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Abstract—We give an explicit construction of exact cooper-  storage and with minimum repair bandwidth have been
ative regenerating codes at the MBCR (minimum bandwidth constructed explicitly[[7],18],[[9].

cooperative regeneration) point. Before the paper, the opl Most of the studies on regenerating codes are for single-
known explicit MBCR code is given with parametersn = d+r

and d = k, while our construction applies to all possible values failure recovery, while in several scenarios multiple degls
of n, k, d,r. The code has a brief expression in the polynomial heed to be considered. For example, in Total Recall a
form and the data reconstruction is accomplished by bivaride repair process is triggered only after the total number of
polynomial interpolation. It is a scalar code and operates wer failed nodes has reached a predefined threshold. Suppose
a finite field of §ize q 2 n. Besides, we establish several r newcomers are to be generated to replace the failed
subspace properties for linear exact MBCR codes. Based on . . . .
these properties we prove that linear exact MBCR codes canmo nodes in a system. Comparing with the one-by-one repair
achieve repair-by-transfer. manner,cooperative repair is more profitable because the
bandwidth between the newcomers is also used. That is,
each newcomer is allowed to firstly download data fram
Distributed storage system provides a preferable solutionhelper nodes and then from the other 1 newcomers.
to the requirements of large storage volume and widespread’he idea of cooperative repair first appears [in [4] with
data access. To avoid data loss from storage node failuresj = n—r. Then paper [16] considers the repair with flexible
erasure coding is frequently used in distributed storaged’s. We call regenerating codes with cooperative repair as
systems, such as Total Recéll [2] and Oceanstare [6]. Itcooperative regenerating codes. The tradeoff between node

I. INTRODUCTION

encodes the data file inte pieces, distributing ta nodes
respectively in the network, and a data-collector canee¢ri
the original file by connecting to any storage nodes. This
process of data retrieval is referred todasa reconstruction.

storage and repair bandwidth for cooperative regenerating
codes is given in[[5]. Two extreme points in the tradeoff
are called MBCR (i.e. minimum bandwidth cooperative
regeneration) and MSCR (i.e. minimum storage cooperative

When a node fails or leaves the system, a self-sustainingegeneration). They meet minimum repair bandwidth and
storage system should be able to repair or regenerate theninimum storage respectively.

node by downloading data from survival nodes (called There are two major repair modes in regenerating codes.
helper nodes). This process is calledode repair, and the  One isexact repair, namely the lost content of the failed
total amount of data downloaded during the process isnode are regenerated exactly. The othduigtional repair
referred to agepair bandwidth. Traditional erasure codes which means the content of the newcomer may not be
mostly need repair bandwidth equal to the size of the entirethe same as in the failed one, but the system maintains
file, which is much larger than the piece stored at eachthe property of data reconstruction. General bounds and
node. Dimakis et al.[]3] discover a tradeoff between the implicit constructions of regenerating codes with funotib
node storage and repair bandwidth. They propose a newepair can be developed from results of network coding [17],
kind of erasure codes, nameedgenerating codes, which [4]. Since exact repair brings less changes to the system
achieves the tradeoff. Regenerating codes with minimumthan functional repair, people cares more about explicit
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constructions of exact regenerating codes. Additionally, newcomers. Similarly, we split each newcomer into
practice it is also desirable to minimize the number of bits three node#$n;, Mid; andOut; in the information flow

a node must read out from its memory during the repair of graph.

failed nodes. Recently people [10], [14] start to study the « Data-collector DC connecting to arly active nodes

repair-by-transfer regenerating code in which the number can recover the original data file, as required by the
of bits read out during the repair is minimal, namely equal data reconstruction property.
to the number of bits to be sent out. Obviously, the parameters should satigify-~ < n, 1 <

About cooperative regenerating codes, Shum [11] givesy, < n, 1 < a, etc. Note that ifd < k, a data collector
an explicit construction of exact MSCR codes with param- can reconstruct the data file by connecting to dnyodes
etersd = k, then he and Hu_[12] construct exact MBCR sjnce any set of failed nodes can be regenerated by these
codes in the case of = k andn = d + r. Recently, paper 4 nodes. Thus, dn, k,d,r) cooperative regenerating code
[15] constructs exact MSCR codes fbr= 2 andd > k,  implies a(n, k' = d, d, r) code and vice versa. Without loss
and shows impossibility of scalar exact MSCR codes underg¢ generality we assumé > k throughout the paper.
k > 3 andd > k. Paperl[13] proves the existence of MBCR Figure[1 displays an information flow graph for the

codes with functional repair for general parameters. cooperative regenerating code with parameters- 5, k =
In this paper, we explicitly constructan exact MBCR code 2 ¢ — 3 » = 2). The labelsa, 81, 32,00 denote the

for all possible values ofi, k,d,r. The code has a brief capacity of the corresponding edges. Thus the problem of
expression in the polynomial form and the data reconstruc-copperative regenerating codes induces a multicast proble
tion is accomplished by bivariate polynomial interpolatio i sych a graph whers is the single source and all possible
Moreover, the code is scalar and operates over a finitepc's are the sinks. Furthermore, this graph illustrates a
field of sizeq > n. Besides, we establish several subspacespecifical fail-repair process. There are infinitely mariy fa
properties for linear exact MBCR codes. Based on theserepair processes since the node failures and edge links are
properties we prove that linear exact MBCR codes cannotyoth variable. Each process gives an information flow graph.
achieve repair-by-transfer. Therefore a cooperative regenerating code with parameters
Organization of the paper is as follows. Section 2 de- (n,k,d,r, o, B1,32) implies a multicast coding in all the
scribes the problem of cooperative regenerating codes. Secyraphs. As a result, the cut-set bound for single-source mul
tion 3 derives subspace properties of exact MBCR codesticast problem|[[1] gives the following necessary condition

and proves the impossibility result about repair-by-tfans o cooperative regenerating code [4]] [5], [11].
Section 4 gives the explicit construction of MBCR codes

. s h—1
and Section 5 concludes the paper. B< Zlh min{a, (d — thWl L =18 Q)
h=1 t=1

Il. PROBLEM DESCRIPTION
where{l},};_, is any set of integers satisfyidg+- - -+, =
and1 < [y,---,ls < r. Actually, [; means the data-
collector connects té; nodes which join the system from
stagei and remain active thereafter.
From bound[{ll) it can see there is a tradeoff between
node storager and repair bandwidth = dB; + (r — 1) 5.
The MBCR point is an extreme point on the tradeoff which
has the minimum repair bandwidth. Specifically, it has the
parameterd [5]:

As in [12], we describe the problem of cooperative
regenerating code in stages and give the correspondin
information flow graph.

« In stage—1, a source vertex holds the original data
file consisting of B packets.

« In stage0, the encoded file is distributed to nodes,
each storingr packets. To make the storage clear in
the information flow graph, we split each nodec
{1,...,n} into two nodedn; andOut; with a directed
edge of capacityx from In; to Out;. _ _ _ B

« Fori =1,2,..., stagei is triggered at the failure of a=h =2 f= k(2d+7r—k) @)

r nodes. Then newcomers are generated to replace another extreme point is MSCR with parameters
the failed nodes through two phases: firstly, each

newcomer connects té survival nodes (called helper a= E, B = B2 = B ,
nodes) and downloads packets from each; secondly, k k(d—k+r)
it downloadsg, packets from each of the other— 1 We focus on MBCR codes in this paper.



Stage -1 Stage O Stage 1

Fig. 1. An information flow graph of cooperative regenemttode ¢ = 5,k = 2,d = 3,r = 2).

However bound[{1) is deduced for functional repair, it is contribution of helper nodes in the repair process ﬁﬁd
still unknown if this bound is tight for exact cooperative is exchange between the newcomers. Note ﬂ?@ and
regenerating codes. Explicit constructions of exact MSCR T}gi/ also depend OI{H%) | I € R}. For simplicity, we fix
codes and MBCR codes have been given only for special{?—[%) | I € R} for eachR. Thus subspaces with subscript
parameters[[11],[[12],[[15]. In the paper, we explicitly R are always defined under the sarfrti%) | I € R}.
construct an exact MBCR code for all possible values of obviously, we havelim{W;} < a, dim{S%'} < ; and
n,k,d,r, which means bound(1) can be met for exact dim{T%;"} < B,. Furthermore, since the repair is exact,
cooperative regenerating codes at the MBCR point. the subspaced/;, Sﬁl,Tgll keep invariant.

Let F, F> be two subspaces Wqu, their sum is defined
by E, + Ey = {61 + 82|81 € Fi,eq € EQ} If £1NE>

We first introduce some notations and review some basiccontains only zero vectorf, + E, is called the direct
results about linear subspaces. sum of £y and E,, denoted byF; @& E>. For m subspaces

Consider a linear exact MBCR codes with parametersE, ..., E,, C FP, define®!”, E; = B & (&2, E;). The
(n, k,d,r, o, 31, 32). Suppose each packet is an element in following theorem is a well known result in linear algebra.
a finite fieldF,. 1E'}hen the or!gmal data file can be seemed Theorem 1. Let Ey,... E,, be m subspaces of FB. The
as a vectow € F,’. For consistence we assume the vectors : . . 1

. 4 . following statements are equivalent:
throughout this paper are column vectors. Since the code o
is linear, each node € {1,...,n} storesa packets which (a) X221 Ei = &L, By
i inati iqi i (b)) dim{>_", B} => ", dim{E;}.

are linear combinations of the original data packets. $peci ( i=1 i i=1 i

Ill. SUBSPACEPROPERTIES OFEXACT MBCR CODES

ically, suppose node stores u”g{” umgl", - - umgl, (c) EiN(X; Ej) = {0}.
(@ B i : i , i .
whereg;” ¢ ;' are predetermined for < j < a. Linear Now we are ready to investigate subspace properties of

operations performed on the stored packets correspond t§naar exact MBCR codes.

the same operations performed on the vecgyﬁﬁ 1< _

j < a. Hence we say nodéestores a subspad®; spanned Lemma 1. Suppose I C R and J C (¢, Hy. Moreover,
by ¢{”,--- g%, Similarly, when nodei passes packets |/|=a and|J|=b. Then

T (%) T (4
ug,’,...,u”g; to another node, we say the subspace
9a Jia, Y P dim{ 3" Wi} — dim{(S" Wiy 0 (S W)}

spanned by;g), ...,g(i) is transferred.

6y iel iel jeJ
SupposeR is a set ofr failed nodes. Fori € R, let
’H%) denote the set off helper nodes that each provides <a((d—b)By + (r —a)ps) .
31 packets to help repair nodé For i,/ € R and
j € ", let $%° be the subspace passed froitto i Proof: DenoteR = R\I and# = %'\ .J. Because

and T}'?jz, the subspace passed franto i'. That is,SQ is a failed node can be repaired through two phases, for all



i € R it has Proof: Without loss of generality, we prove that

wic 3 SE+ > TR @ i =, dndnle) =6
e veRi) Consider a particular fail-repair process where a data-
JEHr collector connects to nodk ...k, and forl < ¢ < k nodes
Thus is regenerated at theth stage and remains active thereafter.
ZWZ' C Z( Z SEE Z T;’%’vi) Mo_reover, node help repgi)r nodg forall 1 <i < j <
iel i€l ey i’ €R\{i} k,ie,{l,.,i =1} C Hp for 1 < i < k, whereR;
B i i i is the set of failed nodes at theth stage. Since the data
N ;(.2” Sk + Z Tp™ + }/Hz\:{,}TR ) reconstruction property is held for any fail-repair prages
" J€HR veR CE we haveF? C Wy + --- + W, , which implies
C Y sy T Y s .
i€l g ieR Ve (i} B < dim{W; + --- + Wy} . (4)
p R jEHg,)
j i il i On the other hand,
= Y (Y SEHD TR+ D S%
i L dim{Wy + -+ + Wi}
= Z( Z SEF 4 Z T} k i i1
el e ik = dim{Wi}+ ) (dim{d_ W;} —dim{D>_W;})
y y i i=2 j=1 j=1
= Z(Zs}é"‘ Z Sg‘é"’ZTR) k i1
i€l jeJ jen veR = dim{Wi}+ ) (dim{W;} — dim{W; 0 Y _W;})
C TWES(Y s T T
jcJ i€l ogy® Ven a _
8 o geis =t < at Y (d—i+1)Bi+(r—1)8)
i'i Gy =2
where (a) follows from 7', C Zjeﬂg) Sy, since the o
packets passed by nodeto ¢ in the second repair phase = B,
are linear combinations of the packets it received in the firs
phase. where (a) is from Lemmé&l1 and (b) from parameters of
Therefore, MBCR displayed in[(R). Because ¢fl(4), (a) must hold with
. ) equality. Namelydim{W;} = « and
dlm{z Wi} — dlm{(z wi)n (Z W;)}
i€l i€l jeJ i—1
el JjeJ jeJ 7=t (5)
< dim{) W;+>» ( ST+ ')} for 2 < i < k. Thus we have provedim{W;} = «a. A
p
i€J €l jen® ‘'eR similar proof stateslim{W;} = « for all 5.
_ dim{z w;} Fix : = 2 in @), it follows dim{Ws} —dim{WoNW;} =
jeJ (d—1)B1+ (r—1)Bs. Sincedim{W>} = e anda = df; +
< dim{Z( Z Sféi T Z Tg’i)} (r — 1)B2 for MBCR codes, we geflim{WW; N W)} = f;.
el 767:15;) i"eER ||
< a((d=0b)B1 + (r —a)B) Property 2. For all i € R,
[ | y "y
L 7,0 7,1
The above lemma provides a fundamental result for Wi = (69(‘) SE)® (@TR )-
proving the subspace properties. Actually it holds for all J€H R i
!lnear exact cooperative regene_ratmg codeg, althouglsee u Proof: As stated in[(B),
it only for exact MBCR codes in the following.
Property 1. For 1 < i # j < n, dim{W;} = «, and W; C Z ST + Z Ty .
dlm{Wl M WJ} = Bl- jE’H%) i;,ilf



Considering the dimensions of the two sides, we have

dim{ Y SF+ > 1"
jE’Hg) TZEZ:
S dim{S'}+ D dim{Ty"}
jEHg) i’eR

il #i
dfi + (r—1)532

(07

a <

IN

<

where the last equality comes from parameters of MBCR
codes. Therefore, all the equalities above must hold. Then
by Theoren 1l the property is proved.

Corollaryl For all 7,4 eRz ;ézandyeH , it has

dlm{SJ’ } =3 and dlm{Tl l} = Bs.

Property 3. For all 7,7 eRz # i and j € H;, it has
S}E_WﬁW andT” T” W, N W.

Proof: We haveS3' C W, from Property[2 and
SJ’ C W; from the def|n|t|on ofS” ThusS” C Winw;.
Similarly, T}% Z,T“ C W; N Wy. Thus Tl s T C
W, N W
Form Propertyll and Corollafy 1 we knat;* and ;N
W; are both of dimensiof,. HenceS%' = W; N W;.
And,

T TR C (Y SE)HNTE" = {0},

jeny

where the last equality comes from Propdrty 2. Therefore
T};;i/ ® T};i C W; N Wy. The left side has dimension
2832 = 1 from Corollary[1 and parameters [d (2) for MBCR
point, Whlle the rlght side has dimensigh from Property

. HenceT'; TZ =W N W
A. Impossi bility of exact repair-by-transfer

Proof: On the contrary, we assume there is a
(n,k,d,r, o, 1, B2) linear exact MBCR code that achieves
repair-by-transfer. For any data filee Ff, suppose node
1 storesumg{", . umg", wheregt™ ... ¢ are linearly
independent vectors |Ef. DenoteG = {g\", ..., g{"1.

For 2 < i < n, let R; be a set ofr failed nodes
such thati € R; and1 € Hj i) Suppose nodé trans-

fers u g(l) U g( ) to nodez in repairing R;. Denote
= {gl - 7911)} From the definition of repair-by-
transferG C G. It is obvious thatJ;"_, G; C G.
For anyi,j € {2,...,n}, let R; ; be a set ofr failed
nodes such that € R; ; and {3, j} C H;}jyj. Then

g eee

1, 1,5
GiﬂGj C SRZQSR:
(Wl N Wl) M
il i1
St st

{O} Y

where the relationC holds becauseS;’ = span{G;},

the first two equalities come from Propem/ 3, and the last
equality is from Propert{]2. Sinc&; andG; contain only
nonzero vectors, it must hol@; N G; = 0.

Therefore|G| > | U, Gi| = I, |Gil. Since Sy’ =
span{G;} for 2 < i < n, from Corollany1 it hasG;| = 8.
Thus|G| > (n—1)B81 > (d+7r—1)81 > «, where the last
> is from 3, = 26, > 0 anda = dB;, + (r — 1)3, for
MBCR codes. On the other hand, from Propdrty 1 it has
|G| = a. Hence we get a contradiction. [ |

The conditionr > 2 is trivial for multiple node failures,
andd > 2 is necessary to guarantee the repair bandwidth
v < B. Thus the above theorem proves there is no non-
trivial linear exact MBCR codes which achieves repair-by-
transfer.

(Wl n WJ)

In [[7], it studies the subspace properties of exact regen-

erating codes with minimum repair bandwidth and gives
an explicit code in the case of = d + 1. The code can

be seemed as a direct construction from the properties. Itsccording to [[R) it has parametefs

significance also relies on the repair-by-transfer modéhén
following we show impossibility of exact repair-by-trapsf
codes at the MBCR point.

IV. EXPLICIT CONSTRUCTION OFMBCR CoODES

We consider the scalar MBCR code, i.85 = 1. Then
=20 =2, a =
df1 + (r = 1)z = 2d+r —1, andB = k(2d + r — k).
Note that our construction applies to all positive integ#rs
(n,k,d,r) such thatd +r < n andd > k.

For cooperative regenerating code, repair-by-transfer is  gEor 3 data fileu F53, we construct a bivariate polyno-
required at the first phase of the repair process. That is, inpial overF,, denoted by

the first phase each helper node directly transfersackets
it stores to the newcomer. Our impossibility result is based
on the subspace properties we derived above.

Theorem 2. When r > 2 and d > 2, there does not exist a
linear exact MBCR code that achieves repair-by-transfer.

F(X,Y)= > by XYY
KS5cdir

+ E CinZYJ,
k<i<d
0<j<k

E ainZYJ +
0<i<k
0<j<k

(6)



such that theB components of. are just its coefficients.
Note F(X,Y) hask? + k(d+r —k) + k(d — k) = k(2d +
r — k) = B coefficients.

Then fix n distinct elementsy, ..., z, in F,, and sim-
ilarly fix distinct yy, ...,y, in F,. Note that it is allowed
x; = y; for somel < i,j < n. Thus about the field size
we only requireg > n.

For each node € {1,..,n}, it stores the values of
F(X,Y) at« points, i.e.,

F(zi,yi), F(xi,yig1), - F(Ti, Yigdyr—1))5

F(zig1,yi), F(vig2,¥i), - F(Tig@—1), i),

where @ denotes addition modula. Actually, the first
d + r values determine the univariate polynomfa{Y’) =
F(z;,Y), since f;(Y) is of degree less thad + r and
can be derived from interpolation dt+ » distinct points.
Similarly, the first value and the lagt— 1 values determine
the univariate polynomia};(X) = F(X,y;). Therefore, we
also say node stores two univariate polynomiafs(Y’) and
9i(X).

ceived in the first phase, it can recovg(Y) = F(z;,Y)
by interpolation.

Thus node recoversf;(Y) andg;(X), and so is exactly
regenerated.

(2) Data Reconstruction: Suppose a data-collector con-
nects to nodegiy, ..., i; } to retrieve the original data file.
It is equivalent to recover the polynomid&(X,Y) from
{fiz(y)7giz(X) | 1<I< k}

Denote

F(X,Y)

I
g
>
=
_|_
N
g
<
=
=

= F(X,Y)+ > Bj(X)Y/.
j=k
It can see inF(X,Y) the degree ot is less thark and
for k < j < d+r — 1 the coefficient ofY’, B;(X) =
Zf;ol b;; X*, is a polynomial of degree less thdn For
1 <1 <k, suppose

fil (Y) — féu) + fl(iz)y+ cee 4 fo(lil_zm_lderrfl )

The validity of the above code as an exact regeneratingThen fork < j < d + r, comparing the coefficient of 7

code for the MBCR point is established in two aspects.

(1) Exact Cooperative Regeneration: Without loss of
generality, suppose node ..., fail and newcomers, also
named nodd, ..., r for simplicity, are to replace the failed
nodes by the repair process.

In the first phase, each node € {1,...,r} con-
nects tod survival nodes and download$, = 2 pack-
ets from each. Specifically, supposeconnects to nodes
{i1,..,ta} C {1,..,n} \ {1,...,r}. Then nodei; sends
(F(xi;,yi), F(xi,yi;)) € F2 to i for 1 < j < d. Note that
nodei; actually stores polynomialg;, (Y') andg;, (X), so
it can CompUtdF(Iijvyi)vF(Iivyij)): (flg (yi)vgij (Il))

Upon receiVing F($i17yi),F($i2,yi)7---7F($id,yi),
node ¢ can getg;(X) = F(X,y;) by the Lagrange
interpolation formula, sincey;(X) is of degree less than
d. Note that node also receivesF'(x;, yi, ), .., F(24, i)
and these will be used later.

In the second phase, each nodec {1,...,r} con-
nects to the other — 1 nodes, i.e. {1,....,r} \ {¢}, and
downloads3, = 1 packets from each. Specifically, for
j €{1,....,7}\{i}, nodej sendsF'(x;,y;) to nodei. Nodej
can do this because it has recovegedX ) in the first phase.
Additionally, each node can compute(x;,y;) = gi(x;)
by itself.

Now nodei has obtained(z;,y1), ..., F(x;,y.) in the
second phase, along witR'(z;,yi,), ..., F(x;,:,) it re-

in F(X,Y) and that inf;,(Y), we getB;(z;,) = f\").
That is, we get the evaluation &f;(X) at k distinct points
Liyy s Ty SO fOrk < j < d+r—1, B;(X) can be
recovered by interpolation, corresponding to the 0 <
1 <k,k<j<d+r,in (@) are obtained.

Similarly, we can get;;,k <i < d,0 < j < k. Based
on b;;’s andc;;'s we can further get;;’s in a similar way.
Thus the polynomiaF'(X,Y) is recovered, which gives the
original data file.

A. Subspace properties of the code

Although it is more convenient to describe the above code
in a polynomial form, we transform it into a traditional
linear code to verify the subspace properties proved in
Section 3.

Without loss of generality, we investigate the subspace
stored by nodel. By using the notations above, node
stores a subspace spanned by:

d+r—1 d—1

(11y11'“ » Up s L1y -ee y Lq 7$1y17---)7
d+r—1 d—1

(11y21'“ y Yo s L1y -en y Lq 7$1y27---)7
d+r—1 d—1

(1ayd+T7"' ayd+r y L1, y L1 7x1yd+T7"')7
d+r—1 d—1

(11y11'“ » Up , L2, y Lo 7$2y17---)7
d+r—1 d—1

(Lyg, .. T STd—1s e STy ] S TA—1Y1, )



That is, the firstd + » components of these vectors
correspond to the monomials); Y7 in F(X,Y) for 0 <
j < d+r, the nextd — 1 components correspond tg, X *
for 1 < i < d, and the remain components correspond to
u;; XY fori > 0 andj > 0. Obviously, the above vectors
are linearly independent, sbm{W;} =2d+r—1 =« as
proved in Propert/]1.

For any two nodes andj, the intersection of their spaces
is spanned by

(17yia

(4]

5]

(6]

[7]
11 TjYi, )7

1,:Ciyj,...).

d+r—1
s Yy

d+r—1
o Yj

yLjyeeey &
3 Ly aeny

(-17
J
d7
Ly

(17yja

8]
Correspondingly, in the repair process whére R and

j € ’H%), we can see nodg¢ sends(F(x;,y;), F(z;,v:))
to ¢, in accordance withlim{W; N W} = 8; = 2 and
Sg%z =W;nN VV7

For another nodé € R, we can see in the second repair
phase;’ sendsy; (x;) = F(x;,y:) toi. The corresponding
subspace is spanned by

(10]

d+r—1

d—1
(1ayi’a“'ayi/ y Ly ey Ly axiyi’a“')'

I I Y [11]
Thusdim{T}"'} = 1 =1 and T, "' @ Ty" = W; N Wy.
Based on above observations, it is also easy to verify [12]
Property[2.

V. CONCLUSION [13]
We explicitly construct exact MBCR codes for all pos-
sible values ofn, k, d, r, which can be seemed as a coun- [14]
terpart of the result in regenerating codes for singlasfail
recovery [8], i.e., explicit constructions of MBR (minimum  [15]

repair-bandwidth regeneration) codes has been given for
all n,k,d. Our code is expressed in the polynomial form

and the data reconstruction is accomplished by bivariate
polynomial interpolation. We note some previously given

explicit constructions[[8] can also be transformed into

polynomial forms. Polynomials are expected to do more in

regenerating codes.

[16]

(17]
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