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ε-MSR Codes
for Any Set of Helper Nodes

Vinayak Ramkumar, Netanel Raviv, and Itzhak Tamo

Abstract

Minimum storage regenerating (MSR) codes are a class of maximum distance separable (MDS) array codes
capable of repairing any single failed node by downloading the minimum amount of information from each of
the helper nodes. However, MSR codes require large sub-packetization levels, which hinders their usefulness in
practical settings. This led to the development of another class of MDS array codes called ε-MSR codes, for which
the repair information downloaded from each helper node is at most a factor of (1 + ε) from the minimum amount
for some ε > 0. The advantage of ε-MSR codes over MSR codes is their small sub-packetization levels. In previous
constructions of epsilon-MSR codes, however, several specific nodes are required to participate in the repair of a
failed node, which limits the performance of the code in cases where these nodes are not available. In this work,
we present a construction of ε-MSR codes without this restriction. For a code with n nodes, out of which k store
uncoded information, and for any number d of helper nodes (k ≤ d < n), the repair of a failed node can be done by
contacting any set of d surviving nodes. Our construction utilizes group algebra techniques, and requires linear field
size. We also generalize the construction to MDS array codes capable of repairing h failed nodes using d helper
nodes with a slightly sub-optimal download from each helper node, for all h ≤ r and k ≤ d ≤ n−h simultaneously.

Index Terms

MDS array codes, regenerating codes, distributed storage, sub-packetization

I. INTRODUCTION

In large-scale distributed storage systems, data needs to be stored in a redundant manner to ensure that the failure
of storage nodes does not result in data loss. The naïve solution is employing data replication; however, erasure
coding is preferable as it offers the same reliability with lower storage overhead. In particular, maximum distance
separable (MDS) codes are preferable for providing maximum fault tolerance for a given storage overhead.

The failure of a single node is a common occurrence in distributed storage systems, and the focus of the literature
on codes for distributed storage [17] has primarily been on the efficient repair of a single failed node. Regenerating
codes, introduced by Dimakis et al. [5], minimize the repair bandwidth, which is the amount of information
downloaded from helper nodes to repair a failed node. These codes are array codes, with each code symbol being
a vector of length ℓ over some finite field, where ℓ is the sub-packetization level of the code. Each node stores a
code symbol (vector). Node failure is equivalent to the erasure of a code symbol, and node repair corresponds to
recovering this erased code symbol. The nodes that assist in the repair process are called helper nodes.

Among the class of regenerating codes, minimum storage regenerating (MSR) codes are of particular interest as
they require minimum storage overhead for a given fault tolerance, i.e., they have the MDS property. The large
sub-packetization requirement of MSR codes is one of the bottlenecks preventing the widespread usage of these
codes in practical distributed storage systems. To tackle this issue, a class of MDS array code called ε-MSR codes
was proposed [23]. These codes enable the repair of a failed node by downloading from each helper node at most
(1+ ε) times the optimal amount for some positive ε. It is shown in [22] that small sub-packetization levels suffice
for ε-MSR codes. For a constant number of parity nodes, the sub-packetization level of these codes scales only
logarithmically with code length, which amounts to a doubly exponential savings in comparison to the best-known
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MSR codes [11]. However, previously known constructions of ε-MSR codes have the limitation that either all the
remaining nodes are contacted for the repair of a failed node [22], or contacting a subset of remaining nodes suffices
only if they include some specific nodes [10]. In short, these constructions mandate certain nodes to serve as helper
nodes during the repair process. The main goal of this paper is to construct ε-MSR codes that overcome this
restriction. We obtain such an ε-MSR code by constructing a new MDS array code, which is then combined with
a second code having a large normalized minimum distance. This new MDS has certain desirable repair properties,
and it is constructed using group algebra techniques.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section II we provide the necessary background for
ε-MSR codes and motivate our problem setting. In Section III we present our construction of ε-MSR codes for
which any arbitrary set of d surviving nodes can serve as helper nodes for the repair of a failed node. In Section IV,
we generalize our construction to obtain MDS array codes that can repair any h failed nodes using any d helper
nodes with a near-optimal repair bandwidth, for all h ≤ r and k ≤ d ≤ n− h simultaneously.

II. NOTATIONS AND BACKGROUND

We begin this section by introducing notations and briefly describing MDS array codes and ε-MSR codes. For
a positive integer n, we use [n] to denote the set of integers {1, 2, . . . , n}. All vectors are row vectors throughout
this paper. For two integers a and b, we use a mod b to denote the remainder when a is divided by b.

A. MDS Array Codes

An (n, k, ℓ)F array code is a code of length n and size |F|ℓk over the alphabet Fℓ, where ℓ is the sub-packetization
level of the code. Naturally, we view code symbols as vectors of length ℓ over F. If the code is MDS, i.e., if each
codeword possesses the property that the entire codeword can be recovered from any k out of these n code symbols,
then it is termed an (n, k, ℓ)F MDS array code. These codes were developed to be used in distributed storage systems
as follows. A file containing kℓ symbols over F is encoded into a codeword comprised of n vectors of length ℓ over
F. These n vectors are stored on n different storage nodes, and thus, each node stores ℓ symbols of F. The erasure
of ℓ symbols stored in a node is called a node failure, and the process of recovering its contents by downloading
symbols from the surviving nodes is called a node repair.

When the array code is linear, it can be defined by a parity check matrix as follows. Let C ⊆ Fnℓ be a linear
array code of block length n and sub-packetization level ℓ. It is defined by an rℓ× nℓ parity-check matrix H over
the finite field F as C = {c ∈ Fnℓ | Hc⊺ = 0}. Any codeword c ∈ C can be written as c = (c1, . . . , cn) ∈ Fnℓ,
with node i ∈ [n] storing ci ∈ Fℓ. Notice that every linear code has a so-called systematic form, in which k nodes
store uncoded information symbols and r = n− k nodes store parity symbols.

Let H = [H1 . . . Hn], with each sub-matrix Hi being an rℓ× ℓ matrix. For a subset S = {i1, . . . , i|S|} ⊆ [n], let
HS = [Hi1 . . . Hi|S| ] ∈ Frℓ×|S|ℓ. If HS is non singular for all S ⊆ [n] of size r, then H is a parity-check matrix
of an (n, k = n − r, ℓ)F MDS array code. Throughout this paper, we define MDS array codes using parity-check
matrices.

B. Minimum Storage Regenerating Codes

An (n, k, ℓ)F MDS array code is said to be an (n, k, d, ℓ)F MSR code if any failed node can be repaired (i.e., its
contents recreated) by contacting any arbitrary collection of d surviving nodes and downloading ℓ

d−k+1 symbols
(over F) from each of these d helper nodes. The number of helper nodes d will be referred to as the repair degree
and it satisfies k ≤ d < n. Note that if d = k, the repair is equivalent to downloading all the information from any
subset of k nodes. This property holds automatically since the code is an MDS code. Hence, the nontrivial case is
when k < d.

In [5], it is shown that for MDS array codes, if d helper nodes are employed for node repair, then the repair
bandwidth is at least dℓ

d−k+1 symbols (over F). In other words, the amount of information downloaded for node
repair of MSR codes is the minimum possible for MDS array codes. MSR codes also have the load balancing
property, i.e., the same amount of information is downloaded from each helper node.

For general MSR codes, during the repair process, helper nodes may have to transmit a function of the data stored
in them. This can be problematic at times since it is possible that the amount of information transmitted is optimal;
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however, in order to compute it, one has to access and read the entire information stored on the node, which can be
time-consuming. Therefore, a more desirable property is that the information that needs to be transmitted is exactly
the information that is read from the node, and there is no need for any computation. An MDS array code is said
to have the help-by-transfer property if the helper nodes access only the symbols that they transmit1. Therefore,
for MSR codes with the help-by-transfer property, only ℓ

d−k+1 symbols are accessed at each helper node during
the repair.

An early construction of MSR codes is of the product-matrix type [19]. Although the sub-packetization level
requirement ℓ = d− k + 1 is small, this construction is limited to the low-rate regime of k

n ≤ 1
2 + 1

2n . In [3], the
existence of MSR codes for all valid (n, k, d) parameters as ℓ → ∞ is shown. Several constructions of high-rate
MSR codes are known in the literature, including those in [8, 11, 13, 16, 20, 21, 23, 24, 27, 29, 31, 33, 34].

Let s = d − k + 1 and r = n − k. For general k + 1 ≤ d ≤ n − 1 parameters, the existence of MSR codes
possessing the help-by-transfer property with sub-packetization level ℓ = s⌈

n

s
⌉ is known [11, 21, 29]. Even without

the help-by-transfer requirement, the best-known construction [11] has a sub-packetization level of ℓ = s⌈
n

s+1
⌉. We

note that all the known MSR codes are linear, meaning that encoding and repair involve only linear operations.
Lower bounds on the sub-packetization level of linear MSR codes are derived in [1, 2, 9, 28]. Specifically, it

follows from the lower bound in [2] that ℓ = s⌈
n

s
⌉ is the smallest possible sub-packetization level for linear MSR

codes with the help-by-transfer property. For a constant number of parity nodes r, the lower bound in [1] establishes
that a sub-packetization level that is exponentially large in k is necessary for linear MSR codes.

We refer readers to the survey in [17] for a detailed discussion about various MSR code constructions and
sub-packetization level lower bounds.

C. Small Sub-packetization Level

Codes with small sub-packetization levels are preferable in practical systems for various reasons. A detailed
description of the issues associated with large sub-packetization levels is provided in [22]. It is argued that large
sub-packetization levels reduce flexibility in selecting various system parameters. The difficulty in managing meta-
data is another disadvantage of large sub-packetization levels, as listed in [22]. Additionally, small sub-packetization
levels lead to efficient degraded reads, as illustrated in [22]. Another advantage of small sub-packetization levels is
that they allow for the encoding of small files [29]. In [30], it is shown that large sub-packetization levels result in
fragmented reads at helper nodes, leading to inferior disk read performance during repair. In summary, constructing
codes with small sub-packetization levels is an important problem.

There have been multiple attempts in the literature to develop MDS array codes with small sub-packetization levels
and near-optimal repair bandwidth, and the ε-MSR codes framework is one such effort. Early works investigating
this problem include [18] and [27]. In [22], Rawat et al. presented an MDS array code with sub-packetization level
ℓ = (n − k)τ capable of repairing any failed node by accessing all remaining d = n − 1 nodes, for any integer
1 ≤ τ ≤ ⌈ n

n−k⌉− 1. The resulting repair bandwidth is ≤ (1+ 1
τ )(

n−1
n−k )ℓ. However, these codes require a very large

field size. In [12], Li et al. introduced multiple constructions of small sub-packetization level MDS array codes
with similar repair bandwidths, again only for d = n− 1. Some of these codes can be constructed over a field of
size O(n). The existence of MDS array codes with ℓ = am+n−1, where n − k = am, and asymptotically optimal
repair bandwidth for d = n − 1 is shown in [4]. In [14], two MDS array codes with d < n − 1, having small
sub-packetization levels and near-optimal repair bandwidth, are constructed.

All the above-mentioned MDS array codes suffer from the defect that they do not possess the load balancing
property. During repair, some helper nodes may have to contribute significantly more information than others, which
may not be desirable in many system settings. Motivated by this, the authors of [22] introduced the class of MDS
array codes called ε-MSR codes, in which approximately the same amount of information is downloaded from each
helper node during node repair.

D. ε-MSR Codes

An (n, k, ℓ)F MDS array code is said to be an (n, k, d, ℓ)F ε-MSR code for ε > 0 [22] if the following property
is satisfied:

1This property is the same as the repair-by-transfer property in [22] and the optimal-access property in [34]. In this work, we follow the
help-by-transfer terminology in [23].
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• ε-optimal repair property: The content of any failed node can be recovered by contacting any arbitrary collection
of d remaining nodes and downloading at most (1+ε) ℓ

d−k+1 symbols over F from each of these helper nodes.
The amount of helper information downloaded from each of the d nodes is thus at most (1+ ε) times that of MSR
codes. Setting ε = 0 in the above description reduces to MSR codes.

For repair degree d = n− 1, an ε-MSR code is constructed in [22] using an MSR code construction in [33] as
a building block. The sub-packetization level of this code scales logarithmically with n, provided the number of
parity nodes r = n− k is a constant. This represents a substantial saving compared to MSR codes, which require
ℓ = Ω(exp(k)). Additionally, this code requires a field size linear in n. In [10], an attempt was made to construct
ε-MSR codes for the d < n−1 case. However, the construction in [10] lacks the flexibility of choosing any d nodes
among the surviving nodes as helper nodes and mandates a few nodes to be compulsorily contacted while repairing
a failed node. Thus, strictly speaking, the code in [10] is not an (n, k, d, ℓ)F ε-MSR code. The advantage of having
d < n − 1 is that the repair process can take place even if up to n − 1 − d nodes are temporarily unavailable. If
some nodes must participate in the repair process (as in [10]), then the entire repair process is stalled even if one of
them is unavailable. In the current paper, we present the first construction of ε-MSR code without any compulsory
helper node. See Table I for a summary of the above discussion.

Reference Range of d Number of compulsory helper nodes
Rawat et al. [22] d = n− 1 n− 1

Guruswami et al. [10] k ≤ d < n n− o(n)
This paper k ≤ d < n None

TABLE I: Comparison between different constructions.

E. Multiple Node Failures and Multiple Repair Degrees

Suppose h ≤ r nodes failed in an (n, k = n− r, ℓ)F MDS array code, and suppose d helper nodes are contacted
to repair it. We assume a centralized repair setting where a central entity collects the helper data and repairs the
failed nodes. In this case it is known [3] the each helper node needs to transmit at least hℓ

d−k+h symbols (over
F). Following the terminology from [33], we say that an (n, k, ℓ)F MDS array code has the (h, d) optimal repair
property if it is possible to repair the contents of any h failed nodes by downloading hℓ

d−k+h symbols from each of
any d surviving nodes. It follows from this definition that an (n, k, d, ℓ)F MSR code has the (1, d) optimal repair
property. It should also be noted that the MDS property is equivalent to (h = r, d = k) optimal repair property.

The number of failed nodes and available nodes can change over time. Therefore, the ability to simultaneously
support all possible h ≤ r and d ≤ n− h is a useful property. In [33], two explicit families of MDS array codes
having (h, d) optimal repair property for all (h, d) such that 1 ≤ h ≤ r and k ≤ d ≤ n − h simultaneously are
presented. The codes in [33] require a sub-packetization level ℓ = θn, where θ = lcm(1, 2, . . . , r). In [35], such
MDS array codes with ℓ = θrn are provided. Clearly, the sub-packetization levels of these codes are exponential
in n for constant r. Hence, reducing the sub-packetization level by slightly sacrificing the repair bandwidth is
meaningful for these types of codes as well.

We say that an (n, k, ℓ)F MDS array code has (h, d) ε-optimal repair property if the contents of any h failed
nodes can be recovered by downloading (1+ ε) hℓ

d−k+h symbols from each of any d helper nodes. Note that setting
ε = 0 yields the (h, d) optimal repair property. It can be seen that an (n, k, ℓ)F ε-MSR code has (1, d) ε-optimal
repair property. An (n, k, ℓ)F MDS array code with (h, d) ε-optimal repair property is said to have (h, d) ε-optimal
help-by-transfer property if the symbols downloaded from each helper node during repair are a subset of the symbols
stored in that helper node.

F. Our Contribution

In this paper, we present the first construction of ε-MSR codes that allows all repair degrees, i.e., k ≤ d < n, over
a field of size O(n(d− k)). Moreover, this is also the first construction of ε-MSR codes with the help-by-transfer
property. More precisely, given an ε > 0 and fixed k < d, we can construct an (n, k, d, ℓ)F ε-MSR code whose sub-
packetization ℓ scales logarithmically with length n. Our construction utilizes two building blocks. The first is a new
MDS array code construction, and the second is a code with good parameters, i.e., large size and distance. These
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two building blocks are combined together, as in [22], to yield the ε-MSR code construction. This construction is
then generalized to obtain (n, k = n − r, ℓ) MDS array codes with the (h, d) ε-optimal help-by-transfer property
for all (h, d) with h ≤ r and k ≤ d ≤ n− h simultaneously. For this code as well, the sub-packetization ℓ scales
logarithmically with length n.

III. CONSTRUCTION OF ε-MSR CODES

We first define a group algebra which is needed to describe our construction.

A. A Group Algebra

For a positive integer s, let Zs = {0, . . . , s− 1} be the additive group of integers modulo s, and let G = Zt
s be

the abelian group formed by the t-fold direct product of Zs. Let F be a finite field, and define the group algebra
of G over F by

F[G] =

∑
g∈G

agxg | ag ∈ F

,

which consists of all formal sums of xg, g ∈ G, with coefficients from F. It is easy to see that F[G] is a vector
space over F of dimension |G| = st, spanned by the standard basis {xg | g ∈ G}. Addition in the algebra is defined
coordinate-wise, i.e., ∑

g∈G
agxg +

∑
g∈G

bgxg :=
∑
g∈G

(ag + bg)xg.

Multiplication of two standard basis vectors xv, xu is defined as xv · xu = xv+u, and this is then extended linearly
to all of F[G]. Note that since G is a commutative group, it follows that the multiplication in the algebra is also
commutative.

Given an element f ∈ F[G], one can define a linear transformation on the vector space F[G] simply by multiplying
by f , i.e., h 7→ h · f for any h ∈ F[G]. This linear transformation can be represented via a matrix after selecting
a basis, which we set to be the standard basis. Thus, each element f ∈ F[G] can be viewed as an st × st matrix
over F. In fact, the mapping that sends f ∈ F[G] to its matrix representation is an algebra homomorphism between
the algebra F[G] and the algebra of matrices with the usual addition and multiplication, which is called the regular
representation. Note that in particular, the matrix representation of xv ∈ F[G] for v ∈ G is an st × st permutation
matrix. We proceed to give a simple example of a group algebra and a matrix representation of its elements.

Example 1. Let G = Z2
2 = {(0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0), (1, 1)}, i.e., s = t = 2. Let F be the binary field F2. Then, F[G] is

a vector space over F2 of dimension 4. Let ρ be the mapping that takes an element of the group algebra and maps
it to its matrix representation under the standard basis, where we fix the following order of the standard basis:
x(0,0), x(0,1), x(1,0), x(1,1).

One can verify that

ρ(x(0,0)) =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

, ρ(x(0,1)) =


0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

, ρ(x(1,0)) =


0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

, ρ(x(1,1)) =


0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0

.

It can be verified that for all u, v ∈ G, we have ρ(xv · xu) = ρ(xu) · ρ(xv) and ρ(xv + xu) = ρ(xu) + ρ(xv),
i.e., ρ is a ring homomorphism. For instance,

ρ(x(0,1)) · ρ(x(1,0)) =


0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 ·


0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

 =


0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0

 = ρ(x(1,1)) = ρ(x(0,1) · x(1,0)).

Similarly,

ρ(x(0,0)) + ρ(x(0,1)) =


1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

+


0 1 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 1 0

 =


1 1 0 0
1 1 0 0
0 0 1 1
0 0 1 1

 = ρ(x(0,0) + x(0,1)).
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In the sequel, we will omit the notation ρ and view each element of the group algebra as a matrix.
Since F[G] is a commutative ring, the following two properties hold:

1) F[G][X], which consists of all polynomials in the variable X with coefficients from F[G], is also a commutative
ring.

2) For any a ∈ F[G] and g(X) ∈ F[G][X], the mapping

g(X) 7→ g(a)

is a ring homomorphism from F[G][X] to F[G] (called the evaluation homomorphism). Therefore, for any
g(X), f(X) ∈ F[G][X],

(g(X) · f(X))(a) = g(a) · f(a).

We proceed to give the construction of an MDS array code, which will serve as a building block in the construction
of the ε-MSR code.

B. An MDS Array Code Construction

For positive integers k < n, s ≤ n− k and t ≤ n, we present an (n, k, ℓ = st)F MDS array code construction,
where any failed node can be repaired by downloading information from any d = k + s − 1 helper nodes. Note
that indeed k ≤ d < n. The guarantees on the repair bandwidth are given in Theorem 1 below. The code is defined
over the finite field F of order q ≥ gn+ 1, where g = gcd(d− k + 1, q − 1). Since g ≤ d− k + 1, it follows that
q = O(n(d− k)).

Set r = n− k and let α be a primitive element of F. For i ∈ [n] let αi ≜ αi−1, and for i ∈ [t] let ei be the i-th
standard basis vector of G, i.e., the all zeros vector of length t except for the i-th entry which is 1.

We now present the code construction.
Recall that we consider any element of F[G] as an st × st square matrix over F. In particular, for i ∈ [t],

xei ∈ F[G] is an st × st permutation matrix.

Construction 1. Fix (a1, . . . , an) ∈ {e1, . . . , et}n. For i ∈ [r] and j ∈ [n], let

Ai,j := (αj · xaj
)i−1 ∈ Fst×st .

The code’s parity check matrix is
A := (Ai,j)i∈[r],j∈[n] ∈ Frst×nst .

Note that Construction 1 gives a family of codes, with each code corresponding to a specific choice of {aj}j∈[n].
In the discussion below, we focus on an arbitrary code from this family. The following theorem summarizes the
properties of the construction.

Theorem 1. For every a1, . . . , an, the code constructed in Construction 1 is an (n, k = n− r, ℓ = st)F MDS array
code with the following repair property. For any failed node i ∈ [n] and a subset D ⊆ [n]\{i} of d = k + s − 1
helper nodes, one can repair node i by downloading from node j ∈ D a fraction of fj of it data, where

fj =

{
1
s aj ̸= ai

1 else.

Moreover, the help-by-transfer property holds.

Proof. MDS Property: It suffices to show that any r × r block submatrix of A is invertible. Without loss of
generality, it is shown that the leftmost r × r block submatrix, i.e.,

I · · · I
α1xa1

· · · αn−kxan−k

...
. . .

...
(α1xa1

)n−k−1 · · · (αn−kxan−k
)n−k−1

 (1)
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is invertible. Since all the block matrices in the above matrix commute, it follows from [32, Equation 1] and [26,
Thoerem 1] that the determinant of (1) equals∏

1≤i<j≤r

det(αixai
− αjxaj

).

If ai = aj for some i, j ∈ [r], then clearly the matrix αixai
− αjxaj

is invertible as by our selection αi ̸= αj and
since xai

is a permutation matrix. If ai ̸= aj , then it suffices to show that the matrix I−αjα
−1
i xaj

x−1
ai

is invertible.
It is easy to verify that the order of the matrix x := xaj

x−1
ai

is s, i.e., s is the smallest positive integer u for which
xu = I. Set β := αjα

−1
i , then by Lemma 12 in Appendix A, we have βs ̸= 1. Assume towards a contradiction that

there exists a nonzero vector v for which (I−βx)v = 0, equivalently, βxv = v, and by induction also (βx)sv = v.
However, (βx)sv = βsxsv = βsIv = βsv ̸= v, and we arrive at a contradiction.

Repair property: It can be seen that for p ∈ [r], the p-th block row of the parity check matrix A of the code is
obtained by evaluating the polynomial Xp−1 ∈ F[G][X] at the ring elements αjxaj

, j ∈ [n]. Let D = [n]\({i}∪D)
be the set of non-helper nodes, which is of size n− d− 1. Let h(X) ∈ F[G][X] be the annihilator polynomial of
the set D, i.e.,

h(X) =
∏
j∈D

(X − αjxaj
).

If d = n − 1, then D is the empty set, and we define h(X) = I . For m = 0, . . . , s − 1, let fm(X) = Xmh(X).
Clearly deg(fm) ≤ s− 1 + n− d− 1 = r − 1. Hence, the vector of matrices

(fm(α1xa1
), . . . , fm(αnxan

))

is in the row span of A. To see this, write fm(X) =
∑r−1

j=0 bjX
j , where bj ∈ F[G]. Referring to A as an r × n

matrix over F[G], we have

(b0, . . . , br−1) ·A = (
∑r−1

j=0 bj(α1xa1
)j , . . . ,

∑n−k−1
j=0 bj(αnxan

)j) = (fm(α1xa1
), . . . , fm(αnxan

)).

Since evaluation is a ring homomorphism, we have that

(fm(α1a1), . . . , fm(αnan)) = ((α1xa1
)mh(α1xa1

), . . . , (αnxan
)mh(αnxan

)).

In addition, since h is the annihilator polynomial of D, it follows that for any j ∈ D, the j-th entry (which is a
matrix) is the zero matrix. For a codeword c = (c1, . . . , cn), we have A(c1, . . . , cn)

⊺ = 0, and hence

((α1xa1
)mh(α1xa1

), . . . , (αnxan
)mh(αnxan

)) · (c1, . . . , cn)⊺ = 0 for m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}. (2)

Recall that (a1, . . . , an) ∈ {e1, . . . , et}n. Assume without loss of generality that ai = e1, where i ∈ [n] is the node
to be repaired. Let

S := span{xg|g(1) = 0}

be the subspace of F[G] spanned by the basis vectors xg for g’s whose first coordinate equals zero. Clearly,
dim(S) = st−1. By abuse of notation, we also view S as a 0, 1 matrix over Fq of order st−1 × st whose row span
equals the subspace S. Indeed, let the st columns of S be indexed by the elements of G, and let each row of S
correspond to one element in the basis of S. More precisely, each row is a zero vector except for one coordinate
which is one, corresponding to some element xg with g(1) = 0.

For any j ̸= 1, the subspace S is an invariant subspace under the multiplication by xej , i.e.,

Sxej = S

Also, the s subspaces S, Sxe1 , . . . , Sx
s−1
e1 form a direct sum of the vector space F[G], i.e.,

S ⊕ Sxe1 ⊕ . . .⊕ Sxs−1
e1 = F[G]. (3)

The two statements given above about S can be proved as follows. Let G′ be the subgroup of G formed by elements
whose first coordinate is zero. Since it contains ej for all j ̸= 1, it follows that G′ + ej = G′, which implies the
first statement. Since s cosets of G′ are G′, G′ + e1, G

′ + 2e1, ..., G
′ + (s− 1)e1, the second statement follows.
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We claim that it is possible to recover the vector ci using the s equations in (2). Indeed, by (2) we have

(αixai
)mh(αixai

)c⊺i = −
∑
j ̸=i

(αjxaj
)mh(αjxaj

)c⊺j for m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}.

By multiplying from the left by S we get

S(αixai
)mh(αixai

)c⊺i = −
∑
j ̸=i

S(αjxaj
)mh(αjxaj

)c⊺j for m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}

Since h(αjxaj
) = 0 for j ∈ D, we have

S(αixai
)mh(αixai

)c⊺i = −
∑
j∈D

S(αjxaj
)mh(αjxaj

)c⊺j for m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}. (4)

We now show that if we get enough information from the nodes in D such that we can construct the RHS of the
above s equations, then we can recover the lost vector ci. Since ai = e1 and αi ∈ F \ {0}, it follows from (3) that

S ⊕ S(αixai
)⊕ . . .⊕ S(αixai

)s−1 = F[G].

One can verify that h(αixai
) is an invertible matrix; this is true since αixai

− αjxaj
is invertible whenever i ̸= j

(follows from the MDS property proof) and h(αixai
) is a product of such matrices.Therefore, we also have that

Sh(αixai
)⊕ S(αixai

)h(αixai
)⊕ . . .⊕ S(αixai

)s−1h(αixai
) = F[G], (5)

which implies that we can recover node i using the s equations. This can be argued as follows. It follows from (5)
that the s many st−1× st matrices which multiply c⊺i from the left in the LHS of (4), when stacked on top of each
other, form an invertible matrix. Hence, one can use (4) to compose an invertible linear system whose solution ci
can be easily computed.

Next, we calculate the amount of information needed from the nodes in D to compute the RHS of s equations
in (4). Fix j ∈ D, then for the s equations to be constructed, we will need the following information from node j:

S(αjxaj
)mh(αjxaj

)c⊺j for m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}.

However, as noted earlier, if aj ̸= ai then S is an invariant subspace of the operator xaj
, which means that only

Sh(αjxaj
)c⊺j is needed from helper node j. Furthermore, the subspace S is also an invariant subspace under the

multiplication by h(αjxaj
), as expansion of h(αjxaj

) does not contain a term with xai
. Therefore, helper node j

with aj ̸= ai only needs to send Sc⊺j , which is exactly 1/s fraction of the information it stores. Lastly, if aj = ai,
then by (5), we see that all the information stored in node j is needed. Clearly, the help-by-transfer property follows
since all rows of S are unit vectors.

Remark 2. In Construction 1, if we set t = n and aj = ej for all j ∈ [n], then the resulting code is an
(n, k, d, ℓ = sn)F MSR code with the help-by-transfer property. We remark that this code has some structural
similarity with an MSR code from [33], which uses generalized permutation matrices to construct the parity-check
matrix.

C. Transformation to ε-MSR Codes

In the previous section, we constructed an (n, k, ℓ = st) MDS array code, which will be the first ingredient
in the construction of an ε-MSR code. The second ingredient is a large code with a large normalized minimum
distance. More precisely, given a code U = {u(1), . . . ,u(n)} over the alphabet [t] with block length λ, size n, and
normalized minimum distance at least δ, we construct an (n, k, d, ℓ = λst)F ε-MSR code with ϵ = (1− δ)(s− 1)

as follows. We use the notation u(j) = (u
(j)
1 , . . . , u

(j)
λ ) to represent the symbols of the j-th codeword.

Construction 2. For each codeword u(j) ∈ U define a block diagonal matrix Hj ∈ Fλst×λst , with λ blocks of
size st × st, where the b-th block equals αjxem with m = u

(j)
b , and with αj = αj−1 as in Construction 1. The

code’s parity check matrix is
H = (H i−1

j )i∈[r],j∈[n] ∈ Frλst×nλst .

8



See Figure 1 for an example of Construction 2. Each node stores a vector over F of length λst, and each such
vector can be partitioned into λ chunks of length st. More formally, the vector stored on node j can be written
as (cj,1, cj,2, . . . , cj,λ) ∈ Fλst with each chunk cj,b ∈ Fst . It follows from the structure of H that the following
observation holds.

Observation 3. For every b ∈ [λ], (c1,b, c2,b, . . . , cn,b) is a codeword of the code obtained by setting by aj = eu(j)
b

for all j ∈ [n] in Construction 1. Thus we have λ independent encodings, with each encoding corresponding to
some particular choice of (a1, . . . , an) ∈ {e1, . . . , et}n in Construction 1.

It follows from Theorem 1 that each of these λ encodings has MDS property. Therefore, the code with H as
parity check matrix is an (n, k, ℓ = λst)F MDS array code.

Fig. 1: An illustration of the parity check matrix given by Construction 2, for r = 3, λ = 4 and t = 3, where u(1) =
(1, 3, 2, 1), u(2) = (2, 3, 1, 3) and u(3) = (1, 2, 3, 2) are three codewords of U . Only the columns corresponding to
the three nodes indexed by these three codewords are depicted in the figure.

We now show that Construction 2 yields an (n, k, d, ℓ)F ε-MSR code with ε = (1− δ)(s− 1).

Lemma 4. Let ε = (1 − δ)(s − 1). For the code given by Construction 2, any failed node can be repaired by
downloading at most (1 + ε) ℓs = (1 + ε) ℓ

d−k+1 symbols over F from each of any d chosen helper nodes.

Proof. Assume node i needs to be repaired using the d helper nodes indexed by D ⊆ [n]\{i}. The st symbols of
node i corresponding to each of the λ encodings (see Observation 3) can be repaired independently. By the repair
property in Theorem 1, for the repair of the st symbols of node i which are involved in b-th encoding, node j ∈ D

transmits st−1 symbols if u(j)b ̸= u
(i)
b and otherwise it transmits all the st symbols corresponding to that encoding.

In either case, node j accesses only the symbols it transmits. If j /∈ D, then node j does not send any information.
Since the minimum distance of U is at least δλ, for every j ̸= i we have u

(j)
b ̸= u

(i)
b for at least δλ values of

b ∈ [λ]. Equivalently, in at most (1− δ)λ encodings, the entire information (st symbols) is sent by the helper node
j. If j /∈ D, then node j does not participate in the repair and does not send any information. In total, the download
from each helper node is at most

δλst−1 + (1− δ)λst = λst−1 + (1− δ)λ(st − st−1) =
ℓ

s
(1 + (1− δ)(s− 1)).

Hence, for ε = (1− δ)(s− 1), the code given by Construction 2 is an (n, k, d = k+ s− 1, ℓ = λst)F ε-MSR code
with help-by-transfer property.
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The next theorem easily follows from Lemma 4.

Theorem 5. The code defined in Construction 2 is an (n, k, d = k + s − 1, ℓ = λst)F ε-MSR code with ε =
(1− δ)(s− 1).

D. Existence of ε-MSR Codes with Logarithmic Sub-packetization Level

Here we show that our construction leads to an (n, k = n − r, d = k + s − 1, ℓ)F ε-MSR codes with sub-
packetization level ℓ scaling logarithmically with n, for any fixed k < d. Equivalently, for any fixed k < d the
length of the code n scales exponentially with the sub-packetization level ℓ.

Given ε > 0, let δ = 1− ε
d−k = 1− ε

s−1 and choose a positive integer t > s−1
ε . Then, by the Gilbert-Varshamov

(GV) bound [15] there exists a code over the alphabet [t] with block length λ, relative minimum distance at least
δ and code size at least tλ(1−ht(δ)−o(1)), where ht(x) = x logt(t− 1)− x logt x− (1− x) logt(1− x) is the t-ary
entropy function. Let U be such a code, then since ℓ = λst, it follows that Construction 2 yields an ε-MSR code
with length n = t((1−ht(δ)−o(1))/st)ℓ. For constant s and t, this gives n = Ω(exp(θℓ)) for some constant θ > 0.
Such a code can be constructed over any finite field of size greater than sn. Thus, we have the following result.

Theorem 6. Given positive integers r ≥ s and ε > 0, there is a constant θ = θ(s, ε) such that for infinite values of
ℓ there exist (n = Ω(exp(θℓ)), k = n− r, d = k+ s−1, ℓ)F ε-MSR codes with help-by-transfer property. Moreover,
the required field size |F| scales linearly with n, for constant s .

Explicit constructions of codes achieving the GV bound are not known in general. To obtain explicit constructions
of ε-MSR codes, one can choose U to be the best-known explicit codes. In particular, for a special case, explicit
constructions of codes that surpass the GV bound are known.

Remark 7. If t ≥ 49 is the square of a prime power, then explicit constructions of Algebraic Geometry (AG)
codes over the alphabet [t] beating the GV bound are known [6, 7, 25]. For block lenght λ and relative minimum

distance δ, AG code of size tλ
(
1−δ− 1

1−
√

t
−o(1)

)
can be explicitly constructed. If we choose U to be this AG code,

then we get an ε-MSR code with n = t(1−δ− 1

1−
√

t
−o(1))/st)ℓ. For constant s and t, this gives n = Ω(exp(θ′ℓ)), for

some constant θ′. If t satisfies the above requirements, then θ′ is larger than the constant θ given by the GV bound.

IV. CONSTRUCTION OF MDS ARRAY CODES WITH (h, d) ε-OPTIMAL REPAIR PROPERTY PROPERTY

In this section, we generalize our ε-MSR construction to obtain (n, k = n− r, ℓ)F MDS array codes with (h, d)
ε-optimal repair property simultaneously for all 1 ≤ h ≤ r and k ≤ d ≤ n−h. For ζ = lcm(1, 2, . . . , r), let G = Zt

ζ ,
and let F[G] be the group algebra of G over F. Similar to Section III-A, {xg|g ∈ G} is a basis of F[G] over F and
we view each element of F[G] as an ζt×ζt matrix over F. Furthermore, suppose that |F| := q ≥ gcd(ζ, q−1)n+1.
Similar to Section III-B, for a primitive element α of F we let αj ≜ αj−1, and for i ∈ [t] we let ei be the i-th
standard basis vector of G.

Given a code U = {u(1), . . . ,u(n)} over [t] of block length λ, size n, and normalized minimum distance ≥ δ,
we construct an (n, k, ℓ = λζt)F MDS code as follows. We use the notation u(j) = (u

(j)
1 , . . . , u

(j)
λ ) to represent

the symbols of the j-th codeword. We note that the only difference between this construction and Construction 2
in the previous section is that s is replaced by ζ.

Construction 3. For each codeword u(j) ∈ U define a block diagonal matrix Hj ∈ Fλζt×λζt

, with λ blocks of
size ζt × ζt, where the b-th block equals αjxem with m = u

(j)
b , and with αj = αj−1 as in Construction 1. The

code’s parity check matrix is
H = (H i−1

j )i∈[r],j∈[n] ∈ Frλζt×nλζt

.

The content of each node can be partitioned into λ chunks of length ζt. It follows from the structure of H that
the b-th chunks from all the n nodes form a codeword of an (n, k, ℓ = ζt)F array code (similar to Observation 3).
Using arguments similar to those in the proof of Theorem 1, it can be shown that each of these λ encodings have
MDS property. Therefore, the code with H as a parity check matrix is an (n, k, ℓ = λζt)F MDS array code.
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A. Repair Property

We now prove that the code has the (h, d) ε-optimal repair property, for all 1 ≤ h ≤ r and all k ≤ d ≤ n − h
simultaneously. For (h = r, d = k), this follows trivially from the MDS property. Fix any arbitrary h and d
satisfying 1 ≤ h ≤ r − 1 and k + 1 ≤ d ≤ n− h. Pick any F ⊆ [n] with |F| = h and D ⊆ [n] \ F with |D| = d.
Assume that the h nodes indexed by F have failed and these need to be repaired using the d helper nodes indexed
by D ⊆ [n]\F . For each failed node, the ζt symbols corresponding to each of the λ encodings can be repaired
independently of the other symbols.

Proposition 8. Fix some b ∈ [λ] and let aj,b = eu(j)
b

for all j ∈ [n]. The failed node symbols involved in the b-th
encoding (ζt symbols per failed node) can be repaired using the following amount of helper information. Every
helper node j ∈ D transmits at most hζt

d−k+h symbols if aj,b /∈ {ai,b | i ∈ F} and otherwise it transmits ζt symbols.
In either case, node j ∈ D accesses only the symbols it transmits. If j /∈ D, then node j does not send any
information.

Proof. Consider the rζt × nζt matrix A(b) = (Ai−1
j )i∈[r],j∈[n] over F such that Aj := αj · xaj,b

. Then, the code for
the b-th encoding is the (n, k, ℓ = ζt)F MDS array code with A(b) as a parity check matrix. We use cj,b ∈ Fζt

to
denote the information that is stored on node j corresponding to the b-th encoding.

Fix b ∈ [λ], and consider the set W = {w ∈ [t] | there is at least one i ∈ F such that u(i)b = w}. Let z := |W |
and W = {w1, . . . , wz}. Observe that z ≤ h since |F| = h. For µ ∈ [z], set Fµ = {i ∈ F | u(i)b = wµ}. Clearly,
{Fµ}µ∈[z] is a partition of F . For µ ∈ [z], let sµ = d− k + µ and

Gµ = {g ∈ G | g(wµ) mod sµ = 0},

i.e., Gµ is the set of all elements of G = Zt
ζ whose wµ-th entry is divisible by sµ.

Again for µ ∈ [z], we define the subspace

Sµ = span{xg|g ∈ Gµ}

of F[G] with dim(Sµ) = |Gµ|. For any j ̸= wµ, the subspace Sµ is an invariant subspace under multiplication by
xej . The sµ subspaces Sµ, Sµxewµ

, . . . , Sµx
sµ−1
ewµ

form a direct sum of the vector space F[G], since the sµ cosets of
Gµ are Gµ, Gµ + ewµ

, . . . , Gµ +(sµ − 1)ewµ
. We also view Sµ as a |Gµ| × ζt matrix over Fq with 0, 1 entries that

represent the basis of Sµ, i.e., each row is a zero vector except one coordinate that corresponds to some element
xg with g ∈ Gµ. Additionally, we define subspace S := span{xg|g ∈ ∪z

µ=1Gµ} of dimension | ∪z
µ=1 Gµ|, which

can similarly be viewed as a | ∪z
µ=1 Gµ| × ζt matrix. We employ a sequential repair process to obtain the failed

symbols {ci,b | i ∈ F}. This procedure has z steps, of which the µ-th step is as follows.
• Step µ: Suppose {ci,b | i ∈ ∪µ−1

v=1Fv} are already repaired (no assumption for µ = 1). To repair {ci,b | i ∈ Fµ},
every node j ∈ D sends Sµc

⊺
j,b if aj ̸= awµ

, and otherwise sends the entire cj,b.
The following lemma shows that identical helper information is needed to repair ci,b for any i ∈ Fµ and ensures

that step µ repairs {ci,b | i ∈ Fµ}. See Appendix B for a proof.

Lemma 9. For any µ ∈ [z] and i ∈ Fµ, ci,b can be recovered from {cj,b | j ∈ ∪µ−1
v=1Fv} ∪ {Sµc

⊺
j,b | j ∈ D, aj,b ̸=

ai,b} ∪ {c⊺j,b | j ∈ D, aj,b = ai,b}. If j /∈ D, then node j does not participate in the repair.

Clearly, at the end of the sequential procedure, all the erased contents corresponding to the b-th encoding are
repaired. If j ∈ D and aj,b ∈ {ai,b | i ∈ F}, then entire cj,b is downloaded from node j. By definition, Sc⊺j,b
contains all symbols of Sµc

⊺
j,b for all µ ∈ [z]. Therefore, if aj,b /∈ {ai,b | i ∈ F}, then node j ∈ D needs to transmit

Sc⊺j,b during the entire process. Thus, it sends dim(S) symbols. We have the following lemma.

Lemma 10. The dimension of S is zζt

d−k+z .

See Appendix C for a proof of Lemma 10. Since z ≤ h, it follows that dim(S) ≤ hζt

d−k+h , and therefore every
node j ∈ D transmits at most this much information if aj,b /∈ {ai,b | i ∈ F}, as claimed.

It follows from the minimum distance requirement of U that u(j)b ∈ {u(i)b | i ∈ F} for at most h(1− δ)λ values
of b ∈ [λ], for any j ∈ D. Thus, by Proposition 8, each helper node j ∈ D transmits at most hζt

d−k+h symbols for
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the repair of at least λ − h(1 − δ)λ encodings and ζt symbols each for the remaining ones. Therefore, the total
download from each helper node is at most

(λ− h(1− δ)λ)
hζt

d− k + h
+ h(1− δ)λζt

=
hλζt

d− k + h
+ h(1− δ)λ

(
ζt − hζt

d− k + h

)
=

hℓ

d− k + h

(
1 + (1− δ)(d− k)

)
.

Hence, for any valid (h, d), the code given by Construction 3 is an (n, k, ℓ = λζt)F MDS array code with (h, d)
ε-optimal help-by-transfer property for ε = (1 − δ)(d − k). Therefore, for ε = (1 − δ)(r − 1), it is an (n, k =
n− r, ℓ = λζt)F MDS array code with (h, d) ε-optimal help-by-transfer property simultaneously for all (h, d) such
that 1 ≤ h ≤ r and k ≤ d ≤ n− h.

B. Existence of Codes with Logarithmic Sub-packetization Level

Similar to Section III-D, here we show that sub-packetization level ℓ scaling logarithmically with n is possible for
codes given by Construction 3. For ε > 0, let δ = 1− ε

r−1 , and choose a positive integer t > r−1
ε . By the GV bound,

there exists a code over [t] with block length λ, relative minimum distance at least δ and code size tλ(1−ht(δ)−o(1)).
If we pick U as this code, then our construction yields an MDS array code with n = t((1−ht(δ)−o(1))/ζt)ℓ. For
constant r and t, this gives n = Ω(exp(θℓ)), for some constant θ. The field size requirement is ζn+1. This results
in the following theorem.

Theorem 11. Given an integer r ≥ 1 and a real number ε > 0, there is a constant θ = θ(r, ε) such that for infinite
values of ℓ there exists an (n = Ω(exp(θℓ)), k = n− r, ℓ)F MDS array code with (h, d) ε-optimal help-by-transfer
property for all 1 ≤ h ≤ r and k ≤ d ≤ n− h simultaneously. Moreover, the field size |F| scales linearly with n.

Similar to Remark 7, it is possible to get MDS array codes having smaller sub-packetization levels in some cases
by choosing U as explicit AG codes.

V. CONCLUSION

The ε-MSR codes framework emerged out of the need for MDS codes with small sub-packetization, near-optimal
repair bandwidth, as well as the load balancing property. In this paper, we provide the first construction of ϵ-MSR
codes such that a failed node can be repaired by accessing an arbitrary set of helper nodes. We also extended this
construction to obtain small sub-packetization level MDS array codes that can repair multiple failed nodes with a
near-optimal download from each helper node. An interesting future research direction is to explore the possibility
of reducing the sub-packetization level of ε-MSR codes even further.
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APPENDIX

A. A Lemma on roots of unity

Lemma 12. For any two distinct i, j ∈ [n], αiα
−1
j is not an s-th root of unity, i.e., (αiα

−1
j )s ̸= 1.

Proof. Note that (αiα
−1
j )s = (αi−1α1−j)s = α(i−j)s. Assume i > j. For contradiction, suppose α(i−j)s = 1.

This requires (q − 1) | (i − j)s, since α is a primitive element. This is equivalent to q−1
g dividing (i − j). But

it is not possible, as q−1
g ≥ n and (i − j) < n. Therefore, for i > j, the result holds. If α(i−j)s = 1, then

(α(i−j)s)−1 = α(j−i)s = 1. Hence, the lemma statement is true for j > i as well.

B. Proof of Lemma 9

For every j ∈ [µ − 1] fix some ij ∈ Fj , which is possible since Fj is non-empty by their definition. Let
Dµ = D ∪ {i1, . . . , iµ−1} and Dµ = [n] \ ({i} ∪Dµ). Let h(X) ∈ F [G][X] be the annihilator polynomial of the
set Dµ, i.e.,

h(X) =
∏
j∈Dµ

(X − αjxaj,b
).

If d = n− 1, then Dµ is empty and we define h(X) = I .
Since ai,b = ewµ

, we have Sµ⊕Sµxai,b
⊕ . . .⊕Sµx

sµ−1
ai,b = F[G]. It can be verified that h(αixai,b

) is an invertible
matrix. Therefore, together with αi ̸= 0, we have that also

Sµh(αixai,b
)⊕ Sµ(αixai,b

)h(αixai,b
)⊕ . . .⊕ Sµ(αixai,b

)sµ−1h(αixai,b
) = F[G].

Using arguments similar to those used in the proof of the repair property in Theorem 1 it can be shown that,

Sµ(αixai,b
)mh(αixai,b

)c⊺i,b = −
∑
j∈Dµ

Sµ(αjxaj,b
)mh(αjxaj,b

)c⊺j,b for m = 0, . . . , sµ − 1.

Therefore, if we get enough information from the nodes in Dµ such that we can construct the RHS of the above
sµ equations, then we can recreate ci. Fix any j ∈ Dµ. For the sµ equations to be constructed, we will need the
following information from node j:

Sµ(αjxaj,b
)mh(αjxaj,b

)c⊺j,b for m = 0, . . . , sµ − 1.

If aj,b ̸= ai,b then Sµ is an invariant subspace of the operator xaj,b
, which means that only Sµh(αjxaj,b

)c⊺j,b is
needed from helper node j. It can be seen that the subspace Sµ is also an invariant subspace under the multiplication
by h(αjxaj,b

). Therefore, any helper node j ∈ Dµ with aj ̸= ai only needs to contribute Sµc
⊺
j,b.

C. Proof of Lemma 10

Recall that dim(S) = | ∪z
µ=1Gµ|. From the definition of Gµ, we get |Gµ| = ζt

d−k+µ for all µ ∈ [z]. In particular,
|G1| = ζt

d−k+1 . Fix any ẑ such that 1 ≤ ẑ ≤ z − 1. Assume that | ∪ẑ
µ=1 Gµ| = ẑζt

d−k+ẑ . To prove the lemma by
induction, we show that | ∪ẑ+1

µ=1 Gµ| = (ẑ+1)ζt

d−k+ẑ+1 . Indeed,

| ∪ẑ+1
µ=1 Gµ| = | ∪ẑ

µ=1 Gµ|+ |Gẑ+1| − |
(
∪ẑ
µ=1 Gµ

)
∩Gẑ+1|.
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Let P = {p ∈ {0, 1, . . . , ζ − 1} | p mod (d − k + ẑ + 1) = 0}. It is easy to see that |P | = ζ
d−k+ẑ+1 . Hence, we

have

|
(
∪ẑ
µ=1 Gµ

)
∩Gẑ+1| =

| ∪ẑ
µ=1 Gµ|

d− k + ẑ + 1
.

Therefore,

| ∪ẑ+1
µ=1 Gµ| =

ẑζt

d− k + ẑ

(
1− 1

d− k + ẑ + 1

)
+

ζt

d− k + ẑ + 1
=

(ẑ + 1)ζt

d− k + ẑ + 1
.
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