arXiv:2407.06081v1 [cs.IT] 8 Jul 2024

OPTIMAL RANK-METRIC CODES WITH RANK-LOCALITY FROM DRINFELD MODULES

LUCA BASTIONI, MOHAMED O. DARWISH, AND GIACOMO MICHELI

Abstract. We introduce a new technique to construct rank-metric codes using the arithmetic theory of Drinfeld modules over global fields, and Dirichlet Theorem on polynomial arithmetic progressions. Using our methods, we obtain a new infinite family of optimal rank-metric codes with rank-locality, i.e. every code in our family achieves the information theoretical bound for rank-metric codes with rank-locality.

1. Introduction

Let q be a prime power and m a positive integer. Rank-metric codes are an important family of error correcting codes that are used for reliable communication over noisy channels [1, 5, 12, 18, 23] and for cryptography [7, 10, 21]. They have been widely studied in the literature due to their interesting algebraic combinatorial properties that allow to encode information in a way that the obtained codeword are resilient to rank errors, i.e. the noise is modeled as a sum of a low rank matrix.

Locality is a foundational concept in information theory [22, 25, 26]. It allows for efficient recovery of encoded information that is partially lost in distributed storage systems. More specifically, if the information vector is encoded and distributed over multiple servers, locality allows to recover the information contained in a single server (that might be unavailable for various reasons) using only a few other servers.

Rank-metric codes with rank-locality are an important subclass of rank-metric codes that allow efficient corrections of criss-cross failures in data centers (for additional detail on this see for example [14, Example 1]). Various constructions with flexible parameters are available for locally recoverable codes over the Hamming metric [4, 3, 6, 8, 11, 15, 16, 17] but only one for the rank-metric codes [14] (with very restrictive parameters). The difficulty that arises in the rank-metric context is that classical constructions fail due to the non-commutative nature of the message space, which naturally consists of q-linearized polynomials with coefficients in F_qm .

This paper focuses on general constructions of optimal rank-metric codes with rank-locality, i.e. codes whose dimension achieves the information theoretical limits imposed by the requiring locality and minimum distance. Our methods leverage powerful tools from the theory of Drinfeld modules. The shape of our message space is drawn by the decomposition of Anderson motives as free modules over F_qm [T ]

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11T06,11T71,94B27. 1

(using the natural Drinfeld action). The evaluation points that provide the encoding are picked by carefully selecting an h ∈ F_q [T ] and a Drinfeld module ϕ so that the htorsion is defined of F_qm . Differently from [22] (where the authors get classical locality, as explained in [14, Section 3]), we actually get proper rank-locality, as required in [14]. Guaranteeing the existence of such h, relies on an effective version of Dirichlet Theorem on polynomial arithmetic progression, which we derive from the L-series technique in [20, Chapter 4].

For the rest of this introduction we describe our main information theoretical result. The reader who is not familiar with the rank-metric code material should refer to section 2.3 before diving into the coding theory result below. Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let q be a prime power, and let m ≥ 4 be an integer. Let R, ℓ be positive integers such that ℓR < m 2 − log(m) log(q) − log (5) log(q) , 2 ≤ δ < R, s+1 ≤ ℓ < q, and q is coprime to R. Then, there exists a rank-metric code in F^{m×ℓR} q , rank-locality (r, δ), R = r + δ − 1, and F_q -dimension equal to m(s + 1)r.

Moreover, this code has rank distance ℓR − Rs − r + 1, thus it is optimal.

Notice that most of these condition are non restrictive, but simply guarantee that there is enough space in F^{m×ℓR}_q to build a optimal code with rank-locality having non-trivial parameters. For example, the code lives in a space of dimension mℓR and its F_q -dimension will be m(s + 1)r, so it is expected to have the inequality s + 1 ≤ ℓ, or for example δ ≥ 2 is necessary to have rank-locality and δ ≤ R − 1 simply requires that the distance of the local code (i.e. the code in F^{m×R}_q where one punctures at all columns except the ones in the locality set) makes sense.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Drinfeld Modules. Throughout the article, let q be a prime power and F_q the finite field with q elements. We denote by F_q [T ] the ring of polynomials over F_q and by F_q (T ) the rational function field in the variable T . A function field F over F_q is denoted by F/F_q , or simply F whenever the constant field is understood. Let P be a place of F . We denote by O_P the valuation ring at P . We will also use other standard notation for function fields, for which we refer to [24].

Definition 2.1. Let F_qn be a finite extension of F_q . We define the norm Nr : F_qn −→ F_qn α −→ n−1∏ i=0 α^{qi}

Definition 2.2. Let P ∈ F_q [T ] be an irreducible polynomial and p = (P ) be the ideal generated by P . We say F_q [T ]/p is the residue field of p and we shall denote it by F_p .

In this section, we provide some background about the theory of Drinfeld modules. For a comprehensive treatise on the subject, refer to [19]. Throughout this section we assume K ⊇ F_q is a field and a ∈ F_q [T ].

Definition 2.3. Let n ≥ 0. A polynomial f(x) = ∑_n i=0 a_ix^{qi} in K[x] is called a q-linearized polynomial. If deg(f) = q^n, we say that f has q-degree equal to n and we denote q^i by [i]. The ring of q-linearized polynomials is denoted by K⟨x⟩, and in general, it is a noncommutative ring under addition and composition.

Definition 2.4. Let K be a commutative F_q -algebra and τ be an indeterminate. Let K{τ} be the set of polynomials of the form ∑_n i=0 a_iτ^i such that a_i ∈ K and n ≥ 0.

In K{τ}, for {a_i, b_i}_{i=0,...,n} ∈ K, we define the addition as the usual addition of polynomials_n ∑ i=0 a_iτ^i + n∑ i=0 b_iτ^i = n∑ i=0 (a_i + b_i)τ^i

while the multiplication is defined as follows for any a, b ∈ K

(2.1) (aτ^i)(bτ^j ) := ab^{qi} τ^{i+j} .

With these operations K{τ} is a noncommutative ring called the ring of twisted polynomials.

Definition 2.5. Let K be an F_q [T ]-field, (i.e. a field equipped with an F_q -algebra homomorphism γ : F_q [T ] → K). A Drinfeld module of rank R ≥ 1 is an F_q -algebra homomorphism ϕ : F_q [T ] −→K{τ} a −→ϕ_a = γ(a) + n∑ i=1 h_i(a)τ^i where h_n(a) ≠ 0 and n = deg_T (a) · R.

The morphism γ is called the structure morphism of ϕ. Observe that for any a = ∑_n i=0 a_iT^i, we have ϕ_a = ∑_n i=0 a_iϕ^i_T . In other words, ϕ_T determines ϕ entirely.

The Carlitz module is the Drinfeld module of rank 1 and defined by ϕ_T = γ(T )+τ [19, Definition 3.2.5]. Moreover, K{τ} is related to the ring of q-linearized polynomials K⟨x⟩ via the following isomorphism ι : K{τ} −→ K⟨x⟩ a_iτ^i −→ a_ix^{qi} . Definition 2.6. We say that ι(ϕ_a) is the a-division polynomial of ϕ and denote it by ϕ_a(x).

It is a well-known fact in finite field theory that a q-linearized polynomial in K⟨x⟩ is also an F_q -linear operator on K (see [19, Chapter 3.1]). Therefore, one can talk about ker (ϕ_a(x)) ⊆ K.

Definition 2.7. An element α ∈ Ker (ϕ_a(x)) ⊆ K is called an a-torsion point. The set of all a-torsion points is denoted by ϕ[a]. In addition, we denote by K(ϕ[a]) the splitting field of ϕ_a(x) over K and refer to it as the a-division field of ϕ.

It turns out that the set of a-torsion points has a more general structure than just an F_q -vector space.

Proposition 2.8. For any fixed a ∈ F_q [T ], the set of a-torsion points ϕ[a] is a finite F_q [T ]−module with scalar multiplication defined by b ∘ α = ϕ_b(α), for some b ∈ F_q [T ] and α ∈ ϕ[a].

Another useful fact about the structure of the ab-torsion points for coprime a, b ∈ F_q [T ] is the following proposition.

Proposition 2.9. [19, Lemma 3.5.1] If a, b ∈ F_q [T ] are relatively prime nonzero elements, then, ϕ[ab] = ϕ[a] × ϕ[b] as F_q [T ]-modules.

For K = F_q (T ), we define good reduction at a prime ideal p = (P ) of F_q [T ]. But first, we need to recall the definition of non-Archimedean valuation on F_q (T ).

Definition 2.10. Let P be a monic irreducible polynomial in F_q [T ] and p the ideal generated by P. For any nonzero h ∈ F_q (T ), we can write h = P^n ·^f_g for some n ∈ Z with f, g ∈ F_q [T ], gcd(f, g) = 1 and g ≠ 0 such that P ∤ fg. The discrete valuation v_p : F_q (T ) → Q ∪ {∞} is defined as

v_p(h) = n if h ≠ 0 ∞ if h = 0

Definition 2.11. [19, Remark 7.1.18] Let p be a prime ideal in F_q [T ] and F_p be the residue field at p. Let ϕ : F_q [T ] → F_q (T ) {τ} be a Drinfeld module of rank R. Let ϕ_T = ∑_R i=0 a_iτ^i. We say that ϕ has a good reduction at p if it satisfies the following conditions:

• v_p(a_R) = 0, • v_p(a_i) ≥ 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ R − 1.

If these conditions are verified, then ϕ : F_q [T ] → F_p {τ} is given by reducing the coefficients of ϕ_T at p and naturally extending the homomorphism using the algebra structure of F_q [T ]. In other words, ϕ is a Drinfeld module of rank R over F_p .

It is immediate to see that if ϕ in the preceding definition is a Carlitz module, then it has good reduction everywhere. Next, we present the following theorem about a family of Drinfeld modules of Rank 1.

Theorem 2.12. Let P, h be polynomials in F_q [T ] such that P is monic irreducible with a residue field F_p , and g be a nonzero element in F_q (T ) such that v_p(g) = v_p(h) = 0. Denote by g ∈ F_p the reduction of g modulo P . Let ϕ^{(g)} : F_q [T ] → F_q (T ){τ} be a Drinfeld module of rank 1 where ϕ^{(g)}_T = T + gτ. Then, P splits completely in the h-division field of ϕ if and only if P ≡ Nr_{Fp /Fq} (g) mod h.

Proof. See [19, Theorem 7.1.19] □

Corollary 2.13. Let R, ℓ ≥ 1. Let {a_1, . . . , a_ℓ} ⊆ F^∗_q . Let h = ∏_ℓ i=1(T^R − a_i) and P ≡ 1 mod h be a monic irreducible polynomial in F_q [T ] with residue field F_qm . Let ϕ^{(1)} be the Drinfeld module of rank 1 defined in Theorem 2.12 with g = 1 and ϕ^{(1)}_T = T + τ. Then, the h-division polynomial of ϕ̄^{(1)} splits completely in F_qm .

Proof. Observe that g = 1, and from the choice of P we get immediately that P is a totally split place for the h-division field M = F_q (T )(ϕ^{(1)}[h]). This means that all places of F_q (T )(ϕ^{(1)}[h]) lying above P have relative degree 1 over the residue field at P . In other words, if α ∈ F_qm is a root of P , and R is any place above P , then [O_R/R : F_q (α)] = 1. Now we want to see that this leads to a complete split of ϕ̄^{(1)}_h (x) in F_q (α)[x] ∼= F_{qm} [x]. Now let β be a root of ϕ^{(1)}_h (x) in M and consider the intermediate extension L = F_q (T )(β). Then we have M ⊇ L ⊇ F_q (T ). If P splits completely in M : F_q (T ), then P splits completely in L : F_q (T ) since ramification and relative degrees are multiplicative. So we have that ϕ̄^{(1)}_h (x) mod P cannot have irreducible factors of degree larger than 1 because of Kummer Theorem [24, Theorem 3.3.7]. It remains to show that no root of ϕ̄^{(1)}_h (x) mod P has multiplicity larger than 1, so that the number of irreducible factors of ϕ̄^{(1)}_h mod P is exactly deg(ϕ^{(1)}_h (x)) = q^{Rℓ}, which forces that ϕ^{(1)}_h (x) to be totally split, as wanted. For β ∈ F_q let us denote by m_β the minimal polynomial of β over F_q . To see that ϕ̄^{(1)}_h mod P has no repeated roots, observe that the only specializations β ∈ F_q of T which lead to a repeated root of ϕ̄^{(1)}_h (x) mod m_β are in correspondence with the zeroes in F_q of the coefficient of x in ϕ^{(1)}_h (x) (simply because ϕ^{(1)}_h (x) is q-linearized). But, by direct computation, one sees that this coefficient is h(T ), and P is coprime with h. This forces that α is never a specialization that leads to a repeated root of ϕ^{(1)}_h (x) or, more precisely, ϕ̄^{(1)}_h mod P is squarefree, and therefore totally split (since each of its irreducible factors has degree 1). □

Observe that K{τ} can be seen as module over K[T ]. For any n ∈ N, we denote by K{τ}_{≤n} the set { ∑_n i=0 a_iτ^i | a_i ∈ K}. Proposition 2.14. K{τ} is free module of rank R over K[T ].

Proof. It follows from [19, Lemma 3.4.4] □

2.2. L-series. Let C be the field of complex numbers, q be a prime power, A = F_q [T ] be the ring of polynomials over the finite field with q elements, and h be a fixed element of A of positive degree. Unless otherwise specified, we write P to denote a monic irreducible polynomial in A, so a sum whose index is P is meant to run only over irreducible polynomials.

Theorem 2.15. Let S_m denote the set of monic irreducible polynomials in A of degree m. Then, | | | |#S^m − q^m m | | | | ≤ 2 q^{m2} m . Proof. It follows directly from [20, Theorem 2.2]. □

Definition 2.16. A Dirichlet character modulo h is a function χ : A → C such that:

(a) χ(a + bh) = χ(a) for all a, b ∈ A (b) χ(a)χ(b) = χ(ab) for all a, b ∈ A (c) χ(a) ≠ 0 if and only if gcd(a, h) = 1

From part (b), it follows immediately that χ(1) = 1. Generally, it can be shown that the value of a character is either zero or a root of unity, and so |χ(a)| ∈ {0, 1} for every a ∈ A.

Let Φ(h) be the number of non-zero polynomials of degree less than deg(h) and relatively prime to h. It can be shown that there are exactly Φ(h) Dirichlet characters modulo h (see [20, Chapter 4]).

Definition 2.17. For every a ∈ A, the trivial Dirichlet character modulo h is denoted by χ_o and defined by χ_o(a) = 1 if gcd(a, h) = 1, χ_o(a) = 0 if gcd(a, h) ≠ 1.

Let X_h denote the set of all the Dirichlet characters modulo h. For every χ, ψ ∈ X_h, we can define the product by χψ(a) := χ(a)ψ(a) and the inverse by χ^{−1}(a) := χ(a)^{−1}. With these operations, X_h can be seen as a group with identity element χ_o. Finally, since characters are complex-value functions, we write χ(a) or χ̄(a) for the complex conjugate of χ(a). Next, we outline a result about orthogonality relations between characters.

Proposition 2.18. [20, Proposition 4.2] Let χ, ψ be Dirichlet characters modulo h and a, b ∈ A that are coprime to h. Let δ be the Kronecker delta. Then, (1) ∑ a χ(a)ψ(a) = Φ(h)δ(ϕ, ψ) (2) ∑ χ χ(a)χ(b) = Φ(h)δ(a, b) The sum in (1) is over any set of representative for A⧸hA and the sum in (2) is over all Dirichlet characters modulo h.

From now on, for every f ∈ A, let |f| = q^{deg(f )} and s be a complex variable with real part greater than 1.

Definition 2.19. Let χ be a Dirichlet character modulo h. The Dirichlet L-series corresponding to χ is defined by L(s, χ) = ∑ f monic χ(f) |f|^s .

Proposition 2.20 (Euler product). The following equality holds

(2.2) L(s, χ) = ∏ P ( 1 − χ(P ) |P |^s )_{−1} . In particular, for the L-series corresponding to the trivial character we have

(2.3) L(s, χ_o) = ∏ P |h ( 1 − 1 |P |^s ) ζ_A(s) where

(2.4) ζ_A(s) = ∑ f ∈A f monic 1 |f|^s = 1 1 − q^{1−s} is the Riemann Zeta function for A.

Proof. See [20, Chapter 4]. The proof follows from the definition of L-series and comparison with the properties of ζ_A(s), written in the product form

ζ_A(s) = ∏ P ( 1 − 1 |P |^s )_{−1} . □ Notice that, from part (c) of Definition 2.16, we can rearrange Equation (2.2) as follows: L(s, χ) = ∏ P ( 1 − χ(P ) |P |^s )_{−1} = ∏ P ∤h ( 1 − χ(P ) |P |^s )_{−1} ∏ P |h ( 1 − χ(P ) |P |^s )_{−1}

= ∏ P ∤h ( 1 − χ(P ) |P |^s )_{−1} . (2.5)

Proposition 2.21. [20, Propostion 4.3] Let χ be a non-trivial Dirichlet character modulo h. Then, L(s, χ) is a polynomial in q^{−s} of degree at most deg(h) − 1.

2.3. Rank Metric Codes. In this section, we provide some background about rankmetric codes based on [13, Ch II.11]. Throughout this section, we denote by F^{m×n}_q the m × n matrices with entries in F_q . Now, we define the rank distance on F^{m×n}_q , which is of fundamental importance in the theory of rank-metric codes.

Definition 2.22. Let A, B ∈ F^{m×n}_q and let rk_q(A) be the usual rank of A. We define the rank distance between A and B as d_R(A, B) = rk_q (A − B).

One can check that this is indeed a distance on F^{m×n}_q .

Definition 2.23. A (matrix) rank-metric code C is an F_q − linear subspace of F^{m×n}_q . We define the minimum distance or simply the distance of a nonzero code to be d_R(C) := min{d_R(A, B) : A, B ∈ C and A ≠ B}

For any x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) ∈ F^n_qm , we can define a matrix M_x ∈ F^{m×n}_q associated with x up to the choice of the basis as follows. Fix a basis B = {b_1, . . . , b_m} of F_qm over F_q . Then, x_j = ∑_m i=1 c_{ij} b_i for some c_{ij} ∈ F_q . Thus, M_x = [c_{ij} ]_{1≤i≤m1≤j≤n} . In conclusion, we can define another type of rank-metric codes; namely (vector) rank-metric codes.

Definition 2.24. A (vector) rank-metric code C is an F_qm -subspace of F^n_qm . The minimum distance of a nonzero code C is d_R(C) := min{rk_q(M_x) : x ∈ C and x ≠ 0}.

It is immediate to see that every (vector) rank-metric code in F^n_qm can be seen as a (matrix) rank-metric code in F^{m×n}_q by fixing an F_q -basis for F_qm . Note that our main construction is a (vector) rank-metric and hence also a (matrix) rank-metric code. Next, we introduce the Singleton bound for rank-metric codes.

Proposition 2.25. [13, Theorem 11.3.5, Remark 11.3.6] Let C ⊆ F^{m×n}_q . Every rankmetric code with minimum distance d_R(C) satisfies the following upper bound. |C| ≤ q^{max{m,n}(min{m,n}−dR(C)+1)}. In particular, if C ⊆ F^n_qm is a vector rank-metric code, then,

dim_{Fqm} (C) ≤ n − d_R(C) + 1.

Definition 2.26. If a rank-metric code achieves equality in the previous upper bound, we call it a maximum rank-distance code (MRD).

From now on, all our rank-metric codes will be F_q -subspaces. An important family of MRD codes is the family of Gabidulin codes (see [9]). We will need properties of these codes in what follows.

Definition 2.27. Let n, m, k be positive integers such that m ≥ n. Let P = {p_1, . . . , p_n} be a set of elements in F_qm that are F_q -linearly independent. Let m = (m_0, . . . , m_{k−1}) ∈ F^k_qm and {G_m(x) = ∑_{k−1} j=0 m_j x^{[j]}} be the set of linearized polynomials of q-degree at most k − 1 in F_qm [x]. We define the encoding map as enc : F^k_qm −→F^n_qm m −→{G_m(γ), γ ∈ P}. An (n, k)-Gabidulin Code C_{Gab} over F_qm is defined as C_{Gab} = {G_m(γ) : γ ∈ P, m ∈ F^k_qm }. Definition 2.28. [14, Definition 3] We say that C ⊆ F^{m×n}_q has rank-locality (r, δ) if, for every column index i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, there exists a set of columns Γ(i) ⊆ {1, . . . , n} such that • i ∈ Γ(i) • |Γ(i)| ≤ r + δ − 1 • d_R(C |_{Γ(i)}) ≥ δ where C |_{Γ(i)} is the code obtained from all the (matrix) codewords in C restricted to the columns indexed by Γ(i). The code C |_{Γ(i)} is said to be the local code associated with the i-th column. A rank-metric code C ⊆ F^{m×n}_q of F_q -dimension K is said to be an (m×n, K)-code. In particular, an (n, k)-Gabidulin code over F_qm is an (m×n, mk) rank-metric code over F_q . An (m × n, K)-code with minimum rank distance d_R and (r, δ) rank-locality is denoted as an (m × n, K, d_R, r, δ) rank-metric code.

Proposition 2.29. [14, Equation 9] The rank distance d_R(C) of an (m × n, mk) rank-metric code with (r, δ) rank-locality satisfies the following d_R(C) ≤ n − k + 1 − (⌈ k r ⌉ − 1 ) (δ − 1)

Proof. See [14, Theorem 1] □

3. Optimal Rank Matric Codes with Locality from Drinfeld Modules

3.1. The construction. For this section and the theorems within, we will use the following notation so we will be able to make the statements of each theorem lighter. Let K = F_q (T ), and ϕ be the Carlitz module defined by ϕ_T = T + τ. Let r ≥ 1, δ ≥ 2 be positive integers such that R = r + δ − 1 > 0. Let a_1, . . . a_ℓ ∈ F^∗_q and h = ∏_ℓ i=1(T^R − a_i) for some ℓ > 0. Note that if gcd(q, R) ≠ 1 then h is not separable.

Let P be a monic irreducible polynomial of degree m such that P ≡ 1 (mod h). Usually, it is possible to find such polynomial even for small m (see for example Section 4.1). Nevertheless, in Section 5 we will use Dirichlet Theorem for polynomial arithmetic progressions to provide a proof that there exists a wide range of parameters where we can guarantee the existence of an irreducible P within the wanted residue class.

Proposition 3.1. Let α ∈ F_qm be a root of P ∈ F_q [T ]. In this case, ϕ has a good reduction at P . Suppose ϕ is the reduction of ϕ modulo P , then, the h-division field of ϕ is F_qm . In particular, for every i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, the (T^R − a_i)-division field of ϕ is F_qm .

Proof. By Definition 2.11, ϕ has good reduction modulo P . Consequently, ϕ is a Carlitz module with ϕ_T = α+τ. Finally, by Corollary 2.13, the h-division polynomial of ϕ splits in F_qm which implies that for any i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, the (T^R − a_i)- division polynomial of ϕ splits in F_qm . □

We are now ready to construct the code. Assume that the following conditions hold:

(C1) gcd(q, R) = 1, (C2) (s + 1)r < ℓR, (C3) s + 1 ≤ ℓ < q, (C4) ℓR ≤ m.

Roughly, these conditions simply allow for enough space in F^{m×ℓR}_q to construct a code with the wanted dimension and (r, δ)-rank-locality.

The message space M is given by M = {_s ∑ k=0 g_k(τ)ϕ^k_T R | g_k ∈ F_qm {τ}_{≤r−1} } . Let W_i = ϕ[T^R − a_i] and let {β^{(i)}_1 , . . . , β^{(i)}_R } be a basis for W_i. The encoding map is given by enc : M −→ F^{ℓR}_qm f −→ ( f(β^{(i)}_j ) ) i∈{1,...,ℓ} j∈{1,...,R} . Note that the encoding is injective if condition C2 is satisfied (simply because of the degree of f), and since the β^{(i)}_j ’s are element of F_qm , we also need condition C4 to be able to evaluate at independent elements.

Lemma 3.2. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} we have dim_{Fq} ϕ[T^R − a_i] = R.

Proof. Note that ϕ_T R (x) − a_ix = x^{[R]} + . . . + (α^R − a_i)x. If α^R = a_i, then, P divides T^R − a_i which is impossible as gcd(T^R − a_i, P ) = 1. Hence, ϕ_T R (x) − a_ix is separable and the result follows. □

Lemma 3.3. Let f = s∑ k=0 g_k(τ)ϕ^k_T R be a nonzero twisted polynomial in F_qm {τ} with g_k(τ) ∈ F_qm {τ}_{≤r−1}. If condition C3 is satisfied (i.e. s + 1 ≤ ℓ), then f restricted to ϕ[h] is a non-zero map.

Proof. Assume to the contrary that f : ϕ[h] → F_qm is the zero map. Then, f is the zero map when restricted to ϕ[T^R − a_i] for any i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. Observe that for any x ∈ ϕ[T^R − a_i], we have

(3.1) f|_{ϕ[T} R_{−ai]}(x) = s∑ k=0 ( g_k(a^k_i x) ) = s∑ k=0 a^k_i g_k(x). Note that the q-degree of the q-linearized polynomial is at most r − 1, thus, if ϕ[T^R − a_i] ⊆ Ker ( f|_{ϕ[T R−ai]}(x) ) , then, we get the following contradiction

R = dim_{Fq} ϕ[T^R − a_i] ≤ dim_{Fq} Ker ( f|_{ϕ[T} R_{−ai]} ) ≤ r − 1 because R = r + δ − 1. Thus, f|_{ϕ[T} R_{−ai]}(x) must be the zero polynomial for any k. Consider the ℓ × (s + 1) Vandermonde matrix

V (a_1, . . . , a_ℓ) = 1 · · · a^s_1 . . . . . . . 1 · · · a^s_ℓ

Let g_k(x) = a^k_i ∑_{r−1} j=0 u^{(k)}_j x^{[j]} in which u^{(k)}_j ∈ F_qm for 0 ≤ j ≤ r − 1. Rewrite Equation (3.1) to have_s ∑ k=0 r−1∑ j=0 a^k_i u^{(k)}_j x^{[j]} = r−1∑ j=0 (_s ∑ k=0 a^k_i u^{(k)}_j ) x^{[j]}. Observe that for some 0 ≤ j ≤ r − 1, the nonzero vector (u^{(0)}_j , . . . , u^{(s)}_j ) ∈ (F_qm )^{s+1} is in the kernel of V (a_1, . . . , a_ℓ). However, since all the a^′_is are distinct, then, the matrix has full rank equal to s + 1 and ℓ ≥ s + 1. This forces that the map x → V (a_1, . . . , a_ℓ) is injective, a contradiction. □

Theorem 3.4. The code defined by enc(M) is an optimal (m × ℓR, m(s + 1)r, ℓR − Rs − r + 1, r, δ) rank-metric code.

Proof. Let W = ϕ [∏_ℓ i=1 T^R − a_i ] . To prove the length of the code is ℓR, first, we show that W_i’s are orthogonal. Observe that ϕ[T^R − a_i] is an F_q [T ]−module. Given gcd(T^R − a_1, . . . , T^R − a_ℓ) = 1, then, by Proposition 2.9, we have W = ϕ [_ℓ ∏ i=1 T^R − a_i ] = ℓ∏ i=1 ϕ[T^R − a_i] = ℓ∏ i=1 W_i. The previous equation holds under the assumption that W_i’s are F_q [T ]-modules. Now, if we consider W_i’s as F_q -vector spaces and since W_j ∩ ⨁_{ℓi=1} i≠j W_i = {0}, then, W = ⨁_ℓ i=1 W_i. In particular, {β^{(i)}_j }_{1≤i≤ℓ1≤j≤R} ⊆ F_qm is an F_q -basis of W and thus dim_{Fq} (W ) = |{β^{(i)}_j }_{1≤i≤ℓ} 1≤j≤R | = ℓR, this shows that the length of enc(M) (as a vector rank-metric code) is ℓR. By fixing an F_q -basis for F_qm , each element in enc(M) can be seen as a matrix in F^{m×ℓR}_q .

We now show that the F_qm -dimension of the code is (s + 1)r. Set f(τ) ∈ M. From the construction, f(τ) = ∑_s k=0 g_k(τ)ϕ^k_T R for some g_k ∈ F_qm {τ}_{≤r−1}. Now, for every k ∈ {0, . . . , s}, we have g_k(τ) = ∑_{r−1} j=0 a^{(k)}_j τ^j where a^{(k)}_j ∈ F_qm for every j ∈ {0, . . . , r − 1}. This means that every vector a = ( a^{(0)}_0 , . . . , a^{(0)}_{r−1}, . . . , a^{(k)}_0 , . . . , a^{(k)}_{r−1}, . . . , a^{(s)}_0 , . . . , a^{(s)}_{r−1} ) ∈ F^{(s+1)r} q^m can be associated with g_0(τ), . . . , g_s(τ) ∈ F_qm {τ}_{≤r−1} and thus each f(τ) ∈ M. This shows that the F_qm -dimension of the code is (s + 1)r, as long as the map enc is injective. To see the injectivity of enc simply observe that a polynomial of linearized degree sR+r−1 < (s+1)R ≤ ℓR cannot be the zero map on a space of F_qm -dimension ℓR. This shows that the F_q -dimension is m(s + 1)r.

We now need to establish (r, δ)-rank-locality according to Definition 2.28. Considering the code as a matrix rank-metric code (i.e. codewords are matrices), suppose t ∈ {1, . . . , ℓR} is a column index. Then, the t-th column in every codeword is an entry of the form f(β^{(it )}_{jt} ) for some i_t ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} and j_t ∈ {1, . . . , R} where β^{(it )}_{jt} is an element of the F_q -basis of W_{it} . If {β^{(it)}_1 , . . . , β^{(it )}_R } is the F_q -basis of W_{it} , then we define the set of column indexes Γ(t) ⊂ {1, . . . , ℓR} to be the set of indexes of the columns f(β^{(it )}_1 ), . . . , f(β^{(it )}_R ). It is obvious that t ∈ Γ(t) and |Γ(t)| = dim_{Fq} (W_{it} ) = R = r + δ − 1, satisfying the first two conditions of Definition 2.28.

To check the third, consider the local code enc(M)|_{Γ(t)} associated with the t-th column. For a fixed 1 ≤ i_t ≤ ℓ and basis {β^{(it )}_j }_{1≤j≤R} ⊆ F_qm of W_{it} = ϕ[T^R − a_{it} ], the local code associated with the t-th column is as follows.

enc(M)|_{Γ(t)} = {( f(β^{(it )}_1 ), . . . , f(β^{(it )}_R ) ) | | |f ∈ M }

However, by Equation (3.1), we can rewrite f(x) to be f|_{ϕ[T} R_{−ait ]}(x) = s∑ k=0 a^k_{it} g_k(x) where g_k(x) ∈ F_qm ⟨x⟩ with q-degree at most r − 1. If F_qm ⟨x⟩_{≤r−1} denotes the set of q-linearized polynomials with coefficients in F_qm and q-degree at most r − 1, then every element in F_qm ⟨x⟩_{≤r−1} can be written as f|_{ϕ[T R−ait ]}(x) for some f ∈ M. In light of this, we observe that

enc(M)|_{Γ(t)} = {( h(β^{(it )}_1 ), . . . , h(β^{(it )}_R ) ) | | |h ∈ F^{qm} ⟨x⟩^{≤r−1} } =: G. By Definition 2.27, G is an (R, r)-Gabidulin code. Since Gabidulin codes are MRD and using Proposition 2.25, d_R(enc(M)|_{Γ(t)}) = R − r + 1 = δ. This proves that enc(M) is an (m × ℓR, m(s + 1)r) rank-metric code with (r, δ)-rank-locality. In view of this and by Proposition 2.29, we conclude that

d_R(enc(M)) ≤ ℓR − (s + 1)r + 1 − (s + 1 − 1)(R − r) = ℓR − Rs − r + 1.

Finally, observe that enc(M) is the set of evaluations of q-polynomials of the form ∑_s k=0 g_k(x) ∘ ϕ^k_T R (x) with q-degree at most Rs + r − 1 (maximum q-degree of g_k(x) and ϕ^k_T R (x) are at most r − 1 and Rs respectively) over an F_q -linearly independent set of size ℓR ≤ m which is {β^{(i)}_j }_{1≤i≤ℓ1≤j≤R}. In other words, enc(M) is a subcode of an (ℓR, Rs + r) Gabidulin code. Hence d_R (enc(M)) ≥ ℓR − Rs − r + 1. In conclusion, enc(M) is an optimal (m × ℓR, m(s + 1)r, ℓR − Rs − r + 1, r, δ) rankmetric code. □ 4. Examples

4.1. Explicit Construction of a Rank Metric Code with Rank Locality. In this subsection we illustrate our construction with an example, for simplicity we directly work with q-linearized polynomials instead of polynomials in τ.

Let us choose the following parameters: q = 5, r = 2, δ = 2, ℓ = 3, s = 2. Thus, note that R = r + δ − 1 = 3. Take then a_1 = 1, a_2 = 2, a_3 = 3 and construct the polynomial h ∈ F_5 [T ] as: h = (T^3 − 1)(T^3 − 2)(T^3 − 3) Now choose P ∈ F_5 [T ] such as P = T^{10} + 4T^9 + 4T^7 + T^6 + T^4 + 4T^3 + 4T + 2 A simple check shows that P is irreducible and P ≡ 1 (mod h) (in particular it results P = (T + 4)h + 1). Let now F_5 (α) ∼= F_510 be the splitting field of P over F_5 where α is a primitive element for the extension (with minimal polynomial x^{10} + 3x^5 + 3x^4 + 2x^3 + 4x^2 + x + 2). Obviously m = [F_5 (α) : F_5 ] = 10 and notice that R = 3 ∤ 10 = m, which implies that this code is not covered by the construction in [14].

Choose now z ∈ F_5 (α) to be a root of P , for example z = 3α^8 + 2α^7 + α^5 + 4α^4 + 3α^3 + 2α^2 + 3α + 2 and construct the Carlitz Module ϕ_T (x) = zx + x^5.

Therefore we can compute

ϕ_T 3 (x) = ϕ_T (ϕ_T (ϕ_T (x))) = x^{53} + (z^{25} + z^5 + z)x^{52} + (z^{10} + z^6 + z^2)x^5 + z^3x. Now we can construct W_1, W_2, W_3. In this example we have that each W_{ai} is a vector sub-space of F_5 (α), each one of dimension R = 3 and F_q -generated by the roots of ϕ_T 3 (x) − a_ix, so that Ker(ϕ_T 3 (x) − a_ix), for i ∈ {1, 2, 3}. Thus, each of them is given by W_1 = ⟨β^1 , β^1_2 , β^1_3 ⟩ W_2 = ⟨β^2_1 , β^2 , β^2_3 ⟩ W_3 = ⟨β^3_1 , β^3_2 , β^3 ⟩ where we can choose β^1 = 4α^8 + 2α^7 + 2α^5 + 2α^4 + 3α^2 + 1 β^1_2 = α^9 + 3α^8 + 4α^7 + 2α^6 + 2α^5 + 2α^4 + 4α^2 + α β^1_3 = 4α^9 + 3α^8 + 4α^7 + 2α^5 + α^3 β^2_1 = 2α^9 + 3α^8 + 4α^7 + α^6 + 3α^5 + α^4 + 3α^3 + 1 β^2 = 4α^8 + α^7 + 4α^6 + 2α^5 + 4α^4 + α^3 + α β^2_3 = 4α^8 + 3α^7 + α^6 + 4α^3 + α^2 β^3_1 = 4α^7 + 3α^6 + α^5 + 2α^4 + 2α^3 + 1 β^3_2 = 4α^9 + α^8 + 4α^7 + 4α^6 + 2α^4 + α β^3 = α^9 + 3α^7 + 2α^6 + 2α^5 + α^4 + 2α^3 + α^2

The message space M for our code is M = {_2 ∑ i=0 g_i(ϕ^i_T 3 (x)) | g_i ∈ F_5 (α)[x], deg_q (g_i) ≤ 1 }

Now take for example f ∈ M such that g_0 = x + αx^5, g_1 = (α + 1)x^5 and g_2 = (α^2 + α)x, namely:

f = g_0(x) + g_1(ϕ_T 3 (x)) + g_2(ϕ_T 3 (ϕ_T 3 (x))). Then enc(f) = [f_1, f_2, f_3, f_4, f_5, f_6, f_7, f_8, f_9] where

f_1 = f(β^1 ) = 2α^9 + α^8 + 2α^7 + α^6 + 3α^3 + 3α^2 + 4α f_2 = f(β^1_2 ) = 4α^9 + 2α^8 + 2α^6 + 4α^5 + 2α^4 + 3α^3 + 3α^2 + 3α + 1 f_3 = f(β^1_3 ) = 3α^9 + 3α^8 + α^7 + 3α^6 + 2α^5 + 3α^4 + 3α^2 + 1 f_4 = f(β^2_1 ) = 3α^9 + α^8 + 2α^6 + α^5 + α^4 + 2α^2 + 3α + 1 f_5 = f(β^2 ) = 3α^7 + 3α^6 + 3α^5 + 2α^4 + 4α^2 + 4α + 2 f_6 = f(β^2_3 ) = 3α^9 + 4α^8 + 3α^7 + 3α^6 + 3α^5 + 4α^4 + 1 f_7 = f(β^3_1 ) = 4α^8 + 2α^7 + 2α^6 + 3α^2 + α + 3 f_8 = f(β^3_2 ) = 2α^8 + 3α^7 + 2α^6 + 2α^4 + α^3 + 2α^2 + 3 f_9 = f(β^3 ) = 2α^9 + 2α^8 + 2α^7 + 2α^6 + 4α^5 + α^4 + 4α^3 + α^2 + α + 1 Suppose now, for example, that f_5 is erased and we want to recover it. Since W_2 is a locality set, we can use f_4 and f_6 to construct a recovery polynomial f|_{W2} of q-degree at most 1. Such polynomial is f|_{W2} = (3α + 2)x^5 + (4α^2 + 4α + 1)x and it is easy to verify that f|_{W2} (β^2 ) = f_5.

4.2. Choosing the polynomial P . In our construction, a fundamental role is played by the polynomial P that, a priori, might not exist. In Section 5 we show an infinite family of parameters for which P exists. In addition, our polynomial exists also for many other choices of parameters that are not necessarily prescribed by Theorem 1.1: in the Table 1 we have reported many possible choices of P = uh + 1 for some fixed values q, R, ℓ and points a_1, a_2, a_3 in F_q .

5. An Infinite Family of Optimal Rank Metric Codes with Locality 5.1. Overview. In this section we will prove Theorem 1.1 as a corollary of our construction in Section 3 and Dirichlet Theorem for polynomial arithmetic progressions. We follow Rosen’s line of work [20] to extract the information needed to guarantee the existence of a polynomial of the wanted form. One of our tasks will be to precisely compute some error terms in [20, Chapter 4] (which is interesting on its own right, since effective versions of these results are difficult to find in the litarature).

5.2. Explicit Dirichlet Theorem. Let C be the field of complex numbers, q be a prime power, A = F_q [T ] be the ring of polynomials over the finite field with q elements, and h be a fixed element of A of positive degree. Unless otherwise specified, we write P to denote a monic irreducible polynomial in A, so a sum whose index is P is meant to run only over irreducible polynomials.

In what follows, we will need the result below. To prove it, we adjust the proof of [20, Theorem 4.8] to our special case in order to extract explicit constants.

Theorem 5.1. Let h ∈ A and let S_m be the set of monic irreducible polynomials in A of degree m, T (m) be the number of divisors of m. For a ∈ ( A⧸ hA )_∗ , let S_m(a, h) := {P ∈ S_m : P ≡ a mod h}. Then | | |#S_m(a, h) − q^m mΦ(h) | | | ≤ (3T (m) + 2 deg(h)) q m 2 m . . Proof. Set H = deg(h) and consider the L-series L(s, χ). We want to express it as a product in two different ways and compare the coefficients. By Proposition 2.21, we know that L(s, χ) is a polynomial in q^{−s} of degree at most H − 1. Therefore, setting u = q^{−s} we can write

(5.1) L^∗(u, χ) := H−1∑ k=0 a_k(χ)u^k = H−1∏ i=1 (1 − α_i(χ)u)

where α_i(χ) is the inverse of a complex root of L^∗(u, χ) for every i ∈ {1, . . . , H − 1}. The second expression for L^∗(u, χ) comes from rewriting the Euler product for L(s, χ) in terms of u. Using Equation (2.5) and reordering the factors we have L(s, χ) = ∏ P ∤h ( 1 − χ(P ) |P |^s )_{−1} = ∞∏ d=1 ∏ P ∤h deg(P )=d (1 − χ(P )q^{−ds})^{−1}

and setting again u = q^{−s} we get

(5.2) L^∗(u, χ) = ∞∏ d=1 ∏ P ∤h deg(P )=d

(1 − χ(P )u^d)^{−1}.

The idea of the proof is to take the logarithmic derivative of both sides and compare the coefficients. We now state an identity for the logarithmic derivative which will be used frequently.

(5.3) u d du (log(1 − αu)^{−1}) = ∞∑ m=1 α^mu^m where α is a complex number. The proof is trivial using geometric series for |u| < |α|^{−1}. Now, for each character χ modulo h we define the number c_m(χ) such that u d du log(L^∗(u, χ)) = ∞∑ m=1 c_m(χ)u^m.

We have two cases: χ = χ_o and χ ≠ χ_o.

First, from Equation (2.3) and (2.4), writing u = q^{−s} as always, we get

L^∗(u, χ_o) = ∏ P |h ( 1 − u^{deg(P )} ) 1 1 − qu . Now, consider the inverse of the last equation. We take the logarithmic derivative and apply its additive property, we use Equation (5.3) and get u d du log(L^∗(u, χ_o)) = −u d du log(L^∗(u, χ_o)^{−1}) = ∞∑ m=1 q^mu^m − ∞∑ m=1 ∑ P |h u^{m deg(P )}

= ∞∑ m=1 q^mu^m − ∑ P |h u^{m deg(P )} .

Therefore, since in the worst case scenario for some m the inner sum contributes with −Hu^m, comparing with the definition of c_m(χ), it is now obvious that (5.4) |c_m(χ_o) − q^m| ≤ H. Instead, for χ ≠ χ_o, take the logarithmic derivative of the inverse of L^∗(u, χ) using Equation (5.1), multiply by u, and combine the resulting equation with Equation (5.3). We have

c_m(χ) = − H−1∑ k=1 α_k(χ)^m. From the analogue of the Riemann hypothesis for function fields over a finite field, it follows that each of the α_k(χ) has absolute value either 1 or √ q (see [2]). Therefore

(5.5) |c_m(χ)| ≤ (H − 1)q^{m2} .

Consider now the Euler product expansion of L^∗(u, χ) given by Equation (5.2). Take the logarithmic derivative, multiply both sides of the resulting equation by u and again, using Equation (5.3), we get

c_m(χ) = ∑ k,P k deg(P )=m

deg(P )χ(P )^k

that can be rearranged by separating the term corresponding to k = 1 as outlined below.

c_m(χ) = m ∑ deg(P )=m

χ(P ) + ∑ d|m d≤m/2 d ∑ deg(P )=d χ(P )^{m/d}.

Since the value of a character is either zero or a root of unity, the absolute value of the inner sum on the right is less than or equal to the number of monic irreducible polynomials of degree d. Thus, using Theorem 2.15 we have

(5.6) | | | | | c_m(χ) − m ∑ deg(P )=m χ(P ) | | | | | ≤ ∑ d|m d≤m/2 d ( q^d d + 2 q^{d2} d ) ≤ 3q^{m2} T (m)

where T (m) is the number of divisors of m.

To conclude the proof, we need now to compute the expression ∑ χ χ̄(a)c_m(χ) in two ways. Remember that since a ∈ ( A⧸ hA )_∗ , we have that gcd(a, h) = 1. We have | | | | 1 Φ(h) ∑ χ χ̄(a)c_m(χ) − m#S_m(a, h) | | | | =

= | | | | | 1 Φ(h) ∑ χ χ̄(a) c_m(χ) − m ∑ deg(P )=m χ(P ) + m ∑ deg(P )=m χ(P ) − m#S_m(a, h) | | | | | ≤ U + V where U = | | | | | 1 Φ(h) ∑ χ χ̄(a) c_m(χ) − m ∑ deg(P )=m χ(P ) | | | | | and V = | | | | | | m Φ(h) ∑ deg(P )=m ∑ χ χ̄(a)χ(P ) − m#S_m(a, h) | | | | | | . Finally, using Equation (5.6) for U, and the orthogonality relations from Proposi-

tion 2.18 for V , we can upper bound U + V as follows: U + V ≤ 3q^{m2}

Φ(h) T (m) ∑ χ |χ̄(a)| + | | | | | m ∑ deg(P )=m δ(a, P ) − m#S_m(a, h) | | | | | = 3q^{m2}

Φ(h)

T (m)Φ(h) = 3q^{m2} T (m)

namely

(5.7) | | | | ∑ χ χ̄(a)c_m(χ) − mΦ(h)#S_m(a, h) | | | | ≤ 3q^{m2} T (m)Φ(h).

Next, using Equations (5.4) and (5.5), that |χ(a)| = 1 and χ_o(a) = 1 (since

gcd(a, h) = 1), and the triangle inequality we get | | | | ∑ χ χ̄(a)c_m(χ) − q^m | | | | = | | | | | χ̄_o(a)c_m(χ_o) − q^m + ∑ χ≠χ_o χ̄(a)c_m(χ) | | | | | ≤ H + ∑ χ≠χ_o (H − 1)q^{m2} ≤ 2Hq^{m2} Φ(h).

(5.8)

Finally, using the last two results (5.7) and (5.8) we have

|mΦ(h)#S_m(a, h) − q^m| = | | | | mΦ(h)#S_m(a, h) − ∑ χ χ̄(a)c_m(χ) + ∑ χ χ̄(a)c_m(χ) − q^m | | | | ≤ | | | | ∑ χ χ̄(a)c_m(χ) − mΦ(h)#S_m(a, h) | | | | + | | | | ∑ χ χ̄(a)c_m(χ) − q^m | | | | ≤3q^{m2} T (m)Φ(h) + 2Hq^{m2} Φ(h).

(5.9)

Dividing by mΦ(h) concludes the proof. □

5.3. Proof of the main theorem. We are now ready to easily prove the key part that will allow to construct the codes in Theorem 1.1.

Lemma 5.2. Let m ≥ 4 be an integer such that ℓR < m 2 − log(m) log(q) − log (5) log(q) . Then there exists a monic irreducible polynomial P ∈ F_q [T ] of degree m such that P ≡ 1 (mod h).

Proof. For a = 1 and h = ∏_ℓ i=1(T^R − a_i) in Theorem 5.1 we know that | | |#S_m(1, h) − q^m mΦ(h) | | | ≤ 3 q m 2 m T (m) + 2 deg(h) q^{m2} m . Since we can bound T (m) ≤ 2 √ m and deg(h) = ℓR ≤ m, we can write #S_m(1, h) ≥ q^m mΦ(h) − 6 q^{m2} √ m − 2q^{m2} .

Bounding now Φ(h) simply with q^{ℓR} and observing that we want to estimate m for which #S_m(1, h) is at least 1, it is sufficient to check when 0 < q^m mq^{ℓR} − 6 q^{m2} √ m − 2q^{m2} .

This gives ( 6 √ m + 2 ) < q^{m2} mq^{ℓR} . Taking the logarithm on both sides concludes the proof ℓR < m 2 − log(m) log(q) − log (6/ √ m + 2) log(q) , since this condition is verified by hypothesis for m ≥ 4. □

Finally, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. With the framework we constructed, the proof of our result becomes immediate. First, since we have ℓR < m 2 − log(m) log(q) − log (5) log(q) ,

Lemma 5.2 guarantees the existence of an irreducible polynomial P of degree m that is congruent to 1 modulo h. This allows for the construction of Section 3 to happen, as long as the conditions C1 to C4 are satisfied. Notice that C1,C2,C3 are directly satisfied by the hypothesis of Theorem 1.1, and C4 is forced by the stronger condition arising from Lemma 5.2 forcing the existence of P . This guarantees that the construction applies. Now derive the wanted parameters from Theorem 3.4. □ 6. Acknowledgements We would like to thank Federico Pellarin for interesting conversations on the topics of this paper. This work was supported by the National Science Foundation under Grant No 2338424. Table 1 q R ℓ h m u p

5 3 3

T^9 + 4T^6 + T^3 + 4

10 T + 2 T^{10} + 2T^9 + 4T^7 + 3T^6 + T^4 + 2T^3 + 4T + 4 11 T^2 + T T^{11} + T^{10} + 4T^8 + 4T^7 + T^5 + T^4 + 4T^2 + 4T + 1 12 T^3 + 2 T^{12} + T^9 + 4T^6 + T^3 + 4 13 T^4 + 2T + 4 T^{13} + T^{10} + 4T^9 + 4T^7 + T^6 + T^4 + 4T^3 + 3T + 2 14 T^5 + 4T T^{14} + 4T^{11} + 4T^{10} + T^8 + T^7 + 4T^5 + 4T^4 + T + 1 (a_1, a_2, a_3) = (1, 2, 3) 15 T^6 + T + 2 T^{15} +4T^{12} +T^{10} +3T^9 +4T^7 +2T^6 +T^4 +2T^3 +4T +4 16 T^7 + 3 T^{16} + 4T^{13} + T^{10} + 3T^9 + 4T^7 + 2T^6 + 3T^3 + 3 17 T^8 T^{17} + 4T^{14} + T^{11} + 4T^8 + 1

7 3 2

T^6 + 4T^3 + 2

7 T T^7 + 4T^4 + 2T + 1 8 T^2 + 1 T^8 + T^6 + 4T^5 + 4T^3 + 2T^2 + 3 9 T^3 + 1 T^9 + 5T^6 + 6T^3 + 3 (a_1, a_2) = (1, 2) 10 T^4 + T + 5 T^{10} + 5T^7 + 5T^6 + 6T^4 + 6T^3 + 2T + 4 11 T^5 + 6 T^{11} + 4T^8 + 6T^6 + 2T^5 + 3T^3 + 6

8 3 2

T^6 + (α + 1)T^3 + α

7 T + α^2 + α T^7 + (α^2 + α)T^6 + (α + 1)T^4 + T^3 + αT + α^2 + α 8 T^2 T^8 + (α + 1)T^5 + αT^2 + 1 9 T^3 + αT T^9 + αT^7 + (α + 1)T^6 + (α^2 + α)T^4 + αT^3 + α^2T + 1 (a_1, a_2) = (1, α) 10 T^4 T^{10} + (α + 1)T^7 + αT^4 + 1 11 T^5 T^{11} + (α + 1)T^8 + αT^5 + 1

References

[1] G. N. Alfarano, M. Borello, A. Neri, and A. Ravagnani. Linear cutting blocking sets and minimal codes in the rank metric. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 192:105658, 2022.

[2] W. André. Sur les courbes algébriques et les variétés qui s’ en déduisent. Number 1041. Actualités Sci. Ind, 1948.

[3] A. Barg, K. Haymaker, E. W. Howe, G. L. Matthews, and A. Várilly-Alvarado. Locally recoverable codes from algebraic curves and surfaces. In Algebraic Geometry for Coding Theory and Cryptography: IPAM, Los Angeles, CA, February 2016, pages 95–127. Springer, 2017.

[4] A. Barg, I. Tamo, and S. Vlăduţ. Locally recoverable codes on algebraic curves. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 63(8):4928–4939, 2017.

[5] H. Bartz, L. Holzbaur, H. Liu, S. Puchinger, J. Renner, A. Wachter-Zeh, et al. Rank-metric codes and their applications. Foundations and Trends® in Communications and Information Theory, 19(3):390–546, 2022.

[6] R. Chen and S. Mesnager. A function field approach toward good polynomials for further results on optimal lrc codes. Finite Fields and Their Applications, 81:102028, 2022.

[7] A. Couvreur, T. Debris-Alazard, and P. Gaborit. On the hardness of code equivalence problems in rank metric. arXiv preprint arXiv:2011.04611, 2020.

[8] A. Dukes, G. Micheli, and V. P. Lavorante. Optimal locally recoverable codes with hierarchy from nested f-adic expansions. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 2023.

[9] E. M. Gabidulin. Theory of codes with maximum rank distance. Problemy Peredachi Informatsii, 21(1):3–16, 1985.

[10] P. Gaborit, O. Ruatta, J. Schrek, and G. Zémor. New results for rank-based cryptography. In Progress in Cryptology–AFRICACRYPT 2014: 7th International Conference on Cryptology in Africa, Marrakesh, Morocco, May 28-30, 2014. Proceedings 7, pages 1–12. Springer, 2014.

[11] C. Garrison, G. Micheli, L. Nott, V. P. Lavorante, and P. Waitkevich. On a class of optimal locally recoverable codes with availability. In 2023 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory (ISIT), pages 2021–2026. IEEE, 2023.

[12] E. Gorla. Rank-metric codes. In Concise Encyclopedia of Coding Theory, pages 227–250. Chapman and Hall/CRC, 2021.

[13] W. C. Huffman, J.-L. Kim, and P. Solé. Concise Encyclopedia of Coding Theory. Chapman and Hall/CRC, Mar. 2021.

[14] S. Kadhe, S. El Rouayheb, I. Duursma, and A. Sprintson. Rank-metric codes with local recoverability. In 2016 54th Annual Allerton Conference on Communication, Control, and Computing (Allerton). IEEE, Sept. 2016.

[15] J. Liu, S. Mesnager, and D. Tang. Constructions of optimal locally recoverable codes via dickson polynomials. Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 88:1759–1780, 2020.

[16] S. Mesnager. On good polynomials over finite fields for optimal locally recoverable codes. In Codes, Cryptology and Information Security: Third International Conference, C2SI 2019, Rabat, Morocco, April 22–24, 2019, Proceedings-In Honor of Said El Hajji 3, pages 257–268. Springer, 2019.

[17] G. Micheli. Constructions of locally recoverable codes which are optimal. IEEE transactions on information theory, 66(1):167–175, 2019.

[18] A. Neri. Twisted linearized reed-solomon codes: A skew polynomial framework. Journal of Algebra, 609:792–839, 2022.

[19] M. Papikian. Drinfeld Modules. Springer International Publishing, 2023. [20] M. Rosen. Number Theory in Function Fields. Springer New York, 2002. [21] S. Samardjiska, P. Santini, E. Persichetti, and G. Banegas. A reaction attack against cryptosystems based on lrpc codes. In Progress in Cryptology–LATINCRYPT 2019: 6th International Conference on Cryptology and Information Security in Latin America, Santiago de Chile, Chile, October 2–4, 2019, Proceedings 6, pages 197–216. Springer, 2019.

[22] N. Silberstein, A. S. Rawat, O. O. Koyluoglu, and S. Vishwanath. Optimal locally repairable codes via rank-metric codes. In 2013 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory, pages 1819–1823. IEEE, 2013.

[23] D. Silva, F. R. Kschischang, and R. Koetter. A rank-metric approach to error control in random network coding. IEEE transactions on information theory, 54(9):3951–3967, 2008.

[24] H. Stichtenoth. Algebraic Function Fields and Codes. Springer Publishing Company, Incorporated, 2nd edition, 2008.

[25] I. Tamo and A. Barg. A family of optimal locally recoverable codes. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 60(8):4661–4676, 2014.

[26] I. Tamo, A. Barg, and A. Frolov. Bounds on the parameters of locally recoverable codes. IEEE Transactions on information theory, 62(6):3070–3083, 2016.

University of South Florida, 4202 E Fowler Ave, 33620 Tampa, US. Email address: lbastioni@usf.edu

University of South Florida, 4202 E Fowler Ave, 33620 Tampa, US. Email address: moh13@usf.edu

University of South Florida, 4202 E Fowler Ave, 33620 Tampa, US. Email address: gmicheli@usf.edu