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DUAL CODES OF PRODUCT SEMI-LINEAR CODES

LUIS FELIPE TAPIA CUITINO AND ANDREA LUIGI TIRONI

ABSTRACT. Let Fy be a finite field with ¢ elements and denote by 0 : F; — Fq
an automorphism of Fq. In this paper, we deal with linear codes of Fy invariant

under a semi-linear map T": Fg' — Fg for some n > 2. In particular, we study

three kind of their dual codes, some relations between them and we focus
on codes which are products of module skew codes in the non-commutative
polynomial ring as a subcase of linear codes invariant by a semi-linear map 7.
In this setting we give also an algorithm for encoding, decoding and detecting
errors and we show a method to construct codes invariant under a fixed 7.

INTRODUCTION

Recently there has been a lot of interest on algebraic codes in the setting of skew
polynomial rings which form an important family of non-commutative rings. Skew
polynomials rings have found applications in the construction of algebraic codes,
where codes are defined as ideals (submodules) in the quotient rings (modules) of
skew polynomials rings.

The main motivation for considering these codes is that polynomials in skew
polynomial rings exhibit many factorizations and hence there are many more ideals
in a skew polynomial ring than in the commutative case.

Furthermore, the research on codes in this setting has resulted in the discovery of
many new codes with better Hamming distance than any previously known linear
code with same parameters.

Inspired by the recent works [2], [3] and [4], in §1 we introduce the notion of
T-codes, that is, linear codes invariant under a semi-linear transformation 7', and
we characterize them from an algebraic point of view (see Theorem 6). In §2, as
a consequence of Theorem 12 and Proposition 13, we introduce the definition of
product semi-linear T'-codes, a generalization of the module skew codes and a sub-
case of linear codes invariant under a semi-linear transformation T (see Definitions
14 and 16, and Remark 18). In particular, we show that in the commutative case
any invariant code by means of an invertible linear transformation is isomorphic
as a vector space to a product of module codes (see Theorem 12). In §3 we study
the main properties of the Euclidean dual codes (Theorem 23, Proposition 25 and
Remark 24), the quasi-Euclidean and the Hermitian dual codes (Definitions 39 and
51, Theorems 40 and 56) and the main relations among them (Theorem 53 and
Corollaries 55 and 57). Finally, in §4 we give an algorithm for encoding, decod-
ing and detecting errors by a product semi-linear code (Algorithm 2), while in §5
we show a method to construct codes invariant under a semi-linear transformation
(e.g., see Proposition 66 for the commutative case).
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1. NOTATION AND BACKGROUND MATERIAL

Let IFy be a finite field with ¢ elements and denote by § an automorphism of F,.
Let us recall here that if ¢ = p® for some prime number p, then the map 6 : F, = F,
defined by #(a) = a” is an automorphism on the field F, which fixes the subfield
with p elements. This automorphism 6 is called the Frobenius automorphism and
it has order s. Moreover, it is known that the cyclic group it generates is the full
group of automorphisms of Fy, i.e. Aut(F,) = ( 6 ). Therefore, any 6 € Aut(F,) is
defined as 0(a) := 6%(a) = a?', where a € F, and t is an integer such that 0 <t <'s.
Furthermore, when 6 will be the identity automorphism id : F, — F,, we will write
simply 0 = id.

If n > 2 is an integer, then we denote by Fy the vector space

Fy:=Fgx..xFq.
n—times
It is well known that a semi-linear map 7" : Fy — F¢ is the composition of an
automorphism 6 of F, with an F,-linear transformation M, i.e. ()T := (¥)© o M,
where (v1, ..., )0 = (0(v1), ...,0(vy,)) and M is an n x n matrix with coordinates
in F,. In this case we call T" a 0-semi-linear map, or a -semi-linear transformation.

For any v € Fy and any T" as above, let [0] denote the T-cyclic subspace of Fy
spanned by {7, ()T, (¥)T?,...}.

Vector subspaces ¢ C Fy invariant by a f-semi-linear transformation T will be
called here semi-linear T'-codes, or T-codes for simplicity.

The main result of [7] allows us to decompose the vector space Fy into a direct

sum of very special vector subspaces and to find a normal canonical form for any
f-semi-linear transformation.

Definition 1. We say that two 6-semi-linear maps T = ©o M and T" = © o M’ of
[y are f-similar if there exists an invertible matrix C' such that T' = CT'T'C. In
this case we simply write T ~g T".

By choosing the basis of Fj/ to be the union of appropriate bases
{0, @), (@)T2, .. (@) 741501 |
of T-cyclic subspaces [u;], ¢ = 1,...,r, it follows immediately the existence of a
normal canonical form for any #-semi-linear map 7.

Theorem 2 ([7], Theorem 5). Let 6 and T be an automorphism of F, and a 6-

semi-linear transformation on Fy, respectively. Then

Fy = [U1] ® ... ® [Uy],
for T-cyclic subspaces [u;] satisfying dim[i;] > dim[us] > ... > dim[@,]. Moreover,
if T =0o0M then
T ~¢ O o diag(My, ..., M),
where each M; is a matriz n; X n; of the following form

0 1

aio | i1 oo Gin—1
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with n; > 1 and such that 22:1 n; =n.

Remark 3. By Theorem 2, we know that any 6-semi-linear transformation 7" =
© o M is f-similar to

D := © odiag(My,...,M,) = (0 o My,...,0 o M,),

i.e. there exists an invertible matrix

;
= (@,)T
C = , where C; := . for every i =1,...,7,
Cr (,Jl)Tnlfl

such that
T =C'DC = C YO odiag(Mj, ..., M,))C = C~(© 0o My, ...,0 0 M,)C,

where n; := dim[u;] for i = 1,...,r and each © o M; is the f-semi-linear transfor-
mation on Fy? such that Fy = Fj* x ... x Fg~ with >y ni =n. This gives a one
-to-one correspondence between linear codes invariant under 7" and linear codes in-
variant under D. Therefore we can construct any semi-linear D-code 6p = €rC~!
from a semi-linear T-code %7, and vice versa.

The proof of the below result is immediate.

Lemma 4. We have the following two properties:
(1) © o My = M 0O, for any matriz M = [m;;], where My := [0(m;;)];
(2) (@O b=0 < a (b©)=0, Vda,beFn.

Remark 5. Let T'= © o M be a f-semi-linear transformation. If M is an n X n
matrix with coordinates in FJ C F,, the subficlds of F, fixed by 6, then M admits a
rational normal form (obtained by the Magma [1] command RationalForm(M)),i.e.
there exists an invertible matrix C with coordinates in Fg such that M = C~'M'C,
where M’ := diag(M, ..., M}) and each M; is a n; x n; matrix as in Theorem 2
defined over Fz. Thus we have

CTC™'=CO©oM)C'=00CMC'=00M =D
and in this case it is easy to find a matrix C' which transforms a T-code into a D-

code, and vice versa. Typical examples of this situation are the skew quasi-cyclic
codes, where the matrix M is a permutation matrix P such that P = Py = Py-1.

Consider the ring structure defined on the following set:
R:=F,X;0|={asX°+ ...+ a1 X +ao | a; €Fy and s € N}.

The addition in R is defined to be the usual addition of polynomials and the mul-
tiplication is defined by the basic rule X - a = 6(a)X for any a € F, and extended
to all elements of R by associativity and distributivity. The ring R is known as
skew polynomial ring and its elements are skew polynomials. Moreover, it is a right
Fuclidean ring whose left ideals are principals.

From now on, together with the same notation as above, we will always assume
the following

Hypothesis (x) : T = ©o0M is a fixed f-semi-linear transformation of Fy which
is f-similar to D := © o diag(M, ..., M,) by a matrix C' and f; := (—1)"(X™ —
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ano ! aj;X") € R is the characteristic polynomial of M; with a; ¢ # 0, where the
coefficients a; ; are given by Theorem 2 for every j =1,...,r and ¢ =0, ...,n; — 1.

Denote by m; : Fq’ — R/Rf; the linear transformation which sends a vector
¢j = (co, ..., cn;—1) € Fy’ to the polynomial class ¢;(X) = St e X of R/RS;.
Moreover, consider the linear map

m: Fyt X x Fym — Ry, = R/Rf1 X ... x R/Rf,,

where 7 = (71, ..., 7) and the linear transformation m; : Fg — R/Rf; is defined
as above for each j =1,...,r
Let ¥ C IFZ be a linear code and define the linear code

cCc! :={€C_1EIFZ|5E‘5}.
We can obtain now the following characterization of any T-code in Fy.

Theorem 6. With the same notation as in (x), let € C Fy be a linear code and
put €' :=€C~". Then

% is a T-code < €' is a linear code invariant under D <= 7(%€") is a left
R-submodule of R,,.

Proof. From Remark 3, we know that any T-code can be written as ¢’C, where
%' is a linear code invariant by D, and vice versa. So it is sufficient to show that
a linear code ¢” is invariant under D if and only if 7(%”) is a left R-submodule of
R,. Let €’ be a linear code invariant by D. Note that 7(%”) is an abelian group
with respect to the sum. Moreover, observe that X - 7(¥) = n(¢D) € n(%") for any
v € ¢’. By an inductive argument and linearity, this implies that g - 7(v) € 7(%¢”)
for any g € R, that is, w(%¢”) is an R-submodule of R,,. On the other hand, let
7(¢") be an R-submodule of R,,. Then ¢’ = n~1(n(¢")) is a vector subspace of
F7 and for every ¢ € ¢’ we have éD = 7~ (X - 7(c)) € n~ ' (n(€")) = €', since
X -w(c) € n(€¢'). O

Remark 7. If T'= © o M;, where M is a matrix as in Theorem 2 with a; ¢ # 0,
then C in (%) is the identity matrix and the above result becomes a geometric
characterization of the module f-codes (see [2, Definition 1 and Proposition 1]) as-
sociated to the polynomial f; := (—1)" (X™ —aq 5,1 X™ ' —...—ay ). Moreover,
if # = id, then Theorem 6 generalizes [8, (2.1)].

Example 8. In F§, where F; = Fy[a] with o + a + 1 = 0, consider the matrix

ElO 0 1 0 0 0 0

D = (T’T) y where F = 0 0 1 and O = 0 0 O y
1 0 0 0 0 O
1,1

and the semi-linear transformation © o D. The code ¥ = (
invariant by 90D, % = ( (1,1,1,0,0,0)) = ( (1,1,1))x{ (0,0,0)
for any f-code ¢; C F} invariant by © o E for i = 1,2.

Remark 9. Remark 3 and Theorem 6 say that there is a one-to-one correspondence
between T-codes and left R-submodules of R,,.

Remark 10. In the commutative case, i.e. § = id, the Chinese Remainder The-
orem says that if (f1),..., (fx) are ideals of R which are pairwise coprime, that is
(fi)+(f;) = Rforalli # j, then I := (f1)N...0(fx) = (f1)-...-(fx) and the quotient
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ring R/I is isomorphic to the product ring R/(f1) X ...x R/(fi) via the isomorphism
f:R/I— R/(f1) x ...x R/(fx) such that f(a +1):= (a+ (f1),...,a+ (fx)).

In the non-commutative case there exists an analogous of the above result. When
0 #id, if Rf1, ..., Rf) are pairwise coprime two-sided ideals of R, then

R/(RfiN..NRfy) = R/Rfy x ... x R/Rfy

as R-modules and I := Rf1N...NRf can be replaced by a sum over all orderings of
Rf1, ..., Rfy of their product (or just a sum over enough orderings, using inductively
that J N K = JK 4+ KJ for coprimes ideals J, K). In both situations, we have a
method to find all the R-submodules of R/Rf; X ... x R/Rfj via R/I.

Corollary 11. Assume that 0 = id and write T = M with M = C~*M,C, where
My is as in (x). If fi =II;_,p;" is the factorization of the polynomial f1 in Fylx],
where p1, ..., ps are distinct monic irreducible polynomials and e; € N — {0} for all
i=1,...,s, then there exist II{_,(e; + 1) T-codes € C Fgegfl.

Proof. The statement follows from Remark 3 and Theorem 6 by counting the
number of all monic divisors of f;. O

By using the computer algebra system Magma [1], the following MAGMA pro-
gram enables us to find all the right divisors of any polynomial f € F,[X;6]:
F<w>:=GF(a) ;

E:=[x : x in F | x ne 0];

RightDivisors := function(qq,g)
R<x>:=TwistedPolynomials(F:q:=qq) ;

f:=R!g;

n:=Degree(f);

S:=CartesianProduct (E,CartesianPower(F,n-1));
dd:=[1;

for ss in S do

11:=[ss[1]] cat [p : p in ss[2]];
q,r:=Quotrem(f,R!11);
if r eq R![0] then
dd := dd cat [[q,R!11]];
end if;
end for;
return dd;
end function;

Finally, we have the following two results.

Theorem 12. Suppose that § = id. Then any R-submodule S of R, = R/Rf1 %
.. X R/Rf, is R-isomorphic to a product Si X ... x S,, where each S; is an R-
submodule of R/Rf; for every j =1,...,r. In particular, any D-code €p C Fy with
D = diag(My, ..., M..) is isomorphic to a product code € X -+ X6, C Fyt x ... xFyr

as a vector subspace of By =Tyt x ... x Fyr, i.e. €p = (61 x -+ % %T)é for some
tnvertible matrix 6, where each €; C ng is a linear code invariant by M;, M; being

the n; x n; matriz of Theorem 2.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the first part of the statement for r > 2, since the
second one follows immediately from this by putting n; := deg f; for i =1, ..., 7.
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If each polynomial f; € R is written as a product F ;11”' L F ;J;j of distinct
irreducible polynomials F)j;, for some integers aj; > 1, then by the Chinese Reminder
Theorem we can obtain via isomorphisms a decomposition A of R,, = R/Rf1 X ... X
R/Rf, such that

A= (R/RF}* x .. x R/RF}{\") x .. x (R/RFY* x ... x R/RFY{") = R,,.

Let S be an R-submodule of R,. Then, up to isomorphisms, S corresponds to an
R-submodule S’ of A. Thus we have to prove only that every R-submodule S’ of A
is isomorphic to a product Si1 X ... x Sy, € A of R-submodules S;;, C R/RF:;“
foreveryi=1,...,rand j;, = 1,.... ;.

So, let W be an R-submodule of A. Then W is R-isomorphic to a direct sum
Rg1 @ - -+ ® Rgi of non-zero distinct cyclic R-submodules Rg; of A with g; € A
for ¢ = 1,...,k. Consider the surjective R-homomorphism m; : R — Rg; and note
that Rg; = R/(Ker m;) for any i = 1,...,k. Since R is a principal ideal domain,
we see that Ker 7; = (p;) for some p; € R. Let F be the product F{j* - ... Fy''
of all distinct polynomials with the respective maximum powers which appear in
the decompositions F ]'-11” . ~-F;Z_tj of the polynomials f;. Then we deduce that
F € Ker m; = (p;), i.e. for every i = 1,..., k there exists a polynomial ¢; such that
F = ¢;p;. This implies that p; = Fyj" - ... - Fsc,g”:s for some integers cj;; such that
0 <cji; <ajy, foreveryi=1,..,kand j =1,...,5. So we conclude that

Rgi 2 R/(p) = RJ(F{" - F™) = RJF{Y o x RIFS C A,

ie. Rg; = RE&™OU JFM x . x RES" ™% J[F%* = 811 x ... x Sy, C A, where
{0} C Sy, C R/RFZZ“ is an R-submodule for every ¢ = 1,...;r and j; = 1,...,¢;. O

Proposition 13. Suppose that 0 # id. If R, = R/Rf1 x ... x R/Rf, with
Rf1, ..., Rf, pairwise coprime two-sided ideals of R, then any R-submodule S of
R, = R/Rf1 X ... x R/Rf, is R-isomorphic to a product S1 X ... X S, where
each S; is an R-submodule of R/Rf; for every j = 1,....r. In particular, un-
der the above hypothesis, any D-code ¢€p C Ty is isomorphic to a product code
C1 X - X6 C Fyt x ... x Fgm as a vector subspace of Fy = Fpt x ... x Fyr, i.e.
ép = (61 x -+ x C@)é for some invertible matrix 6, where each 6; C Fy' is a
linear code invariant by © o M;, M; being the n; X n; matriz of Theorem 2.

Proof. Let S be an R-submodule of R,,. Then S is R-isomorphic to a direct sum
Rg1 & -+ @ Ry of non-zero distinct cyclic R-submodules Rg; of R,, with g; € R,
fori=1,...,k. Write g; = (gs1, ..., gir) and consider the polynomial F := f; ... f.
Denote by F}, the product F' without the factor f. Then we get

thi = (0, ceey 0, thiha 0, ceey 0).

Since the (right) ged(fn, Fr) = 1, we know that there exist two polynomials a,b € R
such that af, + bF, = 1. Hence bFyg; = (0,...,0,¢:1,0,...,0) for every i = 1,...., k
and h = 1,...,7. Therefore we have

Rgi = R(gi1,0,....0) & .. ® R(0, ...,0,gir) = (Rgi1, ., Rgiy)

foreveryi=1,...,k ie. S Rg1 ® - -® Rgr = (51,...,5,) for some R-submodules
S; C R/Rf;, where j =1,...,r. O
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2. PRODUCT SEMI-LINEAR CODES
Let us recall here the following

Definition 14 (see [2]). An f;-module 0-code (or simply a module 0-code) €
is a linear code in Fy? which corresponds via 7; : Fg’ — R/Rf; to a left R-
submodule Rg;/Rf; C R/Rf; in the basis 1, X,..., X" ~1, where g; is a right
divisor of f; in R. The length of the code € is n; = deg(f;) and its dimension is
k; = deg(f;) — deg(g;). For simplicity, we will denote this code €; = (gj)fsz and
when there will not be any confusion, we will call an f;-module #-code simply a
module 6-code.

Remark 15. When 0 = id, Definition 14 coincides with the one of a generalized
cyclic code with respect to a polynomial f; (see [8] and [10]).

Therefore, from Theorem 12, Proposition 13 and Definition 14, it follows natu-
rally the below definition.

Definition 16. Let ¢ C IE‘Z be a semi-linear T-code invariant by a -semi-linear

map T as in (x). We say that % is a product semi-linear T-code, or a product
T-code, if 67 = (61 x ... x €,)C C Fy* x ... x Fyr, where any ¢; C IE‘Z' is an

fj-module f-codes with respect to © o M; and f; = (—1)" (X™ — > 17 aj, k)

is as in (x) for every j =1, .. randn—zj 1M

Remark 17. When C is the identity matrix and r = 1, then Definition 16 is
nothing else that the definition of an fi-module #-code.

Remark 18. When either § = id, or 6 # id and R,, = R/Rf1 X ... x R/Rf, with
Rfi,..., Rf, pairwise coprime two-sided ideals of R, Theorem 12 and Proposition 13
show that any T-code €7 is isomorphic to a product T-code as vector spaces, i.e. for
any T-code ¢ C IE‘ZI‘ = IF;“ X ... X FZI“‘ there exists an invertible matrix C” such that
ér = (61 X ... x €, )CC’ for some T-product code (€1 x ... x €,.)C C Fyt x ... xFgr.

From Definition 16 we deduce that a generator matrix of a product semi-linear
code €1 = (61 X ... x €,)C is given by

G

G
el

G,
where k; :== dim €, >_._, k; = dim ¢ and each block
o
G = (91‘)(9: o M;)
(5:)(© 0 M)

is a k; X n; generator matrix of the module #-code %; = (gi)ii-,ev where g; = 7, ! (9:)
and m; : Fj¢ — R/Rf; for every i =1,...,7

Definition 19. A linear code % is a code of type [n, k], if € C Fy and dimp, ¢" = k.
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The following result gives in the commutative case a necessary and sufficient
condition for the existence of T-codes ér of type [n, k4.

Proposition 20. Suppose that 0 = id and let T = M be a linear transformation
over By as in (x). Let Fy = Févl X oo X Févs be a decomposition of By as in the proof
of Theorem 12 and denote by m the corresponding isomorphism

m:F) =F)" x .. x FY* = R/RF{* x ... x R/RF,
where m = (m1,...,7s) and 7, : IF,]]Vj — R/RF; are the usual isomorphisms and

the F;’s are irreducible (not necessarily distinct) polynomials on R such that Nj =
ajdegF; > 1 for j=1,....,5. Then

3 a T-code of type [n, k], < k=73 ._,a;degF;, where 0 <a; < ;.

Proof. Note that for every ¢ = 1,...,s an R-submodule of R/RF;" is of type
RF!'"/RF™ = R/RF™" for some integer h such that 0 < h < ;. More-
over, observe that by Remark 3 the set of the T-codes €7 is in one-to-one cor-
respondence with the set of linear codes %p invariant by the linear transforma-
tion D := diag(Mj,..., M;) of type [n,k];. Let 67 C I} be a T-code of type
[n,k]4. Then €rC~! is a linear code ¥p invariant by the linear transformation
D := diag(My,...,M,). With the same notation as in the statement, 7(é¢p) is
an R-submodule of R/RF™ x ... x R/RF&+. Since by Theorem 12 every R-
submodule of R/RF" x ... x R/RF® is isomorphic to I; x ... x I; with I; an
R-submdule of R/RF;” for every j = 1,..., s, we conclude that k := dimér =
dim%ép = Zle a; deg F;, where 0 < a; < «;. On the other hand, assume that
k=37, a;degF; with 0 < a; < ;. Then the product code

m H(REYT™/RFYY) x ox o Y(RES ™% JRFY) =

=7 YREM ™ /RF{" x ... x RF™ ™% |RF{**)
is a T-code of type [n, k],. O

3. DUAL CODES OF PRODUCT T-CODES

In this section we study three kind of dual codes of product semi-linear T-codes
and some main relations between them.

3.1. Euclidean duals. In [2] the authors prove that the Euclidean dual code of a
module #-code is a module #-code if and only if it is a #-constacyclic code. Moreover,
they establish that a module #-code which is not #-constacyclic code is a shortened
f-constacyclic code and that its Fuclidean dual is a punctured #-constacyclic code.
This enables them to give a form of the parity-check matrix for module 6-codes.

Let us only observe here that there exists an alternative method to find a parity-
check matrix for any module 6-code.

Proposition 21. Let ¢; = (gj)fljj o C Fyg’ be a module O-code. For any integer i
such that 0 <1 < kj — 1, write in R

Xkt = qigi 4y, with 0 < degr; < nj — kj.



DUAL CODES OF PRODUCT SEMI-LINEAR CODES 9

Denote by S the following matriz

Pry—rk; (5 (o))
Pnj—k; (W;1 (7‘1))

S = . ,
Z1
Pnj—k; (Trj (Tkjfl))
where m; : Fy’ — R/Rf; and pn;, is the projection map onto the first n; — k;
coordinates, 1i.e.
p’ﬂj—k]‘ (U17 "'7Unj—kjuvnj—/€j+17 b U’ﬂj) = (U17 '-'7Unj—kj)-
Then a generator matric G; of € is
Gyi= (-5 1)

and a parity check matriz Hj is given by

Hj = ( Inj—k; | St )7
where I, 1, is the (nj — kj) x (n; — kj;) identity matriz and Sy is the transpose
matriz of S.

Proof. Since degr; < n; — kj, note that w{l(X"f_kf‘” —r;) € €; are linearly
independent for 0 < ¢ < k; — 1. Thus ( -S | I, ) is a generator matrix G; for the
code €. Moreover, since (CKJ-L)L = ¢j, we see that the matrix H; := ( I, | St )
as in the statement is a parity check matrix for €.

The following MAGMA program enables us to find all the polynomials r; of
Proposition 21 in F,[X; 0] :
F<w>:=GF(a) ;
PcMatrix:=function(qq,g,n)
R<x>:=TwistedPolynomials(F:q:=qq) ;

g:=R!g;
d:=Degree(g) ;
11:=[1;

for i in [0.. n-d-1] do
c,b:=Quotrem(R! [0,1]"(d+i),g);
11:=11 cat [b];
end for;
return 11;
end function;

Remark 22. Proposition 21 works also for any module (0, §)-code (see [3, Defini-
tion 1]), where 0 : F; — F, is a derivation, and it allows us to obtain directly a
generator and a parity-check matrix in standard form for any module (6, §)-code.

Theorem 23. Let ¢p = (61 X ... x (KT)CA' C Fy be a linear code, €; C T} being a

linear code and Fyy = Fy* x ... x Fgr. Ifa is an invertible matriz, then

Crt = (C- x ... x CHC,
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where Cy is the transpose matriz of C and ctC [yt is the Euclidean dual code of
@, for every i =1,...,r. Furthermore, a parity check matriz of 61 is

H,y

where h; := dim C@L, 22:1 h; = dim ‘to”Tl and H; is the h; X n; parity check matriz
of €; given by Proposition 21 for everyi=1,...,r.

Proof. Put ¢ = (61~ x ... x %ﬂ-)@[l and note that

dim % = dim(6- x ... x €)= Zdirn‘to”il = Z(ml —dim%;) =
i=1

i=1
= Zmi - Zdim(%) =n—dim%ér = dim€r.
i=1 i=1

Let ¥ € €. Since € = (¢ x ... X €L)Cit, we deduce that & = wC; " for some
vector @ = (¢iF, ..., ") € (€ x ... x €L). Thus for every &= (éi,...,¢;)C € 6,
we see that

7-e=wCE = (Gt ...an)CN(E, . 6)C)y =
1

=( ,...,c}'l)(c_i, ey G = at-a+..+at.a =0,
ie. € C %rt. Since dim% = dim %”TJ‘, we conclude € = €pt.
Finally, the second part of the statement follows easily from the first one. O

Remark 24. In the commutative case, the above result is useful to construct the
Euclidean dual code of any product T-code and to calculate its minimum Hamming
distance (see Remark 3 and Theorem 12). In fact, under the hypothesis that either
0 = id, or § # id and R, = R/Rf1 X ... x R/Rf, with Rf1,..., Rf, pairwise
coprime two-sided ideals of R, Theorem 23 together with Remark 18, Theorem 12
and Proposition 13 allow us to find the Euclidean dual code of a T-code.

Finally, we obtain the following characterization of Euclidean dual codes of T-codes.

Proposition 25. Let ¢ C IF;L be a T-code invariant under a 0-semi-linear trans-
formation T = © o M. Then the Euclidean dual code €3 is a T'-code, where
T'=0"1o (Mt)@—l.
Proof. If @ € €3+, then for every ¢ € 67 we have
(@M;)-(¢©)=ad(OoM)y=a-(€T)=0.
Thus by Lemma 4 we deduce that
@T')-¢= (@0 o (M)g)-¢=(@M; 00 ')-&=0,

for every ¢ € ¢r, i.e. ¢4 is invariant under the semi-linear transformation 7". O

3.2. Quasi-Euclidean duals. In this subsection we introduce the new concept of
quasi-Euclidean dual codes and some of their properties related to the Euclidean
dual codes. Before to do this, we have to define a special injective map for module
f-codes.
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3.2.1. An injective map for an f-module 0-code. Given a polynomial f € R of
degree n > 2, we present here an algorithm to show that there exists always a
suitable integer m > n such that X™ — 1 is a right multiple of f. This will allow
us to construct an immersion map of the code space Fy into an Fy* which will be
useful for the definition of quasi-Euclidean dual codes of a product T-code.

From now on, write

n—1
f=ED"(X"=) fiX)€ER
1=0

and consider the right division
Xn_lZan'i‘rna

where ¢, 7, € R and 0 < degr, < deg f. Assume that r, is not equal to zero,
otherwise we are done.
Let k be an integer such that £ > n and consider again the right divisions

XF—1=Ff q+m,

where g, 7 € R and 0 < degr, < deg f = n. Since there are at most ¢"*! distinct
polynomials r, we see that for some ko > k1 > n we get 1y, = rg,. Thus we obtain
that

Xkl . (sz—kl _ 1) _ (sz—fm _ 1) . X’ﬁ — f . (qu — le)
Put ¢’ := qr, — qx, and note that ¢’ # 0 € R. This shows that X = 0 is a root of
f-¢'. Since f(0) # 0, we deduce that ¢’(0) = 0. Hence ¢’ = ¢1 - X for some ¢; € R.
Thus we have
(XPeh—1) . XM =f.q - X
and since R has no zero divisors, we can deduce that
(Xheh 1) xRl = f gy
where ¢; € R. By an inductive argument, we can conclude that
Xk}g—]i}l _ 1 — f . ql/
for some ¢” € R. This shows that there exists always an integer ¢ > n such that
X' —1= f-qy for some non-zero gy = > .~ " ¢; X" € R.
From now on, we denote by m the minimum integer such that m > n and X" —1
is a right multiple of f, i.e.

(**) {7} m:zmin{iEN|Xi—1=f-pforsomep€R}.
In this case, we write
Xm—1= f “qf .
Moreover, by the above construction, we have
n<m<q"+n-—2.

Let us introduce the following ring isomorphism © : R — R defined as
t

O aixHe:=> 6a)X" .
i=0

=0
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Lemma 26. Put
m* ::min{jeN|Xj—lzp-f’k for some p € R} ,
where f*:=1—=3" 6" (fn_i) X" € R. Then m* = m.

Proof. Let X™—1 = f-qs. By [2, Lemma 1(1)] we know that X™—1 = (1-X™)* =
(f - (=qr))* = ¢ - f* for some ¢’ € R. This implies that m > m*. On the other
hand, let X™ —1 = g4~ - f*. By [2, Lemma 1] we see that

XM 1= (1= X" = ((map)  S) =
= ((f*)*)e)m*_n ¢ = ((f)@n)Gm*_" N (f)@m* q"

for some ¢” € R. Hence we get

*

Xm* 1= (Xm* _ 1)6—771* _ ((f)@m . ql/)@—m* _ f . (q/l)@—m ,

i.e. m* > m. This gives m* = m. O

The following Magma [1] program enables us to calculate the integer m as in (xx)
for any polynomial f € F,[X;6] :
F<w>:=GF(a);
PeriodNC:=function(qq,g)
R<x>:=TwistedPolynomials(F:q:=qq) ;
f:=R!g;

n:=Degree(f)-1;

repeat n:=n+1;

_,r:=Quotrem(X"n-1,f);

until r eq R![0];

return n;

end function;

Remark 27. If 6 = id, then the characteristic and minimal polynomial of

0]1

A, = : -
0 1
fol i oo faa

are both equal to f = (—1)"(X"—Z?:_01 fiX") € R. Letm’ :=min{i e N | AL =TI}
and note that the polynomial X m' _ 1 is satisfied by A.. Therefore, it follows that
there exists a polynomial ¢y = >./" " ¢; X" € R such that X -1 = fq.
This gives m = m/, that is, m = min {z EN| A = I} . In this case, the following
Magma [1] program gives us directly the integer m = m’ in F,[X] :
F<w>:=GF(a) ;
P<x>:=PolynomialRing(F) ;
PeriodC := function(f)

return Order (CompanionMatrix(f));
end function;

The following example shows that Remark 27 does not hold in general when 6
is not equal to the identity of IF,.
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Example 28. In F}, where F; = F3[a] with a?+a+1 = 0, consider the polynomial
f = X3+ aX + 1 associated to the matrix

01 0

0 0 1

1 a O
and define 0(z) = z? for any z € F4. It follows that min{i € N | AL = I} = 21.
Moreover, we have X2!' — 1 = f - ¢+ r, where
q:X18+042X16+X15+04X14+X13+X10+O[2X8+X7+OZX6+X5+X2+O[2

and r = X?+a?X +a # 0. This shows that m # min {i € N | AY = I'}. Moreover,
we get m = 8(< 21). Hence X% —1 = (X® +aX +1) ¢y with ¢ = X° +a?X? +
X?+aX +1.

In connection with the above arguments, we have the following results.

Proposition 29. Let m be an integer as in (xx) and let P be the m x m matrix

Denote by 47 = (g0, ---s ¢m-n0, ...,0) € [y, where the q;’s are the coefficients of

qr € R as in (xx). Then there exists a commutative diagram

such that @’ oi = jom, where R, := R/Rf, Ry, := R/R(X™ — 1), i(¥) := 0Q with
Q the matriz

qf
(¢f)(©0c P)
(47)(© o P)?
()(© o P!
and j(a+ Rf) := (a-qy) + R(X™ — 1) for any a € R.

Proof. By using the canonical basis of Fy, the statement follows easily from the
linearity of the maps 4, j, m and 7’. O

Proposition 30. With the same notation as in Proposition 29, for any ¢ € Fy
and k € N we have

i((A)(©0 A)*) = (i(@)(© o P)F,

where A, is the matriz defined in Remark 27.
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Proof. Let ¢ € Fy;. By Proposition 29, we have the following two commutative

diagrams:
(@) — j(n(©))
where j(m(¢)) = 7'(i(c)), and
(@)(© 0 Ao)F —1=i(()(© 0 Ac)¥)
Xk (&) ———j(X* - 7(d))

where j(X* - 7(€)) = 7' (i((€)(© o A.)¥)). Since 7’ is an isomorphism, by the
commutative diagram of Proposition 29, we obtain

(O 0A)") = () (H(X* - 7(@) = («)HX" - 7(@) - qp) =

= (n") X" j(x(@)) = () THXE - A(1(@) = (7)o ((i(@))(© 0 P)Y),
that is, i((2)(© o A.)*) = (i(¢))(© o P)* for any k € N. O

Remark 31. The maps ¢ and j in Proposition 29 are injective. Moreover, Proposi-

tion 30 shows that the image via i of an f-module 6-code in Fy is a module 6-cyclic

code in F', where m is defined as in () (or as in Remark 27).

Let s be the order of 6. From the above results, we can deduce the following two
consequences.

Corollary 32. Let m be as in (xx). If m =as+r, 0 <r <s, then (¢5)O" = ¢;.

Proof. Since X™ — 1= f-¢qy and f, ¢y are monic polynomials, by [2, Lemma 2(2)]
we see that X™ =1+ (q7)©™ - f. Since (@ o P)™ = O™ o P™ = @™ and ©° is the
identity, from the following commutative diagram

E1(© 0 A)™ — = i(61)(© o P)™

ﬂ lﬂ

XM=l (1) = g

we conclude that ¢3 = (') ~1(gf) = i(€1)(© 0 P)™ = (¢3)0™ = (¢3)O". O
Corollary 33. Let f = (—1)"(X" =" f;X") € R. If
(f07 flu sy fn—l)e)t # (fOu f17 ceey fn—l)
for every integer t such that 0 <t < s, then the order s of © divides m.
Proof. Since X™ —1 = f-qy, from Corollary 32 it follows that
frgp=X"—1=(X"-1)0" = ()0 (q;)0™ = (f)O™ - qr,
ie. f=(f)O™. Let m=as+r with 0 <r <s.
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Assume now that r # 0. Then we get [ = (f)O™ = (f)O", that is,
(f07f17 sy fn—l)GT = (fOu f17 "'7fn—1)

for some 0 < r < s, but this is a contradiction. Thus » = 0 and s divides m. ]

Example 34. In F}, where Fy = Fa[a] with a® + o +1 = 0 and 6 is the Frobenius
map, consider the following two polynomials:

1) f=X"+X34+X2+1; (2)g=X"+X2+1.
Note that in both cases the hypothesis of Corollary 33 is not satisfied. Moreover,
we have m = 12 in case (1) and m = 31 in case (2).

Finally, let us give here also some results about the integer m in (x*) when 6 is
the identity of F,,.

Remark 35. Let F, C K be a finite extension of Fy such that f =[], (X — a;)
with a; € K and A, is diagonalizable over K. If m,; := min{hi | ai“ = 1}, then
m = lem(my, ...,mp).

Remark 36. Let p := Char(F,). If the polynomial f has a root of multiplicity

> 2, then X™ — 1 has a root of multiplicity > 2. This shows that ged(m,p) # 1
and since p is a prime number, we get m =0 mod p.

The next two results give a more simple computation of m.
Proposition 37. Denote by f = (foy ey fn—1) and let
ko= min{h e NU{0} | fA! = *1}.
Then m = n + k. In particular, we have degqy = k.

Proof. For any h =1, ...,n, we have
& AT = ((@n AL MY AD AL = (@A) AD) AL =
= (fADAIT = Al = an.
Hence A’c”"C = [ and for the minimality of m we deduce that m < n + k. Further-
more, since A™ = I we get €1 = ((E1AV 1) A)A™ ™" = (6,A.)AT " = fAT"™
that is, fA?"™" = €. So, by definition of k£ we can conclude that k¥ < m —n, i.e.
m > n + k. Finally, observe that degq; = m —n := k. O

Let pg be the order of det A.. Since AT = I, it follows that (det A.)™ =1, i.e.
m = 0 mod py with py the order of det A.. Denote by B := AP°. From this it
follows immediately also the following

Proposition 38. Let m’' be the minimum integer such that B™ s the identity
matriz. Then m = pom’. In particular, we have degq; = pom’ — n.

When 0 = id, all the above results give the following
Algorithm 1:
Input: f
e Define ag := det A;
Compute the order pg of ap;
Define B := AP0,
Find the rational canonical form B’ of B;
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e For any diagonal block B;, i = 1, ..., s, of B’ compute m} = min {h | Bl = I} )
Output: m = lem(m},...,m%) - po.
The following Magma [1] program is an application of Algorithm 1 in F,[X] :
F<w>:=GF(a);
P<x>:=PolynomialRing(F) ;
Period := function(f)
d:=Degree(f);
A:=CompanionMatrix(f);
p:=0rder (Determinant (A)) ;
_,_,E:=PrimaryRationalForm(A~p);
11:=[];
for j in [1..#E] do
11 := 11 cat [Order(CompanionMatrix(E[j][1]1))]1;
end for;
return LCM(11);
end function;

3.2.2. Definition and basic properties of quasi-Euclidean dual codes. Under the hy-
pothesis (x), write F = Fj* x ... x Fpr with » > 1 and n = >, np. From
Proposition 29, we know that for every k = 1,...,r there exists a commutative
diagram

ik
M > [k
]Fq F‘I

|

R/Rfy — R/R(X™® —1)
k
Consider the further commutative diagram:
Fq

n _ N1 M mi My . oM
F _Fq x...xFq —i>F‘1 ><...><IFq _]Fq

q
R, . Ry,
J

where n = Y7 n;, m = >.._,m; with the m;’s as in (%), f; = (=1)" (X" —
Y fiX7) € R,

R, :=R/Rf1 X ... x R/Rf,
Ry, :=R/R(X™ —1)x ... x R/R(X™" —1),
i() = #Q with
@1
Q2
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and all the @Q;’s are matrices n; X m; as in Proposition 29, = = (71, ..., 7,) with
m Byt — R/Rf;, ' = (7, ..., m) with ) : Fjt — R/R(X™ — 1) and

j(pla "'apT) = (pl “Qfyy ey Proc qf'r')
with all the gy,’s polynomials in R as in Proposition 29.
Denote by .# the image of i = i o ¢ and define
B:=C7'Q Q.(C7),

where M, is the transpose of a matrix M. Note that B is a symmetric matrix.
Let r := rkB be the rank of B and observe that

r=1k(Q- Q) =n — dim(Ker Q; N .%)
with 0 < r < n.

Definition 39. Let 7' be a semi-linear transformation of IFj as in (x). We define
the quasi-Euclidean scalar product -« on Fj as a@ -« b := @Bb; for any @',g € Fy,
and we denote by €* the linear quasi-Euclidean dual code of a linear code € with
respect to -, i.e.
¢* = {feF, | T .C=0foreveryce€}.

Theorem 40. Let ¢ C Fy be a linear code. Then we have the following properties:

(i) €= (¢ B)*;

(ii) dim %™ = dim ‘(o”l + dim(%¢ NKer B);

(ili) €*B =%+ N (Im B), where Im B := {§ € F}' | § = ZB for some & € F};

)
)
(iv) (¢*)* =€ + Ker B, where Ker B —{:CEIF" | ZB = 0};
(v) i(€*)=i(€)t NI =i(€ +Ker Byt N.7;

(vi) (F7?)* = Ker B = (Im B)*, (Ker B)* =F?, (Ker B)** = Ker B.

Proof. (i) To prove €* = (¢ - B)*, we observe that
€(¢-B)} < w-(éB)=0, Vee¥
<= WBiG, =0, Vce¥
<= WBG =0, Vce¥
— wW-C¢=0, Ve¥
= WeET".
(ii) This follows easily from
dim(% - B) = dim ¢ — dim (% N Ker B)
and dim€¢* = n — dim(% - B).
(iii) If Z € €* B, then Z € Im B and & = ¢* B for some ¢* € €*. Hence for every
c €€ we get
F-é=c¢B-f=c" .. =0,
ie. €*B C ¥+ N (Im B). On the other hand, let ¥ € ¥+ N (Im B). Then
i = UB € €+ for some ¥ € Fy. Thus for any ¢ € ¢ we have

T @=0BE =7-¢=0

that is, ¥+ N (Im B) C ¢€*B

3
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(iv) Let & = @+ b € € + Ker B. Then for every ¢* € €* by (i) we have
i, ¢t = ZBé* = (EB+bB) - ¢t = (¢B)- ¢t =0,
ie. €+ Ker B C (¢*)". Let ¥ € (¢*)*. Then for any ¥ € €* we get
UB-Z=0UB# =7-.2=0,
ie. UB € (¢*)t = ¢B. Thus there exists a ¢ € ¢ such that 7B = ¢B. This
implies that (7 —¢)B = 0, that is, ¥ — ¢ € Ker B and 7 = &+ b for some b € Ker B.
(v) If Z € i(€*), then & = i(7) = 5C~'Q € .7 for some ¥ € €*. Hence for every
c€ % and b € Ker B, we have
T AC+b)=F-i(@)+T-i(b)=T-c+7- (bB) =0,
that is, i(¢*) C i(%¢ + Ker B)* N.#. Now, let ¥ € i(¢ + Ker B)* N .7, i.e.
I =i(0) = 9C'Q € (€ + Ker B)* C i(%)* for some ¢ € F. Thus for every
iy € € we have
7§ = UBg = (1O Q)FC Q) = 71(7) = 0,
i.e. 7€ €*. Hence we get & = i(7) € i(€*), that is, i(¢ + Ker B)t N7 Ci(€™).
Let us prove now that i(4¢*) is also equal to i(%)* N .#. Let & € i(¢*). Then
T =17(c*) € F for some vector ¢* € €*. Therefore for every ¢ € € we have
Z-9(e) =i(c*) (@) =cF . =0,
ie. & €i(%) N.#. On the other hand, let 7 € i(¢)- N .#. Then i = i(%) € ¥ for

some 2 € [y and for every ¢ € ¢ we get

0=7(c) F=7(c) (z) = T &
Hence 7 € €, i.e. ¥ €i(¢*).

(vi) Since ({0})* = F7, the equalities (F}')* = (Im B)* and (F}})* = Ker B follow
easily from (i) with ¢ = F) and from (iv) with ¢ = {0} respectively. Finally, by
taking ¢° = Ker B, the equalities (Ker B)* = Fy and (Ker B)*™ = Ker B are
immediate consequences of (i) and (iv), respectively. O

Corollary 41. Let € CFy be a linear code. If r =n, then we have
(j) € =€+ B
(jj) dim%* = dim¢*;
(i) (¢")" =%
(Gv) i(€*) =i(€)-ns;
(v) ()" = {0}, ({0})" = F7.

Remark 42. When r = n, by Corollary 41 (j) we can easily obtain a generator
matrix of €* by multiplying the parity check matrix of ¥ with the matrix B~'.
Moreover, when 7 = 0, we see that B is the null matrix and in this case @ repre-
sents a generator matrix of an euclidean self-orthogonal code ¢ (i.e. ¥ C 1) of
dimension n in F7".

Remark 43. From Theorem 40 (vi), it follows that Ker B C {#}* for any ¢ € Fy.
In particular, we deduce that Ker B C ¢ for any linear code ¢ C [y .

Example 44. In F$, where Fy = Fa[a] with a? +a+ 1 = 0, consider the following
four polynomials:
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(1) fo=X3+X2+1; (2) i=X3+2X?2+%X +
(3) fo=X3+X2+aX +a% (4) f3=X3+a%
Note that m = 7 for the first case, while m = 6 for the other cases. Then
XG_l:fl'Qf1 :fQ'qu :f3'(Jf37 X7_1:f0'Qf0
where
=X+ X+ X241, g = X34 aX? X+,
=X +X*+taX+a, q,=X+a

Therefore this gives

1 01 1 1 0 O > a®> a 1 0 0
Qo = 01 01 1 10, Q= 0 a a o> 1 0 |,
0 01 0 1 1 1 0 0 a2 a2 a1
a o 1 0 0 a 0 0 1 0 O
0 o 2 1 1 0], Q3= 0 > 0 0 1 0 |,
0 0 a o 1 1 0 0 o O O 1
0 0 O a 1 «
By = 0 0 0], By= 1 o 1 ,
0 0 O a 1 «
0 o®> 0 a 0 0
By = o> 0 «a |, By= 0 o> 0 |,
0 o O 0 0 «

with rk B; = i for i = 0,...,3. Observe that from Remark 42 it follows that Qg
is the generator matrix of an euclidean self-orthogonal code (in fact, an euclidean
self-orthogonal cyclic code) of type [7, 3]s with minimum Hamming distance equal
to three.

Corollary 45. Let ¢ be a linear code in Fj. Then
€ CEC = i(€)Ci(€),

i.e. € is self-ortogonal with respect to -, if and only if i(¢) is self-ortogonal with
respect to -.

Proof. Since i is injective, the statement is an immediate consequence of Theorem

40 (v) and the following equivalence: (%) Ci(¢)* N.J <= i(¢) Ci(¥)+. O

Lemma 46. For any ¢ € Fy and k € N, we have
i@ T = i(3)(© 0 PY,

where
Py

Py

)
I

P,

and the P;’s are the m; X m; matrices as in Proposition 29 for everyi=1,...,7.
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Proof. 1t is sufficient to prove the statement for k& = 1. Thus, for every ¢ € Fy, let
U= (U1, ..., Ur) € Fyt x ... x Fy" be the vector such that ¢’ = ¢C. By definition and
Proposition 30 we have

i(¢T)=i(@TC™ ) =i(¢ C 1 (©® o D)CC™) = i((#)(© 0 D)) =
—i((#1© 0 My, ..., 5,0 0 M,)) = ((#1)(© o M1)Q1, .., (#,)(© 0 M,)Q,) =
= (i (1O 0 M), ..., i (3,0 0 M,.)) = (i1(71)(© 0 Py), ..., in(7,)(© 0 P)) =
= (i1(T1), s ir(5,))(© 0 P) = (31Q1, .., Q1) (O 0 P) =
= (U1, 7,)Q(® 0 P) = (1)Q(© 0 P) = i(v)(© o P),
that is, i(¢ T) = i(7)(© o P) = i(&)(© o P). 0
Corollary 47. Let € CF? be a linear code. Then

€ is a T-code <= i(%) is a linear code invariant under © o P.

Proof. From Lemma 46 it follows that

% is a product T-code <= (%) is a linear code invariant by © o D <=
i(p(%€)) = i(€) is a linear code invariant by © o P. O

Corollary 48. Let € = (61 x ... x €,)CC be a linear code in Fy =Fyt x ... xFyr,
where C'is an invertible matriz and ¢; C Fyi is a linear code for every i =1,...,r.
If there exists an invertible matriz C such that 6(@@,5) = (@@06, then €* =
(& x ... x %:)6;10, where 67" C Wy is the quasi-Euclidean dual code of €; for

every i = 1,...,r. In particular, if € = (61 X ... x €,)C is a product T-code, then
C* = (67 x..x6)C.

Proof. By Theorem 40(i) and Theorem 23, we have
¢* = (¢B)" = (¢4 x ... x €,)CCB)* = (¢4 x ... x €,)CQ Q.C;)* =
= (€ % ... x 6.)Q Q:CC; Y)Y = (¢4 x ... x €,)CBC,CC; ): =
= (41 % .. x €,)CB)L 01T, 'C = (%1 % ... x €,)C)*C~1C, 'C =
= (€} % . xC)CC™T, ' C = (€ x ... x€")T, O,
le. €* = (€} x ... x €*)T, C. O
Finally, we have the following

Proposition 49. Let ¢ C IFZ be a semi-linear T'-code invariant under a 0-semi-

linear transformation T = ©oM. If there exists a matrix M such that Bg]/\i = MB,
then the quasi-Fuclidean dual code €4 is a T'-code, where T = ©~1 o (My)g-1.

Proof. Note that the linear code ¢7 B is invariant under the #-semi-linear trans-

formation © o M. Thus we can conclude by Theorem 40 (i) and Proposition 25.
O
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3.3. Hermitian duals. Assume that the order s of § € Aut(F,) divides m; for
every 1 =1,...,r, i.e.

(00) {7} m;=mj-s, m,eN.

Note that assumption (o¢) is always satisfied when 6 = id.

Define a “conjugation” map ® on R,, := R/R(X™ —1) x ... x R/R(X™ — 1)

such that
D((a;, X™,.ya;, X)) = (@1(as, X)), ooy @r(a;, X)),
where
Oy (a;, X™*) = 07" (a; ) X™ " € R/R(X™ —1)
for k =1,...,r, which is extended to all elements of R,, by linearity of addition.

We then define a product of two elements p(X) = (p1(X),...,pr(X)) € R, and

t(X) = (t1(X),...,t.(X)) € R, by
FX) 55 EX) = (1 (X)B1 (11(X)), oo pr(X) D (0(X))):

By the above commutative diagram, we can also define a Hermitian product of
two elements d(X) := (a1(X),...,a,(X)) and b(X) := (b1(X),...,0,(X)) of R, :=
R/Rf1 X ... x R/Rf, by

< @(X),b(X) >i= j(@(X)) *p j(b(X)).
The next two results are now an immediate generalization of [9, Proposition 3.2

and Corollary 3.3].

Proposition 50. Assume that (00) holds. Let @ = (a1,...,d.),b = (b1,...,b.) €
Fyt x ... x Fym and denote by

a(X) = (m(a1),...mr(ar)) == (a1(X), ..., ar (X))
and

b(X) = (m1(b1), ey (b)) := (b1(X), ..., b (X))

their polynomial representation in R/Rf1 X ... x R/Rf, via ® = (71, ..., 7,) respec-
tively. If (00) holds, then

@u, by (O M) =0, forall 0 < h; <my—1,i=1,...,r < <a(X),b(X)>=0.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume that » = 1, since the state-
ment will follow easily by applying the below argument to each component of
< @(X),b(X) >€ Ry,. Moreover, for simplicity we omit the subindexes.

Since ™ = id, the condition < a(X),b(X) >= 0 is equivalent to

J(a(X)) *p j(b(X)) =0 <= a(X)qr®(b(X)qs) =0

m—1 m—1

— (Z a;Xi> ) <Z b%X’“) =0
=0 k=0

— <mZ agxi> <mz e—k(b;)xm—’f> =0
1=0 k=0

m—1 /m—1
= 3 (S daran) 2o

h=0 =0
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where the subscript i + h is taken modulo m. Comparing the coefficients of X" on
both sides of the last equation, we get

3

m—1
Z ab,, 0" (b)) =0, forall 0 <h <m— 1.
i=0

By Proposition 30 the above equation is equivalent for all 0 < h < m — 1 to
@ (O P =0 < - H(©ocP)" =0
— i(@)-i(b)(O o P)' =0
— (@) -i(b(O® o M)") =0
= dQ - (b(® o M)")Q =0,
ie. @ b(OoM)"=0forall0<h<m-—1. O

Let I be a subset of R,,. We define the dual 1<~ of I in R,, taken with respect
to the Hermitian product <, > as

I=” :={a@(X)€ R, | <aX),{{X)>=0, V{{X)eT}.

Definition 51. Let 7' be a semi-linear transformation of IFj as in (x). We define
the Hermitian dual code € of a linear code ¥ C IE‘ZI‘ with respect to <, > as the
linear code

@V — {j‘e Fy | <Z(X),é(X)>=0 for every ¢ € (5}

Remark 52. If I C R, is a left R-submodule, then I<>~ is again a left R-
submodule of R,,. Consequently, from Theorem 6 we can deduce that if %" is
a code invariant under D as in (x), then ¢"” = 7~ 1(7(¢”’)<">) is again a code
invariant by D.

From Proposition 50 we can deduce the following results which relate the quasi-
Euclidean duals with the Hermitian dual codes of product T-codes.

Theorem 53. Let 67 = (¢ X ... X 6,)C be a product T-code and define the
isomorphism T = o . If (00) holds, then

7(67) = 7(6r) <7 .

Proof. Since €p = (61 x ... x 6,)C, from Corollary 48 we deduce that €; =
(€f % ... x €¥)C. Thus it is sufficient to prove that

T(CF X . X C) =7(CL X ... X C.)S7 .

Moreover, without loss of generality, we can assume that » = 1. Therefore, let
7(b) = m(b) € m1(67) for some b e ¢y. Then for every @ € €1 and h € Z>g
we have b -, @(© o M;)" = 0. Thus by Proposition 50 we get < 1 (b), 7 (d@) >=
0 forall @ € €, ie. m(b) € m(€1)<>. Hence m(6}) C m1(%1)<">. Finally, let
b(X) € m1(€1)<~. Then we get < b(X),m (@) >= 0, Va € ¢;. By Proposition 50
with h = 0, this implies that 7, *(b(X)) -« @ = 0, V@ € €, i.e. 7 ' (b(X)) € E;.
This shows that b(X) = 7 (7, (b(X))) € m1(E}), that is, 71 (€1)<> C m (%), O
Remark 54. Let 7 = (%1 X ... x €,.)C be a product T-code. Then from Theorem

53 we deduce that ¢(€¢*) = (¢(€))”. In particular, if € = €1 x ... X €, is a product
of module #-codes €; for i = 1,...,r, then we have ¢* = €".
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Corollary 55. Let € = (€1 X ... X €,.)C be a product T-code, where C' is as in
(). If (00) holds, then
Cr =%y < T(6r)=7(Cr)~",
i.e., Cr is self-dual with respect to -. <= T(€r) is self-dual with respect to <,>.
Proof. Since 7 is an isomorphism, this follows immediately from Theorem 53. [

Theorem 56. Let €1 = (%1 X ... X %,.)C be a product T-code, where €; = (gl)f;?z is
an fi-module §-codes for everyi =1, ...,r. If (00) holds, then €} = (€} x...x€})C
is a product T-code, where € = (6;B;)* with B; == Q;(Q:); for i = 1,...,r.

Furthermore, a generator matriz for €y is given by

G7
G*

G = : o

Gy

where
™ (g))

m; ' (g7)(© 0 M;)

G;k = . )

m  (g7)(© 0 M)

with s; := dim €}, grqy, = l.l.em(hi, ¢;) mod (X —1), hi- = Z?i:o 0" (hy,— ;) X7
and X™ —1 = giin(E?i:o h;X7), is the generator matriz of the quasi-Euclidean
code 6 for everyi=1,...,r.

Proof. Since ér = (€1 % ... x €,)C is a product T-code, then 7(%r) is a left R-

submodule of R,,. Hence T(%7)<~ is a left R-submodule. By Proposition 48 and

Theorems 53 and 6, we conclude that €7 = (€7 x ... x €)C is a product T-code.
Consider the following commutative diagrams

G — i1, (Cr) G — e i (67
N
(9r) == (9r4s.) (97) —— (Gi)

for every k = 1,...,r. By Proposition 30 we see that i, (%) is a #-cyclic code. So
from [4, Theorem 8] we know that iy(%%)" is again a f-cyclic code generated by
the skew polynomial hj- := h} € R such that X™ — 1 = gyqy, hi, where h* is
as in [2, Definition 3]. Since .# := Im i;, is generated by g5, € R, from Theorem
40 (v) it follows that ) (ix(€7)) = (hyr) N (qg,), ie. m(ix(6})) = (Gx) with
Gy = lLl.cm.(hit, gz, ). From Proposition 29 we deduce that 7 (6}) = (g5) with g}
such that Gy, = giqy,- O

Corollary 57. Let € = (%1 X ... X 6,.)C be a product T-code, where C' is as in ().
If (00) holds, then

€™ is a product T-code <= € + Ker B is a product T-code.
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Proof. Suppose that €* = (€7 x ... x €*)C' is a product T-code. Then by Proposi-
tion 40 (iv) and Corollary 56 we see that € + Ker B = (¢*)* is a product T-code.
Finally, assume that 4 4 Ker B is a product T-code. Then by Theorem 40 (vi) and
Corollary 56, we deduce that €* = ¢* N (Ker B)* = (¢ + Ker B)* is a product
T-code. (]

Let us note here that the converse of Corollary 56 is not true in general, as the
following example shows.

Example 58. In F3, where Fy = Fy[a] with a?+a+1 = 0, consider the polynomial
fo=X34+ X2+ aX + o2 Then from Example 44 we know that m = 6 and

0 a®> 0
Bg = 042 0 (67 y
0 a O

with tk By = 2. Consider the linear code ¢ C F} generated by the vectors é; =
(0,1,0) and &3 = (0,0, 1). Since

0 1 0 0 1 0
(€3)@o| 0 0 1 |=ée| 0 0 1 |=(?%al)¢%F,
o2 a1 o> a 1

we see that € is not an fo-module #-code. On the other hand, since Ker Bs is
generated by the vector (a2,0,1) and % NKer By = {0}, we obtain that

% + Ker By = % @ Ker B> zFZ
is an fy-module 6-code. By Corollary 57 we get that €™* is an fa-module #-code.
Remark 59. If (¢0) holds, then Ker B C [y is a T-code such that Ker B =
(Ker By x ... x Ker B,), Ker B+ = Im B, (Ker B+)* = Ker B and Ker B* =

[y, (Ker B*)* = Ker B. In particular, Ker B C F}' does not contain any T-code
¢ C Iy with ¢ # Fy.

4. AN ENCODING AND DECODING ALGORITHM

Given a f-semi-linear transformation 7' = © o M and a product T-code €1 C Fy
of dimension k£ < n, a classical codification of a message M € F’; is given by

M GrC~!, where Gr is a generator matrix of ¥ and C is the invertible matrix
such that €1 = (¢1 X ... x €,)C. Note that MGr € ¢ and

mi=MGrCeGrC ' =% x ... xC,

for some f;-module #-codes €; = (g;), where the g;’s are right divisors of the f;’s
respectively (see Remark 3 and assumption (*)). However, this encoding method
is not systematic, i.e. it is not strictly related with an easy decoding algorithm.

So, let us give here a non-trivial and systematic encoding method for product
T-codes. Let M € F’; = F’qﬂ X o X F’;T be the original message such that M =
(Ml,...,MT), where M; € F’;i for every i = 1,....,7. Let €r = (%1 X ... Xx €.)C be
a product T-code such that dimg, ¢; = k; for any ¢ = 1,...,r. Note that &; C Fy
with n; > k; for every ¢ = 1,...,r. Therefore, consider the natural injective map
ij F];j — Fg’ such that ij(a1,...,ar,) == (a1, ...,ax,,0,...,0) for any j = 1,...,7,
and define the injective map

. - Lk k n M
ii= (A1, dp) P gt X Xy — B L < F
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Define 1 := i(M) = ((My,0),...,(M,,0)) € F/* x ... x F/" and denote by m =

(m1,...,m,) € R, the representation of the message m = i(M) € Fy =TFyt X ... x
[y, via the vector isomorphism

= (71, ey M) Fot x o X Fym = Ry i= R/Rf1 x ... X R/Rf, .

At this point, we can encode the original message m := i(M) by working equiva-
lently on either (i) Ry, or (i) Fy := Fyt x ... x Fyr.
() Multiply the original messages m; by X% where m; = m; o +m; 1 X + ... +
mi g, —1 X L and k; = dimp, ¢;. The result is Xnikiom, = gni=ki(m, o) Xk
Omi i (my ) Xkt 4 gniR (g, ) X for i = 1,... 7. Write Xk
m; = ¢;9; +r; for every i = 1,...,7, where degr; < n; — k;. Since ¢;g; € €;, we can
encode the original message m € Fy' by
= (XM TR oy — ), (X TR oy — 1)) € 6L X X G
Since degr; < n;—k; for every i = 1,...,r, observe that all the information about the
original messages m; is contained in the last powers X ki . Xmi—1 of Xni—ki.
m; —1; € Fl((fz)
(74) Define the map
@: ]Fgflx...x]FZfT — F;’Illx...xF;’;r
(Z1,...,2) s (F1(© o My)™M R 2.(0 0 M) k)
where the M;’s are matrices as in Theorem 2. By applying © to 7 we have
MO = ((My,0)(© 0 My)™ ™, .. (M,,0)(© o M,)" %)
= ((67 (Ml)gnl_kl)v ) (67 (MT)GnT_kT))
If ' = (G, (My)O™ ~*1), ... (&, (M,)©™ k) is such that 7/ H; = 0, where
H,y
H =
H,
is the parity check matrix of € X ... x €, and the matrices H; = (I, —, | (Ti)1)

are given by Proposition 21 for every ¢ = 1,...,7. Then m’ € €1 x --- X %, is the
encoded message of m € [Fy.

Now, let m" be the received message. If during the transmission of the encoded
message 1’ there were not errors, i.e. m” € €1 x -+ x 6, then in both cases (i)
and (ii) we can decode " = (11}, ...,m") by applying ©"*¥i to each component
mY of m”. The original components m; of m = (M, ...,m,) will be given by the
last k; coordinates of (7))@~ "tk for every i = 1,...,7.

Finally, if there were errors during the transmission of the message m/, i.e. m” ¢
@1 X -+ X 6, then by assuming that the error €, defined as

—

e=m"—m'em' + (€1 x..x%),

where " and m/ are the received and the encoded messages respectively, has small
weight wt(€), we can use the below error detecting and correcting algorithm inspired
by [6] and then the above decoding procedure.
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A Meggitt type error correcting algorithm.

Put dpin = min,—; _ ,{d(%;)}, where d(%;) := d; is the minimum Hamming

distance of the code %; for i = 1,...,7, and assume that

mzn - 1
< mm -
wt(€) 5
Let m; : g’ — R/Rf; be the usual isomorphism for every j = 1,.
For any vector ¢ = (1, ..., o) € Fy = Fpt x...xFpr put 7(v) := ( ( 1), -

and define the syndrome of w(ﬁ) as follows:

S(m(V)) = (Rgy (w1 (V1)) -, By, (0 (V1))

o WT(UT))

where R, (m;(¥;)) is the rest of the division of m;(7;) by g¢; for every i =1,...,r
Observe that S(w(m')) = (0,...,0). Hence S(w(€)) = S(w(m”)). Denote by t;

the polynomials in R such that ¢;- X =1in R/Rf; for everyi=1,...,r

Algorithm 2:
Input: m"” = (mY,..,ml)

e Step 1: Compute all the syndromes

—

S(n(e)) = S((m(eh), ... m (1),

where m;(e;) = Y70 el X7 is such that wt(e;) = wt(m(e;)) < Lt

with d; the minimum Hamming distance of €; and € ., # 0;
e Step 2: Compute S(m(m'”)) and define §:= S(w ("”))
e Step 3: If §=0€ R/Rf, x ... x R/Rf, then write & = 0;
e Step 4: If §is equal to some of the syndromes S(w(e’)) of Step
write €= 67;
e Step 5: If §'is not in the list of Step 1, then

=/ =/ 7
m’ =m +e"

for some error ¢/ = (e_» 1y €l) € [yt x...xFp~ such that wt(e”) <

2

1, then

dnm'n —1
2

and 7(e”) = (Z] 0€;j. XA, Z?;o e;»:TXj) with e;;m- #0, h; <n;—1and
hi < ng — 1 for some k = 1, ...,r. Since 0 is an automorphism of F,, there

exists an integer 0k := ny — hx — 1 such that

ie. mp(Ey) = & = Z;ﬁgl e, X7 is such that wt(Ey) < —

€n,—1,k 7 0. Thus the syndrome

SU(m1(€1), e Ehy ey T (€1))
is as in Step 1, where m;(¢/;) = Z;”Bl ¢';.: X7 is such that wt(m; (¢/;))
and €}, 4 # 0 for i # k. Then write

€= ((;’1, ...,wgl(tik “Ek), ...,ET);

>/ —

Output: m/ =m" —¢.

and

di—1
< 75
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5. A METHOD TO CONSTRUCT T-CODES

Observe that to construct a product T-code (see Definition 16) it is sufficient to
construct module #-codes (see Definition 14).

Note that in R there are exactly ¢"~!(¢ — 1) different polynomials of the form
g=g0+nX+..+¢g 1 X"+ X" with go # 0. Thus if h is another monic
polynomial of degree r, then it follows that (g) # (h) whenever g # h. Furthermore,
for any given monic polynomial ¢ € R of degree r < n as above there exists a
polynomial f € R of degree n such that g is a (right) divisor of f. This shows that
there exist ¢"~1(q — 1) module #-codes with parameters of [n,n — r],.

From now on, a linear code % of type [n, k|, with Hamming distance equal to d
will be called simply a code of type [n, k,d],.

So, let us give here the following

Definition 60.
D!(n, k) := max {d | 3 a module 6—code of type [n,k,d],}
Similarly to [8, Proposition 3.1], we can obtain the following

Proposition 61.
0 0
Dy(n,k) > Dy(n+1,k+1).

Proof. Let g = go+g1X + ... + gn_x X" ¥ be the generator polynomial of a module
0-code €p+1 k41 With parameters [n + 1,k + 1, Dfl) (n+ 1,k +1)]. Observe that gg
and g, —j, are distinct to zero and that the generator matrix G141 x+1 of Crt1, k41
has the form

gO | gl oo gn—k; O ees O
0
: Gn,k ’
0
where G, j; is the following matrix
0(g0) - O(gn—k) 0 0
0 6%(g0) 0%(gn_r) - 0
0 0 0%(g90) .. 0F(gn—r)

Note that the minimum (Hamming) distance decided by G, i is at least Dg (n+
1,k +1). Define G := 0(go) + 0(g1)X... + 0(gn—r) X" *. Then G is the generator
polynomial of a module f-code G, x of type [n,k,d], with d > Dfi(n + 1,k +1).
Hence we get D (n,k) > d > Di(n+1,k+1). O

Remark 62. If 4 is a module #-code of type [n, k, A], with distance A > 1, then
we have DZ(n, k) > A. Therefore by Proposition 61 we see that for any integer 0
such that 0 < 0 < k there exists at least a module ¢-code €” of type [n— 0, k—0,d|,
with d > A. Thus the above result can be useful to ensure the existence and the
construction of module #-codes of type [n, k,d], with distance d greater than or
equal to some fixed value A and small values for n and k.

Denote by Fg C IF, the field fixed by #. In what follows we try to construct
vectors ¢ € Fy such that 1 < dim[v] < k for some integer k < n, where [0] C Fy
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is the vector subspace generated by {7, (7)(© o A.), (7)(© 0 A.)?, ...} and A, is the
companion matrix of f € R as in Remark 27.
For simplicity, put A := A. and note that

(0)(© 0 Ag) = (0)(AcO)
for any ' € (Fy)"™, where Ag := [#(a;;)] if A= [a;;]. This gives the following
Lemma 63. For every integer k > 1, we have
(@0 A)F =0%0 4,
where Ay := Agr—1 - ...+ Ag2 - Ag - A for k > 2 and A; := A.
Let i be an integer such that 1 < h < n — 1 and consider the equation:
#) (@O0 A xy + ...+ (7)(© 0 Az + (F)xo = 0.
If there exists a non-trivial vector ¢ and a non-zero x;, € I, which satisfies the
above equation (#), we can deduce that (¢)(© o A)" can be written as a linear
combination of vectors in {7, (7)(© o A), ..., (7)(© 0 A"} ie. 1 < dim[t] < h.

In order to simplify equation (#), we will consider only vectors ¥ € (IFZ)". In
this case, by Lemma 63 (#) becomes

(#) T (Apzn + ...+ Ayzy + Ixo) =0,

where 7 € (F9)". Thus the existence of a non-trivial vectors ¥ € (FJ)" which
satisfy equation (#’) implies the existence of non-trivial solutions xp, ..., x1,z¢ of
the equation

(#”) det(AhIh + .+ A+ Ixo) =0.
So we can translate the problem of finding a vector @ # 0 in (F&)™ which is a

solution of (#) to the problem of finding non-trivial solutions z, ..., x1, zo in F, of
(#"). Define

Fy(zo, x1, ..., xp) := det(Apxp + ... + A1z + Lx0).
We have the following

Lemma 64. The polynomial Fy(xg,x1,...,xp) is an homogeneous polynomial of
degree n in the variables xg,x1, ..., Th.

Proof. For any A € F,, we get
Frn(Axo, Ax1, ...y Azp) = det(Ap(Azp) + ... + Ar(Azq) + I(Axg))
=det(A]) - det(Apzp + ... + A1y + Tx0)
=\"- Fyp(xo, 21, .oy xp),
and this gives the statement. O

From Lemma 64 it follows that the zero locus Z (F}y,(zo, 21, ..., xp)) of Fp(xo,x1, ..., )
on the projective space P*(FF,) is well defined. Put

Zhm = Z(Fp(x0, 1, ..., x1)) C PM(F,).

Then Zj,,, is a hypersurface of P*(F,), i.e. dimZ, = h — 1, of degree n > h + 1.
Moreover, all the points of Z, ,, represent no trivial solutions of (#”). This gives a
relation between the construction of a module #-code ¢ = [¢] of dimension less or
equal to h, where v € (Fg)" NKer (Apzp + ... + A1y + Ixg), with the existence of
(rational) points on the hypersurface Zj ,, of P"(F,).
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Remark 65. The above procedure gives a method to construct an f-module 6-
code. Moreover, when 6 = id we know from [5] that the number N, of F -points of
the hypersurface Zj ,, is bounded for the following inequalities:

(i) Ny < (n—1)g+ 1if h =2, except for a curve Zs 4 over Fy;

(i) Ny < (n—1)g" +ng" 2+ L 7L if h > 3.

For the general case of T-codes, an argument similar to the above can be directly
applied to a semi-linear transformation D := @ odiag(M, ..., M,.) instead of ©o A..
Recall that any T-code %7 can be obtained from a code % invariant under D by
the relation € = €pC, where C is an invertible matrix such that CTC~! = D.
Therefore, to obtain a T-code it is sufficient to construct a code ¢p invariant under
D. As above, this allows us to find (rational) solutions of the following equation

(##)  @)(©cD)'xy + .4 (7)(© o D) ey + (¥)zg =0

for some integer h such that 1 < h < n — 1, where D = diag(My, ..., M,). By
considering only non-trivial vectors ¢ € (IE‘Z)", (##) becomes simply

(##') 0 (Dpap+ ...+ Dizy + Ixo) =0

which immediately implies the existence of non-trivial solutions zp,, ..., z1, 20 € Fy
of the following equation

(##") det(Dpap + ... + Dixy + Img) = 0,

where D; = diag((M);, ..., (M,);) and (M;); is as in Lemma 63 for every j = 1, ...,7
and i = 1,...,h. Observe that (##") is equivalent to

det(diag((Ml)h:rh —+ ...+ (Ml)Il + II(), veey (Mr)hxh =+ ...+ (Mr)xl + Izo)) =
= det((Ml)h:vh + o+ (My)xy + Izg) - ... -det((MT)hCL'h + oo+ (My)xy + Ixo) =0,

ie.

F(xo, 21, .., xp) == F1p(®o, 1,000y ) - oo - Frop (20, 21, ooy 1) = 0,
where F; (0, %1, ..., p) := det((M;)nzn + ... + (M;)x1 + Ixg) for every i = 1, ..., 7.
In this case, the zero locus Z(F(xzg,z1,...,xp)) of F(xg,x1,...,2,) on the pro-
jective space P"(F,) is a complete intersection of type (di,...,d,), where d; =
deg F; p(zo,x1, ..., n), and its (rational) points are solutions of (##").

When 6 = id, the above arguments work also with M instead of © o A and give
us a method to construct all the linear codes € C Fg invariant under a matrix M
as in (x). Indeed, for h = n — 1 the equation (#”) becomes simply

det(M™ zp + ...+ M2y + Izg) = 0.

Thus by any point (zg, 1, ..., Zn—1) € Zn—1,, We can construct a polynomial p =
p(X) € Fy[X] such that det p(M) = 0.

By the following Magma [1] program we can find all the solutions of the equation

det(M™ Yzp + ...+ Mtxy + Img) = 0 in Fo[X] :
F<w>:=GF(a) ;
P<x>:=PolynomialRing(F);
PointsCode := function(M);

k:=Parent (M[1,1]);

n:=Nrows (M) ;

P<[x]>:=ProjectiveSpace(k,n);
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X:=Scheme (P,Determinant (&+[x[i+1]*M~1i : i in [0..n]]1));
pts:=Points(X);
11:=[1;
for pp in pts do
p:=Eltseq(pp);
11 := 11 cat [NullSpace(&+[p[i+1]*M~i : i in [0..n]]1)];
end for;
return 11;
end function;

In fact, when 6 = id, we can say more about the above polynomial p € F,[X].

Proposition 66. Assume that § = id. Let m € Fy[x] be the minimal polynomial
of an invertible matriz M. If g = ged(p, m) for some polynomial p € Fy[X], then
(1) Ker p(M) = Ker g(M);
(2) Ker p(M) #0 < g#1.

Proof. Note that g = pa + mb for some polynomials a,b € F,[X]. Hence g(M) =
p(M)a(M) and p(M) = g(M)b(M). This shows that Ker p(M) C Ker g(M) and
Ker g(M) C Ker p(M) respectively, i.e. Ker p(M) = Ker g(M).

Finally, to prove (2), first assume that g = 1. Then g(M) = p(M)a(M) is the
identity matrix. This shows that det p(M)-deta(M) = 1, i.e. det p(M) # 0, but this
gives a contradiction. On the other hand, if g # 1 then m = hg and p = lg for some
polynomials h, ! € F,[X]. Hence h(M)g(M) is the zero matrix. Since degh < degm
and m is the minimal polynomial of M, we deduce that det g(M) = 0. Thus we
get det p(M) = det(I(M)g(M)) = 0, i.e. Ker p(M) # 0. O

CONCLUSION

In this paper we study the main properties of codes invariant by a semi-linear trans-
formation of Fy for n > 2 in the non-commutative ring Fy[X, 0], where 0 : F, — T,
is an automorphism of the finite field F, with ¢ elements. In particular, we intro-
duce the notion of product semi-linear codes and we study their Euclidean, quasi-
Euclidean and Hermitian dual codes. The main ingredient here is the construction
of an injective map which transforms a product semi-linear code into a skew cyclic
code for taking advantages of the nice properties of these latter well-known codes.
In addition, we show some connections between these three types of dual codes and
we give an encoding and decoding algorithm with product semi-linear codes and a
method to construct a code invariant under a semi-linear transformation of Fy. It
is hopped that all these results will be a future topic of interest for further studies
on generalized cyclic codes and skew quasi-cyclic codes.
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