arXiv:2202.06237v1 [math.CO] 13 Feb 2022

Codes and Designs in Johnson Graphs From Symplectic Actions on Quadratic Forms

John Bamberg, Alice Devillers, Mark Ioppolo, Cheryl E. Praeger

Centre for the Mathematics of Symmetry and Computation, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, The University of Western Australia.

Abstract

The Johnson graph Jpv, kq has as vertices the k-subsets of V “ t1, . . . , vu, and two vertices are joined by an edge if their intersection has size k ´ 1. An Xstrongly incidence-transitive code in Jpv, kq is a proper vertex subset Γ such that the subgroup X of graph automorphisms leaving Γ invariant is transitive on the set Γ of ‘codewords’, and for each codeword Δ, the setwise stabiliser X_Δ is transitive on Δ ^ pVzΔq. We classify the X-strongly incidence-transitive codes in Jpv, kq for which X is the symplectic group Sp_{2n}p2q acting as a 2-transitive permutation group of degree 2^{2n´1} ˘ 2^{n´1}, where the stabiliser X_Δ of a codeword Δ is contained in a geometric maximal subgroup of X. In particular, we construct two new infinite families of strongly incidence-transitive codes associated with the reducible maximal subgroups of Sp_{2n}p2q.

Keywords: codes in graphs; Johnson graphs; finite symplectic groups; Aschbacher classification; strongly incidence-transitive.

MSN Classification: 05C25; 05E18; 20B25; 94B25

1 Introduction

Let V be a finite set of cardinality v ą 1 and let k be an integer which satisfies 1 ă k ă v ´ 1. We denote by

`_V k ˘ the set of all k-sets (k-element subsets) of V. The Johnson graph JpV, kq is a graph with vertex set

`_V k ˘ , where a vertex pair Δ_1, Δ_2 P

`_V k ˘ is joined by an edge if and only if |Δ_1 X Δ_2| “ k ´ 1. If Δ is a k-set then we write Δ “ VzΔ, the complement of Δ in V. The complementing map s which swaps each k-set with its complement defines a graph isomorphism from JpV, kq to JpV, v ´ kq, and in particular s is an automorphism of JpV, kq if k “ v{2. In addition, the natural action of the symmetric group SympVq on

`_V k ˘ induces a subgroup of automorphisms of JpV, kq. If k ‰ v{2 then SympVq is the full automorphism group, while if k “ v{2 then the automorphism group of JpV, kq is twice as large, namely SympVq ^ xsy, see [6, Theorem 9.1.2].

A code in JpV, kq is a non-empty vertex subset Γ Ď

`_V k ˘ and the elements of Γ are called codewords. We call Γ complete if Γ “

`_V k ˘ . The automorphism group AutpΓq of a code Γ in JpV, kq is the full subgroup of graph automorphisms which leave Γ invariant. Strongly incidence-transitive codes in Johnson graphs were introduced by Robert Liebler and the fourth author in connection with their investigations of neighbour-transitive codes in Johnson graphs [18], and are defined as follows.

Definition 1.1 A code Γ in JpV, kq is called X´strongly incidence-transitive if X is a subgroup of AutpΓq X SympVq which acts transitively on Γ, and for each codeword Δ P Γ, the setwise stabiliser X_Δ acts transitively on Δ ^ Δ.

The complementing map s maps each code Γ in JpV, kq to its complementary code Γ Ď JpV, v ´ kq, where Γ “ tΔ | Δ P Γu “ tΔ^s | Δ P Γu. From Definition 1.1 it is clear that Γ Ď JpV, kq is X´strongly incidence-transitive if and only if its complementary code Γ is X´strongly incidence-transitive. The research of Liebler and Praeger [18], of Neunhöffer and Praeger [20], and of Durante [11] (see also the exposition in [21]), led to the discovery of several new infinite families of strongly incidence-transitive codes, but also left a major unresolved question concerning the existence of strongly incidence-transitive codes constructed from the 2-transitive actions of the symplectic group Sp_{2n}p2q of degrees 2^{n´1}p2^n ` eq, for e P t1, ´1u. We provide a brief overview of these actions for the purpose of stating the Main Theorem of this paper. Further discussion is available in Section 3.

Let X “ Sp_{2n}p2q and let B denote an X-invariant symplectic form defined on V “ F^{2n}_2 . We say pV, Bq “ pF^{2n}_2 , Bq is a symplectic space. We denote by Q (or QpV q if we need to specify the vector space) the set of all quadratic forms φ : V Ñ F_2 which polarise to B, that is, which satisfy the equation Bpx, yq “ φpx ` yq ´ φpxq ´ φpyq, for all x, y P V . For ε P t`, ´u we denote by Q^ε the set of all elements in Q of type ε. If φ P Q and U is a subspace of V then we denote the restriction of φ to U by φ_U : U Ñ F_2 . The symplectic group X admits a pair of distinct 2-transitive actions on the sets Q^ε of degrees 2^{n´1}p2^n `eq where e “ 1 if ε “ ` and e “ ´1 if ε “ ´; these are known as the Jordan-Steiner actions. From this point on, we use a slight abuse of notation and replace e with ε, so that for instance, we can write |Q^ε| “ 2^{n´1}p2^n ` εq. In other words, depending on the context, ε P t`, ´u (when describing the type of a quadratic form) or ε P t1, ´1u (when counting anything), and this is not ambiguous. For φ P Q we define singpφq “ tx P V | φpxq “ 0u. Following [18, Problem 1], the present article contributes to the classification of strongly incidence-transitive codes associated with the Jordan-Steiner actions. We construct two new infinite families of X-strongly incidence-transitive codes, and prove that these are the only examples for which the stabiliser of a codeword is contained in a geometric maximal subgroup of Sp_{2n}p2q (see Theorem 1.5 below). Note that Sp_{2n}p2q is 2-transitive on Q^ε, and therefore each code can be viewed as the block-set of a balanced incomplete block design with point-set Q^ε.

In the remainder of this paper, pF^{2n}_2 , Bq is a symplectic space and Q^ε is the set of quadratic forms on F^{2n}_2 , of type ε, polarising to B. Next we give the two constructions mentioned above.

Construction 1.2 Let ε, ε^1 P t`, ´u and n, d P Z such that n ě 2, 1 ď d ď n ´ 1 and pn, d, εq ‰ p2, 1, `q, and let k “ 2^{n´2}p2^d ` ε^1qp2^{n´d} ` εε^1q. The code Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q in JpQ^ε, kq consists of one codeword ΔpUq for each 2d-dimensional nondegenerate subspace U, namely ΔpUq is the set of all the quadratic forms φ P Q^ε such that φ_U is of type ε^1 and φ_U K is of type εε^1.

To clarify, type εε^1 means ` if ε “ ε^1 and ´ if ε ‰ ε^1 (we think of εε^1 as a product, using the convention that ` corresponds to 1 and ´ corresponds to ´1, as above). The construction makes sense even if pn, d, εq “ p2, 1, `q, but in this case it produces codes in the complete graph K_{10} “ Jp10, kq with k P t1, 9u. Thus we disregard this case. We note that in Construction 1.2, the code Γpn, d, ε, ´ε^1q is the complementary code of Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q. Moreover, by replacing U by U^K in Construction 1.2, we see that Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q “ Γpn, n ´ d, ε, εε^1q. In particular we note that, for n even, Γpn,^n_2 , ´, ´q “ Γpn,^n_2 , ´, `q, and that this code is self-complementary (that is to say, it is equal to its complementary code). In Theorem 5.6, we determine the full automorphism groups of the codes Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q, and prove that they are Sp_{2n}p2q-strongly incidence-transitive. We have not been able to determine the minimum distance in general, but we make the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1.3 The minimum distance of the code Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q is 2^{2n´4} unless ε “ ` and d “ pn ˘ 1q{2, in which case it is 2^{2n´4} ´ 2^{n´3}.

In Corollary 5.8 we prove that these quantities are upper bounds for the minimum distance, and computations using Magma [4] show that they are the correct values in all cases when n ď 5.

Construction 1.4 Let ε P t`, ´u, δ P t0, 1u, and n, d P Z such that n ě 2, 1 ď d ď n, and pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q, and let k “ # 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d} ` εq if δ “ 0 2^{2n´d´1}p2^d ´ 1q if δ “ 1.

(1.1)

The code Γpn, d, ε, δq in JpQ^ε, kq consists of one codeword Δ^δpUq for each d-dimensional totally-isotropic subspace U, namely Δ^δpUq “ tφ P Q^ε | dimpsingpφq X Uq “ d ´ δu.

We note that in Construction 1.4, the code Γpn, d, ε, δq is the complementary code of Γpn, d, ε, 1 ´ δq. Also, we note that the condition pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q is necessary since there are no n-dimensional totally isotropic subspaces if ε “ ´. In Theorem 5.21, we determine the full automorphism groups of the codes Γpn, d, ε, δq, and prove that they are Sp_{2n}p2q-strongly incidence-transitive. Then in Theorem 5.22 we determine the minimum distance D; the value of D depends on the parameters, but in all cases D ě 2^{n´2}.

By a geometric subgroup of Sp_{2n}p2q we mean a subgroup of a maximal geometric subgroup contained in one of the ‘geometric Aschbacher classes’ C_1-C_8 which are defined in [1], and are summarised in Table 1. Detailed information about the maximal subgroups of Sp_{2n}p2q is readily available in [5, 16].

Theorem 1.5 (Main Theorem) Let Γ be a code in JpQ^ε, kq, for some k satisfying 1 ă k ă |Q^ε| ´ 1. Suppose that X “ Sp_{2n}p2q ď AutpΓqXSympQ^εq, and that Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive. Suppose also that the stabiliser of a codeword Δ is a geometric subgroup of Sp_{2n}p2q. Then Γ arises from Construction 1.2 or 1.4.

Remark 1.6 We make a few comments.

(a) In Theorem 1.5, 2 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2, so |Q^ε| ě 4, and it follows that n ě 2 and |Q^ε| ě 6.

(b) If Γ is a nonempty subset of `_{Qε} k ˘ with k P t2, |Q^ε| ´ 2u, then it follows from the 2-transitivity of X on Q^ε that Γ “ `_{Qε} k ˘ . Thus AutpΓq contains SympQ^εq, and in fact equality holds since k ‰ |Q^ε|{2 because of the restrictions noted in part (a). If Γ were X-strongly incidence-transitive then, by Definition 1.1, the stabiliser in X of a codeword Δ would be transitive on Δ ^ pQ^εzΔq. Hence if |Δ| “ 2 then the pointwise stabiliser of Δ would be transitive on Q^εzΔ, and similarly, if |Q^εzΔ| “ 2 then the pointwise stabiliser of Q^εzΔ would be transitive on Δ. In either case it would follow that X is 3-transitive on Q^ε. This is the case if and only if pn, εq “ p2, ´q and the code Γ is therefore Γp2, 1, ´, 0q “

`_{Q´} 2 ˘ or its complement Γp2, 1, ´, 1q “

`_{Q´} 4 ˘ as in Construction 1.4. In these cases, k is 2 or |Q^´| ´ 2 “ 4 respectively, and AutpΓq “ Sp_4p2q “ SympQ^εq – Symp6q. These examples are complete codes, which are not very interesting.

(c) There is another complete code: Γp2, 1, ´, `q “ Γp2, 1, ´, ´q “

`_{Q´} 3 ˘ as in Construction 1.2. In this case, k “ 3, and AutpΓq “ Sp_4p2q “ SympQ^εq – Symp6q. All codes with pn, d, εq ‰ p2, 1, ´q are non-complete, see Lemma 3.12.

(d) There is an exceptional isomorphism between codes from Construction 1.4, namely Γp2, 1, `, 1q and Γp2, 2, `, 0q are isomorphic, under an outer automorphism of Sp_4p2q – Symp6q – PΣL_2p9q. These codes have 15 codewords of size 4. This isomorphism arises because such an outer automorphism is a so-called ‘graph automorphism’ of Sp_4p2q which interchanges totally isotropic 1-subspaces and totally isotropic 2-subspaces.

(e) By Theorem 5.22, the minimum distances of codes arising from Construction 1.4 are unbounded, and in particular are at least 2^{n´2} for any d, ε, δ. Hence any desired error-correction capability can be achieved, However as the minimum distance grows larger so does n, and hence the cost of constructing or storing the codewords also grows. For instance, Γpn, 1, `, 1q is a code in JpQ^`, 2^{2n´2}q with 2^{2n} ´ 1 codewords, minimum distance of 2^{2n´3} and |Q^`| “ 2^{n´1}p2^n ` 1q.

Background on bilinear and quadratic forms is provided in Section 2. In Section 3, we describe the Jordan-Steiner actions and outline some key properties. Section 4 contains two useful general results about strongly incidence-transitive codes. In Section 5 we study the subgroups of Sp_{2n}p2q which act reducibly on F^{2n}_2 . In Section 6 we study the geometric subgroups of Sp_{2n}p2q which act irreducibly on F^{2n}_2 . In Section 7 we pull everything together to prove Theorem 1.5. Detailed information about the families of codes is provided in Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 5.21.

Case Class Structure Description and conditions

(a) C_1 Sp_{2d}p2q ^ Sp_{2pn´dq}p2q Stabiliser of a 2d-dimensional nondegenerate subspace with 1 ď d ď pn ´ 1q{2 (b) C_1 2^{dpd`1q{2}.2^{2dpn´dq} ¸ GL_dp2q ^ Sp_{2pn´dq}p2q Stabiliser of a d-dimensional totallyisotropic subspace with 1 ď d ď n (c) C_2 Sp_{2m}p2q ≀ S_t Stabiliser of a decomposition ‘^t_{i“1}V_i into 2m-dimensional nondegenerate subspaces where m “ n{t ă n (d) C_3 Sp_{2m}p2^bq ¸ C_b Stabiliser of a b-spread with b prime and n “ mb (e) C_8 GO^ε_{2n}p2q, ε “ t`, ´u Isometry group of an ε-type quadratic form which polarises to B

Table 1.1: The geometric maximal subgroups of the symplectic group Sp_{2n}p2q. See [25, Theorem 3.7]. In particular classes C_4-C_7 are empty for Sp_{2n}p2q, see [16, Table 3.5.C].

2 Background on bilinear and quadratic forms

Let V be a vector space over the finite field F_q . A bilinear form on V is a map B : V ^ V Ñ F_q such that for all u, v, w P V and α P F_q , Bpαu ` v, wq “ αBpu, wq ` Bpv, wq, Bpu, αv ` wq “ αBpu, vq ` Bpu, wq. We say B is reflexive if Bpu, vq “ 0 implies Bpv, uq “ 0 for all u, v P V . If U is a subset of V then we define

U^K “ tv P V | Bpu, vq “ 0 for all u P Uu,

which is a subspace of V . We call U^K the orthogonal complement of U, and in particular, V^K is called the radical of B. Note that if U “ tcu is a singleton, we simply write c^K instead of tcu^K. If U and W are subsets of V then we say they are orthogonal if U Ď W^K (or equivalently, W Ď U^K if B is reflexive). We call B nondegenerate if V^K “ t0u. If U is a subspace of V and B is nondegenerate, then dimpV q “ dimpUq ` dimpU^Kq. In this case, we say U is nondegenerate if U X U^K “ t0u and totally-isotropic if U ď U^K. If U and W are subspaces of V then we write U ` W “ tu ` w | pu, wq P U ^ W u. If in addition U X W “ t0u then we write U ` W “ U ‘ W , and if Bpu, wq “ 0 for all pu, wq P U ^ W and U X W “ t0u then we write U ‘ W “ U K W .

We call B symmetric if Bpu, vq “ Bpv, uq for all u, v P V and we call B skew-symmetric if Bpu, vq “ ´Bpv, uq for all u, v P V . If q is even then B is symmetric if and only if B is skew-symmetric. We call B alternating if Bpv, vq “ 0 for all v P V . Every alternating form is skew-symmetric, but the converse holds if and only if q is odd. We call B symplectic if it is both nondegenerate and alternating; in this case we call the pair pV, Bq a symplectic space.

A map φ : V Ñ F_q is a quadratic form if

(i) φpλvq “ λ^2φpvq for all v P V and λ P F_q , and

(ii) the map B_φ : V ^ V Ñ F_q defined by

B_φpu, vq “ φpu ` vq ´ φpuq ´ φpvq (2.1)

is a bilinear form.

Equation (2.1) is called the polarisation equation and B_φ is called the polar form of φ. Note that if φ is a quadratic form then B_φ is symmetric and B_φpu, uq “ 2φpuq. We say φ is nondegenerate if B_φ is nondegenerate. Since the operation of subtraction is equivalent to addition in characteristic two, we often rewrite Equation (2.1) as B_φpu, vq “ φpu ` vq ` φpuq ` φpvq when q is even.

The general linear group GLpV q is the group of all invertible linear transformations of V where, for g P GLpV q and v P V , vg denotes the image of v under g. Let B be a nondegenerate reflexive bilinear form and let φ denote a nondegenerate quadratic form. An element g P GLpV q is called an isometry of B if Bpug, vgq “ Bpu, vq for all u, v P V . Similarly, g is called an isometry of φ if φpugq “ φpuq for all u P U. The set of isometries of a bilinear or quadratic form on V is a subgroup of GLpV q, which we denote by IsompBq or Isompφq. Note Isompφq ď IsompB_φq. If B is a symplectic form, then IsompBq is denoted by SppV q or Sp_{2n}pqq if V is 2n-dimensional over the field of order q.

If U is a subspace of V then we use φ_U and B_U to denote the restrictions of φ and B to U and U ^ U, respectively. It is possible therefore that B is degenerate but B_U is nondegenerate. If φ_U “ 0 (meaning φpuq “ 0 for all u P U), then U is said to be φ-singular.

If B is a symplectic form on V then we call a basis te_1, f_1, e_2, f_2, . . . , e_n, f_nu for V a symplectic basis if for all 1 ď i, j ď n we have Bpe_i, e_j q “ Bpf_i, f_jq “ 0, Bpe_i, f_iq “ 1 and Bpe_i, f_jq “ 0 if i ‰ j. Every symplectic space has a symplectic basis [16, Proposition 2.5.3].

3 Jordan-Steiner actions

Let F be a finite field of characteristic two, and let V be a vector space over F (of even dimension) equipped with a symplectic form B. We denote the full isometry group of B by X. Let QpV q denote the set of all quadratic forms on V which polarise to B. We write Q “ QpV q when there is no danger of ambiguity.

Given φ P Q and g P X, we define a function φ^g : V Ñ F by

φ^gpxq “ φpxg^{´1}q. (3.1)

It is routine to verify that Equation (3.1) defines a group action of X on Q. Note that the stabiliser X_φ of a quadratic form φ consists of the maps g P X such that φpxg^{´1}q “ φpxq for all x P V , or equivalently such that φpxq “ φpxgq for all x P V . We partition Q into two subsets which we denote by Q^ε, with ε P t`, ´u. The elements of Q^` are the hyperbolic quadratic forms contained in Q, or equivalently, the quadratic forms in Q whose isometry group is an orthogonal group of plus-type. Similarly, the elements of Q^´ are the elliptic quadratic forms contained in Q, or equivalently, the quadratic forms in Q whose isometry group is an orthogonal group of minus-type.

The sets Q^ε are X-invariant and X acts transitively on each. If F “ F_2 , then X acts 2-transitively on Q^ε for each ε P t`, ´u (see [10, Section 7.7] for details). The actions of X in the case q “ 2 are called the Jordan-Steiner actions. See [9, 15, 23] for some applications of the Jordan-Steiner actions to coding and design theory. The submodule structure of the associated permutation modules is studied in [24].

3.1 Forms polarising to a given symplectic form

Let F be a finite field of order q “ 2^b. Let α P F.

Let V be a finite even dimensional vector space over F equipped with a symplectic form B. Our goal in Section 3.1 is to show that if φ and ψ are quadratic forms on V which polarise to B, then there exists a unique c P V such that the equation

φpvq “ ψpvq ` Bpv, cq^2 (3.2)

holds for all v P V . Equation (3.2) is discussed and used in [24].

Lemma 3.1 If φ and ψ are quadratic forms on V which polarise to B, then the function f : V Ñ F defined by fpvq “ φpvq^{q{2} ` ψpvq^{q{2} (3.3)

is linear.

Proof. If α P F then let hpαq “ α^{q{2}. The automorphism group of F is cyclic of order b, and it is generated by the Frobenius automorphism α ÞÑ α^2, so h is an automorphism of F. Since q is a power of 2 and α^q “ α (see [2, Theorem 1.2]), we have that hpα^2q “ α. By squaring both sides of Equation (3.3), we find fpvq^2 “ φpvq ` ψpvq for all v P V . If u, v P V then

fpu ` vq^2 “ φpu ` vq ` ψpu ` vq (by definition) “ φpuq ` φpvq ` Bpu, vq ` ψpuq ` ψpvq ` Bpu, vq (polarisation) “ φpuq ` ψpuq ` φpvq ` ψpvq (characteristic two) “ fpuq^2 ` fpvq^2 (by definition) “ pfpuq ` fpvqq^2. (characteristic two)

Applying h to both sides of this equation, we find fpu ` vq “ fpuq ` fpvq. Similarly, if α P F and v P V then

fpαvq^2 “ φpαvq ` ψpαvq (by definition) “ α^2φpvq ` α^2ψpvq (quadratic forms) “ pαfpvqq^2 .

Applying h to both sides of this equation, we find fpαvq “ αfpvq. Therefore f is linear.

If W is an m-dimensional vector space over a field K then the dual space of W is the vector space of linear functions from W to K , where addition and scalar multiplication of functions are defined pointwise. The dual space of W is denoted W^‹. Refer to [22, Chapter 2] for a detailed discussion.

Lemma 3.2 Let W be an m-dimensional vector space over a field K and let B be a nondegenerate bilinear form on W . For each w P W , define a function λpwq : W Ñ K by λpwqpuq “ Bpu, wq for all u P W . Then λ : W Ñ W^‹, given by λ : w Ñ λpwq, is a vector space isomorphism.

Proof. Since B is linear in the first variable, we have λpwq P W^‹ for all w P W , and since B is linear in the second variable, the map λ is a linear transformation. Additionally, if λpw_1q “ λpw_2q then Bpu, w_1q “ Bpu, w_2q for all u P W , which implies Bpu, w_1´w_2q “ 0 for all u P U. Since B is nondegenerate, this implies w_1 “ w_2. Therefore λ is injective. Finally, [22, Theorem 3.11] shows that dimpW q “ dimpW^‹q and therefore λ is an isomorphism.

Lemma 3.3 Let V be a vector space over a finite field F of characteristic two, and let B be a symplectic form on V . If φ and ψ are quadratic forms on V which polarise to B, then there exists a unique c P V such that

φpvq ` ψpvq “ Bpv, cq^2 for all v P V. (3.4)

Conversely, if φ is a quadratic form on V which polarises to B then for any c P V , the function defined by ψpvq “ φpvq ` Bpv, cq^2 is a quadratic form on V which polarises to B.

Proof. First, suppose that φ and ψ are quadratic forms on V which polarise to B. By Lemma 3.1, the map fpvq “ φpvq^{q{2} `ψpvq^{q{2} is linear, that is to say, f P V^˚, and therefore Lemma 3.2 implies that there exists a unique c P V such that fpvq “ Bpv, cq for all v P V . Squaring both sides, we find that φpvq ` ψpvq “ Bpv, cq^2 for all v P V .

Conversely, let c P V , let φ be a quadratic form on V which polarises to B and define ψpvq “ φpvq ` Bpv, cq^2 for all v P V . Then for all λ P F and all u, v P V , we have ψpλvq “ φpλvq ` Bpλv, cq^2 “ λ^2φpvq ` λ^2Bpv, cq^2 “ λ^2pφpvq ` Bpv, cq^2q “ λ^2ψpvq, and ψpu ` vq “ φpu ` vq ` Bpu ` v, cq^2 “ φpuq ` φpvq ` Bpu, vq ` Bpu, cq^2 ` Bpv, cq^2 “ ψpuq ` ψpvq ` Bpu, vq. Therefore ψ is a quadratic form on V which polarises to B.

Notation 3.4 If φ P Q and c P V then we use φ_c to denote the unique quadratic form in Q such that

φ_cpvq “ φpvq ` Bpv, cq^2 for all v P V. (3.5)

Similarly, if φ, ψ P Q then we use c_{φψ} to denote the unique vector c P V such that Equation (3.4) holds.

Remark 3.5 (a) If F “ F_2 then Equation (3.4) simplifies to ψpvq “ φpvq ` Bpv, cq for all v P V .

(b) If φ, ψ and ρ are quadratic forms in Q then c_{φρ} “ c_{φψ} ` c_{ψρ}.

(c) If φ and ψ are related by Equation (3.4) then φpvq “ ψpvq if and only if v P c^K.

(d) Note φ_0 “ φ.

(e) Lemma 3.3 implies that Q has the structure of an affine geometry in the sense of [3, Chapter 2]. The points of the geometry are the elements of Q and if φ, ψ P Q then the translation vector ÝÑ φψ is c_{φψ}. Alternatively, the discussion in [24, Section 2] explains that Q corresponds to a coset in the F-vector space

Ź_2 pV^‹q of alternating bilinear forms on V , and therefore Q inherits its affine structure from

Ź_2 pV^‹q.

3.2 Singular vectors

Throughout this section (even if not mentioned explicitly), V is a finite 2n-dimensional vector space over a field F “ F_q of characteristic two, B is a symplectic form on V , and Q is the set of quadratic forms which polarise to B. Recall that if φ P Q then we define singpφq “ tx P V | φpxq “ 0u. The elements of singpφq are called φ´singular vectors. Note that by definition, singpφq contains the zero vector for all φ P Q. If φ P Q^ε then from [13, Theorem 1.14] we have

| singpφq| “ pq^{n´1} ` εqpq^n ´ εq ` 1 “ q^{n´1}pq^n ` εpq ´ 1qq. (3.6)

Lemma 3.6 Let q “ 2, and let φ and ψ be quadratic forms on V which polarise to B and suppose that Equation (3.4) holds for some c P V . Then

singpψq “ " singpφq ` c if c P singpφq pV z singpφqq ` c if c R singpφq. (3.7)

Proof. Since x^2 “ x and 2x “ 0 for all x P F , ψpv `cq “ φpv `cq`Bpv `c, cq^2 “ φpvq`φpcq`Bpv, cq`Bpv, cq^2 `Bpc, cq^2 “ φpvq`φpcq. Suppose first that c P singpφq. Then ψpv ` cq “ φpvq, and so singpψq “ singpφq ` c. If c R singpφq. Then ψpv ` cq “ φpvq ` 1, and so the vectors w P singpψq are precisely the vectors of the form w “ v `c where v P V z singpφq. Hence singpψq “ pV z singpφqq`c.

Corollary 3.7 Let φ P Q. Define a map λ_φ : V Ñ Q by λ_φpcq “ φ_c. Then λ_φ is a bijection, and the type of φ_c can be identified by the size of singpφ_cq. Moreover, if q “ 2 and φ P Q^ε then λ_φpcq P Q^ε if and only if c P singpφq.

Proof. It follows immediately from Lemma 3.3 and Notation 3.4 that Q “ tφ_c | c P V u, and hence λ_φ is a bijection. By (3.6), the number of elements of singpφq depends only on n, q and ε, and for fixed n, q, these numbers are different for ε “ ` and ε “ ´. Thus if q “ 2 and φ P Q^ε then, by Lemma 3.6 (especially (3.7)), | singpφ_cq| “ | singpφq| if and only if c P singpφq. Hence λ_φpcq P Q^ε if and only if c P singpφq.

Lemma 3.8 For each φ P Q, the action of X_φ on Q defined by Equation (3.1) is equivalent to the natural action on V .

Proof. Let φ P Q. By Corollary 3.7, λ_φ is a bijection. By Lemma 3.3, for each ψ P Q there exists a unique c P V such that ψ “ φ_c. Then for all ψ “ φ_c P Q, g P X_φ, and v P V we have

φ^g_c pvq “φ_cpvg^{´1}q “ φpvg^{´1}q ` Bpvg^{´1}, cq^2 “ φ^gpvq ` Bpv, cgq^2 “φpvq ` Bpv, cgq^2 “ φ_{cg}pvq. Thus pφ_cq^g “ φ_{cg}, that is, λ_φpcq^g “ pφ_cq^g “ φ_{cg} “ λ_φpcgq, so the action of X_φ on Q is equivalent to the natural action of X_φ on V .

Corollary 3.9 The action of X on Q is equivalent to the elementwise action of X on the collection tsingpφq Ă V | φ P Qu.

Proof. For all g P X we have

singpφ^gq “ tv P V | φ^gpvq “ 0u “ tv P V | φpvg^{´1}q “ 0u “ twg P V | φpwq “ 0u “ singpφqg.

Corollary 3.10 Let φ, φ_d P Q with d P V . Let c P V . For all g P X, if φ^g “ φ_d then pφ_cq^g “ φ_{cg`d}.

Proof. For all φ_c P Q and g P X satisfying φ^g “ φ_d, using (3.5), the following holds for all v P V .

pφ_cq^gpvq “φ_cpvg^{´1}q

“φpvg^{´1}q ` Bpvg^{´1}, cq^2 “φ_dpvq ` Bpv, cgq^2 “φpvq ` Bpv, dq^2 ` Bpv, cgq^2 “φpvq ` Bpv, cg ` dq^2. so pφ_cq^g “ φ_{cg`d} as claimed.

Note that if g P X_φ then Corollary 3.10 reduces to pφ_cq^g “ φ_{cg}, as in the proof of Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 3.11 Let φ P Q and let v be a nonsingular vector for φ. Then for every λ P F_q , there exists a unique vector w in the 1-space spanned by v with φpwq “ λ.

Proof. Let λ P F_q and assume there are two vectors w_1, w_2 in the 1-space spanned by v with φpw_1q “ φpw_2q “ λ. Since they are on the same 1-space, we must have w_2 “ μw_1. Therefore λ “ φpw_2q “ μ^2φpw_1q “ μ^2λ. If λ ‰ 0, then μ^2 “ 1 so μ “ 1 since q is even, and so w_1 “ w_2. If λ “ 0 and w_i ‰ 0, then all multiples of w_i are singular, contradicting v being nonsingular. Thus w_1 “ w_2 “ 0.

Hence there is at most one vector w in the 1-space spanned by v with φpwq “ λ. Since the 1-space contains q vectors, the statement follows.

We will sometimes be able to work with a specific form of ε type, as in the next lemma. In these cases, assuming q “ 2, we will choose the following forms, with respect to the standard symplectic basis te_i, f_i | 1 ď i ď nu for V : for all x “ ř_n i“1px_ie_i ` y_if_iq P V we set " φ^`_0 pxq “ ř_n i“1 x_iy_i φ^´_0 pxq “ x_n ` y_n` ř_n i“1 x_iy_i (3.8)

Note that, with Notation 3.4,

if φ “ φ^`_0 , then φ^´_0 “ φ_{en`fn} . (3.9)

Indeed φ^´_0 pxq ` φ^`_0 pxq “ x_n ` y_n “ Bpx, e_n ` f_nq “ Bpx, e_n ` f_nq^2. Since φ^`_0 pe_n ` f_nq “ 1, the two forms do indeed have different types, by Corollary 3.7, and it is well known that φ^`_0 P Q^`.

Lemma 3.12 Let n ě 2, and X “ Sp_{2n}p2q. Let Γ be an X-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpQ^ε, kq for some k satisfying 2 ă k ă |Q^ε| ´ 2. Then Γ ‰ `_{Qε} k ˘ unless pn, εq “ p2, ´q.

Proof. Assume that Γ is a complete code, that is, Γ “ `_{Qε} k ˘ . Let K “ mintk, | Q^ε | ´ ku so that | Q^ε | ě 2K. Since X is transitive on codewords (by Definition 1.1), it follows that X is K-homogeneous in its action on Q^ε (that is, X is transitive on K-sets). Then by [10, Theorem 9.4.B], X is pK ´ 1q-transitive. However (see [8, Table 7.4]) X is 2-transitive but not 3-transitive, unless pn, εq “ p2, ´q in which case X – S_6, | Q^ε | “ 6, k “ 3, and X is indeed transitive on Γ “ `_{Qε} k ˘ . Thus from now on we assume that pn, εq ‰ p2, ´q, so K ď 3 and X is not 3-transitive. If K “ 3, then by [10, Theorem 9.4.B] or [14], since X is not 3-transitive, we must have

X P tAGL_1p8q, AΓL_1p8q, AΓL_1p32qu

or PSL_2pqq ď X ď PΓL_2pqq, where q “ 3 pmod 4q (all in their natural action). However X “ Sp_{2n}p2q is not isomorphic to any of these groups (noting that X “ Sp_4p2q – PSL_2p9q.2 does not arise since 9 ‰ 3 pmod 4q). This contradiction complete the proof.

4 Strongly incidence-transitive codes

In this section, we state and prove two simple lemmas that we will need on strongly incidence-transitive codes in Johnson graphs in JpV, kq. The first is about G-strongly incidence-transitive codes where a codeword stabiliser is contained in a subgroup M acting transitively and imprimitively on the underlying set V.

Lemma 4.1 Let Γ be a G-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpV, kq with Δ P Γ. Let M be a subgroup of G ď AutpΓq which acts transitively on V, while leaving invariant a nontrivial partition I of V. If G_Δ ă M ď G then Δ is a union of parts of I.

Proof. Let Δ P Γ. Since Γ is G-strongly incidence-transitive, G_Δ has two orbits in V, namely Δ and Δ. We assume without loss of generality that |Δ| ď |Δ|. Suppose that Δ is not a union of parts of I, so also Δ is not a union of parts either. Therefore there exists Σ P I such that both Σ X Δ and Σ X Δ are non-empty. Also, since |Δ| ď^1_2 |V|, there exists Σ^1 P I such that Σ^1 ‰ Σ and Σ^1 Ę Δ. Choose ω_0, ω, ω^1 P V as follows: ω_0 P Σ X Δ, ω P Σ X Δ and ω^1 P Σ^1 X Δ. Since Γ is G-strongly incidence-transitive, there exists a permutation h P G_{Δ,ω0} such that ω^h “ ω^1. Since ω_0 is fixed by h it follows that the part Σ is fixed setwise by h. On the other hand h moves ω P Σ to ω^1 P Σ^1, a contradiction.

We use the following general lemma to analyse potential G-strongly incidence-transitive codes, again concerning the action of a subgroup containing a codeword stabiliser.

Lemma 4.2 Suppose Γ is a G-strongly incidence-transitive code in a Johnson graph JpV, kq, and that M is a subgroup of G that contains the stabiliser G_Δ of a codeword Δ P Γ. Then for each ω P Δ, the complement Δ is contained in an M_ω-orbit in V, say Θ_M pωq, and Δ Ď Ş ωPΔ Θ_M pωq.

Proof. By assumption G_Δ ď M, and hence G_{Δ,ω} ď M_ω. Since Γ is G-strongly incidencetransitive, G_{Δ,ω} is transitive on Δ. Thus Δ is contained in an M_ω-orbit, say Θ_M pωq, and the result follows.

5 Codes with reducible codeword stabilisers

Let pV, Bq “ pF^{2n}_2 , Bq be a symplectic space with n ě 2 and let X – Sp_{2n}p2q be the isometry group of B. Let U be a nontrivial proper subspace of V . Recall that U is nondegenerate if U X U^K “ t0u and totally-isotropic if U ď U^K. A C_1-subgroup of X is the full setwise stabiliser of a nondegenerate or totally-isotropic subspace U of V . If U is totally-isotropic, or if U is nondegenerate and dimpUq ‰ n, then the associated C_1-subgroup is maximal in X (see [16, Table 3.5.C]).

5.1 Nondegenerate subspaces

A subspace U ď V is nondegenerate if and only if V “ U ‘ U^K, and if U is nondegenerate then dimpUq is even. We let Q^ε_U denote the set of all quadratic forms of type ε on U which polarise to the restriction B_U of B to U ^ U. If U and W are subspaces of V such that U XW “ t0u, and if B_U , B_W are symplectic forms on U, W , respectively, then by B_U ‘B_W we mean the bilinear map B^1 on U‘W defined by B^1pu`w, u^1`w^1q “ B_U pu, u^1q`B_W pw, w^1q for all u, u^1 P U and w, w^1 P W . It is straightforward to see that B^1 is a symplectic form on U ‘ W and that U and W are orthogonal relative to B^1. Similarly, we write φ_U ‘ φ_W for the map φ^1 : U ‘ W Ñ F_2 such that φ^1pu ` wq “ φ_U puq ` φ_W pwq for all u P U and w P W .

Lemma 5.1 Let U be a nondegenerate subspace of V and W “ U^K. Let pφ_U , φ_W q P Q^ε_U ^ Q^{ε1}_W and let B_U and B_W denote the polar forms of φ_U and φ_W . Then φ_U ‘ φ_W is a quadratic form of type εε^1 on V “ U ‘ W which polarises to B_U ‘ B_W .

Proof. Let φ “ φ_U ‘ φ_W , let B “ B_U ‘ B_W , and note that φp0q “ φ_U p0q ` φ_W p0q “ 0. It is straightforward to check that φ is a quadratic form on V “ U ‘ W . We show that φ polarises to B as follows. For i P t1, 2u, let x_i “ u_i ` w_i, where u_i P U and w_i P W . Then we have

φpx_1 ` x_2q ` φpx_1q ` φpx_2q “φpu_1 ` w_1 ` u_2 ` w_2q ` φpu_1 ` w_1q ` φpu_2 ` w_2q “φ_U pu_1 ` u_2q ` φ_W pw_1 ` w_2q ` φ_U pu_1q ` φ_W pw_1q ` φ_U pu_2q ` φ_W pw_2q “B_U pu_1, u_2q ` B_W pw_1, w_2q “Bpu_1 ` w_1, u_2 ` w_2q “Bpx_1, x_2q.

Therefore φ polarises to B. The fact that φ is of type εε^1 follows from [16, Proposition 2.5.11].

Lemma 5.2 Let V “ ‘^t_{i“1}V_i be a vector space equipped with a symplectic form B, where each V_i is nondegenerate and V_i is orthogonal to V_j for i ‰ j. For each integer i such that 1 ď i ď t, let φ_i be a quadratic form on V_i which polarises to B_{Vi} . Then φ “ ‘^t_{i“1}φ_i is the unique quadratic form on V such that φ_{Vi} “ φ_i for 1 ď i ď t, and φ polarises to B. Moreover φ is of type ś_t i“1 ε_i, where ε_i is the type φ_i.

Proof. We proceed by induction on t. If t “ 1 there is nothing to prove. Let t ą 1 and suppose that the result is true for orthogonal direct sums of t ´ 1 subspaces. Let W “ ‘^{t´1}_{i“1}V_i and note that V “ W ‘ V_t and W is orthogonal to V_t. By induction, φ^1 :“ ‘^{t´1}_{i“1}φ_i is the unique quadratic form on W such that φ^1_{Vi} “ φ_i for all i ď t ´ 1, and φ^1 polarises to B_W , and φ^1 is of type ś_{t´1} i“1 ε_i. Let φ :“ φ^1 ‘ φ_t. By Lemma 5.1, φ is a quadratic form of type ś_t i“1 ε_i on V , and φ polarises to B “ B_W ‘ B_{Vt} , and the inductive hypothesis implies that φ_{Vi} “ φ_i for 1 ď i ď t.

It remains to show that φ is unique. Let ψ be a quadratic form on V which polarises to B such that ψ_{Vi} “ φ_i for 1 ď i ď t. Since V “ ‘^t_{i“1}V_i, each x P V has a unique expression x “ ř_t i“1 x_i with x_i P V_i. In particular, we have w “ ř_{t´1} i“1 x_i P W and x “ w ` x_t, and also Bpw, x_tq “ 0 since, by assumption W is orthogonal to V_t. Further, by the induction hypothesis (in particular the uniqueness of φ^1 mentioned in the previous paragraph), ψ_W “ ‘^{t´1}_{i“1}φ_i “ φ^1. Thus

ψpxq “ ψpw ` x_tq “ ψpwq ` ψpx_tq ` Bpw, x_tq “ φ^1pwq ` φ_tpx_tq ` 0 “ pφ^1 ‘ φ_tqpxq “ φpxq.

Therefore ψ “ φ, and φ is the unique quadratic form on V which polarises to B such that φ_i “ φ_{Vi} for 1 ď i ď t.

Lemma 5.3 Let U be a nondegenerate subspace of V and choose a basis for V of the form pb, b^1q where b, b^1 are bases of U, U^K, respectively. Then, relative to this basis, the setwise stabiliser X_U consists of all block diagonal matrices with diagonal pA, Bq P SppUq ^ SppU^Kq.

Proof. Let b “ pe_1, f_1, . . . , e_d, f_dq and b^1 “ pe_{d`1}, f_{d`1}, . . . , e_n, f_nq be ordered symplectic bases for U and U^K, respectively, where dimpUq “ 2d. The subgroup of GL_{2n}p2q which stabilises both U and U^K setwise is given by "^ R O O S ˙ | | | pR, Sq P GL^{2d}p2q ^ GL^{2pn´dq}p2q * .

The Gram matrix J for B is block diagonal with n blocks of the form ^ 0 1 1 0 ˙ . Let

J_U denote the Gram matrix for the restriction B_U , and similarly let J_U K denote the Gram matrix for the restriction to U^K. Then J is the block diagonal matrix with blocks pJ_U , J_U K q. Let M P X_U , so M leaves both U and U^K invariant, and hence is a block diagonal matrix with blocks pR, Sq, say. Since M P Sp_{2n}p2q we also have MJ M^T “ J . Combining these conditions, we find ^ J_U O O J_U K ˙ “ ^ R O O S ˙^ J_U O O J_U K ˙^ R^T O O S^T ˙ “ ^ RJ_U R^T O O SJ_U K S^T ˙ . (5.1)

Equation (5.1) holds if and only if pR, Sq P Sp_{2d}p2q ^ Sp_{2pn´dq}p2q.

As a corollary to above three lemmas we compute the number of forms φ P Q^ε which restrict on a given nondegenerate subspace U to a form φ_U of given type.

Corollary 5.4 Let U be a nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspace of V , where 1 ď d ď n ´ 1. Then, for given ε, X_U “ SppUq ^ SppU^Kq has exactly two orbits in Q^ε, namely the subsets ΔpU, ε, ε^1q, for ε^1 P t`, ´u, of forms φ P Q^ε for which φ_U is of type ε^1 (and hence φ_U K is of type εε^1). Moreover

kpn, d, ε, ε^1q :“ |ΔpU, ε, ε^1q| “ 2^{n´2}p2^d ` ε^1qp2^{n´d} ` εε^1q.

Proof. Let φ P Q^ε. Then, by Lemma 5.2, φ is (uniquely) expressible as φ “ φ_U ‘ φ_U K , where φ_U , φ_U K are nondegenerate and polarise to B_U , B_U K , respectively. Further, if φ_U is of type ε^1, then φ_U K is of type εε^1, by Lemma 5.1. Now SppUq, SppU^Kq act transitively in their respective Jordan-Steiner actions on Q^{ε1}_U and Q^{εε1}_{U K} , and by Lemma 5.3, X_U “ SppUq^SppU^Kq. It follows that X_U is transitive on the set of pairs pφ_U , φ_U K q P Q^{ε1}_U ^Q^{εε1}_{U K} , and hence X_U is transitive on the subset ΔpU, ε, ε^1q. Since each form in Q^ε lies in ΔpU, ε, ε^1q for some ε^1, this proves that X_U has two orbits in Q^ε. Moreover, for φ P ΔpU, ε, ε^1q, the stabiliser X_{U,φ} “ SppUq_{φU} ^ SppU^Kq_{φUK}

and, applying the Orbit-Stabiliser Theorem, we have, kpn, d, ε, ε^1q “ |X_U : X_{U,φ}| “ | Sp_{2d}p2q| | GO^{ε1}_{2d}p2q|

| Sp_{2pn´dq}p2q| | GO^{εε1}_{2pn´dq}p2q| “ 2^{d´1}p2^d ` ε^1q ¨ 2^{n´d´1}p2^{n´d} ` εε^1q “ 2^{n´2}p2^d ` ε^1qp2^{n´d} ` εε^1q.

We use these results to show that all X-strongly incidence-transitive codes in JpQ^ε, kq for which the codeword stabilisers leave invariant a proper nondegenerate subspace of V arise from Construction 1.2.

Theorem 5.5 Let n ě 2, and X “ Sp_{2n}p2q. Let Γ be an X-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpQ^ε, kq for some k satisfying 2 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2, and let Δ P Γ. Suppose that X_Δ ď X_U for some nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspace U of V , where 1 ď d ď n ´ 1. Then Γ “ Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q, for some ε^1 P t`, ´u, k “ 2^{n´2}p2^d ` ε^1qp2^{n´d} ` εε^1q, and pn, d, εq ‰ p2, 1, `q, as in Construction 1.2.

Proof. By Corollary 5.4, X_U has two orbits in Q^ε, namely the sets ΔpU, ε, ε^1q defined there, for ε^1 P t`, ´u. Since Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive, the stabiliser X_Δ also has two orbits in Q^ε, namely Δ and Δ. Hence, since X_Δ ď X_U , it follows that Δ “ ΔpU, ε, ε^1q for some ε^1, and since X_U leaves ΔpU, ε, ε^1q invariant we have equality X_Δ “ X_U . Since Δ “ ΔpU, ε, ε^1q it follows by Corollary 5.4 that k “ |Δ| “ 2^{n´2}p2^d ` ε^1qp2^{n´d} ` εε^1q, and since 2 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2, we have pn, d, εq ‰ p2, 1, `q. Thus ΔpU, ε, ε^1q is the codeword ΔpUq of the code Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q of Construction 1.2, and we conclude that Γ “ Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q, proving the theorem.

We now analyse the family of codes in Construction 1.2.

Theorem 5.6 Let n ě 2, 1 ď d ď n ´ 1, X “ Sp_{2n}p2q, and let Γ “ Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q in JpQ^ε, kq, for some ε, ε^1 P t`, ´u with pn, d, εq ‰ p2, 1, `q, as in Construction 1.2, and let A “ AutpΓq. Then:

(a) For ΔpUq P Γ, with U a nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspace of V , the stabiliser X_U ď X_{ΔpUq}, and equality holds unless pd, εq “ pn{2, `q; in this exceptional case, X_{ΔpUq} “ X_{ΔpU} K_q “ X_{tU,U} K_u – Sp_np2q ≀ S_2, a maximal C_2-subgroup of X.

(b) The code Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive.

(c) The integer k satisfies k “ 2^{n´2}p2^d ` ε^1qp2^{n´d} ` εε^1q, and 3 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 3.

(d) The code Γ is self-complementary if and only if pd, εq “ pn{2, ´q.

(e) The automorphism group A “ X, unless pd, εq “ pn{2, ´q, and in this exceptional case, A “ X ^ xsy, where s is the complementing map, and for ΔpUq P Γ, A_{ΔpUq} “ X_U ¸ xxsy – Sp_np2q ≀ S_2 for some involution x P X_{tU,U} K_u which interchanges U and U^K.

Proof. Let Δ “ ΔpUq P Γ, so U is a nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspace of V .

(a) Then V “ U ‘ U^K, and X_U “ X_U K – SppUq ^ SppU^Kq, by Lemma 5.3. It follows that X_U ď X_Δ. Using the information in [16, Main Theorem and Table 3.5.C] if n ě 7, and from [5, Tables 8.28, 8.48, 8.64, and 8.80] for 2 ď n ď 6, we see that either X_U is a maximal subgroup of X, and hence X_U “ X_Δ, or d “ n{2 and the only proper subgroup of X properly containing X_U is the maximal C_2-subgroup X_{tU,U} K_u “ Sp_{2d}p2q ≀ S_2. In the latter case, where d “ n{2, an element of X_{tU,U} K_u which interchanges U and U^K maps ΔpUq to the codeword ΔpU^Kq of Γpn, n{2, ε, εε^1q. Moreover ΔpUq “ ΔpU^Kq and Γ “ Γpn, n{2, ε, εε^1q if and only if ε “ `. Thus X_Δ “ X_U if ε “ ´, and X_Δ “ X_{tU,U} K_u if ε “ `. This completes the proof of part (a).

(b) By part (a), X_U ď X_{ΔpUq}, and it follows from Corollary 5.4 that Δ “ ΔpU, ε, ε^1q and the X_U -orbits in Q^ε are Δ and Δ. By Lemma 5.2, for φ P Δ, we have φ “ φ_U ‘ φ_U K with φ_U P Q^{ε1}_U and φ_U K P Q^{εε1}_U K , while for ψ P Δ, we have ψ “ ψ_U ‘ ψ_U K with ψ_U P Q^{´ε1}_U and ψ_U K P Q^{´εε1}_{U K} . Now, by [17, Table 1, and the details in (3.2.4e)], the group SppUq factorises as SppUq “ GO^{ε1}_{2d}p2qGO^{´ε1}_{2d} p2q, so the stabiliser SppUq_{φU} “ GO^{ε1}_{2d}p2q is transitive on Q^{´ε1}_U . Similarly the stabiliser in SppU^Kq of φ_U K is transitive on Q^{´εε1}_{U K} . It follows that X_{U,φ} is transitive on Q^{´ε1}_U ^ Q^{´εε1}_{U K} , and hence X_{U,φ} is transitive on Δ. Thus X_U , and hence also X_Δ, is transitive on Δ ^ Δ. Since, by Witt’s Lemma, X is transitive on the set of nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspaces of V , it follows from Definition 1.1 that Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive, proving part (b).

(c) By Corollary 5.4, k “ kpn, d, ε, ε^1q “ 2^{n´2}p2^d ` ε^1qp2^{n´d} ` εε^1q. Note that Construction 1.2 excludes the case pn, d, εq “ p2, 1, `q (where |Q^ε| “ 10, and pk, ε^1q “ p9, `q or p1, ´q), and so in all cases it is easy to check that k ě 3. We claim that k ď |Q^ε| ´ 3 “ 2^{n´1}p2^n ` εq ´ 3. Now k satisfies

k “ kpn, d, ε, ε^1q ď 2^{2n´2} ` 2^{n´2}pε2^d ` 2^{n´d}q ` ε2^{n´2} “ kpn, d, ε, `q

and ε2^d ` 2^{n´d} ď 2ε ` 2^{n´1}, since 1 ď d ď n ´ 1. Hence

k ď kpn, 1, ε, `q “ 2^{2n´2} ` 2^{n´2}p2ε ` 2^{n´1}q ` ε2^{n´2} “ 3 ¨ 2^{2n´3} ` 3ε ¨ 2^{n´2}.

It is therefore sufficient to prove that kpn, 1, ε, `q ď 2^{2n´1} ` ε2^{n´1} ´ 3, and this inequality is equivalent to ε2^{n´2} ď 2^{2n´3} ´ 3. The latter clearly holds for all n ě 3 and ε P t`, ´u. If n “ 2, then we must have d “ 1 and ε “ ´, and the latter inequality also holds. This establishes the claim, and part (c) is proved.

(d) Suppose that Γ is self-complementary. Then in particular k “ | Q^ε |{2, that is to say, 2^{n´2}p2^d ` ε^1qp2^{n´d} ` εε^1q “ 2^{n´2}p2^n ` εq, which is equivalent to 2^dε ` 2^{n´d} “ 0. The only possible parameters are pd, εq “ pn{2, ´q. Conversely suppose that pd, εq “ pn{2, ´q. Let Δ be a codeword, so Δ “ ΔpUq for some n-dimensional nondegenerate subspace U. The elements of Δ are the forms φ P Q^ε such that φ_U has type ε^1 and φ_U K has type ´ε^1. Let s be the complementing map. Then Δ^s consists of all forms φ P Q^ε such that φ_U has type ´ε^1 and φ_U K has type ε^1. Thus Δ^s “ ΔpU^Kq. Since U^K is also an n-dimensional nondegenerate subspace, it follows that Δ^s P Γ. Hence Γ is self-complementary and s is an automorphism of Γ.

(e) From the definition of Γ it is clear that X ď AutpΓq “ A. Assume first that pd, εq ‰ pn{2, ´q. Then, as we showed in the proof of part (d), k ‰ |Q^ε|{2, and so A is a subgroup of SympQ^εq. Moreover, by Lemma 3.12, Γ ‰ `_{Qε} k ˘ , and so A is a proper subgroup of SympQ^εq and does not contain AltpQ^εq. It follows from the classification of the maximal subgroups of the finite symmetric and alternating groups that A “ X, see [17, Chapter 9], especially Tables II–VI.

Now assume that pd, εq “ pn{2, ´q, so that k “ |Q^ε|{2. In this case the full automorphism group of JpQ^ε, kq is SympQ^εq^xsy, and we showed in part (d) that s P A. In the special case where pn, d, εq “ p2, 1, ´q, we have |Q^ε| “ 6, k “ 3, and X “ Sp_4p2q “ SympQ^εq is 3-transitive on Q^ε. Hence Γ “ `_{Qε} 3 ˘ , and so A “ AutpJpQ^ε, kqq “ SympQ^εq^xsy “ X^xsy.

Suppose now that n ‰ 2. Then by Lemma 3.12, Γ ‰ `_{Qε} k ˘ , and so AXSympQ^εq is a proper subgroup of SympQ^εq and does not contain AltpQ^εq. As in the previous paragraph we conclude that A X SympQ^εq “ X. Since s P A, it follows that A “ X ^ xsy.

Finally, in the case pd, εq “ pn{2, ´q, we consider A_{ΔpUq} for ΔpUq P Γ. Since |A : X| “ 2 it follows that |A_{ΔpUq} : X_{ΔpUq}| ď 2, and also, by part (a), X_{ΔpUq} “ X_U . We showed in part (d) that s interchanges ΔpUq and ΔpU^Kq. Consider the involution x P X_{tU,U} K_u defined by py, y^1q^x “ py^1, yq, for all py, y^1q in the base group Y “ Sp_np2q^Sp_np2q of X_{tU,U} K_u. Then x interchanges U and U^K, and also therefore x interchanges ΔpUq and ΔpU^Kq. Thus xs fixes ΔpUq setwise, and since s centralises X, it follows that A_{ΔpUq} “ X_U ¸ xxsy – Sp_n ≀S_2.

We complete this subsection by studying the other parameters of the codes in Construction 1.2. The number of codewords is equal to |X : X_{ΔpUq}| since X is transitive on codewords by Witt’s Lemma, and by Theorem 5.6, X_{ΔpUq} “ X_U if pd, εq ‰ pn{2, `q, and otherwise is a subgroup twice the size. We can simply compute |Γ| by calculating

| Sp_{2n}p2q| | Sp_{2d}p2q|¨| Sp_{2pn´dq}p2q| , just as was done in [7, Table 4.1.2]. Thus if pd, εq ‰ pn{2, `q, then

|Γ| “ 4^{dpn´dq} „ n d ȷ 4 where

“_n d ‰ q denotes a Gaussian binomial coefficient, and if pd, εq “ pn{2, `q, then |Γ| is half of this quantity.

Finding the minimum distance for these codes is more delicate. For distinct codewords ΔpU_1q, ΔpU_2q P Γ, with U_1, U_2 nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspaces of V , the distance between ΔpU_1q, ΔpU_2q is smallest when ΔpU_1q X ΔpU_2q is as large as possible. So we want to maximise the number of forms φ P Q^ε such that both φ_{U1} and φ_{U2} have type ε^1. In general, the subspaces U_1 X U_2 and U^K_1 X U^K_2 could be far from nondegenerate, and we have not analysed the complete situation. Computational evidence for small values of n and d suggests that the pairs of codewords analysed in the following lemma may provide examples of codeword pairs at minimum distance.

Lemma 5.7 Let n ě 3, 1 ď d ď n´1, and ε, ε^1 P t`, ´u, and let Γ “ Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q as in Construction 1.2 in the graph JpQ^ε, kq, with k as in Construction 1.2. Then

(a) there exist pairs of codewords at distance 2^{2n´4}; and

(b) provided pd, εq ‰ pn{2, `q there are also pairs of codewords at distance

2^{n´3}p2^{n´|n´2d|} ´ 1qp2^{|n´2d|} ´ εq.

Proof. Recall that if k-subsets Δ_1, Δ_2 are at distance D in JpV, kq, then the complements Δ_1, Δ_2 are also at distance D in JpV, |V| ´ kq. Since the code Γpn, d, ε, ´ε^1q is the complementary code of Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q, we may also assume that ε^1 “ `. Thus for a nondegenerate subspace U of dimension 2d the codeword ΔpUq is the set of quadratic forms φ P Q^ε such that φ_U is of ` type (and hence, by Lemma 5.2, φ_U K has type ε).

For distinct ΔpU_1q, ΔpU_2q P Γ, with U_1, U_2 nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspaces of V , the distance between ΔpU_1q, ΔpU_2q is equal to

k ´ |ΔpU_1q X ΔpU_2q| “ |ΔpU_1q| ´ |ΔpU_1q X ΔpU_2q| “ |ΔpU_1qzΔpU_2q|.

This is equal to the number of forms φ P Q^ε such that φ_{U1} has ` type and φ_{U2} has´ type.

(a) Assume first that d ď n{2 Let W “ xe_1, f_1, e_2, f_2y, W^1 “ xe_3, f_3, . . . , e_{d`1}, f_{d`1}y, W^2 “ xe_{d`2}, f_{d`2}, . . . , e_n, f_ny, where the e_i and f_i form a symplectic basis of V , so that V admits an orthogonal decomposition V “ W ‘ W^1 ‘ W^2 with W, W^1, W^2 nondegenerate subspaces of dimensions 4, 2pd ´ 1q, 2pn ´ d ´ 1q, respectively. Since d ď n{2 and n ě 3, the subspace W^2 is non-trivial for all d, but W^1 is trivial if d “ 1. We will compute the distance between ΔpU_1q and ΔpU_2q for U_1 “ xe_1, f_1y ‘ W^1 and U_2 “ xe_1, f_1 ` f_2y ‘ W^1 (both nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspaces).

Let φ be as in (3.8). This implies that φ_{U1} , φ_{U2} , and φ_{W ‘W} 1 are all of ` type, by Corollary 3.7, Q^ε comprises all the forms φ_c with c P singpφq, and hence

ΔpU_1q “ tφ_c | c P singpφq, pφ_cq_{U1} is of ` type u.

Let c P singpφq and, for i “ 1, 2, write c “ c^1_i ` c^2_i where c^1_i P U_i, c^2_i P U^K_i . By (3.5), pφ_cq_{Ui} depends only on c^1_i, and by Corollary 3.7 applied to Q^`_{Ui} , pφ_cq_{Ui} has ` type if and only if c^1_i P singpφq X U_i. Now write c “ w ` w^1 ` w^2 where w “ c_1e_1 ` d_1f_1 ` c_2e_2 ` d_2f_2 P W, w^1 P W^1, w^2 P W^2. Then c^1 “ c_1e_1 ` d_1f_1 ` w^1 and c^1_2 “ pc_1 ` c_2qe_1 ` d_1pf_1 ` f_2q ` w^1. Thus, for c P singpφq, φ_c P ΔpU_1qzΔpU_2q if and only if c^1 P singpφq (so that φ_c P ΔpU_1q) and c^1_2 R singpφq (so that φ_c R ΔpU_2q), that is to say,

φpcq “ φpc_1e_1 ` d_1f_1 ` c_2e_2 ` d_2f_2 ` w^1 ` w^2q “ 0 φpc^1q “ φpc_1e_1 ` d_1f_1 ` w^1q “ 0 φpc^1_2q “ φppc_1 ` c_2qe_1 ` d_1pf_1 ` f_2q ` w^1q “ 1.

Applying the definition of φ in (3.8), these conditions become:

c_1d_1 ` c_2d_2 ` φpw^1q ` φpw^2q “ 0, c_1d_1 ` φpw^1q “ 0, pc_1 ` c_2qd_1 ` φpw^1q “ 1,

which in turn are equivalent to φpw^2q “ c_2d_2, φpw^1q “ c_1d_1, and c_2d_1 “ 1. So we must have c_2 “ d_1 “ 1, and for arbitrary w^1 P W^1, w^2 P W^2 we must have c_1 “ φpw^1q and d_2 “ φpw^2q. Thus the number of choices for c is therefore |W^1| ¨ |W^2| “ 2^{2n´4}, and hence the distance between ΔpU_1q and ΔpU_2q is 2^{2n´4} (which we observe is independent of d).

This proves part (a) for d ď n{2. Since Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q “ Γpn, n ´ d, ε, εε^1q, if d ą n{2, the code Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q also has codewords at distance 2^{2n´4}.

(b) Assume first that d ă n{2, and let U_1, U_2 be nondegenerate 2d-dimensional subspaces such that U_2 Ď U^K_1 . Then V admits an orthogonal decomposition V “ U_1 ‘U_2 ‘W with W “ pU_1 ‘ U_2q^K ‰ 0, so U_1, U_2, W have dimensions 2d, 2d, 2pn ´ 2dq, respectively. For φ P Q^ε, it follows from Lemma 5.2 that φ “ φ_{U1} ‘ φ_{U2} ‘ φ_W , and as discussed above |ΔpU_1qzΔpU_2q| is the number of forms φ P Q^ε such that φ_{U1} has type ε^1 “ ` and φ_{U2} has type ´. For such forms, φ_W has type ´ε, by Lemma 5.2. Thus |ΔpU_1qzΔpU_2q| is the number of forms φ P Q^ε such that φ_{U1} , φ_{U2} , φ_W have types `, ´, ´ε, respectively. Hence

|ΔpU_1qzΔpU_2q| “ 2^{d´1}p2^d ` 1q ¨ 2^{d´1}p2^d ´ 1q ¨ 2^{n´2d´1}p2^{n´2d} ´ εq “ 2^{n´3}p2^{2d} ´ 1qp2^{n´2d} ´ εq.

This proves part (b) when d ă n{2 since |n ´ 2d| “ n ´ 2d ą 0.

If d ą n{2, then using the fact that Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q “ Γpn, n ´ d, ε, εε^1q, we get pairs of codewords at distance 2^{n´3}p2^{2pn´dq} ´ 1qp2^{2d´n} ´ εq, which matches the statement for n ´ 2d ă 0. Finally we consider the case n “ 2d. Then W is trivial in the decomposition above and U^K_1 “ U_2. If ε “ ` then ΔpU_1q “ ΔpU_2q, the same codeword, while if ε “´ then ΔpU_1q and ΔpU_2q are disjoint so are at distance k “ 2^{n´2}p2^d ` 1qp2^{n´d} ´ 1q “ 2^{n´2}p2^n ´ 1q, which matches the statement for n ´ 2d “ 0.

Unfortunately there are too many orbits of Sp_{2n}p2q on pairs of nondegenerate 2ddimensional subspaces of dimension, if d is large, to be able to do a complete analysis. Thus we were not able to compute the minimum distance for this family of codes, but

Lemma 5.7 allows us to derive an upper bound. In fact we discovered computationally, using Magma [4], that the upper bound given in Corollary 5.8 is the correct minimum distance for all n, d, ε, ε^1 with n ď 5. We conjecture that the minimum distance of Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q is equal to this upper bound in general.

Corollary 5.8 Let n ě 2, 1 ď d ď n ´ 1, and ε, ε^1 P t`, ´u such that pn, d, εq ‰ p2, 1, `q. Then the minimum distance D of Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q as in Construction 1.2 satisfies: D ď " 2^{2n´4} ´ 2^{n´3} if |n ´ 2d| “ 1 and ε “ `, 2^{2n´4} otherwise.

Proof. Note that Γp2, 1, ´, `q “ Γp2, 1, ´, ´q “ `_{Qε} 3 ˘ , so the minimum distance is 1 “ 2^{2n´4}, so we may assume that n ě 3. By Lemma 5.7(a), there are pairs of codewords at distance 2^{2n´4}, so D ď 2^{2n´4}.

Suppose first that d ă n{2. Then by Lemma 5.7(b), there are also pairs of codewords at distance D^1 :“ 2^{n´3}p2^{2d} ´ 1qp2^{n´2d} ´ εq “ 2^{n´3}p2^n ´ 2^{n´2d} ´ ε2^{2d} ` εq. Now we compare this distance to the upper bound 2^{2n´4}: the inequality D^1 ă 2^{2n´4} can be rewritten as 2^{n´1} ` ε ă 2^{n´2d} ` ε2^{2d}. Since d ě 1, this never holds if ε “ ´. If ε “ ` the condition can be written as 2^{n´1} ´ 2^{n´2d} “ 2^{n´2d}p2^{2d´1} ´ 1q ă 2^{2d} ´ 1 “ 2p2^{2d´1} ´ 1q ` 1 and we see that this holds exactly when n ´ 2d “ 1. In this case D^1 “ 2^{2n´4} ´ 2^{n´3} is an improved upper bound, as in the statement.

For d ą n{2, using the fact that Γpn, d, ε, ε^1q “ Γpn, n ´ d, ε, εε^1q, we also get this improved upper bound when n ´ 2pn ´ dq “ 1 that is, when n ´ 2d “ ´1.

5.2 Totally-isotropic subspaces

Let pV, Bq “ pF^{2n}_2 , Bq be a symplectic space with n ě 2 and let X – Sp_{2n}p2q be the isometry group of B. Let U be a nontrivial proper totally-isotropic subspace of V and set d “ dimpUq, so d ď n. Let X_U denote the setwise stabiliser of U. Throughout Section 5.2 we use the notation Q^ε_d :“ tφ P Q^ε | U Ď singpφqu and Q^ε_{d´1} :“ tφ P Q^ε | U Ę singpφqu. Clearly Q^ε is the union of these two sets. If φ P Q^´ then the dimension of a φ-singular subspace is at most n ´ 1, and in this case, if dimpUq “ n, then Q^ε_n “ H and Q^ε “ Q^ε_{n´1}. If pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q then both Q^ε_d and Q^ε_{d´1} are nonempty.

Lemma 5.9 Let U be a nontrivial totally-isotropic d-dimensional subspace of V .

(a) If φ P Q then singpφq X U is a subspace of U. If U is φ-singular then the dimension of singpφq X U is d, otherwise the dimension is d ´ 1. In particular, for each ε P t`, ´u and each r P td ´ 1, du, Q^ε_r “ tφ P Q^ε | dimpU X singpφqq “ ru.

(b) If φ P Q^ε_d and c P V then φ_c P Q^ε_d if and only if c P singpφq X U^K, and φ_c P Q^ε_{d´1} if and only if c P singpφqzpsingpφq X U^Kq.

(c) X_U acts transitively on Q^ε_d.

Proof. (a) Let u, v P U. Since U ď U^K we have

φpu ` vq “ φpuq ` φpvq ` Bpu, vq “ φpuq ` φpvq. (5.2)

If u, v P singpφq X U then Equation (5.2) implies φpu ` vq “ 0 and therefore singpφq X U is a subspace. Moreover, Equation (5.2) implies that the restriction φ_U : U Ñ F_2 is a linear map and therefore dimpφpUqq “ 0 or 1, depending on whether or not U is φ-singular. Then by the Rank-Nullity Theorem, dimpsingpφq X Uq “ d or d ´ 1.

(b) Since φ P Q^ε_d we have U Ď singpφq by part (a). Corollary 3.7 implies that φ_c P Q^ε if and only if c P singpφq. From the definition of Q^ε_d and Lemma 3.6 we have

φ_c P Q^ε_d ô c P singpφq and U Ď singpφ_cq ô c P singpφq and U Ď singpφq ` c ô c P singpφq and U ` c Ď singpφq.

However U ` c Ď singpφq if and only if

φpu ` cq “ 0 for all u P U. (5.3)

Expanding Equation (5.3) using the polarisation identity and using the fact that φpuq “ φpcq “ 0, we have φpu ` cq “ Bpu, cq for all u P U. Therefore φ_c P Q^ε_d if and only if c P singpφq X U^K. The second assertion now follows from part (a).

(c) Assume pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q so that Q^ε_d is nonempty. It is shown in [10, Section 7.7] that for each c P V , the symplectic transvection τ_c : V Ñ V defined by vτ_c “ v ` Bpv, cqc is an element of X and an involution. Let φ, φ_c P Q^ε_d. We show that φ can be mapped to φ_c by an element of X_U . By part (b), c P U^K, so for all u P U we have uτ_c “ u ` Bpu, cqc “ u. Therefore τ_c fixes U pointwise, and τ_c P X_U . Since φpcq “ 0 and x^2 “ x for each x P F_2, we have, for all v P V , φ^{τc} pvq “ φpv ` Bpv, cqcq “ φpvq ` Bpv, cq^2φpcq ` Bpv, cq^2 “ φpvq ` Bpv, cq^2 “ φ_cpvq. Therefore φ^{τc} “ φ_c, and as φ_c was an arbitrary element of Q^ε_d, it follows that X_U is transitive on Q^ε_d.

Lemma 5.9(a) shows Q^ε_d and Q^ε_{d´1} are nonempty unless pd, εq “ pn, ´q; the latter case is dealt with in Section 5.3. After discussing the structure of X_U , we prove in Corollary 5.19 that X_U also acts transitively on Q^ε_{d´1}.

5.2.1 The structure of X_U

Lemma 5.10 ([16, Lemma 4.1.12]) Let pV, Bq “ pF^{2n}_2 , Bq be a symplectic space with full isometry group X and let U be a totally-isotropic d-dimensional subspace of V . Then there exist subspaces U^1 and W of V such that the following hold:

(a) U^1 is totally-isotropic of dimension d, U ‘ U^1 is nondegenerate and W “ pU ‘ U^1q^K,

(b) X_U “ R ¸ L, where L fixes setwise each of the subspaces U, U^1 and W , and R acts trivially on the spaces U, U^K{U and V {U^K,

(c) L – GLpUq ^ SppW q.

The semidirect product X_U “ R ¸ L in Lemma 5.10(b) is called a Levi decomposition with Levi component L and unipotent radical R.

Throughout Section 5.2 we make use of the standard symplectic basis ordered as follows B “ te_1, . . . , e_d, e_{d`1}, f_{d`1}, . . . , e_n, f_n, f_1, . . . , f_du, (5.4) (which, if d “ n, is te_1, . . . , e_n, f_n . . . , f_1u). If x, x^1 P V are given by x “ ř_n i“1px_ie_i ` y_if_iq and x^1 “ ř_n i“1px^1_ie_i ` y^1_if_iq then

Bpx, x^1q “ nÿ i“1 x_iy^1_i ` y_ix^1_i. (5.5)

The Gram matrix for B, relative to the ordered basis B, is therefore

J “ ¨ ˝ 0 0 I_d 0 J 0 I_d 0 0

˛ ‚ (5.6)

where I_d is a d ^ d identity matrix and J is the 2pn ´ dq ^ 2pn ´ dq block-diagonal matrix

with blocks ^ 0 1 1 0 ˙ , and J is an empty matrix if d “ n. Since X_U acts transitively on

the totally-isotropic d-dimensional subspaces of V , we may set U “ xe_i | 1 ď i ď dy, U^1 “ xf_i | 1 ď i ď dy and W “ xe_i, f_i | d ` 1 ď i ď ny throughout Section 5.2. Note that W “ t0u if d “ n.

Lemma 5.11 For each integer d satisfying 1 ď d ď n, the setwise stabiliser X_U of the totally-isotropic space U “ xe_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , e_dy is the group of all 2n ^ 2n block matrices of the form

g “ ¨ ˝ P^{´T} 0 0 Y N 0 Q Z P

˛ ‚

which satisfy the following conditions:

(i) P P GL_dp2q,

(ii) N P IsompB_W q – Sp_{2pn´dq}p2q (and is an empty matrix if d “ n),

(iii) QP^T ` P Q^T “ ZJZ^T if d ă n, while QP^T ` P Q^T “ 0 if d “ n, and

(iv) P Y^T “ ZJN^T if d ă n, while Y, Z are empty matrices if d “ n.

In particular, Y is determined uniquely by Z, N and P .

Proof. Let g P Sp_{2n}p2q. If g fixes U then it also fixes U^K “ xe_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , e_d, e_{d`1}, f_{d`1}, ¨ ¨ ¨ , e_n, f_ny. Expressing g with respect to the ordered basis defined in Equation (5.4) we have

g “ ¨ ˝ M 0 0 Y N 0 Q Z P

˛ ‚ where M and P lie in GL_dp2q, N lies in GL_{2pn´dq}p2q (and is an empty matrix if d “ n), and Q, Y and Z are respectively d ^ d, 2pn ´ dq ^ d and d ^ 2pn ´ dq matrices. By definition, g P Sp_{2n}p2q if and only if gJ g^T “ J , where J is as in Equation (5.6). We have gJ g^T “ ¨ ˝ M 0 0 Y N 0 Q Z P

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ 0 0 I_d 0 J 0 I_d 0 0

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ M^T Y^T Q^T 0 N^T Z^T 0 0 P^T

˛ ‚

“ ¨ ˝ 0 0 M 0 NJ Y P ZJ Q

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ M^T Y^T Q^T 0 N^T Z^T 0 0 P^T

˛ ‚

“ ¨ ˝ 0 0 MP^T 0 NJN^T NJZ^T ` Y P^T P M^T P Y^T ` ZJN^T P Q^T ` QP^T ` ZJZ^T

˛ ‚.

Invoking the condition J “ gJ g^T , we have ¨ ˝ 0 0 I_d 0 J 0 I_d 0 0

˛ ‚“ ¨ ˝ 0 0 MP^T 0 NJN^T NJZ^T ` Y P^T P M^T P Y^T ` ZJN^T P Q^T ` QP^T ` ZJZ^T

˛ ‚.

Therefore g P Sp_{2n}p2q if and only if M “ P^{´T} and conditions (i)-(iv) hold.

Corollary 5.12 Let d be an integer satisfying 1 ď d ď n and set U “ xe_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , e_dy. Then X_U “ R ¸ L is a Levi decomposition with Levi component L and unipotent radical R given by

L “ $ & % ¨ ˝ P^{´T} 0 0 0 N 0 0 0 P

˛ ‚: P P GL_dp2q, N P Sp_{2pn´dq}p2q , . -

R “ $ & % ¨ ˝ I_d 0 0 JZ^T I_{2pn´dq} 0 Q Z I_d

˛ ‚: Q ` Q^T “ ZJZ^T , . - where if d “ n, then N, Z are empty matrices and the defining condition on Q is Q`Q^T “ 0 (Q is symmetric).

Proof. We have U “ xe_1, . . . , e_dy, U^1 “ xf_1, ¨ ¨ ¨ , f_dy and W “ xe_{d`1}, f_{d`1}, ¨ ¨ ¨ , e_n, f_ny. It is clear that property (a) of Lemma 5.10 holds.

Note that L fixes setwise each of the subspaces U, U^1 and W , and R acts trivially on the spaces U, U^K{U and V {U^K.

Suppose g P X_U . Then g has the form of the matrix in Lemma 5.11 with entries N, P, Q, Y, Z satisfying the conditions of Lemma 5.11(i)–(iv). Further, we can factorise g as follows: g “ ¨ ˝ P^{´T} 0 0 Y N 0 Q Z P

˛ ‚“ ¨ ˝ I_d 0 0 Y P^T I_{2pn´dq} 0 QP^T ZN^{´1} I_d

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ P^{´T} 0 0 0 N 0 0 0 P

˛ ‚“ hh^1.

The second factor h^1 lies in L. The first factor h P R if and only if Y P^T “ JpZN^{´1}q^T and pQP^T q ` pQP^T q^T “ pZN^{´1}qJpZN^{´1}q^T . We check these conditions as follows, using the conditions from Lemma 5.11. If d “ n then Y, Z, N are empty matrices, and the matrix QP^T satisfies pQP^T q`pQP^T q^T “ QP^T `P Q^T , which is a zero matrix by Lemma 5.11(iii). Thus h^1 P R in this case. Suppose now that d ă n and note that J “ J^T . Also N, and hence also N^{´1}, lie in IsompB_W q, so we have N^{´1}JN^{´T} “ J. Now

JpZN^{´1}q^T “ J^T pZN^{´1}q^T “ pZN^{´1}Jq^T “ pZJN^T q^T (since N^{´1}JN^{´T} “ J) “ pP Y^T q^T (by Lemma 5.11(iv)) “ Y P^T so the first condition holds, and

pQP^T q ` pQP^T q^T “ QP^T ` P Q^T “ ZJZ^T (by Lemma 5.11(iii)) “ ZpN^{´1}JN^{´T} qZ^T “ pZN^{´1}qJpZN^{´1}q^T

proving the second condition, so the matrix h lies in R. Thus X_U Ď RL. It is easy to check that each matrix in R or L satisfies all the conditions of Lemma 5.11 and hence both R and L are contained in X_U . Therefore X_U “ RL. Finally, R X L “ tI_{2n}u, and R Ÿ X_U , so X_U – R ¸ L.

Recall the definition of φ^ε_0 in Equation (3.8). Provided that pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q, we have φ^ε_0 P Q^ε_d since U Ă singpφ^ε_0q.

Our next goal is to provide a condition which is used in Lemma 5.18 to show that elements of L fix φ^`_0 and φ^´_0 . Note that, with respect to the ordered basis B defined in (5.4), the vector x “ ř_n

i“1px_ie_i ` y_if_iq is represented by the 2n-tuple x “ px_1, . . . , x_d, x_{d`1}, y_{d`1}, . . . , x_n, y_n, y_1, . . . , y_dq. (5.7) For each ε P t`, ´u we define a 2pn ´ dq ^ 2pn ´ dq matrix

K^` “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

0 1 0 0 ... 0 1 0 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ or K^´ “

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

0 1 0 0 ... 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ .

Additionally, we define a 2n ^ 2n matrix K by

K “ ¨ ˝ 0 0 I_d 0 K^ε 0 0 0 0

˛ ‚. (5.8)

Lemma 5.13 Let φ^ε_0 P Q^ε, x P V , and K be as in Equations (3.8), (5.7) and (5.8), and let

g “ ¨ ˝ P^{´T} 0 0 0 N 0 0 0 P

˛ ‚

be an element of the Levi factor L of X_U defined in Corollary 5.12. Then (a) φ^ε_0pxq “ xKx^T ;

(b) gKg^T “ K if and only if NK^εN^T “ K^ε; and (c) if NK^εN^T “ K^ε then g is an isometry of φ^ε_0.

Proof. (a) Write the tuple for x in Equation (5.7) as x “ pa, b, cq where a “ px_1, . . . , x_dq, b “ px_{d`1}, y_{d`1}, . . . , x_n, y_nq and c “ py_1, . . . , y_dq.

A straightforward computation shows that xKx^T “ bK^εb^T ` ac^T , and a similar computation yields bK^εb^T “ ~_n ÿ i“d`1 x_iy_i ¸ ` δpx^2_n ` y^2_nq “

~_n ÿ i“d`1 x_iy_i ¸ ` δpx_n ` y_nq,

where δ “ 0 if ε “ ` and δ “ 1 if ε “ ´. Since ac^T “ ř_d

i“1 x_iy_i, we conclude that φ^ε_0pxq “ xKx^T .

(b) Now

gKg^T “ ¨ ˝ P^{´T} 0 0 0 N 0 0 0 P

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ 0 0 I_d 0 K^ε 0 0 0 0

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ P^{´1} 0 0 0 N^T 0 0 0 P^T

˛ ‚

“ ¨ ˝ 0 0 P^{´T} 0 NK^ε 0 0 0 0

˛ ‚ ¨ ˝ P^{´1} 0 0 0 N^T 0 0 0 P^T

˛ ‚

“ ¨ ˝ 0 0 I_d 0 NK^εN^T 0 0 0 0

˛ ‚

and hence gKg^T “ K if and only if NK^εN^T “ K^ε.

(c) Suppose now that NK^εN^T “ K^ε, so gKg^T “ K by part (b). Then by part (a), φ^ε_0pxgq “ pxgqKpxgq^T “ xpgKg^T qx^T “ xKx^T “ φ^ε_0pxq.

Since this holds for all x P V it follows that g is an isometry of φ^ε_0.

Note that the converse of part (c) of Lemma 5.13 need not hold. A matrix K with the property in Lemma 5.13(a) is called a Gram matrix for φ^ε_0, and while each quadratic form in Q has a unique lower-triangular Gram matrix, Gram matrices are not unique for quadratic forms in characteristic 2. In particular not every element h which stabilises φ^ε_0 in the Jordan-Steiner action is guaranteed to satisfy hKh^T “ K.

5.2.2 The action of X_U on quadratic forms

In this subsection we show that the codes produced by Construction 1.4 are X-strongly incidence-transitive. Recall that U “ xe_i | 1 ď i ď dy and Q^ε_d “ tφ P Q^ε | U Ď singpφqu. We saw in Lemma 5.9 that X_U is transitive on Q^ε_d, so let us set

Δ “ Q^ε_d so that Δ “ Q^εzΔ “ Q^ε_{d´1},

by Lemma 5.9(a). To achieve our goal, it is sufficient to show that, for some φ P Δ, X_{U,φ} acts transitively on Δ. As noted above, φ^ε_0 defined in (3.8) is in Δ, so we may pick φ “ φ^ε_0. Further, Lemma 3.8 implies that, to do this it is sufficient to show that X_{U,φ} acts transitively on λ^{´1}_φ pΔq “ tc P V | φ_c P Δu, and by Lemma 5.9(b), λ^{´1}_φ pΔq “ singpφqzpsingpφq X U^Kq. We prove transitivity of X_{U,φ} on singpφqzpsingpφq X U^Kq in two steps. First, in Corollary 5.17(b), we show that X_{U,φ} acts transitively on the nontrivial U^K-cosets, and then, in Lemma 5.18, we prove that, for a nontrivial U^K-coset rws, the stabiliser X_{U,φ,rws} acts transitively on the subset rws X singpφq.

For a prime power q, an element α P F_q is a primitive element if the multiplicative subgroup generated by α is the full multiplicative group F^^_q of nonzero elements in F_q . A monic polynomial f P F_q rxs of degree d ě 1 is a primitive polynomial if it is the minimal polynomial of a primitive element of F_qd . For a primitive element α P F_qd , the set tα^i | 0 ď i ď d ´ 1u is a basis for F_qd viewed as a vector space over F_q . An element of GL_dpqq of order q^d ´ 1 is called a Singer cycle. We describe a well known construction of a Singer cycle in GL_dp2q below.

Construction 5.14 Let α be a primitive element in F_2d and let hpxq “ x^d` ř_{d´1} i“0 a_ix^i be the minimal polynomial of α over F_2 . Define f : F_2d Ñ F^d_2 by f : d´1ÿ i“0 c_iα^i ÞÑ pc_0, ..., c_{d´1}q,

so f is an invertible linear transformation with F_2d viewed as an F_2 -vector space. The multiplicative group F^^_{2d} acts on F_2d by multiplication modulo hpxq. We obtain a faithful linear representation ρ : F^^_{2d} Ñ GL_dp2q by setting

ρpαq “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ fpα^1q fpα^2q . . fpα^dq

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ 0 . . I_{d´1} 0 a_0 a_1 . . . a_{d´1}

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ (5.9)

where the a_i are the coefficients of h as above. The multiplicative subgroup xρpαqy ă GL_dp2q is called a Singer subgroup and its generator ρpαq is called a Singer cycle.

Lemma 5.15 Let α, h, ρ be as in Construction 5.14, let s be the 2n ^ 2n matrix defined by

s “ ¨ ˝ ρpαq^{´T} 0 0 0 I_{2pn´dq} 0 0 0 ρpαq

˛ ‚, and set S “ xsy. Then S is a subgroup of the Levi factor L of X_U , S fixes φ^`_0 and φ^´_0 defined by Equation (3.8), and S is cyclic of order 2^d ´ 1.

Proof. Let S “ xsy. Since α is a primitive element of F^^_{2d} – C_2d_{´1}, it follows from Construction 5.14 that S is cyclic of order 2^d ´1. Corollary 5.12 implies that S ď L ă X_U , and Lemma 5.13 implies that S ď X_φ for both of the forms φ in Equation (3.8).

Lemma 5.16 Let S “ xsy denote the subgroup of X_U defined in Lemma 5.15. The setwise action of S on the quotient space V {U^K is permutationally isomorphic to the action of F^^_{2d} on F_2d by multiplication.

Proof. Let α, h, ρ be as in Construction 5.14, and choose bases tα^i | 0 ď i ď d ´ 1u for F_2d and tf_j ` U^K | 1 ď j ď du for V {U^K. Define a map rf : F_2d Ñ V {U^K by rfpα^iq “ f_{i`1} ` U^K for 0 ď i ď d ´ 1 and extending linearly to F_2d . Then rf is a vector space isomorphism. Similarly, define rρ : F^^_{2d} Ñ S by rρpα^iq “ s^i for 0 ď i ď 2^d ´ 2, and note that rρ is a group isomorphism. Now consider the natural action of F^^_{2d} on F_2d by multiplication. For all ř_{d´1}

i“0 c_iα^i P F_2d we have, towards the end using the definition of s in Lemma 5.15 and the fact that s leaves U^K invariant, rf ~~_{d´1} ÿ i“0 c_iα^i ¸ α ¸ “ rf

~_{d´1} ÿ i“0 c_iα^{i`1} ¸

“ rf

~_{d´2} ÿ i“0 c_iα^{i`1} ` c_{d´1} d´1ÿ i“0 a_iα^i ¸

“ d´2ÿ i“0 c_i rfpα^{i`1}q ` c_{d´1} d´1ÿ i“0 a_i rfpα^iq

“ ~_{d´2} ÿ i“0 c_if_{i`2} ` c_{d´1} d´1ÿ i“0 a_if_{i`1} ¸ ` U^K

“ ~~_{d´1} ÿ i“0 c_if_{i`1} ¸ ρpαq ¸ ` U^K

“ ~_{d´1} ÿ i“0 c_if_{i`1} ¸ s ` U^K “

~_{d´1} ÿ i“0 c_if_{i`1} ` U^K ¸ s

“ ~ rf ~_{d´1} ÿ i“0 c_iα^i ¸¸ s. (5.10)

Equation (5.10) implies that for all β P F_2d we have rf pβαq “ ´ rf pβq ¯ s “ ´ rf pβq ¯ rρpαq. (5.11)

Now, if γ P F^^_{2d} then there exists j such that γ “ α^j with 0 ď j ď 2^d ´ 2. Successively applying Equation (5.11) we find that, for all β P F_2d ,

rfpβγq “ rfpβα^jq “ rfpβα^{j´1}qrρpαq “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ rfpβqrρpαq^j “ rfpβqrρpα^jq “ rfpβqrρpγq.

Therefore the action of S on V {U^K is permutationally isomorphic to the action of F^^_{2d} on F_2d .

For w P V , we use rws :“ w`U^K to denote the image of w under the natural projection map π : V Ñ V {U^K; the coset rws is called nontrivial if rws ‰ U^K.

Corollary 5.17

(a) The Singer subgroup S “ xsy acts faithfully and regularly on the nontrivial cosets of U^K in V .

(b) For the form φ “ φ^ε_0 defined in Equation (3.8), the stabiliser X_{U,φ} is transitive on the nontrivial cosets of U^K in V .

Proof. The group F^^_{2d} acts regularly on itself by multiplication so Lemma 5.16 implies that S acts faithfully and regularly on the nontrivial cosets of V {U^K. By Lemma 5.15, S ď X_{U,φ}, and hence X_{U,φ} is transitive on the nontrivial cosets of U^K in V .

Now we complete the proof that X_{U,φ} is transitive on λ^{´1}_φ pΔq “ singpφqzpsingpφqXU^Kq.

Lemma 5.18 Let φ “ φ^ε_0 be as in Equation (3.8). Then singpφq Ę U^K, and the stabiliser X_{U,φ} is transitive on singpφqzpsingpφq X U^Kq.

Proof. First we note that singpφq Ę U^K since, by Equation (3.8), φpf_1q “ 0 and f_1 R U^K. By Corollary 5.17(b), X_{U,φ} acts transitively on the nontrivial U^K-cosets in V , so to prove that X_{U,φ} is transitive on singpφqzpsingpφq X U^Kq it is sufficient to prove that X_{U,φ,rws} acts transitively on rws X singpφq, for some nontrivial coset rws “ w ` U^K. We may assume without loss of generality that rws “ f_1 ` U^K with w “ f_1 P rws X singpφq. Recalling that U “ xe_1, . . . , e_dy, it follows from the definition of B in (5.5) that each u P U^K has the form u “ ř_n

i“1 u_ie_i` ř_n

i“d`1 vifi, and so each element of rws is u ` f1 for some u of

this form. Suppose that such an element u ` f_1 P rws X singpφq, and consider the matrix

g “ ¨ ˝ I_d 0 0 JZ^T I_{2pn´dq} 0 Q Z I_d

˛ ‚

where Q, Z are defined by

Q “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ u_1 u_2 . . . u_d u_2 0 . . . 0 . . . . .. . . . u_d 0 . . . 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ , Z “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ u_{d`1} v_{d`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ u_n v_n 0 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 0 . . . . ¨ ¨¨ . . . . 0 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚ ,

and J is the 2pn ´ dq ^ 2pn ´ dq block-diagonal matrix with blocks ^ 0 1 1 0 ˙ . By Corollary 5.12, g P R if and only if Q ` Q^T “ ZJZ^T . Since the matrix Q is symmetric, Q ` Q^T is the d ^ d zero matrix 0_{d^d} (recall that we are working over F_2 ).

Computing ZJZ^T , we have

ZJZ^T “ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ u_{d`1} v_{d`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ u_n v_n 0 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 0 . . . . ¨ ¨¨ . . . . 0 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝

0 1 1 0 ... 0 1 1 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ u_{d`1} 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 v_{d`1} 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 . . . . ¨ ¨¨ . . u_n 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 v_n 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚

“ ¨ ˚ ˚ ˝ v_{d`1} u_{d`1} ¨ ¨ ¨ v_n u_n 0 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 0 . . . . ¨ ¨¨ . . . . 0 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‚

¨ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˚ ˝ u_{d`1} 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 v_{d`1} 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 . . . . ¨ ¨¨ . . u_n 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0 v_n 0 ¨ ¨ ¨ 0

˛ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‹ ‚ “ 0_{d^d}.

Therefore g P R, and so by Corollary 5.12, g P X_U and hence also g stabilises U^K. Moreover, by the definition of the ordered basis B in (5.4) and of the matrix g, we see that g maps w “ f_1 to u ` w P rws. Thus g P X_{U,rws}. It remains to confirm that g fixes φ “ φ^ε_0 in each case ε “ ˘. With respect to the basis B in Equation (5.4), an arbitrary element of V has the form x “ ř_n i“1 px_ie_i ` y_if_iq, which as a row vector is pa, b, cq, where

a “ px_1, . . . , x_dq, b “ px_{d`1}, y_{d`1}, . . . , x_n, y_nq, and c “ py_1, . . . , y_dq.

The row vector representing the image xg is therefore pa ` bJZ^T ` cQ, b ` cZ, cq, and we note the following, using the definitions of Q, J, Z: bJZ^T “ py_{d`1}, x_{d`1}, . . . , y_n, x_nqZ^T “ ~_n ÿ i“d`1 py_iu_i ` x_iv_iq, 0, . . . , 0 ¸ ,

cQ “ ~_d ÿ i“1 y_iu_i, y_1u_2, . . . , y_1u_d ¸ and cZ “ py_1u_{d`1}, y_1v_{d`1}, . . . , y_1u_n, y_1v_nq.

Thus xg “ ~ x_1` nÿ i“1 u_iy_i` nÿ i“d`1 v_ix_i ¸ e_1` dÿ i“1 y_if_i` nÿ i“d`1 py_i ` y_1v_iqf_i` nÿ i“2 px_i ` y_1u_iqe_i.

Recall that y^2 “ y for each y P F_2 . Using (3.8), if ε “ ` then

φ^`_0 pxgq “x_1y_1 ` y_1

~_n ÿ i“1 u_iy_i` nÿ i“d`1 v_ix_i ¸ ` dÿ i“2 px_iy_i ` y_1u_iy_iq

` ~_n ÿ i“d`1 x_iy_i ¸ ` y_1 nÿ i“d`1 pv_ix_i ` u_iy_i ` y_1u_iv_iq

“φ^`_0 pxq ` y_1 ~ u_1` nÿ i“d`1 u_iv_i ¸

“φ^`_0 pxq ` y_1φ^`_0 pu ` f_1q.

Now using (3.9), for ε “ ´, we get

φ^´_0 pxgq “φ^`_0 pxgq ` Bpxg, e_n ` f_nq

“φ^`_0 pxq ` y_1φ^`_0 pu ` f_1q ` px_n ` y_1u_nq ` py_n ` y_1v_nq “φ^´_0 pxq ` y_1φ^`_0 pu ` f_1q ` y_1pu_n ` v_nq “φ^´_0 pxq ` y_1φ^`_0 pu ` f_1q ` y_1Bpu ` f_1, e_n ` f_nq “φ^´_0 pxq ` y_1φ^´_0 pu ` f_1q.

Thus φpxgq “ φpxq ` y_1φpu ` f_1q, for both values of ε. Now recall our assumptions that u P U^K and u ` f_1 P rws X singpφq. Thus φpu ` f_1q “ 0, and hence φpxgq “ φpxq. Since this holds for all x P V , it follows that φ^{g´1} “ φ, so g P X_{U,φ,rws}. This means that, for each u ` f_1 P rws X singpφq we have constructed an element of X_{U,φ,rws} that maps f_1 to u ` f_1. Therefore the stabiliser X_{U,φ,rws} acts transitively on rws X singpφq.

Corollary 5.19 For φ “ φ^ε_0, the group X_{U,φ} acts transitively on Q^ε_{d´1}.

Proof. By Lemma 3.8, the statement is equivalent to proving that X_{U,φ} is transitive on λ^{´1}_φ pQ^ε_{d´1}q :“ tc P V | φ_c P Q^ε_{d´1}u, and by Lemma 5.9(b), λ^{´1}_φ pQ^ε_{d´1}q “ singpφqzpsingpφqX U^Kq. Finally, by Lemma 5.18, the action of X_{U,φ} on this set is transitive.

We now show that the only X-strongly incidence-transitive codes for which a codeword stabiliser leaves invariant a totally isotropic d-dimensional subspace of V , where pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q, are those in Construction 1.4.

Theorem 5.20 Let n ě 2, and X “ Sp_{2n}p2q. Let Γ be an X-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpQ^ε, kq for some k satisfying 2 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2, and let Δ P Γ. Suppose that X_Δ ď X_U for some totally isotropic d-dimensional subspace U of V , where pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q. Then Γ “ Γpn, d, ε, δq, for some δ “ 0, 1, and k “ # 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d} ` εq if δ “ 0 2^{2n´d´1}p2^d ´ 1q if δ “ 1,

as in Construction 1.4.

Proof. By Lemma 5.9(a), Q^ε “ Q^ε_d Y Q^ε_{d´1}, and since pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q, each of the sets Q^ε_d and Q^ε_{d´1} is non-empty and X_U -invariant. Since X_Δ ď X_U , each of these sets is also X_Δ-invariant, and since Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive, X_Δ has just two orbits in Q^ε, namely Δ and Δ. It follows that

Δ “ Δ^δpUq “ Q^ε_{d´δ} “ tφ P Q^ε | dimpsingpφq X Uq “ d ´ δu,

where δ “ 0 or 1. Thus Γ is the code Γpn, d, ε, δq in Construction 1.4.

Finally we determine k “ |Δ|, where Δ “ Δ^δpUq. Let φ P Δ and suppose first that δ “ 0. By Lemma 5.9 and Corollary 3.7, |Δ| “ | singpφqXU^K|. Without loss of generality, we may take U “ xe_1, . . . , e_dy and φ “ φ^ε_0 as in (3.8) (since pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q). Then U^K “ xe_1, . . . , e_d, e_{d`1}, f_{d`1}, . . . , e_n, f_ny, so each u P U^K has the form u “ ř_n i“1 u_ie_i` ř_n i“d`1 vifi. Then u P singpφq X U^K if and only if φpuq “ 0 and by (3.8), φpuq “ " φ^`_0 puq “ ř_n i“d`1 uivi φ^´_0 puq “ u_n ` v_n` ř_n i“d`1 uivi.

For a solution to φpuq “ 0, the coefficients u_1, . . . , u_d may be chosen arbitrarily and u´ ř_d

i“1 u_ie_i must be a singular vector for the nondegenerate quadratic form of type ε on F^{2pn´dq}

2 as in (3.8). Thus

k “ | singpφq X U^K| “ 2^d ¨ 2^{n´d´1}p2^{n´d} ` εq “ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d} ` εq.

Finally, if δ “ 1 then, since Γpn, d, ε, 0q and Γpn, d, ε, 1q are complementary codes,

k “ 2^{n´1}p2^n ` εq ´ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d} ` εq “ 2^{n´1}p2^n ´ 2^{n´d}q “ 2^{2n´d´1}p2^d ´ 1q.

This completes the proof.

We now analyse the family of codes in Construction 1.4.

Theorem 5.21 Let n ě 2, 1 ď d ď n, pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q, X “ Sp_{2n}p2q, and let Γ “ Γpn, d, ε, δq in JpQ^ε, kq as in Construction 1.2, for some δ P t0, 1u, with k as in (1.1). Let A “ AutpΓq. Then:

(a) For Δ^δ pUq P Γ, with U a totally-isotropic d-dimensional subspace of V , the stabiliser X_U is equal to X_Δδ_{pUq}.

(b) The code Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive and is not self-complementary.

(c) The integer k satisfies 3 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 3 unless pn, d, εq “ p2, 1, ´q; and

(d) A “ X.

Proof. Let Δ be a codeword of Γ, so Δ “ Δ^δ pUq for some totally-isotropic d-dimensional subspace U of V and δ P t0, 1u.

(a) By Lemma 5.9(a) and Construction 1.4, Q^ε “ Q^ε_d Y Q^ε_{d´1} “ Δ^0pUq Y Δ^1pUq. Thus X_U leaves invariant both Δ^0pUq and Δ^1pUq, and so X_U ď X_Δ. Using the information in [16, Main Theorem and Table 3.5.C] if n ě 7, and from [5, Tables 8.28, 8.48, 8.64, and 8.80] for 2 ď n ď 6, we see that X_U is a maximal subgroup of X, and hence X_U “ X_Δ, (b) It is straightforward to check that k ‰ | Q^ε |{2, so Γ is not self-complementary.

Since Γpn, d, ε, 0q and Γpn, d, ε, 1q are complementary codes (that is, the codewords of one code are the complements in Q^ε of the codewords of the other code), Γpn, d, ε, 0q is Xstrongly incidence-transitive if and only if Γpn, d, ε, 1q is X-strongly incidence-transitive. Therefore it is sufficient to prove that Γpn, d, ε, 0q is X-strongly incidence-transitive, and from now on we assume that Γ “ Γpn, d, ε, 0q.

By Corollary 3.9, for each g P X we have

Δ^0pUqg “ tφ^g P Q^ε | dimpsingpφq X Uq “ du “ tφ^g P Q^ε | U Ď singpφqu “ tφ P Q^ε | U Ď singpφ^{g´1} qu “ tφ P Q^ε | U Ď singpφqg^{´1}u “ tφ P Q^ε | Ug Ď singpφqu “ ΔpUgq.

Therefore the action of X on the codewords of Γ is equivalent to the action of X on the d-dimensional totally-isotropic subspaces of V . Witt’s Lemma implies that the latter of these actions is transitive, and therefore the former is also transitive. By Definition 1.1 therefore, our task is to prove that, for each codeword Δ “ Δ^0pUq, the stabiliser X_Δ “ X_U is transitive on Δ ^ Δ, where Δ “ Q^εzΔ “ Q^ε_{d´1}. By the transitivity of X on Γ it is sufficient to do this for a single codeword, and so we shall do this in the case where U “ xe_i | 1 ď i ď dy. By Lemma 5.9(c), X_Δ “ X_U is transitive on Δ “ Q^ε_d, and the form φ “ φ^ε_0 defined in Equation (3.8) lies in Δ. By Corollary 5.19, we see that X_{U,φ} is transitive on Δ, and we conclude that Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive.

(d) It is straightforward to check that 3 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 3 unless pn, d, εq “ p2, 1, ´q. In the exceptional case we have |Q^´| “ 6 and k P t2, 4u.

(e) From the definition of Γ it is clear that X ď A “ AutpΓq, and since in all cases k ‰ |Q^ε|{2 by part (b), the automorphism group A is a subgroup of SympQ^εq.

Assume first that pn, εq ‰ p2, ´q. Since Γ ‰ `_{Qε} k ˘ by Lemma 3.12, A is a proper subgroup of SympQ^εq and does not contain AltpQ^εq. It follows from the classification of the maximal subgroups of finite symmetric and alternating groups that A “ X, see [17, Chapter 9], especially Tables II–VI.

Now assume pn, εq “ p2, ´q. Then |Q^´| “ 6, and pd, εq ‰ pn, ´q implies that d “ 1. Thus k “ 2 if Γ “ Γp2, 1, ´, 0q and k “ 4 “ |Q^´n| ´ 2 if Γ “ Γp2, 1, ´, 1q. Now X “ Sp_4p2q “ SympQ^´q is 3-transitive on Q^´. It follows that Γ “

`_{Q´} 2 ˘ , and so A “ AutpJpQ^´, 2qq “ SympQ^´q “ X.

By Theorem 5.21, X acts transitively on the code and the stabiliser of a codeword Δ^δpUq is equal to X_U . Thus the number of codewords is equal to |X : X_U |. Since the size of the unipotent radical R of X_U is 2^{d{2´3d2{2`2dn} (see [16, Proposition 4.1.19(II)]), we have:

|Γ| “ |X| |X_U | “ |X| |R| ¨ |L| “ | Sp_{2n}p2q| |R| ¨ | GL_dp2q| ¨ | Sp_{2pn´dq}p2q| “ 2^{n2} ś_n

i“1p2^{2i} ´ 1q 2^{d{2´3d2{2`2dn} ¨ 2^{dpd´1q{2} ś_d

i“1p2^i ´ 1q ¨ 2^{pn´dq2} ś_{n´d} i“1 p2^{2i} ´ 1q “ ś_n i“n´d`1p2 2i ´ 1q ś_d i“1p2^i ´ 1q “ ś_d

j“1p2^{2pn´d`jq} ´ 1q ś_d

i“1p2^i ´ 1q “ dź i“1 2^{2pn´d`iq} ´ 1 2^i ´ 1 .

Theorem 5.22 The minimum distance D of Γpn, d, ε, δq satisfies

D “ $ & % 2^{2n´d´2} if ε “ ` and d ă n 2^{n´1} if ε “ ` and d “ n 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ´ 1q if ε “ ´.

Proof. As Γpn, d, ε, 0q and Γpn, d, ε, 1q are complementary, they have the same minimum distance. We will compute the minimum distance of Γ “ Γpn, d, ε, 0q.

Let U_1, U_2 be two totally-isotropic subspaces of dimension d. Recall that in the Johnson graph JpQ^ε, kq, the distance between two codewords Δ^0pU_1q and Δ^0pU_2q is k ´ |Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q|, so we are looking for the largest possible |Δ^0pU_1qXΔ^0pU_2q|. Let ℓ “ dimpU_1 XU_2q, so ℓ ě 0, and since U_1, U_2 are distinct, also ℓ ă d. Let ℓ ` m “ dimpU^K_1 X U_2q. Since

U_1 X U_2 ď U^K_1 X U_2 ď U_2, the integer m ě 0 and ℓ ` m ď d, and hence 0 ď ℓ ď d ´ m. Now pU^K_1 X U_2q{pU_1 X U_2q – ppU^K_1 X U_2q ` U_1q{U_1 is an m-dimensional totally isotropic subspace of the symplectic space U^K_1 {U_1 of dimension 2pn ´ dq, and the largest totallyisotropic subspace has dimension n ´ d, so m ď n ´ d. By Witt’s lemma, for a fixed choice of m and ℓ, all the pairs pU_1, U_2q are in the same orbit of X, so we may assume that

U_1 “ xe_1, e_2, . . . , e_dy U_2 “ xe_1, e_2, . . . , e_ℓ, e_{d`1}, . . . , e_{d`m}, f_{ℓ`1}, . . . , f_{d´m}y Assume first that d ` m ă n or ε “ `. It follows that U_1 Y U_2 Ď singpφq for φ as in (3.8). Then Δ^0pU_iq “ Q^ε_d “ tφ_c|c P singpφq X U^K_i u by Lemma 5.9, and so Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q “ tφ_c|c P singpφq X U^K_1 X U^K_2 u. We have

U^K_1 X U^K_2 “ pU_1 ` U_2q^K “ xe_1, e_2, . . . , e_{d`m}, f_{ℓ`1}, . . . , f_{d´m}y^K “ xe_1, . . . , e_ℓ, e_{d´m`1}, . . . , e_n, f_{d`m`1}, . . . , f_ny For c “ ř_ℓ i“1 u_ie_i` ř_n i“d´m`1 uiei` ř_n i“d`m`1 vifi P U K 1 X U^K_2 , we have φpcq “ #ř_n i“d`m`1 uivi if ε “` ř_n i“d`m`1 uivi ` un ` vn if ε “´ Hence there is no condition on ř_ℓ i“1 u_ie_i, or on ř_{d`m} i“d´m`1 uiei, while ř_n i“d`m`1puiei` v_if_iq must be singular for a form of type ε on F^{2pn´d´mq}_2 . Therefore

| singpφq X U^K_1 X U^K_2 | “ 2^ℓ ¨ 2^{2m} ¨ 2^{n´d´m´1}p2^{n´d´m} ` εq “ 2^{ℓ`n´d`m´1}p2^{n´d´m} ` εq.

Hence |Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q| “ 2^{ℓ`n´d`m´1}p2^{n´d´m} ` εq in this case.

Now assume that d ` m “ n and ε “ ´ (which implies that 0 ă m ď d and 0 ă n ´ d ď d) and take again φ as in (3.8). Then W “ U_2 X sinpφq is a subspace of dimension d ´ 1, and let t P U_2zW so that U_2 “ W ` xty and φptq “ 1. Note that t P W^K since U_2 ď U^K_2 .

Δ^0pU_2q “ tφ_c|U_2 Ď singpφ_cq and c P singpφqu “ tφ_c|U_2 Ď singpφq ` c and c P singpφqu “ tφ_c|c P W^Kzt^K and c P singpφqu.

Here we have W “ xe_1, e_2, . . . , e_ℓ, e_{d`1}, . . . , e_{n´1}, f_{ℓ`1}, . . . , f_{d´m}y and t “ e_n. Thus Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q “ tφ_c|c P singpφq X pU^K_1 X W^Kqzt^Ku. Now U^K_1 X W^K “ pU_1 ` W q^K, and

pU_1 ` W q^K “ xe_1, e_2, . . . , e_{n´1}, f_{ℓ`1}, . . . , f_{d´m}y^K “ xe_1, . . . , e_ℓ, e_{d´m`1}, . . . , e_n, f_ny,

and hence

pU^K_1 X W^Kqzt^K “ pU_1 ` W q^Kze^K_n “ f_n ` xe_1, . . . , e_ℓ, e_{d´m`1}, . . . , e_ny.

For c “ f_n` ř_ℓ i“1 u_ie_i` ř_n i“d´m`1 uiei P pU K 1 X W^Kqzt^K we have, by (3.8), φpcq “ 1 ` u_n ` u_n “ 1, so c R singpφq. Thus Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q is empty.

We now want to maximize the value of |Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q| over all possible m ď minpd, n ´ dq and 0 ď ℓ ď d ´ m (or 0 ď ℓ ă d if m “ 0).

For m “ 0, clearly the largest value is when ℓ is as large as possible, that is, for ℓ “ d ´ 1. This gives us

|Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q| “ 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ` εq. (5.12)

For fixed m ą 0 such that m ă n ´ d if ε “ ´, clearly the largest value is when ℓ is as large as possible, that is, for ℓ “ d´m. This gives us |Δ^0pU_1qXΔ^0pU_2q| “ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d´m}`εq. This in turn is maximised when m is as small as possible, that is for m “ 1, where we have |Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q| “ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d´1} ` εq. (5.13)

Note this case does not happen if n ´ d “ 1 and ε “ ´.

If n ´ d ď d and ε “ ´, we can also have m “ n ´ d. However in this case |Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q| “ 0 for any ℓ, which is clearly never going to be the largest value for |Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q|. Thus we need to compare the quantities in (5.12) and (5.13) to determine which is larger.

Case 1: ε “ ` and n ą d. Here the larger is 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d´1} ` 1q (with m “ 1 and ℓ “ d ´ 1), since 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ` 1q ă 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d´1} ` 1q. The minimum distance is

k ´ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d´1} ` 1q “ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d} ` 1q ´ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d´1} ` 1q “ 2^{2n´d´2}.

Case 2: ε “ ` and n “ d. Here there is only one case: m “ 0, so the largest |Δ^0pU_1q X Δ^0pU_2q| is 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ` εq “ 2^{n´1}, with m “ 0 and ℓ “ d ´ 1. The minimum distance is k ´ 2^{n´1} “ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d} ` 1q ´ 2^{n´1} “ 2^{n´1}.

Case 3: ε “ ´ and n ´ d ą 1. Here the larger is 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ´ 1q (with m “ 0 and ℓ “ d ´ 1), since 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d´1} ´ 1q ă 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ´ 1q. The minimum distance is again 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ´ 1q.

Case 4: ε “ ´ and n ´ d “ 1. Here, as observed above, the case (5.13) does not occur so the largest value is 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ` εq (with ε “ ´, m “ 0, and ℓ “ d ´ 1). The minimum distance is

k ´ 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ´ 1q “ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´d} ´ 1q ´ 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ´ 1q “ 2^{n´2}p2^{n´d} ´ 1q.

5.3 Transitive C_1-type codeword stabilisers

In this subsection we prove that there are no X-strongly incidence-transitive codes Γ Ă `_{Qε} k ˘ for which ε “ ´ and a codeword stabiliser leaves invariant an n-dimensional totallyisotropic subspace of V . This is the case pd, εq “ pn, ´q not covered by Construction 1.4 or Theorem 5.20. This allows us to complete the proof of Theorem 1.5 in the case where a codeword stabiliser is reducible on V .

Let U be an n-dimensional totally-isotropic subspace of V and let X_U be the stabiliser of U in X “ Sp_{2n}p2q. Note that since dimpUq “ n we have U “ U^K. For φ P Q^´ the maximum dimension of a φ-singular subspace is n ´ 1, and therefore Lemma 5.9 implies that singpφq X U is an pn ´ 1q-dimensional subspace of V for all φ P Q^´. Recall from Corollary 5.12 that X_U – R ¸ L, where R is the unipotent radical and L – GL_np2q is a Levi factor. In particular, setting n “ d in Corollary 5.12 we have R “ "^ I_d 0 X I_d ˙ | X ` X^T “ 0 * so R – F^{npn`1q{2}

2 and |R| “ 2^{npn`1q{2}.

Lemma 5.23 Let U be a totally-isotropic n-dimensional subspace of V , with R, L such that X_U “ R¸L as in Corollary 5.12, and let H denote the set of all pn ´ 1q-dimensional subspaces of U. For each H P H define P_H :“ tφ P Q^´ | singpφq X U “ Hu.

(a) The subgroup X_U is transitive on Q^´.

(b) Let φ P Q^´, H “ singpφq X U, and c P V . Then φ_c P P_H if and only if c P H. In particular |P_H | “ 2^{n´1}.

(c) P “ tP_H | H P Hu is a system of imprimitivity for the action of X_U on Q^´. Moreover the X_U -actions on H and P are permutationally isomorphic.

(d) The transitive actions of L on P, and of GLpUq on H, are permutationally isomorphic.

In particular, |P_H | “ 2^{n´1} for any H P H.

(e) The kernel of the X_U -action on P is R, the group X^P_U induced by X_U on P is L^P – L.

Proof.

(a) It follows from [17, Table 1 and (3.2.4a)] that X “ X_U X_φ, and hence X_U is transitive on Q^´.

(b) First note that since φ P Q^´, the n-dimensional subspace U cannot be contained in singpφq, and it follows from Lemma 5.9(a) that H has dimension n ´ 1, and P_H is well-defined and non-empty.

Assume first that c P H. Since H is φ-singular, the quadratic form φ_c is of minus type by Corollary 3.7. Thus H_c :“ singpφ_cq X U has dimension n ´ 1, and hence H_c P H. We claim H_c “ H. Since H and H_c have the same dimension, it is enough to show that H Ď H_c, that is that H is φ_c-singular and contained in U. The latter statement follows from the definition of H. For the former statement we compute φ_cphq for h P H: φ_cphq “ φphq ` Bph, cq^2 “ Bph, cq, since H Ď singpφq. Since c P U “ U^K and h P U, we have that Bph, cq “ 0. This proves the claim.

Now assume φ_c P P_H . In particular φ_c P Q^´ and so c P singpφq by Corollary 3.7. Moreover, singpφ_cq X U “ H. For any h P H, we have 0 “ φ_cphq “ Bph, cq and so c P H^K. Since X_U is transitive on Q^´ by part (a), we may pick without loss of generality φ “ φ^´_0 from (3.8). Then H “ xe_1, e_2, . . . , e_{n´1}y and H^K “ H K xe_n, f_ny. Then c “ h^1 ` x_ne_n ` y_nf_n for some h^1 P H. Now 0 “ φpcq “ φph^1q ` φpx_ne_n ` y_nf_nq “ x_ny_n ` x_n ` y_n “ px_n ` 1qpy_n ` 1q ` 1. It follows that x_n “ y_n “ 0 and so c P H. Therefore |P_H | “ |H| “ 2^{n´1} by Corollary 3.7.

(c) Since φ P Q^´ uniquely determines the element singpφq X U of H, each φ P Q^´ lies in a unique P_H P P, and P is a partition of Q^´.

Let g P X_U , φ P Q^´, and H :“ singpφq X U P H. Then x P H^g if and only if x^{g´1} P H, or equivalently x P U^g “ U and 0 “ φpx^{g´1} q “ φ^gpxq, that is, x P singpφ^gq X U. Thus psingpφq X Uq^g “ singpφ^gq X U.

Now suppose that φ^1, φ^2 P P_H1 , for some H^1 P H. Then H^1 “ singpφ^1qXU “ singpφ^2qX U, and we have just proved that pH^1q^g “ singpφ^{1g}q X U “ singppφ^2q^gq X U P H. It follows that φ^{1g}, φ^{2g} P P_{pH}1_qg , and hence that pP_H1 q^g “ P_{pH}1_qg . Thus P is X_U -invariant, and also the X_U -actions on H and on P are permutationally isomorphic.

(d) We construct an explicit permutational isomorphism. The basis B of (5.4) is te_1, . . . , e_n, f_1, . . . , f_nu (since d “ n here), and U “ xe_i | 1 ď i ď ny. We identify each v P V uniquely with an ordered pair pu, u^1q, where u P U and u^1 P U^1 “ xf_i | 1 ď i ď ny. By Corollary 5.12, L “ " ℓpaq “ ^ a 0 0 a^{´T} ˙ | a P GL_np2q * – GL_np2q,

and we note that pu, u^1q^{ℓpaq} “ pua, u^1a^{´T} q. Therefore L acts on U in the natural action of GL_np2q on U. In particular, L acts on H in the natural action of GL_np2q on the hyperplanes of U. Hence pP_H q^{ℓpaq} “ P_Ha . Thus ℓ : a Ñ ℓpaq and f : H Ñ P_H define a group isomorphism ℓ : GL_np2q Ñ L, and bijection f : H Ñ P, such that pℓ, fq is a permutational isomorphism from the GL_np2q-action on H to the L-action on P. Since GL_np2q is transitive on H, both actions are transitive. Then all sets P_H have the same cardinality which is 2^{n´1} by part (b).

(e) By Corollary 5.12, R “ " rpQq “ ^ I_n 0 Q I_n ˙ | Q “ Q^T * , which acts trivially on U. Thus for each symmetric Q and each H P H, H^{rpQq} “ H, and hence pP_H q^{rpQq} “ P_H by part (c). Thus R is contained in the kernel K of the X_U -action on P, and since X_U “ R¸L, we have X_U “ KL and so the group pX_U q^P “ X_U {K – L{pL X Kq. It follows from part (d) that K “ R and pX_U q^P “ L^P – L.

Lemma 5.23 enables us to prove that there are no examples in JpQ^´, kq with codeword stabilisers leaving invariant a maximal totally isotropic subspace.

Theorem 5.24 Let X “ Sp_{2n}p2q, let Γ be a code in JpQ^´, kq such that, for Δ P Γ, X_Δ ď X_U for some totally isotropic n-dimensional subspace U of V . Then Γ is not X-strongly incidencetransitive.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive. Since X_U is transitive on Q^´ by Lemma 5.23 but X_Δ is not, we have a proper containment X_Δ ă X_U . It then follows, from Lemmas 4.1 and 5.23, that Δ is a union of some of the parts of the X_U -invariant partition P defined in Lemma 5.23, say Δ “ Ť HPS P_H , where S Ă H. Then k “ 2^{n´1}pk, where pk “ |S| satisfies 1 ď pk ď |P| ´ 1. Recall that X_U “ R ¸ L and that the group X^P_U “ L^P – L, by Lemma 5.23. Let Γ_0 “ tΔ^ℓ | ℓ P Lu (a possibly proper subcode of Γ). Then for each Δ_0 P Γ_0 we have X_{Δ0} ă X_U . Let pΔ_0 denote the pk-subset of parts of

P contained in Δ_0, and let pΓ_0 “ t pΔ_0 | Δ_0 P Γ_0u, so pΓ_0 Ă

`_{Pp} k ˘ . Since R acts trivially on P, it follows that Γ_0 is X_U -invariant, and pΓ_0 is L-invariant. Moreover, L is transitive on pΓ_0, and the stabiliser in L of pΔ is L_Δ.

We claim that pΓ_0 is L-strongly incidence-transitive. By Definition 1.1 and since L is transitive on pΓ_0, it is sufficient to prove that L_Δ is transitive on pΔ ^ pPz pΔq. Let P_{H1} , P_{H2} P pΔ and P_H1_1 , P_H1_2 P Pz pΔ (not necessarily distinct), and for i “ 1, 2, let φ_i P P_{Hi} and φ^1_i P P_H1_i . Since Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive, X_Δ acts transitively on Δ ^ pQ^´zΔq, and hence there exists g P X_Δ such that pφ_1, φ^1q^g “ pφ_2, φ^1_2q. Since P is an X_U -invariant partition of Q^´, this implies that pP_{H1} , P_H1_1 q^g “ pP_{H2} , P_H1_2 q. Now g “ rℓ for some r P R and ℓ P L, and since r acts trivially on P (by Lemma 5.23) it follows that pP_{H1} , P_H1_1 q^ℓ “ pP_{H2} , P_H1_2 q. This proves the claim.

By Lemma 5.23, the action of L on P is permutationally isomorphic to the action of GL_np2q on the pn ´ 1q-dimensional subspaces of U, and this, in turn, is permutationally isomorphic to the action of GL_np2q on the 1-dimensional subspaces of U, that is on the nonzero vectors of U. Therefore we may identify P with the set of 1-dimensional subspaces of the vector space U “ F^n_2 , or in other words with the projective space PGpn ´ 1, 2q.

We now claim that pΔ or Pz pΔ is a projective subspace of P. If pk “ 1 or |P|´1, then pΔ or its complement is a projective 1-space so the claim holds. Now assume 2 ď pk ď |P|´2. In particular n ě 3 since, for n “ 2, |P| “ 3. If pk “ 2 or |P| ´ 2, then xΓ_0 cannot be L-strongly incidence-transitive, as L_Δ will fix a point of P, namely the third point of the projective line containing pΔ or its complement. This is a contradiction, so 3 ď pk ď |P|´3. Then pΓ_0 is equivalent to a ‘projective type code’ analysed in [18, Section 7], and [18, Proposition 7.4] applies. Since q “ 2, it follows, interchanging pΔ and P z pΔ if necessary, that either pΔ is a projective subspace of P, or pΔ is a r0, 2, 3s_1-subset, that is to say, each projective line meets pΔ in 0, 2, or 3 projective points. Since the projective lines have size 3, the second possibility corresponds to the complement Pz pΔ being a r0, 1, 3s_1-subset and hence a projective subspace.

Thus the claim is proved in all cases, and hence the stabiliser L_Δ of a codeword is equal to the stabiliser L_W of a d-dimensional subspace W of U, where 1 ď d ă n. By Lemma 5.23, R fixes P pointwise and therefore R leaves Δ and W invariant, and we have X_Δ “ R ¸ L_Δ “ X_{U,W} . Since d ă n, this implies that X_Δ is properly contained in X_W . However, by Theorem 5.20, if the stabiliser X_Δ of a codeword Δ of an X-strongly incidence-transitive code leaves invariant a d-dimensional totally isotropic subspace W with d ă n, then X_Δ is equal to X_W . However X_W does not leave invariant an ndimensional subspace. This contradiction completes the proof.

6 Codes with irreducible codeword stabilisers

Here we examine X-strongly incidence-transitive codes in the case where a codeword stabiliser is contained in a maximal irreducible geometric subgroup as in Table 1. First we obtain a lower bound for the size k “ |Δ| of a codeword, and then we consider in separate subsections the cases where the maximal geometric subgroup is of type C_2, C_3 and C_8.

Lemma 6.1 Let X “ Sp_{2n}p2q and let Γ Ă `_{Qε} k ˘ be an X-strongly incidence-transitive code with 2 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2. If X_Δ acts irreducibly on V “ F^{2n}_2 for some Δ P Γ then n ě 3 and

2n ` 1 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ p2n ` 1q.

Proof. Since 2 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2, we must have n ě 2. First assume that 2 ď k ď^1_2 |Q^ε| “ 2^{n´2}p2^n ` εq. Suppose φ P Δ and let C “ tc P V | φ_c P Δu, where we note that φ “ φ_0 (see Remark 3.5) so 0 P C. Let U denote the intersection of all subspaces in V which contain C, that is the subspace of V spanned by C. We claim that X_Δ preserves U. Let g P X_Δ. Then φ^g P Δ, so φ^g “ φ^g_0 “ φ_d for some d P C. Then by Corollary 3.10, for all c P C we have φ^g_c “ φ_{cg`d}, and hence cg ` d P C. Now C Ď U by the definition of U, and hence, Cg ` d Ď U, and since d P C Ď U, also Cg Ď U. Since C spans U it follows that Ug “ U, proving the claim. Now X_Δ acts irreducibly on V and |C| ě 2, so U “ V and xCy “ V . Therefore Czt0u contains a spanning set for V , which implies that k “ |Δ| “ |C| ě 2n ` 1. Note this is not possible if pn, εq “ p2, ´q, since we assumed k “ |C| ď^1_2 |Q^´| “ 3.

Now assume that^1_2 |Q^ε| ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2. The complementary code

Γ Ď JpQ^ε, |Q^ε| ´ kq “ JpQ^ε, kq

is also X´strongly incidence-transitive and satisfies 2 ď k ď^1_2 |Q^ε|. Therefore, by the previous argument pn, εq ‰ p2, ´q and k ě 2n ` 1. Thus k ď |Q^ε| ´ p2n ` 1q.

In either case we conclude that 2n`1 ď k ď |Q^ε|´p2n`1q and pn, εq ‰ p2, ´q. Finally suppose that pn, εq “ p2, `q. Then |Q^`| “ 10 and hence k “ 5, so |Δ| “ |Δ| “ 5. However this means that |Δ^Δ| “ 25, which does not divide | Sp_4p2q|, and hence 25 does not divide |X_Δ|. This contradicts the assumption that the code is X-strongly incidence-transitive. Therefore n ě 3.

6.1 C_2-type codeword stabilisers

Here we compute the orbits of the maximal C_2-subgroups of Sp_{2n}p2q in Q^ε and apply the results to the classification of strongly incidence-transitive codes. A maximal C_2-subgroup of Sp_{2n}p2q is the stabiliser of a direct sum decomposition V “ ‘^t_{i“1}V_i into nondegenerate subspaces V_i of (even) dimension dimpV_iq “ 2n{t, with t ě 2 and t | n, and V_i is orthogonal to V_j for all i ‰ j. We denote such a decomposition by D, and the subgroup of Sp_{2n}p2q which preserves D by X_D, so X_D – Sp_{2n{t}p2q ≀ S_t.

Definition 6.2 Let D denote a decomposition V “ ‘^t_{i“1}V_i and let φ : V Ñ F_2 be a nondegenerate quadratic form of type ε on V . Denote by ε_i “ sgnpV_iq the type of φ|_{Vi} , and write ε_D “ pε_1, . . . , ε_tq. Let Epφq denote the number of i such that ε_i “ ´.

Note that, by Lemma 5.2, we have ε “ ś_t i“1 ε_i, so if ε “ ` then Epφq is even, and if ε “ ´ then Epφq is odd.

Lemma 6.3 The X_D´orbits in Q^ε are the subsets O_m “ tφ P Q^ε | Epφq “ mu for all integers m such that 0 ď m ď t and p´1q^m “ ε. In particular if X_D has at most two orbits in Q^ε, then one of the following holds for t and the X_D-orbits in Q^ε:

(i) t “ 2 and ε “ `, with orbits O_0 and O_2,

(ii) t “ 3 and ε “ ˘, with orbits O_0 and O_2 if ε “ `, or O_1 and O_3 if ε “ ´,

(iii) t “ 4 and ε “ ´, with orbits O_1 and O_3,

(iv) t “ 2 and ε “ ´, and in this case X_D acts transitively and O_1 “ Q^´; moreover X_{D,V1} has two orbits in Q^´, namely the sets O_{`,´} and O_{´,`} of forms with type p`, ´q_D, and p´, `q_D, respectively.

Proof. For every φ P Q^ε and every i with 1 ď i ď t, the group SppV_iq – Sp_{2n{t}p2q preserves the type ε_i of φ_i “ φ|_{Vi} . Moreover, the top group S_t of X_D permutes the components V_i of the decomposition D and the corresponding direct factors of the base group Sp_{2n{t}p2q^t of X_D, and therefore permutes the entries of the vector pε_1, . . . , ε_tq while preserving Epφq. This implies the subsets O_m are X_D´invariant. It remains to show that X_D acts transitively on each non-empty subset O_m. Let φ, φ^1 P O_m. By the comment above ε “ Π^t_{i“1}ε_i “ Π^t_{i“1}ε^1_i, where ε_i the type of φ|_{Vi} and ε^1_i the type of φ^1|_{Vi} . Since Epφq “ Epφ^1q and S_t acts transitively on the m-subsets of t1, . . . , tu, there exists σ P S_t such that ε_{iσ}´1 “ ε^1_i for all i ď t, and by Lemma 5.2, we can represent φ^σ uniquely as φ_{1σ}´1 ‘ ¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ φ_{tσ}´1 . Further, for each i, SppV_iq acts transitively on the quadratic forms on V_i of type ε^1_i “ ε_{iσ}´1 , so there exists g_i P SppV_iq such that φ^{gi}_{iσ´1} “ φ^1_i. Therefore σpg_1, . . . , g_tq P X_D maps φ to φ^1 and the non-empty O_m are the X_D-orbits in Q^ε. Finally O_m ‰ H if and only if p´1q^m “ ε by Lemma 5.2.

Checking the number of integers m satisfying p´1q^m “ ε with 0 ď m ď t, we see that if ε “ ` and t ě 4, then O_m is non-empty for m P t0, 2, 4u, while if ε “ ´ and t ě 5, then O_m is non-empty for m P t1, 3, 5u. Further, if X_D has at most two orbits in Q^ε, then one of (i)–(iv) holds, and in case (iv), the X_{D,V1} -orbits are the sets O_{`,´} and O_{´,`} described there.

Theorem 6.4 Let X “ Sp_{2n}p2q for n ě 2, let Γ be an X-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpQ^ε, kq and Δ P Γ, such that 1 ă |Δ| ă |Q^ε ´ 1 and X_Δ is irreducible on V . Suppose that X_Δ ď X_D for some direct sum decomposition D of V “ ‘^t_{i“1}V_i, as above. Then, t “ 2, and Γ “ Γpn, n{2, `, `q or Γpn, n{2, `, ´q as in Construction 1.2, with Δ “ O_0 or O_2, respectively, and X_Δ “ X_D, as in case (i) of Lemma 6.3.

Proof. Let X, Γ, Δ, and D be as in the statement, with X_Δ ď X_D. Then X_D has at most two orbits in Q^ε, and hence one of the cases (i)–(iv) of Lemma 6.3 holds. We use the definition of the O_i in Lemma 6.3. We note first that, in cases (i)–(iii), X_D has two orbits in Q^ε, namely O_i, O_j , for certain i, j. Since X_Δ also has two orbits in Q^ε, it follows that Δ “ O_i or O_j and X_Δ “ X_D. We consider the four cases separately.

In case (i), n is even, ε “ `, and V “ V_1 ‘ V_2 with V_1 and V_2 both nondegenerate of dimension n and V_2 “ V^K_1 . Also X_Δ “ X_D, and Δ is O_0 or O_2. Suppose first that Δ “ O_0 and Δ “ O_2, so each φ P Δ has the form φ “ φ_1 ‘ φ_2 with each φ_i “ φ|_{Vi} of type `, in other words φ has type p`, `q_D. Now if φ_{V1} has type ` then φ_{V2} must have type` too by Lemma 5.2. Thus Δ “ ΔpV_1q for ε “ ε^1 “ ` as defined in Construction 1.2, and Γ “ Γpn, n{2, `, `q. Similarly, if Δ “ O_2 so Δ “ O_0, then Γ is the complementary code Γpn, n{2, `, ´q by the comment after Construction 1.2, and Γ “ Γpn, n{2, `, ´q.

In case (ii), V “ V_1 ‘ V_2 ‘ V_3 and ε P t`, ´u. Replacing Γ by its complementary code if necessary (see the remarks on [18, page 6]), we may assume that Δ “ O_0 if ε “ ` and Δ “ O_3 if ε “ ´. Therefore, in either case, Δ consists of all quadratic forms in Q^ε satisfying ε_1 “ ε_2 “ ε_3 “ ε, while Δ consists of all quadratic forms satisfying tε_1, ε_2, ε_3u “ tε, ´ε, ´εu. Note that, if ε “ ´ and dimpV_iq “ 2, then the number of choices for φ|_{Vi} , where φ P Δ, is 1 (the size of Q^´ when the dimension is 2) and hence |Δ| “ 1, contradicting our assumption that |Δ| ą 1. Thus if ε “ ´ then dimpV_iq ě 4. It follows that we may choose forms φ P Δ and μ P Δ such that μ has type pε, ´ε, ´εq and φ|_{V1} ‰ μ|_{V1} . Since X_Δ “ X_D acts transitively on Δ ^ Δ, Lemma 5.2 allows us to define uniquely a third form ν P Δ such that ν|_{V1} “ φ|_{V1} and ν|_{V2} “ μ|_{V2} , ν|_{V3} “ μ|_{V3} . Since X_D acts transitively on Δ ^ Δ, there exists g P X_{D,φ} such that μ^g “ ν, in particular, μ^g|_{V1} “ φ|_{V1} has type ε. Since for both μ and ν, the only restriction μ^g|_{Vi} , φ|_{Vi} of type ε is the restriction to V_1, it follows that g fixes V_1. Hence g maps μ|_{V1} to ν|_{V1} “ φ|_{V1} . However, this is a contradiction since μ|_{V1} ‰ φ|_{V1} , and g fixes φ and V_1. So case (ii) gives no examples.

Case (iii) of Lemma 6.3 is dealt with in a similar manner to case (ii), but the details need care. Here X_Δ “ X_D and t “ 4, ε “ ´, and we suppose first that Δ “ O_1, Δ “ O_3. Select φ P Δ and μ P Δ with respective types p`, `, `, ´q_D and p`, ´, ´, ´q_D such that φ|_{V1} ‰ μ|_{V1} (this is possible since even if dimpV_1q “ 2 there are three choices for this restriction). Using Lemma 5.2 we define a unique quadratic form ν P Q^´ by ν “ φ_1 ‘ μ_2 ‘ μ_3 ‘ μ_4. By definition, ν P Δ, and hence by assumption there exists g P X_{D,φ} such that μ^g “ ν; in particular g fixes V_1 since V_1 is the only component of D where both μ and ν have ` type restriction, and since g also fixes φ, it follows that g fixes φ|_{V1} . However g maps μ|_{V1} to ν|_{V1} “ φ|_{V1} , and this is a contradiction. If instead Δ “ O_3 and Δ “ O_1, then we use the argument just given on the complementary code. Thus there are no examples in case (iii).

In case (iv), V “ V_1 ‘ V_2, ε “ ´, and X_D – Sp_np2q ≀ C_2 is transitive on Q^´, while X_Δ ă X_D. Also O_{`,´} and O_{´,`} are the two orbits in Q^´ of the index 2 subgroup X_{V1} of X_D, and these two sets form a system of imprimitivity for the action of X_D on Q^´. By Lemma 4.1, Δ is a union of blocks of this imprimitivity system, and hence Δ “ O_{´,`} or O_{`,´}. In either case X_{V1} leaves Δ invariant, so X_{V1} ď X_Δ ă X_D. It follows that X_Δ “ X_{V1} . This however contradicts our assumption that X_Δ is irreducible on V , and so there are no examples in case (iv).

6.2 C_3-type codeword stabilisers

In Section 6.2 we show that there do not exist any strongly incidence-transitive codes of the type described in Theorem 1.5 whose codeword stabilisers are irreducible on V and contained in a C_3-subgroup of Sp_{2n}p2q. We open with some notes on finite fields and their automorphisms. Further details are available in [19].

Remark 6.5 Let b ě 1 and q “ 2^b. There are b distinct field automorphisms of F_q , namely σ_j , for 0 ď j ď b ´ 1, where σ_j pαq “ α^{2j} for all α P F_q . The automorphism group of F_q , denoted AutpF_q q, is cyclic of order b and is generated by σ_1. For 1 ď j ď b ´ 1, the set of fixed points of σ_j in F_q is the subfield F_2pj,bq where pj, bq denotes the greatest common divisor of j and b. In particular AutpF_q q fixes F_2 pointwise.

Since q is even, every element of F_q is a square. In particular, for λ P F^^_q , α “ λ^{q{2} is the unique element in F^^_q satisfying α^2 “ λ. The elements of F_q lying in the orbit λ^{AutpFq q} are called the conjugates of λ in F_q . By [19, Lemma 2.1.75], |λ^{AutpFq q}| “ b if and only if λ is not contained in a proper subfield of F_q . In particular, if b is prime then |λ^{AutpFq q}| “ b for all λ P F_q zF_2 .

The absolute trace Tr : F_2b Ñ F_2 is the F_2 -linear map defined by

Trpαq “ b´1ÿ i“0 α^{2i} “ α ` α^2 ` α^4 ` . . . ` α^{q{2}.

The absolute trace map Tr is additive and invariant under field automorphisms so in particular Trpα^2q “ Trpαq^2 for all α P F_2b . Let K “ kerpTrq and K^# “ Kzt0u. Note that K is a codimension 1 subspace of F_q (considered as a vector space over F_2 ) and therefore |K| “ 2^{b´1}. Additionally, note that Trp1q “ 0 if and only if b is even, and if b “ 2 then K “ F_2 is fixed pointwise by AutpF_4 q. Finally, if b is an odd prime then by Fermat’s Little Theorem we have 2^{b´1} ” 1 pmod bq, and AutpF_q q has p2^{b´1} ´ 1q{b orbits in K^#, each of which has length b.

6.2.1 Forms under field reduction

Let W be a 2m-dimensional vector space over F_q “ F_2b . Let V denote the set of vectors in W equipped with the same addition operation as in W , but with scalar multiplication restricted so that elements of V may only be scaled by elements of F_2 . Then V is a 2n-dimensional vector space over F_2 , where n “ mb. We let W and V denote the vector spaces described above throughout Subsections 6.2.1 and 6.2.2. Moreover, we assume that W is equipped with a symplectic form rB : W ^ W Ñ F_q , and we define B : V ^ V Ñ F_2 by B “ Tr ˝ rB, where Tr : F_q Ñ F_2 is the absolute trace map defined in Remark 6.5. For ε P t`, ´u, we denote by Q^εpW q the set of all quadratic forms Φ : W Ñ F_q of type ε which polarise to rB. We write QpW q “ Q^`pW q Y Q^´pW q, and use similar notation for quadratic forms on V . The following theorem is a special case of [12, Theorem C], with the last assertion covered by the comments in [12, Section 1].

Theorem 6.6 ([12]) If rB is a symplectic form on W then B “ Tr ˝ rB is a symplectic form on V . Additionally, if Φ is a quadratic form of type ε P t`, ´u on W , then φ “ Tr ˝Φ is a quadratic form of type ε on V , and if rB is the polar form of Φ, then B is the polar form of φ.

Recall from Notation 3.4 that if Φ is a quadratic form on a vector space W and c P W then Φ_c is the quadratic form defined by Φ_cpwq “ Φpwq ` rBpw, cq^2 for all w P W .

Lemma 6.7 Let Φ, Ψ P QpW q, and let φ “ Tr ˝Φ and ψ “ Tr ˝Ψ. If c P W and Ψ “ Φ_c then ψ “ φ_c.

Proof. We use Equation (3.4) in combination with properties of the trace map Tr. For all v P V , ψpvq “ Tr ˝Ψpvq “ TrpΦpvq ` rBpv, cq^2q is equal to

TrpΦpvqq ` Trp rBpv, cqq^2 “ φpvq ` Bpv, cq^2 “ φ_cpvq.

Therefore ψ “ φ_c.

Lemma 6.8 Define a mapping T : QpW q Ñ QpV q by

T pΦq “ Tr ˝Φ. (6.1)

Then T is a bijection. Moreover, for each ε P t`, ´u, T induces a bijection T : Q^εpW q Ñ Q^εpV q, and for Φ P QpW q and c P W , Φ and Φ_c are of the same type if and only if Φpcq P kerpTrq.

Proof. Let Φ P QpW q, let rB denote the polar form of Φ, and let φ “ T pΦq, and B “ Tr ˝ rB. Then by Theorem 6.6, φ P QpV q, φ has the same type as Φ, and B is the polar form of φ. In particular T pQpW qq Ď QpV q, and T pQ^εpW qq Ď Q^εpV q for each ε P t`, ´u.

To show that T is onto, consider an arbitrary ψ P QpV q. By Lemma 3.3, there exists a unique c P V such that ψ “ φ_c. Moreover, again by Lemma 3.3, the map Ψpxq “ Φpxq ` rBpx, cq^2, for x P W , is a quadratic form on W which polarises to rB, and Ψ “ Φ_c (by Notation 3.4). Then by Lemma 6.7 we have T pΨq “ T pΦ_cq “ φ_c “ ψ. Therefore T is onto.

To show that T is one-to-one, let Ψ, Ψ^1 P QpW q such that T pΨq “ T pΨ^1q. By Lemma 3.3 and Notation 3.4, there exist unique c, d P W such that Ψ “ Φ_c and Ψ^1 “ Φ_d, and then by Lemma 6.7, T pΨq “ φ_c and T pΨ^1q “ φ_d. Thus φ_c “ φ_d. It then follows from Lemma 3.3 that c “ d, and hence Ψ “ Ψ^1. Therefore T is one-to-one, and hence a bijection. Thus |QpW q| “ |QpV q|. Finally since, for each ε, we have T pQ^εpW qq Ď Q^εpV q, equality holds and T induces a bijection Q^εpW q Ñ Q^εpV q.

Let c P W . By Theorem 6.6, Φ and Φ_c are of the same type if and only if φ and φ_c are of the same type, and by Corollary 3.7, φ and φ_c are of the same type if and only if c P singpφq. Since φpcq “ TrpΦpcqq, this condition is equivalent to the condition TrpΦpcqq “ 0, that is, Φpcq P kerpTrq.

A semilinear transformation of W is a mapping g : W Ñ W such that pu ` wqg “ ug ` wg for all u, w P W , and there exists a field automorphism σ P AutpF_q q such that pαwqg “ α^σwg for all α P F_q and w P W . The automorphism σ depends on g but not on u, w or α, and we say that g is semilinear relative to σ. The group of all nonsingular semilinear transformations of W is denoted ΓLpW q. We use these notions to describe the setup and what we will do in this and the next subsection. In particular the subgroup G we introduce in Remark 6.9(b)(c) is called a C_3-subgroup, and is a maximal C_3-subgroup if b is prime – hence our assumption on b (see Table 1). Such subgroups are constructed in [5, Section 2.2.3] by computing the intersection of SppV q with the normaliser of a Singer subgroup in GLpV q.

Remark 6.9 (Our C_3-action setup) We have V “ F^{2n}_2 and W “ F^{2m}_{2b} , where n “ mb and b is prime, and we identify the underlying sets. As in [5, Definition 1.6.4] and [5, Definition 1.6.17]:

(a) A semilinear transformation g on W , relative to an automorphism σ of F_q , is called a semi-isometry of rB if, for all v, w P W , rBpvg, wgq “ rBpv, wq^σ. The set of all semiisometries of rB forms a subgroup of ΓLpW q denoted ΓSppW, rBq – Sp_{2m}p2^bq ¸ C_b.

(b) Given Φ P Q^εpW q, where ε P t`, ´u, and g P ΓSppW, rBq relative to σ, we define a function Φ^g : W Ñ F_q by Φ^gpvq “ Φpvg^{´1}q^σ. (6.2)

Note that this generalises (3.1). We check that

Φ^gpλvq “ Φppλvqg^{´1}q^σ “ Φpλ^{σ´1} pvg^{´1}qq^σ “ ppλ^{σ´1} q^2Φpvg^{´1}qq^σ “ λ^2Φpvg^{´1}q^σ “ λ^2Φ^gpvq, and Φ^gpu ` vq ´ Φ^gpuq ´ Φ^gpvq “ Φppu ` vqg^{´1}q^σ ´ Φpug^{´1}q^σ ´ Φpvg^{´1}q^σ “ pΦpug^{´1} ` vg^{´1}q ´ Φpug^{´1}q ´ Φpvg^{´1}qq^σ “ rBpug^{´1}, vg^{´1}q^σ “ rBpu, vq.

Therefore Φ^g P QpW q, in fact (as we will show in Proposition6.10(b)) Φ^g P Q^εpW q, and Equation (6.2) defines a group action of ΓSppW, rBq on QpW q preserving Q^`pW q and Q^´pW q.

The element g P ΓSppW, rBq is a semi-isometry of Φ if Φ^g “ Φ, that is if, for all v P W , Φpvgq “ Φpvq^σ. The set of all semi-isometries of Φ forms a subgroup of ΓSppW, rBq, denoted ΓO^εpW, Φq – GO^εpW, Φq ¸ C_b.

(c) We write G “ ΓSppW, rBq, and we will show in Proposition 6.10 that G is a subgroup of X “ SppV, Bq; it is the maximal C_3-subgroup listed in row (d) of Table 1. Also for Φ P Q^εpW q, we write G_Φ “ ΓO^εpW, Φq for the semi-isometry group of Φ; and for φ “ T pΦq as in (6.1), we will show in Proposition 6.10 that the stabiliser G_φ in G of φ is equal to G_Φ.

(d) For a given ε P t`, ´u, we choose Φ P Q^εpW q, set φ :“ T pΦq P Q^εpV q, and as in the proof of Lemma 6.8, for each c P V we define Φ_c P QpW q, and φ_c P QpV q, so φ_c “ T pΦ_cq, and we note that

φ_c P Q^εpV q ðñ Φ_c P Q^εpW q ðñ Φpcq P kerpTrq.

(e) For λ P F_q , we write rλs :“ tλ^σ | σ P AutpF_q qu, and for a P V , we define

θ_{rλs}paq “ tφ_c | c ‰ a, and Φ_apc ` aq P rλsu, (6.3)

and we also write θ_λpaq “ tφ_c | c ‰ a, and Φ_apc ` aq “ λu. We also write simply θ_{rλs} and θ_λ for θ_{rλs}p0q and θ_λp0q respectively. In Proposition 6.11, we will show that, for a P V , the G_{φa} -orbits in Qztφu are the sets θ_{rλs}paq.

Note that, using (2.1) and (3.4), we have

Φ_apc ` aq “ Φpc ` aq ` rBpc ` a, aq^2 “ Φpcq ` Φpaq ` rBpc, aq ` rBpc, aq^2. (6.4)

Proposition 6.10 Let G “ ΓSppW, rBq and X “ SppV, Bq, where B “ Tr ˝ rB, and let T : QpW q Ñ QpV q as in (6.1). Then G ď X, and if φ “ T pΦq P QpV q and g P G, then φ^g “ T pΦ^gq. Moreover,

(a) if ε P t`, ´u and φ “ T pΦq “ Tr ˝Φ, with Φ P Q^εpW q, then φ P Q^εpV q and G_φ “ G_Φ “ ΓO^εpW, Φq; and

(b) the G-actions on QpW q and QpV q are equivalent; there are two G-orbits in each action, namely Q^εpW q and Q^εpV q, respectively, with ε P t`, ´u.

Proof. Let g P G relative to an automorphism σ of F_q , and let v, w P W . Then Bpvg, wgq “ Trp rBpvg, wgqq “ Trp rBpv, wq^σq “ Trp rBpv, wqq “ Bpv, wq, and hence g P X. Thus G ď X. Also if φ “ T pΦq P QpV q, v P V , then using (3.1) and (6.2) we see that

φ^gpvq “ φpvg^{´1}q “ TrpΦpvg^{´1}qq “ TrpΦ^gpvq^{σ´1} q “ TrpΦ^gpvqq “ T pΦ^gqpvq,

so φ^g “ T pΦ^gq.

(a) Now G_Φ “ ΓO^εpW, Φq, and by Lemma 6.8, φ “ T pΦq P Q^εpV q. To prove the rest of part (a), we first show that G_φ contains G_Φ. To do this suppose that g P G_Φ, that is, g P G is a semi-isometry of Φ relative to some automorphism σ. Then, as we showed above, φ^g “ T pΦ^gq, so

φ^g “ T pΦ^gq “ T pΦq “ φ,

that is, g P G_φ, which shows that G_Φ ď G_φ. Conversely, if g P G_φ, that is, φ^g “ φ, then T pΦq “ φ “ φ^g “ T pΦ^gq. By Lemma 6.8, T is a bijection, and so Φ “ Φ^g, Thus G_φ ď G_Φ. This completes the proof of part (a).

(b) The G-orbits in QpW q are Q^εpW q, for ε P t`, ´u, and it follows from the first assertion of Proposition 6.10, proved above, that the G-actions on QpW q and QpV q are equivalent. Moreover, by Lemma 6.7 the type of a form is preserved by the bijection T . It follows that the G-orbits in QpV q are Q^εpV q for ε P t`, ´u.

6.2.2 Orbits of C_3-subgroups in Q^ε and an application to codes

We continue with the notation and assumptions from Remark 6.9, and note that all assertions in parts (a)–(d) of that remark have been proved.. In the main result Theorem 6.12 of this subsection we prove that there are no strongly incidence-transitive codes in JpQ^εpV q, kq for which the stabiliser of a codeword is irreducible on V and contained in G. Recall from Proposition 6.10(b) that G “ ΓSppW, rBq acts transitively on Q^ε “ Q^εpV q, for each ε P t`, ´u.

Proposition 6.11 Using the notation in Remark 6.9, we choose Φ P Q^εpW q, and set φ :“ T pΦq P Q^εpV q. Let a P V such that Φpaq P kerpTrq so φ_a “ T pΦ_aq P Q^εpV q, with stabiliser G_{φa} “ ΓO^εpW, Φ_aq.

(a) Let g P G such that Φ^g “ Φ_a. Then, for each λ P F_2b , pθ_{rλs}q^g “ θ_{rλs}paq (these sets are defined in Remark 6.9(e)).

(b) The orbits of G_{φa} in QpV qztφ_au are the sets θ_{rλs}paq, for λ P V .

(c) For a “ 0, the subset θ_{rλs} “ θ_{rλs}p0q Ď Q^εpV q if and only if λ P kerpTrq, and for such λ, |θ_{rλs}| “ $ & % p2^{n´b} ` εqp2^n ´ εq if λ “ 0, 2^{n´b}p2^n ´ εq if λ “ 1 and b “ 2, b 2^{n´b}p2^n ´ εq otherwise.

Moreover, the largest G_φ-orbit O in Q^εpV q satisfies |O| ě |Q^εpV q|{2 if and only if b “ 2 or 3 and one of the lines of Table 6.1 holds.

b ε O |O| Q^εzpO Y tφuq

2 ` θ_{r0s} 2^{2n´2} ` 3 ¨ 2^{n´2} ´ 1 θ_{r1s} 2 ´ θ_{r1s} 2^{2n´2} ` 2^{n´2} θ_{r0s}, empty if n “ 2 3 ˘ θ_{rλs} (λ ‰ 0, 1) 3 ¨ 2^{2n´3} ´ 3ε 2^{n´3} θ_{r0s}, empty if pn, εq “ p3, ´q

Table 6.1: Table for Proposition 6.11(b): largest G_φ-orbit O

Proof.

(a) Let λ P F_2b . Since Φ_apc ` aq “ Φ^gpc ` aq “ Φppc ` aqg^{´1}q^σ (for all c) we have

φ_c P θ_{rλs}paq ðñ c ‰ a and Φppc ` aqg^{´1}q P rλs.

Next, if we substitute d for pc ` aqg^{´1}, the above expression is equivalent to the following:

φ_c P θ_{rλs}paq ðñ d “ pc ` aqg^{´1} ‰ 0, and Φpdq P rλs.

Alternatively, we could write c “ dg ` a and φ_d P θ_{rλs}. This then makes it apparent that φ_c P θ_{rλs}paq if and only if φ_c P pθ_{rλs}q^g, because φ_c “ φ_{dg`a} “ φ^g_d, by Corollary 3.10. Therefore, pθ_{rλs}q^g “ θ_{rλs}paq.

(b) Recall that, for g P G “ ΓSppW, rBq relative to an automorphism σ, Φ^gpvq “ Φpvg^{´1}q^σ by (6.2) and φ^g “ T pΦ^gq by Lemma 6.10. If g P G is such that Φ^g “ Φ_a (which implies that φ^g “ φ_a), recall that, for each d P V , φ^g_d “ φ_{dg`a} by Corollary 3.10.

By part (a), it is sufficient to prove all the assertions for the case a “ 0 since G_{φa} is conjugate to G_{φ0} “ G_φ in G. Thus from now on we assume that a “ 0, and we show that the orbits of G_φ in QpV qztφu are the sets θ_{rλs}.

Let g P G_φ ď X_φ, that is, g is a semi-isometry of Φ relative to some σ P AutpF_2b q. Consider φ_c with c ‰ 0, and let λ “ Φpcq. Then φ_c P θ_λ Ď θ_{rλs}. By Lemma 3.8, φ^g_c “ φ_{cg}, and by (6.2), Φpcgq “ pΦ^{g´1} pcqq^σ “ Φpcq^σ “ λ^σ, so φ^g_c P θ_λσ . Hence g maps θ_λ to θ_λσ . Thus the G_φ-orbit of φ_c is contained in θ_{rλs}.

Since G_φ induces AutpF_2b q on rλs, it follows that G_φ permutes transitively the subsets θ_λ1 for λ^1 P rλs. Hence to prove that G_φ is transitive on θ_{rλs} it is sufficient to prove that H_φ “ GOpW, Φq (which consists of all semi-isometries of Φ relative to the trivial automorphism) is transitive on θ_λ. Let φ_c, φ_d P θ_λ, so Φpcq “ Φpdq “ λ, and in particular, c, d are both Φ-singular (if λ “ 0) or both Φ-nonsingular (if λ ‰ 0). Now H_φ is transitive on both the set of nonzero Φ-singular vectors and the set of vectors v such that Φpvq equals a given nonzero λ. To see the latter, note that H_φ is transitive on nonsingular 1-subspaces, so there exists h P H_φ such that ch is in the 1-space spanned by d. Now Φpchq “ Φpcq “ λ, so by Lemma 3.11, ch “ d. Hence φ^h_c “ φ_{ch} “ φ_d, so H_φ is transitive on θ_λ, and part (a) is proved.

(c) We continue with a “ 0, and since φ_c P Q^εpV q if and only if Φpcq P kerpTrq, the G_φorbit θ_{rλs} Ď Q^εpV q if and only if λ P kerpTrq. Suppose first that λ “ 0 so rλs “ t0u and θ_{rλs} “ θ_0 “ tφ_c | c ‰ 0 and Φpcq “ 0u. Hence |θ_{rλs}| is equal to the number of nonzero Φ-singular vectors, and hence is equal to pq^{m´1} ` εqpq^m ´ εq “ p2^{n´b} ` εqp2^n ´ εq by [13, Theorem 1.14]. Next, we note that 1 P kerpTrq if and only if the prime b “ 2. By Lemma 3.11, for each nonzero λ P F_2b , each nonsingular 1-subspace of W contains exactly one vector v with Φpvq “ λ. Hence for each λ ‰ 0, the cardinality |θ_λ| is equal to the number of nonsingular 1-subspaces of W , namely,

|θ_λ| “ q^{2m} ´ pq^{m´1} ` εqpq^m ´ εq ´ 1 q ´ 1

“ q^{m´1}pq^m ´ εq “ 2^{n´b}p2^n ´ εq.

Thus |θ_{r1s}| “ |θ_1| “ 2^{n´b}p2^n ´ εq, and if λ ‰ 0, 1, then |rλs| “ b and hence |θ_{rλs}| “ b 2^{n´b}p2^n ´ εq.

Finally suppose that O “ θ_{rλs} Ď Q^εpV q and |O| ě |Q^εpV q|{2. If b “ 2 then the only G_φ-orbits in Q^εpV q are θ_{r0s} and θ_{r1s}, and as we have just shown, their sizes are 2^{2n´2} ` 3ε 2^{n´2} ´ 1 and 2^{2n´2} ´ ε 2^{n´2}, respectively. The larger of these depends on ε and is as given in the first two rows of Table 6.1; information in the final column is also valid, where we note that, if pn, εq “ p2, ´q, then θ_{r0s} is the empty set. Next suppose that b “ 3. Then there are exactly two G_φ-orbits in Q^εpV q, namely θ_{r0s} and θ_{rλs}, where rλs is the unique triple of elements of F_8 with trace zero (except that θ_{r0s} is empty if pn, εq “ p3, ´q). We have shown that these orbits have lengths 2^{2n´3} ` 7ε 2^{n´3} ´ 1 and 3 ¨ 2^{2n´3} ´ 3ε 2^{n´3}, respectively, and the latter is larger in all cases, so the third row of Table 6.1 is valid. Thus we may assume that the prime b ě 5. Then it is easy to check that the maximum orbit size |O| is b 2^{n´b}p2^n ´εq, and that the number of orbits of this length in Q^εpV q is p| kerpTrq| ´ 1q{b “ p2^{b´1} ´ 1q{b ě 3. Thus |Q^εpV q| ą 3|O|, which is a contradiction. This completes the proof.

We complete the C_3-analysis by showing that no X-strongly incidence-transitive codes have codeword stabilisers contained in a maximal C_3-subgroup.

Theorem 6.12 Let X “ Sp_{2n}p2q for n ě 2, let Γ be an X-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpQ^ε, kq for some k satisfying 2 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2, such that the stabiliser X_Δ of a codeword Δ P Γ is irreducible on V . Then X_Δ is not contained in a maximal C_3-subgroup of X.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that X_Δ ď G ă X for some maximal C_3-subgroup G “ ΓSppW, rBq – Sp_{2m}p2^bq ¸ C_b, for some prime b, as in Remark 6.9. Since G is transitive on Q^εpV q, X_Δ is a proper subgroup of G. By Lemma 6.1, n ě 3 and 2n ` 1 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ p2n ` 1q. Note also that n “ mb ě b. Now, since X_Δ “ X_Δ, the complementary design Γ satisfies exactly the same conditions. So, interchanging the two codes if necessary, we may assume that 2n ` 1 ď k ď |Q^ε|{2.

As in Remark 6.9, we choose Φ such that T pΦq “ φ P Δ. By Lemma 4.2, Δ is contained in a G_φ-orbit O, so |O| ě |Δ| ě |Q^ε|{2. It then follows from Proposition 6.11 that b is 2 or 3 and O is as in one of the rows of Table 6.1, so O “ θ_{rλs} for some λ P kerpTrq as specified in the table. For each φ_a P Q^εpV q, θ_{rλs}paq is the unique G_{φa} -orbit in Q^εpV q of length at least |Q^εpV q|{2 by Proposition 6.11(a), since θ_{rλs}paq “ pθ_{rλs}q^g for some g such that pG_φq^g “ G_{φa} . Thus, again by Lemma 4.2, Δ Ď X_{φaPΔ}θ_{rλs}paq. We treat each of the rows of Table 6.1 separately, but first we consider the exceptional case pn, b, εq “ p3, 3, ´q where Q^εpV q “ OYtφu. Note that we do not need to consider the case pn, b, εq “ p2, 2, ´q since n ě 3.

Case 1: pn, b, εq “ p3, 3, ´q. Here |Q^´| “ 28 and G “ Sp_2p8q ¸ C_3, and we have 7 “ 2n ` 1 ď |Δ| ď 14. Since X_Δ acts transitively on Δ ^ Δ and X_Δ ď G, the cardinality |G| “ 1512 “ 2^3 ¨ 3^3 ¨ 7 is divisible by kp28 ´ kq, which is not the case for any k such that 7 ď k ď 14. Thus there are no examples in this case.

To treat the other cases it is useful to choose an explicit quadratic form Φ “ Φ^ε_0. We take a symplectic basis B “ pe_1, . . . , e_m, f_1, . . . , f_mq for W relative to rB, and, writing a typical vector in W as x “ ř_m i“1px_ie_i ` y_if_iq, with the x_i, y_i P F_2b , we define Φ^ε_0 P Q^εpW q by Φ^`_0 pxq “ ř_m i“1 x_iy_i Φ^´_0 pxq “ x^2_m ` y^2_mζ` ř_m i“1 x_iy_i (6.5)

where ζ P F_2b and t^2 ` t ` ζ is irreducible over F_2b (see, for example, [16, Lemma 2.5.2 and Proposition 2.5.3]).

Case 2: Row 1 of Table 6.1. Here ε “ `, b “ 2, Δ Ď X_{φaPΔ}θ_{r0s}paq and Δ contains θ_{r1s} Y tφ_0u. We take Φ “ Φ^`_0 . Let α denote a primitive element of F_4 .Then for each a in the following set A “ te_m ` f_m, αe_m ` α^2f_m, α^2e_m ` αf_mu, we have Φ^`_0 paq “ 1, and hence φ_a P Δ. Suppose that φ_c P Δ. Then φ_c P X_{aPAYt0u}θ_{r0s}paq. By (6.3), Φ^`_0 pcq “ 0 and Φ_apc ` aq “ 0 for each a P A. Using equation (6.4) we have, for each a P A,

Φ_apc ` aq “ Φ^`_0 pcq ` Φ^`_0 paq ` rBpc, aq ` rBpc, aq^2

“ 1 ` Trp rBpc, aqqq.

Therefore we require Trp rBpc, aqq “ 1, that is, rBpc, aq P F_4 zF_2 , for each a P A. Writing c “ ř_m

i“1pc_ie_i ` d_if_iq, this implies

(i) rBpc, e_m ` f_mq “ c_m ` d_m P F_4 zF_2 ,

(ii) rBpc, αe_m ` α^2f_mq “ α^2c_m ` αd_m P F_4 zF_2 , and

(iii) rBpc, α^2e_m ` αf_mq “ αc_m ` α^2d_m P F_4 zF_2 .

Now the sum of any two (possibly equal) elements of F_4 zF_2 “ tα, α ` 1u lies in F_2 . Thus, adding requirements (i) and (ii) yields c_m ` d_m ` α^2c_m ` αd_m “ αc_m ` α^2d_m P F_2 , which clearly contradicts requirement (iii). Thus there are no possibilities for φ_c, and we have a contradiction.

Case 3: Row 2 of Table 6.1. Here ε “ ´, b “ 2, n “ 2m ě 4, Δ Ď X_{φaPΔ}θ_{r1s}paq and Δ contains θ_{r0s} Y tφ_0u, that is, Δ contains all forms φ_c such that c is Φ-singular. We take Φ “ Φ^´_0 with ζ “ α, a primitive element of F_4 . Suppose that φ_c P Δ. Then φ_c P X_{aPsingpΦ}´_{0 q}θ_{r1s}paq. Thus, by (6.3), Φ^´_0 pcq “ 1, and for each nonzero a such that Φ^´_0 paq “ 0, we have Φ_apc ` aq “ 1. Using equation (6.4), we have, for each nonzero a with Φ^´_0 paq “ 0,

Φ_apc ` aq “ Φ^´_0 pcq ` Φ^´_0 paq ` rBpc, aq ` rBpc, aqq^2

“ 1 ` Trp rBpc, aqq.

Therefore we require Trp rBpc, aqq “ 0, that is, rBpc, aq P F_2 , for each nonzero a with Φ^´_0 paq “ 0. However, for any such a we also have Φ^´_0 pαaq “ α^2Φ^´_0 paq “ 0, and hence we require rBpc, αaq “ α rBpc, aq P F_2 . This implies that rBpc, aq “ 0 must hold for all nonzero a with Φ^´_0 paq “ 0. In particular this must hold for a “ e_i for 1 ď i ď m ´ 1. Let c “ ř_m i“1pc_ie_i ` d_if_iq. Then d_i “ rBpc, e_iq “ 0, for 1 ď i ď m ´ 1, and it must also hold for a “ f_i, and hence c_i “ rBpc, f_iq “ 0, for 1 ď i ď m ´ 1. Hence c “ c_me_m ` d_mf_m, and we require 1 “ Φ^´_0 pcq “ c^2_m ` d^2_mα ` c_md_m. The solutions to this equation are pc_m, d_mq P tp0, αq, p1, 0q, p1, α^2q, pα, αq, pα, α^2qu, and hence |Δ| ď 5, which contradicts the fact that |Δ| ě^1_2 |Q^´| “ 2^{n´2}p2^n ´ 1q ě 60 for all n ě 4. Thus there are no possibilities for Δ in this case.

The final case involves computations over the field F_8 , and we make some preparatory comments. The polynomial fptq “ t^3 ` t ` 1 is irreducible over F_2 . Let α denote a primitive element of F_8 , so α^3 “ α ` 1. The three solutions in F_8 to the equation fptq “ 0 are the non-zero elements with trace zero, namely α, α^2, and α^4 “ α ` α^2; and we have kerpTrq “ t0u Y rαs of size 4. Further, the multiplicative group F^˚_8 “ xαy – C_7, and the map F_8 Ñ F_8 given by α Ñ α ` α^2 has image kerpTrq. We use the form Φ^´_0 given by (6.5), and in the case ε “ ´, the element ζ can be taken as any of 1, α ` 1, α^2 ` 1, α^4 ` 1 (all with trace 1). Recall that we have already dealt with the case pn, b, εq “ p3, 3, ´q in Case 1.

Case 4: Row 3 of Table 6.1. Here ε “ ˘, b “ 3, n “ 3m and pn, εq ‰ p3, ´q. Then O “ θ_{rλs} for some λ P kerpTrqzt0u and by the preparatory comments, we may take λ “ α. Thus Δ Ď X_{φaPΔ}θ_{rαs}paq and Δ contains θ_{r0s} Y tφ_0u. Suppose that φ_c P Δ. Then for each a with Φ^ε_0paq “ 0, we have φ_a P Δ and φ_c P θ_{rαs}paq, so Φ_apc ` aq P rαs. In particular Φ^ε_0pcq P rαs. Since θ_{r0s} is non-empty, there exists a non-zero a with Φ^ε_0paq “ 0. For each μ P F_8 , we also have Φ^ε_0pμaq “ 0 and hence also Φ_{μa}pc ` μaq P rαs. Using (6.4), we have

Φ_{μa}pc ` μaq “ Φ^ε_0pcq ` Φ^ε_0pμaq ` rBpc, μaq ` rBpc, μaq^2

“ Φ^ε_0pcq ` μ rBpc, aq ` μ^2 rBpc, aq^2

and therefore we obtain the following condition:

Φ^ε_0pcq ` μ rBpc, aq ` μ^2 rBpc, aq^2 P rαs for all μ P F_8 . (6.6)

We claim that rBpc, aq “ 0. Suppose to the contrary that z “ rBpc, aq ‰ 0. Choose μ “ Φ^ε_0pcq^2z^{´1}. Then an easy computation gives Φ^ε_0pcq`μ rBpc, aq`μ^2 rBpc, aq^2 “ TrpΦ^ε_0pcqq “ 0, contradicting (6.6). Thus rBpc, aq “ 0 as claimed, and this must hold for all nonzero a such that Φ^ε_0paq “ 0. Write c “ ř_m i“ipc_ie_i ` d_if_iq, and use the form Φ^ε_0 given by (6.5) (depending on ε). In either case, taking a “ e_i or f_i with 1 ď i ď m ´ 1 implies that c_i “ d_i “ 0 for these values of i, so c “ c_me_m ` d_mf_m. If ε “ `, we similarly conclude that c_m “ d_m “ 0 so that c “ 0 and Δ “ tφ_0u, which is a contradiction. Thus ε “ ´ and so m ě 2 and n ě 6. Then the number of possibilities for a nonzero c “ c_me_m ` d_mf_m is less than 8^2 “ 64, and hence 64 ą |Δ| ě |Q^´|{2 “ 2^{n´2}p2^n ´ 1q ě 16 ¨ 63, which is a contradiction. Thus there are no possibilities for Δ in this case. This completes the proof of Theorem 6.12.

6.3 C_8-type codeword stabilisers

In this subsection we complete the analysis of the geometric subgroups by showing, in Theorem 6.14, that no X-strongly incidence-transitive codes have codeword stabilisers contained in a maximal C_8-subgroup. Let V, B, X be as in Section 2, and let Q “ QpV q, and Q^ε (ε “ ˘) be as in Section 3. By Table 1, the maximal C_8-subgroups of X are the stabilisers X_ψ of forms ψ P Q, and X_ψ – GO^{ε1}_{2n}p2q, where ψ has type ε^1 “ ˘. We will see in the proof of Theorem 6.14 that, if a codeword stabiliser in an X-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpQ^εpV q, kq is contained in X_ψ, then ψ P Q^{´ε}.

So suppose that φ P Q^ε and ψ P Q^{´ε}. Recall that by Notation 3.4 each quadratic form is equal to φ_c for a unique c P V . Moreover, by Corollary 3.7, ψ “ φ_d for some d R singpφq, and Q^ε “ tφ_c | c P singpφqu. We use this notation throughout the subsection. By Lemma 3.8, the actions of X_φ (and hence of X_{ψφ}) on Q^ε and singpφq are equivalent, and also, by Corollary 3.10, if g P X and φ^g “ φ_a, then for all c P V , pφ_cq^g “ φ_{cg`a}. Our first crucial step is to determine the X_{ψφ}-orbits in singpφq and Q^ε.

Lemma 6.13 Let φ, ψ, d be as above. Then the following hold.

(a) The X_{φψ}-orbits in singpφq are t0u, S_0 and S_1, where

S_0 “ psingpφq X singpψqqzt0u, and S_1 “ singpφqz singpψq.

(b) The X_{φψ}-orbits in Q^ε are tφ_0u, ω_0 and ω_1, where

ω_0 “ tφ_c P Q| φpcq “ φ_dpcq “ 0, c ‰ 0u, and ω_1 “ tφ_c P Q| φpcq “ 0, φ_dpcq “ 1u.

Moreover, |ω_0| “ |S_0| “ 2^{2n´2} ´ 1, and |ω_1| “ |S_1| “ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´1} ` εq.

(c) Let δ P t0, 1u. Then for each φ_a P ω_{1´δ}, there exists g P X_ψ such that φ^g “ φ_a and

pω_δq^g “ tφ_b P Q| φpbq “ 0, and Bpa ` d, bq “ 1u.

Given φ, ψ (and hence d), this set only depends on a, and we set ω_δpaq :“ pω_δq^g.

Proof. By Lemma 3.8, the X_φ-actions on Q and V are equivalent, and by Corollary 3.7, under this equivalence, singpφq corresponds to Q^ε. In particular, part (b) follows immediately from part (a), so it is sufficient to prove parts (a) and (c). Further, the equivalence of these actions implies that the subgroup X_{ψφ} is equal to the stabiliser of the φ-nonsingular vector d in the X_φ-action on V , and hence X_{φψ} fixes setwise the sets T_0, T_1 of nonzero vectors x P singpφq which lie in xdy^K, or do not lie in xdy^K, respectively. By definition, singpφq “ t0u Y T_0 Y T_1. Also,

x P xdy^K ô Bpx, dq “ 0 ô φ_dpxq “ φpxq ` Bpx, dq^2 “ φpxq,

and hence, for x P singpφqzt0u, x P xdy^K ô x P singpψq. It follows that S_0 “ T_0 and S_1 “ T_1. Next we show that, for each i, S_i is an X_{φψ}-orbit.

Let x R xdy^K so Bpx, dq “ 1. Then also x ` d R xdy^K, and

φpx ` dq “ φpxq ` φpdq ` Bpx, dq “ φpxq ` 1 ` 1 “ φpxq,

so either both or neither of the two elements of the coset x ` xdy “ tx, x ` du lie in S_1. If x P S_1 then φpxq “ φpx ` dq “ 0 and Bpx, x ` dq “ 1, so tx, x ` du is what is called a hyperbolic pair in the φ-nonsingular 2-subspace xx, dy of plus type (while if x R S_1 then the φ-nonsingular 2-subspace xx, dy is of minus type). For any ε, the group X_φ – GO^ε_{2n}p2q is transitive on the nonsingular 2-subspaces of V of plus type, and the stabiliser of such a subspace W “ xx, dy fixes its unique φ-nonsingular vector d, that is X_{φ,W} ď X_{φ,d} “ X_{φψ}. Moreover the symplectic transvection τ_d (defined by vτ_d “ v ` Bpv, dqd) fixes φ, d and swaps x and x ` d so that τ_d P X_{φ,W} . It follows that X_{φψ} is transitive on the set S_1 of φ-singular vectors in V zxdy^K.

Now let x P xdy^K so Bpx, dq “ 0, and assume that x ‰ 0, d. Then also x ` d P xdy^K, and the computation above shows, this time, that φpx ` dq “ φpxq ` 1, so exactly one of the two elements of the coset x ` xdy “ tx, x ` du lies in S_0. Thus S_0 consists of exactly one vector from each nontrivial coset of xdy in xdy^K. The group X_{φψ} induces a symplectic group Sp_{2n´2}p2q on the quotient xdy^K{xdy (see for example [17, Section 3.2.4(e)]), and hence acts transitively on the nontrivial cosets. Since X_{φψ} leaves S_0 invariant, it follows that X_{φψ} is transitive on S_0. From this description of S_0 it is clear that |S_0| “ 2^{2n´2} ´ 1, and hence that |S_1| “ |Q^ε| ´ 1 ´ |S_0| “ 2^{n´1}p2^n ` εq ´ 1 ´ p2^{2n´2} ´ 1q “ 2^{n´1}p2^{n´1} ` εq. This completes the proof of part (a), and hence also of part (b).

For part (c), let δ P t0, 1u and φ_a P ω_{1´δ} Ă Q^ε, so φpaq “ 0 and ψpaq “ φ_dpaq “ 1 ´ δ. Since X_ψ is transitive on Q^ε, there exists g P X_ψ such that φ^g “ φ_a. We easily compute:

pω_δq^g “ tφ^g_c P Q| φpcq “ 0, c ‰ 0, φ_dpcq “ δu

“ tφ_{cg`a} P Q| φpcq “ 0, c ‰ 0, ψpcq “ δu “ tφ_b P Q| φppa ` bqg^{´1}q “ 0, pa ` bqg^{´1} ‰ 0, ψppa ` bqg^{´1}q “ δu “ tφ_b P Q| φ^gpa ` bq “ 0, b ‰ a, ψ^gpa ` bq “ δu “ tφ_b P Q| φ_apa ` bq “ 0, b ‰ a, ψpa ` bq “ δu “ tφ_b P Q| φ_apaq ` φ_apbq ` Bpa, bq “ 0, b ‰ a, ψpaq ` ψpbq ` Bpa, bq “ δu “ tφ_b P Q| φpaq ` φpbq “ 0, b ‰ a, ψpbq ` Bpa, bq “ 1u “ tφ_b P Q| φpbq “ 0, b ‰ a, φpbq ` Bpd, bq ` Bpa, bq “ 1u “ tφ_b P Q| φpbq “ 0, b ‰ a, Bpa ` d, bq “ 1u

Notice in particular that this set is independent of the choice of g and of δ.

Theorem 6.14 Let X “ Sp_{2n}p2q for n ě 2, let Γ be an X-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpQ^εpV q, kq, where 2 ď k ď |Q^ε| ´ 2, such that for Δ P Γ, the stabiliser X_Δ is irreducible on V . Then X_Δ is not contained in a maximal C_8-subgroup of X.

Proof. Suppose that X_Δ is irreducible on V and X_Δ ď G ă X for some maximal C_8- subgroup G of X, that is, G “ X_ψ, where ψ P Q. Now, since X_Δ “ X_Δ, the complementary design Γ satisfies exactly the same conditions. So, by interchanging the two codes if necessary, we may assume that 2 ď k ď |Q^ε|{2.

Since X_Δ has two orbits in Q^ε, namely Δ and Δ, and each has size at least 2, X_Δ does not fix any quadratic form in Q^ε. It follows that ψ P Q^{´ε}. Choose φ P Δ. Then ψ “ φ_d for some φ-nonsingular d P V by Corollary 3.7. By [17, Table 1, see also Sections 1.1 and 3.2.4(e)], X “ X_φX_ψ, and hence G acts transitively on Q^ε, and so X_Δ is a proper subgroup of G. It also follows that we may choose d to be a fixed φ-nonsingular vector.

Since Γ is X-strongly incidence-transitive, X_{Δ,φ} is transitive on Δ, and hence Δ (of size at least |Q^ε|{2) is contained in an X_{ψφ}-orbit in Q^ε. Thus Δ is contained in the larger of the two X_{φψ}-orbits ω_δ, δ P t0, 1u, in Lemma 6.13(b).

Considering the sizes of these two orbits given in Lemma 6.13(b), we observe that 1 2 |Q^ε| ´ |ω_0| “ 2^{n´2}p2^n ` εq ´ p2^{2pn´1q} ´ 1q “ 1 ` ε2^{n´2},

and hence the larger orbit is ω_1 if ε “ `, and ω_0 if ε “ ´. We therefore treat the cases ε “ ` and ε “ ´ separately. As discussed above, we may choose our ‘favourite’ form φ and our ‘favourite’ φ-nonsingular vector d such that ψ “ φ_d. For our computations we choose the form φ “ φ^ε_0 P Q^ε as in (3.8), where we represent vectors x “ ř_n i“1px_ie_i ` y_if_iq P V in terms of the symplectic basis B “ te_1, . . . , e_n, f_1, . . . , f_nu.

Our strategy in both cases is as follows: we have Δ Ď ω_δ (for some δ), and hence Δ contains tφu Y ω_{1´δ}. Thus, for all φ_a P ω_{1´δ}, Δ Ď ω_δpaq, as given in Lemma 6.13(c), by Lemma 4.2. We select a ‘reasonably sized’ subset A of φ-singular vectors such that tφ_a | a P Au Ď ω_{1´δ}, and hence such that

Δ Ď Ω :“ ω_δ X pX_{aPA}ω_δpaqq . (6.7)

Apart from the exceptional case pn, εq “ p2, ´q, we are able to find A such that Ω has size strictly less than |Q^ε|{2, which is a contradiction since Δ Ď Ω and Δ has size at least |Q^ε|{2.

Case ε “ `: Here Δ Ď ω_1 and Δ contains tφu Y ω_0. We take φpxq “ φ^`_0 pxq “ ř_n i“1 x_iy_i for x “ ř_n i“1px_ie_i ` y_if_iq P V , φ-nonsingular vector d “ e_n ` f_n, and subset A “ te_i, f_i | 1 ď i ď n ´ 1u. Note that for each a P A we have φ_dpaq “ φpaq ` Bpd, aq “ 0, and hence φ_a P ω_0. Suppose that φ_c P Ω, with Ω as in (6.7). Then φpcq “ 0, φ_dpcq “ Bpd, cq “ 1, and Bpa`d, cq “ 1 for all a P A, whence Bpa, cq “ 0 for all a P A. Setting c “ ř_n i“1pc_ie_i `d_if_iq, these conditions imply that nÿ i“1 c_id_i “ 0, c_n ` d_n “ 1, and c_i “ d_i “ 0 for all i “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1.

Thus c P te_n, f_nu, and we conclude that Δ is contained in a set of size 2, which is a contradiction since Δ has size at least |Q^ε|{2 ě 5 for n ě 2.

Case ε “ ´: Here Δ Ď ω_0 and Δ contains tφu Y ω_1. We take φpxq “ φ^´_0 pxq “ x_n` y_n` ř_n

i“1 x_iy_i for x “ ř_n i“1px_ie_i ` y_if_iq P V , φ-nonsingular vector d “ e_n ` f_n, and subset A “ te_i ` f_i ` f_n | 1 ď i ď n ´ 1u. Note that for each a P A we have φpaq “ 0 and φ_dpaq “ φpaq ` Bpd, aq “ 0 ` 1 “ 1, and hence φ_a P ω_1. Suppose that φ_c P Ω, with Ω as in (6.7). Then φpcq “ 0, φ_dpcq “ Bpd, cq “ 0, and Bpa ` d, cq “ 1 for all a P A, whence Bpa, cq “ 1 for all a P A. Setting c “ ř_n i“1pc_ie_i ` d_if_iq, these conditions imply that

c_n ` d_n` nÿ i“1 c_id_i “ 0, c_n ` d_n “ 0, and c_i ` d_i ` c_n “ 1 for all i “ 1, . . . , n ´ 1.

Thus, for any given c_1, . . . , c_n the remaining coefficients d_1, . . . , d_n are uniquely determined, and hence there are at most 2^n choices for c. Thus

2^{n´2}p2^n ´ 1q “ 1 2 |Q^´| ď |Δ| ď |Ω| ď 2^n,

which implies that n “ 2, which contradicts Lemma 6.1.

7 Proof of Theorem 1.5

Finally we prove the main theorem. Let X “ Sp_{2n}p2q acting on Q^ε “ Q^εpV q of degree |Q^ε| “ 2^{n´1}p2^n ` εq, where V “ F^{2n}_2 . Suppose that Γ is an X-strongly incidence-transitive code in JpQ^ε, kq, where 1 ă k ă |Q^ε| ´ 1. Then |Q^ε| ě 4, and so n ě 2. Further, suppose that Δ P Γ and X_Δ is contained in a geometric subgroup of X as in one of the lines of Table 1.

If X_Δ is reducible on V , then by Theorems 5.5, 5.20, and 5.24, Γ is one of the codes in Construction 1.2 or Construction 1.4. On the other hand, suppose that X_Δ is irreducible on V , and lies in a maximal geometric subgroup of X of type C_2, C_3, or C_8 as in Table 1. In the case of C_2-subgroups, it follows from Theorem 6.4, that again Γ arises from Construction 1.2. For the other types, there are no examples, by Theorems 6.12 and 6.14. Thus, Theorem 1.5 is proved.

References

[1] M. Aschbacher. On the maximal subgroups of the finite classical groups. Invent.

Math., 76(3):469–514, 1984.

[2] S. Ball. Finite Geometry and Combinatorial Applications. London Mathematical Society Student Texts. Cambridge University Press, 2015.

[3] M. Berger, M. Cole, and S. Levy. Geometry I. Universitext. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2009.

[4] W. Bosma, J. Cannon, and C. Playoust. The Magma algebra system. I. The user language. volume 24, pages 235–265. 1997. Computational algebra and number theory (London, 1993).

[5] J. Bray, D. Holt, and C. Roney-Dougal. The Maximal Subgroups of the Low- Dimensional Finite Classical Groups. London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, 2013.

[6] A. Brouwer, A. Cohen, and A. Neumaier. Distance-Regular Graphs. Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete. 3. Folge / A Series of Modern Surveys in Mathematics. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2011.

[7] T. C. Burness and M. Giudici. Classical groups, derangements and primes, volume 25 of Australian Mathematical Society Lecture Series. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2016.

[8] P. Cameron. Permutation Groups. London Mathematical Society St. Cambridge University Press, 1999.

[9] P. Delsarte and J.-M. Goethals. Alternating bilinear forms over gf (q). Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 19(1):26–50, 1975.

[10] J. Dixon and B. Mortimer. Permutation Groups. Graduate Texts in Mathematics.

Springer, 1996.

[11] N. Durante. On sets with few intersection numbers in finite projective and affine spaces. Electron. J. Combin., 21(4):Paper 4.13, 18, 2014.

[12] N. Gill. Polar spaces and embeddings of classical groups. New Zealand Journal of Mathematics, 36:175–184, 2007.

[13] J. W. P. Hirschfeld and J. A. Thas. General Galois Geometries. Springer Monographs in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag London, 1 edition, 2016.

[14] W. M. Kantor. k-homogeneous groups. Math. Z., 124:261–265, 1972.

[15] W. M. Kantor. Symplectic groups, symmetric designs, and line ovals. J. Algebra, 33:43–58, 1975.

[16] P. Kleidman and M. Liebeck. The Subgroup Structure of the Finite Classical Groups.

London Mathematical Society Lecture Note Series. Cambridge University Press, 1990.

[17] M. Liebeck, C. Praeger, and J. Saxl. The Maximal Factorizations of the Finite Simple Groups and Their Automorphism Groups. Number no. 432 in American Mathematical Society: Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society. American Mathematical Soc., 1990.

[18] R. A. Liebler and C. E. Praeger. Neighbour-transitive codes in Johnson graphs. Des.

Codes Cryptogr., 73(1):1–25, 2014.

[19] G. Mullen and D. Panario. Handbook of Finite Fields. Discrete Mathematics and Its Applications. Taylor & Francis, 2013.

[20] M. Neunhöffer and C. E. Praeger. Sporadic neighbour-transitive codes in johnson graphs. Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 72(1):141–152, Jul 2014.

[21] C. E. Praeger. Codes and designs in Johnson graphs with high symmetry. In Surveys in combinatorics 2021, volume 470 of London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Ser., pages 321–342. Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 2021.

[22] S. Roman. Advanced Linear Algebra. Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer New York, 2007.

[23] N. N. Sastry and P. Sin. Codes associated with nondegenerate quadrics of a symplectic space of even order. Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Series A, 94(1):1 – 14, 2001.

[24] N. S. N. Sastry and P. Sin. On the doubly transitive permutation representations of Spp2n, F_2 q. J. Algebra, 257(2):509–527, 2002.

[25] R. Wilson. The Finite Simple Groups. Graduate Texts in Mathematics. Springer London, 2009.