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Abstract: In this paper, we propose a new method for constructing a class of non-GRS MDS
codes. The lengths of these codes can reach up to % (for finite fields of odd characteristic)
and % (for even characteristic), respectively. Owing to their special structure, we can use the
Cauchy matrix method to obtain the necessary and sufficient conditions for these codes to be
MDS codes and non-GRS MDS codes. Additionally, the inequivalence between these codes and
twisted GRS codes is analyzed. Furthermore, we analyze the relationships among several existing
classes of codes used for constructing non-GRS MDS codes, propose explicit constructions, and
discuss the lengths of non-GRS MDS codes based on these constructions. Finally, we design two
efficient algorithms to address two main problems in GRS code research, i.e., determining whether
an unknown code C is a GRS code from its generator matrix G, and recovering the key vectors
a and v such that C = GRS, ;(a,v) if C is indeed a GRS code. A computational complexity
comparison of the proposed algorithms (O(nk 4+ n)) with that of the Sidelnikov-Shestakov attack

(exceeding O(qk?n + gk?)) shows that our methods offer superior computational efficiency.
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1 Introduction

A linear code with parameters [n, k, d| is referred to as a mazimum distance separable
(MDS) code if it meets the Singleton bound, i.e., d = n — k+ 1. When d = n — k, such
codes are called almost-MDS codes. Due to their excellent distance properties, MDS codes
have been widely studied. Closely related to MDS codes is the famous MDS conjecture,
which states that for an [n, k, d] MDS code with d > 3, the length n must satisfy n < g+1,
except in the special case where ¢ = 2" and k € {3,q — 1}, in which case n < ¢+ 2. For
prime ¢, the conjecture is proven by Ball [2], in particular, if 4 < k < ¢ — 3, then any
k-dimensional linear MDS code must satisfy n < ¢ + 1. Originally proposed by Segre
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[33] in the context of finite projective geometry (see also [3]), In particular, generalized
Reed-Solomon (GRS) codes are a class of MDS codes. Based on GRS codes, various types
of MDS codes have been constructed, such as self-orthogonal [4, 9], self-dual MDS codes
[11, 20, 29, 35], and linear complementary dual (LCD) MDS codes [7].

When an MDS code is not equivalent to any GRS code, it is referred to as a non-
GRS MDS codes. In 1989, Roth and Lempel [30] constructed non-GRS MDS codes by
extending extended GRS codes. Later, Beelen et al. [5] introduced a new class of codes,
called twisted Reed-Solomon (TRS) codes, presenting general constructions of non-GRS
MDS codes. Following this line of research, subsequent works have investigated their dual
codes, self-dual codes [10, 12, 17, 37, 38|, LCD codes [16], hulls (the intersections of these
codes and their duals) [45], decoding algorithms [36, 40, 41], and multiple-twists GRS
codes [10, 15, 26, 48]. Additionally, Chen [8] constructed numerous non-GRS MDS codes
based on algebraic curves. Recently, Li et al. constructed a class of cyclic MDS codes
that are not equivalent to Reed-Solomon codes [21]. Wu et al. [44] conducted research on
whether the extension of an MDS code is also an MDS code. Liu et al. adopted a new
method to construct non-GRS MDS codes, referred to as column-twisted Reed-Solomon
codes [25], which over a finite field F; (with ¢ an odd prime power) can achieve code
lengths up to %. Han and Ren [14] further used elliptic curves to show that MDS codes
can attain length % + [1/q) under certain conditions on code dimension k.

The Schur product method [27] is commonly used to determine whether a constructed
MDS code is non-GRS and has been widely adopted in [5, 8, 15, 18, 21, 22, 23, 25, 39, 49].
However, the Schur product method has a limitation: it requires k < "T‘H, where k and
n denote the code dimension and length, respectively. Earlier, Roth and Lempel (1989)
proposed the Cauchy matriz method ([Lemma 7][31], [32]) to characterize the necessary
and sufficient conditions for a code to be a GRS code. Unlike the Schur product method,
the Cauchy matrix method is free from this constraint. A typical class of non-GRS MDS
codes identified by this method is the Roth-Lempel codes [30]. It is obvious that the codes

obtained by extending the columns of Roth-Lempel codes are also non-GRS codes [24, 46].

Based on the construction idea of TRS, Jin et al. [18] constructed non-GRS MDS codes
by using subcodes of GRS codes, with the specific method of removing one row from the
standard GRS generator matrix. The Schur product of such codes is more straightforward
to compute. We construct another code that shares the same MDS condition as that in
[18], but has fewer restrictions on the code dimension. Moreover, this code is not equivalent
to the construction proposed in [18, Section VI]. In subsequent work, Li et al. [22] consider
a class of codes that are subcodes of extended GRS codes, whose generator matrices are
obtained by deleting one specific column from the extended GRS codes. Abdukhalikov et
al. [1] adopted a similar approach. They investigated subcodes of extended GRS codes
and subcodes of Roth-Lempel codes to construct non-GRS MDS codes.

In this paper, we make extensive use of the Cauchy matrix method. We define a class
of codes called modified GRS codes, with a generator matrix that differs from that of a



GRS code in only one entry. Owing to this special structure, the Cauchy matrix method
enables us to derive necessary and sufficient conditions for both these codes and their
extended versions to be non-GRS MDS codes, without restrictions on the code dimension.
Furthermore, we have shown that the (extended) modified GRS codes are not equivalent
to the twisted GRS codes Cgﬁ, s [9» Definition 1] where 0 < s < k — 1. Additionally,
decoding these modified GRS codes requires only minor modifications to existing algo-
rithms [36, 40, 41]. We also provide a concise proof showing that Roth-Lempel codes are

non-GRS codes.

Currently, research on the interrelationships among (extended) modified GRS codes,
(extended) column-twisted GRS codes [25], Roth-Lempel codes [30], and twisted GRS
codes [5] remains relatively limited. To address this gap, this paper analyzes the inter-
relationships among these code classes. We also propose numerous specific constructions
for non-GRS MDS codes, and discuss the lengths of non-GRS MDS codes based on these
constructions.

On the other hand, given a generator matrix G of an unknown code C, how can we
efficiently determine whether C' is a GRS code? This is a main problem frequently en-
countered in constructing non-GRS MDS codes. Furthermore, if C' is indeed a GRS code,
how can we recover its key information using the generator matrix G, specifically, find-
ing vectors o and v such that C' = GRS, x(a,v)? Notably, the problems of GRS code
identification and information recovery are also relevant to the field of cryptography. For
example, the Niederreiter scheme [28] is a public-key cryptosystem based on GRS codes,
which was successfully attacked by Sidelnikov and Shestakov [34] through what is now
known as the Sidelnikov-Shestakov attack method. To address the two aforementioned
problems, i.e., GRS code identification and GRS code information recovery, this paper
presents two efficient algorithms. A complexity comparison with the Sidelnikov-Shestakov
attack demonstrates that our algorithms achieve higher computational efficiency.

It is known that if the punctured code and shortened code of a code at a specific
position are both MDS codes, then the original code must also be MDS. This observation
motivates the following question: If the punctured code and shortened code of a code at
a given position are both GRS codes, does the original code necessarily have to be a GRS
code? We present a counterexample showing that the answer is negative.

Paper organization: Section 2 introduces the necessary preliminaries. Section 3 proposes
a new class of codes for constructing non-GRS MDS codes, and derives necessary and
sufficient conditions for this code class to be MDS codes or non-GRS MDS codes. Section
4 analyzes the interrelationships between several classes of codes used to construct non-
GRS MDS codes. Section 5 provides explicit constructions and their maximum length to
be non-GRS MDS codes. Section 6 describes the proposed algorithms for identifying and
recovering GRS codes, analyzes their complexity, and compares their performance with
the Sidelnikov-Shestakov attack. !

'The Magma code can be found at https://github.com/1wangguodong/
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2 Preliminaries

Let F, be the finite field of order ¢, where g is a power of a prime p. Unless otherwise
specified, we always assume a1, ..., a, are distinct elements of IF, and vy, ..., vy, v,41 are
nonzero elements of F,. We denote o = (a1,...,) and v = (vy,...,vs), where ¢t and s
are determined by specific scenarios: t is either n — 1 or n, and s is either n or n + 1.

Let C be an [n, k] code and let A/ be a subset of {1,2,...,n}. The punctured code of C
on N is the code obtained by deleting all the coordinates in N for each codeword of C.
Let

CN)={e=(c1,...,¢iy...,cp) €C|c; =0 for all i € N'}

be the subcode of C. The punctured code of C(N) on N is called a shortened code of
C. The dual code C* of C' is defined as C*+ = {x € F'| (x,y) = 0 for all y € C}, where
(,y) = >, x;y; denotes the Fuclidean (standard) inner product.

Definition 2.1. For 0 < k < n, the generalized Reed-Solomon (GRS) code is as follows:

GRS k(e,v) = {(v1f (1), vaf (@2) -, onf (an)) | f(z) € Folalr},

where Fy[x]i, denotes the set of polynomials in Fy[x] of degree less than k, which is a vector
space of dimension k over IFy.

A GRS code GRS, ;(a, v) is an [n, k, n—k+1] linear code over F,, which has a generator

matrix
1 e 1
aq On .
. Diag(vy,va, ..., vp),
k—1 k—1
a; Qp

where Diag(vy,vg, ..., v,) denotes the diagonal matrix.

Remark 2.1. [t is easy to see that GRS,, (o, v) consists exactly of those codewords c € Fy
for which a (unique) polynomial f. € Fylx] of degree at most k — 1 exists such that

c = (vife(an),vafe(az), ..., vnfe(an)).
We call f. the polynomial associated with c.

It is well-known that the dual of a GRS code is also a GRS code:

Proposition 2.1. Let v, v be defined as above andu = (uy, . .. uy), where u; = v; ' [T (ci—
;)7L Then, the dual code of GRS, k(ax,v) is given by

GRS, x(a, v)t = GRS, n—k(o,u).

Recovery-and-Determination-Algorithms-for-GRS-Codes
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Definition 2.2. For 0 <k <n, assume o, ..., oy, are distinct elements of F,U{oc}, and
v1,...,U, are nonzero elements of Fy, denoted by o = (a1,..., o) and v = (v1,...,0y).

The extended generalized Reed-Solomon code (extended GRS) is defined as:
EGRS, k(a,v) = {(v1f (a1) ,vaf (a2) ..., onf (an)) | f(2) € Fylz]i},
where f(00) = fr_1, and fr_1 is the coefficient of z*~1 in f(x).

An extended GRS code EGRS,, ;(a,v) with o = oo is an [n, k,n — k + 1] linear code
over [Fy, which has a generator matrix

1 1 0 1 1
ap om0 @i e o i

G = ) ) ) ) Diag(v1, va, ..., Up).
k—1 k—1 k—1 k—1

According to the definition, when o # oo for all j = 1,...,n, an extended GRS code
is a GRS code. We define é = 0 and % = 00. A useful property about extended GRS

codes is given below.

Proposition 2.2. Let a,b,c € F, with a,c # 0. Then:
(1). EGRS,, i ((ov1, ..., ), (v1, ..., vp)) = EGRS,, i ((ac1 + b, ..., a0, +b), (cv1, ..., cvp)).
(2). EGRS,, i ((a1, ..., an), (v1, ..., 0n)) = EGRSn,k((a%, ey i), (v}, ...,v))), where

vy, if aj =0 or aj = oo,

vj a;?_l, otherwise,

forj=1,..n.

Remark 2.2. The above transformation implies that GRS codes and extended GRS codes

are equivalent when the code length is less than q + 1.

For an MDS code, there are two commonly used methods to determine whether it is

equivalent to a GRS code:

(1). the Cauchy matriz method,
(2). the Schur product method.

To the best of our knowledge, for most non-GRS MDS codes constructed so far, the
Schur product method has been widely used to verify their non-equivalence to GRS codes
[5, 8, 15, 18, 21, 22, 23, 25, 39, 49]. However, this method has an important limitation:
it requires that k£ < ”TH, where k denotes the code dimension and n the code length. In
contrast, the Cauchy matrix method is free of such a restriction.



In this paper, we employ the Cauchy matrix method to prove that the proposed MDS
codes are not equivalent to any GRS code. In what follows, we introduce only the Cauchy
matrix method; for further details on the Schur product method, we refer the reader to

[27].
Lemma 2.1. [31, 32] A matriz of the form G = [I | A] generates an [n,k] GRS code if

and only if A = [a; ;] is a Cauchy matriz, i.e.,

iy =—  0<i<k-1,0<j<n—k-1,
Tty

where the x; are distinct elements of Fy, the y; are distinct elements of Fq, x; +y; # 0 for
alli and j, and c;,d; # 0.

Lemma 2.2. [31] Let C be a linear code with generator matriz of the form G = [I | A].
Then A = [a; ;] is a Cauchy matriz if and only if, for A’ € F];X("_k) with A’ = a7},

?:7j
(1). all entries of A are nonzero,
(2). all 2 x 2 minors of A" are nonzero, and

(8). all 3 x 3 minors of A’ are zero.

Remark 2.3. Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 also hold in two cases: (1) when the identity matriz
I in the generator matriz G = [I | A] is replaced by an invertible diagonal matriz; and (2)

when the matriz G is right-multiplied by an invertible diagonal matriz.

3 New class of non-GRS MDS codes

In this section, we propose two classes of codes, namely, the modified GRS codes and
the extended modified GRS codes. We provide the necessary and sufficient conditions for
these codes to be MDS and non-GRS.

3.1 Modified GRS codes

Definition 3.1. For 1 <k <n and 1 <t < k — 1, we define the modified generalized
Reed-Solomon (modified GRS) code as

MGRSy i (e, v,m,t) = {(v1f (1), ., vn1f (an-1) o0 (f (0) +0f2)) | f(2) € Fyla]},

where ) € Fy, and f, denotes the coefficient of ' in f(x). Note that if n =0 and a; # 0
fori=1,..,n—1, then MGRS,, x(ax,v,n,t) is the GRS code.



Clearly, MGRS,, i (cx, v, 7,t) has the following generator matrix:

1 1 e 1 1
a1 ag o ap—q O
t—1 t—1 t—1

« « «

_ 1 2 -1 .
G= . : v Diag(vy,va, ..., vp).

aj Qg Qp_1 7N
t+1 t+1 t+1

o oy a0
k-1 k-1 k—1

_Oél a2 A Oén_l 0_

Remark 3.1. The code MGRS,, (a,v,1,t) is either an MDS or an almost-MDS code.

Theorem 3.1. Assume the notations are given as above. Then the code MGRS,, (o, v, 1, )
is MDS if and only if nm; # (—1)* H];;ll a;,, where {i1, 49, ... ,ik_1} is an arbitrary (k—1)-
element subset of {1,2,...,n — 1} and

_ k—1-s . . ) _
s = (—1) . E Qi Qi Oy fors=0,....,k—1.
1<j1<ge < <Jrp—1-s<k—1

Proof. For any (k — 1)-element subset {i1,2,...,i,—1} of {1,2,...,n — 1}, we have
k—1
H(m —aj;) = T 12"+ oz 2 4 - 4+ Mz + o,
j=1

= (— k—1—s . . “ e . e —
where s = (—1) Zl§j1<j2<--~<jk,1,sgk71 Qg Qi w o Qi fors=0,...k—1. We
only need to ensure that the following determinant is nonzero.

1 1 1 1]
O[il Oéi2 aik—1 0
det :
t t t
all aiz aik,1 n
k—1 k—1 k—1
_Cyll Cyiz (Mik 1 ()_
) } [ 1 1 1 0]
1 1 .- 1 1
oy, (a7 o, 0
Qv Ay Qg4 . .
=det : : : : + det t t t'
k2 gh2 o2 0 Ay Xy Qg T
7;4,’1 ;’Cg Zk—1 :
1 —1 —1 .
« o lo% 0
L K] U — - — — —
1 2 k—1 aic 1 al; 1 a 1 0
L1 12 U—1 a

k—1
= H (i, — i) - (H(_O‘is) + Wt) .

1<u<v<k—1



Then the code MGRS,, x(c, v,7,t) is MDS if and only if nm; # (—1)* H’S:ll Q. O

Corollary 3.1. The code MGRS,, (e, v,n, k—1) is MDS if and only ifn # (—1)* Hf;ll i,
where {i1,12,...,ix—1} is an arbitrary (k — 1)-element subset of {1,2,...,n —1}.

Proof. By Theorem 3.1, for any (k—1)-element subset {iy,d2,...,ix—1} of {1,2,...,n—1},
the code MGRS,, x (e, v,m, k — 1) is MDS if and only if  # (—1)* le;ll a;,, since 1 =
1. 0

For any element a € [Fy, we define oo + a = co. Then we have:

Corollary 3.2. The code MGRS,, (o, v,n,1) is MDS if and only z'f% #* zk_l L where

s=1 Qg )

{i1,12,...,ig—1} is an arbitrary (k — 1)-element subset of {1,2,...,n — 1}.

Proof. For any (k — 1)-element subset {i1,i9,...,ix_1} of {1,2,...,n — 1}, by Theorem

3.1, the code MGRS,, x(a, v,71,1) is MDS if and only if nmy # (—1)* Hl;;ll a;, (ie., % #
k—1

Zs:l ois ) O

The literatures [1, 18] discusses a class of codes as follows. Let C’Z]; be a linear code
over [F, with the generator matrix given by

1 1 . 1
al a2 o« o aTL
t—1 -1 t—1

Qq Q9 Qp )
t+1  t+1 t+1
oy o oy
k k k
L &1 a9 Oy

where 1 <t < k — 1. It is obvious that the code C’Z’f is a k-dimensional subcode of
GRS, k+1(c,1). Moreover, its Schur product is easy to compute, and sufficient conditions
for C’Zl; to be a non-GRS MDS code are provided [18, Proposition VI.1]. Next, we briefly
discuss another class of codes related to this family codes.

Let Dzlz be a linear code over [F, with generator matrix as follows

1 1 e 1 0
(65} a9 tee Ap—1 0
t—1 t—1 t—1
o 0y a, 5 0
aj  ah ap_y 1|7
t+1 t+1 t+1
o (% a0
-1 k—1 k—1
o 0ly o, 0_



where 1 <t <k —1.

It is easy to see that the Shortened code of DZ’; at the n-th coordinate position is the
code Cp L=t Moreover Dy t and Cp, LE=1 gatisfy the same MDS condition. More
prec1sely, an MDS D ot ¥ code yields an MDS C’n Lk—1 code, and vice versa. Below, we

provide a characterization of the code DZ’: belng a non-GRS code.

For convenience, let P(z) = [[%_,(z — a;) and let fi(z) = P@) fori=1,...k We

J=1 T—oy?
denote o, s as the coefficient of 2° in f(x), and op as the coefficient of 2° in P( ).

fu(@) =287 4 o 022 4 og g3 4

k-1 k—2 k—3
—apfr(r) = — apr™ " — apopE—22" " — apopE—3x" "+ — QRORIT — QROh

-+ op1% + Opp

P(x) =2% + (o 42 — an)e* ™ + (on k-3 — anonr—2)2" 2 + (o g — apopp_z)z"

+ o+ (on1 — apop2)r? + (ono — noR1)T — ARThHo-
It follows that there is a relationship between the coefficients of P(z) and f3(z) as follows.

oho =opo/(—an)

op1 = (op1—0onp)/(—an)

Onk—2 = (OPk—2 — Onk-3)/(—an)

Ohk—1= 1.

Thus

:——Z ’J fori=1,..,k,s=0,...k—2. (3.1)

Theorem 3.2. Assume that 3 <k <n—3 and 0 <t <k —1. Then, the code Dat is a
non-GRS code.

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume that «q,...,a; are all nonzero elements. The
code DZ’; has a generator matrix G = [Diag(fi(a1), fa(az), ..., fr(ax)) | Al

filawsr)  filaree) -+ filana1) oy

folags1)  folagta) - falap—1) ooy
s . . . .

| fe(arsr)  felarg2) oo fulan—1) o

(1) Proof by contradiction. Assume DZ’: is a GRS code. Thus, all entries of A = [a; ]
are nonzero. By Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, any three columns of the matrix A" = [ai_’jl] are

linearly dependent. This implies that the vectors

(1/0’1’15, ceey 1/0k,t)a (1, ceey 1), and (041, ceey Oék)



are linearly dependent. Thus, there exist a,b € F, (not both zero) such that 1/0;; = a+ba;
for all 1 <¢ < k, which is equivalent to ao;; + boyo;r —1 = 0.

Define the polynomial

t t
m(x) = —ax E op;z’™l —b g opa’™ — 1.
J=0 J=0

When 0 < t < k— 1, m(x) is a nonzero polynomial of degree t + 1 (or t) by opg # 0.
Therefore, m(z) has at most ¢ + 1 zeros. However, t + 1 < k, which contradicts the fact
that m(1/a;) =0 for all i =1,...,k (derived from ao;; + ba;o;; — 1 = 0). This completes
the proof. O

Remark 3.2. (1). Forthe case of non-GRS MDS codes, compared with the code CZ;l’k_l,
the code DZ’; we constructed is a longer non-GRS MDS code, and only requires the
code dimension k to satisfy 3 <k <n —3.

(2). The authors of [1, 23] studied the extended codes of CZ? and the conditions for

them to be non-GRS MDS codes. From the construction method of Dk

ot it follows

that for these two classes of extended codes, longer non-GRS MDS codes with looser
dimension constraints can be obtained via a construction analogous to that of DZ’;

(8). Assume that 6 <2k <n+1,1<s<k-—1, 8= (0,52, 0n), and that {5;} are
distinct elements of Fq. Then the codes DZ'Z and Cgf are not equivalent. This is
because the punctured code of Dz’é” at the last coordinate is a GRS code, whereas the

punctured codes of Cgf at any coordinate are not GRS codes.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that 3 < k<n—-—3 and1 <t<k—1. Then:

(1). If a1, 2, ..., n—1 are nonzero elements of Fy, then the code MGRS,, (a,v,1,t) is a
GRS code if and only if n = 0.

(2). If there exists aj = 0 where 1 < j < n — 1, then the code MGRS,, (o, v,n,t) is not
a GRS code.

Proof. The code C' = MGRS,, (o, v,7,t) has a generator matrix G = [Diag(fi(o), fa(a2),
A] Diag(v1, va, ..., Un),

[ filags1)  filare) - filan—1) moie+oig]

folags1)  folags2) -+ falan—1) noas+ o020
A= . . . .

| frlorg1)  felagse) - frulan—1) noke+oko]

10



(1) When n = 0, C' is obviously a GRS code. When 0 < ¢ < k — 1, define
x) = —ane Z ap,ja:t*j — by Z Up,jwt*j —axopg —bopo — 1.
From the proof of Theorem 3.2, if  # 0, the code C is not a GRS code.

When t = k — 1, assume C'is a GRS code. Then it is an MDS code satisfying Corollary

3.1, and all entries of matrix A are nonzero. Let

1 1 1 o =% % P — W% S %
T(an)  Talay)  Tal0)Fn Plax) * Play) ani—P(0)”

. 1 1 1 I ap—Qy ] Oy—Qy !/ __ (&7
A = e Tile)  T0) | ¢ =Fay €= Pay | = amrop
Tl Tiiay) T 9=Far N=Tay U= g

forl<h<i<j<kk+1<z<y<n-—1land K = WWeknowd’h’—eg
K(oz —ay)(0o; — ), d'h — g’V = K(oz — o) (o, — o)), d'e —b'd = K (o — o) (o, — 05).
Then

det(A3) = (d'W —€e'g') — f(dB —g'V)+i'(de —b'd)
Ko — o). |onlei— ) ailan —ay) | aj(an — o)
=Rl =) 10 TP0)  am - PO) T ay— P(O)
P(0)n(as — ay)(on — as) (i — aj) (o — an)
P(az)P(ay)(enn — P(0))(cain — P(0))(eyn — P(0))

By Lemma 2.2 (3), det(As) = 0, implying n = 0.

(2) By contradiction: Without loss of generality, let a,,—1 = 0. If C' were a GRS code,
then by part (1) (ap—1 = 0 does not affect the above derivation), n would be 0. However,
this makes the last two columns of A identical, contradicting the MDS property. Hence,
C' is not a GRS code.

This completes the proof. O

3.2 Extended modified GRS codes

Definition 3.2. For 1 < k <n and 1 <t < k —1, the extended modified generalized
Reed-Solomon (extended modified GRS) code is defined as:

EMGRSn—i-l,k(av ’U,?],t) = {(Ulf (Oq) PRI Un—lf (an—l) » Un (f (O) + Uft) ’Un+1fk—1) | f(CC) € ]FQ[I]k} )

where n € F, and f; denotes the coefficient of z* in f(x). Note that if n =0 and o; # 0,
foralli=1,..,n—1, then EMGRS,, 11 x(c,v,n,t) is the extended GRS code.

11



The code EMGRS,, 41 x(ax, v,1n,t) has the following generator matrix:

1 1 e 1 10
Q1 az - ap—1 00
t—1 t—1 t—1
o « « 0 0
1 2 —~1 .
G= . . v Diag(v1,v2, ..., Uy Upt1)- (3.2)
a1 ) Op_1 M 0
at1+1 agﬂ afl_ll 0 0
_o/f_l 0/2“_1 e aﬁj 0 1)

Remark 3.3. The code EMGRS, 11 x(o,v,n,t) is an MDS or almost-MDS code.

Theorem 3.4. The code EMGRS,, 11 (o, v,1,t) (t # k —1) is MDS if and only if for
m =k — 2,k — 1, it holds that nmem # (—1)™"! [10L, i, where {i1,i2,...,im} is an
arbitrary m-element subset of {1,2,...,n— 1} and

Tem = (—1)M7%- Z Qi Qg ey for s =0,...,m.

1<j1 <2< <m—s<m

Proof. Note that any k columns among the first n columns of G (in (3.2)) are linearly
independent if and only if nm 1 # (—1)F H];;ll a;,. The (n + 1)-th column of G is
linearly independent of any (k — 1) columns among the first n columns if and only if
Nt j—2 7 (—1)k1 H];;f a;,. This completes the proof. O

The following corollaries are easily derived from the above results.

Corollary 3.3. The code EMGRS, 11 x(cx,v,n,1) is MDS if and only if% £y

s=1 a;

where {i1,12,...,im} is any m-element subset of {1,2,...,n—1} and m € {k —2,k — 1}.

Corollary 3.4. Ifay,ag,...,a,—1 are nonzero elements of Fy, then EMGRS,, 11 (o, v, 1, k—
1) is MDS if and only if MGRS,, (c,v,n,k — 1) is MDS.

Corollary 3.5. If ay,a9,...,04-1 are nonzero elements of Fy, 3 < k < n —4 and
1 <t<k-—1, then EMGRS, 1 k(c,v,1n,t) is an extended GRS code if and only if n = 0.

Corollary 3.5 also holds for k = n — 3, and its proof can be derived similarly to that of
Theorem 3.3.

Remark 3.4. Assume that 6 <2k <n+1,1<t<k—-1, 8= (61,82 ...,0n), and that
{Bi} are distinct elements of F,.

(1). MGRS,, i(a,v,n,t) and EMGRS,, (o, v,n,t) are not equivalent to twisted GRS

codes Cg’]fs y where 0 < s <k —1 (see [5, Definition 1]).

12



(2). MGRS,, x(a,v,n,t) and EMGRS,, (o, v,n,t) are not equivalent to the codes C’Zf
where 1 < s < k —1 (see [18, Section VI]), and are not equivalent to the codes
associated with C’g:’; (see [23, Definition 1] and [1, Page 6]).

This is because the punctured code of MGRS,, (c,v,1,t) (resp. EMGRS,, r(a,v,n,t)) at
the n-th (resp. (n — 1)-th) coordinate is a GRS code, whereas the punctured codes of the
other codes mentioned herein at any coordinate position are not GRS codes.

4 Relationships of non-GRS MDS codes

From our constructions and previous research, the class of non-GRS MDS codes include
the (extended) modified GRS codes defined in Definitions 3.1 and 3.2, the (extended)
column-twisted GRS codes [25], the (row) twisted GRS codes [5], and the Roth-Lempel
codes [30]. In this section, we analyze the interrelationships between these code classes.

4.1 Roth-Lempel codes and column-twisted GRS codes

This section elaborates on how Roth-Lempel codes and column-twisted GRS codes
relate to the (extended) modified GRS codes given in this paper.

Definition 4.1. [30] Let n and k be integers such that k > 3 and k+3 <n < q+2. The
[n, k] Roth-Lempel code over F, generated by the matriz

1 1 1 0 0
ai ag -+ ap—2 0 0
G= |, (4.1)
1
R N ]

where ay, ..., an—2 are distinct elements of F, and 6 € F,.
Proposition 4.1. When § #£ 0, a Roth-Lempel code is equivalent to either a modified GRS
code MGRS,, (o, v,1n,1) or an extended modified GRS code EMGRS,, (o, v,7,1).

Proof. If as # 0 for all 1 < s < n—2, then the generator matrix in (4.1) of a Roth-Lempel
code can be transformed to

1 1 1 1
11 1o 1
/ a az an—2 L S S | k—1
G = . Diag(ay ", a5 ,...,a, _5,1,0)
: : : 0 0
1 1 1
CRl SRS S

Then the code is a modified GRS code MGRS,, (e, v, 7, 1), where a; = a; ', v; = aF ! for
i=1,...n—2, an_1=0,vp_1 =10, =6 and n = %

13



If there exists as = 0 for some s, then the generator matrix in (4.1) of a Roth-Lempel

code can be transformed to

1 0 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 o 1 1
al as—1 0 G541 Gn—2 0 0
1 : : : k—1 k—1 k—1 k—1
G" = : : 0 0| Diag(ay™ ", a1, 1,0, a, 9, 1,0)
0

L . 1 1 1 . L 0 0
51 1 F—1 1

_al ag_q as+1 [ .

Then the code is permutation-equivalent to an extended modified GRS code EMGRS,, 1.(ct, v, 7, 1).
O

Definition 4.2. [25] For distinct a1, as, ...,an—1,b,c € Fy, the column-twisted GRS code
has generator matrix

1 1 1 1—A
al as o Qp-1 b— A
Gi(b,c) =
allc—l al;—l aﬁj pE—1 _ )\ k-1

and the extended column-twisted GRS code has generator matrix

1 1 e 1 1—A 0
al as  ccc Qp_1 b— e 0
G1(b,c,00) = : : : : : aE
a’f_g QS_Q a:fb:% bE=2 _ N\cF—2
a’f_l ag_l af;% [ Vo |

where A € Fy.

Proposition 4.2. (1). Column-twisted GRS codes are subclasses of modified GRS codes
MGRS,, x (o, v,n,k —1).

(2). An extended column-twisted GRS code is permutation-equivalent to a modified GRS
code MGRS,, 41 (c,v,m, k —1).

Proof. When A = 0, the column-twisted GRS code reduces to a GRS code, and the
proposition holds trivially. Now consider the case A # 0.

(1) We transform the generator matrix of a column-twisted GRS code to the following

form:
1 1 1 1—>
N e S
(a1 —'b)”“_1 (a9 —'b)k_1 (an—1 — bFt (e — )kt
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1 1
1 1 1 1
a1—b as—b an_1—b c—b
— : :
1 L 1 S
(a1—b)k=2  (ag—b)k—2 (an—1—b)k—2 (c—b)k—2
1 1 1 _ 1
[ (a1=b)*=1  (az—b)~~! (an—1=b)F=1  (c=b)k=1  A(c—b)k~1 |
i k=1 k—1 k—1
-Diag((a1 — b)" 7, ..., (apn—1 — b)" ", =A(c = b)" )
[ 1 1 1 1]
o1 (%) op—1 0
| : : Diag(v1, va, ..., Up).
k—2 k—2 k—2
a1 @y Qp—1
k—1 k—1 k—1
[ 1 Qg o,y 1)

This is the generator matrix of a modified GRS code MGRS,, x(a,v,n,k — 1), where
o = ail—b —ﬁ,vi = (a;—b)F 1 fori=1,...,n—1,v, = —Ac—b)*andn = —W.
Since all a; here are nonzero, column-twisted GRS codes are subclasses of modified GRS
codes MGRS,, (o, v,k — 1).

(2) We transform the generator matrix of an extended column-twisted GRS code to the

following form:

1
Ap—1 — b

1—A

G1(b,c,0) — _)\(C_ -

1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 0
a;—b as—b an—1—b c—b
S : z
1 1 1 1
(a1—b)k=2  (ag—b)k—2 (an—1—b)k—2 (c—b)k—2
1 1 1 1 _ 1
(a1—b)k—1  (ag—b)k—1 (an—1—b)k=1  (c=b)k—1  A(c—b)k—1
Dlag((al - b)k_lv 5 (anfl - b)k_lv )‘(C - b)k_1¢ 1)
! 1 1 1 1
aq o9 on—1 0 o
— Diag(v1,v2, ..., Un, Unt1),
k—2 k—2 k—2 —
S| Qg Qp—1 ap~?
k=1 _k—1 k—1 -
LO1 Qg Q1 ap! ]
where a; = ﬁ - ﬁﬂh’ = (a; —b)F 1, fori=1,...,n—1, a, = —ﬁ, vy = —Ae —
b vy =1 and n = —W. Thus, an extended column-twisted GRS code is

permutation-equivalent to a modified GRS code MGRS,, 11 (o, v, 1,k — 1). O
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4.2 Twisted GRS codes

Compared with the definition of the original twisted GRS codes in [5], what we have
consider here is actually two special types of twisted GRS codes. Moreover, we present
the relationship between these two special types of twisted GRS codes and other non-GRS
MDS codes.

Definition 4.3. [5] For 1 < k < n. Twisted generalized Reed-Solomon (twisted GRS)
TGRS, 41,5(c,v,A,0) has a generator matrix

L+Xxad o 14Xk 1
oy an, 0
G = : . | Diag(v1, v2, ..oy Un, Unt1)s
o/f_Q ak=2 0
alf_l akt oo

where A € Fy. Twisted GRS code TGRS, 1 x(c, v, A,k — 1) has a generator matriz

1 1 0
oq S Qy, 0
Gy = : : . | Diag(v1, V2, .y Un, Upt1)s
o/f_2 afl_2 0
o/f_l + )\a'f N A NP Ve AR

where \ € IF‘;.

Proposition 4.3. If oy, ao, ..., are nonzero elements of Fy, then the twisted GRS code
TGRS, 41,5(c,v,A,0) is the dual of the modified GRS code MGRS,, 11 (o, w,n,k — 1),
which has a parity-check matriz as

1 1 1
(05} (7% 0
H, = Diag(wl,wQ,...,wn,wnH), (42)
arlz—k—l anhel
a?*k ag—k n
where u; " = TT5_ ji(ei—ag),wi = ui/(@;v;), (1 < i <n), wppr = = (35 wicy ) [on1,

= ATy wiag ™)/ (o ujeg ') and w = (w1, ws, ... wni1).-

Proof. We know ((a{, o), (U, .y uyn)) = 0for 0 < j < n—2, where uyt = [y ji(ci—
a;), (1 <i<n), by Proposition 2.1.

Now, we prove that the code TGRS, 11 x(a, v, A,0) has a parity check matrix as (4.2).
We only need to show that (H;[1],G1[1]) =0 and (Hi[n — k + 1], G1[1]) = 0, where H;[i]
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denotes the i-th row of the matrix H;.

n

(H1[1], G1[1]) = Z(l + )\af)vi “ Wi + Un41Wn41
i=1

i=1 i=1

(Hifn—k+ 1], Gu[l])) = Z(l +Aaf)vi - Fwi 4 nopprwn
i=1

3

n

n
= Z(a?_k_l + A D+ nups <— (Z uiai_1> /vn+1> =0.
i=1 =1

The proof is completed. O

Corollary 4.1. Assume 3 < k <n —2. Then:

(1). If o, 0, ..., con—1 are nonzero elements of Fy, then the code TGRS, 11 x(ca, v, A, 0)
is GRS code if and only if A = 0.

(2). If there exists some o = 0, where 1 < j < n, then the code TGRS, 11 x(ca, v, A, 0)
is not a GRS code.

Proof. (1) The dual code of a GRS code is also a GRS code. Therefore, the conclusion
can be directly obtained from Theorem 3.3 and Proposition 4.3.

(2) Without loss of generality, assume «,, = 0. In this case, the last two columns of the
code TGRS, 41 x(c, v, A,0) are identical. So it cannot be an MDS code. O

A similar proof for the following result can be found in [49].

Proposition 4.4. The dual code of the twisted GRS code TGRS, {1 1(c, v, X\, k—1), which
s equivalent to a punctured code of a Roth-Lempel code in the penultimate column, has a
generator matriz given by

1 1 0
Hy = a?‘k_2 an—k=2 Diag(w1, wa, ..., Wy, Wp+1), (4.3)
0/11—/6—1 Oészfl 1
o/ll_k an kg
where ui_1 = H;L:Lj#(ai—aj),wi = u;/vi, for1 <i<n, wpp1 =N, uia?_l)/vnﬂ,

5= S0 wiof 1 F Aaf) /(ST wiaf ™)) and w = (wy,ws, ..., wyn).

Proof. By Proposition 2.1, we have <(a{, ...,oz%), (U1, ...,up)) =0 for 0 < j <n—2, where
s anl,j;éi(o‘i — ), for 1 <i < n.

2
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We now prove that the code TGRS,,41 i (e, v, A, k—1) has the parity-check matrix given
n (4.3). We only need to show that (Ha[n — k|, G2[k]) = 0 and (Ha[n — k + 1], G2[k]) = 0.

i) = Y w1 (o
i=1
= Zn: wi(a ™% + Aol

<H2[n — k] Gy f_l + )\af)vi + Wp41Un+1

( Zuz /Un+1> Upt1 = 0.

k(o k—1 k
Z wia " (0T + Ao ) v + OWpp1Vn41

—Zuz "l—i-)\a +5< /\z:uZ )—O.

=1

(Hg[n—k‘-i-l G2

This completes the proof. O

Lemma 4.1. Assume 3 < k < n — 3. A punctured code of a Roth-Lempel code in the
penultimate column is not a GRS code, whose generator matriz is given by

1 1 - 1 0]
Qaq (0% ap—1 0
G= i
1

o™ af el

where 0 € Fy.

Proof. The code C = MGRS,, j;(c,v,n, k—1) has a generator matrix G

A] Diag(vy, va, ..., vp), where
[ fi(arsr)  filomse) filan—1) K+ o]
falaks1)  fa(agto) folan—1) K +ay
Ao . . . .
| fr(aksr)  fre(apgz) Jrlam—1) K+ oy

where f;(x) = 71_[7 1(@=ay)

fori=1,.
Tr—Qy

ok, and K =96 — Zle Q.

If any entry of matrix A is zero, then the code C' is neither MDS nor GRS. Therefore,
we assume that all entries of matrix A are nonzero. Let

1 1 o = Sz=% b/ _ Qy—ap J = 1
frlae)  fulay)  K+on Plag) Ploy) ’ K+ap?
1 1 1 I Qr—Qy I Yy r— _1
As filaz)  filay) Ko |> d' = Ploz)’ € = Play)’ "= "5
1 1 1 _ _
/ Qg —Qj / Qy—Qy I _ 1
filaz)  filay) Koy 9= Pay = P(ay) K+aj’

= [Diag(fi(a1), f2(a2), ..

o fre(ar)) |



forany1§h<i<jSkandk—i—lga:<y§n—1whereP(m):H;?:l(m—aj). We

have

det(Az) =c(d'h —€e'g") — f'(d'h — g'V) +i'(d'e —b'd)
(o —ay) <ai—aj ap — Oéh—az‘>
P(og)P(oy) \K+ap, K+oao; K+oj
(az — ay) (@i — o) (o — an)(on — o)
Plaz) (K +on)(K + i) (K + o)

Thus det(A3) # 0. By Lemma 2.2 (3), the code C' is not a GRS code. O

Although the following result was already proven in [30], we provide here a more concise
proof based on the Cauchy matrix.

Corollary 4.2. Assume 3 <k <n —3. An [n,k| Roth-Lempel code is not a GRS code.

Proof. In fact, it suffices to slightly modify the proof of Lemma 4.1: replacing the penul-
timate column of matrix G in Lemma 4.1 with (0,...,0,1)7 yields a generator matrix
of the [n, k] Roth-Lempel code. In the proof of Lemma 4.1, correspondingly, replace the
penultimate column of matrix A with an all-ones vector, and let ¥/, ¢/, A’ be replaced by
b =1, ¢ =1, 1/ =1 respectively. In this case, we have

det(As) = (d'W —€'g') — f'(d'B — g'V') +i'(d'e —b'd)
_ 1 <ai—ozj_ah—aj+ozh—ozi)
Ploz) \K +ap, K+o; K+oj
_ 1 (ei—aj)(ey — ap)(an — ai)
Plag) (K + an)(K + o) (K + aj)

Thus det(As) # 0. By Lemma 2.2 (3), the [n, k] Roth-Lempel code is not a GRS code. [

The following result is already contained in [Theorem 5][22], and we can derive it in a
more concise manner using the conclusions proven above.

Corollary 4.3. If 3 < k < n — 2, twisted GRS codes TGRS, 41 (0, v,\,k — 1) are
non-GRS codes.

Proof. Tt follows directly from Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.1. O

It follows from Propositions 4.1, 4.3, and 4.4 that decoding modified GRS codes only
requires adjustments to the existing decoding algorithms [36, 40, 41].

Remark 4.1. It is noteworthy that other types of codes can be constructed by shortening
the extended modified GRS code, as specified below:

(1). The shortened code of the modified GRS code at position n is a twisted GRS code;
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(2). If ap—1 = 0, the shortened code of the modified GRS code at the position set {n—1,n}
is a subcode of the GRS code (see [18] for related research);

(8). If an—1 = 0, the shortened code of the extended modified GRS code at the position
set {n—1,n} is a subcode of the extended GRS code (see [1, 23] for related research).

5 Code length of non-GRS (non-elliptic curve) MDS codes

Now let us discuss the code lengths of modified GRS, twisted GRS and Roth-Lempel
codes, which are non-GRS MDS codes. Additionally, we will present a range of construc-
tions for non-GRS MDS codes. Let F, = F,(w), where ¢ = p®, p is a prime, and w is a
primitive element. Unless otherwise specified, v is the all-one vector with entries from F,.

Definition 5.1. Let G be a proper subgroup of (Fy,-), ci € GU{0} for 1 < i <mn, and
(—1)kn e Fy\ G. Then, we call MGRS,, x(a,v,n,k — 1) a (x)-modified GRS code.

Remark 5.1. Any (x)-modified GRS code is MDS.

Definition 5.2. Let V' be a proper subgroup of (Fy, +), ' € F,\V, and a;* € V\{0}U
{oo} for1 <i<mn. Then, we call MGRS,, x(c,v,n,1) a (+)-modified GRS code.

Remark 5.2. Any (+)-modified GRS code is MDS.

Theorem 5.1. If p is an odd prime, then the (x)-modified GRS codes can yield non-GRS
MDS codes with code length %.

Proof. We know w is a generator of Fy; then w? is a generator of G, where G is a subgroup

of F} with index 2. Let a; = (w?)?, fori =1,2,...,n—2, and o, _1 = 0, where n —2 = %.
Take 7' to be any element of F} \ G and let n = (=1)%/; thus (—1)*n = 7' € F} \ G.
We have Hf:_ll ;, belongs to G or equal to zero, and (—1)*n # Hf:_ll «;, for any (k —1)-
element subset {i1,49,...,9k—1} of {1,2,...,n — 1}. Then, by Corollary 3.1 and Theorem
3.3 (2), the (x)-modified GRS code MGRS,, ;(cr,v,n,k — 1) is a non-GRS MDS code with

+3
length 5=, O

In fact, when £ = 3 and p is odd, we can construct a class of non-GRS MDS codes over

F, (¢ = p®,s > 1) with their lengths reaching %5. The results are as follows.

Theorem 5.2. If p is an odd prime, and k = 3 or k = %, then the MGRS,, (o, v, 1, k—
1) codes can yield non-GRS MDS codes with code length %.

Proof. Let a; = w' fori =1,...n — 3, ap_2 = L,ap_1 = 0 and n = —1, where n — 3 =
%. We have a;,aq, # 1, ie., ajq;, # (—1)3n for any 2-element subset {i1,is} of
{1,2,...,n — 1}. Then, by Corollary 3.1 and Theorem 3.3 (2), the (*)-modified GRS code
MGRS,, x(a, v, 1,k — 1) is a non-GRS MDS code with length %5. Furthermore, its dual
code is a non-GRS MDS code with parameters [452, 451, 4]. O
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Example 5.1. Let F1; = {0,1,2,...,10}, we know w = 2 is a primitive element of Fy;.
Letoi=w=2 as=w>=4, as=w?>=8, au=w?=5, a5 =0’ =10, a6 =1, ar =0
and n = —1. Then the generator matriz of the code C = MGRSg 3(cx,v,1,2) is given by:

11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1111 1 11 1
G = Q] Qo (3 Q4 a5 Q0 Q7 0O[=12 4 8 5 10 1 O
a2 ad o} af o} o} o2 4593 1 10 -1

Via Magma [6], the code C is easily verified to be an MDS code with parameters [8,3,6].
It is further determined to be a non-GRS code using Algorithm 2.

Lemma 5.1. If p = 2, then the (+)-modified GRS codes can yield non-GRS MDS codes

, +2
with code length 5=,

Proof. We may assume that ¢ = 2°, where s > 1. Recall that [F, is an s-dimensional linear

space over Fo, and 1,w,...,w* ! form a basis for this space. Let V be the vector space
over Fy spanned by 1,w, ..., w* 2. Denote the nonzero elements of V as 31, B2, ..., Bn_2,
Wheren—2:%—1. Let a; = é fori=1,....,n—2, ap_1 =0, and n = # For any

(k — 1)-element subset {ij,i2,...,ik—1} of {1,2,...,n — 1}, it holds that Zf;ll L either
it

belongs to V or is equal to oo, and % #* Zf:_ll O% Then, by Corollary 3.2 and Theorem
2

3.3 (2), the (4)-modified GRS code MGRS,, x(a,v,n,1) is a non-GRS MDS code with

length %2. O

According to the definition of the extended modified GRS code in Definition 3.2, the
definitions of the extended (+)-modified GRS code and the extended (x)-modified GRS
code can be obtained similarly, which will not be repeated here.

Corollary 5.1. Any extended (+)-modified GRS code is MDS.
Proof. This result follows directly from Corollary 3.3. 0

It is obvious that both the shortened and punctured codes of a GRS code at any
coordinate position are GRS codes. This implies that the (column) extended code of a
non-GRS code cannot be a GRS code; therefore, we have the following conclusion:

Theorem 5.3. If p = 2, then extended (+)-modified GRS codes can yield non-GRS MDS
codes with code length %.

Proof. This can be directly obtained from Corollary 5.1 and the proof of Lemma 5.1. [

In fact, when £ = 4 and p = 2, we can construct a class of non-GRS MDS codes over
F, (¢ =p®, s > 1) with their lengths reaching %6. The results are as follows.

Theorem 5.4. If p =2, then when k=4 or k = %, the MGRS,, ;(a,v,7m,1) codes can
yield non-GRS MDS codes with code length qJQF—G.
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Proof. We may assume that ¢ = 2°, where s > 2. As we know, I, is an s-dimensional

linear space over [Fp, and 1,w,... ,w*™! form a basis for this space. Let V be the vector
space over I, spanned by 1,w, ..., w2,

Denote the elements of w*™* + V as {B1, B2, ..., Bn-3}, where n —3 = 4. Let a; = é
fori=1,...,n—3, ap—2 =0, ap—1 = 1, and n = 1. For any 3-element subset {i1, 2,173}
of {1,2,...,n — 2}, it holds that Z?Zl O% either belongs to w®™! + V or is equal to

it
oo, and % + Zle a—llt For any 2-element subset {i1,i2} of {1,2,...,n — 2}, we have
1 1 1 1 1 1
an + o # 0 and o + o +a F 7 Then, by Corollary 3.2 and Theorem 3.3 (2), the
code MGRS,, 4(x,v,7,1) is a non-GRS MDS code with length %6. And its dual code is
a non-GRS MDS code with parameters [%6, %, 5]. O

Example 5.2. Let Fg = Fo(w) (where w satisfies w® = w+1) and let V be the vector space
over Fy spanned by {1,w}; it follows that w? +V = {w? w* w® wb}. Set oy = # = w®,
Cyzzﬁ:w3’a3:%:w2’a4zm

matriz of the code C = MGRS7 4(a,v,1,1) is given by:

=w, a5 =0, ag = 1, n = 1. The generator

11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 111

G o a2 a3 a4 a5 ag | _ wh wd w? w 01 1
a? a2 o af o} a2 0 w? w® wt w? 0 1 0

ad a3 o af o o 0 w w? w® w0 10

Via Magma, the code C' is easily verified to be an MDS code with parameters [7,4,4]. It
is further determined to be a non-GRS code using Algorithm 2.

Remark 5.3. The maximum code length of non-GRS MDS codes in Theorems 5.3 and
5.4 is equal to that given in [30, Lemma 4], when 4 <k < —1.

As is well-known, when p = 2 and k = 3, there exists an extended code of an extended
GRS code which is a non-GRS MDS code, denoted by NGRS, 2 3. This code has a length
of ¢ + 2 and its generator matrix is given by:

1 1 -~ 1 00
ap o o0 oog 0 17, (5.1)
a? a3 .- 042 10

where {a;} runs over all distinct elements in [F,. The dual code of NGRS, 2 3 has param-
eters [q¢ + 2,9 — 1,4].

It is not difficult to see NGRSy423 is a Roth-Lempel code and cannot be constructed
via modified GRS codes. This is because both the matrices

1 01 1 01

n 0 n| and [0 0 O

n” 10 01 7
must be non-singular for any n € IF,.
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Corollary 5.2. If p =2, then when 2 <k < q—1, the TGRS, x(a,v,\,k — 1) can yield
non-GRS MDS code with code length k + 3.

Proof. We consider the punctured codes of the code NGRS,;23. If we puncture any s
positions (s < ¢ —4) among its first ¢ + 1 positions, the resulting punctured code is also a
non-GRS MDS code. Let N be an arbitrary (s — 1)-element subset of {1,2,...,q}. Then
the punctured code of NGRS;42,3 on N U {g + 1} has parameters [¢ +2 — s,3,q — s]. By
Proposition 4.4 and Corollary 4.3, its dual code is a TGRS, (o, v, A,k — 1) code with
parameters [¢ + 2 — s,q — 1 — s, 4], which is a non-GRS MDS code. O

We present the maximum length of non-GRS (non-elliptic curve) MDS codes as follows.

P k n method

2 3 q+2 Roth-Lempel

2 %6 modified GRS (Theorem 5.4)

2 5<k< Q;24 %4 modified GRS (Theorem 5.3)

2 -2 4% modified GRS (Theorem 5.4)

2 $<k<q-1 k+3 twisted GRS (Corollary 5.2)

2 k=qg—1 q+2 dual of Roth-Lempel
odd 3 5 modified GRS (Theorem 5.2)
odd 4<k< ‘1;23 %3 modified GRS (Theorem 5.1)
odd o %2 modified GRS (Theorem 5.2)

Table 1: Code length of non-GRS (non-elliptic curve) MDS codes.

6 Recovery and determinant algorithm of GRS codes

In this section, we aim to solve the following two problems:

Problem 6.1. Given an [n,k](3 < k < n —3) GRS code C over Fy (¢ > n) whose

generator matrizc is

1 0 -+ 0 bigyr - bin
0 1 -+ 0 byppr - by
M = o . (6.1)
0 - 0 1 bpprr - brm
how can we determine the vectors a = (aq,...,ap) and v = (vi,...,v,) such that C =

GRS, (o, v)?

Problem 6.2. Given the generator matriz of a code, how to efficiently determine whether
it is an GRS code?
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6.1 Transform an extended GRS code to a GRS code

Here, we present an algorithm for converting an extended GRS code into a GRS code,
which mainly leverages Proposition 2.2. For this algorithm, we consider a general extended
GRS code EGRS,, i;(cr, v) over [y, where one of its evaluation points satisfies ay = oo, and
the code length satisfies n < g. The specific steps of the algorithm are as follows.

Step 1: If there exists a; = 0 for 1 < j < n with j # ¢, find an element A € F, \ {o},
then

EGRSmk(a,v) = EGRSmk((Oq — )\, ey Qg1 — )\, A, g1 — )\, ey Oy — )\), (Ul, ...,Un)).

Note that a; — A # 0; we replace o; by oy — A, fori=1,...;t—1,t+1,... ,n.

Step 2: If a; # 0 for all j = 1,...,n, then

EGRS,, (o, v) = GRSn,k((afl, - a;l)7 (vlo/ffl, - vt_lozfjll, Vg, vt+1af;117 . vnoz:fb_l)).
We refer to the above two steps as the TransToGRS algorithm, which has two forms:

a,v = TransToGRS(a,v) and @ = TransToGRS(a). The core function of this algo-

rithm is to convert the vector ax containing oo into a new vector a without oco.

Remark 6.1. For an extended GRS code of length n = q+ 1, its infinite evaluation point
oo can also be moved to the n-th coordinate position using a method similar to the above

steps, and the specific process is not elaborated on here.

6.2 Recovery algorithm of GRS codes

Problem 6.1 stems from the public-key cryptosystem of the Niederreiter scheme [28].
Sidelnikov and Shestakov were the first to successfully launch an attack on the Niederreiter
scheme and proposed the Sidelnikov-Shestakov attack method [34]. This attack method
is also elaborated in [42]. In this section, we aim to present a more efficient algorithm to

recover the structure of the GRS code from an echelon form matrix as (6.1).

It is an obvious result that the punctured code or shortened code of a GRS code is still
a GRS code. We consider the submatrix Mo of M, where

1 00 biger -+ bign
My={0 1 0 bogsr - bon |- (6.2)
0 0 1 b3gg1 -+ b3n

So, by Proposition 2.2 and Remark 2.2, M> can be considered as a generator matrix of
the extended GRS code

EGRS((QL Q2 A3, Oft1y ooy an)7 (U/h Ué? Uga U;c+17 ) ’U;z))

We assume that a3 =0, ag = 1, ag = 00 and v] = 1.
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By row transforming matrix My into the form of the generator matrix of an extended
GRS code, we obtain

I 0 0 bigyr - big
/ / /
My — |0 Vo 0 U2b2,k+1 s U2bg,n
/ /
0 0 w3 wv3bzpyr -+ v3b3y,
/ / /
I vy 0 brgyr+vgbopyr -+ brn +ugbop
/ / /
—+ 10 (%) 0 'U262,k+1 s 1)2b27n
/ / / / / /
0 Uy Ug U3b37k+1 + ’U2b27k+1 s 'U3b37n + ’l)2b2,n
Thus
vhba 41 N R N
b1, k1+05b2 k41 vhbo ky1 ’
I ! /
v5bo k12 _ V3b3kiotupbo ki
b1, k+2+v5b2 ky2 vhba ky2

Solving the equation, we have

o = b1,k12b2 k1201 k4103 k4101 k102 k101 k1203 K12
2 b1,k4102 k1102 k1203 ky2—b1 k1202 kyaba k163 k11 (6 3)
vhba . .
o 202, _
aj = e forj=k+1,...n.

Case 1: If k = 3, we have

b1 k+105b2 41

vh = , and v = by ; + vhba,;, for i =4, ..., n.

by 1031 + b3 r1vhbo ki
At this moment, we have o, v = TransToGRS (a1, ..., o), (v], ..., v},)) and C = GRS(e, v).
Case 2: If k£ > 3.

Consider the i-th row b; of M and the associated polynomial fp,. Since the entries

bit,...,bi5—1 and b;i41,...,b; 1 of b; are equal to zero and fp, has degree at most k — 1,
the polynomial must have the form

k oo
cb; * [Tj=1,5:(y — ) if i =3,

fo() = .
e Tt jpigealy — ) i #3,

(6.4)

with ¢, € Fy. Now pick two arbitrary rows of M, for example by and b;, and divide the
entries of the first row by the corresponding entries in the second row as long as these are
different from zero. Using Equation (6.4) we get

bij i fo (o) _ oy (e — o)

—= = = ,fori=2,4,.. kj=k+1,...,n.
bij v fe(ay)  ep(ay —ar)

b
ﬁ(akﬂrl) = %(akﬂ — ),
b ¢

b“;ﬁ (ap42) = c%(akm — ).
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Solving the equation, we have

b1 k42 b1 k41
(bi,k+2 T bkt Ok+10%+2 .
o = =4, ... k. (6.5)

b1 k+2 b1 k+1 et

bikte RT2 T B iy

Using a = TransToGRS((aq, e, ..., ay)), we have determined the vector o without
0o. Next, we find an alternative v; we may assume that vy, = 1. Let’s consider the

matrix
. g1 (1)
1 1 . 1 1 0 0 g(l(al))
g2(a
(e73] (6% o Ok A 0 1 0 ﬁ
k—1 k—1 k—1 .
Qay Qo T OpL) o0 --- 1 9’;}20(‘2:)1)

where g;(x) = HLIJ#(@" —a; ) for i =1,...,k. We have

v; = gi(ogt1)

= 9k) 12,k 6.6
gi(a1)b; k41 (6.6)

since Ali, k + 1]*2= = b; 141, where A[i, k + 1] denotes the entry of matrix A in the i-th
row and (k + 1)-th column.

For the 1st row by of M, we associate it with a new polynomial hy,, defined as
-1

k k
hi, (y) = dp, H(y — ), where dy, = | v H(m — o)
j=2 j=2

since vihp, (1) = 1. Then,

b1,

;= fori=k+1,..,n, si h ;) = by . 6.7

v; o () or ¢ + n, since v;hp, (a;) 1, (6.7)

Thus, we have obtained a pair of vectors a = (v, ...,ay) and v = (vy,...,v,) such that
C = GRS(a, v).

Proposition 6.1. In summary, we obtain the vectors a = (ai,q9,...,ay) and v =

(v1,v2,...,0m), such that the GRS code GRS(a,v) has a generator matrix M (see (6.1)).

The corresponding algorithm is presented as follows. We then estimate the complexity
of the above algorithm and compare it with the Sidelnikov-Shestakov attack method.

Remark 6.2. It is easy to conclude that the computational complexity for calculating
the vector a in Equations (6.3) and (6.5) is O(n). The computational complezity for
calculating the vector v in Equations (6.6) and (6.7) is O(kn).
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input : M.
output: o, v.
1 a1 =0, =1,a3 = o0;

;_ bikg2bo ki2ob1 k410384101 k4102 k4101 k1203 Ky,
2 b1 k102 k162 k1203 k42—b1 k122 ky2b2 k103 k41

__ voba - )
3 O = 52 forj=k+1,...,n;

4 if k == 3 then

b1, j+105b2 k1

5 vh = — :
3 b1,k+103,k+1+b3 k+105b2 k41
vf = b1 + Vb, for i =4, ... n;
7 return o, v = TransToGRS (a1, ..., an), (V], ..., v),));
8 end

b1 k42 b1 k41
(bi,k+2 b1 ) O RTIYRE2

bl,k+2a W
bikt2 FF2T%

10 o = TransToGRS((aq, ..., an));

i k .
11 v; = —%,Wheregi(aj) =11 jz(® —aj), fori=1,2,. k

12 dy, = 1/(v1 [Ty (01 — ), () = di, [T5—o(y — o)
13 v; = by;i/hp, (o) fori=k+1,...,n;
14 return a = (aq,..., ), v = (V1,V2,...,0p);

9 o = ,i:4,...,k;

Ap+1

Algorithm 1: Recovery algorithm of an extended GRS code.

The Sidelnikov-Shestakov attack method described in [42] requires two key steps: firstly,
guessing the value of ¢, /cp, in Equation (6.4), and then performing operations with a com-
plexity of O(k?*n + k3) to complete the entire algorithm process. Therefore, to accurately
recover the structure of a GRS code using the Sidelnikov-Shestakov attack method, it
is necessary to guess the value of ¢, /cp, by traversing all elements in g, followed by
executing an algorithm with a complexity of O(k?n + k3) for recovery. Subsequently, it
is required to verify whether the recovered code is consistent with the original code: if
consistent, the recovery is successful; otherwise, the traversal and guessing process must
continue. The comprehensive computational complexity of this process is much higher
than that of Algorithm 1.

6.3 Determinant algorithm of GRS codes

Let G be a generator matrix of an [n, k] (3 < k < n — 3) linear code C. For Problem
6.2, since the code C' to be determined is not necessarily a GRS code, directly running
Algorithm 1 may lead to errors. Therefore, the following improvements to Algorithm 1

are required:

(1). Transform the generator matrix G into an echelon form (see Matrix (6.2)); if the

transformation fails, then the code C' is determined to be a non-GRS code.
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(2). For all terms involving denominators in Algorithm 1, it is necessary to check whether

they are nonzero; if there exists a term with a zero denominator, then the code C'is
determined to be a non-GRS code.

(3). For all «a; generated by Algorithm 1, it is necessary to verify whether they are

pairwise distinct, and verify whether all v; are nonzero; if either condition is not
satisfied, then the code C' is determined to be a non-GRS code.

(4). If Algorithm 1 can run normally and generate a GRS code, it is necessary to further

determine whether the generated GRS code is identical to the original code C: if
they are different, then the code C' is a non-GRS code; if they are identical, then the
code C' is a GRS code.

B I = >R SR NS ) N

03]

10
11
12
13
14
15

input : G.
output: o, v, d.
M,r = Ech(G);
// Ech: if success, M is echelon form from G and r is True, if
fail r is False.
if r == False then
return o = 0, v = 0, False;
end
a,v,r = ImprovedAlgorithm1(M);
// ImprovedAlgorithml: Obtained by applying the aforementioned
improvements (1), (2), and (3) to Algorithm 1.
if r == False then
‘ return o = 0, v = 0, False;
end
C1 = EGRSCode(a,v),G1 = Generator Matrixz(Cy),Mi,r = Ech(G1);
if M, == M then
‘ return o, v, True;
end
return a = 0,v = 0, False;

Algorithm 2: Determinant algorithm of an extended GRS code.

Remark 6.3. For Problem 6.2, if the relevant determinant algorithm is implemented

using Lemma 2.2, its computational complexity is approzimately O((n—k)3k3). Thus, our

Algorithm 2 is more efficient.

Remark 6.4. Based on Remark 6.1, Algorithms 1 and 2 can be easily modified to be
applicable to extended GRS codes of length q + 1.

One final interesting problem is as follows: It is well-known that the punctured code

and shortened code of an MDS code (or a GRS code) at any position remain an MDS
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code (or a GRS code), respectively. A known result states that if the punctured code and
shortened code of a code at a certain position are both MDS codes, then the original code
must be an MDS code. Does the GRS code have a similar property? That is, we need to
investigate the following problem:

Problem 6.3. If the punctured code and shortened code of a code at a certain position
are both GRS codes, must the original code be a GRS code?

For this problem, we provide the following counterexample:

Example 6.1. Let code C be an MDS code over the finite field F11 with parameters 7,4, 4],

whose generator matrix is given by

100019 4
01

a— 0 0 46 2
001 0556
00016 46

It can be verified via Algorithm 2 that the punctured code and shortened code of C at the
7-th coordinate position are both GRS codes, while C' itself is a non-GRS code.
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