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THE CRITICAL THEOREM FOR ¢-POLYMATROIDS

GIANIRA N. ALFARANO! AND EIMEAR BYRNE?

ABSTRACT. The Critical Theorem, due to Henry Crapo and Gian-Carlo Rota, has been ex-
tended and generalised in many ways. In this paper, we describe properties of the characteristic
polynomial of a weighted lattice and show that it has a recursive description, which we use
to obtain results on the critical exponent of g-polymatroids. We prove a Critical Theorem for
representable g-polymatroids and we provide a lower bound on the critical exponent. We show
that g-polymatroids arising from certain families of rank-metric codes attain this lower bound.

1. INTRODUCTION

The critical exponent of a collection S of n points in the projective space PG(k — 1,¢q) is
defined to be the minimum number of hyperplanes whose intersection with S is empty. A
reformulation of this definition from the point of view of coding theory can be read in [Gre76]:
the critical exponent of the matroid arising from a code C' < Fy is the minimum dimension of a
subcode of C whose support is {1,...,n}. The critical problem for a representable matroid is the
determination of its critical exponent and is strongly related to the celebrated MDS conjecture;
see [Segd5]. If S is a (d — 1)-anticode in Fy then its critical exponent is the codimension c
of a linear code of minimum distance at least d, which is MDS if and only if d = ¢ + 1;
see [DowT71]. In [CR70], Crapo and Rota proved that the critical exponent of a collection of
vectors or projective points is actually equal to an evaluation of the characteristic polynomial
of the matroid represented by those points, which is a result known as the Critical Theorem.
This theorem provides a more general setting for many results in extremal combinatorics and
has been the subject of numerous applications and generalisations; see [AAB14, Bri05, BO92,
Tutb4, Zas87, KMS18,1521, GRSZ23,1523|.

In this paper, we consider an extension of this topic. The codes we are interested in are
vector spaces of matrices over the finite field F, endowed with the rank metric (matrix codes),
while in exchanging the role of the Boolean lattice for an arbitrary lower semimodular lattice £
in the theory of polymatroids we arrive at L-polymatroids. In the special case that L is the
lattice of subspaces of a vector space over IF,, we have a g-polymatroid; such objects have many
connections to rank-metric codes. We establish properties of the characteristic polynomial of an
L-polymatroid and derive recursive expressions of it in terms of the characteristic polynomials
of its minors. Such expressions can be used to obtain results on the critical exponent of a
representable g-polymatroid, which is one that arises from a matrix code. In specialising these
results to the Boolean lattice, one recovers familiar identities for matroids and polymatroids;
see e.g. [ANSO84,B092]. We provide a lower bound on the critical exponent of a representable
g-polymatroid and identify some classes of matrix codes that meet this lower bound.

This paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we provide the necessary background mate-
rial on lattices, weighted lattices, ¢g-polymatroids and rank-metric codes. In Section 3 we derive
expressions of the characteristic polynomial P(W; z) of a weighted lattice W in terms of charac-
teristic polynomials of the minors of W. We furthermore establish criteria for the positivity of
evaluations of the characteristic polynomials of some of the minors of WV in terms of evaluations
of P(W;z). In Section 4, we give a g-analogue of the Critical Theorem and hence define the
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critical exponent of a representable g-polymatroid. We describe a geometric interpretation of
the critical exponent for vector rank-metric codes. We apply the results of Section 3 to obtain
g-analogues results on critical exponents such as those found in [ANSO84]. In Section 5 we give
a lower bound on the critical exponent of a representable g-polymatroid and we give sufficient
conditions that ensure this bound is met with equality for certain families of codes. In Section
6, we consider the g-analogue of several generalisations of the classical Critical Theorem, such
as those given in [Bri05].

Notation. Throughout this paper, g is either 1 or a prime power, while n and m are integers
satisfying n,m > 2. For ¢ > 1, we denote by I, the finite field with ¢ elements and by Fgm its
field extension of degree m. If ¢ > 1, we let E denote an n-dimensional vector space over F,
and we let {e1,...,e,} denote the standard basis of E. We let [F;*™ denote the space of n x m
matrices with entries in F;. For a matrix M € Fp*™ we denote by colsp(M) the column-space
of M over F,. If ¢ = 1, then E denotes a finite set of cardinality n. For any positive integer s,
we define [s] :={1,...,s}.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we introduce g-polymatroids, rank-metric code and we collect some well-known
facts about lattices.

2.1. Lattices. In this short subsection we recall some preliminary results on lattices. We refer
the reader to [Bir40, Rom08,Stall] for further reading on ordered lattices.

Definition 2.1. Let (£, <) be a partially ordered set (poset). Let a,b,v € L. We say that v
is an upper bound of a and b if a < v and b < v and furthermore, we say that v is a least
upper bound of a and b if v < w for any u € £ that is also an upper bound of @ and b. If a
least upper bound of a and b exists, then it is unique, is denoted by a V b, which is called the
join of @ and b. We analogously define a lower bound and the greatest lower bound of a
and b and denote the unique greatest lower bound of a¢ and b by a A b, which is called the meet
of a and b. The poset L is called a lattice if each pair of elements has a least upper bound and
a greatest lower bound and it is denoted by (£, <,V,A). An element in £ that is not smaller
than any other element is called maximal element of £ and it is denoted by 1, and an element
that is not bigger than any other element is called minimal element of £ and it is denoted by
0,. If there is no confusion, we simply write 1 and O.

Definition 2.2. For i € {1,2}, let (£;, <;, V4, A;) be alattice. A bijection ¢ : £1 — Ly is called

(1) a lattice isomorphism if ¢(a V1 b) = ¢(a) Va ¢(b) and ¢(a A1 b) = ¢(a) N2 ¢(b) for all
a,b e Lq;

(2) a latticle anti-isomorphism if ¢(a V1 b) = ¢(a) A2 ¢(b) and ¢(a A1 b) = ¢(a) Va ¢(b)
for all a,b € L;.

Definition 2.3. Let £ be a lattice with meet A and join V. Let a,b € L be such that a < b.

(1) An interval [a,b] C L is the set of all x € £ such that a < x < b. It defines the interval
sublattice ([a,b], <,V,A).

(2) Let ¢ € [a,b]. We say that d is a complement of ¢ in [a,b] if cANd =a and ¢V d = b.

(3) L is called relatively complemented if every ¢ € [a, b] has a complement in [a, b] and
is called complemented if every ¢ € £ has a complement in L.

(4) If [a,b] C L is such that for any x € £, = € [a,b] implies that x = a or © = b, then b is
called a cover of a and we write a < b.

(5) An atom or point of £ is any element that is a cover of 0. A coatom or copoint
of £ is any element that is covered by 1. We define A([a,b]) := {z € [a,b] : a <z}
and H([a,b]) := {x € [a,b] : © < b}. We also define A(b) := {xz € [0,b] : 0< z} and
H(b) :={z €[0,b] : x < b}.
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(6) A chain from a to b is a totally ordered subset of [a, b] with respect to <. A chain from a
to b is called a maximal chain in [a, b] if it is not properly contained in any other chain
from a to b. A finite chain from a to b is a sequence of the forma =21 < --- < x4 =0
with z; € £ for j € [k], in which case we say that the chain has length k. If a chain in
L is not finite then it is called an infinite chain.

(7) If £ has no infinite chains, we define the height of b, which we denote by h(b), to be the
maximum length of all maximal chains from 0 to b. The length of [a, b] is defined to be
h(b) — h(a).

(8) L is called lower (resp. upper) semimodular if a <aVb implies aAb<<b (resp. aAb<b
implies a < a V b).

(9) L is called modular if for all a, b, ¢ € L, we have that a > ¢ implies (aAb)Ve = aA(bVe).

Every modular lattice is both upper and lower semimodular, while the converse holds for
lattices of finite length.

Notation 2.4. Throughout this paper, unless explicitly stated otherwise, £ will denote a lattice
of finite length n, ordered under < with meet A and join V. We will denote atoms of £ in
lowercase, while if the height of an element is not specified to be 1, we will use uppercase. We
write H to denote the coatoms of £ and we write A to denote the set of atoms of L.

With respect to the connections with coding theory discussed in this paper, we are particularly
interested in the subspace lattice (L(E), <,V,A), which is the lattice of F,-subspaces of E,
ordered with respect to inclusion and for which the join of a pair of subspaces is their vector
space sum and the meet of a pair of subspaces is their intersection. That is, for all subspaces
A,B < E we have: AVB = A+ B, AANB = AN B. The minimal element of £L(E) is 0 = (0) and
its maximal element is 1 = E. L£(E) is a modular, complemented lattice. For each U € L(E),
we write UL to denote the orthogonal complement of U with respect to a fixed non-degenerate
bilinear form on E. The map U — U+ is an involutory anti-automorphism of £(E). We let
A(E) and H(FE) denote the atoms and coatoms, respectively, of L(E).

We may think of £L(E) as a g-analogue of the Boolean lattice £(S), where S is a set of
cardinality n. In £(S), the meet operation is again intersection while the join operation is set-
theoretic union. Several formulae and invariants related to the objects associated with L£(E)
can be obtained in the Boolean case by setting ¢ = 1.

We recall the definition of a closure operator on a lattice; see [Cra69, Whi93].

Definition 2.5. A closure operator on the lattice £ is a function cl : £ — £ such that
(1) c(X) > X, for all X € £;
(2) cl(X) <cl(Y) for all X,Y € L such that X <Y
(3) cl(cl(X)) = cl(X) for all X € L.

Let cl be a closure operator on £. An element X € L is called closed with respect to cl if
X = cl(X). The quotient lattice of £ with respect to cl is the lattice of closed elements of L.

Definition 2.6 ([Whi93]). Let f : £ — Np such that f(0) =0 and for all A,B € L, f(A) <
f(B) whenever A < B. We say that the pair (£, f) is an (integer) weighted lattice.

Definition 2.7. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted lattice and let X,Y € L. Define the map
fixy) + £ — No by fixy)(T) = f(T) — f(X) for every T € [X,Y]. Then W([X,Y]) is the
weighted lattice defined by the pair ([X, Y], fixy]). The weighted lattice W([X, Y]) is called a

minor of W.

Definition 2.8. We say that two weighted lattices Wy = (L1, f1) and Wsr = (Lo, f2) are
scaling-lattice-equivalent if there exists a lattice isomorphism ¢ : £ — Lo and A € Q such
that f1(A) = Afa(¢p(A)) for all A € L£y. If X =1, we say that W; and W» are lattice-equivalent.

We mention some other well-known facts on weighted lattices; see [Whi93] for a more detailed
treatment. The element F' € L is called a flat of the weighted lattice (L, f) if f(A) > f(F)
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whenever A > F. A closure operator cl on L is called respectful on (£, f) if f(A) = f(cl(4))
for all A € L. A closure operator is respectful on (£, f) if and only if every flat F' of (L, f)
satisfies cl(F') = F, i.e. is closed. The collection of flats of (L, f) forms a lattice called the
lattice of flats of (£, f). We define the principal closure of A € £ to be meet of all the flats
of (L, f) that contain A. Thus the quotient lattice with respect to the principal closure operator
on (L, f) coincides with the lattice of flats of (£, f). We say that an atom z € L is a loop of
the weighted lattice (L, f) if f(z) = 0.

The Mobius function (see, e.g. [vLW92, Chapter 25]) is necessary for the definition of a
characteristic polynomial.

Definition 2.9. Let (P, <) be a partially ordered set. The M&bius function for P is defined via
the recursive formula for all X,Y € P:

1 if X =Y,
IU(X, Y) - —XSZZ:<Y/J,(X, Z) le < Y,
0 otherwise.

An equivalent definition of u is given by the recursion
Y wZY)=0YX,Y€P, X <Y (1)
X<Z<Y

Lemma 2.10 (The Mdébius Inversion Formula). Let f,g : P — Z be functions on a poset P.
The following hold.

(1) f(X)= ) g(Y)VX ePifand onlyif g(X) = Y u(X,Y)f(Y)VX €P.

X<Y X<Y
(2) f(X)= > g(¥)VX ePifandonlyif g(X)= > u(Y,X)f(Y)VX €P.
X>Y X>Y

We recall the following result of Crapo [Cra69, Theorem 1].

Lemma 2.11 ([Cra69]). Let £’ be the quotient lattice of £ with respect to a closure operator
cl of £ and let i/ be its corresponding Mobius function. Let X,Y € £. Then

(X)), cl(Y)) if cl(X) =X,

>, wX2)= { 0 if cl(X) > X.
ZeLl:cl(Z)=cl(Y)

Given U,V € L(E) of heights u and v, respectively, we have that

(—1)vug(=") T <V,
p(U,V) =

0 otherwise.

2.2. Basic Notions of L-Polymatroids and ¢-Polymatroids. We outline basic facts and
definitions of L£-Polymatroids and ¢-polymatroids. In all of the following, the definitions are
extensions of those found in the literature on matroids and polymatroids; we simply consider
these structures to be defined on more general lattices than the Boolean lattice.

In the instance of the subspace lattice £(E), the main difference between the case ¢ = 1
and ¢ > 1 is that in the former case we have the Boolean lattice, which is distributive, while
the subspace lattice is not. Furthermore, while both lattices are relatively complemented, the
complement of an element of the subspace lattice is not unique. Finally, over a finite field, an
orthogonal complement of an element is not in general one of its complements in the subspace
lattice. The first results on g-polymatroids and codes can be read in [Shil9] and [GJLR20].

Definition 2.12. An (£, r)-(integer) polymatroid is a pair M = (£, p) for which r € Ny
and p is a function p : £ — Ny satisfying the following axioms.

(R1) Boundedness: 0 < p(A) <r-h(A), for all A€ L.
(R2) Monotonicity: A < B = p(A) < p(B), for all A,B € L.
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(R3) Submodularity: p(AV B) + p(AAB) < p(A)V p(B), for all A,B € L.
If L= L(FE), we say that M is a (g, r)-polymatroid.

If it is not necessary to specify r, we will simply refer to such an object as an L-polymatroid, in
the case of arbitrary £, or as a g-polymatroid for £ = L(E). We define a g-matroid to be a (g, 1)-
polymatroid. A (1,r)-polymatroid is an integer polymatroid and a (1, 1)-polymatroid is simply
a matroid. Clearly, an L-polymatroid (£, p) is a weighted lattice whose underlying function
p is bounded and submodular. We say that an atom x € £ is a loop of the L-polymatroid
M= (L,p) if p(x) =0. A coatom H € L is called a coloop of M if p(H) = p(1) —r.

Definition 2.13. Let M = (L, p) be an (£, r)-polymatroid and let £* be a lattice of finite length
n. Let ¢ be a lattice anti-isomorphism ¢ : L — L£*. For every A € L, define p*(p(4)) =
r-h(p(A)) — p(1) 4+ p(A). Then M* = (L*, p*) is an (L*,r)-polymatroid called the dual of M.

Different choices of anti-isomorphism ¢ may lead to different dual matroids, but all duals of
an (L, r)-polymatroid M are lattice-equivalent.

Definition 2.14. Let M = (L, p) be a (£, r)-polymatroid and let [X,Y] be an interval of L.
Then M([X,Y]) is the (£,r)-polymatroid defined by the pair ([X,Y], pixy)). We say that
M([X,Y]) is a minor of M. Let ¢ be an anti-automorphism of L.

(1) We write M|y := M([0,Y]), which is called the restriction of M to Y.

(2) We write M/X := M([X, E]), which is called the contraction of M by X.

(3) For T € L, we write M.T := M/p(T), which is called the contraction of M to T

In the more general context of a weighted lattice W = (L, f), we similarly write W|y :=
W([0,Y]) and W/X := W([X,1]) for all X,Y € L.
We define the weight enumerator of an (L, r)-polymatroid; see [BRS09] for the matroid case.

Definition 2.15. Let ¢ be an anti-automorphism of £. We define the weight enumerator of
the (£, r)-polymatroid M to be the list [Arq(7; 2) : 0 < i < n], where for each i we define

Apmis 2) = E P(M.X;z2) = E P(M/p(X); 2).
XeL: XeL:
R(X)=i h(X)=i

Definition 2.16. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted lattice and let X,Y € L. Let p be the
Mobius function of £. The characteristic polynomial of W([X,Y]) is the polynomial in Z[z]
defined by
POV(IX,Y])i2) = 3 a(X, )/ 0=1),
A€[X,Y]
In particular, we have
P(W;z) =Y p(0,X)z/ D=1,
XeLl
It is straightforward to check that the characteristic polynomial is an invariant of the lattice-
equivalence class of a weighted lattice. Indeed, if ¢ : £ — L’ is a lattice isomorphism, such
that W = (£, f) and W' = (L', f') are lattice-equivalent via f(X) = f/(¢(X)) for all X € L,
then
POV 2) = 3 (0, X)o/ 07700
Xerl!
- Z (0, (X))l (@)= (6(X))
XeLl
— Z (0, X)) 2FW=F(X)
XeL
=P(W; z).
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W= (L, f) and W = (L, f') are scaling-lattice-equivalent via f(X) = Af'(¢(X)) for some
A € Q, then POWV'; 22) = P(W; 2).

By the definition of the M&bius function, for a weighted lattice W = (L, f), we have P(W; 1) =
0 and so, unless P(W; z) is identically zero, z—1 is a factor in Z[z]. There are some instances for
which it is known that P(W; z) is identically zero, for example, this is the case if f(a) = 0 for some
atom of a € L. More generally, as a direct consequence of Lemma 2.11 ([Cra69, Theorem 1)),
we have the following.

Proposition 2.17. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted lattice and let A € L. If A is not a flat of W
then P(W/A; z) is identically zero.

Lemma 2.18. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted lattice. Then P(W; z) = 2/ — Z P(W/B;z).
BeLl:B>0

Proof. By the definition of the characteristic polynomial, for every B € £ we have:
POV/Biz) = Y (B, A) D,
A€[B,1]
By Mobius inversion, for every B € L we have:
LSV F(B) — Z P(W/A; 2),
A€[B,1]
and so the result follows by setting B = 0. ]

2.3. Rank-Metric Codes. Rank-metric codes have a natural connection with g-polymatroids,
as the supports of their codewords are subspaces. We start by briefly recalling some basic notions
on rank-metric codes; see [Del78, Gab85, Gor21]. For this purpose, we endow the space Fg=™
with the rank distance, defined by d(4, B) :=rk(A — B), for all A, B € Fp*™.

Notation 2.19. We write A < B if A is a subspace of B. By abuse of notation, we write C*
to denote the following.
(1) ¢ < Fy*™ with respect to the inner product bFZXm defined by ngXm(X, Y)=Tr(XYT)
for all X, Y € Fy*™, where Tr(-) denotes the trace of a given matrix.
(2) C < Ty with respect to the dot product defined by z -y = > iy for all x =
(@1, Tn)s Y= (Y1, Yn) € Fim.

Definition 2.20. We say that C' < Fp*™ is an F,-linear (rank-metric) code or a matrix
code if C' is an Fg-subspace of Fg*™. Its minimum distance is:

d(C) := min{rk(M) : M € C, M # 0}.

We say that C is an Fy-[n x m, k, d] rank-metric code if it has Fy-dimension k£ and minimum dis-
tance d. The dual code of C'is defined to be C+ = {M € F2*™ : Te(MN ") = 0 for all N € C}.
For each i € [min(n,m)], we define W;(C) := [{A € C : rk(4) = i}|. The list [W;(C) :
i € [min(n,m)]] is called the weight distribution of C.

Let X € Fj*™ and let U < Fy. We say that U is the support of X if colsp(X) = U. Let
C be an Fy-[n x m, k] rank-metric code. We say that U is a support of C if there exists some
X € C with support U. We also define the notion of support for a code. The support of C is
defined to be the Fy-subspace of Fy given by

supp(C) = Z colsp(M),
MeC
where the sum denotes the sum of vector subspaces. The code C' is said to be non-degenerate
if supp(C) = Fy.
In the same way one can define the supports of a matrix or of a code in terms of the row-space,
however this is not necessary for the scope of the paper. See [Gor21] for a detailed analysis of
the various definitions of rank-support proposed in the literature.
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Definition 2.21. Let I' be a basis of Fym over Fy. For each z € Fym, we write I'(z) to denote
the n x m matrix over IF, whose ith row is the coordinate vector of the ith coefficient of x with
respect to the basis I'. The rank of z, denoted by rk(z), is the rank of the matrix I'(z).

It is easy to see that the rank of z is independent of the choice of the basis I'.

Definition 2.22. An F n-linear (rank-metric) code or a vector code C' is an Fym-subspace
of Fim. Its minimum rank distance is

d(C) = min{rk(z) : x € C, = # 0}.

We say that C' is an Fym-[n, k, d] rank-metric code if it has F,m-dimension & and minimum rank
distance d. If d is not known we simply write that C is an Fgm-[n, k] rank-metric code. A
generator matrix of C' is a matrix G € IFI(%" whose rows generate C' as an Fym-linear space.
The code Ct denotes the dual code of C with respect to the standard dot product on Fom.
Let U < Fy and let € C. We say that U is a support of  if U is the column space of I'(z),
where I' is a basis for the field extension Fym /F, and we write supp(z) = U. In fact, the support

does not depend on the choice of I'. The support of C is defined to be
supp(C) = Z supp(x).
zeC
We say that C' is non-degenerate if supp(C) = Fy.

In [ABNR22] the following characterization of the non-degeneracy property of vector codes
has been provided, which we recall in order to use it in Sections 4 and 5.

Proposition 2.23. [ABNR22, Proposition 3.2] Let C' be an Fgn-[n, k] rank-metric code. C
is non-degenerate if and only if the F,-span of the columns of any generator matrix of C' has
[F,-dimension n.

We recall the notion of equivalence and the puncturing operation for both matrix and vector
rank-metric codes. For a rank-metric code C < FZX”‘ and matrices A € IFQX", B € anxm we
define:

ACB:={AMB: M € C} and CT := {M": M € C}.

If B = I we simply write AC in the above and if A = I we write CB. If n # m, then a
pair of rank-metric codes C and Cs are called equivalent if there exist A € GL(n,F,) and
B € GL(m,F,) such that C; = AC1B. If n = m, then the transpose operation for matrices also
preserves rank. For this reason it is often included in the definition of equivalence. That is, if
n = m then Cy and C, are called equivalent if Cy = AC1B or CI = AC; B for some invertible
matrices A, B. If C1, Cy are two Fym-[n, k] codes, then they are said to be equivalent if there is
a matrix A € GL(n,F,) such that Cy = C1 A.

Let M € Fy*™. For any J C [n], satisfying 0 < |J| < n, we denote by M, € Fg"fu‘)xm the
submatrix obtained from M by deleting the rows indexed by J.

Definition 2.24. Let A € GL,(¢) and J C [n] be such that 0 < |J| < n. We define the
punctured code of C' with respect to A and J as
I(C, A, J) = {(AM); : M € C} < F=l7lxm,

Definition 2.25. Let C' be an Fym-[n, k] rank-metric code and A € GL(n,F,). Let J C [n],
satisfying 0 < |J| < n. We define the punctured code of C' with respect to A and J by

(C, A, J) := {(cA)y : c€ C} <Fm"\.

Remark 2.26. The punctured code of a non-degenerate Fym-[n, k] code is always non-degenerate,
by Proposition 2.23 (2). More generally, it is easy to see that the punctured code of a non-
degenerate [Fy-[n x m, k] rank-metric code is also non-degenerate, for if supp(C') = Fy then

supp(AC) = Ty for any A € GL,(q), so that supp(IL(C; 4, J)) = IF'Z_U' for any J C [n].
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We conclude this subsection by recalling the relation between the parameters of a rank-metric
code. Indeed, a code cannot have large dimension and minimum distance at the same time. The
following result by Delsarte expresses a trade-off between these quantities.

Theorem 2.27 (The rank-metric Singleton bound; see [Del78]). Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k]
rank-metric code with d(C) > d. We have

k < max(m,n)(min(m,n) —d + 1).

The best-known rank-metric codes are those having the maximum possible dimension for a
given minimum distance.

Definition 2.28. Let C' be Fy-[n x m, k,d] rank-metric code. C' is called a maximum rank
distance (MRD) code if its parameters attain the bound of Theorem 2.27 with equality, i.e.

. k
d = min(n,m) — max(m, m) + 1

C is called a quasi-MRD (QMRD) code if max(n, m) does not divide k£ and

d = min(n, m) — [kw +1.

max(n,m)
If C'is QMRD and C* is QMRD then C is called a dually-QMRD (DQMRD) code.

MRD codes have several notable properties. Delsarte showed that MRD codes exist for all
values of ¢,n,m, and all d; see [Del78]. In the following lemma we summarize other relevant
properties of these codes; see [Del78,dICGLR18, Gor21].

Lemma 2.29. Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k,d] MRD code or a DQMRD code. Then the following
properties hold.
(1) C is non-degenerate. Indeed, a degenerate code can be isometrically embedded into
F(n 1)xm , in which case the Singleton bound would be violated.
(2) The Welght distribution of C' is known and determined by g, n,m, k.
(3) If C is MRD then C* is an MRD code with rank distance equal to min(m,n) —d + 2.
(4) If C is DQMRD then C* is has rank distance d* = min(m,n) — d + 1.

2.4. Representable g-Polymatroids. It is known that an F,-[n x m, k] rank-metric code
induces a (g, m)-polymatroid; see [GJLR20,Shil9]. One way to describe this correspondence is
as follows.

Definition 2.30. Let m be a positive integer and let C' be an Fy-[n x m, k] rank-metric code.
For each subspace U < FE, we define

Cy:={A€C:colsp(A) <U*} and C_yy := {A € C : colsp(A) = U*}.
Let p : L(E) — N>q be defined by p(U) := k — dim(Cy). Then (E, p) is a (g, m)-polymatroid
[GJLR20, Theorem 5.3] and we denote it by M[C].

Each vector rank-metric code determines a g-matroid (a (g, 1)-polymatroid), as follows.

Definition 2.31. Let C' be an Fym-[n, k] rank-metric code. For every W < Fy, we define

Cw = {z € C :supp(z) < Wt} and C_yy := {x € C : supp(z) = W}
Let p : L(E) — Nxq be defined by p(W) := k — dimg_,, (Cw). Then (E,p) is a g-matroid
[JP18, Theorem 24] and we also denote it by M[C].

Note that the if Definition 2.30 is applied to a vector rank-metric code to obtain a (g, m)-
polymatroid, then this (¢, m)-polymatroid is a scaling (by a factor of m) of the g-matroid
constructed from the same code using Definition 2.31.

It is also common to construct a g-matroid starting from the generator matrix of an Fym-[n, k]
rank-metric code C} see for instance [JP18, GJLR20]. Let G be a k x n generator matrix for C
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and for every U € L(Fy), let AY be a matrix whose columns form a basis of U. Then the map
¢ L(F}) = Z, U — 1k(GAY)

is the rank function of a g-matroid. However, it is easy to see that pg and the rank function p
from Definition 2.31 are the same; see for instance [JP18, Corollary 23].

We make some final remarks on code equivalence. If C'is a matrix rank-metric code, then
M[ACB] and M|C] are lattice-equivalent for any A € GL(n,F,;) and B € GL(m,F,). This
means, in particular, that the characteristic polynomials of M[AC] and M[C] are identical. If
C' is a vector rank-metric code, then the multiplication by A € GL(n,F,) is on the right, but
the result stays the same, i.e. the characteristic polynomials of M[CA] and M[C] are identical;
see [BCIJ24, Lemma 25].

3. PROPERTIES OF THE CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIAL

In this section we examine expressions of the characteristic polynomial of a weighted lattice in
terms of the characteristic polynomials of its minors. Theorem 3.2 is a generalisation to weighted
lattices of a well-known recursive description of the characteristic polynomial of a matroid in
terms of contractions and deletions. The interested reader is referred to [Kun96, Whi93, BO92]
for further reading.

We first give a preliminary result on the characteristic polynomial of a weighted lattice of
height 2.

Lemma 3.1. Let £ have length equal to 2 and let e € A. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted lattice.
Then

P(W; 2) = P(W]e; 2)(P(W/e; 2) +1) = > P(W/a; 2).
acA:
a#e
Proof. Let p be the Mobius function of £. Since u(0,a) = —1 for each atom a of £, 1(0,0) =1,
and 1(0,1) = |A| — 1, we see that POW; z) = /() — Z 2fW=F@) 1| A] — 1. Furthermore, for
acA
every atom a of £ we have: POV|y;2) = 2/(® — 1 and P(W/a; 2) = 2/(V=1(@) _ 1 Therefore,

POV; 2) — POW]e2) + 3 BOW/a52) = 20 — 210 _ I-1) 44

acA:
a#e

= (/=1 _ 1) (2f@) — 1)
— P(W/e; 2)P(W],).

The result now follows. O

We now show that Lemma 3.1 holds for weighted lattices of any height. We will then use this
theorem to deduce several other results on the characteristic polynomial.

Theorem 3.2. Let £ be a lower semimodular lattice. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted lattice and
let H € H. Then

P(W;z) = PWlu; 2) BOV/H;2) +1) = Y POW/b;2).
beA:bgH

Proof. We prove the result by induction on the length of £, noting that the first step holds by
Lemma 3.1. Now suppose that the result holds whenever £ has length at most n — 1. Applying
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Lemma 2.18 and using the fact that POW/H; z) = 2/(F)=F(H) _ 1 we have:
P(W; z) = POV |3 2) =2/ = " POW/B;2) = 2/ + Y~ POW([Y, H)); 2)

BeL: YeL:
B>0 0<Y<H
=S TPOW/H 2)+ > POV(Y,H));2)— > PW/B;2)
YeL: BeL:
0<Y<H 0<B{H
- Z P(W/B; z).
BeL:
0<B<H

For B < H, since [0, B] is lower semimodular we may apply the induction hypothesis to
P(W/B;z) and H and obtain

P(W/B;z) = POV([B, H]); 2)(B(OW/H; 2) +1) = ) B(W/Y;2).

Yecl:
B<Y#H

Consider the right-most term in the above as we sum over the non-zero elements of [0, H]. If
Y £ H, then since £ is lower semimodular we have that Y A H <Y, from which it follows that
{BeL:B<Y,B< H}={Y AH}. Therefore, we obtain:

S POV = DY Y PO/ Yz - Y POV/Y;2)

BeL:  YeL: Be[0,H] YEL: YeL:
0<B<H B<Y{H B<Y{H 0<Y¢H
= ). POV/Y;2) > 1= ) PW/Y;2)
Yec: BeL: Yecl:
O<Y£H B<Y,B<H 0<Y£H
= ) POWV/Yiz)— Y. PW/Y;2).
YecL: Yecl:
0<Y¢H 0<Y¢H

Therefore, we have

S Pv/Bia) = S POV(BHD) )+ S POV(B, H)): 2)(BOV/H; 2))

BeL: BeL: BeL:

0<B<H 0<B<H 0<B<H
= > POW/Yiz)+ > POWV/Y;z).
YeL: YeL:
O0<Y¢H 0<Y£H

We hence obtain the following identity, using Lemma 2.18.

P(W; 2) = P(W|g;z) = POV/H; 2) | 2/ — Y= POM(B, H]);2) | = > PW/Y;2)

BeL: Yecl:
0<B<H 0<Y¢H

=PW/H;2)PW|m;2z) — Y PW/Y;2).
0LV EH

O

The following are immediate consequences of Theorem 3.2 (with (2) following with the addi-
tion of Proposition 2.17).

Corollary 3.3. Let £ be a lower semimodular lattice. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted lattice
and let H € H. The following hold.

(1) POW;2) = 2T OTEPOWY|;2) = >~ POW/y; 2).
yeA:
y£H
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(2) If H is not a flat then P(W; 2) = P(W|g; 2) — Z POW/y; z).
yeA:
yEH

In the case of an L-polymatroid M = (L, p), by the submodularity of p we have the following
result. Note that if A € £ is a complement of H € H, then by the lower semimodularity of £
we must have h(A4) = 1.

Corollary 3.4. Let H € H. Suppose that H has a complement in L.

(1) If a complement of H is a loop of M, then P(M|y;z) = Z P(M/y; z).

yEA:
y£H
(2) Let £ be modular. If H is a coloop of M and e is a complement of H in £, then

P(M;2) = P(M|¢; 2)P(M/e;2) = > P(M/[y;2).
VAT yse

Proof. If a complement of H is a loop then p(1)—p(H) = 0, by the submodularity of p. Moreover,
P(M; z) = 0 by Crapo’s result (Proposition 2.17). This yields (1). Suppose H is a coloop of M
and that e is a complement of H in £. By the submodularity of p, we have that p(e) = r and
so P(M|¢; z) = 2" — 1. Since L is modular, we have that H A (e V A) = A. Therefore, by the
submodularity of p, for every A € [0, H] we have that p(AVe)—p(A) = p(AVe)—p(HA(eVA)) >
p(HV (AVe))—p(H) = p(1)—p(H) =r = p(e). On the other hand, again by the submodularity
of p, we have that p(AVe)—p(e) < p(A) for each A € [0, H]. Therefore, p(AVe)—p(e) = p(A)
for each A € [0, H]. It follows that M /e and M|y are lattice-equivalent (L, r)-polymatroids.
This yields:

P(M;2) = (P(M]e;2) + DP(M/e;2) — > P(M/y; 2)
= P(M|e; 2)P(M/e;2) — D P(M/y;2).

yeA:
yL£HyHe

O

Remark 3.5. If we apply Corollary 3.3 (1) to a polymatroid M, then we obtain the statement
P(M;z) = zp(E)fp(H)P(M]H; z) —P(M/e; 2),

where e is the unique complement of the coatom H in the Boolean lattice. In the case that M
is a matroid, this returns the more familiar looking contraction-deletion identities that can be
read in several texts; e.g. see [Kun96, Section 5|. For example, if p(E) — p(H) = 0, then e is
not an isthmus of M and we have P(M; z) = P(M|g; 2) —P(M/e; z), while if p(E) — p(H) = 1,
then e is an isthmus and as in the proof of Corollary 3.4 (2), we have P(M/e; 2) = P(M|u; 2) =
P(M\e; z), which gives P(M;z) = (z — 1)P(M\e; 2) = P(M|¢; 2)P(M\e; 2).

Remark 3.6. If we apply Corollary 3.3 (1) to a g-matroid M, we obtain the corrected statement
of [Jan23, Theorem 5.14].

Example 3.7. In Figure 1 (see also, Figure 3), we illustrate a (2, 3)-polymatroid M defined on
the subspace lattice £(F3). The rank function p of M is defined by a weighting on the edges
of the Hasse diagram of £(FF3). Blue edges have a weighting of 3, black edges have a weighting
of 2, red edges have a weighting of 1, and green edges have a weighting of 0. The rank of an
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element A of £(IF3) is the sum of the weights of the edges of a maximal chain in [0, A]. We have:
p(110)) = p((111)) = 2,
p((100)) = p((010}) = p((011)) = p({101}) = p((001)) =3,
p((010,001)) = p((101,010)) = p({110,001)) = 4,
p((100,010)) = p({100,011)) = p({100,001)) = p({101,011)) = p(F3) = 5.

It is straightforward to check that the weighted lattice shown is indeed a g-polymatroid and
that its characteristic polynomial is P(M;2) = 2° — 223 — 522 + 62 = 2(2 — 1)(2% — 22 — 2 — 6).
Note that £(F3) has no coloops. Let H = (100,010). Then p(F3) — p(H) = 0 and one can check
that P(M|pg; z) = 2° — 23 — 222 + 2. Moreover, we have P(M/(001);2) = 22 =2z + 1 = (2 — 1)?,
P(M/{(101);2) = 22 — 2 = 2(z — 1), P(M/{111);2) = 22 =22+ 1 = (2 — 1)(2®2 + z — 1),
P(M/{011); z) = 22 — 2. Tt can be verified that

B(M |1 2) — (B(M/(001); 2) + B(M/(101); 2) + B(M/{111); 2) + B(M/{011); 2)) =
P22 42— (P24 1) (2P —2) = (PP —2241) - (2P —2) =
25 =223 — 22 4 62 =P(M;2),
as predicted by Corollary 3.3 (1).

/

co
o —
—o

FIGURE 1. The (2, 3)-polymatroid from Example 3.7. (3, 2, 1, 0)

Example 3.8. We remark that the assumption that £ is lower semimodular is required in order
for the statement of Theorem 3.2 to hold. Consider the £;-polymatroids, as shown in Figure 2.
We have p1(a) = 1,p1(b) = p1(c) = 3,p1(Y) = 5,p1(H) = 4,p1(1) = 5, while My is dual
to My. Neither £; nor Lo is a modular lattice, however, £; is lower semimodular and L5 is
upper semimodular.

1 1

Y \H A/B
\ /] N
NI% N

My = (L1, p1) Mz = (L2, p2)

C

h

a

0

FIGURE 2. Mutually dual lattice polymatroids from Example 3.8. (3, 2, 1, 0)

We have P(My; 2) = 25 =23 =222+ 2+1, P(My|g; 2) = 2*—2241, P(M|y; 2) = 25 —23—22+1,
and P(M /a; 2) = 23— 1, P(M1/b; 2) = P(My/c; 2) = 22 — z. From this it is easily verified that:

2ZP(Milm;2) —P(Mi/a; z) = P(Mily; z) — P(My/c; 2) = P(My; 2),



THE CRITICAL THEOREM FOR ¢-POLYMATROIDS 13

which is consistent with Corollary 3.3 (1). Now consider Msy. We have P(My; z) = P(Ma|p; 2) =
2 =22 — 241, P(Ma|a; 2) = 22 — 1, and P(Ma|c;2) = 2% — 22, P(Ma/y; 2) = 0, P(Ma/h; 2) =

22 — 1. However,

P22 OP(My| o5 2) — P(Ma/y; 2) = 24 — 22 £ 28 — 22 — 2+ 1 = P(Ma; 2).

Critical problems for weighted lattices generally involve evaluations of the characteristic poly-
nomial. In the next results, we consider evaluations of the characteristic polynomials of the
minors of a weighted lattice. These are all corollaries of Theorem 3.2. They will be applied to
obtain inequalities involving the critical exponent of a representable g-polymatroid in Section 4.

Corollary 3.9. Let £ be a lower semimodular lattice. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted lattice,
let H € H and let g = f(1) — f(H). Let 6 € R such that #9 > 0 and P(W/b;60) > 0 for every
atom b < H. If POW; 6) > 0 then POV |g;6) > 0.

Proof. The statement follows as a direct consequence of Corollary 3.3 (1). O

Corollary 3.10. Let £ be a modular, complemented lattice. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted
lattice. Suppose there exists § € R~( such that P(W’';0) > 0 for every minor W’ of W. Let
T € L such that POW/T;0) > 0. If U is a complement of T', then P(OW|y;0) > 0.

Proof. Let U be a complement of T. We claim that P(W|y;6) > 0. We prove the result by
induction on the height of T, noting that it holds true vacuously for T" = 0. Let a < T,
and let U = aVU. Then UANT = (aVU)AT = aV (T AU) = a since £ is modular.
Moreover, U V T = 1, that is, U is a complement of T in [a,1]. Now W/T and (W/a)/T
are lattice equivalent and so P((W/a)/T;0) > 0. By the induction hypothesis, we have that
0 <P(W/a)|g;0) = P(W([a,U]);0). Since U < U, by Theorem 3.2, we have,

o DT OPWy10) = POV [550) + > POV([b,T]);0). (2)
b<U:bLU

Since P(W';6) > 0 for every minor W’ of W, we have that every term on the right-hand side
of (2) is non-negative. Since a is an atom of £ such that ¢ < U and a £ U, we have that
POWV([a,U]);0), which is positive, is a summand of (2). Therefore P(W|y;6) > 0 and the result
follows. O

Corollary 3.11. Let £ be a modular, complemented lattice. Let W = (L, f) be a weighted
lattice. Suppose there exists § € R~( such that P(W’';0) > 0 for every minor W' of W. Let
U € L such that P(W|y;0) > 0. Then there exists a complement V of U in £ and an element
T <V such that P(W/T;80) > 0.

Proof. We show the result by induction on the n — h(U). Clearly, if U = 1 then the result holds
with 7=V = 0. Let H € H such that U < H. Since P(W|g)|v;6) = POW|y;0) > 0, by the
induction hypothesis, there exists a complement V; < H of U in [0, H] and an element 77 < V;
such that POW([T1, H]);0) > 0. By Theorem 3.2, we have

P(W/Ty;0) = 07 E-IEPOy([Ty, H));0) - Y POV/B;0).
BeL:
T\<B<H
If either the set {B € L : T} < B,B ¢« H} is empty, or if P(W/B;60) = 0 for each B such
that 71 < B, B £ H, then POW/T;0) > 0 for T =T < V; and by the modularity of £, V; is
contained in an element V that is a complement of U in £. Suppose then that there exists a
cover B of T} such that B £ H and P(W/B;6) > 0. Since £ is modular, any complement of H
has height 1 and any b € £ such that b £ H is a complement of H. Let b < B such that b £ H.
Since T < B, we have B = bV T;. We have that UV V;vb= HVb=1. Also, it can be checked
by the modularity of £ that h((V3 Vb)) AU) =0, and so (V3 Vb) AU = 0. Therefore, V=V Vb
and T'= B =17 Vb are the required elements. O
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4. A CRITICAL THEOREM FOR ¢-POLYMATROIDS

We now consider properties of a g-polymatroid arising from an Fg-linear rank-metric code.
There are several papers outlining properties of rank-metric codes. The g-polymatroids asso-
ciated with these structures have been studied in [GLJ22, GJLR20, Shil9]. Throughout this
section, we fix E = [Fy.

Lemma 4.1 ([BC1J24, GJLR20]). Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k] rank-metric code. The following
hold.

(1) M[CH] = (M[C])*.

(2) P(M[C]/U;q) = |C=yl.

(3) Wi(C) = Ay (35 q) for each i € [n].

Remark 4.2. Note that when C is an Fym-linear vector code the results of Lemma 4.1 hold
with ¢™ in place of ¢. Indeed, in the Definition 2.31, the rank function of M[C] is the rank
function of the associated (g, m)-polymatroid as defined in Definition 2.30, divided by m. Since C'
is Fym-linear, Cy is an Fym-vector space for each subspace U and so has F,-dimension which is
a multiple of m. In particular, we have P(M[C]/U;¢™) = |C=y| for an Fym-[n, k| code C' and
subspace U.

Note that Lemma 4.1 (2) is an instance of the Critical Theorem [CR70] for representable g-
polymatroids. We now present a full extension of this result, which, as in the matroid case, relies
on Mobius inversion applied to the underlying lattice. We provide a proof for completeness.

Theorem 4.3 (The Critical Theorem). Let ¢ be a positive integer, let C' be an Fy-[n x m, k]
rank-metric code, let M = M[C] and let U € L(E). Then

H(Xy,...,X;) € Ct: Zcolsp(Xi) =U}| =P(M.U;q").

i=1

Proof. For each subspace W < Fy, define

V) = {(X1,...,X;) € C" Y colsp(Xy) = W},
=1

¢

gW) = {(Xy,...,X;) € C": Zcolsp(Xi) <WHY.

i=1
We have that g(W) = Y f(V) for all W € L(E), and
VeW,E]
gW) = |{(X1,...,Xt) € C": colsp(X;) < W Vi€ [t]}] = |Cw]".
Let u be the Mébius function of L(E). Applying Mobius inversion, we get:
W)= > uWV)g(V)= > u(WV)Cv = 3 u(W, V)¢V = P(M/W;q").
VeEW,E] VEW,E] VW, E]

Now set U = W+ to get that f(UL) = P(M.U; ). O

We remark that in [Jan23], a proof of the Critical Theorem for the special case of representable
g-matroids was given using the concept of the projectivization matroid.

The critical problem was originally formulated by Crapo and Rota as the problem of finding
the minimum number of hyperplanes that distinguish a set of points in a projective space. We
now consider a g-analogue of this interpretation. We remark that the problem admits different
formulations for other combinatorial structures; see [Kun96] for a detailed overview.

For any bilinear form b : Fy x Fi* — Fy, we let lker b denote the left kernel of b.
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Definition 4.4. Let U <Fy. Let B = (b1,...,b) be a list of bilinear forms b; : Fy xFt — Fy.

¢
We say that B distinguishes the space U if () lkerb; < U~.

=1

Now let C be an Fy-[n x m, k] rank-metric code and let X € C. Clearly, lker b = colsp(X)*,
where b : Fy x Fi" — F, is the bilinear form represented by X. We say that a linear map b
on Fy is induced by C'if b arises in this way from a codeword X of C. More generally, we say
that a t-tuple B = (b1, ...,b;) of bilinear forms is induced by C' if each b; is induced by C. The
following is a g-analogue of [CR70, Chapter 16, Theorem 1].

Corollary 4.5. Let C be an Fg-[n x m, k| rank-metric code and let M = M[C]. Then
the number of t-tuples of bilinear forms (by,...,b;) induced by C that distinguish supp(C)
is P(M.supp(C); ¢'). In particular, if C is non-degenerate then this number is P(M; q').

Proof. By Theorem 4.3, we have that
t
{(X1,...,X;) € C": ) colsp(X;) = supp(C)}| = P(M.supp(C); ¢).
i=1
Let (b1,...,b;) be a t-tuple of bilinear forms induced by C' that distingishes supp(C) and for
each 7 let X € C be the matrix representation of b;. Clearly, % i1 colsp(X;) < supp(C) and

hence
t t

() ker b; < supp(C)™ == colsp(X;) = supp(C).
i=1 i=1
O

Definition 4.6. Let C be a non-degenerate Fy-[n x m, k] rank-metric code and let M = M([C].
We denote by crit(M) the least positive integer ¢ such that there exists a t-tuple of bilinear
forms B induced by C that distinguishes E. We call this the critical exponent of M.

It follows that if M is a representable (g, m)-polymatroid, satisfying M = M]|C] for some
Fg-[n x m, k] rank-metric code C, then crit(M) = min{t¢ : P(M; ¢") > 0}, if such a ¢ exists in [k].
This is the minimum dimension ¢ of a subspace D of C' such that supp(D) = E. Note that C
is degenerate if and only if there exists x € £(E) such that supp(C) < z*, which holds if and
only if C, = C, i.e. if x is a loop of M. Therefore, for a representable g-polymatroid M:

. B 00 if M has a loop,
crit(M) = { min{t : P(M;¢') > 0}  otherwise.

Example 4.7. Let C be the Fa-[5 x 3,6, 1] rank-metric code generated by the matrices

1 00 000 000 010 011 011

0 00 010 0 00 011 1 01 1 11

00 0f, 00 0f, 00 11, 00 0f, 1 0 1], 1 11

0 00 0 00 0 01 0 01 1 11 010

0 00 0 00 0 00 1 01 010 1 00
Let M = (F3, p) be the (2, 3)-polymatroid M[C]. We calculate its characteristic polynomial:

5
P(M;z) == Z p(0,X)z Z Z 2570,
X<F3} J=1 X<F}

dim(X)=j
With the aid of the algebra package MAGMA [BCP97|, we obtain:
P(M;z) = 25 — 42* — 2523 + 442 4 402 — 56.
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We have that P(M; 1) = P(M;2) = 0. But P(M;22) = 2280 > 0, hence crit(M) = 2. Indeed,

consider

010 011
011 111
Xi1=1]10 0 O and Xpo=|[1 11
0 01 010
1 01 1 00

Then colsp(X1) = (e5, e1 + €2, €2 + e4 + e5), colsp(Xa) = (eq, €1 + €2 + €3,€2 + €3 + e5) and it is
easy to see that colsp(X1) + colsp(X2) = F3.

Remark 4.8. A version of the Critical Theorem for ¢-polymatroids has been independently
shown by Imamura and Shiromoto in [IS23]. However, they require that the chosen subspace
U € L(E) satisfies U N U+ = 0. This difference is due to a different definition of M.U, which
in their case has the following characteristic polynomial:

]P’(,/\/l,U; z) = Z M(O’X)Zp[o,u](U)—P[o,U] (X)
Xelo,U]
We also point out that in case U = FE the two versions coincide. In particular, this means that
if C' is a non-degenerate code then crit(M[C]) can be computed using either definition.

It is straightforward to see that the following holds (c.f. [BO92, Proposition 6.4.4]).

Proposition 4.9. Let C' be an Fy-[n x m, k, d] non-degenerate rank-metric code and let M =
M|C]. Let T,T" € L such that T & T’ = E. Then

crit(M|r) < crit(M) < crit(M|r) + crit(M|).

Proof. Let crit(M) = £ for some positive integer £. Then there exists an ¢-dimensional subspace
D < C whose support is E. Clearly, supp(D) = E > T and so crit(M|p) < £.

Now suppose that crit(M|r) = ¢ and that crit(M|p) = ¢ for positive integers ¢, ¢ re-
spectively. Then there exist subcodes D, D’ of C of dimensions ¢, ¢, respectively, such that
supp(D) = T and supp(D’) = T'. Then dim(D + D') < ¢+ ¢ and E =T & T' = supp(D) &
supp(D’) < supp(D + D’). Therefore, crit(M) < £+ ¢'. O

We remark that the left-hand inequality of Proposition 4.9 is a consequence of Corollary 3.9.
We have the following statements, which may be deduced from Corollaries 3.10 and 3.11. Corol-
lary 4.11 extends [ANSO84]; see also [BO92, Section 6.4].

Corollary 4.10. Let C be an F,-[n x m, k] non-degenerate rank-metric code, let M = M|[C]|
and let U € L(FE). The following hold.

(1) There exists W € L(E) that is contained in a complement of U, such that crit(M /W) <
crit(M|y).
(2) For any complement T' € L(FE) of U we have that crit(M|p) < crit(M/U).

Proof. Since P(M([X,Y]);¢") is the cardinality of a set for every interval [X,Y] C L(E), it
is non-negative for every positive integer ¢. Suppose that crit(M|y) = ¢ for some positive
integer t. From Corollary 3.11, there exists W contained in a complement of U such that
P(M/W;q') > 0 and so crit(M/W) < t = crit(M|y). This proves (1). We show that (2)
holds. Let T be a complement of U and suppose that crit(M /U) =t for some positive integer ¢.
Then P(M/U;q') > 0 and so from Corollary 3.10, we have that P(M|r;q!) > 0. Therefore,
crit(M|r) <t = crit(M/U). O
Corollary 4.11. Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k] non-degenerate rank-metric code, let M = MIC]

and let U € L(F). Let £ be a positive integer. The following are equivalent.

(1) U is minimal in the set & :={S € L(FE) : crit(M|g/) < ¢, VS§'s.t. S@ S = E}.
(2) U is minimal in the set Sy := {S € L(E) : crit(M/S) < (3.

In particular, So C S1 and the minimal elements of S coincide with the minimal elements of Ss.
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Proof. Clearly, So C S; by Corollary 4.10 (2). Let U be minimal in &;. By Corollary 4.10
(1), there exists S < U such that crit(M/S) < ¢. Again, by Corollary 4.10 (2), we have
crit(M|gr) < ¢ for every complement S” of S, i.e. S € S;. By the minimality of U, we have
U = S. Therefore, (1) implies (2).

Let U be minimal in S» C §;. Let T < U be minimal in §;. By the preceding argument, T
is minimal in Sy, from which it follows that U = T'. This shows that (2) implies (1). O

We close this section with some observations on the case for which M is a ¢-matroid: the
specialisation of Corollary 4.5, to the case of Fym-linear codes gives the Critical Theorem for
representable g-matroids; see also [Jan23, Theorem 6.20].

Corollary 4.12. Let C be an Fym-[n, k, d] rank-metric code and let ¢ be a positive integer. Let
U € L(E). Then the number of t-tuples (z1,...,z;) € C' such that supp((z1,...,2;)) = U is
P(M.U; ¢™).

There is a geometric description of the Critical Theorem for representable g-matroids that
aligns more closely with the matroid case. We start by recalling the geometric structure of vector
rank-metric codes and their connection with the theory of ¢-systems; see [ABNR22, Ran20] for
a more detailed treatment.

Definition 4.13. An [n, k, d];m /q System U is an Fg-subspace of ]F];m of dimension n, such that

{U)Eym = Fhn and

d = n — max {diqu (UN H) : H is an Fym-hyperplane of Fsm} .

Theorem 4.14. [ABNR22,Ran20, Shel9] Let C be a non-degenerate Fym-[n, k, d] rank-metric
code and let G be a generator matrix for C. Let U < ]Fl(;m be the IF;-span of the columns of G.
The rank weight of an element #G € C, with z € Fly, is tk(2G) = n — dimg, (U N (z)T).

The Fy-span of the columns of a generator matrix G of a non-degenerate Fym-[n, k] rank-metric
code C is called a g-system associated to C. There is a bijection between the equivalence
classes of non-degenerate Fym-[n, k, d] rank-metric codes and equivalence classes of [n, k,d]gm /q
systems; the interested reader is referred to [ABNR22, Ran20].

The following result follows easily from Theorem 4.3 and Corollary 4.5.

Proposition 4.15. Let C be a non-degenerate Fym-[n, k] rank-metric code, let U be a [n, k]gm /q
system associated with C' and let M = M[C]. Then

crit(M) = min{r € N: 3 Fym-hyperplanes Hy,...,H, st. UNHyN...N H, =0}.

Remark 4.16. Although the definition of g-system U depends on the choice of generator ma-
trix G, the critical exponent is an invariant of the equivalence class of U.

5. CRITICAL EXPONENTS OF SOME RANK-METRIC CODES

In this section we compute the critical exponents of g-polymatroids arising from some families
of Fg-[n x m, k] rank-metric codes. In the case of a non-degenerate Fym-[n, k] vector rank-
metric code, we show that its corresponding g-matroid has critical exponent equal to (%1
However, determining the critical exponent of an arbitrary representable g-polymatroid is not
so straightforward. First we give a lower bound on the critical exponent of the g-polymatroid
induced by a rank-metric code.

Proposition 5.1. Let C be a non-degenerate Fy-[n x m, k] code and let M = M[C]. Then
n
— | < cri <k.
[m] < crit(M) < k (3)

Proof. The upper bound follows immediately from the fact that dim(C) = k and crit(M) < ¢
if C has a non-degenerate subcode of dimension at most ¢. Now supppose that crit(M) =t for
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some positive integer ¢. Then there exist Xi,..., Xy € C such that
¢
Z colsp(X;) = FFy.
i=1

Clearly, the maximum rank that a codeword in C' can have is at most min(m, n), so we get that

t
n = dimg, (Z colsp(XQ) < mt,
i=1

and hence we conclude that ¢ > [%] O

We now show that the lower bound in Eq. (3) is sharp, i.e. there are codes whose critical
exponents meets the bound with equality. To this end, if we can guarantee that a code contains
enough codewords of rank min(n, m) with certain distinct supports, then we are done. We first
consider Fym-linear codes, making use of the following observation.

Lemma 5.2. [ABNR22, Proposition 3.11] Let C' be a non-degenerate Fym-[n, k] code, then C
contains a codeword of rank equal to min(m,n).

Theorem 5.3. Let C be a non-degenerate Fym-[n, k] code and let M = M|[C] be the ¢g-matroid

induced by C. Then
n
crit(M) = {——‘ .
M) ==
Proof. Write n = am + b, with a,b € Ng and 0 < b < m. We will prove the statement by
induction on a. If a = 0, then n < m. In this case, since C' is non-degenerate, from Lemma 5.2

we immediately conclude that there exists a codeword in C of rank n, hence crit(M) =1 = [%] .

Assume that an Fgm-linear non-degenerate rank-metric code of length n’ satisfying [%1 <a

nl

corresponds to a g-matroid with critical exponent equal to [E Since C' is non-degenerate,

from Lemma 5.2 there exists a codeword ¢ € C, with rank weight equal to m. Hence there exists
A € GL,(g) such that z = (z1,...,2m,0,...,0) € CA = {2zA: z € C}, where dim(supp(cA)) =
m. It follows that (e1,...,em)r, = supp(z), where e; denotes the i-th standard basis vector of
Iy, for each i € [n].

Let C1 = II(C, A, [m]) < Fyn™, i.e. Oy is the Fym-linear code of length n — m obtained
from C'A by deleting the first m coordinates of every codeword of CA. As observed in Re-
mark 2.26, Cy is a non-degenerate code of length n’ = n—m = (a — 1)m + b and so,
by the induction hypothesis, the critical exponent of M[C] is [%W = a. Choose some
uM, ... ul® € Cy such that S¢  supp(u) = Fy~™. It is not hard to see that the ele-
ments of C'A corresponding to these words, say (1), ..., 2(® e CA, satisfy the property that
(v1™,0,...,0) + emyts. .., (0™, 0,...,0) + en)Fy < D iq supp(z(®), for some v € Fot. Tt
follows that Fy = supp(z) + > 7, supp(z®) and so crit(M[CA]) = a +1 = []. Since the
critical exponent is an invariant of code equivalence, the result follows. O

Remark 5.4. An alternative proof of Theorem 5.3 can be given using the equivalent description
of a non-degenerate Fym-[n, k] rank metric code as a g-system and [PSSZ23, Lemma 4.6].

In general, a non-degenerate Fy-[n x m, k] rank-metric code does not necessarily contain a
codeword of rank min(n,m); see for instance Example 5.10. The next result shows that in
some cases we can ensure the existence of such a codeword. We will use the fact that for any
Fg-[n x m, k] matrix code C, with m < n, if k =t - n and max(rk(X) : X € C) < t, then
C =U ®@Fy" for some subspace U of dimension equal to t; see [Mes85, Theorem 3].

Proposition 5.5. Let £ > 2 and let A € GLg,(F;). Let C be an Fy-[¢m x m,m(f — 1)(m — 1)]
non-degenerate rank-metric code. Let I C [¢m] be a set of indices of size m. If the punctured
code II(C, A, I) has dimension equal to m(¢ — 1)(m — 1), then II(C, A, I) contains a codeword
of rank m. In particular, C contains a codeword of rank m.
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Proof. Let I C [¢fm] be a set of size m. Let II(C, A, I) < F:]n(e_l)xm be the code obtained by
deleting the m rows of each matrix in AC' indexed by I. Assume that II(C, A, I) is an Fg-[m(¢ —
1) x my,m(¢ — 1)(m — 1)] code. Towards a contradiction, suppose that every word of II(C, A, I)
has rank at most m — 1. By hypothesis, we have that dim(II(C, A, I)) = m({ — 1)(m — 1).
Therefore, by [Mes85, Theorem 3| C' is degenerate, which is a contradiction to Remark 2.26. O

Computing the critical exponent of M[C] for an arbitrary matrix code is difficult. However,
for the case m = n — 1, we have the following result on matrix codes.

Proposition 5.6. Let C' be an F,-[n x (n — 1), k] non-degenerate code and let M = M][C] be
the g-polymatroid associated to C. Then

crit(M):{ o wzz.

n—1

Proof. 1f the supports of all the codewords of C' are contained in the same hyperplane, then C' is
degenerate and we get a contradiction. Hence, there are at least two codewords M7, My with rank
n — 1 whose supports are contained in two distinct hyperplanes in Fy, then crit(M) = 2, since

colsp(M7) + colsp(Ma) = Fy.
O

We now consider the class of Fg-[n x m,k,d] 1-binomial moment determined (BMD)
rank-metric codes, which are precisely those codes for which

min(n,m) — d < d*-

and which was shown to be the disjoint union of the DQMRD codes and the MRD codes [BCR20].
We will use the following result from [Rav16].

Lemma 5.7. Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k,d] code and let U be a u-dimensional subspace of [y .
Then
Cul = "™ |Cpr.
In particular,
|C!={1 if n —d < u,
v g=me it gt > .

Lemma 5.8. Let n > m and let C' be an Fy-[n x m, k,d] 1-BMD code such that n + d < 2m.
Let U be an (n — m)-dimensional subspace of Fy. Then C_yy # () and hence U™ is a support of
a codeword of C.

Proof. Since C is 1-BMD and n > m, we have d* > m —d > n — m = dim(U) and so from
Lemma 5.7, we have that |Cy| = ¢*™"™™)  Furthermore, if V is any subspace of Fy of

k—m(n—m+1)

dimension n — m + 1, then |Cy| = ¢ . Now,

Cy=C_yU{X € C :colsp(X) < V*, for some V s.t. U <V,dim(V) =n—m+ 1}
=C_y U U Cy,

VU<V,
dim(V)=n—m+1

and so
_ m —m(n—
R YRR P DR Y o U e
VU<V, q
dim(V)=n—m+1
Therefore,

C_y| > qk—m(n—m) (1 _ |:T:| q—m> > 0.
q

It follows that C—y is non-empty and hence C has a codeword whose support is U~. O
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Theorem 5.9. Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k,d] MRD code and let M = M[C]. Then
. n
crit(M) = {a—‘ ,
if one of the following conditions hold:
(1) n<m,
(2) m<n<2m-—d,
(3) k=n=m+ 1.

Proof. Let n < m. We already observed in Lemma 2.29 that MRD codes have the same weight
distribution. Moreover, they exist for every choice of parameters ¢, n, m,d. In particular, given
an Fg-[n x m,m(n —d+ 1),d] MRD code, there exists an Fym-linear MRD code with the same
weight distribution. By Lemma 5.2, then C' has at least one codeword of rank-weight n, hence
in this case crit(M[C]) =1=[2].

Now consider the case 2m —d > n > m. By Lemma 5.8, C_;;1 is non-empty for every U of
dimension m and hence for each such U there exists X € C such that colsp(X) = U. The result
now follows by taking any collection of [*] m-dimensional subspaces whose vector space sum

is Fy. Finally, the case K =n =m — 1 is an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.6. O

Note that in general, the critical exponent of the g-polymatroid associated with an F-[nxm, k]

rank-metric code need not be [%], as next example shows.

Example 5.10. Let C be the (non-degenerate) Fo-[3 X 3,4, 2] code generated by the following
matrices

100 000 01 1 000
o010, [o1o0], [o001], [1 00O
000 00 1 000 110

Every nonzero codeword in C' has the same rank 2, hence, the critical exponent of the g¢-
polymatroid M][C] induced by C is at least 2 (and indeed is exactly 2), which strictly exceeds

-1
In the discussion above, we pointed out that there are several rank-metric codes whose induced

g-(poly)matroid has critical exponent that meets the lower bound (3) with equality. In particular,
we can summarize all the results above in the following corollary.

Corollary 5.11. Let C' be an F4-[n x m, k, d] rank-metric code and let M = M|[C]. If one of
the following conditions is satisfied, then crit(M) = [2].

m
(a) C is Fym-linear and non-degenerate.
(b) m=n—1, k =n and C is non-degenerate.
(¢) n <m and C is MRD.
(d) m <n <2m—dand Cis 1-BMD.

The conditions of Corollary 5.11 are not necessary, as the following example illustrates.

Example 5.12. Let C be the Fo-[4 x 2,3,1] rank-metric code, generated by the following
matrices

10 0 1 0
00 10 0
Xve= o 1| Xe=]] o X .
01 0 1 1

ok =

Note that C' is linear over Fay, but not over Fy, hence condition (a) is not satisfied. Clearly, also
(b)—(d) are not satisfied. However, crit(M[C]) = 2 = n/m, indeed colsp(X) + colsp(Xz) = F3.

It is known that if n < m, the ¢-polymatroid induced by an MRD code is the uniform g¢-
matroid U, — g1, of rank n —d+1, where d is the minimum rank distance of the code. However,
this is not true for n > m; see [GJLR20].
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Corollary 5.13. Let n < m. The uniform ¢g-matroid U}, , is representable over Fym and has
critical exponent crit(Uy,,) = 1.

We point out the similarity between the critical exponent of the matroid induced by an MDS
code and the one of the g-matroid induced by an Fgm-linear MRD code. In the matroid case,
a uniform matroid Uy, that is representable over F, has critical exponent crit(Uy,) < 2. In
particular,

2 ifn=¢q+1and k=2,

crit(Ukn) = {1 otherwise.

Simplex rank-metric codes have been recently defined as the natural counterpart of simplex
Hamming-metric codes from a geometric point of view; see [ABNR22, Ran20]. In these works it
has been shown that simplex rank-metric codes are the only non-degenerate one-weight codes
in the rank-metric, just like simplex codes in the Hamming metric, up to repetition. They are

formally defined as follows.

Definition 5.14. Let £ > 2 and C be an Fgm-[mk, k] non-degenerate code. Then C is a
one-weight code with minimum distance m and it is called a simplex rank-metric code.

As an immediate consequence of Proposition 5.1 we have the following result.

Corollary 5.15. Let & > 2, let C be the Fym-[mk, k, m] simplex rank-metric code and let
M = MIC] be the g-matroid associated to C. Then crit(M) = k.

Note that Us 441 is representable over Fy as an F,-[qg + 1, 2] Hamming-metric code, satisfying
the classical Singleton bound. This code is also a simplex code and in analogy with Corol-
lary 5.15, its critical exponent is equal to the dimension of the code.

6. GENERALISATIONS OF THE CRITICAL THEOREM

In [Bri05], the Critical Theorem was extended in order to describe, to the widest possible
extent, the matroidal properties of a linear code. If we consider the Critical Theorem (either
for representable matroids or g-polymatroids), what is being counted is the number of r-tuples
of codewords with a certain property, namely that the support of the code spanned by these
codewords is equal to a given element A of the underlying support lattice £, which is the Boolean
lattice in the case of matroids and the subspace lattice in the case of ¢g-polymatroids. The Critical
Theorem shows that this quantity is determined by an evaluation of the characteristic polynomial
of the associated (q)-(poly)matroid, and in particular is a function of the ranks of the elements
in the interval [A, 1]. In revisiting this topic, in [Bri05] Britz considered the problem of counting
more general objects arising from a linear code, and showed that if such structures exhibit a
certain level of invariance, then the number of such structures with support equal to A is also
determined by the ranks of the elements in the interval [A, 1]. A similar result can be stated for
g-polymatroids.

Let C be a multiset of elements of a set S. A structure of order 1 over C is a finite multiset or
a finite tuple of elements of C. A structure of order 2 over C is a finite multiset or finite tuple of
structures of order at most 1 over C. We hence recursively construct a structure of order ¢ over
C as either a finite tuple or a finite multiset of structures, each of order at most ¢ — 1 over C.
The ground set of C is the set G(C) := S. More generally, the ground-set of a structure v over C
is the set G(7v) := UaeyG(ar). A collection of structures over C may be defined in terms of a
predicate X', in which case we denote this set of structures by X'(C). Several examples of such
structures are listed in [Bri05, Tables 1 and 2], for the case that C is a multiset of elements of a
union of linear codes, possibly over different finite fields.

Notation 6.1. We adopt the following notation throughout this section.

e 4 denotes the Mobius function on L(E).

o k:=p(E).
e O denotes an arbitrary but fixed Fy-[n x m;, k;] rank-metric code, for each i € [s].
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e For ecach U € L(E), Ut denotes the image of U under an arbitrary but fixed anti-
automorphism of L(E). '
o M[CD] = (L(E),p:), i-e., pi(U) := dimp, (CD) — diqu(C(Ul)), for each i € [s].

We assume that M[C(],. .., M[C®)] are all scaling-equivalent to the (¢, m)-polymatroid M =
(L(E),p). That is, we assume that for each i € [s], there exists a positive ¢; € Q such that
p(U) = £;ip;(U) for each U € L(F). This means in particular that k = ¢;k; for each i € [s].

We will be concerned with structures over C for which C = (C(l), R C(S)).

Definition 6.2. We say that the predicate X is invariant if the cardinality of X ((C(1), ..., C®)))
depends only on ((my,£1),...,(ms,¢s)) and k. If X is invariant, we denote this cardinality by
O(X; ((my, ;) = i € [s]); k). If (my,4;) = (N, L) for some positive integers N, L for each i € [s],
we will use the notation ©(X; (N, L); k).

For any structure v over the multiset C = (C(l), ce ,C(S)) we define the support of v to be
supp(7y) = ZXEQ(v) colsp(X). In other words, the support of v is the sum of the column spaces
of the elements of the ground set of ~.

Lemma 6.3. Let C' be an Fy-[n x m, k| code and let M = M[C]. Let U € L(E). Then
M[Cy] = (L(E), pv), where py(V) := p(U + V) — p(U) for all V € L(E).
Proof. We have py(V) = dim(Cy) — dim((Cy)y) for all V € L(E) by definition. Since

(Cu)y ={X € C:colsp(X) <UL NV} ={X € C:colsp(X) < (U+V)} =Cuv,
we get py (V) = dim(Cy) — dim(Cuyv) =k — p(U) = (k= p(U +V)) = p(U + V) = p(U). O
Lemma 6.4. Let X’ be an invariant predicate and let U € L(E). Then

e 2@, Y = O(X: (mi ) i € [s):k — p(U)).

Proof. From Lemma 6.3, for each i € [s], M[C'[(Ji)] = (L(E), pi,y) where p;y(V) = pi(U+V) —
pi(U). Let My = (L(E), pv), be the g-polymatroid for which py (V) := p(U + V) — p(U) for
all V € L(E). Then for each i € [s], tipiu(V) = py(V) for all V € L(E) and hence M[Cy] is

scaling-equivalent to My and ¢;p; y(E) = py(E) = k — p(U). Since X is invariant, the result
now follows. [l

The following is an extension of the Critical Theorem. We will apply it to counting the
number of structures over C whose support is equal to a fixed element of L(FE).

Theorem 6.5. Let X be an invariant predicate and let C = (C(l), e ,C’(s)). Then for every
U < FE, we have:

{y € X(C) :supp(r) = U = D w(U V)O(X; ((mi, 4:) < i € [s]);k — p(V)).
Ve|U,E|
Proof. Let W € L(E). By definition, for any v € X(C) we have that supp(v) = >_ y¢g(y) colsp(X).

Therefore, we have that supp(y) < W+ if and only if colsp(X) < W+ for each X € G(v). In par-
ticular, we have that a structure over C has support contained in W= if and only if it is a structure

over (C’I(/‘lf), cee C(s)) For each i, we have that M[C(i)} = (L(E), pi,w) where lip; w(Z) = pw(Z)
for all Z € L(E). Also, d1m(C< )) ki — pi(W) = ;1 (k — p(W)). By the invariance of X, from
Lemma 6.4 we have that [{y € X(C"(,[l,),...,C"(,;))}\ = 0(X;((mg, 4;) i € [s]);k — p(W)). Tt
follows that for all U € L(F), we have:
{7 e X(C) :supp(n) ST} = 3 O; (i, ) :1 € [s]): Kk — p(V)).
Vel|U,E]
The result now follows by applying Mobius inversion. O

We obtain other generalisations of the Critical Theorem by appropriate specialisations of
Theorem 6.5. We mention a few here.
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1. We retrieve Theorem 4.3 by setting X' (C) = {(X1,...,Xs) : X; € C}, which is a collection
of structures of order 1 over C for some Fy-[n x m, k] rank-metric code C. Then

O(X;(m,1);k—pU)) = {(X1,...,Xs) : X; € C,colsp(X;)) < Ut,ie [s]}

= |CU|S = qs(k_p(U))_

2. If we set X(C) = {(X1,...,X,) : X; € CW, i € [s]}, then we retrieve a g-analogue of
[Kun96, Theorem 4.3]. We have

O(X; (mi ) =i € [s)):k — p(U)) = [{(X; i € [s]) : colsp(Xy) < UMY = [ 1O
=1

This yields that:

{7y € X(C) :supp() = UMY = Y w(O W] ICY]
Ve[U,E] i=1

— Z M(Ujv)ﬁqffl(k*p(V))_

VelU,E| i=1

3. Let X(C) = {(D1,...,D,) : D; < C9 dim(D;) = d; i € [s]}. That is, X(C) is the
structure of s-tuples of F-subcodes of C@ of dimension d;. Then

O (mi, )+ € (8D = () = {3 € () s supn() < 0 = [T |~

i=1

and so

S

~1
[{y € X(C) : supp(y) = U+}| = Z w(U,V) H [Zi (k ;ZP(V))}

Ve[U,E) i=1 q

This gives a g-analogue of [Bri05, Corollary 7].
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APPENDIX A.

In Figure 3 we illustrate the minors described in Example 3.7, along with their characteristic

polynomials.
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FIGURE 3. Minors of a (2, 3)-polymatroid and their characteristic polynomials.
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In Table 1 we provide some examples (computed using the MAGMA software package [BCP97])

to compare the lower bound that we provided in Proposition 5.1 with the actual critical exponent

(CE) of some g-polymatroids induced by rank-metric codes.
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TABLE 1. Critical exponents of some representable g-polymatroids
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