arXiv:2309.04068v1 [cs.IT] 8 Sep 2023

Two classes of reducible cyclic codes with large minimum symbol-pair distances

Xiaoqiang Wang, Yue Su, Dabin Zheng, Wei Lu

Abstract

The high-density data storage technology aims to design high-capacity storage at a relatively low cost. In order to achieve this goal, symbol-pair codes were proposed by Cassuto and Blaum [1], [2] to handle channels that output pairs of overlapping symbols. Such a channel is called symbol-pair read channel, which introduce new concept called symbol-pair weight and minimum symbol-pair distance. In this paper, we consider the parameters of two classes of reducible cyclic codes under the symbol-pair metric. Based on the theory of cyclotomic numbers and Gaussian period over finite fields, we show the possible symbol-pair weights of these codes. Their minimum symbol-pair distances are twice the minimum Hamming distances under some conditions. Moreover, we obtain some three symbol-pair weight codes and determine their symbol-pair weight distribution. A class of MDS symbol-pair codes is also established. Among other results, we determine the values of some generalized cyclotomic numbers.

I. INTRODUCTION In 1948, in order to to solve the problem about reliable communication in an engineering problem, Shannon [22] showed that good codes exist, gave birth to information theory and coding theory. In 1950, Hamming weight and Hamming distance were introduce by Hamming, which gives the basis for classical error-correcting codes. Since than, a lot of works on Hamming metric of linear codes have been given. These works are based on that noisy channels are analyzed by dividing the messages into individual information units.

X. Wang, Y. Su, D. Zheng and W. Lu are with Hubei Key Laboratory of Applied Mathematics, Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics, Hubei University, Wuhan 430062, China, Email: waxiqq@163.com, yuesut@163.com, dzheng@hubu.edu.cn, d20230130@hubu.edu.cn. The corresponding author is Dabin Zheng.

By the application of high-density data storage technologies, due to physical limitations, an individual symbol cannot be read off the channel and each channel read contains contributions from two adjacent symbols. In order to protect against pair errors in symbol-pair read channels, symbol-pair codes were first studied by Cassuto and Blaum [1], [2]. The minimum symbol-pair weight and minimum symbol-pair distance of a code over finite field F_q were defined as follows: Let x = (x_0,x_1,··· ,x_{n−1}) be a vector in F^n_q and

π_p(x) = [(x_0,x_1),(x_1,x_2),...,(x_{n−2},x_{n−1}),(x_{n−1},x_0)] ∈ (F^2_q )^n.

Two pairs (c,d) and (e, f ) are distinct if c ≠ e or d ≠ f , or both. For any two codewords c_1 and c_2, the symbol-pair distance between c_1 and c_2 is defined as d_p(c_1,c_2) = d_H (π_p(c_1),π_p(c_2)), where d_H (·) denotes the usual Hamming distance. The minimum symbol-pair distance of a code C is defined to be d_p(C ) = min{d_p(c_1,c_2) | c_1,c_2 ∈ C , c_1 ≠ c_2}.

Accordingly, the minimum symbol-pair weight of a code C is defined as

w_p(C ) = min{w_p(c)|0 ≠ c ∈ C },

where w_p(c) = | | |{i|(ci,ci+1)≠(0,0), 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, cn = c0} | | |. It is clear that any cyclic code C of length n over F_q corresponds to a subset of the quotient ring F_q [x]/⟨x^n − 1⟩. Since every ideal of F_q [x]/⟨x^n − 1⟩ must be principal, C can be expressed as C = ⟨g(x)⟩, where g(x) is a monic polynomial with the smallest degree and is called the generator polynomial. Let h(x) = (x^n −1)/g(x), then h(x) is referred to as the check polynomial of C . The zeros of g(x) and h(x) are called zeros and non-zeros of C . If g(x) is irreducible over F_q , then C is called an irreducible cyclic code. Otherwise, C is called a reducible cyclic code. Let A^p_i denote the number of nonzero codewords with symbol-pair weight i in C . Similar as Hamming weight enumerator and Hamming weight distribution, the symbol-pair weight enumerator and symbol-pair weight distribution are defined by 1 + A^p_1 x + A^p_2 x^2 + ··· + A^p_n x^n and (1,A^p_1 ,...,A^p_n ), respectively. If the number of nonzero A^p_i in the sequence (1,A^p_1 ,...,A^p_n ) is equal to t, then the code C is said to be a t symbol-pair weight code.

In recent years, many researchers focused on symbol-pair codes and made a lot of progress on this topic. In [1], [2], Cassuto and Blaum provided constructions and decoding methods of symbol-pair codes. Soon later, Chee et al. [4] established the Singleton type bound of symbolpair codes as follows: Let C be a symbol-pair code of length n with size M and minimum pair-distance d_p over F_q , then M ≤ q^{n−dp+2}, where 2 ≤ d_p ≤ n. If the equality holds, then C is called an optimal code with respect to Singleton type bound, or an MDS symbol-pair code. After establishing the Singleton type Bound, a lot of MDS symbol-pair codes are constructed by different kinds of techniques such as algebraic, geometry, graph and so on. The reader is referred to, for example, [6], [7], [9], [14], [15], [20] for information. The research on other bounds of symbol-pair codes have also received the widespread attention. The Gilbert-Varshamov type bound is established in [2] and the Plotkin-type bound is derived in [26]. Elishco et al. [11] gave the Johnson-type bound for binary symbol-pair codes with even minimum symbol-pair distance, then Chen and Liu [5] extended the result to q-ary symbol-pair codes with arbitrary minimum symbol-pair distance. In addition, Elishco et al. [11] gave the linear programming type bound and Yan et al. [30] showed the Elias type upper bound. With these bounds, some new optimal symbol-pair codes were also constructed. The reader is referred to, for example, [5], [11], [26] for information. Meanwhile, some decoding algorithms of symbol-pair codes have been studied by many researchers. These work have been developed in several aspects. The reader can refer to [12], [13], [16], [18], [24], [27], [28] and references therein.

In coding theory, many researchers focused on construction of cyclic codes with few weights and determined their Hamming weight distribution. However, there seems very few research about determining the symbol-pair weight distribution of cyclic codes since it is a very difficult problem. To the best of our knowledge, up to now, the contributions on the symbol-pair weight distribution of linear codes are the following:

• Shi et al. [23], [31], [32] studied the symbol-pair weight distribution of several classes of cyclic codes.

• Youcef [17] determined the symbol-pair weight distribution of some of irreducible cyclic codes.

• Vega [25] showed the symbol-pair weight distribution of all one symbol-pair weight and two symbol-pair weight semiprimitive irreducible cyclic codes.

• Ma and Luo [19] gave the symbol-pair weight distribution for MDS codes and simplex codes.

In [1], [2], the authors pointed out that for any code C of length n, the minimum symbol-pair distance d_p(C ) and the minimum Hamming distance d_H (C ) satisfy the relationship d_H (C ) + 1 ≤ d_p(C ) ≤ 2d_H (C ) if d_H (C ) < n. So far, there seems no researchers to consider that for some good cyclic codes under the Hamming metric, which code can achieve the largest minimum symbolpair distance compared with their minimum Hamming distance, i.e., d_p(C ) = 2d_H (C ). In [21], the authors considered two classes of reducible cyclic codes, and showed that these codes have good parameters, and closely related to projective sets in finite geometry and strongly regular graphs [3] and have applications in cryptography [29]. In this paper, we continue studying the cyclic codes proposed in [21] under the symbol-pair metric. The possible symbol-pair weights of these codes are obtained and the codes achieves the highest minimum symbol-pair distances compared with their minimum Hamming distances in many cases. In addition, we obtain some three symbol-pair weight codes and determine their symbol-pair weight distribution. By the puncturing technique, a class of MDS symbol-pair codes is also established. Moreover, the values of some generalized cyclotomic numbers are determined.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces some preliminaries. In Section III, we determine the symbol-pair weight distribution of the first class of cyclic codes. In Section IV, we show the possible symbol-pair weights of the second class of cyclic codes. For some special cases, we obtain their symbol-pair weight distribution. In Section V, we obtain a class of symbol-pair MDS codes by the puncture technique. Section VI concludes the paper.

II. PRELIMINARIES In this section, we introduce some basic concepts, which will be used later in this paper.

Starting from now on, we adopt the following notation unless otherwise stated:

• F_q is the finite field with q elements, where q = p^s, p is a prime and s ≥ 1 is a positive integer.

• F_r is the finite field with r elements, where r = q^m and m ≥ 2 is a positive integer. • e > 1 and h are positive integers satisfying e | h and h | q − 1. • g = α^{(q−1)/h} and β = α^{(r−1)/e}, where α is a primitive element of F_r . • χ_1 and χ are the canonical additive character of F_q and F_r , respectively. • Tr^v_u(·) is the trace function from F_v to F_u , where F_v and F_u are finite fields with v and u elements, respectively.

• C_{(q,m,h,e)} is the cyclic code of length n =^{h(r−1)}_{q−1} with check polynomial m_g−1 (x)m_{(βg)}−1 (x), where m_g−1 (x) and m_{(βg)}−1 (x) are the minimum polynomials of g^{−1} and (βg)^{−1}, respectively.

A. The generic construction of cyclic codes

In the subsection, a generic construction of cyclic codes with two nonzeros is introduced, which was first given by Ma et al. in [21]. Recall that C_{(q,m,h,e)} is the cyclic code of length n =^{h(r−1)}_{q−1} with the check polynomial m_g−1 (x)m_{(βg)}−1 (x). By the Delsarte’s theorem, the code C_{(q,m,h,e)} can be expressed as C_{(q,m,h,e)} = {c(a,b) : a,b ∈ F_r }, (1) where

c(a,b) = (Tr^r_q(ag^0 + b(βg)^0),Tr^r_q(ag + b(βg)),...,Tr^r_q(ag^{n−1} + b(βg)^{n−1})). It is clear that the symbol-pair weight of the codeword c(a,b) is equal to wt_p(c(a,b)) = n − T (a,b), (2) where

T (a,b) = |{ 0 ⩽ i ⩽ n − 1 : Tr^r_q(ag^i + b(βg)^i) = 0 and Tr^r_q(ag^{i+1} + b(βg)^{i+1}) = 0 }| . Since ⟨g⟩ = ⟨α^{(q−1)/h}⟩ and {g^i : 0 ⩽ i ⩽ n − 1} = C^{((q−1)/h,r)}_0 , we have

T (a,b) = | | | { x ∈ C^{((q−1)/h,r)}

0 : Tr^r_q(ax + bβ^{loggx}x) = 0 and Tr^r_q(agx + bβ^{logggx}gx)) = 0 }| | =^1_{q2} ∑

x∈C^{((q−1)/h,r)} 0 ∑_{z∈Fq}^χ1^{(zTrr}q^{(ax + bβloggxx))} ∑_{y∈Fq}^χ1^{(yTrr}q^{(agx + bβlogggxgx))}

=^1_{q2} ∑

x∈C^{((q−1)/h,r)} 0 ∑_{z∈Fq}^{χ(z(ax + bβloggxx))} ∑_{y∈Fq}^{χ(y(agx + bβlogggxgx)).}

It is easy to check that C^{((q−1)/h,r)} 0 = e−1⋃ i=0 C^{((q−1)e/h,r)}

(q−1)i/h ,

then we obtain T (a,b) =^1_{q2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈C((q−1)e/h,r)}

(q−1)i/h

∑_{z∈Fq}^{χ(axz + βibxz)} ∑_{y∈Fq}^{χ(agxy + βi+1bgxy)}

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) + 2 q^2 e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈C((q−1)e/h,r)}

(q−1)i/h

∑_{z∈F∗q}^{χ(xz(a + βib))}

+^1_{q2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈C((q−1)e/h,r)}

(q−1)i/h

∑_{z,y∈F∗q}^{χ(xz(a(1 + gy) + βib(1 + βgy))).}

Let d = gcd(m,^{e(q−1)}_h ), from Lemma 1 we can get the following multiset equality { xz : x ∈ C^{((q−1)e/h,r)} (q−1)i/h ,z ∈ F ∗ q } =^{hd}_e ∗C^{(d,r)}_{(q−1)i/h}.

Then we have

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2hd}_{eq2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈C(d,r)}

(q−1)i/h

χ(x(a + β^ib))

+^{hd}_{eq2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈C(d,r)}

(q−1)i/h

∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(x(a(1 + gy) + βib(1 + βgy))).} (3)

In general, it is very difficult to determine the value distribution of T (a,b) for (a,b) running through (F_r ,F_r ). In the sequel we will compute the value distribution of T (a,b) for m and^{e(q−1)}_h satisfying some special relationships, and thus the symbol-pair weight distribution of the code C_{(q,m,h,e)} is determined from (2).

In order to determine the exponential sum T (a,b) we need to introduce cyclotomic classes, cyclotomic numbers and Gaussian periods.

B. Cyclotomic classes and cyclotomic numbers

Let N be a non-trivial divisor of r − 1. Define C^{(N,r)}_i = α^i⟨α^N⟩ for i = 0,1,2,··· ,N − 1, where ⟨α^N⟩ denotes the subgroup of F^∗_r generated by α^N . The cosets C^{(N,r)}_i are called the cyclotomic classes of order N in F_r . Then we have the following lemmas, which were first given in [21] and [8].

Lemma 1. [21] Let i be any integer with 0 ≤ i < e. We have the following multiset equality: { xy : y ∈ F^∗_q ,x ∈ C^{(e,r)}_i } =^{q−1}_e gcd(m,e) ∗C^{(gcd(m,e),r)} i , where^{q−1}_e gcd(m,e) ∗C^{(gcd(m,e),r)} i is the multiset in which each element of C^{(gcd(m,e),r)}_i appears with multiplicity^{q−1}_e gcd(m,e).

Lemma 2. [8] Let q ≡ 1 (mod N) and m ≡ 0 (mod N), then F^∗_q ⊂ C^{(N,r)}_0 .

The cyclotomic numbers of order N are defined by

(i, j)^{(N,r)} = | | |(1 +C^{(N,r)}_i ) ∩C^{(N,r)}_j | | |, where 0 ≤ i ≤ N − 1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. It is very difficult to determine cyclotomic numbers in general. Until now, cyclotomic numbers are known only for a few special cases. When N = 2, the cyclotomic numbers are given in the following lemma.

Lemma 3. [21] Let the symbols be given as above. The cyclotomic numbers of order 2 are given by (1) (0,0)^{(2,r)}=^{r−5}_4 and (0,1)^{(2,r)} = (1,0)^{(2,r)} = (1,1)^{(2,r)} =^{r−1}_4 if r ≡ 1 (mod 4). (2) (0,0)^{(2,r)} = (1,0)^{(2,r)} = (1,1)^{(2,r)} =^{r−3}_4 and (0,1)^{(2,r)} =^{r+1}_4 if r ≡ 3 (mod 4).

In order to obtain the symbol-pair weight distribution of some cyclic codes, the generalized cyclotomic numbers are needed, which was first given in [17].

Definition 4. [17] Let l and f be two non-trivial divisor of r − 1. We define the generalized cyclotomic numbers of order (l, f ) in F_r by (i, j)^{(l, f ,r)} = | |(1 +C^{(l,r)}_i ) ∩C^{( f ,r)}_j | | for all 0 ≤ i ≤ l − 1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ f − 1.

When l = f , the generalized cyclotomic numbers are consistent with the cyclotomic numbers. The following lemma gives the fundamental properties of generalized cyclotomic numbers, which will be used in the proof of the later theorem.

Lemma 5. [17] Let l and f be two non-trivial divisors of r −1 with f dividing l. The cyclotomic numbers of order (l, f ) have the following properties. (1) (i, j)^{(l, f ,r)}=(−i, j − i)^{(l, f ,r)}.

(2) ∑^{l−1}_{i=0} (i, j)^{(l, f ,r)}=

(r − 1)/ f − 1, if j = 0, (r − 1)/ f , otherwise.

(3) ∑^{f −1}_{j=0} (i, j)^{(l, f ,r)}=

(r − 1)/l − 1, if − 1 ∈ C^{(l,r)}_i , (r − 1)/l, otherwise.

C. Gaussian periods

Recall that χ_1 and χ are the canonical additive character of F_q and F_r , respectively. Then we have χ_1(c_0) = e^{2πiTrqp(c0)/p} and χ(c_1) = e^{2πiTrrp(c1)/p}, where c_0 ∈ F_q and c_1 ∈ F_r , respectively. Hence, χ_1 and χ are connected by the identity χ_1(Tr^r_q(c_1)) = χ(c_1) for any c_1 ∈ F_r .

By the definition of canonical characters, it is clear that

∑_{c1∈Fr}^{χ(c}1^{x) =}

r, if x = 0, 0, if x ≠ 0.

Let N be a non-trivial divisor of r − 1. The Gaussian periods are defined to be η^{(N,r)}_i = ∑

x∈C^{(N,r)}_i χ(x), i = 0,1,2,...,N − 1. In general, the values of the Gaussian period are difficult to calculate, but it can be calculated in some special cases, such as N = 2. The following lemma directly follows from [21, Lemma 4]. Lemma 6. Let q = p^s and r = q^m. When N = 2, the Gaussian periods are given by the following:

η^{(2,r)}_0 =

−1−q^m2

2 , if p ≡ 1 (mod 4) and sm ≡ 0 (mod 2), or p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and sm ≡ 0 (mod 4),

q^m2 −1

2 , if p ≡ 1 (mod 4) and sm ≡ 1 (mod 2), or p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and sm ≡ 2 (mod 4),

−1−iq^m2

2 , if p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and sm ≡ 3 (mod 4),

iq^m2 −1

2 , if p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and sm ≡ 1 (mod 4) and η^{(2,r)}_1 = −1 − η^{(2,r)}_0 , where i^2 = −1.

III. THE SYMBOL-PAIR WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION OF THE FIRST CLASS OF CYCLIC CODES In this section, we main consider the symbol-pair weight distribution of C_{(q,m,h,e)} for the case that m > 2 is a positive integer and gcd(m,^{e(q−1)}_h ) = 1, where q is a prime power. In order to obtain the desired result, we first present the following lemma.

Lemma 7. Let m > 2, 0 ≤ i_1,i_2 ≤ e − 1 and y_1,y_2 ∈ F^∗_q , then^{βi1 (1+βgy1)}_{1+gy1} =^{βi2 (1+βgy2)}_{1+gy2} if and only if i_1 = i_2 and y_1 = y_2.

Proof. If i_1 = i_2 and y_1 = y_2, it is clear that^{βi1 (1+βgy1)}_{1+gy1} =^{βi2 (1+βgy2)}_{1+gy2} . We now prove that i_1 = i_2 and y_1 = y_2 if^{βi1 (1+βgy1)}_{1+gy1} =^{βi2 (1+βgy2)}_{1+gy2} .

If i_1 ≠ i_2, without loss of generality, we assume that i_2 > i_1. Let k = i_2 − i_1, from^{βi1 (1+βgy1)}_{1+gy1} =

β^{i2} (1+βgy_2) 1+gy_2 , we obtain that

(1 + βgy_1)(1 + gy_2) = β^k(1 + βgy_2)(1 + gy_1), which is the same as (β^k − 1) + (β^k − β)gy_1 + (β^{k+1} − 1)gy_2 + (β^{k+1} − β)g^2y_1y_2 = 0.

Then, (β^k − 1)(1 + βg^2y_1y_2) = −β(β^{k−1} − 1)gy_1 − (β^{k+1} − 1)gy_2.

Since β ∈ F_q and β^k ≠ 1 for 0 < k ≤ e − 1, we have

1+βg^2y_1y_2

g =^{−β(βk−1−1)y1−(βk+1−1)y2}

(β^k−1) ∈ Fq .

So, we obtain ( 1 + βg^2y_1y_2 g )_q

= (g^{−1} + βgy_1y_2)^q = g^{−1} + βgy_1y_2. (4) It is obvious that (g^{−1} + βgy_1y_2)^q = g^{−q} + (βgy_1y_2)^q = g^{−q} + βy_1y_2g^q. (5) Combining (4) and (5), we have g^{−1} − g^{−q} = βy_1y_2(g^q − g). (6) It is clear that g^{q+1}(g^{−1} − g^{−q}) = g^q − g. Since g /∈ F_q , from (6) we have g^{−(q+1)} = βy_1y_2 ∈ F_q , i.e., g^{1−q2} = 1. By the definition of g, we know that ord(g) =^{h(r−1)}_{q−1} , then^{h(r−1)}_{q−1} |q^2 − 1, which is contradictory to r = q^m and m > 2. Hence, we have i_1 = i_2 if^{βi1 (1+βgy1)}_{1+gy1} =^{βi2 (1+βgy2)}_{1+gy2} .

If i_1 = i_2, then^{βi1 (1+βgy1)}_{1+gy1} =^{βi2 (1+βgy2)}_{1+gy2} becomes^{1+βgy1}_{1+gy1} =^{1+βgy2}_{1+gy2} , which is the same as (1 + βgy_1)(1 + gy_2) = (1 + gy_1)(1 + βgy_2).

Hence, we have (β − 1)gy_1 = (β − 1)gy_2, i.e., y_1 = y_2 since β − 1 ≠ 0. The desired conclusion then follows.

Remark 8. When m = 2, Lemma 7 does not hold. By the similar way as in Lemma 7, we can obtain the following result. Let m = 2, 0 ≤ i_1,i_2,i_3 ≤ e − 1 and y_1,y_2,y_3 ∈ F^∗_q , then^{βi1 (1+βgy1)}_{1+gy1} =

β^{i2} (1+βgy_2) 1+gy_2 = β^{i3} (1+βgy_3) 1+gy_3 if and only if i1 = i2 = i3 and y1 = y2 = y3.

To determine the symbol-pair weight distribution of C_{(q,m,h,e)}, we next deal with the value distribution of the exponential sum T (a,b), which is given in (3).

Proposition 9. Let m > 2 be a positive integer and gcd(m,^{e(q−1)}_h ) = 1. When (a,b) runs through (F_r ,F_r ), the value distribution of T (a,b) is given as follows:

T (a,b) =

h(r−1)

q−1 , 1 time,

h(q^{m−2}−1)

q−1 , (r − 1)(r + 1 − eq) times,

h(er+2rq−2r−eq^2 ) eq^2(q−1) , e(r − 1) times, h(er+rq−r−eq^2) eq^2(q−1) , e(q − 1)(r − 1) times.

Proof. Since d = gcd(m,^{e(q−1)}_h ) = 1, we have C^{(d,r)}_{(q−1)i/h} = F^∗_r for 0 ≤ i ≤ e − 1. Then T (a,b) in (3) can be rewritten as

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{eq2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r}^{χ(x(a + βib)) + h}_{eq}2^{e−1}∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(x(a(1 + gy) + βib(1 + βgy))).} Let D = { β^i(1 + βgy) 1 + gy : i = 0,1,2,...,e − 1, y ∈ F^∗_q } . (7)

It is obvious that ⟨β⟩∩D = Ø, where ⟨β⟩ denotes the subgroup of F^∗_r generated by β. Otherwise, there exists β^j such that 1 + βgy 1 + gy

= β^j, (8)

where 0 ≤ j ≤ e − 1. If j = 1, then (8) does not hold. If j ≠ 1, then β^j + β^jgy = 1 + βgy, i.e., g =^{β j−1}_{(β−β j)y} ∈ F_q since β ∈ F_q , which is contradictory to g /∈ F_q . We now prove this theorem from the following six cases.

Case 1: a = 0 and b = 0. In this case, by the definition of T (a,b), we have

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q−1} .

Case 2: a ≠ 0 and b = 0. In this case, T (a,b) becomes

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{eq2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r}^{χ(ax) + h}_{eq}2^{e−1}∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(xa(1 + gy))}

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) + 2h eq^2 e(−1) + h eq^2 e(q − 1)(−1)

=^{h(qm−2−1)} q−1 . In the second equality, we used the fact that for any y ∈ F^∗_q , we have 1 + gy ≠ 0. Case 3: a = 0 and b ≠ 0. In this case, T (a,b) becomes

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{eq2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r}^{χ(βibx) + h}_{eq}2^{e−1}∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(xβib(1 + βgy)).}

By a discussion similar to Case 2, we have T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} .

Case 4: a ≠ 0, b ≠ 0, −^a_b /∈ ⟨β⟩ and −^a_b /∈ D, where D is given in (7). By an analysis similar to Case 2, we obtain T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} .

Case 5: a ≠ 0, b ≠ 0 and −^a_b ∈ D. From Lemma 7, we know that for different pairwise (i,y), the values of^{βi(1+βgy)}_{1+gy} are different, where 0 ≤ i ≤ e − 1 and y ∈ F^∗_q . Then

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{eq2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r}^{χ(x(a + βib)) + h}_{eq}2^{e−1}∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(x(a(1 + gy) + βib(1 + βgy)))}

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) + 2h eq^2 e(−1) + h eq^2 [r − 1 + (q − 2)(−1) + (e − 1)(q − 1)(−1)]

=^{h(er+rq−r−eq2)}

eq^2(q−1) .

In the second equality, we used the fact that a + β^ib ≠ 0 for 0 ≤ i ≤ e − 1 since |⟨β⟩| = e and ⟨β⟩ ∩ D = Ø.

Case 6: a ≠ 0, b ≠ 0 and −^a_b ∈ ⟨β⟩. By a discussion similar to Case 5, we have

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{eq2} e−1 ∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r}^{χ(x(a + βib)) + h}_{eq}2^{e−1}∑_{i=0} ∑_{x∈F∗r} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(x(a(1 + gy) + βib(1 + βgy)))}

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) + 2h eq^2 [r − 1 + (e − 1)(−1)] + h eq^2 e(q − 1)(−1)

=^{h(er+2rq−2r−eq2)}

eq^2(q−1) .

From all the cases, we obtain that

T (a,b) =

h(r−1)

q−1 , if a = 0 and b = 0,

h(er+2rq−2r−eq^2) eq^2(q−1) , if a ≠ 0, b ≠ 0 and − a b ∈ ⟨β⟩, h(er+rq−r−eq^2) eq^2(q−1) , if a ≠ 0, b ≠ 0 and − a b ∈ D, h(q^{m−2}−1)

q−1 , otherwise.

From Lemma 7, we know that |D| = e(q − 1). Since |⟨β⟩| = e and ⟨β⟩ ∩ D = Ø, the desired conclusion then follows.

From above results, one can get the following theorem.

Theorem 10. Let C_{(q,m,h,e)} be the cyclic code defined in (1). Let m > 2 and gcd(m,^{e(q−1)}_h ) = 1, then C_{(q,m,h,e)} is an

[_{h(r−1)}

q−1 ,2m ] code with the symbol-pair weight enumerator

1 + e(r − 1)z^{hqm−2(eq+e−2)/e} + e(r − 1)(q − 1)z^{hqm−2(eq+e−1)/e} + (r − 1)(r + 1 − eq)z^{hqm−2(q+1)}.

In addition, the code achieves the largest minimum symbol-pair distance compared with its minimum Hamming distance if e = 2, i.e., d_p(C_{(q,m,h,e)}) = 2d_H (C_{(q,m,h,e)}) = hq^{m−1}.

Proof. From Proposition 9, we know that the value of T (a,b) is less than the length of C_{(q,m,h,e)} for any pair (a,b) ≠ (0,0). Hence, the dimension of C_{(q,m,h,e)} is 2m. Combining Proposition 9 and (2), the symbol-pair weight enumerator of C_{(q,m,h,e)} is determined. The authors in [21, Theorem 5] showed that d_H (C_{(q,m,h,e)}) =^{hqm−1(e−1)}_e . It is clear that when e = 2, the code C_{(q,m,h,e)} satisfy d_p(C_{(q,m,h,e)}) = 2d_H (C_{(q,m,h,e)}), which implies that the code achieves the highest minimum symbol-pair distance compared with its minimum Hamming distance since d_p(C ) ≤ 2d_H (C ) for any code. The desired result then follows.

Example 11. Let q = 3, m = 3, e = 2 and h = 2. Then C_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [26,6] cyclic code over F_3 with the symbol-pair enumerator 1 + 52z^{18} + 104z^{21} + 572z^{24}. The result is verified by Magma programs.

Example 12. Let q = 4, m = 4, e = 3 and h = 3. Then C_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [255,8] cyclic code over F_4 with the symbol-pair enumerator 1 + 765z^{208} + 2295z^{224} + 62475z^{240}. The result is verified by Magma programs.

Example 13. Let q = 5, m = 3, e = 4 and h = 4. Then C_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [124,6] cyclic code over F_5 with the symbol-pair enumerator 1 + 496z^{110} + 1984z^{115} + 13144z^{120}. The result is verified by Magma programs.

Remark 14. When m = 1, it is easy to get that the code C_{(q,m,h,e)} defined in (1) is an [h,2,h] constant symbol-pair weight code. By the definition of Singleton type bound, we know that C_{(q,m,h,e)} is an MDS symbol-pair code. When m = 2, by a method similar to Proposition 9, we can derive that C_{(q,m,h,e)} defined in (1) is a three symbol-pair weight code from Remark 8.

IV. THE PAIR WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION OF THE SECOND CLASS OF CYCLIC CODES In this section, let e = 2 and q be an odd prime power. We consider the possible symbol-pair weights of C_{(q,m,h,2)} for the case that gcd(m,^{2(q−1)}_h ) = 2. Moreover, when m = 2, we show that C_{(q,2,h,2)} is a three symbol-pair weight code and determine its symbol-pair weight distribution.

A. The case^{q−1}_h ≡ 1 (mod 2)

In this subsection, we always assume that^{q−1}_h ≡ 1 (mod 2). Firstly, we give the possible symbol-pair weights of C_{(q,m,h,2)}.

Theorem 15. Let gcd(m,^{2(q−1)}_h ) = 2. When (a,b) runs through (F_r ,F_r ), then the set of all possible symbol-pair weights of C_{(q,m,h,2)} is { 0, hq^{m−2}(q + 1), hq^{m−1} ± hq^m2^{−1}, hq^{m−2}(q +^1_2 ) ± hq^m2^{−2}

(_3 2 + (_{2(q−1)} h ,0 ) (_{r−1} q−1 ,2,r ) ) , hq^{m−2}(q + 1) + hq^m2^{−2}(t − l + 2ε) } , (9)

where 0 ≤ l,t ≤ q − 1 and ε = 0,±1. Moreover, the code achieves the largest minimum symbolpair distance compared with its minimum Hamming distance, i.e.,

d_p(C_{(q,m,h,2)}) = 2d_H(C_{(q,m,h,2)}) = hq^{m−1} − hq^m2^{−1}.

Proof. In order to obtain the desired results, from (2) we only need to consider the possible values of T (a,b) for (a,b) running through (F_r ,F_r ).

By the definition of cyclotomic class, it is clear that C^{(2,r)}_{(q−1)/h} = C^{(2,r)}_1 if^{q−1}_h ≡ 1 (mod 2). Since e = 2, by the definition of β, we have β = −1. Then from (3) we have T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{q2} [ ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0}^{χ(x(a + b)) +} ∑_{x∈C(2,r)1}^{χ(x(a − b))]}

+^h_{q2} [ ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(x(a + b + (a − b)gy)) +} ∑_{x∈C(2,r)1} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(x(a − b + (a + b)gy))]. (10)}

We now prove this theorem from the following eight cases. Case 1: a = 0 and b = 0. By the definition of T (a,b), we have

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q−1} .

Case 2: a ≠ 0 and b = 0. It is easy to see that (10) can be written as T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{q2} [ ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0}^{χ(ax) +} ∑_{x∈C(2,r)1}^{χ(ax)]}

+^h_{q2} [ ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(xa(1 + gy)) +} ∑_{x∈C(2,r)1} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(xa(1 + gy))].}

Since g /∈ F_q , for all y ∈ F^∗_q we have 1 + gy ≠ 0. Then T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{q2} ∑

x∈F^∗_r

χ(ax) +^h_{q2} ∑

x∈F^∗_r ∑y∈F^∗_q

χ(xa(1 + gy))

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) + 2h q^2 (−1) + h q^2 (q − 1)(−1)

=^{h(qm−2−1)} q−1 . Case 3: a = 0 and b ≠ 0. By the same way as in Case 2, we have T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} . Case 4: a = −b ≠ 0. Obviously, (10) can be written as T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{q2} [ ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0}^{χ(0) +} ∑_{x∈C(2,r)1}^{χ(2ax)]}

+^h_{q2} [ ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(2axgy) +} ∑_{x∈C(2,r)1} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(2ax)].}

Since gcd(m,^{2(q−1)}_h ) = 2, we have that m must be even. From Lemma 2, we know that y ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 . If a ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , then T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{q2}

[_{r−1}

2 + η^{(2,r)}_1 ] +^h_{q2} [ (q − 1)η^{(2,r)}_1 + (q − 1)η^{(2,r)}_1 ]

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) + h(r−1) q^2 + 2h q^2 η

(2,r)

1 +^{2h}_{q2} (q − 1)η^{(2,r)}_1 =^h_q (^{r−1}_{q−1} + 2η^{(2,r)}_1 )

since g = α^{q−1h} ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 . If a ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , by the same way as above, we have T (a,b) =^h_q (^{r−1}_{q−1} + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ).

Case 5: a = b ≠ 0. By the same way as in Case 4, we have

T (a,b) = h q (^{r−1}_{q−1} + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ), if a ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , h q (^{r−1}_{q−1} + 2η^{(2,r)}_1 ), if a ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 .

Case 6:^a_b ∈ B, where B = {_{gy−1}

1+gy : y ∈ F ∗ q } . (11)

Since^a_b ∈ B, there exists y_1 ∈ F^∗_q such that^{gy1−1}_{1+gy1} =^a_b , i.e.,

a + b = (b − a)gy_1.

Let y ∈ F^∗_q , then

a + b + (a − b)gy = (b − a)gy_1 + (a − b)gy = (a − b)g(y − y_1) (12) and a − b + (a + b)gy = (a − b) − (a − b)g^2yy_1 = (a − b)(1 − g^2yy_1). (13)

From Lemma 2, for any y ∈ F^∗_q \{y_1} we have y − y_1 ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 . Since^{q−1}_h ≡ 1 (mod 2), we obtain

g = α^{q−1}h ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 . Then

g(y − y_1) ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 . (14)

Moreover, it is clear that

{−g^2yy_1 : y ∈ F^∗_q } = {−g^2y : y ∈ F^∗_q } = −α^{2(q−1)h} ⟨α^{r−1q−1} ⟩ = α^{2(q−1)h} ⟨α^{r−1q−1} ⟩ = C^( r−1 q−1 ,r)

2(q−1) h . (15)

If a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , from (12)-(15) and the definition of generalized cyclotomic numbers, we

obtain that | |{(a − b)(1 − g^2y) : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_0 | | = (^{2(q−1)}_h ,1)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r), | | |{(a − b)(1 − g^2y) : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_1 | | | = (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r), a + b + (a − b)gy ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 for any y ∈ F^∗_q \{y_1}.

Hence, from (10) we have

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{q2} [ η^{(2,r)}_0 + η^{(2,r)}_0 ] +^h_{q2}

[_{r−1} 2 + (q − 2)η^{(2,r)}_0

+ (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)η(2,r)

0 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,1)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)η(2,r) 1 ]

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) + h(r−1) 2q^2 − h q^2 (

2(q−1)

h ,1)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r) +^h_{q2} η^{(2,r)}_0 [ q + 2 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r) − ( 2(q−1)

h ,1)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r) ]

=^{h(qm−2−1)} q−1 +^h_{q2} (^{qm}_2 +^3_2 + 3η^{(2,r)}_0 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)(1 + 2η(2,r)

0 )).

(16)

Similarly, we obtain

T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} +^h_{q2} (^{qm}_2 +^3_2 + 3η^{(2,r)}_1 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)(1 + 2η(2,r)

1 ))

if a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 .

Case 7: −^a_b ∈ B, where B is defined in (11). With an analysis similar to Case 6, we have

T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} +^h_{q2} (^{qm}_2 +^3_2 + 3η^{(2,r)}_0 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)(1 + 2η(2,r)

0 ))

if a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , and

T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} +^h_{q2} (^{qm}_2 +^3_2 + 3η^{(2,r)}_1 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)(1 + 2η(2,r)

1 )) if a−b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 .

Case 8: a ≠ ±b ≠ 0 and ±^a_b /∈ B. By the definition of B, for any y ∈ F^∗_q , we have a + b + (a − b)gy ≠ 0 and a − b + (a + b)gy ≠ 0. Let

t = |{a + b + (a − b)gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_0 | and l = |{a − b + (a + b)gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_0 |. (17)

From (17) we know that

|{a+b+(a−b)gy : y ∈ F^∗_q }∩C^{(2,r)}_1 | = q−1−t and |{a−b+(a+b)gy : y ∈ F^∗_q }∩C^{(2,r)}_1 | = q−1−l.

If a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , from (10) we have T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{q2} [ η^{(2,r)}_0 + η^{(2,r)}_1 ] +^h_{q2} [ tη^{(2,r)}_0 + (q − 1 − t)η^{(2,r)}_1 + lη^{(2,r)}_1 + (q − 1 − l)η^{(2,r)}_0 ]

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) − 2h q^2 + h q^2 [2(t − l)η

(2,r)

0 − q + 1 + t − l] =^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) − 2h q^2 + 2h q^2 (t − l)η

(2,r)

0 −^{h(q−1)}_{q2} +^{h(t−l)}_{q2} =^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) − 2h q^2 − h(q−1)

q^2 + h(t−l) q^2 (1 + 2η

(2,r) 0 ) =^{h(qm−2−1)} q−1 +^h_{q2} (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ).

In the second equality, we used the fact that η^{(2,r)}_1 + η^{(2,r)}_0 = −1, which is given in Lemma 6. Similarly, we obtain

T (a,b) =

h(q^{m−2}−1)

q−1 +^h_{q2} (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ), if a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 ,

h(q^{m−2}−1)

q−1 +^h_{q2} (2 + 4η^{(2,r)}_0 ) +^h_{q2} (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ), if a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 ,

h(q^{m−2}−1)

q−1 −^h_{q2} (2 + 4η^{(2,r)}_0 ) +^h_{q2} (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ), if a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , where t,l are given in (17).

Let E_i =^{qm}_2 +^3_2 + 3η^{(2,r)}_i + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)(1 + 2η(2,r)

i ) for i = 0 or i = 1, and E_2 = (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ). Combining all the cases, we have

T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} +^h_{q2} T^′(a,b), (18) where

T^′(a,b) = q^m(q + 1), if a = 0 and b = 0, 0, if a ≠ 0 and b = 0, or a = 0 and b ≠ 0, q^m + q + 2qη^{(2,r)}_1 , if a = −b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , or a = b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , q^m + q + 2qη^{(2,r)}_0 , if a = −b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , or a = b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , E_0, if^a_b ∈ B and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 ,or −^a_b ∈ B and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , E_1, if^a_b ∈ B and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 ,or −^a_b ∈ B and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , E_2, if a ≠ 0, ±^a_b /∈ B, a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i , E_2 + 2 + 4η^{(2,r)}_0 , if ±^a_b /∈ B, a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , E_2 − 2 − 4η^{(2,r)}_0 , if ±^a_b /∈ B, a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 for i = 0 or i = 1. Obviously, we have 0 ≤ t,l ≤ q − 1 by definition. Then from Lemma 6 and (2), the possible symbol-pair weights of C_{(q,m,h,2)} can be given and we show this result in (9).

From (9), it is obvious that the minimum possible symbol-pair weight of C_{(q,m,h,2)} is hq^{m−1} − hq^m2^{−1}. In [21, Theorem 6], the authors showed that d_H (C_{(q,m,h,2)}) =^1_2 (hq^{m−1} − hq^m2^{−1}), then d_p(C_{(q,m,h,2)}) = hq^{m−1} − hq^m2^{−1} since d_p(C ) ≤ 2d_H (C ) for any code C . The desired result then follows.

Remark 16. By Magma programs, all the possible symbol-pair weights of C_{(q,m,h,2)} in (9) will appear for many different m and q. For example, let q = 3, m = 6, e = 2 and h = 2, then C_{(3,6,2,2)} is a [728,12] code over F_3 with the symbol-pair weights {468,504,558,576,624,630,636,642,648,654,660,666,672}.

In general, it is very hard to determine the symbol-pair weight distribution of C_{(q,m,h,2)} in Theorem 15. For the special case m = 2, we can show that C_{(q,2,h,2)} is a three symbol-pair weight code and determine its symbol-pair weight distribution. For the convenience of narration, we first give some preliminary lemmas.

Lemma 17. Let T (a,b) be given in (3) and r = q^2, then

T (a,b) =

0, r − 1 times, 2h, r − 1 times when (a,b) runs over { (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) : a = b ≠ 0, or a = −b ≠ 0}.

Proof. From Case 4 in Theorem 15, we have

T (a,b) = h q (q + 1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_1 ), if a = −b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , h q (q + 1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ), if a = −b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 .

Then from Lemma 6, we know that η^{(2,r)}_0 =^{−1−q}_2 or η^{(2,r)}_0 =^{−1+q}_2 . Hence,

T (a,b) =

0,^{r−1}_2 times,

2h,^{r−1}_2 times

(19)

when (a,b) runs through { (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) : a = −b ≠ 0}. From Case 5 in Theorem 15, we have

the same result as (19) when (a,b) runs through { (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) : a = b ≠ 0}. The conclusion

then follows.

Lemma 18. Let H_{i,0} = { (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) :^{(−1)ia}_b ∈ B and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 } and H_{i,1} = { (a,b) ∈

(F_r ,F_r ) :^{(−1)ia}_b ∈ B and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 } , where i = 0,1 and B is given in (11). Then |H_{(i,0)}| =

|H_{(i,1)}| =^{(r−1)(q−1)}_2 .

Proof. We only prove the value of |H_{(0,0)}|, the values of H_{(1,0)}, H_{(0,1)} and H_{(1,1)} can be shown

similarly.

Since^a_b ∈ B, by the definition of B we have a =^{gy−1}_{1+gy} b. Then a − b =^{−2b}_{1+gy} . By Lemma 2, we

know that y ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 for any y ∈ F^∗_q . Hence, (a,b) ∈ H_{(0,0)} if and only if (b,y) ∈ L_{(0,0)} ⋃ L_{(1,1)},

where

L_{(0,0)} = { (b,y) ∈ (F_r ,F^∗_q ) : b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 and 1 + gy ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 }

and L_{(1,1)} = { (b,y) ∈ (F_r ,F^∗_q ) : b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and 1 + gy ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 } . Since

1 + gy = 1 + α^{q−1h} ⟨α^{r−1q−1} ⟩ = 1 +C^( r−1 q−1 ,r) q−1 h , by the definition of generalized cyclotomic numbers, we have

|L_{(0,0)}| = | | |{b ∈ Fr : b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 } | | | | | |{y ∈ F^∗_q : 1 + gy ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 } | | | = r − 1 2 | | |(1 +C

(^{r−1}_{q−1} ,r) q−1 h ) ∩C^{(2,r)}_0 | | | =^{r−1}_2 (^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r). (20)

Similarly, we obtain that |L_{(1,1)}| =^{r−1}_2 (^{q−1}_h ,1)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r). It is easy to see that L (0,0) ∩ L(1,1) = Ø.

Hence,

|H_{(0,0)}| = |L_{(0,0)}| + |L_{(1,1)}| =^{r−1}_2 ((^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r) + ( q−1

h ,1)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)) = (r−1)(q−1)

2 . (21)

The desired result then follows.

Lemma 19. Let B be given in (11) and r = q^2. Then

T (a,b) =

0, (r − 1)(q − 1) times, h, (r − 1)(q − 1) times when (a,b) runs over { (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) :^a_b ∈ B or −^a_b ∈ B } , where T (a,b) is given in (3).

Proof. Since r = q^2, by the definition of T (a,b), we know that 0 ≤ T (a,b) ≤ h(q + 1). We now prove the value distribution of T (a,b) for (a,b) running through { (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) :^a_b ∈ B } from the following two cases.

Case 1: a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 . In this case, from (16) we know that

T (a,b) =^h_{q2} (^{q2}_2 +^3_2 + 3η^{(2,r)}_0 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)}(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 )). (22)

If p ≡ 1 (mod 4), or p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and s is even, we have η^{(2,r)}_0 =^{−1−q}_2 by Lemma 6. Then from (22), T (a,b) can be rewritten as

T (a,b) =^h_q (^{q−3}_2 − (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)}).

Since 0 ≤ T (a,b) ≤ h(q + 1) and gcd(q,h) = 1, we obtain q−3 2 − (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} = kq,

which means that

(^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q−3}_2 − kq =^{−3+(1−2k)q}_2 = −^{(2k−1)q+3}_2 , (23)

where 0 ≤ k ≤ q + 1. By the definition of the generalized cyclotomic numbers, we know that 0 ≤ (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} ≤ q − 1. Then (23) holds if and only if k = 0. Hence, we obtain that T (a,b) = 0.

If p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and s is odd, we have η^{(2,r)}_0 =^{q−1}_2 by Lemma 6. Then from (22) we obtain

T (a,b) =^h_q (^{q+3}_2 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)}).

With an analysis similar as above, then (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} = kq −^{q+3}_2 =^{(2k−1)q−3}_2 .

Since 0 ≤ (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} ≤ q − 1, we have (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q−3}_2 and T (a,b) = h. Case 2: a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 . With the same way as in Case 1, by Lemma 6, we have η^{(2,r)}_0 =^{−1−q}_2 or η^{(2,r)}_0 =^{q−1}_2 , then

T (a,b) =

0, if p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and s is odd, h, if p ≡ 1 (mod 4), or p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and s is even.

Combining Case 1 and Case 2, from Lemma 18, we have

T (a,b) =

0,^{(r−1)(q−1)}_2 times, h,^{(r−1)(q−1)}_2 times

(24)

when (a,b) runs over { (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) :^a_b ∈ B } . From Case 7 in Theorem 15, we have the same result as (24) when (a,b) runs through { (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) : −^a_b ∈ B}. The desired results then follows.

Lemma 20. Let K_{0,1} = { (a,b) : (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 ,a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 ,± a b /∈ B }

and K_{1,0} = { (a,b) : (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 ,a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 ,± a b /∈ B } , where B is given in (11) and r = q^2. Then T (a,b) = 0 if (a,b) ∈ K_{0,1} or (a,b) ∈ K_{1,0}, where T (a,b) is given in (3).

Proof. Let u = a + b and v = a − b. (25) It is clear that (u,v) runs through (F_r ,F_r ) if and only if (a,b) runs through (F_r ,F_r ). This means that for any (u,v) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), there exists (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ) such that (25) holds. Then { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 }

= { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 }

= { α^{2i+1} : i = 0,1,..., r − 3 2 }

= { C^{(q+1,r)}

2i+1 : i = 0,1,...,

q − 1 2 } .

By the definition of B, we know that^{a−b}_{a+b} = −gy if −^a_b ∈ B and^{a−b}_{a+b} = −(gy)^{−1} if^a_b ∈ B for y ∈ F^∗_q . Then { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), ± a b ∈ B } = { C^{(q+1,r)} q−1 h ∪C^{(q+1,r)}

q+1−^{q−1}_h } . Hence, we have { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ K_{0,1} } = { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ K_{1,0} }

= { C^{(q+1,r)}

2i+1 : i = 0,...,

q − 1 2 \ { q − 1 − h 2h , qh − q + 1 2h }} . (26)

We show the desired result from the following two cases.

Case 1: p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and s is odd. If a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and ±^a_b /∈ B, it is easy to get that a ≠ ±b ≠ 0. From Case 8 of Theorem 15, we have

T (a,b) =^h_{q2} (2 + 4η^{(2,r)}_0 ) +^h_{q2} (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ),

where t and l are given in (17). By Lemma 6, we have η^{(2,r)}_0 =^{q−1}_2 . Then

T (a,b) =^h_q (2 + t − l). (27)

It is clear that a + b + (a − b)gy = (a + b)(1 +^{a−b}_{a+b} gy) and a − b + (a + b)gy = (a − b)(1 +^{a+b}_{a−b} gy), then from (17), we know that t and l can be expressed as t = | |{1 +^{a−b}_{a+b} gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_0 | | and l = | |{1 +^{a+b}_{a−b} gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_1 | | (28)

since a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 . From (26) we can assume that^{a−b}_{a+b} = α^{2i+1}⟨α^{q+1}⟩ and i = 0,...,^{q−1}_2 \ {^{q−1−h}_{2h} ,^{qh−q+1}_{2h} }, then {_{a−b} a+b gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } = α^{2i+1+ q−1h} ⟨α^{q+1}⟩ = C^{(q+1,r)}_{2i+1+ q−1h} (29) and {_{a+b} a−b gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } = α^{q−1h −2i−1}⟨α^{q+1}⟩ = C^{(q+1,r)}_{q−1h −2i−1} = C^{(q+1,r)}_{q−2i+ q−1h} . (30)

From (28)-(30) we have t = | | |(1 +C^{(q+1,r)}

2i+1+^{q−1}_h ) ∩C

(2,r) 0 | | | = (2i + 1 + q − 1 h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} (31) and l = | | | |(1 +C^{(q+1,r)}

q−2i+^{q−1}_h ) ∩C

(2,r) 1 | | | | = (q − 2i + q − 1 h ,1)^{(q+1,2,r)}. (32)

For any (a,b) ∈ K_{0,1}, we know that T (a,b) must be an integer. Then from (27), there exist integers k_i such that

(2i + 1 + q − 1 h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} − (q − 2i + q − 1 h ,1)^{(q+1,2,r)} + 2 = k_iq

for i = 0,...,^{q−1}_2 \ {^{q−1−h}_{2h} ,^{qh−q+1}_{2h} }.

In Lemma 19, we have proved that (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q−3}_2 . For the convenience of narration, we assume that h = q − 1 in the following. In this case, we have (2,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q−3}_2 , then

(q − 1,1)^{(q+1,2,r)} = q − 1 − (q − 1,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q+1}_2 .

Let i = 1, we have (4,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} − (q − 1,1)^{(q+1,2,r)} + 2 = k_1q. It is obvious that this equality holds if and only if k_1 = 0 and (4,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q−3}_2 since (q − 1,1)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q+1}_2 . Let i = 2, we have (6,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} − (q − 3,1)^{(q+1,2,r)} + 2 = k_2q. Then this equality holds if and only if k_2 = 0 and (6,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q−3}_2 since (q − 3,1)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q+1}_2 .

Continue this work, we have (2i,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q−3}_2 and (q + 1 − 2i,1)^{(q+1,2,r)} =^{q+1}_2 for i = 1,...,^{q−1}_2 . From (27), (31) and (32), then we have T (a,b) = 0. When h is equal to the other values, by the same way, we also have T (a,b) = 0.

If a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and ±^a_b /∈ B, then a ≠ ±b ≠ 0. From Case 8 of Theorem 15, we have T (a,b) =^h_{q2} (−2 − 4η^{(2,r)}_0 ) +^h_{q2} (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ) =^h_q (t − l − 2)

since η^{(2,r)}_0 =^{−1+q}_2 , where t and l are given in (17). With an analysis similar as above, we can obtain T (a,b) = 0.

Case 2: p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and s is even, or p ≡ 1 (mod 4). In this case, from Case 8 of Theorem 15, we have T (a,b) =^h_q (l − t − 2) or T (a,b) =^h_q (l − t + 2).

With the same way as in Case 1, we have T (a,b) = 0.

The desired result then follows.

Remark 21. In Lemma 20, we proved that (2i,0)^{(q+1,2,q2)} =^{q−3}_2 for 1 ≤ i ≤^{q−1}_2 , i.e., the set {1 + α^{2i}⟨α^{q+1}⟩} has^{q−3}_2 square elements in F_q2 for 1 ≤ i ≤^{q−1}_2 .

Lemma 22. Let

K_{0,0} = { (a,b) : (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , ± a b /∈ B } and K_{1,1} = { (a,b) : (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , ± a b /∈ B } , where B is given in (11) and r = q^2. Then T (a,b) = 0 if (a,b) ∈ K_{0,0} or (a,b) ∈ K_{1,1}, where T (a,b) is given in (3).

Proof. With discussions similar to Lemma 20, we have { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 ,a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 }

= { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 ,a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 }

= { C^{(q+1,r)} 2i : i = 0,1,..., q − 1 2 }

and { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ (F_r ,F_r ), ± a b ∈ B } = { C^{(q+1,r)} q−1 h ∪C^{(q+1,r)}

q+1−^{q−1}_h } . Since^{q−1}_h ≡ 1 (mod 2), we obtain that q + 1 −^{q−1}_h is odd. Then { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ K_{0,0} } = { a − b a + b

: (a,b) ∈ K_{1,1} } = { C^{(q+1,r)} 2i : i = 0,1,..., q − 1 2 } . (33)

We show the desired result from the following two cases.

Case 1: p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and s is odd. If a+b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , a−b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 and ±^a_b /∈ B, with an analysis similar to Lemma 20, we have

T (a,b) =^h_{q2} (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ) =^h_q (t − l), (34)

where t = | |(1 +C(q+1,r)

2i+1 ) ∩C

(2,r) 0 | | = (2i + 1,0)_{(q+1,2,r)} and l = | | |(1 +C^{(q+1,r)}

q+2(q−1)/h−2i) ∩C

(2,r) 0 | | | = (q +^{2(q−1)}_h − 2i,0)^{(q+1,2,r)}

for i = 0,1,...,^{q−1}_2 . Since 0 ≤ t ≤ q − 1, 0 ≤ l ≤ q − 1, we obtain −(q − 1) ≤ t − l ≤ q − 1. By the definition of T (a,b), we know that T (a,b) is an integer. Hence, q|t − l, i.e.,

t = l = (2i + 1,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} = (q +^{2(q−1)}_h − 2i,0)^{(q+1,2,r)} (35)

for any i = 0,1,...,^{q−1}_2 . Hence, from (34) we know T (a,b) = 0.

If a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and ±^a_b /∈ B, from Case 8 of Theorem 15, we have

T (a,b) =^h_{q2} (t − l)(1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 ) =^h_q (t − l). (36)

With an analysis similar as above, we can obtain that T (a,b) = 0.

Case 2: p ≡ 3 (mod 4) and s is even, or p ≡ 1 (mod 4). In this case, from Case 8 of Theorem 15, we have T (a,b) = −^h_q (t − l) =^h_q (l − t).

By an analysis similar to Case 1, it is easy to get that T (a,b) = 0.

The desired result then follows.

From Lemma 20 and Lemma 22, we have the following result.

Lemma 23. Let B be given in (11) and r = q^2. If a ≠ ±b ≠ 0 and ±^a_b /∈ B, then T (a,b) = 0.

With above preparations, we now give the symbol-pair weight distribution of C_{(q,2,h,2)}.

Theorem 24. Let C_{(q,m,h,e)} be the cyclic code defined in (1). Let^{q−1}_h ≡ 1 (mod 2), then C_{(q,2,h,2)} is an [h(q + 1),4] code with the symbol-pair weight enumerator

1 + (r − 1)z^{h(q−1)} + (r − 1)(q − 1)z^{hq} + (r − 1)(r + 1 − q)z^{h(q+1)}.

Proof. Combining Theorem 15, Lemma 17, Lemma 19 and Lemma 23, it is easy to get that

T (a,b) = h(q + 1), 1 time, 2h, (r − 1) times, h, (r − 1)(q − 1) times, 0, (r − 1)(r + 1 − q) times.

(37)

For any (a,b) ≠ (0,0), we have that T (a,b) is less than the length of the code. Then the dimension of the code C_{(q,2,h,2)} in (1) is 4. From (2) and (37), the symbol-pair weight enumerator of C_{(q,2,h,2)} can be calculated. The desired result then follows.

Example 25. Let q = 3, m = 2, e = 2 and h = 2. Then C_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [8,4] code over F_3 with the symbol-pair weight enumerator 1+8z^4 +16z^6 +56z^8. The result is verified by Magma programs.

Example 26. Let q = 13, m = 2, e = 2 and h = 4. Then C_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [56,4] code over F_{13} with the symbol-pair weight enumerator 1 + 168z^{48} + 2016z^{52} + 26376z^{56}. The result is verified by Magma programs.

B. The case^{q−1}_h ≡ 0 (mod 2)

In this subsection, we always assume that^{q−1}_h ≡ 0 (mod 2). The possible symbol-pair weights of C_{(q,m,h,2)} are given as follows.

Theorem 27. Let gcd(m,^{2(q−1)}_h ) = 2. When (a,b) runs through (F_r ,F_r ), then the set of all possible symbol-pair weights of C_{(q,m,h,2)} is { 0, hq^{m−2}(q + 1) ± hq^m2^{−2}(3 − q + 2(^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)), hqm−1 ± hq m 2 −1, hq^{m−2}(q +^1_2 ) ± hq^m2^{−2}(^3_2 + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)), hqm−2(q + 1) + hq m 2 −2(t + l + ξ − q) } , (38)

where 0 ≤ t,l ≤ q − 1 and ξ = 3,±1. Moreover, the code achieves the largest minimum symbolpair distance compared with its minimum Hamming distance, i.e.,

d_p(C_{(q,m,h,2)}) = 2d_H(C_{(q,m,h,2)}) = hq^{m−1} − hq^m2^{−1}.

Proof. In order to obtain the desired results, from (2) we only need to consider the possible value of T (a,b) for (a,b) running through (F_r ,F_r ).

By the definition of cyclotomic class, it is clear that C^{(2,r)}_{(q−1)/h} = C^{(2,r)}_0 if^{q−1}_h ≡ 0 (mod 2). Since e = 2, by the definition of β, we have β = −1. Then from (3) we have T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{2h}_{q2} [ ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0}^{χ(x(a + b)) +} ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0}^{χ(x(a − b))]}

+^h_{q2} [ ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(x(a + b + (a − b)gy)) +} ∑_{x∈C(2,r)0} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(x(a − b + (a + b)gy))] (39)}

since d = gcd(m,^{2(q−1)}_h ) = 2. We now prove this theorem from the following six cases. Case 1: a = 0 and b = 0. From the definition of T (a,b), we have T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q−1} . Case 2: a ≠ 0 and b = 0. In this case, (39) can be written as T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{4h}_{q2} ∑

x∈C^{(2,r)}_0

χ(ax) +^{2h}_{q2} ∑

x∈C^{(2,r)}_0

∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(xa(1 + gy)).}

It is clear that 1 + gy ≠ 0 for y ∈ F^∗_q since g /∈ F_q . Then

{gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } = α^{q−1h} ⟨α^{r−1q−1} ⟩ = C^( r−1 q−1 ,r) q−1 h . By the definition of generalized cyclotomic numbers, we have | { 1 + gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_i | = (^{q−1}_h ,i)^{( r−1q−1 ,2,r)}, where i = 0 or i = 1. If a ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , we have

T (a,b) =^{h(r−1)}_{q2(q−1)} +^{4h}_{q2} η^{(2,r)}_0 +^{2h}_{q2} [ (^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)η(2,r)

0 + (^{q−1}_h ,1)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)η(2,r) 1 ]

=^{h(r−1)}

q^2(q−1) + 4h q^2 η

(2,r)

0 +^{2h}_{q2} [ (^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)η(2,r)

0 + (q − 1 − (^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r))(−1 − η(2,r) 0 ) ]

=^{h(qm−2−1)} q−1 +^h_{q2} (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 )(3 − q + 2(^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)). In the second equality, we used the fact that η^{(2,r)}_0 + η^{(2,r)}_1 = −1, which is given in Lemma 6. If a ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , by the same way as above, we have

T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} +^h_{q2} (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_1 )(3 − q + 2(^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)). Case 3: a = 0 and b ≠ 0. With discussions similar to Case 2, we have

T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} +^h_{q2} (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_i )(3 − q + 2(^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r))

if b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i , where i = 0 or i = 1.

Case 4: a = b ≠ 0 or a = −b ≠ 0. With an analysis similar to Case 4 of Theorem 15, we have

T (a,b) =^h_q (^{r−1}_{q−1} + 2η^{(2,r)}_i )

if a ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i , where i = 0 or i = 1. Case 5:^a_b ∈ U or −^a_b ∈ U, where U = {_{gy−1}

1+gy : y ∈ F ∗ q } . (40)

With discussions similar to Case 6 of Theorem 15, we have

T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} +^h_{q2} (^{qm}_2 +^3_2 + 3η^{(2,r)}_i + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)(1 + 2η(2,r)

i ))

if a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i , where i = 0 or i = 1.

Case 6: a ≠ ±b ≠ 0 and ±^a_b /∈ U. With an analysis similar to the Case 8 of Theorem 15, we have

T (a,b) =

h(q^{m−2}−1)

q−1 +^h_{q2} (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 )(t + l + 3 − q), if a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 ,

h(q^{m−2}−1)

q−1 +^h_{q2} (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 )(t + l − q − 1), if a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 ,

h(q^{m−2}−1)

q−1 +^h_{q2} (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 )(t + l + 1 − q), if a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_{i+1} , where

t = |{a + b + (a − b)gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_0 | and l = |{a − b + (a + b)gy : y ∈ F^∗_q } ∩C^{(2,r)}_0 |.

Obviously, we have 0 ≤ t,l ≤ q − 1.

Combining all the cases, let M_i =^{qm}_2 +^3_2 + 3η^{(2,r)}_i + (^{2(q−1)}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r)(1 + 2η(2,r)

i ) for i = 0 or i = 1, M_2 = 2(^{q−1}_h ,0)^( r−1 q−1 ,2,r) and U be defined in (40), we have

T (a,b) =^{h(qm−2−1)}_{q−1} +^h_{q2} T^′(a,b), (41)

where

T^′(a,b) = q^m(q + 1), if a = 0 and b = 0, (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_i )(3 − q + M_2), if a ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i and b = 0, or b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i and a = 0, q^m + q + 2qη^{(2,r)}_i , if a = b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i , or a = −b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i , M_i, if^a_b ∈ U and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i , or −^a_b ∈ U and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i , (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 )(t + l + 3 − q), if a ≠ 0, ±^a_b /∈ U, a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_0 , (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 )(t + l − q − 1), if a ≠ 0, ±^a_b /∈ U, a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_1 , (1 + 2η^{(2,r)}_0 )(t + l + 1 − q), if a ≠ 0, ±^a_b /∈ U, a + b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_i and a − b ∈ C^{(2,r)}_{i+1} (42) for i = 0 or i = 1, and the indices are taken modulo 2. Then from Lemma 6 and (2), the possible symbol-pair weights of C_{(q,m,h,2)} can be given and we show this result in (38).

From (38), it is obvious that the minimum possible symbol-pair weight of C_{(q,m,h,2)} is hq^{m−1} − hq^m2^{−1}. In [21, Theorem 6], the authors showed that d_H (C_{(q,m,h,2)}) =^1_2 (hq^{m−1} − hq^m2^{−1}), then d_p(C_{(q,m,h,2)}) = hq^{m−1} − hq^m2^{−1} since d_p(C ) ≤ 2d_H (C ) for any code C . The desired result then follows.

Similar to the proof of the case^{q−1}_h ≡ 1 (mod 2), for the special case m = 2, we can show that C_{(q,2,h,2)} is a three symbol-pair weight code and determine its symbol-pair weight distribution. Details of the proof are omitted here.

Theorem 28. Let C_{(q,m,h,e)} be the cyclic code defined in (1). Let e = m = 2 and^{q−1}_h ≡ 0 (mod 2), then C_{(q,2,h,2)} is an [h(q + 1),4] code with the symbol-pair weight enumerator

1 + (r − 1)z^{h(q−1)} + (r − 1)(q − 1)z^{hq} + (r − 1)(r + 1 − q)z^{h(q+1)}.

Example 29. Let q = 9, m = 2, e = 2 and h = 4. Then C_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [40,4] code over F_9 with the symbol-pair weight enumerator 1 + 80z^{32} + 640z^{36} + 5840z^{40}. The result is verified by Magma programs.

Example 30. Let q = 17, m = 2, e = 2 and h = 4. Then C_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [72,4] code over F_{17} with the symbol-pair weight enumerator 1 + 288z^{64} + 4608z^{68} + 78624z^{72}. The result is verified by Magma programs.

V. THE PAIR WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION OF THE THREE CLASS OF CYCLIC CODES In this section, we investigate the punctured code of C_{(q,m,h,e)}, which is derived from this code by deleting some coordinates of codewords. Some new linear codes are obtained.

Let e = 2, from (1) the codeword of C_{(q,m,h,e)} can be expressed as

c(a,b) = (Tr^r_q(ag^0 + b(−g)^0),Tr^r_q(ag + b(−g)),...,Tr^r_q(ag^{n−1} + b(−g)^{n−1}))

since β = α^{r−1}2 = −1. If n ≡ 0 (mod 4), then (−g)^n2 = α^{r−1}2 = −1, which implies that

Tr^r_q(ag^i + b(−g)^i) = −Tr^r_q(ag^{i+ n2} + b(−g)^{i+ n2} ),

where 0 ≤ i ≤^{n−2}_2 . Let

c^′(a,b) = (Tr^r_q(ag^0 + b(−g)^0),Tr^r_q(ag + b(−g)),...,Tr^r_q(ag^{n−22} + b(−g)^{n−22} )).

Then C_{(q,m,h,e)} can be expressed as C_{(q,m,h,e)} = {(c^′(a,b),−c^′(a,b)) : a,b ∈ F_r }. Let C^′_{(q,m,h,e)} = { c^′(a,b) : a,b ∈ F_r } . (43)

It is clear that the symbol-pair weights of the codewords in C^′_{(q,m,h,e)} are the half of C_{(q,m,h,e)}, and the dimension of C^′_{(q,m,h,e)} is equal to the dimension of C_{(q,m,h,e)}. From Section III and Section IV, we have the following results, directly.

Theorem 31. Let q be an odd prime power, C^′_{(q,m,h,e)} be the cyclic code defined in (43) and

h(r−1)

q−1 ≡ 0 (mod 4). The following statements hold. (1) If m > 2 and gcd ( m,^{2(q−1)}_h ) = 1, then C^′_{(q,m,h,e)} is an

[_{h(r−1)}

2(q−1) ,2m ] code with the symbolpair weight enumerator

1 + e(r − 1)z^{hq}

m−2(eq+e−2)

2e + e(r − 1)(q − 1)z^{hq}

m−2(eq+e−1)

2e + (r − 1)(r + 1 − eq)z^{hq}

m−2(q+1) 2 . (2) If m ≥ 2 and gcd ( m,^{2(q−1)}_h ) = 2, then C^′_{(q,m,h,2)} is an

[_{h(r−1)}

2(q−1) ,2m ] code with the minimum symbol-pair distance d_p(C^′_{(q,m,h,2)}) =^{(hqm−1−hq} m 2 −1)

2 . Moreover, C^′_{(q,2,h,2)} is an

[_{h(q+1)} 2 ,4 ] code with the symbol-pair weight enumerator

1 + (r − 1)z^{h(q−1)2} + (r − 1)(q − 1)z^{hq2} + (r − 1)(r + 1 − q)z^{h(q+1)2} .

In addition, C^′_{(q,2,2,2)} is an MDS symbol-pair code.

Example 32. Let q = 9, m = 2, e = 2 and h = 4. Then C^′_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [20,4] code over F_9 with the symbol-pair weight enumerator 1 + 80z^{16} + 640z^{18} + 5840z^{20}. The result is verified by Magma programs.

Example 33. Let q = 17, m = 2, e = 2 and h = 2. Then C^′_{(q,m,h,e)} is a [18,4] symbol-pair MDS code over F_{17} with the symbol-pair weight enumerator 1 + 288z^{16} + 4608z^{17} + 78624z^{18}. The result is verified by Magma programs.

VI. CONCLUSION In this paper, we considered the cyclic codes defined in [21] under the symbol-pair metric.

The possible symbol-pair weights of these codes are obtained. The considered codes has three symbol-pair weights in some cases. In addition, when e = 2, the codes achieves the largest minimum symbol-pair distances compared with their minimum Hamming distances. The main contributions of this paper are the following:

• The symbol-pair weight distribution of C_{(q,m,h,e)} was given for the case that m > 2 is a positive integer and gcd(m,^{e(q−1)}_h ) = 1 (see Theorem 10).

• The possible symbol-pair weights and minimum symbol-pair distance of C_{(q,m,h,2)} were derived for the case that gcd(m,^{2(q−1)}_h ) = 2 (see Theorem 15 and Theorem 27).

• The symbol-pair weight distribution of C_{(q,2,h,2)} was given (see Theorem 24 and Theorem 28).

• The punctured code of C_{(q,m,h,e)} was considered and a class of MDS symbol-pair codes was obtained (see Theorem 31).

• The exact values of a class of generalized cyclotomic numbers were determined (see Remark 21).

REFERENCES

[1] Y. Cassuto and M. Blaum, “Codes for symbol-pair read channels,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory, Austin, TX, USA, pp. 988-992, Jun. 2010.

[2] Y. Cassuto and M. Blaum, “Codes for symbol-pair read channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 12, pp. 8011-8020, Dec. 2011.

[3] A. R. Calderbank and J. M. Goethals, “Three-weight codes and association schemes,” Philips J. Res., vol. 39, pp. 143-152, 1984.

[4] Y. M. Chee, L. Ji, H. M. Kiah, C. Wang, and J. Yin, “Maximum distance separable codes for symbol-pair read channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 59, no. 11, pp. 7259-7267, Nov. 2013.

[5] B. Chen and H. Liu, “New Bounds on the Code Size of Symbol-Pair Codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 69, no. 2, pp.

941-950, Feb. 2023.

[6] B. Chen, L. Lin, and H. Liu, “Constacyclic symbol-pair codes: Lower bounds and optimal constructions,” IEEE Trans.

Inf. Theory, vol. 63, no. 12, pp. 7661-7666, Dec. 2017.

[7] B. Ding, G. Ge, J. Zhang, T. Zhang, and Y. Zhang, “New constructions of MDS symbol-pair codes,” Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol. 86, no. 4, pp. 841-859, 2018.

[8] C. Ding, Y. Liu, C. Ma, and L. Zeng, “The weight distributions of the duals of cyclic codes with two zeros,” IEEE Trans.

Inf. Theory, vol. 57, no. 12, pp. 8000-8006, Dec. 2011.

[9] H. Q. Dinh, X. Wang, H. Liu, and S. Sriboonchitta, “On the symbol-pair distances of repeated-root constacyclic codes of length 2p^s,” Discrete Math., vol. 342, no. 11, pp. 3062-3078, Nov. 2019.

[10] H. Q. Dinh, X. Wang, H. Liu, and S. Sriboonchitta, “On the b-distances of repeated-root constacyclic codes of prime power lengths”, Discrete Math., vol. 343, no. 4, pp. 11780, Apr. 2020.

[11] O. Elishco, R. Gabrys, and E. Yaakobi, “Bounds and constructions of codes over symbol-pair read channels,” IEEE Trans.

Inf. Theory, vol. 66, no.3, pp. 1385-1395, Mar. 2020.

[12] S. Horii, T. Matsushima, and S. Hirasawa, “Linear programming decoding of binary linear codes for symbol-pair read channel,” IEICE Trans. Fund. Electron., Commun. Comput. Sci, vol. E99-A, no. 12, pp. 2170-2178, 2016.

[13] M. Hirotomo, M. Takita, and M. Morii, “Syndrome decoding of symbol-pair codes,” Proc. IEEE Inf. Theory Workshop, pp. 162-166, 2014.

[14] X. Kai, S. Zhu, and P. Li, “A construction of new MDS symbol-pair codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol, 61, no. 11, pp.

5828-5834, Nov. 2015.

[15] S. Li and G. Ge, “Constructions of maximum distance separable symbol-pair codes using cyclic and constacyclic codes,” Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol. 84, pp. 359-372, 2017.

[16] S. Liu, C. Xing, and C. Yuan, “List decodability of symbol-pair codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf Theory, vol. 65, no. 8, pp.

4815-4821, Aug. 2019.

[17] Y. Maouche, “Symbol-pair weight distribution of some irreducible cyclic codes.” Cryptogr. Commun., vol. 15, pp. 209-220, Jan 2023.

[18] M. Morii, M. Hirotomo, and M. Takita, “Error-trapping decoding for cyclic codes over symbol-pair read channels,” Proc.

IEEE Int. Symp. Inf. Theory, pp. 681-685, 2016.

[19] J. Ma and J. Luo, “On symbol-pair weight distribution for MDS codes and simplex codes over finite fields,” Cryptogr.

Commun., vol. 13, pp. 101-115, 2021.

[20] J. Ma and J. Luo, “MDS symbol-pair codes from repeated-root cyclic codes,” Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol. 90, pp. 121-137, 2022.

[21] C. Ma, L. Zeng, Y. Liu, D. Feng, and C. Ding, “The weight enumerator of a class of cyclic codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf.

Theory, vol. 57, no. 1, pp. 397-402, Jan. 2011.

[22] C. E. Shannon, “A mathematical theory of communication,” The Bell System Technical Journal, vol. 27, no. 3, pp. 379-423, Jul. 1948.

[23] M. Shi, F. Özbudak, and P. Solé, “Geometric approach to b-symbol Hamming weights of cyclic codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf.

Theory, vol. 67, no. 6, pp. 3735-3751, Jun. 2021.

[24] M. Takita, M. Hirotomo, and M. Morii, “Error-trapping decoding forcyclic codes over symbol-pair read channels,” IEICE Trans. Fundam. Electron., Commun. Comput. Sci, vol. E100-A, no. 12, pp. 2578-2584, 2017.

[25] G. Vega, “The b-symbol weight distributions of all semiprimitive irreducible cyclic codes,” Des., Codes Cryptogr., vol.

91, pp. 2213-2221, 2023.

[26] C. Wang, “Bounds of codes over symbol-pair read channels,” Proc. Int. Conf. Comput. Sci. Eng. Technol., pp. 1-5, 2020. [27] E. Yaakobi, J. Bruck, and P. H. Siegel, “Decoding of cyclic codes over symbol-pair read channels,” Proc. IEEE Int. Symp.

Inf. Theory, pp. 2891-2895, Jul. 2012.

[28] E. Yaakobi, J. Bruck, and P. H. Siegel, “Constructions and decoding of cyclic codes over b-symbol read channels,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 62, no. 4, pp. 1541-1551, Apr. 2016.

[29] J. Yuan, C. Carlet, and C. Ding, “The weight distribution of a class of linear codes from perfect nonlinear functions,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 52, pp. 712-717, Feb. 2006.

[30] J. Yan, X. Xu, and C. Wang, “The Elias type upper bound of codes over symbol-pair read channels,” Proc. Int. Symp.

Comput. Eng. Intell. Commun., pp. 214-217, 2020.

[31] H. Zhu and M. Shi, “The b-symbol weight hierarchy of the Kasami codes,” 2021, arXiv:2112.04019v1. [32] H. Zhu, M. Shi, and F. Özbudak, “Complete b-symbol weight distribution of some irreducible cyclic codes,” Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol. 90 no. 5, pp. 1113-1125, 2022.