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THERE ARE NO GOOD INFINITE FAMILIES OF TORIC CODES

JASON P. BELL, SEAN MONAHAN, MATTHEW SATRIANO, KAREN SITU, AND ZHENG XIE

Abstract. Soprunov and Soprunova introduced the notion of a good infinite family of toric
codes. We prove that such good families do not exist by proving a more general Szemerédi-
type result: for all c ∈ (0, 1] and all positive integers N , subsets of density at least c in
{0, 1, . . . , N − 1}n contain hypercubes of arbitrarily large dimension as n grows.

1. Introduction

After the pioneering work of Hamming in the 1940s and 50s [Ham50], error-correcting codes
have been of central importance for our modern technologies, and have had wide connections
to theoretical areas of mathematics such as number theory and algebraic geometry. Following
the foundational work of Goppa [Gop81; Gop82] on algebraic-geometric codes – extending the
famous Reed-Solomon code [RS60] – Tsfasman and Vlăduţ [TV91] established a framework
for constructing error-correcting codes from algebraic varieties. Applying this framework to
the class of toric varieties has seen great success due to the combinatorial nature of these
objects which is well-suited for performing explicit computations.

Toric codes were first introduced by Hansen [Han00; Han02] and have subsequently been
studied by a number of authors, including Joyner, Little, Schenck, Schwarz, Ruano, So-
prunov, and Soprunova [Joy04; LS06; LS07; Rua07; SS09; SS10]. These codes are built from
the following data. Fix a prime power q, which determines a finite field Fq, and let P be an
integral polytope which is contained in the hypercube [0, q − 2]n in R

n. One can construct
the toric code CP := CP (Fq) associated to P as the image of an explicit injective linear map

Fq{P ∩Z
n} → F

(q−1)n

q ; see, for example, [Dol+22, Section 2] for more details. For simplicity,
we often refer to just the polytope P rather than the code CP .

There are three key quantities associated to an error-correcting code, which have pleasant
descriptions in the case of the toric code CP : the block length, which is simply (q − 1)n;
the dimension, which is the number of lattice points in P , i.e. |P ∩ Z

n|; and the minimum
distance, which is the minimum Hamming distance over all nonzero vectors in CP (see
[Dol+22, Definition 2.4]).

To determine if a toric code is “good” from a coding-theoretic perspective, one considers
the relationships between these three quantities. In particular, one wants both the dimension
and the minimum distance to be large relative to the block length. That is, one wants the
relative minimum distance

d(P ) :=
minimum distance of CP

(q − 1)n
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1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.00243v1


and the information rate

R(P ) :=
|P ∩ Z

n|

(q − 1)n

to be large.1 The difficulty in finding good toric codes is that d(P ) and R(P ) are inversely
related: as one becomes larger, the other becomes small.

In [SS10], Soprunov and Soprunova consider infinite families of toric codes with a fixed
value of q. Since they do not write down a formal definition, we refer to [Dol+22]. Recall
that q is a fixed prime power.

Definition 1.1 ([Dol+22, Definition 3.1]). An infinite family of toric codes is a sequence
{Pi}i of nonempty integral convex polytopes satisfying Pi ⊆ [0, q − 2]ni ⊆ R

ni such that
ni → ∞ as i → ∞, and the sequences {d(Pi)}i and {R(Pi)}i converge.

Note that Soprunov and Soprunova mainly consider the case where ni = i, so Definition 1.1
is more general. They are interested in infinite families of toric codes which are good in the
sense mentioned above.

Definition 1.2 ([SS10, Section 4], cf. [Dol+22, Definition 3.2]). An infinite family of toric
codes {Pi}i is called good if both d(Pi) and R(Pi) approach positive constants as i → ∞.

Soprunov and Soprunova showed that certain explicit constructions of toric codes did
not produce good families, and they say, “It would be interesting to find an infinite good
family of toric codes”. This motivated the work of Dolorfino et al. [Dol+22] in which they
conjecture that there are no good infinite families of toric codes. To support this conjecture,
they introduce the following statistic for polytopes.

Definition 1.3 ([Dol+22, Definition 4.1]). Given an integral convex polytope P , let

M(P ) := max{ m | ∃ a unimodular affine transformation A such that A([0, 1]m) ⊆ P}.

That is, M(P ) measures the dimension of the largest unit hypercube contained in P . The
expectation is that, if M(P ) is large, then the number of lattice points in P should be large.
In [Dol+22, Proposition 4.2] they show that, for any infinite family of toric codes {Pi}i, if the
sequence {M(Pi)}i is unbounded, then d(Pi) → 0 as i → ∞. In particular, this implies that
if {M(Pi)}i is unbounded, then {Pi}i is not a good family. Thus, to determine if there are
good infinite families of toric codes, one may restrict to the case where {M(Pi)}i is bounded.
In this case, Dolorfino et al. make the following conjecture, which would imply that {Pi}i is
not a good family in the case where {M(Pi)}i is bounded.

Conjecture 1.4 ([Dol+22, Conjecture 4.3]). If {Pi}i is an infinite family of toric codes such
that {M(Pi)}i is bounded, then R(Pi) → 0 as i → ∞.

Our first main theorem addresses this conjecture.

Theorem 1.5. Conjecture 1.4 is true. Therefore, there are no good infinite families of toric
codes (in the sense of Definition 1.2).

1Note that we use d(P ) for the relative minimum distance, even though some sources such as [Dol+22]
use d(CP ) to denote the minimum distance and δ(CP ) for the relative minimum distance. We prefer to
reserve δ for the density of a subset.
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In fact, Theorem 1.5 follows from a more general theorem regarding subsets of large density,

which we now describe. Given an inclusion of finite sets X ⊆ Y , we let δY (X) := |X|
|Y |

be the

density of X in Y ; frequently Y is understood from context, in which case δY (X) is written
simply as δ(X).

There is a general principle, central both in additive combinatorics and ergodic theory,
that sufficiently dense sets should have structure. A well-known instance of this philosophy
is Szemerédi’s Theorem [Sze75] which shows that dense subsets in Z have arithmetic pro-
gressions. In the context of toric codes, the information rate R(P ) is precisely the density
of P ∩ Z

n in {0, 1, . . . , q − 2}n.

The following theorem is our main result. Notice that Theorem 1.7 holds for arbitrary
finite sets, not just polytopes, and we are able to replace the prime power q with any integer
N ≥ 2.

Notation 1.6. If S is a finite set of points in Z
n, we let M(S) := M(Conv(S)), where

Conv(S) ⊆ R
n is the convex hull of S and M(Conv(S)) is interpreted via Definition 1.3.

Theorem 1.7. Fix N ≥ 2 and c ∈ (0, 1), and let

fN(n, c) := inf{M(S) | S ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}n, δ(S) ≥ c}.

Then

lim
n→∞

fN (n, c)

log2 n
= 1.

Remark 1.8. Theorem 1.5 follows from Theorem 1.7 by taking N = q − 1 and viewing the
polytope Pi ⊆ [0, q − 2]ni as the finite set of lattice points P ∩ Z

ni ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}ni. In
fact, Theorem 1.7 tells us that, for any infinite family of toric codes {Pi}i where {R(Pi)}i
converges to a value in (0, 1), the sequence {M(Pi)}i grows logarithmically in ni.

Our paper adds to the literature of Szemerédi-style results, proving that for n ≫ 0, dense
subsets of {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}n must contain arbitrarily large hypercubes (up to a unimodular
transformation).

Notice that Theorem 1.7 does not include the cases of c = 0 or c = 1. When c = 1,
we have fN(n, 1) = n for all n. On the other hand, in the case when c = 0, we show the
following.

Theorem 1.9. Let N ≥ 2 be a positive integer and suppose that for each n ≥ 0 we have a
subset Sn ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1}n. If

lim sup
n→∞

logN(|Sn|)

n
= 1,

then lim supnM(Sn) = ∞ as n → ∞. Furthermore this is optimal in the following sense:
given ǫ > 0, we can find a family of subsets Sn ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , N−1}n with {M(Sn)}n uniformly

bounded and logN (|Sn|)
n

> 1− ǫ for every n.

The quantity lim supi
log

N
(|Pi∩Zni |)
ni

is known as the entropy ent({Pi}i); see [CMS03, Equa-

tion (2)]. Thus, Theorem 1.9 yields the following corollary which shows that, even if one
replaces the condition on {R(Pi)}i in Definition 1.2 with the condition that ent({Pi}i) = 1,
then such infinite families of toric codes still do not exist.
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Corollary 1.10. Let {Pi}i be an infinite family of toric codes. If ent({Pi}i) = 1, then
d(Pi) → 0 as i → ∞.

Proof. Theorem 1.9 shows that lim supi M(Pi) = ∞, and [Dol+22, Proposition 4.2] shows
this implies d(Pi) → 0. �

The remainder of this paper is dedicated to proving Theorem 1.7 and Theorem 1.9.
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2. Lower bound for the growth rate of fN

Throughout this paper, N ≥ 2 is fixed so we suppress it in the notation fN . All logarithms
without an explicit base are taken with base N . For any non-negative integer k, we let

[k] := {0, 1 . . . , k − 1}.

Our goal in this section is to give the following lower bound for f .

Proposition 2.1. For all c ∈ (0, 1],

lim inf
n→∞

f(n, c)

log2(n)
≥ 1.

We begin with a preliminary result which says that if we have sufficiently many sets of
density at least c, then there must be a sufficiently large intersection.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose c ∈ (0, 1], t ≥ 2
c
, and we have subsets X1, . . . , Xt ⊆ [k] each of density

at least c. Then there exist distinct i and j such that

δ(Xi ∩Xj) ≥
2

(2
c
+ 1)2

Proof. Shrinking our collection of sets, if necessary, we may assume t = ⌈2
c
⌉. Then the

inclusion-exclusion principle says

k ≥
∑

i

|Xi| −
∑

i<j

|Xi ∩Xj|.

Dividing by k and letting m = maxi<j δ(Xi ∩Xj), we see

m

(

t

2

)

≥
∑

i

δ(Xi)− 1 ≥ tc− 1.

Since tc ≥ 2 and
(

t
2

)

≤ t2

2
≤ 1

2
(2
c
+ 1)2, we see m ≥ 2

( 2
c
+1)2

, as desired. �
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Next, we relateM(S) for a given set S to the M-value of a set living in a lower-dimensional
space by considering elements in S with a specified “prefix”.

Lemma 2.3. Let S ⊆ [N ]n, 1 ≤ r < n, and a, b ∈ [N ]r distinct. We let

Tx := {p ∈ [N ]n−r | x× p ∈ S}

for x ∈ {a, b}. Then

M(S) ≥ M(Ta ∩ Tb) + 1.

Proof. Let m = M(Ta∩Tb). By definition, we have an affine injection ι : {0, 1}m → Ta∩Tb.
We extend this to a map ι′ : {0, 1}m+1 → S where ι′(0, y) = a× ι(y) and ι′(1, y) = b× ι(y).
Note that ι′ is an injection because ι is injective and a 6= b. Furthermore, ι′ is an affine map;
indeed, there exists a matrix A and vector z such that ι(y) = Ay + z, hence

ι′(w, y) =

[

b− a 0
0 A

] [

w
y

]

+

[

a
z

]

.

As a result, M(S) ≥ m+ 1. �

Combining the above two lemmas, we obtain an inductive lower bound on f .

Proposition 2.4. For c ∈ (0, 1] and n > ⌈log(8c−2)⌉, we have

f(n, c) ≥ f
(

n− ⌈log(8c−2)⌉, 2c2(c+ 4)−2
)

+ 1.

Proof. Let S ⊆ [N ]n with δ(S) ≥ c. For each 1 ≤ r < n, let

kr :=
∣

∣

∣

{

a ∈ [N ]r | δ(Ta) ≥
c

2

}
∣

∣

∣

with Ta defined as in Lemma 2.3. Since S =
∐

a(a× Ta), we see

c ≤ δ(S) =
1

Nn

∑

a

|Ta| =
1

N r

∑

a

δ(Ta)

≤
kr
N r

+
N r

N r
·
c

2
=

kr
N r

+
c

2
;

the first inequality on the second line uses the bound δ(Ta) ≤ 1 for all a with δ(Ta) ≥
c
2
, of

which there are kr, and uses the bound δ(Ta) ≤
c
2
for the remaining a, of which there are at

most N r.

It follows that for r ≥ log(8c−2), we have

kr ≥
c

2
N r ≥

2

c/2
.

Hence, considering those a with δ(Ta) ≥ c
2
, Lemma 2.2 tells us there exist a 6= b with

δ(Ta ∩ Tb) ≥
2c2

(c+4)2
. It follows then from Lemma 2.3 that

M(S) ≥ M(Ta ∩ Tb) + 1 ≥ f(n− r, 2c2(c+ 4)−2) + 1.

In particular, we may take r = ⌈log(8c−2)⌉. �

We turn now to the proof of the main result of this section.
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Proof of Proposition 2.1. For all sufficiently small ǫ > 0, we have

(2.5)
1

1 + log2(1 +
ǫ
6
)
≥ 1−

ǫ

2

since the Taylor expansion shows (1 + log2(1 + x
6
))−1 = 1 − x

6 log 2
+ O(x2) as x → 0. By

definition, f(n, c) ≥ f(n, c′) if c′ ≤ c. Thus, we may freely replace c by a smaller value. In
particular, we may assume

log c ≤
3

ǫ
min

(

log
2

25
,−(1 + log 8)

)

.

Letting α := 2 + ǫ
3
, the above two inequalities imply

2c2

(c+ 4)2
≥

2c2

25
≥ cα and n− ⌈log(8c−2)⌉ ≥ n + α log c.

Then Proposition 2.4 tells us if n > ⌈log(8c−2)⌉, then

f(n, c) ≥ f
(

n− ⌈log(8c−2)⌉, 2c2(c+ 4)−2
)

+ 1 ≥ f
(

n− ⌈log(8c−2)⌉, cα
)

+ 1.

Thus, if we let

h : R× (0, 2−1] → R× (0, 2−1], h(x, y) := (x+ α log c, cα),

we find

f(n, c) ≥ max{m | x-coordinate of hm(n, c) ≥ 1}.

Since hm(x, y) = (x+ αm+1−1
α−1

log y, yα
m

), we see

f(n, c) ≥

⌊

logα

(

(1− n)(α− 1)

log c
+ 1

)⌋

− 1.

For n ≥ 2, we have logα(
n

n−1
) ≤ logα 2, and so

f(n, c) ≥ logα

(

(n− 1)(α− 1)

log(c−1)

)

− 1 ≥ logα n− β(c)

where

β(c) := logα 2 + logα log(c
−1)− logα(α− 1) + 2

is a constant depending only on c.

Next,

logα n =
(log2 n)(log 2)

log(2 + ǫ
3
)

=
log2 n

1 + log2(1 +
ǫ
6
)
≥

(

1−
ǫ

2

)

log2 n,

where the last inequality uses Eq. (2.5). Hence,

f(n, c) ≥
(

1−
ǫ

2

)

log2 n− β(c) ≥ (1− ǫ) log2 n

for n sufficiently large. �

6



3. Proof of the main theorems

Having given a lower bound for fN in Proposition 2.1, we can complete the proof of
Theorem 1.7 by giving the following upper bound.

Proposition 3.1. Let c ∈ (0, 1], let N ≥ 2 be an integer, and let ǫ > 0. Then there
exists a family of sets Sn ⊆ [N ]n such that lim infn δ(Sn) ≥ c and, for sufficiently large n,
M(Sn) ≤ (1 + ǫ) log2(n).

Proof. It suffices to prove this in the case when c = 1. For n ≥ 3, we let cn = 1 −
1/N ⌊log(log(n))⌋. Observe that for n sufficiently large we have

(3.2) log(4) + n(1 + ǫ log2(n) + 1) < n1+ǫ/2 log(1/cn),

since

log(1/cn) > 1/(2N ⌊log log(n)⌋) > 1/(2N2 log(log(n))) > 1/(2 log(n)2)

for n large.

We let n ≥ 3 be such that the inequality in Eq. (3.2) holds and we pick a positive integer
r in the interval ((1 + ǫ/2) log2(n), (1 + ǫ) log2(n)).

Observe that an injective affine linear map from {0, 1}r to [N ]n is uniquely determined
by the images of e1, . . . , er, e1 + · · · + er, where ei ∈ {0, 1}r denotes the vector with a 1 in
the i-th coordinate and zeros in every other coordinate. Since there are at most Nn choices
for each vectors, we see there are at most Nn(r+1) injective affine linear maps from {0, 1}r

to [N ]n. We let Q1, . . . , QL ⊆ [N ]n with L ≤ Nn(r+1) denote the distinct images of these
injective maps.

We now consider events X1, . . . , XL, where Xi is the event that a subset of [N ]n of density
c′ contains the set Qi. The set Qi has size 2r and so the probability that a subset of [N ]n of
density cn contains Qi is given by

(

Nn − 2r

Nncn − 2r

)(

Nn

Nncn

)−1

=

2r−1
∏

i=0

Nncn − i

Nn − i
.

Since cn < 1, we see that (Nncn− i)(Nn− i)−1 < cn for i = 0, . . . , 2r−1, and so the event Xi

occurs with probability at most c2
r

n . By the Lovasz Local Lemma [Spe94, Lecture 8], there
is a nonzero chance that none of the events X1, . . . , XL occur, provided 4L · c2

r

n < 1 and
since L ≤ Nn(r+1), it is enough to have the inequality log(4)+n(r+1) < 2r log(1/cn). Since
r > (1 + ǫ/2) log2(n), we then see it is sufficient to have the inequality

log(4) + n(1 + ǫ log2(n) + 1) < n1+ǫ/2 log(1/cn),

which holds for n large by Eq. (3.2).

It follows that for n sufficiently large there exists a set S ⊆ [N ]n of density cn that contains
none of Q1, . . . , QL and hence M(S) < r < (1 + ǫ) log2(n). The result follows. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. The result follows immediately from the lower bound given in
Proposition 2.1 and the upper bound given in Proposition 3.1. �

We now prove Theorem 1.9.
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Proof of Theorem 1.9. Notice that if we have an infinite subset T of N and we have a
family of sets {Sn}n∈T with Sn ⊆ {0, . . . , N − 1}n such that lim log(|Sn|)/n = 1 then if we

let cn = δ(Sn), we have c
1/n
n → 1. Thus it suffices to show that f(n, cn) → ∞ as n → ∞

whenever cn ∈ (0, 1] is a sequence of positive numbers with c
1/n
n → 1.

To show this, suppose towards a contradiction that there exists an infinite subset T of N

and a sequence of positive real numbers {cn}n∈T with c
1/n
n → 1 such that lim inf f(n, cn) < ∞.

Then we may select such a sequence {cn} with lim inf f(n, cn) = m < ∞, with m minimal
among all such sequences.

Let ǫ > 0. Then since c
1/n
n → 1, we have cn > q−ǫn for n sufficiently large. In particular,

for n sufficiently large we have log(8c−2
n ) < log(8) + 2ǫn < n, and so by Proposition 2.4,

f(n, cn) ≥ f
(

n− ⌈log(8c−2
n )⌉, 2c2n(cn + 4)−2

)

+ 1.

We now let bn = 2c2n/(cn+4)2. Then b
1/n
n → 1 and since n−⌈log(8c−2

n )⌉ → ∞ as n → ∞, we
see by minimality of m that f

(

n − ⌈log(8c−2
n )⌉, 2c2n(cn + 4)−2

)

≥ m for n sufficiently large.
But this now gives that f(n, cn) ≥ m+ 1 for n sufficiently large, a contradiction. It follows

that f(n, cn) → ∞ whenever c
1/n
n → 1, giving the first part of Theorem 1.9.

To prove the assertion about optimality, we again use the Lovasz Local Lemma. We fix
ǫ > 0 and pick r such that 2r−1/(r + 3) > 1/ǫ. As in the proof of Proposition 3.1, there are
at most Nn(r+1) injective affine linear maps from {0, 1}r to [N ]n, and each one has image
of size 2r. We let Q1, . . . , QL ⊆ [N ]n with L ≤ Nn(r+1) denote the distinct images of these
injective maps and let Xi be event that a subset of [N ]n of density cn := N−⌊ǫn⌋ contains the
set Qi for i = 1, . . . , L.

As in the proof of Proposition 3.1, the event Xi occurs with probability at most c2
r

n . To
show that there is a nonzero probability that no Xi occurs, by the Lovasz Local Lemma it
suffices to show that 4Lc2

r

n < 1. Using the fact that L ≤ Nn(r+1), we see for n sufficiently
large we have

4Lc2
r

n ≤ 4 ·Nn(r+1)N−2r⌊ǫn⌋

≤ 4 ·Nn(r+1) ·N−2r(ǫn−1)

≤ N2 ·Nn(r+1)−2rǫn/2

≤ Nn(r+3)−2r−1ǫn,

which is strictly smaller than 1 by our choice of r. It follows that for n large, there is
a subset Sn of {0, . . . , N − 1}n with density at least N−⌊ǫn⌋ such that M(Sn) ≤ r. In
particular, |Sn| ≥ N (1−ǫ)n, completing the proof. �
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