Generalized rank weights: a duality statement
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Abstract

We consider linear codes over some fixed finite field extenBipriF,, whereF, is an arbitrary finite field. In[]1],
Gabidulin introduced rank metric codes, by endowing linezttes oveify» with a rank weight oveff and studied their
basic properties in analogy with linear codes and the dakslamming distance. Inspired by the characterizatiorhef t
security in wiretap Il codes in terms of generalized Hammivajghts by Wei [[8], Kurihareet al. defined in [3] some
generalized rank weights and showed their relevance farrearetwork coding. In this paper, we derive a statement for
generalized rank weights of the dual code, completely @mals to Wei's one for generalized Hamming weights and we
characterize the equality case of tff&generalized Singleton bound for the generalized rank hisjan terms of the rank
weight of the dual code.

|. INTRODUCTION
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Let g be the power of some prime number, tat> 1. We denote by, (resp.Fyn) the field (unique up to
isomorphism) withq (resp.q™) elements. Theify/Fq is a field extension of degrea.

Let n > 1 and consider the vector spagg.. Let (U, ....,Un) be a basis offiy, seen as am-dimensional
vector space ovef,. For everyx = [Xy, ..., Xa] € Fgn, there exist some céicientsx;; € Fq for 1 <i <nand
1 < j < msuch that, for every Xi <n,

m
X = ZXj,in.
=1
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We then set

A0 = | %] € Matm(Fy).

Let C be a linear code oveFfg of lengthn (i.e. a vector subspace &f.). Gabidulin ([1] and also Roth
independently,[]5]) defined the rank of a vectoe Fgm (denoted byrk(x)) to be the rank ofi(x), the rank
distance between two codewords, € C to berk(x — y) and the rank weight o€ by

arXiv:

d(A(C)) = min rk(x).

In [6], in the framework of linear network coding, Silva anddhischang proposed the rank distance to
characterize when wiretap network codes achieve perfececg

A natural question arose then, about the existence of gerestarank weights, in analogy with the
generalized Hamming weights defined by Weilih [8], known tealibe the equivocation of the eavesdropper
for wiretap Il codes.

A first step in this direction was given by Oggier and Sbouigap was completed independently in [3], by
Kurihara, Matsumoto and Uyematsu. We first introduce somstd-or everyx = [X, ..., X] € Fm, we denote

qm)
by x* the vector K/, ..., i]. For every vector subspadé c Fy,, we setVd = (x| x € V}.
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We then consider the sﬁ‘(Fgm) ={VcC Fgm | V4 = V}. For every vector subspadaé of F,, we set

qml
m-1 '
V* = quj.
j=0

ThenV* is the smallest subspace containMgnd belonging td (Fgn).

Recall thatC is a linear code oveFy of lengthn. Let k be its dimension. For everydr <k, a refinement
of the definition proposed by Oggier and Sboui for tHegeneralized rank weight in[4] is
d: (1(C)) = min max rk (4(x))
dim D=r
and the definition proposed by Kurihara, Matsumoto and Uysma [3] is

M:(C)= min dimV.
Vel (Efm)
dim(CnV)=r

Notice that theD* involved in the first definition means the smallest subspaxr#ainingD and stable by
the g-power componentwise, as defined above.

We let the reader note that these two definitions are givemalogy with ther"-generalized Hamming
weight, defined as follows by Wei inl[8] : for every<lr <Kk,

d _ . _ . .
(€)= min max| Supp(D) = min | dim
dim D=r . g

dim(VnC)=r

whereSupp(D) = {i € {1,...,n} | AX = [Xq,..., %3] € D, X # 0}, | . | denotes the order of a set, aMFgm)
is the set of the vector subspacesijf, generated by elements of the canonical basis. Note thatighe
equality is easy to check in that case.

Kurihara, Matsumoto and Uyematsu proved the following,([33mma 11).
Proposition 1.1.

Let n < m. For every X € Fgn, dim({x)") = rk((x)) .

This immediately shows thad;(C) = d(2(C)) = di(2(C)). In Section Il, we prove thaiV(;(C) = d;(1(C))
for every 1<r <k in the case whera < m.

In [3], Kurihara, Matsumoto and Uyematsu proved the follegvimonotonicity property [(I3], Lemma 9):
Theorem 1.2. We have 1 < M;(C) < My(C) < ... < Mi(C) < n.

We also give in Section Il a ffierent proof of this statement. Note that the monotonicitypprty legitimates
these two definitions as a suitable candidate for the notiageneralized rank weight.

In Section 1ll, we continue the analogy with generalized Hang weights, extending to generalized rank
weights the statement that Wei proved in [8], Theorem 3. Cétdenote the dual code, that is to say the
orthogonal vector subspace with respect to the usual bilifem

o) 2 (X Xl [y yl) = ) Yot
i=1



We then link the generalized rank weights of the dual cGdeto the generalized rank weights Gf

Theorem |.3. Let C be a linear code of dimension k over Fy» and of length n. Then
MO I1<r<ki={L..n\{n+1-M(CY)|1<r<n-Kkh.

As a consequence of this statement, we end this paper byirdgavcharacterization of the equality case in
the r'"-generalized Singleton bound for the generalized rank hisi¢[3], Proposition 10), in terms of the rank
weight of the dual code.

Il. GENERAL PROPERTIES FOR THE GENERALIZED RANK WEIGHTS
The aim of this section is to prove that both previously psgabgeneralized weights are the same.
Proposition 1I.1. Let n<m. For every 1 <r <Kk, d; (2(C)) = M,(C).

Proof. Let us first prove thatl, (1(C)) < M,(C). LetV € I'(F%,) such that diffC nV) > r. Let D be a subspace
of CnV of dimensionr. For everyx € D*, by Propositio :
dim((x)*) = rk (1(X)) .

SinceD* is the smallest invariant subset containidgthenD* c V, sox € V and sinceV is invariant by the
elevation to the poweg, we have(x)* c V, so dim({x)*) < dimV. Hence, for everyk € D*, rk (1(x)) < dimV,
thus

max rk (A(x)) < dimV.
xeD*

Therefore,
dr (1(C)) < dimV.

Since this inequality is true for every invariant subspscsuch that dimyy N C) > r, we get that
d: (2(C)) < M:(C).

We now come to the converse inequality. It follows from th#dwing lemma :
Lemma I1.2. Assume that n < m. Let V € I'(Fgn). Then there exists x € V such that V = (x)".

Proof. Let | be the dimension o¥/. Then there exists some bases,(..,g) of V coming fromF, (i.e. every
codficient of theg belongs tdF,, seel[7], Lemma 1). Let € V with codficientsx, ..., x, whenx is decomposed
in the basis €, ..., ) (these cofficients belong td&;»). Assume that the familyx, ..., x) is free overF,. Then

|
a vectory = Y yi€ in V belongs to(x)* if and only if there exist som@, ..., um-1 € Fqn such that, for every

i=
i=1.l,
m-1 j
Yi = Zﬂjxﬁ,
j=0

which is equivalent to

q qwl
Y1 X1 Xp oo X Ho
: Do L
Y X qu X|q m-1



Since the family X, ..., ) is free overF,, the matrix

m-1

X1 X? X?
x o X
has maximal rank. Therefore, dim(x*)) = | = dimV, which proves thaV = (x*).0

This completes the proof of Propositibn 11.d.

We continue Section Il by giving another proof of the monatdy property, already stated by Kurihara,
Matsumoto and Uyematsu [(I[3], Lemma 9). More precisely, wa/@there the following proposition.

Proposition 11.3. Let C be a linear code of dimension k and length n over Fqn. Then, for every 1 <r <Kk,
(@™ = DM 1(C) < (9™ - g")M:(C).

Proof. Let 1< r < k. Lett denote the quotier%",:%ll. It is well-known thatt is the number ofr(—1)-dimensional
subspaces in a vector space of dimengiaver Fyn (see for instance [2] Exercise 431).

Let D be anr-dimensional subspace @f such thatM;(C) = dimD*. We enumerate by, ..., D; the list of
all the ¢ — 1)-dimensional subspaces bf

We want to show that
(@™ = DM;_1(C) < (g™ - d")M;(C),

i.e. that
@™ - 1) (M:(C) = M;_1(C)) = (" - )M, (C),

which is equivalent to
t(/\Ar(C) - Mr—l(C)) 2 Mr(C)-

Moreover, M;(C) = dimD* and for every I<i <t, dimD; > M;_1(C), so it is enough to prove that

t
> (dimD* - dimD;) > dimD". (1)
i=1
Sets = dimD". Since D* belongs toI'(Fg.), we can find a basisef,...,e) of elements which have
coordinates inFy (see [7], Lemma 1). For X j < s, let V; be the § - 1)-dimensional subspace @&*
generated by the familye(, ..., €, ..., es), where thegj means that the vecta; is excluded from this family.
These vector spac&4 belong tol (Fg») (since they have a basis with coordinate§{pand have dimensios-1.

Let 1 < j < s and consider the intersection N D. ThenV; N D ¢ D (otherwise it would contradict the
minimality of dimD*). SinceD ¢ V;, dim(V; + D) > dimV;, then dim{/; + D) = dimD* = s and we have

dim(V;n D) =dimV; +dimD - dim(Vj + D) =s-1+dmD-s=dimD-1=r -1

Therefore, there existg € {1,....t} such thatD;, = V; n D. Here we catch the reader’s attention on the
fact that thei; might be the same for fierent indicesj. Up to reindexing the basi®y, ..., &) (and hence the
subspace¥y, ..., Vs), we can assume that there exist some integers, ts such that

for every 1< <t;, VinD = Di, ,
foreveryt; +1<I1<t,, VinD =D

i



for everyts+ 1<l <ts=s, VVnD=D

itg ?

with the subspaceB;, , ..., D, two by two distinct.

its

Thus, we have, for every £ j <'s, D <V .1n---NVy (with the convention that, = 0) and taking
dimensions, J
dim D;kt <S-— (tj - tj_l).
]

Therefore,

S S
> (dimD* —dimD; ) > > (t ~tj)) =t~ to= s
i-1 =
Since we have the obvious inequality
S t
> (dimD* - dim D;) < > (dimD* - dimD;),
i=1 i=1
Inequality [1) holds, which completes the proof of Progosifl.3. o

As an immediate consequence of the monotonicity propertye¢fem[1.2), Kurihara, Matsumoto and
Uyematsu stated that the generalized Singleton bounds fooldeneralized rank weights[{[3], Proposition
10).

Corollary 11.4. Keeping the notation above, let 1 < r < k. Then, we have
M(C)<n—Kk+r.

We also remark here that it directly followed from the facttfor every 1< r <k, M;(C) is always lower
than or equal to the"-generalized Hamming weight.

Definition 1. Keeping the notation above, we say that a linear code C of dimension k and length n over Fyn
is rt-rank MRD (or in short r-MRD) if we have M,(C) = n—Kk+r.

At the end of Section Ill, we give a characterization for aedd ber-MRD in terms of the (first) rank
distance of its dual cod€".

Note also that for (generalized) Hamming weights, a refimgroéthe (generalized) Singleton bound, called
Griesmer bound holds (see for instancé [2], Theorem 7.}0I10s then natural to wonder whether such
analogous bounds hold for the generalized rank weights.afsaver is positive but due to the constraints on
g, m andn, these bounds are exactly identical to the generalizedl&orgbounds.

I1l. D UALITY AND GENERALIZED RANK WEIGHTS : PROOF OF | HEOREM

Recall that the dual (orthogonal) code ©f denoted byC*, is defined as
Ch = {xeFgm|VyeC(xy) =0},
where(.,.) is the bilinear form defined in Section I. We state the follogviemma :
Lemma Ill.1. Let V € I'(Fgn). Then V* € T'(Fgn).



Proof. Let x € V*. We need to show that® € V*. Then, lety € V. Let us prove thatx%,y) = 0. Since
y = [y, ...,yn] € V = VY, there exists some= [z, ...,z] € V such thaty = Z%. Hence, we have

Z quyi = Z )(?z;q

1<i<n 1<i<n

{ze]

1<i<n

=09=0,
which completes the proof

Let us recall the statement of Theorém 1.3, which we are teeilwere.
Theorem. Let C be a linear code of dimension k over Fq» and of length n. Then
MO I1<r<ki={L..n\{n+1-M(CY)|1<r<n-Kk}h.
Proof. We start with stating the following lemma :

Lemma lll.2. Let 1<r <n-kandlett=Kk+r— M(CH). Then,
1) M(C) <n-M(C");
2) for every A > 0, M;A(C) #n— M (CH) + L.

Before proving it, we first show that this lemma is enough taatede. Lemma&TILR implies that for every
1<r <n-kand for everys > t,
Ms(C) #n+1- M, (CH).

Moreover, for everys < t, by the monotonicity property (Theordm]l.2),
M(C) < Mi(C) < n+1- M,(CH),

hence
M©C)|1<s<kin{n+1-M/(CH)|1<r<n-k}=0.

Furthermore, the cardinality of the union
Ms(C)|1<s<klufn+1-M(C")|1<r<n-k}

is equal tok + n— k = n (thanks to the monotonicity property (Theorém 1.2) agaipce now both sets are
included in{1, ..., n}, then

MC)|1<s<klu{n+1-M,(CH|1<r<n-k}={1,..n}
which completes the proof of Theordmll.3.

Let us now prove LemmiaIlll2 :

Proof. Let 1<r <n-k

1) We sett = k+r1 - M(C*). We want to show thaM(C) < n— M;(C*). Let V e I'(Fg.) such that
dim(V NnC*) > r and dimV = M;(C*). We have

dim(V N C*) = dimV + dimC* — dim(V + C*)
= M,(C*) + n—k—dim((V* n(C*)")")
= M,(C*) +n—k—-n+dimV*nC)
= M,(C*) = k + dim(V* N C).



Since dim{ N C+) > r, we get that
t=r+k-M/(C") <dim(V-nC).

Therefore,
n— M;(C*) =n-dimV = dim(V*) > M,(C)

(sinceV e I'(Fy), thenV+* € T(Fy,) by LemmelIlL1).

2) We make a proof by contradiction in assuming that therstgexdomeA > 0, such that
Mia(C) = n+ 1 - M (CH).
Then there existy € I'(Fgn) such that dim¢ N C) > t+ A and dimV = n+1- M;(C*). We have
dim(VNC) =dimV +dimC —dim(V +C) = n+ 1 - M,(C*) + k= (n—dim(V* N C%)).
Since dim{ N C) > t, we get that
t<1-M/(C")+k+dim(V+nCh)
k+r—- M/(C") <1- M(C")+k+dimV-nC)
r—1<dim(VtnCHh).
SinceV+ € I'(Fg.) by LemmalL] and dinN* N C*) > r, we have
dimV* > M (C).

However,
dimV*=n-dimV=n-(n+1- M,(C")) = M, (C*) -1,

which contradicts the previous inequality.

This completes the proof of LemniaTll.2 and that of Theofesh th

We can then derive from Theorem]l.3 the following charagtgion of ther-MRD codes in terms of the
rank weight of the dual code :

Corollary 111.3. Keeping notation as in Theorem[.3, for every 1 < r < k, the code C is r-MRD if and only if
M(CH) >k-r+2

Proof. Let 1 < r < k. Assume first thaiM;(C) = n— k + r. By monotonicity property (Theorein_1.2), for all
r < s<k, we haveM(C) = n-k+ s. Hence, for allr < s<Kk,
N+1-M(C)=n+1-(n-k+s)=k-s+1

and by Theorem 13,
{1,2,....,k=r+13 c{1,...,n}\{IM(C") 1<t <n-K].

It implies thatd(A(C*)) = My(CH) > k-1 + 2.

Conversely, assume thd{1(C*)) > k—r + 2. By monotonicity property (Theorem].2), it means that
{1, . k=r+n{M((CH1<t<n-k} =0
and Theorend 1I3 implies that
{4,...k=r+1}c{n+1- MqC)|1 <s<k.
Finally, again by the monotonicity property (Theorém 1.2 obtain that
M@©C)=n, M1(C)=n-1,,. , M(@QC)=n+1-(K-r+1)=n-Kk+r
which proves thaC is r-MRD. O
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