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Abstract. After giving a new interpretation of the skew metric defined
in [4], we show that the decoding algorithm of [2] for skew Reed-Solomon
codes remains valid with respect to this metric.

1 Introduction

Skew Reed-Solomon codes are a generalization of Reed-Solomon codes and
Gabidulin codes. These codes are MDS codes for the Hamming metric and a
decoding algorithm inspired from Welch-Berlekamp algorithm was designed in
[2] over finite fields. In [4], the author defines a new metric, called skew-metric,
which is optimal for skew Reed-Solomon codes defined over any division ring
(Maximum Skew Distance codes, Theorem 1 of [4]).

The aim of this note is to give a new interpretation of the skew metric defined
in [4] and prove that the decoding Algorithm 1 page 22 of [2] can be adapted
from the Hamming metric to the skew metric.

In Section 2, we recall the material for defining skew Reed-Solomon codes
and the skew metric. In Section 3 we give a new interpretation of the skew metric
using a least common left multiple of linear skew polynomials. In Section 4, we
prove that Algorithm 1 page 22 of [2] can be adapted from the Hamming metric
to the skew metric.

2 Generalities on skew Reed-Solomon codes

Consider a division ring A, # be an automorphism over A, § be a 6-derivation
which is a map § : A — A such that for all ¢ and b in A:

d(a+b)=26d(a)+0(b)
d(ab) = d(a)b+ 6(a)d(b),

The ring R = A[X;0,6] is defined on the set {>_"" ,a;X*|n € N,a; € A} where
the addition is the usual addition of polynomials and the multiplication is defined

by the rule : for a in A
X-a=0(a) X+ 6(a). (1)

The ring R is called a skew polynomial ring or Ore ring (cf. [6]) and its
elements are skew polynomials. When 6 is not the identity, the ring R is not



commutative, it is a left and right Euclidean ring whose left and right ideals are
principal. Left and right gcd and lem exist in R and can be computed using the
left and right Euclidean algorithms. In what follows we will assume that least
common left multiples of skew polynomials and greatest common right multiples
of skew polynomials are necessarily monic skew polynomials.

Definition 1. (/8] p. 310) Let A be a division ring, 6 be an automorphism over
A and 6 be a O-derivation. Consider the ring R = A[X;0,6]. For f € R and
a € A, the (right) remainder evaluation of f at a is denoted f(a) and is
defined as the remainder of the right division of f by X —a. If f(a) =0, then
a is a right root of f.

The following definition ([3] p. 310) generalizes the classical notion of the
norm of a field element : for a in A, for 7 € IN, Nle’é(a) is recursively defined as

Ny*(a)

N{ ()

1
o O(N°(a)) a+ 5(N;*(a)).

If f=Y,f;X' € Rand a € A then f(a) = Y, fiN?’(a) (see Lemma 1 of
[2] or Proposition 2.9 of [3]).

Definition 2. (/3/, page 321) Let A be a division ring, 0 be an automorphism
over A, § be a O-derivation and n € IN*. Let ai,...,a, in A. The (0,6)-
Vandermonde matrix of a = (a1,...,q,) is defined by

1 1 1
0,5 0,5 A0
sy = | V@) Ne) e N (an)
NoZi(en) No2y(as) - N2y (o)
Remark 1. If A is a finite field (A = IFpm, with p prime number), 8 is the
Frobenius automorphism (6 : a = a” and J = 0), then one gets the classical

notion of the norm of a field element : N;(a) = 0°~1(a)---0(a)a = =3

Later, we will define the skew Reed-Solomon codes by evaluating some skew
polynomials at points az, ..., a, of A such that rank(V,!°(a)) = n. We will say
that these points are P-independent. The following theorem establishes a link
between the rank of the Vandermonde matrix mentioned above and the degree
of the least common left multiple of linear skew polynomials.

Theorem 1 (Theorem 8, [3] page 326). Let A be a division ring, 0 be an
automorphism of A and d be a 0-derivation. Consider the ring R = A[X;0,]. Let
a1,...,0n € A and g = lclmy<;<n (X —ay) € R be the least common left multiple
of X —aj,i = 1,...,n, then deg(g) = rank (V9 (au,...,ay)). If deg(g) = n
then ayq,...,a, are P-independent.



Consider a subset §2 of A, the rank of 2 is Rank(2) := deglclm,eco(X —u).
Assume that aq,...,q, are P-independent. If (2 is a subset of A such that
lelmi<i<n (X — ;) = lelmye (X — w), then (a1, ..., ay,) is a P-basis of £2.

Definition 3 (Definition 7 of [2], Definition 19 of [4]). Let A be a division
ring, 0 be an automorphism of A and § be a O-derivation. Let n € IN*, k €
{1...,n}. Consider the ring R = A[X;0,6] and ay,...,a, on A P-independent
i A. The skew Reed-Solomon code of length n, dimension k and support
a=(ag,...,a,) is defined as

Rin(@) = {(f(aa).-.. f(en)) | f € R.deg(f) < k}.

Skew Reed-Solomon codes are MDS codes for the Hamming metric ([2])
and MSD (Maximum Skew Distance) for the skew metric (see Definition 9 and
Theorem 1 of [4] or Theorem 3 at the end of Section 3). In what follows we recall
the definition of the skew metric and give a new interpretation of this metric by
using the least common left multiple of linear skew polynomials.

3 Skew metric

Recall that for y = (y1,...,yn) in A", the Hamming weight of y is the number
of non-zero coordinates of y :

wy(y) =#{ie{l,...,n} | y; #0}.

Consider a division subring K of A, the rank weight of y is the dimension
of the space generated by its coordinates over K:

wr(y) i=dim(< y1,...,Yn >K)-

Reed-Solomon codes are optimal for the Hamming metric (Maximum Sep-
arable Distance codes), while Gabidulin codes are optimal for the rank metric
(Maximum Rank Distance codes).

Definition 4 (Definition 9 of [4]). Let A be a division ring, 0 be an auto-
morphism of A and § be a 0-derivation. Let n € IN*, k € {1...,n}. Consider
the ring R = A[X;0,0] and o = (a1,...,q,) in A™ such that aq,...,q, are
P-independent. Consider P = lclmy<;<n(X — a;) in R. The skew weight of
y=(Y1,---,yn) € A" is

Wa(y) =n — Rank(Z,(F))

where F' € R is the skew interpolation polynomial of degree < n at the n points
(ai,yi) and Zo(F) = {u € A| F(u) = P(u) = 0}.

Note that the skew interpolation polynomial F' at the points (a;,y;) in the
above definition exists because the n points a1, ..., a, are P-independent (see
also [3] page 326).



Example 1. Consider Fos = IFp(a) where a® +a* +a®> +a+1 = 0 and 0
the automorphism Frobenius over IFys. Consider o = (a,a?, a3, a*,a®,a®). Us-
ing Magma, one computes lclmi<;<¢(X — a’) = X% — 1 in IFes[X; 0], there-
fore a,a?,a®, a*, a®,ab are P-independent (and « is a P-basis of IFs). Consider
e = (0,0,0,0,a%,a%), its skew weight is w,(e) = 6 — Rank(Z,(F)) where
F=aX?+a>X*+a%X3+a?°X?%+a'%X +a* is the skew interpolation poly-
nomial at the points (a,e;)1<i<6. The set of roots of F in Fje is Zo(F) =
{a,a2,d3,a%,a%,a% a0, a't, a'2, oM, a?!, 4?2, 4?4, %, a2®, a2, 430, 433, a4,

a®® a3, a*® a*8, a0, a1, a%*, a7, a8, a%, a%", 5%} and its rank is Rank(Z,(F)) =
deglelmyez, 7y (X — u) = deg(X® 4+ a®X* + a® X3 + a?' X? + a°X + a3) = 5.
Therefore the skew weight of e is 6 — 5 = 1. Notice here that the Hamming
weight of e is 2 and the rank weight of e is dim(< a%%,a% >p,) = 2.

In what follows, a new interpretation of the skew metric is given (Proposition
1). First two intermediate Lemmas (Lemma 1 and Lemma 2) will be useful.

Lemma 1. Let A be a division ring, 6 be an automorphism of A and § be a
0-derivation. Consider a = (a1,...,ap) in A™ such that ai,...,a, are P-
independentd y = (y1,...,yn) in A™. Consider the ring R = A[X;0,6], P =
lelmy<;<n (X — ;) in R and F € R the skew interpolation polynomial of degree
< n at the n points (a;,y;). Then

wq (y) = deg(P) — deg(gerd(P, F)) = deg(lelm(P, F)) — deg(F).

PROOF. According to Definition 4, w,(y) = deg(P) — deg(lclmy, ey (X — u))
where U = {u € A | F(u) = P(u) = 0}. Let us prove that lclm,cy (X — u) is
equal to gerd(F, P). For all uwin U, X —u divides F' and P on the right, therefore
lelmy, ey (X — u) divides gerd(F, P) on the right.

Consider a common right factor H of F' and P. According to Theorem 4 of
[6], as P is a least common left multiple of irreducible skew polynomials, H is also
the least common left multiple of irreducible skew polynomials. Furthermore, all
the degrees of these factors are necessarily equal to 1. Consider V' C A such
that H = lclmyey (X — v). Consider v in V; as H divides P and F on the
right, X — v divides P and F on the right, therefore v € U and H divides
lelmy, ey (X — u). One can conclude that lelm, ey (X — u) is equal to gerd(F, P)
and wq (y) = deg(P) — deg(gerd(P, F)) = deg(lclm(P, F)) — deg(F).

Ezample 2. Consider A = IF3(z) and 0 € Aut(A) defined by 0(z) = Z_} Its
inverse automorphism is defined by 67!(z) = 1£2. Consider a = (z,22,23, 24).
The least common left multiple of X — 2, X — 2%, X — 2% and X — 2% in A[X;6)]
is P = X* 4+ 2 therefore z, 22,23 and z* are P-independent over A. Consider
e=(0,0,22 + 2,2° + 2) € A* and F the skew interpolation polynomial at the
points (2%, e;)1<i<a. One has F = (2° + 24 + 22+ 2) /(22 + 222 + 2 +2) X3 + (224 +
2234+ 22+42)/(25 + 220+ 28 +22) X2+ (222 + 2+ 2) /(23 + 222 + 22) X + (23 +
222 +2)/(22 4+ z+2) and F divides P on the right, therefore the skew weight of
e is wy(e) = 4 — deg(gerd(F, P)) = 1.



Definition 5. (/3]) Let A be a division ring, 6 be an automorphism over A and
0 be a O-derivation. The (0,6)—conjugacy class of an element a € A is the
set of all its conjugates

a®:=0(c)ac™t +6(c)c!
where ¢ is taken over A*.
The following property will be useful next (product formulae) :

Theorem 2 (Product theorem 2.7 of [3]). Let A be a division ring, 6 be an
automorphism over A, § be a 6-derivation and R = A[X;0,0]. Let f,g in R and

a€ A Ifg(a) =0, then (f-g)(a) = 0. If g(a) # 0, then (f-g)(a) = f(a’“)g(a).
Lemma 2. Let A be a division ring, 0 be an automorphism over A, § be a
0-derivation and R = A[X;0,6]. Consider ay,...,a, in A, P-independent, con-
sider '€ R\ {0} and P = lclmi<;<n(X — ;) € R. Consider the monic skew
polynomial E = lelmp(q,)£0(X — af(ai)), then E-F = X-lclm(P, F) where X is
a non zero constant.

PRroOF.

Consider E such that E - F = lclm(P, F). Let us first prove that F divides
FE on the right. This amounts to show that E - F divides E - F on the right. As
F divides E - F on the right and E - F = lelm(P, F'), it remains to prove that P
divides E - F on the right. Consider ¢ in {1,..., N}. If F(«;) # 0, then according
to the definition of F, E(af(ai)) = 0. According to product formulae (Theorem

2), (E-F)(o;) = E(af(ai)) x F(«;), therefore one has
(B F)(a:) = 0. 2)

If F(c;) = 0 then the previous equality (2) still holds (according to Theorem 2).
One concludes that P divides E - F on the right. Therefore lelm(P, F) = E - F
divides E-F on the right and E divides F on the right. To prove that F divides E
on the right, it suffices to prove that E cancels at af(ai) for all ¢ in {1,...,N}
such that F(a;) # 0. Consider ¢ in {1,...,N} such that F(a;) # 0. As P
divides E - F on the right, its right roots are also right roots of E - F, therefore

E - F cancels at «;. Furthermore F'(«;) # 0, therefore, according to the product
(o Flas)y
formulae, E(o; ") = 0.

To conclude, there exists A in A\ {0} such that F = \E.

From Lemma 1 and Lemma 2, one deduces a new interpretation of the skew
weight. :

Proposition 1. Let A be a division ring, 6 be an automorphism over A, § be
a 0-derivation and R = A[X;0,0]. Consider a = (aq,...,ap) in A™ such that
a1, ..., ap are P-independent. Consider y = (y1,...,Yn) in A™. The skew weight
of y satisfies :

wa (y) = deglelmy, 2o(X — o). (3)



PrOOF. Consider P = lclmj<i<,(X — ;) and F the interpolation skew
polynomial with degree < m such that F(a;) = y; for all ¢ in {1,...,n}. Ac-
cording to Lemma 1, w,(y) = deg(lclm(P, F)) — deg(F’). According to Lemma
2, lelm(P, F) = E - F where E = lclm,, 2o(X — o), therefore wy (y) = deg(E).

Example 3. (see Example 1) Consider IFys = IF3(a) where a®+a*+a®+a+1=0
and 6 : x — 2. Consider a = (a,a?,a® a*,a’,a%) and e = (0,0,0,0,a°%,a®).
The skew weight of e is equal to the degree of the lclm of X — a®% x 0(a®)/a® =
X —a% and X — a® x 6(a%)/a® = X — a%!, therefore it is equal to 1.

Ezample /4. (see Example 2) Consider A = IF3(z) and 0 the automorphism of A
defined by 0(z) = (z —1)/(2 + 1). Consider a = (z,22,23,2%) and e = (0,0, 22 +
2,24 2). The skew weight of e is equal to the degree of the Iclm of X —23 x 0(22+
2)/(22+2) =X — 232224 2) /(22 +2:+ 1)(22 +2)) = X — (22 +2%) /(23 + 1)
and X — 24 x0(234+2)/(22+2) = X — 24223+ 224+ 22+ 1) /(2 + 1) (23 +2)) =
X — (22% 4+ 2%) /(23 + 1), therefore w,(e) is equal to 1.

Remark 2. Consider the notations of Proposition 1. If § = id and § = 0 then
lelmy, 20(X —af") = lemy, 20(X —a;) =[], o (X — ;) therefore the skew weight
of y is equal to its Hamming weight : wq(y) = wg(y) (see also Example 36 of

(4])-

Remark 3. Consider the notations of Proposition 1. If all the a; are conjugate,
consider £ € A, a; € A* such that a; = £%, then if y; # 0, o' = £*¥ and the
skew weight of y is the rank of the Vandermonde matrix of (£*:¥). According to
Theorem 4.5 of [3], this is the rank weight of (a;y;) ‘wa(e) = Wr((a:yi)y,20) =
wR((aiyi)lgign)~

Example 5. We give here some computations of skew weights and rank weights
over IF3 and TF3 where 6 is the Frobenius automorphism.

Consider A = IF4 = Fa(a), 0 : 2 — 2% and § = 0. There are 6 vectors e of
IF3 of Hamming weight wy(e) = 1 and 9 of Hamming weight wy(e) = 2. There
are 9 vectors e of rank weight wgr(e) = 1 and 6 of rank weight wr(e) = 2. There
are 6 P-independent couples o = (a1, a2) . For each such «, there are 9 vectors e
of skew weight wq(€) = 1 and 6 vectors e of skew weight w,(e) = 2. The details
are given in Table 5.

Consider A = IFg = F3(a) witha? —a—1=0,60 : 2 — 2% and § = 0.
There are 16 vectors of ]FS of Hamming weight 1 and 64 of Hamming weight
2; 32 vectors of rank weight 1 and 48 vectors of rank weight 2. There are 72
P-independent couples (ay, as). For 48 P-independent «, there are 16 vectors e
of IF3 with skew weight wq (e) = 1 and 64 with skew weight w, (e) = 2. For the
other 24 P-independent «, there are 32 vectors e with skew weight w,(e) = 1
and 48 vectors e with skew weight w, (e) = 2.

Here is a proof of Theorem 1 of [4] using formulation (3).



ecIF? [1,0[a,0[a%,0]0,1]1,1]a,1]a®1[0,a]1,ala,ala?,al0,a?]1,a*]a,a?]a’,
wg(e) 111 1 1122 2 112 ] 2 2 1 2 2 2
wr(e) 111 1 1112 2 1121 2 1 2 2 1
we,ne)| 1|1 1 1122 1 1 1|2 2 1 2 1 2
wa,ge)| 1|1 1 1121 2 112 2 1 1 1 2 2
w(azya)(e) 111 1 1122 1 1 1] 2 2 1 2 1 2

Table 1. Hamming weight, rank weight, skew weights of vectors of IF3

Theorem 3 (Theorem 1 of [4]). Let A be a division ring, 0 be an auto-
morphism of A and & be a 0-derivation. Let n € IN*, k € {1...,n}. Consider
Qag,...,an on A P-independent in A. The skew Reed-Solomon code RZ"i(a) 18
MDS for the skew metric (Mazimum Skew Distance). /

PrOOF. Consider a codeword ¢ = (f(a1),..., f(ay)) of skew weight w <
n—k+1 where f € R is of degree < k. Consider E(X) = lclm,,20(X — af7),
then according to Product Theorem 2, for all ¢ in {1,...,n}, (E- f)(ey) = 0.
Furthermore, according to (3), the degree of the skew polynomial E is equal
to the skew weight of ¢, therefore the degree of E - f is less than or equal to
(n—k)+(k—1)=n—1. As E- f cancels at n P-independent points, it cancels.
As F is nonzero, f =0and ¢=0. =

4 Decoding algorithm

We prove here that the decoding algorithm 1 on page 22 of [2] with respect to
the Hamming distance still works with respect to the skew metric. We first need
a small technical lemma.

Lemma 3. Let A be a division ring, 8 be an automorphism over A, 6 be a
O-derivation and R = A[X;0,0]. Consider a = (ay,...,ay) in A™ such that
ai, .. .,qn are P-independent. Consider g and @ in R then

wa((Q - g)(a1),--.,(Q - g)(an)) <walglar), ..., g(an)).

ProOF. Consider P = lclmj<i<, (X — a;). According to Lemma 1,

{wa(g(a1) --;g(an)) = deg(P) — deg(gerd(g, P))

wa((Q - g)(ar), ..., (Q- 9)(%)) = deg(P) — deg(gerd(Q - g, P))”’

thercfore, we ((Q-g) (@), - - (Q- 9)(am)) = wa(g(ai),. .., g(an))+deg(gerd(g,

deg(gerd(Q - 9. P)) < wa(g(a), .. glan)). m

Proposition 2. Decoding algorithm 1 is correct.

PROOF. The n equations of point 1. of the algorithm are linear in the dg +
d1+2 > n+1 unknowns qo 0, - .-, q0,dy» 41,05 - - - » 41,4, » therefore there is a nonzero
solution (Qo, Q1) satisfying point 1. of the algorithm.

Consider Z(X) = Qo(X) + Q1(X) - f(X) € Rand E(X) = lelmz(q,)20(X —

aiZ(ai)). According to Product Theorem 2, the skew polynomial E - Z cancels at

P))-



Algorithm 1 Skew weight Decoding algorithm of skew Reed-Solomon code
Require: A a division ring, 8 € Aut(A), § a O-derivation, R = A[X;0,4], «
(a1, ...,a,) P-independent over A, r € A™ such that r = ¢ + e with wa(e)
t:=(n—k)/2|,c=(f(an),..., f(an)), f € R and deg(f) < k.
Ensure: f
1: Computation of Q¢ and @1 in R such that deg(Qo) < do :=n —1—t, deg(Q1) <
dy:=do— (k—1)and (Qo+ Q1 -7i)(c;) =0 for all i in {1,...,n}:

IA I

Solve the linear system with unknowns qo,o, ..., qo,dy; 41,0 ---,q1,d; *
do
ifr;,=0: Zq()yj Nf’é(ai) =0
j=0

0 dy
ifri 05 ) a0 NP (ai) + D auy V) (af) ri =0
=0 =0
do
X) « Zqo,jXJ
) un

2: Computatlon of the quotient f in the left division of Qo(X) by —Q1(X) in R
3: return f

a; for all 4 in {1,...,n}. Furthermore, for ¢ in {1,...,n}, (Qo + @1 -7)(a;) =0

therefore, Z(a;) = (Q1 - f)(a;) — (Q1 - i) () = (Q1 - (f — 7;))(ev;). Consider g
in R of degree < n such that for all ¢ in {1,...,n}, g(a;) = r;. Consider ¢ in
{1,...,n}, one has

Z(a;) = (Q1 - (f —mi)) (i) = (Q1- (f — 9))(ci) + (Q1 - (g — 7i))(cwi).

As (g—ri)(cy;) =0, one gets Z(a;) = (Q1- (f —g))(). According to Lemma 3,

o5 (1 9)(@1)s e (] — DM@ i= Wallf — @)~ ra)(a)) < 0
one gets wq, ((Q1 ( 9))(a ),.. ,(@Q1-(f—9)(« n))gt, therefore

wo(Z(a), ..., Z(ay)) < t.

According to (3), the degree of F is equal to wa(Z(a1), ..., Z(ay)), therefore, it
is less than or equal to ¢. As the degree of Z is less than or equal to n—t—1, the
degree of £-Z is <n—t—1+t < n. The skew polynomial E - Z cancels at n P-
independent points, therefore it is equal to 0. To conclude, the skew polynomial
Z is equal to 0. As (Qo, Q1) # (0,0), f is the quotient in the left division of —Qq
by Q1.

Ezample 6. (see Examples 1 and 3) Consider Fys = IFo(a) where ab + a* + a3 +

a+1 =0 and 6 the Frobenius automorphism over IFys. Consider the skew Reed-

Solomon code with support o = (a,a?,a3,a*, a®, a%) and dimension 3, f = a



and e = (0,0,0,0, a0, a%®). The skew weight of e is equal to 1 (see Example 1).
Consider 7 = (a,a,a,a,a,a) + e = (a,a,a,a,1,a'®). Then the unknown skew
polynomials g and @1 have degrees at most 4 and 2 and a non zero solution to
the linear system satisfied by their coefficients is (1,0, a’,0,0,a%?,0,a®). There-
fore Qo = 1+ a°X? = (a®? + a®X?) - a, Q1 = a%% + ¢®X? and the quotient in
the left division of Qg by —@Q)1 is equal to a.

Ezample 7. (see Examples 2 and 4) Consider A = IF3(z) with 6(z) = (2 —
1)/(z+1) and R = A[X;0]. Consider the skew Reed-Solomon code with support
a = (z,2%,2%,2%) and dimension 2. Consider f = X + 1/z and e = (0,0, 2% +
2,2%+z). The skew weight of e is equal to 1 (see Example 2). The received word
isr=(2+1/2,224+1/2,234+1/2,2  +1/2) +e= (2 +1)/2, (2 + 1) /2, (z* +
25 42241)/2,(2°+2*+2%2+1)/2). Then the unknown skew polynomials Qg and
(1 have degrees at most 2 and 1 and a non zero solution to the linear system
satisfied by their coefficients is (1, (2% 4 22% + 223 + 2 +1)/(2* + 23 + 22), (2% +
1)/(23 +222),22, (223 +2) /(2% + 22?)). Therefore Qo = (23 +1)/(23 +222) X% +
(P42 +223 424+ 1)/(22+ 22+ 22)X +1, Q1 = (223 +2) /(22 + 222) X + 22
and the quotient in the left division of Q¢ by —@Q in R is equal to X +1/z.

Lastly one can notice that the ring R = A[X;0, ] can be considered in a
more general setting, when 6 is an endomorphism of A (and not necessarily an
automorphism). In this setting (see [3]), the ring R is right Euclidean; divisions
on the right, greatest common right divisors and least common left multiples
of skew polynomials still exist, therefore the skew metric and the skew Reed-
Solomon codes are still defined. For the decoding algorithm, we still have the
relation Qg + @1 - f = 0, but f cannot be uniquely determined as the quotient
in the left division of Qg by —Q1, because the division on the left requires 6
to be invertible. However, one can recover f by considering the skew reciprocal
polynomial of Qy + Q; - f. Namely, one gets that Qj + @@ (f*). Q% =0
where © : Y a; X' +— Y 0(a;) X" and for a(X) = 3" a; X with degree d, a*(X) :=
3" X% %.q;. Therefore ©9°8(@1)( f*) is the quotient in the right division of —Qf by
Q7. As 6 is an endomorphism over the division ring A, € is injective, therefore one
can recover f* from ©4°8(Q1)(f*). As we know the degree of f and its valuation
(given by the degrees and the valuations of Qg and Q1), one can recover f from
f*. The following example illustrates a situation where 6 is an endomorphism
which is not bijective.

Example 8. Consider A = IF3(z), § the endomorphism of A defined by 6(z) = 22
and R = A[X;0)]. Consider a = (2,22,...,2%). The degree of lclm(X — 2¢,i =
1,...,6)is equal to 6, therefore z, 22, ... 2% are P-independent. Consider the skew
Reed-Solomon code with support a and dimension 2. Its minimum distance is 5.

Consider e = (0,0, 2,2,0,2z/(z + 2)), one can verify that the skew weight
wq(€) of e is equal to 2.

Consider f = 2X — 1/z. The codeword associated to f is

c=(22—1/2,2%—1/2,2* = 1/2,2° = 1/2,25 —1/2,27 — 1/2).

Consider the received word r = ¢ + e. The unknown skew polynomials Qg
and 1 have degrees at most 3 and 2. Solving the linear system given by point



1. of the algorithm yields : Qo = (22° +22+2+1) /(210 +221242219) X3 4 (223 +
2217 42216 4 2215 1 2214 4 25 4 222 4 22 4 2) /(224 42220 + 2218) X2 4 (2216 +
224210 4229 4 23 422 4 24 1) /(21 42210 +228) X + 1 and Q) = (2° +222 +
2:42)/(220 + 2216 + 22 X2+ (229 + 23 + 22 + 2+ 1) /(212 + 228 + 225) X + 2.

Performing the right division of —Qf = —(X3 + (2254 + 248 + 240 42236 +
212428 121 1 1) /(256 42290 4 2532) X2 4 (246 4 2530 192232 19,30 1 9,28 4 410 ¢
224 +222 4 2) /(248 4220 + 2236) X + (225 + 22 + 2 + 1) /(216 + 2212 4 2210)) by
Q=22 X2+ (228 + 20 + 24 + 22 +1) /(224 42216 + 22'12) X + (25 + 222 + 22 +
2)/ (22942216 +2214) yields 2/28 X +2*. As deg(Q1) = 2, one gets f* = 2/22X +2
and f=2X+2/z.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, a new interpretation of the skew metric defined in [4] is given
and the decoding algorithm of [2] is adapted to the skew metric for skew Reed-
Solomon codes. This algorithm was improved recently by the authors of [5] who
obtained an algorithm with a quadratic complexity. This algorithm handles a
more general setting (linearized Reed-Solomon codes with the skew metric).
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