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Abstract

We present a general framework for constructing error-correcting codes using distributed graph coloring under the LOCAL
model. Building on the correspondence between independent sets in the confusion graph and valid codes, we show that the
color of a single vertex - consistent with a global proper coloring - can be computed in polynomial time using a modified
version of Linial’s coloring algorithm, leading to efficient encoding and decoding. Our results include: i) uniquely decodable code
constructions for a constant number of errors of any type with redundancy twice the Gilbert—Varshamov bound; ii) list-decodable
codes via a proposed extension of graph coloring, namely, hypergraph labeling; iii) an incremental synchronization scheme with
reduced average-case communication when the edit distance is not precisely known; and iv) the first asymptotically optimal codes
(up to a factor of 8) for correcting bursts of unbounded-length edits. Compared to syndrome compression, our approach is more
flexible and generalizable, does not rely on a good base code, and achieves improved redundancy across a range of parameters.

I. INTRODUCTION

Certain types of errors, such as insertions and deletions, present unique challenges in the construction of error-correcting
codes, even for a constant number of errors. These errors change the positions of the symbols in the input sequence, making
some of the common approaches, such as algebraic coding, difficult to utilize. This challenge has led to disparate progress in
the design of error-correcting codes for edit errors versus substitution and erasure errors. In particular, it took more than half a
century after Levenshtein’s optimal single-deletion-correcting codes [12] to construct codes with redundancy within a known
constant factor of optimal [6], [7], [24] to correct two deletions.

In this work, we present a general framework for constructing error-correcting codes, including edit errors, with low
redundancy and polynomial-time encoding and decoding based on distributed graph coloring. The redundancy of the resulting
codes is twice the Gilbert-Varshamov bound (Levenshtein bound in the edit distance case). We accomplish this by translating
insights from distributed graph coloring in the LOCAL model into our code-construction technique. The LOCAL model [14]
is designed to study how local graph information can be transformed into a global solution, and how much do we lose by
limiting our information to a specific radius. This perspective is useful for correcting codes for a constant number of errors.
Although the encoding problem is global, as we will demonstrate, it is possible to solve it locally in a way that is consistent
with the global solution with a small loss, when the number of errors is bounded.

To construct codes in this framework, we will utilize Linial’s coloring algorithm [14]. This algorithm, like other LOCAL
algorithms, assumes an infinite amount of computational power at each vertex, as the focus is on the role of information in
solving the problem. For our problem, however, computational complexity is critical, as our goal is to construct codes with
polynomial encoding and decoding. We thus develop a modified version of the algorithm that is computationally efficient under
mild conditions.

To our knowledge, the only other general code construction method for a constant number of errors (for essentially any
channel) is the celebrated work [23], introducing syndrome compression. We show that syndrome compression can be viewed
in this framework as utilizing a specific distributed graph coloring method. Compared to the method proposed here, syndrome
compression requires us to start with a reasonably good code, which may be difficult for certain channels. As a consequence,
we are able to construct new codes with improved parameters, as detailed in Section II-D.

The graph coloring framework is also more generalizable. In particular, we will present an alternative problem, called
labeling and show that distributed labeling algorithms can be used to construct list-decodable codes. Specifically, we present
the first general construction method for list-decodable codes correcting a constant number of errors with a constant list size.
Our technique hinges on specific combinatorial structures. We first prove they exist and then show that the existential proof
produces them with high probability. Using this approach, we construct codes with list size ¢ that can correct k edits, with
redundancy approximately (3 4+ 1/¢)klogn, which is strictly less than twice the GV bound. In the graph coloring framework,
we also construct the first codes for correcting bursts of edits of unbounded length with redundancy approximately twice the
GV bound.
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Finally, we construct codes for incremental synchronization. This problem arises in data synchronization when the two
parties are uncertain about the edit distance between the two versions of the data. Here, assuming the largest possible distance
will lead to inefficient synchronization. The proposed codes, constructed using the graph coloring framework, provide a lower
expected communication load through an iterative encoding.

A. Our Approach

We will now describe an overview of our approach, postponing the details to the following sections. In our framework, we
will make use of the confusion graph G for a communication channel, introduced by Shannon [19]. The vertex set V' of this
graph is the set of all possible input vectors of length n, e.g., {0,1}™, and two vertices are adjacent precisely when they can
produce the same channel output. It is well known and easy to see that an error-correcting code for the channel is equivalent
to an independent set in this graph, i.e., a set of vertices no two of which are adjacent. Now, if one finds a proper M -coloring

oV - {1,...,.M},
so that adjacent vertices receive distinct colors, then each color class
{r eV :®x)=1}, i=1,...,M,

is an independent set, and hence a code. Among these, there exists a code with redundancy at most log M. However, computing
such a coloring is rarely feasible in practice, as the number of vertices is exponential in n. Furthermore, even an efficiently
computable ®(x) does not directly yield an efficient encoding algorithm.

To overcome this difficulty, we propose to utilize the coloring in a different way. Consider the code

C={(z,®(x)): z € V).

For the moment, suppose in each use of the channel, we send = and ®(z), but only = is subject to errors (in accordance
with G) and ®(z) is received error-free. We call these channels synchronization channels. The motivation for this terminology
is discussed in Remark 1. Under this channel, C is an error-correcting code. For general channels, protecting ®(z) requires
a negligible amount of redundancy as we discuss in Remark 1 and the Appendix. Our focus on synchronization channels is
merely to simplify the presentation and highlight the main points of the construction. As this code is systematic, if one can
efficiently evaluate ®(x), then encoding is straightforward. For decoding, when y is received, we first construct the set of all
2’ that can produce y. Note that each element of this set is either equal to x or one of its neighbors. So only one element in
this set will have color ®(z), thus allowing us to uniquely identify z.

We thus observe that for encoding, we only need to compute the color ® of one vertex, and do not need to know the
color of every vertex. This leads to the following question: Is there an algorithm/function ® for coloring G that is efficiently
computable for a single vertex? There is, in fact, a class of algorithms with this property, namely, distributed graph coloring
algorithms.

We now describe the LOCAL model for distributed graph algorithms, introduced by Linial [15], and then we will present
how LOCAL distributed graph coloring can be used for efficient code construction. A LOCAL algorithm is executed in rounds,
where in each round, each node in the graph can perform unbounded computation and send messages of unbounded size to
its neighbors. All communication is performed synchronously and reliably. Note that each vertex in this model has an infinite
amount of computational power, as the original goal of the model is to study how local information can yield a global solution.

Consider now a LOCAL coloring algorithm ALG such that the amount of computation performed by each vertex in each
round would take time at most 7’ if it were to be performed on a “regular” processor. Furthermore, suppose that this algorithm
takes R rounds. At the end of the execution, each node z will possess ®(z), where ® is a specific proper coloring of G.

Suppose now that G' is a confusion graph with 2P°Y(") vertices (vectors), and we would like to encode z as (z, ®(z)). As
ALG takes R rounds, and in each round each node only communicates with its neighbors, the value of ®(z) for any vertex x
is independent from any vertex z’ at distance larger than R. So it suffices to perform the computation only at nodes within
a distance R of zx (this statement will be made precise in the proof of Theorem 2). This means that the total amount of
computation to compute ®(z) for a given x on a regular processor is at most O(AO(R)RQT), where A is the maximum degree
of G. Hence, ALG yields an error-correcting code with encoding complexity O(AO(R) R2T) (see Theorem 2).

Linial [15] provides a LOCAL O(A?)-coloring algorithm that runs in O(log* n) rounds on a graph with 2P°Y ™ vertices.
Linial’s algorithm is based on re-coloring the vertices in each round. Namely, each vertex starts with its ID as its color (e.g.,
a binary sequence of length n). In each round, each vertex broadcasts its current color to all its neighbors. Then each vertex
computes a new color from a smaller set in a way that it does not conflict with any of its neighbors. In particular, it is shown
that given a proper coloring with 2* colors, in one round, it is possible to obtain a proper coloring with 5kA? colors (although
the proof with these specific constants in [15] is nonconstructive).

Unfortunately, a direct application of Linial’s algorithm leads to super-polynomial encoding complexity, as R is not a constant
and A for confusion graphs of interest is polynomial in n. Additionally, Linial’s algorithm does not guarantee a polynomial
T. Hence, the complexity O(A°Y) R2T) is super-polynomial. In other words, while this LOCAL algorithm is useful for us



Fig. 1. The confusion graph for the 1-deletion channel with input {0, 1}3, along with a proper coloring. The graph coloring shown here is such that each
color class corresponds to a VT code.

mainly through the limitation it puts on the dependence between the colors of different nodes, it does not limit the amount of
computation. To remedy this, we will present a modified version of Linial’s algorithm that in fact leads to an efficient encoding
and decoding (See Theorem 3).

We have thus outlined a method for efficiently encoding data x as (x, ®(x)) using distributed graph coloring under the
LOCAL model, along with efficient decoding. The redundancy, i.e., the length of ®(x), is 2log A + O(loglogn) symbols.
Note that according to the GV bound, there exists a code with redundancy log(A + 1). So the proposed codes achieve twice
the redundancy given by the GV bound.

We extend this approach to list decoding (Theorem 4), utilize for incremental synchronization (Theorem 5), and construct
codes that outperform the state of the art (Corollary 17, Theorem 6).

Remark 1. Recall that we assumed ®(x) can be transmitted between the encoder and decoder error-free. In practice, we will
also need to protect the information ®(x). However, if the length of ®(x) is small, say O(logn), this can be accomplished
with redundancy O(loglogn) for channels such as the deletion channel using Lemma 37 of the Appendix. Additionally, for
data synchronization, where x is the updated document and y is the original document, ®(x) is indeed transmitted through a
reliable link. For the sake of simplicity, in the rest of the paper, we will refer to a set of the form {(z,®(x)) : x € X4} as
an error-correcting code for a synchronization channel if for any inputs x,z’ that can produce the same output 1y, we have

O(x) #£ D(a).

B. Our Results

In the framework described in the previous subsection, we study four problems; namely i) general code construction, ii) list
decoding, iii) incremental synchronization, and iv) codes correcting substring edit errors. In this subsection, we present the
main result for each problem.

Uniquely Decodable Codes: Our first result pertains to the construction of codes for combinatorial channels and will be
proven in Section II. We represent a combinatorial communication/storage channel, or equivalently, the set of errors that can
be applied to the channel input by £. Specifically, for z € X7, where %, is the set of g-ary strings of length n, we denote by
E(x) the set of all possible channel outputs for the input z. The confusion graph G for a channel £ and set of inputs Xy s
a graph with vertex set X7, with an edge between x,z" € X7 if they can both produce some y, ie., £(z) N E(z') # 0. An
example is given in Figure 1. Denote by degv the degree of a vertex v in G and by A(G) the maximum degree.

Our first result enables the use of LOCAL distributed coloring algorithm for construction of error-correcting codes (see
Remark 1).

Theorem 2. Let Gy, be the confusion graph for a synchronization channel & with inputs . Suppose Ay, is the maximum
degree of G,. Suppose a LOCAL algorithm takes R,, rounds to compute a By,-coloring ® : Eg — [By], and each round takes
time at most T,,. Then,

{(z,@(z)) : 2 € 57}

is an error-correcting code for € with encoding complexity O(AR» (R, + 1)R,T,), decoding complexity O(AE»T1 (R, +
1)R,T,,) and redundancy log B,,.

To allow the algorithm to satisfy the required complexity upper bounds, we introduce the notion of explicitness. A graph
G is T-explicit if there is an ordering of vertices and an algorithm such that given a vertex index v and 1 < ¢ < degw, the
algorithm can output v’s ¢-th neighbor in this ordering in time 7.

In Section II, we will present a coloring algorithm that will help establish the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let G, be the confusion graph for a synchronization channel £ with inputs ¥, and suppose A,, = A(G,,) =
O(poly(n)), where q,n are positive integers. If G, is poly(n)-explicit, then one can construct a (coloring) function ® : 3 —

Y2, where p = 2log A, + O(loglogn), such that
{(z,®(z)) : z € E;‘}



Fig. 2. The confusion hypergraph for the 1-deletion channel with input {0, 1}3, along with a 2-labeling (red and blue). The edge labels, 00, 01, 10, and 11
are the output corresponding to the edge.

is an error-correcting code for the channel &£, with poly(n) encoding and decoding complexity and redundancy 2log A,, +
O(loglogn).

As an example of the implications of the previous theorem, suppose that £ is the k-deletion channel, i.e., up to k& input
symbols may be deleted. Then the confusion graph G,, for € with input set X% has maximum degree A(G,,) = O(n?F).
Applying Theorem 3, yields a systematic code capable of correcting k£ deletions with redundancy 4klogn. A generalization
of this code appears in a more rigorous manner in Corollary 17. Compared to syndrome compression, Corollary 17 can be
used to construct edit correcting codes over g-ary alphabet where ¢ = poly(n), with a smaller redundancy than those in [21].
Additionally, our constructions do not rely on existing codes.

List decoding: Our second result generalizes local graph coloring codes, and uses labelings of hypergraphs, a generalization
of colorings, to construct list-decodable codes correcting a constant number of errors with constant list size.

For a channel &, let £71(y) denote the set of all x that can produce a string 3. The confusion hypergraph H,, for a channel
& with the set of possible inputs X}/ is a hypergraph whose vertex set is 37 and edge set is {€ “y):ye ¥} An example
is given in Figure 2.

An /¢-labeling of a hypergraph, precisely defined in Definition 22, is a function ® that assigns a label to each vertex of the
hypergraph such that each edge has at most ¢ vertices of each label. A 2-labeling is given in Figure 2. We observe that an
{-labeling of H,, provides a list-decodable code

{(z,@(z)) : 2 € 57}

with list size £ for the synchronization channel £. Specifically, for any x € X7 andy € £(x), we can find alist L = {z1,..., 2.}
using y and ®(z) such that z € L.

The problem of constructing ¢-labelings has not, to the best of our knowledge, been studied before. We will introduce
an algorithm that provides an (-labeling when the hypergraph is explicit. For a hypergraph H, we use r(H) to denote the
maximum degree of H and use v(H) to denote the size of the maximum edge. The concept of explicitness for hypergraphs
is a bit different from graphs and is defined precisely in Section I-D.

Theorem 4. Let H, be the confusion hypergraph for a synchronization channel & with input set Xj. Suppose r(H,) =
O(n®),v(H,) = O(n®) for constants b,c, and H,, is poly(n)-explicit. Then there exists a ({-labeling) function ® : Xy = Xh
where p = (b(1 4+ 1/£) 4+ 2¢) logn + O(loglogn), such that

{(z,@(z)) : xz € B7}
is a list decodable code for the channel £, with list size £ and poly(n) encoding and decoding complexity.

To compare Theorem 4 with Theorem 3 and see how A(G),) relates to v(H,,) and v(H,,), we study the k-edits channel in
Corollary 30, where r(H,,) = O(n*), v(H,) = O(n*), and A(G,,) = O(n?).

Incremental Synchronization: Our third result is a file synchronization scheme, which we call incremental synchronization.
Consider the following scenario. Alice has a string x, and Bob has a string y that differs from z by a number of edits. Alice
wants to send a syndrome ®(z) to Bob so that Bob can recover z given y and ®(x). If Alice knows dg(z,y) = k, then Alice
can send a syndrome ®(x) by applying Theorem 3 with £ being k edits and A,, = n?*. However, in general Alice does not
know k. In this case, Alice can first send @, (z) to Bob for some small k;. If Bob can recover x, then Alice can stop here.
If Bob cannot recover z, then Alice sends ®y,(x) to Bob for some larger ky. Alice can keep sending ®;(z) for increasing ¢
until Bob can recover x. Note that based on our definition, ®y, (x) can correct ks errors without Bob having received @, (z)
already. Hence, a question in the above process is that, after sending ®y, (), is P, (z) necessary for Bob to recover x if
dr(x,y) < ko? Intuitively speaking, @, (z) already gives Bob some information about . So it is likely that Alice can send



fewer bits than |®y,(x)| for Bob to recover z if dg(x,y) < ko. The next theorem answers this question affirmatively. This
is achievable because given ®, (x), we can construct a graph with smaller maximum degree and apply Linial’s algorithm to
this graph.

Theorem 5. Let a and b be two positive integers such that b > a. Suppose @, is a syndrome that can correct a edits. If y is
obtained from x by at most b edits, then given ®,(x) one can construct a syndrome Py, : £y — [2(4b=2a) log n+O(log log n))
such that x can be recovered given y, ®,(x), and ®y|q(1).

Note that in the above theorem @, has length approximately (4b — 2a)logn which is less than 4blogn, the length of
(I)b(l')
Substring edit-correcting code: Our fourth result is on codes correcting multiple substring edits. An [-substring edit in
a string x is the operation of replacing a substring u of x with another string v, where |ul,|v| < I. An analysis of real and
simulated data in [27] reveals that substring edits are common in file synchronization and DNA data storage, where viewing
errors as substring edits leads to smaller redundancies. We consider codes correcting k [-substring edits, where & is a constant,
and have the following construction of codes with redundancy approximately twice the Gilbert-Varshamov bound. The method
we use is to construct a graph with low maximum degree and apply Linial’s algorithm.

Theorem 6. Suppose k is a positive integer, and 1 is O(logn) or w(logn). One can construct codes of length n correcting
k l-substring edits with redundancy 4k logn + 4kl + 8k log(l + 1) + O(loglogn). Moreover, the codes have polynomial-time
encoders and decoders.

C. Related Work

Syndrome Compression: In this work, we present a general method for constructing error-correcting codes based on
distributed graph coloring. The codes have redundancy twice the Gilbert-Varshamov bound (Levenshtein bound in the edit
distance case) for combinatorial channels satisfying mild conditions. The only other general method we are aware of is
syndrome compression, introduced in a seminal paper by Sima et al. [20]. Starting from a reasonably good code, syndrome
compression yields a code with redundancy twice the GV bound as well. We will discuss syndrome compression next, showing
that it can be viewed as a specific method for recoloring a graph. We will also show that distributed graph coloring codes
proposed here are simpler, more generalizable, and do not require us to start with a reasonably good code.

Syndrome Compression (SC) starts with a syndrome function f that assigns distinct values to inputs that may produce
the same output. In our framework, f can be viewed as a proper coloring. Syndrome compression then produces a shorter
syndrome using f. We can view this as a recoloring step, using number-theoretic arguments. Specifically, SC produces from
a coloring with 2¥ colors, a new one with A223-2k/log(k/loge) colors, We may compare this to Linial’s recoloring which
starting from a 2F-coloring produces a new coloring with fewer colors, namely 5kA2. For example, starting with n bits
to represent the colors (2" colors), after one round, we will need 2log A + O(n/logn) and 2log A + logn + O(1) bits
to represent the colors (syndrome), with Syndrome Compression and Linial’s recoloring, respectively. Because of this, the
syndrome compression algorithm requires a pre-existing proper coloring f with 20(egnloglogn) colors. Then, with recoloring,
we will have A22°(°8™) or equivalently redundancy 2log A + o(logn). A typical scenario is k = O(logn) [23], which after
recoloring leads to a redundancy of 2log A,, + O(logn/loglogn).

We can thus view syndrome compression as a specific distributed graph coloring (DGC) algorithm. However, utilizing Linial’s
algorithm for recoloring eliminates the need to have a reasonably good code to begin with. This allows us to construct codes
for certain channels for a wider range of parameters with lower redundancy compared to the state of the art. Additionally,
the DGC framework is conceptually simpler and more general, allowing us to formulate other problems such as list decoding
with ease. Finally, as we show in this paper, DGC codes lead to a redundancy of 2log A,, + O(log logn), which converges to
2log A,, much faster than syndrome compression with redundancy 2log A,, + O(logn/loglogn).

Insertion/Deletion-Correcting Codes: Most of our application is on codes correcting insertions and deletions. Codes correct-
ing insertions and deletions were first introduced by Levenshtein in [12]. Levenshtein shows that the Varshamov-Tenengolts
(VT) code can correct one deletion with redundancy log(n + 1), where n is the code length. He also shows that the optimal
redundancy of codes correcting k (a constant) deletions is between k log n+o(logn) and 2k log n+ o(log n). For two deletions,
Brakensiek et al. [3] was the first to achieve redundancy O(logn). Gabrys et al. [6] propose codes correcting two deletions
with redundancy 8logn + O(loglogn). Sima et al. [25] improve the redundancy to 7logn + o(logn). In [7] Guruswami et
al. further improve the redundancy to 4logn + O(loglogn), which matches the existential bound.

For k-deletion-correcting codes, where k is a constant, Brakensiek et al. [3] construct codes correcting k deletions with
redundancy O(k?logklogn) and Og(n log* n) encoding/decoding complexity. In [20], Sima et al. improve the redundancy
to 8klogn + o(logn) but with encoding/decoding complexity O(n?**+1). In [23], Sima et al. propose syndrome compression
and further improve the redundancy to 4k(1 + €)logn, where ¢ = O(1/k) + O(k?log k/ loglogn), with encoding/decoding
complexity O(n?*+1). Sima et al. also use syndrome compression to construct systematic codes correcting k deletions with
redundancy 4k logn + o(logn) [22]. Our Corollary 17 achieves the state-of-the-art of k-edit-correcting codes, which construct
binary k-edit-correcting codes with redundancy 4k log n+O(log log n) and polynomial time encoding and decoding complexity.



As for k-deletion-correcting codes over larger alphabet size, in [21], for ¢ < n, Sima et al. construct codes correcting k
deletions with redundancy 4k logn + 2klogq + o(logn). For ¢ > n, Sima et al. [21] construct codes correcting k deletions
with redundancy (30k + 1)loggq. In [9], Haeupler et al. propose a technique called ‘synchronization strings’ and construct
codes correcting edits with rate approaching the Singleton bound over large constant alphabet. In [4] and [8], Cheng et al. and
Haeupler respectively construct binary codes correcting € fraction of edits with rate 1 — O(e log? %)

List-Decodable Deletion Codes: For list-decodable codes correcting a constant number of deletions, in [28], Wachter-Zeh
shows that VT code can correct k deletions with list size at most n*~1. In [7], Guruswami et al. construct codes correcting 2
deletions with list size 2 and redundancy 3 log n.

A Burst of Deletions: Codes correcting a burst of deletions have been intensively studied. In [18], Schoeny et al. construct
codes correcting a burst of exact ! deletions with redundancy logn + (I — 1) loglogn + 1 —log!. In [11], Lenz et al. construct
codes correcting a burst of deletions of variable length with redundancy log n+ (I(1+1)/2) log log n+ ¢;, where ¢; is a constant
that only depends on [. In [2], Bitar et al. construct codes correcting deletions within a window of length [ with redundancy
logn+0(l logQ(l logn)). In fact, a simple counting argument shows that optimal codes correcting a burst of at most ! deletions
have redundancy at least [ 4+ logn. So the above codes are all asymptotically optimal when [ is a constant. However, when [ is
large, for example, | = w(logn), the above codes have large redundancy. In [27] and [13], Tang et al. and Li et al. construct
codes correcting an [-substring edit with redundancy 2logn + o;(logn) and logn + O;(log log n) respectively. However, their
method does not work when [ = w(logn). In contrast, we will construct asymptotically optimal codes correcting a burst of at
most | deletions for [ = w(logn).

D. Basic Definitions and Notations

Let %, be the alphabet {0,1,...,¢ — 1} and X} denote all strings of length n over X,. For a string z, |z| denotes its
length. For a set S, |S| denotes the cardinality of S. Logarithms in the paper are to the base 2. The redundancy of a code
C C X% is defined as n — log|C| bits. Suppose G is a graph and v is a vertex. We use N(v) to denote the neighborhood
of v and use deg(v) to denote the degree of v. We use dg to denote edit distances. For a string  and an integer a, let
B.(z) :={y € &% : dg(x,y) < a}.

Definition 7 (Channels). We characterize a combinatorial communication/storage channel by an operator £, where for x € 37,
E(x) denotes the set of all possible channel outputs for the input x. Furthermore, for y € X7,

ENy) = {a: €exyyc E(z)},
which consists of all the length n strings that can produce y using the errors in &.

Example 1. Suppose n = 3, ¢ = 2 and € is one deletion. Let x = 010, y = 01. Then £(xz) = {01,00,10}, £~ 1(y) =
{001,101, 011, 101, 010}.

Definition 8 (Confusion Graph and Hypergraph). The confusion graph G, for the channel & with inputs X7 is the graph
whose vertex set is ¥ and (x,x') is an edge in Gy, if there exists y € ¥ such that x,z' € ENy).
The confusion hypergraph H,, for the channel & with inputs X} is a hypergraph whose vertex set is X and edge set is

(&) :yexi)

Examples are given in Figures 1 and 2.

For a graph G, we use V(G) to denote its vertex set. A graph G is T-explicit if there is an ordering of vertices and an
algorithm such that given a vertex index v and 1 < ¢ < degw, the algorithm can output v’s i-th neighbor in this ordering in
time 7.

For a hypergraph H, we use G(H) to denote the graph associated with H. Concretely, G(H) and H have the same vertex
set. Suppose w and v are vertices of H, then (u,v) is an edge in G(H) if and only if «w and v are in the same edge of H. For
a hypergraph H, we use 7(H) to denote the maximum degree of H and use v(H) to denote the size of the maximum edge.
For a hypergraph H, we use V(H) to denote its vertex set.

We next define systematic error-correcting codes for a given channel. Note that this definition slightly deviates from the
conventional definition as discussed in Remark 1.

Definition 9 (c.f. Remark 1). The set
C={(z,®)):z€ E:}}a

*

wx,x’ e £ (y), we have

is a systematic error-correcting code for a synchronization channel £ if for any x,x’ € YHyeX
®(x) # ®(a'). The redundancy of this code is max esy ()]

As discussed before, in the context of LOCAL algorithms, each processor (vertex) is infinitely powerful as the model focuses
on the locality of information. In our problem however, we are also interested in computational complexity. Additionally, the
fact that LOCAL algorithms are defined for distributed computing systems may be confusing. To avoid ambiguity, we provide
the following definition.



Definition 10 (Time complexity of algorithms). Suppose G is a graph (hypergraph), A is a set, and f : V(G) — A is a
Sfunction. We say that f is individually computable in time T if it can be determined for a given vertex v by performing T
computational operations.

As stated in the introduction, we will be focused on the regime where £ is such that |£(z)| = O(n®) and |7} (y)| = O(n®)
for some constants a and b and all z € 37,y € ¥7.

II. CONSTRUCTION OF CODES CORRECTING A CONSTANT NUMBER OF ERRORS

In this section, we first propose a general framework of using distributed graph coloring algorithms to construct error-
correcting codes. Then we use a specific algorithm — Linial’s algorithm to construct colorings of the confusion graph and
construct codes that leverage cover-free set families capable of recovering from a constant number of errors. Finally, we
compare our method with syndrome compression and show that syndrome compression can be viewed as a recoloring process.

A. From Distributed Graph Coloring to Code Construction

In distributed graph algorithms, each node in an underlying graph G acts as a processor that can only communicate with
its immediate neighbors in synchronous rounds. In the LOCAL model, which is of interest in this paper, in each round, every
node can send a message to each of its neighbors, receive all messages sent to it, and perform an unbounded amount of local
computation before moving on to the next round.

The goal is typically to solve global graph-theoretic problems, such as coloring and finding maximal independent sets, by
transforming local data into global solutions. For a given problem, it is of interest to determine the number of rounds needed
to arrive at the solution.

A result of the assumptions made in the LOCAL model is that, for an algorithm that takes R rounds, the part of the solution
computed at each node depends only on its neighborhood of radius R. This fact is used in the next theorem, which relates
LOCAL graph coloring algorithms to the construction of codes with efficient encoding and decoding for any channel.

Theorem 2. Let G,, be the confusion graph for a synchronization channel € with inputs X7. Suppose A, is the maximum
degree of Gy,. Suppose a LOCAL algorithm takes Ry, rounds to compute a By,-coloring ® : ¥ — [B], and each round takes
time at most T,,. Then,

{(z,®(x)) 1z € X7}

is an error-correcting code for £ with encoding complexity O(AL»(R,, + 1)R,T,), decoding complexity O(AF+1(R,, +
1)R,T,) and redundancy log B,,.

Proof. For any vertex x, the R,,-th round result ®(z) is determined by the computation result of vertices whose distance from
x is at most R,,. (In fact, from a node at distance R’ < R,, from x, we only need the first R,, — R’ + 1 messages.) So the
amount of computation needed to compute ®(x) is bounded by

(1+A, +A%2+ . +ABYR,T,,

which is at most A%« (R,, + 1)R,T,,.
Moreover, to decode y, one needs to compute ®(x) for all z € £~!(y). Since |£!(y)| is bounded by A, the decoding
process takes O(AZ+tY(R, + 1)R,T),). O

This theorem enables us to benefit from the research on distributed graph coloring under the LOCAL model [10] [16] [1].
In particular, if B,, = O(A2), then the redundancy is only twice the GV bound. However, there are two challenges that need
to be addressed to achieve polynomial-time encoding and decoding with this redundancy. First, the number of rounds must be
constant, and second, A,,, T}, must be polynomial in n. Unfortunately, existing algorithms with O(A2) colors run in log* n
rounds, with no limit on 7;,. These are addressed in the next subsection.

B. Cover-Free Set Families

The constructions of our colorings are based on combinatorial objects called cover-free set families. Informally, a cover-free
set family is a family of sets in which no set is covered by a limited number of other sets. The formal definition is given next.

Definition 11. A family J = {Fy, Fs,...,Fn} of subsets of a “ground” set M is called r-cover-free over M if for any
indices ig, i1, ..., i, € [N], where ig & {i1,...,i,}, Fiy \Uj_, Fi; # 0.

In the next subsection, we will use cover-free families in a graph recoloring scheme for code construction as follows: Suppose
we have a graph G with maximum degree A and an old coloring of size N. A A-cover-free family of size N can be used to
recolor the graph. We associate each old color with a set in the A-cover-free family. The new color of a vertex is an element
of the set F'\ U]_, F;, where F is the set associated with the vertex and F; is the set associated with the ith neighbor of that
vertex. Below, we will detail how these families are constructed for our application.



In the LOCAL model, the goal is usually to minimize the number of rounds of interaction. However, if we want to apply local
graph coloring algorithms to generate efficient error-correcting codes, then we need to also account for the time complexity
of the computation, which motivates our next definition.

Definition 12. Suppose J = {F}, Fs,...,Fn} is an r-cover-free family over M. We say J can be witnessed in time T if
there is a function W, which we refer to as a witness algorithm, such that for any input indices ig,11,...,i, € [N], where
io & {1, ir}, Wi, {i1,...,ir}) outputs a witness element of Fy, \J;_, Fi; in time T.

The first part of the next lemma is a classical construction of cover-free set families given by Erd8s et al. [5]. For our
purposes, we will analyze the construction in terms of potential witness algorithms.

Lemma 13 (c.f. [5]). Let Q be a prime, b,r be non-negative integers, and M = Fq x Fq. Let J = {F1, Fy,...,Fgu1},
where

Fi = {(a,gi(a)) : @ € Fg},

where g; is the i-th polynomial in Fq[z] in the lexicographic ordering with degree <b. If br < Q, then J is an r-cover-free
set family. Moreover, J has a witness algorithm that runs in time poly(Q).

Proof. Tt suffices to construct a witness algorithm W. Given inputs ig, iy, ..., i, € [Q"T!], W computes
T
f(z) = [](9i0(2) = 93, ().
j=1
Because 0 < deg f < br < @, f has at least one non-zero point. W searches for a non-zero point « and outputs («, g;, (@)).
It is clear that

(a7gi0 (a>) S Fio \ U F,LJ

j=1
Thus W is a witness algorithm. Moreover, W runs in time poly(Q). O
Taking suitable parameters gives us the following corollary.

Corollary 14. For any r, there exists an r cover-free set family J = {F\, Fy, ..., Fx} over [t], where t = O(r?log® N). J
has a witness algorithm that runs in time poly(r,log N).

Proof. Apply Lemma 13 with b = [log N and @ being the smallest prime power that is greater than rb. O

In the next section we apply these results to the problem of error-correcting codes.

C. Codes Correcting a Constant Number of Errors

In this subsection, we will construct a LOCAL graph coloring algorithm for GG,, based on Linial’s algorithm that runs in two
rounds where 7;, is a polynomial, thus yielding efficiently encodable and decodable codes for a channel £. We focus mainly
on the case where &£ represents a constant number of errors. In this section, we consider graphs with 2P°Y(") vertices and
maximum degree poly(n). We show that for this class of graphs, two rounds are sufficient to get a coloring of size O(A(G)?).

If ®: V(G,) — M is a coloring that can be individually computed in time T, then we get a coloring that can be used to
correct the errors in £ whose complexity can be bounded as a function of Tg. Suppose G, is T-explicit. If y € £(z), then
given y and ®(z), one way to recover x is by computing ®(z) for all z € £~1(y) and compare with ®(z), which takes time
A(G,)(Te + Tg). Next we show how to use a A(G)-cover-free subset family to get a new coloring of smaller size from an
existing coloring.

Lemma 15. Suppose G is a T.-explicit graph. Suppose J = {Fy, Fa,...,Fn} is a A(G)-cover-free subset family over a
ground set M that can be witnessed in time Ty,. If we have an existing coloring ® : V(G) — [N] that can be individually
computed in time Tg, then we can get a new coloring ®* : V(G) — M, which can be individually computed in time
O(A(G)(Te + To) + To).

Proof. Let W denote the witness algorithm of 7. For a vertex v, we first compute ®(v) and ®(N(v)), which takes time
(A(G) + 1)(Tp + T.). Note that |(N(v))] < A(G). Let &*(v) be W(P(v), P(N(v))). The whole process takes time

We now prove that ®* is a coloring. Assume v € N(v). We will show that ®*(v) # ®*(u). Since ® is a coloring,
we have ®(v) ¢ ®(N(v)). Since W is the witness algorithm defined over the family of sets 7, it holds that ®*(v) =
W(®(v), ®(N(v))) € Fo) \ Fo(y). Similarly we have ®*(u) € Fpy) \ Fow). Thus &*(v) # @*(u). O



Next we prove several useful properties pertaining to coloring a graph with 2P°Y(") vertices and maximum degree poly(n)
that use Lemma 15. The first statement in the next lemma follows from a single application of Lemma 15 whereas the second
statement follows from two iterations of the same lemma.

Lemma 16. Suppose p(n) is upper bounded by a polynomial in n and G has 2P\") vertices. Suppose A(G) = poly(n) and
G is poly(n)-explicit. Then one can construct

1) a coloring ® : V(G) — [O(A(G)?p(n)?)], which can be individually computed in time poly(n).

2) a coloring ® : V(G) — [O(A(G)?)], which can be individually computed in time poly(n).

Proof. 1) Take N = 2P(") and r = A(G). Corollary 14 gives a A(G)-cover-free family with N sets over a ground set of
size O(p(n)2A(G)?), which can be witnessed in time poly(n). Now, taking the identity of each vertex to be its old color,
by Lemma 15, one can construct a new coloring ® : V(G) — [O(A(G)?*p*(n))], which can be individually computed
in time poly(n).

2) Let N’ = poly(n). By 1), one can construct a coloring ® : V(G) — [N’], which can be individually computed in time
poly(n). With the assumed value of N’ and with » = A(G), Corollary 14 gives a A(G)-cover-free family with N’ sets
over a ground set of size O(A2(G)log? N'), which is O(A2(G)) since N’ = poly(n). Moreover, it can be witnessed in
time poly(n). So by Lemma 15, one can construct a new coloring ®* : V(G) — [O(A%(G))], which can be individually
computed in time poly(n).

O

We now restate Theorem 3, which is an immediate consequence of the previous lemma.

Theorem 3. Let G, be the confusion graph for a synchronization channel £ with inputs X7, and suppose A, = A(G,,) =
O(poly(n)), where q,n are positive integers. If G, is poly(n)-explicit, then one can construct a (coloring) function ® : 37 —
Y0, where p = 2log A, + O(loglogn), such that

{(z,®(x)) 1z € X7}

is an error-correcting code for the channel &£, with poly(n) encoding and decoding complexity and redundancy 2log A,, +
O(loglogn).

Proof. Lemma 16 provides a LOCAL graph coloring algorithm for G,, of size 27 that runs in two rounds, and the time
complexity of both rounds at each node is polynomial in n. Hence, by Theorem 2, encoding and decoding takes polynomial
time. O

Now we can apply Theorem 3 to GG,,, where £ represents a constant number of edits (and where each edit can be an insertion
or deletion). For example, if we take £ to be k edits, where k is a constant, then we can get the following corollary.
Corollary 17. Suppose k is a constant and q(n) = O(poly(n)). There is a function ® : £, — — [24klogntdklogq(n)+O(loglogn)]
that can correct k edits. Specifically, if y is obtained by k edits from x, then given y and ®(x) one can recover x. Moreover,
computing ® and the recovery process takes poly(n) time.

Proof. Let £ be k edits, then G, has g(n)™ = 20 () vertices. A(G,) = O(n?*q(n)?*) = O(poly(n)). Moreover, G,,
is poly(n)-explicit. This is because assuming we are looking for the jth neighbor of x € 7. It takes O(1) time to get the
(i+1)th neighbor given the ith neighbor. In addition, the number of neighbors is bounded by A(G,,) = poly(n). Thus, it takes
poly(n) time to output the jth neighbor. So, G,, is poly(n)-explicit. So we apply Theorem 3 and complete the proof. O

D. Syndrome Compression as Recoloring with Cover-free Set Families

We now show that syndrome compression [23] can be viewed as a specific method for constructing cover-free set families,
and then using them to recolor to obtain, from a coloring of size N' = 2°(°enlogloen) 3 new coloring of size O (A22°1°8™)). In
contrast to the typical use of polynomials to construct cover-free set families for Linial’s graph coloring, syndrome compression
uses an upper bound on the number of divisors, as described next.

Fact 18 ([23, Lemma 3], cf. [17]). For a positive integer N > 3, the number of divisors of N is upper bounded by
9l O Totmos N Tog a7 |
Construction 1. Let N and r be positive integers and

log N
A= r21~610g(1og N/Toge) 4 1.

Define
F; ={(a,imod a) : a € [A]},i € [N].

Construct J = {F1,...,Fn}.



Lemma 19. The family J created in Construction 1 is an r-cover-free set family over [A] x [A]. The size of J is N, and the
size of the ground set is

2 log N
o (7’22‘3'210g<mggw) ]
Proof. For each F;, F; (i # j), |F; N F;| is the number of divisors of |¢ — j|, which is at most
log N
910 TogTTog N/ Toz ey |

by Fact 18. So, r|F; N F}j| < A for i # j. Hence,
Fio \ U Fij 7& 0
j=1

if ig € {i1,...,1i,}. Therefore, J is an r-cover-free set family. O

Theorem 20 is a restatement of syndrome compression obtained by applying Linial’s algorithm (Lemma 15) with respect to
the cover-free set families given in Construction 1.

Theorem 20. Suppose there exists an existing coloring of G of size 2°(1°8™1°81081)  Then one can get a new coloring of size
O (A(G)72000sm),

Proof. By assumption, G has an existing coloring of size N, where N = 2@(™1°8" and 1 < w(n) = o(loglogn). By
Construction 1, there exists a A-cover-free set family of size IV over a ground set of size

w(n)logn

0 (Mg“m) ~0 (AQQO(IOg”)) .

By Lemma 15, we can get a new coloring of size O (A220(0sn)), 0O

The main difference between our method and syndrome compression is the construction of r-cover-free set families. Note
that to get an r-cover-free set family of size k, Construction 1 requires a larger ground set compared to Corollary 14. In other
words, for a specific ground set, Construction 1 allows a smaller r-cover-free set family than Corollary 14. Therefore, if one
wants to apply Construction 1 and Lemma 15 to get a new coloring, one needs an existing coloring of a small size in advance.
This restriction may complicate potential code constructions. By contrast, in our method, we do not need an existing coloring
of size 20(lognloglogn) “and 5o the code construction provides more flexibility.

Moreover, our method can be used for parameters that one cannot use syndrome compression. For example, in [21], Sima
et al. study g-ary deletion codes. They show that syndrome compression can only be applied if the alphabet size g(n) is
smaller than n. In contrast, Corollary 17 can deal with the case where g(n) = poly(n). Furthermore, in [21], Sima et al.
construct codes correcting & deletions in g(n)-ary sequences for ¢(n) > n with redundancy (30k + 1) log g(n). By contrast,
for g(n) = poly(n), our redundancy in Corollary 17 is 4klogn + 4klog g(n) + O(loglogn), which is much smaller.

III. L1ST-DECODABLE CODES CORRECTING A CONSTANT NUMBER OF ERRORS

In this section, we consider construction of list-decodable codes using methods generalized from local graph coloring. The
notion of a defective coloring, which will be introduced next, will be useful.
At first glance, it appears that a defective coloring of G,, will be of use.

Definition 21. Suppose that G is a graph and A is a set. A function ® : V(G) — A is a d-defective coloring if for any vertex
u, there are at most d neighbors v € N(u) satisfying ®(u) = ®(v).

Note that a coloring is just a O-defective coloring. If we have an (¢ — 1)-defective coloring ® : G,, — A, then if the sender
sends x € X7 and the receiver receives y € X7, then £7'(y) C {x} UN(x). So there are at most £ sequences 2’ € £~ '(y)
satisfying that ®(z) = ®(x'). So one can list decode with list size | using ®(z). If one wants to utilize local graph algorithms
for defective coloring to construct list-decodable codes, one will not get useful results. For example, in [10], Kuhn proposes
a local algorithm outputting an O(A2/d?)-coloring with defect d, where A is the maximum degree of the graph. If one uses
this result with G = G,, and d = ¢ — 1, where / is the list size, then one can get an /¢-list-decodable code with redundancy
2log A(G,,)—2log(¢ — 1), which is approximately twice the Gilbert-Varshamov bound (Levenshtein bound in the edit distance
case) if the list size is a constant. So we do not get much improvement compared to unique decoding. Moreover, polynomial-size
lists are not helpful since for any y, |€ _1(y)| is already bounded by a polynomial in n.

In fact, the notion of a defective coloring is too strong for our purpose. Suppose that the sender sends = € 2§ and the
receiver receives y € X7, we do not need to require that ® : V(G,,) — A is an (£ — 1)-defective coloring. What we really
need is that ®(z) = ®(x) holds for at most ¢ sequences z € £~ !(y). In other words, for any = and any y € £(z), we have

H{ze & y): ®(z) = ®(x)}| < ¢ (1)




When ¢ = 1, i.e. the unique decoding case, the two conditions are the same. But when ¢ > 1, (1) is looser than defective
coloring. We now define the notion of /-labelings, which captures the precise requirement of constructing list-decodable codes
with list size /.

Definition 22. Let H be a hypergraph, and ® : V(H) — A is a function. We say that ® is an (-labeling if for any a € A
and edge E of H, the equation ®(x) = a has at most { solutions in E.

An algorithm Dec is called an {-decoder of ® if it takes an element a of A, and an edge E of H as its inputs, and its
output Dec(a, E) is a set of vertices of size at most £ satisfying that: for any edge E of H and any vertex u € E, it holds
that u € Dec(®(u), E).

Note that ® is an ¢-labeling if and only if ® has an ¢-decoder. If we have an ¢-labeling of H,,, which is ®, then {(z, ®(z)) :
T € E:}} is a list-decodable code for £ with list size ¢ (the ¢-decoder is the decoder of the code). Conversely, if we have a
systematic list-decodable encoder E(x) = (z, ®(z)) with list size ¢, then ® is an ¢-labeling.

Example 2. Let Hj be the hypergraph in Figure 2. Then ®(000) = ®(010) = ®(101) = ®(111) = red (circle) and ®(100) =

®(001) = ®(110) = ®(011) = blue (rectangle) is a 2-labeling of Hs. For example, we have Dec(red,00) = {000,010},
Dec(red,01) = {010,101}, Dec(blue,11) = {110,011}, and Dec(blue, 10) = {100, 110}.

A. (r,v,l) Cover-free Set Families

We will use a generalization of cover-free set families to construct labelings.

Definition 23. A set family J = {Fy, Fs,...,Fn} over a ground set M is called (r,v,£)-cover-free set family if for any
u € [N], Uy,Us,...,U, C[N] where uw € U; and |U;| < v for all i € [r), there exists x € F,, such that the following holds:
For all i € [r], © € Fy holds for at most £ values of s € U,.

In other words, for any set F,, in J, and any r groups of sets that each include F, and contain at most v sets, there is at
least one element in F), that appears in no more than ¢ sets within each group. Note that Definition 23 is a generalization of
cover-free set families. 7 is an r-cover-free set family if and only if J is an (r, 2, 1)-cover-free set family.

Next, we prove the existence of (r,v, £)-cover-free set family.

Lemma 24. For any positive integers r,v,{, N, there exists an (r,v,{)-cover-free set family of size N over a ground set [t],
where t = O(r't1/42log N).

1/¢
Proof. Let t = [6r'T1/‘v2log N and p = (m) 1. We construct each F,,,u € [N], by including each element of [{]

in it with probability p, independent of all other choices. We show 7 := {Fy, Fy,..., Fx} is an (r, v, £)-cover-free set family
with positive probability.

We call (u,Uy,---,U,) an obstruction of J if

1) we[N]|,Uy, - ,U. C[N]

2) weU; and |U;| = v for i € [r]

3) for all z € [t] , either x ¢ F,,, or x € F,, and Ji € [r], distinct sy, 52,...,5; € U; \ {u}, such that x € F;, for j € [(].
Then J is an (r, v, £)-cover-free set family if and only if 7 has no obstruction. For any (u, Uy, --- ,U,) that satisfies 1) and
2) the probability that it satisfies 3) is at most (1 — p + rvépé“)t. Thus, letting t = [6r'F1/“0?log N'|, we have

Pr[J is not an (r, v, £)-cover-free family]
= Pr[J has at least one obstruction]

< N™ (1 —-p+ mep”l)t

E t
<NT’U 177
= ( £+1p)

14
< N™e mibt

< er672rv In N

< N—T’U
<1
Hence, there exists a choice of J that is an (r, v, £)-cover-free set family. O

Note that the proof of Lemma 24 shows a random set family constructed as described in the lemma is in fact (r, v, l)-cover-
free with high probability.
Now we define the witness algorithm of an (r, v, £)-cover-free set family.



Definition 25. Suppose J = {Fy, Fa,...,Fn} is an (r,v,{)-cover-free family over M. We say J can be wimessed in time
Ty, if there is a witess algorithm W such that for any input u € [N], Uy,Us,...,U, C [N], where u € U; and |U;| < v for
all i € [r], W(u,Uy,Us,...,U,) outputs in time Ty, a witness element x of F,, such that for all i € [r], © € F, holds for at
most { values of s € U,.

Next, we apply Lemma 24 to the case where r,v, N are polynomials in n.

Lemma 26. Suppose r(n),v(n), N(n) = poly(n), and £ is a positive integer. There exists an (r(n),v(n),£)-cover-free set
family of size N(n) over [t(n)] with a poly(n)-time witness algorithm, where t(n) = O(r(n)"t1/%v(n)? log N(n)).
),

]
Proof. The existence of the (r(n),v(n), £)-cover-free set family is proved in Lemma 24. Suppose the family is

j:{FlvFQa"'vFN(n)}'

For u € [N(n)], U1, Us, ..., U, C [N(n)], where u € U; and |U;| < v(n) for all i € [r(n)], we let W (u,U;,Us, ..., U,) brute
force all the € F),. Since r(n),v(n), N(n),t(n) are all O(poly(n)), the witness algorithm runs in time O(poly(n)). O

B. Labeling using Cover-free Set Families

We first discuss the relationship between colorings and labelings, starting with one more definition.

Definition 27. A hypergraph H is T-explicit if the following holds.
1) There is an ordering of edges and an algorithm such that given a vertex index v and 1 < i < r(H), the algorithm can
output the i-th edge that contains v (in this ordering) in time T.
2) There is an ordering of vertices and an algorithm such that given an edge index E and 1 < i < v(H), the algorithm
can output the i-th vertex in E (in this ordering) in time T.

Note that if & : V(H) — A is a coloring of G(H ), then ® is a 1-labeling of H. If H is T,-explicit, and a coloring of G(H)
can be individually computed in time 7', then as a 1-labeling of H, it can be individually computed in time 7" and decoded
in time v(H)(T. + T). For a € A and an edge E of H, Dec(a, E) just compute ®(x) for all x € F, and output those =
satisfying ®(x) =

Next we show that one can construct a new ¢¢;-labeling of H from an existing ¢;-labeling through an (r(H),v(H),¥)-
cover-free set family.

Lemma 28. Suppose H is a T,-explicit hypergraph with N vertices, and J = {Fy, Fa,...,Fx}is an (r(H),v(H),{)-cover-
free set family of size N over ground set [t] that has a witness algorithm that runs in time Ty,. If ® : V(H) — [N] is an
existing £1-labeling that can be individually computed in time T and decoded in time T5, then we can get a new ¢{1-labeling
®* : V(H) — [t]. Moreover, ®* can be individually computed in time T, + (21, + T1)r(H)v(H) and decoded in time
U(H)(Te + T1) + fTQ

Proof. For a vertex u of H, suppose E1, Ea, ..., E. (r' < r(H)) are the edges that contain w. Since J is an (r(H),v(H), {)-
cover-free set family with witness algorithm W, W (®(u), ®(E4), ®(Es),...,®(EL), ®(E)),...,P(E!)) can output an x € [t]
satisfying that 2 € Fy(,) and 2 € F; holds for at most £ choices of j € ®(E;) for i € [r']. We define ®*(u) to be x. Note that
it takes at most (27, + T} )r(H)v(H) time to compute ®(u), ®(F1), ®(Es),...,P(EL). So it takes Ty, + (2T, + T4 )r(H)v(H)
to compute d*.

We describe the £¢1-decoder of ®*. For any b € [t] and edge E of H, let

D(b,E)={j € ®(E): b e F;},

and
Dqu>(D(b,E),E) ‘D<va)| Sev

0 ID(b, E)| > ¢.

Then |Decg« (b, E)| < £¢;. For any vertex u and edge E of H, where u € E, by the definition of ®*(u), we have ®(u) €
D(®*(u), E) and D(®*(u), F) < {. Thus

u € Decg (D(®*(u), E), E) = Decg~ (" (u), E).

Deco+ (b, E) = {

So, Deco+ is an £¢-decoder of ®*, and ®* is an £¢;-labeling. Moreover, D(b, ) can be computed in time v(H)(T, + T}).
So Decg~ can be computed in time v(H)(T, + T1) + (T5. O

Lemma 29. Suppose H has 2P") vertices, and v(H) = r(n),v(H) = v(n), where p(n),r(n),v(n) are O(poly(n)). Suppose
H is poly(n)-explicit. Then there exists an {-labeling ® : V(H) — O(r(n)*1/%v(n)?), where ® can be individually computed
and decoded in time poly(n).
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Fig. 3. The number of bits B that Alice needs to send for synchronization based on the Oracle lower bound and three protocols (divided by 4logn as a
function of p, where the distribution of the edit distance is Pr(dg(x,y) = a) =1 — p,Pr(dg(z,y) = b) = p.

Proof. Note that A(G(H)) < r(n)v(n), and G(H) is r(n)v(n)-explicit. By Lemma 16, one can construct a coloring ®; :
G(H) — [O((r(n)v(n)p(n))?)], which can be individually computed in time poly(n). So ®; : V(H) — [O((r(n)v(n)p(n))?)]
is a 1-labeling that can be individually computed and decoded in time poly(n). By Lemma 28, viewing ®; as the existing
1-labeling, using the (r(n),v(n), £)-cover-free set family in Lemma 26 with N (n) = O((r(n)v(n)p(n))?), one can construct a
new /-labeling & : V (H) — [O(r(n)**+/*v(n)?)]. Moreover, ® can be individually computed and decoded in time poly(n). [

C. Construction of List-Decodable Codes

The following theorem is a direct result of Lemma 29.

Theorem 4. Let H,, be the confusion hypergraph for a synchronization channel & with input set X7. Suppose r(H,) =
O(n®),v(H,) = O(n®) for constants b,c, and H, is poly(n)-explicit. Then there exists a ((-labeling) function ® : X — X
where p = (b(1 4 1/¢) 4+ 2¢) logn + O(loglogn), such that

{(z,®(x)) : z € EZ}
is a list decodable code for the channel &, with list size { and poly(n) encoding and decoding complexiry.

Note that compared to our explicit construction of unique decodable codes, the construction of list decodable codes is based
on the existential result of the (r,v,l)-cover-free set family. Now, to compare Theorem 4 with Theorem 3, we can apply
Theorem 4 to H,, where £ represents a constant number of edits (and where each edit can be an insertion, deletion, or
substitution). For example, if we take £ to be k edits, where k is a constant, then we can get the following corollary.
Corollary 30. Suppose k is a constant and q(n) = O(poly(n)). There exists a function

P - En( ) N [2(3+1/Z)klog n+(3+1/£)klog q(n)+O(log logn)]
D 7
that can correct k edits with list size L. Specifically, if y is obtained by k edits from x, then given y and ®(x) one can recover
a list of size € that contains x. Moreover, computing ® and the recovery process takes poly(n) time.

Proof. Let £ be k edits, then H, has g(n)" = 20®W () vertices. r(H,) = O(n**q(n)?*) = O(poly(n)). v(H,)
O(n?*q(n)?*) = O(poly(n)). Moreover, H,, is poly(n)-explicit. We apply Theorem 4 and complete the proof.

oo

IV. INCREMENTAL SYNCHRONIZATION

In this section, we introduce another application of the graph coloring framework, which we call ‘incremental synchroniza-
tion.” Consider the following file synchronization scenario, where Alice has a string , and Bob has a string y. Suppose = and
y differ by a number of edits. Alice wants to send Bob a syndrome ®(z) of x such that Bob can determine = using ®(x)
and y. If Alice and Bob know the number of edits between = and y, say k, then Alice can simply send the syndrome in
Corollary 17 to Bob, denoted here as @ (x), which has a length of about 4k log n. However, in practice, Alice and Bob may
not know k. Instead, they may know the distribution of k. We consider a situation where k£ is known to be small, say k < a,
with probability 1 — p, and large but still bounded, say a < k£ < b, with probability p, for ¢ < b. In this scenario, we are
interested in synchronization protocols with the smallest communication load.

In a “naive” approach, Alice sends ®,(z) to Bob, which costs |®,(z)| ~ 4blog n (the length of ®;(x)). On the other hand,
in terms of lower bounds, assuming the use of codes in Corollary 17, and assuming that no shorter syndrome than ® of
Corollary 17 exists, we need at least (1 — p)|®,(x)| + p|Ps(x)| ~ 4(a + p(b — a)) logn bits on average, as Alice can do no
better than when she has access to an Oracle with knowledge of the distance.



We propose two other approaches to this problem and compare their average communication costs. In the “test-and-fallback”
approach, Alice first sends ®rai07(z) to Bob. Note that dg(z,y) < a if and only if there exists a z € B,(y) such that
<I>[ ago] () = <I)[ agh] (). The forward direction is straightforward. We now turn to the backward direction, which needs
further explanation. Note that dg(z,y) < a and dg(z,y) < b. So dg(x,z) < a+ b. Since @(%ﬂ () = @[“T“’W (x), we have
x = z. Since z € B,(y), we have dg(z,y) < a. So if there exists such z, then Bob knows that z = z. Otherwise, Alice sends
®p(x) to Bob. The expected communication from Alice to Bob is ‘<I>[ age] (:v)‘ + p|®y(z)|. (We ignore the 1-bit message sent
from Bob to Alice.) There exists 0 < pyp < 1 such that the second approach has a lower expected communication load than the
first when p < pg. An example for the special case of Pr(dg(z,y) =a) =1 — p,Pr(dg(z,y) = b) = p, is given in Figure 3.

The test-and-fallback approach leads to an intriguing question. Suppose after the first message sent by Alice, Bob fails to
determine x. At this point, even though Bob does not know z, he has some information about it as he knows <I>[ age) (x). Can

we take advantage of this fact and send a message shorter than |®,(x)|? The next theorem, provides an affirmative answer and
leads to a protocol that we call “incremental synchronization.” The key idea of the proof is that using the prior information,
we construct a graph with a smaller maximum degree than the graph for correcting b edits.

Theorem 5. Let a and b be two positive integers such that b > a. Suppose P, is a syndrome that can correct a edits. If y is
obtained from x by at most b edits, then given ®,(x) one can construct a syndrome @y, : ¥ — [2(4b—2a) log n+O(loglogn))
such that x can be recovered given y, ®,(x), and Py, (z).

Proof. Let C:={z € 3% : ®,(z) = ®o(x)}. Then C' is a code with edit distance at least 2a + 1. Let &, be the channel that
applies at most b edits, and let G be the confusion graph for this channel but with inputs being the set C. Note that (u,v)
is an edge if the edit distance between w and v is at most 2b. So the degree of a vertex u in G is at most |Bay(u) N C/|. To
bound the maximum degree of (G, we need Lemma 31, which is a generalization of Lemma 4 in [26]. By Lemma 31, with
D =2b and d = 2a + 1, we have A(G) < O(n?0~9).

Now, if @, can be computed in poly(n) time, then G is poly(n)-explicit. Thus, by Lemma 16.2, one can construct a coloring
®: V(G) — [O(n**=29)] that can be individually computed in poly(n) time. This ® is our desired @y, O

Note that the maximum degree of the graph G defined in the proof, i.e., O(n2*~%), is lower than the maximum degree of

the original confusion graph for < b edits with inputs X%, i.e., O(n??). This reduction is the result of limiting the vertex set
to vertices with a given value of @,.

Lemma 31. Suppose that C is a code with edit distance d, then for any ¢ € C and D > L%J, we have |Bp(c) NC| <
Bp_|12)(e)]

Proof. We can construct an injection f from Bp(c) N C to BD—L@J (c) as follows. For any ¢ € Bp(c) N C, there is a

2
sequence of at most D steps of edits that can change ¢’ to ¢. We let f(c) be the one at the [d’lJ-th step of this sequence.
Note that f(c') € B, _ IRy (¢). Moreover, if ¢}, ch, € Bp(c) N C and f(c}) = f(cb), then dg(c),ch) < d— 1. Since C has
2
distance d, we have ¢} = ¢,. Thus f is an injection from Bp(c) N C to By, 2y (o). O
2

Suppose Alice has x, and Bob has y. Pr[dg(x,y) < a] =1—p, Prla < dg(z,y) < b] = p. We summarize the incremental
synchronization protocol as follows.

1) Alice: Sends ®ross (z) to Bob.
2) Bob: If there exists z € B,(y) such that @I’m] () = @(mw (x), then Bob outputs z, sends 1 to Alice, and terminates

the algorithm. Otherwise Bob sends 0 to Alice.
3) Alice: If receives 0, then sends q)bl[‘ib] (z) to Bob.
2

4) Bob: Searches for the unique z € By (y) such that q)("%ﬂ (2) = <I>[GT+I,] () and q)blf“%“"] () = <I>b|[a,T+z)1 (z). Outputs z.

The expected communication from Alice to Bob is

‘(p(“%b] (z)‘ +p"bb|[%b] (I)’7

(4 {“;bw +p (4b— 2 {“;ﬂ)) log n + O(log log n)

by applying Corollary 17 and Theorem 5. The incremental synchronization scheme has a lower expected communication
load than the test-and-fallback approach. Moreover, there exists p; > po such that incremental synchronization has lower
communication than the naive approach when p < p;. These are shown for the special case of Pr(dg(z,y) =a) = 1 —
p, Pr(dg(z,y) = b) = p in Figure 3.

which is




V. CODES CORRECTING A CONSTANT NUMBER OF SUBSTRING EDITS

Recall that an [-substring edit is the operation of replacing a substring « of  with another string v, where |u/, |v] < I. In
this section, we will study codes correcting k [-substring edits, where & is a constant and [ may grow with n. First, we derive
two bounds on the redundancy. Second, we construct codes using Theorem 3 for [ = O(logn). Third, to extend Theorem 3
to | = w(logn), we first consider a simplified case where the substring edits is a burst of deletions. Then, we generalize this
method to correct a constant number of substring edits.

A. Bounds

In this subsection, we will derive a lower bound and an upper (existential) bound on the redundancy of codes correcting
multiple substring edits, in Lemma 32 and Lemma 33, respectively.

Lemma 32 (Hamming bound). Let n, k,l be positive integers. A code correcting k l-substring edits has redundancy at least
max{log (), kl}.

Proof. Let & be k I-substring edits. We show that for any € X7, we have |£(z)| > max{(}),2*"}. First, £(z) contains all
sequences that can be obtained by substituting k bits in z. Note that there are at least (}) such sequences. So |€(z)| > (7).
Similarly, £(x) contains all sequences that can be obtained by substituting the first kI bits of z. There are 2% such sequences.
Thus |E(z)] > 2.

Suppose that C' is a code correcting &, then for any z7 # x2 € C, E(x1) NE(x2) = 0. Thus |C] < % Hence, the
max{ (%),

redundancy is at least max{log (}), kl}. O

Lemma 33 (Gilbert-Varshamov bound). There exist codes correcting k [l-substring edits with redundancy 2klogn + 2kl +
dklog(l+ 1)+ O(1).

Proof. Let £ be k l-substring edits. We first bound A(G,,). To this end, we fix a vertex u of G,, and count the number of
its neighbors. For a vertex v to be a neighbor of u, there exists some y such that y € £(u) and y € £(v). This implies
that v is obtained by deleting 2k bursts of length at most [ and inserting 2k bursts of length at most [ at same positions.
There are at most (n(l + 1))2* ways to delete 2k bursts of length at most I, and there are at most (I + 1)?* ways to choose
insertion lengths of the 2k bursts insertions of length at most [, and there are (21)% choices for the insertion content. Therefore,
A(G,) = O((n(l+1)22Y)%%). So by a greedy argument, there is a coloring ® : G,, — [O((n(l + 1)22")2¥)]. Thus, there exist
a code correcting k [-substring edits, ®~!(c) for some color ¢, with redundancy 2k logn + 2kl + 4klog(l+ 1) + O(1). O

B. Codes Correcting a Constant Number of Short Substring Edits

Now we apply Theorem 3 to G,,, where £ is k [-substring edits, k is a constant, and [ = O(logn). By Theorem 3, we can
get the following corollary.

Corollary 34. Suppose k is a positive integer and | = O(logn). There is a function

D Eg N [24k(log n+14+2 log(l+1))+O(loglogn)}

such that {(x,®(x)) : x € 25} can correct k l-substring edits (for synchronization channel), with poly(n) time encoding and
decoding complexity.

Proof. Let £ be k l-substring edits, then G,, has 2™ vertices. The argument in the proof of Lemma 33 shows that A(G,,) =
O((n(1+1)%2)%F). Moreover, the argument in the proof of Lemma 33 gives us a way to determine the i-th neighbor of u for
i € [A(G)]. So Gy, is O((n(l + 1)224)2k)-explicit. When | = O(logn), A(G,,) = poly(n) and G,, is poly(n)-explicit. The
desired result follows from Theorem 3. O

C. Codes Correcting a Long Burst of Deletions of Variable Length with Asymptotically Optimal Redundancy

Note that the result in Corollary 34 only works for | = O(logn). When [ # O(logn), the maximum degree of G,, in the
proof of Corollary 34 may not be a polynomial in n. Thus the encoder and decoder may not be polynomial-time. To construct
codes that work for [ = w(logn), we first consider a simple case, where the error model is one burst of deletions of length .

In this subsection, we use Lemma 16 to construct codes correcting a burst of [ deletions with redundancy [+ O (log n), which
is asymptotically optimal when [ = w(logn). Moreover, our codes have polynomial-time encoders and decoders. Specifically,
let € be a burst of at most [ deletions. We want to construct a syndrome ®, such that if y € £(x), then one can recover x with
y and ®(z).

If we use the method in the last subsection, we will find that the degree of the graph G,, exceeds poly(n), therefore we
cannot apply Theorem 3 directly to construct a coloring that is computable in poly(n). Note that when [ is a constant, ®(x)
should mainly help recover the deletion position, and this needs about logn redundancy. While when [ = w(logn), ®(z)



should mainly help recover the deleted string, which needs about ! redundancy. This is the key difference between the case
when [ is a constant and when [ = w(logn). By applying Linial’s algorithm, one can ‘separate’ recovering the deleted string
and recovering the deletion position.

Our method is inspired by the precoding method in [26]. Specifically, we define

d1(x) = (@x @x@x> :
=1 =2 1=l
where ¢ =; j denotes ¢ = j mod I. Let G be a graph whose vertex set is 3%, (u,v) is an edge if ¢1(u) = ¢1(v) and there
exists some y such that y € £(u) and y € E(v).
We first bound the maximum degree of G. To this end, we fix a vertex u of G and count the number of its neighbors. For
a vertex v to be a neighbor of u, there exists some y such that y € £(u) and y € £(v). There are O((I + 1)n) choices for y
(I + 1 for the possible number of deletion bits and n for the possible deletion positions). For each y, there are O(n) choices
for v. This is because there are O(n) choices for the insertion position to get v from y, and once the insertion position is
fixed, since ¢1(u) = ¢1(v), v is determined. Thus A(G) = O((I + 1)n?). Moreover, the above argument gives us a way to
determine the i-th neighbor of u for i € [A(G)]. So G is O((I + 1)n?)-explicit. Therefore, by Lemma 16.2), one can construct
a coloring ¢y : V(G) — [O((I + 1)>n*)], which can be computed in poly(n) time.

Theorem 35. Let | be a positive integer. If y is obtained from x by a burst of at most | deletions, then one can recover x
given y, ¢1(x), and ¢2(x) in poly(n) time.

Proof. Given y, we recover z by inserting || — |y| consecutive bits. There are |y| + 1 possible insertion positions in total.
For each insertion position ¢ € [|y| + 1], there is only one possible z; € X% (the string after insertion from y) satisfying
¢1(z;) = ¢1(z) (one can solve z; in O(I) time). Therefore x € {z; : i € [|y| + 1]}. Moreover, note that {z; : ¢ € [|y| + 1]}
forms a clique of G. So there is a unique z; such that ¢o(z;) = ¢2(x) since ¢2 is a coloring of G. This z; is . The whole
process runs in poly(n) time since ¢ can be computed in poly(n) time. O

Let
C:={zeXy:¢i(x)=a,da(x) =0}

Then C can correct a burst of at most [ deletions. The redundancy of C' for some a and b is [+O(log n), which is asymptotically
optimal when [ = w(logn).

D. Codes Correcting a Constant Number of Long Substring Edits

In this subsection, we study codes correcting k [-substring edits for [ = w(logn). Note that the ¢ in the last subsection
serves as an erasure correcting syndrome. Inspired by the last subsection, we will use a new ¢;, a syndrome correcting
2k bursts of erasures of length I, which we can construct using Reed-Solomon codes. Specifically, let f, ., . be such that
{(u, fgmx(u) :u € F'} = RS, (m+k, k), where ¢ > m+ k. Let ¢1(z) := f21727nl74k(3~7), where Z is obtained by dividing the
length n string z into blocks of length I, and view each block as an element in Fo:. Since [ = w(logn), we have 2! > o +4k
when n is sufficiently large. Note that ¢; is a syndrome that can correct 2k bursts of erasures of length . Let G be a graph
whose vertex set is X7, (u, v) is an edge if ¢;(u) = ¢1(v) and there exists some y such that y € £(u) and y € E(v).

We first bound the maximum degree of G. To this end, we fix a vertex v of G and count the number of its neighbors. For
a vertex v to be a neighbor of u, there exists some y such that y € £(u) and y € £(v). This implies that v is obtained by
deleting 2k bursts of length at most [ and inserting 2k bursts of length at most [ at same positions. There are (n(l+1))2* ways
to delete 2k bursts of length at most [, and there are (I + 1)2* ways to choose insertion lengths of the 2k bursts insertions of
length at most /. Having determined these, v is determined since ¢ (v) = ¢1(u). Thus, A(G) < (n(l + 1)2)%F.

Moreover, the above argument gives us a way to determine the i-th neighbor of u for i € [A(G)]. So G is O((n(l+1)2)%)-
explicit (the decoding of Reed-Solomon codes takes poly(n) time). Therefore, by Lemma 16.2), one can construct a coloring
b2 : V(G) = [O((1 + 1)%n**)], which can be computed in poly(n) time.

Theorem 36. Let k be a positive integer and | = w(logn). If y is obtained from x by k l-substring edits, then one can recover
x given y, ¢1(x), and ¢o(x) in poly(n) time.

Proof. Given y, we recover z by performing k [-substring edits on y. There are (|y| + 1)* substring edit positions in total. For
each substring edit positions 4 = (iy, s, ...,1x), there are (I + 1)* possible deletion lengths I = (I1,ls,...,l;) and (I 4+ 1)*
possible insertion lengths L = (L1, Lo, ..., Ly). After having determined <, I and L, there is at most one possible z;; 1, € X3
satisfying ¢1(z;1.) = ¢1(x) since ¢; can correct k burst of [ erasures (one can solve z;; r, in poly(n) time). Therefore
xr € {Z,,;J’L 11 E [|y| + 1]k7l € [l + 1}k,L S [l + 1]k}.

Moreover, note that {z; ;1. : 4 € [[y| + 1]¥,1 € [ + 1]¥, L € [l + 1]*} forms a clique of G. So there is a unique z;; 1, such
that ¢o(2;1,1) = ¢2(z) since ¢ is a coloring of G. This z; 5 1, is x. The whole process runs in poly(n) time since ¢; and
¢2 can be computed in poly(n) time and {z;; r, : 5 € [Jy| + 1]*,1 € [l + 1]*, L € [l + 1]*} has poly(n) size. O



Let
C:={zxeXy:¢i(x)=a,da(x) =0}

Then C can correct k [-substring edits. The redundancy of ¢ is 4kl, and the redundancy of ¢ is 4k logn + 4klog(l + 1) +
O(loglogn). Thus, the redundancy of C for some a and b is 4ki+4k log n+8k log(l + 1)+O(loglog n), which is approximately
twice the Gilbert-Varshamov bound and 8 times the Hamming bound.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this work, we proposed a framework for constructing error-correcting codes for a constant number of errors of any type,
as long as the confusion graph for the channel satisfies mild conditions. This framework is based on distributed graph coloring,
powered by Linial’s algorithm. The proposed method achieves redundancy twice the GV bound, where in contrast to prior
approaches, there is no need to start with a code with reasonably low redundancy. Furthermore, the proposed distributed graph
coloring approach is extendable to other coding theory problems. In particular, to construct list-decodable codes, we defined
a generalization of coloring, and constructed list-decodable codes with constant list size for a constant number of errors with
redundancy less than twice the GV bound based on an existential result of a combinatorial object. We show that the probabilistic
construction of these objects succeeds with overwhelming probability. Our code construction is more flexible and can be used
to correct edits. To the best of our knowledge, this is the only general construction method for list decoding with constant list
size for a constant number of errors with redundancy less than twice the GV bound. Furthermore, we introduced the problem
of incremental synchronization when there is uncertainty about the distance between the two versions of the data, as is almost
always the case in practice. Finally, we introduced a degree reduction technique that enabled us to construct the first codes
correcting a burst of w(logn) edits.

VII. APPENDIX

In the main body, we presented our results by assuming the color (or syndrome) ®(z) in codes of the form {(z, ®(z)) :
r € Xy} can be transmitted without errors. Here, we remove this assumption by showing that ®(x) can be protected with
asymptotically negligible redundancy.

Lemma 37. Let £ be a channel applying k edits to its input. Furthermore, let G,, and Gy, be the confusion graphs for ¥y
and X', respectively, with respect to E. Suppose ® : V(G,,) — X" is a coloring of Gy, and @1 : V(G,,) — X is a coloring
of Gp,. Let Repyy, 1 be an encoder that repeats every symbol 2k + 1 times. Then

C = {(z, ®(x), Repgy 11 (®1(R(2)))) : © € X}
is a systematic code that can correct k edits.

Proof. Let E: 5 — ST B(0) = (2, ®(2), Repyy1 (P1(P(2)))) be the encoder for this code. Let ¢ = E(x) be
the codeword encoding . Suppose that y is obtained from c through at most & edits. Let § = |y|—|c| = |y|—(n+m+(2k+1)r)
be the net number of insertions. Then & := y[; ,,44) is obtained from x through at most £ edits, and P = Yln+1,ntm-s) 18
obtained from ®(z) through at most & edits, and [, 41,y is obtained from Repgy ;1 (®1(P(x))) through at most k edits.
Since a repetition of 2k + 1 times can correct k edits, we can get ®1(®(x)) from yj,4m41,)y))- Since & is obtained from ®(x)
through at most k edits, we can get ®(z) from ® and ®,(P(z)). Since # is obtained from a through at most k edits, we can
get x from & and ®(x). Hence, we can recover z given y. O

The code and the proof are similar for list-decodable codes. We state the following lemma for completeness.

Lemma 38. Let £ be a channel applying k edits to its input. Let H,, and G,, be the confusion hypergraph and graph over
vertex set X with respect to &, respectively. Similarly, define H,, and G, over vertex set 3. Suppose @ : V(H,) — Xy
is an (-labeling of H,, and ®, : V(G,,) — X5 is a coloring of G,. Let Repgyyq be an encoder that repeats every symbol
2k + 1 times. Then

C = (z,®(x), Repgy 1 (P1(2(2))))

is a systematic code that can correct k edits with list size (.

Proof. The proof is similar to that of the previous lemma, except that in the last step, we recover a list of size ¢ that contains
x from & = yj1 n4s) and O(x). O

Now we apply Lemma 37 to Corollary 17 to get the following corollary on codes correcting & edits.

. n+4klog, ) n+4k+O(log, ) logn
Corollary 39. There is an encoder E : X!« — %, """ (1084 lo8 1)

4klogn + 4klog q(n) + O(loglogn) bits.

that can correct k edits with redundancy



o . dklog, ., n+4k+0(log, 1
Proof. We use the notation in Lemma 37. By Corollary 17, we can construct a coloring ® : G,, — 3 (24" (1085(m) log ™)

Furthermore, by Corollary 17, we can choose m = 4klogy.,yn + 4k + O(log,,logn) and 7 = O(log,(,) log,,,)n) in
Lemma 37. So m + (2k + 1)r = 4klog,(,,) n + 4k + O(log,(,,) log n). The redundancy is 4k logn + 4k log g(n) + O(log log n)
bits. O

We similarly have the following corollary on list-decodable codes correcting % edits with list size £.

n+(3+1/€)klog, () n+(3+1/£)k+O0(log(,,) logn)

Corollary 40. There is an encoder E : Zg(n) — X () that can correct k edits with

q
list size ¢ with redundancy (3 + 1/0)klogn + (3 + 1/€)klogq(n) + O(loglogn) bits.

Proof. We use the notation in Lemma 38. By Corollary 30, we can construct an ¢-labeling
(3+1/£)klog () nt+(3+1/£)k+O(log () logn)
q(n)

Furthermore, by Corollary 30, we can choose m = (3+1/€)klog,,,) n+(3+1/£)k+0O(log,(,,) logn) and r = O(log,(,,) log, ) 1)
in Lemma 38. So m + (2k + 1)r = (3+1/€)klog,(,y n+ (3 +1/£)k + O(log,,,) log n). The redundancy is (3+1/¢)klogn +
(34 1/0)klogg(n) + O(loglogn) bits. O

¢:H,—=X
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