arXiv:2312.15937v1 [cs.IT] 26 Dec 2023

Perfect mixed codes from generalized Reed-Muller codes

Alexander M. Romanov^∗

Abstract

In this paper, we propose a new method for constructing 1-perfect mixed codes in the Cartesian product F_n × F^n_q , where F_n and F_q are finite fields of orders n = q^m and q. We consider generalized Reed-Muller codes of length n = q^m and order (q − 1)m − 2. Codes whose parameters are the same as the parameters of generalized Reed-Muller codes are called Reed-Muller-like codes. The construction we propose is based on partitions of distance-2 MDS codes into Reed-Muller-like codes of order (q − 1)m − 2. We construct a set of q^{qcn} nonequivalent 1-perfect mixed codes in the Cartesian product F_n ×F^n_q , where the constant c satisfies c < 1, n = q^m and m is a sufficiently large positive integer. We also prove that each 1-perfect mixed code in the Cartesian product F_n ×F^n_q corresponds to a certain partition of a distance-2 MDS code into Reed-Muller-like codes of order (q − 1)m − 2.

Keywords Mixed codes · Perfect codes · Generalized Reed-Muller codes · MDS codes · Latin hypercubes

1 Introduction

Let n be a positive integer and let q_i be a power of a prime p_i, i = 1, 2, . . . , n. Consider the Cartesian product V_n := F_1 × F_2 × · · · × F_n , where F_i is a finite field of order q_i. An arbitrary non-empty subset C of V_n is called a code of length n. If F_1 , F_2 , . . . , F_n are fields of different orders, then the code C is called a mixed code. If the orders of all finite fields F_1 , F_2 , . . . , F_n are equal to q, then V_n is an n-dimensional vector space over F_q and the code C is called a q-ary code over F_q .

The elements of the set V_n are called words. The words that belong to a code are called codewords. We assume that the zero word always belongs to the code unless otherwise specified. If the codewords of a q-ary code form a subspace in the vector space V_n, then the code is called linear.

For any pair of words x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) and y = (y_1, y_2, . . . , y_n) in V_n, we define the Hamming distance d(x, y). Let us set d(x, y) = |{i | x_i ≠ y_i}|. The Hamming sphere of radius r centered at the word x is the set B_r(x) := {y ∈ V_n | d(x, y) ≤ r}. The packing radius e(C) of a code C of length n is the maximum number e ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} such that

∗Sobolev Institute of Mathematics, 630090 Novosibirsk, Russia.

B_e(u) ∩ B_e(v) = ∅ for all u, v ∈ C, u ≠ v. The covering radius ρ(C) of a code C of length n is the minimum number ρ ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} such that ∪_{c∈C} B_ρ(c) = V_n.

A code C is called perfect if ρ(C) = e(C) and a code C is called quasi-perfect if ρ(C) = e(C)+1. If the packing radius of a perfect code is equal to e, then the code is called e-perfect.

The minimum distance between any two different codewords of a code C is called the minimum distance of the code C. We will use the notation (n, M, d)_q for a q-ary code of length n, size M, and minimum distance d. For a linear q-ary code of length n, dimension k, and minimum distance d, we will use the notation [n, k, d]_q. In the case of binary codes, the index q is omitted.

Perfect codes attain the sphere-packing bound and are optimal in the sense that they have the largest number of codewords for this length and distance [17, Ch. 17].

All linear perfect q-ary codes over finite fields are known. These are Hamming codes that form an infinite family of linear 1-perfect q-ary codes with parameters [n, n − m, 3]_q, where n =^{qm−1}_{q−1} , m ≥ 2, and two sporadic Golay codes with parameters [23, 12, 7]_2 and [11, 6, 5]_3.

In addition to linear perfect q-ary codes, there are also non-linear 1-perfect q-ary codes and trivial perfect codes (a code containing only one codeword, or the whole space, or a binary repetition code of odd length) [17, Ch. 6].

Non-linear 1-perfect q-ary codes over finite fields form an infinite family of codes with parameters (n, q^{n−m}, 3)_q, which are the same as the parameters of Hamming codes. Binary non-linear 1-perfect codes were discovered by Vasil’ev [34]. A generalization of Vasil’ev’s construction to the q-ary case was proposed by Lindström [15] and Schönheim [27].

Independently, Zinoviev and Leontiev [36], as well as Tietäväinen [32] proved that over finite fields there are no other perfect q-ary codes than those listed above.

Let C and D be codes of length n over a field F_q . Then C and D are equivalent if there exist n permutations π_1, . . . , π_n of the q elements and a permutation σ of the n coordinate positions such that (u_1, . . . , u_n) ∈ C if and only if σ(π_1(u_1), . . . , π_n(u_n)) ∈ D.

Golay codes are unique up to equivalence [5]. Hamming codes, i.e. linear 1-perfect qary codes, are also unique in the sense that any linear code with parameters [n, n − m, 3]_q is equivalent to the q-ary Hamming code of length n. Denote by N_q(n) the number of nonequivalent 1-perfect q-ary codes of length n. There are well-known lower and upper bounds for N_q(n): q^{qcn(1−o(n))} ≤ N_q(n) ≤ q^{qn(1−o(n))} , where c =^1_q . The lower bound for N_q(n) was first proved by Vasil’ev [34] and Lindström [15], and also follows directly from Schönheim’s construction [27]. The upper bound for N_q(n) is trivial. In [9] it is proved that c ≃^2_q for q ≥ 4. Note the significant gap between the lower and upper bounds.

It is also known that N_2(7) = 1 [35], N_2(15) = 5983 [18], N_3(4) = 1 [31], N_3(13) ≥ 93241327 [29], N_4(5) = 1 [1], N_5(6) = N_7(8) = 1, N_8(9) = 4 [13]. For q ≥ 9, q = p^t, t ≥ 2, it is known that N_q(q + 1) ≥ 2 [15].

For q ≥ 5, there exist non-linear 1-perfect q-ary codes that contain the zero word and are equivalent to a linear 1-perfect q-ary code, i.e. equivalent to the Hamming code [8, 23]. The notion of code equivalence, under which the Hamming code equivalence class contains only the Hamming code and its translates, is considered, for example, in [24, 25, 26].

The classification and enumeration of non-linear 1-perfect codes over finite fields is a well-known unsolved problem in coding theory [17, p. 181].

Constructions of 1-perfect mixed codes were proposed by Schönheim [28], Herzog and Schönheim [11], and Heden [7]. The construction of an infinite family of 2-perfect mixed codes was proposed by Etzion and Greenberg [6]. These are all currently known constructions of perfect mixed codes.

Let q be a power of a prime and m be a positive integer. In this paper, we propose a construction of 1-perfect mixed codes in the Cartesian product F_n × F^n_q , where F_n and F_q are finite fields of orders n = q^m and q, respectively. We consider generalized Reed-Muller codes of length n = q^m and order (q − 1)m − 2. We also consider generalized Reed-Muller codes of length n = q^m and order (q − 1)m − 1. Codes whose parameters are the same as the parameters of generalized Reed-Muller codes are called Reed-Muller-like codes. The q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length n = q^m and order (q − 1)m − 1 coincide with q-ary distance-2 MDS codes of length n = q^m. The proposed construction is based on partitions of q-ary distance-2 MDS codes of length n = q^m into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length n = q^m and order (q − 1)m − 2.

In this paper, we also prove that each 1-perfect mixed code in the Cartesian product F_n × F^n_q corresponds to a certain partition of a distance-2 MDS code into Reed-Muller-like codes of order (q − 1)m − 2.

Finally, we prove that the number of nonequivalent 1-perfect mixed codes in the product F_n × F^n_q is greater than q^{qcn} , where the constant c satisfies c < 1, n = q^m and m is a sufficiently large positive integer.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 gives the main definitions and a brief overview of known results. Section 3 provides an overview of the Herzog and Schönheim construction of 1-perfect mixed codes. Section 4 gives an overview of the Heden construction of 1-perfect mixed codes. Section 5 presents a construction of 1-perfect mixed codes from Reed-Muller-like codes and shows a connection between 1-perfect mixed codes in the product F_n × F^n_q and partitions of q-ary distance-2 MDS codes of length n into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length n and order r = (q − 1)m − 2. Section 6 presents a lower bound for the number of nonequivalent 1-perfect mixed codes.

2 Definitions, notation and known results

In this section, we give some notations, basic definitions, and a brief review of known results. It is well-known that additive group of F_q is an elementary abelian p-group, where q = p^t with p prime and t ≥ 1. The product V_n := F_1 × F_2 × · · · × F_n will be considered as an additive group with coordinate-wise addition. A code is called additive if its codewords form an additive subgroup of the group V_n.

Let C and D be mixed codes of length n in the product V_n := F_1 × F_2 × · · · × F_n , where F_i is a finite field of order q_i. Then C and D are equivalent if for each i = 1, 2, . . . , n there exist a permutation π_i of F_i and a permutation σ of the n coordinate positions such that (u_1, . . . , u_n) ∈ C if and only if σ(π_1(u_1), . . . , π_n(u_n)) ∈ D.

Let x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) ∈ F^n_q , p(x) := ∑_n i=1 x_i. The vector x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) ∈ F^n_q is called even if p(x) = 0. A code is called even if it has only even codewords.

For a code C with parameters (n, M, d)_q, we define the extended code ^C. Set ^C = { x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n, x_{n+1}) ∈ F^{n+1}_q | | | (x1, x2, . . . , xn) ∈ C, and p(x) = 0 } . The extended code ^C has parameters (n + 1, M, ^d )_q, where ^d = d or d + 1.

Obviously, all q-ary extended e-perfect codes are quasi-perfect and, in particular, q-ary extended 1-perfect codes are quasi-perfect codes. All extended binary 1-perfect codes are optimal.

The classical Reed-Muller codes are binary codes [17, Ch. 13]. A generalization of Reed- Muller codes to q-ary case were proposed by Kasami et al. in [12].

Let F_q [X_1, X_2, . . . , X_m] be the algebra of polynomials in m variables over the field F_q . For a polynomial f ∈ F_q [X_1, X_2, . . . , X_m] we denote by deg(f) its total degree. Let AG(m, q) be the m-dimensional affine space over the field F_q . Let n = q^m and the points P_1, P_2, . . . , P_n of AG(m, q) be arranged in some fixed order. Let r be an integer such that 0 ≤ r ≤ (q − 1)m. Then the generalized Reed-Muller code [12] of order r over the field F_q is the following subspace: RM_q(r, m) = {( f(P_1), f(P_2), . . . , f(P_n) ) | | f ∈ Fq [X1, X2, . . . , Xm], deg(f) ≤ r } . The code RM_q(r, m) has the following parameters [2, Theorem 5.5], [12]:

1. the length is q^m;

2. the dimension is_r ∑ i=0 m∑ k=0 (−1)^k ( m k )( i − kq + m − 1 i − kq ) ; (1)

3. the minimum distance is (q − b)q^{m−a−1}, (2) where r = (q − 1)a + b and 0 ≤ b < q − 1.

For r ≤ (q − 1)m − 1, the generalized Reed-Muller code RM_q(r, m) is an even code. The generalized Reed-Muller code RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q − 1)m − 2 for q ≥ 3 have parameters [n = q^m, n − m − 1, 3]_q [25]. In the binary case, the code RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q − 1)m − 2 is the extended Hamming code and have parameters [n = 2^m, n − m − 1, 4]. Generalized Reed-Muller codes RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q − 1)m − 2 are quasi-perfect [25]. The order of the code dual to the generalized Reed-Muller code RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q − 1)m − 2 is 1 [4].

The generalized Reed-Muller code RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q − 1)m − 1 have parameters [n = q^m, n − 1, 2]_q. Generalized Reed-Muller codes RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q − 1)m − 1 are the q-ary linear MDS codes with minimum distance 2 (MDS codes or maximum distance separable codes [17, Ch. 11]). The dual code of the generalized Reed-Muller code RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q − 1)m − 1 is the repetition code.

The q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of order r = (q − 1)m − 1 are the q-ary MDS codes with minimum distance 2. The q-ary MDS codes with minimum distance 2 will be referred to as q-ary distance-2 MDS codes. There is a one-to-one correspondence between distance-2 MDS codes of length n over F_q and Latin hypercubes of order q and dimension n − 1. For q = 2, 3, Latin hypercubes of order q are unique [14, p. 224]. Therefore, for q = 2, 3, there exists a unique distance-2 MDS code, and this code is linear over F_q . For q ≥ 4, there are non-linear distance-2 MDS codes [38].

Two Latin hypercubes of order q and dimension n are said to be orthogonal if, when they are superimposed, fixing any n − 2 coordinates gives a Greco-Latin square. A pair of orthogonal Latin hypercubes form a Graeco-Latin hypercube.

A non-empty set Q of cardinality q with an n-ary operation f : Q^n → Q uniquely invertible in each argument is called an n-ary quasigroup of order q. The function f will also be called an n-ary quasigroup of order q. Latin hypercubes of order q and dimension n are n-dimensional multiplication tables of n-ary quasigroups of order q.

We will denote the concatenation of the words u and v by (u|v).

3 Herzog and Schönheim codes

In this section, we will consider the construction of 1-perfect mixed codes proposed by Herzog and Schönheim [10].

Theorem 1. (Herzog and Schönheim [10].) Let G be an arbitrary finite abelian group. Let G_1, G_2, . . . , G_n be a family of subgroups of the group G such that G = G_1 ∪ G_2 ∪ · · · ∪ G_n and G_i ∩ G_j = {0} for i ≠ j. Then the set C = { (g_1, g_2, . . . , g_n) ∈ G_1 × G_2 × · · · × G_n | | g_1 + g_2 + · · · + g_n = 0}

is an additive 1-perfect code in the product G_1 × G_2 × · · · × G_n.

In [10], Herzog and Schönheim proved, that if a finite abelian group G has a partition into subgroups, then G must be isomorphic to G^r(p) for some r, where G(p) is the additive group of F_p .

We give an example of constructing 1-perfect codes using Theorem 1. Consider binary codes C_1 = {000, 100, 010, 110}, C_2 = {000, 101}, C_3 = {000, 011}, C_4 = {000, 111}, C_5 = {000, 001}. These codes form a partition of the space F^3_2 . Therefore, by Theorem 1, there exists an additive 1-perfect mixed code C ⊂ F_4 × F^4_2 . If F_4 = {0, 1, α, β} then C contains the following words:

(0, 0, 0, 0, 0), (α, 1, 0, 1, 0), (β, 1, 1, 0, 0), (1, 1, 0, 0, 1), (0, 1, 1, 1, 1), (α, 0, 1, 0, 1), (β, 0, 0, 1, 1), (1, 0, 1, 1, 0).

It is easy to see that the code C can be constructed in another way, namely, by partitioning the set of even words in F^4_2 into extended 1-perfect binary codes of length 4.

For m ≥ 2, using partitions of the set of even words of the vector space F^{2m}_2 into extended 1-perfect binary codes of length 2^m, we can construct a wide class of 1-perfect mixed codes in F_2m × F^{2m}_2 .

Herzog and Schönheim proved the existence of a wide class of additive 1-perfect mixed codes [11]. Let α and m be integers such that m > α ≥ 2, and let n = 1 + (q^m − q^α)/(q − 1). Then there is an additive 1-perfect mixed code in F_qα × F^{n−1}_q , see also [33].

For α = m − 1 ≥ 2 the Herzog and Schönheim code is an additive 1-perfect mixed code in F_qm−1 × F^{qm−1}_q . An additive 1-perfect mixed code can be transformed into a non-additive 1-perfect mixed code using a bijection ψ : F_q → F_q , which is not a group homomorphism [20].

4 Heden codes

The construction of 1-perfect codes proposed by Heden in [7] allows one to construct new 1-perfect mixed codes from already known 1-perfect mixed codes, and also allows one to construct q-ary 1-perfect codes from 1-perfect mixed codes and vice versa.

Since the number of words contained in a Hamming sphere in V_n does not depend on the center of the sphere, we can consider the Hamming sphere without specifying its center.

Theorem 2. (Heden [7].) Let n and m be a positive integers, n > m. Let

C^′ ⊂ V_m = F_1 × F_2 × · · · × F_m , C^{′′} ⊂ V_{n−m} = F_{m+1} × F_{m+2} × · · · × F_n . Let C^′, C^{′′} be 1-perfect codes, F_i be a finite field of order q_i. Let B^{′′}_1 be a Hamming sphere of radius 1 in V_{n−m}. Let |B^{′′}_1 | = q_m. Then in the product V_{n−1} = F_1 × F_2 × · · · × F_{m−1} × F_{m+1} × · · · × F_n there is a 1-perfect code C of length n − 1.

Proof. Consider a partition C^{′′}_1 , C^{′′}_2 , . . . , C^{′′}_{qm} of the product V_{n−m} into 1-perfect codes. Let F_m = {ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_{qm} }. In each codeword from C^′, the element ω_i ∈ F_m , i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q_m}, is replaced by codewords from C^{′′}_i , i.e. from one codeword of C^′, containing ω_i, we will get |C^{′′}_i | new words. The code constructed in this way will be the code C with packing e(C) ≥ 1. Let us show that the coverage radius ρ(C) = 1. Let B^′_1 and B_1 be Hamming spheres of radius 1 in V_m and V_{n−1}, respectively. We have |B_1| = |B^′_1| because |B^{′′}_1 | = q_m. Since C^′ and C^{′′} are 1-perfect codes, |C| · |B_1| = |C^′| · |C^{′′}| · |B^′_1| = |V_m| · |V_{n−m}|/|B^{′′}_1 | = |V_{n−1}|. Hence ρ(C) = e(C) and C is a 1-perfect code in V_{n−1}.

Let us give examples of constructing 1-perfect codes using Theorem 2. It is known that there are 1-perfect codes in F^5_4 and in F^3_2 . A Hamming sphere of radius 1 in F^3_2 contains 4 words. Successive application of Theorem 2 allows us to construct 1-perfect mixed codes in F^4 × F^3_2 , F^3_4 × F^6_2 , F^2_4 × F^9_2 , F_4 × F^{12}_2 , and a 1-perfect binary code in F^{15}_2 . It was computed in [19] that the number of nonequivalent 1-perfect mixed codes in F^4 × F^3_2 , F^3_4 × F^6_2 , F^2_4 × F^9_2 , F_4 × F^{12}_2 is 1, 4, 39, and 6483, respectively.

It is known that there are 1-perfect codes in F^{10}_9 and in F^4_3 . A Hamming sphere of radius 1 in F^4_3 contains 9 words. Successive application of Theorem 2 allows us to construct 1-perfect mixed codes in F^9 × F^4_3 , F^8_9 × F^8_3 , F^7_9 × F^{12}_3 , F^6_9 × F^{16}_3 , F^5_9 × F^{20}_3 , F^4_9 × F^{24}_3 , F^3_9 × F^{28}_3 , F^2_9 × F^{32}_3 , F_9 × F^{36}_3 , and a 1-perfect ternary code in F^{40}_3 .

A Hamming sphere of radius 1 in a vector space of dimension^{n−1}_{q−1} over F_q contains n words, n = q^m. Applying Theorem 2 to additive 1-perfect mixed Herzog and Schönheim codes in F_n × F^n_q allows us to construct q-ary 1-perfect codes in a vector space of dimension n +^{n−1}_{q−1} .

As noted above, we can construct 1-perfect mixed codes in F_2m × F^{2m}_2 using partitions of the set of even words of the vector space F^{2m}_2 into binary extended 1-perfect codes of length 2^m, so in this case Theorem 2 implies the following theorem.

Theorem 3. Let C^′_1, C^′_2, . . . , C^′_2m be a partition of the set of even words in the vector space F^{2m}_2 into binary extended 1-perfect codes of length 2^m. Let C^{′′}_1 , C^{′′}_2 , . . . , C^{′′}_2m be a partition of F^{2m −1}_2 into binary 1-perfect codes of length 2^m − 1. Let π be a permutation acting on the index set {1, 2, . . . , 2^m}. Then the set C = {( u|v ) | | u ∈ C^′_i, v ∈ C^{′′}_{π(i)}, i = 1, 2, . . . , 2^m }

is a binary 1-perfect code of length 2^{m+1} − 1.

The construction presented in Theorem 3 was also known earlier, see for example [16]. This construction is called the ”concatenation” or the ”doubling construction” and can be viewed as a combinatorial generalization of the well-known (u|u + v) construction. The constructions presented in Theorem 2 and in Theorem 3 can be viewed as examples of the generalized concatenated code constructions [37].

Heden proved for the first time the existence of non-linear 1-perfect binary codes that are not equivalent to Vasil’ev codes [7]. Solov’eva studied non-trivial partitions of the vector space F^n_2 into Vasil’ev codes [30]. Phelps showed that there are 11 nonequivalent partitions of F^7_2 into Hamming codes of length 7 and 10 nonequivalent partitions of F^8_2 into extended Hamming codes of length 8 [22].

5 Construction of 1-perfect mixed codes from Reed- Muller-like codes

In this section, we propose a construction of 1-perfect mixed codes in F_n ×F^n_q that is different from the construction of Herzog and Schönheim.

Theorem 4. Let F_n = {ω_1, ω_2, . . . , ω_n} be a finite field of order n = q^m, m ≥ 1 and let C^′_1, C^′_2, . . . , C^′_n be a partition of a q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^m into q-ary Reed- Muller-like codes of length q^m and order (q − 1)m − 2. Then the set C = {( ω_i|v ) | | ωi ∈ Fn , v ∈ C^′_i, i = 1, 2, . . . , n }

for m ≥ 2 is a 1-perfect mixed code in the product F_n × F^n_q , and for m = 1, q ≥ 3 is a q-ary 1-perfect code of length q + 1. The converse is also true.

Proof. We will assume that q ≥ 3. For q = 2 Theorem 4 is proved similarly. Consider the packing radius e(C) of the code C. Any q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^m is a q-ary Reed-Muller-like code of length q^m and order r = (q − 1)m − 1. Since the minimum distance of a Reed-Muller-like code of order r = (q − 1)m − 1 is 2, and the minimum distance of a Reed-Muller-like code of order (q − 1)m − 2 is 3, we have e(C) ≥ 1. Let us show that the covering radius ρ(C) = 1. Let B_1 be the Hamming sphere of radius 1 in the product F_n × F^n_q . Then |RM_q((q − 1)m − 1, m)| · |B_1| = q^{n−1}q^{m+1} = q^{n+m} = |F_n × F^n_q |. Hence ρ(C) = e(C) and the set C is a 1-perfect code in the product F_n × F^n_q .

The converse is true because, by Theorem 2, 1-perfect mixed codes can be embedded in 1-perfect codes, and in this case Reed-Muller-like codes of order (q − 1)m − 2 attain the Delsarte’s linear programming bound [3]. For m = 1, generalized Reed-Muller codes are extended Reed-Solomon codes [17, p. 296].

It is easy to see that for n = q^m, m = 1, q ≥ 3, there is a one-to-one correspondence between Graeco-Latin hypercubes of order q and dimension n − 1 and partitions of q-ary distance-2 MDS codes of length n into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length n and order r = (q − 1)m − 2.

Since the 1-perfect mixed code C from Theorem 4 is constructed using partitions, we can generalize Theorem 3 to the q-ary case.

Theorem 5. (Romanov [24].) Let n = q^m, m ≥ 2 and C^′_1, C^′_2, . . . , C^′_n be a partition of a q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length n = q^m into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length n = q^m and order (q − 1)m − 2. Let C^{′′}_1 , C^{′′}_2 , . . . , C^{′′}_n be a partition of a vector space of dimension^{n−1}_{q−1} over the field F_q into q-ary 1-perfect codes of length^{n−1}_{q−1} . Let π be a permutation acting on the index set {1, 2, . . . , n}. Then the set C = {( u|v ) | | u ∈ C^′_i, v ∈ C^{′′}_{π(i)}, i = 1, 2, . . . , n }

is a q-ary 1-perfect code of length n +^{n−1}_{q−1} .

The proof of Theorem 5 proposed in [24] is based on a different approach. Theorem 5 allow us to construct at least 93241327 nonequivalent 1-perfect ternary codes of length 13 [29].

6 Lower bound on the number of nonequivalent 1-perfect mixed codes.

In this section, we construct partitions of q-ary distance-2 MDS codes into q-ary Reed- Muller-like codes of order (q − 1)m_1 − 2. Our construction is based on the method proposed by Phelps in [21]. We also prove a lower bound on the number of nonequivalent 1-perfect mixed codes in the product F_n × F^n_q .

Proposition 1. Let m_1 and m_2 be positive integers. Let A^1, A^2, . . . , A^q be a partition of F^{qm1}_q into q-ary distance-2 MDS codes of length q^{m1} . Let B be a q-ary distance-2 MDS codes of length q^{m2} . Let there be a one-to-one correspondence between the superscripts {1, 2, . . . , q} and elements of the field F_q . Then the set C = {( u_1|u_2| · · · |u_qm2 ) | | ui ∈ A^{vi} , v = (v1, v2, . . . , vq^m2 ) ∈ B, i = 1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} } (3) is a q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length n = q^{m1+m2} .

Proof. Let us show that the code C has the same parameters as the q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m1+m2} .

Since the length of the code B is q^{m2} and for each i = 1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} the length of the code C^{vi} is q^{m1} , it follows from (3) that the length of the code C is q^{m1+m2} .

Now we will show that the number of codewords in the code C is q^{qm1+ m2 −1}. Since |A^{vi} | = q^{qm1 −1} for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} }, it follows from (3) that for each v ∈ B one can construct |A^{vi} |^{qm2} = ( q^{m1−1} )_qm_2 = q^{qm1+ m2 −qm2} codewords of the code C. Since |B| = q^{qm2 −1}, we have |C| = |B| q^{qm1+ m2 −qm2} = q^{qm1+ m2 −1}. Next, we will show that the minimum distance of C is 2. Let u = ( u_1|u_2| · · · |u_qm2 ) and u^′ = ( u^′_1|u^′_2| · · · |u^′_qm_2 ) be codewords in C. Then

d(u, u^′) ≥ q^{m2}∑

i=1 d(u_i, u^′_i),

where words u_i and u^′_i have length q^{m1} for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} }. The codewords u, u^′ correspond to the codewords v = (v_1, v_2, . . . , v_qm2 ), v^′ = (v^′_1, v^′_2, . . . , v^′_qm_2 ) of the code B. If u_i = u^′_i then v_i = v^′_i. If v_i ≠ v^′_i then d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 1. Therefore, if d(v, v^′) ≥ 2, then d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 1 for at least two values of i. Thus, we conclude that if v ≠ v^′ then q^{m2}∑

i=1 d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 2.

If v = v^′ then u_i and u^′_i belong to the same element of the partition A^1, A^2, . . . , A^q for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} }. Therefore, if v = v^′ and u_i ≠ u^′_i then d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 2.

Theorem 6. Let m_1 and m_2 be positive integers. Let A^1, A^2, . . . , A^q be a partition of F^{qm1}_q into q-ary distance-2 MDS codes of length q^{m1} . For each k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q}, let

A^k_1, A^k_2, . . . , A^k_qm_1

be a partition of A^k into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1} and order (q − 1)m_1 − 2. Let B be a q-ary Reed-Muller-like code of length q^{m2} and order (q − 1)m_2 − 2. For each codeword v ∈ B, we define a (q^{m2} − 1)-ary quasigroup q_v of order q^{m1} . A quasigroup is defined on the set of indexes {1, 2, . . . , q^{m1} }. Let there be a one-to-one correspondence between the superscripts {1, 2, . . . , q} and elements of the field F_q . Then the set

C = { ( u_1|u_2| · · · |u_qm2 ) | | ui ∈ A^{vi}_{ji} , v = (v_1, v_2, . . . , v_qm2 ) ∈ B, j_1 = q_v(j_2, j_3, . . . , j_qm2 ), j_i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q^{m1} }, i = 1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} } (4) is a q-ary Reed-Muller-like code of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2.

Assume that the code B belongs to a partition of a q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m2} into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m2} and order (q − 1)m_2 − 2. Then the code C also belongs to a partition of some q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m1+m2} into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2.

Proof. First we show that the code C has the same parameters as the generalized Reed-Muller codes of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2.

Since the length of the code B is q^{m2} and for each j_i = 1, 2, . . . , q^{m1} , i = 1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} the length of the code A^{vi}_{ji} is q^{m1} , it follows from (4) that the length of the code C is q^{m1+m2} .

Now we will show that the number of codewords in the code C is q^{qm1+ m2 −(m1+m2)−1}. For each k ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q}, the code A^k is q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m1} contains q^{qm1 −1} codewords. Each A^k is divided into q^{m1} subcodes A^k_1 , A^k_2, . . . , A^k_qm_1 . Consequently, |A^{vi}_{ji} | q^{m1} = q^{qm1 −1}, which implies that |A^{vi}_{ji} | = q^{qm1 −m1−1} for j_i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q^{m1} } and i = 1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} . It follows from (4) that for each v ∈ B one can construct |A^{v1}_{j1} | · |A^{vi}_{ji} |^{qm2 −1} ( q^{m1} )_qm_{2 −1} = |A^{v1}_{j1} | · ( |A^{vi}_{ji} | q^{m1} )_qm_{2 −1} = q^{qm1+ m2 −qm2 −m1} codewords of the code C. Since |B| = q^{qm2 −m2−1}, we have |C| = |B| q^{qm1+ m2 −qm2 −m1} = q^{qm1+ m2 −(m1+ m2)−1}.

Next, we will show that the minimum distance of C is 4 for q = 2 and 3 for q ≥ 3. Let u = ( u_1|u_2| · · · |u_qm2 ) and u^′ = ( u^′_1|u^′_2| · · · |u^′_qm_2 ) be codewords in C. Then

d(u, u^′) ≥ q^{m2}∑

i=1 d(u_i, u^′_i),

where words u_i and u^′_i have length q^{m1} for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} }. The codewords u, u^′ correspond to the codewords v = (v_1, v_2, . . . , v_qm2 ), v^′ = (v^′_1, v^′_2, . . . , v^′_qm_2 ) of the code B. If u_i = u^′_i then v_i = v^′_i. If v_i ≠ v^′_i then d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 1. Therefore, if q ≥ 3 and d(v, v^′) ≥ 3, then d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 1 for at least three values of i. If q = 2 and d(v, v^′) ≥ 4, then d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 1 for at least four values of i. Thus, we conclude that if v ≠ v^′ then q^{m2}∑

i=1 d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 4 for q = 2, q^{m2}∑

i=1 d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 3 for q ≥ 3.

If v = v^′ then u_i and u^′_i belong to the same element of the partition A^1, A^2, . . . , A^q for all i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} }. Therefore, if v = v^′ and u_i ≠ u^′_i then d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 2. Assume that u_i ∈ A^{vi}_{ji} and u^′_i ∈ A^{vi}_{jx} where i = 1, 2, . . . , q^{m2} . Then the equality d(u_i, u^′_i) = 0 means that j_i = j_x. Since j = (j_1, j_2, . . . , j_qm2 ) and x = (x_1, x_2, . . . , x_qm2 ) are defined by a quasigroup, we conclude that if j ≠ x then d(u_i, u^′_i) ≥ 2 for at least two values of i. Hence, d(u, u^′) ≥ 4 except for the case where j = x. However, in this case, u_i ≠ u^′_i means that u_i and u^′_i belong to the same element of the partition of A^k into Reed-Muller-like codes.

Let us now prove the second part of Theorem 6. Assume that the code B belongs to a partition of a q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m2} into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m2} and order (q − 1)m_2 − 2.

For q ≥ 3, the generalized Reed-Muller code RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q − 1)m − 2 and length n = q^m has parameters [n = q^m, n − m − 1, 3]_q [25]. In the binary case, the code RM_q(r, m) of order r = (q−1)m−2 has parameters [n = 2^m, n−m−1, 4]. The q-ary distance- 2 MDS code of length n = q^m has parameters (n = q^m, q^{n−1}, 2)_q. Therefore, a partition of a q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m1} into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1} and order (q − 1)m_2 − 2 contains q^{m1} elements. Consequently, each element of the partition of a q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m2} into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m2} and order (q − 1)m_2 − 2 allows us to construct q^{m1} pairwise disjoint codes with parameters of a q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2. Any partition of a q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m2} into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m2} and order (q − 1)m_2 − 2 contains q^{m2} elements. Therefore, we can construct q^{m1+m2} pairwise disjoint q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2. By Proposition 1, these codes form a partition of some q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m1+m2} .

Theorem 7. The number of different partitions of some q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m1+m2} into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2 is greater than ( q^{m1} ) (( q^{m1} )_{2−}(_{qm1} ))(_{qm2 −2})_{qqm2 −m2−1} , (5) where q^{m1+m2} is a sufficiently large number.

Proof. Let Q ( q^{m2} − 1, q^{m1} ) denote the set of all (q^{m2} − 1)-ary quasigroups of order q^{m1} . It was shown in [21] that for sufficiently large m_1 the following inequality holds: | |Q(q^m2 − 1, q^m1 ) | | ≥ ( q^m1 ) (( q^{m1} )_{2−}(_{qm1} ))(_{qm2 −2}) . (6)

Next, consider the construction (4) of q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2. Since for each codeword v ∈ B we can choose any quasigroup

q_v ∈ Q ( q^{m2} − 1, q^{m1} ) . Then starting from one fixed partition A^k_1 , A^k_2, . . . , A^k_qm_1 of A^k, we can construct more than | |Q(q^m2 − 1, q^m1 ) | |^{|B|} (7) different q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2. We have that |B| = q^{qm2 −m2−1}. Therefore | |Q(q^m2 − 1, q^m1 ) | |^{|B|} ≥ ( q^m1 ) (( q^{m1} )_{2−}(_{qm1} ))(_{qm2 −2})_{qqm2 −m2−1} . (8) It was shown in [21] that inequality (6) is also valid for quasigroups q such that q(1, 1, ..., 1) = 1. Assume that the zero word always belongs to A^1 in the partition A^1, A^2, . . . , A^q. Since we assume that the zero word always belongs to the code, it follows from (4) that the zero word belongs to the C. Since each code C constructed using Theorem 5 contains the zero word and can belong to a partition of some q-ary distance-2 MDS code of length q^{m1+m2} into q-ary Reed-Muller-like codes of length q^{m1+m2} and order (q − 1)(m_1 + m_2) − 2, we conclude that Theorem 7 holds.

Corollary 1. The number of nonequivalent 1-perfect mixed codes in the product F_n × F^n_q is greater than q^{qcn} , where the constant c satisfies c < 1, n = q^m and m is a sufficiently large positive integer.

Proof. The set of different 1-perfect mixed codes in the Cartesian product F_n × F^n_q , is partitioned into equivalence classes. An arbitrary equivalence class in this partition contains at most n!n!(q!)^n different 1-perfect mixed codes. Since n = q^m, we have

n!n!(q!)^n ≤ n^{n+1}n^{n+1}q^{(q+1)n} = n^{2(n+1)}q^{(q+1)n} = q^{2m(qm +1)}q^{(q+1)qm} . (9)

Validity of Corollary 1 follows from Theorems 4, 7 and from equation (9).

References

[1] Alderson T. L.: (6,3)-MDS codes over an alphabet of size 4. Des. Codes Cryptogr. 38(1), 31–40 (2006).

[2] Assmus E. F., Key J. D.: Polynomial codes and finite geometries. In: Pless V. S., Huffman W. C., Brualdi R. A. (eds.) Handbook of Coding Theory, vol. II, pp. 1269– 1344. Elsevier, Amsterdam (1998).

[3] Delsarte P.: Bounds for unrestricted codes, by linear programming, Philips Research Reports. 27, 272–289 (1972).

[4] Delsarte P., Goethals J. M., MacWilliams F. J.: On generalized Reed-Muller codes and their relatives. Inform. Contr. 16, 403–442 (1970).

[5] Delsarte P., Goethals J. M.: Unrestricted codes with the Golay parameters are unique.

Discrete Math. 12, 211–224 (1975).

[6] Etzion T., Greenberg G.: Constructions for perfect mixed codes and other covering codes. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory. 39(1), 209–214 (1993).

[7] Heden O.: A new construction of group and nongroup perfect codes. Inform. and control 34(4), 314–323 (1977).

[8] Heden O.: On perfect p-ary codes of length p + 1. Des. Codes Cryptogr. 46, 45–56 (2008).

[9] Heden O., Krotov D. S.: On the structure of non-full-rank perfect q-ary codes. Adv.

Math. Commun. 5(2), 149–156 (2011).

[10] Herzog M., Schönheim J.: Group partition, factorization and the vector covering problem. Canad. Math. Bull. 15(2), 207–214 (1972).

[11] Herzog M., Schönheim J.: Linear and nonlinear single-error-correcting perfect mixed codes. Inform. and control 18(4), 364–368 (1971).

[12] Kasami T., Lin S., Peterson W. W.: New generalizations of the Reed-Muller codes. Part I: Primitive codes. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 14, 189–199 (1968). https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.1968.1054127.

[13] Kokkala J. I., Krotov D. S., Östergård P. R. J.: On the Classification of MDS Codes.

IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 61(12), 6485–6492 (2015).

[14] Laywine C. F., Mullen G. L.: Discrete Mathematics using Latin Squares. Wiley, New York (1998).

[15] Lindström B.: On group and nongroup perfect codes in q symbols. Math. Scand. 25(2), 149–158 (1969).

[16] Liu C. L., Ong B. G., Ruth G. R.: A Construction Scheme for Linear and Non-Linear Codes. Discrete Math. 4(2), 171–184 (1973).

[17] MacWilliams F. J., Sloane N. J. A.: The Theory of Error-Correcting Codes. North- Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam (1977).

[18] Östergård P. R. J., Pottonen O.: The perfect binary one-error-correcting codes of length 15: part I–Classification. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 55, 4657–4660 (2009).

[19] Östergård P. R. J., Pottonen O., Phelps K. T.: The perfect binary one-error-correcting codes of length 15: part II–Properties. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 56, 2571–2582 (2010).

[20] Pasticci F., Westerback T.: On rank and kernel of some mixed perfect codes. Discrete Math. 309(9), 2763–2774 (2009).

[21] Phelps K. T.: A general product construction for error correcting codes. SIAM J. Alg.

Disc. Meth. 5(2), 224–228 (1984). https://doi.org/10.1137/0605023.

[22] Phelps K. T.: An enumeration of 1-perfect binary codes. Australas. J. Combin. 21, 287–298 (2000).

[23] Romanov A. M.: Hamiltonicity of minimum distance graphs of 1-perfect codes. Electron.

J. Combin. 19(1), #P65 (2012). https://doi.org/10.37236/2158.

[24] Romanov A. M.: On non-full-rank perfect codes over finite fields. Des. Codes Cryptogr.

87(5), 995–1003 (2019).

[25] Romanov A. M.: On perfect and Reed-Muller codes over finite fields. Probl. Inf. Transm.

57, 199–211 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1134/S0032946021030017.

[26] Romanov A. M.: On the number of q-ary quasi-perfect codes with covering radius 2.

Des. Codes Cryptogr. 90, 1713–1719 (2022).

[27] Schönheim J.: On linear and nonlinear single-error-correcting q-nary perfect codes.

Inform. and control 12(1) 23–26 (1968).

[28] Schönheim J.: Mixed codes. Proceedings of the Calgary Int. Conf. of Combinatorial Structures and their Application. Gordon and Breach, New York (1970).

[29] Shi M., Krotov D. S.: An enumeration of 1-perfect ternary codes. Discrete Math. 346(7), 113437 (2023). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.disc.2023.113437.

[30] Solov’eva F. I.: On binary nongroup codes. Methody Discretnogo Analiza 37, 65–76 (1981). (in Russian)

[31] Taussky O., Todd J.: Covering Theorems for Groups. Ann. Soc. Polon. Math. 21, 303–305 (1948).

[32] Tietäväinen A.: On the nonexistence of perfect codes over finite fields. SIAM J. Appl.

Math. 24(1), 88–96 (1973).

[33] van Wee G. J. M.: On the non-existence of certain perfect mixed codes. Discrete math.

87(3), 323–326 (1991).

[34] Vasil’ev Yu. L.: On nongroup close-packed codes. Probl. Kybern. 8, 337–339 (1962). [35] Zaremba S. K.: Covering problems concerning Abelian groups. J. London Math. Soc.

27, 242–246 (1952).

[36] Zinoviev V. A., Leontiev V. K.: On Non-existence of Perfect Codes over Galois Fields.

Probl. Control Inf. Theory. 2(2), 123–132 (1973).

[37] Zinoviev V. A.: Generalized Concatenated Codes. Probl. Inf. Transm. 12(1) 2–9 (1976). [38] Zinoviev V. A., Zinoviev D. V.: Binary extended perfect codes of length 16 obtained by the generalized concatenated construction. Probl. Inf. Transm. 38, 296–322 (2002).