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Abstract— We define multi-block interleaved codes as codes Feature 2 takes care of the fast-access requirement, andefea
that allow reading information from either a small sub-block or 3 improves reliability with only a minor adjustment of read
from a larger full block. The former o ffers faster access, while performance in rare unfortunate instances. Note that fogus

the latter provides better reliability. We specify the correction d b-unitead f is in li ith |
capability of the sub-block code through its gapt from optimal ~ Of' fandom sub-unitead performance IS In line with rea

minimum distance, and look to have full-block minimum distance ~@pplications that are much more sensitive to delayed reads
that grows with the parameter t. We construct two families of than writes.

such codes when the number of sub-blocks & The codes match The formal model that fits the above three features now
the distance properties of known inte_grated-interleavingcodes, follows. Define awrite block asN = mn symbols, wheren is
but with the added feature of mapping the same number of the number ofsub-blocks and n is the number of symbols in
information symbols to each sub-block. As such, they are the - ) ) ’
first codes that provide read access in multiple size granutities €ach sub-block. Awrite unit of K = mk information symbols
and correction capabilities. divides into m sub-units of size k each. In the write path,
K information symbols are encoded inté code symbols
[. INTRODUCTION and written to the memory. In the read path, we need to
, .. return a sub-unit ok symbols by reading a sub-block of

The two central features sought in data-storage applitaitiqyy mhols. This operation is divided inttecoding and reverse
are extreme data reliability and fast data access. In data |\pah5ing where the former corrects the err@mmsures in the
reliability we wish to avoid data loss in all conceivable, g, piock symbols, and the latter retrieves kiiaformation
m_rcumstances, and in fast data access we want t(_) reao_l %bols from the corrected sub-block. If sub-block decgdin
with high throughput and low latency. Access consider&ioyiiaq to correct the errofsrasures, we allow reading the
often dictate implementing an error-correcting code over @ ire write block and decode it abl[K] code. We define an
fixed (and not too large) data unit, which degrades the co&h K, my multi-block interleaved code as a code supporting
ing performance and the resulting reliability. An espégial hage operations with the parametit&, m. Our objective in
interesting ins_tance of this happen_s in_ Elash storage, evlier g paper is to construgN, K, m) codes with good distance
group of multi-level memory cells is divided to smaller datd,perties for both individual sub-block decoding and full
units calledpages. _ ~ write-block decoding.

It is well known that coding over large block lengths gives The first place to look for multi-block interleaved codes is
the best reliability for a given coding rate. But adding &sce yithin the literature orintegrated-interleaving (I-1) codes [6],
performance to the c0n5|der§\t|ons, plock lengths arellylght5] (see also [1]), which provide one minimum distance for
constrained by the granularity required for the reade ¢ ph-piock codewords and a larger one for full codewords.
mterface. of the st.orage.dewce. The standard approacheof {fyhile 1-1 codes give good (sometimes provably optimal)
storage industry is to fix the coding block length to be thg,qegrs between sub-block and full-codeword distances, they
basic access unit of the device (e.g. a page of a few KRlannot be readily used as multi-block interleaved codes. Th
and come up with the best code for this block length. fssue with I-I codes is that it is not known how to reverse-
conflict between coding feciency and access performanc%ap a sub-block codeword th information symbols. The
thus emerges whenever the storage is required to deliveatiatycoger presented for I-I codes [1] mapsatient numbers
fine access granularities that imply short code blocks.iB9IV of information symbols to dierent sub-blocks, and it is not

this conflict needs a multi-level readite scheme with the ¢je5r how to re-organize the resultinggx mn generator matrix

following features: to getm full-rank kx n sub-matrices. Because of that, I-| codes
1) Jointly writing m data (sub-)units (e.g. pages), each witfail to support the critical feature 2 in the rgadite model.
k symbols, to a single write block. Another related coding frameworkliscally recoverable codes

2) Allowing random read access to a sub-unit, i.e., retunifLRC) [4], [7], [10]. LRC are focused onfcient localrepair
its k symbols by physically reading a sub-blockni of individual code symbols, while here we are interested in
smaller than the write block. local decoding of larger sub-blocks. The primary reason why
3) In cases where a sub-unit read fails due to excess errbn®wn LRCs are not directly applicable to the proposed model
in the sub-block, reading the full write block succeeds iis that they partition the code coordinates to disjoint sletd
retrieving the data. are each an MDS local code. Making each oftisub-blocks


http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.07184v1

an [n, k] MDS local code degenerates the problem, because edide, which we denot&’. Next we define the distances of
parity symbols are local in this case. multi-block interleaved codes.

Our main contributions in the paper are two code comefinition 2.[sub-block minimum distance] An(N, K, m)
structions of multi-block interleaved codes providing fi#&  muiti-block codeC hassub-block minimum distances if the
tradedfs between sub-block and full-codeword correction cauyb-block projected codg has minimum distancg
pabilities. The flexibility is achieved by introducing arteger The (full-block) minimum distance of afN, K, my multi-block

pe_lrgmetert_spemfylng _the gap of the sub-block code frorTE:Ode will be defined to be the usual minimum distance as
minimum-distance optimality. Ag grows, the constructed[N K] block code

codes enjoy better minimum distances for the full writeelslo
codewords. This new view of the local vs. global correctioff: Bound on the minimum distance of multi-block interleaved
tradedf through thet parameter allows their explicit joint- codes

optimization, while in I-I codes this relation is much less The following is a restatement of a known theorem from [5],
transparent (in I-I codes there is no notion of sub-blodhut posed in dferent notation (using theparameter) that is
dimensionk, sot is not even defined). One family of codeshelpful for the constructions in the sequel.

presented in Sectidn]Il, allows improvement in the fulbdék®  Theorem 1. Let C be an{N = mn,K = mk, my multi-block
minimum distance (by growing reachingd = 1.5(n—k+1). interleaved code with sub-block minimum distamce n — k —

An improved construction, presented in Secfioh IV, can grow, 1. /ft < (k- 1)/(m- 1) then the minimum distance Gfis
the full-block minimum distance further untll= 1.6(n—k+1).  pounded by

The proposed constructions are given for= 3 sub-blocks, d<n-k+(m-21t+1 (1)
but can be extended to additiorralwith similar techniques.

The key idea toward having sub-block reverse mapping is t optimal multi-blopk interleaved che s one mee_ting the
specification of the codes through their generator matric l_Jr?]d D)n\’g‘ (Ie:qualfy.lWe note tr\:vo mterlesst_lngl specE\Ie&aj
This enables to carefully populate the generator matrix wi eorenLl. Fom = 1 we get the usual Singleton bound;

constituent Reed-Solomon (RS) generators such that all & de 2 Welgettr:j <tn 5§$tt+ 1 Whtehnt S I?a_blll Tkhe upper
tance properties are fulfilled simultaneously. Coincidént ound reveais the tra etween the Sub-block minimum

both constructions achieve the same distance propertiesd ance and the minimum distance of t.he code. The pa.ram-eter
known I-I codes: the former meets 2-level |-l and the |attérpre§cr|bes th? gap O.f th? sub-block distance from optignalit
meets 3-level I-l. However, the constructed codes moe and In return increasing improves the upper bound on the
reformulations of these known I-I codes: the resulting dgllstance of the full-block code.

are diferent, and there is no apparent transformation from tfe Short review of Reed-Solomon codes

I-I codes to our codes that adds the desired sub-block accesshe key building block for our constructions is Reed-
features. A previous.use pf constituent RS generators Wd§lomon (RS) codes, which are now defined.

in [3] to constructpartial unit memory (PUM) convolutional - pefinition 3.[Reed-Solomon code] Lat be an element of a

codes [9], [8] (see also [2]). finite field GRq) of ordem. Then define &n, £] Reed-Solomon
[I. DEFINITIONS AND NOTATIONS codeas all polynomialg(x) obtained as
Throughout the paper we denote the ¢&ta + 1,...,b} c(x) = i(¥)g(x),

by [a : b]. Similarly, [a : b], denotes the same set, bu%h CN bit inf ti / ial of d
with element indices taken modufo For example, in=7, , _elre;(nx()j /s an arbitrary information polynomial of degree

then [5 : 9} =[5 : 2] = {5,6,0,1,2}. The operation . o) sinec1)
A\ B represents set filerence betweem\ and B. We use g = (X—a)(X—a ) (X—a ), (2
the termdistance to refer to the Hamming distance betweeryngs js some integer if0 : n - 1].
vectors over the field GEJ. For notational convenience, the, . . .

. I : -In simple words, an RS code is obtained by a generator poly-
statements in the paper on code minimum distances aremvntlte . . . :
; nomial g(x) with n—¢ roots whose reciprocals are consecutive
as somel equal some number, even though in some cases we

only prove (the important part) thatis at least that number. POwers ofa. As a useful compact notation, g|varand_q, we
We first define our principal object of study, which we caIFIeflne a RS code through its (cyclically) consecutive power

multi-block interleaved code. ;sne'i].z;nisthis representation, the code defined by the gemerato
Definition 1.[multi-block interleaved code] AN, K] linear RS([s: s+ —1]n),

codeC is a{N, K, my multi-block interleaved codeif its code
coordinates are partitioned tm disjoint sub-blocks of size
n = N/m each, and from each sub-block we can recove
disjoint sizek = K/m sub-unit of information symbols.

wherer = n— ¢ is called theredundancy of the code. It is
V\ée" known that the minimum distance &S([s: s+ — 1],)

r. X .

isr + 1. It will often be convenient to represent an RS code

by the complement of its root power set, that is,
For decoding a multi-block interleaved code we assume _— . ] ]
projections of the coordinates [IN] to disjoint subsets [1 n], RS([a: bln) = RS([_O -1\ [a: bn).
[n+1:2n],...upto [(M-21)n+1:mn]. We assume that the The dimension of the codeRS([a: a+ ¢ — 1],) is ¢, and its
projection ofC onto any of these subsets gives the samé][ minimum distance is1— ¢ + 1.



I1l. ConstrucTION OF MuLTI-BLocK INTERLEAVED CODES the dimension of’3 is 3k, and its length is 8. We defer the
Our focus in the paper is on codes with = 3, because d|§c_uSS|on on encodmg and dec_:odmg till after we prove the
this is the most useful case for Flash-based storage devifd8imum distances in the following.
with 8 = 23 representation levels. The constructions can ®oposition2. Whent < k/2, C3 has sub-block minimum
generalized to largem values. For the specific case wf=3  gistances = n—k -t + 1.

we add the following definitions. ,
Proof: Looking at any length: sub-block, we observe from

Definition 4.[D;-minimum-distances] Fori€{l1,2,3}, an the structure ofG that the codeword projected on the sub-
(N,K,3) multi-block interleaved cod€ has Di-minimum-  plock is a linear combination of codewords generated by
distanced if the lowest weight of any codeword with exactly G1,G2,Gl, GE. Noting the root power sets of these codes
non-zero sub-blocks &. (the complements of the sets listed in Construcfibn 1), we

Note that according to Definitiofll 4, the minimum distancget: G1 — F?S([t N = 1), G2 — RS([2t = 1]n),

of a (N,K,3) code is mifc;125 0. In addition to serving Gl — RS((k : 2t —1]s), and GE — RS([k +t : k = 1]n).

as upper bounds on the code minimum distance, Bhe If a power index lies in the intersection of these sets, then
minimum-distances have important operational meanirigs: €€Very polynomial of a codeword in the sub-block code has
D;-minimum-distance gives the correction capability when HiS power index as root. Taking the intersection of these se
sub-block stfers many erroygrasures, and thB,-minimum- W€ obtain that the projected sub-block code is a

distance does the same when 2 sub-block§esunany er- RS([k+t: n—1]y)

rorgerasures.

code, and thus its minimum distancens- k —t + 1. ]

Construction 1. Let C3 be defined by a generator mattx= Given the sub-block minimum distance of Propositidn 2, the

Gy L .
G, | whereG,, G, andGs are thek x 3n matrices given in qext Ie_mma _shows_that tH2;-minimum-distance of Construc-
Gz bz 3 g tion [ is optimal with respect to the bouthdf Theoren{lL.

Fig.[1. Now we define the component matrices of Fig. 1; blafjkmma 3. A codeCs from Constructioftll haB;-minimum-
rectangles represent all-zero sub-matrices. distanced; = n— k + 2t + 1, for allt < k/2.

« Gl is a generator matrix for the co®S([0 : t — 1]5).

. G2 is a generator matrix for the co@®S([t : 2t — 1],).
. Gl is a generator matrix for the coRS([2t : k — 1],).
. GE is a generator matrix for the co®S([k : k + t — 1]y). V= (v, V2, V).

Each sub-vectov; has lengttk, and we further partition it to

Proof: Denote the length IBinformation vector as/, and
partition it as

n n n
Vj = (Vj,| S Vj,l, Vj,g).
k-2t Gl .
G = The lengths of than = 3 constituent vectors are from left to
1 t Gl GE right: k — 2t,t,t. Consider a codeword af3 with one non-
t G2 GE zero sub-block. Assume (wlog due to symmetry) that the left
sub-block is non-zero. It is clear from the structure®fin
Fig.[ that all sub-vectors except; must be all-zero. In this
k — 2t Gl case, the codeword weight is at least the minimum weight of
Gy = a non-zero codeword froRS([2t : k — 1],)) (spanned byGlI),
t GE G1 which isn—k+2t+ 1 as required by the lemma statemaant.
t G2 GE The behavior of théD,-minimum-distance as a function of
is quite diferent, as we now see.
K— ot Gl Lgmma4. A codeCs3 from Constructiof]l haB,-minimum-
Gq = distancal, = 2(n—-k-t+1).
t GE Gl The proof of Lemmd4 is trivial from the fact that =
t GE G2 n—k—t+ 1. Unfortunately, the construction does not exclude

codewords with two minimum-weight sub-block codewords.

The problem lies in the fact that botty; and v, are

multiplied by the same matri&6E in the right column, which
First note that the dimensions of the codes specified fovay cancel their contribution to the right sub-block. We now

G1, G2, Gl, GE fit their corresponding sub-matrices in Fig. 1summarize the distance properties in the following theorem

It is straightforward to write a generator matrix for any eod(proof immediate).

of the typeRS([a : a+ ¢ — 1],), because the codewords of

this code are evaluations of polynomials of the foxfi(x), 1The bound is given on the minimum distance, but from the probf

whereU(X) is a polynomial of degreé-1 or less. As required, Theorentll it readily applies to th@;-minimum-distance as well.

Figure 1. Generator matrices for é8n, 3k, 3) multi-block interleaved
codeCs.



Theorem 5. A code C3 from Constructiori]ll has sub-blockConstructiofi]l) mapk+t information symbols to each of two
minimum distanc& = n - k —t + 1, D;-minimum-distance sub-blocks, andk — 2t to the third.
di = n—k+2t+1, andD,-minimum-distancé, = 2(n—k-t+1).

Fort < (n—k+1)/4, C3 has minimum distanak = d, (optimal), IV. AN IMPrOVED CONSTRUCTION WITH LARGER MINIMUM
and for(n — k + 1)/4 < t it has minimum distance = d, (not DisTANCE
optimal). To get codes(N, K,m) with larger minimum distances

Similar to the case here, all the known I-I construction?eyond what Constructiol] 1 can achieve, we present the

in the literature with optimalD;-minimum-distance (given ollowing |mprpved construction. In the sequel we define
t) sufer from the same problem of having codewords with = t/2, assuming even

two minimum-weight sub-block codewords. In [5] the authorgonstruction 2. Let K3 be defined by a generator matfix=
address this exact problem, but give no explicit constonsti | G
The implication of Theoreml5, in particular the termsi@ i Gz
d; and -2t in d,, is that there is a ratio of 1 between thg Gs
loss ind, to the gain ind; as we increasé This high ratio in Fig.[2 as follows. The figure specifieks rows of each
compromises the code’s ability to address high gerasure Gi, which are populated by the generator matrices specified
events in both one and two sub-blocks. In our next conswnctibelow, or combinations thereof. The figure omits thekepis

we solve this by proving a much lower ratio of2 But before rows of eachG; that host theGl matrix given below, in the
that, we want to show the good property of Construcfibn dorresponding sub-blok

having an extremely fécient reverse mapping from the sub- . G1 is a generator matrix for the co®S([0 : s— 1],).

block codeword to thek information symbols of the input . G2 is a generator matrix for the coRS([s : 2s— 1]n).
sub-unitvj. We now write the encoding and reverse-mapping « G3 is a generator matrix for the co®&([2s : 3s— 1]y).
functions explicitly. . G4 is a generator matrix for the coB®S([3s: 4s— 1]y,).
Encoding: The encoder input is an information vecter= . Gl is a generator matrix for the co®S([4s : k — 1]).
(V1,v2,V3), where eachv; is a vector ofk GF(g) symbols . GE is a generator matrix for the coRS([k : k + s— 1]p).
holding the information sub-unit for sub-blogk The output . GF is a generator matrix for the co®S([k + s: k + 2s—

, whereGi, G, andGj; arek x 3n matrices specified

of the encoder is simply the vecterG, which is a codeword 1]n).

of C3. The matrice$s1, G2, Gl, GE are chosen as the standard

polynomial-evaluation matrices of the respective RS codes n n n
(mapping¢ polynomial codicients ton code symbols). For a (R G1 GF

codeRS([a: a+ ¢ — 1], the corresponding generator matrix Vio: G2 GE 4s
maps an information sub-vectorto a codeword by evaluating Vig ! G3 GE

the polynomialJ(x) = x2U(X) on n elements of GF{), where Vial | G4+ G3 GE

U(x) is the polynomial whose céiécients are the elements of Vo1 Gl GF

u, and it has degree at moét- 1. Note that this is not the Voo G2 GE 4s
way the RS code was defined in Definitidn 3, but it is true by V23! GE G3

an equivalent definition of RS codes. V24 . GE |G4+G3

Reverse mapping:The reverse-mapping operation returns the V31! GF Gl
information sub-unitv; from the codeword of sub-block. Vaz: GE G2 4s
Denote byu(x) the polynomial whose cdécients are the V33 GE G3
codeword symbols corresponding to From the property Vaa - GE [G4+G3
given in Definition3,u(e™) is zero for alli except those in left center right

[a:a+{-1]n. Since these sets are no-t overlapping beme%@ure 2. Generator matrices for an improveésh, 3k, 3) multi-block
G1,G2,GI,GE, we can take the combined sub-block cod@pterieaved codek.

word polynomialc(x) (which is a sum of dferent polynomials
like u(x) above), and get that for eadke[0 : k — 1], that As in the previous construction the dimensions of the codes

c(e™) = u(a™) for one of the sub-vectors in v;. Now we specified forG1, G2, G3,G4,Gl, GE, GF fit their correspond-
can use the well known property of RS codes (inverse DFNG sub-matrices in Fid.J2. The code dimension’6f is 3k,
and obtain and its length is 8. We prove the minimum distances in the

following.
U = n"tu(e @y = nic(e @), 1€[0: ¢-1]. g

] o ) ] Proposition6. Whent < k/2, Kz has sub-block minimum
Since c(x) is given, we can find the cdigcients of all the gistances = n—k -t + 1.

polynomialsU(x) and thus all the vectons. o ) N

Neither the I-I codes from [6] nor the ones in [5] have Proof: Thg proof is identical to Proposm_dII 2: at each sub-
a known way to magk information symbols to each sub-Plock thereisacodeword of an RS code withk—2s = n—k-t
block codeword, such that it is possible to retrieve theg@0tS With consecutive powers. u

k symbols back from the sub-block codeword. The encoder

specified for I-I codes [1] (corresponding to the paramedérs 2same as in Fid11.



Lemma 7. The codeKs hasD1-minimum-distancé; = n—k+
3t/2+ 1.

properties by lower bounding the minimum distances. How-
ever, an alternative way is by giving an explicit erasure-
decoding algorithm, which we do now. First, suppose that one
sub-block hasi—k+3t/2 erasures and the other two have each
n—k—t erasures or less. From symmetry assume that the left
sub-block has the largest number. Then decoding the center
) sub-block with af, k+t] code givess, ..., V24, and similarly

'I_'he lengths of the const|_tuent sub-vectors are f_rom left iRe right block givesrss, ..., Vaa. In addition, we gewy; as
right: k- 4s s 5,5 s Consider a codeword oKz with Oné  {he reverse map dBF in the center sub-block, and them,
non-zero sub-block, for which we seek a lower bound on tiﬂﬁ/ cancelingva s andvs4 from the reverse map @3E in the
Hamming weight. Assume (wlog due to symmetry) that thgsnter sub-block. Finally, we can finds + vi4 by canceling
one non-zero sub-block is the left one. Then it is clear fro%2 from the reverse map @BE in the ’right éub-block. Now
Fig.[2 that the only sub-vectors that can be non-zerovare we can decode the left sub-block with a k - 3t/2] code

Vi3, andvy 4. Setting any other sub-vector to non-zero impliegaying contributions from onlg! and G4. Second, suppose

a non-zero codeword in at least one other sub-block. FUrthgfs+ two sub-blocks have eadh- k—t/2 erasures and the third

if V13 Orvi 4 are non-zero, then they must satisf+via = 0. gng hag— k-t erasures or less. From symmetry assume that
Otherwise the codeword in the right sub-block will be nomneze 4,4 right sub-block has the smaller number. Then decoding

as well. It can be seen that this last condition implies tidy 0 {1, right sub-block with ar, k + t] code givesva1, andvas

G4 contributes to the non-zero codeword, and together Wity ong alivs)). Now after canceling these two we can decode
the contribution ofGI from vy, we getn—k+ 3s consecutive gach of the left and center sub-blocks withrak+ t/2] code
roots anddy = n—k+3t/2+ 1. B and recover their erased symbols.

Proof: Recall the partitiorv = (vy, V2, v3). Now we partition
eachv; to

Vj = (Vj1, Vj1, Vj2, Vj3. Vja).

Lemma 8. The codeKs hasD,-minimum-distancel, = 2(n — V. CONCLUSION

K=1/2+1). The constructions in this paper are the first known ones

Proof: We use the definition ofv from the proof of to offer read access in both sub-blocks and full blocks. The
LemmalY. Consider a codeword @€ with two non-zero first construction has optimdD;-minimum-distance given,
sub-blocks, for which we seek a lower bound on the totBMt @ limiting reduction in theD2-minimum-distance ag
Hamming weight. Assume (wlog due to symmetry) that th@rows. The second construction has slower growth ofDie
two non-zero sub-blocks are the left and center ones. Thenimum-distance, but in return also slower reductiorDi)

it is clear from Fig[® that the only sub-vectors that can bend altogether a higher maximal minimum distance. Future
NON-zero are/y |, Vi1, V12, V13, Viq fromvy, andvs |, Voo, Vo3, WOrK is needed to extend these constructions, and find others

Va4 from v,. Other non-zero sub-vectors would imply a nonwith similar tradeds, to additionam values. While the codes
zero codeword on the right sub-block. The above restrictiGtffice to use finite fields with sizes as small as the sub-block
on the sub-vectors that can be non-zero implies that theresige, further reducing the field size is an important future
no contribution ofF in the left sub-block codeword and nodirection, e.g. through using BCH codes as the constituents
contribution ofG1 in the center sub-block codeword. So each
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