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Abstract—We propose an efficient algorithm to find a Reed–
Solomon (RS) codeword at a distance within the covering radius
of the code from any point in its ambient Hamming space. To
the best of the authors’ knowledge, this is the first attempt of its
kind to solve the covering problem for RS codes. The proposed
algorithm leverages off-the-shelf decoding methods for RS codes,
including the Berlekamp–Welch algorithm for unique decoding
and the Guruswami-Sudan algorithm for list decoding. We also
present theoretical and numerical results on the capabilities of
the proposed algorithm and, in particular, the average covering
radius resulting from it. Our numerical results suggest that the
overlapping Hamming spheres of radius close to the Guruswami–
Sudan decoding radius centered at the codewords cover most of
the ambient Hamming space.

I. INTRODUCTION

Reed–Solomon (RS) codes are a well-known family of
codes that are not only of theoretical interest but also very
useful in various applications, ranging from hard-disk drives to
distributed storage and computing. RS codes belong to a class
of codes known as maximum distance separable (MDS) codes,
implying that they achieve Singleton bound [1]. Although
various properties of these codes have been studied extensively
in the literature, RS codes continue to inspire the development
of new codes to this day. One such example is the class of
subspace codes known as character-polynomial (CP) codes,
recently introduced in [2], [3]. A one-dimensional CP code
is essentially the concatenation of a subcode of generalized
Reed–Solomon (GRS) code, where a certain subset of the
coefficients of the message polynomial is first set to zeros,
followed by applying a character function to the codeword
coordinates mapping the finite field elements to the complex
unit circle. In a recent work [4], CP codes have been used to
construct new precoding designs for the problem of multiple-
input single-output (MISO) systems with limited feedback, an
important problem in wireless communications. In particular, it
is established in [4] that the covering radius of CP codes can be
used to characterize the quantization error of the corresponding
quantization problem in the Grassmann space.

In general, covering can be thought of as quantization in a
general metric space, such as the Hamming space, which is
a useful tool in scenarios that require approximating, repre-
senting, or covering continuous spaces with discrete elements.
Covering problems are mathematically appealing in their own
right, and have found a wide range of technical applications in
data compression, signal processing, clustering, sampling, and
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robust system design, especially in high-dimensional spaces,
just to name a few [5], [6]. In a basic covering problem, we
have a vector space over a certain alphabet that we wish to
cover with as few spheres of a given radius, called the covering
radius, as possible. This means that we can approximate any
point in the space by mapping it to the center of one of the
spheres that cover this point. This provides a guarantee on the
accuracy of the approximation in terms of the covering radius.
Some of the prior work on the covering problem include
characterizing upper and lower bounds on the covering radius
and the complexity of computing it [7], deriving bounds on
the minimal size of a code of a given covering radius [8], [9],
studying the complexity of bounding the covering radius of
a binary code [10], deriving relations between the covering
radius of a code and its subcodes [11], among others. We
refer the reader to the extensive list of references following
[1, Chapter 15].

In this work, our goal is to solve the problem of covering
using GRS codes. Although the covering radius of GRS codes
is known, the problem of finding an explicit codeword within
the covering radius of any given vector in the ambient space of
the code has received little attention. Moreover, GRS codes are
known to achieve the redundancy bound [1, Corollary 11.1.3].
In other words, their worst-case guarantee for the covering
problem in the Hamming space is not appealing. However, as
discussed earlier, GRS codes can be mapped to the complex
domain as in CP codes and used to cover Grassmann space
with applications in wireless communications. Furthermore,
the average covering radius of RS codes could fall far below
their worst case of the redundancy bound, which provides
further motivation to study efficient covering algorithms for
RS codes.

In this paper, we propose an efficient algorithm to solve the
covering problem for GRS codes. That is, given an arbitrary
vector in the ambient Hamming space containing the code,
we demonstrate how to efficiently find a codeword at a
distance within the covering radius of the code from the given
vector. Our algorithm is based on successive puncturing of the
code together with leveraging an off-the-shelf decoder for the
resulting GRS codes after each puncture. We then analyze the
average number of punctures needed to find a codeword within
the covering radius of the code. We also estimate the average
covering radius resulting from the algorithm by computing
the average distance of the output codeword from the input
vector. The performance of the algorithm is compared with
the worst-case guarantee of the covering radius as well as a
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straightforward baseline approach.
The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Sec-

tion II we provide some background on Reed–Solomon codes
and the sphere covering problem. In Section III we present
our covering algorithm and associated theoretical results. In
Section IV simulation results supporting the theoretical results
obtained in Section III are presented. Finally, we conclude the
paper in Section V.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Reed–Solomon Code

Fix k ≤ n ≤ q. The message space

F(k, q) := {f ∈ Fq[X] : deg(f) ≤ k}

consists of all polynomials of degree at most k over Fq . The
elements of F(k, q) are called message polynomials, whose
coefficients represent message symbols.

Given distinct α1, . . . , αn ∈ Fq , the encoding of f ∈ F(k−
1, q) in the RS code of length n and dimension k over Fq is
given by

RS(f) := (f(α1), . . . , f(αn)). (1)

In addition, given not necessarily distinct v1, . . . , vn ∈ F×
q ,

the encoding of f ∈ F(k− 1, q) in the GRS code of length n
and dimension k over Fq is given by

GRS(f) := (v1f(α1), . . . , vnf(αn)). (2)

As mentioned in Section I, RS and GRS above are well
known to be MDS, i.e., they are [n, k, d]q codes with d :=
n− k+1 ≥ 1. Note also that GRS = RS when vi = 1 for all
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

B. Covering Radius

The covering radius of a block code C ⊆ Fn
q is defined as

(see, e.g., [1])

ρ(C) := max
y∈Fn

q

min
c∈C

dH(y, c), (3)

where dH denotes Hamming distance. For instance, it is well
known that ρ(GRS) = d − 1. This means, in particular, that
any y ∈ Fn

q is at distance at most d−1 from a GRS codeword.
Generally speaking, the covering radius of a code represents

the maximum error when the code is used for quantization of
the space. This is because the covering radius characterizes the
worst-case scenario of the quantization process. In practice,
however, given a certain distribution over the space, the aver-
age quantization error becomes more relevant. This motivates
us to define the average covering radius as

ρ̄(C) := E
y∈Fn

q

[
min
c∈C

dH(y, c)

]
. (4)

C. Sphere Packing Versus Sphere Covering

In sphere packing, the goal is to fit in the space pairwise
disjoint spheres centered at the codewords. This is fundamen-
tally related to decoding, where, given a point in the space,
one wishes to determine its nearest codeword. In particular,
given a packing of the space where the spheres have radius
τ < d/2, one can uniquely decode any message from τ errors,
and the goal is to maximize the decoding radius τ . The dual
problem to sphere packing is sphere covering, where the goal
is to cover the space using minimally overlapping spheres.
This is fundamentally related to quantization, which is the
process of approximating any given point in the space by its
closest codeword. More formally, given a vector y ∈ Fn

q and
a code C ⊆ Fn

q , the covering problem is to find a codeword
c ∈ C such that dH(y, c) ≤ ρ(C). An algorithm that solves the
covering problem for C is called a covering algorithm for C.

III. COVERING ALGORITHMS FOR GRS CODES

Decoding algorithms have been the subject of study for
many decades, and several decoding algorithms for GRS codes
are known [1], [12]. In contrast, little to no work has been
done on covering algorithms to the best of our knowledge. In
particular, we are unaware of any covering algorithms for GRS
codes. Note that covering involves solving a more intricate
minimax problem, which is computationally harder due to
the need to analyze the worst-case scenario over the entire
space. And, although one might use decoding algorithms for
covering, their performance is bound to be subpar as spheres
of radius τ < d/2 do not cover the space well. Therefore, as
the first algorithm of its kind, we propose Algorithm 1. Given
an [n, k, d] GRS code C and an input vector y in its ambient
space, the algorithm first tries to decode y. If the decoder is
successful, then we have found the closest codeword to y. If
not, it repeatedly (up to d−1 times) punctures the code at the
last coordinate and tries to decode the corresponding substring
of y until the decoder is successful, when it finally returns the
re-encoding of the decoder output in the original code.

Algorithm 1 GRS-cover(C, y)
Input: [n, k, d]q GRS code C, arbitrary vector y ∈ Fn

q

Output: A codeword c ∈ C with dH(y, c) ≤ d− 1

Available Functions: GRS-decode: a GRS decoder
1: C0 ← C
2: for i = 1, . . . , d− 1 do
3: f ← GRS-decode(C, y)
4: if f is not null then
5: return C0(f)
6: else
7: puncture C at coordinate n− i+ 1
8: y ← y[1..n− i]
9: end if

10: end for

Theorem 1 below proves the correctness of Algorithm 1.



Theorem 1. Given an [n, k, d]q GRS code C and y ∈ Fn
q ,

GRS-cover(C, y) returns a codeword c ∈ C with dH(y, c) ≤
d− 1.

Proof. Puncturing an [n, k] GRS code at any coordinate gives
an [n − 1, k] GRS code. Denote by y(i) and Ci the values of
y and C on lines 8 and 7, respectively, at step i. Plainly,

dH(y
(i+1), Ci+1(f)) ≤ dH(y

(i), Ci(f)) (5)

for any i. If GRS-decode(Ci, y(i)) is successful, then

dH(y
(i), Ci(f)) ≤ dH(y, C(f)) ≤ d− 1

by repeated application of (5). It remains to show that
GRS-decode(Ci, y(i)) does indeed succeed for some i < d.

Note that

dmin(Ci+1) = dmin(Ci)− 1 (6)

for each i. Hence, GRS-decode(Ci, y(i)) will succeed in at
most d − 1 steps, since dmin(Ci) = 1 when i = d − 1, at
which point any y(i) becomes a valid codeword.

In Section IV-C, we compare the performance of Algo-
rithm 1 with the following straightforward algorithm that we
pick as the baseline. This algorithm simply punctures the code
at a fixed set of (e.g., the last) d − 1 coordinates, followed
by decoding the punctured vector in the resulting rate-1 code
(equivalent to an interpolation) and re-encoding to return a
codeword in the original code within the covering radius of
d− 1.

Algorithm 2 GRS-cover-baseline(C, y)
Input: [n, k, d]q GRS code C, arbitrary vector y ∈ Fn

q

Output: A codeword c ∈ C with dH(y, c) ≤ d− 1

Available Functions: GRS-decode: a GRS decoder
1: C0 ← C
2: puncture C at coordinates {n− i+ 1 : 1 ≤ i ≤ d− 1}
3: y ← y[1..n− d+ 1]
4: f ← GRS-decode(C, y)
5: return C0(f)

A. Improvement Using List Decoding

Consider Algorithm 1 where GRS-decode is a list decoder,
which, for us, will mostly be the Guruswami–Sudan list
decoder (GS) [12]. There are several advantages of using
a list decoder over a unique decoder. First, it was shown
by McEliece [13], [14] that GS almost always returns a list
of size 1, whereby implying that it is essentially a unique
decoder. Next, the decoding radius of GS is τGS := n − 1 −
⌊
√
(k − 1)n⌋. This implies, in particular, that the modified

version of Algorithm 1 will return a GRS codeword c within
distance τGS of y, i.e., with dH(y, c) ≤ τGS, if such a
codeword exists [14]. This improves the average number of
punctures, whence also the average covering radius.

B. Complexity Analysis

Plainly, the worst-case running time of Algorithm 1 is (n−
k) · T (n), where T (n) is the running time of GRS-decode.

• For unique decoding, algorithms like Berlekamp–Welch
(BW) are known with T (n) = O(n3) [15, Theo-
rem 15.1.4] as well as more efficient ones with T (n) =
O(n2) and T (n) = O(npolylog(n)) [15, Section 15.4].

• For list decoding, there are known implementations of
GS with T (n) = O(s4n2) [13, § VII], [13, § VII], [16],
[17, § V], where s > 0 is an integer parameter known as
the interpolation multiplicity.

However, the average-case running time of Algorithm 1
depends on the average number of punctures needed for
GRS-decode to succeed, and based on the data in Table I,
we make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1. For an [n, k, d]q GRS code, the average number
of punctures needed for Algorithm 1 to succeed in returning
a codeword within the covering radius is less than

• c1(d− 1) for GRS-decode a unique decoder, and
• c2 for GRS-decode the GS list decoder,

for some positive constants c1, c2 < 1.

Note that Conjecture 1 would imply that the average cover-
ing radius using Algorithm 1 is a constant fraction (less than
one) of the covering radius, which can happen in the worst
case, when a unique decoder is deployed. Furthermore, when
the GS list decoder is deployed, then the average covering
radius is within a constant from τGS.

C. Coverage Fraction

Next, we show a lower bound on the size/fraction of the
space covered by Hamming spheres of a given radius centered
at the codewords of an MDS code in terms of its weight
distribution. The key observation is that one can explicitly
compute the sizes of the Hamming spheres and their pairwise
intersections, as Theorem 2 below demonstrates.

Theorem 2. Let C be an [n, k, d]q MDS code. Then

∣∣∣∣⋃
c∈C

B(c, τ)
∣∣∣∣ ≥ qk

(
τ∑

i=0

(
n

i

)
(q − 1)i − 1

2

2τ∑
w=d

AwI(w, τ)

)
,

where

Aw =

(
n

w

)w−d∑
j=0

(−1)j
(
w

j

)
(qw−d+1−j − 1) (7)

and

I(w, τ) = (8)
n−w∑
z=0

(
n− w

z

)
(q − 1)n−w−z

∑
n−τ−z≤u,v≤τ

u+v≤w

(
w

u

)(
w − u

v

)
(q − 2)w−u−v .



Proof. By the inclusion-exclusion principle,∣∣∣∣⋃
c∈C

B(c, τ)
∣∣∣∣ ≥∑

c∈C
|B(c, τ)| − 1

2

∑
c1 ̸=c2

|B(c1, τ) ∩B(c2, τ)|

= |C|

(
τ∑

i=0

(
n

i

)
(q − 1)i − 1

2

2τ∑
w=d

AwI(w, τ)

)
,

where Aw is the number of codewords c ∈ C of weight w,
and I(w, τ) := |B(c1, τ) ∩ B(c2, τ)| for c1, c2 ∈ C with
dH(c1, c2) = w. Now, (7) is known to hold for d ≤ w ≤ n
(e.g., see [18]), and (8) follows by a counting argument, where
u (resp. v) represents the number of indices in {1, . . . , n}
where y and c1 (resp. c2) agree, and z represents the number
of indices where c1, c2 and y agree.

Theorem 2 gives the following bounds on the fraction of
space covered by the union of the Hamming spheres.

Corollary 1. Let C be an [n, k, d]q GRS code. Then the frac-
tion of the ambient space covered by the union of Hamming
spheres of radius τ centered at the codewords satisfies

qk−n Volq(τ, n)−
qk−d

2

2τ∑
w=d

(
n

w

)
[Volq(τ, w)−Volq(w − τ − 1, w)]

≤ q−n
∣∣∣∣⋃
c∈C

B(c, τ)
∣∣∣∣ ≤ qk−n Volq(τ, n),

where (see, e.g., [15])

Volq(τ, n) := |B(0, τ)| =
τ∑

j=0

(
n

r

)
(q − 1)j ≈ qnHq(τ/n)

for Hq(x) := x logq(q− 1)−x logq(x)− (1−x) logq(1−x).

Proof. Observe that

Aw ≤
(
n

w

)
qw−d

by (7), and

I(w, τ)

=
n−w∑
z=0

(
n− w

z

)
(q − 1)n−w−z

∑
n−τ−z≤u≤τ

(
w

u

) ∑
n−τ−z≤v≤τ

(
w − u

v

)
(q − 2)w−u−v

≤
n−w∑
z=0

(
n− w

z

)
(q − 1)n−w−z

∑
n−τ−z≤u≤τ

(
w

u

)
(q − 1)w−u

=
n−w∑
z=0

(
n− w

z

)
(q − 1)n−w−z[Volq(τ, w)−Volq(n− τ − z − 1, w)]

≤ qn−w[Volq(τ, w)−Volq(w − τ − 1, w)]

by (8). The conclusion now follows from Theorem 2.

Note that the bound in Theorem 2 is sharp when overlaps
of three or more Hamming spheres are negligible, which is the
case when τ is sufficiently small, and, in particular, expected to
be the case for the smallest τ such that the union of Hamming
spheres of radius τ covers most of the space. We estimated this
bound for τ ∈ (d/2, d) for several [n, k, d]q GRS codes and
observed that the radius τmax yielding the best lower bound

is generally close to τGS. In the next section, we will show
numerically that

• τGS ≈ τmax for all 1 ≤ k < n with (q, n) = (47, 46),
implying that Hamming spheres of radius τGS cover a
significant fraction of the ambient space,

• Conjecture 1 is satisfied for all 1 ≤ k < n with (q, n) =
(7, 6), (11, 10), and

• the average covering radius obtained via GRS-cover
using the GS list decoder is very close to that ob-
tained using a maximum-a-posteriori (MAP) decoder for
(q, n) = (7, 6) and 1 ≤ k < n.

D. Quantization Using CP Codes

As mentioned in the introduction, CP codes have recently
been used for the quantization problem in MISO systems
with limited feedback [4], and the quantization error was
characterized using the covering radius of CP codes. Moreover,
a decoding algorithm for CP codes over prime fields was
recently proposed [19]. However, as discussed in Section II-C
and at the beginning of Section III, decoding algorithms are
not sufficient for the purpose of covering. Therefore, in future
work, we wish to extend the above results to CP codes.

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. τGS Versus τmax

Figure 1 shows that τGS = τmax for (q, n, k) = (17, 14, 2),
and that a significant fraction of the space is covered by
Hamming spheres of radius close to τGS. Figure 2 shows
a comparison of τmax with τGS for (q, n) = (47, 46) and
1 ≤ k < n,

Fig. 1: Lower bound on fraction of space covered by Hamming
spheres of radius τ ∈ (d/2, d) for [14, 2, d]17 GRS code

B. Average Number of Punctures

Table I lists the empirical average number of punctures for
GRS-cover to succeed with GRS-decode a unique decoder
(BW) and a list decoder (GS), for (q, n) = (7, 6), (11, 10)
and 1 ≤ k < n. For each k, the average was computed over



Fig. 2: Comparison of τmax with τGS for q = 47, n = 46 and
1 ≤ k < n

500 simulations. It shows that Algorithm 1 succeeds using BW
usually within a few punctures, but most of the time without
any punctures using GS, in accordance with Conjecture 1. In
other words, while Hamming spheres of radius < d/2 do not
cover the space well, those of radius τGS cover a large fraction
of the space.

TABLE I: Average number of punctures before GRS-cover
succeeds using unique (BW) and list (GS) decoders

k BW GS

1 3.836 0
2 2.44 0.006
3 1.654 0.08
4 0.532 0.264
5 0.868 0

(a) q = 7, n = 6

k BW GS

1 8.224 0
2 6.872 0.452
3 5.654 0.366
4 4.34 0.378
5 3.022 0.7
6 1.864 0.744
7 1.428 0.036
8 0.376 0.16
9 0.922 0

(b) q = 11, n = 10

C. Average Covering Radius

To estimate the average covering radius ρ̄(C) defined in
(4), we computed the average value of minc∈C dH(y, c) over
500 simulations with GRS-decode being a MAP decoder, a
unique decoder (BW), and a list decoder (GS). The results are
compared in Figure 3 for q = 7, n = 6 and 1 ≤ k < n with
Algorithm 2 as baseline, as well as the actual covering radius
ρ(C). It shows that the performance of Algorithm 1 using BW
already surpasses that of the baseline Algorithm 2. This is
then further improved when the GS list decoding is deployed.
Furthermore, the performance of Algorithm 1 with the GS list
decoder almost matches that of the MAP decoder. Note that
the MAP decoder provides the optimal covering solution with
an exponential complexity.

Fig. 3: Comparison of simulated average covering radius of a
[6, k]7 GRS code for 1 ≤ k < 6 using different algorithms

V. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE DIRECTIONS

In this work, we presented a new algorithm to efficiently
cover the ambient space using GRS codes. Conjecture 1
naturally stems from the algorithm and is strongly supported
by numerical results, and it would be ideal to be able to
prove it analytically. As discussed in Section III-D, our goal
is to extend the results of this paper to CP codes, and more
generally to Grassmann codes. Since CP codes are constructed
from particular subcodes of GRS codes, their covering radii
are directly connected. However, adapting our algorithm to
CP codes will likely result in an increase in the number of
punctures, and we wish to explore this in more detail in a
future work.
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