arXiv:2310.11285v1 [cs.DM] 17 Oct 2023

Construction of optimal optimum distance flag codes by MRD codes^∗

Shuangqing Liu, Shuhui Yu, Lijun Ji^†

Abstract

Optimum distance flag codes (ODFCs), as special flag codes, have received a lot of attention due to its application in random network coding. In 2021, Alonso-González et al. constructed optimal (n, A)-ODFC for A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1} with k ∈ A and k|n. In this paper, we introduce a new construction of (n, A)_q -ODFCs by maximum rank-metric codes. It is proved that there is an (n, A)-ODFC of size q^n−q^{k+r} q^k −1 + 1 for any A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1} with A ∩ {k, n − k} ≠ ∅, where r ≡ n (mod k) and 0 ≤ r < k. Furthermore, when k >^{qr −1}_{q−1} , this (n, A)_q -ODFC is optimal. Specially, when r = 0, Alonso-González et al.’s result is also obtained.

Keywords: rank-metric codes, flag codes, constant dimension codes, network coding

1 Introduction

Random network coding, introduced in [2], is a new method for attaining a maximum information flow by using a channel modelled as an acyclic-directed multigraph with possibly several senders and receivers. In this model, intermediate nodes are allowed to perform random linear combinations of the received vectors instead of simply routing them, as it happens when using classical channels of communication. It was also proved in [2] that the information rate of a network can be improved by the model. However, This process is specially vulnerable to error dissemination. To deal with this problem, Köetter and Kschischang [13] introduced the concept of subspace codes as adequate error-correction codes in random network coding.

Subspace codes are applied in a single use of the channel. When the times of use the subspace channel are more than once, we talk about multishot subspace codes. In this kind of codes, introduced in [19], the subspace channel is used many times, in order to transmit sequences of subspaces. As it was explained in [19], multishot subspace codes appear as an interesting alternative to subspace codes (one-shot subspace codes) when the field size q or the packet size n cannot be increased. The class of flag codes appear as a particular case of multishot subspace codes.

∗the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant 12101440, the Natural Science Foundation of Jiangsu Province under Grant BK20210858 (Liu), and the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant 12271390 (Ji). (Corresponding author: Shuhui Yu.)

†S. Liu is with the Department of Mathematics, Suzhou University of Science and Technology, Suzhou 215009, P. R. China (e-mail: shuangqingliu@usts.edu.cn); S. Yu and L. Ji is with the Department of Mathematics, Soochow University, Suzhou 215006, P. R. China (e-mail: yushuhui suda@163.com, jilijun@suda.edu.cn)

Flag codes in network coding appeared for the first time in [18]. Later on, some studies of flag codes attaining the best possible distance (optimum distance flag codes (ODFCs)) are undertaken. Alonso-González, Navarro-Pérez and Soler-Escrivà in [3] constructed optimum distance full flag codes with n = 2k by planar spreads. The authors in [4] gave the constructions of ODFCs with k|n by perfect matchings in graphs. Recently, Chen and Yao [7] presented constructions of totally isotropic flag orbit codes with optimum distance on the symplectic space F^{2v}_q . Kurz [14] also presented some upper and lower bounds of flag codes, and constructed optimum distance full flag codes with n = 2k + 1. Recently, Alonso-González et al. [5] introduced distance vectors to derive bounds for their maximum possible size once the minimum distance and dimensions are fixed.

This paper is devoted to constructing optimum distance flag codes based on maximum rank-metric codes. It is proved that there is an (n, A)-ODFC of size^{qn−qk+r}_{qk−1} + 1 for any A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1} with A ∩ {k, n − k} ≠ ∅, where r ≡ n (mod k) and 0 ≤ r < k. Furthermore, when k >^{qr−1}_{q−1} , this (n, A)_q-ODFC is optimal. Specially, the case r = 0 also gives Alonso-González et al.’s optimal ODFCs with k|n in [4]. Our constructions do not depend on the condition that k|n. Our construction can also yield Kurz’s optimum distance full flag codes with n = 2k + 1 in [14].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives a brief introduction of constant dimension codes (CDCs), flag codes and optimum distance flag codes. In Section 3, we give a construction for (n, A)_q-ODFCs based on maximum rank-metric (MRD) codes (see Theorem 3.1, where A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}. The subspace distance of i-projected codes in the ODFC can be estimated by the Hamming distance of corresponding identifying vectors or rank distance of corresponding MRD codes. We show that there is an (n, A)-ODFC of size^{qn−qk+r}_{qk−1} + 1 for A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1} with A ∩ {k, n − k} ≠ ∅, where r ≡ n (mod k) and 0 ≤ r < k. Furthermore, when k >^{qr −1}_{q−1} , the ODFCs from Theorem 3.1 are optimal (n, A)_q-ODFCs (see Corollary 3.2). In Section 4, we conclude this paper.

2 Preliminaries

Let F_q be the finite field of order q, and F^n_q the n-dimensional vector space over F_q . Let P_q(n) denote the set of all subspaces of F^n_q . Given a nonnegative integer k ≤ n, the set of all k-dimensional subspaces of F^n_q is called the Grassmannian G_q(n, k).

2.1 Constant dimension codes

A subset C of G_q(n, k) is called an (n, d, k)_q constant dimension code (CDC), if C satisfies the subspace distance

d_S (U, V) ≜ dim U + dim V − 2dim (U ∩ V) ≥ d (1)

for any two subspaces U, V ∈ C. Elements in C are called codewords. An (n, d, k)_q -CDC with M codewords is written as an (n, M, d, k)_q -CDC. Given n, d, k and q, denote by A^C_q (n, d, k) the maximum number of codewords among all (n, d, k)_q -CDCs.

Clearly, the minimum distance of a constant dimension code C is upper-bounded by: d_S (C) ≤ { 2k if 2k ≤ n 2(n − k) otherwise.

Specially, every (n, 2k, k)_q -CDC is a partial k-spread in G(n, k).

Theorem 2.1 [9, 20] Let n ≡ r (mod k), 0 ≤ r < k. If r ≠ 0 then A^C_q (n, 2k, k) ≤^{qn−qr}_{qk−1} − ⌊ √_{4qk (qk−qr )+1−(2qk −2qr +1)} 2 ⌋ − 1. If k > [ r 1 ] q =^{qr −1}_{q−1} , then A^C_q (n, 2k, k) =^{qn−qk+r}_{qk−1} + 1.

A k-dimensional subspace U of F^n_q can be represented by a k × n generator matrix whose rows form a basis for U. If U, V ∈ G_q(n, k), the subspace distance on G_q(n, k) is also given by

d_S (U, V) = 2 · rank ( U V ) − 2k, where U, V ∈ F^{k×n}_q are matrices such that U =rowspace(U ) and V =rowspace(V ), F^{k×n}_q is the set of all k × n matrices over F_q . Clearly, generator matrices are usually not unique. However there exists a unique matrix representation for each element of the Grassmannian, namely the reduced row echelon form(inverse reduced row echelon form). A k × n matrix with rank k is in reduced row echelon form (resp. inverse reduced row echelon form) if (1) the leading coefficient of a row is always to the right (resp. left) of the leading coefficient of the previous row; (2) all leading coefficients are ones; (3) every leading coefficient is the only nonzero entry in its column.

For a subspace U ∈ G_q(n, k), U can be represented by a k × n matrix U in reduced row echelon form(inverse reduced row echelon form), whose rows form a basis for U. The identifying vector(inverse identifying vector) v(U)(v̂(U)) or v(U )(v̂(U)) is the binary vector of length n and weight k such that the 1^′s of v(U)(v̂(U)) are in the positions where U has its leading ones. Lemma 2.2 [10] Let U, V ∈ G_q(n, k), U = rowspace(U ) and V = rowspace(V ), where U, V ∈ F^{k×n}_q are in reduced row echelon forms. Then d_S (U, V) ≥ d_H (v(U), v(V )), where d_H (v(U), v(V )) is Hamming distance of v(U) and v(V ). Lemma 2.3 [17] Let U, V ∈ G_q(n, k), U = rowspace(U ) and V = rowspace(V ), where U, V ∈ F^{k×n}_q are in inverse reduced row echelon forms. Then d_S (U, V) ≥ d_H (v̂(U), v̂(V )). Rank-metric codes, especially MRD codes, play an important role in the constructions of CDCs. These constructions of CDCs can be seen in [10,15–17,23] and http://subspace codes.uni-bayreuth.de.

For a matrix A ∈ F^{m×n}_q , the rank of A is denoted by rank(A). The rank distance on F^{m×n}_q is defined by d_R(A, B) = rank(A − B), for A, B ∈ F^{m×n}_q .

An [m × n, k, δ]_q rank-metric code C is a k-dimensional F_q -linear subspace of F^{m×n}_q with minimum rank distance δ. The Singleton-like upper bound for rank-metric codes implies that k ≤ max{m, n}(min{m, n} − δ + 1) holds for any [m × n, k, δ]_q code. When the equality holds, C is called a linear maximum rank-metric code, denoted by an [m × n, δ]_q-MRD code. Linear MRD codes exist for all feasible parameters (cf. [8, 12, 21]).

Theorem 2.4 [8] Let m, n, δ be positive integers. Then there is an [m × n, δ]_q-MRD code, i.e, an [m × n, k, δ]_q rank-metric code with k = max{m, n}(min{m, n} − δ + 1). Lemma 2.5 [10] Let U, V ∈ G_q(n, k), U = rowspace(U ) and V = rowspace(V ), where U, V ∈ F^{k×n}_q are in reduced row echelon forms. If v(U) = v(V ), then

d_S (U, V) = 2d_R(C_U , C_V ),

where C_U and C_V denote the submatrices of U and V without the columns of their pivots, respectively. Lemma 2.6 [17] Let U, V ∈ G_q(n, k), U = rowspace(U ) and V = rowspace(V ), where U, V ∈ F^{k×n}_q are in inverse reduced row echelon forms. If v̂(U) = v̂(V ), then

d_S (U, V) = 2d_R(C_U , C_V ),

where C_U and C_V denote the submatrices of U and V without the columns of their pivots, respectively.

For more details on CDCs and rank-metric codes, see [6, 10, 16] and the references therein.

2.2 Flag codes

A flag of type (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r), with 0 < t_1 < t_2 < . . . < t_r < n, on the vector space F^n_q is a sequence of subspaces F = (F_1, F_2, . . . , F_r) in G_q(n, t_1) × G_q(n, t_2) × · · · × G_q(n, t_r) ⊆ P_q(n)^r such that {0} ⊊ F_1 ⊊ · · · ⊊ F_r ⊊ F^n_q . With this notation, F_i is said to be the i-th subspace of F. In case the type vector is (1, 2, . . . , n − 1) we say that F is a full flag.

The space of flags of type (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r) on F^n_q is denoted by F_q(n, (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r)) and can be endowed with the flag distance d_f that naturally extends the subspace distance defined in (1): given two flags F = (F_1, F_2, . . . , F_r) and F^′ = (F^′_1, F^′_2, . . . , F^′_r) in F_q(n, (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r)), the flag distance between them is

d_f (F, F^′) =^r ∑ i=1 d_S (F_i, F^′_i ).

A flag code of type (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r) on F^n_q is defined as any non-empty subset C ⊆ F_q(n, (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r)). The minimum distance of a flag code C of type (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r) on F^n_q is given by d_f (C) = min{d_f (F, F^′) : F, F^′ ∈ C, F ≠ F^′}.

Lemma 2.7 [3, 4] Given a flag code C of type (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r), its minimum distance is upper-bounded by:

d_f (C) ≤ 2 ∑ t_i≤⌊^n_2 ⌋

t_i + ∑ t_i>⌊^n_2 ⌋ (n − t_i) . (2)

A flag code C of type (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r) is called an (n, (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r))_q optimum distance flag code (ODFC) if the distance attains d_{max} for flag codes of type (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r) in Lemma 2.7. Let A_q(n, {t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r}) denote the maximum number of codewords among all (n, (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r))_q-ODFCs. An (n, (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r))_q-ODFC with A_q(n, {t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r}) codewords is said to be optimal.

Given a type vector (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r), for every i = 1, 2, . . . , r, we define the i-projection to be the map

p_i : F_q(n, (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r)) −→ G_q(n, t_i)

F = (F_1, F_2, . . . , F_r) −→ p_i(F) = F_i.

The i-projected code of C is the set C_i = {p_i(F) : F ∈ C}. By definition, this code C_i is a constant dimension code in the G_q(n, t_i) and its cardinality satisfies |C_i| ≤ |C|. We say that C is a disjoint flag code if |C_1| = |C_2| = · · · = |C_r| = |C|, that is, the i-projection p_i is injective for any i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , r}.

Theorem 2.8 [3] Let C be a flag code of type (t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r) on F^n_q . The following statements are equivalent:

(1) The code C is an optimum distance flag code.

(2) The code C is disjoint and every projected code C_i attains the maximum possible distance, that is, d_S (C_i) = min{2t_i, 2(n − t_i)}.

As a consequence, all the i-projected codes of an optimum distance flag code have to be (n, 2t_i, t_i)_q-CDCs if t_i ≤ ⌊^n_2 ⌋ and (n, 2n − t_i, t_i)_q-CDCs if t_i > ⌊^n_2 ⌋. By Theorem 2.1, we have the following result.

Theorem 2.9 Let n, k be positive integers with^n_k ≥ 2. Let A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n−k, . . . , n− 1}. Suppose that A ∩ {k, n − k} ≠ ∅ and set n ≡ r (mod k), 0 ≤ r < k. If r ≠ 0, then A_q(n, A) ≤^{qn−qr}_{qk−1} − ⌊ √_{4qk(qk −qr)+1−(2qk−2qr +1)} 2 ⌋ − 1. If k > [ r 1 ] q , then A_q(n, A) ≤^{qn−qk+r}_{qk−1} + 1. When k is a divisor of n, Alonso-González, Navarro-Pérez and Soler-Escrivà showed the following result.

Theorem 2.10 [4] Let k be a divisor of n, and {t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r} ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1}. If k ∈ {t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r}, then

A_q(n, {t_1, t_2, . . . , t_r}) =^{qn−1}_{qk−1} . When n = 2k + 1, Sascha Kurz showed the following result by using k-partial spread of F^{2k+1}_q .

Theorem 2.11 [14] For each integer k ≥ 2, it holds that A_q(2k + 1, {1, 2, . . . , 2k}) = q^{k+1} + 1.

3 Multilevel construction based on MRD codes

The multilevel construction [10] and inverse multilevel construction [17] for constant dimension codes are simple but effective, which generalizes the lifted MRD codes. In this section, we use multilevel construction and inverse multilevel construction [17] to construct (n, A)_q-ODFCs, where A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , n − 1}, by MRD codes.

Theorem 3.1 Let n, k be positive integers with n ≥ 2k. Let A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1}. If A ∩ {k, n − k} ≠ ∅, then A_q(n, A) ≥ q^n − q^{k+r} q^k − 1

+ 1,

where r ≡ n (mod k) and 0 ≤ r < k.

Proof Set n = (a + 1)k + r.

Step 1. We first construct the set C of sequences of subspaces as follows. Let D_{a−1} be an [(n − k) × (n − k), n − k]_q-MRD code, which exits by Theorem 2.4.

For each nonzero matrix D = ( A B ) ∈ D_{a−1} with rank(A) = k, define an invertible

matrix of order n as follows: M(D) = A I_k B O A O .

If a > 1, let D_i be an [(n − (i + 2)k) × (n − (i + 2)k), n − (i + 2)k]_q-MRD code for

0 ≤ i ≤ a − 2, which exits by Theorem 2.4. For each nonzero matrix G_i = ( C D ) ∈ D_i with rank(C) = k, define

M(G_i) = O I_k C O O O D O I_{ik} O O O O O O I_k O O C O .

For the zero matrix G_i = O ∈ D_i, define

M(O) = O I_k O O O O O O I_{n−(i+3)k} O I_{ik} O O O O O O O O I_k O O I_k O O ,

Define two invertible matrices as follows:

M(a) = O O I_k O I_{n−2k} O I_k O O ,

M(a + 1) = O I_k O I_{n−2k} O O O O I_k .

Let M = {M(D): D ∈ D_{a−1}, D ≠ O} ∪{M(G_i): G_i ∈ D_i, 0 ≤ i ≤ a − 2} ∪{M(a), M(a + 1)}. It is easy to see that each matrix of M is an invertible n × n matrix. Note that M = {M(D): D ∈ D_{a−1}, D ≠ O} ∪ {M(a), M(a + 1)} if a = 1. For 1 ≤ j ≤ m and an m × n matrix M, denote by M_{[j]} the top j × n summatrix of M. For each matrix M ∈ M and 1 ≤ j ≤ n, let F(M_{[j]}) = rowspace(M_{[j]}), F(M) = (F(M_{[1]}), . . . , F(M_{[k]}), F(M_{[n−k]}), . . . , F(M_{[n−1]})). We claim that C = {F(M): M ∈ M} is the desired flag code.

Step 2. We show that C is the set of flags of type (1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1) and |C| =^{qn−qk+r}_{qk−1} + 1. Since each matrix M of M is an invertible n × n matrix. dim(F(M_{[j]})) = j for j ∈ {1, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1}. Clearly, {0} ⊊ F(M_{[1]}) ⊊ F(M_{[2]}) ⊊ · · · ⊊ F(M_{[k]}) ⊊ F(M_{[n−k]}) ⊊ F(M_{[n−k+1]}) ⊊ · · · ⊊ F(M_{[n−1]}) ⊊ F^n_q . Therefore, F(M) is a flag of type (1, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1). Clearly, |C| = |M|. Since D_{a−1} is an [(n − k) × (n − k), n − k]_q-MRD code and each D_i is an [(n − (i + 2)k) × (n − (i + 2)k), n − (i + 2)k]_q -MRD code, by the construction of M we have |C| = a−1∑ i=0 |D_i| + 1 = q^{ak+r} + a−1∑ i=1 q^{ik+r} + 1

= a∑ i=1 q^{ik+r} + 1 = q^n − q^{k+r} q^k − 1

+ 1.

Setp 3. We prove that C is an optimum distance flag code. By Theorem 2.8, it suffices to show that the t-projected C^t of C attains the maximum possible distance for t ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k, n−k, . . . , n−1}, where C^t =^{a+1} ⋃ i=0 C^t_i , C^t_{a−1} = {F(M(D)_{[t]}): D ∈ D_{a−1}, D ≠

O}, C^t_i = {F(M(G)_{[t]}): G ∈ D_i}, C^t_a = {F(M(a)_{[t]})}, and C^t_{a+1} = {F(M(a + 1)_{[t]})}. We distinguish two cases:

(1) t ∈ A and t ≤ k.

• (1.1) We shall prove that d_S (C^t_i ) ≥ 2t for 0 ≤ i ≤ a − 1.

For 0 ≤ i ≤ a−2, since D_i is an [(n−(i+2)k)×(n−(i+2)k), n−(i+2)k]_q-MRD code, {G_{[t]} : G ∈ D_i} is a [t×(n−(i+2)k), t]_q -MRD code. For any two distinct subspaces U = rowspace(O_{t×ik}, I_t, O_{t×(k−t)}, G_{[t]}, O), V = rowspace(O_{t×ik}, I_t, O_{t×(k−t)}, G^′_{[t]}, O) ∈ C^t_i , by Lemma 2.5 we have d_S (U, V) = 2d_R(G_{[t]}, G^′_{[t]}) = 2t.

Since D_{a−1} is an [(n−k)×(n−k), n−k]_q -MRD code, {D_{[t]} : D ∈ D_{a−1}} is a [t×(n− k), t]_q-MRD code. For any two distinct subspaces U = rowspace(D_{[t]}, I_t, O), V = rowspace(D^′_{[t]}, I_t, O) ∈ C^t_{a−1}, by Lemma 2.6 we have d_S (U, V) = 2d_R(D_{[t]}, D^′_{[t]}) = 2t.

• (1.2) We shall prove that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2t for any two subspaces U ∈ C^t_a, V ∈ C^t_i , where 0 ≤ i ≤ a − 1.

Since the indentifying vector of U is (0 · · · 0 n−k 1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 k_{−t} ) and the indentifying vector of V is (0 · · · 0 ik 1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 n−ik−t ) if i < a − 1 or ( α n−k 0 · · · 0 k ) with wt(α) = t if i = a − 1, we have that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2t by Lemma 2.2.

• (1.3) We shall prove that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2t for any two subspaces U ∈ C^t_{a+1}, V ∈ C^t_i , where 0 ≤ i ≤ a.

Since the identifying and inverse identifying vectors of U are (0 · · · 0 n−2k 1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 2k−t ), the identifying vector of V is (0 · · · 0 ik 1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 n−ik−t ) when i ≤ a − 2, the inverse iden-

tifying vector of V is (0 · · · 0 n−k 1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 k_{−t} ) when i = a − 1, and both the identifying

vector and inverse identifying vector of V are (0 · · · 0 n−t 1 · · · 1 t ) when i = a we have that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2t by Lemmas 2.2 and 2.3.

• (1.4) We shall prove that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2t for any two subspaces U ∈ C^t_i , V ∈ C^t_j , where 0 ≤ i < j ≤ a − 2.

Since the indentifying vectors of U and V are (0 · · · 0 ik 1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 n−ik−t ) and (0 · · · 0 j_k 1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 n−jk−t ) respectively, we have that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2t by Lemma 2.2.

• (1.5) We shall prove that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2t for any two subspaces U ∈ C^t_{a−1}, V ∈ C^t_i , where 0 ≤ i ≤ a − 2.

Since the inverse indentifying vectors of U and V are (0 · · · 0 n−k 1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 k_{−t} ) and ( α n−k 0 · · · 0 k ) with wt(α) = t respectively, we have that d^S (U, V) ≥ 2t by Lemma 2.3. (2) t ∈ A and t ≥ n − k. • (2.1) We shall prove that d_S (C^t_i ) ≥ 2(n − t) for 0 ≤ i ≤ a − 1.

• (2.1.1) For any two distinct subspaces U, V ∈ C^t_{a−1}, we have

d_S (U, V) = 2rank A I_k B O A_{[k−j]} O A^′ I_k B^′ O A^′_{[k−j]} O − 2t

= 2rank A − A^′ O B − B^′ O A^′ I_k − 2t = 2(n − k + k − t) = 2(n − t), where the last equality holds because ( A B ) , ( A^′ B^′ ) are two distinct nonzero

codewords of [(n − k) × (n − k), n − k]_q-MRD code D.

• (2.1.2) For any two distinct subspaces U = F(M(G)_{[t]}), V = F(M(G^′)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_i with G ≠ O, G^′ ≠ O and 0 ≤ i < a − 1, similar to (2.1.1), it is easy to verify that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2(n − t). • (2.1.3) For any subspace U = F(M(G)_{[t]}), V = F(M(O)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_i with G ≠ O and 0 ≤ i < a − 1, we have

d_S (U, V) = 2rank

I_{ik} O O O O I_k C O O O D O O O O I_k O O C_{[k−n+t]} O I_{ik} O O O O I_k O O O O ∗ ∗

− 2t

= 2rank

I_{ik} O O O O O C O O O D O O O O I_k O O C_{[k−n+t]} O I_{ik} O O O O I_k O O O O ∗ ∗

− 2t

≥ 2rank I_{ik} O O O O I_k O O O O C O O O D O O O O I_k − 2t

= 2(ik + k + n − (i + 2)k + k) − 2t = 2(n − t), where ∗ stands for a submatrix.

• (2.2) We shall prove that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2(n − t) for any two subspaces U ∈ C^t_a, V ∈ C^t_i , where 0 ≤ i ≤ a − 1.

Since the indentifying vector of U is (1 · · · 1 t−n+k 0 · · · 0 n_{−t} 1 · · · 1 n−k ), the indentifying vector

of V is of the form (1 · · · 1 (i+1)k α_2 n−(i+2)k 1 · · · 1 k ) for some α^2 ∈ F^{n−(i+2)k}2 of Hamming

weight t − (i + 2)k when i ≤ a − 2, and the indentifying vector of V is of the form (1 · · · 1 t 0 · · · 0 n_{−t} ) when i = a − 1 we have that d^S (U, V) ≥ 2(n − t) by Lemma 2.2.

• (2.3) We shall prove that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2(n − t) for any two subspaces U ∈ C^t_{a+1}, V ∈ C^t_i , where 0 ≤ i ≤ a.

Since the inverse indentifying vector of U is (1 · · · 1 n−k 1 · · · 1 k+t−n 0 · · · 0 n_{−t} ) and the inverse

indentifying vector of V is of the form ( α n−k 1 · · · 1 k ) for some α^2 ∈ F^{n−k}2 of Hamming

weight t − k, we have that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2(n − t) by Lemma 2.3.

• (2.4) We shall prove that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2(n − t) for any two subspaces U ∈ C^t_{a−1}, V ∈ C^t_i , where 0 ≤ i ≤ a − 2.

• (2.4.1) Let U = F(M(D)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_{a−1}, V = F(M(G)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_i with D and G nonzero matrices. We have

d_S (U, V) = 2rank

A I_k B O A_{[k−n+t]} O I_{ik} O O O I_k C O O D O O O O O C_{[k−n+t]}

O O O I_k O

− 2t

= 2rank

A O B O A_{[k−n+t]} O I_{ik} O O O I_k C O O D O O O O O C_{[k−n+t]}

O O O I_k O

− 2t

≥ 2[rank ( A B ) + k] − 2t = 2(n − t). • (2.4.2) Let U = F(M(D)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_{a−1}, V = F(M(O)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_i with D a nonzero matrix.

We have

d_S (U, V) = 2rank

A I_k B O A_{k−n+t} O I_{ik} O O O I_k O O O ∗ O O O O O ∗

O O O I_k O

− 2t

= 2rank

A O B O A_{[k−n+t]} O I_{ik} O O O I_k O O O ∗ O O O O O ∗

O O O I_k O

− 2t

≥ 2[rank ( A B ) + k] − 2t = 2(n − t)

• (2.5) We shall prove that d_S (U, V) ≥ 2(n−t) for any two subspaces U ∈ C^t_i , V ∈ C^t_j , where 0 ≤ i < j ≤ a − 2.

• (2.5.1) For any two subspaces U = F(M(G)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_i , V = F(M(G^′)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_j with G ∈ D_i, G^′ ∈ D_j and G ≠ O, we have

d_S (U, V) = 2rank

I_{ik} O O O O I_k C O O O D O O O O I_k O O C_{[k−n+t]} O I_{ik} O O O O I_k O O O O ∗ ∗

− 2t

= 2rank

I_{ik} O O O O O C O O O D O O O O I_k O O C_{[k−n+t]} O I_{ik} O O O O I_k O O O O ∗ ∗

− 2t

≥ 2rank I_{ik} O O O O I_k O O O O C O O O D O O O O I_k − 2t

= 2(ik + k + n − (i + 2)k + k) − 2t = 2(n − t). • (2.5.2) For any subspace U = F(M(O)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_i , V = F(M(G)_{[t]}) ∈ C^t_j with G ∈ D_j , we have

d_S (U, V) = 2rank I_{ik+k} O O O O I_{n−(i+2)k} O ∗ O I_{ik+k} O O O I_k ∗ O O ∗ − 2t

≥ 2rank I_{ik+k} O O O I_k O O O I_{n−(i+2)k} − 2t = 2(ik + 2k + n − (i + 3)k + k) − 2t = 2(n − t). Step 4. For A ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1} with A ∩ {k, n − k} ≠ ∅, deleting the t-projected C^t for all t ∉ A yields an (n, A)-ODFC of size^{qn−qk+r}_{qk−1} + 1. This completes the proof. □

Corollary 3.2 Let n, k be positive integers with^n_k ≥ 2. Let A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n − k, . . . , n − 1}. If A ∩ {k, n − k} ≠ ∅. If k > [ r 1 ] q where n ≡ r (mod k) and 0 ≤ r < k,

then A_q(n, A) = q^n − q^{k+r} q^k − 1

+ 1.

Proof Apply Theorems 2.9 and 3.1.

Furthermore, set k = εn in Corollary 3.2, where 0 < ε < 1, we have A_q(n, A) = q^n − q^{εn+r} q^{εn} − 1 + 1.

Note that when k is a divisor of n, Theorem 3.1 can also give optimal ODFCs, as described in Theorem 2.10. However the construction in [4] is invalid for k ∤ n. Our construction does not depend on this condition that k | n. When n = 2k + 1, since k > [ 1 1 ] q = 1, Theorem 3.1 can also give the optimal ODFCs described in Theorem 2.11.

4 Concluding remarks

In this paper, we construct (n, A)_q-ODFCs by MRD codes, where A ⊆ {1, 2, . . . , k, n −

k, . . . , n − 1} and also show that for k > [ r 1 ] q , the ODFCs from Theorem 3.1 are optimal

(n, A)_q-ODFCs, where n ≡ r (mod k) and 0 ≤ r < k. However, when k ≤ [ r 1 ] q , the gap

between the upper and lower bounds of ODFCs still relies on q.

Recently, Fourier Nebe [11] highlight the advantages of using degenerate flags instead of flags in network coding. The information set is a metric affine space isometric to the space of upper triangular matrices endowed with the flag-rank metric. Alfarano, Neri and Zullo provided a Singleton-like bound which relates the parameters of a flag-rank metric code. They also provided several constructions of maximum flag-rank distance codes [1]. More constructions for maximum flag-rank distance codes are desired.

Data availability

No data was used for the research described in this article.

Conflict of Interest

The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest.

References

[1] G. N. Alfarano, A. Neri, and F. Zullo, Maximum flag-rank distance codes, arXiv:

2303.16653.

[2] R. Ahlswede, N. Cai, S.-Y.R. Li, and R.W. Yeung, Network information flow, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, 46 (2000), 1204–1216.

[3] C. Alonso-González, M.A. Navarro-Pérez and X. Soler-Escrivà, Flag codes from planar spreads in network coding, Finite Fields Appl., 68 (2020), 101745.

[4] C. Alonso-González, M.A. Navarro-Pérez and X. Soler-Escrivà, Optimum distance flag codes from spreads via perfect matchings in graphs, J. Algebr. Comb., 54 (2021), 1279–1297.

[5] C. Alonso-González, M.A. Navarro-Pérez and X. Soler-Escrivà, Flag codes: distance vectors and cardinality bounds, Linear Algebra Appl., 656 (2023), 27–62.

[6] H. Bartz, L. Holzbaur, H. Liu, S. Puchinger, J. Renner, and A. Wachter-Zeh, Rank- Metric Codes and Their Applications, Foundations and Trends in Communications and Information Theory, 2022., now, 2022.

[7] S. Chen and D. Yao, Constructions of optimum distance full flag codes, Finite Fields Appl., 89 (2023), 102202.

[8] P. Delsarte, Bilinear forms over a finite field, with applications to coding theory, J.

Combin. Theory A, 25 (1978), 226–241.

[9] D. Drake and J. Freeman, Partial t-spreads and group constructible (s, r, μ)-nets, J.

Geom., 13 (1979), 211–216.

[10] T. Etzion and N. Silberstein, Error-correcting codes in projective spaces via rankmetric codes and Ferrers diagrams, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, 55 (2009), 2909–2919.

[11] G. Fourier and G. Nebe. Degenerate flag varieties in network coding, Adv. Math.

Comm., 17 (2023), 888–899.

[12] È.M. Gabidulin, Theory of codes with maximum rank distance, Problems Inf. Transmiss., 21 (1985), 3–16.

[13] R. Köetter and F.R. Kschischang, Coding for errors and erasures in random network coding, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, 54 (2008), 3579–3591.

[14] S. Kurz, Bounds for flag codes, Des. Codes Cryptogr., 89 (2021), 2759–2785.

[15] S. Liu, Y. Chang and T. Feng, Parallel multilevel constructions for constant dimension codes. IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, 66 (2020), 6884–6897.

[16] S. Liu and L. Ji, Constant dimension codes from multilevel construction based on matchings of complete hypergraphs, Discrete Math., 346 (2023), 113477.

[17] S. Liu and L. Ji, Double multilevel constructions for constant dimension codes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, 69 (2023), 157–168.

[18] D. Liebhold, G. Nebe and A. Vazquez-Castro, Network coding with flags, Des. Codes Cryptogr., 86 (2018), 269–284.

[19] R.W. Nóbrega, B.F. Uchôa-Filho, Multishot codes for network coding: bounds and a multilevel construction, in: 2009 IEEE International Symposium on Information Theory, Proceedings, Seoul, South Korea, 2009, 428–432.

[20] E.L. Nǎstase and P.A. Sissokho, The maximum size of a partial spread in a finite projective space, J. Combin. Theory A, 152 (2017), 353–362.

[21] R.M. Roth, Maximum-rank array codes and their application to crisscross error correction, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, 37 (1991), 328–336.

[22] D. Silva, F.R. Kschischang, and R. Kötter, A rank-metric approach to error control in random network coding, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, 54 (2008), 3951–3967.

[23] S. Xia and F. Fu, Johnson type bounds on constant dimension codes, Des. Codes Cryptogr., 50 (2009), 163–172.