1205.1277v2 [csIT] 13 Jan 2014

arxXiv

MACWILLIAMS IDENTITIES FOR m-TUPLE WEIGHT
ENUMERATORS

NATHAN KAPLAN

ABSTRACT. Since MacWilliams proved the original identity relating the Ham-
ming weight enumerator of a linear code to the weight enumerator of its dual
code there have been many different generalizations, leading to the develop-
ment of m-tuple support enumerators. We prove a generalization of theorems
of Britz and of Ray-Chaudhuri and Siap, which build on earlier work of Klgve,
Shiromoto, Wan, and others. We then give illustrations of these m-tuple weight
enumerators.

In a 1963 article [9], MacWilliams gave an identity relating the weight enumer-
ator of a linear code to the weight enumerator of its dual code. Several authors
have generalized this work in a few different directions. One type of generaliza-
tion leads to weight enumerators in more than two variables, such as the Lee and
complete weight enumerators, and to weight enumerators for codes defined over al-
phabets other than F,. For example, a MacWilliams theorem for codes over Galois
rings was given by Wan [17]. Another type of generalization considered by several
authors is to adapt the notion of weight to consider more than one codeword at
a time. This leads to the generalized Hamming weights of Wei [18], and to the
MacWilliams type results for m-tuple support enumerators of Klgve [8], Shiromoto
[14], Simonis [16], and Ray-Chaudhuri and Siap [12] 13]. Barg [I], and later Britz
[2) B], generalized some of these results and gave matroid-theoretic proofs. Britz
[4] also recently described new and broad connections between weight enumerators
and Tutte polynomials of matroids.

We prove a MacWilliams type result that implies the two main theorems of
Britz [2], which concern support weight enumerators of codes and in turn imply the
earlier results of Klgve [§], Shiromoto [14], and Barg [I]. Our result also implies the
main theorems of Ray-Chaudhuri and Siap [12, [13] giving MacWilliams theorems
for complete weight enumerators of an m-tuple of codes C1,Cs,...,C,, that are
not necessarily the same. As in [I3], we phrase our results in terms of codes over
Galois rings instead of restricting ourselves to codes over fields. One key feature of
our result is that not only can the codes Cy,Cs,...,C), be distinct, but they do
not necessarily have to be defined over the same ring, a generalization suggested
in Siap’s thesis [I5]. This is not the first MacWilliams theorem for m-tuples of
codes defined over different alphabets. In [3], Britz gives such a result for codes
defined over finite fields that are not necessarily the same, but there is an additional
constraint that the codes must have the same vector matroid. This result is phrased
in terms of code structure families, a direction we will not pursue here.
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We then mention some of the ways in which m-tuple support enumerators are
used in the theory of linear codes and give some applications.

1. STATEMENT OF RESULTS

We first give the necessary definitions to state MacWilliams’ original theorem
[9]. Let Fy; be a finite field of ¢ elements, N a nonnegative integer, and C' C Fév a
linear code. Let |C| denote the number of codewords of C, and let {(a,b) denote the
usual pairing on Fé\’. The Hamming weight of any f € Fév, denoted wt(f), is the
number of nonzero coordinates of f. We define the Hamming weight enumerator
of C,

WC ()(7 Y) — Z XN*Wt(C)YWt(C),
ceC
a homogeneous polynomial of degree V.

Theorem 1 (MacWilliams). Let C C FY be a linear code and let C* be its dual
code. Then
Wei (X,Y) = |—é|Wc(X +(¢-1)Y,X-Y).

Many authors have considered not only the weights of individual codewords, but
weights coming from m-tuples of codewords. We give some terminology from [16].
We will usually denote codewords with superscripts when we are considering more
than one since we will use subscripts to denote the coordinates of a codeword.

Let [N] denote {1,...,N}. Forv = (v1,...,vn) € Ffzv, we define the support of v
by S(v) = {e € [N] | ve # 0}. Note that wt(v) = |S(v)|. If we consider a codeword
c as a 1 x N row vector then wt(c) is the number of nonzero columns of this matrix.
We define the weight, sometimes called the effective length, of an m-tuple of vectors

(v',...,v™) € (FY)™ as the number of nonzero columns of the m x N matrix with
rows v',...,v™. This is the size of the union of the supports of v!,...,v™. For
such an m-tuple (v',...,v™) we define its support, S(v',...,v™) = J~, S(v?).

For a subspace V of FJ we define its support as S(V) = [J,c S(v). Note that
S(V) is the union of the supports of any set of vectors generating V. We define the
weight of V as the size of this support.

We begin with the simplest generalization of the Hamming weight enumerator
that considers multiple codewords at the same time. Let Ci,...,C,, be linear
codes over Fflv and let C = C; x - -+ x Cy,. We define the m-tuple Hamming weight
enumerator by

Wé’?)]~~~7c7n(X7 Y) = Z f(cl7"'5cm)5
(ct,...,cm)el
where if the m-tuple of vectors (c!,...,c™) has effective length equal to 7, then
flct,...,¢™) = XN="Y". The main result of this paper implies a version of the

MacWilliams theorem for this weight enumerator.

We now give one of the main theorems of [2]. For consistency we state this as an
identity involving homogeneous polynomials, which is different from, but equivalent
to, the original presentation. For E C [N], let A[bin} denote the number of ordered
m-tuples of codewords in C' whose support is E. We also define 2N variables
Xi,..., XN, Y1,..., Yy that indicate whether a certain position is in the support



HIGHER WEIGHT ENUMERATORS 3

of a given m-tuple of codewords. We define the m-tuple support enumerator of a
linear code C of length N as

SEG (X1, Xn Ve, vw) = > AR T X [TV
EC[N] i€E[N)\E  JEE

H(c, ..., c™),

(]

where H(c!,...,c™) = ngl Hp(c',...,c™), and

Hp(ch, .. o™ = {Xp if (cb,...,em) =(0,...,0)

Yp otherwise

Theorem 2 (Britz). Let C C Fflv be a linear code and let C+ be its dual code.
Then

SEV (X1, Xy, Yiy . V) =
1
|C|m

In this theorem the supports of m-tuples of codewords of C are related to the
supports of m-tuples of codewords of C+. This support enumerator keeps track
of the supports, not just their sizes. However, given an m-tuple of codewords
c',...,c™ written as an m x N matrix, this weight enumerator tells us only about
the positions of the nonzero columns, not what these columns are.

We next give some terminology related to codes over Galois rings and complete
weight enumerators necessary to state Theorem 2.4 of [I3], the other main result
that we generalize. A finite Galois ring R of characteristic p¢ and cardinality p®
is isomorphic to Zye[¢], where £ is a root of an irreducible monic polynomial of
degree t over Zye. We write Galois rings in this form. We note that if e = 1 then
this ring has no zero divisors and is isomorphic to the finite field F,:. A code C' of
length n over R is a submodule of RY and its elements are codewords. There is a
pairing (cy, c2) for elements of RN just as there is for elements of Fév , and there is

an analogous definition of C*. We note that (C’L)L =C.

Every element of R can be written in terms of a particularly nice basis. Let
s =p®—1and {0 = 29, 21,...,2s} be some enumeration of the elements of R. Any
B € R can be written in a unique way as

B=v+mnE+7E +- -+ 7
with 50, ...,%—1 € Zpe. We define a character x : R — C* by

(1) X (Yo + M€+ 7282+ 7)) =,

where ( is a p®-th complex root of unity. We restrict to this class of Galois rings
rather than the more general class of Frobenius rings, because in this setting the ad-
ditive characters of R can be understood in this very concrete way. For MacWilliams
theorems over more general finite rings, see [19] 20].

We next define the complete weight enumerator of a linear code C C RYN. We
give definitions for codes over Galois rings which can easily be specialized to the
case where R = I, is a finite field. The complete weight enumerator of a code
C C RY is a homogeneous polynomial in p® variables, X.,, X.,,..., X.., one for
each element of R.

SE (X + (¢™ = )Ya, .., Xy 4+ (¢" = D)Yn, X1 = Y1,..., Xy — Yn).
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For ¢ = (c1,...,cn) € RN, we define F(c) = vazl F'(cj), where F'(c;) = X,
if ¢; = 2. So, F(c) =1, XZ"(C), where a;(c) is the number of j € [N] such that
c;j = z;. The complete weight enumerator of C'is

CWe (X Xz) =Y Flo).
ceC
The following MacWilliams Theorem for the complete weight enumerator of a
code over a Galois ring is proven by Wan [17].

Theorem 3. Let C C RN be a linear code and let x be defined as in equation ().
Then

CWei (Xegy o, Xs,) =

1 S S S
WCWC (Z x(202i)Xz,, Z x(z12:) Xz, - -, Z X(zszi)le) .
i=0

i=0 i=0

We also define the m-tuple complete weight enumerator of Cy,...,C,, where
each C; C RY and R; is a Galois ring with elements {0 = z{,2{,...,2% }. Let
C=Cyx - xCpand R=RY x---x RN.

Suppose ¢! € C; for each i € [m]. For any m-tuple (c!,...,c™), we consider
the m x N matrix with rows ¢!,...,¢™. We define one variable for each of the
[T~ (s; + 1) column vectors and write them:

B L T L RRRRIRLY O O oS 1) L V% N M co®  LELRR LA €N 4

When we have one variable for each possible m-tuple we always order them lexico-
graphically.

Let a(il)m’im)(cl, ..., ™) be the number of columns of this matrix that are equal
to (zill, s Zp ). For now, we are not concerned with the positions of the columns
equal to a fixed m-tuple, only the number of such columns. We define

1 Aiq,..., im ) (Cyeees
R em =TI
where the product is taken over all (i1, ...,4,) satisfying 0 < i; < s; for each
j € [m]. As a product over coordinates this is equal to

1787 iy

N

/(1 m /(.1 my __
HF(cj,...,cj ), where F'(cj,....c]") = X(;1 L2 .m,
j=1

. 1 . 1 .
if (cj,...,c") = (2,2 ). We now define the m-tuple complete weight enu-
merator of Cy,...,C,, as
Cw[érlllwwcm(X(Zé7-~~,26n)""aX(zil,...,zgnm)) = Z F(Cl,...,Cm).
(ct,...,cm)eC

An m-tuple MacWilliams theorem for complete weight enumerators of codes over
the same Galois ring R is the main result of [13].

Theorem 4. Let x be as defined in [Al) and C1, ..., Cy, be linear codes defined over
RN. We have

[m] —
CWC{-,...,C#—L (X(ZU7~~~;Z0)7 ceey X(Z317~~~;Zsm)> =
1

[m]
mcwch,,,,(;m (Yizornzo)s -+ s Yizay voorzam))s

m
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where

Sm,

51 m
}/(Zilvw»yzim) = Z Z <H X(ijzi’f)> X(Zhv"*zjm)'
k=1

Jj1=0 Jm=0 =

We now define a support analogue of the m-tuple complete weight enumerator of
linear codes C1,...,C),. The idea is to consider all possible m-tuples of codewords
and to keep track of which of the possible column vectors occurs in each of the

N positions. This is a homogeneous polynomial in N (H;nzl (s; + 1)) variables
Xp,z1,...m ) where P € [N] and for each j € [m], 0 <i; < s;.
NETAE

Suppose (¢!, ...,c™) € C with ¢' = (c¢f,...,c%). Consider the m x N matrix
with rows ¢!, ..., ¢™. Let

N
G(ct,...,cd™) = H Gp(ch,...,cP),
P=1

where we define

1
GP(CP7 e ,07]31) = 'XP)(Z'}I!"”ZK:”)’
for (ch,...,cp) = (z}l,,zfﬂ)
We now define the m-tuple exact weight enumerator of Cq,...,Chn,

[m]
EWCh_,,Cm (Xl,(zfl),...,z{)")u R 7X1,(z§1,...,z;"m)u R 7XN,(2[1),...,z6”)7 SR *XVN,(Z}1 cnZ

= Z G(ct,...,c™).

(chyrrc™)EC

For m = 1 this weight enumerator coincides with the exact weight enumerator in
the book of MacWilliams and Sloane [10]. We note that the m-tuple exact weight
enumerator contains strictly more information than the m-tuple complete weight
enumerator since it keeps track not only of how many times each of the []\", (s;+1)
possible columns occurs, but also in what positions they occur. It is clear that this
weight enumerator completely specifies the words of each code C1,...,Cy,.

Our main result is the following generalization of Theorems 2] and [l

Theorem 5. Let C,...,C,, be linear codes of length N over Galois rings Ry, ..., Ry,
with dual codes Ci-,...,C;k. For each i € [m], let x; be a character on R; defined
as in (). Then

[m] _
EWC%,...,C#L (‘le,(zé,...7 MY 7X1,(z§1,...,z:" JEERRE XN,(zé,...,zS”)a ) 7XN,(z1 yeeey 2 )) -

S1 Tsm

1 [m]
Hﬁil |Cz| EWCI,...,CM (Yl,(zfl),...,z{)")v SRR Yl,(zgl,...,z;"m)a s 7YN,(Z(1),,,,,Z(")")5 . 7YN,(z% m ))7

S177 0 Tsm

where for each (al,...,a™) € R and ap = (ab,..., o),

YP,(a},,...,o/l;l) = Z <H Xk(allc—_’ﬂk)> XPv(:@Iwan)'

B=(B1,....8M)ER1 X X Rm \k=1

We use this result to give a proof of the following analogue for m-tuple Hamming
weight enumerators, which also follows from Theorem 2.1 of [12].
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Theorem 6. Let C4,...,C,, be linear codes over Fév, with dual codes Ci, ..., Cik.
Then
m 1 . N
W[Cf] »»»»» C (X.Y) = mw[cl],...,cm X+{@"-1)Y,X-Y).

This result allows one to compare the effective length of m-tuples of vectors
drawn from different linear codes of the same length, and gives a generalization of
an earlier result of Shiromoto [I4] concerning the effective lengths of m-tuples of
vectors from the same linear code C.

In the final part of the paper we discuss extensions to r-th support weight enu-
merators. Wei [18] first considered the r-th generalized Hamming Weight d,.(C),
which is the smallest effective length of an r-tuple of codewords of C' that generate
an r-dimensional subcode of C. Klgve [8] was the first to prove MacWilliams type
relations for these effective length distributions. We first define the r-th support
weight distribution {Al(-r) | i > 0} of C where Al(-r) is the number of r-dimensional
subspaces of C that have support of size exactly 1.

We define the r-th support weight enumerator of a linear code C,

WX, V) = XN: A XNy,
i=0

Britz [2] gave a generalization of this weight enumerator that considers not only
the dimension of the subcode but also which of the coordinates in [N] lie in the
support of the subcode. We consider an analogue of this r-th support weight
enumerator for linear codes of length N, C, ..., C,,, not necessarily equal, and see
that things do not carry over so neatly in this setting. We discuss this issue and
give some applications of our results.

We can express an m-tuple of elements of Fév as the rows of an m x N matrix.
A column of this matrix gives an m-tuple (a1, ..., an) € Fy'. If we choose a basis
for Fgm over F,, we can think of this m-tuple as an element of Fym. The resulting
code over [Fym is no longer linear since it is not closed under scalar multiplication by
elements of Fgm \ Fy, but it is Fy-linear. Codes of this type are often called additive
codes. We can then think of Theorem [(] as a kind of MacWilliams theorem for
additive codes over Fym. We will not pursue this interpretation further here, but
it may be useful in future work. For more on MacWilliams Theorems for additive
codes see [20].

2. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

We prove Theorem [B] on m-tuple exact weight enumerators using an argument
similar in spirit to one of the original proofs of the MacWilliams identity [9]. Similar
ideas have been used by Britz and others [2],[6]. The main difficulty in this argument
is giving a careful definition of the Fourier transform along with the proper analogue
of discrete Poisson summation.

We recall the function

N
G(ct,...,c™) = H Gp(ct,...,c™),
P=1

where Gp is defined in the previous section. This is a function from C to an
algebra over C. Let C* = Cit x ---x C;-. Recall that on each RY there is a pairing
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(ut, vy = Z?’Zl ué—v;, where u! = (ul,...,u%) and v* = (vi,...,vY), and that

equation (Il defines a character x; on each R;. We define the Fourier transform of
G by

(A?(ul, conu™) = Z < Xi(<ui7vi>)> G(v).
veR \i=1
We first recall a lemma from [I7].
Lemma 7. Let C C R™ be a linear code, C* its dual and x be defined as in ().
Then, for fized v & C*,
Z x({u,v)) = 0.

uelC

One of the main tools in our proof is the following version of discrete Poisson
summation.

Lemma 8. We have

Proof. We consider

We express this double sum in two parts based on whether v is in C+ or not:

> (H Xi(<ui7vi>)> G(v) > > <H xz-(<ui7vi>)> G(v)

uweCveR \i=1 ueCyeCt \i=1

> D (sz-«uﬂw))G(y).

uclveR\CH \i=1

_|_

We switch the order of summation in each of these double sums and consider
the second one. Let v € R\ QJ‘ and consider

> (sz‘(<uiavi>)> =11 D xi(w',v").

uwelC \i=1 i=1 uiECi

By Lemma [7 this is zero. We now see that the first double sum is given by
% 3 (Tlue) o,
veCt+ uel \i=1
We see that for a fixed v € C+,

> (Hxi«uﬂvi») -1,

uweC \i=1

completing the proof.

We now give the proof of Theorem
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Proof. We sum the function G over all (c!,...,c™) € C. This gives

Z G(cl7,..,cm) :EW%’Z] vvvvv Cm(le(zrl) vvvvv z(’,")a'"’XN,(Z§17~~~,Z§"m))'
(ct,...,cm)eC
Lemma [§ implies that this is equal to

1 N
- Z Gd,...,dm).
Hz 1 | | ~,d7n)€QL

We now consider the coordinates of é(dl, ...,d"™) one at a time. Note that

é(dlv"' Z Hxi(<divgi>)G(gla"'agm)

(gts..gm™)ER =1

> H H Xi(dpgp)Gr(gh, .-, 9P,

(g" g™ ER =1 P=1

u&.
=
I

where g* = (g,...,9%).
We can switch the order of the sum and product and still account for every

(gt,...,9™) € R exactly once. This sum is equal to
N m
> 11 xi(dp. g3)Grgh,- - gB)-
P=1 (gllD ..... IB)ERIX X Ry i=1
Let gp = (gb, ..., g%) and dp = (db, ..., d'"). We can rewrite the previous sum as
N
M5 (o) o
P=1gpER1X--XRy \k=1
which completes the proof. O

3. APPLICATIONS OF THEOREM [B] TO OTHER WEIGHT ENUMERATORS

In this section we deduce Theorem H] and then Theorem [2] from Theorem [B and
then deduce Theorem [6] from Theorem [4}

Proof of Theorem[§) For all P € [N] and all (i1,...,4,) with 0 < i; < s;, set

Xp)(z ey =Xt ey By definition, for any fixed (i1, ...,%,) the variables

Yp a1, .my for P € [N ] are all equal. We also see that for each P we have
i1 %,

Gp(cl,...,cm):X(c1 my.

Therefore
G( H Xa(zl ,,,,, 'Lm)(cl vvvvv c

where the product is taken over all (iq,... ,zm) sat1sfying 0 < i; < 55 for each

j € [m]. Taking the sum over all m-tuples (c!,...,¢™) € C gives the weight

Q17"

enumerator CW[ m] o (Xzt o zmys - ,X(z\ R )).

.....

The observatlon that Yp .1 .my =Y | y for all P gives an identity like
MNTig 2 i, i1 m

Theorem Ml except that the m Galois rings R can be distinct. Specializing to the
case where each R; is the same completes the proof. O

Before proving the next result, we first recall a lemma on sums of characters.
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Lemma 9. Suppose o = (a1,...,am) € F* \ (0,...,0) and ¥ is a non-trivial
additive character on IFy. Then

) ¥((a,B) = ~1.

B=(B1;....6m)€EFM\(0,...,0)

Proof. The map 8 — v ((a,f)) is a character on the finite additive group Fy".
Therefore, the sum of this character over all § vanishes unless it is the trivial
character, which is the case if and only if a = (0,...,0). We see that

Z H¢(aiﬁi)=0—n¢(o):_1_

B=(B1,---,Bm)EFT\(0,...,0) i=1
O

Proof of Theorem[2 We suppose that each R; is the same finite field Fy, and that
for each i € [m], C; = C;. For convenience we write C' := C7 and let {0 =
20,21, - - -y Zg—1} be some enumeration of the elements of F,. Let ¢ be a non-trivial
additive character on F,. For each P € [1,N] set Xp = Xp and for all
other m-tuples (i1, ...,%m), set XP (2. Yp.

First consider

20,.++,20)

'>Zim) =

YP (20,..20) = > XP(B1eiBm)-
B=(B1, . Bm)EF
This is equal to Xp + (¢ — 1)Yp.
Suppose ap = (ab,...,a) # (0,...,0) and consider

YP,(alp,...,a}’;) = Z ¢(<QP,B>)XP,(L-31 »»»»» Bm)*
B=(B1,-,Bm)EF T

In this case, the map that takes 3 € Fy" to ({53, ap)) is a non-trivial character.
From the 8= (0,...,0) term we get Xp and from the other terms we get

Yo Y Y((ap.B) = Yr,
B#(0,...,0)
by the above lemma. Therefore, Yp (ab,...am) = Xp — Yp.
Collecting terms completes the proof. O

Finally, we use the finite field version of Theorem [ to prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem[@ First suppose that the Galois ring R is the finite field F,. For
an m-tuple (i1, ..., %, ) satisfying 0 < 41,...,4m < g—1and (i1,...,%m) # (0,...,0)
2, equal to Y, and set X, . .,) = X. We note that

..........

Consider o = (a1, ..., ) € Fi* with a # (0,...,0). By Lemma [ we have

Yiar,am) =X + > P, B))Y =X —Y.
,8:(,81,...,,87,1)76(0,...,0)
We note that a,... 0 (ct,...,¢™) counts the number of occurrences of the zero
column in the matrix with rows c!,...,c™. Collecting terms completes the proof.

d
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4. SUPPORT WEIGHT ENUMERATORS AND APPLICATIONS

Several authors have studied weight enumerators from m-tuples of codewords
from a single linear code C where these m-tuples are grouped by the dimension
of the subcode that they generate. The main fact that allows one to adapt the
MacWilliams theorem for m-tuple support enumerators to give information about
only m-tuples of codewords of C' that span a subspace of dimension 7 is the following
classical result.

Proposition 10. Let D be an r-dimensional subspace of Fév. The number of
ordered m-tuples of vectors (d*,...,d™) € D™ that span D is independent of D. It

is equal to [m], := H:;Ol (@™ —q").

Let C be a linear code of length N and dimension £ over F,. It is now an
elementary observation that

k
we X, v) =3 ml, W& (X, Y),
r=0

Applying the MacWilliams theorem to this weight enumerator gives the following
result originally due to Klgve [8].

Proposition 11 (Klgve). Let C be a linear code of length N and dimension k over
Fy. Then for any m > 1,

N—k k

S mlLWE(X,Y) = qkim ST mlWE (X + (@™ - 1Y, X —Y).
r=0 r=0

Adapting this result for m-tuples of words from different codes is not so straight-
forward. Suppose we have linear codes C4,...,C,, that are not necessarily the
same and want to consider only m-tuples of codewords (c!,...,¢™) € C that span
a particular r-dimensional subspace D of Fflv . It is no longer the case that the
number of m-tuples spanning D depends only on r. For example, if we choose
a one-dimensional space D, the number of m-tuples spanning D depends on the
number of C; that contain D. In general, for a particular space, in order to know
the number of m-tuples of codewords that span it, we must know the dimension of
the intersection of this space with each of the codes C;.

We next consider one of the simplest examples with unequal codes. We will
see that the analogue of Proposition [I1] is much more complicated. Let C; and
Cy be distinct linear codes over F, of the same length N. Suppose that C has
dimension k, C3 has dimension [, and C; N C5 has dimension s. For each subspace
of the code generated by C; and Cs that is spanned by some pair (¢!, c?) with
c' € C1 and ¢? € Cy, we can ask for the number of such pairs of codewords that
span this subspace. We see that only the pair ((0,...,0),(0,...,0)) spans the
zero-dimensional subspace consisting only of the zero codeword.

We first consider one-dimensional spaces. Suppose we have a one-dimensional
subspace of C; N Cy. By Proposition [0 this is generated by [2]; = ¢ — 1 pairs.
A one-dimensional subspace of Cy that does not lie in Cy N Cy must have a zero-
dimensional intersection with it, so can only be generated by a pair of the form
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(c',0) where ¢! lies in the subspace. There are ¢ — 1 nonzero vectors in a one-
dimensional subspace of Fév . A similar statement holds for one-dimensional sub-
spaces of C5 that do not lie in C7; N Cy. Adding these up gives

1 1 1
(- DWHXY) + (g - DWE + (g - 1)?W 0, (X, Y),

since we have taken 2(q — 1) of the pairs of vectors generating subspaces in C; N Cs
and ¢> —1—-2(¢g—1) = (¢— 1)~

We next consider two-dimensional subspaces of the code generated by C; and
C5. We note that Cy \{Cl N CQ} = \CQ

Proposition 12. Let Cy and Cy be linear codes over Fy of length N and dimensions
k and I, respectively. Suppose that C1 N Cy has dimension s. Then

WE o (X,Y)

XN (g-1) (WE )+ WE (X, 7))

+ (= 1PWEhe, (X,Y)
+ (@~ D@~ QW e, (X, Y)
+ q(g—1)? (Wg>\02 (X,Y) + WS, (X, Y))
+ (0= VW oo (XY,
where
N
W ooy (X, ) = > AP xN=iyd,

Jj=0

and A§2) denotes the number of two-dimensional subcodes of C; that have a one-
dimensional intersection with C1 N Cs and weight j, and

N
2) _ @) v N—jvri
W<C1>02>\{01U02}(X7Y)—ZBJ- XNTIys,
=0

where B denotes the number of two-dimensional subcodes of the code spanned by
C1 and Cy but are not subcodes of either Cy or Ca, that have weight j.

Proof. The number of pairs of vectors generating a two-dimensional subspace of
CiNCy is [2]2=(¢> —1)(¢> — q). The number of such subspaces is given by
((¢° —1)(¢* —q))/((¢*> = 1)(¢*> — q)). We next consider two-dimensional subspaces
of C; that are not contained in C7 N Cs. If such a space can be generated by a pair
(¢!, c?) then ¢® € C; N Cy. Given such a space, if we first choose ¢? there are ¢*> — ¢
choices for ¢!, since the space contains ¢? total vectors. There are (¢° —1)/(q — 1)
one-dimensional subspaces of C; N Cy and ((¢* — 1)(¢* — q))/((¢* — 1)(¢* — q))
two-dimensional subspaces. There are ((¢* — 1)(¢* — q))/((¢*> — 1)(¢*> — q)) two-
dimensional subspaces of C; each containing (¢>—1)/(¢—1) = ¢+1 one-dimensional
subspaces. Therefore, there are

(" -1 —q (¢+1)(q-1) ¢ '-1

(-Dl*-q)  ¢F-1 — q-1
two-dimensional subspaces of (7 containing a given one-dimensional subspace of
C1NCy. We see that (¢°~! — 1)/(g — 1) of these are actually two-dimensional
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subspaces of C7 N Cs. Therefore, we have
-1-( =) -1 (- - 1)

q—1 q—1 q(q —1)?
two-dimensional subspaces of C; \ Cy that can be generated by a pair (c!, c?) with
ct € Cy, % € Cy. For each such space there are (¢ — q)(q — 1) pairs generating it,
giving a total of (¢* — q)(¢® — 1) pairs generating such subspaces. This is the same
as the total number of pairs ¢t € C; \ Cs, ¢ € Cy N Oy, giving a useful verification
of this count. We similarly count (¢' — ¢*)(¢° — 1) pairs of vectors that generate a
two-dimensional subspace of Co \ Cf.

Using similar techniques we see that there are (¢* —¢*)(¢' —¢*)/(q¢—1)? subspaces
of the code generated by Cy and C5 that have trivial intersection with C; NCs, and
that each of these is generated by (¢ — 1)? pairs (¢!, ¢?) with ¢! € C;. We omit the
details. (|

We can now apply Theorem [6] to this expression and see that this is equal to
(ICt]IC5]) ! times the right hand side where each C; is replaced with C;-, C; N Cy
is replaced with Ci- N C3 and (X,Y) is replaced with (X + (¢ —1)Y, X —Y).

We give an example in order to make this more concrete. We give binary codes
of length 6, C7 and C5 in terms of generator matrices,

1 1.0 0 0 O
R ) B G )
111 111

We see that C; N Cy is the one-dimensional subspace generated by (1,1,1,1,1,1),
and that

R
cf=000101,cj=000101,
111111
000011

showing that C; is not self-dual, but is permutation equivalent to its dual.
We compute

W XY) = 3X'?243x2v 4 YS, wi(X,Y) =2X%Y? 4 YO,
) _ @) _ @) _
Wene,(X,Y) = YO Wi, (X,Y) =0, Wei o, (X,Y) =3Y°,
WA o, (X,Y) = YO WE o ieruen (6 Y) =3(X%Y + X2V 4+ XY° 479,

The above proposition now gives
WE 0 (X,Y) = X0+ 3X1Y2 4 5X°Y? + 6X2Y* + 3XY? + 14Y°.
Applying Theorem [ gives

WEL L (XY) = X0+ 12X1Y2 4 6X°Y? + 39X %Y + 42X Y5 4 28YS.
122

0 00 011

0 001 01

ing an analysis similar to the one above. We can compute each of the polynomials

in the statement of the theorem, add them up with the proper constants and get

2
Wél cp (X,Y).

We can also see this by noting that C{-NCy = ( , and perform-
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We state a corollary of Theorem [0] separately.
Corollary 13. Let m > 1 and C be a linear code of length N over F,. Then

2m 1 2m m
Weleonon5Y) = oWl on,on (X4 (@ = 1Y, X = Y),

where C and C* are each repeated m times.

A self-dual code C' must have its m-tuple weight enumerators invariant under
certain transformations. This is the main idea behind Gleason’s theorem giving nec-
essary conditions for the weight enumerators of self-dual codes [7}[IT]. This corollary
lets us produce polynomials that are invariant under the m-tuple analogue of the
MacWilliams transformation, but are not necessarily the m-tuple weight enumera-
tors of self-dual codes, in fact, are not necessarily the m-tuple weight enumerators
of any single code C.

10 01 0O
Let (5 be the binary code with generator matrix [0 1 1 0 0 0. Then,
000111
W2 (XY) = XO4+5XY24+8X°Y? 411XV + 24X Y7 + 15Y°
3,03

1
= %Wg"j’c; (X +3Y,X - Y),

but this cannot be the 2-tuple weight enumerator of any code. This is because for

a binary code C, ,
WE (X, Y) = 32 W (XY,
so for each i € [1, N] the XY N~ coeﬂ{c:ignt must be divisible by 3, but the X*Y?
term has coefficient 5.
(1) (1) (1) O) . This code has

Let C4 have generator matrix (1 i 1

el

s (X,Y) = XC 4+ 9XY? +27X*Y?2 4+ 9Y©,

which is the 2-tuple weight enumerator of the self dual code C5 with generator
matrix

—_ O =

1
0
1

== O
== O

0 0
0 0
11

We can also ask, given a polynomial that arises as Wgn] (X,Y) for some C, whether
we can characterize the m-tuples of codes C4,...,C,, that give the same m-tuple
weight enumerator.

We can ask questions of the following type. Given m and ¢, which homogeneous
polynomials W(X,Y) of degree N are invariant under the transformation sending
it to g3 W(X + (¢ —1)Y,X —Y)? This is asking for a kind of analogue of
Gleason’s theorem for these m-tuple weight enumerators. For more information on
this subject see the work of Nebe, Rains, and Sloane [I1]. We know that there
are polynomials invariant under this transformation that cannot be the m-tuple
weight enumerator of any code, for example polynomials with multiple coefficients
not divisible by ¢? — 1. What further necessary conditions can we find for such
an invariant polynomial to occur as the m-tuple weight enumerator of a code? We
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would like to be able to use results of this type to aid in the classification of self-dual
codes, and in more general classification problems.

We note that C5 has the same weight enumerator as C7, but that these two codes
have different 2-tuple weight enumerators. This implies that the m-tuple weight
enumerator of C' does not determine the (m + 1)-tuple weight enumerator. It is less
clear whether it is possible for two codes to have the same (m + 1)-tuple weight
enumerators and different m-tuple weight enumerators. Extensive computer search
produced the following example (and many others). Let Dy be the binary code of
length 12 and dimension 6 with generator matrix

10 00O0O0O0OOT1T1O0TO0
01 0010101001
001 000101010
0 0010O0O0O0OO0O0T1T1T1]|"
0000011 0O0T1TO0FO0
0000 0O0OO0OT1TT1T1TUO0OFO
and let Do be the binary code of length 12 and dimension 6 with generator matrix
1000101O0O0O0T10O0
010000110010
001 01 00 O0O0O0TO0OTU
0001 0O0O0O0O0OT1TQ0°1
0000011 100°O0°1
0 000O0O0OO0O0OT1O0T1T1

We compute that D; has Hamming weight enumerator
X2 X0y 2 3 X9V 346 XY 4 +15 X TY P +14 XY 049 XY T+9 XY 8 +5 X3y I+ X2y 10,
and that
WHNX,Y) = X'2 4+ 3X10Y2 49XV + 24X°Y1 + 75X7Y° + 162X °Y°
+399X5Y 7 + 771X4Y® + 957X3Y 0 + 975 X2V 10 4 576 XY 4 144Y712
We compute that Do has Hamming weight enumerator
X2 X0y 2 3 X9y 348 XY 411 XTY P+ 12X YO +17 XY T+7 XY 8+ X3y 943X 2y 10,

and the same 2-tuple weight enumerator as Dy. Therefore, (m + 1)-tuple weight
enumerators do not determine m-tuple weight enumerators. This is related to
recent work of Britz [4], in which he shows that for a k-dimensional linear code
C the collection of m-tuple weight enumerators for all m satisfying 1 < m < k is
equivalent to the Tutte polynomial of the matroid associated to C.

5. THE REPETITION CODE AND THE PARITY CHECK CODE

We end this paper with one more type of example. Let R be the repetition
code of length IV defined over Iy, that is, the one-dimensional code generated by
(1,1,...,1). Then R' is the parity check code, which consists of all vectors of
Fé\’, (c1,...,en) with ¢g + -+ +¢eny =0 in Fy. Let C1,...,Cy, be linear codes of
length N over F,. It is easy to see how to determine higher weight enumerators
involving R, and less obvious how to determine weight enumerators involving R*.
Theorem [6] gives one way to solve this problem.
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For any m > 1,

m
+1
Wer R YY) =Wl (X Y) + (- DTGy,
i=1
since we can either choose the all zero codeword from R, giving the first term, or
one of the ¢ — 1 words of weight IV, giving the second term. Similarly, we see that
for any m > 1,

m
Jr
W e, n n(Y) =WE o (XY) 4 (¢ =) [T1GY,
i=1
where R is repeated s times. More generally, the same result holds if R is any
one-dimensional code over F, generated by a vector with all nonzero coordinates.
This will be our assumption on R from now on.

Proposition 14. Let C,...,Cy, be linear codes of length N over Fy and let R be
a one-dimensional code over F, of length N generated by (c1,...,cn), where each
¢; 18 nonzero. Then

mTs s — . (qt_l)
Wélji»--giR R,RL,...,RL(XvY) = (g —1)Q(N 1)tH|Oi|YN+ qt (X —Y)N
=1
1 m
+ W, X+ = 1Y),

where R is repeated s times and R* is repeated t times.

Proof. We consider Wé?jig]me)R)RL7.“)RL (X,Y), where R is repeated s times
and R™ is repeated ¢ times. From the previous paragraph we have
m-—+s+t m—+t s _
Wél,...,cn]z,H,...,R,RL,...,RL (X, Y) = Wél,...,]cm,fl%i,...,fl%L (X, Y)+(a"~1)g™ l)tH |CilY ™,
i=1
since |R*| = ¢™W—1. We apply Theorem [ and see that
[m+] _ 1 (m-+¢] met
W01.,...,cm,RL.,...,RL (X, ¥) = g TI", 1C WC%7-~-,C#7R,...,R(X +(q - 1Y, X -Y)

1 m . i
I ICH (WélL]V”_rcL (X+ (@ -1V, X -Y)+(¢" - 1) H CilH (X = Y)N).
q =11V m i=1

Applying Theorem [6] one more time gives
wh (X + ("t - 1Y, X - Y)
1 0 m
q' HZ1 |CZL|

¢ T2, |Cil|Cl+
- t Nm WC1 ..... Cm (qm(X + (qt - 1)Y)7 qm(qty))

.....
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In certain cases it is not difficult to work out this proposition directly without
use of the MacWilliams theorem and its generalizations. For example this is not
difficult when m =1, ¢ =2, s =0, and t = 1. In this case R’ is the even weight
subcode of FY and we get

W (X +Y,2Y)

(X -Y)N N We, (X +Y,2Y)
2 )

2 2

since Wi (X,Y) = w

Proposition [I4] gives a unified way to compute some of these more complicated
higher weight enumerators. Hopefully results of this type can be used to give further
conditions on the existence of codes with certain weight enumerators or parameters.

2
WE p (X,Y) =

- WRL(X,Y)—F
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