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OPTIMAL (r,6)-LRCS FROM MONOMIAL-CARTESIAN CODES AND THEIR
SUBFIELD-SUBCODES

C. GALINDO, E HERNANDO, AND H. MARTIN-CRUZ

ABSTRACT. We study monomial-Cartesian codes (MCCs) which can be regarded as (r,6)-
locally recoverable codes (LRCs). These codes come with a natural bound for their minimum
distance and we determine those giving rise to (r,6)-optimal LRCs for that distance, which
are in fact (r,6)-optimal. A large subfamily of MCCs admits subfield-subcodes with the same
parameters of certain optimal MCCs but over smaller supporting fields. This fact allows us
to determine infinitely many sets of new (r,6)-optimal LRCs and their parameters.

INTRODUCTION

Locally recoverable (or repairable) codes (LRCs) were introduced in [16]. The aim was to
consider error-correcting codes to treat the repair problem for large scale distributed and
cloud storage systems. Thus an error-correcting code C is named an LRC with locality r
whenever any symbol in C can be recovered by accessing at most r other symbols of C (see,
for instance, the introduction of [13] for details). The literature contains a good number
of papers on this class of codes, some of them are [46, 23, 30, 26, 20, 24, 36]. A variation of
Reed-Solomon codes was introduced in [39] for recovering purposes. In [3] these codes were
extended to LRCs over algebraic curves. Among the different classes of codes considered as
good candidates for local recovering, cyclic codes and subfield-subcodes of cyclic codes play
an important role, this is because the cyclic shifts of a recovery set again provide recovery
sets [8, 17,19, 40]. In [31] the author introduces a model of locally recoverable code that also
includes local error detection, increasing the security of the recovery system.

There is a Singleton-like bound for LRCs with locality r [16]. Codes attaining this bound
are named optimal 7-LRCs and interesting constructions of this class of codes can be found
in [39] and [41] (see also [2, 3, 32, 33, 36]). When considering codes over the finite field [,
q being a prime power, optimal r-LRCs can be obtained for all lengths n < g [43] and a
challenging question is to study how long these codes can be [18].

The fact that simultaneous multiple device failures may happen leads us to the concept
of LRCs with locality (r,6) (or (r,6)-LRCs). This class of codes were introduced in [34], see
Definition 1.2 in this paper, and they also admit a Singleton-like bound [34], which we repro-
duce in Proposition 1.3. Codes attaining this bound are named optimal (r, §)-LRCs or, in this
paper, simply optimal codes. Optimal codes have been studied in [8, 22, 26, 38, 20, 6, 10, 35],
mainly coming from cyclic and constacyclic codes. A somewhat different way for obtaining
LRCs with locality (r,6) was started in [13], where the supporting codes were the so-called
J-affine variety codes. These codes were introduced in [14] and they have a good behaviour
for constructing quantum error-correcting codes [12, 14, 11].

Monomial-Cartesian codes (MCCs) are a class of error-correcting codes, introduced in
[27], that contains the set of J-affine variety codes. They are evaluation codes obtained as
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the image of maps

evp: Vy cFalXn o Xml 4 F2 0 evp(f) = (flan),..., flan),

where m is a positive integer larger than 1, P = Py x --- x P, = {a;,..., @} a suitable subset
of Fz', I the vanishing ideal at P of F4[Xj,..., X;»] and V, an Fg-linear space generated by
classes of monomials (Definition 2.1). This evaluation map is also used in [5] to define codes
with variable locality and availability. Evaluation maps of our codes are defined on subsets
of coordinate rings of certain affine varieties, but these codes can also be introduced with
algebraic tools, as in [27].

The goal of this paper is to obtain many new optimal LRCs coming from MCCs. Previ-

ously, an algebraic description of MCCs was given in [29] and these codes were considered
for applications different of those in this paper, such as quantum codes, LRCs with avail-
ability and polar codes [27, 4].

MCCs come with a natural bound on their minimum distance which allows us to obtain
many optimal (r,5)-LRCs. In fact, we are able to get all MCCs providing optimal codes whose
minimum distance coincides with the mentioned bound (see Remark 3.4).

MCCs are related with and include the family of codes introduced in [1] whose evaluation
map is the same as MCCs but their evaluation sets V are only a subset of ours. This makes
that the sets A in [1] have specific shapes while ours can have arbitrary shapes and therefore
we obtain many more optimal (r,0)-LRCs (see Remark 3.11 for details).

We are interested in optimal (r,6)-LRCs and the recent literature presents a number of
results giving parameters of codes of this type [8, 38, 6, 42, 7, 10, 44, 45, 9, 25, 21]. The length
of most of these codes is a multiple of r+d—1 < g and, in this case, and for unbounded length
and small size fields, their distances have restrictions being at most 36. Larger distances can
be obtained when g + ¢ is a bound for the length. One must use different constructions to
get these optimal codes, and a large size of the supporting field seems to make easier to find
optimal codes [37].

MCCs are generated by evaluating monomials in several variables and the set of expo-
nents of their generators determines the dimension and a bound d; for the minimum dis-
tance (see Proposition 2.4 and Corollary 2.7). Our recovery procedure based on interpola-
tion also makes easy to obtain the values r and 6 of some MCCs regarded as LRCs (Proposi-
tion 2.10). Supported on these facts, we provide a large family of optimal MCCs. Subsection
3.1 is devoted to bivariate codes and Subsection 3.2 to multivariate codes. In fact, codes
given in Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3, 3.6 and 3.7 give the dy-optimal LRCs one can get with
this type of codes. Notice that dy-optimal codes (Definition 2.13) are optimal codes by Re-
mark 2.14 (2).

The above five propositions determine all the parameters of the dy-optimal LRCs given
by MCCs, see Remarks 3.4 and 3.8. These parameters are grouped in Corollary 3.5 for the
bivariate case and in Corollary 3.9 for the multivariate case. Thus, one gets a large family of
optimal LRCs that can be constructed by a unique and simple procedure.

This family provides, on the one hand, the parameters of those LRCs over [, given in [7]
whose lengths are of the form N(r + 6 — 1) where N can be written as a product of integers
less than or equal to g and, on the other hand, the parameters of those LRCs in [25] with
length less than or equal to g% + g.

The above codes do not give new parameters but subfield-subcodes of many subfamilies
of them do give. Thus, providing new families of optimal LRCs is our main goal. Indeed, in
Section 4 we prove that, considering suitable subfield-subcodes over subfields [, of F;, we
get LRCs over [, with the same parameters of certain MCCs over F,. Propositions 4.6 and
4.8 for the bivariate case, and Propositions 4.13 and 4.14 for the multivariate case explain
how to construct new optimal (r,5)-LRCs.
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The main results of the paper are Theorems 4.11, 4.12, 4.16 and 4.17. Theorem 4.11 (re-
spectively, 4.16) gives parameters of new optimal LRCs over any field coming from the bi-
variate (respectively, multivariate) case. Theorems 4.12 and 4.17 do their own but only for
characteristic two fields. Remarks 4.9 and 4.15 justify the novelty of our codes. Finally, in
Examples 4.10 and Tables 1 and 2, one can find some numerical examples of new optimal
LRCs over small fields.

Section 1 of the paper is a brief introduction to locally recoverable codes (LRCs) and
monomial-Cartesian codes (MCCs) are introduced in Section 2 as well as how they can be
considered as LRCs, being Proposition 2.10 the main result in this section. Section 3 is de-
voted to determine the set of optimal MCCs we can obtain. We divide our study in two
cases: bivariate and multivariate performed in Subsections 3.1 and 3.2. Finally our main
results concerning new LRCs obtained from subfield-subocdes of some MCCs are given in
Section 4. Subsection 4.1 recalls the results on subfield-subcodes we will use, while the new
parameters are given in Subsection 4.2 where the bivariate case is treated and in Subsection
4.3 devoted to the multivariate case.

1. LOCALLY RECOVERABLE CODES

In this section we give a brief introduction to locally recoverable codes (LRCs). An LRC
is an error-correcting code such that any erasure in a coordinate of a codeword can be re-
covered from a set of other few coordinates. Let g be a prime power and [ the finite field
with g elements. Let C be a linear code over [, with parameters [n, k,d],. A coordinate
i €{l,...,n}is locally recoverable if there is a recovery set R < {1,..., n} with cardinality r > 0
and i ¢ R such that for any codeword ¢ = (cy,...,¢,) € C, an erasure in the coordinate c; of ¢
can be recovered from the coordinates of ¢ with indices in R. Set g : F; — Fj, the projection
map on the coordinates of R and write C[R] := {rg(c) | c€ C}. Then:

Proposition 1.1. A set R < {1,...,n} is a recovery set for a coordinate i ¢ R if and only if
d(C[R]) = 2, where R = R U {i} and d stands for the minimum distance.

The locality of a coordinate is the smallest cardinality of a recovery set for that coordinate.
An LRCwith locality r is an LRC such that every coordinate is locally recoverable and r is the
largest locality of its coordinates. The parameters and locality of an LRC satisfy the following
Singleton-like inequality.

k+d+ H-‘ <n+2.

When the equality holds, the code is called optimal r-LRC.

By Proposition 1.1, if R is a recovery set for i, then d(C[R]) = 2 and thus only one erasure
can be corrected (also only up to to one error can be detected). But erasures can also occur
in 1 (x) and then we could not recover x;. To correct more than one erasure we introduce
the concept of locality (r,0), also named (7, 6)-locality.

Definition 1.2. A code C is locally recoverable with locality (r,d) if, for any coordinate i,
there exists a set of coordinates R = R(i) <{1,..., n} such that:

1) iEE_and#Es r+6-1;and

(2) d(C[R]) =6.
Such a set R is called an (r,6) -recovery set for i and C an (r,0)-LRC.

In this paper, we will always refer to this type of locality and sometimes, abusing the no-
tation, we will talk about locality r understanding locality (r,6) for some 6 inferred from the
context. The second condition in Definition 1.2 allows us to correct an erasure at coordinate
i plus any other § —2 erasures in R\{i} by using the remaining r coordinates (also it allows us
to detect an error at coordinate i plus any other § —2 errors in R\{i}). Notice that, when § > 2
and C is an LRC with locality (r, d), the (original definition of) locality of C is < r. In fact, any
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subset R € R such that #R = r and i ¢ R fulfills d(C([R] U {i})) = 2, so by Proposition 1.1 Ris a
recovery set for the coordinate i. There is also a Singleton-like inequality for (r,5)-LRCs:

Proposition 1.3. [34] The parameters [n, k,d] 4 of an (r,6)-LRC, C, satisfy

k+d+

m —1)(5—1) <n+l. (L.1)

In this paper, C is called an optimal (r,0)-LRC (or simply, an optimal LRC) whenever
equality holds in (1.1).
In the next section we define the linear codes we will use for local recovery.

2. MONOMIAL-CARTESIAN CODES

Let m > 1 be a positive integer and consider a family {P j};.":l of subsets of [, with cardi-
nality larger than one. Set

P=Pyx---x Py, z{al,...,an}g[F;”.
We usually write «; = (;3,..., @;,;). Consider the quotient ring

R = l]:q[Xl»---va]/I’

where I is the ideal of the polynomial ring in m variables FqlX1,... Ximl vanishing at P.

Then, I = (f1(X1),..., fm(Xm)), where f;(X;) = Hﬁepj(Xj - pP) and deg(f;) = #Pj =:nj =2
[28]. Let

E={0,1,...,n; -1} x---x{0,1,...,n,, — 1}.

Given f € &%, f denotes both the equivalence class in Z and the unique polynomial in
FqlX1,..., Xm] with degree in X less than nj, 1 < j < m, representing f. Thus

f(Xlr”-er) = Z fel,...,emel Xl’e}’lm)

(e1,...em)EE

with fe, e, €Fq. Setsupp(f) = {(e1,...,em) € E| fe,,. e, # 0} For each subset @ # A C E,
define Vj := {f € Z | supp(f) < A} and for each element e = (ey,...,e;) € E, denote X® =
X{"--- X, Then, Vi is the F4-vector space (X© | e € A). The linear evaluation map

evp: %—»[FZ, evp(f) = (fla),..., flan),

gives rise to the following class of evaluation codes.

Definition 2.1. The monomial-Cartesian code (MCC) Ci) is the following vector subspace of
[z over the finite field F:

Cy :=evp(Vp) = (evp(X®) |e€ A) S .

We say that the MCC C§ is bivariate (respectively, multivariate) when m = 2 (respectively,
m>2).

MCCs were introduced in [27] in a different way (using only algebraic tools), and are a
family of codes that extend J-affine variety codes introduced in [14]. Denoting by U; € F
the set of ¢-roots of unity for some | g — 1, a J-affine variety code is an MCC where each P;
is of the form U; or U; U {0}.

We also introduce the following definition which will be useful in the next sections.

Definition 2.2. Two subsets A; and A, of E are pseudoisometric if there exists v =
(v1,...,Um) € Z™ such that

Np=v+A;:={(e1+vy,...,em+ vy l(er,...,en) € A}

In that case, we say that the codes Cﬁl and Ci)z are pseudoisometric.
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Remark 2.3. In this paper, we say that two codes are isometric if there exists a bijective
mapping between them that preserves Hamming weights. The * product of two vectors
(v1,...,vy) and (wy,..., wy) in [FZ is defined as:

(U1)~-~) Vn)*(wl)”-rwn) = (Vl'w1;~-~»vn'wn)~

Thenevp(fg) =evp(f) xevp(g) forall f,ge %.
Assume that Ay, A, € E are pseudoisometric sets such that A = v+ A; and v; # 0 for
1 < j < m. For simplicity, suppose v; <0,1< j<my,and v; >0, m; +1 < j < m. Consider

Ay = (=1, =V2yeeer = Uy 0,...,0) + Ap
and
AL =(0,...,0, U s1seeey Um) + AL
and then A/z = A’I. Thus
_ —Um
VA,Z ={X1 Ui X, ‘g|g€VA2},

and the codewords in Ci , are of the form
2

evp(X; " X " ) =evp(X; M Xy ™) * evp(g),

where g € Va,. When 0 ¢ P; for all 1 < j < m, we have just proved that Ci, and Cﬁ’z are
2

isometric codes. The same reasoning proves that Ci , and C§1 are isometric. Thus C§1 and
1

C gz are isometric and this happens even when the v; are always negative or positive or when
some coordinates v; are 0.

When 0 € P; for some index 1 < j <m, C§1 and Cﬁ’z need not be isometric which explains
why we speak of pseudoisometric codes.

Length, dimension and a bound for the minimum distance of an MCC, CP are provided
in the forthcoming Proposition 2.4 and Corollary 2.7. Let us state Proposition 2.4 whose
proof is straightforward.

Proposition 2.4. Keep the above notation. The length n and dimension k of an MCC, Cﬁ , are
n:HTZInj and k = #A.

Definition 2.5. The distance of an exponent e € E is defined to be d(e) := ]'[;?1: ((nj—ej).

The codes Cﬁ admit the following bound on the minimum distance, known as footprint
bound [15, 11].

Proposition 2.6. Let Cﬁ’ be an MCC and letc=evp(f) € Cﬁ’ be a codeword, f € #. Denote by
w(c) the Hamming weight of ¢, fix a monomial ordering on (Z>¢)™ and let X¢ be the leading
monomial of f. Then, w(c) = d(e).

Corollary 2.7. Let Cﬁ be an MCC and let d be its minimum distance. Define dy = d (Cﬁ) =
min{d(e) | ee€ A}. Then, d = d,.

Remark 2.8. With the above notation, given @ # A € E, define M, := {X®| e € A}. According
to [4, Definition 3.1], a code Cﬁ is named decreasing monomial-Cartesian whenever

X® e My implies X® € M, for all € € E such that X¢ divides X®. 2.1
Moreover, by [4, Theorem 3.9], the values d and d, of decreasing MCCs coincide.

Definition 2.9. A set A < E that satisfies (2.1) is called decreasing.
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Next proposition and its proof show how to regard MCCs as LRCs. To do it, we need to
introduce some definitions. For each 1 < j < m, define the support of V, at X; as

suprj(VA) = {ej €{0,1,...,n;—1}] there exists a monomial Xf‘ ---X;j ---XS;" in VA},
and set Aj := #supp x;(Va) and k; := max (supp X; (VA)). Now, and as the beginning of this
section, set P; = {a1,...,an;} SFy, I; theideal of F;[X;] generated by f; = [Ipep; (X;j—p) and

evp,: Rji= Fq [Xj]/lj — [FZj

given by
evp,(f) = (flaw),..., f(ay).
Finally define VAj = (X]? |e€suppy, (Va)g, S Z%;.

Proposition 2.10. Let Cﬁ’ be an MCC. Then, for each 1 <l < m such that %) < n, Cﬁ isan
LRC with locality (= #},< n;— %) +1). In addition, if evp, (VAI) is an MDS code, then the
localityis (&), nj— &1+ 1).

Proof. Let ¢ = (cy,...,cp) = evp(f) € C§ be a codeword whose ith coordinate c¢; we desire
to recover. We know that supp(f) < A and thus deng (f) = kj forall j =1,...,m. Choose
a variable X; (we will interpolate with respect to it), write ¢; = f(«;) = f(a;y,...,a;,,) and
consider the following subset of P:

Ep:{atePlatj:aij forallje{l,...,m}\{l}}
:{(ail»---vail—]»x»ail+lv---»aim)|xepl}»

whose cardinality is #Rp = n;. A polynomial in V can be expressed as

f(le---)Xm)= Z fel,m’emel"'Xz,lm
A

(e1,...,.em)€
ki "

= Z fh(Xlr-anl—l)Xl+lr'~-)Xm)Xl E[Fq[Xl)anl—I)Xl+l)~-~er][Xl]~
h=0

Replacing each Xj, j # [, by a; j, we get a polynomial in X;, g(X;), with constant coefficients,

of degree at most k;. So we can interpolate g by using k; + 1 points in Rp (since k; < n;— 1)
to obtain those coefficients. However, we have k; + 1 — 4 conditions

@ity @11, @1y, Xigy) =0

h & suppy, (Va), and then we only need .£7 points in Rp to obtain the coefficients of g. Recall
that a; € Rp implies that .%; < n;. Then, we can recover c; by evaluating g. Let

R={te{l,...,n}| ;€ Rp}.

The set R is an (r,8)-recovery set for i with r := n; — d(C[R]) + 1 and & := d(C[R]) since i €
R, #R = n; = r + 6 — 1 and d(C[R]) = §. The Singleton bound implies that § = d(C[R]) <
n;—dim(C[R]) + 1 = n; — % + 1 and therefore r > .#;. Hence, C¥ is an LRC with locality
=L,<n;—A;+1).

Our last statement follows from the fact that when C[R] = evp, (VAZ) is an MDS code, then

the locality is (%7, n;— %7 + 1). ]

Remark 2.11. With the above notation and when suppy, (Va) = {0,1,..., k;}, it holds that

evp, (VAI) is a Reed-Solomon code (and thus an MDS code), and then the locality of Cﬁ’ is
(‘]{lv np— ‘]{l + 1)-
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Remark 2.12. Let C§ be an MCC with parameters [n, k, d]; and locality (r,0). Then by
Proposition 1.3 and Corollary 2.7, the following inequalities

k+d0+”§-‘ —1)(6—1)sk+d+([§-‘ —1)(6—1)Sn+1 (2.2)
hold.

Let Cﬁ’ be an MCC with parameters [n, k, d]; and locality (r, 0). We define its defect (with
respect to dy) as the value D:

D:D(Ci)::n+1—k—do—([ﬂ —1)(5—1)20.

Definition 2.13. The code Cﬁ’ is called dy-optimal whenever D vanishes. That is, Cﬁ’ is
optimal and d = d,.

Remarks 2.14. The next facts will be useful:

(1) Thelocality (r,d) provided in Proposition 2.10 depends on the variable X; we choose
to interpolate, which allows us to make the best choice of X;.

(2) A dy-optimal code is always optimal but a code that is not dy-optimal may be opti-
mal.

3. OPTIMAL MONOMIAL-CARTESIAN CODES
In this section we obtain optimal decreasing MCCs. We start with the bivariate case.

3.1. The case m = 2. For simplicity let us denote X; by X and X, by Y. We represent E as
a grid where the coordinates (i, j) correspond to an exponent e labelled with their distance
(Definition 2.5). Figure 1 shows the grid representation of E in the case when n; = 10 and
nyp = 9.

—
o
<©
==}
~
(o2}

—

5 4
8
20 18 14121L$ ‘L
7

15

—

mb\)
[\
N
[\
™~
[\S]
—
—
=)

'
)
S
w

2 24 2

—_

o

[}

o
=R

2

[\

I

—
x
~1
™~
[6)]
(IR R LR LY
S
3
w

-~
15—

(O8]
[=2)
(48]
[=) [*2)
D

[\ w
N}
&
[€)]
Oy
o~

N
N
w
[*2]
[\

(98]

L
:
:
Ll 18 12
:
:
:

©
o]
—
~J
LR
o))

54 45
5 6 7 8 9

o
—
)
w
-~

FIGURE 1. Grid representation of E, where n; =10 and n, =9

We look for decreasing sets A € E such that the code Ci) is optimal, that is, its parameters

satisfy
k
[——‘ —1)(5—1):n+1.
-
Note that, by Remark 2.8, d = dj.

From now on, we use shaded regions to represent sets formed by the points in E inside
that region. By rectangle we will always refer to a subset of E whose representation as shaded

k+dy+
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set is a rectangle. The first result in this subsection shows when codes CP where A is de-
creasing and has the shape of a rectangle, are optimal.

np—1

(m —)(nz - j)

0 i -1

FIGURE 2. Sets A; j in Proposition 3.1

Proposition 3.1. Keep the above notation, where q is a prime power, m =2 and ny, ny =2 are
the cardinalities of Py and P,. Consider the sets

A=A j:={(e1,e)|0<e1<i,0<ey<jSE={0,...,n; —1} x{0,...,npy - 1}

(see Figure 2). Then, the MCC, cPk, defined by a set A as above is an optimal (r,0)-LRC if and
only if one of the following conditions hold:

e i=0and0<j<ny—1,inwhich case (r,6) = (1, ny).

e 1si<sny—-2andj=ny—1, inwhichcase(r,6) = (i +1,n; —i).

e 0si<n;—1andj=0,inwhich case (r,6) = (1, ny).

e i=m—1landl < j<ny—2,inwhichcase(r,0) =(j+1,ns— j).
Sets A as above are denoted by A}’j.

Proof. Clearly, k= (i +1)(j +1) and dy = (n, — i)(n2 — j). By interpolating with respect to X,

r=i+landd—-1=n;—i-1. Then,
+1)(j+1
k+do+ {7(”.)(” ﬂ—l)(nl—i—l)
i+1

k . . . .
{ﬂ —1)(5—1):(z+1)(1+1)+(n1—z)(n2—1)+

=n1n2+1+i(j+1—n2),

and the code is optimal if and only if i = 0 or j = ny — 1. Note that when j = np — 1 and
i =nj —1 one does not get an LRC.

The remaining LRCs are obtained by interpolating with respect to Y, so that r = j + 1 and
0-1=n—j-1 0

In the sequel, we will perform the procedure of considering a subset A € E and adding
or removing elements to obtain a new subset A* < E. The expression gaining (or losing) x
units in a parameter refers to the fact that the resulting code C%. has a larger (or smaller)
value for that parameter in a quantity of x units.

The sets A* obtained by removing the least distance point on the ny — 1-th row (or n; — 1-
th column) of a rectangle Alj with j=ny—landi=1(ori=n;—1and j=1) also provide
optimal codes since the left-hand side (LHS) of (2.2) remains the same. Indeed, when re-
moving that point we lose one unit in dimension but we gain one unit in the bound for the
minimum distance and r, § and [ﬂ do not change. The following result generalizes this
situation.

Proposition 3.2. With notation as in Proposition 3.1, consider the subsets of E
A:A?S::{(el,ez) |0<e1<i,0<ey<ny—-2}U{(e;,np—1)|0<e; < s},

wheremax{0,2i —n} < s<i<n;—2 (see Figure 3 (1)).
Then, the MCCs, Cﬁ’, are optimal (r,0) = (i +1,n, —i)-LRCs.
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ny—s
ny—1 ! np—1
2(ny — 1)
ny—2 :
) 2(n2 - j)
J
np—s
S
0 0
0 ces s i -1 0 n—2n -1
2 2,0
(1) Sets Al.'s (2) Sets Aj's

g

¢ in Proposition 3.2

FIGURE 3. Sets A? and A?’

Analogously, the MCCs, Cﬁ’ , Where
A=A%T:={ere)0<er<m-2,0<e<jlulm-1e)|0<e<scE,
max{0,2j — np} < s< j < ny—2 (see Figure 3 (2)) are optimal (r,6) = (j + 1,n2 — j)-LRCs.

Proof. Let us see a proof for the case A = A? s~ A is obtained by removing the (i —s) least

distance points of All. n,—1 0N the ny — 1-th row with 0 < s < i as long as the distance

1
d(s,ny—1) =<d(i,ny,—2).

In fact, this last inequality is equivalent to n; — s < 2(n; — i) and to s = 27 — n;. Interpolating
with respect to X, the parameters of the code Cﬁ arek=((+1)(no—-1)+s+1,dy=n;-s,
r=i+landd—-1=n;—i-1, and therefore

k+dy+

k .
{?-‘—1)(6—1)=(l+1)(n2—1)+s+1+n1—s

+U(i+1)(n?_l)+s+l—‘—1)(n1—i—1)
i+1

=niny+1.

The case A = Ai? can be proved analogously. It suffices to consider the symmetric situation,
interpolate with respect to Y and replace i by j and n; by n,. g

The following result completes our family of decreasing sets A, that correspond to MCCs,
where m = 2, giving rise to optimal (r,0)-LRCs.

Proposition 3.3. With notation as in Proposition 3.1, consider the family of subsets of E
A:Af?_j: {(e1,e2)10<e1<i,0<e,<j—1}U{(0, )},

wherel <i<n; -2 andmax{l,w

} < j < ny—2 (see Figure 4 (1)).
Then, the MCCs, Cﬁ’, are optimal (r,0) = (i +1,n; — i)-LRCs.

Analogously, the MCCs, Cg , Where

A=A§’;.’:={(e1,e2)|OSe1si—l,OSegsj}u{(i,O)}gE,

lsjsny-2 andmax{l,j(m?ﬁ} < i< n; -2 (see Figure 4 (2)) are optimal (r,0) = (j +
1,n2 — j)-LRCs.
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ny—1
joni(ng—j) ny—1
. (m—nz—j+1)
j-1 .
. (ng—jny—i+1)
j
nz(ny —1i)
0 0
0 i o m-1 0 R T T
(1) Sets A} (2) Sets A7

FIGURE 4. Sets A?J. and Af;’ in Proposition 3.3

Proof. As before, we only give the proof for the case A = A‘? i since a proof for A‘?;’ follows as
described in the symmetric situation of the proof of Propositon 3.2.
A is obtained by removing the points (ey, j), 1 < e; < i, of a rectangle
Ai,j = {(el,eg) |0<e;<i,0<ey S]}

withl<i<n;—-2and1<j<ny—-2suchthatd(0,j)<d(i,j—-1). As a consequence, ny(ns —
j) < (ny —i)(ny — j + 1), which is equivalent to i < or j > {2t yp thig case,

n
ng—}+1’
we interpolate with respect to X and the parameters of the code Ci) are k=(G{+1j+1,
do=ni(np—j), r=i+landdé—-1=n;—i-1. Thus,

[q—1)(6—1):(i+1)j+1+n1(n2—j)+({ww—1)(n1—i—1)

k+d0+
r +1

=mny+1.
]

Remark 3.4. The families of (decreasing) MCCs given in Propositions 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 deter-
mine the parameters of all dy-optimal bivariate (m = 2) (r,6)-LRCs Cﬁ’ (with any set A € E).
That is to say, if Cﬁ is a dy-optimal LRC, then there exists an MCC, CP, asin Propositions
3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 having the same parameters n, k, d, r and 6 as Ci) . We omit the proof to
shorten this article since our aim is to find optimal LRCs. Therefore, by Remark 2.8, we have
characterized the optimal bivariate decreasing MCCs.

As a consequence of Remark 3.4, the next Corollary 3.5 determines the parameters and
(r,6)-localities of the optimal (r,5)-LRCs we can obtain with the bound dj on the minimum
distance. Notice that, in order not to repeat cases and since the variables X and Y play the
same role, the parameters are written only with the notation we have used to interpolate
with respect to X.

Corollary 3.5. Let [, be a finite field. For each pair (ny, nz) of integers such that 2 < ny, np <
q, there exists an optimal (r,6)-LRC with length n = nyny, parameters [n, k, d] ; and locality
(r,0) as follows:
D) k=0G+1)((+1),d=(n—i)(ny— j), where
e i=0and0 < j < ny—1, being the locality (r,6) = (1, ny); or
e 1<si<n;—-2andj=ny—1, being the locality (r,6) = (i + 1,n1 — i).
@) k={+1D)n,—-1)+s+1,d=ny—-sand(r,0) = +1,n, —1i), where

max{0,2i —nm}<s<i<n;—2.
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B3 k=>{+1j+1,d=n(ny—j) and (r,6) = (i +1,n, — i), wherel < i < n;—2 and
max{l,w} <j<n-2.

3.2. The case m = 3. In Subsection 3.1 we have studied bivariate codes Cﬁ’ , obtained from
decreasing sets A< {0,1,...,n; — 1} x {0,1,..., ny — 1}, which give rise to optimal LRCs. More-
over we have determined all the parameters of the dj-optimal bivariate MCCs. We devote
this subsection to the same purpose in the multivariate case. Thus % = FqlXi,.. "Xm]/p
where m =3 and A < {0,1,...,n; — 1} x--- x{0,1,..., n,; — 1}. The forthcoming Propositions
3.6 and 3.7 are the analogs to Propositions 3.1 and 3.2 for multivariate MCCs and allow us to
determine the parameters of the dy-optimal LRCs of the type CY, m = 3.

Proposition 3.6. Keep the notation as given at the beginning of Section 2. For each index

Jo€{l,...,m}, setij=n;—1 forall j€{l,...,m\{jo} and ij, € {0,1,..., nj, — 2}, and consider

A=All.1w’im ={(e1,....,.em) 10<ej<ij, forallj=1,...,m}.

Then, the MCC, Cﬁ, is an optimal LRC with locality (r,0) = (ij0 +1,nj,— ijo)' Furthermore,
Azll,...,im are the unique sets of the form A’ = {(ey,...,ep) |0<e;j<j forall j =1,...,m}, where
0<!j<n;-1, providing optimal LRCs.

Proof. We interpolate with respect to X; (the proof is analogous if we interpolate with re-
spect to any other variable). Consider a set A as in the statement.

We start by assuming that [; = n;—1 for m—2indices j. Withoutloss of generality suppose
that /; = nj—1forall j =3,..., m. Then, the point that defines the bound on the minimum
distance is (I, I, n3 —1,...,n, — 1) and the parameters of this code give the following value
for the LHS of (2.2):

do+k+

k
’V?—‘ —1) (6—1) = (n1—ll)(ng—lg)+(ll+1)(l2+1)n3n4...nm

+[(lb+1Dngng...ny,—11(ny -1 —-1)
=(m-lDme—L)+mb+Dngng...nyp— (-4 —1)
=mb+Dngng..n;m+m—Lh)ny—0L—-1)+1.

Thus, the code is optimal if and only if I, = np —1 (and /; € {0, 1,...., n; — 2} for being an LRC).

We conclude the proof after noticing that the same reasoning allows us to prove the
proposition when the number of indices j in A" such that [; = nj—1islessthan m-2. [

Our next result shows that deleting, from a set A}l _;, asuitable number of successive
minimum distance points on the line e; = n; — 1, j # jo, an optimal LRC is also obtained.
This is because for each removed point we lose one unit in dimension but we gain one unit

in the bound for the minimum distance and r, § and [ﬂ do not change. As a consequence
the LHS in (2.2) remains constant.
Proposition 3.7. Keep the notation as in Proposition 3.6. Define

_ A2 . pl . _ . . _ _ . P
A—Aijo,s-—Ail,...,im\{(”l_1*---'”10—1 Lej,njr1—1,...,nm—1) | s<ej <ij},

where s satisfiesmax{1,2ij, —nj,+1} <s<ij<nj—-2orij=s=0.
Then the MCC, Cﬁ’, is an optimal LRC with locality (1,6) = (ijO +1,nj,— ijo)'
Proof. The distance d(p) (see Definition 2.5) of the point
p=(m-Lny—1,...,n5-1—-Lij,nj+1—1...,0m-1—1,1p—-1)
determines the bound d, for the minimum distance of the code Ci! . We look for an

index 0 < s < ij, such that i;, — s+ 1 is the number of points in All.1 . that meet the line

..... i
ej=nj—1, j# jo, and have distance less than 2 (n jo— 1t jo)' The candidate set A for Cﬁ’ to be
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optimal is obtained by deleting from Azl‘1 .
of any point in the set

i, those points because 2 (1, - ) is the distance
V={p-¢jforall je{l,...,m\{jo}},
where € =(61,...,0 jm), 0;j being the Kronecker delta, and V A}lmim\{p}. Thus, nj,—s <
2(nj, — ij,), what is equivalent to s > 2i, — nj, + 1.
Therefore, in order to A be a candidate for C} to be optimal, s = max({0,2ij, — nj, +1}. The
dimension of the code CY is

k=nnz--nj-10,+Dnjo1 Rm-1lm— (j,—s+1),

and the bound on the minimum distance of Ci) is given by the point with coordinates e; =
nj—1, j # jo, €j, = s—1when s = 1 or by any point of V when s =0. Then dy = nj, —s+1
for s = 1 and dp = 2(nj, — ij,) when s = 0. Moreover we interpolate with respect to X, (it is
the only way to obtain an LRC), so r = ij, +1 and 6 —1 = nj, — ij, — 1. Thus, the value for

k+do+ ( m _ 1) (8 —1) (the LHS of (2.2)) is
mny---njo-1(ij,+ DRjor1- A1, —(Ij,—s+ 1) +nj—s+1
(’annz“‘”jo—l ([jp+Dnjge1- Nm-1 N — (jy—s+1)

ijo+1 W _1)'(’1]"_”"_1)
= mnp-Ny—ij+nj—nj—ij-1)=nmny---ny+1,if s=1and

mng - nj1(jy+ Dnjorr- -1 — (@, — s+ 1) +2(nj, — i)
m Mo -1 ({jg + D Njgr1- Nm—1 B — (i j, —S+1) s
” 1,1 —1)-(njy—ijy—1)
= mnp- Ny — i —1+2(nj, —ij)—2nj,—ij,—1)=nmny---nym+1-ij, otherwise,

which proves that Cﬁ is optimal and concludes the proof. U

Remark 3.8. As in the bivariate case, the families of (decreasing) MCCs given in Proposi-
tions 3.6 and 3.7 determine the parameters of all dy-optimal multivariate (m = 3) (r,8)-LRCs
Cﬁ’ (with any set A ¢ E). Again we omit the proof, which follows from a close reasoning to
that of the bivariate case. Therefore, by Remark 2.8, we have characterized the optimal mul-
tivariate decreasing MCCs.

Corollary 3.9 determines parameters and (r,§)-localities of the multivariate dy-optimal
(r,0)-LRCs.

Corollary 3.9. Let F; be a finite field and consider an integer m = 3. For every m-tuple
(n1,...,ny) of integers such that2 < nj < q, j € {1,..., m}, there exists an optimal (r,6)-LRC
with length n = ny --- ny,, parameters [n, k, d] 4 and locality (r,6) as follows:
(1) k= nyRjo-10j, + DRjoer - N, d= Nj, —1j, and (r,0) = (ij, + L,nj, —ij), where
ijo E{O,l,...,njo—Z}.
@) k=ny---nj1(ij+Dnj1-nm—>j,—s+1),d=nj—s+1and(r,6) = (ij, +1,nj,—
ij,), where
max{1,2ij, —nj,+1} <s<ij<nj—2.
B) k=ny---njnj1--nyp-1,d=2n; and(r,6) = (1, nj).

Remark 3.10. Keep the notation as in Section 2, so let m = 2. Let N be the set of nonnegative
integers and A be a subset of E satisfying some of the conditions in Propositions 3.1, 3.2, 3.3,
3.6 or3.7. Define A* := v+ A forany v e N such that A* c E. If 0 ¢ P forall 1 < j < m, then
the MCC Ci)* is optimal with the same parameters and locality as Cﬁ’ . This result follows
straightforwardly from Remark 2.3.

Remark 3.11. MCCs include the family of codes introduced in [1], codes whose evalua-
tion map is the same as MCCs but their evaluation sets V are only a subset of those used
for MCCs. Specifically, the codes in [1] are subcodes of affine cartesian codes (of order d),
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where the corresponding set Vj is the set of polynomials f in F4[Xj,..., X;;,] with total de-
gree bounded by d and such that a fixed variable X, has degree degon (f) =ij,<nj-1
for some fixed integer i jo (see [1, Definitions 2.2 and 2.3]). Therefore, while MCCs allow
arbitrary sets A c E, the sets A of those codes considered in [1] are of the form

A:Ajo ={(ely-..,em)€E| el+”'+em5d,ej0 Sljo}

As a consequence we obtain many more (r,6)-optimal LRCs than those given in [1, Corol-
laries 4.2 and 4.3]. Thus, if we fix the locality r = ij,+1 for some 1 < jy < m, then we ob-
tain optimal codes which are not considered in [1]. These are those of Proposition 3.1 for
ij,=1=0,j<n-2, andi<n; -2, ij,=]=0; those of Proposition 3.2 for s < Ljy—2; those
of Proposition 3.3 for i;, > 1 and for i, = 1 and nj, < nj, where j' € 1{1,2}\{jo}; and those of
Proposition 3.7 for ijy=2 and max{1, 2ij,—nj} <s<ij —1. Moreover, in this paper, we also
give many more optimal LRCs, regarded as subfield-subcodes of MCCs, as we will explain in
the next section.

4. OPTIMAL SUBFIELD-SUBCODES

J-affine variety codes were introduced in [14] and they are a subclass of MCCs. We devote
this section to prove that subfield-subcodes of some J-affine variety codes keep the parame-
ters and (r, 0)-locality of certain decreasing MCCs, giving rise to new (r,5)-LRCs over smaller
supporting fields. In fact, in this section we provide optimal LRCs with parameters that can-
not be found in the literature [8, 22, 26, 38, 20, 6, 42, 7, 10, 44, 45, 35, 9, 25, 21]. Our LRCs
are p"-ary, p a prime, such that r + 6 — 1 equals either p” + 1 or p” + 2, their length n is a
multiple of some of these two values, r > 1 and § > 2. On the contrary, the codes given in
the literature satisfy:

.r+6_15ph[» » » y Iy ];

e r+08—1< p"+1 with either minimum distances other than ours [38, 25] or opposite
gcd-type conditions [38], see Remarks 4.9 and 4.15;
o either n | ph —lorn| ph +1[8, 6, 35], but our codes have n = 2(ph +1);
o r=1[42];
e 6=21[22,26,20,21];and
e 20+1=<d<r+6[21] but, in case our codes have d < r +§, then d < 2§, see Remarks
4.9 and 4.15.
Subfield-subcodes of J-affine variety codes were also used in [13] to provide (r,5)-LRCs,
most of them non-optimal. However the recovery procedure in [13] was different and the

obtained codes were distinct of those in this section.

4.1. Subfield-subcodes. In this subsection we recall some facts about subfield-subcodes
which will be useful in the forthcoming subsections. We keep the notation as in Section 2.
Assume that g = p!, where p is a prime number and [ > 2. Pick a positive integer h such that
h|!landregard F phasa subfield of F, =T pl- Consider a subset J < {1,..., m} and assume that
the polynomials f;(X;) generating the ideal I are of the form

fx)=X-1,
forsome nj|g-1if je ], and

fiX)=X" - X;
where n; — 1| g -1, otherwise. Then, each set P; € F, introduced in Section 2 is the set of
nj-th roots of unity if j € J or the set of n; — 1-th roots of unity together with 0 otherwise.
The corresponding MCC is denoted by Ci’] . As introduced in [14], Cg’] is a J-affine variety
code.
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Definition 4.1. The linear code SIAJ’] = Cﬁ’] n [F;lh is the subfield-subcode over the fieldF i of
cy.

When j ¢ J, the evaluation of monomials containing X](:’ or containing X;lj - may be dif-
ferent (see [11] for details). This explains the difference on the powers on the variables when
equipping E = {0,1,...,n; — 1} x --- x {0,1,..., ny — 1} with the following structure which we
will assume in the sequel. When j € J then we identify the set {0,1,...,n i— 1 with the ring
Zln;Z. Otherwise, if j ¢ J, we identify the set {1,...,n; -1} with Zl(nj-1Z, and we extend
the addition and multiplication in this ring to {0, 1,..., n i—1h by setting0+e=e¢,0-e =0 for
alle= 0,1,...,n;— 1. Therefore, {0,1,...,nj -1} ={0tu Z/(n; - 1)Z.

We call a set Q € E a cyclotomic set with respect to p" if p"w € Qforallw = (w1,...,0m) €
Q. Minimal cyclotomic sets are those of the form A = {p’e | i = 0}, for some element e € E.
In this paper we will refer to cyclotomic sets as closed sets since they are unions of minimal
cyclotomic sets. For each minimal closed set A, denote by x the minimum element in A
with respect to the lexicographic order and set A = Ay. Hence, Ay = {x, p"x, ..., p"#M"Dxj}.
Fixed an index j € {1,...,m}, if we replace E by {0, L...,nj—1} the same definition gives
rise to sets Q/ < {0, 1,...,n; — 1} (respectively, A <o, 1,...,nj—1}) called closed (respec-
tively, minimal closed) sets in a single variable with respect to p". Again, denoting by x the
minimum element in A/, we set A/ = AL. For example, assume m =3, p=2,h=1,1=3,
J=@, n1 =n, =n3=8andx=(1,4,5). Then, it holds that Ay = {(1,4,5),(2,1,3),(4,2,6)} <
E=1{0,1,...,7}% (E has the same structure as ({0} UZ/7Z)%) is a minimal closed set with re-
spect to 2 and the corresponding minimal closed set in a single variable for j = 3 is the set
Aé =1{3,5,6} <{0,1,...,7} ({0,1,..., 7} is identified with the ring {0} U Z/7Z).

Now, we define three trace type maps which will be useful: tr;l: F.— [th, trf’(x) =x+

n(L-1
G );tr: [FZI — [FZ"” determined bytr? componentwiseand J : Z - %, 9 (f) =

p

xph 4.+ xP
, (L

f+f Plbet fP (i) , % being the quotient ring defined at the beginning of Section 2. Recall

from Section 1, that the projection map Fy — Fy, on the coordinates of a subset R< {1,...,n}

of cardinality r is denoted by 7.

Next result shows that when A is closed, then the operators on a code “taking its projec-
tion” and “taking its subfield-subcode” commute.

Proposition 4.2. With notation as in Section 1, let R <{1,...,n}. IfA is closed, then nR(S}A)']) =
nR(CY)NFAL.

Proof. First we prove that Si’] = tr(Ci)'] ). By reasoning as in Propositions 4 and 5 of [12], it
holds the following chain of equalities:

tr(CY) = {tr(c) lce Cg’]} ={tr(evp(f)) | f € R, supp(f) S A} =

{evp(T ()| f € &, supp(f) €A} = {evp(T (f)) | f € %, supp(T () <A} =S¥
Notice that the last but one equality is true because A is closed. Now, define tr': [F’;? - [F’;f,
determined by tr;l componentwise. Then, nR(Ci’] )n [F*;f =tr (nR(Ci’] )). Finally, for any

element in Si’] , tr(c), ce Cg’] , the fact that the maps tr and tr’ are defined componentwise
implies mg(tr(c)) = tr' (g (c)), which proves the result. [l

Closed sets will be the key for obtaining optimal (r,§)-LRCs coming from subfield-sub-
codes. To explain it, we recall, on the one hand, that if A is a closed set, then dim(Si’] ) =
dim(Cf’] ) =#A [13, Theorem 2.3]. On the other hand, the minimum distance of a subfield-
subcode Si’] admits the bound on the MCC Cﬁ’] it comes from. Since A is closed, it is not
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decreasing. Therefore, the bound given in Corollary 2.7 is not sharp, which forces us to use
an improved bound for each particular case. This bound coincides with the one on a cer-
tain decreasing MCC C PJ obtained, roughly speaking, after compacting A so that we remove
gaps in A to obtain a decreasing set A’ such that #A = #A’. Thus, if we choose A to be closed,
the code over [th, Si’] , has the same parameters n and k and the same bound for the min-

imum distance as Ci)’,] . Moreover, the recovery method presented in Proposition 2.10 can
also be applied to Si’] obtaining the same locality (r,6) as ct.

4.2. Optimal (r,)-LRCs coming from subfield-subcodes of bivariate MCCs. In this sub-
section, we use some results in Section 3 and the ideas described in the above paragraph to
provide some families of new optimal (r,§)-LRCs coming from subfield-subcodes of bivari-
ate J-affine variety codes. We will give p"-ary optimal (r,§)-LRCs whose length is a multiple
of r+8—1, where r + 5 — 1 equals p" +1 or p"+2, r > 1, § > 2 and for some codes we impose
certain gcd-type conditions so that all the codes provided are new (see the introduction of
Section 4 and the future Remark 4.9). The forthcoming Propositions 4.6 and 4.8 (in charac-
teristic two) prove the optimality while Theorems 4.11 and 4.12 show the parameters of our
codes.

Let U; < F,4 denote the set of ¢-th roots of unity, #| g — 1. Keep the notation as in Section
2 and Subsection 4.1. Fix i € {1,2} (it refers to the variable X; with respect to which we will
interpolate) and denote i’ the unique element i’ € {1,2}\{i}.

Pick p" = 4if p equals 2 (p”* = 5, otherwise) such that p"+1 | g—1 and set P; = Upni1€Fg,
then n; = ph + 1. Our set P is P = Py x P,, where Py is either Uy, < Fg4, with ny | g—1 and
J=1{1,2}, or Uy, -1 U{0} S Fq, with n;y—1|g—1and J = {i}.

The following two families of sets will be used to define the sets A of our codes S}A)'] since
they will constitute the sets suppx, (Va) defined under Definition 2.9. For each nonnegative

h h
integer a < {%J —1(and,ifp=2,b< % —2) define

Qg = {0,1,...,a,ph+l—a,ph+2—a,...,ph}=A6UA§U---UA;
when a > 0, Qg := {0} and

h h h
Q= p——b,p——b+1,...,p—+b+1 =A', UA', u---UA’,,
2 2 2 A 2
which are closed sets of {0,1,...,7n; — 1} = {0,1,..., p"} (identified with Z/(p" + 1)Z) in the
variable i with respect to ph. Indeed, with the identification, ph +1 = 0 and then Aé = {0}

and Al = {t,p" - (t-1)}.

Example 4.3. Set (i,p",q,a,b) = (1,8,64,3,2), then the above defined sets are Q, =
{0,1,2,3,6,7,8} = {0} u{1,8tU{2,7} U{3,6} and QZ =1{2,...,7'=1{2,7 U {3,6} U {4,5}, and they
coincide, respectively, with the set suppy, (V) in Figure 5 a) (1) and b) (1).

h
Now, letO0<t<z< [%J — 1 be nonnegative integers such that 2¢ > max{0,4z— p”* —1}. In

h
addition, when p = 2, consider a nonnegative integer 0 < u < % —2andifu=1,let0<sv<u
be a nonnegative integer such that 2v +1 = max{0,4u+1— ph}. Define

Q,x{0,1,...,np—1}, wheni=1,
{0,1,...,n; — 1} xQ,, otherwise;

Al(z) = Al = {

Q, x{0,1,...,ny—-2}uQ; x{n,—1}, wheni=1,

No(z,t) =Ny = .
{0,1,...,n1 -2} xQ,U{n; — 1} xQ;, otherwise;
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Q*x1{0,1,...,no—1}, wheni=1,
Afu)=Ar:={""" { 2~ 1i _
{0,1,...,n; -1} xQ;,, otherwise;
and
Q7 x{0,1,...,np-2}uQ; x{ny—1}, wheni=1,

A(u,v) =A% =
2w 27 10,1,...,m -2k x QF U{n -1} x QF, otherwise.

Example 4.4. This is a continuation of Example 4.3. With the same notation, set z = a and
t = b, consider also (u,v) = (2,1). Then, Q; =1{0,1,2,7,8} and Q}, = {3,...,6}. Figure 5 c) (1)
and d) (1) show, respectively, the sets Ay and A; in this case.

h h
Lemma4.5. Keep the above notation. Leta < {%J —land, ifp=2,b< % —2 be nonnegative

integers. Consider the F;-vector spaces Vi = ((X;)¢ | e € Qq) and V, = ((X;)° | e € Qp) con-
tained in the quotient ring Z; defined before Proposition 2.10. Then, evp,(V1) and evp, (V)
are MDS codes.

Proof. LetQ:=10,1,...,2a} = Q, + a regarded as representatives of elements in Z/(ph +1)Z.
Define V = ((X;)¢| e € Q). Codewords in evp, (V) are of the form

evp, (X)) f) =evp, (X)) xevp,(f),

where f € V}. Since 0 ¢ P;, evp,(V1) and evp, (V) are isometric codes. The code (eVpl.(V))L
is a [ph + l,ph —2a,< 2a+ 2], code and, since Q contains 2a + 1 consecutive elements,

d ((EVpl. (V))l) = 2a + 2 because its corresponding parity-check matrix contains a Vander-

monde matrix of rank 2a + 1. Thus, (evp,(V))" is an MDS code and therefore evp, (V) and
evp, (V1) are MDS codes. The fact that QI’; contains 2b + 2 consecutive elements proves that

(evp, (Vg))l is an MDS code and therefore so is evp, (V2). O

Proposition 4.6. Keep the the notation as above whereF . is regarded as a subfield of F,_ i
and p"+1| q—-1. Fixed i and P; = Uph 1, the set of p"* + 1-th roots of unity, the following

statements determine sets P;:, ] and A such that the subfield-subcodes Si’] over the field [th
are optimal (r,8)-LRCs.

(1) Py =Uy, forsomeny such thatn; | q—1;] ={1,2} and A = Ay, in which case
né)=Qz+1,p"-2z+1).

(2) Pir =Up,-1U{0} for some n;: such thatny—1|q—1;] ={i} and A = Ay, in which case
(n6)=Qz+1,p"-2z+1).

(3) Py = Up,-1 U {0} for some ni such that ny —1 | q—1 and, if p is odd, either
gcd(n,-/,ph) #1 orgcd(n,-/,ph +1)#1; J={i} and A = A, in which case

r8) =Qz+1,p"-2z+1).
(4) Py =Upy, forsome ny such thatny | g—1; J ={1,2} and A = A}, in which case
r,6) = Qu+2,p"-2u).
(5) Py =Uy,-1U{0} forsome ny such thatny —1| q—1;J ={i} and A = A}, in which case
r,6) = Qu+2,p"-2u).

(6) Py = Up,-1U1{0} for some ny suchthatny—1|q—1;] = {i} and A = A, in which case
(1,0) = Qu+2,p"—2u).
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Proof. We start by proving that the sets A in the statements (1)-(6) are closed with respect to
p". As we said, in the single variable i, the subsets of {0,1,...,7;—1} = {0,1,..., p"} (identified
with Z/(p" +1)2),
Qq =A3uA{ u---UAl
and ‘ ‘ ‘
Q= Al”Th—bUAlpTh—bH u~-~uA’pTh,

for a € {z, t} and b € {u, v} are clearly closed. In the single variable i/, {0, 1,..., n;— 1} is closed.
In addition, when 0 € P;/, the minimal closed set in a single variable Af;i,_l <{0,1,...,n;y—1}
is the set Af;i,_l = {n; — 1}. Indeed, with the identification n;; = 1 described in Subsection
4.1, it holds the following chain of equalities:

ph(n,-/ -1 = (ph—l)(n,-/ -D+ny—-1= (ph— n; +n,~r—ph = ph—1+n,-/ —ph =ny—1.
Therefore, {0,1,...,n; —2} =1{0,1,...,n; — 1}\{n; — 1} is also closed. The cartesian product
and the union of closed sets are closed, so the sets A in (1)-(6) are closed and dim(S}A)'] ) =
dim(CY”).

Now we are going to prove that the subfield-subcodes Si’] are LRCs. Leti =1and V; asin

h
Lemma 4.5 with a = z. Since Q; is closed, dim(evp, (V1) r‘n[thH) =dim(evp, (V1)) and the fact

h h
that d(evp, (V1) N [FZh+1) > d(evp, (V1)) and Lemma 4.5 imply that evp, (V1) N [th+1 is an MDS
code with minimum distance p” —2z+1. Taking R such that nﬁ(Ci)'] ) = evp, (V1), Proposition
h
4.2 shows that ”F(SZU) =evp, (V1) ﬂ[FZhJrl is also MDS. Then, Proposition 2.10 applied to Si’],

A being either A; or Ay, proves that Si’] is an LRC with locality (2z+1, ph —2z+1). Replacing
(V1,a,2,Q;) by (Vo,b,u,Q2}) one deduces that SIAJ’] is an LRC with locality (2u + 2, ph -2u),
whenever A is either A;‘ or A;‘. Notice that r and § do not depend neither on ¢ nor on v,
unlike dimension and minimum distance.

The case i = 2 can be proved analogously noticing that we are in the symmetric situation.
It suffices to interpolate with respect to Y and change i by i’ and n, by n;.

With notation as in Section 3 page 8 and i = 1, we assert that the minimum distance of
ch/ dy (Ci)',] ), whenever

A
(A’ A/) € { (Al’Aéz,ng—l) ’ (AZ’Agz,Zt) ’ (AT’Aézﬁl,nz—l) ’ (A;’ A§u+1,2v+1) }

Let us prove the statement. Figure 5 considers the case (p, h,[,z,t,u,v) = (2,3,6,3,2,2,1) to

illustrate our reasoning. Let ¢ = evp(f), f(X,Y) € VA be a codeword in Si’] .

a) Assume firstly that A = A;. A no-root (a,f) in P of f(X,Y) must satisfy that « is a
no-root of f(X, ) as a polynomial in X and § is a no-root of f(a,Y) as a polynomial in Y.
Denote ng (respectively, nq) the cardinality of the set of no-roots of f(X, ) (respectively,
f(a,Y)). Set nx (respectively, ny) the minimum of ng (respectively, n,) when g (respec-
tively, @) runs over P, (respectively, P;). Then, the number of no-roots of f in P is at least

h
nxny. Since d(evPl(Vl) m[F”th) = ph+1—2z andd(eva (Y¢le€e{0,1,...,no—11)) m[FZi) =

the code Si’] admits the bound on the minimum distance of

1 (they are MDS codes), then w(c) = p* +1 -2z and d (S}A)J) >ph+1-2z=d, (Cf’,]). See a)
in Figure 5.

b) Consider now the case A = A;‘ . Since d (eVp1 V)N [FZi) = ph —2u, the same argument
asin a) proves d (Si’]) > pl—2u=d, (Ci’,]). See b) in Figure 5.

c) For proving the case A = A, we use the following (lexicographical) ordering in E:

(e1,e2) < (€],€,) < ex<eyor(e;=e,and ey <e)),
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and we distinguish two cases:
e The leading monomial of f isin Q, x {0,1,..., ny — 2}, then an analogous argument
as in a) proves w(c) = 2(ph +1-22).
e The leading monomial of f is in Q; x {ny — 1}, then consider A" := A + (¢,0) < E be-
cause of the relation p” +1=01in{0,1,..., p"}. Consider the codeword in C¥,

eVp(th) =evp(X") * evp(f) = evp(Xh) *c.
Since 0 ¢ Py, w(c) = w(evp(X'f)) =d(2t,np — 1) = p" + 1 - 2¢ by Proposition 2.6 (the
leading monomial of X’ f is uX? Y"1 with y < 21).
Then, w(c) = min{2(p" +1-2z), p" +1-21} = p/ + 1 - 2t and therefore

d(sy)z ph+1-20=do ().
See c) in Figure 5.
h
d) Finally, when A = A;, reasoning as in ¢) with A" := A+ (% +v+1,0), one gets the desired
bound:
d(SIAJ’]) > ph -2v=dy (Cg’,]).
See d) in Figure 5.
The case i = 2 follows by symmetry. It suffices to replace P; by Py, ny by n; and consider

(A,A) e { (Al,A}h_LZZ) , (Az,Aggy) ) (Avaizl—l,Zu+l) ) (A;’A§;f+l,2v+l) }

Notice that #A = #A" and dim(S}’) = dim(CY’) = dim(CY/). Moreover, d(SY/) = d(CY)) =
do(CP’,] ) and the locality of CP’,] is the same as the locality of SIAJ’] . Then, the fact that Ci’,] is
optimal (Corollary 3.5(1) when Ais A; or Ai‘, and Corollary 3.5(2) when A is A, or A;) implies

that the subfield-subcode SIAJ’] over the field [ » is optimal, which concludes the proof.

ph
O
At the beginning of this subsection we announced the introduction of two families of new
optimal codes. We start by giving some sets that will be useful for introducing our second
family. In this case, p =2, [ = 4 is an even positive integer, h = % and P; = Upn, U{0} S Fy.
Recall that {i, i’} = {1,2}. Then, n; =2"+2 and P = P; x P,, where P; is either Uy, cFg4, with
ni | q—1landJ={i"}, or Uy, U{0} €F,, withny —1|g—1and J = @.
Now we introduce some sets which will be the sets supp, (Va) corresponding to the sets
A that we are going to consider. Let 1 < j < ny—1and2<z<3,2" -2z+1>max{0,2" -6}
be positive integers and denote

Q::{O,l,zh}:AéuAi,
1. h _ h i i
ot:={023,...2" -1} ={o,1,....2" +1}\ (A U AL, |
and
Q"@=0":={zz+1,...2" ~z+1} = ALUAL U UAL_,
which are closed sets of {0,1,...,n;—1} ={0,1,... ,2" 4+ 13 (identified with {0}uZ/(2" +1)Z) in
the variable i with respect to 2". Define
Ay = Qx{0,1,...,n,—1}, wheni=1,
" 100,1,...,n -1} xQ, otherwise;

L Jotx,1,...,n-1}, wheni=1,
L {0,1,...,n1—1}x§2l, otherwise;
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. Qx{0,1,...,7—-11u(0,j), wheni=1,
A2(])=A21={ / /

{0,1,...,j -1} xQu(j,0), otherwise;

and
ALz = AL e Qtx{0,1,...,m —2}UQ* x{n, —1}, wheni=1,
2 2 {0,1,...,n1—2}xQLu{nl—l}xQ*, otherwise.

Our next result plays the role of Lemma 4.5 for studying our second family of optimal
codes.

Lemma 4.7. Keep the above notation. Let V) = (X°|e€ D, Vo= (X€lee€ QL>[Fq CR; and
_oh
define Cy :=evp, (V1) N [FZf’_z *2 and Co:=evp, (V)N [F;:*Z. Then, Cy and Cy are MDS codes.

Proof. Notice that evp, (V>) is the dual code of evp, (V1) since
Qt= {0,1,...,2h+ 1}\{2h+1—x | er}

[14, Proposition 1] and, by Delsarte Theorem, (C,)* = (evPl.(Vz))l N [F§:+2 = C;. Thus, it
suffices to prove that C; is an MDS code. Notice that its dimension coincides with the di-
mension of evp, (V;) because Q = Aé U Ai is closed [13, Theorem 2.3], so the parameters of
C, are [2h + 2,3,< 2h]2h. Moreover, any codeword c € C; is of the form ¢ = evp,(f), where
=T A+uX), A, pelFy=Fypenand I : #; — X; is the map given by I (g) = g+g2h [12,
Proposition 5]. We have to prove that d(C;) = 2", which is equivalent to prove that the num-
ber of rootsof f =1+ A2" 4 X+ ,uzh x?"in P; =U,n,; U{0} is at most 2, or that the equation

A+pX=A2"+ 2" x?" 4.1)
has at most 2 solutions in P;. Indeed, if A ¢ F,», X = 0 is not a solution since A # /12h. Thus,
the above equation is equivalent to

AX +pX2 = 22" X 4 2" X2+
and to
h h
,uX2+(}t+)L2 )X+u2 =0,

which has at most 2 solutions in P;. Otherwise, if A € F,r, then A1 = 22" and (4.1) is equivalent
to

h_
uX ((px)* ' =1) =0,
We may suppose u # 0 since the case p = 0 is not relevant to compute the minimum dis-

tance. Then, the solutions are X =0 and X = g with § € F,» such that ﬁzh“ = ,u2th1 (since

X2"+1 = 1), thatis, 8% = p2"*1. The solution X = g exists if u2"+1 (€ F,») is a square in € F,»

and therefore = \/ u2"+1. Hence, we obtain at most 2 solutions in P;, as desired. O

Proposition 4.8. Keep the notation as before Lemma 4.7 where F,u is regarded as a subfield
of [quzzh . Fixed i €{1,2} and P; = U, U{0}, the set 0f2h +1-th roots of unity together with 0,

the following statements determine sets Py, ] and A such that the subfield-subcodes SIAJ’] over
the field F,n are optimal (r,5)-LRCs. Recall that P = Py x P and {i,i'} = {1,2}.

(1) Py =Uy, for some ny such thatn;y | q—1; ] = {i't and A = Ay, in which case (r,6) =

3,2M.
(2) Py =Uy,-1U{0} for some nj such thatny —1|q-1;] =@ and A = Ay, in which case
(r,6) = (3,2M).

(3) Py = Uy, for someny suchthatn; | q—1;]= {i'Y and A = All, in which case (r,0) =
@2h-1,4).
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(4) Py =Uy,-1U{0} forsomen; suchthatny —1|q—-1;J=¢ and A = AL inwhich case
(r,6) = (2" -1,4).

(5) Pir=Upy, for some n;» such that ny |2h —1;J={i"} and A = A,, where j = max{1, n; —
2h=13 In this case (r,6) = (3,2").

(6) Pir = Up,-1UA{0} for some n; such that ny —1 | 2 _1; J = @ and A = A,, where
max{l, n; —2h-1h < j <ny—1. Inthis case (r,0) = (3,2h).

(7) Py = Uy, -1U{0} for some n; such that ny—1|q—1;] = @ and A = A, where j = njy—1.
In this case (r,6) = (3,2").

(8) Py =Uy,-1U{0} forsomen; suchthatny—-1|q—1;J=¢ and A = AL in which case
(r,6) = (2" -1,4).

Proof. The proof follows from a close reasoning to that given in the proof of Proposition 4.6.
There are some minor differences which we next explain.

- Recall that {0, 1,...,2" + 1} is a set of representatives of {0} U Z/(2" +1)Z and A;' is the
minimal closed set in the variable i of the element [ € {0, 1,...,2h +1}. Then, as we said
before

L . S
ot ={o1,...2"+1}\(AlUAL, ),
and
Q =AZUA U UAy, ),

are clearly closed sets, which proves that the sets A, Af and AZL, as well as A, in item (7) are
closed. The fact that the sets A, in items (5) and (6) are closed follows by noticing that when
Py =Up,, ni | 2k _1 or Pir = Up,-1U{0}, ny—11 2" _ 1, one can identify 2" with 1 when
computing minimal closed sets in the variable i’. Therefore, the sets {0,1,..., j — 1} and {j}
are closed because they are a union of single point minimal closed sets. This proves that A,
is closed.

- Lemma 4.7 implies that evp, (V1) N [F§Z+2 and evp, (V2) N [F§:+2 are MDS codes with respec-
tive minimum distances 2 and 4. Proposition 2.10 applied to Si’] proves that it is an LRC
with locality (3,2h) when A equals A; or A, and (2" —1,4) in case A be All or AZL.

- When i = 1, the minimum distance of S}A)'] admits the bound on the minimum distance

BJ
of Cy»

A%, whenj=n,-1
1 1 Al 2,07 ) 1 A2
{(AI’AZ’”Z_I)'(Al ’AZh—ZVHZ‘l)’(AZ’{Ag j» otherwise. ’(AZ ’Azh‘zyzh‘z“l) '

do (Ci’,] ), whenever the pair (A, A’) belongs to the following set:

Recall that the sets Aﬁ’ I 1 < I < 3 were introduced in Section 3. The cases where A equals
A or All (respectively, Ay or A%) can be proved as in item a) (respectively c)) in the proof of
Proposition 4.6. However, when A = A, and the exponent of the leading monomial of f is
(0, j), we do not consider any set A” but we immediately notice that w(c) = n; (n, — j). When
A= A2L and the exponent of the leading monomial of f is in Q* x {n, — 1}, following the idea
of the proof of Proposition 4.6, we consider the sets:

Al:=A+@2"+2-20<cE and A":=A]+(-1,0)CE,

because of the relation 2 + 2 = 1in {0,1,...,2" + 1}. We illustrate this part of the proof with
the example in Figure 6. Since 0 € P1, now we have w(c) = w(evp(X~1(X2"*272f))) = d(2" +
1-2z,n,—1) =2z + 1. Then, wherever the exponent of the leading monomial of f is, w(c) =
min{8,2z + 1} = 2z + 1 and therefore the minimum distance of Si’] admits the bound on the
minimum distance of Ci)’,] , that is, d(Si’] )=2z+1= dO(CP’,] ).

The case i = 2 can also be proved following the same arguments as above. It suffices to
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consider the symmetric situation, replace P; by P», n, by n; and use pairs (A, A’) such that

A%9 when j=2"+1
' 1 1Al 2,0 ) 1 A20
(aa)e {(AI’A”PI’Z) ' (Al 'Anl—lvzh‘z) ' (Az’ {Ag.’g. otherwise. '(AZ 'Azh—Z’Zh—ZZH) ’
J
We conclude with a last difference with respect to the proof of Proposition 4.6.
- The fact that Ci)’,] is optimal follows from Corollary 3.5 (1) when A is A; or AIL, Corollary
3.5 (3) when A = A, and j < ny —1 and Corollary 3.5 (2) when A equals A2l or Ay and j =
ny—1. O

Remark 4.9. Propositions 4.6 and 4.8 do not give an exhaustive list of the optimal (r,0)-
codes one can find from subfield-subcodes of MCCs. These results are designed for provid-
ing p"*-ary optimal (r,5)-LRCs such that r + § — 1 is either p” + 1 or p” + 2 and their lengths
are a multiple of r +6 — 1, r > 1 and 6 > 2. Notice that these codes are new with respect to
those given in the literature. The gcd-type conditions given in Proposition 4.6 items (3) and
(6) are stated to provide new parameters with respect to those obtained in [38]. Moreover,
excepting Proposition 4.8, items (5), with j # n;—1, and (7) (where d = r +§), codes in both
propositions have minimum distances d < min{r +§,26}, being new with respect to [21].

Examples 4.10. In these examples, we give some new optimal LRCs obtained by applying
Propositions 4.6 and 4.8.
(1) Consider (q, ph, i,z t,ny,n)=(5%521,0,9,6), then by Proposition 4.6 (3) one gets
a [54,25,6]5 optimal (3,4)-LRC.
(2) Consider (q,ph, i,z,ny,n) = (7%,7,2,2,17,8), then by Proposition 4.6 (2) one gets a
[136,85,4]7 optimal (5,4)-LRC.
(3) Consider (q, p",i,z,t,n1,n3) = (9%,9,1,3,1,10,21), then by Proposition 4.6 (3) one
gets a [210, 143, 8]9 optimal (7,4)-LRC.
(4) Consider (q,p" i,n1,n,) = (2%,4,1,6,15), then by Proposition 4.8 (1) one gets a
[90,45, 4], optimal (3,4)-LRC.
(5) Consider (q,ph, i,j,ny,np) = (2%,8,2,6,8,10), then by Proposition 4.8 (6) one gets a
[80,19,20]g optimal (3, 8)-LRC.
(6) Consider (g, ph, i,z,ny,n) = (258,1,3,10,10), then by Proposition 4.8 (8) one gets a
[100,58,7]g optimal (7,4)-LRC.

Figure 7 shows the sets A introduced in Propositions 4.6 and 4.8 and used in the above
examples. We make explicit the descomposition of the set A = A, ={0,1,...,5} x {0,1,8} U
{(6,0)} in Example 4.10 (5) as a union of minimal closed sets. Indeed, (i, Py, P2, ]) = 2,U; U
{0}, Ug U {0}, ®) and A is the union of the following minimal closed sets:

Aw,0=100,0)}, Aqg,e=1(1,0}, Apo=1{2,0} Ago=13,0}, Awuog =1{4,0)},
Ai0=15,0)}, Apo=1{6,0}, Apn=1{01,0,8)} Aqn=1{1,1),1,8)
A1y =12,1),2,8)}, Ag1y=16,1,3,8)}, Aun=141),48)}, Asny=1{5,1),(5,8)}.

Now, we state our main results in this subsection which are Theorems 4.11 and 4.12.
These results follow directly from Propositions 4.6 and 4.8 and provide explicitly the pa-
rameters and (r,)-localities of the new optimal LRCs we have obtained.

Theorem 4.11. Let T be a finite field with q = p', p being a prime number and | a positive
integer. Consider another positive integer h such that h divides I, p" = 4 ifp =2 (p" = 5,
otherwise) and assume p" +1 | q — 1. Consider also nonnegative integers z and t satisfying
0<t<z< {%J —1,2t>=max{0,4z — ph —1}. Regard [th as a subfield of F.

Then, there exists an optimal (r,6)-LRC over F ,» with the following parameters depending
on two integer variables n' and a:

(n,k,dln = |(p"+Dn', ("' =Dz +1) +2a+1,p" +1-2a o
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and
(r,0) = 2z+1,p" -22+1),
whenever some of the following conditions hold:
() n'lg-1anda=z.
@) n'-1lg-1anda=z.
3) n'=1|q-1,a=tand, ifp is odd, eithergcd(n’, p) #1 orged(n’, p" +1) £ 1.

Assume now that p = 2 and consider a nonnegative integer u and, if u = 1, a nonnegative
h
integer v, satisfying0 < u < % -2,0sv<uand2v+1=max{0,4u+1- ph}.
Then, there exists an optimal (r,6)-LRC over F ,» with the following parameters depending
on two integer variables n' and a:

(n,k,dln=|(p"+1n', (W' - D@u+2)+2a+2,p" -2a

p h

and
(r,6) = Qu+2,p" —2uw),
whenever some of the following conditions hold:
() n'|g-1anda= u.
@) n'-1lg-1anda=u.
@) n'-1lg-1anda=v.

Theorem 4.12. Let [, be a finite field with q = 2!, 1 > 4 being an even positive integer and
h = % Consider also a positive integer z satisfying 2 <z < 3, 2" _ 2z +1 = max{0,2" - 6}.
Regard Fyn as a subfield of F,.

Then, there exists an optimal (r,6)-LRC over F,. with the following parameters depending
on the integer variables n', a, b and c:

(n,k,dlon = | 2" +2)n',a(n’ =1)+ b,2h +3—-b "

and
(r,6) =(a,0),
whenever some of the following conditions hold:
(1) n'|q-1and(a,b,c) = (3,3,2"M.
@ n'—11q-1and(a,b,c)=3,3,2").
3) n'|g-1and(a,b,c)= (2" -1,2"-1,4).
4) n'=11q-1and(a,bc)=(2"-1,2"-1,4).
(5) n'—=1|qg-1and(a,b,c)=2"-1,2"-2z+2,4).
Finally, consider n' and j positive integers such that j < n' — 1 and they satisfy some of the
following conditions:
(1) n'12h-1 and j > max{l,n’ — 211,
@ n'-112"-1andmax{l,n' 2" Y <j<n' -1.
3) n'-1lg-landj=n"-1.
Then, there exists an optimal (r,0)-LRC over [, with parameters
(n,k,dly = |@" +2)n',3j+1,@" +2)(' - )|,
and
(r,6) = 3,2".

Table 1 shows parameters of some new optimal (r,6)-LRCs coming from subfield-
subcodes deduced from Theorems 4.11 and 4.12.
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~

Item in Theorem p q n k d r o6
4.11 3) (for (n',z,)=(25,1,0)) 5 25 150=6-25 73 6 3 4
4.11 (1) (for (', z) = (48,1)) 7 49 384=8-48 144 6 3 6
4.11 (2) (for (n', u) = (16,0)) 4 16 80=5-16 32 4 2 4
4.11 3) (for (0, z,1) =(22,2,0)) 8 64 198=9-22 106 9 5 5
4.12 (2) (for (1, j) = (8,5)) 8 64 80=10-8 16 30 3 8
4.12 (3) (for n' =18) 4 256 108=6-18 144 6 3 6

TABLE 1. Optimal subfield-subcodes over [,

4.3. Optimal (r,)-LRCs coming from subfield-subcodes of multivariate MCCs. This sec-
tion is devoted to extend Propositions 4.6 and 4.8 and Theorems 4.11 and 4.12 to the multi-
variate case. The corresponding versions are stated in the below Propositions 4.13 and 4.14,
and Theorems 4.16 and 4.17. Their proofs run parallel to those given in the bivariate case
and we omit them.

Keep the notation as in Section 2 and Subsection 4.1. Fix jp € {1,...,m} and S, Sy <
{1,...,m}\{jo} such that S U S, ={1,..., m}\{jo} and S1 N Sy = @.

For our first construction, keep the notation as in the paragraphs before Lemma 4.5 but
changing i by jy. In particular consider nonnegative integers z and ¢ (and when p =2) u
and v as in those paragraphs. Denote

Ozyt::{t+1,t+2,...,z,ph+l—z,ph+2—z,...,ph—t}

——u,—-u+l,...,—-v-1,—+v+2,—+v+3,...,—+u+l
2 2 2 2

- { Ph ph Ph Ph Ph Ph }
wr =97, .

Define
A1:={0,1,...,n1—1}><---x{O,l,...,njO_l—l}xQz><{0,1,...,nj0+1—1}x---x{O,l,...,nm—l},
A=A \{(m—-1,...,nj-1—1,ej, njos1—1,...,nm—1) | ej, € Oz},
AT :=10,1,...,m =1} x--x{0,1,..., 01 = 1} x Qp, x{0,1,..., njop1 — 1} x - x {0, 1,..., 1, — 1}
and

Ay :=A\{(m-1,...,nj-1—Lej,njr1—1,...,nm—1) | ej, € Oy}
Proposition 4.13. Keep the notation as above where F . is regarded as a subfield of F_
and p" +1| q-1. Fixed j, and Pj, = Uy, the set of p" + 1-th roots of unity, the following

statements determine sets P = Py x -+- x Py, ] and A such that the subfield-subcodes Si’] over
the fieldF . are optimal (r,6)-LRCs:

(1) Pj = Uy, for some nj such that nj| q—1 whenever j € S and when j € S Pj =
Un;-1 U{0} forsomen; such thatn;—1|q—1;] =S U{jo} and A = Ay, in which case

r8) =Qz+1,p"-2z+1).

@2) S1=9, forallje S, Pj= U,,j_l U {0} for some nj such that nj—1lg-1 and, if p is

odd, either gcd ([jeq,...mpijo 1j» P") # 1 orged (Tjeq, ., mpvijo) 1> P +1) # 1, T = {jo}
and A = N, in which case

(r6)=Q2z+1,p"—2z+1).

(3) Pj=Up, forsomen; suchthatnj|q—1when j€ S, andwhen je€ S; Pj = Up;-1U1{0}
forsomen;j such thatnj—1|q-1;] =S8, U{jo} and A = A}, in which case

r,6) = Qu+2,p"-2u).
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4 S1=9¢andforallje S, Pj= U,,j_l u {0} for some nj such thatnj— 11g-1;J={jo}
and A = A, in which case

(,60) = Qu+2,p" -2u).
For the second construction, we use the notation as in the paragraph before Lemma 4.7
but changing i by jy. Define
Ay :={0,1,...,n; =1} x--- % {O,l,...,njo_l -1} xQx {0,1,...,nj0+1 -1} x---x{0,1,..., 1, — 1},

A2:=A1\{(n1—1,....nj0—1—l.ejo.nj0+1—l,...,nm—l)Iejog{l’zh}}’
A{'::{0,1,...,”1—1}><-..X{O,l,...,l’ljo_l—l}xglx{(),1,._-,;11-04_1—1}x...x{o’l,_“’nm_l}
and

{03, when z=2,
Al::Al (n _1)”-)”'— —1,6',n~ —1,...,1’1 _1)|e € .
2 l\{ 1 Jo—1 Jor M jo+1 m Jo {0’2’2}1_1}’ otherwise.

Proposition 4.14. Keep the notation as above where F, is regarded as a subfield of F ;_,2n.
Fixed jo and Pj, = Uyn . U{0}, the set of 2" 4 1-th roots of unity together with 0, the following
statements determine sets P = Py x --- x Py, ] and A such that the subfield-subcodes Si’]
the field F,n are optimal (r,6)-LRCs:
(1) Pj = Up; for some nj such that nj| q—1 whenever j € S and when j € S Pj =
Up;-1U {0} forsomenj suchthatnj—1|q—1;] =8, and A = Ay, in which case

over

(r,6) = (3,2").
(2) Pj = Up; for some nj such that nj| q—1 whenever j € S and when j € S Pj =
Up;-1U{0} forsomenj suchthatnj-1|q-1;] =8, and A = AIL, in which case

r,8) =2"-1,4).

(38) Si=@andforall je S, Pj = Un;—1 u{0} for somenj such thatn;-1|q-1;] =@ and
A=Ay, in which case
r,6) = (3,2M.
(4) Sy=@andforall je S, Pj= Un;—1 u{0} for somenj such thatn;-1|q-1;] =@ and
A= AZL, in which case
r,6) = (2" -1,4).

Remark 4.15. As in the case of bivariate codes (see Remark 4.9), Propositions 4.13 and 4.14
impose conditions in order to obtain new families of optimal (r, §)-LRCs.

Finally, we state our main results for the multivariate case. They are Theorem 4.16 (re-
spectively, 4.17) which give parameters and (r,6)-localities of the optimal (r,5)-LRCs we
have obtained in Proposition 4.13 (respectively, 4.14).

Theorem 4.16. Let [ be a finite field with q = p', p being a prime number and | a positive
integer. Consider another positive integer h such that h divides I, p" = 4 ifp=2 (p" =5
otherwise) and assume p" +1| q — 1. Consider also nonnegative integers z and t satisfying
h
O<t<z< L%J -1, 2t = max{0,4z — ph — 1} and subsets Sy, S» < {1,...,m — 1} such that
S1USy={1,....m—1} and SN S, = @. Regard [th as a subfield of F.
Then, there exists an optimal (r,6)-LRC over F ,» with the following parameters depending
on the integer variables ny, ..., ny,_1 and a:
[n,k,d]ph = [(ph +1D)ny--npe1, Cz+ D0y Ryppeq — a,ph +1-2z+a
p
and
(r,0) = 2z+1,p" -22+1),
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whenever some of the following conditions hold:
() njlg—1foralljeS;,nj—11q—1 forall j€S; anda=0.
@) S1=¢ nj-1]|qg-1 for all j € Sy, a = 2(z—1t) and, if p is odd, either
ged (g -+ o1, p) # L orged (g i1, p" +1) # 1.

Assume now that p = 2 and consider a nonnegative integer u and, if u = 1, a nonnegative

h
integer v, satisfying0 < u < % —-2,0<sv<uand2v+1=max{0,4u+1-p"}.
Then, there exists an optimal (r,5)-LRC over F . with parameters
[n,k,d]ph = (ph +1)ny-- Ny, Qu+2)ny-- Ny — a,ph -2u+a

p h

and
(r,6) = Qu+2,p" —2u),
whenever some of the following conditions hold:
(1) njlg-1foralljeS;,nj—1|q-1 forall jeS; anda=0.
@) S1=¢,nj-1lqg-1forallje S, and a=2(u—-v).

Theorem 4.17. Let [, be a finite field with q = 2!, I = 4 being an even positive integer and
h= % Consider also a positive integer z satisfying2 < z<3,2" -2z +1> maX{O,Zh -6} and
subsets Sy, So < {1,...,m—1} such that S; U S, ={1,...,m—1} and S; N S, = @. Regard F,i as
a subfield of F.

Then, there exists an optimal (r,6)-LRC over F,n with the following parameters depending
on the integer variables ny,...,ny,-1, a, b and c:

(1, k,d]n= (2h+2)n1---nm_l,anl---nm_l—b,c+b "

and
(r,6) =(a,0),
whenever some of the following conditions hold:
(1) njlqg- lforallje$§,, nj—1| q—1forallje S, and(a,b,c) = (3,0,2h).
@) njlq- l1forallje§,, nj—1]| q-1forallje S, and(a,b,c) = (2h—1,0,4).
(3) S1=¢,nj-11q-1forall je S, and (a,b,c) = (3,2,2").
4 S$1=9¢,nj—1| q—1forallje S, and(a,b,c) = (2h—1,2z—3,4).

We finish this paper by giving, in Table 2, the parameters of some new optimal (r,)-LRCs
coming from subfield-subcodes deduced from Theorems 4.16 and 4.17.

Item in Theorem q n k

Ph
4.16 (1) (for (m,z,t)=(3,1,0)) 5 625 480=6-5-16 240
4.16 (2) (for (m,z,t)=(3,3,1)) 9 81 800=10-8-10 556
4.16 (2) (for (m,z,t)=(4,1,0)) 4 16 320=5-4-4-4 190

8

4

4

4.16 (2) (for (m, u,v) =(3,2,0)) 64 720=9-8-10 476
4.17 (1) (for m =4) 256 900=6-5-5-6 450
4.17 (4) (for (m, z) = (3,2)) 16 576=6-6-16 287

Ol = 00 U1 0 | Q
W W o W W =
L R OU R e )

TABLE 2. Optimal (r,8)-subfield-subcodes over [th
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np—1 np—1
2 2
1 1
0 0
o 1 2 3 """ 6 7 8 o 1 2 " 6 7 8
1
MA=A = () A= (A1) = A,

Q3X{0,1,...,ﬂ2—1}

a) Either P, =Uy,, mp|g—1and J={1,2}, or P, = Up,-1U{0}, np—1|g—1and J={1}

np—1 np—1
2 2
1 1
0 0
0 1 2 3 " 7 8 0 1 2 " 5 " 8
A=A = () A"=(A]) = Aé,nz_l

Q< {0,1,...,m— 1}

b) Either P» = Up,, np|g—1and J={1,2}, or P, = U,,-1U{0}, no—1|g—1and J = {1}

np—1 np—1 np -1

np—2 np—2 n272—\;
2 2 2
1 1 1
00 1 2 3 " 6 7 8 0 0

0 @@ @ o o

o 1 " 4 5 °°° 0o 1" 4 5 6 7 8
Q) A = Az = () A" = (A2)" = A2 +(2,0) (am A’ = (Ap)' = A2,
Q3 x{0,1,...,n2=2}UQy x {np —1}
©) P2 =Up,~1U{0}, np—1|g—1and J={1}
np—1 np—1 np—1
np—2 ny—2 (6} n272—\;
© .
2 2 () 2
1 1 () 1
0 0 19 0
0o 1 2 3 " 6 7 8 0o 1 2 3 4 " 8 0 1 2 3 4 5 8
_ * _ _ * Ak _ *\/ _ A2
W A = A = (A =@A)D"=A+60) () A' = (A3) = AZ,

Q3 x{0,1,...,n2-2}UQ] x{np -1}

d) P, =Uy,-1U{0}, no—1|g—1and J={1}

FIGURE 5. Sets A, A’ (and A”) considered in the proof of Proposition 4.6 for
values (i, p", q,P1,2,t,u,v) = (1,8,64,Uy,3,2,2,1)
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np—1 np—1 np—1 np—1
np—2 ny—2 (6} np—2 (¢} np -2
(%] (¢]
2 2 o 2 o 2
1 1 ] 1 9] 1
00 1 2 3 4 5 00 1 2 3 275 00 1 2 3 4 5 00 1 2 3 4
M A = A @ A = By B) A = @ @A =Ry =45,
=0t x{0,1,...,mp - = Ay +(4,0) = (Ay)g +(=1,0)

2LuQ* x {np, — 1}

FIGURE 6. Sets Ay, A], A" and A’ considered in the proof of Proposition 4.8
for values (i,2", ¢, P1, P, ],2) = (1,4,16,Us U {0}, Un,—1 U {0}, ®,2)

: 6 19
1:
0 1 " 7 8
1 1
() A = {0,1,...,7} x {0,1,5} . .
u{(8,0)} 0 1 °°° 15 16 0 1 2 3 - 7 8 9
2 A = {01,..,168 (3 A = 1{0,1,2,3,7,8,9
x{0,1,2,6,7} x{0,1,...,19}U{0,1,9} x {20}
14 (€] 9 9
© BL e o o 8
2 ° . ;
1 (¢} 1
0 17" 4 5 01" 5 6 7
0
(4) A={0,1,4} x {0,1,...,14} 5) A = {0,1,...,5} x {0,1,8} 01 2 3 6 7 8 9
u{(6,0)} (6) A = {0,23,..,7

x{0,1,...,8}U{3,4,5,6} x {9}

FIGURE 7. Sets A considered in Examples 4.10
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