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RECURSIVE DECODING OF PROJECTIVE REED-MULLER CODES

RODRIGO SAN-JOSE

ABSTRACT. We give a recursive decoding algorithm for projective Reed-Muller codes
making use of a decoder for affine Reed-Muller codes. We determine the number of
errors that can be corrected in this way, which is the current highest for decoders of
projective Reed-Muller codes. We show when we can decode up to the error correction
capability of these codes, and we compute the order of complexity of the algorithm,
which is given by that of the chosen decoder for affine Reed-Muller codes.

1. INTRODUCTION

Projective Reed-Muller (PRM) codes are a family of evaluation codes introduced in [23].
They are obtained by evaluating multivariate homogeneous polynomials in the projective
space, and their basic parameters were completely determined in [12,34]. Their affine
counterpart, affine Reed-Muller (RM) codes, has been widely studied. We know the basic
parameters of RM codes [7,20], but also many additional properties [1-3,15, 21, 22, 36].
There has been some recent work in the direction of closing the gap in knowledge between
RM and PRM codes [5,12-14,19,27,28,32,33]. However, one of the main aspects required
for a family of codes to be useful in practice is to have an efficient decoding algorithm.
RM codes admit several efficient decoding algorithms, most of them derived from the fact
that they can be seen as algebraic geometry codes [10,11,29-31]. For PRM codes, the
only specific decoder was given in [26]. This decoder is efficient in terms of complexity,
but does not decode up to the error correction capability of PRM codes.

In [32], a recursive construction for PRM codes is given. This recursive construction is
similar to a (u,u+wv) construction, which is known to have an efficient decoding algorithm
[16,17]. Moreover, affine RM codes also admit a recursive construction which has been
used to obtain decoding algorithms [8,37]. In this paper we propose an algorithm based
on the recursive construction from [32] to decode PRM codes.

In Section 2 we provide the necessary background. In this section we also introduce a
particular ordering for the points of the projective space, which is a key element for the
recursive structure of PRM codes. Moreover, in Equation (3) we define an integer n4(m),
which will determine the error correction capability of our algorithm, and we study some
of its properties, e.g., when we have the equality between 74(m) and the minimum distance
of PRM codes. In Section 3 we study how to decode PRM codes recursively using decoders
for RM codes. First, in Subsection 3.1 we show how this idea gives a decoding algorithm
for projective Reed-Solomon (PRS) which decodes up to their error correction capability,
using a decoder for affine Reed-Solomon (RS) codes. Then, in Subsection 3.2 we explain
how the algorithm works for the case of PRM codes over the projective plane. This already
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features most of the aspects of the general recursive algorithm, but it is easier to grasp,
and serves as an intermediate step between PRS codes and the general case of PRM codes.
We also provide examples to help understand some of the underlying problems we have to
solve to successfully decode PRM codes. In Subsection 3.3, we give the recursive decoding
algorithm, Algorithm 1, and we prove that it can decode any number of errors lower than
na(m)/2. By the definition of ng(m), this means that we can always decode at least the
same number of errors as the algorithm presented in [26], but in general we will be able
to correct more. In fact, due to Lemma 2.9, we can study when Algorithm 1 can decode
up to the error correction capability of PRM codes. This is done in Section 4, where we
also consider an improved algorithm, Algorithm 2, which can additionally decode some
particular error patterns even if the weight of the error exceeds the aforementioned error
correction capability of Algorithm 1. In Section 5 we compute the order of complexity of
Algorithms 1 and 2, which is the same as the complexity order of the chosen decoder for
RM codes. Finally, in Section 6 we mention some future avenues of research.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let IF, be the finite field of ¢ and let m be a positive integer. We consider the projective

space P™ over IFy, and we denote by p; the number of points in Pi ie., pj = ‘IP’” =

qj;r_ll_l. Throughout this work we will fix the standard representatives for P™*, which are

the representatives with the leftmost nonzero coordinate equal to 1. The set P whose
elements are these representatives can be regarded as a subset of the affine space:

P™ o= ({1} xFP)u ({0} x {1} x Fp Y u--- U {(0,...,0,1)} Cc A™,
Note that we can construct P recursively:
(1) P™ = ({1} x F") U ({0} x P71),

were we use the convention PY := {1}. In what follows, we will assume a specific ordering
of the points in P™. First, let £ € F, be a primitive element. We order the elements of [F,
in terms of the powers of &, that is

F,={¢%,¢",€%,...,677%,0}.
By using Equation 1, we see that this also gives an ordering of the points of P! as follows:
Pl = {(1’ 50)’ (1’ 51)’ (1’ 52)’ R (L 5q—2), (1’ 0)’ (0’ 1)}
Now we notice that

(2) Frr=prtue- Pty ugr 2 Pt u{(0,...,0)}

Indeed, given a point @ in Fy* \ {(0,...,0}, its leftmost nonzero coordinate is equal to §"
for some 0 < r < ¢ — 2, which implies that Q € & - P™~!. In particular, we have

F2=Plu¢-Prugz- Pl ugi?- P u{(0,0)}.

Thus, the ordering given to IF, determines a particular ordering of the points of P!, which
also determines an ordering of the points of Fg. Recursively, we fix the ordering of the

elements of P/ and FJ from the ordering we have given for F,, for any j, and we will
always assume that we are using these orderings in what follows. This is particularly
important for practical implementations of the algorithms presented in this work, since
they are recursive and they assume the ordering of the points is compatible with that
recursion.
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Example 2.1. Let ¢ = 4 and Fy = {1,a,a+1,0}, with a® = a+1. This gives the ordering

of the points (choosing & = a as primitive element):
P?=1{(1,1,1),(1,1,a),(1,1,a + 1),(1,1,0),(1,0,1), (1,a,a), (1,a,a + 1), (1,a,1),(1,a,0),
(1,0,a), (La+ L,a+1),(La+1,1),(L,a+1,a),(1,a+1,0),(1,0,a + 1), (1,0,0),
(0,1,1),(0,1,a), (0,1,a + 1), (0,1,0), (0,0,1)}.

Fix m > 0. For j < m, we define the evaluation map

v} Fylem o am] = TG, f e (F(Q1), -, F(Qn))gieps

Let d be a positive integer, and let Fy[zo, ..., Zm]q be the set of homogeneous polynomials
of degree d. Then PRMy(q,j) := evg-D(Fq[xm,j, ..., Tm]d) is the PRM code of degree d
over P7. We may use the notation PRMy(j) if there is no confusion about the field.
We have introduced the definition of evgD and PRM,(7) because it will be useful for the
decoding algorithm, but we will mainly focus in what follows on PRMy(m). For m = 1,
we obtain PRS codes (sometimes called doubly extended Reed-Solomon codes), which are
MDS codes with parameters [¢+1,d+1,q—d+1]. We use the notation PRS; = PRM,(1).
The following result from [34] gives the basic parameters of these codes (also see [12,35]
for the minimum distance).

Theorem 2.2. The code PRMgy(m), for 1 <d <m(q—1), is an [n, k]-code with

qm+1_1
.

m+1 .
Am+1\ [(t—j9+m
=Y [Zew (™I ()
t=d mod ¢—1,0<t<d \ j=0 J 74
For the minimum distance, we have
wt(PRMg(m)) = (¢ — p)¢™ "™, where d—1=v(g—1)+p, 0< u<q—1.

Let d > 0 and let I(P™) be the vanishing ideal of P, i.e., the ideal generated by the
homogeneous polynomials that vanish at all the points of P"*. From [24] we have that

I(F") = ({afa; — ziaf, 0< i < j < m}).

From the definition of evl, and PRMy(m), it is clear that Fy[zo,...,zm]q/I(P™)q =
PRM,4(m). Therefore, we can regard the vectors of PRMy(m) as classes of polynomi-

als in Fy[xo, ..., xm|a/I(P™)q. By fixing a representative for each class, we obtain a basis
for Fy[xo, ..., Tm]a/I(P™)q, which also gives a basis for PRMy(m) via ev, . Let

My(j) == {=* = ﬂ:;"i}j cexpm ol =dyam—j > 0,0 < oy < g — 1,0 < j <m},
for 7 =0,1,...,m, and My := U;.”:O My(5). Then we have that the classes of the mono-
mials of My form a basis for Fylxo, ..., zm]q/I(P™)q (see [4]).

Remark 2.3. Let d > 1 and let 2 € My(j), for some j < m and d' < d with d' =
d mod ¢ — 1. Then ay,—; > 0 and

O/ e xam—j“l’)\(q*l) Am—j+1

T m—j m—j+1 "’ 'x?nm € Md(j)7

where A = (d —d')/(q —1). Note that we have evl (z®) = ev (). This also proves that
PRMd/(m) C PRMd(m).
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Let 7 < m. We will also use affine RM codes extensively, which we denote by RMy(q, j)
(or RMy(j) if there is no confusion about the field). We consider the evaluation map

v} Fyltm—jit, s @m] = FY . f o (FQ1)sers F(Qn)) e -

If we denote by Fy[Zm—jt1,...,%m]<q the polynomials of degree less than or equal to

d, we have RMy(j) = ev}*(Fq[xm,jH, oy Zm)<d). As with PRM codes, we will mainly

consider the code RMg4(m). For m = 1 we obtain Reed-Solomon codes, for which we use
the notation RS; = RMg4(1). From [7,20] we have the following result about the basic
parameters of RM codes.

Theorem 2.4. The code RMg4(m), for 0 <d < m(q—1), is an [n, k]-code with

_.m
n_Qa

d m (_1)]<m> (t—jq—i—m—l)
t=0 j=0 J t—Jq

For the minimum distance, we have

k=

wt(RMg(m)) = (¢ — u)g™ "L, where d=v(g—1)4+pu, 0< u<q—1.
Remark 2.5. As a consequence of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4, we have
wt(PRMg(m)) = wt(RMg_1(m)).

Similarly to PRM codes, we have the isomorphism Fg[z1, ..., zp]<q¢/I(A™) = RM4(m),
where

I(A™) = (z] — 2, 1 < i< m).
For 1 <j5<m,let

A(G) = {2" € Fylom—jr1,. ., om] 10 < <g—1, 1 <i <mj.

Then every class in Fy[z1,...,2,]|/I(A™) has one representative (and only one) in A(m).
Thus, whenever we consider a polynomial f € Fy[z1,...,zy,], we denote by f mod I(A™)
its representative in Fy[x1, ..., 2, ]|/I(A™) whose monomials are contained in A(m). We

say that f is reduced modulo I(A™) if it is expressed in terms of the monomials in A(m).
We can now give the following result, which is related to Remark 2.3 and will be used
later.

Lemma 2.6. Let d > q and let 2 € My(a),z® € My(b) be distinct monomials with a > b
and assume we have x®(1,21,...,2,) = 2°(1,21,...,2m,) mod I(A™). Then zo | * and
xo t 2P, and there exists a monomial z% € Myg_(q—1) such that evl (29) = vl (27").

Proof. If zo 1 2% and xg { 27, we have that 2%, 2% € F,ry1,...,2,]q and evh (z%) =
evh (28). We also have evl | (z%) = evE | (2%) (we can see P! C [Fy* for this case).

Thus, evl (2%) = evl (27), a contradiction since they are distinct elements of M.

If 29 | ® and g | 2%, then a = b = m, and (1, 21,...,2y) = 27(1,21,...,2,) mod
I(A™) implies that all the powers of the variables of 2 and z?, different from z, are the
same. Since they are of the same degree, this means z® = z?, a contradiction.

If 2o | * and 2 { 2° (recall a > b), we have that z%(1,z1,...,2,) = 27 is of degree d,
and x%(1,21,...,2y) is of degree < d. Thus, in order to have

2 =2%(1,21,...,2) mod T(A™),
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the reduction of 2# modulo modulo I(A™) has to be different from 2, which implies that
the degree of at least one variable in z? is higher than ¢ — 1. Then

o7 = s
satisfies the properties of the statement (see Remark 2.3). U
We can obtain polynomials in Fg[zy,—;, . . ., Zm]q using polynomials in Fy[@m—ji1, ..., Tm]<d
via homogenization. We define
; Tm—j+1 X
B Fol@m—jsts-- > Tml<d = Fol®m—js -, mla, [+ xfnfjf (ﬁ, L > .
Tm—j Lm—j

Note that hé(A(j)) C My(j7). Now we introduce additional notation related to homoge-
nizations which will be needed for Algorithm 1.

Definition 2.7. Let 1 < d < m(q—1). Let 2* € Fy[z1,..., 2] be a monomial. We say
that % is bad if 0 < |a| < d and |a| = d mod ¢ — 1. We say that = is good if it is not
bad. Given a polynomial f € Fy[x1,...,Zm]<q, we denote by fpeq the sum of the terms
of f corresponding to bad monomials. Let fgooq = f — foaa- We denote by (fgood)d and
(fgood)<d—1 the sum of the terms of degree d and degree less than or equal to d — 1 of
fgood, respectively.

Ifd<g—1and f € Fylx1,...,Tm]|<q, it is clear that fyeq = 0. For d > ¢, the notion
of bad monomials is related to having several possible homogenizations. This will be
illustrated in Examples 3.1 and 3.2.

From [32] we have a recursive construction for PRM codes, which also involves RM
codes. Note that this construction relies on the ordering of the elements of P™ and Fy
that we have chosen.

Theorem 2.8. Let 1 <d < m(q—1) and let  be a primitive element in F,. We have the
following recursive construction:

PRMg(m) = {(u+ ve,q,v) | u € RMy_1(m),v € PRMy(m — 1)},

where vg g := v X £y x - x EaDdy [0} = (v, %, 2y, ... £@=2dy ().

As a particular case of the implications of the recursive construction for the GHWs of
PRM codes given in [32, Thm. 7], this construction gives a bound 74(m) for the minimum
distance of PRM codes which will determine the error correction capability of the recursive
decoding algorithm that we will develop in what follows. Let d — 1 = v(¢ — 1) + p, with
0 < pu<q—1. We denote

m—v—1
(3) na(m) = > wt(RMg(m —i)) + 1
=0
Lemma 2.9. Letd—1=v(qg—1)+p, with1 <d<m(qg—1) and 0 < p < q—1. Then
o qm—u—l -1 qm—u—l -1
na(m) = (q—p)g™ "' —p T = WHPRMy(m) —pm—

Therefore,
wt(PRMg(m)) = na(m),
and we have
wt(PRMg(m)) = n4(m)
ifandonlyif y=0o0rv=m—1.
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Proof. If p < ¢ — 2, then d = v(q — 1) + (u+ 1), where p+ 1 < g — 1. Therefore, by
Theorem 2.4 we have

m—v—1 A
na(m) = > (qg—p—1)g" "1 +1
1=0
m—v—1
:(q_u)qm v l—i-(q—,u—l) qullflfl quufl_i_l
1=1

_ _ m—v—1 o mol m—v—1
= (g —n)q +@—p—1) 1 q +1

L quufl -1 qullfl -1
=(q—pmg" " = wt(PRMqa(m)) — :

qg—1 q—1

where the last equality follows from Theorem 2.2. If y = ¢ — 2, then d = (v + 1)(¢ — 1).
To use Theorem 2.4, we consider v/ = v + 1 and p/ = 0. However, it is straightforward to
check that the formula for the minimum distance of RM4(m) gives the same value for v/
and ' as it does for v/ = v and p” = ¢ — 1, i.e., both give the value ¢™*~!. Thus, the
previous computation still holds in this case. O

Corollary 2.10. Let ¢ < d < m(q—1). We have that
na(m) = nNg_(g—1y(m — 1).

Proof. Let d—1 = v(q—1)+pu, with 0 < pu < g—1. Note that d—(¢g—1)—1 = (v—1)(¢—1)+u,
and, by Lemma 2.9, we have
m—v—1 _ 1
Nd—(g—1)(m — 1) = wt(PRMy_(4—1)(m — 1)) — 1
If we take into account Theorem 2.2, we see that wt(PRMg_(,_1)(m—1)) = wt(PRMg4(m)),
and therefore ng(m) = 1g_(g—1)(m — 1).

U

As we mentioned above, the lower bound 74(m) for wt(PRMg4(m)) is motivated by the
recursive construction from [32]. Indeed, from [32, Thm. 7] we have

wt(PRMg(m)) > min{wt(RMy_1(m)), g-wt(PRMy(m—1)), wt(RMy)+wt(PRMg(m—1))}.

As a consequence of Theorems 2.2 and 2.4, and Remark 2.5, for d < (m — 1)(¢ — 1) we
have

wt(RMg—1(m)) = wt(PRMg4(m)) = q - wt(PRMg(m — 1).
For d > (m — 1)(¢ — 1), we have wt(RMg_1(m)) < ¢ - wt(PRMy(m — 1)) = ¢q. Thus, for
d < m(q— 1) we obtain
wt(PRMg(m)) > min{wt(RMy4_1(m)), wt(RMy) + wt(PRMy4(m — 1))}.

As in the proof of Lemma 2.9, one can prove that, if d < m(q — 1), then

wt(RMg_1(m)) > wt(RMy) + wt(PRMg4(m — 1)),
and we obtain

wt(PRMg(m)) > wt(RMy) + wt(PRMg(m — 1)).
By iterating this, one gets the bound given in Lemma 2.9. Also, this bound can be obtained

by realizing that we are evaluating a homogeneous polynomial of degree d in P™, and,
when restricted to {0} x {1} x A™~¢ C P™, it has the same evaluation as a polynomial
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of degree at most d in A™*. In this direction, the following remark will be used several
times in what follows.

Remark 2.11. In Theorem 2.8, we always have that u + veq € RMg(m). Indeed, if

evl (f) = (u+veg,v) for some f € Fylzo, ..., Tm)q, then

evﬁl,(f(la Llyew- axm)) = eVIEL(f(:CO, Z1,--- ’xm))|{1}><F2”: (u + ’U&d),

where, for w € Fgm, we denote w|{1}X1F{;L3: (wQ)Qe{l}xlF;”'

3. RECURSIVE DECODING ALGORITHM

Fix m > 0. In this section we show a decoding algorithm, Algorithm 1, to decode
PRM(m) if the number of errors is lower than tg := n4(m)/2. We denote the correspond-
ing decoder DY (m). This algorithm relies on a choice of a decoding algorithm Dé}( j) for
RM codes, for each j < m. To the knowledge of the author, the most efficient decoding
algorithm is obtained by considering the Berlekamp-Massey-Sakata algorithm [29,30] to-
gether with the majority voting algorithm [10,11] to decode RM codes up to their error
correction capability [31], or even more depending on the type of errors [6]. A simpler
approach could be to just consider majority voting decoding as in [11,18,25], which also
decodes up to the error correction capability of RM codes, but with higher complexity.
With respect to PRM codes, the only specific decoder known is given in [26], in which
the authors consider a decomposition of the projective space into affine spaces, while our
approach relies on the recursive construction from [32].

It is important to note that, given ¢ € RMy(j) and e € IFZj with wt(e) < wt(RMgy(j))/2,

we assume that D2 (j)(c +e€) = (e, f) € FY x Folzm—jt1,-- -, Tm]<qd With ¢ = ev?(f),
i.e., we assume that Df}(j) returns both the codeword and the polynomial in the last j
variables whose evaluation gives the codeword c. Most decoding algorithms for RM codes
obtain both ¢ and f simultaneously, but f can also be obtained from ¢ by solving a linear
system of equations (expressing f in terms of the chosen basis for RMy(j)). Note that it
is better to avoid this since the complexity of solving this linear system of equations is
O(k?n) for a code of dimension k and length n. This may be comparable to the complexity
of some decoding algorithms for high k, e.g., majority decoding has complexity O(n?) [18].
We will also assume that Dé}( j) decodes up to the error correction capability of RMy(7),
which is the case for all the decoders we have mentioned for RM codes.

As a convention, if at some point we use a decoder whose error correction capability is
0, we assume it returns the received vector if it belongs to the corresponding code, and
an error otherwise. With respect to the terminology, by the error correction capability of

an [n, k, ] code C' we mean L%J, since it can correct any number of errors lower than or

equal to L%J, or, equivalently, any number of errors lower than ¢/2. For completeness,
we start by briefly covering the case of PRS codes, then we show how our decoder works
for PRMy(2) to illustrate the main ideas of Algorithm 1, and then we prove that the

algorithm works in the general case of PRMg(m).

3.1. Projective Reed-Solomon codes. We show now how to decode PRS codes up to
their error correction capability using our recursive method (for a direct approach, see [9]).
Let m =1 and
¢ Wt(PRSd) g d+1-1 g d _ Wt(RSdfl) _ nd(l)
o 2 B 2 2 2 2
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Assume we want to send ¢ = (c1,c2) € PRS,, where ¢ € FY, ¢ € F, and the receiver gets
r = (r1,m2) = (c1 + e1,¢o + €2), where e = (e, e2) has wt(e) = wt(ey) + wt(ez) < t. First
we consider (¢}, f{) = D5(1)(r1) = D%(1)(c1 +e1) (recall that, by Theorem 2.8, ¢; € RSy),
where ¢| € F¢ and f] € Fy[z1]. We define ¢} as the coefficient of ¢ of the polynomial f.
If wt(r — ) < t, where ¢ = (¢}, ), then ¢ = ¢ and we return (¢, f]). On the other hand,
if wt(r — ) > ¢, then this implies that wt(e;) > t/, where
q—d—1 _y 1 wt(RSg)
T2 22
since otherwise the previous procedure would have given ¢ = ¢’. Thus, we have

t' + wt(eg) < wt(er) + wt(ea) <t < wt(ez) < 1/2.

Therefore, wt(ez) = 0 and ¢y = 2. Let f € Fy[zo, 21]q such that evt (f) = ¢. From this we

obtain that the coefficient of z{ in f is ro. Moreover, g = (f — roxd)(1,21) € Fylr1]<a—1.
Thus,

t/

U = ev‘l%(g) =c1 —(r2)ed € RSq-1 .
We can consider (u1,g) = D4 [(1)(r1 — (12)e.q) = D4 (1)(c1—(r2)e.a+e1), since wt(eq) <
t, which means that it is within the error correction capability of RS; ;. We return
(e, ) = ((u1 + (r2)e.a,m2), h9(g) + 2xd) (it is easy to check that the evaluation over P! of
the polynomial we are returning is equal to the codeword we return).

In the worst case scenario, we will have to use both Dﬁ(l) and DdA_l(l), and the order
of complexity is the same as the one of Dﬁx(l). Also, this worst case scenario happens if
and only if wt(e) = ¢t and wt(ez) = 0 (that is, there is no error in the coordinate associated
to (0,1)). If wt(ez) # 0, we only need to use D4(1).

3.2. Projective Reed-Muller codes over the projective plane. In this subsection

we generalize the previous decoding algorithm to PRMy(2). Let m =2, v(¢g— 1) < d <

(vr+1)(¢g—1),0<wv <1, and consider
o Wt(PRMd(Q

1—v
t:= f)), na(2) = gwt(RMd(m —14)) + 1, and ty :=

n4(2)
=

We show now how to decode PRM(2), as long as wt(e) < tg < ¢ (the last inequality follows
from Lemma 2.9). Let ¢ € PRMy4(2) and f € Fy[zq, 21, 22]q be such that evl,(f) = c. By
Theorem 2.8, we have

c=(u+veq,v), u € RMg_1(2),v € PRS,.
Now consider e = (e, e2), where e; € IE‘ZQ, ey € FIT with wt(e) = wt(er) + wt(ez) < to,

and assume we receive the vector (r1,72) = (u 4+ veq+ e1,v + e2). We start with the case
v = 0. In that case, notice that we have

wt(e) = wt(e1) + wt(ez) < to = ndf) - Wt(m;dd@)) n Wt(RSQd) +1

Therefore, either

Wt(el) < Wt(Rl;/[d(Q)) =1y,
o RS 1
wt(eg) < Wt(% = to.

If wt(e1) < t1, then we can consider (u + veq, f0) = D5(2)(u + veq + €1) since u +
ve,d € RMg(2) (see Remark 2.11) and wt(eq) is lower than or equal to the error correction
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capability of RMy(2). From u+v¢ 4 we can obtain both u and vg 4, and, as a consequence,
v. Indeed, fO € Fy[z1, 2] can be written as

1O = fgdfl + /3,

where f%dfl € Fylz1,72)<a—1 and f9 € F,[x1, 22]q. Then we have

u= ev‘%(fgdfl), v = ev]f(fg), c= eVH;(hg(fo))-

Note that f(1,z1,22) = f° (we do not need to take into account the equations of I(A2)
since v = 0 implies d < ¢ — 1), and the monomials of f and f° are in bijection via hY.

When decoding, we do not know if wt(e;) < t1, but we can nonetheless proceed as above
and obtain a vector ¢’. If the corresponding error vector (r — ¢’) has weight less than ¢,
then we conclude ¢ = ¢ and we finish the algorithm. If not, then we know wt(e1) > ;.
In that case, we have wt(ez) < to and wt(eg) is within the error correction capability of
PRS,, which means that we can consider (v, g) = DY(1)(v +e2) (using the algorithm from
Subsection 3.1). If d = ¢ — 1, ty = 1, wt(ea) = 0, we assume that D% (1) just returns
the received vector and its corresponding polynomial. From v, we obtain v¢ 4, and we can
consider

(u, f%dq) = chl&fl(Q)(rl —Vgd) = Dﬁﬂ(z)(u +e1),

since wt(ey) < wt(e1) + wt(ez) = wt(e) < tg < ¢, and both PRMg4(2) and RM,;_1(2) can
correct any number of errors lower than ¢. Thus, we have already obtained ¢ = (u+4wvg¢ 4,v).
With respect to f, we just need to consider f=h%(f2, |) +g.

If v = 1, then 1g(2) = wt(RM4(2)) 4+ 1. We can proceed as above, but now we consider
to := 1/2. The only difference is that, in the case wt(e;) < ¢1, when we obtain (u +
Ve, f0) = D5(2)(u + vg g+ €1), we cannot immediately deduce u and ve 4. We know that

%= f(1, 21, 22) mod I(A?),

but there might be several possible homogenizations of f° € Fy[z1, z2]<4 to a polynomial
in Fy[xo, 1, x2]4, as we see in the next example.

Example 3.1. Let d = ¢ and let e = (e1,e2) € F4? be such that wt(e;) < t;. Assume
that f = :Ugflxl — x{. Since f(1,z1,72) = 0 mod I(A?), when following the procedure
above we will get
D5 (2)(u+ve g+ er) = ((0,...,0),0).

Thus, we have f0 = 0, but there are several ways to homogenize this polynomial. For
example, the polynomials $871$2 — x4 and ﬂ:gflxl -zl + 56871562 — x4 are possible ho-
mogenizations of f° to degree d which are different from f, and they are equivalent to
0 mod I(A?) when setting zo = 1.

In order to obtain f, we need to use the information from the last ¢ + 1 coordinates.
First we decompose f as follows (recall Definition 2.7):

fO = fl?ad + g(y)ood = fl?ad + (fgood)d + (fgoood)ﬁd—l'

We can now motivate Definition 2.7. Let z® € supp(f°). If |a| = d, then 2% € supp(f°)
implies ® € supp(f). Moreover, if |a] < d and |a| # d mod ¢ — 1, there is only one
monomial z” € My such that 2°(1,21,22) = 2® mod I(A?), which is precisely h(z®) (a
similar thing happens for |a| = 0, even if d = 0 mod ¢ — 1). Therefore, h%(z%) € supp(f).
The rest of the monomials admit several different homogenizations, and that is why we
call them bad monomials.
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Example 3.2. Following the setting from Example 3.1, we consider instead f = nglxl —
2+ 28 g+ 28?23 + 2. Tn this case, D4(2) will return f0 = 29"z + 23 4 5. We have

0 _ o _ g1 2 0 _ a1 0 _ .2
fbad = T2, fgood =x] w2+ 3, (fgood)d =Ty T2, (fgood)ﬁd—l = Ta-

Note that x2 can be homogenized to two different monomials of degree ¢: xg_lmg and x4.
We give the next result in general since we will also use it in the general case.

Lemma 3.3. We have vt ((f — hY( gOOd))(O T1,...,2Zm)) € PRMg_(g_1y(m — 1) and
1 ((f = byl good))(07x17---a$m)) =evy, 1 ((f = ( _good) )0, 21, ).

Proof. Let x” € supp(f). If 2%(1,x1,...,2,) & supp(f°), this means that this monomial
gets canceled with another monomial when reducing mod I(A™). This also implies that
2P & supp(hY(f° ) and 2¥ € supp(f — K (fgood))' We claim that

good
ev&_l((.%' )(O, T, ,xm)) S PRMd—(q—l) (m)

If 2o t 2%, by Lemma 2.6 there is % € My_(g—1) with evl (29) = evl (2. If g | 2P,
then evl _ ((2%)(0,21,...,2m)) = 0. Thus, in both cases, the claimed statement is true.

Now assume z7(1,21,...,2,) € supp(f0). If 28(1,2q,...,2,) € supp(fgwd) since
this monomial only has one possible homogenization because it is a good monomial, we
have z? ¢ f — hY( good) If 28(1,21,...,2m) € supp(fy4), this monomial may have
2? = hY(2P(1,21,...,2m)) or 27 as in Remark 2.3 (we have two possible homogenizations),
depending on whether g | z° or not. If g | 2%, we have evl | ((2%)(0,21,...,2m)) = 0.
If xo t P, then Remark 2.3 shows that there exists z% € Fy[z1,. .. s Tm]d—(g—1) such that
evl (z%) = evl (2%') (in particular, their image by evl, ;| is also the same since zq { z°).

Now let 2? ¢ supp(f). Then 2® € supp(f — h9(f2 Jood
If 29 1 2%, then 27 € supp( good)d C supp(f), a contradiction. If xo | 2°, we have

evh L ((2%)(0,21,...,2,)) = 0.

) if and only if 2% € supp hd( good)

Thus, we have proved that evIP ((fF = ho( g%d))(O,xl, ooy Tm)) € PRMy_ (g— )(m 1).
The last assertion follows from the fact that
ho( gOOd)(O’ LLye-- ,JTm) = ( goood)d(oa T1,... axm)-
O

Let cgooq == evh (( fgood)d)- As a consequence of Lemma 3.3 we have

T2 = Cg00d = evg’b—l(f - (f;)ood)d) + €2 = Cpad 1 €2,

where cpaq = evh, (f — ( good)d) € PRMy_(4—1)(1). Now we consider (cpad, froq) =
Dg_(q_l)(l)(rg — Cgood)- By Corollary 2.10, the error ey falls within the error correction
capability of this decoder (which is the one of Subsection 3.1), since wt(e2) < t9. Recov-
ering ¢ from this is straightforward since ¢ = (c1, ¢good + Cbad) = (U + Ve ds Cgood + Chad)-
To recover f, first notice that fj,, can be homogenized to degree d as in Remark 2.3,

obtaining (fy,;)a- Let ¢° € Fy[xo, 1, 2] such that
90 = fo - flgad - ( g(y)ood)d (fg())ood)ﬁd—l + fbad — fl;ad mod I(A2)

By the reasoning above, we can assume ¢° € Fy[zg,z1,72]<q—1 (when we write mod
I(A™), we assume we are considering reduced polynomials). Now we can recover f as

f= h(c)l(g ) (fbad)d + (fgood)d
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Indeed, we have
f(1,$1,1'2) = gO + (flgad)d + (f;)ood)d = fo mod I(A2)7
which implies ev® (f(1,21,22)) = ¢1, and

f(0,$1,1'2) = (fl;ad)d + (fg(y)ood)ﬂh

which also implies evh  (f(0,71,22)) = Cgood + Cbad, that is, evl (f) = c. The rest of the

m
arguments work as in the case v = 0.

Example 3.4. Following Example 3.2, we consider
-1
Cgood = evﬂlm(x({ .%'2),

and DE’,(q,D(l)(rz — Cgood) Teturns fj,, = —x1 + x2. Then we have (f},,)q = —2f + 24

and

¢’ = (x‘f_lxg + 22+ 29) — (—21 4 22) — x‘f_lxg = 23 + 2.

Thus, we recover

F=h0@3+x) + (a2 +2f) + 23"

To = ﬂ:g_lxl — ﬂ:‘f + x'f_lxg + xg_ng + a:g.

For v = 0, in the worst case scenario we use D%(2), DY(1) (which means using D4 (1)
and D%(1) in the worst case scenario) and D4 |(2). On the other hand, for v = 1, since
DF(1) is trivial in that case, at most we need to use D%(2) and D4 | (2).

3.3. Projective Reed-Muller codes, general case. We give now the main result of
this work, based on Algorithm 1. For the reader interested in a more detailed description
of this algorithm, it may be convenient to read Subsections 3.1 and 3.2 before, since in
the proof of Theorem 3.5 we reduce the number of details to avoid repetition. We denote

wt(PRMg(m)) m!

ti= — na(m) = ZZ; wt(RMg(m —i)) + 1, and tg :=

na(m)

Theorem 3.5. Letd—1=v(g—1)+pu, d<m(g—1),0<u<q—1. Letr=c+e bea
received codeword, with ¢ € PRMg(m) and wt(e) < to. Then Algorithm 1 can be used to
recover ¢ from r.

Proof. We prove this by induction on m. For m = 1 and m = 2, we have seen in
Subsections 3.1 and 3.2 that Algorithm 1 works for any degree 1 < d < m(¢ —1). We
assume that Algorithm 1 works for m’ = m — 1, and we will prove that this implies it
also works for m. Let ¢ € PRMy(m) and f € Fy[xo,...,2m]q such that evt (f) = c. By
Theorem 2.8, we have

c= (u+veq,v), u € RMg_1(m),v € PRMg(m —1).

Now consider e = (e, e3), where e; € Fgm, ex € Fom™! with wt(e) = wt(eq) +wt(ez) < to,
and assume we receive the codeword (r1,72) = (u 4 v¢q + e1,v + e2). Notice that, by
Equation (3), we have

wt(e1) + wt(ea) < to = 77d(2m) _ wt(RMg(m)) n St (RMg(m — 0)) + 1

Therefore, either
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or
S wh(RMa(m — ) 41 na(m — 1)
2 2
First part: the following argument corresponds to the first part of Algorithm 1, which
starts at Line 7 and finishes at Line 28. If wt(e;) < ¢;, we can consider (u + ve 4, f0) =
DA (m)(u+ve 4+ e1) since u+ve 4 € RMg(m) (see Remark 2.11) and wt(e;) is lower than
or equal to the error correction capability of RMg(m).
Ifd<gq-1,ie., v=0, we consider

fo :fgd—l +f((i)’

where f2, | € Fylz1,...,2m]<q1 and f9 € Fylz1,...,2m]s. Then we have

U = evﬁ(fgd_l), v = ev&_l(fg), c= eva(hg(fo)).

Therefore, we have obtained (¢, f) = ((u + v¢ g, v), h3(£°)).
If d > q,ie., v > 1, as discussed in Subsection 3.2, there might be several possible
homogenizations of f°. We consider the decomposition

0 0 0 0 0 0
= fbad + good — fbad + ( good)d + (fgood)ﬁdfl'

Let cgo0d = evl 1(( fgwd)d). As a consequence of Lemma 3.3, now we can consider

Wt(eg) < = t9.

(Cbads fhaq) = D5 (q_l)(m —1)(r2 — cgooa)- By Corollary 2.10 and the induction hypothesis,
the error eg falls within the error correction capability of this decoder since wt(es) < tg =
na(m)/2 = nd,(q,l)(m— 1)/2. We recover ¢ = (c1, Cgood + Cbad) = (U ~+ V¢ ds Cgood + Chad)- TO
recover f, first consider (f;,;)a € Fqlx1,...,2m]q the homogenization of f;,, up to degree
d as in Remark 2.3. Let ¢° € Fy[zo,...,%m]<a—1 be such that

gO = fO - flgad - ( good)d = (fg?ood)ﬁdfl + foad — fl;ad mod I(Am)
Now we have
f= h(c)l(go) + (fl;ad)d + (fgood)d'

Since when decoding we do not know if wt(e1) < ¢, in the first part of Algorithm 1 we
follow the previous procedure to obtain a vector ¢’. Then we check if wt(r — ) < t. If
that is the case, we return ¢’ and the corresponding polynomial f’. If not, we proceed to
the second part of Algorithm 1.

Second part: what follows corresponds to the second part of Algorithm 2, which
starts at Line 29. Since the first part of Algorith 1 has failed, it means that wt(e1) > ¢4,
and therefore wt(ez) < t2 = ng(m — 1)/2. By the induction hypothesis, we can consider
(v,9) = DY(m — 1)(v + €2), and then perform the decoding (recall Remark 2.5)

(4, f2q-1) = Dy (m)(r1 —vg.a) = Dg_y(m)(u + e1).
This provides ¢ = (u+vg q,v). With respect to f, we just need to consider f = h9(f2, )+
g.
We have proved that the algorithm gives the correct output, and the fact that the
algorithm finishes is clear by induction. O

Note that Algorithm 1 is recursive, since it is calling itself in Lines 19 and 29. A small
example of how this procedure works has been given in Examples 3.2 and 3.4. We will
also show this in Example 4.2. Also note that, if at some point during Algorithm 1 we call
DF(0), we understand wt(PRM4(0)) = 1, and therefore t = 0. Thus, D5(0)((r)) returns
((r),rzl) (see Subsection 3.1).
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Algorithm 1

Input: Received word r = c+e, with ¢ € PRMy(m) and wt(e) < to. Decoders D4 (m — i)
fori=0,1,...,m — 1.
Output: (c, f), where f € Fy[zo,...,Zm]q and vl (f) = c.
1: Let tog = nq(m)/2, t = wt(PRMy(m))/2.
2: if t <1 then
3: Compute f homogeneous of degree d such that evl (f) = r.
4 return (7, f)
5. end if
6: Define ry,79 from r = (r1,r2), where 1 are the first ¢ coordinates and 79 the last
g™ 1 4+ ... +1 coordinates.
if D%(m)(r1) does not return an error then > First part

I~

s (o1 f%) « Dh(m)(n)
9: if d < q—1 then
10: f=hd(f%
11: c=evb (f)
12: if wt(r —c¢) <t then
13: return (c, f)
14: end if
15: else
16: Compute the decomposition f = ( good)d + (fgood)<d + f2
17: Cgood = V1 ((fonod)d)
18: if DE’,(q,l)(m — 1)(72 — ¢good) does not return an error then
19: (Cbad Foaa) <= Da_q—1)(m = 1)(r2 = Cgo0d)
20 gO = fO B fl;ad - (f;;)ood)d mod I(Am)
21: F=0§(g") + (flag)a + (foooa)d
22: Cc= (Cl, Cgood + Cbad)
23: if wt(r —c¢) <t then
24: return (c, f)
25: end if
26: end if
27: end if
28: end if
29: (v,g) < D5(m —1)(ra) > Second part
30: veq = (v, &%, 2y, . .. £la=2dy )

31 (u, fgd—1) — Dy (m)(r1 — ve.a)
33 ¢ = (u+veq,v)
34: return (c, f)

4. ANALYSIS OF THE ALGORITHM AND IMPROVEMENTS

Let 1 <d<m(q—1) withd—1=v(¢g—1)+pu, 0 < pu < g—1. Algorithm 1 decodes any
number of errors lower than 7n;(m)/2. The previous algorithm known for PRM codes was
given in [26], and it was able to correct any number of errors lower than wt(RMy(m))/2
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FIGURE 1. Ty/T as a function of 1 < d < m(q— 1), for m = 2.
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(see [26, Cor. 5.2]). Looking at Equation (3), it is clear that

m—v—1

na(m) = > wt(RMg(m — 1)) + 1 > wt(RMg(m)),
i=0

and therefore wt(RMg(m))/2 < ng(m)/2, which means that Algorithm 1 can decode more
errors in general. Moreover, since wt(RMg(m)) < wt(RMg_1(m)) = wt(PRMgy(m)), the
algorithm from [26] decodes up to the error correction capability of PRMy(m) only if
wt(RMg(m)) = wt(RMg—1(m)) — 1 (which only happens if and only if d > (m —1)(¢ — 1),
ie, v = m — 1) and wt(RMgy_1(m)) = wt(PRMg4(m)) is even. On the other hand,
Algorithm 1 decodes up to the error correction capability of PRMg(m) whenever p = 0
or v =m — 1 (see Lemma 2.9), independent of the parity of wt(PRMg4(m)), and in some
additional cases depending on the parity of wt(PRMg(m)). In Figures 1 and 2 we show
the value of Ty /T, where

- {wt(PRM;(m)) -1 J o Wr;) -1 J |

i.e.,, Ty/T is the quotient of the number of errors that Algorithm 1 can correct with
respect to the error correction capability of PRMy(m). For example, for ¢ = 3 and m = 2,
Algorithm 1 can correct up to the error correction capability of PRMy(2) for any degree
for which PRM(2) is non trivial. As noted before, for p = 0 or v = m — 1, we always
have Ty /T = 1, i.e., we correct up to the error correction capability of PRM4(m).

If we have an error e with Ty < wt(e) < T, Algorithm 1 may still be able to decode,
but it requires some additional exception handling when programming (see Algorithm 2).
For example, in Algorithm 1, in Line 3, when we are in the context of Theorem 3.5, if we
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FIGURE 2. Ty/T as a function of 1 < d < m(q— 1), for m = 5.
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get into this part of the algorithm, there should always be a solution for that system, but
when the number of errors is higher, there might not be a solution.

An example of how Algorithm 2 can decode some errors e with Ty < wt(e) < T is the
following. If all the errors are concentrated in the first ¢"”* coordinates, but there are no
errors in the rest, then the first part of Algorithm 2 will fail to return (¢, f), but the second
one will correctly compute the last p,, — ¢"* coordinates of the vector sent, and then we
can use Dﬁfl(m) to recover the first ¢"* coordinates, since this decoder can correct any
number of errors lower than or equal to T. A generalization of this idea is given in the
next result.

Proposition 4.1. Letd—1=v(g—1)+pu, d<m(qg—1),0<pu < q—1, and let e be an
error vector with wt(e) < t. Assume there is some i < m such that

QLD for all i < j < m,

(1) wt((e@)qgefoym—ixps) <
(2) wt((e@)qgefoym-ixpi) <

Then Algorithm 2 can successfully correct e.

na (i)
o

Proof. We argue by induction on m. For m = 1, we can have ¢ = 0, in which case we are
stating that the algorithm from Subsection 3.1 works; and we can have ¢ = 1, which is
again the case of Subsection 3.1 since 74(1) = wt(PRSy). We assume the result is true for
m’ = m—1, and we prove it now for m. First, we enter the first part of Algorithm 2. If the
algorithm finishes in this part, then the decoding is correct since we always check that the
difference between the received codeword and the decoded codeword is lower than t. If we
do not finish in the first part and we move to the second part, the first thing we do is to
consider DY (m —1)(r2). By the induction hypothesis (note that es = (e@)gefoyx pm—1 also
satisfies the corresponding conditions), we obtain (v, g) = DY (m—1)(r2). Now we consider
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Algorithm 2

Input: Received word r = c+e, with ¢ € PRMy(m) and wt(e) < to. Decoders D4 (m — i)

fori=0,1,...,m — 1.

Output: (c, f), where f € Fylzo,...,zm|q and ev&(f) =c.

1:
2:
3:

10:
11:
12:
13:
14:
15:
16:
17:
18:
19:
20:
21:
22:
23:
24:
25:
26:
27:
28:
29:
30:
31:
32:
33:
34:
35:
36:
37:
38:
39:
40:
41:

Let to = n4(m)/2, t = wt(PRMg(m))/2.
if t <1 then
if there is f such that evl (f) = r then
return (7, f)
else
return Error
end if
end if

Define 71,79 from r = (r1,72), where ry are the first ¢"* coordinates and 7o the last

¢™ ' 4+ ... +1 coordinates.
if D%(m)(r1) does not return an error then
(c1, f°) ¢ Dij(m)(r1)
if d <q—1 then
f=hg(f°)
c = evy,(f)
if wt(r —c¢) <t then
return (c, f)
end if
else
Compute the decomposition fO = (0 g+ (f° Jca+ fl?ad'

good good
Cgood = Vi ((f;)ood)d)

if DE,(q,l)(m — 1)(72 — ¢good) does not return an error then

(€bads fraa) < Diy_(q—1y(m = 1)(r2 = cgood)
go = fO B fl;ad - (f:;)ood)d mod I(Am)
F=0§(9") + (flag)a + (foooa)d
c= (Cla Cgood T+ Cbad)
if wt(r —c¢) <t then
return (c, f)
end if
end if
end if
end if
if DY(m — 1)(r2) does not return an error then
(v.9) < Dy(m —1)(r2)
ve,d = (v, gy, 2y, . .. ,§(q*2)dv, 0)
(u, f24-1) ¢ D1 (m)(r1 — vea)
f= hg(fgd—l) +g
c = (u+vggq,v)
return (c, f)
else

return Error
end if

> First part

> Second part
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D4 (m)(r1 — ve q), which will also successfully give (u, f<q—1) (taking into account that
wt(e) < t and Remark 2.5). Thus, we obtain (¢, f) following Algorithm 2. O

Example 4.2. We continue with the setting from Example 2.1. For d = 3 and m = 2,
we have that PRMj3(2) is a [21, 10, 8] code. This code can correct T'= 3 errors. One can
check that RM3(2) and RS3 have parameters [16,10,4] and [4,4, 1], respectively. Thus,
n3(2) = 6 and Algorithm 1 can correct Ty = 2 errors. This is a particularly unfavorable
case for Algorithm 1, since it is the only degree for which Ty /T < 1 for ¢ = 4 and m = 2
(see Figure 1). However, using Algorithm 2, we can still correct 3 errors in some cases.
Let
c=evy(zg+ 23 +23) = (1,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,0,1,1),
e=(a,a+1,0,0,0,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0),
r=c+e=(a+1,a,1,0,0,0,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,0,1,1).
Note that

wt((e@)gefoyxpr) =0 < to =3 =13(2)/2, wt((eq)qepz) =3 =T.
Thus, by Proposition 4.1, we can apply Algorithm 2 to recover ¢ from r. Let ¢ = (¢1,¢2)
and r = (r1,r2) as in the proof of Theorem 3.5. In particular,

rr=(a+1,a,1,0,0,0,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1), ro = (0,0,0,1,1).
In the first part of Algorithm 2, we compute D4 (2)(r1), which returns an error. This is
due to the fact that
wi((eQ)oeyes) = 3 > 2 = wi(RMs(2)) /2.

Now we go to the second part of Algorithm 2, and we consider (v, g) = D5 (1)(r2). To do
this, we perform Algorithm 2 with m’ =1 (or the algorithm explained in Subsection 3.1).
Since wt(PRS3)/2 = 1, D% (1) directly returns the received vector, and we have that

D5(1)(r2) = (r2,9) = ((0,0,0,1,1), a7 +a3),
where x3 + 23 can be obtained by solving a linear system of equations. Note that &3 =
a® =1, and we obtain
05,3 - (T2)§,3 - (7”2, Tr2,T2, O) - (07 07 07 17 17 07 07 07 17 17 07 07 07 17 17 O)

Now we denote (u, f%2) = D%(2)(r1 — v¢.q). Since RM3(2) has parameters [16,6, 8], it can
correct Wt((eQ)Qe{l}XFg ) = 3 errors, which implies that this last decoding does not fail
and correctly returns

w=(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1, 1), fgz =1.
Then we have
c=(u+veq,v) =(1,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,0,1,0,0,0, 1, 1),
and
f=h§(fS) + g =af + a3 +a3.

Additionally, some decoders for RM codes are also known to decode more errors than
the error correction capability, as long as this errors are in general position (see [6]). By
using such decoders with Algorithm 2, again we may also be able to correct more errors
than Tj.

The subfield subcodes of PRM codes (that is, the intersection of a PRM code with
Fy, where Fyy C Fy) have been studied in [14,32]. They have been shown to have good
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parameters, and they can be used for practical applications [13,27,28]. Since these codes
are subcodes of PRM codes, they can also be decoded with Algorithms 1 and 2. The
usual problem with this approach is that the subfield subcode is defined over a smaller
field Fy, and the decoding might require operations over the bigger field F,. However,
in [32, Cor. 3|, it is shown that, if d is a multiple of (¢ — 1)/(¢’ — 1), then the recursive
construction from Theorem 2.8 also works for the subfield subcodes. Thus, Algorithm 1
can decode the subfield subcodes for these degrees using only operations over [y, if we
consider appropriate decoders for the subfield subcodes of affine RM codes.

5. COMPLEXITY

Since the decoder DY(m) we have presented uses a decoder D% (m) for affine RM codes,
the complexity will depend on that of D%(m). Let 6*(m) be the order of complexity
of DC‘%(m). For example, the majority voting decoding algorithm [10, 11] has complexity
O((n™)?), i.e., 04(m) = (n®)3 in this case, where n® = ¢™. It is usual to express the order
of complexity in terms of the length of the code. Note that

. qm+1_1_qm_|_qm—1_|_..._|_1_1—(1/q)m+1:q_(l/Q)m q

nt o gn(g—-1) g - 1-1/q g—1 mooo g1
This means that the length of PRMy(m) is about ¢/(q — 1) times higher than that of
RMg(m). This does not change the order of complexity, and therefore we can use both
pm or n®* to express the order of complexity of DY (m).

Proposition 5.1. The worst case complexity of Algorithms 1 and 2 is O(6*(m)).

Proof. We can assume that 0%(m) >> 0%(m — i), for any i = 1,...,m — 1, and we also
assume that the cost of the rest of the operations (e.g., homogenizing a polynomial or
adding polynomials) is negligible. Thus, the order of complexity is given by §*(m), since
in the worst case we use both D% (m) and D%} | (m). O

As we explained in Section 4, the decoding algorithm from [26] decodes any number of
errors lower than wt(RMy(m))/2. In that setting, Algorithm 1 always finishes in the first
part and only requires to use D% (m). In this sense, Algorithm 1 generalizes the algorithm
from [26] not only because it can correct more errors, but also because their complexity
is the same when both algorithms can be applied.

6. CONCLUSION

We have shown how to decode PRM codes if the number of errors is lower than n4(m)/2,
or if the error satisfies certain conditions. We have also studied the computational com-
plexity of the corresponding algorithms. Future work in this direction may include im-
provements in the number of errors that can be corrected and possible generalizations to
list decoding.
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