arXiv:2407.09783v1 [cs.IT] 13 Jul 2024

Infinite families of optimal and minimal codes over rings using simplicial complexes

Yanan Wu, Tingting Pang, Nian Li, Yanbin Pan, Xiangyong Zeng

Abstract: In this paper, several infinite families of codes over the extension of non-unital non-commutative rings are constructed utilizing general simplicial complexes. Thanks to the special structure of the defining sets, the principal parameters of these codes are characterized. Specially, when the employed simplicial complexes are generated by a single maximal element, we determine their Lee weight distributions completely. Furthermore, by considering the Gray image codes and the corresponding subfield-like codes, numerous of linear codes over F_q are also obtained, where q is a prime power. Certain conditions are given to ensure the above linear codes are (Hermitian) self-orthogonal in the case of q = 2, 3, 4. It is noteworthy that most of the derived codes over F_q satisfy the Ashikhmin-Barg’s condition for minimality. Besides, we obtain two infinite families of distance-optimal codes over F_q with respect to the Griesmer bound.

Keywords: Simplicial complex, subfield-like code, minimal code, self-orthogonal code, distance-optimal code, Griesmer bound

I. INTRODUCTION A. Background

The study of codes over rings has garnered significant interest within the domain of algebraic coding theory in recent times. The origins of this research can be traced back to the 1970s. In 1994, Hammons et al. [9] constructed some quaternary linear codes and found some well-known nonlinear binary codes by studying linear codes over the ring Z_4 under the Gray map. Subsequently, many scholars considered various classes of constacyclic codes over finite commutative rings with their Gray images, see ([2], [6], [7], [13], [24]) for more information. Determining the Lee weight distribution of a code over rings is an important research topic in coding theory, because it does give vital information of both practical and theoretical significance. However, explicitly characterizing the Lee weight distribution is usually a challenging task. Consequently, researchers have mainly concentrated on cases where particular rings or defining sets are meticulously chosen. For instance, selecting all nonzero elements of F_2m + uF_2m as a defining set led to a class of two-weight trace codes over F_2m + uF_2m with u^2 = 0 [21]. Using the defining set Q + uF_pm , Shi and Wu et al. [22], and Shi and Guan et al. [23] presented several classes of few-weight trace codes over F_p + uF_p in the case of u^2 = 0 and u^2 = u, respectively, where p is an odd prime and Q is the set of all square elements of F^∗_pm . Additionally, Liu and Maouche [16] constructed a class of two or few-weight

Y. Wu and Y. Pan are with the Key Laboratory of Mathematics Mechanization, Academy of Mathematics and Systems Science, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100190, China. Email: yananwu@amss.ac.cn, panyanbin@amss.ac.cn

T. Pang is with the School of Information Science and Engineering, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250358, China. Email: pangtingting@sdnu.edu.cn

N. Li is with the Hubei Provincial Engineering Research Center of Intelligent Connected Vehicle Network Security, School of Cyber Science and Technology, Hubei University, Wuhan 430062, China. Email: nian.li@hubu.edu.cn

X. Zeng is with Hubei Key Laboratory of Applied Mathematics, Faculty of Mathematics and Statistics, Hubei University, Wuhan 430062, China. Email: xzeng@hubu.edu.cn

trace codes over F_q + uF_q by virtue of the cyclotomic class in F_q , where u^2 = 0 and q is a prime power. The investigation on minimal codes is another hot topic nowadays because of their rich applications in secret sharing schemes [33], graph theory, secure two-party computation, and they could be decoded with a minimum distance decoding method [1].

Recently, Chang and Hyun [4] introduced a novel method of constructing binary linear codes by using simplicial complexes. Applying this method, they constructed a family of binary minimal linear codes over finite fields. In 2020, Hyun et al. [12] presented infinite families of optimal binary linear codes derived from general simplicial complexes of F^m_2 via the defining-set approach. Motivated by their works, many researchers attempted to construct optimal or good linear codes by using simplicial complexes, which have only one or two maximal elements. Some relevant results are documented in [14], [17], [26], [29]. In 2023, Hu and Xu et al. [10] obtained more infinite families of optimal codes over F_q from general simplicial complexes of F^m_q for any prime power q, which totally extended the results of [12] from F_2 to F_q .

The utilization of simplicial complexes as a framework for constructing linear codes over finite fields has been recognized as a highly effective strategy. This insight has inspired a wave of academic enthusiasm, prompting researchers to extend this innovative technique to the domain of ring-based code construction. In [28], Wu, Zhu and Yue defined two classes of codes over the ring F_2 + uF_2 with u^2 = 0 by using the standard inner product and two suitable defining sets consisting of simplicial complexes with one maximal element. Via the Gray map, optimal codes with respect to the Griesmer bound could be obtained. Shortly thereafter, Shi and Li [25] studied the codes over a nonchain ring also by virtue of simplicial complexes with one maximal element. They found that some minimal and new distance-optimal binary codes with few-weight could be produced. When simplicial complexes were generated by two maximal elements, Wu and Li et al. [30] constructed two infinite families of four-Lee-weight quaternary codes. Furthermore, under the Gray map, they produced two infinite families of binary nonlinear codes and one infinite family of binary minimal linear codes. Notably, the pioneering attempt to study the structure of codes over the non-unital non-commutative ring using simplicial complexes is attributed to Sagar and Sarma [18]. They primarily concentrated on the codes over the ring of size four with the help of certain simplicial complexes generated by a single maximal element. Self-orthogonal and minimal codes were derived from their constructions. Moreover, they obtained a couple of optimal codes meeting the Griesmer bound.

B. Motivation

As evident from previous works, simplicial complexes have been proven to be a powerful tool for constructing families of codes over rings which may have good performance under the Gray map. Generally, it is a difficult work to calculate the Lee weight distribution, and thus, almost all the known studies have focused on rings of order p^2, by making use of simplicial complexes generated by no more than two maximal elements, where p is a prime. Therefore, we pose the following questions:

• Is it feasible to devise a universal methodology for computing the principal parameters of codes over rings of order q^2, particularly when contemplating the general simplicial complexes within the vector space F^m_q ? Here q is any prime power and “general simplicial complexes” means that the simplicial complexes generated by arbitrary number of maximal elements.

• Is it within our capability to delineate the intrinsic structures of the codes we derive, including attributes such as optimality, self-orthogonality, and minimality? Further, can new codes be produced when employing general simplicial complexes?

C. Our Contributions

In [8], the authors classified all the rings of size p^2 into 11 inequivalent rings, where p is a prime. Among the 11 rings, there are only two of them are non-unital non-commutative rings (namely, E and F ). Let s be any positive integer, q = p^s and R be an extension of E (or F ) of degree s. Based on the questions above, we mainly investigate the codes over the ring R by selecting suitable defining sets, which are composed of simplicial complexes generated by any number of maximal elements. The main contributions in this paper are the following.

• Utilizing the orthogonality inherent in inner products and the fundamental principle of inclusion-exclusion, we provide a general method to determine the principal parameters of these codes over R. This method can be applied to generalize the previous results on the codes over rings using simplicial complexes of F^m_q from q = 2 to any prime power q.

• Discover the Lee weight distributions of codes over the rings E^s and F^s as we explore simplicial complexes generated by a single maximal element in (II.3), detailed in Propositions 1 and 2. Accordingly, several classes of few-Lee-weight codes including two-Lee-weight, three-Lee-weight and five-Lee-weight codes can be produced. Notably, these two propositions not only illustrate our main results, but also extend the work of [18].

• Leveraging the Gray image of the code over R = F^s and the subfield-like codes, we uncover numerous infinite families of minimal codes over F_q . Additionally, for q = 2, 3 and 4, the sufficient conditions are provided to guarantee the self-orthogonality of the Gray image codes and the subfield-like codes derived from our construction, respectively. It is noteworthy that several infinite families of distance-optimal linear codes with respect to the Griesmer bound over F_q are also obtained.

• To our best knowledge, we are first to contemplate the application of general simplicial complexes to the domain of codes over extended rings of arbitrary degree. Compared with known results, the codes obtained in this work have more flexible and new parameters, see Table IX.

II. DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARIES Let q be a prime power. In this section, we recall some notation about Lee weight, simplicial complexes and the known generic construction of linear codes. Further, we propose our construction of codes over rings and give the corresponding Lee weight expression of codewords.

A. Lee Weight and Gray Map

Let p be a prime and E, F be the rings of order p^2 given in [8], where E = ⟨a, b | pa = pb = 0, a^2 = a, b^2 = b, ab = a, ba = b⟩, F = ⟨a, b | pa = pb = 0, a^2 = a, b^2 = b, ab = b, ba = a⟩. It has been pointed out in [8] that E, F are both non-unital non-commutative rings. Moreover, F is the opposite ring of E. Suppose q = p^s and R is an extension of E (or F ) of degree s, i.e., R = E^s (or F^s), each element of R can be expressed as ax + cy for some x, y ∈ F_q , where c = a − b. Further, according to the presentations, let r_1, r_2 ∈ R, then there exist (x_1, y_1), (x_2, y_2) ∈ F^2_q satisfying r_1 = ax_1 + cy_1, r_2 = ax_2 + cy_2. Thus, the multiplication operation between r_1 and r_2 is defined by

r_1r_2 = (ax_1 + cy_1)(ax_2 + cy_2) = ax_1x_2 + cx_2y_1, if R = E^s; ax_1x_2 + cx_1y_2, if R = F^s.

(II.1)

For any ax + cy ∈ R, where x, y ∈ F_q , the Gray map ϕ from R to F^2_q is defined by ϕ : R → F^2_q , ax + cy → (y, x + y). The map ϕ is bijective, which can be extended naturally from R^n to F^{2n}_q of the form ϕ : R^n → F^{2n}_q , ax + cy → (y, x + y), where R^n = aF^n_q + cF^n_q and x, y ∈ F^n_q .

Let u, v be two vectors over F_q , the Hamming weight of u denoted by wt_H (u) is the number of non-zero entries in u, and the Hamming distance of u, v is d_H (u, v) = wt_H (u−v). A code C of length n over R is an R-submodule of R^n. Let r_1 = ax_1 + cy_1, r_2 = ax_2 + cy_2 ∈ R^n, where x_1, x_2, y_1, y_2 ∈ F^n_q . The Lee weight of r_1 is the Hamming weight of its Gray image as wt_L(r_1) = wt_H (ϕ(r_1)) = wt_H (y_1) + wt_H (x_1 + y_1). The Lee distance between r_1 and r_2 is defined as d_L(r_1, r_2) = wt_L(r_1 − r_2). It is easy to check that the Gray map is an isometry from (R^n, d_L) to (F^{2n}_q , d_H ). Let A_i be the number of codewords c ∈ C with Lee weight i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n. Then the Lee weight enumerator of C is defined by 1 + A_1x + A_2x^2 + · · · + A_{2n}x^{2n}

and the sequence (1, A_1, · · · , A_{2n}) is called the Lee weight distribution of C. An n-length code C over R is called a t-Lee-weight code if |{1 ≤ i ≤ 2n : A_i ≠ 0}| = t. Moreover, we call the minimum non-zero Lee weight of C the minimum Lee distance, which is denoted by min d_L.

B. The Generic Construction of Linear Codes

Let m be a positive integer. In 2007, Ding and Niederreiter [5] initially proposed a generic construction of linear codes from subsets of F_qm as follows. Let Tr^m_1 (·) be the trace function from F_qm to F_q and D = {d_1, d_2, . . . , d_n} ⊆ F_qm \{0}. A linear code of length n over F_q can be defined as

C_D = {c_D(v) = (Tr^m_1 (vx))_{x∈D} : v ∈ F_qm }.

The code C_D is called a trace code over F_q and the set D is called the defining set of C_D, which is a generalization of irreducible cyclic codes and the dimension of C_D is at most m. It is well known that many linear codes have been produced via selecting the defining set properly, see [3], [27], [31], [32], [33], [34] for example. Identifying F_qm with F^m_q , it has been proved that the above trace code is equivalent to

C_D = {c_D(v) = (⟨v, x⟩_q )_{x∈D} : v ∈ F^m_q }, (II.2)

where ⟨x, y⟩_q is the inner product of x and y over F_q . In [21], [23], the notation of the codes in (II.2) was extended from finite fields to finite rings as below.

Let R^m be an extension of ring R of degree m and L ⊆ R^m. Then a code over R with a defining set L is defined by

C_L = {c_L(v) = (⟨v, x⟩_q )_{x∈L} : v ∈ R^m}. (II.3)

Some known codes over ring R have been constructed by choosing proper defining sets L. The researchers are referred to [14], [18], [19], [20], [25] for example.

C. Simplicial Complexes

For m ∈ N, we shall write [m] to denote the set {1, 2, . . . , m}. For two subsets A, B ⊆ [m], the set {x : x ∈ A and x /∈ B} is denoted by A\B. The support of a vector ω ∈ F^m_q is defined by supp(ω) = {i ∈ [m] : ω_i ≠ 0}. Clearly, the Hamming weight wt_H (ω) of ω ∈ F^m_q equals |supp(ω)| which is the size of supp(ω). Let ν ∈ F^m_q , one says that ν covers ω if supp(ω) ⊆ supp(ν), which is written as ω ⪯ ν. A subset Δ of F^m_q is called a simplicial complex if ν ∈ Δ, ω ∈ F^m_q and ω ⪯ ν imply ω ∈ Δ. An element ν ∈ Δ is called a maximal element of Δ if ν is not properly covered in any other element of Δ.

Now onwards, we will always write F instead of supp(F ) whenever F is a maximal element of simplicial complexes for simplify. According to the definition of simplicial complexes, for each F ⊆ [m], the simplicial complex Δ_F of F^m_q generated by F is defined to be

Δ_F = {ω ∈ F^m_q : supp(ω) ⊆ F }.

Therefore, Δ_F is a vector subspace of F^m_q with dimension |F |. In particular, Δ_F = {0} if F = ∅. A simplicial complex can have more than one maximal element. Let F = {F_1, . . . , F_l} be the family of maximal elements of Δ, where l is the number of maximal elements and F_i ⊆ [m] is the maximal element of Δ for i ∈ [l]. Then Δ is actually the union of l vector spaces over F_q of dimensions |F_i|.

D. Our Construction and the Calculation of Lee Weight

Based on the generic construction of linear codes and simplicial complexes, we propose our construction method by selecting proper rings and defining sets as below.

Hereafter, we always assume that R is an extension of the ring E (or F ) of degree s and L = aL_1 + cL_2 ⊆ R^m, where L_1, L_2 ⊆ F^m_q consisting of simplicial complexes and q = p^s. In this paper, we mainly study the codes over R defined by (II.3) with the following five defining sets:

1) L = aΔ_1 + cΔ_2; 2) L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ_2; 3) L = aΔ_1 + cΔ^c_2; 4) L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ^c_2, and 5) L = (aΔ_1 + cΔ_2)^c, where Δ_1, Δ_2 are general simplicial complexes of F^m_q and Δ^c = F^m_q \Δ. The length of C_L is definitely |L| = |L_1||L_2|. In what follows, we give the Lee weight expression of codewords in C_L. Assume that v = aβ_1 +cβ_2 ∈ R^m and x = at_1 + ct_2 ∈ L, where β_i ∈ F^m_q and t_i ∈ L_i, i = 1, 2. Then

⟨v, x⟩_q = ⟨aβ_1 + cβ_2, at_1 + ct_2⟩_q = a⟨β_1, t_1⟩_q + c⟨β_2, t_1⟩_q, if R = E^s; a⟨β_1, t_1⟩_q + c⟨β_1, t_2⟩_q, if R = F^s

(II.4)

from (II.1). Taking Gray map yields ϕ((⟨v, x⟩_q )_{x∈L}) = (⟨β_2, t_1⟩_q, ⟨β_1 + β_2, t_1⟩_q)_{t1 ∈L1,t2 ∈L2} , if R = E^s; (⟨β_1, t_2⟩_q, ⟨β_1, t_1 + t_2⟩_q)_{t1 ∈L1 ,t2∈L2} , if R = F^s.

Recall that wt_L(r) = wt_H (ϕ(r)) for r ∈ R^m. Therefore, when R = E^s, for any v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 ∈ R^m, one has

wt_L(c_L(v)) = wt_H ((⟨β_2, t_1⟩_q)_{t1 ∈L1,t2 ∈L2} ) + wt_H ((⟨β_1 + β_2, t_1⟩_q)_{t1 ∈L1,t2 ∈L2} ) = |L_1||L_2| − 1 q ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈L_1 ∑ t_2 ∈L_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β2 ,t1 ⟩q ⟩p} p +

|L_1||L_2| − 1 q ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈L_1 ∑ t_2 ∈L_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β1 +β2,t1 ⟩q ⟩p} p = |L_2| ( 2|L_1| − 1 q ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈L_1 w^{⟨u,⟨β2 ,t1⟩q ⟩p} p − 1 q ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈L_1 w^{⟨u,⟨β1 +β2,t1 ⟩q ⟩p} p ) . (II.5)

Similarly, we can deduce that when R = F^s,

wt_L(c_L(v)) = 2|L_1||L_2| − 1 q ( |L_1| ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_2 ∈L_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β1 ,t2 ⟩q ⟩p} p + ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈L_1 t_2 ∈L_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β1 ,t1 +t2⟩q ⟩p} p ) . (II.6)

III. USEFUL AUXILIARY LEMMAS To calculate the lengths, sizes and the minimum Lee distance min d_L of these codes constructed in Section II-D, extensive preparatory work is required. In this section, we present several useful lemmas on exponential sums. We first give the following lemma which can be used to determine the size of the codes.

Lemma 1: Let Δ be a simplicial complex of F^m_q with the set of maximal elements F = {F_1, . . . , F_l}. Then the size of Δ is |Δ| = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F (−1)^{|S|+1}q^{|∩S|}, where ∩S = ⋂ F ∈S F . Proof: By using the principle of inclusion-exclusion, one has |Δ| = |Δ_{F1} ∪ · · · ∪ Δ_{Fl} | = ∑ i∈[l] |Δ_{Fi} | − ∑ 1≤i<j≤l |Δ_{Fi} ∩ Δ_{Fj} | + · · · + (−1)^{l+1}| ∩_{i∈[l]} Δ_{Fi} |.

Then the result follows by the fact that Δ_A ∩ Δ_B = Δ_{A∩B} and |Δ_{A∩B} | = q^{|A∩B|} for any A, B ⊆ [m].

Based on Lemma 1, it can be seen that |Δ| < ∑ i∈[l] |ΔFi | = ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. In what follows, we further discuss

the relation between |Δ| and ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. Lemma 2: Let Δ be a simplicial complex of F^m_q with the set of maximal elements F = {F_1, . . . , F_l}. Let F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l]. Then 2|Δ| > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. (III.1)

Proof: When l = 1, it is clear that 2|Δ| = 2q^{|F1|} > q^{|F1|}. When l = 2, by Lemma 1, one has

|Δ| = |Δ_{F1} | + |Δ_{F2} | − |Δ_{F1} ∩ Δ_{F2} | = q^{|F1|} + q^{|F2|} − q^{|F1∩F2|},

which induces that 2|Δ| − (q^{|F1|} + q^{|F2|}) = q^{|F1|} + q^{|F2|} − 2q^{|F1∩F2|} > 0 due to |F_1 ∩ F_2| < min{|F_1|, |F_2|}. Therefore, (III.1) is satisfied for l = 2. By induction, we assume that the inequality holds for l = t (t ≥ 1). Then when l = t + 1, one has

2|Δ| = 2 ( |Δ_{F1} ∪ · · · ∪ Δ_{Ft} | + |Δ_{Ft+1} | − |(Δ_{F1} ∪ · · · ∪ Δ_{Ft} ) ∩ Δ_{Ft+1} | ) > ∑ i∈[t] q |F_i| + 2q|F_{t+1}| − 2|(Δ F_1 ∪ · · · ∪ ΔF_t ) ∩ ΔF_{t+1} | = ∑ i∈[t+1] q^{|Fi|} + q^{|Ft+1|} − 2|(Δ_{F1} ∪ · · · ∪ Δ_{Ft} ) ∩ Δ_{Ft+1} |.

Observe that Δ_{F1} ∪ · · · ∪ Δ_{Ft} ⊆ Δ_{∪i∈[t]Fi} . Hence, |(Δ_{F1} ∪ · · · ∪ Δ_{Ft} ) ∩ Δ_{Ft+1} | < |Δ_{∪i∈[t]Fi} ∩ Δ_{Ft+1} | = |Δ_{(∪i∈[t] Fi)∩Ft+1} | ≤ q^{|Ft+1|−1} since F_{t+1}\ ∪_{j∈[t]} F_j ≠ ∅ . Further, we can derive that 2|Δ| > ∑ i∈[t+1] q |F_i| + q|F_{t+1}| − 2q|F_{t+1}|−1 ≥ ∑ i∈[t+1] q |F_i|. This completes the proof.

Lemma 3: Let m, l be positive integers and F_i ⊆ [m] for i ∈ [l]. (1) For any i, j ∈ [l], if Δ_{Fi} ⊆ Δ_{Fj} , then Δ^⊥_{Fj} ⊆ Δ^⊥_{Fi} . (2) ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} = Δ^⊥_{∪i∈[l]Fi} .

Proof: (1) Assume x ∈ Δ^⊥_{Fj} . For any y ∈ Δ_{Fi} , we have y ∈ Δ_{Fj} due to Δ_{Fi} ⊆ Δ_{Fj} . Hence, one has ⟨x, y⟩_q = 0 according to the definition of the dual space. This gives x ∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} , which implies that Δ^⊥_{Fj} ⊆ Δ^⊥_{Fi} .

(2) Since Δ^⊥_{Fi} = Δ_{[m]\Fi} and Δ_{Fi} ∩ Δ_{Fj} = Δ_{Fi∩Fj} for any i, j ∈ [l], we then have ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} = ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ_{[m]\Fi} = Δ_{∩i∈[l]([m]\Fi)} = Δ_{[m]\(∪i∈[l]Fi)} = Δ^⊥_{∪i∈[l]Fi} . This completes the proof.

One can see from (II.5) and (II.6) that in order to determine the minimum Lee distance of C_L, it is necessary to discuss the possible values of wt_L(C_L(v)) when v runs through R^m. Firstly, we give more explicit expressions of the exponential sums involved in (II.5) and (II.6) by virtue of the duality of vector spaces and the orthogonality of exponential sums, see Lemmas 4-6.

Let m, s be positive integers, q = p^s and H be an υ-dimensional F_q -subspace of F^m_q . The dual of H is H^⊥ = {x ∈ F^m_q : ⟨x, y⟩_q = 0 for any y ∈ H}. It is clear that H^⊥ is an (m − υ)-dimensional F_q -subspace of F^m_q . Suppose that Δ_F is a simplicial complex of F^m_q with one maximal element F ⊆ [m], then one can immediately get that Δ^⊥_F = Δ_{[m]\F} since Δ_F is an |F |-dimensional F_q -subspace of F^m_q . Let u ∈ F^s_p and x, y ∈ F^m_q . The operator ⟨u, ⟨y, x⟩_q⟩_p is reasonable when identifying the element ⟨y, x⟩_q ∈ F_q with the element in F^s_p due to F_q ∼= F^s_p . Then we have the following lemma.

Lemma 4: Let m, s be positive integers and q = p^s. Let H be an υ-dimensional F_q -subspace of F^m_q and u ∈ F^s_p \{0}, one has ∑ x∈H w^{⟨u,⟨y,x⟩q ⟩p} p = q^υ, if y ∈ H^⊥; 0, otherwise.

Proof: If y ∈ H^⊥, then ⟨u, ⟨y, x⟩_q ⟩_p = ⟨u, 0⟩_p = 0 for any x ∈ H, which induces that ∑ x∈H w^{⟨u,⟨y,x⟩q ⟩p} p = q^υ.

If y /∈ H^⊥, then there is some x_0 ∈ H such that ⟨y, x_0⟩_q = b ∈ F^∗_q . Note that for any t ∈ F^∗_q , one has ⟨y, tx_0⟩_q = bt ∈ F^∗_q . Therefore, when t runs over F_q , so does ⟨y, tx_0⟩_q. It indicates that there must be some t_0 ∈ F_q satisfies ⟨u, ⟨y, t_0x_0⟩_q⟩_p ≠ 0. Since H = t_0x_0 + H, ∑ x∈H w^{⟨u,⟨y,x⟩q ⟩p} p = ∑ x∈H w^{⟨u,⟨y,x+t0 x0⟩q ⟩p} p = w^{⟨u,⟨y,t0 x0 ⟩q ⟩p} p ∑ x∈H w^{⟨u,⟨y,x⟩q ⟩p} p . The result follows by w^{⟨u,⟨y,t0 x0 ⟩q ⟩p} p ≠ 1 due to ⟨u, ⟨y, t_0x_0⟩_q⟩_p ≠ 0. This completes the proof.

Denote by α(β|Δ_A) a {0, 1}-valued function of F^m_q and δ_{i,j} the kronecker delta function, namely,

α(β|Δ_A) =

1, if β ∈ Δ^⊥_A; 0, otherwise and δ_{i,j} =

1, if j = i; 0, otherwise.

(III.2)

Then we have the following results.

Lemma 5: Let q = p^s and Δ be a simplicial complex of F^m_q with F = {F_1, . . . , F_l} the set of maximal elements of Δ. For any β ∈ F^m_q , we have ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F (−1)^{|S|+1}q^{|∩S|}(1 + (q − 1)α(β|Δ_{∩S} )) and ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ^c w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p = q^m + (q − 1)q^mδ_{0,β} − ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p , where ∩S = ⋂ F ∈S F , α(β|Δ_A) and δ_{i,j} are defined in (III.2).

Proof: For any F ⊆ [m], one can obtain that ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ_F w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p = q^{|F |} + ∑ 0≠u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ_F w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p = q^{|F |} + (q − 1)q^{|F |}α(β|Δ_F ) due to Lemma 4. Therefore, using the principle of inclusion-exclusion gives that ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p = ∑ i∈[l] ( ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ_{Fi} w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p ) − ∑ 1≤i<j≤l ( ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ_{Fi} ∩Δ_{Fj} w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p )

+ · · · + (−1)^{l+1} ( ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈∩_{i∈[l]}Δ_{Fi} w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p )

= ∑ ∅≠S⊆F (−1)^{|S|+1}(q^{|∩S|} + (q − 1)q^{|∩S|}α(β|Δ_{∩S} )).

The second assertion follows from the fact that Δ^c = F^m_q \Δ and ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈F^m_q w ⟨u,⟨β,t⟩_q ⟩_p p = q^m + (q − 1)q^mδ_{0,β}.

This completes the proof.

Lemma 6: Let q = p^s and Δ_1, Δ_2 be two simplicial complexes of F^m_q with F = {F_1, . . . , F_l} and H = {H_1, . . . , H_k} being the sets of maximal elements of Δ_1 and Δ_2, respectively. For any β ∈ F^m_q , we have ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈Δ_1 t_2 ∈Δ_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β,t1 +t2 ⟩q ⟩p} p = ∑ ∅≠S_1⊆F ∅≠S_2 ⊆H (−1)^{|S1 |+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|}(1 + (q − 1)α(β|Δ_{∩S1} )α(β|Δ_{∩S2} ))

and ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈Δ_1 t_2 ∈Δ^c_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β,t1 +t2 ⟩q ⟩p} p = q^m|Δ_1|(1 + (q − 1)δ_{0,β} ) − ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈Δ_1 t_2 ∈Δ_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β,t1 +t2⟩q ⟩p} p ,

where ∩S = ⋂ F ∈S F , α(β|Δ_A) and δ_{i,j} are defined in (III.2).

Proof: Similarly as the proof of Lemma 5, one has ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈Δ_1 ∑ t_2 ∈Δ_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β,t1 +t2 ⟩q ⟩p} p = ∑ u∈F^s_p ( ∑ ∅≠S_1 ⊆F (−1)^{|S1 |+1} ∑ t_1 ∈Δ_{∩S1} w^{⟨u,⟨β,t1 ⟩q ⟩p} p )( ∑ ∅≠S_2⊆H (−1)^{|S2 |+1} ∑ t_2 ∈Δ_{∩S2} w^{⟨u,⟨β,t2 ⟩q ⟩p} p )

= ∑ ∅≠S_1⊆F ∅≠S_2 ⊆H (−1)^{|S1 |+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|} + ∑ 0≠u∈F^s_p ∑ ∅≠S_1⊆F ∅≠S_2 ⊆H (−1)^{|S1|+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|}α(β|Δ_{∩S1} )α(β|Δ_{∩S2} )

= ∑ ∅≠S_1⊆F ∅≠S_2 ⊆H (−1)^{|S1 |+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|}(1 + (q − 1)α(β|Δ_{∩S1} )α(β|Δ_{∩S2} )),

where the second equality holds due to Lemma 4. This completes the proof.

According to Lemmas 3-6, several important lemmas, which is useful to proof the main results of this paper can be obtained as below.

Lemma 7: Let m, l, s be positive integers, q = p^s and Δ be a simplicial complex of F^m_q with F = {F_1, . . . , F_l} the set of maximal elements of Δ. Define A_{Δ,β} = |Δ| − 1 q ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t∈Δ w^{⟨u,⟨β,t⟩q ⟩p} p and f_β(S) = (−1)^{|S|+1}q^{|∩S|−1}(q − 1) (1 − α(β|Δ_{∩S} )) , where β ∈ F^m_q , ∩S = ⋂ F ∈S F and α(β|ΔA) is shown in (III.2). Then AΔ,β = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F fβ(S) and (1) A_{Δ,β} = 0 if and only if β ∈ ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} , that is β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪i∈[l]Fi} ;

(2) If β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} for some i ∈ [l], then A_{Δ,β} ≥ (q − 1)q^{|Fi |−1}. Moreover, the equality holds if β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪j∈[l]\{i}Fj} ; (3) A_{Δ,β} ≤ (q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1, and the equality holds if and only if β /∈ ∪ i∈[l]Δ ⊥ F_i and β ∈ ∩1≤i<j≤lΔ ⊥ F_i∩F_j . Proof: It should be mentioned that A_{Δ,β} is actually the Hamming weight of c_D(β) in C_D defined by (II.2), where D = Δ. When l = 1, the result can be easily obtained and thus, we mainly focus on the case that l ≥ 2. From Lemmas 1 and 5, one has that

A_{Δ,β} = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F (−1)^{|S|+1}q^{|∩S|} ( 1 − 1 q (1 + (q − 1)α(β|Δ_{∩S} )) )

= ∑ ∅≠S⊆F (−1)^{|S|+1}q^{|∩S|−1}(q − 1) (1 − α(β|Δ_{∩S} )) = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F f_β(S). (III.3)

Denote by F_i = {F_1 ∩ F_i, F_2 ∩ F_i, . . . , F_{i−1} ∩ F_i} for 2 ≤ i ≤ l and F_1 = ∅ for convenience. With the notation above, we claim that ∑ ∅≠S⊆F f_β(S) = ∑ i∈[l] ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) − ∑ i∈[l]\{1} ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_i f_β(S). (III.4)

When l = 2, it is clear that ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_1,F_2} f_β(S) = ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_1} f_β(S) + ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_2} f_β(S) − ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_2 f_β(S), which is consistent with (III.4). By induction, we assume that the equality holds for l ≥ 2. Then one has ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_1,...,F_{l+1}} f_β(S) = ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_1,...,F_l} f_β(S) + ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_{l+1}} f_β(S) − ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_{l+1} f_β(S) = ∑ i∈[l+1] ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) − ∑ i∈[l+1]\{1} ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_i f_β(S), which indicates that (III.4) holds for any l ≥ 2. Further, (III.3) together with (III.4) gives that

A_{Δ,β} = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F f_β(S) = ∑ i∈[l] ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) − ∑ i∈[l]\{1} ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_i f_β(S) (III.5)

Now we shall complete the proof by virtue of (III.5).

(1) Observe that for any J_1 ⊆ J_2 ⊆ [l], one has Δ^⊥_{∩j∈J1 Fj} ⊆ Δ^⊥_{∩j∈J2 Fj} ⊆ Δ^⊥_{∩j∈[l] Fj} due to Δ_{∩j∈[l] Fj} ⊆ Δ_{∩j∈J2 Fj} ⊆ Δ_{∩j∈J1 Fj} and Lemma 3(1). Therefore, one can get that if β ∈ ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} , then β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∩S} for any ∅ ≠ S ⊆ F, which suggests that 1 − α(β|Δ_{∩S} ) = 0 for any ∅ ≠ S ⊆ F. Therefore, one has A_{Δ,β} = 0 due to (III.3). On the other hand, suppose β /∈ ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} , then there must exist some i ∈ [l] such that β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} . Without loss of generality, we assume that β /∈ Δ^⊥_{F1} . According to (III.5), one has

A_{Δ,β} = ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_1} f_β(S) + ∑ i∈[l]\{1} ( ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) − ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_i f_β(S) ) . (III.6)

Note that for any i ∈ [l]\{1}, ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} fβ(S) − ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_i fβ(S) is the Hamming weight of cD(v) with D =

Δ_{Fi} \Δ_{Fi} by comparing with A_{Δ,β}. Therefore, A_{Δ,β} ≥ ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_1} f_β(S) = q^{|F1|−1}(q − 1) (1 − α(β|Δ_{F1} )) = q^{|F1|−1}(q − 1) > 0

since β /∈ Δ^⊥_{F1} . Thus, we conclude that A_{Δ,β} = 0 if and only if β ∈ ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} , which is equivalent to β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪i∈[l]Fi} due to Lemma 3(2).

(2) From the proof above, one has that A_{Δ,β} ≥ (q − 1)q^{|F1|−1} if β /∈ Δ^⊥_{F1} . When β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} for some i ∈ [l]\{1}, with a similar process and reversing the positions of F_1 and F_i, one can also obtain A_{Δ,β} ≥ ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) = q^{|Fi|−1}(q − 1). (III.7)

Therefore, we only consider the case i = 1 for convenience in the following.

Note that when β /∈ Δ^⊥_{F1} , we have ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_1} fβ(S) = (q − 1)q |F_1|−1 due to α(β|Δ F_1 ) = 0. Besides, if

β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪j∈[l]\{1}Fj} , one then has β ∈ Δ^⊥_{Fj} for any j ∈ [l]\{1} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi∩Fj} for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ l due to F_j ⊆ ∪_{i∈[l]\{1}}F_i for any j ∈ [l]\{1}, F_i ∩ F_j ⊆ ∪_{j∈[l]\{1}}F_j and Lemma 3(1). Therefore, when β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪j∈[l]\{1}Fj} , one can obtain from Lemma 7(1) that ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_i f_β(S) = 0

for any i ∈ [l]\{1}. Further, by (III.6), we have

A_{Δ,β} = ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_1} f_β(S) = (q − 1)q^{|F1|−1} when β /∈ Δ^⊥_{F1} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪j∈[l]\{1}Fj} . This proves Lemma 7(2).

(3) Again by (III.5), one has

A_{Δ,β} = ∑ i∈[l] ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) − ∑ i∈[l]\{1} ∑ ∅≠S⊆F_i f_β(S) = ∑ i∈[l] ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) − ∑ i∈[l]\{1} wt_H (c_{ΔFi} (β)). Thus, A_{Δ,β} ≤ ∑ i∈[l] ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} f_β(S) ≤ ∑ i∈[l] (q − 1)q^{|Fi|−1}. The forgoing equality holds if and only if ∑ ∅≠S⊆{F_i} fβ(S) = (q −1)q |F_i|−1 for any i ∈ [l] and wt

H (c_{ΔFi} (β)) = 0 for any i ∈ [l]\{1}, which is equivalent to β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} for any i ∈ [l] and β ∈ ∩_{1≤i<j≤l}Δ^⊥_{Fi∩Fj} according to the notation of f_β(S) and Lemma 7(1). This proves Lemma 7(3).

Lemma 8: Let m, s, l, k be positive integers, q = p^s and β ∈ F^m_q . Let Δ_1 and Δ_2 be two simplicial complexes of F^m_q with the sets of maximal elements F = {F_1, . . . , F_l} and H = {H_1, . . . , H_k}, respectively. Let F_i\∪_{ℓ∈[l]\{i}}F_ℓ ≠ ∅ and H_j\ ∪_{t∈[k]\{j}} F_t ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l], j ∈ [k]. Define

Ã_β = |Δ_1||Δ_2| − 1 q ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈Δ_1 ∑ t_2 ∈Δ_2 w^{⟨u,⟨β,t1 +t2⟩q ⟩p} p and T = |Δ_1|A_{Δ2,β} + Ã_β,

where A_{Δ,β} is defined in Lemma 7. Then we have (1) T = 0 if and only if β ∈ ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ ∩_{j∈[k]}Δ^⊥_{Hj} , that is β ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪i∈[l]Fi)∪(∪j∈[k] Hj )}; (2) The minimum non-zero value of T satisfies T ≥ (q − 1) min_{i∈[l],j∈[k]}{|Δ_2|q^{|Fi|−1}, 2|Δ_1|q^{|Hj |−1}}. Moreover, T = (q − 1)|Δ_2|q^{|Fi|−1} for some i ∈ [l] if β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪ℓ∈[l]\{i}Fℓ)∪(∪j∈[k] Hj )}; T = 2(q − 1)|Δ_1|q^{|Hj |−1} for some j ∈ [k] if β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Hj} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪t∈[k]\{j}Ht)∪(∪i∈[l] Fi)}; (3) The maximum non-zero value of T satisfies

T ≤ 2(q − 1)|Δ_1| ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1. The equality holds if and only if β /∈ ∪_{j∈[k]}Δ^⊥_{Hj} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪1≤i<j≤k Hi∩Hj )∪(∪i∈[l] Fi)}. Proof: From Lemmas 1 and 6, one has that

Ã_β = ∑ ∅≠S_1 ⊆F ∅≠S_2⊆H (−1)^{|S1 |+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|} ( 1 − 1 q (1 + (q − 1)α(β|Δ_{∩S1} )α(β|Δ_{∩S2} )) )

= ∑ ∅≠S_1 ⊆F ∅≠S_2⊆H (−1)^{|S1 |+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|−1}(q − 1) (1 − α(β|Δ_{∩S1} )α(β|Δ_{∩S2} ))

= q − 1 q ( |Δ_1||Δ_2| − ∑ ∅≠S_1 ⊆F (−1)^{|S1|+1}q^{|∩S1|}α(β|Δ_{∩S1} ) ∑ ∅≠S_2 ⊆H (−1)^{|S2|+1}q^{|∩S2|}α(β|Δ_{∩S2} ) ) . (III.8)

Note that ∑ ∅≠S_1 ⊆F (−1)^{|S1 |+1}q^{|∩S1|}α(β|Δ_{∩S1} ) = ∑ ∅≠S_1⊆F (−1)^{|S1 |+1}q^{|∩S1|}(1 − (1 − α(β|Δ_{∩S1} ))) = |Δ_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β} and ∑ ∅≠S_2⊆H (−1)^{|S2 |+1}q^{|∩S2|}α(β|Δ_{∩S2} ) = |Δ_2| − q q − 1 A_{Δ2,β}. Therefore, we have

T = |Δ_1|A_{Δ2,β} + q − 1 q ( |Δ_1||Δ_2| − ( |Δ_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β} )( |Δ_2| − q q − 1 A_{Δ2,β} )) = (2|Δ_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β})A_{Δ2,β} + |Δ_2|A_{Δ1,β}. (III.9)

(1) If β ∈ ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ ∩_{j∈[k]}Δ^⊥_{Hj} , then A_{Δ1,β} = A_{Δ2,β} = 0 according to Lemma 7(1). It induces that T = 0.

Conversely, assume that T = 0. If β /∈ ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} , then A_{Δ1,β} > 0 again by Lemma 7(1). From (III.9), one has that T > |Δ_2|A_{Δ1,β} > 0 since A_{Δ2,β} ≥ 0, and

2|Δ_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β} ≥ 2|Δ_1| − ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i| > 0 (III.10)

from Lemma 7(3) and Lemma 2, which contradicts to the assumption T = 0. If β /∈ ∩_{j∈[k]}Δ^⊥_{Hj} , one can also obtain that T > 0. Therefore, we conclude that T = 0 if and only if β ∈ ∩_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ ∩_{j∈[k]}Δ^⊥_{Hj} , which is equivalent to β ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪i∈[l]Fi)∪(∪j∈[k] Hj )} by Lemma 3(2).

(2) When T ≠ 0, we consider the minimum possible value of T . If A_{Δ2,β} = 0, then (III.9) and Lemma 7(2) indicate that T = |Δ_2|A_{Δ1,β} ≥ (q − 1)|Δ_2| min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1}.

If A_{Δ2,β} ≠ 0, since 2|Δ_1| −^q_{q−1} A_{Δ1,β} > 0 from (III.10), one then has that when A_{Δ1,β} is fixed, the value of T increases as A_{Δ2,β} increases. Thus, in this case, we have

T ≥ (2|Δ_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β})(q − 1) min_{j∈[k]} q^{|Hj |−1} + |Δ_2|A_{Δ1,β}

= 2(q − 1)|Δ_1| min_{j∈[k]} q^{|Hj |−1} + (|Δ_2| − min_{j∈[k]} q^{|Hj |})A_{Δ1,β} ≥ 2(q − 1)|Δ_1| min_{j∈[k]} q^{|Hj |−1}. due to |Δ_2| ≥ min_{j∈[k]} q^{|Hj |} and A_{Δ1,β} ≥ 0. This proves the first part of Lemma 8(2), and the second part can be easily checked by using Lemma 7.

(3) Due to A_{Δ1,β} ≤ (q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1, A Δ_2,β ≤ (q − 1) ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1 and (III.10), one has

T ≤ (2|Δ_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β})(q − 1) ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1 + |Δ 2|A_{Δ1,β} = 2(q − 1)|Δ_1| ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |−1} + (|Δ_2| − ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |})A_{Δ1,β} ≤ 2(q − 1)|Δ_1| ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1. The forgoing equality holds if and only if A_{Δ1,β} = 0 and A_{Δ2,β} = (q − 1) ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1, which is equivalent to

β /∈ ∪_{j∈[k]}Δ^⊥_{Hj} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪1≤i<j≤k Hi∩Hj )∪(∪i∈[l] Fi)} from Lemma 7(1) and (3). This completes the proof.

The following lemma presents the necessary and sufficient conditions on simplicial complexes under which some β ∈ F^m_q satisfies Lemmas 7 and 8.

Lemma 9: Let m, l, k be positive integers. Let F_i, H_j ⊆ [m] and Δ_{Fi} , Δ_{Hj} be the simplicial complexes of F^m_q for i ∈ [l] and j ∈ [k]. Then we have (1) There exists β ∈ F^m_q such that β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪j∈[l]\{i}Fj} if and only if F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ≠ ∅; (2) There exists β ∈ F^m_q such that β /∈ ∪_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ ∩_{1≤i<j≤l}Δ^⊥_{Fi∩Fj} if and only if F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l] .

(3) There exists β ∈ F^m_q such that β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪ℓ∈[l]\{i}Fℓ)∪(∪j∈[k] Hj )} if and only if F_i\ ( (∪_{ℓ∈[l]\{i}}F_ℓ) ∪ (∪_{j∈[k]}H_j ) ) ≠ ∅; (4) There exists β ∈ F^m_q such that β /∈ ∪_{i∈[l]}Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪1≤i<j≤l Fi∩Fj )∪(∪j∈[k] Hj )} if and only if F_i\ ( (∪_{j∈[l]\{i}}F_j )∪ (∪_{j∈[k]}H_j ) ) ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l].

Proof: (1) When F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ≠ ∅, it is clear that if supp(β) = F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j , then β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪j∈[l]\{i}Fj} . Suppose F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j = ∅. Then F_i ∩ (∪_{j∈[l]\{i}}F_j ) = F_i and thus, β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪j∈[l]\{i}Fj} implies β ∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} by Lemma 3(1). Therefore, there cannot exist β ∈ F^m_q satisfies β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} and β ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪j∈[l]\{i}Fj} under this assumption.

(2) If F_i\∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l], then β ∈ F^m_q with supp(β) = ∪_{i∈[l]} ( F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ) satisfies β /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} for any i ∈ [l] and β ∈ ∩_{1≤i<j≤l}Δ^⊥_{Fi∩Fj} . Conversely, without loss of generality, suppose that F_1\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{1}} F_j = ∅. Then F_1 = F_1 ∩ (∪_{j∈[l]\{1}}F_j ) ⊆ ∪_{1≤i<j≤l}(F_i ∩ F_j ). Therefore, one can get that ∩_{1≤i<j≤l}Δ^⊥_{Fi∩Fj} = Δ^⊥_{∪1≤i<j≤l (Fi∩Fj )} ⊆ Δ^⊥_{F1} again by Lemma 3, which implies that such β cannot exist.

(3) and (4) can be similarly proved. This completes the proof.

IV. LINEAR CODES OVER NON-UNITAL NON-COMMUTATIVE RINGS In this section, we shall give the parameters of C_L in (II.3) over the ring R = E^s and R = F^s, respectively, and consider their corresponding subfield-like codes. Specially, we determine their Lee-weight distributions when certain simplicial complexes are employed, which extend the results in [18].

A. Codes over Rings and the Corresponding Subfield-like Codes

The following conclusions can be derived from Lemmas 1, 7 and 8 directly.

Theorem 1: Let m, l, s be positive integers, q = p^s and Δ_1, Δ_2 be simplicial complexes of F^m_q with F = {F_1, . . . , F_l} the set of maximal elements of Δ_1. Let F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l] and C_L be defined in (II.3) with R = E^s.

(1) Let L = aΔ_1 + cΔ_2. Then C_L is a code over R of length |Δ_1||Δ_2|, size q^{2|∪i∈[l]Fi|} and min d_L = |Δ_2|(q − 1) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1};

(2) Let L = aΔ_1 + cΔ^c_2. Then C_L is a code over R of length |Δ_1|(q^m − |Δ_2|), size q^{2|∪i∈[l]Fi|} and min d_L = (q^m − |Δ_2|)(q − 1) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1};

(3) Let L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ_2, q^m > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. Then C

L is a code over R of length (q^m − |Δ_1|)|Δ_2|, size q^{2m} and min d_L = (q − 1)|Δ_2|(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1); (4) Let L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ^c_2, q^m > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. Then C

L is a code over R of length (q^m − |Δ_1|)(q^m − |Δ_2|), size q^{2m} and min d_L = (q − 1)(q^m − |Δ_2|)(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1); (5) Let L = (aΔ_1 + cΔ_2)^c and q^m > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. Then C

L is a code over R of length q^{2m} − |Δ_1||Δ_2|, size q^{2m} and min d_L = (q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − |Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1), where |Δ_1| and |Δ_2| can be calculated by Lemma 1.

Proof: We only give the proof of (1) and (3) since the others can be proved in a similar manner. Proof of (1): Putting L_1 = Δ_1 and L_2 = Δ_2, it is clear that the length of C_L is |Δ_1||Δ_2|. For any v = aβ_1 +cβ_2 ∈ R^m, one can derive from Equation (II.5) and Lemma 7 that

wt_L(c_L(v)) = |Δ_2|(A_{Δ1,β2} + A_{Δ1,β1+β2} ) (IV.1)

Recall that A_{Δ1,β} is the Hamming weight of c_{Δ1} (β) in C_{Δ1} defined by (II.2). Therefore, we have wt_L(c_L(v)) = 0 if and only if A_{Δ1,β2} = A_{Δ1,β1+β2} = 0. Further, by Lemma 7(1), one has wt_L(c_L(v)) = 0 if and only if β_2 ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪i∈[l]Fi} and β_1 + β_2 ∈ Δ^⊥_{∪i∈[l]Fi} . Due to the independence of β_1 and β_2, the number of (β_1, β_2) ∈ (F^m_q )^2, which satisfies wt_L(c_L(v)) = 0, is q^{2(m−|∪li=1 Fi|)}. It induces that the size of C_L is q^{2|∪li=1Fi|}. In what follows, we determine the non-zero minimum Lee weight of C_L, which can exist only if β_2 /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} or β_1 + β_2 /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} .

If β_2 /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} (or β_1 + β_2 /∈ Δ^⊥_{Fi} ) for some i ∈ [l], then A_{Δ1,β2} ≥ (q − 1)q^{|Fi |−1} (or A_{Δ1,β1+β2} ≥ (q − 1)q^{|Fi |−1}) by Lemma 7(2). Moreover, the both equalities can be achieved since Lemma 9(1) and F_i\(∪_{j∈[l]\{i}}F_j ) ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l]. It implies that there exists (β_1, β_2) ∈ (F^m_q )^2 such that A_{Δ1,β2} = (q − 1)q^{|Fi|−1}, A_{Δ1,β1+β2} = 0 (or

A_{Δ1,β2} = 0, A_{Δ1,β1+β2} = (q − 1)q^{|Fi|−1}) due to the independence of β_1, β_2. Therefore, the non-zero minimum Lee weight of C_L is |Δ_2|(q − 1) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1}.

Proof of (3): Let v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 ∈ R^m and (β_1, β_2) ∈ (F^m_q )^2. If L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ_2, then |L| = |Δ^c_1||Δ_2| = (q^m − |Δ_1|)|Δ_2|. Moreover, (II.5) and Lemmas 5, 7 give that

wt_L(c_L(v)) = |Δ_2| ( 2|Δ^c_1| − 1 q ( ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈Δ^c_1 w^{⟨u,⟨β2 ,t1⟩q ⟩p} p + ∑ u∈F^s_p ∑ t_1 ∈Δ^c_1 w^{⟨u,⟨β1 +β2,t1 ⟩q ⟩p} p ))

= |Δ_2| ( 2|Δ^c_1| − 1 q (2q^m + q^m(q − 1)(δ_{0,β2} + δ_{0,β1+β2} )) ) +2|Δ_1||Δ_2| − |Δ_2|(A_{Δ1,β2} + A_{Δ1,β1+β2} ) = (q − 1)|Δ_2|q^{m−1}(2 − δ_{0,β2} − δ_{0,β1+β2} ) − |Δ_2|(A_{Δ1,β2} + A_{Δ1,β1+β2} ) (IV.2)

due to |Δ^c_1| = q^m − |Δ_1|. When (β_1 + β_2, β_2) = (0, 0), one has wt_L(c_L(v)) = 0. If β_2(β_1 + β_2) = 0 and (β_1 + β_2, β_2) ≠ (0, 0), then there is at least one of A_{Δ1,β2} and A_{Δ1,β1+β2} equals 0 by Lemma 7(1). Therefore,

wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q − 1)|Δ_2|q^{m−1} − |Δ_2|(A_{Δ1 ,β2} + A_{Δ1,β1+β2} ) ≥ (q − 1)|Δ_2| ( q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1 ) > 0 due to A_{Δ1,β2} , A_{Δ1,β1+β2} ≤ ∑ i∈[l](q − 1)q |F_i|−1 from Lemma 7(3) and qm > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. If β 2(β_1 + β_2) ≠ 0, one can also obtain that

wt_L(c_L(v)) = 2(q − 1)|Δ_2|q^{m−1} − |Δ_2|(A_{Δ1 ,β2} + A_{Δ1,β1+β2} ) ≥ 2(q − 1)|Δ_2| ( q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1 ) > 0 again by Lemma 7(3). Therefore, wt_L(c_L(v)) = 0 only if (β_1, β_2) = (0, 0), which means that the size of C_L is q^{2m}. Moreover, since F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l], then both the forgoing equalities can be achieved due to Lemmas 7(3) and 9(2). This induces that non-zero minimum Lee weight of C_L is (q−1)|Δ_2|(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1).

Theorem 2: Let m, l, k be positive integers, and Δ_1, Δ_2 be two simplicial complexes of F^m_q with F = {F_1, . . . , F_l}, H = {H_1, . . . , H_k} the sets of maximal elements of Δ_1 and Δ_2, respectively. Let F_i\((∪_{ℓ∈[l]\{i}}F_ℓ)∪ (∪_{t∈[k]}H_t)) ≠ ∅ and H_j\((∪_{t∈[k]\{j}}H_t) ∪ (∪_{ℓ∈[l]}F_ℓ)) ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l], j ∈ [k], and C_L be defined in (II.3) with R = F^s.

(1) Let L = aΔ_1 + cΔ_2. Then C_L is a code over R of length |Δ_1||Δ_2|, size q^{|(∪i∈[l]Fi)∪(∪j∈[k] Hj )|} and min d_L = (q − 1) min_{i∈[l],j∈[k]}{|Δ_2|q^{|Fi|−1}, 2|Δ_1|q^{|Hj |−1}}; (2) Let L = aΔ_1 + cΔ^c_2 and q^m > ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |. Then C

L is a code over R of length |Δ_1|(q^m − |Δ_2|), size q^m and min d_L = 2(q − 1)|Δ_1|(q^{m−1} − ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1); (3) Let L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ_2 and q^m|Δ_2| > κ_1, where κ_1 = max{|Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|, (2|Δ 1| − q^m) ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |}. Then

C_L is a code over R of length (q^m − |Δ_1|)|Δ_2|, size q^m and min d_L =^{q−1}_q (q^m|Δ_2| − κ_1); (4) Let L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ^c_2, |Δ_1| ≤ |Δ^c_1| and q^m(|Δ^c_1| − |Δ_1| + |Δ^c_2|) > κ_2, where κ_2 = (|Δ^c_1| − |Δ_1|) ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j | + ( ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j | − |Δ 2|) ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. Then C

L is a code over R of length (q^m − |Δ_1|)(q^m − |Δ_2|), size q^m and min d_L =^{q−1}_q (q^m(|Δ^c_1| − |Δ_1| + |Δ^c_2|) − κ_2);

(5) Let L = (aΔ_1 + cΔ_2)^c, q^{2m} − |Δ_1| ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j | > 0. Then C

L is a code over R of length q^{2m} − |Δ_1||Δ_2|, size q^m and min d_L = 2(q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − |Δ_1| ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1), where |Δ_1| and |Δ_2| can be calculated by Lemma 1.

Proof: We only give the proofs of (1), (2) and (4) since the others can be proved in a similar manner. Proof of (1): Letting L_1 = Δ_1 and L_2 = Δ_2, it is clear that the length of C_L is |Δ_1||Δ_2|. For any v = aβ_1 +cβ_2 ∈ R^m, one can derive from Equation (II.6), Lemmas 7 and 8 that

wt_L(c_L(v)) = |Δ_1|A_{Δ2,β1} + Ã_{β1} .

Note that wt_L(c_L(v)) is actually the value of T defined in Lemma 8 for β = β_1. Therefore, wt_L(c_L(v)) = 0 if and only if β_1 ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪i∈[l]Fi)∪(∪j∈[k] Hj )}. It induces that the size of C_L is q^{|(∪i∈[l]Fi)∪(∪j∈[k] Hj )|}.

If wt_L(c_L(v)) ≠ 0, then Lemma 8(2) gives that wt_L(c_L(v)) ≥ (q − 1) min_{i∈[l],j∈[k]}{|Δ_2|q^{|Fi|−1}, 2|Δ_1|q^{|Hj |−1}}. Since F_i\((∪_{ℓ∈[l]\{i}}F_ℓ) ∪ (∪_{t∈[k]}H_t)) ≠ ∅ and H_j\((∪_{t∈[k]\{j}}H_t) ∪ (∪_{ℓ∈[l]}F_ℓ)) ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l] and j ∈ [k], by Lemma 8(2) and Lemma 9(3), it can be seen that the all the values in the set (q − 1){|Δ_2|q^{|Fi|−1}, 2|Δ_1|q^{|Hj |−1} : i ∈ [l], j ∈ [k]} can be achieved. Therefore, we can conclude that min d_L = (q − 1) min_{i∈[l],j∈[k]}{|Δ_2|q^{|Fi|−1}, 2|Δ_1|q^{|Hj |−1}}. Proof of (2): If L = aΔ_1 + cΔ^c_2, then for any v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 ∈ R^m, (II.6) and Lemmas 5-8 give that

wt_L(c_L(v)) = 2(q − 1)q^{m−1}|Δ_1|(1 − δ_{0,β1} ) − (|Δ_1|A_{Δ2,β1} + Ã_{β1} ). (IV.3)

Since

|Δ_1|A_{Δ2,β1} + Ã_{β1} ≤ 2(q − 1)|Δ_1| ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1 from Lemma 8(3). one then get that for any β_1 ≠ 0,

wt_L(c_L(v)) = 2(q − 1)q^{m−1}|Δ_1| − (|Δ_1|A_{Δ2,β1} + Ã_{β1} ) ≥ 2(q − 1)|Δ_1|(q^{m−1} − ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1) > 0. Moreover, wt_L(c_L(v)) = 2(q − 1)|Δ_1|(q^{m−1} − ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1) if and only if β_1 /∈ ∪_{j∈[k]}Δ^⊥_{Hj} and β_1 ∈ Δ^⊥_{(∪1≤i<j≤k Hi∩Hj )∪(∪i∈[l] Fi)}. According to Lemma 9(4) and the assumption H_j\((∪_{t∈[k]\{j}}H_t) ∪ (∪_{ℓ∈[l]}F_ℓ)) ≠ ∅ for any j ∈ [k], we can see that such β_1 exists. This completes the proof.

Proof of (4): If L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ^c_2, then (II.6) and Lemmas 5-8 give that for any v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 ∈ R^m with β_1 ≠ 0,

wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q − 1)q^{m−1}(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) − |Δ^c_1|A_{Δ2,β1} + Ã_{β1} = (q − 1)q^{m−1}(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) + V (IV.4)

from (III.9), where V = ( |Δ_1| − |Δ^c_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β1} ) A_{Δ2,β1} + |Δ_2|A_{Δ1,β1} .

Since |Δ^c_1| ≥ |Δ_1| which implies |Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1| ≥ 0, we need to consider the minimum value of V when β_1 runs through F^m_q \{0}. Observe that when A_{Δ1,β1} is fixed, the value of V decreases as A_{Δ2,β1} increases due to |Δ_1| − |Δ^c_1| −^q_{q−1} A_{Δ1,β1} ≤ 0. From the fact that A_{Δ2,β1} ≤ (q − 1) ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1 by Lemma 7(3), we have V ≥ ( |Δ_1| − |Δ^c_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β1} ) (q − 1) ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1 + |Δ 2|A_{Δ1,β1} = ( |Δ_2| − ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |} ) A_{Δ1,β1} + (|Δ_1| − |Δ^c_1|)(q − 1) ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |−1} ≥ q − 1 q (( |Δ_2| − ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |} ) ∑ i∈[l] q^{|Fi|} + (|Δ_1| − |Δ^c_1|) ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |} )

due to |Δ_2| − ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j | ≤ 0 and A Δ_1,β_1 ≤ (q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1 again by Lemma 7(3). Further, one has wt_L(c_L(v)) ≥ q − 1 q ( q^m(|Δ^c_1|+|Δ^c_2|−|Δ_1|)− ( ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |} −|Δ_2| ) ∑ i∈[l] q^{|Fi|} −(|Δ^c_1| − |Δ_1|) ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |} ) .

Moreover, the forgoing equality holds if and only if

A_{Δ1,β1} = (q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q^{|Fi|−1} and A_{Δ2,β1} = (q − 1) ∑ j∈[k] q^{|Hj |−1}. When we select β_1 ∈ F^m_q \{0} with the form

supp(β_1) = ∪_{i∈[l]}F_i\ ( (∪_{ℓ∈[l]\{i}}F_ℓ) ∪ (∪_{t∈[k]}H_t) ) ∪ ( ∪_{j∈[k]}H_j \ ( (∪_{t∈[k]\{j}}H_t) ∪ (∪_{ℓ∈[l]}F_ℓ) )) , one can conclude from Lemmas 7(3) and 9(2) that the equality can be achieved due to F_i\((∪_{ℓ∈[l]\{i}}F_ℓ) ∪ (∪_{t∈[k]}H_t)) ≠ ∅ and H_j\((∪_{t∈[k]\{j}}H_t) ∪ (∪_{ℓ∈[l]}F_ℓ)) ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l], j ∈ [k]. This completes the proof.

Next, we aim to construct subfield-like codes [19] from C_L in Theorems 1 and 2. Define the F_q -linear functional φ : R → F_q as φ(ax + cy) = x, where x, y ∈ F_q . For m ∈ N, the mapping φ can be extended naturally from R^m to F^m_q as φ(ax + cy) = x, where x, y ∈ F^m_q . By (II.3), we have that φ(C_L) = {φ(c_L(v)) = (φ(⟨v, x⟩_q ))_{x∈L} : v ∈ R^m} ⊆ F^{|L|}_q , and φ(C_L) is a linear subfield-like code over F_q . Assume that v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 ∈ R^m and x = at_1 + ct_2 ∈ L, where β_i ∈ F^m_q and t_i ∈ L_i, i = 1, 2. Then by (II.4), one has

wt_H (φ(c_L(v))) = wt_H (φ(⟨v, x⟩_q ))_{x∈L}) = wt_H ((⟨β_1, t_1⟩_q)_{t1 ∈L1,t2 ∈L2} )

no matter R = E^s or R = F^s. Observe that wt_H (φ(c_L(v))) has the same form of the first part of wt_L(c_L(v)) in (II.5). Therefore, the value of wt_H (φ(c_L(v))) can be calculated with the help of Lemmas 1, 5 and 7 as the calculation of the Lee weight of C_L in Theorem 1. Then we have the following result and we omit the proof here.

Theorem 3: Let m, l, s be positive integers, q = p^s and Δ_1, Δ_2 be simplicial complexes of F^m_q with F = {F_1, . . . , F_l} the set of maximal elements of Δ_1. Let F_i\ ∪_{j∈[l]\{i}} F_j ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l] and C_L be defined in (II.3) with R = E^s or R = F^s.

(1) Let L = aΔ_1 + cΔ_2. Then φ(C_L) is a [|Δ_1||Δ_2|, | ∪_{i∈[l]} F_i|, |Δ_2|(q − 1) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1}] linear code over F_q ; (2) Let L = aΔ_1 + cΔ^c_2. Then φ(C_L) is a [|Δ_1|(q^m − |Δ_2|), | ∪_{i∈[l]} F_i|, (q^m − |Δ_2|)(q − 1) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1}] linear code over F_q ;

(3) Let L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ_2 and q^m > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. Then φ(C L) is a [(q^m − |Δ_1|)|Δ_2|, m, (q − 1)|Δ_2|(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1)] linear code over F q ; (4) Let L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ^c_2 and q^m > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. Then φ(C L) is a [(q^m − |Δ_1|)(q^m − |Δ_2|), m, (q − 1)(q^m − |Δ_2|)(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1)] linear code over F q ; (5) Let L = (aΔ_1 + cΔ_2)^c and q^m > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. Then φ(C L) is a [q^{2m} − |Δ_1||Δ_2|, m, (q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − |Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1)] code over F q , where |Δ_1| and |Δ_2| can be calculated by Lemma 1.

Remark 1: In Theorems 1-3, we consider the simplicial complexes Δ_1 and Δ_2 which have arbitrary number of maximal elements. By employing the dual of subspace and the orthogonality of exponential sums, we give a characterization on the values of A_{Δ,β} and T , which are closely related to the weight of codewords in Theorems 1-3 (see Lemmas 7 and 8 for details). One can see that the method used in this paper can be applied into many other rings. Therefore, these results give the positive answer to the first question in Introduction B.

B. Explicit Lee Weight Distribution of C_L When l = k = 1

In this subsection, we shall present the Lee weight distribution of C_L when l = k = 1 in Theorems 1 and 2. When l, k > 1, one can also obtain the explicit Lee weight distribution of C_L with the similar method and a routine computation step by step.

Proposition 1: Let s, m be positive integers, q = p^s, R = E^s and A, B ⊆ [m] with A ≠ ∅. Let C_L be defined in (II.3).

(1) Let L = aΔ_A + cΔ_B . Then C_L has length q^{|A|+|B|}, size q^{2|A|} and the Lee weight enumerator 1 + 2(q^{|A|} − 1)x^{(q−1)q|A|+|B|−1} + (q^{|A|} − 1)^2x^{2(q−1)q|A|+|B|−1} . (2) Let L = aΔ_A + cΔ^c_B . Then C_L has length q^{|A|}(q^m − q^{|B|}), size q^{2|A|} and the Lee weight enumerator 1 + 2(q^{|A|} − 1)x^{(q−1)q|A|−1 (qm−q|B|)} + (q^{|A|} − 1)^2x^{2(q−1)q|A|−1 (qm−q|B|)}. (3) Let L = aΔ^c_A + cΔ_B and |A| < m. Then C_L has length q^{|B|}(q^m − q^{|A|}), size q^{2m} and the Lee weight distribution in TABLE I.

(4) Let L = aΔ^c_A + cΔ^c_B and |A| < m. Then C_L has length (q^m − q^{|A|})(q^m − q^{|B|}), size q^{2m} and the Lee weight distribution in TABLE II.

(5) Let L = (aΔ_A + cΔ_B)^c and |A| < m. C_L has length q^{2m} − q^{|A|+|B|}, size q^{2m} and the Lee weight distribution in TABLE III.

TABLE I LEE WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION IN PROPOSITION 1(3)

Lee weight Frequency 0 1 (q − 1)q^{m+|B|−1} 2(q^{m−|A|} − 1) (q − 1)q^{|B|−1}(q^m − q^{|A|}) 2(q^m − q^{m−|A|}) (q − 1)q^{|B|−1} (2q^m − q^{|A|}) 2(q^{m−|A|} − 1)(q^m − q^{m−|A|}) 2(q − 1)q^{|B|−1}(q^m − q^{|A|}) (q^m − q^{m−|A|})^2 2(q − 1)q^{m+|B|−1} (q^{m−|A|} − 1)^2

TABLE II LEE WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION IN PROPOSITION 1(4)

Lee weight Frequency 0 1 (q − 1)q^{m−1} (q^m − q^{|B|}) 2(q^{m−|A|} − 1) (q − 1)(q^m − q^{|A|})(q^{m−1} − q^{|B|−1}) 2(q^m − q^{m−|A|}) (q − 1)(2q^m − q^{|A|})(q^{m−1} − q^{|B|−1}) 2(q^{m−|A|} − 1)(q^m − q^{m−|A|}) 2(q − 1)(q^m − q^{|A|})(q^{m−1} − q^{|B|−1}) (q^m − q^{m−|A|})^2 2(q − 1)q^{m−1} (q^m − q^{|B|}) (q^{m−|A|} − 1)^2

TABLE III LEE WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION IN PROPOSITION 1(5)

Lee weight Frequency 0 1 (q − 1)q^{2m−1} 2(q^{m−|A|} − 1) (q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − q^{|A|+|B|−1}) 2(q^m − q^{m−|A|}) (q − 1)(2q^{2m−1} − q^{|A|+|B|−1}) 2(q^{m−|A|} − 1)(q^m − q^{m−|A|}) 2(q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − q^{|A|+|B|−1}) (q^m − q^{m−|A|})^2 2(q − 1)q^{2m−1} (q^{m−|A|} − 1)^2

Proof: We only discuss the proof of part (3). The other parts can be proved in a similar way. It is clear that |L| = |Δ^c_A||Δ_B | = q^{|B|}(q^m − q^{|A|}). Let v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 ∈ R^m with (β_1, β_2) ∈ (F^m_q )^2, (IV.2) and Lemma 7 show that wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q − 1)q^{|B|−1} ( q^m(2 − δ_{0,β2} − δ_{0,β1 +β2} ) − q^{|A|}(2 − α(β_2|Δ_A) − α(β_1 + β_2|Δ_A) ) . (IV.5)

It can be easily obtained that wt_L(c_L(v)) = 0 when (β_2, β_1 + β_2) = (0, 0).

When β_2 = 0 and β_1 +β_2 ≠ 0, then wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q −1)q^{|B|−1}(q^m −q^{|A|}(1−α(β_1|Δ_A)) by (IV.5). Further, one has wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q−1)q^{m+|B|−1} if β_1 ∈ Δ^⊥_A, and in this case, the number of v with wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q−1)q^{m+|B|−1} is q^{m−|A|} −1 due to |Δ^⊥_A| = q^{m−|A|}. Otherwise, if β_1 /∈ Δ^⊥_A, then wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q−1)q^{|B|−1}(q^m −q^{|A|}). Moreover, one can derive that the number of such v is q^m − q^{m−|A|} due to |F^m_q \Δ^⊥_A| = q^m − q^{m−|A|} in this case.

When β_2 ≠ 0 and β_1 + β_2 = 0, one can similarly obtain that wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q − 1)q^{m+|B|−1} if β_2 ∈ Δ^⊥_A. In this case, we have the number of v is q^{m−|A|} − 1 since |Δ^⊥_A| = q^{m−|A|} and β_1 is uniquely determined by β_2. Otherwise, if β_2 /∈ Δ^⊥_A, then wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q − 1)q^{|B|−1}(q^m − q^{|A|}). Moreover, one can derive that the number of v is q^m − q^{m−|A|} again by |F^m_q \Δ^⊥_A| = q^m − q^{m−|A|}. When β_2 ≠ 0 and β_1 +β_2 ≠ 0, wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q−1)q^{|B|−1}(2q^m −q^{|A|}(2−α(β_2|Δ_A)−α(β_1 +β_2|Δ_A)) by (IV.5).

If β_2, β_1 + β_2 ∈ Δ^⊥_A, then wt_L(c_L(v)) = 2(q − 1)q^{m+|B|−1}. In this case, we have the number of v is (q^{m−|A|} − 1)^2. If β_2 ∈ Δ^⊥_A, β_1 + β_2 /∈ Δ^⊥_A or β_2 /∈ Δ^⊥_A, β_1 + β_2 ∈ Δ^⊥_A, we then have wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q − 1)q^{|B|−1}(2q^m − q^{|A|}). On the other hand, since β_1, β_2 run over F^m_q , the frequency of this Lee weight is 2(q^{m−|A|} − 1)(q^m − q^{m−|A|}). Similarly, if β_2, β_1 + β_2 /∈ Δ^⊥_A, then wt_L(c_L(v)) = 2(q − 1)q^{|B|−1}(q^m − q^{|A|}). Moreover, one has that the number of v is (q^m − q^{m−|A|})^2. This completes the proof.

TABLE IV LEE WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION IN PROPOSITION 2(2)

Lee weight Frequency 0 1 2(q − 1)q^{|A|−1}(q^m − q^{|B|}) q^m − q^{m−|B|} (q − 1)q^{|A|−1}(2q^m − q^{|B|}) q^{m−|A∪B|}(q^{|A\B|} − 1) 2(q − 1)q^{m+|A|−1} q^{m−|A∪B|} − 1

TABLE V LEE WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION IN PROPOSITION 2(3)

Lee weight Frequency 0 1 (q − 1)q^{m+|B|−1} q^{m−|A∪B|} − 1 (q − 1)q^{|B|−1} (q^m − q^{|A|}) q^{m−|A∪B|}(q^{|A\B|} − 1) 2(q − 1)q^{|B|−1}(q^m − q^{|A|}) q^m − q^{m−|B|}

TABLE VI LEE WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION IN PROPOSITION 2(4)

Lee weight Frequency 0 1 2(q − 1)(q^{m−1} − q^{|A|−1})(q^m − q^{|B|}) q^m − q^{m−|B|} (q − 1)(q^{m−1} − q^{|A|−1})(2q^m − q^{|B|}) q^{m−|A∪B|}(q^{|A\B|} − 1) (q − 1)q^{m−1} (2q^m − 2q^{|A|} − q^{|B|}) q^{m−|A∪B|} − 1 The following result can be obtained from Theorem 2 and we omit its proof.

TABLE VII LEE WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION IN PROPOSITION 2(5)

Lee weight Frequency 0 1 2(q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − q^{|A|+|B|−1}) q^m − q^{m−|B|} (q − 1)(2q^{2m−1} − q^{|A|+|B|−1}) q^{m−|A∪B|}(q^{|A\B|} − 1) 2(q − 1)q^{2m−1} q^{m−|A∪B|} − 1

Proposition 2: Let s, m be positive integers, q = p^s, R = F^s and A, B ⊆ [m] provided that A\B ≠ ∅. Let C_L be defined in (II.3).

(1) Let L = aΔ_A + cΔ_B . Then C_L has length q^{|A|+|B|}, size q^{|A∪B|} and the Lee weight enumerator 1 + (q^{|A\B|} − 1)x^{(q−1)q|A|+|B|−1} + (q^{|A∪B|} − q^{|A\B|})x^{2(q−1)q|A|+|B|−1} . (2) Let L = aΔ_A + cΔ^c_B and |B| < m. Then C_L has length q^{|A|}(q^m − q^{|B|}), size q^m and the Lee weight distribution in TABLE IV.

(3) Let L = aΔ^c_A + cΔ_B and |A| < m. Then C_L has length q^{|B|}(q^m − q^{|A|}), size q^m and the Lee weight distribution in TABLE V.

(4) Let L = aΔ^c_A + cΔ^c_B and |A|, |B| < m. Then C_L has length (q^m − q^{|A|})(q^m − q^{|B|}), size q^m and the Lee weight distribution in TABLE VI.

(5) Let L = (aΔ_A + cΔ_B )^c and |A| + |B| < 2m. Then C_L has length q^{2m} − q^{|A|+|B|}, size q^m and the Lee weight distribution in TABLE VII.

Remark 2: When q = 2 in Propositions 1 and 2, the conclusions are reduced to [18, Theorem 10] and [18, Theorem 14], respectively. Therefore, the results in [18] are special cases of ours. Besides, it should be noted that when choosing the simplicial complexes Δ_1 and Δ_2 with more than one element, we can also determine the Lee weight by analyzing the relations between (β_1, β_2) and Δ_{∩S1} , Δ_{∩S2} case by case carefully, where S_1 ⊆ F and S_2 ⊆ H.

V. STRUCTURES OF THE GRAY IMAGE CODES AND SUBFIELD-LIKE CODES Recall that the Gray map ϕ in Section II is an isometry from (R^m, d_L) to (F^{2m}_q , d_H ). Assume that C_L be given in Theorems 1 and 2. Then the parameters of the q-ary Gary image ϕ(C_L) can be given as TABLE VIII. In this section, we study the self-orthogonality, minimality and optimality of the codes ϕ(C_L) and the subfield-like codes φ(C_L) in Theorem 3.

A. Self-orthogonal Codes

Let C be an [n, k, d] linear code over F_q . The dual of C, which is denoted by C^⊥, is defined as C^⊥ = {x ∈ F^n_q : ⟨x, c⟩_q = 0 for all c ∈ C}. The code C is self-orthogonal provided C ⊆ C^⊥. When C is a quaternary code, namely, q = 4, it is often useful to consider another inner product called the Hermitian inner product, given by ⟨x, y⟩^H_q = ⟨x, ȳ⟩_q = ∑_n i=1 x_iȳ_i, where ȳ_i is the conjugation of y_i. Analogous to the dual code, we can define the Hermitian dual of the quaternary code C to be C^{⊥H} = {x ∈ F^n_q : ⟨x, c⟩^H_q = 0 for all c ∈ C}.

TABLE VIII PARAMETERS OF ϕ(CL) FOR CL IN THEOREMS 1 AND 2

Nos. CL as in [n, k, d] of ϕ(CL) 1 Theorem 1(1) [2|Δ1 ||Δ2|, 2| ∪_{i∈[l]} Fi|, |Δ2|(q − 1) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1}] 2 Theorem 1(2) [2|Δ1|(q^m − |Δ2|), 2| ∪_{i∈[l]} Fi|, (q − 1)(q^m − |Δ2|) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1}] 3 Theorem 1(3) [2(q^m − |Δ1|)|Δ2|, 2m, (q − 1)|Δ2|(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |Fi|−1)] 4 Theorem 1(4) [2(q^m − |Δ1|)(q^m − |Δ2|), 2m, (q − 1)(q^m − |Δ2|)(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |Fi|−1)] 5 Theorem 1(5) [2(q^{2m} − |Δ1||Δ2|), 2m, (q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − |Δ2| ∑ i∈[l] q |Fi|−1)] 6 Theorem 2(1) [2|Δ1||Δ2 |, |(∪_{i∈[l]}Fi) ∪ (∪_{j∈[k]}Hj )|, (q − 1) min_{i∈[l],j∈[k]}{|Δ2|q^{|Fi|−1}, 2|Δ1|q^{|Hj |−1}}] 7 Theorem 2(2) [2|Δ1 |(q^m − |Δ2|), m, 2(q − 1)|Δ1|(q^{m−1} − ∑ j∈[k] q |Hj |−1)] 8 Theorem 2(3) [2(q^m − |Δ1|)|Δ2|, m,^{q−1}_q (q^m|Δ2| − κ1) 9 Theorem 2(4) [2(q^m − |Δ1|)(q^m − |Δ2|), m,^{q−1}_q (q^m(|Δ^c_1| − |Δ1| + |Δ^c_2|) − κ2)] 10 Theorem 2(5) [2(q^{2m} − |Δ1||Δ2|), m, 2(q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − |Δ1| ∑ j∈[k] q |Hj |−1)] κ1, κ2 are defined in Theorem 2(3) and Theorem 2(4), respectively.

We also have that C is Hermitian self-orthogonal provided C ⊆ C^{⊥H} . If we have the weight distribution of C, the following lemma is useful to determine when the code C is (Hermitian) self-orthogonal.

Lemma 10: ([11]) Let C be a linear code over F_q , where q = 2, 3 or 4. (1) When q = 2, C is self-orthogonal if every codeword of C has weight divisible by 4. (2) When q = 3, C is self-orthogonal if and only if every codeword of C has weight divisible by 3. (3) When q = 4, C is Hermitian self-orthogonal if and only if every codeword of C has weight divisible by 2. Based on the above lemma, we have the following result.

Theorem 4: Let m, l, k be positive integers, and Δ_1, Δ_2 be two simplicial complexes of F^m_q with F = {F_1, . . . , F_l} and H = {H_1, . . . , H_k}, which are the sets of maximal elements of Δ_1 and Δ_2, respectively. Let C_L be given in Theorems 1 and 2, τ_1 = min{|∩S_1|+|∩S_2|−1 : S_1 ⊆ F, S_2 ⊆ H and ∩S_1 ≠ ∅} and τ_2 = min{|∩S_1|+|∩S_2|−1 : S_1 ⊆ F, S_2 ⊆ H and (∩S_1) ∪ (∩S_2) ≠ ∅}. Then (1) when q = 2, ϕ(C_L) for C_L in Theorem 1 (resp. Theorem 2) is self-orthogonal if τ_1 ≥ 2 (resp. τ_2 ≥ 2); (2) when q = 3, ϕ(C_L) for C_L in Theorem 1 (resp. Theorem 2) is self-orthogonal if τ_1 ≥ 1 (resp. τ_2 ≥ 1); (3) when q = 4, ϕ(C_L) for C_L in Theorem 1 (resp. Theorem 2) is Hermitian self-orthogonal if τ_1 ≥ 1 (resp.

τ_2 ≥ 1).

Proof: We only give the proof for the case C_L in Theorem 1(1) and 1(3) because all the other cases can be similarly proved. Let L = aΔ_1 + cΔ_2. Lemmas 1, 7 and (IV.1) give that

wt_L(c_L(v)) = ∑ ∅≠S_1⊆F ∅≠S_2 ⊆H (−1)^{|S1 |+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|−1}(q − 1) (2 − α(β_2|Δ_{∩S1} ) − α(β_1 + β_2|Δ_{∩S1} ))

for any v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 ∈ R^m. It is clear that if ∩S_1 = ∅, which induces that Δ_{∩S1} = {0}, then the term (−1)^{|S1 |+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|−1}(q − 1) cannot exist due to 2 − α(β_2|Δ_{∩S1} ) − α(β_1 + β_2|Δ_{∩S1} ) = 0 for any β_1, β_2. If ∩S_1 ≠ ∅, then there must be some (β_1, β_2) ∈ (F^m_q )^2 such that 2 − α(β_2|Δ_{∩S1} ) − α(β_1 + β_2|Δ_{∩S1} ) ≠ 0. Then the result follows from Lemma 10.

Let L = aΔ^c_1 + cΔ_2 and v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 ∈ R^m. By Lemmas 1, 7 and (IV.2), one has

wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q − 1) ∑ ∅≠S_2 ⊆H (−1)^{|S2|+1}q^{m+|∩S2 |−1}(2 − δ_{0,β2} − δ_{0,β1+β2} ) − ∑ ∅≠S_1 ⊆F ∅≠S_2⊆H (−1)^{|S1 |+|S2|}q^{|∩S1|+|∩S2|−1}(q − 1) (2 − α(β_2|Δ_{∩S1} ) − α(β_1 + β_2|Δ_{∩S1} )) .

Since m + | ∩ S_2| − 1 ≥ | ∩ S_1| + | ∩ S_2| − 1, the desired result follows by the first assertion.

The following result can be obtained by an analogous proof to Theorem 4.

Theorem 5: Let notation be the same as Theorem 4 and φ(C_L) be given in Theorem 3. When q = 2, φ(C_L) is self-orthogonal if τ_1 ≥ 2; when q = 3 (resp. q = 4), φ(C_L) is self-orthogonal (resp. Hermitian self-orthogonal) if τ_1 ≥ 1.

Remark 3: In Theorem 4, the self-orthogonality of the Gray image codes are characterized. Particularly, if considering l = k = 1, that is C_L in Propositions 1 and 2, then it is obvious τ_1 = τ_2 = |A| + |B| − 1 due to F = {A} and H = {B}. One can immediately get from Theorem 4 that when q = 2, ϕ(C_L) is self-orthogonal if |A|+|B| ≥ 3, which is consistent with [18, Proposition 12]. Besides, when q = 3 (resp. 4), ϕ(C_L) is self-orthogonal (resp. Hermitian self-orthogonal) if |A| + |B| ≥ 2. Therefore, the result in [18, Proposition 12] is a special case of Theorem 4.

In what follows, we mainly focus on the optimality and minimality of the codes ϕ(C_L) for C_L in Theorem 2 and φ(C_L) in Theorem 3.

B. Minimal Codes

A codeword u in a linear code C over F_q is said to be minimal if u covers only the codeword au for all a ∈ F_q , but no other codewords in C. A linear code C is said to be minimal if every codeword in C is minimal. Minimal linear codes have interesting applications in secret sharing, secure two-party computation. Thus, searching for minimal linear codes has been an interesting research topic in coding theory. A known sufficient condition for a linear code to be minimal is due to Ashikhmin-Barg.

Lemma 11: ([1]) (Ashikhmin-Barg) Let C be linear code over F_q with wt_{min} and wt_{max} as the minimum and maximum Hamming weights of its non-zero codewords, respectively. If^{wtmin}_{wtmax} >^{q−1}_q , then C is minimal.

It should be noted that most of the linear codes over F_q obtained from this paper are minimal. With the help of Lemma 11, we characterize the minimality of these codes.

Theorem 6: Let ϕ be the Gray image. Suppose C_L is as in Theorem 2 and κ_2 is defined in Theorem 2. (1) If C_L is given in Theorem 2(2), then ϕ(C_L) is minimal provided q^m > ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |+1. (2) If C_L is given in Theorem 2(4), then ϕ(C_L) is minimal provided q^m(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) > qκ_2 + (q − 1)|Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|. (3) If C_L is given in Theorem 2(5), then ϕ(C_L) is minimal provided q^{2m} > |Δ_1| ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |+1. Proof: (1) Let C_L be given in Theorem 2(2). By (IV.3), it is clear that wt_{max} ≤ 2(q − 1)q^{m−1}|Δ_1|. Since wt_{min} = 2(q − 1)|Δ_1|(q^{m−1} − ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1), we have

wt_{min} wt_{max} ≥ 2(q − 1)|Δ_1|(q^{m−1} − ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |−1) 2(q − 1)q^{m−1}|Δ_1|

= 1 − ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j | q^m > q − 1 q due to q^m > ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j |+1. Therefore, ϕ(C

L) is minimal from Lemma 11.

(2) Let C_L be given in Theorem 2(4). (IV.4) shows that for any v = aβ_1 + cβ_2 with β_1 ≠ 0,

wt_L(c_L(v)) = (q − 1)q^{m−1}(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) + V,

where V = ( |Δ_1| − |Δ^c_1| − q q − 1 A_{Δ1,β1} ) A_{Δ2,β1} + |Δ_2|A_{Δ1,β1}

≤ |Δ_2|A_{Δ1,β1} ≤ |Δ_2|(q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q^{|Fi|−1}.

due to |Δ_1| − |Δ^c_1| −^q_{q−1} A_{Δ1,β1} ≤ 0 and A_{Δ1,β1} ≤ (q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1. Therefore, one has wt L(c_L(v)) ≤ (q − 1)q^{m−1}(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) + |Δ_2|(q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1 and the equality holds if and only if A Δ_1,β_1 =

(q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1 and A Δ_2,β_1 = 0. One can easily check that such β1 exists due to Lemma 7, Lemma 9 and F_i\ ( (∪_{ℓ∈[l]\{i}}F_ℓ) ∪ (∪_{t∈[k]}H_t) ) ≠ ∅ for any i ∈ [l]. This indicates that

wt_{max} = (q − 1)q^{m−1}(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) + |Δ_2|(q − 1) ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|−1. Since wt_{min} =^{q−1}_q (q^m(|Δ^c_1| − |Δ_1| + |Δ^c_2|) − κ_2) from Theorem 2(4) and q^m(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) > qκ_2 + (q − 1)|Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|, we have

wt_{min} wt_{max} = q^m(|Δ^c_1| − |Δ_1| + |Δ^c_2|) − κ_2 q^m(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) + |Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i| = 1 − κ_2 + |Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i| q^m(|Δ^c_1| + |Δ^c_2| − |Δ_1|) + |Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i| > 1 − 1 q . Then the result follows from Lemma 11. Theorem 6(3) can be similarly proved and thus we omit the detailed proof here. This completes the proof.

When considering the linear code φ(C_L) in Theorem 3, one can also give the sufficient condition to ensure the minimality of φ(C_L).

Theorem 7: Let φ(C_L) be given in Theorem 3. The codes φ(C_L) in Theorems 3(1) and 3(2) are minimal if and only if Δ_1 has exactly one maximal element. The codes φ(C_L) in Theorems 3(3) and 3(4) are minimal provided q^m > ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|+1. Besides, φ(C

L) in Theorem 3(5) is minimal if q^{2m} > |Δ_2| ∑ i∈[l] q |F_i|+1.

C. Distance-Optimal Codes

One of the important problems in coding theory is to find linear codes over F_q having the largest minimum distance for given length and dimension. An [n, k, d] code C is called distance optimal if no [n, k, d + 1] code exists, and is called almost optimal if the code [n, k, d + 1] is optimal.

Lemma 12: ([11]) (Griesmer bound) Let C be [n, k, d] linear code over F_q , then k−1∑ i=0 ⌈ d q^i ⌉ ≤ n, where ⌈·⌉ denotes the ceiling function. C is called a Griesmer code if it meets the Griesmer bound with equality. It is well-known that Griesmer codes are always distance-optimal, but not conversely.

Let’s consider the Gray image code ϕ(C_L) for C_L in Theorem 2(2) and the subfield-like code φ(C_L) in Theorem 3(3). Numerous experiments shows that many distance-optimal codes with respect to the Griesmer bound can be derived from ϕ(C_L) and φ(C_L). For example, when the families of maximal elements of Δ_1 and Δ_2 are F = {A} and H = {B}, respectively, by virtue of Lemma 12, we have the following result and we omit the proof.

Proposition 3: Let C_L and φ(C_L) be as in Theorem 2(2) and Theorem 3(3), respectively. Let F = {A}, H = {B} in both Theorem 2 and Theorem 3.

(1) Let |A| + |B| < m. If 2q^{|A|} < |A| + |B| + 2 for q = 2 or 0 < 2q^{|A|} < |A| + |B| + 1 for q > 2, then ϕ(C_L) is distance-optimal with respect to the Griesmer bound. If 1 ≤ q^{|B|} < |A| + |B| + 1, then φ(C_L) is distance-optimal with respect to the Griesmer bound. (2) Let m ≤ |A| + |B| ≤ 2m − 1. If 2q^{|A|+|B|−m}(q^{m−|B|} − 1) < m (resp. q^{|A|+|B|−m}(q^{m−|A|} − 1) < m), then ϕ(C_L) (resp. φ(C_L)) is distance-optimal with respect to the Griesmer bound.

The above conclusion is consistent with that in [18, Theorem 13 2) and Theorem 16 3)] when q = 2. Therefore, the result in [18, Theorems 13 and 16] is a special case of ours. We need to mention that many other optimal linear codes can be obtained when we choose suitable simplicial complexes Δ_1 and Δ_2, which may have more than one maximal element. However, due to the uncertainty of Δ_1 and Δ_2, it is difficult to give the necessary and sufficient condition under which ϕ(C_L) and φ(C_L) are optimal for general Δ_1 and Δ_2. When selecting Δ_1 and Δ_2 with certain forms, we describe the optimality of φ(C_L) for the special case (see Proposition 4).

Proposition 4: Let m, k be positive integers, and Δ_1, Δ_2 be two simplicial complexes of F^m_q which have the sets of maximal elements F = {F_1} and H = {H_1, . . . , H_k} with m > |F_1|, min_{i∈[k]}{|H_i|} + |F_1| ≥ m and H_i ∩ H_j = ∅ for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k, respectively. Define k − 1 = ∑_ℓ j=τ a_j q^j, where a_j ∈ [q − 1], a_τ , a_ℓ > 0 and 0 ≤ τ ≤ ℓ. Assume that φ(C_L) is given in Theorem 3(3). Then φ(C_L) is distance-optimal with respect to the Griesmer bound provided τ + |F_1| > m and (1 − q^{|F1|−m})|Δ_2| < m.

Proof: Note that the parameter of φ(C_L) is [n, k, d] = [(q^m − q^{|F1|})|Δ_2|, m, (q − 1)|Δ_2|(q^{m−1} − q^{|F1|−1})] with |Δ_2| = ∑ j∈[k] q |H_j | − k + 1 due to H

i ∩ H_j = ∅ for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k. Since min_{i∈[k]}{|H_i|} + |F_1| ≥ m and τ + |F_1| > m, we have q^i|(k − 1)q^{|F1|−1} for any i ∈ [m − 1] and further, m−1∑ i=0 ⌈(q − 1)|Δ_2|(qm−1 − q|F_1|−1) q^i ⌉ = m−1∑ i=0 (q − 1)|Δ_2|(q^m − q^{|F1|}) q^i = n − |Δ_2|(1 − q^{|F1|−m}) < 0

due to m > |F_1|. Besides, m−1∑ i=0 ⌈(q − 1)|Δ_2|(qm−1 − q|F_1|−1) + 1 q^i ⌉ = n − |Δ_2|(1 − q^{|F1|−m}) + m.

The result follows from Lemma 12 immediately. This completes the proof.

Remark 4: We claim that there always exist F and H meeting the assumption in proposition 4 for any q. In particular, letting |F_1| = m − 1, k = q^2 + 1 and H_i ∩ H_j ≠ ∅ for any 1 ≤ i < j ≤ k. It is clear that τ + |F_1| = m + 1 > m and (1 − q^{|F1|−m})|Δ_2| = (q − 1)( ∑ i∈[k] q |H_j |−1 − q). When m is large enough, one can

obtain that (1 − q^{|F1|−m})|Δ_2| < m, which indicates that the optimal codes in proposition 4 exist for any prime power q.

Remark 5: This section investigates the structures of the Gray image codes and the subfield-like codes. The minimality, self-orthogonality and optimality of these codes are characterized. Eventually, infinite families of minimal codes and optimal codes can be obtained. On the other hand, one can find in Section VI that new codes can be derived in our construction. Therefore, these results give an affirmative answer to the second question in Introduction B.

Problem 1: Let the Gray image code be ϕ(C_L) for C_L in Theorem 2(2) and the subfield-like code be φ(C_L) in Theorem 3(3). Determining the necessary and sufficient conditions on Δ_1 and Δ_2 under which ϕ(C_L) or φ(C_L) is optimal.

VI. COMPARISONS AND CONCLUSION REMARKS Let R be any extension of the non-unital non-commutative rings E and F . In this paper, we constructed several infinite families codes over R using simplicial complexes which have arbitrary number of maximal elements. The principal parameters of these codes were given, and the Lee weight distributions were characterized explicitly when the applied simplicial complexes generated by one maximal element. Besides, we studied the corresponding subfieldlike linear codes and the Gray image linear codes. Consequently, infinite families of minimal codes, distance-optimal codes and self-orthogonal codes were produced by analyzing the structures of these linear codes. To show significant advantages of our codes, in this section, we present two tables. In Table IX, we list some known codes over rings constructed from simplicial complexes for the convenience of the reader. Compared with known results, the codes obtained in this work have flexible and new parameters. Table X presents some examples of distance-optimal linear codes from the subfield-like linear codes and the Gray image linear codes in small dimensions. To the best of our knowledge, this is the first paper to obtain codes over the extension rings of non-unital, non-commutative rings by using general simplicial complexes of F^m_q for any prime power q. It is worth noting that the technique in this paper can be employed to extend the previous results of [15], [20], [25], [28], where the utilized simplicial complexes of F^m_2 have one maximal element.

TABLE IX SOME KNOWN CODES OVER RING aFq + cFq USING SIMPLICIAL COMPLEXES

q Values of a, c Defining sets Parameters (n, |CL|, min dL) References

q = 2 a = 1, c^2 = 0 F^{m2} + cΔ^A (2^{m+|A|}, 2^{2m}, 2^{m+|A|−1}) [15] F^m_2 + cΔ^c_A (2^m(2^m − 2^{|A|}), 2^{2m}, 2^m(2^m − 2^{|A|−1})) q = 2 a = 1, c^2 = 0 Δ^A + cΔ^{cB} (2^{|A|}(2^m − 2^{|B|}), 2^{m+|A|}, 2^{|A|}(2^m − 2^{|B|})) [28] Δ^c_A + cΔ^c_B ((2^m − 2^{|A|})(2^m − 2^{|B|}), 2^{2m} , (2^m − 2^{|A|})(2^m − 2^{|B|}) − 2^{|A|+|B|})

q = 2 a^2 = c, ac = 0 aΔA + cΔB (2^{|A|+|B|}, 2^{|A|}, 2^{|A|+|B|}) [20] aΔ^c_A + cΔB ((2^m − 2^{|A|})2^{|B|}, 2^m, (2^m − 2^{|A|})2^{|B|}) aΔA + cΔ^c_B ((2^m − 2^{|B|})2^{|A|}, 2^{|A|}, (2^m − 2^{|B|})2^{|A|}) aΔ^c_A + cΔ^c_B ((2^m − 2^{|A|})(2^m − 2^{|B|}), 2^m, (2^m − 2^{|A|})(2^m − 2^{|B|})) (aΔA + cΔB )^c (2^{2m} − 2^{|A|+|B|}, 2^m, 2^{2m} − 2^{|A|+|B|})

q = 2 a^2 = a, ac = 0 aΔA + cΔB (2^{|A|+|B|}, 2^{2|A|}, 2^{|A|+|B|−1})

[18] aΔ^c_A + cΔB ((2^m − 2^{|A|})2^{|B|}, 2^{2m}, 2^{m+|B|−1} − 2^{|A|+|B|−1}) aΔA + cΔ^c_B ((2^m − 2^{|B|})2^{|A|}, 2^{2|A|}, 2^{|A|−1}(2^m − 2^{|B|})) aΔ^c_A + cΔ^c_B ((2^m − 2^{|A|})(2^m − 2^{|B|}), 2^{2m}, (2^{m−1} − 2^{|A|−1})(2^m − 2^{|B|})) (aΔA + cΔB )^c (2^{2m} − 2^{|A|+|B|}, 2^{2m}, 2^{2m−1} − 2^{|A|+|B|−1})

a^2 = a, ac = c aΔA + cΔB (2^{|A|+|B|}, 2^{|A|∪|B|}, 2^{|A|+|B|−1}), aΔ^c_A + cΔB ((2^m − 2^{|A|})2^{|B|}, 2^m, 2^{|B|−1}(2^m − 2^{|A|})) aΔA + cΔ^c_B ((2^m − 2^{|B|})2^{|A|}, 2^m, 2^{|A|}(2^m − 2^{|B|})) aΔ^c_A + cΔ^c_B ((2^m − 2^{|A|})(2^m − 2^{|B|}), 2^m, (2^m − 2^{|A|})(2^m − 2^{|B|})) (aΔA + cΔB )^c (2^{2m} − 2^{|A|+|B|}, 2^m, 2^{2m} − 2^{|A|+|B|})

q any a^2 = a, ac = 0 aΔ1 + cΔ2 (|Δ1||Δ2 |, q^{2|∪i∈[l]Fi|}, |Δ2|(q − 1) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1})

This paper aΔ^c_1 + cΔ2 ((q^m − |Δ1|)|Δ2 |, q^{2m}, (q − 1)|Δ2|(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |Fi|−1)) aΔ1 + cΔ^c_2 (|Δ1|(q^m − |Δ2|), q^{2|∪i∈[l]Fi|}, (q^m − |Δ2|)(q − 1) min_{i∈[l]} q^{|Fi|−1}) aΔ^c_1 + cΔ^c_2 ((q^m − |Δ1|)(q^m − |Δ2|), q^{2m} , (q − 1)(q^m − |Δ2|)(q^{m−1} − ∑ i∈[l] q |Fi|−1)) (aΔ1 + cΔ2)^c (q^{2m} − |Δ1||Δ2|, q^{2m}, (q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − |Δ2| ∑ i∈[l] q |Fi|−1))

a^2 = a, ac = c aΔ1 + cΔ2 (|Δ^1||Δ^2|, q^{|(∪i∈[l]Fi)∪(∪j∈[k]Hj )|}, (q − 1) min_{i∈[l],j∈[k]}{|Δ2|q^{|Fi|−1}, 2|Δ1|q^{|Hj |−1}}) aΔ^c_1 + cΔ2 ((q^m − |Δ1|)|Δ2|, q^m,^{q−1}_q (q^m|Δ2| − κ1)) aΔ1 + cΔ^c_2 (|Δ1|(q^m − |Δ2|), q^m, 2(q − 1)|Δ1|(q^{m−1} − ∑ j∈[k] q |Hj |−1)) aΔ^c_1 + cΔ^c_2 ((q^m − |Δ1|)(q^m − |Δ2|), q^m,^{q−1}_q (q^m(|Δ^c_1| − |Δ1| + |Δ^c_2|) − κ2)) (aΔ1 + cΔ2)^c 2(q − 1)(q^{2m−1} − |Δ1| ∑ j∈[k] q |Hj |−1) 1. A, B ⊆ [m], Δ1, Δ2 are generated by the sets of maximal elements F = {F1, . . . , F_l} and H = {H1, . . . , H_k}, respectively. 2. |Δ1| = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F (−1) |S|+1q|∩S|, |Δ 2| = ∑ ∅≠S⊆H(−1) |S|+1q|∩S|.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT This work was supported by the Postdoctoral Fellowship Program of CPSF (No. GZB20230815), the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Nos. 12201356, 62072162, 62372445, 62032009), the Natural Science Foundation of Shandong Province of China (No. ZR2022QA048), the Natural Science Foundation of Hubei Province of China (No. 2021CFA079), the Knowledge Innovation Program of Wuhan-Basic Research (No. 2022010801010319), the National Key Research and Development Program of China (Nos. 2021YFA1000600, 2020YFA0712300) and the Innovation Group Project of the Natural Science Foundation of Hubei Province of China (No. 2023AFA021).

TABLE X DISTANCE-OPTIMAL LINEAR CODES OVER Fq IN SMALL DIMENSIONS CONSTRUCTED IN THIS PAPER q m F H [n, k, d] Results

2

3 {{2}} {{1, 2}} [16, 3, 8]

Theorem 2

4 {{1}} {{1, 3, 4}} [32, 4, 16] {{1}} {{1, 2}} [48, 4, 24] 5 {{2}} {{1, 2, 3, 4}} [64, 5, 32] {{1}} {{2, 4}} [112, 5, 56]

6 {{1}} {{1, 2, 3, 4, 5}} [128, 6, 64] {{4}} {{1, 3, 4, 5}} [192, 6, 96] {{4}} {{2, 4, 5}} [224, 6, 112] {{1}} {{3, 4}} [240, 6, 120] {{2, 4}} {{1, 2, 4, 5, 6}} [256, 6, 128] 3 5 {{3}} {{1, 2, 3, 4}} [972, 5, 648]

2 3 {{1, 2}} {{1}, {3}} [12, 3, 6]

Theorem 3

4 {{2, 3, 4}} {{3, 4}, {2}} [40, 4, 20] 5 {{1, 2, 4, 5}} {{1, 4}, {3}, {5}} [96, 5, 48] {{1, 3, 4, 5}} {{1, 3}, {1, 2}, {2, 5}} [128, 5, 64] 6 {{1, 2, 3, 5, 6}} {{3, 4}, {2}, {3, 5}, {4, 6}} [288, 6, 144] {{2, 3, 4, 5, 6}} {{1, 6}, {1, 2}, {1, 5}, {3, 5}} [320, 6, 160] 3 3 {{1, 3}} {{1}} [54, 3, 36] 4 {{1, 2, 3}} {{4}} [162, 4, 108] {{1, 4}} {{2}} [216, 4, 144] 5 {{1, 2, 3, 5}} {{2}} [486, 5, 324]

REFERENCES

[1] A. Ashikhmin, A. Barg, Minimal vectors in linear codes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 44(5), pp. 2010-2017, 1998. [2] Y. Cao, Y. Cao, Negacyclic codes over the local ring Z4[v]/⟨v^2 + 2v⟩ of oddly even length and their Gray images, Finite Fields Appl.

52, pp. 67-93, 2018.

[3] C. Carlet, C. Ding, J. Yuan, Linear codes from perfect nonlinear mappings and their secret sharing schemes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 51(6), pp. 2089-2102, 2005.

[4] S. Chang, J. Y. Hyun, Linear codes from simplicial complexes, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 86(10), pp. 2167-2181, 2018. [5] C. Ding, H. Niederreiter, Cyclotomic linear codes of order 3, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 53(6), pp. 2274-2277, 2007. [6] H. Q. Dinh, Complete distances of all negacyclic codes of length 2^s over Z2a , IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 53(1), pp. 147-161, 2007. [7] H. Q. Dinh, P. K. Kewat, N. K. Mondal, Lee distance of (4z − 1)-constacyclic codes of length 2^s over the Galois ring GR(2^a, m), IEEE Commun. Lett. 25(7), pp. 2114-2117, 2021.

[8] B. Fine, Classification of finite rings of order p^2, Math. Mag. 66 (4), pp. 248-252, 1993.

[9] A. R. Hammons, P. V. Kumar, A. R. Calderbank, N. J. A. Sloane, P. Solé, The Z4-Linearity of Kerdock, Preparata, Goethals, and related codes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 40(2), pp. 301-319, 1994.

[10] Z. Hu, Y. Xu, N. Li, X. Zeng, L. Wang, X. Tang, New constructions of optimal linear codes from simplicial complexes, IEEE Trans.

Inf. Theory 70(3), pp. 1823-1835, 2024.

[11] W. Huffman, V. Pless, Fundamentals of error-correcting codes, Cambridge University Press (1997). [12] J.Y. Hyun, J. Lee, Y. Lee, Infinite families of optimal linear codes constructed from simplicial complexes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 66(11), pp. 6762-6773, 2020.

[13] B. Kim, Y. Lee, Lee weights of cyclic self-dual codes over Galois rings of characteristic p^2, Finite Fields Appl. 45, pp. 107-130, 2017. [14] X. Li, M. Shi, A new family of optimal binary few-weight codes from simplicial complexes, IEEE Commun. Lett. 25(4), pp. 1048-1051, 2021.

[15] X. Li, M. Shi, New classes of binary few weight codes from trace codes over a chain ring, J. Appl. Math. Comput. 68, pp. 1869-1880, 2022.

[16] H. Liu, Y. Maouche, Two or few-weight trace codes over Fq + uFq , IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 65(5), pp. 2696-2703, 2019. [17] Y. Pan, Y. Liu, New classes of few-weight ternary codes from simplicial complexes, AIMS Math. 7(3) (2022), pp. 4315-4325. [18] V. Sagar, R. Sarma, Codes over the non-unital non-commutative ring E using simplicial complexes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 70(5), pp. 3373-3384, 2024.

[19] V. Sagar, R. Sarma, Certain binary minimum codes constrcuted using simplicial complexes, Adv. Math. Commun. 18(2), pp. 425-454, 2024.

[20] V. Sagar, R. Sarma, Minimal and optimal binary codes obtained using CD -construction over the non-unital ring I, Des. Codes Cryptogr.

92, pp. 145-157, 2024 [21] M. Shi, Y. Liu, P. Solé, Optimal two-weight codes from trace codes over F2 + uF2 , IEEE Commun. Lett. 20, pp. 2346-2349, 2016. [22] M. Shi, R. Wu, Y. Liu, P. Solé, Two and three weight codes over Fp + uFp , Cryptogr. Commun. 9(5), pp. 637-646, 2017. [23] M. Shi, Y. Guan, P. Solé, Two families of optimal two-weight codes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 63(10), pp. 6240-6246, 2017. [24] M. Shi, L. Qian, L. Sok, N. Aydin, P. Solé, On constacyclic codes over Z4[u]/⟨u^2 − 1⟩ and their Gray images, Finite Fields Appl. 45, pp. 86-95, 2017.

[25] M. Shi, X. Li, Few-weight codes over a non-chain ring associated with simplicial complexes and their distance optimal Gray image, Finite Fields Appl. 80, 101994, 2022.

[26] M. Shi, X. Li, Two classes of optimal p-ary few-weight codes from down-sets, Discret. Appl. Math. 290, pp. 60-67, 2021. [27] C. Tang, N. Li, Y. Qi, Z. Zhou, T. Helleseth, Linear codes with two or three weights from weakly regualr bent functions, IEEE Trans.

Inf. Theory 62(3), pp. 1166-1176, 2016.

[28] Y. Wu, X. Zhu, Q. Yue, Optimal few-weight codes from simplicial complexes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 66(6), pp. 3657-3663, 2020. [29] Y. Wu, C. Li, F. Xiao, Quaternary linear codes and related binary subfield codes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 68(5), pp. 3070-3080, 2022. [30] Y. Wu, C. Li, L. Zhang, F. Xiao, Quaternary codes and their binary images, Early access in IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, doi:

10.1109/TIT.2024.3358332.

[31] Y. Wu, N. Li, X. Zeng, Linear codes from perfect nonlinear functions over finite fields, IEEE Trans. Commun. 68(1), pp. 3-11, 2020. [32] J. Yuan, C. Carlet, C. Ding, The weight distributions of a class of linear codes from perfect nonlinear functions, IEEE Trans. Inf.

Thoery 52(2), pp. 712-716, 2006.

[33] J. Yuan, C. Ding, Secret sharing schemes from three classes of linear codes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 52(1), pp. 206-212, 2006. [34] Z. Zhou, N. Li, C. Fan, T. Helleseth, Linear codes with two or three weights from quadratic bent functions, Des. Codes Cryptogr.

81(2), pp. 283-295, 2016.