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Abstract. We construct Locally Recoverable Codes (LRCs) with availability 2 from a family of fibered

surfaces. To obtain the locality and availability properties, and to estimate the minimum distance of the
codes, we combine techniques coming from the theory of one-variable function fields and from the theory

of fibrations on surfaces. When the locality parameter is r = 3, we obtain a sharp bound on the minimum
distance of the codes. In that case, we give a geometric interpretation of our codes in terms of doubly

elliptic surfaces. In particular, this provides the first instance of an error correcting code constructed using

a (doubly elliptic) K3 surface.

Keywords: Locally Recoverable Codes, availability, AG codes, one-variable function fields, fibered surfaces.
Subject classifications: 14H05, 14G50, 94B27.

1. Introduction

Locally Recoverable Codes (LRCs for short) are a type of error-correcting codes particularly suited for
applications in distributed storage systems, where data is split and stored across multiple servers. Indeed,
one of the most common issues in such systems is the scenario of a server failure, which entails that portions
of data become suddenly unavailable. However, if data is encoded by means of an LRC, then the retrieval
of missing information is possible by accessing only a small portion of the remaining data, which makes the
recovery procedure fast and cost-effective. For this reason, LRCs have been extensively studied over the last
two decades, in particular those with additional properties like availability or hierarchical locality, which add
an extra layer of data protection by ensuring that there are multiple subsets of information symbols that
can be used to retrieve a missing symbol.

Initially studied in [11, 8, 10, 12, 29], LRCs have since been obtained with several different techniques,
including constructions as evaluation codes from algebraic varieties over finite fields. These constructions as
Algebraic Geometry (AG) codes allow to interpret and deduce properties of the obtained LRCs by studying
geometric properties of the underlying varieties. Several examples of constructions of LRCs as AG codes can
be found in the literature, for instance from covering maps of curves [2], fiber products of curves [19, 20],
elliptic and Hirzebruch surfaces [23], Artin-Schreier surfaces [6] and projective bundles [1].

In this paper, we construct locally recoverable codes with availability from a particular family of fibered
surfaces. Our construction is partially inspired by [1], where a family of asymptotically good LRCs with
availability was obtained from projective space bundles. Indeed, the idea underlying our approach is to
consider a surface admitting two distinct fibrations to a projective line and to construct LRCs by evaluating
a suitably chosen space of functions on such surface at points that lie on a curve contained in the surface
that is horizonal to both fibrations, i.e., intersects all fibers. We choose the curve in such a way that each
evaluation point has two disjoint recovery sets, each contained in the fiber of one of the two distinct fibrations
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that contains the said point. Since two distinct fibers (of the same fibration) do not intersect, the recovery
sets obtained in this way are naturally disjoint.

Note that, in this way, the codes we obtain can also be directly interpreted as AG codes from a curve,
which makes it possible to use the theory of one-variable function fields and Newton arcs of curves to study
their properties. However, since the ideas for obtaining locality and availability in our construction were
inspired by viewing our codes as evaluation codes on a surface, in the spirit of [23] and [1], we choose to
also adopt the framework of working on the surface, with explicit coordinates, in P2 × P1. A further reason
for this is to shed light on an interpretation of our construction, described in Section 5, where we consider
a particular surface in the family that we describe and outline a different recovery procedure, based on the
surface having two genus 1 fibrations. This can be seen as a natural generalization of the results contained
in [23, Section VI].

For certain alphabets and certain values of the locality parameter r, the codes that we construct can be
compared to those obtained in [28, Section IV], although the comparison is not straightforward. Indeed,
for a fixed alphabet, it is not a priori clear whether our construction and the construction in [28, Section
IV] can produce a code of the same lenght and with the same locality parameter r. Moreover, while the
construction in [28, Section IV] is solely based on the additive and multiplicative structure of the field, our
construction builds up on the study of the splitting of certain places in some function field extensions. While
our construction has the downside of being less flexible and of requiring, in general, larger alphabet sizes, it
has the advantage of making it possible to obtain a lower bound for the minimum distance which is sharp
for r = 3 (which is the most directly relevant case for applications).

The paper is structured as follows: in Section 2, we recall several background notions that are used
throughout the paper. We start with definitions on locally recoverable codes and AG codes, and we then
recall some results from the theory of one-variable function fields and Newton arcs. We conclude the section
by including some essential results on fibered surfaces. In Section 3, we outline our construction of LRCs
from a family of fibered surfaces. In Section 4, we study the parameters (dimension, locality, availability,
minimum distance) of the codes obtained in the previous section, presenting explicit examples in Table 1.
Finally, in Section 5, we outline a reinterpretation of the construction from one of the surfaces in our family,
showing how, in this case, a different recovery procedure can be devised by using specific properties of the
surface, which in this case is a K3 surface with two genus 1 fibrations.

2. Background

In this section, we introduce the notations and background theory that are used throughout the paper.
We start by recalling some definitions on Locally Recoverable Codes and Algebraic Geometry codes, then we
proceed to recall some results on Newton arcs of algebraic curves. We conclude the section with a collection
of definitions and facts on fibrations and fibered surfaces.

2.1. Locally Recoverable Codes. Let q = ps, with p a prime number and s ∈ Z≥1, and let Fq be the finite
field with q elements. A linear [n, k, d]q error-correcting code C over the alphabet Fq is a linear Fq-subspace
of Fq

n. In what follows, we simply refer to such an object as a code. The vectors in C are called codewords.
The positive integer n is the length of the code C, while k is the dimension of C, which is its dimension as an
Fq-vector space. The integer d is called the minimum distance of C, and it is the parameter measuring how
many errors or erasures the code can detect and correct: the larger the minimum distance, the more errors
or erasures can be detected and corrected. The parameters n, k, d of a code C are related by the celebrated
Singleton bound d ≤ n− k + 1, which gives a tradeoff between the distance and the dimension of C.

In this paper, we study a particular type of codes having the properties of locality and availability.

Definition 2.1. A code C ⊂ Fn
q is a Locally Recoverable Code (LRC) with locality r if and only if for

all codewords c = (c1, . . . , cn) ∈ C and for all i ∈ {1, · · · , n}, there exists a subset Ii ⊆ {1, · · · , n} \ {i} of
cardinality |Ii| = r and a function φi : Fq

r −→ Fq such that ci = φi(c|Ii).
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We say that an LRC C has availability a with locality (r1, . . . , ra) if and only if for all i ∈ {1, · · · , n}
there exist Ii1, . . . , Iia ⊆ {1, · · · , n} \ {i} with |Iij | = rj, for all j = 1, . . . , a, and Iij ∩ Iik = ∅ for any j ̸= k,
and for all c ∈ C, ci = φij(c|Iij ) for some function φij : Fq

rj −→ Fq.

Given an LRC with no availability, losing a symbol of a recovery set compromises the locality property
of the code. For this reason, the property of availability of an LRC can be seen as adding an extra layer of
data protection, since there are multiple disjoint recovery sets for each symbol of every codeword.

In the paper, we construct and study the parameters of a certain class of LRCs with availability a = 2.
More precisely, we obtain these codes as evaluation codes constructed from a family of algebraic surfaces
over Fq. In the following subsection, we introduce some essential background notions on Algebraic Geometry
(AG) codes.

2.2. Algebraic Geometry codes. Algebraic Geometry (AG) codes are evaluation codes obtained from
algebraic varieties over finite fields. They were first introduced by V.D. Goppa between the 70’s and the
80’s, see [14, 15, 16, 17, 18], with a construction from curves over finite fields. In this paper, we construct AG
codes from certain surfaces, according to the following Theorem 2.2, which generalises the one introduced
by V.D. Goppa for curves.

Definition 2.2. Let X be a quasi-projective variety over a finite field Fq and denote by X (Fq) the set of
Fq-rational points of X and by Fq(X ) the (Fq-rational) function field of X . Let S := {P1, . . . , Pn} ⊆ X (Fq) be
a subset of cardinality |S| = n and V be a finite-dimensional subspace of Fq(X ). Define the linear evaluation
map

evS : V −→ Fq
n

f 7−→ (f(P1), . . . , f(Pn)) .

The Algebraic Geometry (AG) code C(X , S, V ) is defined as C(X , S, V ) := im evS, that is,

C(X , S, V ) = {(f(P1), . . . , f(Pn)) | f ∈ V }.

A code C(X , S, V ) as in Theorem 2.2 has length n = |S| and dimension k = dimFq
V − dimFq

ker evS . In
particular, if the evaluation map evS is injective, then the dimension of C(X , S, V ) is simply k = dimFq

V .
Since AG codes are constructed by evaluating functions on an algebraic variety, they have the peculiar

feature that their parameters and properties can be understood and studied in terms of properties of the
underlying variety. For instance, bounds on the value of the minimum distance d of an AG code C(X , S, V )
can be derived by studying the vanishing of the functions in V at the points in S. If one can show that
any function in V has at most N distinct zeros in the set S, then the lower bound d ≥ n − N follows. In
Section 4.2, we use such a strategy to prove a lower bound on the minimum distance of the codes constructed
in Section 3.

Moreover, when constructing LRCs as AG codes, certain features of the underlying variety can be in-
strumental to devise recovery procedures and obtain further properties such as, for instance, the availability
property (see Section 3 and Section 4).

2.3. Newton arcs. Let F be a one-variable function field over Fq, i.e., the function field of some curve X
over Fq. In this subsection, we recall some fundamental definitions and results on the Newton arc associated
to a polynomial in F [T ] with respect to some place of F . An extensive exposition of the theory and results
summarised in this subsection can be found in the (unpublished) notes by P. Beelen [4]. On the other hand,
a corresponding exposition in the setting of number fields can be found in [9]. Further references on Newton
arcs and polygons of curves are [7, 5]. Regarding the theory and notations on one-variable function fields,
we instead refer to [27], where Kummer’s theorem can be found in [27, Theorem 3.3.7].
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Definition 2.3 ([4]). Let Q be a place of F and φ(T ) :=
∑m

i=0 aiT
i ∈ F [T ] a polynomial of degree m ≥ 0.

The support set of φ(T ) at Q is defined as

Sφ(T ),Q := {(i, vQ(ai)) | 0 ≤ i ≤ m, ai ̸= 0},
where vQ(ai) denotes the valuation of the function ai at the place Q. When the place to which the support
set refers to is clear, we simply write Sφ(T ).

Definition 2.4 ([4]). Let Q be a place of F , φ(T ) :=
∑m

i=0 aiT
i ∈ F [T ] a polynomial of degree m ≥ 0 and

Sφ(T ),Q as in Theorem 2.3. For any ρ, c ∈ Q, consider the half plane Hρ,c defined by

Hρ,c := {(i, j) ∈ R2 | ρi+ j ≥ c}
and observe that, for any ρ ∈ Q, there exists a unique c̃ such that Sφ(T ),Q ⊆ Hρ,c̃ and there exists a point in
Sφ(T ),Q with ρi + vQ(ai)l = c̃. For a given value of ρ ∈ Q, we call the half plane Hρ,c̃ the best-fitting half
plane with respect to ρ and we define the lower convex hull of Sφ(T ),Q as ∆Q(φ(T )) := ∩ρ∈QHρ,c̃.

Then, the boundary of ∆Q(φ(T )) consists of a finite number of line segments, namely: two vertical ones
defined by i = m and i = a, where a ∈ Z≥0 is the smallest possible integer such that T a | φ(T ), and finitely
many other non-vertical segments.

The Newton arc ΓQ(φ(T )) of φ(T ) with respect to Q is defined to be the union of the non-vertical segments
in the boundary of ∆Q(φ(T )).

Let L1, . . . ,Lh, h ∈ Z≥1, be the distinct non-vertical line segments in the boundary of ∆Q(φ(T )), and
denote by ρ(Li) the slope of the segment Li. The Newton arc ΓQ(φ(T )) of φ(T ) with respect to Q can hence
be uniquely described as ΓQ(φ(T )) = ∪h

i=1Li, where the segments L1, . . . ,Lh are listed in order of strictly
increasing slope, i.e., ρ(L1) < · · · < ρ(Lh).

Figure 1. General shape of the Newton arc of a polynomial φ(T ) with respect to a place
Q of F .

Let now OQ be the DVR associated to the place Q. Then, given any φ(T ) ∈ F [T ], there always exists
some element f ∈ F \ {0} such that fφ(T ) ∈ OQ[T] and the valuation of at least one coefficient of fφ(T ) at
Q is zero. The Newton arc ΓQ(fφ(T )) with respect to Q of the polynomial fφ(T ) ∈ F [T ] obtained in this
way is then just a vertical translate of ΓQ(φ(T )). In particular, the slopes of the segments of ΓQ(φ(T )) are
the same as those of the segments of ΓQ(fφ(T )). Hence, to study the Newton arc of φ(T ) with respect to a
place Q, we can always study instead the Newton arc of fφ(T ) ∈ OQ[T ] with respect to Q.

We henceforth assume, without loss of generality, that φ(T ) ∈ OQ[T ]. Note that we can rewrite φ(T ) as

φ(T ) =

m∑
i=0

cit
αi

Q T
i,
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where ci ∈ O∗
Q for all i = 0, . . . ,m, tQ is a local parameter at Q and αi ∈ Z≥0. Let L be the line segment

of ΓQ(φ(T )) with starting point (i, αi) and end point (j, αj). We define the following monic polynomial
associated to L
(1) γL(T ) := c̄−1

j

∑
ℓ : (ℓ,αℓ)∈L

c̄ℓT
ℓ−i ∈ (OQ/Q)[T ],

where c̄ℓ is the the reduction of cℓ modulo Q, for all ℓ = 0, . . . ,m.
While the polynomial γL(T ) depends on the choice of the local parameter tQ, its degree (j − i) does not

depend on this choice. Moreover, with the notations introduced before, let ρ(L) denote the slope of the
segment L. Then we can write uniquely ρ(L) = −a/b, where a, b ∈ Z, b > 0 and gcd (a, b) = 1. If L has
starting point (i, αi) and end point (j, αj), we then have that

−a
b
=
αℓ − αi

ℓ− i

for all ℓ such that (ℓ, αℓ) ∈ L, and since αℓ − αi ∈ Z and gcd (a, b) = 1, we conclude that b | (ℓ− i) for all ℓ.
This means that γL(T ) can be written as a polynomial in T b, that is,

(2) γL(T ) = δL(T
b),

where the polynomial δL(T ) ∈ (OQ/Q)[T ] is defined by Eq. (2).
Like the polynomial γL(T ), also the polynomial δL(T ) depends on the choice of the local parameter tQ.

However, it can be shown that the factorization pattern of δL(T ) is actually not affected by the choice of the
local parameter, i.e., that the degree, separability and multiplicity of the irreducible factors of δL(T ) do not
change, disregarding the choice of the local parameter at Q. This is of importance for the following result,
which we use in Section 4.2.

Theorem 2.5 ([4]). Let F ′ := F (s) be an extension of F of degree [F ′ : F ] = m. Furthermore, let Q be a
place of F and tQ a local parameter at Q. Let φ(T ) ∈ F [T ] be a polynomial of degree m such that φ(s) = 0.

Let L be a line segment of the Newton arc ΓQ(φ(T )) of φ(T ) with respect to Q, with slope ρ(L) = −a/b,
with a, b ∈ Z, b > 0 and gcd (a, b) = 1. Let δL,i(T ) ∈ (OQ/Q)[T ] be an irreducible monic factor of δL(T )
and let ψL,i(T ) ∈ O[T ] be a monic polynomial such that

ψ̄L,i(T ) = δL,i(T ) and deg ψL,i(T ) = deg δL,i(T ),

where ψ̄L,i(T ) denotes the polynomial in (OQ/Q)[T ] whose coefficients are the reduction modulo Q of the
coefficients of ψL,i(T ).

Then there exists a place PL,i of F
′ lying over Q such that bvPL,i

(s) = ae(PL,i | Q) and ψL,i(t
−a
Q sb) ∈ PL,i.

Here e(PL,i | Q) denotes the ramification index of PL,i over Q. Moreover, all places PL,i obtained in this
way are distinct.

Theorem 2.5 has, as a consequence, the following corollary, which we make use of in the discussion in
Section 4.2.

Corollary 2.6 ([4]). Let F ′ := F (s) be an extension of F of degree [F ′ : F ] = m. Furthermore, let Q be a
place of F and tQ a local parameter at Q. Let φ(T ) ∈ F [T ] be a polynomial of degree m such that φ(s) = 0.

If for each edge L of the Newton arc ΓQ(φ(T )) the polynomial δL(T ) is squarefree as an element of
(OQ/Q)[T ], then for each edge L and for each irreducible factor δL,i(T ) of δL(T ) there exists exactly one
place PL,i of F

′ lying over Q such that vPL,i
(s)+ρ(L)e(PL,i | Q) = 0 and ψL,i(t

−a
Q sb) ∈ PL,i, where a, b ∈ Z,

b > 0, gcd (a, b) = 1 and ρ(L) = −a/b. Here, with notations as in Theorem 2.5, ψL,i(T ) ∈ O[T ] is a monic
polynomial such that

ψ̄L,i(T ) = δL,i(T ) and deg ψL,i(T ) = deg δL,i(T ).

Furthermore, the place PL,i satisfies

e(PL,i | Q) = b and f(PL,i | Q) = deg δL,i(T ),
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where e(PL,i | Q) denotes the ramification index and f(PL,i | Q) denotes the relative degree of PL,i over Q.
All places of F ′ lying over Q are obtained in this way.

2.4. Fibered surfaces. In this subsection, we collect some definitions on fibered surfaces that provide the
essential background for Section 5.

Definition 2.7. Given a smooth, projective, and algebraic surface X, a smooth, projective and algebraic
curve B, a proper morphism with connected general fiber π : X −→ B is called a fibration. A morphism
σ : B −→ X such that π ◦ σ = idB, where idB is the identity morphism on B, is called a section of the
fibration π. The curve B is called the base of the fibration π.

Definition 2.8. Given a fibration π : X −→ B, a multisection for π is a geometrically integral curve C ⊆ X
such that π|C : C −→ B is finite of degree at least 2 and flat. The degree of a multisection C is the degree
of the map π|C above.

Throughout this subsection, we reserve the letters X,B, π for an algebraic surface, an algebraic curve,
and a fibration π : X −→ B, respectively.

Example 2.9. Among the simplest class of fibered surfaces are ruled surfaces. These are equipped with a
morphism π : X −→ B such that π−1(t) ≃ P1 for all t ∈ B.

If, moreover, the base of the fibration B ≃ P1, then the surface is rational, i.e., it is birational to P2.
These are called Hirzebruch surfaces. There are infinitely many such surfaces, denoted by Fn, where n is
the natural number such that there is a unique rational section to the fibration with self-intersection −n.

LRCs on Hirzebruch surfaces were studied in particular in [23, Section V].

One of the most prominent classes of fibered surfaces are elliptic surfaces, i.e., surfaces endowed with a
fibration of genus one curves that admits a section. Indeed, such a structure allows for a twofold description
of the same object, namely via the fibers of the morphism and as an elliptic curve over the function field of
the base of the fibration.

Definition 2.10. A triple (X,B, π) is called an elliptic surface if the following hold:

a) π−1(t) is a smooth curve of genus 1, for all but finitely many t ∈ B;
b) there is a section σ : B −→ X;
c) there is at least one singular fiber for π.

The set of sections of π is an abelian group which we denote by MW(X,π).

Note that condition c) implies that ruled surfaces of the type E × B, where E is an elliptic curve, are
excluded from our definition of elliptic surface. If π : X −→ B satisfies condition a), but it does not
necessarily admit a section, then it is called a genus 1 fibration.

Example 2.11. (Elliptic surfaces with a rational base)
Let (X,P1, π) be an elliptic surface. Then X admits a model with an equation as follows, which is called

a Weierstrass equation:

(3) y2 + a1(t, s)xy + a3(t, s)y = x3 + a2(t, s)x
2 + a4(t, s)x+ a6(t, s)

where ai(t, s) are homogeneous polynomials of degrees im, respectively and such that at least one v(ai(t, s)) < i
at each place of P1.

If the characteristic of the field of definition is not 2 nor 3 then we can always transform Eq. (3) in a short
Weierstrass equation of the form

y2 = x3 + a(t, s)x+ b(t, s),

with deg a(t, s) = 4m, deg b(t, s) = 6m and such that v(a(t, s)) < 4 or v(b(t, s)) < 6. Given an elliptic
surface with an equation in this form, the finitely many singular fibers lie above (t : u) ∈ P1 such that
4a(t, u)3 + 27b(t, u)2 =: ∆(t, u) = 0.
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Among surfaces with fibrations, several admit multiple fibrations. As already mentioned in Section 1, this
extra structure is also useful in coding theory when constructing LRCs as AG codes from such surfaces.

Example 2.12. The simplest example of algebraic surface with multiple fibrations is the ruled surface P1×P1.
The two rulings are two evident fibrations on rational curves on the surface. LRCs with availability on P1-
bundles were constructed in [1].

Example 2.13. The only class of surfaces that are not of product type and admit multiple elliptic fibrations
are K3 surfaces, [25, Lemma 12.18.]. For instance, the surface

(4) E3 : y2 = x3 − x2(t4 + 1) + xt4.

admits two genus 1 fibrations that are evident from the equation above, namely one over the t-line, which we
denote by Πt, and a second one over the x-line, which we denote by Πx (see also Theorem 3.8, where with a
slight abuse we use the same notations for Πt and Πx). The former is an elliptic fibration, while the latter
is a genus 1 fibration without section and therefore it cannot be put in Weierstrass form over the x-line.

3. Code construction

In this section, we present a construction of LRCs with availability 2 from a family of fibered surfaces. We
start by introducing the family of surfaces considered, and by discussing how we choose the set of evaluation
points for the codes.

Let r ≥ 3 be an odd integer, let q be a prime power such that q ≡ 1 (mod r+ 1), and let Fq be the finite
field with q elements. Let

(5) Er : y2 = x3 − x2(tr+1 + 1) + xtr+1

and

(6) Mr :

{
y2 = x3 − x2(tr+1 + 1) + xtr+1

y = x
r+1
2 + 1

in A2
(x,y) × A1

t over Fqm , where m ∈ Z≥1. In the following discussion, we consider compactifications Ēr and

M̄r of, respectively, Er and Mr in P2
[x:y:z]× P1

[t:w]. We denote by Fqm(M̄r) the (Fqm -rational) function field

of M̄r, which in the affine chart where z ̸= 0 and w ̸= 0 can be described as Fqm(M̄r) = Fqm(t/w, x/z).

Remark 3.1. For less cumbersome notations, we henceforth adopt the slightly abusive notation Fqm(M̄r) =
Fqm(t, x), in the chart z ̸= 0 and w ̸= 0, i.e., we simply write x instead of x/z and t instead of t/w.

Remark 3.2. The assumption r odd and q ≡ 1 (mod r + 1) implies in particular that char(Fqm) ̸= 2.

Our goal is to define an evaluation code on Er with locality r and availability a = 2, see Theorem 2.1.
Let ζ be a primitive r + 1-th root of unity in Fqm . The existence of ζ ∈ Fqm is guaranteed by the

assumption q ≡ 1 (mod r+1), which actually ensures that ζ ∈ Fq. To introduce more convenient notations
for the discussion below, we start by rewriting Eq. (6) as follows. Let

(7) Pt(T ) := T r+1 + 2T
r+1
2 − T 3 + T 2(tr+1 + 1)− Ttr+1 + 1 ∈ Fqm(t)[T ],

then Eq. (6) can be rewritten as

(8) Mr :

{
Pt(x) = 0

y = x
r+1
2 + 1.

Note that, for any fixed t̄ ∈ Fqm , the polynomial Pt̄(T ) is an element of Fqm [T ]. Moreover, the polynomial

Pt(T ) is irreducible over Fqm(t). Indeed, let u := (−(x(r+1)/2 + 1)2 − x2 + x3)/(x(x − 1)). Note first that
the function field extension Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(x), with defining equation tr+1 = u, is a Kummer extension of
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degree r + 1, which directly follows from the fact that q ≡ 1 (mod r + 1) and that in Fqm(x) the valuation
of u at the place (x = 0) is v(x=0)(u) = −1. It is then not difficult to see that

deg (tr+1)
Fqm (t,x)
∞ = 2(r + 1) + r2 − 1 = (r + 1)2.

Hence, since [Fqm(t, x) : Fqm(tr+1)] = deg (tr+1)
Fqm (t,x)
∞ = (r + 1)2 and [Fqm(t, x) : Fqm(x)] = r + 1, we

have that [Fqm(x) : Fqm(tr+1)] = r + 1, which implies in particular that the polynomial Pt(T ) defining
the extension is irreducible over Fqm(tr+1). With a similar argument, noting that [Fqm(t, x) : Fqm(t)] =

deg (t)
Fqm (t,x)
∞ = r + 1, it also follows that Pt(T ) is irreducible over Fqm(t). See Fig. 2 for a diagram

summarising this discussion.

Fqm(t, x)

Fqm(t, x
r+1
2 )

Fqm(t) Fqm(x)

Fqm(y) = Fqm(x
r+1
2 )

Fqm(tr+1)

r+1
2

r+1

r+1

2

r+1

r+1
2

2

Figure 2. Some subfields of Fqm(t, x).

With the notations just introduced above, let now Ēr and M̄r denote, respectively, the compactification
of Er and Mr in P2

[x:y:z] × P1
[t:w].

For a point P := [x̄ : x̄
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; t̄ : 1] ∈ M̄r(Fqm) we define two associated subsets of M̄r(Fqm)

HP := {[x̄ : x̄
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; ζit̄ : 1] ∈ M̄r(Fqm) | i = 1, . . . , r},

VP := {[x : x
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; t̄ : 1] ∈ M̄r(Fqm) | Pt̄(x) = 0 ∧ x ̸= x̄}.

(9)

Henceforth, we call nice a point P ∈ M̄r(Fqm) satisfying the following condition:

(10) |HP | = |VP | = r.

Definition 3.3. A point P := [x̄ : x̄
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; t̄ : 1] ∈ M̄r(Fqm) is said to be nice if its associated subsets

defined in Eq. (9) satisfy Eq. (10).

As evaluation points of the code, we wish to select a subset of affine Fqm -rational points of M̄r that are
nice.

Observe that, by Kummer theory, from Eq. (6) it follows immediately that if x̄ ̸= 0, 1 and (x̄(r+1)/2 +
1)2+ x̄2− x̄3 ̸= 0, then |HP | = r. On the other hand, it is less straightforward to understand when |VP | = r.
Indeed, this is equivalent to studying the problem of whether, given t̄ ∈ Fqm , the polynomial

Pt̄(T ) := T r+1 + 2T
r+1
2 − T 3 + T 2(t̄r+1 + 1)− T t̄r+1 + 1 ∈ Fqm [T ]

splits into r + 1 distinct linear factors over Fqm . The following lemma gives a sufficient condition on m to
guarantee the existence of at least one t̄ ∈ Fqm such that Pt̄(T ) splits completely over Fqm .
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Lemma 3.4. Let q, r, Mr and Pt(T ) as defined above. For fixed q and r, for any m ∈ Z≥1 such that

(11)
qm

m
≥ 2(r + 1)!

there exists at least one t̄ ∈ Fqm such that Pt̄(T ) splits into r + 1 distinct factors over Fqm .

Proof. We start by observing that there exists t̄ ∈ Fqm such that Pt̄(T ) splits into r + 1 distinct factors
over Fqm if and only if the place (tr+1 = t̄r+1) of Fqm(tr+1) splits completely in the function field extension
Fqm(x)/Fqm(tr+1), where Pt(x) = 0 is the defining equation.

Let E be the Galois closure of Fqm(x)/Fqm(tr+1). By the Tchebotarev Density Theorem (see for instance
[22, Theorem 9.13B]), for each m ∈ Z≥1 the cardinality of the set of places of Fqm(tr+1) that split completely

in E is qm/(m · |G|)+O(qm/2/m), where G is the Galois group of E/Fqm(tr+1). As |G| ≤ (r+1)!, if m ∈ Z≥1

is such that qm/m ≥ 2(r+1)! then there is at least one place different that the pole of t completely splitting
in E/Fqm(tr+1), since

qm

m · |G|
≥ qm

m · (r + 1)!
≥ 2.

To conclude the proof it is now sufficient to note that any place of Fqm(tr+1) which splits completely in
E/Fqm(tr+1) must also split completely in Fqm(x)/Fqm(tr+1). □

Henceforth, we call nice any t̄ ∈ Fqm for which Pt̄(T ) splits completely into distinct factors over Fqm .

Definition 3.5. An element t̄ ∈ Fqm is said to be nice if the polynomial Pt̄(T ) (see Eq. (7)) splits completely
into distinct factors over Fqm .

Remark 3.6. Theorem 3.4 shows that it is always possible, for any fixed q and r, to choose a field of
definition Fqm of Er and Mr such that there exists at least one nice t̄ ∈ Fqm . However, from the lemma it
is not a priori clear how large the smallest m ∈ Z≥1 satisfying Eq. (11) is. Observe that, for any r, when
q ≥ 2(r + 1)! then m = 1. Furthermore, since we are assuming q ≡ 1 (mod r + 1), in particular we have
q ≥ r+2, which directly implies qa ≥ (r+2)a, for any a ∈ Z≥0. We can use this to estimate, for any q and
r, a range of possible values for m, by computing the smallest a ∈ Z≥0 such that (r + 2)a ≥ 2(r + 1)! · a.

For example, if r = 3, then q ≥ 5 and it can be directly checked that 53 < 2·4!·3, while 54 ≥ 2·4!·4. Hence,
the smallest m that satisfies Eq. (11) for all q is at most m = r + 1 = 4. Moreover, when q ≥ 2 · 4! = 48,
then we have that the smallest m that works is m = 1.

Similarly, if r = 5, then q ≥ 7 and 74 < 2 · 6! · 4, while 75 ≥ 2 · 6! · 5, hence the smallest m that works for
any q and r = 5 is at most m = r = 5.

In general, for r ≥ 7, we have as above that q ≥ r + 2 for any admissible q, which implies in particular
qr−1 ≥ (r + 2)r−1, and it holds

(12) (r + 2)r−1 ≥ 2(r + 1)! · (r − 1),

that is, r − 1 is an upper bound for m. To see why Eq. (12) holds, it is sufficient to directly check that it is
true for r = 7 and then to note that, for r ≥ 7, both (r + 2)r−1 and 2(r + 1)! · (r − 1) are strictly increasing
functions of r, and limr→∞(r + 2)r−1/(2(r + 1)! · (r − 1)) = ∞. This yields that, for any q, the smallest
m that works for r ≥ 7 is m ≤ r − 1. Note that, as r increases, the upper bound for m increases as well.
Indeed, for r fixed, the real-variable function

Rr(x) = (r + 2)x − 2(r + 1)! · x

has a global minimum at xr0 := log 2(r + 1)!/ log(r + 2), where Rr(x
r
0) < 0, and is then strictly increasing

for x > xr0, with limx→∞Rr(x) = ∞, which means Rr(x) has exactly one root x̃r > xr0. So the upper
bound for m, for r fixed, is given by m ≤ x̃r. Since, for r2 > r1, we have that log 2(r2 + 1)!/ log(r2 + 2) >
log 2(r1 + 1)!/ log(r1 + 2), this means that xr20 > xr10 , and hence x̃r2 > x̃r1 .
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Nice elements of Fqm (see Theorem 3.5) and nice points in M̄r(Fqm) (see Theorem 3.3) are closely related.
Indeed, note first that the existence of a nice t̄ directly implies the existence of r + 1 nice elements of

Fqm , namely t̄, ζt̄, . . . , ζr t̄, since Pt̄(T ) ≡ Pζi t̄(T ) for all i = 1, . . . , r. This means that the existence of a nice
t̄ ∈ Fqm ensures the existence of (r+1)2 nice points P of M̄r. Indeed, any nice t̄ ∈ Fqm directly yields r+1

nice points Pi := [x̄i : x̄
r+1
2

i + 1 : 1; t̄ : 1] ∈ M̄r(Fqm), i = 1, . . . , r + 1, where Pt̄(x̄i) = 0. Since, for any i,
VPi

=
⋃

j ̸=i{Pj}, it is immediate to see that |VPi
| = r for all i. On the other hand, for any i = 1, . . . , r + 1,

each point in the set HPi
, is also a nice point since Pt̄(T ) ≡ Pζi t̄(T ), for all i = 1, . . . , r. This means that,

for any nice t̄ ∈ Fqm , we have the following set of (r + 1)2 nice points of M̄r(Fqm):

St̄ := {[x : x
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; ζj t̄ : 1] | j = 0, . . . , r, Pt̄(x) = 0}.(13)

Henceforth, we denote by

Gm :=

t̄ ∈ Fqm | Pt̄(T ) =
r+1∏
i=1

∀i̸=j, αi ̸=αj ,

(T − αi)

 ⊆ Fqm ,(14)

i.e., the subset of elements of Fqm which are nice. Note that |Gm| = (r + 1)M , for some M ∈ Z≥1, since if
t̄ ∈ Fqm is nice then also ζj t̄ ∈ Fqm is nice, for all j = 1, . . . , r. This means that Gm can be partitioned into
M many subsets

(15)

Gm =

M⋃
ℓ=1

G(ℓ)
m

=

M⋃
ℓ=1

{ζj t̄(ℓ) | j = 1, . . . , r + 1},

where there exists j ∈ {1, . . . , r + 1} with t̄(ℓ) = ζj t̄(k) if and only ℓ = k.

Definition 3.7. Let q and r be as above, and let m ∈ Z≥1 be a positive integer satisfying the hypothesis of

Theorem 3.4. Let Er and Mr be defined over Fqm , and choose subsets G(1)
m , . . . ,G(b)

m of Gm, where b ∈ Z,
1 ≤ b ≤M . Let B := ∪b

ℓ=1G
(ℓ)
m .

We define the set

SB :=
⋃
t̄∈B

St̄

= {P (ℓ)
i,j := [x̄

(ℓ)
i :

(
x̄
(ℓ)
i

) r+1
2

+ 1 : 1; t̄
(ℓ)
j : 1] ∈ M̄r(Fqm) | ℓ = 1, . . . , b, i = 1, . . . , r + 1, j = 1, . . . , r + 1},

where, for ℓ fixed, t̄
(ℓ)
j := ζj t̄(ℓ). Then we have that |SB | = b(r + 1)2.

With these notations in place, we can conveniently redefine for any point P
(ℓ̄)

ī,j̄
∈ SB the subsets introduced

in Eq. (9) as

(16) H
(ℓ̄)

ī
:=

{
P

(ℓ̄)

ī,j
| j = 1, . . . , r + 1 ∧ j ̸= j̄

}
and

(17) V
(ℓ̄)

j̄
:=

{
P

(ℓ̄)

i,j̄
| i = 1, . . . , r + 1 ∧ i ̸= ī

}
.

Remark 3.8. There are multiple ways to interpret the nice points in M̄r(Fqm). Indeed, on the one hand,
nice points correspond exactly to rational places of Fqm(t, x) that lie over a completely splitting place both in
Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(t) and Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(x). The function field extensions Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(t) and Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(x)
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can be seen as obtained from the pullback of rational maps πt : M̄r −→ P1
[t:w] and πx : M̄r −→ P1

[x:z],

respectively, where πt : [x̄ : x̄
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; t̄ : 1] 7−→ t̄ is the projection onto the t-coordinate and πx : [x̄ :

x̄
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; t̄ : 1] 7−→ x̄ it the projection onto the x-coordinate. In this setting, given a nice point P := [x̄ :

x̄
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; t̄ : 1] ∈ M̄r(Fqm), we hence have that HP = π−1

x ([x̄ : 1]) \ {P} and VP = π−1
t ([t̄ : 1]) \ {P}.

Moreover, the set Gm corresponds to the set of affine points of P1
[t:w] whose preimage under πt consists of

exactly r + 1 Fqm-rational points of M̄r.
On the other hand, one can consider the two fibrations

Πt : Ēr −→ P1
[t:w],

Πx : Ēr −→ P1
[x:z],

where, similarly as above, Πt,Πx are the projection onto the t-coordinate, resp. the x-coordinate. Observe
that such maps are in fact proper morphisms with connected general fiber. Given a nice point P ∈ M̄r(Fqm),
note that it can be also regarded as a point of Ēr(Fqm). This inspires the notation for the sets HP and VP
introduced in Eq. (9) (see also Eq. (16) and Eq. (17)). We call the fibration Πt vertical and the fibration Πx

horizontal, hence since HP = Π−1
x ([x̄ : 1]) \ {P} and VP = Π−1

t ([t̄ : 1]) \ {P}, in what follows we refer to HP

as the horizontal set associated to P and as VP as the vertical set associated to P .
In our code construction, this terminology comes in handy to convey the intuition behind the recovery

procedure outlined in Theorem 4.2. See Fig. 3 for a visual intuition of a set St̄ of points as in Eq. (13).
Note that, with slight abuse of notation, in the following sections we simply write Π−1

t (t̄) (resp. Π−1
x (x̄))

for the fiber over the point [t̄ : 1] (resp. [x̄ : 1]), and we refer to Π−1
t (t̄) as a vertical (resp. Π−1

x (x̄) as a
horizontal) fiber.

Definition 3.9. Let r ∈ Z≥3 odd and q ≡ 1 (mod r + 1). Let Er as in Eq. (5) and Mr as in Eq. (6)
be defined over Fqm , where m is a positive integer satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 3.4. Let Gm as in

Eq. (14) and choose subsets G(1)
m , . . . ,G(b)

m of Gm, where |Gm| = (r + 1)M and b ∈ Z, 1 ≤ b ≤ M . Let

B := ∪b
ℓ=1G

(ℓ)
m and SB as in Theorem 3.7.

Furthermore, consider the Fqm-vector space

L := ⟨xitj , xr−1th | i = 1, . . . , r − 2, j = 0, . . . , r − 1, h = 0, . . . , r − 2⟩,(18)

and the linear evaluation map

evSB
: L −→ (Fqm)

n

f 7−→
(
f(P

(1)
1,1 ), . . . , f(P

(b)
r+1,r+1)

)
.

For more compact notations, we also write evSB
(f) =

(
f(P

(ℓ)
i,j )

)ℓ=1,...,b

i,j=1,...,r+1
. We define an AG code C(B,L)

of length n := |SB | = b(r + 1)2 on Er as the image of evSB
, that is,

(19) C(B,L) :=

{(
f(P

(ℓ)
i,j )

)ℓ=1,...,b

i,j=1,...,r+1

∣∣∣∣ f ∈ L

}
.

Remark 3.10. The elements in the vector space L defined in Eq. (18) are polynomials in x and t with
coefficients in Fqm and such that, for any f ∈ L \ {0}, both degx f ≤ r − 1 and degt f ≤ r − 1. More
precisely, any element f(x, t) ∈ L can be written as

f(x, t) =

r−2∑
i=1

r−1∑
j=0

aijx
itj + xr−1

r−2∑
h=0

bht
h,

aij , bh ∈ Fqm . Moreover, from Eq. (18), it is also clear that the dimension of L as an Fqm-vector space is
(r − 2)r + (r − 1) = r(r − 1)− 1.
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r + 1 vertical fibers
t = ζ

j
t, j = 1, . . . , r + 1

corresponding
r + 1 horizontal

fibers

Figure 3. Visual intuition behind the code construction: the picture gives an idea of how
to visualise the set St̄ of (r + 1)2 nice points obtained from a nice t̄. Each point lies on
exactly one vertical fiber Π−1

t (ζj t̄), j = 0, . . . , r, and on exactly one horizontal fiber Π−1
x (x̄),

where x̄ is one of the distinct r+1 solutions of Pt̄(x) = 0. In the picture, the vertical fibers
are depicted in red, the horizontal ones in blue and the curve M̄r as the dotted curve in

black. With notations as in Theorem 3.7, each point P
(ℓ̄)

ī,j̄
is marked with two colours, that

help visualising its two corresponding sets H
(ℓ̄)

ī
and V

(ℓ̄)

j̄
. Indeed, for any point P

(ℓ̄)

ī,j̄
, the

remaining points with the same contour colour are those in the set V
(ℓ̄)

j̄
, while the remaining

points with the same filling colour are those in the set H
(ℓ̄)

ī
. Note that the intersection of

each vertical and horizontal fiber consists only of 2 points. This is represented in the picture
by leaving some white space around the third point where, in the two-dimensional drawing,
each vertical and each horizontal fiber appear to be overlapping.

Remark 3.11. Theorem 3.6 gives upper bounds for the smallest m satisfying Eq. (11). While Eq. (11) gives
a lower bound on the number of subsets M of Gm, to theoretically guarantee that a code C(B,L) has a certain
length it might be necessary to choose larger values of m. Indeed, from Theorem 3.4, it follows in particular
that the larger the value of m, the larger the lower bound for the number M of sets of nice elements of Fqm ,
see Eq. (14) and Eq. (15). More precisely, from Eq. (11) it follows that M ≥ ⌊qm/(m(r + 1)!)⌋ − 1. This
means that, for instance, to obtain a code C(B,L) of length at least 2(r + 1)2 it is sufficient to choose the
smallest m ∈ Z≥1 such that ⌊qm/(m(r + 1)!)⌋ − 1 ≥ 2.

We now investigate the dimension, minimum distance, locality and availability of a code C(B,L).
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4. Parameters of the codes

In this section, we investigate the dimension, minimum distance, locality and availability of a code C(B,L)
as in Theorem 3.9. Throughout the section, for less cumbersome notations, we simply denote the set of
evaluation points SB of C(B,L) by S.

4.1. Dimension, locality and availability. We start by computing the dimension of C(B,L).

Lemma 4.1. A code C(B,L) defined in Theorem 3.9 has dimension k = r(r − 1)− 1.

Proof. To prove the lemma, it suffices to show that the map evS is injective, so that k := dim C = dimFqm
L,

since, as observed in Theorem 3.10, dimFqm
L = r(r − 1)− 1.

We start by noting that any element f ∈ L can be written as f =
∑r−1

s=1 as(t)x
s, where as(t) ∈ Fqm [t] is

a polynomial of degree deg as(t) ≤ r − 1 for all s = 1, . . . , r − 1. Let now f =
∑r−1

s=1 as(t)x
s ∈ ker(evS),

and observe that evS(f) = (0, . . . , 0) implies in particular that, for any ℓ = 1, . . . , b and any j = 1, . . . , r+1,

evS |V (ℓ)
j

(f) = (0, . . . , 0). Now, by assumption, f(x, t̄
(ℓ)
j ) is a univariate polynomial of degree at most r − 1

having r+1 distinct zeros, namely x̄
(ℓ)
i , for i = 1, . . . , r+1. This implies that as(t̄

(ℓ)
j ) = 0 for all s = 1, . . . , r+1.

Since, for all s = 1, . . . , r + 1 this happens for all j = 1, . . . , r + 1, this implies in particular that as(t) ≡ 0

as a polynomial in Fqm [t], for all s = 1, . . . , r+1. This shows that f =
∑r−1

s=1 as(t)x
s ≡ 0 as a polynomial in

Fqm [x, t], and hence the evaluation map evS is injective. The dimension k of the code is therefore equal to
the dimension of L as a vector space over Fqm , that is k = r(r − 1)− 1. □

The following lemma, concerning the locality and availability of a code C(B,L), is inspired by (and can
be seen as the natural counterpart of) [1, Lemma 3.4].

Lemma 4.2. A code C(B,L) as in Theorem 3.9 has locality r and availability 2. More precisely, for any

f ∈ L \ {0}, each symbol f(P
(ℓ̄)

ī,j̄
) of the codeword c :=

(
f(P

(ℓ)
i,j )

)ℓ=1,...,b

i,j=1,...,r+1
has two distinct recovery sets,

namely

f(H
(ℓ̄)

ī
) :=

{
f(P

(ℓ̄)

ī,j
) | j = 1, . . . , r + 1 ∧ j ̸= j̄

}
,

f(V
(ℓ̄)

j̄
) :=

{
f(P

(ℓ̄)

i,j̄
) | i = 1, . . . , r + 1 ∧ i ̸= ī

}
.

We refer to f(H
(ℓ̄)

ī
) (resp. f(V

(ℓ̄)

j̄
)) as a horizontal (resp. vertical) recovery set for f(P

(ℓ̄)

ī,j̄
) (see Eq. (16)

and Eq. (17)).

Proof. Consider f =
∑r−1

s=1 as(t)x
s ∈ L\{0}, where as(t) ∈ Fqm [t] is a polynomial of degree deg as(t) ≤ r−1

for all s = 1, . . . , r − 1, and the codeword c obtained by evaluating f at the points in S, that is,

c :=
(
f(P

(ℓ)
i,j )

)ℓ=1,...,b

i,j=1,...,r+1
.

If c has a missing symbol, which without loss of generality we can assume to be f(P
(1)
1,1 ), then we proceed as

follows.
Suppose first that we wish to recover f(P

(1)
1,1 ) using the vertical recovery set f(V

(1)
1 ). Since the points

in V
(1)
1 all lie on the same vertical fiber Π−1

t (t̄
(1)
1 ), for less cumbersome notations, throughout the rest of

the first part of the proof we simply write t = t̄
(1)
1 and xi = x̄

(1)
i . Then, to recover f(P

(1)
1,1 ) from the values

f(P
(1)
i,1 ), i = 2, . . . , r+1, (that is, from the values in f(V

(1)
1 )) and from the coordinates of the points in V

(1)
1 ,
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we consider the matrices

X :=


1 x1 x21 . . . xr−1

1

1 x2 x22 . . . xr−1
2

...
...

...
. . .

...
1 xr x2r . . . xr−1

r

1 xr+1 x2r+1 . . . xr−1
r+1

 , A :=


0

a1(t)
...

ar−1(t)

 , Fv :=


f(P

(1)
1,1 )

f(P
(1)
2,1 )
...

f(P
(1)
r+1,1)


and

X̂ :=


1 x2 x22 . . . xr−1

2
...

...
...

. . .
...

1 xr x2r . . . xr−1
r

1 xr+1 x2r+1 . . . xr−1
r+1

 , F̂v :=


f(P

(1)
2,1 )
...

f(P
(1)
r+1,1)

 ,

where X̂ is the matrix obtained from X by deleting the first row and, similarly, F̂v is obtained from F
by deleting its first row. With these notations, observe that evS |V (1)

1
(f) = FT

v = (XA)T . Moreover, the

matrix X̂ is a Vandermonde matrix of size r× r, with determinant det(X̂) =
∏

2≤i<j≤r+1(xi−xj). Since, by
construction, all the points in S having the same t-coordinate, i.e. lying on the same vertical fiber Π−1

t (t̄
(1)
1 ),

have distinct x-coordinates (i.e. they lie on distinct horizontal fibers), it follows that det(X̂) ̸= 0. Hence,

since the matrix X̂ is invertible, from F̂v = X̂A we can compute A as A = X̂−1F̂v. In this way, we can now

compute the missing symbol f(P
(1)
1,1 ) as

f(P
(1)
1,1 ) =

r−1∑
s=1

as(t)x
s
1.

Suppose now that we wish to recover f(P
(1)
1,1 ) using instead the horizontal recovery set f(H

(1)
1 ). We start

by observing that the function f =
∑r−1

s=1 as(t)x
s can be rewritten as f =

∑r−1
s=0 ds(x)t

s, for ds(x) ∈ Fqm [x]

with deg ds(x) ≤ r − 1. Now, similarly to the notations set above, since the points in H
(1)
1 all lie on the

same horizontal fiber Π−1
x (x̄

(1)
1 ), for less cumbersome notations we simply write x = x̄

(1)
1 and tj = t̄

(1)
j . We

then proceed in a similar spirit as before, considering the following matrices:

T :=


1 t1 t21 . . . tr−1

1

1 t2 t22 . . . tr−1
2

...
...

...
. . .

...
1 tr t2r . . . tr−1

r

1 tr+1 t2r+1 . . . tr−1
r+1

 , D :=


d0(x)
d1(x)

...
dr−1(x)

 , Fh :=


f(P

(1)
1,1 )

f(P
(1)
1,2 )
...

f(P
(1)
1,r+1)


and

T̂ :=


1 t2 t22 . . . tr−1

2
...

...
...

. . .
...

1 tr t2r . . . tr−1
r

1 tr+1 t2r+1 . . . tr−1
r+1

 , F̂h :=


f(P

(1)
1,2 )
...

f(P
(1)
1,r+1)

 .

As above, we note that evS |H(1)
1

(f) = FT
h = (TD)T . Moreover, the matrix T̂ is a Vandermonde matrix of

size r× r, with determinant det(T̂) =
∏

2≤i<j≤r+1(ti− tj). Since, by construction, all the points in S having

the same x-coordinate, i.e. lying on the same horizontal fiber Π−1
x (x̄

(1)
1 ), have distinct t-coordinates (i.e.

they lie on distinct vertical fibers), it follows that det(T̂) ̸= 0. Hence, since the matrix T̂ is invertible, from
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F̂h = T̂D we can compute D as D = T̂−1F̂h. In this way, we can now compute the missing symbol f(P
(1)
1,1 )

as

f(P
(1)
1,1 ) =

r−1∑
s=0

ds(x)t
s
1.

□

4.2. Estimates on the minimum distance. In this subsection, after discussing a general known upper
bound for the minimum distance of the codes C(B,L), we derive a lower bound for the minimum distance of
these codes, which is computed by studying the valuation of the functions in L at certain places of Fqm(M̄r).

From [31, Eq. (16)], we have the following Singleton-type upper bound for the minimum distance d of an
LRC with length n, dimension k, locality r and availability 2:

(20) d ≤ n−
(
k − 1 +

⌊
k − 1

r

⌋
+

⌊
k − 1

r2

⌋)
.

For a code C(B,L), which has length n = b(r + 1)2 (see Theorem 3.9) and dimension k = r(r − 1) − 1 by
Theorem 4.1, this bound reads as

d ≤ b(r + 1)2 −
(
r2 − r − 2 +

⌊
r(r − 1)− 2

r

⌋
+

⌊
r(r − 1)− 2

r2

⌋)
,

hence noting that ⌊
r(r − 1)− 2

r

⌋
=

⌈
(r(r − 1)− 2) + 1

r

⌉
− 1

=

⌊
r(r − 1)− 1

r

⌋
= r − 2

and ⌊
r(r − 1)− 2

r2

⌋
=

⌈
(r(r − 1)− 2) + 1

r2

⌉
− 1

=

⌊
r(r − 1)− 1

r2

⌋
= 0,

we obtain

d ≤ b(r + 1)2 −
(
r2 − r − 2 +

⌊
r(r − 1)− 2

r

⌋
+

⌊
r(r − 1)− 2

r2

⌋)
= b(r + 1)2 −

(
r2 − r − 2 + r − 2

)
= b(r + 1)2 − (r2 − 4).

Throughout the rest of this section, we investigate a lower bound for d. The underlying idea is to look
at the valuations of the functions in L at places of Fqm(M̄r) corresponding to points of M̄r that are not
evaluation points of C(B,L). More precisely, we study the valuations of the elements of L at the places of
Fqm(M̄r) lying over the pole of t. In Theorem 4.9, we find a lower bound on d that turns out to be sharp
when r = 3, except when b = 1. However, when b = 1, we are able to actually compute the minimum
distance in all cases, see Theorem 4.10. Explicit examples for r = 3 are collected in Table 1.

We start by studying the splitting behaviour of (t = ∞) in Fqm(x, t)/Fqm(t). To this aim, we determine
the Newton arc of Pt(T ) with respect to (t = ∞).

From observations in Section 3, we already know that [Fqm(t, x) : Fqm(t)] = r + 1 and that the extension
Fqm(x, t)/Fqm(t) is defined by Pt(x) = 0, where Pt(T ) (see Eq. (7)) is an irreducible polynomial of Fqm(t)[T ].



16 CECÍLIA SALGADO AND LARA VICINO

Let now O(t=∞) be the DVR associated to the place (t = ∞) in Fqm(t) and consider

P̃t(T ) :=
1

tr+1
Pt(T ) =

1

tr+1
T r+1 +

2

tr+1
T

r+1
2 − 1

tr+1
T 3 +

tr+1 + 1

tr+1
T 2 − T +

1

tr+1
∈ O(t=∞)[T ].

Modulo a vertical translation, the Newton arc of Pt(T ) with respect to (t = ∞) coincides with that of P̃t(T ),
meaning that the slopes of the segments that form the two arcs are the same (see Section 2.3). Therefore,

determining the Newton arc of P̃t(T ) also yields the Newton arc of Pt(T ) and is enough to deduce the
splitting behaviour of (t = ∞) in Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(t).

Lemma 4.3. For any r ∈ Z≥3, the Newton arc of P̃t(T ) with respect to (t = ∞) consists of three line
segments L1, L2 and L3 with slopes ρ(L1) = −(r+1)/1, ρ(L2) = −0/1 and ρ(L3) = ((r+1)/2)/((r− 1)/2).
Furthermore, each segment has the following associated polynomials:

γL1
(T ) = −T + 1, δL1

(T ) = T − 1,

γL2(T ) = −T + 1, δL2(T ) = T − 1,(21)

γL3
(T ) = T (r+1)−2 + 1 = T r−1 + 1 = (T (r−1)/2)2 + 1, δL3

(T ) = T 2 + 1.

Proof. The lemma follows simply by observing that the support set (see Theorem 2.3) SP̃t(T ) of P̃t(T ) at

(t = ∞) is, for r ≥ 5,

SP̃t(T ) = {(0, r + 1), (1, 0), (2, 0), (3, r + 1), ((r + 1)/2, r + 1), (r + 1, r + 1)},
while for r = 3 is

SP̃t(T ) = {(0, r + 1), (1, 0), (2, 0), (3, r + 1), (r + 1, r + 1)}.
In both cases, the shape of the Newton arc is hence the same. Note that the way in which we write the
slopes in the statement is instrumental to make explicit their expression as fractions −a/b, where a, b ∈ Z,
b > 0, gcd (a, b) = 1, so that for all i = 1, 2, 3 it is immediate to obtain the polynomials γLi

(T ) and δLi
(T ),

as defined in Section 2.3. □

0 21 3 r+1
2

r + 1

r + 1

Figure 4. Newton arc of P̃t(T ) with respect to (t = ∞).

By Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.6, there are only two possibilities for the splitting behaviour of (t = ∞)
in Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(t), which are described in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let notations be as in Theorem 4.3. Then:
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(1) If −1 is a square in Fqm , the place (t = ∞) has four places lying over it in Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(t), namely
two places P1, P2 with e(Pi|(t = ∞)) = 1 and f(Pi|(t = ∞)) = 1, for i = 1, 2, and two places P3, P4

with e(Pi|(t = ∞)) = (r − 1)/2 and f(Pi|(t = ∞)) = 1, for i = 3, 4.
(2) If −1 is not a square in Fqm , the place (t = ∞) has three places lying over it in Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(t),

namely two places P1, P2 with e(Pi|(t = ∞)) = 1 and f(Pi|(t = ∞)) = 1, for i = 1, 2, and one place
P3 with e(P3|(t = ∞)) = (r − 1)/2 and f(P3|(t = ∞)) = 2.

Proof. The proof follows directly from Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 2.6, simply by observing that if −1 is a
square in Fqm then the polynomial δL3(T ) = T 2+1 splits over Fqm , while it is irreducible in Fqm if −1 is not
a square. In case (1), the place P1 corresponds to the line segment L1, the place P2 corresponds to L2 and
P3, P4 correspond to L3. In case (2), similarly, the place P1 corresponds to the line segment L1, the place
P2 corresponds to L2 and P3 corresponds to L3. □

Fqm(t, x) P1 P2 P3 P4

Fqm(t) (t = ∞)

r+1 e=1 f=1 e= r−1
2 f=1

Figure 5. Splitting of (t = ∞) in case (1) of Theorem 4.4

Fqm(t, x) P1 P2 P3

Fqm(t) (t = ∞)

r+1
e=1 f=1

e=1 f=1
e= r−1

2 f=2

Figure 6. Splitting of (t = ∞) in case (2) of Theorem 4.4

Remark 4.5. By the law of quadratic reciprocity, −1 is a square modulo qm if and only if qm ≡ 1 (mod 4).
If r = 3, since we are assuming q ≡ 1 (mod r + 1), we are hence always in case (1) of Theorem 4.4.

We now compute the valuations of the generators of the vector space L (see Theorem 3.9) at the places of
Fqm(t, x) lying over (t = ∞), both in cases (1) and (2) of Theorem 4.4. Observe that, to this aim, it is enough
to compute the valuation of x at P1, P2, P3, P4 (resp. P1, P2, P3), since each generator of L is a monomial
involving powers of x and t, and we already know the valuation of t at P1, P2, P3, P4 (resp. P1, P2, P3) from
Theorem 4.4.

Lemma 4.6. Let notations be as in Theorem 4.3 and Theorem 4.4. Moreover, as before let Fqm(M̄r) be the
function field of M̄r, described as Fqm(t, x) in Theorem 3.1.

(1) Suppose that −1 is a square in Fqm . Then

vP1(x) = r + 1, vP2(x) = 0, vP3(x) = vP4(x) = −r + 1

2
.(22)

(2) Suppose that −1 is not a square in Fqm . Then

vP1
(x) = r + 1, vP2

(x) = 0, vP3
(x) = −r + 1

2
.(23)
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Proof. Both Eq. (22) and Eq. (23) follow directly from Theorem 2.5, Theorem 2.6 and Theorem 4.3. □

Remark 4.7. By Theorem 4.6 and Theorem 4.4, we can determine the valuation at P1, P2, P3, P4 (resp.
P1, P2, P3) of all the generators of L. In case (1) of Theorem 4.4, we have

vP1
(xitj) = (r + 1)i− j,

vP2
(xitj) = −j,(24)

vP3
(xitj) = vP4

(xitj) = −r + 1

2
i− r − 1

2
j,

for i = 1, . . . , r − 2, j = 0, . . . , r − 1, while

vP1(x
r−1th) = (r + 1)(r − 1)− h,

vP2
(xr−1th) = −h,(25)

vP3
(xr−1th) = vP4

(xr−1th) = −r
2 − 1

2
− r − 1

2
h,

for h = 0, . . . , r − 2, and, similarly, in case (2) of Theorem 4.4 we have

vP1
(xitj) = (r + 1)i− j,

vP2
(xitj) = −j,(26)

vP3
(xitj) = −r + 1

2
i− r − 1

2
j,

for i = 1, . . . , r − 2, j = 0, . . . , r − 1, while

vP1
(xr−1th) = (r + 1)(r − 1)− h,

vP2
(xr−1th) = −h,(27)

vP3
(xr−1th) = − (r − 1)2

2
− r − 1

2
h,

for h = 0, . . . , r − 2.
From Eq. (24), Eq. (25), Eq. (26) and Eq. (27), it follows that, both in case (1) and (2) of Theorem 4.4,

the place P1 is a common zero of all the generators of L, and hence it is a common zero of all the functions
in L. More precisely, we have that

(28) minf∈L\{0}{vP1(f)} = (r + 1)− (r − 1) = 2.

On the other hand, observe that the valuations of the generators of L at all the other places P2, P3, P4 (resp.
P2, P3) are negative.

Remark 4.8. As observed in the beginning of Section 3, Fqm(t, x)/Fqm(x) is a Kummer extension of degree
r + 1. By Theorem 4.6, if −1 is a square in Fqm then

(29) (x) = (r + 1)P1 −
r + 1

2
P3 −

r + 1

2
P4,

while, if −1 is not a square in Fqm) then

(30) (x) = (r + 1)P1 −
r + 1

2
P3.

From this and Theorem 4.7, we can compute the maximum possible order of vanishing of a function in L in
Fqm(M̄r). Indeed, this is exactly the maximum of the degrees of the pole divisors of the monomials generating
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L. We have

deg (xitj)∞ = i(r + 1) + jr,

deg (xr−1th)∞ = (r − 1)(r + 1) + hr,(31)

for i = 1, . . . , r − 2, j = 0, . . . , r − 1, h = 0, . . . , r − 2, and hence

(32) maxf∈L\{0}{deg (f)∞} = deg (xr−1tr−2)∞ = 2r2 − 2r − 1.

By Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 4.8, the following lower bound for the minimum distance d of a code C(B,L)
holds.

Proposition 4.9. Let C(B,L) be an Fqm-linear code of length n = b(r + 1)2 as in Theorem 3.9, where
b ∈ Z≥1. The following lower bound for the minimum distance d of C(B,L) holds:

(33) d ≥ n− (2r2 − 2r − 1− 2) = n− (2r2 − 2r − 3) = r2(b− 2) + r(2b+ 2) + b+ 3.

Proof. By construction, the minimum weight wH(cf ) of the codeword cf ∈ C(B,L), obtained by evaluating
f ∈ L \ {0} at the points in SB , is exactly n − #{zeros of f in SB}. The number of zeros of f contained
in SB is at most the total possible number of zeros of f on M̄r, which in turn is at most the degree of the
pole divisor (f)∞ of f in Fqm(M̄r), that is,

wH(cf ) = n−#{zeros of f in SB} ≥ n−#{zeros of f on M̄r} ≥ n− deg (f)∞.

By Eq. (32) in Theorem 4.8,
maxf∈L\{0}{deg (f)∞} = 2r2 − 2r − 1,

and, by Eq. (28) in Theorem 4.7,
minf∈L\{0}{vP1(f)} = 2,

hence, for any f ∈ L \ {0} the associated codeword cf has weight

wH(cf ) ≥ n− deg (f)∞ ≥ n− (2r2 − 2r − 1− 2).

Note that the last inequality follows from Eq. (32) and Eq. (28), since P1 is a zero of all the functions in L
and is not contained in SB . Hence, the bound in Eq. (33) on the minimum distance follows. □

Observe that, if b ≥ 2, the bound obtained in Theorem 4.9 is d ≥ r2(b−2)+ r(2b+2)+ b+3 ≥ 6r+5 > 0
for any possible value of r. On the other hand, if b = 1, the bound in Eq. (33) is d ≥ −r2 + 4r+ 4, which is
positive only for r = 3. However, if b = 1, we can actually compute the value of the minimum distance d of
C(B,L) for any r ∈ Z≥3 odd (i.e., as in the assumptions of Theorem 3.9).

Proposition 4.10. Let r ∈ Z≥3 odd and let C(B,L) be a code over Fqm as in Theorem 3.9, with locality r.
If b = 1, then the minimum distance d is d = n− (r2 + 2r − 7) = (r + 1)2 − (r2 + 2r − 7) = 8.

Proof. When b = 1, the set of evaluation points of a code C(B,L) is simply one set of nice points as in
Eq. (13), namely

St̄ := {[x̄ : x̄
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; ζj t̄ : 1] | j = 0, . . . , r, Pt̄(x̄) = 0}.

Observe that, by definition of St̄, there are exactly r + 1 distinct values x̄1, . . . , x̄r+1 attained by the x-
coordinates of points in St̄. Consider the function

(34) fmin := x ·
r−1∏
i=1

(t− ζj t̄) ·
r−3∏
i=1

(x− x̄i) ∈ L \ {0},

and note that fmin has exactly r2 + 2r − 7 distinct zeros in St̄. Indeed, each function t − ζj t̄ has exactly

r + 1 zeros in St̄, namely the points [x̄ : x̄
r+1
2 + 1 : 1; ζj t̄ : 1] with i = 1, . . . , r + 1, and similarly each

function x − x̄i vanishes on St̄ only at the r + 1 points [x̄i : x̄
r+1
2

i + 1 : 1; ζj t̄ : 1], with j = 1, . . . , r + 1.
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On the other hand, by Theorem 4.8, the function x has only one zero, namely P1, which is not a point
of St̄. Therefore, each of the r − 1 factors in

∏r−1
i=1 (t − ζj t̄) has r + 1 distinct zeros in St̄, and so does

each of the r − 3 factors in
∏r−3

i=1 (x − x̄i). However, for each factor x − x̄i, r − 1 zeros have already been

counted as zeros of the r − 1 factors in
∏r−1

i=1 (t − ζj t̄), hence we have that the function fmin has in total
(r− 1)(r+ 1)+ (r− 3)((r+ 1)− (r− 1)) = r2 + 2r− 7 distinct zeros in St̄, as claimed. Hence the codeword
cfmin

associated to fmin has weight exactly

(35) wH(cfmin
) = n− (r2 + 2r − 7) = (r + 1)2 − (r2 + 2r − 7) = 8.

We claim that wH(cfmin
) is actually the minimum weight of C(B,L), and we show this by proving that there

is no function in L \ {0} with more than r2 + 2r − 7 distinct zeros in St̄.

Note that a function f(x, t) =
∑r−1

m=1 am(t)xm ∈ L \ {0} which, for a fixed t̄, has r + 1 distinct solutions
as a polynomial f(x, t̄) in x, must be such that (t − t̄) | am(t) for all m = 1, . . . , r − 1, since the degree of
f(x, t̄) in x is at most r − 1. Hence, such an f can be written as f = c · (t − t̄) · f̄(x, t), where c ∈ Fqm

∗,
f̄ ∈ Fqm [x, t], degt f̄ ≤ r − 2. Since we wish to maximize the number of points in St̄ on which f(x, t) =∑r−1

m=1 am(t)xm ∈ L \ {0} vanishes, we then need to have that f vanishes for exactly r− 1 distinct values of

t̄ (see Eq. (34)), which, iterating the reasoning above, means that f = c ·
∏r−1

i=1 (t− ζj t̄) · f̃(x).
Observe now that, symmetrically, f = c ·

∏r−1
i=1 (t− ζj t̄) · f̃(x) =

∑r−1
m=0 dm(x)tm, for dm(x) ∈ Fqm [x] with

deg dm(x) ≤ r − 1. Then, if f has one more vanishing point in St̄ with a certain x-coordinate x̄ (i.e., if f
vanishes at r distinct points with such an x-coordinate), it has to vanish on the whole subset of points of St̄

with x-coordinate x̄. Indeed, f(x̄, t) is a polynomial in t of degree r − 1 with r distinct roots, which implies
that f(x̄, t) has to vanish identically on all the points of St̄ with x-coordinate equal to x̄. Therefore, if f
vanishes at more than r − 1 points with a fixed x-coordinate, then it vanishes at all the r + 1 points of St̄

with the same x-coordinate and, as above, we have that (x− x̄) | dm(x) for all m = 0, . . . , r − 1. Therefore,
for f ∈ L \ {0} to vanish on the largest possible number of points of St̄, we necessarily have that

(36) f = c · x ·
r−1∏
i=1

(t− ζj t̄) ·
r−3∏
j=1

(x− x̄j),

where c ∈ Fqm
∗ and j can be at most r − 3 because otherwise the monomial xr−1tr−1 ̸∈ L would appear in

the expression of f . This hence shows that any nonzero function in L with the largest possible number of
vanishing points in St̄ is exactly of the form in Eq. (36). Therefore, there is no function in L\{0} with more
than r2 + 2r − 7 distinct zeros in St̄ and the minimum distance d of C(B,L) is exactly d = wH(cfmin

) =
n− (r2 + 2r − 7) = (r + 1)2 − (r2 + 2r − 7) = 8. □

We have thus determined the minimum distance d for a code C(B,L) with b = 1. In the following
subsection, we conclude the discussion on the codes C(B,L) by showing that, when b ≥ 2, the bound
obtained in Eq. (33) is sharp for r = 3, since there are examples where the bound is attained (see Table 1).

Remark 4.11. It is not clear in which sense to study asymptotics of the family of codes C(B,L), since when
the length n tends to infinity also r needs to tend to infinity, which means that the field of definition Fqm

cannot be fixed. Indeed, m depends on r and in particular, for q fixed, the smallest possible value of m for
which the existence of a nice t ∈ Fqm

∗ is guaranteed becomes larger when r becomes larger, see Theorem 3.4.

4.3. Explicit examples with r = 3. In this subsection, we consider several examples of codes C(B,L) as
in Theorem 3.9 with r = 3. These examples show that, when b ≥ 2, the bound on d obtained in Eq. (33)
is sharp. Moreover, in all these examples, when b ≥ 2 and the bound Eq. (33) is not sharp, the difference
between the bound and the actual minimum distance of C(B,L) is 1.

For any suitable choice of q, m and b be as in Theorem 3.9, we denote by w ∈ Fqm a generator of the
multiplicative group Fqm

∗, i.e. ⟨w⟩ = Fqm
∗, and by ζ ∈ Fqm a primitive r + 1-th root of unity. Each row

of Table 1 contains the parameters of a code C(B,L) with r = 3 defined over Fqm . The first and second
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columns contain, respectively, the values of q and m. The third column contains the value of b, that is, the
number of chosen subsets of Gm (see Eq. (15)), and the fourth column contains the explicit expression of
the set B (see Theorem 3.7), showing which nice elements of Fqm have been chosen for the construction of
the set of evaluation points SB of the code C(B,L). Note that, for r, q and m fixed, the code C(B,L) is
uniquely determined by the choice of the set of nice elements B, since the Fqm-vector space L depends only
on r. This explains why, in the table, it is enough to specify q, m and B to specify a certain code C(B,L).
The fifth column of the table contains the length n of the code, which is n = b(r + 1)2 = b · 42. Observe
that, as shown is Theorem 4.1, the dimension k of all the listed codes C(B,L) is k = r(r − 1)− 1 = 5. The
sixth column of Table 1 is left empty when b = 1, since the value of the minimum distance d of C(B,L)
is computed in Theorem 4.10 in this case. On the other hand, when b ≥ 2, the sixth column contains the
estimate ∆ for the minimum distance d of C(B,L) obtained from our bound Eq. (33). More precisely,

• if b = 1, by Theorem 4.10, the distance d of any code C(B,L) is exactly d = 8, for any admissible r
as in Theorem 3.9. In this case, we leave the value corresponding to ∆ empty, as we already know
the exact value of d.

• If b ≥ 2, we set instead ∆ := n − (2r2 − 2r − 1 − 2), that is the bound obtained in Eq. (33). Note
that ∆ = n− 9 for r = 3.

Finally, the seventh column of the table contains the actual value d of the minimum distance of C(B,L).
For qm = 72, 92, 112, 132, Table 1 contains data for all the possible codes C(B,L) with r = 3 that can be

obtained with the construction in Theorem 3.9, that is, all the possible subsets B of nice elements of Fqm

are considered. For qm = 54, it can be verified that Gm is partitioned in exactly 8 subsets G(ℓ)
m as in Eq. (15),

which give rise to 28 − 1 = 255 possible codes C(B,L) as in Theorem 3.9, so we choose to include in the
table only a few examples. Note that in all of the examples included with qm = 54 and b ≥ 5, we find that
the bound in Eq. (33) is sharp.

In all the examples in Table 1 with b = 1, we find ∆ = d as predicted by Theorem 4.9. Moreover, the
examples in the rows in bold show that the bound in Eq. (33) is sharp, since in these cases we find ∆ = d.
Furthermore, observe that in all the examples in the table we find that d−∆ ≤ 1.

5. Codes C(B,L) with r = 3: a reinterpretation with genus 1 fibrations

In this section, we expand on Theorem 3.8 and rephrase the construction proposed in Theorem 3.9 for
r = 3 in a more geometric perspective. This explains in which sense our construction can be viewed as a
generalization of the results on LRCs from elliptic surfaces contained in [23, Section VI].

Let m be an integer satisfying Eq. (11) with r = 3, for some q, and let E3 over Fqm be as in 5. Observe
that E3 admits two genus 1 fibrations, given by the projections Πt and Πx to the t-line and to the x-line,
respectively. With a slight abuse, we refer here to the notations introduced in Theorem 3.8. The curve
M := M3 is a multisection of degree r + 1 = 4 for both fibrations. Hence, in the light of [23, Section
VI], constructing a code on the points of M whose space of functions is simultaneously a subspace of the
Riemann-Roch spaces of 4Ot and of 4Ox, where Ot (resp. Ox) is the zero section of the projection to the
t-line (resp. the projection to the x-line), naturally yields a locally recoverable code with availability 2.
Observe that Theorem 3.9 provides indeed an example of such construction. In what follows, we present a
different take on the construction of Section 3, where we obtain the same codes as in Theorem 3.9 but are
able to devise a recovery strategy different than the one discussed in Theorem 4.2.

We start by recalling Theorem 3.9 for the case r = 3.

Definition 5.1. Let q ≡ 1 (mod 4) and let E3 as in Eq. (5) and M̄3 as in Eq. (6) be defined over Fqm ,
where m is a positive integer satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 3.4. Let Gm as in Eq. (14) and choose

subsets G(1)
m , . . . ,G(b)

m of Gm, where |Gm| = 4M and b ∈ Z, 1 ≤ b ≤ M . Let B := ∪b
ℓ=1G

(ℓ)
m and SB as in

Theorem 3.7, with r = 3.
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r = 3
q m b B n ∆ d

72 1 1 {ζiw46 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
72 1 1 {ζiw6 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
72 1 2 {ζiw46, ζiw6 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
9 2 1 {ζi | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
112 1 1 {ζi | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
112 1 1 {ζiw15 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
112 1 1 {ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
112 1 2 {ζi, ζiw15 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
112 1 2 {ζi, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
112 1 2 {ζiw15, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
112 1 3 {ζi, ζiw15, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 48 39 40
13 2 1 {ζiw | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
13 2 1 {ζiw13 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
13 2 1 {ζiw21 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
13 2 1 {ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 16 − 8
13 2 2 {ζiw, ζiw13 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
13 2 2 {ζiw, ζiw21 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
13 2 2 {ζiw, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
13 2 2 {ζiw13, ζiw21 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
13 2 2 {ζiw13, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
13 2 2 {ζiw21, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 32 23 24
13 2 3 {ζiw, ζiw13, ζiw21 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 48 39 40
13 2 3 {ζiw, ζiw13, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 48 39 40
13 2 3 {ζiw, ζiw21, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 48 39 40
13 2 3 {ζiw13, ζiw21, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 48 39 40
13 2 4 {ζiw, ζiw13, ζiw21, ζi4 | i = 1, . . . , r+ 1} 64 55 55
5 4 3 {ζi, ζiw9, ζiw13 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 48 39 40
5 4 4 {ζi, ζiw9, ζiw13, ζiw33 | i = 1, . . . , r + 1} 64 55 56
5 4 5 {ζi, ζiw9, ζiw13, ζiw33, ζiw39 | i = 1, . . . , r+ 1} 80 71 71
5 4 6 {ζi, ζiw9, ζiw13, ζiw33, ζiw39, ζiw45 | i = 1, . . . , r+ 1} 96 87 87
5 4 7 {ζi, ζiw9, ζiw13, ζiw33, ζiw39, ζiw45, ζiw65 | i = 1, . . . , r+ 1} 112 103 103

Table 1. Each row of the table contains the value ∆ and the actual minimum distance
d of a code C(B,L) over Fqm with r = 3. When b = 1, the value of ∆ is left empty has
we theoretically know from Theorem 4.10 that d = 8. When b ≥ 2, ∆ is instead the lower
bound for d determined in Eq. (33), namely ∆ := n− (2r2 − 2r − 1− 2) = n− 9.

Furthermore, consider the Fqm-vector space

L := ⟨xtj , x2th | j = 0, 1, 2, h = 0, 1⟩,(37)

and the linear evaluation map

evSB
: L −→ (Fqm)

n

f 7−→
(
f(P

(1)
1,1 ), . . . , f(P

(b)
4,4 )

)
.
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For more compact notations, we also write evSB
(f) =

(
f(P

(ℓ)
i,j )

)ℓ=1,...,b

i,j=1,...,4
. We define an AG code C(B,L) of

length n := |SB | = b · 42 on E3 as the image of evSB
, that is,

(38) C(B,L) :=

{(
f(P

(ℓ)
i,j )

)ℓ=1,...,b

i,j=1,...,4

∣∣∣∣ f ∈ L

}
.

Observe that the functions in L restrict both on vertical fibers Π−1
t (t̄) and on horizontal fibers Π−1

x (x̄)
as rational functions with a pole divisor of degree at most r + 1, since deg (x)∞ = 2 (resp. deg (t)∞ = 2)
on any Π−1

t (t̄) (resp. on Π−1
x (x̄)). This allows us to propose an alternative recovery strategy for the codes

C(B,L) with r = 3, which is discussed in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. A code C(B,L) as in Theorem 3.9 has locality r = 3 and availability 2. More precisely, for

any f ∈ L \ {0}, each symbol f(P
(ℓ̄)

ī,j̄
) of the codeword c :=

(
f(P

(ℓ)
i,j )

)ℓ=1,...,b

i,j=1,...,4
has two distinct recovery sets,

namely

f(H
(ℓ̄)

ī
) :=

{
f(P

(ℓ̄)

ī,j
) | j = 1, . . . , 4 ∧ j ̸= j̄

}
,

f(V
(ℓ̄)

j̄
) :=

{
f(P

(ℓ̄)

i,j̄
) | i = 1, . . . , 4 ∧ i ̸= ī

}
.

We refer to f(H
(ℓ̄)

ī
) (resp. f(V

(ℓ̄)

j̄
)) as a horizontal (resp. vertical) recovery set for f(P

(ℓ̄)

ī,j̄
) (see Eq. (16)

and Eq. (17)).

Proof. With notations as in Theorem 5.2, consider f =
∑2

s=1 as(t)x
s ∈ L \ {0}, where as(t) ∈ Fqm [t] is a

polynomial of degree deg as(t) ≤ 2 for all s = 0, 1, 2, and the codeword c obtained by evaluating f at the
points in S, that is,

c :=
(
f(P

(ℓ)
i,j )

)ℓ=1,...,b

i,j=1,...,4
.

If c has a missing symbol, which without loss of generality we can assume to be f(P
(1)
1,1 ), we proceed as

follows.

(1) Recovering from a vertical recovery set. Suppose first that we wish to recover f(P
(1)
1,1 ) using the

vertical recovery set f(V
(1)
1 ). We start by observing that P

(1)
1,1 and the points in the vertical set V

(1)
1 ,

which lie in the intersection of the vertical fiber Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ) and the multisection M, are in particular

the affine points of intersection of the elliptic curve Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ) with the conic defined by y = x2+1 in

A2
(x,y). In fact, denoting by O the point at infinity of Π−1

t (t̄
(1)
1 ), the intersection divisor of the curves

Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ) and y = x2 +1 in A2

(x,y) can be written as P
(1)
1,1 +P

(1)
2,1 +P

(1)
3,1 +P

(1)
4,1 +2O. Since Π−1

t (t̄
(1)
1 )

is in Weierstrass form and O is an inflection point, we have that P
(1)
1,1 +P

(1)
2,1 +P

(1)
3,1 +P

(1)
4,1 +2O = O

in the group law of Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ), which implies in particular that P

(1)
1,1 + P

(1)
2,1 + P

(1)
3,1 + P

(1)
4,1 = O.

Observe now that the elliptic curve E3 : y2 = x3 − x2(t4 + 1) + xt4 over Fqm(t) yields an elliptic
fibration on a K3 surface, with generic fiber that has finite Mordell–Weil group. Indeed, the fibers
of the projection Πt to the t-line are clearly elliptic curves, and the induced fibration has a natural
section, namely ([0 : 1 : 0], t). Therefore, the projection is indeed an elliptic fibration. Moreover, the
underlying surface is K3 since the degree of the coefficients satisfy v(ai(t)) ≤ 2i and v(a2(t)) = 4
(see the discussion in [25, Subsect.4.10]). The fact that the Mordell–Weil group is finite is a direct
application of the Shioda-Tate formula ([25, Cor. 6.13]), as we explain in what follows.

After an inspection of the discriminant, we obtain that the singular fibers are of types 2I8, 4I2.
Let ρ be the Picard number of E3. Then, since E3 is K3, its Picard number satisfies 1 ≤ ρ ≤ 20.
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Let r be the the rank of the Mordell–Weil group of the generic fiber of Πt. Then, the Shioda-Tate
formula yields

ρ = r+ 2 + 2 · 7 + 4 · 1 = r + 20.

Since ρ ≤ 20 and r ≥ 0, we conclude that ρ = 20 and therefore r = 0 as claimed.
We can hence apply [23, Lemma VI.2], which ensures that the evaluation points in the vertical

set V
(1)
1 sum to O in the group law of Π−1

t (t̄
(1)
1 ). To conclude it is then enough to note that, since no

point in SB coincides with O (by Theorem 5.1 and the fact that Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ) is in Weierstrass form),

we can apply [23, Lemma VI.1]. Indeed, the assumption that no point in V
(1)
1 is O, while the sum

of all the points in V
(1)
1 is equal to O, is actually enough for the argument used in the proof of [23,

Lemma VI.1]. This shows that the recoverability property holds for the vertical recovery sets.

(2) Recovering from a horizontal recovery set. Suppose now that we wish to recover f(P
(1)
1,1 ) using

the horizontal recovery set f(H
(1)
1 ). Observe first that, differently from Πt, the fibration Πx does

not admit a section. Indeed, write Πx as a family of hyperelliptic curves in the following way:

(39) y2 = (t4 − x)(−x2 + x).

It can then be seen that the point [0 : 1 : 0] only splits in the desingularisation when −x2 + x is
a square. Therefore, even if there are several fibers that yield elliptic curves, Πx does not admit a
section. However, we note the following:
i) The fibration (39) is a quadratic twist by d(x) = −x2 + x of the rational elliptic fibration with

Mordell–Weil rank 0 and singular fibers of types III, III∗:

(40) y2 = t4 − x.

ii) Since the twist happens above x = 0, 1, the fibration 39 has singular fibers of types 2III∗ and
I∗0 .

iii) Furthermore, applying the Shioda–Tate formula ([25, Cor. 6.13]) to the jacobian fibration, we
obtain that the Mordell–Weil rank of the generic fiber of the jacobian fibration is 0, and by [24,
Thm 2.4] we conclude that the Mordell–Weil group is Z/2Z.

iv) Now, from iii), we know that the trace of the image of M in the jacobian fibration is contained
in the 2-torsion of the generic fiber. By [26, Specialization thm.], the sum of the points in the
intersection of the image of M and the jacobian of an arbitrary fiber Π−1

x (x̄) of Πx lies in the
2-torsion points of the fiber Π−1

x (x̄)[2].
By construction (see Theorem 5.1), the evaluation points of C(B,L) all lie on fibers of Πx that are
elliptic curves, i.e., that are above points x̄ such that −x̄2+ x̄ is a square. Since these fibers coincide
with their jacobian, we hence have that, by iii) and iv) above, the hypotheses of [23, Lemma VI.1]
and [23, Lemma VI.2] are satisfied, and hence the recovery procedure described in [23, Lemma VI.1]
works in our case as well. This shows that the recoverability property of C(B,L) holds also for the
horizontal recovery sets, concluding the proof.

□

Remark 5.3. In the proof of Theorem 5.2, the recovery procedure from a vertical recovery set could also be
proved without using [23, Lemmas VI.1 and VI.2], while still using a more geometric argument than the one

in the proof of Theorem 4.2. Indeed, to show that f(P
(1)
1,1 ) can be uniquely recovered from the values of f at

the points in the vertical set V
(1)
1 = {P (1)

2,1 , P
(1)
3,1 , P

(1)
4,1 } one could also argue in the following way.

Let f1, f2 be the restrictions to Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ) of two rational functions in L\{0} such that f1(P

(1)
i,1 ) = f2(P

(1)
i,1 ),

for i = 2, 3, 4, and f1(P
(1)
1,1 ) ̸= f2(P

(1)
1,1 ), and consider the function on Π−1

t (t̄
(1)
1 ) given by their difference g :=

f1 − f2. Observe that, since f1, f2 ∈ L (Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ), 4O), where L (Π−1

t (t̄
(1)
1 ), 4O) denotes the Riemann-Roch
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space of the divisor 4O on Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ), we also have that g ∈ L (Π−1

t (t̄
(1)
1 ), 4O). More precisely, the principal

divisor of g on Π−1
t (t̄

(1)
1 ) can be written as (g) = D+P

(1)
2,1 +P

(1)
3,1 +P

(1)
4,1 −mO, where D is an effective divisor

whose support might contain P
(1)
2,1 , P

(1)
3,1 , P

(1)
4,1 , but does not contain P

(1)
1,1 , and m := max{deg(f1)∞, deg(f2)∞}.

Note that, by construction, 3 ≤ m ≤ 4, which means that m can only be either 3 or 4.

• If m = 3, then the support of the divisor D must be empty, that is, (g) = P
(1)
2,1 + P

(1)
3,1 + P

(1)
4,1 − 3O,

which by Abel’s Theorem (see [32, Corollary III 3.5]) implies that P
(1)
2,1 + P

(1)
3,1 + P

(1)
4,1 = O. Since we

already have that P
(1)
1,1 + P

(1)
2,1 + P

(1)
3,1 + P

(1)
4,1 = O, this yields P

(1)
1,1 = O, which is a contradiction.

• If instead m = 4, then the support of D must contain exactly one point P , that is, (g) = P + P
(1)
2,1 +

P
(1)
3,1 +P

(1)
4,1 − 4O. By Abel’s Theorem, this implies that P +P

(1)
2,1 +P

(1)
3,1 +P

(1)
4,1 = O. Combining this

with P
(1)
1,1 +P

(1)
2,1 +P

(1)
3,1 +P

(1)
4,1 = O, we hence obtain that P = P

(1)
1,1 , which means that P

(1)
1,1 is a zero

of g, implying that f1(P
(1)
1,1 ) = f2(P

(1)
1,1 ) and contradicting our assumptions on f1 and f2.

This shows that any two functions in L that coincide on the points in V
(1)
1 also have the same value on P

(1)
1,1 ,

hence the recoverability property holds for the vertical recovery sets.
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