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Abstract—Gabidulin codes are the rank-metric analogs of Il. PRELIMINARIES
Reed-Solomon codes and have a major role in practical error A. Linear Algebra Notations
control for network coding. This paper presents new encodig )
and decoding algorithms for Gabidulin codes based on low- In this paper, all bases, vectors and matrices are indexed

complexity normal bases. In addition, a new decoding algothm  starting from 0. LetV and W be finite-dimensional vector

is proposed based on a transform-domain approach. Together spaces over a fieldf with ordered basesl = {ao an_1}

these represent the fastest known algorithms for encoding rel - Vo e
and B = {Bo,...,Bm—-1}, respectively. Foro € V, we

decoding Gabidulin codes. . -
denote by[v] , the coordinate vector of relative to A;

that is, MA = [vo -+ wn_1], wherewy,...,v,1 are
the unique elements i’ such thatv = Z?;OI v, Let

Gabidulin codes [1] are optimal codes for the rank metri€ be a linear transformation froriy’ to . We denote by
that are closely related to Reed-Solomon codes. These co{jE}?i the matrix representation df’ in the basesA and
have attracted significant attention recently as they cavige . that s, [T}i is the uniquen x m matrix over F' such
a near-optimal solution to the error control problem in ratw B

o m—1 ) . _ .
coding [2], [3]. that T'(«;) = ijo ([T]A)ij Bj, 1=20,...,n—1. With
So far, two methods have been proposed for decoghese notations, we havEg‘p(v)]B = MA [T}i_ Let U be
ing Gabidulin codes: a “standard” method based on thefinite-dimensional vector space ovErwith ordered basis
Berlekamp-Massey algorithm (or the extended Euclidean-algo = {6o,...,6,_1}, and letS be a linear transformation
rithm) [1], [4], and a method based on a Welch-Berlekamp kéyom W to U. Recall that [7]
equation [5]. The two methods are most efficient for higlerat o B o
and low-rate codes, respectively [6]. [TS]A - [T}A [S }B ‘ @
In this paper, we improve the computational complexity d8. Rank-Metric Codes
the standard (time-domain) algorithm by the use of optimal 0 | et ; be a power of a prime and I8, denote the finite field
low-complexity normal bases. With this modification, theotw it ¢ elements. LeF™*™ denote the set of all x m matrices
most demanding steps (computing the syndromes and findifgs, F,, and setf? = ]ngl_ Let F, be an extension field
the root space of the error span polynomial) become qui¢ r,. Recall that every extension field can be regarded as a
easy to perform. In addition, we propose a transform-domajgctor space over the base field. Lét= {ao, ..., am_1} be

approach to the decoding, based on a novel definition ofzayagis forF,m overF,. SinceF,~ is also a field, we may
Fourier-like transform for vectors in a finite extensiondiel cgnsider a vector € F",.. Wheneverv € F*, we denote
q'm,- q’m-l

The transform-domain approach is shown to be more suital%le

for low-rate codes, while the time-domain method is mo%ynatural to extend the mapp] , to a bijection fromE™,. to

suitable for high-rate codes. Drawing on the insights above, ., where theith row of [o] Ais given by[v;] Whg;; the
we also propose two new encoding algorithms, which improye = " "~ i AT ST AT
on the complexity for either systematic high-rate codes gfa&sA is fixed, WeAW'” use the simplified notatian= [Q]A

nonsystematic codes. for a € Fgr andy = [v] , forv e -

The transform approach has the additional benefit of pro-D€fin€ the rank of a vectar € g, denoted byra”k(”)A'
viding new, simpler proofs of the key equations, furthei® P€ the rank of the associated matrixthat is, rank (v) =
strengthening the connections with classical coding theor "ank(v). Similarly, gefme therank distancebetweenu, v ¢

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In See © Pedr(u, v) = rank (v — w). It is well-known that the
tion Tl we review rank-metric codes and some known result@nk distance is indeed a rr:letr]c &, [1].
about normal bases. Sectidng L1V ahd V present, respec-A rank-met_rlc codeC S Fmisa block che of lengtin
tively, our time-domain decoding algorithm, our transfermPVe Fo that is \_/v_ell-suned 1o the rank metric. We use(C)
domain decoding algorithm, and our two encoding algorithm® denote the minimum rank distance @f

; ; ; For m > n, an important class of rank-metric codes was
Finally, Sectioi VIl presents our conclusions. Most proafgeh = . . o
beenz)mitted due ?0 lack of space P proposed by Gabidulin [1]. Leti] denoteq’. A Gabidulin

codeis a linear(n, k) block code overF,~ defined by the
This work was supported by CAPES Foundation, Brazil. parity-check matrixt = [h.[;]}, 0<i<n—-k—-1,0<;<

I. INTRODUCTION

v; the ith entry of v; that is,o = [vy -~ v,1] . It
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. TABLE |
n — 1, where the elements, ..., h, 1 € F;m are linearly COMPLEXITY OF OPERATIONS INFym (UPPER BOUND

independent oveF,. It can be shown that the minimum rank

distance of a Gabidulin code 6= n — k + 1, so the code - Number of operations i,
iofi ; ; Operations inf'gm Multiplications Additions Inversions
satisfies the Singleton bound for the rank metric [1]. — P
Multiplication m? m(C(T) — 1) -
C. Linearized Polynomials Addition s .7 , ™ -
Inversion 3m? +0(m) | 4m® + O(m) m+2

A linearized polynomiabr g-polynomial over Fym [8] is
a polynomial of the formf(z) = Y7, f;zlll, where f; € o o o
Fym. If fo # 0, we calln the g-degreeof f(z). It is easy 2%, such a construction is possible if and onlynif satisfies
to see that evaluation of a linearized polynomial is®p 8cd(m,s) = 1 and8 { m [10]. As an example, foy —
linear transformation froni¥, to itself. In particular, the set 256, this condition is satisfied for any odd. Among the odd
of roots inF, of a linearized polynomial is the kernel of the < 100, the normal bases that result are in fact optimal when
associated map (and therefore a subspadg, o). m =3, 5,9, 11, 23, 29, 33, 35, 39, 41, 51, 33, 65, 69, 81,

It is well-known that the set of linearized polynomials ove$3; 89, 95, 99. Fog = 2* and oddm, all of the normal bases
F,~ forms anF,-algebra under addition and compositiofonstructed by Gauss periods are self-dual [10]. _
(evaluation). The latter operation is usually callggmbolic An interesting fact about a normal basis constructed via
multiplication in this context and denoted bf(z) ® g(z) = Qauss pgriods_ is that its muItipIication tatﬂélies_ e_ntirely
f(g(z)). Note that ifn and k are theg-degrees off(z) and N the prime fieldF,, wherep is the characteristic of;.
g(z), respectively, then the-degree off(z) ® g(z) is equal This in turn implies that the minimal polynomial ef is in
to n + k. F,[z] and the conversion matrices from/to the standard basis

Let S C Fym. The g-polynomial Mg(z) = YL, Mzl {a®,at,...,a™™!} are also inFyr . _
with M, = 1 and leasig-degreet whose root space contains N this paper, we are mostly interested in the case 2.

S is unique and is called theinimal g-polynomialof S. The In this case, multiplication byl" can be done simply by
g-degree ofMs(z) is precisely equal to the dimension of thé!Sing XORs. In Tabldll, we give the complexity of each
space spanned kg, and is also equal to the nullity dffs(z) OPeration inF,~ assuming thap = 2. We also assume that

as a linear map. g-exponentiations are free. Inversion is performed usirgy th
extended Euclidean algorithm on a standard basis. Dethils o
D. Normal Bases these calculations can be found in [11].
If @ basis A for Fgn over F, is of the form A = lIl. FAST DECODING OF GABIDULIN CODES
{al9 a1 alm™=11} then A is called anormal basisand _ _ _ _
a is called anormal elemenf8]. Assume thatd is fixed. Let !N this section, we assume a fixed badisor Fy overF,.
[a] denote the column vectojal® - - a[m—”]T. Then A. Standard Decoding Algorithm
any element € ¥y can be written asi:g[[aﬂ. , We review below the standard decoding algorithm for
For a vectora = [ao, - .. vamfﬂ € ™™, leta™" denote  Gapiqulin codes. This is the fastest decoding algorithmate d
a cyclic shift to the left by: positions, that is.a™ = gycept for low rates (see [6]). For details we refer the reade
(@i, a1, a0, ..., a;1]. Similarly, leta™" = a“"". In g [1], [3], [4], [6] and references therein.

this notation, we _havem =a""[o], _orﬁ =a”" Thatis, |etcC F.. be a Gabidulin code withir(C) = d defined
g-exponentiation in a normal basis is simply a cyclic shift.

ity- it — |pld
Multiplications in normal bases are usually performed iRy the.panty check matn:H = || Letc € C be the
the following way. LetT = [T};] € F"*™ be a matrix such transmitted word, let < i/, be an error word of rank <
that aalil — 2?:01 Tyjall, i = 0,...,m — 1. The matrix (d—1)/2, and letr = c+e be the received word. The decoding

T is called themultiplication tableof the normal basis. The prcgplem IS IEO de the unique Su.(t:h thatr —e € C.
number of nonzero entries iff' is denoted byC(T) and INCErank e = 7, We can rewrites as

is called thecomplexityof the normal basis [9]. Note that Vi -
ala] = T[a]. It can be shown that, ifi,b € F,m, then e=LV=[L, - L]|:|= ZLJVJ 2)
ab= 3774 bi (@) v,| =t
Thus, a general multiplication in a normal basis requires .
mC(T) +m? multiplications andnC/(T) — 1 additions inF,. where Ly,...,L, € Fy are called theerror locations anq
Clearly, this is only efficient ifT" is sparse; otherwise, it is V1:-- - Vr € Fgm are called theerror values (Note thatTth|s
more advantageous to convert back and forth to a polynomfjPansion is not unique.) Define teeor locators X; = L; h,
basis to perform multiplication. where h = [ho,...,h,_1]" € Fg. Define also thesyn-

It is a well-known result that the complexity of a normatiromes s, = "' hllr;, ¢ = 0,...,d — 2. The error
basis is lower bounded bym — 1. Bases that achieve this|ocators and error values must satisfy gysdrome equation
complexity are calledptimal More generally, low-complexity -

(but not necessarily optimal) normal bases can be consttuct S, = Z XJ[E]%’ 0=0,....,d—2 ©)
j=1

using Gauss periodsas described in detail in [9]. Far = a



or, equivalently, B. Fast Decoding Using Low-Complexity Normal Bases

We now assume thatl = {al!} is a low-complexity
normal basis with multiplication tabl€’, and thatF, has
characteristic2. The essence of our approach lies in the

The solution of the syndrome equation can be facilitatédllowing expression:
by the use of linearized polynomials. Due to the similar-
ity between error locators and error values, there are two
equivalent approaches to the problem. Define the direr o
span polynomia(ESP)I'(z) as the minima-polynomial of N Other words, multiplying an element &~ by a g¢-
Vi,...,V. and theerror locator polynomial(ELP) A(z) as power ofa costs onlyC'(T') — m additionsin F, (recall that

the minimalg-polynomial of X1, ..., X.. Then, either of the 1 lies in F2), rather thanO(m?) operations inF, as in a
following key equationsnay be used: general multiplication. Below, we exploit this fact in orde

to significantly reduce the complexity of decoding Gabiduli

Se2 SYER =3 vIEIX r=0,..d-2. (4)
j=1

aol? = @7) ", V=0, m-1

a [4] codes.

0;SH. =0, ¢=7,....,d—2 5 , . .
; i ’ ®) Consider, as before, a Gabidulin code C [Fy.. with
T . dr(C) = d defined by the parity-check matré{ = {h[?]}. Let
S AS =0, t=7..d-2 (6) o J
i ot H' = [ol*],0<i<d—2,0<j<n'-1.ThenH = H'A

. _ ) or someA € F*'*" and somen’ satisfyingn < n’ < m.
These key equations can be solved, for instance, with t fus. the map gqiven by — Ac is an injection fromC to ¢’
modified Berlekamp-Massey (BM) algorithm [4]. whereC’ € F7, is the Gabidulin code defined b§’. Note
Assume the ESP is used. To f_md a bakis. ..,V for_ that dr(C’) = d. Thus, a received word can be decoded
the root sB‘ace of'(x), we can first compute the matrlxby first applying a decoder fo€’ on ' — Ar, yielding a
v = [[(2)], representing’(x) as a linear map, and then usgogeword¢’ — Ac, and then computing = Af¢/, where
Gau_55|an elimination to find a basis for the Ie_ft n_uII spacgof At is a left inverse tad. The decoding complexity is equal to
To find the error locators, we can use Gabidulin’s algorithg,,’,.... adqditions and multiplications i, plus the complexity

which is an algorithm to solve a system of the foith (3). ot decodingc’. Thus, we will assume in the following that
Alternatively, if the ELP is used, we can use exactly thﬁi —all,i=0,...,n— 1. (Note that there is apparently no

same procedure to find a basig, ..., X for the root space good reason for choosing a differeft)

of A(z), followed by Gabidulin's algorithm to solvé](4) and Now, consider the syndrome computation in Siép 1. We
find the error values. have

After X4,..., X, andV4,...,V, are found, the error lo-
cations can be computed by = X;(h), where(h)" is a
right-inverse ofh.. Note that(h)! can be precomputed. Finally,
the error word is computed frorl(2). It follows that the syndromes can be computed with ofaly-

A summary of the algorithm and breakdown of complexity)n(C(T) —m) + (d—1)(n—1)m < (d — 1)nC(T) additions
is given below. The algorithm consists of six steps: in F, (no multiplications).

1) Compute the syndromeséd — 1)n multiplications and  Consider the computation of

(d —1)(n — 1) additions inFym.

n—1
Sy = Zria[”e], £=0,...,d—2.
i=0

2) Compute the ESP/ELRd — 1)(d — 2) multiplications, ~; = D(al) = Zfia[i“], j=0,...,m—1
(d—1)(d—2) additions and; (d—1) inversions inf ;. ' i—o
3) Find a basis for the root space of the ESP/ELP: in Step[3h. Similarly, this computation can be done simply
a) Cpmpute the matri_x_ of the linear mapm multi-  \ith m(C(T) — m) + Tm? = rmC(T) additions inF,.
plications and additions iffg ; Thus, the steps that were once the most demanding ones
b) Compute the left null space of this matrix(m —  are now among the easiest to perform.
7)(m+7—1)m multiplications and; (m—7)(m+  There are some additional savings. Note thds now an
7 —1)(m — 1) additions inF,. identity matrix withm — n additional all-zero columns at the
4) Find the error locators/error valuesy 7>+ 57—1 multi-  right; thus the cost of computink; from X in Stef® reduces
plications,37(r — 1) additions and- inversions inFy. to zero. (In particular, ifv = m, thenX; = L7, i.e,, LT is
5) Compute the error locationstnm multiplications and precisely the vector representation 8f with respect to the

Tn(m — 1) additions inlF,.
6) Compute the error wordrnm multiplications andr —
1)nm additions inkF,,.

normal basis.)
It follows that the decoding complexity is now dominated
by Step$ P anfl4 (although the kernel computation in Biép 3b

Except for Step 3, the details of these calculations can by become significant i@ is very small). Forn = m and
found in [6]. It can be seen that the complexity is dominatedl= 27+ 1, the overall complexity of the algorithm is approxi-

by stepd1l anfBa, each requiri@jdm?) operations inF,,.

matelyLl~2m?+L1m? multiplications and 72mC(T) +4m?
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Fig. 1. Complexity of the time-domain and transform-domdiecoding

the vector ' € Fjr. (or the g-polynomial F'(x)) given by
Fy = f(ally =70t fialitd) j=0,...,m —1.

Theorem 3:The inverseg-transform of a vecto” € Fy.
(or a g-polynomial F'(x)) with respect toa is given by
fi=F@)y = Fe/t) i =0, m — 1. In other
words, the inverseg-transform with respect te is equal to
the forwardg-transform with respect to’.

B. Implications to the Decoding of Gabidulin Codes

Recall the notations of Sectidn IA. Assume thdt =
{al1} is a normal basis and that the Gabidulin code has parity-
check matrixH = [al*H71].

As in the transform-domain decoding of Reed-Solomon
codes, the equation = ¢ + e, or r(z) = c(z) + e(x), is
translated to the transform domain B$x) = C(x) + E(z),
whereR(x), C(z) andE(z) are theg-transforms with respect

algorithms, in operations péf,-symbol, as a function of the error correctiontO @ of r(z), c(x) and e(z), respectively. Now, the fact

capability t. An optimal self-dual normal basis is assumed. Paramegets:
256, n = m = 51, andd = 2t + 1.

that C, = c(alf) 0, £ = 0,...,d — 2, implies that
Se=Ry=Ey £=0,...,d—2. Note also thatS, = Ey_ 4.2,
=0,...,d—2.

additions inF,. An example is illustrated in Fig] 1 for varying | emma 4: Let I'(z), S(z) and E(z) be linearized polyno-

rates.

IV. TRANSFORM-DOMAIN METHODS

A. Linear Maps oveif,~ and theg-Transform

mials with g-degrees at most, d — 2 andm — 1, respectively,
and suppose an&(x) agrees withS(z) in the firstd — 1
coefficients. Thenl'(z) ® F(z) mod zI™ — z agrees with
I'(z) ® S(z) in the coefficients < ¢ <d — 2.

In this section, unless otherwise mentioned, all polyndsnia Theorem 5 (The Key Equations):

are g-polynomials ovei,~ with ¢-degree smaller tham. If
v EFim is a vector of lengt < m overF -, we will takev
to have lengthn, i.e.,v € Fom, andset,, =--- = v,,_1 = 0.

We adopt the following convenient notation: ff(z) =
i fizll is g-polynomial, thenf = [ fo fm,l]T is
a vector oveff,~, and vice-versa. Thug,(z) and f are sim-
ply equivalent representations for the sequefice. ., fi.—1.
In addition, we adopt a cyclic indexing for any such
sequence: namely, we defing fimoam for all <.

With this notation, we can write the symbolic multiplicatio

h(z) = f(r) ® g(x) as a cyclic g-convolution,” namely,
he =" figl,, €=0,...,m—1.

We define thefull ¢-reverseof a g-polynomial f(x) as the
g-polynomial f () = S " fizli), wheref; = ), vi.

For the remainder of this subsectioA,= {«;}, B = {5}
and© = {0;} are bases foif',~» overF,, with dual bases
A = {da}}, B = {B/} and©’ = {0}, respectively. Recall
that dual bases satisfy the property tiiate; o) is equal to 1
if i = j and is equal to 0 otherwise, wheFe(z) = > 'zl
is the trace function [8].

w

Lemma 1: M = [f(:c)]B -y

A
Lemma 2:SupposeA is a normal basis. Let’ € [y

be such that[F], = [f(x)]}. Then f; = F(a}), i

0,...,m— L. In particular,[f], [F(Iﬂi,-

Definition 1: The g-transform of a vectorf € Fy%. (or a
g-polynomial f(z)) with respect to a normal element is

— MT = [f(z)]

[m]

Nz)® E(x) =0
Az)® E(r)=0
In particular, [b) and[{6) hold.
Proof: For the first key equation, lef = [F(x)}j. Note
thatI'(V;) = 0 impliesV;y =0, j = 1,...,7. From [1) we
have o

(mod z'"™ — x)

[m]

(mod z'™ — x).

a

A
A’

[E@)]%,

I'z)® E(x)}

Viy=0.

A T
[F(x)]A =e7= Z&T_
j=1
The form [3) of this key equation follows immediately after
applying Lemmd. 4.
The proof of the second key equation is similar and is
omitted due to lack of space. [ ]

Besides allowing us to give conceptually simpler proofs
of the key equations, the transform approach also provides
us with the theoretical ground for proposing a new decoding
algorithm for Gabidulin codes. The main idea is that, affer t
ESP or the ELP is found, the remaining coefficientsfifr)
can be computed from

Ee=-Y DE}, =0, t=d-1,....m—1
=1

1,....m—d+1.

Ee=-Y NEI, =0, ¢
i=0



Then, the error polynomiad(z) can be obtained through anB. Nonsystematic Encoding

inverseg-transform. _ Here we assume that= m. Let F,,,_y, ..., F,,_1 denote
Computing this inverse transform takes, in generah the message coefficients, and Btz) = Z;ﬁ:—ﬂLk Fyalil,

multiplications and additions i~ (or km if the code iS \we encode by taking the (inversejtransform with respect
systematic and the parity portion is ignored). Howevetdif 5  where 4 = {al1} is a self-dual normal basis. Then
is a self-dual normal basis, then an inverse transform besom, _ F(all), i=0,...,m— 1. It is clear that this task takes
a forward transform, and the same computational savinggly mk(C(T) additions inF,, and is therefore extremely fast.
described in Sectiof TIlB can be obtained here. Note thehe gecoding task, however, has to be slightly updated.
most normal bases constructed via Gauss periods over f'eldéince, by construction, every codeword satisfigsl) = 0

of characteristic 2 are indeed self-dual (see Sed¢fion IkRD, a o, ; — 0,...,d — 2, most part of the decoding can remain
e.g., [10]). . _the same. If decoding is performed in the time domain,
Below is a summary of the new algorithm, together with ghen one additional step is needed to obtain the message:
breakdown of the complexity. namely, computing the forwarg-transformFE; = ¢(al/l), for
1) Compute the syndromesee Sectiof TII-A. j=m—k,...,m—1. These extrankC(T) additions inF,
2) Compute the ESP/ELRsee Sectiof III=A. barely affect the decoding complexity. On the other hand, if
3) ComputeF(z) recursively:(m —d+1)7 multiplications decoding is performed in the transform domain, than the last
and (m —d+ 1)(7 — 1) additions inFgm. step (obtaininge(z) from E(z)) can be simply skipped, as
4) Compute the error wordnmC(T') additions inF, (or F(z) = R(x) — E(z). This further saves at leastkC(T)
EmC(T) if the code is systematic). additions infF,,.

As it can be seen from Stdg 3 above, the new algorithm
essentially replaces th@(d?) operations of Gabidulin’s algo- _ ) )
rithm with the O (d(m— d)) operations required for recursively [N this paper, we have presented fast encoding and decoding
computing E(z). Thus, the algorithm is most beneficial foralgorithms for Gabidulin codes, both in time and in transfor
low-rate codes. Fon = m andd = 2r + 1, the overall domain. The algorithms derive their speed from the use of an
complexity of the algorithm is approximatelyn + 27)rm?2 ©Optimal (or low-complexity) normal basis, and the fact that
multiplications and(m + 2r)7mC(T) additions inF,. It is Multiplication by ag-power ofa in such a normal basis can
straightforward to check that this complexity is smallearth be performed very quickly. With respect to systematic high-

VI. CONCLUSIONS

that of [5] (see [6]). An example is illustrated in FIg. 1. rate_codes (which seem to be the most suitable to practical
applications), the decoding complexity is now dominated by
V. FAST ENCODING the BM algorithm and Gabidulin’s algorithm. An efficient im-

As for any linear block code, encoding of Gabidulin codeglementation of these two algorithms is therefore an ingoart
requires, in general)(kn) operations iff ~, or O(k(n—k)) practical question.
operations infFy~ if systematic encoding is used.

We show below that, if the code has a high rate and
]qu adm|ts a |0w_C0mp|eXlty normal bas|s1 then the encodu] E. M. Gabidulin, “Theory of codes with maximum rank dist2,” Probl.
. lexi b iqnifi fl d d. Alt tive Inform. Transm.vol. 21, no. 1, pp. 1-12, 1985.

Ing comp eX'W can e 5|gn| Icantly reduced. _ema ivefy [2] R. Kétter and F. R. Kschischang, “Coding for errors amdseres in
nonsystematic encoding is allowed aiffig~ admits a self- random network coding,JEEE Trans. Inf. Theoryvol. 54, no. 8, pp.

dual low-complexity normal basis, then very fast encodimg i 3579-3591, Aug. 2008. ) _
[3] D. Silva, F. R. Kschischang, and R. Kotter, “A rank-metapproach
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