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Abstract—In this work, we give locally repairable regenerating uniformly at random fromS. Then if Q(z1,...,x,) iS not
code (LRRC) [1]-[4] constructions that can protect the file equa| to a zero p0|yn0mai|,
size promised by the graph analysis of the modified family
helper selection (MFHS) scheme [1] at the minimum-bandwidth- do
regenerating (MBR) point. PlQ(r1,...,mn) =0] < @ 2

As in [7] and [5], the core idea of the proof relies on using
I. RANDOM LINEAR CODE CONSTRUCTION FOR ACLASS  jnduction to represent the dynamics of the storage problem
OF (n,k,d,r) PARAMETERS where the induction invariant is the condition that guaeast

In this section, we prove the existence and constructigﬁe existence of the code. Then, the induction invariant is

of linear locally repairable regenerating codes (LRRCs)t thformulated as a.product of multivariate polynomials where
achieve the MBR point of the MFHS scheme for, k, d, ) each polynomial is shown to be non-zero to complete the proof

values that satisfy that—d—r = 2 andn mod (n—d—r) = 0 by invoking the Schwartz-Zippel theorem. The existencefro

i.e., the family size in the MFHS scheme is 2 and there ali§€!f implies that we can construct linear codesdomly.

no incomplete families. The code existence proof idea andBefore we give the induction invariant and show how the
construction are inspired by the work il [7]. induction process works, we define an important set of vector

The goal of this section is to prove the existence ar’iBat we call set{. We abuse the above notation and we let

construction of linear codes that can protect a file of size 7 P& @ permutation of the storage node vedtr2, ..., n)
andw (i) be itsi-th coordinate value. Define vectbfr) such

k that itsi-th coordinateb;(w) = (d — z;(7))™, wherez;(-) is
M = "(d - yi(r})) packets (1) as defined in the proof of [1, Proposition 12]. Moreover, we
i=1 define vectoke() as the truncated version bf(7), where by

against any(n — k) simultaneous failures. truncation we mean the following: (ii) we find the smallest

We start first by describing the notation that will be usetft SUCh thaty>;Z, bi(m) > M; (i) we setei(m) = b(m) for
in this section. We represent the original file by A x W ¢ = 110 (m—1). We then set,, (r) = M —3_;Z, " bi(r) and
matrix X defined over finite fieldiF(¢) denoted byF, where ¢i(7) = 0 for i = (m+1) ton. To illustrate the constructions
¢ is a fixed finite field size satisfying > ndM|#| and# ©f () and c(r), consider(n, k. d,r) = (6,4,3,1) and
is a finite set that will be defined shortly. The file is viewed = (2:3,4,1,5,6). We have by[(l) that\ = 7 and we
in the following as containing\! packets, where the packetc@n 9et thatb(m) = (3,2,2,1,0,0) by the definition of
is thought of as the smallest unit of data. Recall that we afgctor b(m). Truncatingb(r) as described above, we get
considering the MBR point in this section. Therefore, the fiic(m) = (3,2,2,0,0,0). Now, we will give an important
size isM packets, the storage-per-nade- d packets and the Property ofb(m) andc(r) in the following lemma.
repair-bandwidth per-helpet = 1 packet. Now, storage node Lemma 2: Forn—d—r =2 andn mod (n—d—r) =0, we
i storesa = d packetsX”'Q;, whereQ; is an.M x d matrix. have that for any node permutatian b(w) andc(r) satisfy

By this definition, matrice®;, Qs . .., Q. are sufficient to thatbi(m) > bit1(7) andc;(m) > cipa(m).

completely specify a code. Proof: The proof is divided into two cases.
As in [7] and [5], the existence proof is based on applying Case I: FI(r(i)) = FI(n(i + 1)). Since(d — zi(r)) =
the Schwartz-Zippel theorern![6]. (d — zit1(m)), we have thab;(m) = b1 (7).

Lemma 1: Let Q(x1,...,2,) € Flx,...,22] be a multi- Case 2. FI(n(i)) # FI(m(i + 1)). The value(d — z;(r))
variate polynomial of total degre, (the total degree is the is smallest when all nodes(1) to 7(i — 1) are not in the
maximum degree of the additive terms and the degree ofamily F'I(x(i)). On the other hand, the large@t— z; 1 ())
term is the sum of exponents of the variables). Fix any finit@lue is when the other node in family/ (7 (i + 1)) is in
setS C I, and letry,...,r, be chosen independently andhe nodeS7r(1) to ﬂ'(i — 1). Notice, however, that we have

that FI(n(i)) # FI(w(i + 1)). This fact will decreaséd —
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By the above two cases, we have proved thdtr) > whereb, is ad x 1 column vector andZ is ad x d matrix
bi+1(m) for any node permutation. Sincec(r) is a truncated representing the possible linear transformation a newcoare
version ofb(r), c(x) also satisfies that;(7) > ¢;11(7) for apply to thed received repair packets.
any permutatiomr. Hence, the proof of this lemma is complete. In this step, we want to prove that it is possible to find

B by, ...,by vectors and a matri overF that satisfy [(B).

We are now ready to define shtthat will be used to write  In total we have2d? variables. Therefore, the degree of the
the induction invariant. Suppose we have twalimensional polynomial on the LHS of the new condition
vectorsa andb. We say thah majorizesb, denoted by > b, .
if S0 ap > SO0, by for all m = 1 to n, whereay; and I det(Q"1En,, QeEnss -, QuER,]) #0,  (5)
by, are thei-th largest values im andb, respectively. he#

Now, we define set{ as follows. A vectorh € H if it s at most2d2|#|. Notice that2d?|H| < ndM|H| sincen > 2
satisfies the following two conditions: (i) it is ardimensional and A1 > d. Therefore, sincey > ndM|#|, by Schwartz-
integer vector such that< h; < d for all i = 1 ton and (i)  zippel theorem, we have that we can fibg, . .., b, vectors
there exists a node permutatiansuch thath.(;) > hx(i+1) and matrixZ overF such that[(b) is true. Assuming that the
fori =1to (n—1) andc(m) = h. Using setH, we write the | HS of (§) is non-zero. It turns out that proving this fact
induction invariant as is non-trivial. The remainder of this section is dedicated t

showing that the LHS of{5) is a non-zero polynomial.
hl;L det([QiEn,, -, QuEn,]) 0, ®) The proof idea for proving that the LHS dfl(5) is a non-
) ) zero polynomial is as follows. We still suppose that node 1
whereE, denotes a selection matrix such thafE, holds the  f4jis without loss of generality and we suppose that node 1
first z columns ofQ;, and recall thah; is thei-th coordinate ;) repair from helpers{z:, ...,z4} C D(1). Recall that it
of vectorh. is sufficient to prove that the polynomial of the determinant

In order to prove that there exists a code that can protggf eachh € # is non-zero since the product of non-zero

a file of size M, it is sufficient to prove that initially we polynomials is a non-zero polynomial. Using this fact, wél wi

can get matrice€),; such that the induction invariarit](3) iSconsider anyh € % first. Then, we will prove that we can
satisfied ovei” and then show that the induction invariant cagjways find a vectoh’ € # such that| = 0, and there exists

be maintained after any node arbitrary failure/repair #&@t 5 subset of nodes i1, ..., 2zq} Of size hy, {s1,...,sn,}
happen. This is sufficient because the reconstruction (MD§)ch thath! ,...,». satisfy thath! = h, +1fori=1to
property or condition is weaker than the condition [d ©)" o o . '

Specifically, since all possible(w) vectors belong to se¥, Sinceh’ € A, we have that
we have that every subset bfmatrices from{Q1,...,Q,}
is full rank or equivalently can recontruct the file. det([Q2Ep;, ..., QuEn]) #0. (6)

The first step thus is to prove thail (3) is satisfied initiall
by Qi,...,Q, overF. Notice, that the left-hand side (LHS)
of @) can be thought of as a multivariate polynomial, whe
the variables are the entries @J;,...,Q,. Since the size
of set’H is finite, the degree of the pplynomial inl (3) is at det([Q,En, Q2En,, ..., QuEn.]) #0. @)
mostd; = nd M|H| and by Schwartz-Zippel theorem we can
find entries of the matriceQ, . . ., Q,, such that[(B) is since Since we have found one combination of the entries in
|F| =q > d;. the vectorsbq,...,by and the matrixZ such that for the

Now, we suppose that the induction invariant [d (3) isonsideredh € 7 the determinant is non-zero, then this
satisfied until stagét — 1) overF. Note that in order to be able polynomial is non-zero. Notice that we stated that we can
to invoke Schwartz-Zippel theorem, the LHS Bf (3) has to beftnd suchh’ € #H for any h € H. Therefore, the LHS of {5)
non-zero polynomial. It is not hard to see that for each wectis @ non-zero polynomial. Now, we are left with proving the
h € H, the determinant term if}(3) is a non-zero polynomid@ct that we can always find sudti € 7. In order to do that,
by using the column vectors of thef x M identity matrix and we will need the following claim.
placing them on the first columns €1, ..., Q,,. Specifically, Claim 1: Consider any vectoh € H wheren —d—r =2
Q. takes the firsh; columns of the identity matrixQ, takes andn mod (n —d —r) = 0. Consider a node permutation
the firsthy columns of the remaining columns and so on ar@lch thati, ;) > hy(it1y. If c(m) = handh, ;) = hy(qq) for
so forth. Since the product of non-zero polynomials is a nogeme integet, thenc(r’) = h wherer’ is a node permutation
zero polynomial, the LHS of{3) is a non-zero polynomial. such thatr’(i) = n(i+1), 7'(i+1) = =(i), andr’(j) = 7(j)

Without loss of generality, suppose node 1 fails anl@rje{1,...,i—1,i+2,...,n}.

a newcomer replacing node 1 communicates with helpersThe proof of this claim is relegated to Appendix A.
{21,...,24} C D(1) for repair. By the nature of the repair We now describe procedure CONNECT that takes the
problem and the fact that we are considering linear codes, wectorh € # as input and outputs a vectdr € # that

Xlow, we choose the vectots, ..., by such that they select
e hy,-th column vector from each @;,, ..., Qs,, and we
chooseZ to be thed x d identity matrix. By [6), we have that

can write the coding matrix on the newcomer as satisfies the properties discussed above. After we describe
, procedure CONNECT, we will prove the correctness of the
Q' = [Qq, b1, ..., Qa,bdlZ, (4)  procedure.



Now, we will define node classes that divide the nodesith  valued since that again means thetr) % h, where
according to their values ih. We have(d+ 1) classes defined 7 is the same as the we constructed above.
asA;={m:1<m<n,h, =g} forg=0tod. Procedure If hy =d—1, itis not possible to have more than 1 node
CONNECT is as follows: of {z1,...,24} with h valued for the same reason. In both

1) Pick node permutationr®) such that (i) h o > cases( < hi < d for i =1 to n since there aré, helpers

hao 1) and (i) if ny € Ay N {z1,..., 24} for some with h values strictly less thad. For i, < d — 2, since it is
g andny € A\{z1, ..., 74}, thenp(o (m) < p©(ny), not possible to have more than 2 nodes{of, ..., x4} w|th
wherep(©® satisfieSp(O)( 0)(3)) = i. h values gqual tal, then there are al_wayisl helpers V\{Ithh

2) Leth©® = h and letD© = {z1,...,zq). Let Aqo) _ values stricly less thad. Therefore, in all caseh’ satisfies

A, for g =0 to d. ' Ogh;_gdfc_)rallz‘:ltOn. _ _ _
Nf)te that jointly Clain{]L and the fact that e 4 imply At th|s_p0|nt, we are left with proving that there exists a
thatc(r(®) = h©. permutationm such th_atc(w) - h_’. We will show shortly

3) Sequentially_ do the following fof = 1 to h;: th.atw(hl) is indeed this permutatlc_)n. Sftronger than that, we

(-1 (t—1) (t—1) will prove that at the end of each iteratierof CONNECT,
a) Find z e(tDl such t(t‘a}) () s (t<1)hy for () = n(®. The proof is by contradiction. Suppose that
all'y % % and (i) p*="(z) < p™ () forall ) o n®). Let be the smallest such that
y € Ay n DU\ {2},

b) Let h(t) R 41, h§“ = pl™Y —1, andn? = Wy + -+ > a@®) +da@ @) ()
(= 1)
foralli € {2,. -1 “;”)+1 s} Notice that! < k. Let I’ be the largest integer such that
c) LetD ) = pt=1) \{:z:} andA( = {m 1 <m < pt-D) — Y 4nd D@ € DD, e, I is

nt=D) T Tr=h()
the largest integer such that'~ (I') is a helper of D(*~1)
in the node cIassA (t-1) , Whereg = hff(;lf)(l). We have the
" following claim based on the definition &f.
Claim 2: h(t(),)(l)—F- . -+h7(:(),)(l,) > o (7)) 4 tep (@),
<k.

n, b = g} for ¢ = 0 to d. Let (¥ such that (i)
(t)(w(t V(@) < p® (=1 (5)) wheneveri < j and
both 7(*=1 () and #(*~1)(5) are not equal to 1, i.e.,
the order of the nodes in(*~1) is preserved for all
nodes except node 1, which can move to later position
in the order (have larger value), and (iy® satisfies e note that’

that t())() > ! ())( ) This is always possible by Proof: By the definition ofl, we have that
t T t +1 :
the construction ofr(?). h,(,t<)t)(1) +o hff()t>(l y SaE®) 4k an (@),
4) Return the outpuh/ = h("1), 9)

Proposition 1: Procedure CONNECT is correct.

®
Proof: First, we need to show that the output of CONWe then get by([g) that w1 = a(m?). Now, we have

NECT h’ satisfies thath; = 0 and |{h} : hl = h; + (t) (t) (t) ()

% % h ...+ h h ...+ h
1,i € {x1,...,24}}| = h1. We can see that by Step 3 of = (1) Tt hoe T hroay T T o
CONNECT, h; always decreases by 1 with every iteration > e (7)) - 4o (n®) + (1 - l)hf:()t)(l,) (10)
and with every iteration we are always choosing a helper in (t) ) , (t)
{x1,...,24} and adding 1 to itsh value. Since Step 3 is >a(m )+ +a(@?) + (= Da(r™) - (11)
done exactlyh; times, h’ satisfies the properties. The other >er(m) + -+ e(m D) + e (D) +
important property oh’ that we need to show is that € . e (D), (12)

In order to do that, we need to prove two points)(ix i, < d

(ii) there exists a node permutatiersuch that/, ,, > h’ where [I0) is by the fact that'") rO@1) = = "

+1) O (+1) T

ande(r) = h'. hen b . I ble 1 hf:(),)(l,), () by the fact thah?) (,)(l) > ¢ (7)), and m) is
. Since 0 < h; S.d’ then h; > d is only possible for by the fact thate; (7®) > ciaq (r(). By (@2), the proof of
i € {z1,...,24}. Since in CONNECT, onlyk; (and not this claim is complete. -
all d nodes) of the helpersy, ..., x4 will have theirh value Recall that we are proving that @ € 4 by contradiction.
incremented by 1, we need to have that at |gastof the .
hel tisfy that their value is strictly | thar We have two cases:

elpers satisfy that thelr value is strictly less thad. Case I:if 1 € {z)(1),..., 7 (I')}. We have that

We will first argue that having more than two nodes of
{w1,...,xq} with an h value equal tal is not possible. The A%, |+ +hl0),
reason is as follows. Suppose we have more than two nodes (0 (0)
like that. Let these nodes he;,,...,zs, . Then, construct 2 hfr<t>(1) "+h7r<t>(zf)
a node permutatiom such that the firstn coordinates are > p) o+ n® (13)

. . W(l) O (1)

Ty X, @NAhr() > heyr) fOr i =2 to (n —1). Since ® ®
n—d—r = 2, the family size is 2 ands(r) < d. Thus, > (m) 4 F () (14)

7) 7 h and this implies thah ¢ H by Claim[1. Therefore, = min{by (7®) + - + by (7V), M} (15)
by contradiction we have proved that we cannot have more — mindb: (7@ (0)

) = + ..+ by 7./\/1 16

than two nodes ofz1, ..., 24} with h values equal ta. Now, min{b () v () b (16)

0 0
if hy = d, it is not possible to have any node pf1, ..., 24} =a(@?) + -+ @), 17)



where [IB) is by the fact that CONNECT may have addedvihere we get[(24) by the fact th&tr(*)(1),..., 7O (1")} =
to the h value of a node not ifz()(1),..., 7" (1)}, @A) is {x'(1),...,7'(I')} and the other fact that (') = (d — v)
by Claim[2, [I¥) is by the definition of vectar, (I8) is by since {z®(1),...,7®OW)} = {#'(1),...,7'(I")}.
the fact that the order of the nodes in the MBR formula do&y Claim [, equation [(:(24) yields a contradiction.

not change the value wheh+ 1 > k (note that!’ < k) (see Now, h%)(z/ﬂ) < n9 'is not possible since

the proof of the MBR point of the MFHS scheme).(o) 1 ¢ {7O1),....7O@ + 1)}. Therefore we are left
By (11), we get a contradiction to the fact thetr'™) = ith the case thah!®) > 19 In this case, we can
) e 7O (U/4+1) L ’
h'® we have initially. write
Case 2. if 1 ¢ {=(1),....xO@1)}. Let v =
{ax®(1),..., 71"} N D(1)|. We have that hfr%(l)"' . h7(r%>(lf+1)
(0) (0) (0)
feo ) T o+ > by + o By + 1 41
(0) (0) (0)
> ooy Tt gy + I (18) > By + oo By B +1
t) t)
> W+ By + (A=) (29) > 0, e b, (A=) + 1
> Cl(ﬂ'(t)) R Cl/(Tr(t)) + (d —v),(20) > Cl(ﬂ-(t)) RS Cl/(?'r(t)) +(d—v)+1
where [IB) is by the fact thab'(), > {7, . ), (@9) =@+ +a@)+(d-v)+1  (25)
follows by the fact that all the helper nodes {m®) (I’ + > et 4+ (0O + e (7)) =141
1),...,7®(n)} N DO have been incremented by 1 so far (26)
or otherwise helper nodé would not have been picked by — Cl(w(o)) +...+Cl,+1(w(0))’ 27)

CONNECT to be incremented. This means that at |6ast)
nodes not in{7()(1),..., 7" (1)} have been incremented bywhere [25) is by [[22),[126) is by the fact thail — v) >

1. Now, we have two sub-cases. crp1(m@) — 1 since the family size is 2. By (27), we get
Sub-case 2.1: if 1 € {7 (1),..., 71" +1)}. Then, we a contradiction again. Hence, the proof of the correctnéss o
have that CONNECT is complete. ]
e (ﬁ(t)) 4ty (W(t))Jr(d —v) =
Cl(w(o)) bt CZIH(W(O)). Il. EXACT REPAIR LINEAR CODE CONSTRUCTION FOR
(21) (n,k,d,r)=(6,3,2,1)

The reason is the following. By the constructiondf) (made [N the following, we present a lineawwact repair LRRC
possible by Claini]l) in Step 1 of CONNECTie can see construction that can achieve the MBR point of the MFHS
that the order of the nodes in the node permutation excluding scheme for(n, k,d,r) = (6,3,2,1). By [I, Proposition 12],

node 1 does not change. Only node 1 may move to a laterWe have thatM = 4 packets andv = 2 packets for§ = 1
coordinate. This gives us thébr(())(l) ) '+ 1)} = packet. Recall that according to the MFHS scheme, we can

{x®(1),..., 7" (1), 1}. Using the fact that the order of thedivide the storage nodes into two complete families, fartily
nodes in the permutation does not change the MBR point, §AnSisting of{1,2, 3} and family 2 consisting o{4,5,6}.

a similar fashion to Case 1, we géi121). Therefore, we getStep 1: Generate 46,4) sy_stematlc_ MDS (_:ode over a finite
by (20) thatc(=(®) i h(®), i.e., a contradiction with the fact field F. Denote the generating matrix of this MDS code by
thath € H.

1000

Sub-case 2.2: if 1 ¢ {7 (1),.... 7O + 1)}. We have i

that g=| 0 L 00 a a) 28)
0010 b b

a(@ 4+ 4@ = (7 )+ - 4 (7 @), (22) 00 01 by b

by the fact that only node 1 moves in permutatiot?) as Step 2: Using the same coding vector notation as in Sec-

discussed before. Thus, Hy {20), we get tion[l, we store in nodeg1, 2,3} the packets corresponding
0) 0) 0 to the coding vectors
hf‘r(o)(l) T +h;<0>(z/) + hg )
> (@) 4+ 4o (D) + (d — ). (1) (1) 8 8
23 = =
If hfﬁ?,)(l,ﬂ) = n{”, swap nodes 1 and© (i +1) in 7 to 0 0 0 1
get a new permutaiton’, and then using (23) we get
(0) (0) (0) 0
he@ @yt ooy T Z; i; Z; 0
> e (m) + -+ e (70) + (d - v) Q=14 3 |'U=| 0 o (30)
=c(r)+ -+ eppa(n), (24) by by 0 b



a 0 a1 +ay 0 by the MBR point of the MFHS scheme. By the above facts,

Q=| & 0 Qs=| * +a, 0 . (31) We get thate;(m) = ¢;(n') which implies thate(r) = (7).
0 b 0 b1+, Then,c(x) = h implies c¢(7’) > h directly.
0 by 0 bz + by Now, sincec; () is 0 fori > k for any permutatiorr due

By the above, we have completely described the cod® truncation, then foi > &, we have that(r) = c(n’) and
construction. We are left with verifying that the above coda againc(r) = h directly impliesc(z’) = h.
protect against angh—k) = 3 simultaneous node failures, and Therefore, we only need to consider the case wherk—1.
that the code is exactly repairable using the MFHS schenWe divide the proof into two cases:
To that end, observe that any two nodes of family 1, i.e., in Case It hyy + - + hy@y = e1(m) + -+ + ¢;(m). Since
{1,2,3}, have together 4 coding vectors that are full rank. () = h, we have that. ;1) < ¢;y1(7). Recall thaic(r) is
is not hard to see that we also have that any two nodestbg truncated version of vectbi(r). If FI(n(i)) = FI(m(i+
family 2 have 4 coding vectors that are full rank. Since any)), we have thab;(7) = b;,1(7) = b;(7") = b1 (7). Thus,
set of 3 nodes must have two nodes from the same family, dhys case is trivial.
k = 3 nodes can reconstruct the file by the above argumentslf FI(n(i)) # FI(n(i+1)), we have thab; (") > b;11(7)
Now, let us look at the repairability of the code. Suppos@y the definition of functionz;). Now, if b;(7') = c;(n'),
we wish to repair node 4 and node 3 is unavialable. We accdisen we have tha; (') = ¢;(n’) > c;41(m). If on the other
node 1 and get the packet; P +a2P5")), whereP(” is the hand,b;(r’) > ci(r'), since Y20 L bo(m) = S0t bu(n),
j-th packet in nodé (the order of the packets in a' node is théhen c;(7') > ci(m) > cit1(m) where the first inequality
same as the order of the coding vectors in the correspondfajows by the fact that;(r) > ¢;(r’) is not possible since
Q matrix). The packet we got so far is the first packet of nodbat gives> ) _, ¢,, > M yielding a contradiction, and
4. We then access node 2 and get the pagket> + b, P{?), the second inequality follows by Lemnid 2. By the above
which is the second packet of node 4. We have thus exac#guments, we get that(r’) > c;41(m). Thus, we get that
repaired node 4 by accessing nodes 1 and 2 of family 1 ahe(i+1) < ci+1(m) < ¢;(r’). Therefore,
;:(;)rrrllg/:gi?ting no more than one packet from each as we need Bty + By = a1y + -+ B
Suppose we now wish to repair node 4 and node 1 is <c(r') + - +el).
unavailable. We get from node 2 the packetP*) + b, P{”) Now, we have that'(i 4+ 1) = 7(i). Originally, we had
and from node 3 the packe‘t’l(g). To get the first packet
of node 4, node 4 has to do the following calculation: ha) + -+ hrgign) < ca(m) + -+ cipa ().
P = P~ (b, P{? +b,P?). The second packet of node 4gjnce
packetP2(4), is exactly the packe{ble2)+b2P2(2)). Therefore,
we have repaired node 4 exactly. In a similar manner as above, bi(m) + -+ + biga(m) = bi(7') + - + biga (1),
we can repair node 4 when node 2 is unavailable. The repair\ye saw in the proof of the MBR point ifl [2, Proposition 7]
of nodes 5 .and 6 given any npde unavailability is also similgfnan g 4 1 > k, we get
to the repair procedure described above.
Let us suppose now that we wish to repair node 1 while min{bi(7) + ---+b;y1(7), M} =
node 5 is unavailable. We access node 4 and}g‘é} and min{by (7') + - + b1 (7'), M}.
we access node 6 and ngG). Since these communicated_ . . .
packets are linearly independent, we can reconstruct tbe th/'iS implies that
packet§ of node 1. Ina s_imil_a.r fashion we repair node 1 forgny e (m) + 4 i (m) = e (7)) 4+ -+ g ().
other given node unavailability. Also, node 2 can be rephire
similarly. The repair of node 3 is not hard, so we leave it forherefore,
the reader. / /
We have therefore proved that the above code construction fny + oo i) S () + oo e ().
can reconstruct the file from any set bf= 3 nodes and is Hence,c(r’) = h for Case 1.

exactly repairable. Case 2: hn1y + -+ + hyiy < c(m) + -+ + ci(m). We
haveb;(n’) > b;11(7") > b;(7w) — 1, where the first inequality
APPENDIXA follows by Lemma[R and the second inequality by the fact
PROOE OECLAIM [ that FI(w(i)) # FI(x(i + 1)). We now want to show that

In this appendix we will prove Clairin] 1. We begin the proo'l"hiS implies thate; (') = ¢i(r) — 1.
by showing that foi > k—1 Claim[ is trivially true. Consider  * If bi—1(7) > ci—1(7), thenc;(m) = 0 and we thus

i = k first. We have that trivially have ¢; (") > ¢;(m) — 1.
) . o If bij(m) > ci(m), thenb;(n’) > bi(m) — 1 > ¢i(m).
c(m) +-Feima(m) =a@) +- o) (32) Since "L b (1) = XL b (), ci(n) = ei(n) >
and sincei = k, we have that ci(m) — 1.
o If bi+1(7'f') > Ci+1(ﬂ'), then we haV@i(ﬂ' = Ci(ﬂ').
Cl(ﬂ)+...+ci(7r):01(77/)+..-+Ci(7r’):/\/l (33) —If bi(ﬂl)zbi(ﬂ)—‘rl, thenci(w) Sci(ﬂl '



— If bi(n") = bi(w), thenc; (7)) = ¢; ().
= If bi(n") = b;(7) — 1, thene;(n') = ¢;(7) — 1.
Therefore, we indeed have tha{(n') > ¢;(7) — 1.
By this fact, we have that

hoy + by = harry + 0+ by (34)
<eci () + -+ (). (35)

Now, by the same argument as in Case 1, we get that
by 4 4 hygipry < ca(m) + -+ cipa (). (36)

Therefore, we get that(r’) = h for Case 2 too. Hence, the
proof of this claim is complete.
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