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Optimally Decoding Two-Dimensional Reed- Solomon

Codes up to the Half-Singleton Bound

Shubhransh Singhvi∗

Abstract

Constructing Reed-Solomon (RS) codes capable of correcting insertion and deletion errors
(ins-del errors) has been the focus of numerous recent studies. However, the development of
efficient decoding algorithms for such RS codes has not garnered significant attention and re-
mains an important and intriguing open problem. In this work, we take a first step toward
addressing this problem by designing an optimal-time decoding algorithm for the special case
of two-dimensional RS codes, capable of decoding up to the half-Singleton bound.

1 Introduction

In the last decade, channels that introduce insertion and deletion errors have attracted significant
attention due to their relevance to DNA storage systems [3, 27, 51, 52, 69, 78], where deletions
and insertions are among the most dominant error types [35, 55]. An insertion error occurs when
a new symbol is added between two symbols of the transmitted word. Conversely, a deletion error
occurs when a symbol is removed from the transmitted word. These errors affect the length of
the received word. For example, over the binary alphabet, if 100110 is transmitted, the received
word might be 11011000, which can result from three insertions (a 1 at the beginning and two
0s at the end) and one deletion (one of the 0s at the beginning of the transmitted word). The
study of communication channels with insertion and deletion errors is also relevant to various other
applications, such as the synchronization of files and data streams [19], and scenarios involving
over-sampling or under-sampling at the receiver side [58]. VT codes, introduced by Varshamov and
Tenengolts [72], represent the first family of codes capable of correcting a single deletion or a single
insertion [40]. Subsequent research extended these schemes to handle multiple deletion errors, as
well as substitution and edit errors; see, e.g., [7, 23, 22, 30, 59, 12, 60, 61, 64, 65, 68].

In some applications, such as DNA storage systems, the problem of list decoding has also been
studied. For example, works such as [2, 29, 33, 32, 47, 73] examine scenarios where the decoder
receives a channel output and returns a (short) list of possible codewords, including the transmitted
codeword.

Even though significant progress has been made in recent years toward understanding the ins-del
error model—both in identifying its limitations and constructing efficient codes—our understanding
of this model still lags far behind that of codes designed to correct erasures and substitution errors.
For further details, we refer the reader to the following excellent surveys: [50, 49, 13, 31].

Linear codes provide a compact representation, efficient encoding algorithms, and, in many

cases, efficient decoding algorithms. The rate R of a code C ⊆ Fq
n is defined as

logq(|C|)

n
, which, for

a linear code, is k
n
, where k is the dimension of the code.
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While linear codes are predominantly used for correcting Hamming errors, most constructions
for handling ins-del errors are non-linear. This disparity can be attributed to findings in works
such as [1, 10], which demonstrate that the maximal rate of a linear code capable of correcting
ins-del errors is significantly lower than that of a non-linear code correcting the same number of
such errors.

Consequently, exploring the performance of linear codes against the ins-del error model remains
an important open problem and has been the focus of recent studies [10, 9, 15, 16, 36, 11, 45, 17, 14].
The works [10, 9, 36] have shown that the best one can hope for while designing linear codes capable
of decoding ins-del errors is to achieve the half-Singleton bound, given next.

Theorem 1. Half-Singleton bound [10, Corollary 5.2]. Every linear ins-del code which is capable
of correcting a δ fraction of deletions has rate at most 1−δ

2 + O(1).

Remark 1. The following non-asymptotic version of the half-Singleton bound can be derived from
the proof of [10, Corollary 5.2]: An [n, k]-linear code can correct at most n− 2k+ 1 ins-del errors.

Reed-Solomon (RS) codes [54] are among the most widely used families of codes in both the-
ory and practice, with numerous applications, including QR codes, secret sharing schemes, space
transmission, data storage, and more. Their ubiquity is largely due to their simplicity and the
availability of efficient encoding and decoding algorithms. Consequently, understanding how RS
codes perform against ins-del errors is a significant problem, one that has garnered considerable
attention in recent years [56, 75, 71, 18, 46, 8, 16, 17, 45, 14]. We next formally define RS Codes.

Definition 1 (Reed-Solomon codes). Let α1, α2, . . . , αn ∈ Fq be distinct points in a finite field Fq

of order q ≥ n. For k ≤ n the [n, k]q RS-code defined by the evaluation vector α = (α1, . . . , αn) is
the set of codewords

{cf = (f(α1), . . . , f(αn)) | f ∈ Fq[x],deg f < k} .

Namely, a codeword of an [n, k]q RS-code is the evaluation vector of some polynomial of degree
less than k at n predetermined distinct points. It is well known that the rate of [n, k]q RS-code
is k/n and the minimal distance, w.r.t. the Hamming metric, is n− k + 1, the maximum possible
by the Singleton bound [63]. As such, RS codes are maximum distance separable(MDS) w.r.t. the
Hamming metric.

Notably, Con et al. in [15] have demonstrated that certain RS codes can achieve the half-
Singleton bound. However, the problem of efficiently handling the ins-del errors remains largely
open. While RS codes, like other linear codes, benefit from efficient encoding algorithms, efficient
decoding algorithms are not a direct consequence of linearity. Instead, they require a careful analysis
of the code’s algebraic structure.

Informally, the goal of this work is to design efficient decoding algorithms for RS codes against
ins-del errors, achieving a decoding radius as close as possible to the half-Singleton bound(ideally
achieving the bound itself). For k = 2, by carefully analyzing the structure of the 2-dimensional
RS code constructed by Roni et al. [17], we design an optimal-time decoding algorithm capable of
correcting up to n− 3 deletions, the maximum number of deletion errors that can be corrected.

In Section 2, we review related work. In Section 3, we establish the notation and present
some preliminary results. The main contributions of this work, which include two decoding algo-
rithms—Algorithm A, for RS codes satisfying a specific algebraic condition with complexity O(n3),
and Algorithm B, an optimized O(n) algorithm for a specific RS code construction—are presented
in Section 4.



2 Related Works

2.1 Decoding RS Codes against Substitution Errors

Designing efficient algorithms for decoding RS against substitution(Hamming) errors has been of
immense importance and has received significant attention.

An [n, k]q-RS code is uniquely decodable up to the optimal radius ρ = 1−R
2 given by Singleton-

bound. This means that for every received word y ∈ Fq
n, there is at most one codeword within

Hamming distance ρn of y. Over the years, numerous unique-decoding algorithms have been
developed that are capable of efficiently decoding up to this optimal radius [53, 26, 6, 48, 67, 76,
24, 38, 5, 20, 44, 25, 77, 43, 21].

Berlekamp-Massey [6, 48] and Euclidean algorithms [67] generate syndromes from the received
codeword, which are then used to generate key-equations. Then, by solving the key-equations,
the algorithms locate the erroneous positions and error magnitudes. For an [n, k]-RS code, the
computational complexity of syndrome-based decoding is O(n(n− k) + (n− k)2).

Welch and Berlekamp in [76] presented a new key-equation and solving algorithm for decoding
RS codes without computing the syndromes. However, the computational complexity of Welch-
Berlekamp algorithm is also O(n(n− k) + (n− k)2).

Over the years, faster approaches based on fast Fourier transforms or fast polynomial arithmetic
techniques [24, 38, 5, 20, 44, 25, 77, 43, 21] have led to a unique-decoding algorithm by Tang et al.
[70] with computational complexity of O((n − k) log2(n− k)).

A code C ⊆ Fq
n is (ρ, L)-list decodable if, for every received word y ∈ Fq

n, there are at most L
codewords of C within the Hamming distance ρn of y. Due to Johnson-bound [37], Reed–Solomon
codes are (ρ, L)-list-decodable for error parameter ρ = 1−

√
R− ǫ and list size L = O

(

1
ǫ

)

.

Sudan[66] developed an efficient algorithm to list-decode RS codes up to the radius ρ = 1−
√
2R,

which was later improved by Sudan and Guruswami [28] to efficiently list-decode RS codes up to the
Johnson radius 1−

√
R. Koetter and Vardy [39] further modified the Guruswami-Sudan algorithm

to incorporate soft-decoding.
For v ∈ F

n
q , let Bt(v) be the radius-t ball centered at v. A code C is (ρn,N)-sequence re-

constructable [42, 41] if, for every codeword c ∈ C, it can be uniquely reconstructed from the N
distinct channel outputs of c, denoted by Y , {y1, . . . ,yN} ⊆ Bρn(c). To uniquely reconstruct c,

it must hold that, for all the other codewords c′ ∈ C/{c}, c′ 6∈ ⋂N
i=1Bρn(yi).

Recently, Singhvi et al. [62] explored RS codes in the context of sequence reconstruction and
proposed an efficient algorithm capable of decoding beyond the Johnson radius.

2.2 RS codes against ins-del errors

The performance of RS codes against ins-del errors was first considered in [56] in the context of
traitor tracing. In [75], the authors constructed a [5, 2]-RS code capable of correcting a single
deletion. Subsequently, in [71], an [n, k]-generalized RS code capable of correcting logk+1(n) − 1
deletions was constructed. In [18, 46], the authors provided constructions of two-dimensional RS
codes capable of correcting n − 3 ins-del errors. A breakthrough was achieved in [16], where the
authors constructed the first linear codes that achieve the half-Singleton bound. Specifically, they
demonstrated that certain [n, k] RS codes achieve this bound with a field size of nO(k). This then
led to the following open problem:

Problem 1. What is the minimal field size for which there exists an [n, k]q RS code that achieves
the half-Singleton bound?



Recently, this question was partially addressed in [17] for RS codes with dimension k = 2. The
authors showed that the minimal field size required is q = Θ(n3). Furthermore, in a more recent
study [14], the authors demonstrated that, with high probability, random Reed-Solomon codes
approach the half-Singleton bound over a linear-sized alphabet.

3 Notations and Preliminaries

Let [k] , {1, 2, . . . , k}, where k ∈ Z+. For a set S and k ∈ Z+, we denote the set of all possible
subsets of S of size k by

(S
k

)

. Throughout this paper, log (x) refers to the base-2 logarithm.

For a prime power q, we denote with Fq the field of size q. Let Fq
∗ , Fq/{0}. Let a, b ∈ Fq

∗,
then by the abuse of notation, we use a

b
to refer to a · b−1.

Let C ⊆ Fq
n be a linear code of dimension k, then it can be described as the image of a linear

map, which, abusing notation, we also denote with C, i.e., C : Fq
k → Fq

n. When C ⊆ F
n
q has

dimension k we say that it is an [n, k]q code (or an [n, k] code defined over Fq). The minimal
distance of a code C with respect to a metric d(·, ·) is defined as minv,u∈C,u 6=v d(v,u). In this work,
we focus on codes against insertions and deletions.

Definition 2. Let s be a string over the alphabet Σ. The operation in which we remove a symbol
from s is called a deletion and the operation in which we place a new symbol from Σ between two
consecutive symbols in s, in the beginning, or at the end of s, is called an insertion.

Let x,x′ be n-length strings over the alphabet Σ. The relevant metric for codes against inser-
tions and deletions is the fixed-length Levenshtein(FLL) distance that we define next.

Definition 3. The FLL distance between x and x′, denoted by FLL(x,x′), is the smallest integer
t such that x can be transformed to x′ by t insertions and t deletions.

One of the most fundamental parameters in any metric is the size of a ball with a given radius
t centered at a word x. In the case of the FLL metric, the size of the ball depends on the word x

[57, 4, 74, 34], contrary to the Hamming metric.

Definition 4. We denote the shortest common supersequence between x,x′ by SCS(x,x′) and the
longest common subsequence by LCS(x,x′).

The following lemma, due to Levenshtein [40], characterizes the ins-del error capability of a
code by the maximal LCS of all pairs of distinct codewords.

Lemma 1 ([40]). A code C ⊆ Fq
n can correct any combination of t insertions and deletions if and

only if, for any two distinct codewords c, c′ ∈ C, it holds that |LCS(c, c′)| < n − t. Furthermore, it
holds that FLL(c, c′) = n− |LCS(c, c′)|.

We use dF (C) to denote the minimal distance of a code C ⊆ Fq
n w.r.t the FLL distance. The

following corollary is a direct consequence of Lemma 1.

Corollary 1. A code C ⊆ Fq
n can correct t deletions (but not t+ 1) if and only if dF (C) = t+ 1.

Remark 2. Note that a decoding algorithm capable of correcting any t deletions does not automat-
ically lead to a decoding algorithm that can correct any combination of t insertions and deletions.

Throughout this paper, we shall move freely between representations of vectors as strings and
vice versa. Namely, we shall view each vector v = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Fq

n also as a string by concate-
nating all the symbols of the vector into one string, i.e., (v1, . . . , vn) ↔ v1 ◦ v2 ◦ . . . ◦ vn. Thus, if
we say that s is a subsequence of some vector v, we mean that we view v as a string and s is a
subsequence of that string.



3.1 An Algebraic Condition

In this section, we recall the algebraic condition presented in [16], which was used to characterize
the ins-del error correcting capability of RS codes.

We first make the following definitions: We say that a vector of indices I ∈ [n]s is an increasing
vector if its coordinates are monotonically increasing, i.e., for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ s, Ii < Ij , where
Ii is the ith coordinate of I. For two vectors I, J ∈ [n]2k−1 with distinct coordinates, we define a
(variant of) Vandermonde matrix of order (2k − 1) × (2k − 1) denoted by VI,J(X) in the formal
variables X = (X1, . . . ,Xn) as follows:













1 XI1 . . . Xk−1
I1

XJ1 . . . Xk−1
J1

1 XI2 . . . Xk−1
I2

XJ2 . . . Xk−1
J2

...
... . . .

...
... . . .

...

1 XI2k−1
. . . Xk−1

I2k−1
XJ2k−1

. . . Xk−1
J2k−1













. (1)

Proposition 1. [16, Proposition 2.1] Let C be an [n, k]q RS-code defined by an evaluation vector
α = (α1, . . . , αn). If for every two increasing vectors I, J ∈ [n]2k−1 that agree on at most k − 1
coordinates, it holds that det(VI,J(α)) 6= 0, then dF (C) = n − 2k + 2, i.e., C achieves the half-
Singleton bound.

For the ease of exposition, we say that an [n, k]q RS-code defined by an evaluation vector
α = (α1, . . . , αn) satisfies the algebraic condition if the evaluation vector α satisfies the condition
stated in Proposition 1.

Lemma 2. Let C be an [n, 2]q-RS code with evaluation vector α = (α1, . . . , αn) satisfying the
algebraic condition. Let g :

(

α

3

)

→ Fq be a mapping that assigns the triplet (αI1 , αI2 , αI3) to

αI1 − αI2

αI2 − αI3

,

where I ∈ [n]3 is an increasing vector. Then, the mapping g is one-to-one over the domain
(

α

3

)

.

Proof. Since C satisfies the algebraic condition, it follows from Proposition 1 that for any two
increasing vectors I, J ∈ [n]3 that agree on at most one coordinate, the following holds:

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣





1 αI1 αJ1

1 αI2 αJ2

1 αI3 αJ3





∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6= 0 ,

or equivalently,
αI1 − αI2

αI2 − αI3

6= αJ1 − αJ2

αJ2 − αJ3

.

Therefore, the mapping g is one-to-one over the domain
(

α

3

)

.

4 Our Decoding Algorithm

In [17], the authors designed explicit [n, 2]q-RS Codes, over a field size of q = O(n3), which can
correct up to n− 3 deletions. We describe one of the constructions presented in [17] below.



Construction 1. [17, Proposition 2.3] Let Fq be a finite field of characteristic p > 2 and let
A ⊆ Fq

∗ be a subset of size n. Let γ be a root of a degree 3 irreducible polynomial over Fq, and
let the vector α = (α1, α2, . . . , αn) be some ordering of the n elements δ + δ2 · γ, δ ∈ A. Then, the
[n, 2] RS-code defined over Fq3 with the evaluation vector α can correct any n − 3 ins-del errors.
Furthermore, the blocklength can be as large as q − 1.

We consider the worst-case scenario in which n − 3 symbols are deleted from the transmitted
codeword c. Let K1,K2,K3 be variables corresponding to the indices of the received symbols.
Consequently, the received vector is given by (cK1

, cK2
, cK3

).
We first present a decoding algorithm that can recover from n − 3 deletions in O(n3) time for

any [n, 2]q-RS code that satisfies the algebraic condition. Then specifically for Construction 1, we
use the algebraic structure of the set of evaluation points to design an improved decoding algorithm
that can recover from n− 3 deletions in linear -time.

Algorithm 1: Decoding Algorithm A

input : Received Vector; (cK1
, cK2

, cK3
)

output: Transmitted codeword; c
1 Set β =

cK1
−cK2

cK2
−cK3

2 for J ∈ [n]3 do

3 Set η =
αJ1

−αJ2

αJ2
−αJ3

4 if η = β then

5 Ki = Ji, where i ∈ [3]
6 Break

7 end

8 end

9 Interpolate (cJ1 , cJ2 , cJ3) to find c

10 Return c

Theorem 2. Let C be an [n, 2]q-RS code with evaluation vector α = (α1, . . . , αn) satisfying the
algebraic condition. Then, Algorithm 1 can recover the transmitted codeword in O(n3) time.

Proof. Let m ∈ Fq
2 and c ∈ C be the codeword corresponding to the message vector m. Therefore,

we have that

ci = m1 + αim2,

where i ∈ [n]. Furthermore, it follows that

g(αK1
, αK2

, αK3
) =

αK1
− αK2

αK2
− αK3

=

(

(cK1
−m1)m

−1
2

)

−
(

(cK2
−m1)m

−1
2

)

(

(cK2
−m1)m

−1
2

)

−
(

(cK3
−m1)m

−1
2

)

=
cK1

− cK2

cK2
− cK3

, β.

Therefore, we get that

αK1
− αK2

αK2
− αK3

= β . (2)



As shown in Lemma 2, the mapping g is one-to-one over the domain
(

α

3

)

. Therefore, there is a unique
solution to Equation (2). Furthermore, the values of the index variables {Ki}3i=1 can be found by
an exhaustive search in O(n3) time. Once the evaluation points are known, the interpolation step
to find the transmitted codeword can be performed in O(n) time as the dimension of the code is
O(1).

Algorithm 2: Decoding Algorithm B

input : Received Vector; (cK1
, cK2

, cK3
)

output: Transmitted codeword; c
1 Set β =

cK1
−cK2

cK2
−cK3

2 Let β = aγ2 + bγ + c
3 Let βγ = rγ2 + sγ + t
4 Let θ = a

r

5 Compute δK2
=

(b− θ
(

c2 + s− 2ctθ + t2(θ)2
)

)

(2(c + c2 − 2ctθ + tθ(−1 + tθ)))
6 Compute δK1

= δK2
(1 + 2c− 2tθ) + θ (c− tθ)

7 Compute δK3
= −δK2

− θ
8 Set αKi

= δKi
+ δ2

Ki
γ, where i ∈ [3]

9 for i ∈ [3] do
10 for j ∈ [n] do
11 if αj = αKi

then

12 Ki = j , Ji
13 end

14 end

15 end

16 Interpolate (cJ1 , cJ2 , cJ3) to find c

17 Return c

Theorem 3. Let C be an [n, 2]q3-RS code defined over Fq3 with evaluation vector α = (α1, . . . , αn)
as specified in Construction 1. Then, Algorithm 2 can recover the transmitted codeword in O(n)
time.

Proof. Let m ∈ Fq
2 and c ∈ C be the codeword corresponding to the message vector m. Therefore,

we have that

ci = m1 + αim2,

where i ∈ [n]. Furthermore, it follows that

g(αK1
, αK2

, αK3
) =

αK1
− αK2

αK2
− αK3

=

(

(cK1
−m1)m

−1
2

)

−
(

(cK2
−m1)m

−1
2

)

(

(cK2
−m1)m

−1
2

)

−
(

(cK3
−m1)m

−1
2

)

=
cK1

− cK2

cK2
− cK3

, β .



Therefore, we get that

αK1
− αK2

αK2
− αK3

= β . (3)

As shown in Lemma 2, the mapping g is one-to-one over the domain
(

α

3

)

. Therefore, there is a
unique solution to Equation (3).

Next, from Construction 1, for i ∈ [n], we have αi = δi + δ2i γ, where recall that δi ∈ Fq
∗. Upon

making this substitution in (3), we get

δK1
− δK2

+ (δ2
K1

− δ2
K2

)γ

+ β
(

δK3
− δK2

+ (δ2
K3

− δ2
K2

)γ
) = 0 .

Write β = aγ2 + bγ + c and βγ = rγ2 + sγ + t, where a, b, c, r, s, t ∈ Fq. Observe that the LHS
is a polynomial in γ of degree less than 3 over Fq. Namely, p0(δ) + p1(δ) · γ + p2(δ) · γ2 = 0, where,

p0(δ) = δK1
− δK2

+ c(δK3
− δK2

) + t(δ2K3
− δ2K2

) ,

p1(δ) = δ2K1
− δ2K2

+ b(δK3
− δK2

) + s(δ2K3
− δ2K2

) ,

p2(δ) = a(δK3
− δK2

) + r(δ2K3
− δ2K2

) .

Next, by the definition of γ, pi(δ) = 0 for i = 0, 1, 2. We first solve the system of equations for the
case of a = 0 to serve as a sanity check for the general case. For a = 0, we get

δK2
= −δK3

,

δK1
= −(2c+ 1)δK3

,

δK3
=

−b

2c2 + 2c
or 0.

Since δK1
, δK2

, δK3
∈ Fq

∗, we must have that

δK3
=

−b

2c2 + 2c
.

Let θ = a
r
. For the general case, we get

δK3
= −δK2

− θ,

δK1
= δK2

(1 + 2c− 2tθ) + θ (c− tθ) ,

δK2
=

(b− θ
(

c2 + s− 2ctθ + t2(θ)2
)

)

(2(c+ c2 − 2ctθ + tθ(−1 + tθ)))
or

−a

2r
.

Since δK1
6= δK2

6= δK3
, we must have that

δK2
=

(b− θ
(

c2 + s− 2ctθ + t2(θ)2
)

)

(2(c+ c2 − 2ctθ + tθ(−1 + tθ)))
.

Hence, the decoding algorithm can find the evaluation points in O(log(q)) = O(log(n)) time. Once
the evaluation points are known, the interpolation step to find the transmitted codeword can be
performed in O(n) time as the dimension of the code is O(1).

Hence, the RS code construction by Roni et al. [17] is not only optimal in terms of field size,
but it can also be decoded with optimal time complexity.
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