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Abstract

Constant-dimension codes (CDCs) and subspace codes have been proposed for error control in

network coding. In this paper, we first study the covering properties of CDCs. We derive bounds on

the minimum cardinality of a CDC with a given covering radiusand determine the asymptotic rate of

optimal covering CDCs. We then study the packing and covering properties of subspace codes, which

can be used with the subspace metric or the so-called modifiedsubspace metric. We derive bounds on the

cardinalities of packing and covering subspace codes, and we determine the maximum asymptotic rate

of both packing and covering subspace codes for both the subspace metric and the modified subspace

metric.

I. INTRODUCTION

While random network coding [1]–[3] has proved to be a powerful tool for disseminating information

in networks, it is highly susceptible to errors. Error control for random network coding hence is critical

and has received growing attention recently. Error controlfor noncoherent random network coding was

first considered in [4]. Motivated by the property that random network coding is vector-space preserving,

an operator channel that captures the essence of the noncoherent transmission model was defined in [4].

Similar to codes defined in complex Grassmannians for noncoherent multiple-antenna channels, codes

defined in Grassmannians over a finite field [5], [6] and used with the subspace distance (cf. [4, (3)]) play

a significant role in error control for noncoherent random network coding; Under the subspace distance,
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the weight of a subspace is simply its dimension; thus, we refer to these codes as constant-dimension

codes (CDCs) henceforth.

There is a steady stream of works that focuses on codes in the Grassmannian. For example, Delsarte

[5] proved that the Grassmannian endowed with the subspace distance forms an association scheme, and

derived its parameters. The nonexistence of perfect codes in the Grassmannian was proved in [6], [10].

In [11], it was shown that Steiner structures yield diameter-perfect codes in the Grassmannian; properties

and constructions of these structures were studied in [12];in [13], it was shown that Steiner structures

result in optimal CDCs. Related work on certain intersecting families and on byte-correcting codes can be

found in [14] and [15], respectively. An application of codes in the Grassmanian to linear authentication

schemes was considered in [16]. In [4], a Singleton bound forCDCs and a family of codes that are

nearly Singleton-bound achieving are proposed, and a recursive construction of CDCs which outperform

the codes in [4] was given in [17]. Further constructions have been given in [18]. However, despite all

these results the maximum cardinality of a CDC with a given minimum distance remains unknown.

On the other hand, general studies of subspace metric codes (also referred to as codes in projective

space or projective geometry) started only recently (see, for example, [7], [8]). Subspace codes have been

introduced for network coding in [9], where it is shown that they can correct more errors than CDCs.

Subspace codes can be used with either the subspace metric orwith the modified subspace metric. Bounds

on subspaces codes with the subspace metric have been derived in [7].

Covering properties are significant for error control codes, and the covering radius is a basic geometric

parameter of a code [19]. For instance, the covering radius can be viewed as a measure of performance:

if the code is used for error correction, then the covering radius is the maximum weight of a correctable

error vector [20]; if the code is used for data compression, then the covering radius is a measure of the

maximum distortion [20]. The Hamming covering radius of ECCs has been extensively studied (see, for

example, [21]–[23]) and the rank covering radius was studied in [29], [39], whereas the packing and

covering radii of CDCs have received relatively little attention.

In this paper, we first study the covering properties of CDCs.We derive bounds on the minimum

cardinality of a CDC with a given covering radius and determine the asymptotic rate of optimal covering

CDCs. We then study the packing and covering properties of subspace codes. We derive bounds on the

cardinalities of packing and covering subspace codes, and we determine the maximum asymptotic rate

of packing and covering subspace codes for both the subspacemetric and the modified subspace metric.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II gives necessary background on subspace codes,

CDCS, and related concepts. In Section III, we study the covering properties of CDCs. In Section IV,
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we study the packing and covering properties of subspace codes using the subspace metric. In Section V,

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

II. PRELIMINARIES

A. Subspace codes

We denote the set of all subspaces ofGF(q)n with dimensionr asEr(q, n) andE(q, n) =
⋃n

r=0Er(q, n).

For U, V ∈ E(q, n), it is easily shown thatdS(U, V )
def
= dim(U + V )− dim(U ∩ V ) and

dM(U, V )
def
=

1

2
dS(U, V ) +

1

2
|dim(U)− dim(V )|

= max{dim(U),dim(V )} − dim(U ∩ V ) (1)

= dim(U + V )−min{dim(U),dim(V )} (2)

are metrics overE(q, n), referred to as thesubspace metricand themodified subspace metric, respectively

[9]. For all U, V ∈ E(q, n),
1

2
dS(U, V ) ≤ dM(U, V ) ≤ dS(U, V ), (3)

dM(U, V ) = 1
2dS(U, V ) if and only if dim(U) = dim(V ), anddM(U, V ) = dS(U, V ) if and only if U ⊆ V

or V ⊆ U .

A subspace codeis a nonempty subset ofE(q, n), whose elements are called codesubspaces. The mini-

mum subspace (respectively, modified subspace) distance ofa subspace code, denoted asdS (respectively,

dM) is the minimum distance over all pairs of distinct codesubspaces.

B. CDCs and rank metric codes

The GrassmannianEr(q, n) endowed with the modified subspace metric forms an association scheme

[4], [5]. SincedS(U, V ) = 2dM(U, V ) for all U, V ∈ Er(q, n), we only consider the modified subspace

metric for the Grassmannian. We have|Er(q, n)| =
[

n
r

]

, where
[

n
r

]

=
∏r−1

i=0
qn−qi

qr−qi is the Gaussian

polynomial [24]. It is shown in [25] thatqr(n−r) ≤
[n
r

]

< K−1
q qr(n−r), whereKq =

∏∞
j=1(1− q−j). We

denote the number of subspaces of dimensionr at distanced from a given subspace of dimensionr as

NC(d) = qd
2[r

d

][

n−r
d

]

[4]. The ball of radiust in Er(q, n) around a subspaceU is denoted asBt(U) and

its volume asVC(t) =
∑t

d=0NC(d).

A subset ofEr(q, n) is called a constant-dimension code (CDC). A CDC is thus a subspace code whose

codesubspaces have the same dimension. We denote the maximum cardinality of a CDC inEr(q, n) with

minimum distanced as AC(q, n, r, d). Constructions of CDCs and bounds onAC(q, n, r, d) have been
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given in [4], [8], [13], [17], [18]. In particular,AC(q, n, r, 1) =
[n
r

]

and it is shown that for2r ≤ n and

2 ≤ d ≤ r,
qn(r−d+1) − q(r+l)(r−d+1)

qr(r−d+1) − 1
≤ AC(q, n, r, d) ≤

[ n
r−d+1

]

[ r
r−d+1

] , (4)

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

CDCs are closely related to rank metric codes. A rank metric code [26]–[28] can be viewed as a set

of matrices inGF(q)m×n. The rank distance between two matricesC,D ∈ GF(q)m×n is defined as

dR(C,D) = rk(C−D). The minimum cardinality of a code inGF(q)m×n with rank covering radiusρ

is studied in [29] and is denoted asKR(q
m, n, ρ), whereKR(q

m, n, ρ) = KR(q
n,m, ρ) [29].

CDCs are related to rank metric codes through the concept of constant-rank codes [30] or through

the lifting operation [31]. The row space and the column space of a matrixC are denoted asR(C) and

C(C), respectively. The lifting ofC ∈ GF(q)r×(n−r) is defined asI(C) = R(Ir|C) ∈ Er(q, n). For all

C,D ∈ GF(q)r×(n−r), we havedM(I(C),I(D)) = dR(C,D) [31].

III. C OVERING PROPERTIES OFCDCS

The packing properties of CDCs have been studied in [4], [8],[13], [17], [18] and the asymptotic rate

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

A. Properties of balls in the Grassmannian

In this section, we investigate the properties of balls in the GrassmannianEr(q, n), which will be

instrumental in our study of covering properties of CDCs. First, we derive bounds on the volume of balls

in Er(q, n).

Lemma 1:For all q, n, 2r ≤ n, and 0 ≤ t ≤ r, qt(n−t) ≤ VC(t) < K−2
q Nqq

t(n−t), whereNq =
∑∞

i=0 q
−i2 .

Proof: First, we haveqd(n−d) ≤ NC(d) < K−2
q qd(n−d) for all 0 ≤ d ≤ r. Therefore,VC(t) ≥

NC(t) ≥ qt(n−t) andVC(t) < K−2
q

∑t
i=0 q

t(n−t)−i(n−2t+i) < NqK
−2
q qt(n−t).

We now determine the volume of the intersection of two spheres of radii u and s respectively with

distanced between their centers, which is the intersection numberJC(u, s, d) of the association scheme

mentioned in Section II-B.

Lemma 2:For all u, s, andd,

JC(u, s, d) =
1

[n
r

]

NC(d)

r
∑

i=0

µiEu(i)Es(i)Ed(i),
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whereµi =
[n
i

]

−
[ n
i−1

]

andEj(i) is a q-Eberlein polynomial [32]:

Ej(i) =

j
∑

l=0

(−1)j−lqli+(j−l)(j−l)/2

[

r − l

r − j

][

r − l

i

][

n− r + l − i

l

]

.

Proof: This directly follows Theorems 3.5 and 3.6 in [33, Chapter II].

Although Lemma 2 is a direct application of the theory of association schemes, we present it formally

since it is a fundamental geometric property of the Grassmannian which will be instrumental in our study

of CDCs. By [34, Lemma 4.1.7], we also obtain a recursion formula for JC(u, s, d).

Lemma 3:JC(u, s, d) satisfies the following recursion:JC(0, s, d) = δs,d, JC(u, 0, d) = δu,d, and

cu+1JC(u+1, s, d) = bs−1JC(u, s−1, d)+(as−au)JC(u, s, d)+cs+1JC(u, s+1, d)−bu−1JC(u−1, s, d),

wherecj = JC(1, j − 1, j) =
[j
1

]2
, bj = JC(1, j + 1, j) = q2j+1

[r−j
1

][n−r−j
1

]

[34, Theorem 9.3.3], and

aj = JC(1, j, j) = NC(1) − bj − cj for 0 ≤ j ≤ r [34, Chapter 4, (1a)].

Let IC(u, s, d) denote the intersection of two balls inEr(q, n) with radii u and s with distanced

between their centers. SinceIC(u, s, d) =
∑u

i=0

∑s
j=0 JC(i, j, d), Lemma 2 also leads to an analytical

expression forIC(u, s, d). Proposition 1 below shows that the volume of the intersection of two balls

decreases as the distance between their respective centersincreases.

Proposition 1: For all u ands, IC(u, s, d) is a non-increasing function ofd.

The proof of Proposition 1 is given in Appendix A. Therefore,the minimum nonzero intersection

between two balls with radiiu ands is given byIC(u, s, u+s) = JC(u, s, u+s) for u+s ≤ r. Lemma 4

below determines the value of this term.

Lemma 4:For all u, s, such thatu+ s ≤ r, JC(u, s, u+ s) =
[u+s

u

]2
.

Proof: The proof is by induction onu. Foru = 0, JC(0, s, s) = 1 =
[s
0

]2
. AssumeJC(u, s, u+ s) =

[u+s
u

]2
for all 0 ≤ s ≤ r− u. Then by Lemma 3,JC(u+ 1, s− 1, u+ s) = cs

cu+1
JC(u, s, u+ s) =

[u+s
u+1

]2

for 1 ≤ s ≥ r − u.

We derive below an upper bound on the union of balls inEr(q, n) with the same radius.

Lemma 5:The volume of the union ofanyK balls inEr(q, n) with radiusρ is at most

BC(K) = KVC(ρ)−

l
∑

a=1

[AC(q, n, r, r − a+ 1)−AC(q, n, r, r − a+ 2)]IC(ρ, ρ, r − a+ 1)

−[K −AC(q, n, r, r − l + 1)]IC(ρ, ρ, r − l), (5)

wherel = max{a : K ≥ AC(q, n, r, r − a+ 1)}.

Proof: Let {Ui}
K−1
i=0 denote the centers ofK balls with modified subspace radiusρ and letVj =

{Ui}
j−1
i=0 for 1 ≤ j ≤ K. The centers are labeled such thatdM(Uj ,Vj) is non-increasing forj ≥ 1. For
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1 ≤ a ≤ l andAC(q, n, r, r − a + 2) ≤ j < AC(q, n, r, r − a + 1), we havedM(Uj ,Vj) = dM(Vj+1) ≤

r − a+ 1. By Proposition 1,Uj hence covers at mostVC(ρ)− IC(ρ, ρ, r − a+ 1) subspaces that are not

previously covered byVj.

Note that although the value ofAC(q, n, r, r − a + 1) is unknown in general, the upper bound in (4)

can be used in (5) in order to obtain an upper bound onBC(K).

B. Covering CDCs

We denote the minimum cardinality of a CDC inEr(q, n) with modified subspace covering radiusρ as

KC(q, n, r, ρ). SinceKC(q, n, n−r, ρ) = KC(q, n, r, ρ), we assume2r ≤ n. Also,KC(q, n, r, 0) =
[n
r

]

and

KC(q, n, r, r) = 1, hence we assume0 < ρ < r henceforth. We first derive lower bounds onKC(q, n, r, ρ).

Lemma 6:For all q, n, 2r ≤ n, and0 < ρ < r, KC(q, n, r, ρ) ≥ min
{

K : BC(K) ≥
[n
r

]}

≥
[n
r
]

VC(ρ)
.

Proof: Let C be a CDC with cardinalityKC(q, n, r, ρ) and covering radiusρ. Then the balls around

the codesubspaces cover
[

n
r

]

subspaces; however, by Lemma 5, they cannot cover more thanBC(|C|)

subspaces. Therefore,BC(KC(q, n, r, ρ)) ≥
[n
r

]

and we obtain the first inequality. SinceBC(K) ≤ KVC(ρ)

for all K, we obtain the second inequality.

The second lower bound in Lemma 6 is referred to as the sphere covering bound for CDCs. By

considering the distance distribution of a covering code, we can refine the sphere covering bound for

CDCs.

Proposition 2: Let C be a CDC with covering radiusρ. For U ∈ Er(q, n) at distanceδ from C, let

Ai(U) denote the number of codesubspaces at distancei from U . Then
∑r

i=0Ai(U) = |C| and

0 ≤ Ai(U) ≤ NC(i), i = 0, 1, . . . , r (6)

Ai(U) = 0, i = 0, 1, . . . , δ − 1 (7)

Aδ(U) ≥ 1, (8)
r

∑

i=0

Ai(U)

ρ
∑

s=0

JC(l, s, i) ≥ NC(l), l = 0, 1, . . . , r. (9)

Proof: (6)-(8) directly follow the hypothesis, and it suffices to prove (9). For0 ≤ l ≤ r, a

codesubspace at distancei from U covers exactly
∑ρ

s=0 JC(l, s, i) subspaces at distancel from U . All

the subspaces at distancel from U are covered, hence
∑r

i=0Ai(U)
∑ρ

s=0 JC(l, s, i) ≥ NC(l).

We remark that summing (9) for0 ≤ l ≤ r yields the sphere covering bound. Proposition 2 also leads

to a lower bound onKC(q, n, r, ρ).

Corollary 1: For0 ≤ δ ≤ ρ, letTδ = min
∑r

i=0 Ai(U), where the minimum is taken over all sequences

{Ai(U)} which satisfy (6)-(9). ThenKC(q, n, r, ρ) ≥ max0≤δ≤ρ Tδ.
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Another set of linear inequalities is obtained from the inner distribution {ai} of a covering codeC,

defined asai
def
= 1

|C|

∑

C∈C Ai(C) for 0 ≤ i ≤ r [35].

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

min

r
∑

i=0

ai (10)

st a0 = 1 (11)

0 ≤ ai ≤ NC(i), i = 1, 2, . . . , r (12)
r

∑

i=0

ai

ρ
∑

s=0

JC(l, s, i) ≥ NC(l), l = 0, 1, . . . , r (13)

r
∑

i=0

ai
Ei(l)

NC(i)
≥ 0, l = 0, 1, . . . , r. (14)

ThenKC(q, n, r, ρ) ≥ t.

Proof: Let C be a CDC with covering radiusρ and inner distribution{ai}. Summing (6) and (9) for

all C ∈ C yields (12) and (13), respectively, while (11) follows the definition of a0. By the generalized

MacWilliams identity [35, Theorem 3],
∑r

i=0 aiFl(i) ≥ 0, whereFl(i) =
µl

NC(i)
Ei(l) [33, Theorem 3.5]

are theq-numbers of the association scheme, which yields (14). Since
∑r

i=0 ai = |C| we obtain that

|C| ≥ t.

Lower bounds on covering codes with the Hamming metric can beobtained through the concept of

the excess of a code [36], [37]. This concept being independent of the underlying metric, it was adapted

to the rank metric in [29]. We adapt it to the modified subspacemetric for CDCs below, thus obtaining

the lower bound in Proposition 4.

Proposition 4: For all q, n, 2r ≤ n, and 0 < ρ < r, KC(q, n, r, ρ) ≥
[n
r
]

VC(ρ)−
ǫ

δ
NC(ρ)

, where ǫ
def
=

⌈

bρ
cρ+1

⌉

cρ+1 − bρ andδ
def
= NC(1) − cρ + 2ǫ.

The proof of Proposition 4 is given in Appendix B. We now derive upper bounds onKC(q, n, r, ρ).

First, we investigate how to expand covering CDCs.

Lemma 7:For all q, n, 2r ≤ n, and0 < ρ < r, KC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤ KC(q, n − 1, r, ρ − 1) ≤
[n−ρ

r

]

, and

KC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤ KC(q, n, r − 1, ρ− 1) ≤
[ n
r−ρ

]

.

The proof of Lemma 7 is given in Appendix C. We construct belowa class of covering CDCs from

liftings of rank metric covering codes.

Proposition 5: For all q, n, 2r ≤ n, and0 < ρ < r, KC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤
(n
r

)

KR(q
n−r, r, ρ).

Proof: For all n and r, we denote the set of subsets of{0, 1, . . . , n − 1} with cardinality r as

Sr
n. For all J ∈ Sr

n and allC ∈ GF(q)r×(n−r), let I(J,C) = R(π(Ir|C)) ∈ GF(q)r×n, whereπ is the
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permutation of{0, 1, . . . , n−1} satisfyingJ = {π(0), π(1), . . . , π(r−1)}, π(0) < π(1) < . . . < π(r−1),

andπ(r) < π(r+ 1) < . . . < π(n− 1). It is easily shown thatdM(I(J,C),I(J,D)) = dR(C,D) for all

J ∈ Sr
n, C,D ∈ GF(q)r×(n−r).

Let C ⊆ GF(q)r×(n−r) have rank covering radiusρ and cardinalityKR(q
n−r, r, ρ). We show below

that I(C) = {I(J,C) : J ∈ Sr
n,C ∈ C} is a CDC with covering radiusρ. Any U ∈ Er(q, n) can be

expressed asI(J,V) for someJ ∈ Sr
n and someV ∈ GF(q)r×(n−r). Also, by definition, there exists

C ∈ C such thatdR(C,V) ≤ ρ and hencedM(U,I(J,C)) = dR(C,V) ≤ ρ. ThusI(C) has covering

radiusρ and cardinality≤
(

n
ρ

)

KR(q
n−r, r, ρ).

The next upper bound is a straightforward adaptation of [29,Proposition 12].

Proposition 6: For all q, n, 2r ≤ n, and0 < ρ < r, KC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤
{

1− log[n
r
]
([n

r

]

− VC(ρ)
)

}−1
+1.

The proof of Proposition 6 is given in Appendix D. The next bound is a direct application of [23,

Theorem 12.2.1].

Proposition 7: For all q, n, 2r ≤ n, and0 < ρ < r, KC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤
[n
r
]

VC(ρ)
(1 + lnVC(ρ)).

The bound in Proposition 7 can be refined by applying the greedy algorithm described in [38], [39]

to CDCs.

Proposition 8: Let k0
def
= L(q, n, r, 2ρ + 1) for 2ρ < r andk0

def
= 1 for 2ρ ≥ r. Then for allk ≥ k0,

there exists a CDC with cardinalityk which covers at least
[n
r

]

−uk subspaces, whereuk0

def
=

[n
r

]

−k0VC(ρ)

anduk+1 = uk −

⌈

ukVC(ρ)

min{[n
r
]−k,BC(uk)}

⌉

for all k ≥ k0. ThusKC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤ min{k : uk = 0}.

The proof of Proposition 8 is given in Appendix E.

Using the bounds derived above, we finally determine the asymptotic behavior ofKC(q, n, r, ρ). We use

the following normalized parameters:r′ = r
n , ρ′ = ρ

n , andkC(r
′, ρ′) = lim infn→∞ logqn2 KC(q, n, r, ρ).

Proposition 9: For all 0 ≤ ρ′ ≤ r′ ≤ 1
2 , kC(r

′, ρ′) = (r′ − ρ′)(1− r′ − ρ′).

Proof: Using the bounds onVC(ρ) in Lemma 1, the sphere covering bound yieldsKC(q, n, r, ρ) >

N−1
q K2

q q
r(n−r)−ρ(n−ρ), which asymptotically becomeskC(r

′, ρ′) ≥ r′(1−r′)−ρ′(1−ρ′). Also, Proposition

7 leads toKC(q, n, r, ρ) < K−1
q qr(n−r)−ρ(n−ρ)[1 + ln(K−2

q Nq) + ρ(n − ρ) ln q], which asymptotically

becomeskC(r
′, ρ′) ≤ r′(1− r′)− ρ′(1− ρ′).

IV. PACKING AND COVERING PROPERTIES OF SUBSPACE CODES WITH THE SUBSPACE METRIC

A. Properties of balls with subspace radii

In this section, we investigate the properties of balls withsubspace radii inE(q, n), which will be

instrumental in our study of packing and covering properties of subspace codes with the subspace metric.

We first derive bounds on|E(q, n)| below.

October 26, 2019 DRAFT
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Lemma 8:For all n, qj(n−j) ≤ |E(q, n)| < 2K−1
q Nqq

j(n−j), wherej = ⌊n2 ⌋ andNq
def
=

∑∞
i=0 q

−i2 .

Proof: We have |E(q, n)| =
∑n

r=0

[n
r

]

≥
[n
j

]

≥ qj(n−j), which proves the lower bound. In

order to prove the upper bound, we distinguish two cases. First, if n = 2j + 1, then
∑2j+1

r=0

[

2j+1
r

]

=

2
∑j

i=0

[2j+1
j−i

]

< 2K−1
q

∑j
i=0 q

j(j+1)−i(i+1) < 2K−1
q Nqq

j(n−j). Second, ifn = 2j, then
∑2j

r=0

[2j
r

]

=
[2j
j

]

+ 2
∑j

i=1

[ 2j
j−i

]

< 2K−1
q

∑j
i=0 q

j2−i2 < 2K−1
q Nqq

j(n−j).

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

Lemma 9:The number of subspaces with dimensions at subspace distanced from a subspace with

dimensionr is given byNS(r, s, d)
def
= qu(d−u)

[r
u

][n−r
d−u

]

, whenu = r+d−s
2 is an integer, andNS(r, s, d) = 0

otherwise.

Proof: For U ∈ Er(q, n) andV ∈ Es(q, n), dS(U, V ) = d if and only if dim(U ∩ V ) = r − u.

Thus there are
[r
u

]

choices forU ∩ V . The subspaceV can then be completed inqu(d−u)
[n−r
d−u

]

ways.

We remark that this result is implicitly contained in [7], where no proof is given. We also de-

note the volume of a ball with subspace radiusd around a subspace with dimensionr as VS(r, t)
def
=

∑t
d=0

∑n
s=0NS(r, s, d).

The following technical lemma will be instrumental in Section IV-C.

Lemma 10:For all q, n, 1
2 − 4 logq Kq + 2 logq

∑∞
i=0 q

− i2

2 < t ≤ r ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

, and 0 ≤ l ≤ n,
∑t

d=0 NS(l, r, d) ≤ NS(r − t, r, t) =
[n−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 radius. SinceVS(r, t) = VS(n − r, t) for

all r and t, we only consider2r ≤ n.

Proposition 10: For all q, n, 2r ≤ n, and2t ≤ n, q−
3

4 qg(t) ≤ VS(r, t) ≤ (2Mq −1)K−2
q Lqq

g(t), where

Mq =
∑∞

i=0 q
−3i2 , Lq =

∑∞
i=0 q

− i2

2 , and

g(t) =



















t(n− r − t) for t ≤ n−2r
3 ,

1
12(n− 2r)2 + 1

4t(2n − t) for n−2r
3 ≤ t ≤ n+4r

3 ,

(t− r)(n− t+ r) for n+4r
3 ≤ t ≤ n

2 .

(15)

The proof of Proposition 10 is given in Appendix G.

B. Packing properties of subspace codes with the subspace metric

In this section, we are interested in packing subspace codesused with the subspace metric. The

maximum cardinality of a code inE(q, n) with minimum subspace distanced is denoted asAS(q, n, d).

SinceAS(q, n, 1) = |E(q, n)|, we assumed ≥ 2 henceforth. For allJ ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , n}, we denote the
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maximum cardinality of a code with minimum subspace distanced and codesubspaces having dimensions

in J asAS(q, n, d, J).

Proposition 11: For2 ≤ d ≤ n, letRd =
{⌈

d
2

⌉

,
⌈

d
2

⌉

+ 1, . . . , n−
⌈

d
2

⌉}

, thenAS(q, n, d) ≤ AS(q, n, d,Rd)+

2.

Proof: Let C be a code inE(q, n) with minimum subspace distanced and letC,D ∈ C. We have

dim(C)+dim(D) ≥ dS(C,D) ≥ d, therefore there is at most one codesubspace with dimensionless than

d
2 . Similarly, dim(C)+dim(D) ≤ 2n− dS(C,D) ≤ 2n− d, therefore there is at most one codesubspace

with dimension greater than2n−d
2 . ThusAS(q, n, d) ≤ AS(q, n, d,Rd) + 2.

Several bounds onAS(q, n, d) have been derived in the literature, notably the Gilbert bound [7, Theorem

5]. This bound could be tightened by adapting the algorithm used in the proof of the Gilbert bound for

the Hamming metric.

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

minimum subspace distanced and Ar codewords with dimensionr for 0 ≤ r ≤ n, whereAπ(0) =

AC

(

q, n, π(0),
⌈

d
2

⌉)

and

Aπ(r) = max

{

0,

⌈[

n
π(r)

]

−
∑r−1

i=0 Aπ(i)

∑d−1
e=0 NS(π(i), π(r), e)

∑d−1
e=0 NS(π(r), π(r), e)

⌉}

. (16)

Proof: We show that there exists such a code by recursion onr. First, for r = 0, this follows

from the definition ofAC

(

q, n, π(0),
⌈

d
2

⌉)

. Second, suppose there exists a code with minimum modified

subspaced andAπ(l) codewords with dimensionπ(l) for 0 ≤ l ≤ r− 1. These codewords cover at most

N =
∑r−1

i=0 Aπ(i)

∑d−1
e=0 NS(π(i), π(r), e) subspaces of dimensionπ(r). If N ≤

[n
r

]

, then we can select

at least

⌈

[n
r
]−N

P

d−1
e=0 NS(π(r),π(r),e)

⌉

codesubspaces with dimensionπ(r).

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

parametersd′
def
= d

n andaS(d
′) = lim supn→∞ logqn2 AS(q, n, d).

Proposition 13: For 0 ≤ d′ ≤ 1, aS(d
′) = 1−d′

4 .

Proof: For d = 2t, we haveAS(q, n, 2t) ≥ AC(q, n, j, t) ≥ q(n−j)(j−t+1) wherej =
⌊

n
2

⌋

, which

asymptotically becomesaS(d
′) ≥ 1−d′

4 . Denotingd = 2t− ǫ whereǫ ∈ {0, 1}, we haveAS(q, n, 2t− ǫ) ≤
∑n

r=0AC(q, n, t), which asymptotically becomesaS(d
′) ≤ 1−d′

4 .

The asymptotic behavior of CDCs can be obtained from (4). DenotingaC(r
′, d′) = lim supn→∞ logqn2 AC(q, n, r, d),

we obtainaC(r
′, d′) = (1− r′)(r′ − d′). Therefore, the asymptotic behavior of the maximum cardinality

of a subspace code is given by that of a CDC with dimension equal to half of n. However, for finite

parameter values, using subspace codes is still beneficial over using CDCs.
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C. Covering properties of subspace codes with the subspace metric

In this section, we consider the covering properties of subspace codes with the subspace metric. We

denote the minimum cardinality of a subspace code inE(q, n) with subspace covering radiusρ as

KS(q, n, ρ). SinceKS(q, n, 0) = |E(q, n)| andKS(q, n, n) = 1, we assume0 < ρ < n henceforth. We

determine below the minimum cardinality of a code with subspace subspace covering radiusρ ≥
⌊

n
2

⌋

.

Proposition 14: For
⌊

n
2

⌋

≤ ρ < n, KS(q, n, ρ) = 2.

Proof: For all V ∈ Er(q, n) there existsV̄ such thatV ⊕ V̄ = GF(q)n and hencedS(V, V̄ ) = n.

Therefore, one subspace cannot cover the wholeE(q, n) with radiusρ < n andKS(q, n, ρ) > 1. We prove

below that the code{{0},GF(q)n} has covering radius
⌊

n
2

⌋

. For allD1 ∈ E(q, n) with dim(D1) ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

,

we havedS({0},D1) = dim(D1) ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

; similarly, for all D2 ∈ E(q, n) with dim(D2) ≥
⌊

n
2

⌋

+ 1, we

havedS(GF(q)n,D2) = n− dim(D2) ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

. ThusC has covering radius2 andKS(q, n, ρ) ≤ 2 for all

ρ ≥
⌊

n
2

⌋

.

We thus consider0 < ρ <
⌊

n
2

⌋

henceforth. Here is the sphere covering bound for subspace codes with

the subspace metric.

Proposition 15: For all q, n, and 0 < ρ <
⌊

n
2

⌋

, KS(q, n, ρ) ≥ min
∑n

i=0Ai, where the mini-

mum is taken over all integer sequences{Ai} satisfying 0 ≤ Ai ≤
[

n
i

]

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n and
∑n

i=0Ai
∑ρ

d=0 NS(i, r, d) ≥
[n
r

]

for 0 ≤ r ≤ n.

Proof: Let C be a subspace code with covering radiusρ and letAi denote the number of subspaces

with dimensioni in C. Then0 ≤ Ai ≤
[

n
i

]

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n. All subspaces with dimensionr are covered;

however, a codesubspace with dimensioni covers exactly
∑ρ

d=0NS(i, r, d) subspaces with dimensionr,

hence
∑n

i=0Ai
∑ρ

d=0 NS(i, r, d) ≥
[n
r

]

for 0 ≤ r ≤ n.

We now give upper bounds onKS(q, n, ρ).

Proposition 16: For all q, n, 0 < ρ < j =
⌊

n
2

⌋

,

KS(q, n, ρ) ≤ 2 + 2

j
∑

r=ρ+1

[

n
r−ρ

]

[

r
ρ

]

(

1 + ln

[

n− r + ρ

ρ

])

. (17)

Proof: We show that there exists a code with cardinality given by theRHS of (17) and covering

radiusρ. We choose{0} to be in the code, hence all subspaces with dimension0 ≤ r ≤ ρ are covered. For

ρ+1 ≤ r ≤ j, letA be the
[n
r

]

×
[ n
r−ρ

]

0−1 matrix whose rows represent the subspacesUi ∈ Er(q, n) and

whose columns represent the subspacesVj ∈ Er−ρ(q, n), and whereai,j = 1 if and only if dS(Ui, Vj) = ρ.

Then there are exactlyNS(r, r−ρ, ρ) =
[r
ρ

]

ones on each row andNS(r−ρ, r, ρ) =
[n−r+ρ

ρ

]

ones on each

column. By [23, Theorem 12.2.1], there exists an
[n
r

]

×Kr submatrix ofA with no all-zero rows, where

Kr =
[ n

r−ρ
]

[r
ρ
]

(

1 + ln
[n−r+ρ

ρ

]

)

. Thus, all subspaces of dimensionr can be covered usingKr codesubspaces.
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Summing for allr, we all subspaces with dimension0 ≤ r ≤ j can be covered with1 +
∑j

r=ρ+1Kr

subspaces. Similarly, it can be shown that all subspaces with dimensionj + 1 ≤ r ≤ n can be covered

with 1 +
∑j

r=ρ+1Kr subspaces.

We now give an explicit construction of a subspace covering code.

Proposition 17: For all q, n, andρ < j =
⌊

n
2

⌋

, let J1 = {0}∪{j−ρ, j−3ρ−1, . . . , j−ρ−⌊ j−ρ
2ρ+1⌋(2ρ+

1)} andJ2 = {n} ∪ {j + 1 + ρ, j + 2 + 2ρ, . . . , j + ⌊ n−j
2ρ+1⌋(2ρ+ 1)}. Then the code

⋃

r∈J1∪J2
Er(q, n)

has subspace covering radiusρ, and henceKS(q, n, ρ) ≤
∑

r∈J1∪J2

[n
r

]

.

Proof: We prove that
⋃

r∈J1
Er(q, n) covers all subspaces with dimension≤ j. First, all subspaces

D0 ∈ E(q, n) with dimension0 ≤ dim(D) < j − 2ρ− ⌊ j−ρ
2ρ+1⌋(2ρ+1) ≤ ρ are covered by the subspace

with dimension0. Second, for allD1 ∈ E(q, n) with dimensionj − 2ρ − i(2ρ + 1) ≤ dim(D) <

j−ρ−i(2ρ+1), there existsC1 with dimensionj−ρ−i(2ρ+1) such thatD1 ⊂ C1. ThusdS(C1,D1) =

dim(C1)−dim(D1) ≤ ρ. Similarly, for allD2 ∈ E(q, n) with dimensionj−ρ− i(2ρ+1) < dim(D2) ≤

j − i(2ρ+1), there existsC2 with dimensionj − ρ− i(2ρ+ 1) such thatC2 ⊂ D2. ThusdS(C2,D2) =

dim(D2)−dim(C2) ≤ ρ. Therefore,
⋃

r∈J1
Er(q, n) covers all subspaces with dimension≤ j. Similarly,

all the subspaces with dimension≥ n− j are covered by
⋃

r∈J2
Er(q, n).

We finally determine the asymptotic behavior ofKS(q, n, ρ). We definekS(ρ
′) = lim infn→∞ logqn2 KS(q, n, ρ).

Proposition 18: For 0 ≤ ρ′ ≤ 1
2 , kS(ρ

′) = 1
2

(

1
2 − ρ′

)

. For 1
2 ≤ ρ′ ≤ 1, kS(ρ

′) = 0.

Proof: By Proposition 14,kS(ρ
′) = 0 for 1

2 ≤ ρ′ ≤ 1. Let C be a code with subspace covering

radius 10 ≤ ρ < j =
⌊

n
2

⌋

and for 0 ≤ l ≤ n, let Al denote the number of codesubspaces inC

with dimensionl. Note that10 > 1
2 − 4 logq Kq + 2 logq

∑∞
i=0 q

− i2

2 for all q ≥ 2. All the subspaces

in Ej(q, n) are covered, hence
[n
j

]

≤
∑n

l=0Al
∑ρ

d=0 NS(l, j, d) ≤
[n−j+ρ

ρ

]

|C| by Lemma 9. Therefore,

KS(q, n, ρ) ≥
[n
j
]

[n−j+ρ

ρ
]
> Kqq

(n−j)(j−ρ) for ρ ≥ 10, which asymptotically becomeskS(ρ
′) ≥ 1

2

(

1
2 − ρ′

)

.

Also, by Proposition 16, it can be easily shown thatKS(q, n, ρ) ≤ (n + 1)[1 − lnKq + ρ(n −

j) ln q]K−1
q q(n−j)(j−ρ), which asymptotically becomeskS(ρ

′) ≤ 1
2

(

1
2 − ρ′

)

.

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

METRIC

A. Properties of balls with modified subspace radii

In this section, we investigate the properties of balls withmodified subspace radii inE(q, n), which

will be instrumental in our study of packing and covering properties of subspace codes with the modified

subspace distance.
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Lemma 11:The number of subspaces with dimensions at modified subspace distanced from a

subspace with dimensionr is given byNM(r, s, d) = NS(r, s, 2d − |r − s|).

Proof: If U ∈ Er(q, n) andV ∈ Es(q, n), thendM(U, V ) = d if and only if dS(U, V ) = 2d−|r−s|.

We finally denote the volume of a ball with modified subspace radius t around a subspace with

dimensionr asVM(r, t)
def
=

∑t
d=0

∑n
s=0NM(r, s, d). We derive bounds onVM(r, t) below.

Proposition 19: For all q, n, r, and 2t ≤ n, qt(n−t) ≤ VM(r, t) < Nq(2Nq − 1)K−2
q qt(n−t), where

Nq =
∑∞

i=0 q
−i2 .

The proof of Proposition 19 is given in Appendix H.

B. Packing properties of subspace codes with the modified subspace metric

In this section, we are interested in packing subspace codesused with the modified subspace metric.

The maximum cardinality of a code inE(q, n) with minimum modified subspace distanced is denoted as

AM(q, n, d). When2d > n, the maximum cardinality of a code with minimum modified subspace distance

d is determined and a code with maximum cardinality is given. For all J ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , n}, we denote the

maximum cardinality of a code with minimum modified subspacedistanced and codesubspaces having

dimensions inJ asAM(q, n, d, J).

Proposition 20: For d > n
2 , AM(q, n, d) = 2. For d ≤ n

2 , let Qd = {d, d + 1, . . . , n − d}, then

AM(q, n, d) = AM(q, n, d,Qd) + 2.

Proof: Let C be a code inE(q, n) with minimum modified subspace distanced and letC,D ∈ C. We

havemax{dim(C),dim(D)} = dM(C,D)+dim(U∩V ) ≥ d, therefore there is at most one codesubspace

with dimension less thand. Also, min{dim(C),dim(D)} = dim(C +D)− dM(C,D) ≤ n− d, therefore

there is at most one codesubspace with dimension greater than n − d. ThusAM(q, n, d) ≤ 2 for d > n
2

andAM(q, n, d) ≤ AM(q, n, d,Qd)+2 for d ≤ n
2 . Also, adding{0} andGF(q)n to a code with minimum

distanced and codesubspaces of dimensions inQd does not decrease the minimum distance. Thus

AM(q, n, d) = AM(q, n, d,Qd) + 2 for d ≤ n
2 . Similarly, the code{{0},GF(q)n} has minimum distance

n and henceAM(q, n, d) = 2 for d > n
2 .

Lemma 12 below relatesAM(q, n, d) with AS(q, n, d) andAC(q, n, r, d).

Lemma 12:For all q, n, and d, AS(q, n, 2d − 1) ≤ AM(q, n, d) ≤ AS(q, n, d) and for d ≥ n
3 ,

AM(q, n, d) ≤ AS(q, n, 4d−n,Qd)+2. Also,max0≤r≤nAC(q, n, r, d) ≤ AM(q, n, d) ≤ 2+
∑n−d

r=d AC(q, n, r, d).

Proof: A code with minimum subspace distance2d− 1 has minimum modified subspace distance

≥ d by (3) and henceAS(q, n, 2d−1) ≤ AM(q, n, d). Similarly, a code with minimum modified subspace
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distanced has minimum subspace distance≥ d and henceAM(q, n, d) ≤ AS(q, n, d).

Let C be a code with minimum modified subspace distanced whose codesubspaces have dimensions in

Qd. For all codesubspacesU andV , dS(U, V ) = 2dM(U, V )−|dim(U)−dim(V )| ≥ 2d−(n−2d). ThusC

has modified subspace distance4d−n ≥ d for d ≥ n
3 , and henceAM(q, n, d,Qd) ≤ AS(q, n, 4d−n,Qd).

Proposition 20 finally yieldsAM(q, n, d) ≤ AM(q, n, d,Qd) + 2 ≤ AS(q, n, 4d − n,Qd) + 2.

Any CDC in Er(q, n) with minimum distanced is a subspace code with minimum modified subspace

distanced, henceAC(q, n, r, d) ≤ AM(q, n, d) for all r. Also, the codesubspaces with dimensionr in a

subspace code with minimum distanced form a CDC inEr(q, n) with minimum distance at leastd,

henceAM(q, n, d) = AM(q, n, d,Qd) + 2 ≤ 2 +
∑n−d

r=d AC(q, n, r, d).

Proposition 21 below is the analogue of Proposition 12 for the modified subspace metric and its proof

is hence omitted.

Proposition 21: For all q, n, 1 ≤ d ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

, and any permutationπ of {0, 1, . . . , n}, there exists a code

with minimum modified subspace distanced andAr codewords with dimensionr for 0 ≤ r ≤ n, where

Aπ(0) = AC(q, n, π(0), d) and

Aπ(r) = max

{

0,

⌈[ n
π(r)

]

−
∑r−1

i=0 Aπ(i)

∑d−1
e=0 NM(π(i), π(r), e)

∑d−1
e=0 NM(π(r), π(r), e)

⌉}

. (18)

We now derive a Singleton bound for modified subspace codes.

Proposition 22: For all q, n, and2 ≤ d ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

, AM(q, n, d) ≤ AM(q, n−1, d−1) ≤
∑n−d+1

r=0

[n−d+1
r

]

.

Proof: We define the puncturingH(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, thenH(V ) is a random(r − 1)-subspace of

V ∩ GF(q)n−1. For all U, V ∈ E(q, n), it is easily shown thatdM(H(U),H(V )) ≥ dM(U, V ) − 1, and

henceH(U) 6= H(V ) if dM(U, V ) ≥ 2.

Therefore, ifC is a code inE(q, n) with minimum modified subspace distanced, then{H(V ) : V ∈ C}

is a code inE(q, n− 1) with minimum modified subspace distance≥ d− 1 and cardinality|C|. The first

inequality follows. Applying itd− 1 times yieldsAM(q, n, d) ≤ AM(q, n− d+1, 1) =
∑n−d+1

r=0

[

n−d+1
r

]

.

We now determine the asymptotic behavior ofAM(q, n, d) by using the normalized parameteraM(d
′) =

lim supn→∞ logqn2 AM(q, n, d).

Proposition 23: For 0 ≤ d′ ≤ 1
2 , aM(d

′) = 1−2d′

4 . For 1
2 ≤ d′ ≤ 1, aM(d

′) = 0.

Proof: First, Proposition 20 yieldsaM(d
′) = 0 for d′ > 1

2 . We hence supposed′ ≤ 1
2 hence-

forth. Denoting j =
⌊

n
2

⌉

, by Lemma 12 we haveAM(q, n, d) ≤ 2 +
∑n−d

r=d AC(q, n, r, d) < 2 +

2K−1
q

∑j
r=d q

(n−r)(r−d+1) < 2K−1
q Nqq

(n−j)(j−d+1), which asymptotically becomesaM(d
′) ≤ 1−2d′

4 .
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Also, by Lemma 12 and (4) we obtainAM(q, n, d) ≥ L(q, n, j, d) ≥ q(n−j)(j−d+1), which asymptotically

becomesaM(d
′) ≥ 1−2d′

4 .

C. Covering properties of subspace codes with the modified subspace metric

In this section, we consider the covering properties of subspace codes with the modified subspace

metric. We denote the minimum cardinality of a subspace codein E(q, n) with modified subspace covering

radiusρ as KM(q, n, ρ). SinceKM(q, n, 0) = |E(q, n)| and KM(q, n, n) = 1, we assume0 < ρ < n

henceforth. Whenρ ≥
⌊

n
2

⌋

, we determine the minimum cardinality of a code with modifiedsubspace

covering radiusρ.

Proposition 24: For
⌊

n
2

⌋

≤ ρ < n, KM(q, n, ρ) = 1.

Proof: Let C be a subspace with dimension
⌊

n
2

⌋

. Then for allD1 with dim(D1) ≤ dim(C), we

havedM(C,D1) ≤ dim(C) ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

by (1); similarly, for allD2 with dim(D2) ≥ dim(C) + 1, we have

dM(C,D2) ≤ n− dim(D2) ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

by (2). ThusC coversE(q, n) with radius
⌊

n
2

⌋

andKM(q, n, ρ) = 1.

We thus consider0 < ρ <
⌊

n
2

⌋

henceforth. Lemma 13 relatesKM(q, n, ρ) toKS(q, n, ρ) andKC(q, n, r, ρ).

Lemma 13:For allq, n, and0 < ρ <
⌊

n
2

⌋

, KS(q, n, 2ρ) ≤ KM(q, n, ρ) ≤ KS(q, n, ρ) andKM(q, n, ρ) ≤
∑n

r=0KC(q, n, r, ρ).

Proof: A code with modified subspace covering radiusρ has subspace covering radius≤ 2ρ, hence

KS(q, n, 2ρ) ≤ KM(q, n, ρ). Also, a code with subspace covering radiusρ has modified subspace covering

radius≤ ρ, henceKM(q, n, ρ) ≤ KS(q, n, ρ). The last inequality is trivial.

Proposition 25 below is the analogue of Proposition 15 and its proof is hence omitted.

Proposition 25: For all q, n, and 0 < ρ <
⌊

n
2

⌋

, KM(q, n, ρ) ≥ min
∑n

i=0 Ai, where the mini-

mum is taken over all integer sequences{Ai} satisfying 0 ≤ Ai ≤
[

n
i

]

for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n and
∑n

i=0Ai
∑ρ

d=0 NM(i, r, d) ≥
[n
r

]

for 0 ≤ r ≤ n.

We finally determine the asymptotic behavior ofKM(q, n, ρ) by using the normalized parameter

kM(ρ
′) = lim infn→∞ logqn2 KM(q, n, ρ).

Proposition 26: For 0 ≤ ρ′ ≤ 1
2 , kM(ρ

′) =
(

1
2 − ρ′

)2
. For 1

2 ≤ ρ′ ≤ 1, kM(ρ
′) = 0.

Proof: By Proposition 24,kM(ρ
′) = 0 for 1

2 < ρ′ ≤ 1. We haveKM(q, n, ρ) ≥
|E(q,n)|

max0≤r≤n VM(r,ρ) >
K2

q

Nq(2Nq−1)q
j(n−j)−ρ(n−ρ) by Proposition 19, wherej =

⌊

n
2

⌋

. This asymptotically becomeskM(ρ
′) ≥

1
4 − ρ′(1− ρ′) for 0 ≤ ρ′ ≤ 1

2 . Similarly, [23, Theorem 12.2.1], Lemma 8, and Proposition19 yield

KM(q, n, ρ) ≤
|E(q, n)|

min0≤r≤n VM(r, ρ)

[

1 + ln

(

max
0≤r≤n

VM(r, ρ)

)]

(19)

< 2K−1
q Nq

[

1 + ln(Nq(2Nq − 1)K−2
q ) + ρ(n− ρ) ln q

]

qj(n−j)−ρ(n−ρ), (20)
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which asymptotically becomeskM(ρ
′) ≤ 1

4 − ρ′(1− ρ′) for 0 ≤ ρ′ ≤ 1
2 .

APPENDIX

A. Proof of Proposition 1

Before we prove Proposition 1, we introduce some useful notations. For 0 ≤ d ≤ r, we denote

Ud = R(Ir|Pd) ∈ Er(q, n), wherePd =





Id 0

0 0



 ∈ GF(q)r×(n−r), hencedM(U0, Ud) = d for all

0 ≤ d ≤ r. We also denote the set of all generator matrices of all subspaces inBu(U0) ∩ Bs(Ud) as

F (u, s, d), hence|F (u, s, d)| = IC(u, s, d)
∏r−1

i=0 (q
r − qi).

Lemma 14:Let X ∈ GF(q)r×n, X = (A|B), whereA andB haver andn−r columns, respectively.

Furthermore, we denoteA = (A1|a|A2) andB = (B1|b|B2), wherea andb are thed-th columns of

A andB, respectively. ThenX ∈ F (u, s, d) if and only if rk(X) = r, rk(B) ≤ u, andrk(B1 −A1|b−

a|B2) ≤ s.

Proof: First, X is the generator matrix of someV ∈ Er(q, n) if and only if rk(X) = r. Second,

dM(V,U0) = rk





Ir 0

A B



− r = rk





Ir 0

0 B



− r = rk(B).

Third,

dM(V,Ud) = rk





Ir Pd

A B



− r = rk





Ir Pd

0 B−APd



− r = rk(B−APd) = rk(B1 −A1|b|B2).

Therefore,X ∈ F (u, s, d) if and only if rk(X) = r, rk(B) ≤ u, andrk(B1 −A1|b− a|B2) ≤ s.

We now give the proof of Proposition 1.

Proof: It suffices to show thatIC(u, s, d) ≤ IC(u, s, d− 1) for anyd ≥ 1. We do so by determining

an injective mappingφ from F (u, s, d) to F (u, s, d − 1). Let X ∈ F (u, s, d), then by Lemma 14,

rk(X) = r, rk(B) ≤ u, and rk(B1 − A1|b − a|B2) ≤ s. Since the mappingφ only modifiesb, we

shall denoteφ(X) = Y = (A|B1|c|B2). We hence have to show thatrk(Y) = r, rk(B1|c|B2) ≤ u,

and rk(B1 −A1|c|B2) ≤ s. We need to distinguish three cases.

• Case I:rk(B1 − A1|B2) ≤ s − 1. In this case,c = b. Note thatrk(Y) = r, rk(B) ≤ u, and

rk(B1 −A1|c|B2) ≤ rk(B1 −A1|B2) + 1 ≤ s.

• Case II:rk(B1−A1|B2) = s andrk(B1|B2) ≤ u−1. In this case,c = b−a. Note thatrk(Y) = r,

rk(B1|c|B2) ≤ rk(B) + 1 ≤ u, andrk(B1 −A1|c|B2) = rk(B1 −A1|b− a|B2) = s.

• Case III: rk(B1 − A1|B2) = s and rk(B1|B2) = u. We haveb − a ∈ C(B1 −A1|B2) andb ∈

C(B1|B2). Hencea ∈ C(B1|B2|B1−A1). DenotingC(B1|B2|B1−A1) = C(B1|B2)⊕S, whereS
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is a fixed subspace ofC(B1−A1), a can be uniquely expressed asa = r+ s, wherer ∈ C(B1|B2)

and s ∈ S. In this case,c = b − r. Sinceb ∈ C(B1|B2), rk(X) = rk(A|B1|B2) = r = rk(Y).

Also, sincec ∈ C(B1|B2), rk(B1|c|B2) = rk(B1|B2) = u. Finally,c = b−a−s ∈ C(B1−A1|B2),

thereforerk(B1 −A1|c|B2) = s.

It is easy to show thatφ 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 Proposition 4

We adapt below the notations in [36], [37] to the modified subspace metric for CDCs. For allV ⊆

Er(q, n) and a CDCC ⊆ Er(q, n) with covering radiusρ, the excess onV by C is defined to be

EC(V )
def
=

∑

C∈C |Bρ(C) ∩ V | − |V |. Hence if {Wi} is a family of disjoint subsets ofEr(q, n), then

EC (
⋃

i Wi) =
∑

i EC(Wi). We defineZ
def
= {Z ∈ Er(q, n) : EC({Z}) ≥ 1}, i.e.,Z is the set of subspaces

covered by at least two codesubspaces inC. It follows that|Z| ≤ EC(Z) = EC(Er(q, n)) = |C|VC(ρ)−
[n
r

]

.

Before proving Proposition 4, we need the following adaptation of [37, Lemma 8]. LetC be a code

in Er(q, n) with covering radiusρ. We defineA
def
= {U ∈ Er(q, n) : dM(U, C) = ρ}.

Lemma 15:For U ∈ A\Z and0 < ρ < n, we haveEC(B1(U)) ≥ ǫ.

Proof: SinceU /∈ Z, there is a uniqueC0 ∈ C such thatdM(U,C0) = ρ. We have|Bρ(C0)∩B1(U)| =

IC(ρ, 1, ρ) = JC(ρ, 0, ρ)+JC(ρ, 1, ρ)+JC(ρ−1, 1, ρ) = 1+aρ+cρ. For any codesubspaceC1 ∈ C satisfying

dM(U,C1) = ρ + 1, by Lemma 4 we have|Bρ(C1) ∩ B1(U)| = JC(ρ, 1, ρ + 1) = cρ+1. Finally, for all

other codesubspacesC2 ∈ C at distance> ρ + 1 from U , we have|Bρ(C2) ∩ B1(U)| = 0. Denoting

N
def
= |{C1 ∈ C : dM(U,C1) = ρ+ 1}|, we obtain

EC(B1(U)) =
∑

C∈C

|Bρ(C) ∩B1(U)| − |B1(U)|

= 1 + aρ + cρ +Ncρ+1 −NC(1)− 1

≡ −bρ mod cρ+1.

The proof is completed by realizing that−bρ < 0, while EC(B1(U)) is a non-negative integer.

We now establish a key lemma.

Lemma 16:If Z ∈ Z and0 < ρ < n, then |A ∩B1(Z)| ≤ VC(1)− cρ.

Proof: By definition of ρ, there existsC ∈ C such thatdM(Z,C) ≤ ρ. By Proposition 1,|B1(Z) ∩

Bρ−1(C)| gets its minimal value fordM(Z,C) = ρ, which is cρ. A subspace at distance≤ ρ − 1

from any codesubspace does not belong toA. Therefore,B1(Z) ∩ Bρ−1(C) ⊆ B1(Z)\A, and hence

|A ∩B1(Z)| = |B1(Z)| − |B1(Z)\A| ≤ VC(1)− |B1(Z) ∩Bρ−1(C)|.
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We now give a proof of Proposition 4.

Proof: For a codeC with covering radiusρ andǫ ≥ 1,

γ
def
= ǫ

{[

n

r

]

− |C|VC(ρ− 1)

}

− (ǫ− 1)

{

|C|VC(ρ)−

[

n

r

]}

(21)

≤ ǫ|A| − (ǫ− 1)|Z| (22)

≤ ǫ|A| − (ǫ− 1)|A ∩ Z| = ǫ|A\Z|+ |A ∩ Z|,

where (22) follows from|Z| ≤ |C|VC(ρ)−
[n
r

]

.

γ ≤
∑

A∈A\Z

EC(B1(A)) +
∑

A∈A∩Z

EC(B1(A)) (23)

=
∑

A∈A

EC(B1(A)),

where (23) follows from Lemma 15 and|A ∩ Z| ≤ EC(A ∩ Z).

γ ≤
∑

A∈A

∑

U∈B1(A)∩Z

EC({U}) (24)

=
∑

U∈Z

∑

A∈B1(U)∩A

EC({U}) =
∑

U∈Z

|A ∩B1(U)|EC({U}),

where (24) follows the fact that the second summation is overdisjoint sets{U}. By Lemma 16, we

obtain

γ ≤
∑

U∈Z

(VC(1)− cρ)EC({U})

= (VC(1)− cρ)EC(Z)

= (VC(1)− cρ)

{

|C|VC(ρ)−

[

n

r

]}

. (25)

Combining (25) and (21), we obtain the bound in Proposition 4.

C. Proof of Lemma 7

Proof: Let C be a code inEr(q, n−1) with covering radiusρ−1 and cardinalityKC(q, n−1, r, ρ−1).

Define the codeC1 ⊆ Er(q, n) asC1 = {R(C|0) : R(C) ∈ C}. For anyU1 ∈ Er(q, n) with generator

matrix U1 = (U|u), whereU ∈ GF(q)r×n−1 andu ∈ GF(q)r×1, we prove that there existsC1 ∈ C1

generated byC1 = (C|0) such thatdM(C1, U1) ≤ ρ. First, if rk(U) = r, then there existsC ∈ C

such thatrk(CT |UT ) ≤ r + ρ − 1 and hencerk(CT
1 |U

T
1 ) ≤ r + ρ and dM(C1, U1) ≤ ρ. Second,
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if rk(U) = r − 1, then letU0 be r − 1 linearly independent rows ofU. For anyv ∈ GF(q)n−1,

v /∈ R(U0), there existsC ∈ C such thatr + ρ − 1 ≥ rk(CT |UT
0 |v

T ) ≥ rk(CT |UT
0 ) = rk(CT |UT ).

Hencerk(CT
1 |U

T
1 ) ≤ r + ρ and dM(C1, U1) ≤ ρ. ThusKC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤ KC(q, n − 1, r, ρ − 1) which

appliedρ times yieldsKC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤ KC(q, n− ρ, r, 0) =
[n−ρ

r

]

.

Similarly, letC be a code inEr−1(q, n) with covering radiusρ−1 and cardinalityKC(q, n, r−1, ρ−1).

Define the codeC2 = {R((CT |cT )T ) : R(C) ⊆ C} ∈ Er(q, n), wherec ∈ GF(q)n is chosen at random

such thatrk(CT |cT ) = r. We remark that|C2| ≤ |C|. For anyU2 ∈ Er(q, n) with generator matrix

U2 = (UT |uT )T , there existsC2 ∈ C2 with generator matrixC2 = (CT |cT )T with rk(CT |UT ) ≤

r+ ρ− 2. Thusrk(CT
2 |U

T
2 ) ≤ r+ ρ andC2 has covering radius at mostρ. ThusKC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤ |C2| ≤

KC(q, n, r − 1, ρ− 1) which appliedρ times yieldsKC(q, n, r, ρ) ≤ KC(q, n, r − ρ, 0) =
[ n
r−ρ

]

.

D. Proof of Proposition 6

Proof: For any codeC ⊆ Er(q, n) we denote the number of subspaces inEr(q, n) at distance> ρ

from C asP (C). Denoting the set of all codes inEr(q, n) and cardinalityK asSK , we have|SK | =
(Q
K

)

,

whereQ
def
=

[n
r

]

. The average value ofP (C) for all codesC ∈ SK is given by

1

|SK |

∑

C∈SK

P (C) =
1

|SK |

∑

C∈SK

∑

U∈Er(q,n)

dM(U,C)>ρ

1

=
1

|SK |

∑

U∈Er(q,n)

∑

C∈SK

dM(U,C)>ρ

1

=
1

|SK |

∑

U∈Er(q,n)

(

Q− VC(ρ)

K

)

(26)

=
Q

|SK |

(

Q− VC(ρ)

K

)

.

Eq. (26) comes from the fact that there are
(Q−VC(ρ)

K

)

codes with cardinalityK that do not coverU .

For all K, there exists a codeC′ ∈ SK for which P (C′) is no more than the average, i.e.,P (C′) ≤

Q
(Q
K

)−1(Q−VC(ρ)
K

)

≤ Q
(

1−Q−1VC(ρ)
)K

. ForK =
⌊

− 1
logQ(1−Q−1VC(ρ))

⌋

+1, P (C′) ≤ Q
(

1−Q−1VC(ρ)
)K

<

1 andC′ has covering radius at mostρ.

E. Proof of Proposition 8

Proof: The proof is by induction onk. First, by (4) there exists a code with cardinalityk0 and

minimum distance2ρ + 1 for 2ρ < r which leavesuk0
subspaces uncovered; for2ρ ≥ r, a single

codesubspace coversVC(ρ) subspaces. Second, suppose there exists a code with cardinality k which leaves
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uk uncovered subspaces, and denote the set of uncovered subspaces asUk. Let G be the graph where the

vertex set isEr(q, n) and two vertices are adjacent if and only if their distance isat mostρ. Let A be the

adjacency matrix ofG andAk be theuk columns ofA corresponding toUk. There areukVC(ρ) ones in

Ak, distributed across|N(Uk)| rows, whereN(Uk) is the neighborhood ofUk. By construction,N(Uk)

does not contain any codesubspace, hence|N(Uk)| ≤
[n
r

]

− k. Also, by Lemma 5,|N(Uk)| ≤ BC(uk).

Thus |N(Uk)| ≤ min{
[

n
r

]

− k,BC(uk)} and there exists a row with at least

⌈

ukVC(ρ)

min{[n
r
]−k,BC(uk)}

⌉

ones in

Ak. Adding the subspace corresponding to this row to the code, we obtain a code with cardinalityk+1

which leaves at mostuk+1 subspaces uncovered.

F. Proof of Lemma 10

Proof: For l ≤ r − t − 1 or l ≥ r + t + 1,
∑t

d=0 NS(l, r, d) = 0. Also,
∑t

d=0 NS(r − t, r, d) =

NS(r − t, r, t) and
∑t

d=0 NS(r + t, r, d) = NS(r + t, r, t) =
[

r+t
t

]

≤
[

n−r+t
t

]

. We hence assumer −

t + 1 ≤ l ≤ r + t − 1 henceforth. We haveNS(l, r, d) = qu(d−u)
[ l
u

][n−l
d−u

]

, whereu = l+d−r
2 , hence

NS(l, r, d) < K−2
q qf(l,d), where4f(l, d) = l(l − 2n + 2r) + 2d(n − d) + r(2n − 3r). Sincef(l, t −

i) = f(l, t) − i
2 (n − 2t + i), we obtain

∑t
d=0 q

f(l,d) < qf(l,t)
∑∞

i=0 q
− i2

2 . When r − t + 1 ≤ l ≤

r + t− 1, it is easily shown thatf(l, t) ≤ f(r − t+ 1, t) = t(n− r)− 1
4(2n − 4r + 2t− 1). Therefore,

∑t
d=0 NS(l, r, d) < qt(n−r)q−

1

4
(2t−1)K−2

q

∑∞
i=0 q

− i2

2 . Sincet > 1
2 − 4 logq Kq + 2 logq

∑∞
i=0 q

− i2

2 , we

haveq−
1

4
(2t−1)K−2

q

∑∞
i=0 q

− i2

2 < 1 and
∑t

d=0NS(l, r, d) < qf(r−t,t) ≤
[n−r+t

t

]

.

G. Proof of Proposition 10

Proof: First, by Lemma 9NS(r, s, d) = qu(d−u)
[

r
u

][

n−r
d−u

]

, whereu = r+d−s
2 satisfies0 ≤ u ≤

min{r, d}. Thusqf(u) ≤ NS(r, s, d) < K−2
q qf(u), wheref(u) = u(2r + 3d − n − 3u) + d(n − r − d).

Sincef is maximized foru = u0 =
2r+3d−n

6 ≤ d, we need to consider several cases.

• Case I:0 ≤ d ≤ n−2r
3 ≤ n

3 . We haveu0 ≤ 0 and hencef is maximized foru = 0: f(0) = g(d) =

d(n−r−d). ThusVS(r, t) ≥ qg(d), and it is easy to show that
∑r

u=0 q
f(u) = qg(d)

∑r
u=0 q

−u(n−2r−3d+3u) <

Mqq
g(d).

• Case II:0 ≤ n−2r
3 ≤ d ≤ min

{

n+4r
3 , n2

}

. We have0 ≤ u0 ≤ r and hencef is maximized foru = u0:

f(u0) = g(d) = 1
12(n− 2r)2 + 1

4d(2n− d). ThusVS(r, t) ≥ max{qf(⌊u0⌋), qf(⌈u0⌉)} ≥ qg(d)−
3

4 , and

it is easy to show that
∑r

u=0 q
f(u) = qg(d)

∑r
u=0 q

−3(u−u0)2 < (2Mq − 1)qg(d).

• Case III: n
3 ≤ n+4r

3 ≤ d ≤ n
2 . We haveu0 ≥ r and hencef is maximized foru = r: f(r) =

g(d) = (d − r)(n − d + r). Thus VS(r, t) ≥ qg(d), and it is easy to show that
∑r

u=0 q
f(u) =

qg(d)
∑r

i=0 q
−i(3d−4r−n+3i) < Mqq

g(d).

October 26, 2019 DRAFT



21

It is easily shown thatg(d − i) ≤ g(d) − i2

2 for all d and i. Therefore,

VS(r, t) =

t
∑

d=0

r+d
∑

s=0

NS(r, s, d) (27)

< (2Mq − 1)K−2
q

t
∑

d=0

qg(d) (28)

< (2Mq − 1)LqK
−2
q qg(t). (29)

H. Proof of Proposition 19

Proof: First, VM(r, t) ≥ NM(r, r, t) ≥ qt(n−t). We now prove the upper bound. SinceVM(r, t) =

VM(n−r, t), we assumer ≤ n
2 without loss of generality. Fors ≤ r, we haveNM(r, s, d) = qd(d+s−r)

[r
d

][ n−r
d+s−r

]

<

K−2
q qs(n−d+r−s)−(r−d)(n−d). Similarly, for s ≥ r, we haveNM(r, s, d) = qd(d+r−s)

[ r
d+r−s

][n−r
d

]

<

K−2
q qs(r−s+d)+d(n−r−d). We haveVM(r, t) =

∑t
d=0

∑n
s=0NM(r, s, d) and hence

K2
qVM(r, t) <

r
∑

d=0

{

r
∑

s=r−d

qs(n−d+r−s)−(r−d)(n−d) +

r+d
∑

s=r+1

qs(r−s+d)+d(n−r−d)

}

+

t
∑

d=r+1

d+r
∑

s=d

qs(r−s+d)+d(n−r−d)

=

r
∑

d=0

qd(n−d)







d
∑

i=0

q−i(n−d−r+i) +

d
∑

j=1

q−j(r−d+j)







+

t
∑

d=r+1

qd(n−d)
r

∑

k=0

q−k(d−r+k)

< (2Nq − 1)

t
∑

d=0

qd(n−d) +Nq

t
∑

d=0

qd(n−d)

< (2Nq − 1)qt(n−t)
t

∑

l=0

q−l(n−2t−l)

< (2Nq − 1)Nqq
t(n−t).
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