then Lemma 3.3 and inequality (5.3) imply that

6972+qu(u—1ﬂ)(n+2g—1)+(erl)nqLdegGE

p O(p " e(n+g)),

(5.4)
which means that we can compute the d-Popov form of M, , within our target
complexity O(1*Ttu“=1(n + g)).

deg M, , < max
U

Remark 5.26. Using the alternative generating set from Remark 4.7, we again
get an improvement on the running time. In equation (5.4), the expression u—r

corresponded to the exponent of —R in the expression (;‘)(fR)“””gl(,u), which
was the coefficient of z" in Bgu). Since the exponent of —R in a coefficient

of quu) never exceeds s, we therefore obtain from equation (5.4) the improved
complexity O(sl*p“~1(n + g)).

5.6 Root-finding

In this subsection, we consider the final computational ingredient that we will
need for Guruswami-Sudan list-decoding: given a polynomial Q(z) € M, (D, G),
compute the set L = {f € L(G) | Q(f) = 0} of all roots of Q. We accomplish
this by changing the representation of @ from @5:0 2HI(—tG) to @5:0 2'F [z ],
which will allow us to use the root-finding algorithm from [29].
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Let Py ¢ supp G u {Py} be the fixed rational place of F for which z is a
local parameter. For any nonzero h € F let h € 2vFo (W, [z] denote the Po-
adic power series expansion of & in z and define 0=0. Furthermore, for any
Q=Y,2QW e F[z] let Q = 3, 2! Q™. Recall that if Q) e I(—tG) for all
t, then 0g(Q) = max;d_;gQ®. The following definition is from [29], and it
describes the output of their root-finding algorithm:

Definition 5.27. If Q € F,[z][2] and B € Zxo, then a basic root set of Q to
precision B is a set {(fr, )}, < Fy[x] x Zxo with m < deg @ such that

1) Q(fy +2%2) =0 (mod ) forr =1,...,m, and

2) @(f) =0 (mod 2°) — fAe U;n:l(f:« + z Fy[[z]) for every fe Foll=].

Our algorithm for computing the sought roots of @ € M, ((D,G) will fun-
damentally rely on the following result:

Theorem 5.28 ( [29, Theorem 1.2]). There is an algorithm which for any
@ € F,lz]l[#] and any precision B € Zso computes a basic oot set of @ to
precision [ using @(6[3) deterministic operations in Iy, together with an extra
@(RFq (€)B) operations, where Ry, (£) is the cost of finding all F¢-roots of a degree
£ polynomial in F,[z]. Here, we can choose to use a Las Vegas algorithm with
Re,(¢) € O(0), e.g. [45, Corollary 14.16], or a deterministic one from [41] with

Rr, (¢) € O(¢k%\/p), where |Fy| = p* for some prime p.

In order to use Theorem 5.28 in our setting, we will need to address the
following:

1) how to choose the precision 3,
2) how to convert Q € ®f:0 2L A(—tG) to Q € @5:0 2'Fy[[z] and
3) how to obtain the roots f € £(G) of Q from a basic root set of Q.

The second item in the above list is the simplest —writing Q = Zf:o 2tQ®

with Q) = Zé:ol Ql(-t)yl(_tc), where Ql(-t) € Fy[z], we can compute Q= Zf:o QW
by simply relying on the identity Q(t) = Zé:ol Qgt)gjg*tc)
have precomputed the Qgitc) € F,[[z] to sufficiently high precision, this is just
basic arithmetic in Fy[z].

When it comes to the choice of the precision 3, then there are two restrictions
that ought to be considered. The first one comes from making sure that we don’t
return “spurious” roots, i.e. those f € £(G) such that Q(f) =0 (mod z?) while
Q(f) # 0. As we are about to see in the following lemma, this issue is easily

avoided by choosing 8 > d¢(Q).

. Assuming that we

~

Lemma 5.29. Let Q(z) = Yv_, 2'Q® with QW € A(—tG), and let f € L(G).
If B> 66(Q) and Q(f) =0 (mod z?), then Q(f) = 0.
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Proof. Notice that since f!Q® e 4 for all ¢, then Q(f) € 4. Furthermore, since

5(F1QW) = 1c(f1) + 0-1c(QW) < 0_41c(QW) < 66(Q) ,

where the first inequality is due to f € L( ), then §(Q(f)) < 0¢(Q). Combining
this with the assumption that Q(f) Q(f = 0 (mod z?), we may conclude
that Q(f) € L(0g(Q)Px — BF), and if 8 > §5(Q), then this Riemann-Roch
space is trivial. O

The second restriction on the precision 8 is posed by the task of converting
the truncated power series roots of @ back to £(G). Indeed, a basic root set
{(fr,0)}™ | describes each root f, € F,[z] of Q only to precision o, and if
this «, is too small, then there could exist two distinct functions hy, hg € L(G)
satisfying hy = hy = fr (mod z%). In Lemma 5.31, we will see how we can
indirectly control «,. by increasing 3; but first, let us show that conversion from
truncated power series to L£(G) is guaranteed to be unambiguous as long as
ar > deg G.

Lemma 5.30. If a > deg G, then for any h € Fy[x] it holds that |L(G) n (h +

zFyz])l <1

Proof. If hi,he € L(G) n (h + 2°Fy[[z])), then hi=hy=h (mod z%), which

means that hy — hy € L(G — aPy) = {0}. O
Now we proceed by showing that the a,. from Definition 5.27 can be made

arbitrarily large by choosing the precision 3 appropriately.

Lemma 5.31. If Q(z) = Yr_, 2/Q® # 0 with QW) € S(—tG), and if f € 5(G)

satisfies Q(f + 2%z) = 0 (mod z”) for some o € Z, then a > (8 — 0¢(Q)) —

da(f)-

Proof. We begin by defining

4

T = z+f=Zz+f

0t
Z Z (i) s ptmug®) Z AT,
+—0 u=0 —

where T, = Yr_, (1) f“QW. Since
then T, € d(—uG). Furthermore, x®

Fi e S((t— w)G) and QO € S(—G),
uT, =0 (mod 27) for all u because

22T, =0 (mod z7) .

QUf +a%2) = T(a"2) =

-~

u=0

Letting r € {0, ..., £} be such that vp, (T,) < 0 is maximal, observe that
ol +vp (1) = ar +vp,(T;) = vp, (" T}) = 6,
which implies that a > (8 — vp,(T,)). Finally, noting that

0#T€LO0—qg(T)Py —rG —vp,(T,)P) ,
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then the sought conclusion follows from

vy (1)) < 6-v(Ty) — rdeg G < 5,6 (T})

(Y (t) QW)

t=r

< mtax{tsfrc(ftﬂ@(t))}
< max{(t — r)éc(f) + 5-c(Q")}
= 00c(f) + 0c(Q) .
o

Combining Lemma 5.31 and Lemma 5.30, we obtain the final restriction
B=20degG+ s(n—1),

which ensures that unambiguous conversion from the truncated power series
roots of @ to L(G) is always possible. Indeed, this bound follows immediately
from the fact that dg(f) < degG for all f € L(G) and the assumption that
0¢(Q) < s(n — 7). Knowing that such conversion is possible, however, is not
enough —we also need to know how to actually carry it out. In the following
simple lemma, we show how to do this.

Lemma 5.32. If f € L(G) and Zl o Zyl Ef (mod T )for some f; € Fy[z]
with deg f; < —£5G(yz(c)) and o > deg G, then Y1, flyZ = f.

Proof. Since 5(fi) = pdeg f;, then 5g(finy)) < pdeg f; + 5g(yz(G)) < 0. But
then ZZ o Zyl(G) € L(G), and the conclusion follows from Lemma 5.30. O

Using the notation from Definition 5.7 in the context of Lemma 5.32, we see
th&t (foa U] f,u.flv 1) € HIO‘ (A)a Where A = [@\éc)a 7§£G)17 7f] € FQ[I]1X(#+1)'
Recovering f € £(G) from f rem x® thus translates to finding a polynomial vec-
tor f € H,o(A) whose rightmost entry is 1 and degy f = 0, where

1
= ;<5a<yéc’>>, ey ), 0) € (Lz)p

But this is easily accomplished by relying on Theorem 5.8 and Corollary 5.10.
We conclude this subsection by presenting our root-finding approach in its en-
tirety in Algorithm 6.
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Algorithm 6 RootFinding(D, G, Q,¥)
Input:
e Divisors D and G for the code C.(D,G),
e anonzero Q = Ze tQ(t € M, g(D G) with 0¢(Q) < s(n—7), where
QW = > ! Q(t ) for some Q e Fylz],
o« j=(7" tc))lzoz::::f;_ 5719 € F,[2] such that
ory ('Y =5 7Y) 2 8= 2 deg G + s(n 7).
Output:
o L={feL(G)|Q(f) =0} with |L| < ¢

1 QW e Fyfa] — z QWD for t = 0,... 0

2 Qe Fy[a] — X, tQ ®

3 LcF qlz] — all polynomlalb from a basic root set of Q to precision 3
4: L—g

5 de (A2 L(oa(yt?), ..., 66 (%)), 0)

6: o € ZA>0A<— degG + 1

7. for fe L do

8: Fe IE‘((I“H)X(“H) « d-Popov basis of Hma([ﬂ((JG), e @fﬁ)l, 1D
9: if F contains a row f = (fo,..., fu—1,1) with deg,; f = 0 then
10: L—Lu {Zl o 1ylG)}

11: return L

Proposition 5.33. Algorithm 6 is correct and costs O((2u~~1(n + g)) opera-
tions in IFy.

Proof. For correctness, our goal is to prove that L = K, where L is the output of
the algorithm and K = {f € L(G) | Q(f) = 0}. If {(fr,ar) m L, cFylz] x Zso
denotes the basic root set used in Line 3, i.e. L = {fr}r_l, then it is clear
that K < J" | K,, where K, = L(G) n (]?T + 2% F,[z]) and m < ¢. Since
0c(Q) < s(n—1), 5g(;\LT) < degG and 8 = 20deg G+s(n—7), then Lemma 5.31
guarantees that o, > §(8 — 6¢(Q)) — 5c(h) = degG + 1, hence |K,| < 1 by
Lemma 5.30. Combining this with the fact that each non-empty K, necessarily

contains an L£(G)-root of @, as implied by Lemma 5.29 because 8 > dg(Q), we
may conclude that K = [ J", K,. But due to Lemma 5.32

m -1 -1
Ut == {3 1913 195 =, (anod a2),
1=0 =0

r=1
. 1
degfi( ) < *;5@(%@;)), r= 1,...,m} .

For the complexity, computing the (¢ + 1)u products Qgt)gjg_tc) in Line 1
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costs O(ulB) < O(L2u(n+g)). The basic root set of Q in Line 3 can be computed
with cost O(8deg,(Q)) € O(f2(n+ g)) due to [29] (see Theorem 5.28). Finally,
the total cost of computing the d-Popov bases in line 8 across all of the O(¢)
iterations in the surrounding for-loop is O(£u“~"(n+ g)) by Corollary 5.10. The
claimed complexity of the algorithm follows. O

6 Decoding C-(D,G)

We are now ready to state our Guruswami-Sudan list decoding algorithm for
the code Crz(D,G). We will assume that the decoding algorithm has access to
the following data, which may be precomputed:

1.

divisor £ = F4 + --- + En, where F1, ..., En are distinct rational places
different from P, not occurring in supp G and N = max{deg G + (£ +
32—+ (s+)n+2+p,(0+1)degG +4g + (s + 1)n},

evaluations g = (g(u)), whereu =0,...,/,v=1,2and j =1,...,N, such

v,J

that giuj) =g\ (E;) € F, where <glu), géu)>;{ = 4d(G,), as in Corollary 4.5
evaluations = (x;)j=1,.. N, where z; = z(E;) € Fy,

. i=0,...,u—1
evaluations y = (y;;);_, v, where y; ; = yl(

Y (E;) eF,

polynomials 4§ = (z?f_tc))i,t e F [z]**“*D with i = 0,...,u — 1 and
t = —1,...,¢, polynomials in Fy[z] such that vp, (yi_tc) - ﬂg_tc)) >

20deg G + s(n — 1) for all ¢ and ¢,

Then the decoding algorithm becomes the following;:
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Algorithm 7 Decode(r, s, !, D, Q)
Input:

e Received word r € Fy,

e divisors D and G for the code Cz(D, G),

e decoding parameters s, £ € Z~ with s < /,

e corresponding list-decoding radius 7 € Z~,
Output:

o L ={feL(G)|d(r,c) <t} orFAIL

—_

=0,...,4
(Bf,?)ile,z, i—0....u_1 < Generatorsg, (,1(r, D, G, E, x,y,g)

2 My € F[2]?#EFD*n+1) « matrix based on the vi‘i) as in Lemma 5.25
3: B,y e Fy[x]H1D)* 0+  basis matrix in (unshifted) Popov form of M,
. —tG _
4 de (L2)HD — (dO)] - |d®) with d© = LG 6y ")) € (2z)
5: Vi € B[]t Dxu+1)  d Popov form of By g
6: Q= ((QEO))Q‘:O . |(Q§e))f:0) e F,[2]*¢+1) « deg,-minimal row of Vj ¢
7. if degy Q = s(n — 7) then
8: ret?rn FAIL , G
—1 (1) (—t
% Q& Dy #'A(—1G) « T2 Ty Qy "
10: L « RootFinding(D, G, Q, y)
11: for fe L do
12: ce F) « Evaluate(f, D, G, x,y)
13: if d(r,c) > 7 then L «— L\{f}
14: return L

Note that the decoding algorithm returns the functions from £(G) giving
rise to all codewords within radius 7 of the received word. Since in Line 12, the
codeword corresponding to these function have been calculated, it is trivial to
modify the algorithm to return these codewords instead. Combining all results
from the previous section, we immediately obtain the following:

Theorem 6.1. The Guruswami-Sudan algorithm for the AG code Cr(D,G)
can be carried out in complexity O+ p~1(n + g)). Using the alternative
generating set from Remark 4.7, we obtain the complexity O(st*u“=(n + g)).

We now give several examples comparing this result with previously known
results.

6.1 Examples

Example 6.2. AG codes obtained from the rational function field Fq(x) are
known as generalized Reed-Solomon (GRS) codes. In this case g = 0 and
=1, which specializes the complexity of Algorithm 7 to @(séwn) operations in
Fy. The same complezity is achieved for families of function fields having fized
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small genus, e.g. those arising from elliptic curves. The best known complezity
for Guruswami-Sudan list-decoding of GRS codes is O(s*(“~1n) [9].

Example 6.3. By definition, any mazimal function field F' over F, attains the
Hasse-Weil bound —it has exactly N1v = q + 1 + 2g,/q rational places, where q
is necessarily a square. If F' is such a function field, then any place P of FF,,
where Fq denotes the algebraic closure of Fy, necessarily contains a positive
element no larger than /q in its Weierstrass semigroup [19, Theorem 10.6/, i.e.
we are guaranteed that p < /q in the complexity of Algorithm 7. Furthermore,
it is well known that all mazimal function fields satisfy g < \/q(\/q—1)/2 € O(q).
This implies that any code of length n € Q(q) over such a function field can be
decoded using no more that @(s(“q(w_l)/2n) c @(Sgwn(w+1)/2) operations in Fg,
which is sub-quadratic in the code length. Here, and in the rest of the examples,
u € Qv) if and only if v e O(u) for any functions u,v : Rsg — Rxg.

We obtain even better results for long codes over specific maximal function
fields:

Example 6.4. In the case of Hermitian function field F = Fp(x1,22), where
zd+ 20 = :v‘lﬁl, we have N1 = ¢® + 1 rational places and genus g = q(q — 1)/2.
The usual choice of Py, in one-point codes of F' gives u = q. Consequently, we

can decode any such code of length n € Q(q®) using
@(Séwqw—qu) _ @(Sgwqw-#ﬂ) _ @(Séwn(w+2)/3)
operations in F,. Forn = q®, our approach specializes to the one from [32].

Example 6.5. The Giulietti-Korchmaros function field Fye(x1,x2,23) from

1 2_g+1 2 . : .
[14], where z§ + xo = 2§*" and 2§ "' = 27 — 21, is also mazimal - it has

n<q g=(0"—2¢°+¢*/2 and Ny = ¢® — ¢® + ¢° + 1. In this case, we can
decode any code of length n € Q(q®) with cost O(sf“n(3w+5)/8),

Example 6.6. The Suzuki function field F = Fy(x1,z2), where ¢ = 2%¢t1 s
an odd power of two and x3 + xo = x3 (2 + x1), has genus g = 2¢(¢ — 1) and
N1 = ¢?+1 rational places. Although it is not mazimal in the sense of the Hasse-
Weil bound, no other function field with the same genus and constant field can
surpass its number of rational places [40, Section 5.4]. From [3], it immediately
follows that the Weierstrass semigroup of any place P contains a positive element
no greater than q, i.e. u < q. This means that for any code over F of length
n € Q(q?), the complexity of Algorithm 7 specializes to (’N)(sﬁwn(“’ﬂ)p).

Example 6.7. Let F' be a function field over Fy having a rational place Py
whose Weierstrass semigroup can be generated by two positive integers, say a
and b, where a < b. Note that necessarily ged(a,b) = 1, since otherwise the
semigroup generated by a and b has infinitely many gaps. The genus of such
a function field is (a — 1)(b — 1)/2, since this is the number of gaps of the
semigroup generated by a and b. Now let x,y € 5 be such that 6(x) = a and
§(y) =b. Then F =Fy(z,y) and 2° + ay® + g(z,y) = 0, where a € F,\{0} and
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9(X,Y) € Fy[X,Y] has (a,b)-weighted degree strictly less then ab. The curve
defined by the equation X +aY?+g(X,Y) = 0 is sometimes called a Cop-curve
or a Miura-Kayima curve [28]; codes defined over such curves are of particular
interest for practical applications, as they can be encoded efficiently [6]. When it
comes to decoding, the additional assumptions that G = mP,, and that D —nPy,
is a principal divisor were used in [4] to decode the code Cp(D,G) in complexity
O(Pa®(n + g)).

Let us compare this to our results. Knowing that F' has a rational point Py,
whose Weierstrass semigroup contains two positive, relatively prime integers a
and b, implies that g < (a—1)(b—1)/2 and u < a. Using this weaker assumption
and not needing the additional requirement that G = mPy, and that D —nPy, is
a principal divisor, we can decode Cr(D,G) in complexity O(sf*a“~1(n + g)).
Hence, our results can both handle more general settings and decode faster.
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