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Abstract—We generalize the problem of recovering a lost/erased
symbol in a Reed-Solomon code to the scenario in which some side
information about the lost symbol is known. The side information
is represented as a set S of linearly independent combinations of
the sub-symbols of the lost symbol. When S = &, this reduces
to the standard problem of repairing a single codeword symbol.
When S is a set of sub-symbols of the erased one, this becomes
the repair problem with partially lost/erased symbol. We first
establish that the minimum repair bandwidth depends on |S|
and not the content of S and construct a lower bound on the
repair bandwidth of a linear repair scheme with side information
S. We then consider the well-known subspace-polynomial repair
schemes and show that their repair bandwidths can be optimized
by choosing the right subspaces. Finally, we demonstrate several
parameter regimes where the optimal bandwidths can be achieved
for full-length Reed-Solomon codes.

I. INTRODUCTION

To prevent data loss and increase data availability in dis-
tributed storage systems, a file is usually split into & data chunks
and transformed (encoded) into n > k coded chunks using
an erasure code, and then stored across n different storage
nodes. If the code is MDS [1f], such a system can withstand
any n — k failures because the entire file can be recovered
from any k chunks. When only one node fails, which is usually
the most typical case (see, e.g. [2]), a repair/replacement node
must download enough data from other helper nodes to recover
its lost chunk. In the repair-bandwidth problem [3[], [4]], one
seeks to minimize the repair bandwidth, i.e. the amount of
downloaded data required for a successful recovery of the lost
chunk. A low-bandwidth repair scheme can also be used for
degraded read, in which requests for a chunk stored at an
unavailable node can be served by other available nodes [3].
This important problem has been extensively studied in the
literature (see, e.g. [6] and the references therein).

In this work we generalize the setting of the repair-bandwidth
problem to accommodate side information (see Fig. [l| for a
toy example). In information theory, the concept of side infor-
mation has been investigated in numerous contexts, including
source coding [7]], channel coding [8], list decoding [9], index
coding [10], [11]], and private information retrieval [12]]. In the
context of the repair problem, side information refers to the
additional information that the repair node knows about the lost
chunk while recovering it. The side information could arise due
to a partial loss of data, which means that part of the chunk
is still accessible and serves as side information, or due to
partial information gained from the previous communications
or from other sources. The question of interest is that given
the side information, what is the lowest repair bandwidth we
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Fig. 1: An illustration of repair schemes that recover a=(ay, as)
with and without side information. The side information a;-+as
leads to a reduction of 1 bit in the repair bandwidth. The repair
node first obtains as < (aztb1 b1, and then aq + (a1+as)—as.

can achieve. We refer to this as the repair-bandwidth with side
information problem.

In the scope of this work, we focus on Reed-Solomon codes,
which is currently the most widely used families of erasure
codes in distributed storage systems (see [13]). The repair
bandwidth as well as the closely related metric called I/O
cost and sub-packetization size have been investigated in a
number of recent works for different families of Reed-Solomon
codes [13[|-[37]]. For an [n, k]r , Reed-Solomon code over the
finite field ¥, a coded chunlq<, which is an element in [
(called a symbol), is repaired from a number of F,-elements
(called sub-symbols) extracted from other coded chunks. Each
symbol v € Fg . consists of £ sub-symbols in F,, ie. v =
(Y1,---,7) € ]Fg. The repair bandwidth is measured in the
number of extracted sub-symbols, while the side information
of a symbol v can be represented as a set S of F,-linearly
independent combinations of its sub-symbols ~i,...,7,. In
summary, our contributions are given below.

e We show that the minimum repair bandwidth for a code-
word symbol of a Reed-Solomon code given the side
information S depends on it size |S|, and independent of
the specific choice of its elements.

o We obtain a lower bound on the repair bandwidth of a lin-
ear repair scheme for a failed node with side information.

o For subspace-polynomial repair schemes for [n, kh’ae
Reed-Solomon codes with n—k > ¢™, m < £ ([15]-[17],
[31]), we prove that special subspaces can be chosen to
minimize the repair bandwidth among all such schemes.

e A subspace that minimizes the repair bandwidth among
all subspace-polynomial repair schemes can be found by



solving an optimization problem on subspace intersections,
which is of its own interest. We solve the problem in a few
parameter regimes, leaving others for future research.

The paper is organized as follows. Section [[I] provides re-
quired notations and definitions. Section [III| is devoted for the
description and solutions of the repair with side information
problem in different cases. We conclude the paper in Section [[V]

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Definitions and Notations

Let ¢ be a prime power, IF, be the finite field of ¢ elements
and [F» be the extension field of degree £ of IF,. We use [n] to
denote the set {1,2,...,n}, a | b to denote that a divides b, and
(a, b) for ged(a, b), for a,b € Z. For a set U, let U* = U \ {0},
and YU = {~yu: u € U}. We use spang, (U) to denote the Fy-
subspace of ¢ spanned by a subset U C IF .. We use dimp,(-)
and rankp, (-) (or dim(-) and rank(-) for short) for the dimension
of a subspace and the rank of a set of vectors over F,. The (field)
trace of an element b € F» over Fy is Try , /v, (b) = S be
We also write Tr(-) instead of Tre, JF, (+) for simplicity.

Let C be a linear [n,k] code over Fy . Then C is an k-
dimensional T .-subspace of FZZ' A codeword of C is an
element € = (¢y,¢o,...,¢,) € C and its codeword symbols
are the components ¢;, j € [n]. The dual code of a code C is
the orthogonal complement C* of C, C*+ = {g € F}}, : (€,g) =
0,V€ € C}, where (€, g) is the scalar product of ¢ and g. The
code C* is an I ;¢-subspace of ]Fgg with dimension n — k. The
elements of C* are called dual codewords. The number n — k
is called the redundancy of the code C.

Definition 1. Let A = {c;}}_; be a subset of size n in F.
A Reed-Solomon code RS(A, k) € F}, of dimension k with
evaluation points A is defined as

RS(A,k) = {(f(al), .. .,f(an))  feFyplx], deg(f) < k},
where [F ¢ [x] is the ring of polynomials over FF .. We also use
the notation RS(n, k), ignoring the evaluation points.

A generalized Reed-Solomon code, GRS(A, k, X), where
X = A1, ) € FZ«» is the set of codewords
(Arg(@1), ..., Ang(an)), where A; # 0 for all j € [n],
g € Fuplzr], deg(g) < n — k. The dual code of a Reed-
Solomon code RS(A, k) is a generalized Reed-Solomon code
GRS(A,n—k, X), for some multiplier vector X1, Chap. 10]).
We sometimes use the notation GRS(n, k), ignoring A and .

Let f(z) be a polynomial corresponding to a codeword of the
Reed-Solomon code C = RS(A4, k), and g(x) be a polynomial
of degree at most n — k — 1, which corresponds to a codeword
of the dual code C*. Then Y7, g(a;)(A;f(e;)) = 0, and
we call the polynomial g(z) a check polynomial for C.

B. Trace Repair Method

Let RS(n, k) be a Reed-Solomon code over IF . with eval-
uation points A, ¢ a codeword corresponding to polynomial
f(x), f € Fyplz], deg(f) < k, and ¢;» = f(a¥) is a
codeword symbol/node of ¢, where a* = o~ € A. A (linear)
trace repair scheme for f(a*) corresponds to a set of ¢ check
polynomials {g;()},c» 9i € Fyelz], deg(gi) < n — k, that
satisfies the Full-Rank Condition: rankp, {g;(c*)}icig = /.
The repair bandwidth of such a repair scheme (in F;-symbols)

is bw = 3 ca\(ar) ranks, ({gi(a)}icyg). To repair all n
components of €, we need n such repair schemes (possibly with
repetition). See, e.g. [31]], for a detailed explanation of why the
above scheme works with an example.

III. RECOVERING AN ERASED SYMBOL WITH SIDE
INFORMATION

A. The Problem Description

Let C be an RS(n, k) code over F . with evaluation points
A C F,e. Suppose that the codeword symbol f(a*) is erased
and needs to be recovered, given a set of Fg-linearly in-
dependent combinations of its sub-symbols (elements of F,)
as side information. Note that for each vector of coefficients
a = (a1,...,ay) € FY, there exists a 3 € Fy such that the
equality Zle a;& = Tr(B€) holds for all £ € F . Therefore,
we can represent the side information as a set S = {3;}7_;,
where s = ||, and assume that S is F,-linearly independent.
We assume that the replacement/recovery node already knows s
traces {Tr(B; f (™)) }ic[s)» Where {B;}ic[s) € Fye is Fy-linearly
independent. Equivalently, we can represent the side information
as a subspace S = spang, (5). We call S the side information
set and S the side information subspace. Note that S is a basis
of § and s = dim(S).

According to the trace-repair method, it needs to reconstruct
some ¢ — s traces of f(a*), namely, {Tr(B;f(a"))}ics+1,0>
referred to as target traces, where {3;};cq is an F,-basis
of F,.. We refer to T = {Bi}icls+1, as the target set and
T = spang, (1) the target subspace with respect to the side
information set S (or the side information subspace S). We
capture this discussion in Proposition Its proof is similar
to [16, Thm. 4] and can be found in Appendix [V-A]

Proposition 1. Ler S = {Bi}ic[s) be a linearly independent
set and f(a*) be a symbol of Reed-Solomon code RS(n,k)
over Fue, n < ¢'. A linear repair scheme for f(a*) with
side information S corresponds to a collection of { — s poly-
nomials {g;(x)}ics+1,0 C Fyelx], where deg(gi) < n —k,
T= {9i(a”) }ie[s+1,0 and S UT are linearly independent.

B. Optimal Repair Bandwidths Only Depend on the Side Infor-
mation Set Size

We demonstrate below that the optimal repair bandwidth for
recovering an erasure depends on s = | S| but not on the specific
choice of S. We first need an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 1. Given two F,-subspaces S and T' of F ;¢ of dimen-
sions s and t = £ — s, respectively. Then there exists an element
d € ]FZZ such that S ®T = F e, where T = §T". Equivalently,
given two F-linearly independent subsets S = {[3;}ics) and
T" = {Bi}ie(s+1, of Fye, where s € [l], there exists § € F,
such that SUT, where T = 81", forms an Fg4-basis of ]qu.

Proof. For each v € 7'\ {0}, as {0v: 0 € F,} =F,, there
are exactly ¢° — 1 such § so that oy € S\ {0} (as |S| = ¢°).
Let U 2 {6 € F?,: 3y € T'\ {0} such that v € S}, then
U=U,er{0 €F}.: 6y € S}. We have
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for s € [¢]. Hence, there exists a § ¢ U, d # 0, satisfying that
for every v € T'*,8v ¢ S. Thus, SN4T' = {0} or SU T’
forms a basis of F . as desired. |

Proposition 2. The minimum repair bandwidth for a codeword
symbol of an RS(n, k) over F,o given the side information S
depends on |S| but not on the specific choice of its elements.

Proof. Let S = {Bi}ics) and S’ = {B;}ic[s] be two different
sets of side information for repairing the same codeword symbol
fla*). It suffices to show that for every repair scheme for
f(a*) with side information S’, there exists a repair scheme
for f(a*) with side information S achieving the same re-
pair bandwidth. To this end, let {g;(7)}icjst1,q C Fyela]
corresponds to the repair scheme with side information S’,
ie. gi(a*) = Bj, i € [s+ 1,{] and {B;}icjg form an F,-
basis of .. According to Lemma (I} there exists § € F
such that {31,...,8s,08,,1,...,003,} is linearly independent.
Therefore, the polynomials h;(z) £ 8g;(z) for all i € [s+1,/]
form a repair scheme for f(a*) with side information S and
with the same repair bandwidth as g;(x)’s. |

C. A Lower Bound on the Bandwidth with Side Information

We provide a lower bound for the repair bandwidth with side
information for one erasure in a Reed-Solomon code. The lower
bound is similar to those in [15]-[17]], [31], replacing ¢* by ¢*~*
at some places. When s = 0, it reduces to the existing bound
(no side information). Its proof can be found in Appendix

Proposition 3. Any linear repair scheme with side information
size s for Reed-Solomon code RS(A,k) over F, requires a
repair bandwidth of at least

t|bave] + (n — 1 —t)[bave]
sub-symbols over Fy, where n=|A| < ¢ r=n—k bae and
l—s
t are deﬁned as bave = logq(" ny T 2 (=1 [_ZI)JF”*l,

T —1)g—bavel
and t £n—1ifbae € Z, t = | Tty

q

J otherwise.

In some special cases, the lower bound in Proposition |3| can
be explicitly computed.

Corollary 1. Consider a full-length RS(n = ¢*, k) code over
Foe with n —k = ¢q™ for some 1 < m < (. Assume that
(0 —38)| € and ¢ > m(€ — s). Then every linear repair scheme

with side information set szze s requires a repair bandwidth of

at least (¢* —1)({ — s) — @ =1)(g"-1)

) sub-symbols in T

Proof. With n = ¢% and n — k = ¢, we have
H+q¢ -1

T

and
0

¢ —
bave=log, ——=

Next, we show that /—s—1<bave <{—s. Indeed, the second

inequality is obvious because ¢‘—1<(¢™—1)(g*~*—1)+q*—1.
For the first inequality, We need to show that
q -1 1
@ D@ D) rg 1"
which is equivalent to ’ p
(' =1)(g=1)> ("~ 1)(g"*~1) = L L5 L]
gn—1" ¢q—-1"~
which is true because
0 m(l—s) _ l—s—1 l—s—1 _
q —1 qm 1 -1
> qa" q = 7a
NS TLED WL

noting that either the first or the second inequality must be strict:
if m = 1 (so that the second inequality becomes equality) then
the first inequality is strict since ¢ > ¢‘=* = ¢"*~%). Thus,
bAVE ¢ 7 and LbAVEJ ={—s—1and [bAVE] ={—s. Plugging
this in the formula for ¢ in Proposition [3| we obtain
T—(¢" =g el (g™ —1)(¢"* - 1)
t= \‘ q—Loavel — g—Tbavel J - qg—1 ’

Finally, using Proposition [3] we obtain a lower bound of
tl—s—1)4+ (" —1-t)l—s)=(¢" = 1)l —s)—t
=@ =Dl—s) = (=" -1/(a—1)

sub-symbols over F, on the repair bandwidth as claimed. W

D. Optimal Subspace-Polynomial-Based Repair Schemes

In this section we investigate the repair bandwidth incurred by
the subspace-polynomial repair scheme introduced in [17]], [31]],
which generalizes the trace-polynomial-based scheme in [15],
[16], under the new assumption of side information. We show
that in contrast to the standard repair problem (with no side
information), the repair bandwidth of such a scheme depends on
the specific choice of the subspace. In particular, we transform
the problem of finding subspace-polynomial repair schemes
with minimum bandwidths possible into another one on sub-
space intersection, which on its own is an intriguing problem.

Before presenting Theorem [I] we note that given side
information set S = {ﬂi}ie[s], to construct a subspace-
polynomial repair scheme, one first needs to find a target set
T = {Bi}ie[s+1,q such that SUT forms an F,-basis of F
(see Proposition [I] and the discussion preceding it). Next, given
that r = n — k > ¢, for some m < ¥, one picks an m-
dimensional subspace W of F, and form the ¢! — s check

polynomials g;(z) = W, i € [s+ 1,¢]. Note that
Lyy(z) = [I,ew (7 — w) is the subspace polynomial which is
a linearly map constructed over W and ker(Lyy) = W. The

check polynomials are then used in the trace repair scheme.

Lemma 2. Consider an RS(n, k) with evaluation points A C
Fge satisfying n — k > q™, m < (. Consider also a repair
scheme with side information of size s, that consists of {—s poly-
nomials {g;(%)}; (541, Where gi(x) = Lw(Bi(z—ar))/(z—
o) and T & {Bi}icls+1,0 is a target set. This scheme has
bandwidth (with |A| — 1 helper nodes)

(1Al = 1) = 8) = Caeafa-y dim (@ — ") T NW)

sub-symbols in F,, where T £ spang, (7).



Proof. The node storing f(c) computes ¢ — s traces
Tr %f(a)), i € [s + 1,f]. However,
due to the linearity of trace, it only needs to send

ranqu({LW(ﬁi(a—a*))}ie[&“_u) traces. To compute
this rank, let U £ (a — a*)T = spang ((@ — a*)T)
and 7: U — Ty defined as 7(u) = Ly(u) for
every v € U. Then dim(U) = dim(7) = ¢ — s and
ker(r) = U N ker(Ly) = U N W. Using the rank-nullity
theorem, we obtain

rankg, ({Lw (Bi(a — ) }ie[s,€+1] )
= dim (im(7)) = dim(U) — dim (ker(7))
— ({—s) —dim (@ — a”)T A W).

Summing this over all &« € A\ {a*} completes the lemma. W

Given the side information subspace S, when constructing
a subspace-polynomial repair scheme, we have the freedom in
selecting relevant target subspace 7 and V. Hence, one can
optimize the bandwidth over such 7 and W. This is in stark
contrast to the case of standard repair without side information,
in which any subspace VW would lead to the same repair
bandwidth [[17]], [31]. Theorem [l| formalizes this fact.

Theorem 1. Consider an RS(A,k), A C Fy, |A| = n, and
n—=k > qm m < L Then the minimum bandwidth that a
subspace-polynomial repair scheme for f(a*) (a* € A) can
achieve, given the side information subspace S, dim(S)=s, is

(Al =1) (€= s) —max7,w > qea\ (o} dim (a—a*)TNW),

where the max is taken over all IFy-subspaces T and W of F
with diim(T) =€ — 5, S®© T = Fy, and dim(W) = m.

Proof. Follows directly from Proposition [T and Lemma |

Note that Theorem [1| converts the repair bandwidth with side
information problem restricted to subspace-polynomial repair
scheme to a pure subspace-intersection problem stated below.

(Subspace-Intersection Problem) Given a* € A C F
and an s-dimensional subspace S of F., find 7 and W
that maximizes the sum 3 c 4\ (o~} dim (a—a")TNW)
among all (¢ — s)-dimensional subspaces 7 and m-dimensional
subspaces W satisfying S @ T = F ..

The subspace-intersection problem can be tricky to solve,
especially for general A. Therefore, we limit ourselves to the
more tractable case when A = F ., for which optimal repair
bandwidths were known for the standard repair setting (without
side information) when ¢¢ —k > ¢™ [[17]], [31]. We also assume
that (¢ — s) | ¢. With these assumptions, in Corollary [2| we
can replace 7 by [F .. in the optimization problem. Note that
while F.c-. may not be a valid 7 (i.e Fye-s © S # Fpe),
by Lemma [I] at least one of its cosets is. Finally, although
this corollary provides an upper bound instead of an exact
formulation for the bandwidth, later on, using the lower bound
in Proposition 3] we can establish optimal repair bandwidths
for subspace polynomial schemes in some parameter regimes.

Corollary 2. Consider a full-length RS(n = q°, k) with evalua-
tion points A = Fe, where n—k > q™, m < {. Let S be a side
information set with s = |S| and (£ —s) | L. Then there exists a

subspace-polynomial repair scheme for f(a*) (a* € A), given
the side information set S, with repair bandwidth

(¢" —1)(l—s)— max ZveJF*[ dim (yF - NW), (1)

where the max is taken over all m-dimensional I -subspaces
w Of qu.

Proof. LetS = spa ng, () be the side information subspace. By
Theorem [I] the minimum bandwidth achieved by a subspace-
polynomial repair scheme with side information subspace S is

Z dim ((a — a®)T NW), (2)

e _ _5) —
(¢" = 1)(£ —s) — max
acA\{a*}

where the max is taken over all [F;-subspaces 7 and W of F .
with dim(7") = {—s, S&T = F,¢, and dim(WW) = m. To prove
the existence of a repair scheme with bandwidth given by (IJ),
we show that a (multiplicative) coset of F .- can be a (valid)
target subspace. Indeed, according to Lemma [I] there exists
0c ]F;Z such that SO F e« = Fye, ie. 6F ¢+ is a valid target
subspace w.r.t. the side information subspace S. Hence, setting
T = 0Fy - in and using the assumption that A = F .,
there exists a subspace-polynomial repair scheme given the side
information subspace S that achieves the bandwidth

>

aGFqg\{a*}

(¢ —1)(t—s) —max dim ((oc — @*)dF e- NW),

which is the same as (I) when replacing (a—a*)d by v € F7,,
noting that {(ax — @*)d: a € Fe \ {a*}} = Fr.. ]

Using Corollary [2| assuming a full-length code with (¢ —s) |
¢, we can now construct a few concrete subspace-polynomial
repair schemes that achieve optimal repair bandwidths among
all linear schemes. To construct the first repair scheme achieving
optimal repair bandwidth, we first prove an auxiliary lemma.

Lemma 3. For every a | ¢, b | ¢, and (a,b) =1, and for every
7,6 € Fy,, it holds that dim(yFg« N F ) € {0,1}.

‘ o1 b
1 a _
q 1 q’ —2

Proof. Note that F, = {€4°=7}7_ % and 7, = {€a=1 }7_ 7,
where £ is a primitive element of F .. To show that dim(~yFg. N
0F ) € {0,1}, it suffices to show that for any u,v € yF;. N
6IFZ;,, it holds that u/v € F,. Indeed, for such u and v, there
exist x, y, z, and w such that

at-1

w=~(E)" = §(671)7, w=(6i1) = §(67)"
which implies that

1167 —
% - (5 )w_y = (ﬁﬁ)z Ye Foe NFp =Fyery =Fy.

The proof follows. |

a‘-1
q¢—1

The following theorem indicates the existence of optimal
repair schemes for a full-length Reed-Solomon codes with side
information size s, where (¢ — s)|¢. We prove that the existing
subspace repair scheme can be constructed from a subfield Fym
of Fue, where n—k > ¢, ¢ >m > 1, m|(,and ({—s,m) = 1.
However, for any coset of Fym, the proof is still right.

Theorem 2. Consider a full-length Reed-Solomon codes
RS(n = ¢', k) over F e withn—k > ¢™ for some { > m > 1.



If €—3s) |t m|¥ and (£ —s,m) = 1, then there exists a
linear repair scheme with side information of size s that uses the
repair bandwidth of (¢ —1)({—s)—(¢**—1)(¢™—1)/(g—1)
sub-symbols in F,. The scheme is optimal when n — k = q".

Proof Set W = Fym, and let T = {B;}¢_,,, be a basis
of T2 F,e—s. We now consider the subspace repair scheme
constructed from W. The statement that the achieved bandwidth
is optimal among all linear repair schemes is obvious due to
Corollary 1] noting that the assumptions (¢ — s) | £, m | £,
and (£ —s,m) = 1 imply ¢ > (¢ — s)m. It remains to show
that the stated scheme has the stated bandwidth. Indeed, from
Lemma |2} it is sufficient to prove that Z'YeF*z dim ('yTﬁW) =
q

w. By Lemma |3} we note that to get the sum

q—1
> ver, dim(y7 NFym), we compute the number of elements

~ so that dim(y7 N Fym) = 1. As the set of 1-dimensional
intersections 7 MWV is a partition of V into 1-dimensional sub-
spaces, there are ‘;/Vfll such subspaces. Moreover, each of them
is repeated ¢°~* — 1 times, since v'7 = ~7 for all v/ € 7.
Thus, the number of elements v with dim(y7 NFym) =1 is
(¢*=* — 1)(¢™ — 1)/(¢ — 1), which completes the proof. M

Now we consider a greedy construction that generates m-
dimensional subspaces W, m < /, that generate subspace-
polynomial repair schemes with minimal repair bandwidths.
Assume that a | £. The aim is to construct a subspace W of I
satisfying dim(yFge N W) € {0,1} for all v € F,.

‘-1

2
L) 41
Then there exists an m-dimensional subspace VW satisfying that
dim(yFge NW) € {0, 1} for all v € F,.

Proof. We will construct in a greedy manner a set
{wy,...,wy} C I, that satisfies two properties given below.
o (P1) {wy,...,wy} is F,-linearly independent, and
o (P2) the subspace W,, = spang, ({wl7 ... ,wm}) satisfies
that dim(yFge N Wp,) € {0,1} for all v € Fy,
The first element w; can be picked arbitrarily in FZ[ because
w, = spang, ({w1}) satisfies (P1) and (P2) obviously. Assume
that we have already had a set {w1,...,w,,_1} that satisfies
(P1) and (P2). We now show that we can find w,, so that
{wy, ..., w,} satisfies (P1) and (P2) given that a | £ and ¢’ >

m— o 132
(", 1) (qq__11> + 1. Consider the set

Lemma 4. Assume that a | ¢ and that ¢* > (meil) (q

A
B—1 ={oiu+ azv: u,v € Wy, u # v, 1,0 € Fpa }.

_ 2
Claim 1: |B,,,_1| < (7, 1)(‘1;_‘11) +1 < |Fpel.
Claim 2: Any w,, € F . \ B,,_; satisfies (P1)-(P2).
Proof of Claim 1. Note that oy = oy = 0 gives 0 € B,,,—1.
Since (Ta)u = a(tu) and Tu € W,,_; for 7 € F, and
u € Wi,—1, to count the elements of B,,_; corresponding to
a; # 0 and ay # 0, we only need to consider (¢* —1)/(¢—1)
values for each oy and cs. Moreover, we can ignore the case
a1 # 0 and a; = 0 or vice versa as the resulting elements
are already counted for a; # 0 and ay # 0 when setting
either v = 0 or u = 0, respectively. Thus, other than 0, B;,_1
has at most (qqa_—_ll)z (q";il) other elements, where the binomial
factor counts the number of distinct pairs w,v € W,,—;. Thus,

|B—1] < (%)2(‘1";1) + 1 elements. [ ]

Proof of Claim 2. Since Wy,—1 C Bp—1, Wy ¢ W1,
which implies (P1). Assume, for the sake of contradiction, that
dim(W,,, N YFga) > 2 for some ~ € IF7.. Then there exist
u,v € Wp_1, u # v so that either a) {w,, + u,w,, +
v} C AF4 and rankg, ({w,, + u,w, + v}) = 2, or b)
{wy, +u,v} C 7F4 and rankp, ({wy, + u,v}) = 2. If a)
occurs, then there exist ¢,y € Fea, x # 0, y # 0, T # v,
so that w,, + v = vz and w,, + v = =y, which implies
that w,, = -*-u + v € B,,_1, which contradicts our
assumption. The case b) can be treated similarly. ]

The proof of Lemmald]follows from these two claims. Indeed,
by Claim 1, there exists at least one element in IF \ Bin-1,
which is the desired w,, according to Claim 2. ]

Theorem 3. Consider a full-length Reed-Solomon codes
RS(n = ¢*, k) over Fye withn —k > q™ for some £ >m > 1.

m—1 qZ7371

2
If (0—s) | Cand ¢"> (", )( P ) + 1, then there exists a
linear repair scheme with side information of size s that uses the
repair bandwidth of (¢* —1)({—s)—(¢"*—1)(¢™ —1)/(¢—1)
sub-symbols in Fy. The scheme is optimal when n — k = ¢"™.

Proof. By Lemma {4} there exists an m-dimensional subspace
W satisfying dim(yF - N W) € {0,1}, for all v € F*,. The
rest of the proof proceeds similarly to that of Theorem ]

E. Bandwidth Reductions Given Side Information

To illustrate the repair bandwidth reduction in the presence
of side information, we consider as an example the parameter
regime assumed in Theorem 2| Case 1: s =¢—1 and m = ¢/d
for some constant d > 2. Theorem [2] gives a repair bandwidth
with side information bws; = (¢* —1) — (¢*/¢ —1). The optimal
repair bandwidth with no side information is bw = (¢‘~! —
1)(1 — 1/d)¢ (see [17], [31]). Clearly, lim,—, bws;/bw = 0.
Case 2: s = cl/(c—1),1e. £ —s ={/c, and m = £/d, for
some constants ¢,d > 2. Then bws; = (¢¢ — 1)¢/c — (¢*/¢ —
1)(¢"/¢—1)/(q—1), whereas bw = (¢* —1)(d—1)¢/d. Clearly,
bw — bws; > (¢%/¢ — 1)(¢*/¢ = 1)/(q — 1) — 00 as £ — oo.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We proposed the problem of repairing a single erasure of
Reed-Solomon codes with side information, which generalizes
the standard repair problem, and established a lower bound on
the repair bandwidth of a linear repair scheme. The problem
of constructing optimal subspace-polynomial repair schemes
can be reduced to a subspace intersection problem, which is
interesting in its own right. We settled this problem for a few
parameter regimes, leaving the general case open for future
research.
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V. APPENDIX
A. Proof of Proposition

The first part of this appendix is devoted for the discussion
on the definition and the existence of a linear repair scheme for
a failed node with side information of size s of Reed-Solomon
code RS(n, k). Similar to an (exact) linear repair scheme for a
failed node with standard repair, a linear repair scheme for a
node with side information of size s is described by elements
~’s used in each trace along with a linear algorithm.

We first propose the definition of a linear repair scheme with
side information of size s which is modeled after the definition
of a linear repair scheme with the standard repair in [[15]].

Definition 2. A linear repair scheme with side information
S = {Bi}iels) for a symbol f(a*) of Reed-Solomon code
RS(n, k) with evaluation point set A, |A| = n, over the coding
field IF . and the base field F, consists of

e aset Qn C F e, for each # o, and

o (—s coefficients ; € F, 4 € [s+1, ¢], where 7;’s are IF,,-linear
coefficients of the queries Ugea\{o3 { Tr(vf (@) : ¥ € Qa} s0
that there is a linear reconstruction algorithm that computes
fla®) = X icigmivi, where n; = Tr(Bif(a*)), i € [s],
which are already known from the side information S, and
{v1,..., v} is an Fy-basis of F .. The repair bandwidth b is
the total number of sub-symbols in F, returned by each node
a,ie, b=3 ca (o} | Qal

Lemma 5. Suppose there is a linear repair scheme for repair-
ing f(a*) of RS(A, k) with side information S = {B;}ic[s
given by a set {Qa}acA\{a} and a linear algorithm as in
Definition E] Then, there is an F,-linearly independent set
B = {Bi}ic|st+1,0 s0 that there are elements pg, o satisfying
Bif(@") = Yoo o) Hooaf (@), for all f € Fyla] of
degree less than k, where {pg, a}g,ep C spang, (Qa)-

Proof. Suppose B = {Bs41,...,B¢} is an Fy-linearly inde-
pendent set of IF . so that {3;,..., 8¢} is a basis of F,c and
{v1,...,vp} is its trace dual basis. According to Definition
the linear repair algorithm computes coefficients 7; € IF, so that
fle) = > e mivi, where 1; = Tr(B:f(a*)) for i € [s], and
n’s, © € [s+ 1,/], are F,-linear functions of the queries in
{Tr(vf(@)) : ¥ € Unearja-}Qa }, i, for i € [s + 1,4,

Z Z waTr(vf(a))

acA\{a*} 7€EQu

Y. T D wany)f(e)

acA\{a*} YEQa

Z Tr(“ﬁi,af(a))

acA\{a*}

=Tr( Y. mp.af(@),

acA\{a*}

n; =

for we € Fy, and pg, o = Y omeQa WanyY € spang (Qa).
Furthermore, Tr(f;f(a®)) = Tr(8:i X e njujs =
2 jeg M Tr(Biv;) = mi, © € [s + 1,4]. Then, for i € [s + 1, 4],

acA\{a*}

Tr (B f(a*)) = Tr( (3)

The Equation 3 holds for all polynomials f € e [2], deg(f) <
k, then for all v € ]F;@ and for all ¢ € [s 4+ 1, /] it still holds,

ie, Tr(vBif(a®)) = Tr(v Xaeca\fary H8i,af(@)), which
derives to 3; f (") = 3_pe A\ (o} BB:,af (). This completes
the proof. |

Lemma [5] ensures for the existence of a linear algorithm to
repair a failed node f(a*) once there exists a linear repair
scheme by ensuring the existence of the set {/3;};c[s41,¢ and
the elements pg, o, for i € [s+1,¢] and o € A\ {a*}. We
now propose a linear algorithm to repair f(a*) of RS(A, k)
with side information S = {3;}ic[s), Which is modeled after
the linear algorithm to repair RS(A, k) in [15].

Algorithm 1. Linear repair with side information S =
{Bities)-

Input: A set A of evaluation points, a point a* € A of the
failed node f(a*), the s traces Tr(3;f(a*)) corresponding to
the side information S' = {/3; };¢[s), the access to linear queries
of the form Tr(yf(a)), for all @ € A\ {a*}.

Output: the value f(a*).

Steps:

1) Choose a linearly independent set B = {f;}ic[s41,-

2) Choose elements pg, o € I, for each pair of
B; € B and a € A\ {a*} so that 8;f(a*) =
ZaeA\{a*} b .of ().

3) for 3; € B do

4) Choose an arbitrary spanning set (o for the set
{Hg,.abicis 10 and get the queries Tr(vf(@)), 7 €

a-

5) Compute Tr(pg, .o f(cx)) for each o € A\ {a*} through
the traces Tr(~ f(c))’s.

6) Compute Tr(3;f(a*)) = Tr(ZaeA\{a*}ugiyaf(a)),
i € [s+ 1,], by taking the trace of both sides of the
equation in Step

7) end

8) Compute f(a) from {Tr(B;f(a*))}ieje:

flar)=>"Tr(Bif(a"))v,
i€[{]

., g} is the dual basis of {31,...,8¢}.

where {v1,..

The following proof of Proposition [I] indicates that a linear
repair scheme for a node with side information size s of a code
RS(n, k) is equivalent to a set of ¢/ — s polynomials of degree
less than n — k.

Proof of Proposition[I} Supposing that {v;}_; is the trace-
dual basis of {8;}{_;, where {b;};c[s = S and {b;}/_,,, =
T. Supposing that f(a*) = Zle nv;. According Lemma
the work of defining f(a*) with side information S is
now the work of defining ¢ — s coefficients 7;, i € [s +
1,4], and Tr(B;f(a*)) = mn;. This means that to define
ni, © € [s + 1,4, it is enough to find Tr(B;f(a*)), or
Tr(gi(a®)f(a*)), @ € [s + 1,£]. Each polynomial g;(z),
i € [s+ 1,¢], of degree less than n — k corresponds to a dual
codeword of the Reed-Solomon codes RS(A4, k), which returns
i1 9i(@)Ajf(ey) = 0, where A = (Ar,...,\,) € F,.



Then, gi(a")A"f(a*) = =3, Lo~ gi(a;)A;f(ey), which
is equivalent to g;(a*)f(a®) = =3 . _q- gz‘(aj)%f(aj).
Applying the trace function on two sides of this equation we
get Tr(gi(a*)f(a*)) = —Zaﬂea* Tr(gi(aj)%f(aj)). In
conclusion, each 7;, i € [s + 1,/], can be computed through
the traces Tr(gi(aj)%f(aj)),aj # o, which can totally be
defined through the polynomials g;(z), ¢ € [s + 1, /). |

B. Proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition [3] According to Proposition [} a linear
repair scheme with side information size s for a failed
node f(a*) corresponds to a set of ¢ — s polynomials.
Supposing that the repair scheme is the polynomial set
{9:(2) bicto 1.4, where ranke, ({gs1 (@), .., ge(a)}) = (—
s and rankg, ({gs+1(a),...,gg(a)}) = bo, forall a € A\
{a*}. Therefore, the repair bandwidth of the repair scheme
IS b = > nea\far}ba. For cach a € A, let 5o = {€ =
(es41,-.-,€0) € IFE S Diels,g €igila) = O}. Since
rank]yq ({gi(a)},e[éﬂ,g]) = ba, dim]}‘q (Sa) =/{—5s— ba.
Averaging the size [{a € A\ {a*} : € € Su}| over all nonzero
vectors € € F,™*, we have

1
Méﬁ Y [{acA\{a}: € Sa} |
q -1
ecF, °\{0}
1 = —s - =
q acA\{a*}
1 s
air=es S DI !
acA\{a*}

Then, there exists some €* = (el {,...,¢e;) € Fg’s \ {0}

such that |[{a € A\ {a*} : & € Sa}| > p. Let g(z) =
> icls+1,4 € 9i(2), g(x) vanishes on at least ;i elements of
A\ {a"}. Furthermore, it follows from {g;(a*)}ic(s41,9 i
linearly independent and €* # 0 that g(a*) # 0. Hence, g(z)
corresponds to a nonzero dual codeword of RS(A, k) and has
at most r — 1 roots, where r = n — k. Then, u < r — 1, which
allows that

_ r—D(* =1 +n-1
S gte< ( )(q - ) _ @
acA\{a*} q
Put
A(r=D(@ =1 +n-1 n—1
T = prn bave = log T
Let
AN .
min — ba 5
ety 2 ®

acA\{a*}

subject to (4).
The minimum occurs when b,,’s are balanced and equal to
bave. Supposing that ¢ is the biggest integer satisfying

by =---=b} = |bavel,b -=10by,_1 = [bavel,

where 7, 4 g% < T, and (b},...,b}_,) is an optimal
solution for (3). To obtain this solution, the “balancing” pro-
cedure as in [31]] is applied. The computation for ¢ is easily
obtained. Then, we get the lower bound as desired. |

* p—
t+1 —

C. A discussion on the subspace intersections with the lowest
repair bandwidth

A condition for an m-dimensional subspace VW so that
the repair scheme constructed from this subspace by Lemma
and Corollary [2] obtains the minimal repair bandwidth
among all m-dimensional F,-subspaces is that the sum
Z‘YE]F*Z dim(~F - N W) achieves the maximal value among

all m-dimensional [F,-subspaces. One concrete consideration
for obtaining the maximal sum is the case when the inter-
section subspaces have dimension 0 or 1. More particularly,
for a parameter m, if there exists an m-dimensional subspaces
Wy with dim(yFp.- N Wy) € {0,1}, for all v ¢ Foes
then a sufficient condition for an arbitrary m-dimensional
subspace W used to construct subspace polynomial repair
scheme that obtains the lowest repair bandwidth, i.e., the sum
Zaeﬂ“qg\{a*} dim ((a — a*)8F—. N W) achieves maximal
value among all subspaces dimension m, is also the condition
that dim(yFge-. N W) € {0,1}, for all v € F},. Moreover,
for the codes RS(n,k), where n — k = ¢™, this condition
is the necessary and sufficient condition for the repair scheme
constructed by W obtaining the optimal repair bandwidth. The
repair schemes constructed in Theorems [2| and Theorem
are of this consideration. We will make the above discussion
clearer in Corollary |3| Since our proof for the conclusion of
subspace intersection of dimensions O or 1 is based on the
majorization of two real number sequences, we first recall
some basic results on this problem. For two sequences of real
numbers x = (z1,...,%p) and 2’ = (m’l,...,x;), supposing
that ;1 > -+ > a:p and ) > -+ > a: we say that z is
majorized by = or 2’ majorizes x if )V, x; = > 7_, «} and
I xy < af, forall j e [p—1] [38, A1, p.8].

Lemma 6. 138 B.1, p.156] The inequality Y " | ¢(z;) <
P_Lo(x}) is satisfied for all continuous convex function
¢ : R — R if and only if x is majorized by x'.

Now we have the condition to get maximal value for the
sum of intersection dimensions. Supposing that p = %,
which is the number of disjoint cosets of Fy. in ]F;g. Since
each pair of cosets are completely coincided or disjoint, and
for all 4" € yF;o,v'F;o = 4F;., we only need to consider the
sums over p disjoint cosets with the value of each dimension in
each sum repeated || = ¢° — 1 times. We have the following

proposition.

Proposition 4. Let v1Fy.,...,vpFy. are p disjoint cosets and
the two sequences d = (dy,...,d,), d' = (d’l,... dy,) are
the dimensions of the intersection of subspaces ~;F of these
cosets with W and W', respectively. Without lost of generallty,
we can suppose that di > --- > d, and dj > --- > d’p. Let
= (x1,...,1,) and &’ = (z7,...,x},), where x; = qh -1
if d; >Oandzié()ifdi:0, and ! = q% — 1 if d} > 0
and x, = 0 if d; = 0. Then, if x is majorized by x' then

Zz ld 2 Zz ldz
Proof. Since x is majorized by 2’ and d; = —¢(x;),d, =

—¢(x}), where ¢(t) = —log,(t + 1) is a continuous convex
function over [0,+00). The proof is completed by applying



Lemma 6| for z and 2’ and the computation of d; and d} through
function ¢(t). |

Corollary 3. Ler all, W and W' are two m-dimensional sub-
spaces of F e where dim(yF, NW) € {0, 1}, for all v € F?,.

Then, Z"EFZZ dim(yF.e N W) > Z%FZZ dim(yFga N wh.
Moreover, 3z dim(yFge N W) = %, and if

there exists ~' e F?, so that dim(y'Fge N W') > 1 then
Z’YGF*K dim(yFge N W) > Z”YGF*E dim(yFge N W').

Proof. The proof is completed by applying Proposition [] and
Lemma E] for two sequences x, x’ in the special case where
d; € {0,1}, for all i € [p]. When all the intersections yF. NV
is of dimension O or 1, the set of 1-dimensional intersections is a
partition of W, which allows that the number of these subspaces
is ;n:ll. Since each of the intersection is repeated ¢* — 1 times,
the total of dimensions is W. If there exists d; > 1,
for some j € [p], then the strict inequality is achieved. [ ]
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