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Abstract—Codes in the sum-rank metric have various applica-
tions in error control for multishot network coding, distributed
storage and code-based cryptography. Linearized Reed—Solomon
(LRS) codes contain Reed-Solomon and Gabidulin codes as
subclasses and fulfill the Singleton-like bound in the sum-rank
metric with equality. We propose the first known error-erasure
decoder for LRS codes to unleash their full potential for mul-
tishot network coding by incorporating erasures into the known
syndrome-based Berlekamp-Massey-like decoder. This allows to
correct tr full errors, tr row erasures and tc column erasures
up to 2tr +tr +tc < n — k in the sum-rank metric requiring
at most O(n?) operations in F,~, where n is the code’s length
and £ its dimension. We show how the proposed decoder can be
used to correct errors in the sum-subspace metric that occur in
(noncoherent) multishot network coding.

Index Terms—error-erasure decoding, linearized Reed—Solomon
codes, sum-rank metric, syndrome-based decoding

I. INTRODUCTION

The sum-rank metric is a generalization of both the Hamming
and the rank metric and was first considered in [1, Sec. III] for
designing space-time codes. Later, Nébrega and Uchda-Filho
showed that the sum-rank metric is suitable for error control in
coherent multishot network coding and proposed a multilevel
code construction [2]]. Other constructions of codes in the sum-
rank metric include partial unit memory codes constructed from
rank-metric codes [3], [4]], convolutional codes [5], [6] and
variable block-size constructions [7].

Martinez-Pefias introduced linearized Reed—Solomon (LRS)
codes which include Reed—Solomon and Gabidulin codes as
special cases [8]. LRS codes fulfill the Singleton-like bound in
the sum-rank metric with equality and thus are maximum sum-
rank distance (MSRD) codes. The interest in LRS and other
sum-rank metric codes keeps increasing as they have multiple
widespread applications as e.g. multishot network coding [2],
[Ol, locally repairable codes [10], space-time codes [1] and
code-based quantum-resistant cryptography [11l]. Recently, it
was shown that interleaved [12]], [13] and folded [14] variants
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of LRS codes can be decoded beyond the unique decoding
radius. The concept of row and column erasures, i.e. the
partial knowledge of the column and row space of the error,
respectively, was generalized from the rank metric [15] to the
sum-rank metric in [11].

In this paper, we extend the syndrome-based error-only
decoder for LRS codes from [16] to a Berlekamp—Massey-like
error-erasure decoder that can correct ¢ full errors, tp row and
tc column erasures as long as 2ty +tr +tc < n—k requiring
O(n?) operations in F,m, where n denotes the length and k the
dimension of the code, respectively. The proposed algorithm is
inspired by the error-erasure decoding algorithms for Gabidulin
codes from [17], [18]]. Further, we show how the results can be
used to decode lifted LRS codes for error control in multishot
network coding [[19].

Up to our knowledge, the proposed decoder is the first
decoding scheme for LRS codes that is capable of correcting
both errors and row/column erasures in the sum-rank metric.

II. NOTATION AND PRELIMINARIES

For a prime power ¢ and a positive integer m, let IF, denote
a finite field of order ¢ and F» O F, its extension field with
extension degree m. Under a fixed basis of F,m over IF, there
is a bijection between any element a € Fy,~ and a length-m
column vector a over IF,. Recall further that an element v €
Fym is called primitive in Fym if it generates Fy. = Fym \ {0}.

Consider an automorphism 6 : Fgm — Fgm. Two ele-
ments a,b € Fym are called §-conjugate, if there exists an
element ¢ € Fj. such that b = 6(c)ac™'. The conjugacy
class C(a) is the set of all f-conjugates of a and C(0) is
called trivial conjugacy class. Note that #-conjugacy defines
an equivalence relation on F;~ and that the conjugacy classes
form a partition of Fym (see e.g. [20]). Let {&1,...,&} C
Fym be a set of representatives of distinct nontrivial con-
jugacy classes of Fgm. Then, C(6(&1)),...,C(8(&)) as well
as C(O0~Y(& M), ..., C(071(&, ")) are distinct and nontrivial
classes because they are injective images of C(&1),...,C(&).

A. Skew Polynomials

For an automorphism 6 on Fgm, the non-commutative skew
polynomial ring F gm [x; 0] (with zero derivation) consists of all
formal polynomials . fizi~1 having finitely many nonzero
coefficients f; € Fym. It is equipped with ordinary polynomial
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addition and the multiplication is determined by zf; = 6(f;)x
for all f; € Fgm. Naturally, the degree of a nonzero skew
polynomial f(z) = >, fiz'~ ! is deg(f) := max{i: fi41 # 0}
whereas the degree of the zero polynomial is set to —oo. We
use the notation Fym [x; 0] <y := {f € Fgm|[x;0] : deg(f) < k}
for any k£ > 0.

Note that Fym[z; 6] is a left and right Euclidean ring which
ensures the existence of g, 7y, ¢, 7y € Fgm[x; 6] such that

with deg(r;) < deg(b) (1)
with deg(r,) < deg(b)  (2)

for every a,b € Fym[x;6]. We write r; = a mod; b and r, =
a mod, b, respectively.

The product p = f - g € Fym[x; 6] of two skew polynomials
f.g € Fgm[z;0] with dy := deg(f) and dy := deg(g) has
degree dy +d,. The coefficients p; of p with min(dy, dy)+1 <
! <max(dys,dg) + 1 can be computed as (see [21]])

a=qb+mr

and a=bq. + 1,

derl
p=> fi6 Ngi1) ifdf<d, ()
i=1
dg+1
and  p = ifdy <ds. (4

Z fimis107(g:)
im1

The (partial) 6-reverse of f with respect to an integer ¢ > dy
is defined as f(z) = Y./ Fa'~1, where f; = 01 (fi_i10)
foralli=1,...,t+ 1 [21} p. 574] [18 Sec. 2.4].

For all a € Fym, the generalized power function is defined
as N (a) = 1 and as NVi(a) = ""*(a) - N '(a) forall i >0

(see [20]). This notion is used to define the operator

Dy o(b) :=0(b)a for all a,b € Fym 5)
and for all ¢ € N and a,b € Fyn its powers (see [8, Prop. 32])
b.a(b) = Do,a(Dy, (b)) = 0" (b)N (a). ©)

A vector i := (nq,...,ne) € N is called a length partition
of n e Nif n = Zle ni. We divide € Fyg.. into £ blocks
with respect to n by writing = (2™ | --- | (®) with
z® ¢ [Fyw. For a fixed ordered FF,-basis of F,m there are
isomorphisms Fgi — F{**" which allow to define the Fy-
rank of each vector =@, i.e. rkg, (), as the rank of the
corresponding matrix. The generalized Moore matrix for x, a
vector @ = (ay,...,ay) € Ff;m and a parameter d € N* is
defined as

Mi(x)a = (V' (zD)a,
where its Vandermonde-like submatrices V!(z(")),, are

(@) (@)

Il . e In7

Do, (x%b

Vil(z®),,) e FEm (7

)
Dj, a3< ) D)
for 1 <4 < (. If a contains representatives of pairwise distinct
nontrivial conjugacy classes of Fyn and rkg, (z(?) = n; for all
1 <4 < ¢, we have by [8f Thm. 2] and [20, Thm. 4.5] that
rkg, .. (MG (x)a) = min(d, n).
The generalized operator evaluation of a skew polynomial

f € Fgm[z;6] at an element b € Fg» with respect to an
evaluation parameter a € Fym is defined as (see [8]], [22])

ba=_ [iDy, (b) ©)

For a fixed evaluation parameter a the generalized operator
evaluation forms an F,-linear map [22]. The evaluation of a
product of two skew polynomials f,g € F,m[z;0] satisfies
(f-9)(0)a = f(g(b)a), for all a,b € Fym [23].

The mmzmal (skew) polynomial that vanishes on the set
{b .. bm } C Fym with respect to the evaluation parameter
a; € IE‘ m forall i =1,...,¢ is defined as

<i€<7”

() 1
mpol{b b (D), =0 forall

{ai i 1<i</ (10

When assuming b,(f) 2 0 for all indices it can be computed as
0(b)a;
“ (@) = lelm o Obx Jai )
1<k<n;

by
where lclm(-) denotes the least common left multiple of the
polynomials in the bracket [24, Sec. 1.3.1]. Its degree is at most
Zle n; and equality holds if and only if the b,(.f belonging to
the same evaluation parameter a; are F,-linearly independent
and the evaluation parameters a; are representatives of different
nontrivial conjugacy classes of Fym

S
mpol{ e

1<i<s

B. Sum-Rank Metric and Linearized Reed—Solomon Codes

The sum-rank weight of a vector x € Fg,. with respect to
the length partition n € N’ is
¢
wtSp(x) = Zrqu ().
i=1
The metric introduced by d%p,(x,y) = wtl,(x — y) for all
x,y € Fym is called the sum-rank metric (with respect to n).
When n is clear from the context, we simply write wtyxr and
ds R, respectively.
An [n, k] linear sum-rank metric code C C Fy,. is defined
as a k-dimensional FF,=-linear subspace of F¢.. and thus has
length n. Its minimum sum-rank distance is

dzR(C) =

12)

min {dsg(x,y)} = min{wtsg(x)}, (13)
xz,y€eC, zeC,

TH£Y x#0
where the last equality follows by linearity. Codes achieving the
Singleton-like bound dsr(C) < n—k+1 (see e.g. [8l Prop. 34])
with equality are called maximum sum-rank distance (MSRD)
codes.

Definition 1 (Linearized Reed—Solomon Codes): Let £ =
(&1,...,&) € ]Ff;m be a vector containing representatives
of pairwise distinct nontrivial conjugacy classes of = and
consider a length partition n := (n1,...,n0) € N® of n € N.
Let the vectors B9 = (Bii), e 7(11)) € Fyi contain Fg-
linearly independent elements of Fym for all ¢ = 1,...,¢ and
define B8 := (BW |---[BW) € Fl.. A linearized Reed-
Solomon (LRS) code LRS[0, B,&,(;n, k] C Fj.. of length n
and dimension k is defined as

{(FB8M)e |-+ 1£8D)e,) : f €Fmlziblar}  (14)



where f(BD)e, == (F(B)e,. .-, F(BY))e,) for 1 <i < L.

LRS codes have minimum sum-rank distance n — k + 1 and
are thus MSRD [8l Thm. 4]. Furthermore, LRS[0, 3, €, ¢; nn, K]
has a generator matrix of the form G' = 9% (B)¢ [8l Sec. 3.31.

The dual of an LRS code can be described as (see [24]], [23]])
LRS[0,B,&,6;n, k|- =LRS[A~, a, 671(€), 4;n, n—k] (15)
where the vector & = (a® | -+ | a®)) € F,, (with o) =
(agz), . aSZB) e Fyi for i =1,...,0) satisfies

Z Z a(z)Dl 1

i=1 k=1

() =0 foralll=1,...,n—1 (16)
and has sum-rank weight wtyr(a) = n (see [9, Thm. 4]).
Hence, there exists a parity-check matrix of LRS[6, 3, &, ¢; n, k|

of the form H = Sﬁg,—l’“(a)gq(g).

III. ERROR-ERASURE DECODING
A. Channel Model

We consider an additive sum-rank channel with fixed error
weight 7 € N and incorporate three types of errors. Next to
tr conventional (full) errors, we allow tg row erasures whose
column spaces are known and t¢ column erasures whose row
spaces are given by the channel. Erasures and the notions of
row and column support in the sum-rank metric have already
been studied in [[11] and naturally generalize the respective rank-
metric concepts (see e.g. [15]], [19], [26]).

The error vector e = (e | -+ | el¥)) € F2, is assumed
to have sum-rank weight wtxr(e) = 7 = tp + tg + tc. To
emphasize in which block the errors occurred, we write ) =
rke, (e@) = ¢ 441 448 forall i = 1,..., . In this context,
the transmission of a codeword ¢ € LRSI0, 3, €, ¢; n, k] yields
a channel observation y € Fp... of the form y = ¢+ e.

We have already implicitly assumed that e has an additive
decomposition e = er+er+ec with respect to the considered
error types, where er € Fp.. satisfies wty r(er) = tp for all
T € {F,R,C}. Application of [11, Lem. 5] leads for all error
types T € {F, R,C} to a representation

1 o (B
er=(ay |-+ |af)- e (17)
4
::GTGFZ’:IV;L N BT .,
:‘B G]FtTXn

where both a(l) € IF and B(TZ eIy b xm have rank t( " for
alli=1,...,4. Note that the entries of a'*) form a basis of the
column space of egp) and the rows of BZ) (bgﬁj . )jk are a
basis of its row space. Hence, according to the definition of row
and column erasures, ar and B¢ are known to the receiver.

We define the error locators corresponding to the i-th block
of e for each i =1,...,¢ as the 7(*) components of the vector
x® = (:Bg),w%) (Z)) € IE‘Tm , where wgp) € IE‘ r with T' €
{F,R,C?} has the entries

Zb,m ¥

), = forall j=1,...,t%.  (18)

For simplicity we renumber the entries of (@ and reference
them as ) for 1 <r < 7@ and 1 < i < ¢ in the following.
Similarly we write a(¥) = (a%) : a%), a(é)) € IF;Z) for the vector
containing the error values of the i-th error block and ag) for
its entries (forr =1,...,7®" and i = 1,...,0).

Now consider the syndrome s = yH ' = eH . Then, the
entries of s can be written as

(0

ZZ“Z)Dé Voo (@) (19)
i=1 r=1
forall I =1,...,n — k. When letting = = (™) | --- | 2(9)

and @ = (@) | --- | a®)) denote the vectors containing all
error locators and all error values, respectively, we have the
equivalent formulation (see also [LL1])

Xa" =s"  with X = M F(x)g 1) € Fom 77 (20)
L(¢) is defined as (0~*

where 6~ (&1),...,071(&)).
By applying #'~! to (I9) we get

¢ 7@
0= (s)) sz( Dy (al Q1
i=1r=1
forall I =1,...,n — k and equivalently
Az = with A = M2 *(a)e e Fo77 (22)

and 3 = (s1,0(s2),...,0" " (s,_1)) € ot

B. ESP and ELP Key Equation

We can now define the error span polynomial (ESP) o €

F,m[z;071] as the minimal polynomial
T7+1
=Y o’ with o(al?)y 11y =0 (23)
v=1
forall r = 1,...,7(9) and all i = 1,...,£. In an analogous
manner the error locator polynomial (ELP) A € Fym [z;07] is
the minimal polynomial
T7+1
— Z Azt with A(@{D)go1ey =0 (24)
v=1

for every 7 = 1,...,7( and i = 1,...,¢. Note that both &
and )\ are members of a skew polynomial ring with respect
to the inverse automorphism ' and we consider generalized
operator evaluation parameters that are different compared to
the LRS code construction.

Let us now express the ESP and the ELP as products of
three polynomials related to the different error types. This will
prove beneficial for incorporating the knowledge about row and
column erasures into the decoder. We write

o(x) = oc(z) -op(x) - or(z) (25)
and  A(z) = Ag(x) - Ap(x) - Ao(x) (26)
where the partial ESPs o, 0,00 € Fym[z;071] are defined

as or(zr) = Y or,2v7! for T € {F,R,C} being the
minimal polynomials satisfying

(@)
t

C

(O'C *OF UR)(Q(C{?j)Gfl(g;l) =0 fOI'j = 1, ceey



(0r - or)(@f))g 1y =0 forj=1,... .,
and O'R(CL%?j)e,l(E;1) =0 forj=1,.. .,t%)

for all ¢+ = 1,...,¢, respectively. Similarly, the partial error
locator polynomlals Ar, ARy Ac € Fym[z; 071 with Ap(z) =
ZtTH Azt for T € {F,R,C} are given as the minimal
polynomials that satisfy

(AR - Ap - Ac)(l'g%i?j)g—l(&) =0 forj=1,.. .,tg%i),
(Ar - Ac) (@@ )o-1(ey =0 forj=1,....t%, (28
(@

and )\C(.’L'(Cz;?j)g—l(&) =0 forj=1,.. .,té)

27)

for all 1 < ¢ < /4, respectively. Note that since ar and B¢ are
known, we can compute or and A¢ using (LI).

Let s € Fym[z;07'] be the syndrome polynomial that is
obtained from the syndrome s = (s1,...,8,—k) as
n—=k
s(z) = Z szt (29)
=1
Consider the auxiliary syndrome polynomial
sro(z) == or(z) - s(x) - Ac(n) € Fym [x; 9_1] (30)

where Ac denotes the 6~ '-reverse of Ao with respect to tc.
This allows to derive the ESP key equation that is the main
ingredient of (the ESP variant of) our error-erasure decoder.
Theorem 1 (ESP Key Equation): There is a skew polynomial
w € Fym[z;071 of degree less than 7 = tp + tg + tc such

that
n—k, (31)

or(x) - spo(z) = w(x) mod, x

Proof: Let us wr1te O'FR = O'F or as well as §Z =
“1(&) and & - e o= ., 0) for brevity. For
trt+tr+1<1 g n — k the [-th coefﬁcient of op -oRp-sis
tp+tr+1
> orr0 T (s1m041)
v=1
¢ 7@
-3 S oratal?
i=1r=1
Fortc +1<I<tp+tr+n—k we have
to+1
(op-0rR-S-Ac) = Z (0FR - 5)l7u+19 (- ”)(/\c )
v=1

(op-or-S)1 =

(32)

T

_pl-1 (2)
)§1D9*1,é(:€ )

¢ 7@

=3 S oratal?);

i=1r=1

to+1
g~ (—tc=1) < Z )\c,tcfwrzl?zcl g+1(x£ )))

v=1

—(l—tc—1) (Nl to— 1(&))

¢ 7@

=3 S onntaf

i=1r=1
gttt (Wu ) =0
where the second equality follows from

(&) = 0TI (WG &) N T ) (33)

9 (I—tc—1) (Nl to— 1(&))

Since op - 0R -5 Ac = 0F - Spc, the proof is complete. H
For the ELP variant of the decoder, we exploit a different
auxiliary syndrome scpr € Fym[2;071]. It is defined as

scr(x) = Ac(x) - 3(x) - ¢p_p—1(OR) (34)

where ¢, 11 (GR) := 0" F (@R~ F=D(x))) denotes the
polynomial obtained from &z by applying 67~ *~1 to all its
coefficients. Moreover, 5 is the 6 !-reverse of the syndrome
polynomial s with respect to n— k — 1. We obtain the following
key equation.

Theorem 2 (ELP Key Equation): There is a ¢ € Fym[z;67!]
having degree less than 7 =ty 4 tr + tc that satisfies

Ar(z) - sor(z) = ¥(x) mod, 2™k, (35)
Sketch of Proof: Let us write Ap¢c := Ap-A¢ and compute
¢ 7
Arc 5= Arc(@D)g-1,) Dy
i=1r=1
for tp +tc +1 < 1 < n — k. Similar to the ESP variant,
we can exploit that O'R(CLS)) “1(e 1) = 0 and finally obtain
(Ap - SCR)l—Oforalll—tR—i-l Ltp+tc+d—1. [ |
Observe that both key equatlons can be expressed as a
homogeneous system of n — k — 7 linear equations in tr vari-
ables. Similar arguments as in [27, p. 132] combined with [24}
Thm. 1.3.7] imply that its coefficient matrix has full rank.
Hence, a unique solution exists if and only if n — k — 7 > tp,
that is if 2t +tr + tc < n — k. As we will see shortly, this
is the only necessary constraint on the number of errors and
erasures and therefore the decoding radius of our decoder.

"(al?)

(36)

C. The Decoding Algorithm

Suppose we receive a vector y = ¢ + e € Fp, with
wtngr(e) =7 =tp + tr + tc along with the side-information
ar, for the tg row erasures and B¢ for the t- column erasures
from the channel. Then our decoder proceeds as follows:

yH'" and the syndrome
(2071,
RTONING

_]H

1) Compute the syndrome s =
polynomial s(z) = >, sl:cl LeFym

2) Compute the error locators xa = e
all j=1,...,t%.
3) Compute the skew polynomials

for

IO
{ocgfj}jil {a%); jil
{0-1(& Y, (o=t Y,
4) Recover  and a by using one of the two variants:
ESP Variant

a) Compute the auxiliary syndrome sgc(x) =

b) Recover o by solving the ESP key equation (31)).

(@)

Ac = mpol and op = mpol

O'R(l') .

c¢) Find IFy-linearly independent a;f?l, SERL e such
that o (ay;)g—1 (-1, = 0 for all j = 1,...,Ft§;').

d) Solve the LRS syndrome decoding
problem (32) to get (UF-O'R)(CLg?j)e,l(é;l)
for j = 1,..., t('). Namely, solve § = eH™
with M zm" IR () - 1(5), where
dsj) = DZ{T)’;R (5)(x£>) for ¢ = .,¢ and



r=1,...,7(®, and with & having sum-rank weight
at most tc. o
{(or-or) @)Dy 1 -1, 1,

e) Compute o¢ = mpd{efl(g;l)}le and
O =0C "0OF *OR. ) )

f) Find F,-linearly independent agz), o af()i) such
that a(aﬁl))e,l(gfl) =0forall7=1,...,7%, and
i=1,...,0.

g) Solve @2) for x.
ELP Variant
2) Compute scn(x) = Ao (x) - 5(2) - tu_p1 (7).
b) Recover Ar by solving the ELP key equation (33).
¢) Find FF4-linearly independent :cg,f))l, c :v;f)tm such
. e
that Ap (2}, )g-1(e) = 0 for all j = 1,...,t%
i=1,....0.
d) Solve the LRS syndrome decoding problem (36} to
obtain (Ap - /\c)(:c%?j)e,l(éﬂ) forall i =1,....¢

and

andjzl,...,t%). "
(O A @9 g 1(e,) 155

e) Compute \p = mpd{é)*l(s;l)}f,l and
A=Ar- A Ac. - _
f) Find F,-linearly independent :vgl),...,x(:()i) such

that A(z\”)g-1(c,) = 0 for all 7 = 1,...,7() and
1=1,...,0
g) Solve 20) for a.
5) Recover Bg,f) from mgﬁ) forT e {F,R}andi=1,..., L
Namely, compute the j-th row of Bgﬁ) using a left inverse
of the F,-expansion of a® and the expansion of :vg)J for
Te{F,R},i=1,....0,and j=1,...,t.

6) Compute e = ar - BF +ar - Br + ac - B¢ and return

c=y—e.

The complexity-dominating tasks in the proposed error-
erasure decoding algorithm can be accomplished as follows.
All involved minimal polynomials have at most n roots and
can hence be computed recursively in O(n?) operations in
Fym using (II). The key equations and (33) as well as
the systems 20) and can be solved via skew feedback
shift register synthesis with complexity O((n — k)?) [28]. The
appearing syndrome decoding problems can be solved e.g.
with a generalized version of Gabidulin’s rank-metric decoder
from [29, Sec. 6], which we will present in detail in an extended
version of this paper, and complexity O(72). The root spaces
of a skew polynomial f € Fym[z; 0] with respect to different
evaluation parameters ai,...,a, are uniquely determined ac-
cording to [24] Prop. 1.3.7]. Bases for these root spaces can be
computed by using the method from [30, Chap. 11.1] for each
evaluation parameter, requiring at most O(n?) operations in I,
or O(n?) operations in Fm, respectively. Overall, the proposed
error-erasure decoder has complexity O(n?) operations in Fym.

Theorem 3 (Error-Erasure Decoding): Consider an LRS code
LRS[0, 3,&,¢;n, k]. If the number of full errors tp, of row
erasures tr and of column erasures t¢ satisfies 2tp+tr+tc <
n — k, then the proposed decoder can recover the transmitted
codeword requiring at most O(n?) operations in Fym.

We verified the results for the proposed error-erasure decoder
by a proof-of-concept implementation in SageMath [31].

IV. APPLICATIONS

In [18] and [19] it was shown that the decoding problem for
constant-dimension codes in the subspace metric can be cast
to an error and row/column erasure decoding problem in the
rank metric. By combining the ideas from [9]], [18]] and [19],
our error-erasure decoder can be used to decode liffed LRS
codes for error control in (noncoherent) multishot random linear
network coding with respect to the sum-subspace metric [32].
For an LRS code C = LRS[0, 3, €, ¢; n, k] the lifted LRS code
Z(C) consists of all lifted codewords obtained by blockwise
application of the lifting operation from [19, Def. 3] (see [9]).
Namely, the lifting of ¢ = (¢ | --- | ¢¥)) € C is given by

Z(e) i= ({(Luy, OV ey oo (L e, ) (BT)

where C() € F" s the expansion of ¢V € Fyi over
F, for all ¢ = 1,...,¢ and (-)p, denotes the [F,-linear row
space of a matrix. After the transmission of a tuple ¥V =
(v, ..., V®) € Z(C) over a multishot operator channel [32]
with overall v = Y., 4 insertions and § = Y ', 6@
deletions we receive a tuple U = (U, ... U©). By applying
the reduction [[19, Def. 4] to each received component space /("
we get Y = C() 4 E(®) € F*™i where E() can be decom-
posed with respect to the different error types as described in
Section [IMI=A] and has F,,-rank 7() = t;f) +t F? +t(é). Therefore,
the decoding problem for lifted LRS codes in the sum-subspace
metric reduces to an error and row/column erasure decoding
problem in the sum-rank metric, which can be solved by the
proposed decoder. Similar as for one-shot subspace codes we
have that ) = ¢ + % and 60 = +© 4 ) (see e.g. [33])
where t(CZ) is also referred to as the number of erasures and t%)
is also referred to as the number of deviations (see [18]], [[19]).

Thus, the proposed decoder can correct an overall number of
insertions and deletions up to v + 0 < n — k, which coincides
with the decoding region of the decoders from [9], [12] and [13].

Other applications of the presented error-erasure decoder
include e.g. generalized minimum distance (GMD)-inspired
randomized decoding algorithms for cryptography (see e.g. [34],
[35]) as well as error-erasure decoding problems in the sum-rank
metric arising in any context.

V. CONCLUSION

We presented a Berlekamp—Massey-like error-erasure de-
coder for linearized Reed—Solomon (LRS) codes that can correct
tr full errors, tg row erasures and tc column erasures up to
2tp +tr + tc < m — k in the sum-rank metric, where n is
the code length and £ is the code dimension. The proposed
decoder requires at most O(n?) operations in F,m and, up
to our knowledge, is the first scheme for LRS codes capable
of correcting both errors and erasures in the sum-rank metric.
We showed how the proposed decoder can be used for error
control in noncoherent multishot network coding. Future work
will include error-erasure decoding of interleaved LRS codes
and consider the implications of errors and erasures in the skew
metric, which is isomorphic to the sum-rank metric.
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