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Abstract

Constant-dimension codes (CDCs) and subspace codes hawepbeposed for error control in
network coding. In this paper, we first study the coveringperties of CDCs. We derive bounds on
the minimum cardinality of a CDC with a given covering radasd determine the asymptotic rate of
optimal covering CDCs. We then study the packing and cogepiroperties of subspace codes, which
can be used with the subspace metric or the so-called modifieshace metric. We derive bounds on the
cardinalities of packing and covering subspace codes, andetermine the maximum asymptotic rate
of both packing and covering subspace codes for both thepaubsmetric and the modified subspace

metric.

. INTRODUCTION

While random network coding [1]-[3] has proved to be a powletidol for disseminating information
in networks, it is highly susceptible to errors. Error cohfior random network coding hence is critical
and has received growing attention recently. Error corfininoncoherent random network coding was
first considered in [4]. Motivated by the property that ramdpetwork coding is vector-space preserving,
an operator channel that captures the essence of the neanblransmission model was defined in [4].
Similar to codes defined in complex Grassmannians for nareoih multiple-antenna channels, codes
defined in Grassmannians over a finite field [5], [6] and usedl thie subspace distance (cf. [4, (3)]) play

a significant role in error control for noncoherent randontwoek coding; Under the subspace distance,
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the weight of a subspace is simply its dimension; thus, werraf these codes as constant-dimension
codes (CDCs) henceforth.

There is a steady stream of works that focuses on codes in hgs@annian. For example, Delsarte
[5] proved that the Grassmannian endowed with the subsgatande forms an association scheme, and
derived its parameters. The nonexistence of perfect codései Grassmannian was proved in [6], [10].
In [11], it was shown that Steiner structures yield diamgtenfect codes in the Grassmannian; properties
and constructions of these structures were studied in jbaZ}1 3], it was shown that Steiner structures
result in optimal CDCs. Related work on certain intersagfamilies and on byte-correcting codes can be
found in [14] and [15], respectively. An application of cade the Grassmanian to linear authentication
schemes was considered in [16]. In [4], a Singleton boundCODCs and a family of codes that are
nearly Singleton-bound achieving are proposed, and as®euconstruction of CDCs which outperform
the codes in [4] was given in [17]. Further constructionsehbeen given in [18]. However, despite all
these results the maximum cardinality of a CDC with a givenimum distance remains unknown.

On the other hand, general studies of subspace metric catisreferred to as codes in projective
space or projective geometry) started only recently (segxample, [7], [8]). Subspace codes have been
introduced for network coding in [9], where it is shown thhéy can correct more errors than CDCs.
Subspace codes can be used with either the subspace metitb the modified subspace metric. Bounds
on subspaces codes with the subspace metric have beenddiariyg.

Covering properties are significant for error control coaasl the covering radius is a basic geometric
parameter of a code [19]. For instance, the covering radimsbe viewed as a measure of performance:
if the code is used for error correction, then the coverimiusis the maximum weight of a correctable
error vector [20]; if the code is used for data compressibaentthe covering radius is a measure of the
maximum distortion [20]. The Hamming covering radius of ECltas been extensively studied (see, for
example, [21]-[23]) and the rank covering radius was stlidie[29], [39], whereas the packing and
covering radii of CDCs have received relatively little atien.

In this paper, we first study the covering properties of CD@&. derive bounds on the minimum
cardinality of a CDC with a given covering radius and deternihe asymptotic rate of optimal covering
CDCs. We then study the packing and covering properties lo$gace codes. We derive bounds on the
cardinalities of packing and covering subspace codes, adetermine the maximum asymptotic rate
of packing and covering subspace codes for both the subspeite and the modified subspace metric.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sedtion lIgyivecessary background on subspace codes,

CDCS, and related concepts. In Section Ill, we study the rtogeproperties of CDCs. In SectidnllV,
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we study the packing and covering properties of subspacescesing the subspace metric. In Seckidon V,

we study the packing and covering properties of subspacescosing the modified subspace metric.

[l. PRELIMINARIES
A. Subspace codes

We denote the set of all subspace§idf(q)" with dimension- asE, (¢, n) andE(q,n) = U,_, Er(g,n).

ForU,V € E(q,n), it is easily shown thails(U, V') def dim(U 4+ V) —dim(UNV) and

do(U, V) & %ds(U, V) + %y dim (1) — dim (V)|
= max{dim(U),dim(V)} —dim(UNV) (1)
= dim(U + V) — min{dim(U), dim(V")} 2

are metrics oveE/(q,n), referred to as theubspace metriand themodified subspace metriespectively
[9]. For all U,V € E(q,n),

1

idS(U> V) < dM(Uv V) < dS(Uv V)> (3)

dw(U,V) = 3ds(U, V) if and only if dim(U) = dim(V'), anddy, (U, V) = ds(U, V) if and only if U C V/
orV CU.

A subspace codis a nonempty subset @ (¢, n), whose elements are called codesubspaces. The mini-
mum subspace (respectively, modified subspace) distaresubispace code, denoteddggrespectively,

dy) is the minimum distance over all pairs of distinct codegatres.

B. CDCs and rank metric codes

The Grassmanniah, (¢, n) endowed with the modified subspace metric forms an associatheme
[4], [5]. Sinceds(U,V) = 2dy(U,V) for all U,V € E,(q,n), we only consider the modified subspace
metric for the Grassmannian. We haig, (¢,n)| = [*], where ["] = []'2, Z:Z is the Gaussian

polynomial [24]. It is shown in [25] thag"("~") < ["] < K 1q"™"), where K, = [[32,(1 —¢77). We

denote the number of subspaces of dimensiai distancel from a given subspace of dimensioras
Ne(d) = ¢ [7]["7"] [4]. The ball of radiug in E,(g,n) around a subspadé is denoted as3;(U) and
its volume asV(t) = S"4_, Ne(d).

A subset ofE,. (¢, n) is called a constant-dimension code (CDC). A CDC is thus asate code whose
codesubspaces have the same dimension. We denote the magamndinality of a CDC inE,. (¢, n) with

minimum distanced as Ac(q, n,r,d). Constructions of CDCs and bounds di(q,n,r,d) have been
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given in [4], [8], [13], [17], [18]. In particular,Ac(g,n,7,1) = ["] and it is shown that foRr < n and

2<d<r,

qn(r—d—l-l) _ q(r+l)(r—d+1)

[T—Z—i—l]
qr(r—d—i-l) 1 < AC(Q> n,r, d) < (4)

wherel = n mod r. We denote the LHS of{4) ab(q,n,r,d).

CDCs are closely related to rank metric codes. A rank metited26]-[28] can be viewed as a set
of matrices inGF(¢)"*". The rank distance between two matric€sD € GF(q)™*" is defined as
dr(C,D) = rk(C — D). The minimum cardinality of a code iGF(q)"™*™ with rank covering radiug
is studied in [29] and is denoted &&:(¢™, n, p), where Kx(q™,n, p) = Kg(q™,m, p) [29].

CDCs are related to rank metric codes through the concepbmstant-rank codes [30] or through
the lifting operation [31]. The row space and the column spafca matrixC are denoted a%(C) and
¢(C), respectively. The liting ofC € GF(¢q)™("~") is defined asZ(C) = R(L,|C) € E,(¢,n). For all
C,D € GF(q)"™ "), we havedy(Z(C),Z(D)) = dx(C, D) [31].

[1l. COVERING PROPERTIES OKCDCs

The packing properties of CDCs have been studied in [4],[I8], [17], [18] and the asymptotic rate

of CDCs has been determined in [4]. We hence focus on the iogvproperties of CDCs instead.

A. Properties of balls in the Grassmannian

In this section, we investigate the properties of balls ia Grassmanniat, (q,n), which will be
instrumental in our study of covering properties of CDCsst-iwe derive bounds on the volume of balls
in E.(q,n).

Lemma 1:For all ¢, n, 2r < n, and0 < t < 7, ¢V < V(t) < K;2Nug'"Y, where N, =
S eq "

Proof: First, we haveq®™~% < N(d) < Kq‘zqd("—d) for all 0 < d < r. Therefore,V;(t) >
Ne(t) > ¢ and Ve(t) < K 2301 gt 97in=240) <« N K 24t =0, |

We now determine the volume of the intersection of two spheferadii v and s respectively with
distanced between their centers, which is the intersection numhét, s, d) of the association scheme
mentioned in Sectiop 1[-B.

Lemma 2:For all u, s, andd,

T

LS B (i) By (1) Eali),

Je(u, s,d) = m i=0
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wherep; = [7] — [,",] and Ej(i) is a ¢-Eberlein polynomial [32]:

t i—1
j .
(A = Nyl it G-nG-n2 | T = e el
B0 = 3 (-1 i Fd)
Proof: This directly follows Theorems 3.5 and 3.6 in [33, Chaptgr II -

Although Lemmd_ R is a direct application of the theory of assiion schemes, we present it formally
since it is a fundamental geometric property of the Grassimaanvhich will be instrumental in our study
of CDCs. By [34, Lemma 4.1.7], we also obtain a recursion fderfor J(u, s, d).

Lemma 3: Jc(u, s, d) satisfies the following recursionk(0, s,d) = 5 4, Jc(u,0,d) = 0, 4, @and
Cut1dc(u+1,8,d) = bs_1Jc(u, s —1,d)+ (as — ay) Jc(u, s,d) + cs1Jc(u, s+ 1,d) —by—1Jc(u—1, s,d),

wherec; = Jo(1,5 — 1,5) = [{]2 bj = Jo(1,5 + 1,5) = ¢¥ T[] ["7777] [34, Theorem 9.3.3], and
aj = Jc(1,4,5) = Ne(1) — bj — ¢; for 0 < j <r [34, Chapter 4, (1a)].

Let Ic(u,s,d) denote the intersection of two balls if,.(¢,n) with radii v and s with distanced
between their centers. Sinde(u,s,d) = >_1" E;zo Jo(i,7,d), Lemmal2 also leads to an analytical
expression forl.(u, s, d). Proposition L below shows that the volume of the intersectf two balls
decreases as the distance between their respective cemerases.

Proposition 1: For all v and s, Ic(u, s,d) is a non-increasing function af.

The proof of Propositio]1 is given in AppendiXl A. Therefothe minimum nonzero intersection
between two balls with radii ands is given byIc(u, s, u+s) = Je(u, s,u+s) for u+s <r. Lemma4
below determines the value of this term.

Lemma 4:For all u, s, such thatu + s < r, Jo(u, s,u + 8) = [“25]2.

Proof: The proof is by induction om. Foru = 0, J:(0,s,s) =1 = [8]2 AssumeJc(u, s,u+s) =
[“+S]2 forall 0 < s <r —wu. Then by Lemm&l3/Jc(u+1,s — Lu+s) = = Jo(u, s,u+s) = [*1°]

u Cut1 u+1

forl1<s>r—u. [ ]
We derive below an upper bound on the union of ball€jiig, n) with the same radius.
Lemma 5: The volume of the union oény K balls in E,(¢,n) with radiusp is at most
!
BC(K) = K‘/C(p) - Z[AC((L n,r, T —a+ 1) - AC(Q> n,T, T —a+ 2)]IC(p> pyT —a+ 1)
a=1
_[K_AC Q7narar_l+1)]IC(p7p7T_l)7 (5)

wherel = max{a : K > Ac(q,n,r,7 —a+1)}.
Proof: Let {U;}/*,' denote the centers df balls with modified subspace radigsand letV; =

{Ui}{;é for 1 < j < K. The centers are labeled such thg(U;,V;) is non-increasing foy > 1. For
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1 <a<landAc(g,n,r,r —a+2) <j < Ac(g,n,r,r —a+ 1), we haved,(U;,V;) = du(Vj11) <

r —a+ 1. By PropositiorLILU; hence covers at mo$t(p) — Ic(p, p,” — a + 1) subspaces that are not

previously covered by;. |
Note that although the value of.(¢q,n,r,r —a + 1) is unknown in general, the upper bound i (4)

can be used i {5) in order to obtain an upper boundg(K).

B. Covering CDCs
We denote the minimum cardinality of a CDC B} (¢, n) with modified subspace covering radipss
Kc(q,n,r, p). SinceK¢(q,n,n—r, p) = Kc(q,n,r, p), we assumer < n. Also, Kc(q,n,r,0) = m and

Kc(q,n,r,7) = 1, hence we assunte< p < r henceforth. We first derive lower bounds &i(q, n, r, p).

Lemma 6:For all ¢, n, 2r <n, and0 < p < r, Kc(g,n,7,p) > min {K : B¢(K) > 1]} > Vg]p)'
Proof: Let C be a CDC with cardinality<.(q, n, r, p) and covering radiug. Then the balls around

the codesubspaces cov@r] subspaces; however, by Lemina 5, they cannot cover more Bhdgd|)
subspaces. ThereforB:(Kc(q,n,r, p)) > [] and we obtain the first inequality. Sinég(K) < KV¢(p)
for all K, we obtain the second inequality. |

The second lower bound in Lemnia 6 is referred to as the sphmmering bound for CDCs. By
considering the distance distribution of a covering code, can refine the sphere covering bound for
CDCs.

Proposition 2: Let C be a CDC with covering radiug. For U € E,.(q,n) at distancej from C, let

A;(U) denote the number of codesubspaces at distaficen U. Then)_:_, A4;(U) = |C| and

0<A4(U) < Ne(i), i=0,1,...,r (6)

AU) = 0,i=0,1,...,6—1 7)

As(U) = 1, (8)
ZT:Ai(U)Zp:JC(l,s,i) > N(l), 1=0,1,...,r 9)

Proof: (6)-(8) direétzly(} foIIowSt:r?e hypothesis, and it suffices toope [9). For0 < [ < r, a
codesubspace at distancérom U covers exactly ?_, Jc(l, s, i) subspaces at distanédrom U. Al
the subspaces at distancéom U are covered, hencg;_, A;(U) >_7_, Jc(l,s,i) > Nc(1). [ |
We remark that summingl(9) fdr < [ < r yields the sphere covering bound. Proposifibn 2 also leads
to a lower bound orKc(q,n,r, p).
Corollary 1: For0 < § < p,letT; =min)_;_, A;(U), where the minimum is taken over all sequences

{A;(U)} which satisfy [6){(D). TherKc(q,n,r, p) > maxo<s<, Ts.
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Another set of linear inequalities is obtained from the indestribution {a;} of a covering code,

def 1 Loee Ai(C) for 0 < i < r [35].

Proposition 3: Let ¢ be the optimal solution to the following linear program:

defined asy;

minZai (10)

Zz(t)ao = 1 (11)

0<a; < Nc(i),i=1,2,...,r (12)

g aizp:Jc(l,s,z) > Nc(l), 1=0,1,...,r (13)
i=0  s=0

;0 a; ]]\5[0((?) > 0,1=0,1,...,r (14)

Then Kc(q,n,r,p) > t.

Proof: LetC be a CDC with covering radius and inner distributio{ a;}. Summing[(6) and_(9) for
all C e C yields [12) and[(13), respectively, while_{11) follows thefidition of a¢. By the generalized
MacWilliams identity [35, Theorem 3]} ", a;F;(i) > 0, whereF;(i) = %Ei(l) [33, Theorem 3.5]
are theg-numbers of the association scheme, which yield$ (14).eSjn¢_,a; = |C| we obtain that
IC| > t. [

Lower bounds on covering codes with the Hamming metric camHtiained through the concept of
the excess of a code [36], [37]. This concept being indepetnafethe underlying metric, it was adapted
to the rank metric in [29]. We adapt it to the modified subspaetric for CDCs below, thus obtaining

the lower bound in Propositidd 4.

] def

Proposition 4: For all ¢, n, 2r < n, and0 < p < r, Kc(g,n,r,p) > Ve N wheree =

[ o -‘ Cp+1 — b, andd def Ne(1) — ¢, + 2e.

Cp+1

The proof of Propositiof]4 is given in AppendiX B. We now deriwpper bounds oi#c(q, n,, p).
First, we investigate how to expand covering CDCs.

Lemma 7:For all ¢, n, 2r < n, and0 < p < r, Kc(q,n,7, p) < Ke(g,n —1,7,p — 1) < [*77], and
Ke(g,n,r,p) < Ke(g,n,r —Lp—1) < [" ].

The proof of Lemma]7 is given in AppendiX C. We construct bebwlass of covering CDCs from
liftings of rank metric covering codes.

Proposition 5: For all ¢, n, 2r < n, and0 < p < r, Kc(q,n,7,p) < (1) Kx(q" ", 7, p).

Proof: For all n andr, we denote the set of subsets {f, 1,...,n — 1} with cardinality » as

Sr. ForallJ € S, and allC € GF(¢)"™*(»="), let Z(J, C) = R(x(1,|C)) € GF(¢)"*", wherer is the
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permutation o0, 1,...,n—1} satisfyingJ = {7(0),7(1),...,7(r—1)}, 7(0) < 7(1) < ... < 7w(r—1),
andn(r) < m(r+1) <...<mw(n—1). Itis easily shown thatly(Z(J,C),Z(J,D)) = dz(C, D) for all
J €S, C,D e GF(q)*(n=7),

Let C € GF(¢)"*(™=") have rank covering radius and cardinalityK:(¢"~",r, p). We show below
thatZ(C) = {Z(J,C) : J € S},,C € C} is a CDC with covering radiug. Any U € E,(q,n) can be
expressed ag(.J, V) for some.J € S’ and someV € GF(q)"*(»~"). Also, by definition, there exists
C € C such thatds(C, V) < p and hencely,(U,Z(J,C)) = dr(C, V) < p. ThusZ(C) has covering
radiusp and cardinality< (;‘)KR(q“‘T,r, p). [

The next upper bound is a straightforward adaptation of 2®position 12].

Proposition 6: For allq, n, 2r < n, and0 < p < r, Kc(q,n,r,p) < {1 — log[ ([F] = Ve(p) }_1+1.

The proof of Propositiof 6 is given in AppendiX D. The next bdus a direct application of [23,
Theorem 12.2.1].

Proposition 7: For all ¢, n, 2r <n, and0 < p < r, Kc(q,n,r,p) < VEE],» (1+1InVe(p)).

The bound in Proposition] 7 can be refined by applying the gredgorithm described in [38], [39]
to CDCs.

Proposition 8: Let kg def L(g,n,r,2p + 1) for 2p < r and kg %1 for 2p > r. Then for allk > ko,

there exists a CDC with cardinalifywhich covers at leagt’| —u;, subspaces, whetg,, def (] —koVe(p)
_ _ u, Ve (p) . . .
anduy 1 = ug [min{[ﬂ—k,Bc(uk)}“ for all k > ko. ThusK¢(q,n,r, p) < min{k : ux, = 0}.
The proof of Propositiofl8 is given in AppendiX E.

Using the bounds derived above, we finally determine the psytin behavior ofK.(g, n, 7, p). We use
the following normalized parameters:= 7, o’ = £, andkc(r’, p') = liminf,, o0 log .2 Kc(gq, n, 7, p).
Proposition 9: For all 0 < p' <1’ < 3, ke(r',p') = (r' — p/)(1 — 1" — p).
Proof: Using the bounds of.(p) in Lemmall, the sphere covering bound yields(q, n,r, p) >
Ny K2q (n=)=r(n=r) 'which asymptotically becomes (1, p’) > r'(1—r")—p'(1—p'). Also, Proposition
[@ leads toKc(q,n,r,p) < K;'q""="=P"=A)[1 + In(K_2N,) + p(n — p)Ing], which asymptotically

becomesic(r', p') < r'(1 —7") — p'(1 = p). [ |

IV. PACKING AND COVERING PROPERTIES OF SUBSPACE CODES WITH THE BBPACE METRIC
A. Properties of balls with subspace radii

In this section, we investigate the properties of balls vétibspace radii inf(q,n), which will be
instrumental in our study of packing and covering propertiEsubspace codes with the subspace metric.

We first derive bounds of¥/(q, n)| below.
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Lemma 8:For all n, ¢/("~9) < |E(q,n)| < 2K;'Nyg’™9), wherej = | 2] and N, e

Proof: We have|E(q,n)| = Y7o [r] > [5] > ¢/"~9), which proves the lower bound. In

order to prove the upper bound, we distinguish two casest,Rirn = 2j + 1, then .75 %] =

257, (4] < 2K S U+ < 9K SIN,gI("=I). Second, ifn = 2j, then 377 [¥] =
. . e g B o
Pl +2300, [Z)] < 2K Yl g7 " < 2K N/ ), m

We now determine the number of subspaces at a given distamed fixed subspace.

Lemma 9: The number of subspaces with dimensioat subspace distaneefrom a subspace with
dimension is given byNe(r, s, d) &' gu(d—w (7[5, whenu = “t2= is an integer, andVs(r, s, d) = 0
otherwise.

Proof: ForU € E,(¢,n) andV € Es(q,n), ds(U,V) = d if and only if dim(U NV) = r — w.
Thus there arg’] choices forl/ N V. The subspac® can then be completed gi“¢~* [~"] ways. m
We remark that this result is implicitly contained in [7], efe no proof is given. We also de-

note the volume of a ball with subspace radiliground a subspace with dimensieras Vy(r, t) def

Zﬁl:o > o Ns(r, s,d).

The following technical lemma will be instrumental in SectilV-C.

Lemma 10:For all ¢, n, 3 — 4log, Kq + 210gq2§20q_§ <t<r<[%], and0 <1 < n,
S0 Ns(l,7,d) < No(r —t,r,t) = [T+,

The proof of Lemma 10 is given in AppendiX F.

We now give bounds on the volume of a ball with subspace raduse Vs(r,t) = Vs(n — r,t) for
all » and¢, we only consideRr < n.

Proposition 10: For all ¢, n, 2r < n, and2t < n, ¢~ 1¢9® < V(r,t) < (2M, — I)Kq—Qqug(t), where

.2

M,=32,¢%, Ly=3%,q" 7, and

—2
tth—r—1) for ¢ < 5=,
g(t) =9 LHn—2r)2+3t(2n—t) for 222 <t < nddr (15)
(t—r)(n—t+r) for 224 < ¢ < 2

The proof of Propositiof 10 is given in AppendiX G.

B. Packing properties of subspace codes with the subspat&me

In this section, we are interested in packing subspace coded with the subspace metric. The
maximum cardinality of a code i’(¢, n) with minimum subspace distandeis denoted asis(q, n, d).

Since As(q,n,1) = |E(g,n)|, we assumel > 2 henceforth. For all/ C {0,1,...,n}, we denote the
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10

maximum cardinality of a code with minimum subspace distahand codesubspaces having dimensions
in J as As(q,n,d, J).
Proposition 11:For2 < d < n,letR; = {[%],[4] +1,...,n — [4]}, thenAs(q,n,d) < As(q,n,d, Ry)+

Proof: Let C be a code inF(q,n) with minimum subspace distandeand letC, D € C. We have

dim(C)+dim(D) > ds(C, D) > d, therefore there is at most one codesubspace with dimeleserthan
%l. Similarly, dim(C') + dim(D) < 2n —ds(C, D) < 2n — d, therefore there is at most one codesubspace
with dimension greater tha?ig‘—d. Thus As(gq,n,d) < As(q,n,d, Rg) + 2. [ |

Several bounds 0Hd¢(q, n, d) have been derived in the literature, notably the Gilbertriabf7, Theorem
5]. This bound could be tightened by adapting the algorittemduin the proof of the Gilbert bound for
the Hamming metric.

Proposition 12: For all ¢, n, d, and any permutatiom of {0,1,...,n}, there exists a code with

minimum subspace distaneeand A, codewords with dimension for 0 < r < n, where A, =

Ac (q,n,7(0), [4]) and

[ofoy] = Ximo Ari) Sezp No(m(0), (1), €)
> e Ns(m(r), m(r),e)

Proof: We show that there exists such a code by recursion.oRirst, for » = 0, this follows

(16)

Aw(r) = Imax 0,

from the definition ofAc (¢, n, 7(0), [%]). Second, suppose there exists a code with minimum modified
subspacel andAW(l) codewords with dimension(() for 0 <! <r — 1. These codewords cover at most

N = 3070 Ay X075 Ne(m(3), m(r), e) subspaces of dimensiar(r). If N < [], then we can select
(-~

Zg;é NS(W(T),W(T’)78)

The bounds above help us determine the asymptotic behakvidg(q, n, d). We use the normalized

at least

codesubspaces with dimensio(r). [ |

parameters! ©' ¢ andag(d’) = limsup,,_, log,.> As(q, n, d).

Proposition 13:For 0 < d’ < 1, as(d') = 152

Proof: Ford = 2t, we haveAs(q, n,2t) > Ac(q,n,j,t) > ¢~ DU~ wherej = 2], which

asymptotically becomess(d’) > 154 Denotingd = 2t — ¢ wheree € {0,1}, we haveds(q, n, 2t —€) <
> om_o Aclg,n, t), which asymptotically becomes(d’) < 1‘Td'. [

The asymptotic behavior of CDCs can be obtained fidm (4).dbiegac(r’,d’) = limsup,,_, log,.2 Ac(g, n, 7, d),
we obtainac(r’,d’) = (1 —r')(r' — d'). Therefore, the asymptotic behavior of the maximum catiiyna
of a subspace code is given by that of a CDC with dimension legubalf of n. However, for finite

parameter values, using subspace codes is still benefi@alusing CDCs.
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C. Covering properties of subspace codes with the subspatticm

In this section, we consider the covering properties of pabs codes with the subspace metric. We
denote the minimum cardinality of a subspace codeFi@,n) with subspace covering radiys as
Ks(q,n,p). SinceKs(q,n,0) = |E(g,n)| and Ks(¢,n,n) = 1, we assumé < p < n henceforth. We
determine below the minimum cardinality of a code with s@aspsubspace covering radips> [gJ

Proposition 14: For | 2| < p < n, Ks(q,n,p) = 2.

Proof: For all V € E.(q,n) there exists/ such thatV’ & V = GF(¢q)" and hencels(V,V) = n.
Therefore, one subspace cannot cover the whglg n) with radiusp < n andKg(q,n, p) > 1. We prove
below that the cod¢{0}, GF(¢q)"} has covering radiusZ|. For all D, € E(q,n) with dim(D;) < %],
we haveds({0}, Dy) = dim(D;) < |%]; similarly, for all D; € E(q,n) with dim(D3) > | %] + 1, we
haveds(GF(q)", D) = n — dim(D,) < |%|. ThusC has covering radiug and Ks(g,n, p) < 2 for all
pz 3] u

We thus consided < p < L%J henceforth. Here is the sphere covering bound for subspaEsowith
the subspace metric.

Proposition 15:For all ¢, n, and0 < p < |%]|, Ks(¢,n,p) > min) " ;A;, where the mini-
mum is taken over all integer sequencgs;} satisfying0 < A; < [’Z‘] foral 0 < ¢ < n and
S Ai Yo Ns(i,r,d) > [] for 0 <r < n.

Proof: LetC be a subspace code with covering radiusnd letA; denote the number of subspaces
with dimensior: in C. Then0 < A4; < [Z’] for all 0 < ¢ < n. All subspaces with dimensianare covered,;
however, a codesubspace with dimensiarovers exactly>~_, Ns(i,r, d) subspaces with dimension
henced 7, A; > f_, Ns(i,r,d) > [] for 0 <r < n. [}

We now give upper bounds ols(q, n, p).

Proposition 16:For all¢, n, 0 < p < j = | 2],

Ks(q,n,p) <2+2 zj; [’”é]p] <1 +ln [" _; * p]) . (17)
r=p

Proof: We show that there exists a code with cardinality given by RS of (17) and covering
radiusp. We choos€ 0} to be in the code, hence all subspaces with dimersign- < p are covered. For
p+1 <71 < j, let A bethe["] x [rfp] 0—1 matrix whose rows represent the subspdées E,(¢,n) and
whose columns represent the subspages E,_,(¢,n), and wherey; ; = 1 if and only if ds(U;, V;) = p.
Then there are exactlys(r,r —p, p) = [;] ones on each row andls(r —p, r, p) = [“‘;“’] ones on each

column. By [23, Theorem 12.2.1], there exists [ﬁﬂ'nx K, submatrix ofA with no all-zero rows, where

=

K, = [T[n]”] (1 +In ["‘;“’]). Thus, all subspaces of dimensionan be covered using, codesubspaces.

P
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Summing for allr, we all subspaces with dimension< r < j can be covered with + Zﬁzpﬂ K,
subspaces. Similarly, it can be shown that all subspacésdintension; + 1 < r < n can be covered
with 1+ 577 _p+1 K subspaces. [
We now give an explicit construction of a subspace coverimadgec
Proposition 17:For allg, n, andp < j = | %], letJ; = {0}U{j—p,j—3p—1,...,j—p— L E1(2p+
D} andJo = {n}U{j+1+p,j+2+2p,....5 + [55%](2p + 1)}. Then the COd@reJlqu E,.(q,n)
has subspace covering radipsand henceks(q,n,p) <> c; . [1]-

Proof: We prove that J,.; E,(g,n) covers all subspaces with dimensignj. First, all subspaces
Dy € E(q,n) with dimension0 < dim(D) < j —2p — L2p+1j(2p+ 1) < p are covered by the subspace
with dimension0. Second, for allD; € E(q,n) with dimensionj — 2p — i(2p + 1) < dim(D) <
j—p—i(2p+1), there existg; with dimensionj —p—i(2p+1) such thatD; C Cy. Thusds(Cy, D1) =
dim(C7) —dim(D;) < p. Similarly, for all Dy € E(g,n) with dimensionj —p—i(2p+1) < dim(D3) <
Jj—i(2p+ 1), there existsy with dimensionj — p — i(2p + 1) such thatCy C Ds. Thusds(Ca, D3) =
dim(Dy) —dim(Cs) < p. Therefore| J,.; E.(q,n) covers all subspaces with dimensignj. Similarly,
all the subspaces with dimensionn — j are covered by J,_; E.(q,n). [ |

We finally determine the asymptotic behaviorf§(q, n, p). We definegks(p’) = lim inf,,—, o log,n2 Ks(q,n, p).
Proposition 18:For0 < p' < 1, ks(p') = 3 (5 — p). For3 < p' <1, ks(p') = 0.

Proof: By Proposition T ks(p') = 0 for £ < o/ < 1. Let C be a code with subspace covering
radius10 < p < j = [gJ and for0 < | < n, let A; denote the number of codesubspace«in
with dimension!. Note that10 > % —4log, K, + 2log, hran q_é for all ¢ > 2. All the subspaces
in Ej(q.n) are covered, hencg] < 37" A 370 _ Ns(l,j, d) < [”‘j+”]|C| by Lemma[®. Therefore,
Ks(q,n, p) > [H[J]ﬂ] > K,q"=9)U=0) for p > 10, which asymptotically becomds(p’) > 1 (3 — ).

Also, by Propositior_16, it can be easily shown th&t(q,n,p) < (n + 1)[1 — InK, + p(n —
7)InglK, 1q"=)U=r) which asymptotically becomes(p') < 3 (3 — /). |

V. PACKING AND COVERING PROPERTIES OF SUBSPACE CODES WITH THE NDIFIED SUBSPACE

METRIC
A. Properties of balls with modified subspace radii

In this section, we investigate the properties of balls witbdified subspace radii i®(q,n), which
will be instrumental in our study of packing and coveringgedies of subspace codes with the modified

subspace distance.
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Lemma 11:The number of subspaces with dimensiorat modified subspace distandefrom a
subspace with dimensionis given by Ny (r,s,d) = Ns(r, s,2d — |r — s|).
Proof: If U € E,(q,n) andV € Es(q,n), thend,(U,V) = d if and only if ds(U, V') = 2d — |r — s|.
[
We finally denote the volume of a ball with modified subspadatiust around a subspace with
dimensionr as Vi (r,t) def S oS Nu(r,s,d). We derive bounds o, (r, ) below.
Proposition 19: For all ¢, n, r, and2t < n, ¢~ < Vi,(r,t) < Ng(2N, — 1)K %¢'"=), where
Ny =3>>70 g "
The proof of Propositiof 19 is given in Appendix H.

B. Packing properties of subspace codes with the modifiedpsute metric

In this section, we are interested in packing subspace cesied with the modified subspace metric.
The maximum cardinality of a code ifi(g, n) with minimum modified subspace distan¢és denoted as
Aw(g,n,d). When2d > n, the maximum cardinality of a code with minimum modified sudose distance
d is determined and a code with maximum cardinality is givesr. &l J C {0,1,...,n}, we denote the
maximum cardinality of a code with minimum modified subspdistanced and codesubspaces having
dimensions inJ as Ay(q,n,d,J).

Proposition 20:For d > 3, Au(¢,n,d) = 2. Ford < %, let Qs = {d,d + 1,...,n — d}, then
Au(g,n,d) = Au(gyn, d, Qq) + 2.

Proof: LetC be a code in®(q, n) with minimum modified subspace distan¢and letC, D € C. We
havemax{dim(C), dim(D)} = du(C, D)+dim(UNV) > d, therefore there is at most one codesubspace
with dimension less thad. Also, min{dim(C),dim(D)} = dim(C + D) — du(C, D) < n —d, therefore
there is at most one codesubspace with dimension greatemthad. Thus Ay (q,n,d) < 2 for d > &
andAy(q,n,d) < Au(q,n,d,Qq)+2 for d < 5. Also, adding{0} andGF(q)" to a code with minimum
distanced and codesubspaces of dimensionsjp does not decrease the minimum distance. Thus
Aw(g,n,d) = Au(gq,n,d,Qq) + 2 for d < %. Similarly, the code{{0}, GF(¢)"} has minimum distance
n and hencedy (q,n,d) = 2 for d > 3. [ |

Lemmal12 below related, (¢, n,d) with Ag(q,n,d) and Ac(q,n,r,d).

Lemma 12:For all ¢, n, and d, As(q,n,2d — 1) < Au(g,n,d) < As(q,n,d) and ford > 7%,
Au(g,n,d) < As(g,n, 4d—n, Qq)+2. Also,maxo<,<n Ac(q,n,r,d) < Au(g,n,d) < 2—1—2?:_5 Ac(g,n,r,d).

Proof: A code with minimum subspace distan2é — 1 has minimum modified subspace distance

> d by (3) and hencels(q,n,2d — 1) < Ay(g, n,d). Similarly, a code with minimum modified subspace
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distanced has minimum subspace distaneel and hencedy (¢, n,d) < As(q, n,d).

Let C be a code with minimum modified subspace distatheéghose codesubspaces have dimensions in
Qq. For all codesubspacésandV, ds(U, V') = 2dy (U, V) —| dim(U) —dim(V')| > 2d— (n—2d). ThusC
has modified subspace distanke—n > d for d > %, and hencedy(q,n,d, Qq) < As(q,n,4d —n, Qq).
Propositior 2D finally yieldsAy (¢, n, d) < Ay(q,n,d, Qq) + 2 < As(q,n,4d — n, Qq) + 2.

Any CDC in E,(q,n) with minimum distancel is a subspace code with minimum modified subspace
distanced, henceAc(q,n,r,d) < Aw(q,n,d) for all r. Also, the codesubspaces with dimensiom a
subspace code with minimum distanédorm a CDC in E,.(¢,n) with minimum distance at least,
henceAy (g, n,d) = Au(q,n,d, Qq) +2 < 2+ S."=% Ac(q, n, 7, d). n

Propositior 2L below is the analogue of Propositioh 12 ferrtodified subspace metric and its proof
is hence omitted.

Proposition 21:For allg, n, 1 < d < [gJ and any permutation of {0,1,...,n}, there exists a code
with minimum modified subspace distanéeand A,. codewords with dimension for 0 < » < n, where
Ar0) = Ac(g,n, m(0),d) and

(18)

Aw(r) = Imax 0,

Let] = 2020 Arii) ozp Nu( (i), 7 (r), e)} } |

>ezg N (), m(r). )
We now derive a Singleton bound for modified subspace codes.

Proposition 22: For allg, n, and2 < d < | 2|, Au(q,n,d) < Au(g,n—1,d—1) < 3P [n=dtt],
Proof: We define the puncturingf (V) from E(q,n) to E(q,n — 1) as follows. If dim(V') = 0,
then dim(H (V)) = 0. Otherwise, ifdim(V) = r > 0, then H(V') is a random(r — 1)-subspace of
V NGF(¢)"!. For allU,V € E(q,n), it is easily shown thatl,(H(U), H(V)) > duw(U,V) — 1, and
henceH(U) # H(V) if dy(U,V) > 2.

Therefore, ifC is a code inE(g, n) with minimum modified subspace distanéghen{H (V') : V € C}
is a code inE(q,n — 1) with minimum modified subspace distaneed — 1 and cardinalityC|. The first
inequality follows. Applying itd — 1 times yieldsAy (g, n,d) < Ay(g,n —d+1,1) = S r_ [n=d+1],

[

We now determine the asymptotic behavior4f(q, n, d) by using the normalized parametgy(d’) =

lim sup,,_, o 10g 2 Au(g,n, d).

Proposition 23:For0 < d’ < 1, au(d') = =24, Fori < d' <1, au(d') = 0.
Proof: First, Propositioi 20 yields(d') = 0 for d > 1. We hence supposé¢ < I hence-
forth. Denotingj = |%], by LemmalIR we havely(q,n,d) < 2+ S Ac(gyn,md) < 2+

2K S qr=dt ) < 9 SN, q(=)=d+ 1) which asymptotically becomes,(d') < =24
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Also, by Lemmd IR and14) we obtaif, (¢, n,d) > L(q,n, j,d) > ¢~9U=4+1) which asymptotically

becomesuy, (d') > =24 |

C. Covering properties of subspace codes with the modifiedpgce metric

In this section, we consider the covering properties of gabe codes with the modified subspace
metric. We denote the minimum cardinality of a subspace ood# g, n) with modified subspace covering
radius p as Ky(q,n,p). Since Ky(q,n,0) = |E(g,n)| and Ky(g,n,n) = 1, we assumd) < p < n
henceforth. Wherp > [gJ we determine the minimum cardinality of a code with modifsebspace
covering radiusp.

Proposition 24:For |2 | < p < n, Ku(g,n,p) = 1.

Proof: Let C be a subspace with dimensid# |. Then for all D; with dim(D;) < dim(C), we
haved,(C, D;) < dim(C) < |%] by (@); similarly, for all D, with dim(D;) > dim(C) + 1, we have
dw(C,Dg) <n —dim(D;) < | %] by ). ThusC coversE(q,n) with radius | % | and Ky(g,n,p) = 1.

[

We thus consided < p < | % | henceforth. LemmaZ3 relaté§, (¢, n, p) to Ks(q, n, p) andKc(q, n, 7, p).

Lemma 13:Forallg, n, and0 < p < |2 |, Ks(q,n,2p) < Ku(g,n, p) < Ks(g,n, p) andKy (g, n, p) <
7o Kelg, o p).

Proof: A code with modified subspace covering radiubas subspace covering radid2p, hence
Ks(q,n,2p) < Ky(q,n,p). Also, a code with subspace covering radiusas modified subspace covering
radius< p, henceKy(q,n,p) < Ks(q,n, p). The last inequality is trivial. [ |

Propositioi_2b below is the analogue of Proposifioh 15 amgbiibof is hence omitted.

Proposition 25:For all ¢, n, and0 < p < |%]|, Ku(¢,n,p) > min) " A;, where the mini-
mum is taken over all integer sequencgs;} satisfying0 < A; < [’Z‘] foral 0 < ¢ < n and
S Ai Yo Nu(i,r,d) > [] for 0 < r <mn.

We finally determine the asymptotic behavior &f,(q,n,p) by using the normalized parameter
kw(p") = liminf,, log, .2 Ku(g,n, p).

Proposition 26:For 0 < p' < 1, ku(p') = (3 — p’)2. Fori <o <1, ku(p)) =0.

Proof: By Propositiorl 24y (p') = 0 for 1 < o/ < 1. We haveKy(g,n,p) > —2@ml__

= maxo<,<n VM(7,0)

V

2

%qﬂ"—j)—ﬂ(n—ﬂ) by Proposition 19, wherg = |2]. This asymptotically becomek,(p') >
T—p/(1—p)for0<p <1 Similarly, [23, Theorem 12.2.1], Lemnia 8, and Proposifighyield

|E(q,n)|
<
Ku(g,n,p) < oy Va(ro7) 1 +1In OrggéchM(np) (19)

< 2K;'N, [14In(N,(2N, — 1)K %) + p(n — p)Ing] ¢ =r=0)  (20)
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which asymptotically becomds,(p') < 1 — p/(1—p/) for 0 < p/ < 1. |

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Proposition 1

Before we prove Propositionl 1, we introduce some usefultioms. For0 < d < r, we denote

I;/0
Uy = R(L[P,) € Er(q,n), wherePy = | — € GF(q)™ (=), hencedy(Uy, Uy) = d for all

0|0
0 < d < r. We also denote the set of all generator matrices of all sadespinB,,(Up) N Bs(Uy) as

F(u,s,d), hence|F(u,s,d)| = Ic(u,s,d) []/= (¢" — ).

Lemma 14:Let X € GF(¢)"*", X = (A|B), whereA andB haver andn —r columns, respectively.
Furthermore, we denotA = (A;|alA2) andB = (B;|b|B;), wherea andb are thed-th columns of
A andB, respectively. TheiX € F(u,s,d) if and only if rk(X) = r, rk(B) < u, andrk(B; — A1|b —
a|Bg) < s.

Proof: First, X is the generator matrix of somé € E,.(¢,n) if and only if rk(X) = r. Second,

L. 0 I.|0
du(V,Up) =1k —r=rk —r =r1k(B).
A|B 0B

I, | P, L| Py
dw(V,Ug) = rk —r =rk —r =1k(B - AP,;) =rk(B; — A1|b|Ba).
Al B 0 ‘ B - AP,

Third,

Therefore, X € F(u, s,d) if and only if rk(X) = r, rk(B) < u, andrk(B; — Aj/b—a|Bs) <s. ®
We now give the proof of Propositidd 1.

Proof: It suffices to show thal.(u, s,d) < Ic(u,s,d—1) for anyd > 1. We do so by determining
an injective mappingp from F(u,s,d) to F(u,s,d — 1). Let X € F(u,s,d), then by Lemmd_14,
rk(X) = 7, 1k(B) < u, andrk(B; — A;|b — a|B2) < s. Since the mapping only modifiesb, we
shall denotep(X) = Y = (A|B;|c|B2). We hence have to show that(Y) = r, rk(B;|c|B2) < u,
andrk(B; — A;|c|B2) < s. We need to distinguish three cases.

o Case l:itk(B; — A1|B2) < s — 1. In this casec = b. Note thatrk(Y) = r, rk(B) < u, and

rk(B; — Aq[¢c|By) <rk(B; — A1|B2) +1 < s.

o Case ll:tk(B; — A;|B2) = s andrk(B;|Bsy) < u—1. In this casec = b—a. Note thatrk(Y) = r,

rk(B1|c|B2) <1k(B) + 1 < wu, andrk(B; — A1|c|B2) =rk(B; — Ai|b — a|B3) = s.

o Case lll:tk(B; — A1|B2) = s andrk(B;|B2) = u. We haveb —a € ¢(B; — A;|B2) andb €
¢(B;1|B2). Hencea € ¢(B;|B2|B; —A;). Denoting¢(B1|B2|B1 —A;) = €(B;|B2) &S, whereS
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is a fixed subspace @(B; — A;), a can be uniquely expressed as- r + s, wherer € ¢(B;|B3)
ands € &. In this casec = b —r. Sinceb € €(B;|By), rk(X) = rk(A|B;|B2) = r = rk(Y).
Also, sincec € €(B;|B3), rk(B1|c|B2) = rk(B;|B2) = u. Finally,c = b—a—s € ¢(B;1—A;|B»),
thereforerk(B; — A|c|B2) = s.

It is easy to show thab is injective. Therefore|F(u,s,d)| < |F(u,s,d — 1)| and Ic(u,s,d) <

Ic(u,s,d—1). [ |

B. Proof of Propositio 4

We adapt below the notations in [36], [37] to the modified gatee metric for CDCs. For alV C
E.(¢,n) and a CDCC C E,(¢q,n) with covering radiusp, the excess o’/ by C is defined to be

Ec(V) def Y cec |B,(C) N V| —|V|. Hence if {WW;} is a family of disjoint subsets oF,(¢,n), then

Ec (U; Wi) = >, Ec(W;). We defineZ OI:ef{Z € E,(q,n) : Ec({Z}) > 1}, i.e., Z is the set of subspaces
covered by at least two codesubspace it follows that| Z| < E¢(Z) = E¢(Er(¢,n)) = |C|[Ve(p)—[7].
Before proving Proposition] 4, we need the following adaptabf [37, Lemma 8]. LeC be a code
in E,.(g,n) with covering radiusp. We defineA d:ef{U € E.(¢,n) : duw(U,C) = p}.
Lemma 15:ForU € A\Z and0 < p < n, we haveE¢(B;(U)) > e.

Proof: SinceU ¢ Z, there is a uniqué€’, € C such thatiy (U, Cy) = p. We havgB,(Co)NB1(U)| =
Ic(p,1,p) = Je(p, 0, p)+Jc(p, 1, p)+Jc(p—1,1, p) = 14a,+c,. For any codesubspacg e C satisfying
duw(U,C1) = p+ 1, by Lemmal4 we havéB,(C1) N Bi(U)| = Je(p, 1, p + 1) = cp41. Finally, for all
other codesubspacé&$ < C at distance> p + 1 from U, we have|B,(C2) N B1(U)| = 0. Denoting

N®\(c, ec:dy(U,C1) = p+ 1}, we obtain

Ec(Bi(U)) = Y IB,(C)NBi(U)| — |Bi(V)]
ceC
= l+4ap,+c,+Ncpy1 —Ne(1) -1

= —b, mod cyy1.

The proof is completed by realizing thath, < 0, while E¢(B;(U)) is a non-negative integer. |
We now establish a key lemma.
Lemma 16:If Z € Z and0 < p < n, then| AN B1(Z)| < V(1) — ¢,.

Proof: By definition of p, there exists” € C such thatd,(Z,C) < p. By Propositior 1L|B;(Z) N
B,—1(C)| gets its minimal value fowy(Z,C) = p, which is c,. A subspace at distance p — 1
from any codesubspace does not belongdtoTherefore,B,(Z) N B,-1(C) C B1(Z)\A, and hence
lANBL(Z)| = |Bi(Z)| — |Bi(Z)\A| < Ve(1) — |Bi(Z) N B,_1(C)]. .
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We now give a proof of Propositidd 4.

Proof: For a codeC with covering radiusp ande > 1,

v & 1] - im0 f - e v {iewee - 7]} (21)
< el - (e—1)i2] (22)
< Al — (e~ VAN Z| = dA\Z| +]AN 2],

where [22) follows from Z| < [C|Vc(p) — [1].

T

v <Y EeBi(A)+ Y Ee(Bi(4) (23)
AcA\Z AcAnZ
= ) Ee(Bi(A))
AcA

where [(28) follows from LemmBg15 andlN Z| < E¢(AN 2).

vy <> Z Ec({U}) (24)
A€AUEB:(A)NZ
> Z EC({U} > AN B(U)|Ec({U}),
UeZ AeB,(U)N Uez

where [(24) follows the fact that the second summation is aligpint sets{U}. By Lemmal[1l6, we

obtain
v Y (Ve(l) = ) Ec({UY)
UezZ
= (Ve(1) = ) Ee(2)
= ) - e {lerveto - ]} @5)
Combining [25) and[(21), we obtain the bound in Propositibn 4 [ |

C. Proof of Lemm&l7

Proof: LetC be a code irF, (¢, n—1) with covering radiup—1 and cardinalityK.(¢,n—1,r, p—1).
Define the code&; C E,(¢,n) asC; = {R(C|0) : R(C) € C}. For anyU; € E,(q,n) with generator
matrix U; = (Ulu), whereU € GF(q)"*"~! andu € GF(q)"*!, we prove that there exists; € C;
generated byC; = (C|0) such thatdy(Cy,U;) < p. First, if rk(U) = r, then there exist& € C
such thatrk(CT|UT) < r + p — 1 and hencek(CT|UT) < r + p and dy(Cy,U;) < p. Second,
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if rk(U) = r — 1, then letU, be » — 1 linearly independent rows obJ. For anyv € GF(q)" !,
v ¢ R(Uy), there exista € C such thatr + p — 1 > rk(CT|UT|vT) > rk(CT|UL) = rk(CT|UT).
Hencerk(CT|UT) < r + p anddy(C1,U1) < p. Thus Ko(q,n,7,p) < Ko(q,n — 1,7,p — 1) which
appliedp times yieldsK¢(q,n,r, p) < Kc(g,n — p,7,0) = [*.7].

Similarly, letC be a code inF,_;(q, n) with covering radiug—1 and cardinalityK (¢, n,r—1, p—1).
Define the cod&s, = {R((CT|c?)T) : R(C) C C} € E,(¢,n), wherec € GF(q)" is chosen at random
such thatrk(C”'|cT) = r. We remark thatCy| < |C|. For anyU, € E,.(q,n) with generator matrix
U, = (UT[u)7, there existsCy € Co with generator matrixCy, = (C7T|c?)T with tk(CT|UT) <
r+ p— 2. Thusrk(C3|UT) < r + p andCy has covering radius at mogt Thus K¢(q,n, 7, p) < |Ca| <

Kc(q,n,r — 1, p — 1) which appliedp times yieldsK.(q,n,r, p) < Kc(g,n,r — p,0) = [Tfp]. |

D. Proof of Propositiori 6

Proof: For any code&C C E,(¢q,n) we denote the number of subspacegir(¢,n) at distance> p
from C asP(C). Denoting the set of all codes ifi.(¢, n) and cardinalityk” as Sk, we havelSk| = (g)
whereQ %' ["]. The average value aP(C) for all codesC € Sk is given by

B X PO = g X X

CeSk CeSk Ue€Er(an)
dw(U,C)>p

=i MDY

|Sk| ~
B 5%
1 Q — Ve(p)
_ 26
5x] Z ( K (26)

B rs%(Q VC )
)

Eqg. (26) comes from the fact that there a(l%‘VC(” codes with cardinality’ that do not covelU.

For all K, there exists a codé’ € Sk for which P(C’) is no more than the average, i.&2(C") <
QR () £Q(1-QMVelp) " ForK = [——logQ(l_Q,lvc(p))JH. PC)<Q(1-Q Wu(p)" <
1 andC’ has covering radius at mogt |

E. Proof of Propositiorn 18

Proof: The proof is by induction ork. First, by [4) there exists a code with cardinality and
minimum distance2p + 1 for 2p < r which leavesu;, subspaces uncovered; fap > r, a single

codesubspace covelrs(p) subspaces. Second, suppose there exists a code with ¢itydinahich leaves
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ug uncovered subspaces, and denote the set of uncovered sebsis).. Let G be the graph where the
vertex set ist, (¢, n) and two vertices are adjacent if and only if their distancatisostp. Let A be the
adjacency matrix oty and A, be thewu; columns ofA corresponding td/,. There areu;Vi(p) ones in
Ay, distributed acrosgV (Uy)| rows, whereN (Uy,) is the neighborhood af/;.. By construction N (Uy,)
N(Uyg)| < Be(ug).
Thus|N(Uy)| < min{["] — k, Bc(ux)} and there exists a row with at Iea%t — u Ve (p) -‘ ones in

tin{ (1]~ Be(un)}
A,.. Adding the subspace corresponding to this row to the codegltain a code with cardinality + 1

does not contain any codesubspace, heno@/;)| < [7] — k. Also, by Lemmé&b)|

which leaves at most; . subspaces uncovered. [ |

F. Proof of Lemm&_10

Proof: Forl <r—t—1orl>r+t+1, 3, o Ns(,r,d) = 0. Also, 3,_, N(r — t,r,d) =

No(r — t,r,t) and 3_4_o Ns(r + t,7,d) = Ns(r + t,r,t) = ["T] < ["777"]. We hence assume —

t+1 <1 <r+t—1 henceforth. We haveVs(l,r,d) = ¢“@=['][7-!], whereu = *4=" hence
Ns(l,r,d) < K;2¢/D, wheredf(l,d) = (I — 2n + 2r) + 2d(n — d) + r(2n — 3r). Since f(I,t —
i) = f(l,t) — $(n — 2t + i), we obtain}_,¢/tD < /D Z;’ioq‘é. Whenr —t+1 < [ <
r+t—1, itis easily shown thaf(l,t) < f(r —t+1,t) = t(n —r) — 2(2n — 4r + 2t — 1). Therefore,

Sty Ns(l,r,d) < qt(n—r)q—i@t—UKq—Z > 20q z. Sincet > 1 — 4log, K4 + 2log, >, g5, we
haveq i3 VK 252 =7 <1land Y Ne(l,r,d) < ¢/C—40 < [*77H], u

G. Proof of Proposition_10

Proof: First, by LemmaBNs(r, s, d) = ¢4~ ["][17"], whereu = "4=* satisfies0 < u <
min{r, d}. Thus¢/® < Ng(r,s,d) < Kq_zqf(“), where f(u) = u(2r +3d —n — 3u) + d(n — r — d).
Since f is maximized foru = ug = W < d, we need to consider several cases.

e Case l:0<d< "‘TQT’ < 7. We haveyy < 0 and hencef is maximized foru = 0: f(0) =g(d) =

d(n—r—d). ThusVs(r,t) > ¢9@, and it is easy to show that! _, ¢/ = ¢9(@) S g—uln=2r=3d+3u) o

M, ¢9(@)

e Casell:0 < "‘TQT’ < d < min {"{;f”, 21. We have) < uy < r and hencef is maximized foru = uy:
flug) = g(d) = L (n —2r)2 + 1d(2n — d). ThusV(r,t) > max{q/(lw]) g7 ([uD} > =% and
it is easy to show thay_!_ ¢/ = ¢9@ 77 _ g3 < (20, — 1)¢9(D,

« Case lll:
g(d) = (d—r)(n —d+r). Thus Vg(r,t) > ¢, and it is easy to show thdf!_,¢/™ =
oD S qiBd—ar=nt3) < pp qod))

1=

< %47’ < d < 5. We haveug > r and hencef is maximized foru = r: f(r) =

w3
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It is easily shown thay(d — i) < g(d) — % for all d and:. Therefore,

t r+d
‘/S(T7 t) = Z Z NS(TJ 5, d) (27)
d=0 s=0
t
< (2My—DE;?> 79 (28)
d=0
< (2My - )L,K 2", (29)

H. Proof of Propositiori 119

Proof: First, Vi (r,t) > Ny(r,r,t) > ¢, We now prove the upper bound. Sinkg(r,t) =
Vi(n—r,t), we assume < % without loss of generality. For < r, we haveN,,(r, s,d) = ¢#@+s=n ][ 17 ] <
K 2gendir=s)=(r=d)(n=d) " Gimilarly, for s > r, we haveNy(r,s,d) = ¢t =9 7 J[""] <

d+r—sll d
K 2gor=s+d)tdn=r=d) \We havel},(r,t) = 34 o >0 Ny(r,s,d) and hence

r r r+d
KgVM(T‘,t) < Z { Z qs(n—d+r—s)—(r—d)(n—d) + Z qs(r—s—l—d)—l—d(n—r—d)}
d=0

s=r—d s=r+1
t  d+r
+ Z qu(r—s—l—d)—l—d(n—r—d)
d=r+1 s=d
r d d
— qu(n—d) Zq—i(n—d—r-i-i) +Zq—j(r—d+] + Z q d(n—d) Zq—k(d r+k)
d=0 i=0 j=1 d=r+1
t t
< (@N 1) gD N, Y gl
d=0 d=0
t
< (2Ng = 1)gt Ny " gt
=0

< (2N, — 1)N,qt=1).
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