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Abstract

Codes in the projective space over a finite field, referredstsubspace codes, and in particular
codes in the Grassmannian, referred to as constant-diorensides (CDCs), have been proposed for
error control in random network coding. In this paper, we Stady the covering properties of CDCs. We
determine some fundamental geometric properties of thesgrannian. Using these properties, we derive
bounds on the minimum cardinality of a CDC with a given congniadius and determine the asymptotic
rate of optimal covering CDCs. We then study the packing andking properties of subspace codes,
which can be used with the subspace metric or the modifiegpagbanetric. We investigate the properties
of balls in the projective space. Using these results, wveld®ounds on the cardinalities of packing and
covering subspace codes, and we determine the asymptitiofraptimal packing and optimal covering
subspace codes for both metrics. We thus show that optintkinga CDCs are asymptotically optimal
packing subspace codes for both metrics. However, optimatring CDCs can be used to construct

asymptotically optimal covering subspace codes only ferrttodified subspace metric.

. INTRODUCTION

Sending data across a network using random network codimpeanodeled as transmitting subspaces
over an operator channel [1]. The errors that typically ocruthe channel are described by the subspace
metric [1], or, on adversarial channels, by the so-calledliffex] subspace metric [2]. Error control for
random network coding can hence be performed using codeBeirpitojective space, referred to as

subspace codes henceforth. Codes in the Grassmanniamnedetie as constant-dimension codes (CDCs)
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henceforth, are a subclass of subspace codes for which déweds have the same dimension. Using
CDCs is advantageous for two main reasons. First, the degaatiotocol is simplified, as the receiver
only needs a given number of dimensions to perform the dagodilso, CDCs are related to rank
metric codes [3]-[5] through the lifting operation [6]. WUsgi liftings of rank metric codes, a class of
asymptotically optimal CDCs is designed [6], and an effitidacoding algorithm for these codes is
given in [1]. Although CDCs seem more practical, they caroftér the same rate as general subspace
codes. Comparing the performance of CDCs to that of genak@mace codes is hence crucial for code
design.

There is a steady stream of works that focuses on CDCs. Fonmga Delsarte [7] proved that
the Grassmannian endowed with the modified subspace distmmms an association scheme. The
nonexistence of perfect codes in the Grassmannian was ¢iavi8], [9]. In [10], it was shown that
Steiner structures yield diameter-perfect codes in thes€&nannian; properties and constructions of these
structures were studied in [11]; in [12], it was shown thatistr structures result in optimal CDCs. In
[1], a Singleton bound for CDCs and a family of codes that arerly Singleton-bound achieving were
proposed, and a recursive construction of CDCs which ofgparthe codes in [1] was given in [13].
Further constructions have been given in [14]. Howevempitesll these results the maximum cardinality
of a CDC with a given minimum distance remains unknown. On dbeer hand, general studies of
subspace codes started only recently (see, for examplg,[1H)). Bounds on subspaces codes with the
subspace metric have been derived in [15].

Covering properties are significant for error control coadesl the covering radius is a basic geometric
parameter of a code [17]. For instance, the covering radimsbe viewed as a measure of performance:
if the code is used for error correction, then the coverimijusis the maximum weight of a correctable
error vector [18]; if the code is used for data compressibantthe covering radius is a measure of the
maximum distortion [18]. The covering radius also chamzés the maximum weight of a decodable
error by minimum distance decoding]] The Hamming covering radius of codes has been extensively
studied (see, for example, [19]-[21]) and the rank coveradjus was studied in [22], [23], whereas the
covering radius of CDCs and subspace codes have not bedadsiet.

In this paper, we investigate the general properties of CBQ@s subspace codes. We first study the
covering properties of CDCs. We determine some fundamgetahetric properties of the Grassmannian.
Using these properties, we derive bounds on the minimumireaity of a CDC with a given covering
radius and determine the asymptotic rate of optimal coge@DCs. We then study the packing and

covering properties of subspace codes. We investigate rihigeies of balls in the projective space.

February 6, 2020 DRAFT



Using these results, we derive bounds on the cardinalifigeacking and covering subspace codes, and
we determine the asymptotic rate of optimal packing andnugiticovering subspace codes for both
the subspace metric and the modified subspace metric. Westiayg that optimal packing CDCs are
asymptotically optimal packing subspace codes for botlriosetHowever, optimal covering CDCs can
be used to construct asymptotically optimal covering sabspcodes only for the modified subspace
metric.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sedtion lIgyivecessary background on subspace codes,
CDCs, and related concepts. In Secfioh Ill, we study the ogeroperties of CDCs. In Sectign]lV, we
study the packing and covering properties of subspace casieg the subspace metric. In Sectloh V,

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

[l. PRELIMINARIES

A. Subspace codes

The set of all subspaces 6fF(¢)" with dimensionr, referred to as the Grassmannian, is denoted as

E.(¢,n)andE(q,n) = J_, E-(g,n) is referred to as the projective space. In order to simplifiations,

def

we denotes &' |2]. ForU,V € E(q,n), it is easily shown thatis(U, V) = dim(U + V) — dim(U N V)

and
AU V) %dS(U, V) + %| dim(U) — dim (V)|
—  max{dim(), dim(V)} — dim(U 1 V') 1)
—  dim(U + V) — min{dim(0), dim(V)} @

are metrics oveE/(q,n), referred to as theubspace metriand themodified subspace metyiespectively
[2]. For all U,V € E(q,n),
S0s(U,V) < du(U, V) < dS(U, V), @

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 codés a nonempty subset df(q,n). The minimum subspace (respectively, modified
subspace) distance of a subspace code, denotédd @sspectivelydy), is the minimum distance over

all pairs of distinct codewords.
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B. CDCs and rank metric codes

The Grassmanniak', (¢, n) endowed with the modified subspace metric forms an assogiatheme
[1], [7]. Sinceds(U, V) = 2du (U, V) for all U,V € E,(q,n), we only consider the modified subspace

metric for the Grassmannian. We hai, (¢,n)| = [*], where ["] = []'2) Z:g is the Gaussian

polynomial [24]. It is shown in [25] that"™~") < ['] < K '¢"™=") for all 0 < r < n, where
Ky = I[2,(1 = q¢~7). We denote the number of subspacesHnq,n) at distanced from a given
subspace a®;(d) = ¢© [][";"] [1]. The ball in E,(¢,n) of radiust around a subspadé is denoted
as B,(U) and its volume a¥;(t) = 3", Ne(d).

A subset ofE,(q,n) is called a constant-dimension code (CDC). A CDC is thus spate code
whose codewords have the same dimension. We denote the nraxtardinality of a CDC inE,(q,n)
with minimum distancel as Ac(q, n,r,d). Constructions of CDCs and bounds @i(q,n,r,d) have

been given in [1], [12]-[14], [16]. In particulatdc(q,n,r,1) = [:f] and it is shown that for < v and

2<d<r, [ ]
n(r—d+1) _ (r+l)(r—d+1) n
q q r—
ey oy S Adannd) < (@)
q o [r—d-‘rl]

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 metitec[3]-[5] can be viewed as a set
of matrices inGF(¢)"*". The rank distance between two matric€sD € GF(¢q)™*" is defined as
dr(C,D) def rk(C—D). The number of matrices iGF (¢)™*" with rankd is denoted asVx(q, m,n,d) =
%] 1%} (¢™ — ¢'), and the volume of a ball with rank radidsin GF(q)*" as Vk(q,m,n,t). The
minimum cardinality of a code irGF(q)"*™ with rank covering radiug is studied in [22] and is
denoted ad<zr(¢™, n, p), where Kg(¢™, n, p) = Kr(q¢", m, p) [22].

CDCs are related to rank metric codes through the concepbmstant-rank codes [26] or through
the lifting operation [6]. The row space and the column spaica matrix C are denoted a3t(C) and
¢(C), respectively. The lifting ofC € GF(q)"*(~") is defined ad (C) = R(I,|C) € E,(¢,n). For all
C,D € GF(q)"™* "), we haved, (I(C), (D)) = ds(C, D) [6].

I[Il. COVERING PROPERTIES OICDCs

The packing properties of CDCs have been studied in [1]A[Z], [16] and the maximum asymptotic

rate of CDCs has been determined in [1]. We hence focus onaberiag properties of CDCs instead.
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A. Properties of balls in the Grassmannian

In this section, we investigate the properties of balls ia Grassmanniat, (¢, n), which will be
instrumental in our study of covering properties of CDCgstiwe derive bounds on the volume of
balls in E,.(¢,n). Since E,.(q,n) is isomorphic toE,,_.(¢,n) [27], we assume < v without loss of
generality.

Lemma 1:For all g, n, r < v, and0 < t < r, ¢!"D <V (t) < K 2!,

Proof: First, we haveV.(t) > Nc(t) > ¢*®~%). Also, N¢(d) < K 'Ng(q,n —r,r,d), and hence
Ve(t) < K 'WVal(gn —r,r,t) < Kq_zqt("_t) by [25, Lemma 9]. [

We now determine the volume of the intersection of two spherferadii u and s respectively and
distanced between their centers, which is the intersection numhét, s, d) of the association scheme
described in Section 14B.

Lemma 2:For all u, s, andd,

J (u S, d Z,Uz u s (Z)a

=0

wherep; = [7] — [,",] and Ej(i) is a ¢-Eberlein polynomial [28]:

7 i—1

/ L LD\ r—=I0l[r=10l[n—r+l—i
E;(i) = Z(_I)J—lqu(J—l)(J—l)/? [r _J [ . } [ l ]

Proof: This directly foIIows Theorems 3.5 and 3.6 in [29, Chaptér II [ |
Although Lemmd_R is a direct application of the theory of asstion schemes, we present it formally
since it is a fundamental geometric property of the Grassimaanvhich will be instrumental in our study
of CDCs. By [27, 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) = d5 4, Je(u,0,d) = 0, 4, and
Cut1Jdc(u+1,s,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,j — 1,5) = [{]2 bj = Jo(1,5 +1,5) = ¢¥ T[] ["7777] [27, Theorem 9.3.3], and
aj = Jc(1,4,5) = Ne(1) — bj — ¢; for 0 < j <r [27, Chapter 4, (1a)].

Let I-(u, s, d) denote the intersection of two balls F).(¢, n) with radii v ands and distance between
their centers. Sincé:(u, s,d) = >_1" E;zo Jc(i,7,d), Lemmal2 also leads to an analytical expression
for Ic(u, s, d). Propositior ]l below shows that the volume of the intersectif two balls decreases as
the distance between their respective centers increases.

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

February 6, 2020 DRAFT



The proof of Propositio]1 is given in AppendiX A. TherefotBe minimum nonzero intersection
between two balls with radii. and s is given byIc(u,s,u + s) = Je(u, s,u + s) for u+ s < r. Using
Lemmal3, it is easily shown thak.(u, s,u + s) = [“*]” for all u and s such thatu + s < r.

We derive below an upper bound on the union of ball€irig, n) with the same radius.

Lemma 4:The volume of the union oény K balls in E,(q,n) with radiusp is at most

a=1

l
BC(K7P) = KVC(p) _Z[AC(Q7TL7T7T_G’+1) _AC(q7n7T7T_a+2)][C(p7p7T_a+1)
_AC %narar_l_‘_1)]Ic(p>pv’r—l)v (5)

_[K

where! = max{a : K > Ac(q,n,r,m —a+1)}.
Proof: Let {U;}X,' denote the centers di balls with radiusp and letV; = {Ui}{;é for 1 <

Jj < K. The centers are labeled such tldg{U;,V;) is non-increasing foj > 1. For1 < a <[ and
Ac(g,n,ryr —a+2) < j < Aclg,n,r,r —a+ 1), we havedy(U;,V;) = du(Vj+1) <7 —a+ 1. By
Proposition]L,U; hence covers at most.(p) — Ic(p, p,” — a + 1) subspaces that are not previously
covered byV;. u

Note that although the value of.(¢q,n,r,» —a + 1) is unknown in general, the upper bound i (4)
can be used ir{5) in order to obtain an upper boundBg(¥, p).

B. Covering CDCs

In this section, we are interested in how CDCs cover the @rassian. Theovering radiusof a CDC
C C Ey(q,n) is defined ap = maxycp, g,n) du(U,C). We denote the minimum cardinality of a CDC
in E,.(q,n) with covering radiugp as K(q,n,, p). SinceKc(q,n,n—r,p) = Kc(q,n,r, p), we assume
r < v. Also, K¢(g,n,r,0) = ['] and Kc(q,n,r,7) = 1, hence we assume < p < r henceforth. We
first derive lower bounds o (g, n,r, p).
Lemma 5:For all ¢, n, r < v, and0 < p < r, Kc(q,n,7,p) > min{K : Bo(K, p) > [’Z]} > VETL])'
Proof: LetC be a CDC with cardinality<-(¢, n, r, p) and covering radiug. Then the balls around

the codewords covem subspaces; however, by Lemrh 4, they cannot cover more HQégd|, p)

subspaces. Therefor&.(Kc(q,n,r, p),p) > [I'] and we obtain the first inequality. Sindg. (K, p) <

KV(p) for all K, we obtain the second inequality. [ |
The second lower bound in Lemnha 5 is referred to as the spleering bound for CDCs. This

bound can also be refined by considering the distance disbibof a covering code.
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Proposition 2: Let C be a CDC with covering radiug. For U € E,(q,n) at distance from C, let
A;(U) denote the number of codewords at distandem U. Then)"' , A;(U) = |C| and

0< A(U) < Ne(i), 0<i<r )
A;(U) = 0,0<i<d—-1 (7
As(U) = 1, (8)
Zr:Ai(U)zp:JC(l,s,i) > Nl), 0<i<r ©)

Proof: (6)-(8) directly %ﬁow thesﬁy?pothesis, and it suffices tope (9). For0 <! < r, a codeword

at distancei from U covers exactlyd ?_, Jc(l, s, i) subspaces at distanédrom U. All the subspaces
at distanced from 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, letTsy = min Z;":O A;(U), where the minimum is taken over all sequences
{A;(U)} which satisfy [6){(D). TherKc(q,n,r, p) > maxo<s<, Ts.

Another set of linear inequalities is obtained from the indestribution {a;} of a covering code’,
def 1 Zoee Ai(C) for 0 < i < r [30].
Proposition 3: Let ¢ be the optimal solution to the following linear program:

defined asy;

T

minimizez a;i

=0
subject toiqy = 1 (10)
0<a; < Ng(i), 1<i<r (12)
r p
a; Yy Jell,s,i) = Ne(1), 0<1<r (12)
=0 s=0
~ E(l)
a; ~ > 0,081y 13
2 "Nl -

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 € C yields [11) and[(12), respectively, while_{10) follows thefidition of a. By the generalized
MacWilliams identity [30, Theorem 3]} ", a;Fi(i) > 0, whereF;(i) = %Ei(l) [29, Theorem 3.5]
are theg-numbers of the association scheme, which yield$ (13).eSj¢_,a; = |C| we obtain that

IC| > t. [
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Lower bounds on covering codes with the Hamming metric camHtiained through the concept of
the excess of a code [31], [32]. This concept being indepetnafethe underlying metric, it was adapted
to the rank metric in [22]. We adapt it to the modified subspaetric for CDCs below, thus obtaining

the lower bound in Propositidd 4.

[ def

L .] de
Proposition 4: For all ¢, n, r < v, and0 < p < r, Kc(g,n,7,p) > EOEIEOL wheree =

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

Cp+1

The proof of Propositionl4 is given in AppendiX B. We now deriwpper bounds oi¢(q, n,r, p).
First, we investigate how to expand covering CDCs.

Lemma 6:For all ¢, n, r < v, and0 < p < r, Kc(g,n,7,p) < Ke(g,n—1,r,p—1) < [*], and
Ke(g,n,r,p) < Kelg.n,r —1,p—1) < [ ].

The proof of Lemmal6 is given in AppendiX C. The next upper lbisna straightforward adaptation
of [22, Proposition 12].

Proposition 5: For all¢, n, » < v, and0 < p < r, Kc(q,n,7,p) < {1 — logm ('] - Vc(p))}_1 +1.

The proof of Propositio]5 is given in AppendiX D. The next bdus a direct application of [21,
Theorem 12.2.1].

Proposition 6: For all ¢, n, r < v, and0 < p < r, Kc(q,n,7,p) < vgi]p) {1+InVc(p)}.

The bound in Propositionl 6 can be refined by applying the gredgorithm described in [23], [33]
to CDCs.
Proposition 7: 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 cardinalitywhich covers at leagt’] —uy, subspaces, whetg,, ' ["] — koVe(p)
andug, 1 = ug — [mm{[n?ﬁ‘]jcg)c)(u p)}l for all k > ko. Thus K¢(q,n,r, p) < min{k : ux, = 0}.

The proof of Propositio]7 is given in AppendX E. Using theubds derived above, we finally

determine the asymptotic behavior Bt(q,n,r, p). The rate of a covering CDC € E,.(¢,n) is defined

log, |C|

8S Tog, 1B (@.n)]

. We use the following normalized parameters:= T, o’ = £, and the asymptotic rate
lqu KC(qvnvrvp)
log, [7]

Proposition 8: For all0 < p' <7’ < % kc(r',p)y=1— %.

kc(r', p') = liminf,,_

Proof: The bounds of;(p) in Lemmd_1 together with the sphere covering bound yi€ldq, n, r, p) >
Ny K2q (n=)=r(n=r) Using the bounds on the Gaussian polynomial in Se&fion W4Bobtaink. (1, ') >
1— fg:f; Also, Propositiori 6 leads t&c(g, n,r, p) < K 'q""==P(n=P)[1 4+ In(K;2Ny) + p(n —
p)In ¢, which asymptotically becoméds.(r’, p’) <1 — %. [ |

We finish this section by studying the covering propertiedifihgs of rank metric codes. We first

prove that they have maximum covering radius.
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Lemma 7:Let I(C) C E,(q,n) be the litting of a rank metric code iiF ()" ("~"). ThenI(C) has
covering radiug-.

Proof: Let D € E,(¢,n) be generated b = (0|D;), whereD; € GF(q)"*(»~") has rankr.
Then, for any codeword(C) generated byI,|C), it is easily seen thads(D,I(C)) =rk(Dy) =r. B

Although liftings of rank metric codes are poor covering esdwe construct below a class of covering
CDCs from extended liftings of rank metric covering codes.

Proposition 9: For all ¢, n, r < v, and0 < p <r, Kc(q,n,7,p) < (7)Kr(¢" ™", 1, p).

Proof: For alln andr, we denote the set of subsets{6f 1, ..., n—1} with cardinalityr as.S;,. For
all J € S” and allC € GF(¢)"*(™=7), let I(J,C) = R(n(1,|C)) € E,(q,n), wherer is the permutation
of {0,1,...,n — 1} satisfyingJ = {7(0),7(1),...,7(r — 1)}, n(0) < 7(1) < ... < w(r — 1), and
w(r) < w(r+1) < ... < m(n—1). It is easily shown thatly(I(J,C),I(J,D)) = ds(C,D) for all
J € S’ and allC,D € GF(q)™* ("),

Let C € GF(q)"*(") have rank covering radius and cardinalityK(¢"~", 7, p). We show below
that L(C) = {I(J,C) : J € S],,C € C} is a CDC with covering radiug. Any U € E,(q,n) can be
expressed a$(.J, V) for someJ € S, and someV € GF(q)"*("~"). Also, by definition, there exists
C € C such thatds(C, V) < p and hencely(U, I(J,C)) = dr(C,V) < p. Thus L(C) has covering

radiusp and cardinality< (;‘)KR(q“‘T,r, 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.
Lemma 8:For all n, ¢"("~") < |E(g,n)| < 2K, Nyq""~"), where N, def S0 a .
Proof: We have|E(g,n)| = " ['] > [?] > ¢“"¥), which proves the lower bound. In

order to prove the upper bound, we distinguish two casest,Rirn = 2v + 1, then fogl [

237 o [2H] < 2K gD < oK AN gV (V). Second, ifn = 2v, then -2 ]

2]+ 250 [ 2] < 2K Y07~ < 2K Ny ),

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

21/:-1] —

Lemma 9: The number of subspaces with dimensioat subspace distaneceéfrom a subspace with
dimensionr is given byNs(r, s, d) = ¢“=9["][7~"], whenu def r+d=s s an integer, andVs(r, s, d) = 0

otherwise.
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10

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 igt'*~*) [*~"] ways. ®

We remark that this result is implicitly contained in [15,éldrem 5], where no proof is given. We also

denote the volume of a ball with subspace radiusround a subspace with dimensigras Vs(r, t) def

Ziz:o > o Ns(r, 5, d).
The following technical lemma will be instrumental in SectilV-C.

Lemma 10:For all r, s, and¢ < min {r + s,v}, 34_o Ns(r,s,d) < K;72P,q’®, where4f(d) =

-2

d(2n —d) — (r—s)(2n—7r —3s) and P, = S22 71",
Proof: We haveNi(r, s, d) < K, ¢/, and henc&™')_ Ne(r, s,d) < K, 2¢/® S1_ ¢~ 7240 <

3

Kq_2qf(t) ZEZO q_ 47;2 < Kq_zpqqf(t) . ]
We now give bounds on the volume of a ball with subspace radiree Vs(r, t) = Vs(n — r,t) for
all » and¢, we only consider < v.

Proposition 10: For all ¢, n, r < v, andt < v, ¢~ 1¢/® < Vg(r,t) < (2M, — 1)K ;2Leq?®, where

i2
2

My =37 g7, Ly=3220q =, and
—2
ttn—r—1) for ¢ < 5=,
g(t) =9 L(n—2r)2+1t(2n —t) for n52 < ¢ < ntdr (14)
(t—r)(n—t+7) for =5t <1 < 3.

The proof of Proposition_10 is given in Appendik F.

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

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(q,n)|, we assumel > 2 henceforth.

We can relateds(q, n, d) to Ac(q,n,r,d). ForallJ C {0,1,...,n}, we denote the maximum cardinal-
ity of a code with minimum subspace distantand codewords having dimensionsiras As(q, n,d, J).

Proposition 11:For 2 < d < n, denoteRy; = {[4],[4] +1,...,n— [2]}, then Ag(g,n,d) <
As(q,n,d, Rg)+2. Also, we havenax{ﬂgrgu Ac(gq,n,r, {%]) < As(g,n,d) <2+ cp, Aclg, n,, [%] ).

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 codeword with dimensiontlms%.
Similarly, dim(C) + dim(D) < 2n — ds(C, D) < 2n — d, therefore there is at most one codeword with

dimension greater tha@. Thus As(q,n, d) < As(q,n,d, Rg) + 2.
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A CDC in E,(g,n) with minimum modified subspace distanf&| has minimum subspace distance
> d, and henced(q,n,, [%1) < As(g,n,d) for all r. Also, the codewords with dimensionin a code
with minimum subspace distaneeform a CDC in E,.(¢,n) with minimum distance at Ieas{t‘%}, and
henceAs(q,n,d) < As(q,n,d, Rq) +2 <2+ > cp Aclg,n, T, {%1) [}

Several bounds oms(q,n,d) have been derived in the literature, notably the Gilbertriab{d5,
Theorem 5]. This bound can be tightened by adapting the itigorused in the proof of the Gilbert
bound for the Hamming metric.

Proposition 12: For all ¢, n, 2 < d < n, and any permutation of {0,1,...,n}, there exists a code in
E(gq,n) with minimum subspace distandeand A, codewords with dimension for 0 < r < n, where
Aro) = Ac (4,7, 7(0), [§]) and
o] = X120 Aniy izg No(m (), m(r), €)

. S0y No((r), m(r),e) |
Proof: We show that there exists such a code by recursion.oRirst, for » = 0, this follows

AW(T) = max « 0, (15)

from the definition ofAc (¢,n,7(0), [4]). Second, suppose there exists a code with minimum subspace
distanced andA,T(l) codewords with dimension(l) for 0 <! <r — 1. These codewords cover at most

N = 3070 Ay 075 Ns(m(3), w(r), e) subspaces of dimensiar(r). If N < [], then we can select
[]-n

>eZo Ns(n(r),m(r).e)

The bounds above help us determine the asymptotic behakidg(q, n,d). The rate of a subspace

codeC € E(g,n) is defined a Ogloﬁgég‘n)'. We use the normalized parameiliiérd:ef 4 and the normalized

log, As(q,n,d)
log, [E(g,n)] *
Proposition 13:For0 < d' <1, as(d') =1—-d'.

at least

codewords with dimension(r). [ |

rate as(d') = limsup,,_,

Proof: For d = 2t, we haveAg(q,n,2t) > Ac(q,n,v,t) > ¢+ which asymptotically
becomesus(d’) > 1 — d' by using the bounds of¥(q,n)| in Lemmal8. Denotingl = 2t — ¢ where
e € {0,1}, we haveAs(q,n,2t —€) < 242> _, Ac(q,n,t) by PropositionIll. By[{4), we obtain
As(q,n, 2t —e) < 242K, 157 0=t < 9 4 2K SIN, g (=D “which asymptotically

becomesis(d’) <1 —d'. [

log, [E(q,n)|

we obtainac(r’,d’) = 2(1—1")(2r' —d'). Therefore, the asymptotic behavior of the maximum catiiyna

The asymptotic behavior of CDCs can be obtained fidm (4)dbegac(r’, d’) = limsup,,_, o

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 gabe codes with the subspace metric. The
subspace covering radius of a call€ £(q,n) is defined aps = maxyep(gn) ds(U, C). We denote the
minimum cardinality of a subspace codefiig, n) with subspace covering radiysas Ks(q, n, p). Since
Ks(q,n,0) = |E(q,n)| and Ks(¢,n,n) = 1, we assum@® < p < n henceforth. We determine below the
minimum cardinality of a code with subspace subspace aogeddiusp > v.

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

Proof: For all V € E(q,n) there existsV such thatV & V = GF(q)" and hencels(V,V) = n.
Therefore, one subspace cannot cover the wiilg ») with radiusp < n, henceKs(q, n, p) > 1. Let
C = {{0},GF(¢)"}, then for allD € E(q,n), ds(D,C) = min{dim(D),n — dim(D)} < v. ThusC has
covering radius and K¢(q,n,p) < 2 for all p > v. [ |

We thus considef) < p < v henceforth. Proposition 15 below is the sphere coveringntidior
subspace codes with the subspace metric.

Proposition 15: For all ¢, n, and0 < p < v, Ks(¢,n,p) > miny ;" , A;, where the minimum is taken
over all integer sequencésl, } satisfyingd < 4; < [] forall0 <i <nand}_!" ; 4; >4_, Ns(i,r,d) >
[:f] for0<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 codeword with dimensiorovers exactlyy__, Ns(i, r, d) subspaces with dimensienhence

Yo A ZZ:O Ns(iyr,d) > [:f] for 0 <r <n. [ ]
We now derive upper bounds diis(q, n, p).
Proposition 16:For all ¢, n, 0 < p < v, Ks(q,n,p) <2+ 227’fzp+1 k., where
]{77" _ n_[:l_p + [r;p] In |:7”L —7r 4+ p] '
" ) p

Proof: We show that there exists a code with cardinality- 2> k. and covering radius

rptl
p. We choose{0} to be in the code, hence all subspaces with dimen8ighr < p are covered. For
p+1 <r<wv,letAbethe[!]x[." | 0—1matrix whose rows represent the subspdées E:(q,n) and

whose columns represent the subspdges E,_,(¢,n), and wherey; ; = 1 if and only if ds(U;, V) = p.

Then there are exactlWs(r,r — p, p) = [;] ones on each row and¥s(r — p,7,p) = [“‘;“’] ones on
each column. By [21, Theorem 12.2.1], there exists[ﬁnx k, submatrix of A with no all-zero rows.
Thus, all subspaces of dimensiorcan be covered using. codewords. Summing for all, all subspaces

with dimension0 < r < v can be covered with + > k. subspaces. Similarly, it can be shown

v
r=p+1
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that all subspaces with dimensiont+ 1 < r <n can be covered with + ZZZPH k. subspaces. m
We remark that the upper bound in Propositiod 16 can be furigatened by using the greedy

algorithm described in [23], [33]. We now give an explicitnstruction of a subspace covering code.

Proposition 17:Forallg, n, and0 < p <wv, letJ; = {0}u{v—p,v=3p—1,...,v—p—[5-5](20+1)}
andJ; = {n}U{v+1+pv+2+3p,....v+[375](2p+1)}. Then the code), ; ,,, £r(g;n) has

subspace covering radiys and hences(q,n,p) < >.c;u [0]-

Proof: We prove that J, ; E:(q,n) covers all subspaces with dimensigrv. First, all subspaces

Dy € E(q,n) with dimension0 < dim(Dp) < v —2p— LQ”pjr”lJ(Zer 1) < p are covered by the subspace

with dimension0. Second, for allD; € E(gq,n) with dimensionv — 2p —i(2p + 1) < dim(D;) <

v—p—i(2p+1), there exists”; with dimensionv —p—i(2p+1) such thatD,; C C;. Thusds(C1, D1) =
dim(C1) —dim(D;) < p. Similarly, for all Dy € E(q,n) with dimensiony —p—i(2p+1) < dim(D3) <
v —1i(2p+1), there exists’y with dimensionv — p —i(2p + 1) such thatCy C Dj. Thusds(Cs, D3) =
dim(Dz) —dim(Cz) < p. Therefore] J,. ; E.-(q,n) covers all subspaces with dimensignv. Similarly,
all the subspaces with dimensignn — v are covered by, ;. E.(q,n). [ |

Using the bounds derived above, we finally determine the pgytm behavior of Ks(q,n, p). We
defineks(p’) = lim inf,_ o %

Proposition 18:For0 < p' < 1, ks(p') =1 —2p. For3 < p' <1, ks(p') = 0.

Proof: By Proposition T ks(p') = 0 for £ < o < 1. Let C be a code with subspace covering
radiusp < v and for0 < | < n, let A; denote the number of codewords ¢hwith dimensioni.
All the subspaces irE,(¢q,n) are covered, henc€] < ;' A; >4 Ns(l,v,d). Using Lemma_10,
we obtainy"4_ Ns(l,v,d) < K;2P,q"™=") for all [, and hence"] < K 2P,q*"~")|C| . Therefore
Ks(g,n,p) > K2P;1q"=")=P) which asymptotically becomes(p’) > 1 — 2y,

Also, by Propositior_16, it can be easily shown th&t(q,n,p) < (n + 1)[1 — InK, + p(n —
v)InglKq"=")=P), which asymptotically becomés(p’) < 1 — 2. |

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 dimension is given by Ny(r,s,d) = Ns(r,s,2d — |r — s|). Hence, Ny(r,s,d) =
D[] for v > s and Ny(r,s,d) = =97 J[";"] for 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|.
Therefore,Ny(r, s,d) = Ns(r, s,2d — |r — s|), and the formula forNy(r, s, d) is easily obtained from
Lemmal9. [

We denote the volume of a ball with modified subspace ratim®und a subspace with dimension
asVy(r,t) def S0 S Nu(r,s,d). We derive bounds o, (r, t) below.

Proposition 19:For all ¢, n, r, andt < v, ¢~ < Vj,(r,t) < Ng(2N, — 1)K 2¢"™=", where
Ng=37%, g "

The proof of Propositiof 19 is given in AppendiX G.

B. Packing properties of subspace codes with the modifiedpae metric

In this section, we are interested in packing subspace cesied with the modified subspace metric.
The maximum cardinality of a code iR (g,n) with minimum modified subspace distanéds denoted
as Ay(g,n,d). SinceAy(q,n,1) = |E(q,n)|, we assumel > 2 henceforth. Wherl > v, the maximum
cardinality of a code with minimum modified subspace distahis determined and a code with maximum
cardinality is given. For allJ C {0,1,...,n}, we denote the maximum cardinality of a code with
minimum modified subspace distanéeand codewords having dimensions.inas Ay (g, n,d, J).

Proposition 20: Ford > v, Ay(q,n,d) = 2. For2 < d < v, Ay(q,n,d) = Au(q,n,d,Qq) + 2, where
Q= {dd+1,...,n—d}.

Proof: Let C be a code inF(g,n) with minimum modified subspace distanéend letC, D < C.
We havemax{dim(C),dim(D)} = dy(C, D)+dim(CND) > d, therefore there is at most one codeword
with dimension less thad. Also, min{dim(C), dim(D)} = dim(C + D) — du(C, D) < n —d, therefore
there is at most one codeword with dimension greater thand. Thus A, (q,n,d) < 2 for d > v and
Aw(g,n,d) < Au(g,n,d,Qq) + 2 for d < v. Also, adding{0} and GF(¢)" to a code with minimum
distanced < v and codewords of dimensions i; does not decrease the minimum distance. Thus
Au(g,n,d) = Au(g,n,d,Qq) + 2 for d < v. Similarly, the code{{0}, GF(¢)"} has minimum distance
n and hencedy, (¢, n,d) = 2 for d > v. [ |

Lemmal12 below related, (¢, n,d) to As(q,n,d) and Ac(q,n,r,d).

Lemma 12:For all ¢, n, and2 < d < v, As(q,n,2d — 1) < Ay(g,n,d) < As(g,n,d) and for
d > %, Au(g,n,d) < As(q,n,4d —n,Qq) + 2. Also, maxg<,<, Ac(q,n,7,d) < Au(g,n,d) < 2+
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Srzd Ac(g,n, 7, d).

Proof: A code with minimum subspace distan2¢ — 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
distanced has minimum subspace distaneed and hencedy (¢, n,d) < As(q, n,d).

Let C be a code with minimum modified subspace distasicghose codewords have dimensions in
Qq. For all codewords/ andV, ds(U, V) = 2du(U,V) — |dim(U) — dim(V)| > 2d — (n — 2d). Thus
C has subspace distandd — n > d for d > 3, and hencedy(q,n,d, Qq) < As(q,n,4d — n,Qq).
Propositior 2D finally yieldsAy (¢, n, d) = Au(gq,n,d, Qq) + 2 < As(g,n,4d — n, Qq) + 2.

Any CDC in E,(q,n) with minimum distancel is a subspace code with minimum modified subspace
distanced, hence Ac(q,n,r,d) < Ay(gq,n,d) for all r. Also, the codewords with dimensionin 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 Proposifioh 12 ferrtodified subspace metric and its proof
is hence omitted.

Proposition 21: For all ¢, n, 2 < d < v, and any permutatiom of {0,1,...,n}, there exists a code
with minimum modified subspace distanéeand A,. codewords with dimension for 0 < r < n, where
Ar) = Ac(q,n,m(0),d) and
Loty] = 120 Axi) S0 Nu(r (i), m(r), e)

> 20 Nu(m(r), m(r), e)

By extending the puncturing of subspaces introduced invj&] derive a Singleton bound for modified

Ar(r) = max {0, (16)
subspace metric codes.

Proposition 22: For all g, n, and2 < d < v, Au(g,n,d) < Au(g,n —1,d — 1) < S P [P,

Proof: We define the puncturingf (V) from E(q,n) to E(q,n — 1) as follows. Ifdim(V) = 0,
then dim(H (V)) = 0; otherwise, ifdim(V) = r > 0, then H(V) is a fixed (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 du(U,V) > 2.

Therefore, ifC is a code inE(q, n) with minimum modified subspace distante> 2, then{H (V) : V €
C} is a code inE(g, n—1) with minimum modified subspace distaneel—1 and cardinalityC|. The first
inequality follows. Applying itd — 1 times yieldsAy(q, n,d) < Au(g,n —d+1,1) = Sr_ [P,

[

We now determine the asymptotic behavior 4f (¢, n,d) by using the normalized rate, (d') =

1qu AM (Q7n7d)

M Supy, o0 JogTE(gm] -
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Proposition 23:For0 < d' < i, ay(d’)=1-2d". For 3 < d' <1, au(d’) = 0.
Proof: First, Propositiod 20 yields, (d') = 0 for & > 3. We hence supposé < 1 henceforth.
By LemmalI2 we havedy(q,n,d) < 2+ Y= Ac(g,n,r,d) < 2+ 2K, S0 qn-n0—d+) <
2K Ny~ v=4+1) ‘which asymptotically becomes, (d') < 1 —2d'. Also, by Lemma 12 and{4) we
obtain Ay (¢, n,d) > L(g,n,v,d) > ¢4+ which asymptotically becomes,(d') > 1 —2d'. =
Therefore, CDCs with constant dimension equal to hali afe asymptotically optimal subspace codes

with the modified subspace metric.

C. Covering properties of subspace codes with the modifiedpgace metric

In this section, we consider the covering properties of pabs codes with the modified subspace
metric. The modified subspace covering radiug af E(q,n) is defined apy = maxyeggn) dw(U,C).
We denote the minimum cardinality of a subspace codé(in n) with modified subspace covering radius
p asKy(q,n,p). SinceKy(q,n,0) = |E(q,n)| and Ky(g,n,n) = 1, we assumé < p < n henceforth.
Whenp > v, we determine the minimum cardinality of a code with modifsedbspace covering radius
p-

Proposition 24:Forn —v < p <n, Ky(q,n,p) =1. If n=2v+ 1, thenKy(¢,2v + 1,v) = 2.

Proof: Let C' be a subspace with dimension Then for all D; with dim(D;) < dim(C), we
haved,(C,D;) < dim(C) = v by (); similarly, for all Dy with dim(D2) > dim(C) + 1, we have
dw(C, D2) < n—dim(C) = n—v by (@@). ThusC coversE(q,n) with radiusn — v and Ky(q,n,p) = 1
forn—v<p<n.

If n = 2v+1, then it is easily shown thdiC, C+} has covering radius, and hencéf (¢, 2v+1,v) <
2. However, for anyD € E(q,2v + 1), then eitherdy ({0}, D) > v or dy(GF(¢q)", D) > v. Thus no
subspace can cover the projective space with radiaad Ky (¢,2v + 1,v) > 2. [ |

We thus considel < p < v henceforth. Lemmia3 relatés, (¢, n, p) to Ks(q,n, p) andKc(q,n,r, p).

Lemma 13:For all ¢, n, and0 < p < v, Ks(q,n,2p) < Ky(q,n,p) < Ks(q,n,p) and Ky(q,n,p) <
24 Y0 Kelg.morp).

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, henceK(q,n,p) < Ks(q,n, p). The last inequality is trivial. [ |

Propositior_2b below is the analogue of Proposifioh 15 amgbibof is hence omitted.

Proposition 25: For all¢, n, and0 < p < v, Ky(g,n,p) > min ) ; A;, where the minimum is taken

over all integer sequencés; } satisfyingd < A; < [}] forall0 <i <nandd [, A; Y5 Nu(i,r,d) >
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m for0 <r <n.

We finally determine the asymptotic behavior &f,(q,n, p) by using the normalized rate,(p') =

.. log, Km(q,n,p)
lminfooe Tog TG -

Proposition 26:For 0 < p' < 1, ku(p') = (1 —2p/)%. For 3 < p/ <1, ku(p') = 0.
Proof: By Proposition 24y (p') = 0 for § < p/ < 1. We haveKy(q,n,p) > [ E(g,n)|

= maxo<,<n VM(7,0)
K2

Wz_l)q"(n—”)—/’(n—m by Propositior 19. This asymptotically becomiggp’) > (1 — 2p')? for 0 <
p/ < 1. Similarly, [21, Theorem 12.2.1], Lemnia 8, and Proposifighyield

|E(g,n)|

<
Eu(g:n,p) < ming<,<n Vu(7, p) {1 i <01§3<X" ulr P)>] o

< 2K;'N, [1+In(Ny (2N, — 1)K %) + p(n — p) Ing] ¢""=)=r(n=0) - (18)

which asymptotically becomds, (') < (1 —2¢') for 0 < p/ < 1. [ |
Propositio 26 shows that asymptotically optimal coveringes in the modified subspace metric can

be constructed from covering CDCs.

APPENDIX
A. Proof of Propositiorn 1

Before proving Propositioh] 1, we introduce some useful tmta. For0 < d < r, we denotel/; =
I

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

hence|F(u, s,d)| = Ic(u,s,d) [T/=s (¢" — ¢').

R(I,.|Py) € E.(q,n), whereP; = € GF(¢q)™*("="), hencedy (Uy,Uy) = d forall 0 < d <

Lemma 14:Let X = (A|B) € GF(q)"*", where A 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|B;) < s.

Proof: First, X is the generator matrix of someé € E,.(¢,n) if and only if rk(X) = r. Also,
it is easily shown thatl, (V,Uy) = rk(B) anddy(V,Uy) = rk(B — AP,) = rk(B; — A;|b — a|Ba).
Therefore, X € F(u, s, d) if and only if rk(X) = r, rk(B) < u, andrk(B; — Aj|lb—a/B2) <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) = r, 1k(B) < u, andrk(B; — A;|b — a|B3) < s. Since the mapping only modifiesb, we
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shall denotep(X) = Y = (A|By|c|Bs2). 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:tk(B; — A1|B3) < s — 1. In this casec = b. Note thatrk(Y) = r, rk(B) < u, and
rk(B; — Aq[¢c|By) <rk(B; — Aq1|B2) +1 < s.

o Case ll:tk(B; — A;|B32) = s andrk(B;|Bsy) < u—1. In this casec = b—a. Note thatrk(Y) = r,
rk(Bi|c|B2) <rk(B) + 1 < u, andrk(B; — A1|c|B2) = 1k(B; — A;|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) &6, whereS
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). [ |

IA

B. Proof of Propositio 4

We adapt below the notations in [31], [32] to the modified gpatee 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 codewordsdn It follows that|Z| < E¢(Z) = Ec(E.(q,n)) = [C|Vce(p) — [1].

Before proving Propositiohl 4, we need the following adaptabf [32, Lemma 8]. LeC be a code
in E,(q,n) with covering radiugp. We defineA d:ef{U € Er(q,n) : duw(U,C) = p}.

Lemma 15:For U € A\Z and0 < p < n, we haveEq(B;(U)) > e.

Proof: SinceU ¢ Z, there is a uniqué’, € C such thatly (U, Cy) = p. We have B,(Co)NB1(U)| =
Ic(p,1,p) = Je(p,0,p) + Jc(p, 1, p) + Je(p—1,1,p) = 1+a, +c,. For any codeword’; € C satisfying
dw(U,C1) = p+ 1, by LemmalB we haveéB,(C1) N B1(U)| = Je(p,1,p + 1) = c,41. Finally, for

all other codeword<’; € C at distance> p + 1 from U, we have|B,(C2) N B1(U)| = 0. Denoting
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def\{Cl € C:duy(U,C1) = p+1}|, we obtain

Ee(B1(U)) = Z’B )N B1(U)| - |B.1(U)]

cec
= 14+a,+c,+ Neppr — Ne(1) —

—b, mod cpy1.

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) — cp.

19

Proof: By definition of p, there exists” € C such thatdy(Z,C) < p. By Propositior 1L B;(Z) N

B,—1(C)| gets its minimal value foid, (Z,C') = p, which isc,. A subspace at distance p— 1 from any

codeword does not belong td. Therefore,B,(2) N B,_1(C) C B1(Z)\A, and hence AN B(Z)| =

[B1(Z2)| = [B1(Z)\A] < Ve(1) = [B1(Z) N B,-1(C)].
We now give a proof of Propositidd 4.

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

. e{m —\C\vc<p—1)}—<6—1>{‘C‘VC(")_ m}

< Al = (e—1)Z|
< A = (e~ DJANZ| = | A\Z| + AN 2],

where [20) follows from Z| < [C|Vc(p) — [1].

T

oS Y EeBiA)+ Y Ee(Bi(4))

AcA\Z AcANZ
= Y Ee(Bi(4))
AcA
where [21) follows from LemmBR15 arfl N Z| < E¢(AN Z).

Z Z Ec({U})

A€AUEB(ANZ

-y ¥ Ec({U} > AN B (U)|Ec({U}),

UeZ AeB, (U)N Uez

2
IN
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where [22) follows the fact that the second summation is alisipint sets{U}. By Lemmal16, we

obtain
v <Y (Vell) - 6) Ee({UY)
UezZ
= (Ve(1) =) Ee(2)
= ) - e {leeo - 1]}, 3)
Combining [28) and[(19), we obtain the bound in Propositibn 4 [ |

C. Proof of Lemm&l6

Proof: LetC be a code irF, (¢, n—1) with covering radiup—1 and cardinalityK.(¢q,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 thatly(C,U;) < p. First, if rk(U) = r, then there exist6’ € C such that
rk(CT|UT) < r+p—1 and hencek(CT|UT) < r+p anddy(C1,U;) < p. Second, ifrk(U) = r — 1,
then letU, ber — 1 linearly independent rows dfl. For anyv € GF(q)" 1, v ¢ R(Uy), there exists
C € C such thatr + p — 1 > tk(CT|UT|vT) > rk(CT|UT) = tk(CT|UT). Hencerk(CT|UT) <r +p
and dy(Cy,U;) < p. ThusC; has covering radiug and hencekc(q,n,r,p) < Kc(g,n —1,r,p — 1),
which appliedp times yieldsKc(q,n,r, p) < Kc(g,n — p,r,0) = [";”].

Similarly, letC be a code inE,_ (g, n) with covering radiug— 1 and cardinalityK<(q,n,r—1, p—1).
Define the code&, = {R((C|c")T) : R(C) C C} € E,.(q,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 = (C7|c?)? with 1k(CT|UT) <
r+p— 2. Thusrk(CT|UT) < r + p andC, has covering radius at mogt Thus K¢(q,n, 7, p) < |Ca| <
Kc(g,n,m — 1, p — 1) which appliedp times yieldsKc(q,n,r, p) < Kc(g,n,r — p,0) = [ " |. [

r—p

D. Proof of Propositiori b

Proof: For any codeC C E,(q,n) we denote the number of subspaceir{q,n) at distance> p

from C asP(C). Denoting the set of all codes i, (¢, n) and cardinalityk” as Sk, we havelSk| = (2)
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where@ = def [ ] The average value a?(C) for all codesC € Sk is given by

’SK’Z :!K\Z 21

CeSk CeSk U€Er(a,n)
dw(U,C)>p

=i MDY

U€E.(¢q,n) CESK
dM(ch)>p

_ |1| 3 (Q I‘(/c(p)> (24)

U€E,(¢g,n)

- rsm(Q it )

Eq. (2Z4) comes from the fact that there e(r% 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") <
Q(K) (Q_[V(C(” ) <Q(1- Q_lvc(/’)) .ForK = {_ng(l—Q—*IVC(p))J_’_l' PIC)<Q(1- Q_lvc(/’)) <
1 andC’ has covering radius at mogt [ |

E. Proof of Proposition 7

Proof: The proof is by induction ork. First, by [4) there exists a code with cardinaliy and
minimum distance2p + 1 for 2p < r which leavesuy, subspaces uncovered; f@p > r, a single
codeword coverd/(p) subspaces. Second, suppose there exists a code with digydinavhich leaves
ug, Subspaces uncovered, and denote the set of uncovered sebgis).. Let G be the graph where the
vertex set ist, (¢, n) and two vertices are adjacent if and only if their distancatimostp. Let A be the
adjacency matrix ofy 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,)

does not contain any codeword, hemd&U},)| < ['] —k. Also, by Lemmd#|N (Uy,)| < Bc(ux, p). Thus

UkVC( )
-k Bc(uk,p)}

A,.. Adding the subspace corresponding to this row to the codegltain a code with cardinality + 1

ones in

IN(Ug)| < min{["] — k, Bc(ux, p)} and there exists a row with at Iea[[: =T

which leaves at mosi; subspaces uncovered. [ |

F. Proof of Proposition_1I0

Proof: First, by Lemma®,Ns(r, s,d) = ¢“@=9[']["77], whereu = 4= satisfies0 < u <
min{r,d}. Thus¢/® < Ny(r,s,d) < Kq_qu(“), where f(u) = u(2r + 3d —n — 3u) + d(n —r — d).

. . o def _ :
Since f is maximized foru = g = % < d, we need to consider three cases.
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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) > ¢?@, and it is easy to show that! _, ¢/ = ¢9(@) S g—uln=2r=3d+3u) o
qug(d).

e Casell:0 < "‘—27’ < d < min {"{;f”, 21. We have) < uy < r and hencef is maximized foru = uy:
Uug) = = n—2r 2d(2n — d). ThusVs(r,t) > max{qg/\¥ol) ¢g/\U% L > ¢ ‘%,an
F(u0) = g(d) = 25(n —2r)? + 1d(2n — d). ThusVa(r, 1) > max{q/ (1)), ¢/ ([w)} > g9, and
it is easy to show tha}_! _, ¢/ = g9 S q=3w=w)* < (20, — 1)¢9?.

o Case lll: "§4T < d < 5. We haveyy > r and hencef is maximized foru = r: f(r) =

%
g(d) = (d—r)(n—d+r). Thus Vg(r,t) > ¢, and it is easy to show thdf!_,¢/™ =

qg(d) ZT Oq—i(3d—4r—n+3i) < qug(d).

1=

From the discussion above, we obtain the lower bound’gn ¢). Also, Z“’d Ns(r,s,d) < (2M, —
1)K ;2¢9@, and hencd/y(r,t) < (2M, — 1) K234 o 9D < (2M, — 1)LeK 7 2q90).

G. Proof of Proposition_19

Proof: First, Vi (r,t) > Ny(r,7,t) > ¢""~Y. We now prove the upper bound. Sintg(r,t) =
Vu(n — r,t), we assumer < v without loss of generality. By Lemma1ll, we havg,(r,s,d) <

K 2gpndir=s)=(r=d)(n=d) for 5 < and Ny(r,s,d) < K 2¢*r—s+dFdn=r=d) for 5 > r. Hence

r r+d
KgVM(T‘,t) < Z{ Z qs(n d+r—s)—(r—d)(n—d) ‘|‘ Z qsr s+d)+d(n—r— d)}

d=0 \s=r—d s=r+1
t  d+r ( 24d 2
+ qs r—s+d)+d(n—r—
dzzr-:i-lszzgl
d
_ qu(n d) {Z —i(n—d—r+i) +Zq—j(r—d+j }+ Z q d(n—d) Zq—k(d r+k)
1=0 j=1 d=r+1

t t
< (@2Ng =1 gD 4 N Y gl
d=0 d=0
t

< (2N—1 Zq (n—2t-1)

< (2N, — 1)N,¢'™" Y.
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