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WEIGHTED SUBSPACE DESIGNS FROM ¢-POLYMATROIDS

EIMEAR BYRNE, MICHELA CERIA, SORINA IONICA, AND RELINDE JURRIUS

ABSTRACT. The Assmus-Mattson Theorem gives a way to identify block designs arising from
codes. This result was broadened to matroids and weighted designs by Britz et al. in 2009.
In this work we present a further two-fold generalisation: first from matroids to polymatroids
and also from sets to vector spaces. To achieve this, we study the characteristic polynomial of
a g-polymatroid and outline several of its properties. We also derive a MacWilliams duality
result and apply this to establish criteria on the weight enumerator of a g-polymatroid for which
dependent spaces of the g-polymatroid form the blocks of a weighted subspace design.

1. INTRODUCTION

The characteristic polynomial of a matroid is a well studied object. It was first introduced as
a matroid generalisation of the chromatic polynomial of a graph. It arises in critical problems,
analyses of the Tutte polynomial, and is the subject of numerous identities [22] For a thorough
treatment of the subject see [32, 34], for example.

In combinatorics, the concept of a g-analogue can be viewed as a generalisation from sets to
vector spaces. Recently, the g-analogue of a matroid has been studied [20]. A generalisation of
this is a ¢g-polymatroid [18, 19, 29].

Similar to classical matroids, there are many interesting connections between ¢-(poly)matroids
and rank-metric codes. In this paper we develop the theory of the characteristic polynomial of
a g-polymatroid. We show the relation between the characteristic polynomial of a polymatroid
and its dual, establishing a MacWilliams-like identity for g-polymatroids. In a similar line of
research, Shiromoto [29] established a g-analogue of Greene’s theorem.

Another motivation to study the characteristic polynomial is to establish a g-analogue of
the Assmus-Mattson Theorem [1]. This theorem gives a criterion for identifying a t-design as
a collection of supports of codewords of fixed weight in a linear code. Since its publication
in 1969 it has seen a number of generalisations [10, 24] and has been used widely to obtain
new constructions of designs [16, 28]. In one of these results [5], the authors define a weighted
t-design as a generalisation of a classical t-design and give criteria for identifying such an object
among the dependent sets of a matroid of a fixed cardinality. A weighted ¢-design is a collection
of subsets B of a fixed cardinality k chosen from an n-set of points P together with a function
[ defined on B such that for any t-set T' C P the sum ) p p.;p f(B) is independent of T'. In
the case that f(B) =1 for every block B € B, the weighted t-design is an ordinary design.

In this paper, we generalise the results of [5] to g-polymatroids, which is a two-fold gener-
alisation: first from matroids to polymatroids and also from sets to vector spaces. Hence the
results presented here give a g-analogue of their result. The g-analogue of a weighted ¢-design
is a weighted subspace design; in the definition shown above we replace the collection of subsets
B with a collection of subspaces of a fixed dimension k& and T' with a t-dimensional subspace.

In Section 2 we study ¢-polymatroids and the properties of ¢g-polymatroids that are neces-
sary for this work. In Section 3 we outline properties of the characteristic polynomial of a
g-polymatroid that will be used later and in Section 4 look at the case of ¢-polymatroids aris-
ing from matrix codes. In Section 5 we give a version of the MacWilliams duality result for
g-polymatroids. In Section 6 we give criteria for identifying when the dependent spaces of a
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g-polymatroid are the blocks of a weighted ¢-subspace design.

Notation 1. Throughout, we let n denote a fixed positive integer and we will let ¢ denote a
fixed prime power. We let F denote an n-dimensional vector space over the finite field F, of
order q. We let L(FE) denote the lattice of all subspaces of E, ordered by inclusion, which we
denote by <. We will write U < V for U,V < FE if U is strictly contained in V. The join
of a pair of subspaces is their vector space sum and the meet of a pair of subspaces is their
intersection.

2. ¢-POLYMATROIDS

g-Polymatroids and their connections to linear codes were introduced in [19] and [29]. Their
properties have been further developed in [18]. In our presentation, we will not assume that
g-polymatroids are representable, that is, we will not assume that the g-polymatroids under
consideration here are constructed from rank-metric codes over F,. We use the following defini-
tion of a g-polymatroid from [29], since it suits our purposes to have an integer valued function
in what follows.

Definition 2. A (g,r)-polymatroid is a pair M = (E, p) for which r € Ny and p is a function
p: L(E) — Ny satisfying the following axioms.

(R1) Forall A< E,0<p(A) <rdimA.

(R2) For all A,B < E, if A< B, then p(A) < p(B).

(R3) For all A,B<E, p(A+ B)+ p(AN B) < p(A) + p(B).

Every (g, r)-polymatroid is also a (¢, r’)-polymatroid for any r’ > r. Hence, all the definitions
below involving r depend on the choice of r. If it is not necessary to specify r, we will simply
refer to such an object as a g-polymatroid. If we need to specify the g-polymatroid M, we
denote its rank function by pas. Note that a (g, 1)-polymatroid is a g-matroid. Conversely, if
we consider a g-matroid as a (g, r)-polymatroid, we will always take » = 1. In order to stress in
a stronger way the distinction between matroids and their g-analogues, we use the terminology
“classical matroids” for matroids.

Recall that a lattice isomorphism between a pair of lattices (L1,V1,A1), (L2, Va2, A2) is a
bijective function ¢ : £1 — Lo that preserves the meet and join, that is, for all z,y € £;
we have that p(z A1 y) = o(x) A2 p(y) and o(x V1 y) = p(z) V2 o(y). It is well known that
reversing the ordering of a lattice gives again a lattice, with the meet and join interchanged.
Combining this operation with a lattice isomorphism gives a lattice anti-isomorphism. Formally,
a lattice anti-isomorphism between a pair of lattices is a bijective function ¢ : £1 — Lo that
is order-reversing and interchanges the meet and join, that is, for all z,y € £1 we have that
Y(xAry) =¢v(z) Va(y) and Y(xz Vi y) = ¥(z) A2 Y(y). See [2, Pages 3-4]. We hence define a

notion of equivalence and duality between g-polymatroids.

Definition 3. Let Ei, Ey be Fj-linear spaces. Let M; = (Eq,p1) and My = (Es,p2) be
g-polymatroids. We say that M; and My are lattice-equivalent if there exists a lattice iso-
morphism ¢ : L(E}) — L(E3) such that p1(A) = pa(¢(A)) for all A < Ej. In this case we
write M1 = MQ.

Notation 4. Let F' be an Fg-vector space. We denote by L(F) a fixed anti-isomorphism on
L(F), which we require to be an involution. For any subspace U < F' we denote by UL(F) the
image of U under L(F'), which we call the dual of U in F'. Note that since an anti-isomorphism
preserves the length of intervals, we have for any U < F that dim(U+(")) = dim(F) — dim(U).
In the case F' = E, we drop the (F) and we simply write L:=1(F). For any subspace U < E,
we write UL := U+F),

Remark 5. The notion of lattice-equivalence in Definition 3 is not the same as the defini-
tion of equivalence of g-polymatroids given in [18] and [19]. Indeed, in [18] and [19] two
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g-polymatroids (Eq, p1) and (Es, p2) are said to be equivalent if there exists an F,-linear iso-
morphism 7 : Ey — Es such that p;(A) = pa(7(A4)) for all A < E;. Since every vector
space isomorphism induces a lattice isomorphism, equivalence implies lattice-equivalence for
g-polymatroids. In particular, every non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form bg on F' induces a
lattice anti-isomorphism, hence our definition of dual implies the usual definition of orthogonal
complement for g-polymatroids.

The dual g-polymatroid was defined in [19, 29].

Definition 6. Let M = (E,p) be a (q,r)-polymatroid. For every subspace A < FE, define
p*(A) == rdim(A) — p(E) + p(At). Then M* := (E,p*) is a (¢,r)-polymatroid called the
lattice-dual of M.

We call M* the dual of M. As noted in [18], the definition of the dual of M depends on
the choice of anti-isomorphism on £, but all such choices yield equivalent duals. We prove
this for our more general notions of lattice-equivalence and lattice-duality. The following is a
generalisation of [18, Theorem 2.8].

Lemma 7. Let M = (E,p) be a (q,7)-polymatroid and let M' = (E, p') be a (q,r)-polymatroid
that is lattice-equivalent to M. Let L, 1 be a pair of anti-isomorphisms on L(E). Let M* and
M* be the duals of M with respect to L and 1, respectively. Then M* = M'* and M* = M*.

Proof. For the first part, notice that the proof of [19, Proposition 3.7] carries over directly
from FFg-isomorphisms to lattice-(anti-)isomorphisms. We include it here for completeness. Let
¢ : L(E) — L(E) be the isomorphism such that p(A) = p/(p(A)) for all A C E. Let
Y : L(E) — L(F) be the isomorphism 1) := 1 o p o 1,80 ¢ o L=_1 o). Then

p*(A) = rdim(A) — p(E) + p(AL)
— rdim(A) — /(E) + ' (p(A1))
— rdim((A)) — o' (B(E)) + o (p(A))

= p"(¥(A)).
This shows that M* = M’™. For the second statement we proceed in a similar way. Let
¢ : L(E) — L(E) be the lattice isomorphism ¢ :=1 ol,so L= ¢o L. Then

p*(A) = rdim(4) — p(E) + p(A")
= rdim(6(4)) — p(¢(E)) + p(6(A1)
= p*(6(A)).
This shows that M* = M*. O

Note that M** = M is an equality, because we assume the anti-isomorphism | to be an
involution.

It is easy to see that for a map p : L(E) — Ny satisfying the axioms (R1)-(R3), the
restriction of that map to £(T), for each subspace T' < E, also yields a g-polymatroid.

Definition 8. Let M = (E,p) be a (q,r)-polymatroid and let T" < E. For every subspace
A < T, define ppr(A) := p(A). Then M|T := (T, py7) is a (g,7)-polymatroid called the
restriction of M to T.

Another way to construct a new g-polymatroid from an existing one is via contraction. It
was proven in [18, Theorem 5.2] that this gives in fact a g-polymatroid.

Definition 9. Let M = (E, p) be a (g, r)-polymatroid and let T' < E. We define the map
pyuyr  LE/T) — Z
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via pprr(A/T) = p(A) — p(T). Then M/T := (E/T, py/r) is a (g,7)-polymatroid called the
contraction of 7" from M.

It will sometimes be more convenient for us to use the slightly less commonly used definition
of contraction to a subspace.

Definition 10. Let M = (M, p) be a (g, r)-polymatroid and let X < E. We denote by M.X
the g-polymatroid M.X := (E/XL,pE/XL). We call M.X the contraction of M to X.

In the language of classical matroids, the contraction of M to X is the contraction of £ — X
from M, that is M.X = M/(E — X) (see [26, Chapter 3]). In the g-analogue we have M. X :=
M/X+.

The following duality result is a straightforward extension of [20, Theorem 60]. It relates
the contraction of a subspace from a g-polymatroid to a restriction of its dual g-polymatroid.
We will make good use of this in Section 6, where we give a construction of weighted subspace
designs from g-polymatroids.

Lemma 11. Let M = (E, p) be a (q,r)-polymatroid and let T be a subspace of E. Then,
M* )T = (M|TH)* and (M/T)* = M*|T+.

Proof. Let ¢ : L(E/T) — L(T) be defined by ¢(X/T) = (XL)l(TL), for each X < E such
that 7 < X (in which case X+ < T). This map is the composition of two anti-isomorphisms:
the anti-isomorphism between intervals [T, E] and [0,7] induced by L (E), followed by the
anti-isomorphism | (7) on £(T+). Hence ¢ is a lattice isomorphism.

Let A be a subspace of E satisfying T' < A < E. We claim that pyr« 7 (A/T) = (pagjre)* (¢(A/T)).
Indeed, we have that:

purT(A/T) = p"(A) —p"(T)
= rdim(A) — p(Th) + p(AL) — rdim(T)
= rdim(4/T) — pyyre (T+) + pM|TL(Al)
= rdim(6(A/T)) = pagrs (TY) + pagre (G(A/T)HT)

= (pM\Tl)*(¢(A/T))'
This shows that M*/T = (M|T)*. That (M/T)* = M*|T" holds can be seen by replacing M
with M™* in the previous identity, taking duals and applying Lemma 7. U

Remark 12. In fact, the above result holds even in terms of equivalence in the stronger sense
[18, Definition 2.6 (b)], and not only lattice-equivalence, as was shown in Theorem 5.3 of the
same paper. Note that in establishing the equivalence of these g-polymatroids, the vector space
isomorphism depends on the choice of the bilinear form arising in the construction of the lattice
isomorphism.

Having established duality, restriction and contraction in terms of the rank function, we now
introduce independent spaces.

Definition 13. Let I < E and let M = (E,p) be a (g, r)-polymatroid. We say that [ is an
independent space of M if p(I) = rdim /. A subspace that is not independent is called a
dependent space of M. We call C < FE a circuit of M if it is a minimal dependent space
with respect to inclusion. We call T' < E a cocircuit of M if it is a circuit of M*.

For g-matroids, the following result is (I2) of the independence axioms (see [9, Definition 7).
We show that this holds for ¢-polymatroids.

Lemma 14. Let M = (E, p) be a (q,r)-polymatroid and let I < E be an independent space of
M. Then every subspace of I is independent.
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Proof. Since I is independent, we have p(I) = r dim(I). Let J, J’ be subspaces of I such that I
is a direct sum of J and J’. By (R1) and applying semimodularity (R3) to J and J’ we get

rdim(J) +rdim(J") > p(J) + p(J) > p(J + J) + p(J N J")
= p(I) = rdim(I) = r(dim(J) + dim(J")).

Since p(J) < rdim(J) and p(J') < rdim(J’) we must have that p(J) = rdim(J) and p(J') =
rdim(J’) and the result follows. O

From the above lemma, it follows that C < FE'is a circuit of a g-polymatroid if it is a dependent
space whose proper subspaces are all independent. If J is a maximal independent subspace of
A < E, then p(A) = p(J); for g-matroids this follows directly from the cryptomorphism between
independent spaces and rank [20, Theorem 8], for g-polymatroids this was shown in [17, Theorem
4.2].

The next lemma considers what happens to independent spaces and circuits under contraction
of an independent space.

Lemma 15. Let M = (E, p) be a (q,r)-polymatroid and let I < E be an independent space of
M. Let I < A< E. Then A is independent in M if and only if A/I is independent in M/I.
Moreover, if A is a circuit in M, then A/I is a circuit in M/I.

Proof. Let A be independent in M. Then
rdim(A/T) = rdim(A) — rdim(I) = p(A) — p(T) = paryr(A/T),
hence A/I is an independent space of M/I. Conversely, if A/ is independent in M /I, then
rdim(A) — rdim(T) = rdim(A/T) = pagyr(A/T) = p(A) — p(I) = p(A) — rdim (),

so p(A) = rdim(A).

Let A be a circuit in M. Any proper subspace of A/I has the form B/I for some unique
I < B < A. Since A is a circuit, A/I is a dependent space in M/I, and B is an independent
space of M. Therefore B/I is independent and so A/I is a circuit of M/I. O

We conclude this section with some examples. These are from [20, Example 4] and [18,
Example 4.8(a)].

Example 16 (The uniform g¢-Matroid). Let k& be a positive integer, & < n. The uniform
g-matroid is the g-matroid M = (FE, p) with rank function defined as follows:

dim(U) if dim(U) <k,
pU) = { k( ) if dimEUg > k.

We denote this g-matroid by U ,.

Example 17 (The Vamos ¢-Matroid ). This ¢g-matroid is constructed over E(FS). Choose the
canonical basis for FS denoted by ey, ..., es. Consider the following collection of subspaces.

C:= {(ela €2, €3, 64>a <615 €2, €5, 66>, <€3, €4, €5, 66>7 <€3, €4, €7, 68>a <65a €6, €7, €8>}.
For each A <%, we define p(A) as follows:
dim(A4) if dim(A) <3,

p(A) = 3 if AeC,
4 if dim(A) >4 and A ¢ C.
It can be shown that p is the rank function of a g-matroid whose set of circuits of minimum

dimension is the set C.
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3. CHARACTERISTIC POLYNOMIAL OF A ¢-POLYMATROID

In this section, we introduce the characteristic polynomial of a ¢-polymatroid. This poly-
nomial and its properties are well-studied in the case of a classical polymatroid [22, 33] , in
which case its coefficients are the Mobius values of the lattice of subsets of {1,...,n}. In the
g-polymatroid case the underlying lattice is the lattice of subspaces of E. We will use the
characteristic polynomial to obtain a version of the MacWilliams identities for g-polymatroids.

3.1. The Mo6bius Function of a Lattice. Throughout this paper we will use the Mobius
function (see, e.g., [31, Chapter 25]), which is fundamental to the definition of a characteristic
polynomial. We recall some basic results.

Let (P, <) be a partially ordered set. The Mobius function for P is defined via the recursive
formula

1 if x =y,
w(,y) = = D<oy il®,2) iz <y,
0 otherwise.

Lemma 18 (Mobius Inversion Formula). Let f,g,h : P — Z be any 3 functions on a poset
P. Then, we have

(1) f(z Zg for all x € P if and only if g(x Z,u:cy y) for all x € P,

<y <y
(2) f(z Zh ) for all x € P if and only if h(x Z,u (y,z)f(y) for all z € P.
>y >y

For the subspace lattice of F and for two subspaces U and V of dimensions « and v, we have
that
(1= U<V
M(LCVU =
0 otherwise.
Definition 19. Given a pair of nonnegative integers a and b, the ¢g-binomial or Gaussian

coefficient counts the number of b-dimensional subspaces of an a-dimensional subspace over
F, and is given by:

b—1 4, i
a} B A
'_”f’
|:bq z:(]q ql
if @ > b and is zero if a < b.

We will use the following identities

) =] e [5)  =1] ez 0

See also [13], for example, for a comprehensive account of the properties of Gaussian coefficients.

Lemma 20. Let I, J be subspaces of E of dimensions i and j, respectively, satisfying INJ = {0}
and i + j < k. Then, the number of k-dimensional subspaces of E that contain I and meet
trivially with J is

J . . .
Z s ()| In—i—8| _ jm—q|n—1—17
— s, k—i—s . k—1i .
where n is the dimension of E.

In the above Lemma 20, we note another identity. That the right-hand side counts the
number of k-dimensional subspaces of E that contain I and meet trivially with J was already
observed, for example, in [15, Lemma 3|, but is generally well-known. That this number is also
given by the left-hand side formula can be established using Mobius inversion.
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3.2. The Characteristic Polynomial. We now introduce the characteristic polynomial. First,
we give another definition, which originates in weight enumeration of linear codes.

Definition 21. Let M be a (g, r)-polymatroid with ground-space E. For each A < F we define
(i (A) = pu(E) — pru(A).

By the definition of the rank function of a g-polymatroid, for each subspace A of E we see
that £p7(A) is non-negative integer in {0, ..., par(E)}.

Notation 22. For the remainder, we fix r to be a positive integer and we let M denote a fixed

(g, 7)-polymatroid M = (E, p). We write £ := £3; and p := pyps. For the dual g-polymatroid, we
write £* := lpy~ and p* := ppy+.

Definition 23. The characteristic polynomial of M is the polynomial in Z[z] defined by
p(M;2) = Y (0, X)),
X:X<E

where p is the Mdbius function of the subspace lattice.

For the case E = {0}, we have p(M;z) = 1. If E # {0}, then p(M;1) = 0 and so, unless
p(M; z) is identically zero, z — 1 is a factor of it in Z[z].
For a (q,r)-polymatroid M, we have
p(M;z) = Z(—l)jq(%) Z X))

§=0 X<E,dim(X)=j

Example 24. We calculate the characteristic polynomial of the Vamos g-matroid of Example
17. From the rank function it follows that:
4 —dim(X) if dim(X) <3,
(X)) = 1 if X eC,
0 if dim(X) >4 and X ¢ C.

We treat the calculations of the coefficients by the powers of z. For the coefficient of z* we only
have X < E with dim X = 0, i.e., the zero space. Then n(0,X) = u(0,0) = 1 and we get the
term z*. For 23 and 2 we get

> u(0,X)0) = — m 23,
q

dim X=1

Z (0, X)z') = ¢ [2} 22,
q

dim X=2
For the coefficient of z we have to consider the five circuits of dimension 4 and all spaces of
dimension 3, which is
6 3|8
5¢" —q M .

Finally, the constant term is determined by all spaces of dimension 4 that are not circuits, plus
all spaces of higher dimension:

(e R R R (e e R e

Adding all terms gives the characteristic polynomial of the Vamos ¢-matroid. For example,
for ¢ = 2, we have p(M; z) = z* — 25523 + 2159022 — 776920z + 755584 = (2 — 1)(23 — 25422 +
21336z — 755584).

It is easily checked that the characteristic polynomial is an invariant of the lattice-equivalence
class of a matroid.

Lemma 25. Let Ey, Ey be Fy-linear spaces. Let My = (Ey, p1) and My = (E2, p2) be a pair of
lattice-equivalent q-polymatroids. Then p(My;z) = p(Ma; z).
7



Proof. Let ¢ : L(E1) — L(E2) be a lattice isomorphism such that pa(¢(X)) = p1(X) for all
X € L(Ey). Since L(E;) and L(E») are equivalent lattices, we have that dim(X) = dim(¢(X))
for all X € L(F;) and in particular p1(0,X) = p2(0,¢(X)), where u; denotes the Mdbius
function on L(E;). Moreover, X < Y in L(E?) if and only if ¢(X) < ¢(Y) in L(Ey). By
assumption, £pr, (X) =, (¢(X)) for each X € L(E7) and so the result now follows. O

We have the following results on the characteristic polynomial of the contraction of M to
a subspace T'. These will be important later when we define the g-polymatroid version of the
rank weight enumerator.

Lemma 26. Let T < E and M = (E, p) a g-polymatroid. The following hold.

(1) by (X/TH) = by (X/T) = U(X).

(2) p(M.T;2) = Y p(TH X)),
TL<X<E

(3) p(M/T;2) = > (T, X)z".
T<X<E

Proof. The first part follows from a direct computation:
O (X)TH) = Ly (X/TH) = prgyre (B/T) = ppyype (X/T)

= p(E) — p(T*) = p(X) + p(T")
— o(B) - p(X) = £(X).

Let i denote the Mobius function on the lattice of subspaces of E/T. Then, applying (1) we
have:

p(M.T;z) = p(M/T*52) = 3 @0, X/TH) =T = 5™yt x40,

TL<X<E TL<X<E
which proves (2). The last item follows directly from M.T = M/T* (Definition 10). O
t o
Clearly, if T has dimension ¢, then p(M.T;z) = Z(—l)jq(%) Z ).
7=0 TL<Y,dim(Y)=n—t+j

Example 27. We calculate p(M.T; z) where M is the Vamos ¢g-matroid (Example 17). Let T
be a subspace of EF = IFS. If T has dimension 5, then dim 7" = 3. We need only consider two
cases, depending on whether or not T is contained in a circuit (a member of C). Note that
the circuits intersect pairwise in dimension 2 or 0, so T cannot be in more than one circuit.
Suppose T+ is in none of the circuits. Then for all X such that T+ < X < E we have that
¢(X) =0. For X = T, we have £(X) = 1. So the g-matroid M.T is lattice-equivalent to the
uniform g-matroid Uy 5. Its characteristic polynomial is

p(M.T;2) = u(T+,TH) 2" + Z w(TH, X)2" = 2 — 1.
TL<X<E

Suppose now that T is contained in a circuit C € C. Among all X such that 7+ < X < E

we have that £(X) = 1 for X = T+ and X = C. Otherwise, £(X) = 0. The g-matroid M.T

has rank 1 and all 1-dimensional spaces are independent, except for the circuit C/ T+. For the
8



characteristic polynomial we get the following:

p(M.T;z) = p(TH, TH)z + u(T+,C)z + > (T, X)
X :TL<X<E,X#C

SR [ 5 1 .
() ool e

In fact, since )y .71 ox<p xz0 w(TH X))+ 14 u(T+,C) = 0, we see that the constant term is
zero without the need for any calculation.

We continue to develop technical properties of the characteristic polynomial of the contraction
M.T. In Section 6, we will use the fact that the characteristic polynomial of M.T is identically
zero when T is an independent space of the dual g-polymatroid.

Lemma 28. T < E is an independent space of M* if and only if /(T+) = 0.
Proof. We have
UT*) = p(B) — p(T+) = p(E) — (0*(T) + p(E) — r dimT) = rdim(T) — *(T).
Hence T is an independent space of M* if and only if £(T) = 0. O
Lemma 29. If T < E, dimT > 0 is an independent space of M*, then p(M.T;z) = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 28, ¢(T) = 0. Since all subspaces of an independent space are independent,
we have that ¢(X) = 0 for all T such that 7+ < X. Applying this to the characteristic
polynomial, we get
T = Y WS- Yt -0 0
TL<X<E TL<X<E

Lemma 30. Let T < E be a circuit of M* = (E, p*). Then p(M.T; z) = 2/T) —1.

Proof. Let X < E. If T is strictly contained in X, then X is strictly contained in 7', and so
X1 is independent in M*. Therefore, Lemma 28 gives that ¢(X) = 0. Hence

p(MT52)= > p(TH X)0 =00 4 S (1t x)
TL<X<E TL-<X<E
= ATyt Ty = T O
Remark 31. Note that if M is a g-matroid, a cocircuit T of M has ((T+) = dim(T) — p*(T) =
dim(T") — (dim(T") — 1) = 1 hence p(M.T;z2) = z — 1.

Lemma 32. Let M = (E,p) be a g-polymatroid and let T < E be an independent space of M*.
The following hold.

(1) p(E) = p(T+).
(2) For any subspace U < T+, we have Care (U) = £(U).

Proof. By definition of the dual g-polymatroid, we have p(T+) = p*(T) —r dim(T)+p(E). Since
T is independent in M*, p*(T') = rdim(7") and so we get p(T-) = p(E), which establishes (1).
Therefore, £y (U) = pM‘Tl(TL) — pure(U) = p(TH) — p(U) = p(E) — p(U) = £(U), which
proves (2). O

Corollary 33. Let T < U be subspaces of E such that T is independent in M*. If U/T is a
circuit in M* /T, then

p((M*/T)*(U/T); z) = p(M|TL.(UH)HT); ) = 24U 1.,
9



Proof. Recall from Lemma 11 that M*/T = (M|T+)* (and hence (M*/T)* = M|T+) under
the map ¢ : A/T — (AL)L(TL) for any A < F with T' < A. In particular, if U/T is a circuit in
M*/T, then ¢(U/T) is a circuit in (M|T1)*. Moreover ¢(U/T)=T") = U+, From Lemmas 32
and 30 we have

p(M*/T)*.(U/T); ) = p(M|T+.$(U/T); z) = 2wm- W) 1 = 401 O
The following result will be used in the proof of Corollary 69.
Lemma 34. Let W < E and let T < W be an independent space of M*. Then

p(M|TH/Whiz) = > p(M.A;z).
A A+T=W

Proof. By Lemmas 26 and 32, we have KM‘TL/WL(U/WL) = {(U) for any subspace U satisfying

T <ULt <W. Since p(M/U;z) = Z (U, A)ZZ(A), by applying the Mobius inversion
A:U<SA<LE
formula we have zU) = Z p(M/A; z). Therefore, we have
A:U<A<E
p(MITH /W2y = Y u(Wh D))

U:wi<u<Tt

= SoouWhU) Y p(M/A;z2)

U:wi<u<T+ A:U<A<E

= oo opWhU) Y p(M.AL;z)
U:wi<u<T+ A:U<A<E

= > o uWhvh > p(MAY;2)
V.wi<yli<ri A:Vi<A<E

= > wWhVH YT p(M.A;2)
V T<V<W A:0<A<V

= ) p(MAz) D WV
A 0<A<SW Vi A+T<V<W

= Y p(MA;2),

A A+T=W

where the last equality follows from the fact that
1oty 1 orrly 1 ifAtNTt = VVL
Z pW=,v=) = Z pW=,v=) = { 0 otherwise. -
VA+T<V<W V.wi<vi<alnrtl
We now present some further results on the characteristic polynomial.
Definition 35. A loop of the (g, r)-polymatroid M is a circuit of dimension 1.

Clearly, if e is a loop of M, then 0 < p(e) < r. If M is a g-matroid, then the loops of M all
have rank zero.

Lemma 36. Let e be a one-dimensional subspace of E. The following are equivalent:
(1) p(M.e;z) =0,
(2) plet) = p(E),
(3) e is not a loop in M*.
Proof. We have p(M.e;z) = Zet) —

z
p(E) — p(et) = 0. This shows that (1)
e is independent in M™ if and only if

( ©) — 1, which is zero if and only if £(et) =
are equlvalent The one-dimensional space
Since p*(e) = rdim(e) — p(E) + p(et) =

o
ﬂ
/-\N
\3\_/



r — p(E) + p(et), this occurs if and only if p(et) = p(E), which shows that (2) and (3) are
equivalent. O

Remark 37. We remark that for a classical matroid M, if e is a loop of M, then it is easy to
see that p(M.e; z) = 0. This is because if e is a loop, by semimodularity, the fact that e ¢ E—e
forces p(E —e) = p(E). Then by the classical version of the lemma above, this gives that
p(M.e; z) = 0. For a g-matroid, however, it may occur that e < et , in which case if e is a loop,
the same argument using semimodularity does not imply that p(et) = p(E).

Definition 38. For each A € L(E), define ¢(4) :={X < E: A< X,p(A) = p(X)}. The
closure of A in the (g, r)-polymatroid M is denoted by cl(A) and is defined to be the vector
space sum of the members of ¢(A); that is, cl(A) := 3"y (4) X.

Lemma 39. Let L = cl({0}). Let X be a subspace of E such that X+ < L. Then

FE LN p(XH ALY i x =1t
A: X1t<A<E
Z w(X+, A)2" A otherwise.
A:XL<A<E AL

p(M.X;z) =

If X+ = L, then p(M.X; 2) is a monic polynomial of degree p(E) in z. In particular, if M is a
q-matroid and has no loops, then p(M;z) is monic polynomial of degree p(FE).

Proof. From Lemma 26 we have that

p(M.X;2)= Y p(XH AW =
A: X1<A<E
= 2PE) Z WXt A) + Z (X, A)zA),
A: XL1<A<L A: XL<A<E,ALL

By the definition of the Mébius function, Y~ 4. y1cacy #(X1, A) =0 unless X+ = L. If A £ L,
then £(A) = p(E) — p(A) < p(E), so if L = X+, then p(M.X;z) is a monic polynomial with
leading term z?®). Furthermore, setting X = E, we obtain that if M is a g-matroid with no
loops, then its characteristic polynomial is monic of degree p(E). O

Remark 40. If M is a ¢g-matroid, cl({0}) is the space containing all the loops.

In the g-matroid case, cryptomorphisms between axiom systems such as those relating to
independent spaces, the closure function, flats, hyperplanes etc., were established in [9]. We
therefore have the following facts, as in the case for classical matroids. The reader is referred
to [9] and the references therein for further details. A subspace F' is called a flat of a g-matroid
if cI(F) = F. For each B < E, there is a unique flat F' such that cl(B) = F, in which case
p(B) = p(F). Moreover, if M is a g-matroid, its collection of flats forms a semi-modular lattice
[8]. A hyperplane H < E is a flat that is maximal with respect to containment, that is, if
H < F for some flat F', then either FF = F or F' = H. Every flat of M is an intersection of
hyperplanes and for every hyperplane H, we have that H' is a cocircuit of M. Therefore, for
every flat F of M, F' is the vector space sum of a collection of cocircuits.

The following result will be used in Corollary 74.

Theorem 41. Let M be a g-matroid. Let X < E contain a unique cocircuit C. Then

] _ z—1 f X=C,
p(M.X;2) = { 0 otherwise.

Proof. If X = C, then by Remark 31 we have that p(M.X;z) = z—1. Assume now that C' < X.
Then X is not a sum of cocircuits of M and hence X is not a flat. Clearly X is a dependent
space of M* and by the uniqueness of C, any subspace of X that is dependent in M™* contains
C. Therefore, by Lemma 28, ¢(A1) = 0 for every A < X such that C £ A.

11



Let F be a flat of M. For any A < E such that cl(A+) = F, we have p(A') = p(F) and
hence £(A+) = ¢(F). Furthermore, cl(C+) = C* since C is a cocircuit of M. This will be used
in the following computation of p(M.X; z):

p(MX;2) = > p(XH A = N 4, )44
A: X1<A<E A:ALX
= Y wAX)M 4+ N u(AX)
A:C<A<LX A: A<X,CLA
- > S XA 1 N (A X) - Y A X)
F:c(F)=F A:X1t<Al<ct AA<X A:C<ALX

Xt<r<ct  cd(Ab)=F

- Y Y xtab)

F: c(F)=F A: Xt<Al<ct
Xt<F<co+ c(AH)=F

Since the lattice of flats of M is semi-modular, by [33, Proposition 3.3], we have

Z :U'(XJ_’ AJ_) =0,
A: Xt<At<ot
Cl(AJ‘):F
and so the result follows. O

Remark 42. In fact, by a similar argument (also essentially the same as for classical matroids),
for a g-matroid M, we have p(M.X;z) = 0 unless X is a flat in M. Equivalently, we have that
p(M.X;z) = 0 unless X is a sum of cocircuits of M.

3.3. The Weight Enumerator of a ¢-Polymatroid. We next define the weight enumerator
of a ¢g-polymatroid. In Section 5, we will show that its values satisfy a duality property and
in Section 6, we will apply this duality result to establish a criterion for identifying a weighted
subspace design determined by a g-polymatroid.

Definition 43. We define the weight enumerator of the (g, r)-polymatroid M to be the list
[Anr(i;2) : 0 < i < n], where for each i we define

Ay(izz) = > pMX;z)= Y p(M/X*;2).
X<E,dim(X)=i X<E,dim(X)=i
Lemma 44. Let T < E. The following hold.
(1) If T < Z < E, then p(M/T)/(Z/T); 2) = p(M.Z*; 2).
(2) Apyr(j;2) = Z p(M.X; z).
X<TL:dim(X)=j
Proof. Let T < Z <Y < E. Then (Y/T)/(Z/T) and Y/Z are isomorphic. Let V =
(E/T)/(Z)T) and write My = (M/T)/(Z/T). We have a lattice isomorphism between L(E/Z)
and L£(V). Moreover, it is easy to check that par, (Y/T)/(Z/T)) = puyz(Y/Z). Therefore,
My and M/Z are lattice-equivalent g-polymatroids. We thus have
p(My;z) = p(M/Z;2) = p(M.Z*; 2).
Let X < T, Tt is straightforward to check that dim((X+/7)#/T)) = dim(X). Therefore,
Apyr (G 2) = > p(M/T)/(X*/T)i2)= > p(M.X;2). O
X:X+/T<E/T, X:X<T+

dim((X+/T)+(E/D))=; dim(X)=j
12



4. MATRIX CODES AND ¢-POLYMATROIDS

We consider properties of a g-polymatroid arising from an F-linear rank-metric code. There
are several papers outlining properties of rank-metric codes. The ¢-polymatroids associated
with these structures have been studied in [18, 19, 29].

Notation 45. Throughout this section, we let m be a positive integer and £/ = Fj. We write U -
to denote the orthogonal complement of U < FE with respect to a non-degenerate symmetric
bilinear form bz on E. By abuse of notation, we also write U to denote the orthogonal
complement of
o U <™ with respect to the inner product bFQXm defined by b]FQXm(X, Y)=Tr(XYT)
for all X,Y € Fy*™ and
e U < Fim with respect to the dot product defined by z -y = Yom iy for all o =
(@1, Tn),y = (Y1, - Yn) € Fpm.
Definition 46. We say that C' C F;*™ is a linear rank-metric code, or a matrix code if
C is a subspace of Fj;*™. The minimum distance of C' is the minimum rank of any nonzero
member of C. We say that C' is an Fy-[n x m, k,d] rank-metric code if it has F,-dimension k
and minimum distance d. The dual code of C is C+ := {Y € Foxm: Tr(XYT) =0V X € C}.
Finally, for each ¢« € {0,...,n}, we define W;(C) := [{A € C : rank(A) = i}|. The list
[Wi(C) : 0 <i<nis called the weight distribution of C.
For X < E we write colsp(X) to denote the column space of X over Fj,.
Definition 47. Let X € Fj*" and let U < E. We say that U is the support of X if colsp(X) =

U. Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k,d] rank-metric code. We say that U is a support of C if there
exists some X € C with support U.

Definition 48. Let m be a positive integer and let C' be an Fy-[n x m, k, d] rank-metric code.
For each subspace U < E, we define
Cy:={AeC:colsp(A) <U} and C_yy := {4 € C : colsp(4) = U*}.
Let p : L(E) — N>¢ be defined by p(U) := k — dim(Cy). Then (E, p) is a (g, m)-polymatroid
[19, Theorem 5.3] and we denote it by M.
Clearly, we have ¢(U) = dim(Cyp) for every U < E.

Lemma 49. Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k,d] rank-metric code. The following hold.

(1) Mg = (Mc)*.

(2) p(Mc/Usq) = |C-y]|.

(3) Wi(C) = An.(i;q) for each i€ {1,... ,n}.

(4) Am(i;q) = 0 if and only if p(Mc/U;q) =0 for every i-dimensional subspace U < E.

(5) If Anc(isq) = 0, then Ay, y7(i5q) =0 for every subspace T < E.
Proof. (1) has been established in [19, Theorem 7.1]. Let M = M¢. Since |Cy| = Z |C=v|,

VULV
by Mobius inversion we have

ICvl= > wUV)Cvl= > wUV)g") =p(M.U*;q) = p(M/U;q).
V:ULV V:ULV
Therefore (2) holds. The number of codewords of C' that have rank i over F, is
wiC)= > |Cool= > pMUSg = Y p(MU;q) = Aulisq),
U: dim(U)=n—i U: dim(U)=n—i U: dim(U)=i
which gives (3). Clearly, Aps(i;q) = 0 if and only if p(M.U;q) = 0 for each U < E of dimension
i, which gives (4). Let T be a subspace of E. By Lemma 44 we have

Apgyrlisq) = > p(M.X;q).
X<TL :dim(X)=i
13



If Ap(i5q) = 0, then from (4) we have p(M.X;q) = 0 for each i-dimensional subspace X, and
so we get Ay r(i5q) = 0, which proves (5). O

Remark 50. Note that Part (2) of Lemma 49 is an instance of the Critical Theorem [14] for
g-polymatroids and matrix codes.

Remark 51. In [19], the authors define a pair of g-polymatroids associated with a matrix code.
The one given above is the g-polymatroid whose rank function is determined by the column-
spaces of the codewords. A second g-polymatroid is the one whose rank function is determined
by the row spaces of the codewords.

One way to construct an Fg-[n x m, k,d| rank-metric code is by taking a subspace of Fm,
and expanding its elements with respect to a basis of Fym over F;. Such rank-metric codes are
referred to as vector rank-metric codes.

Definition 52. Let I' be a basis of Fym over F,. For each x € Fy, we write I'(z) to denote
the n x m matrix over IF, whose ith row is the coordinate vector of the ith coefficient of x with
respect to the basis I'. The rank of z is the rank of the matrix I'(z). Note that the rank of x
is well-defined, being independent of the choice of basis I'.

For the remainder, we fix I' to be a basis of Fym over F,,.

Definition 53. A (linear rank-metric) vector code C is an F m-subspace of Fym. The mini-
mum distance of C' is the minimum rank of any non-zero element of C. We say that C' is an
Fgm-[n, k,d] code if it has F,m-dimension k£ and I'(C') has minimum rank distance d. The code
C* denotes the dual code of C' with respect to the standard dot product on Fym.

Each vector rank-metric code determines a g-matroid, as follows.

Definition 54. Let C be an Fym-[n, k, d] rank-metric code. Let U < E and let € C. We say
that U is a support of z if U is the column space of I'(z) and we write o(x) = U. For each
subspace U < F, we define

Cy={zeC:o(x)<UYand C_y :={z e C:0o(x)=U"}

Let p : L(E) — Nxq be defined by p(U) := k — dimg,,, (Ct). Then (E, p) is a g-matroid [20,
Theorem 24] and we denote it by M.

Remark 55. Note that in the definition given above, the rank function for the g-matroid of C' is
the rank function of the associated (g, m)-polymatroid as defined in Definition 48, divided by m.
Since C' is Fym-linear, Cy is an Fym-vector space for each subspace U and so has F,-dimension
a multiple of m. Therefore the results of Lemma 49 hold with ¢™ in place of ¢q. For example,
with respect to the characteristic polynomial of the g-matroid, we have p(M/U;q™) = |C=y]
for an Fym-[n, k,d] code C' and subspace U.

Let C be an Fym-[n, k, d] code. Recall that for any U < Fyl we have
lye (U) = dimp,,, (Cy) = dim({z € C: o(x) < Uty).

Now U+ is independent in Mg if and only if £y, (U) = 0, which occurs if and only if no
subspace of U™ is a support of C. Therefore every support of C corresponds to a dependent
space of Mo .

In the following example we illustrate the notions discussed in Sections 3 and 4. We calculate
the characteristic polynomial of Mg by carefully studying the structure of the ¢g-matroid and
its dual.

Example 56. Let a be a root of 26 + 2% + 2% + 2 + 1 € Fys[x]. Then « is a primitive element
of Fys. Let C be the Fgs-[6, 3, 3] vector rank-metric code generated by the matrix:

1 0 0 a13 Oé47 a35
0 0 44 0462 a32
0 1

o
()é34 0422 0419
14

G = 1
0



With respect to the basis I' = {1,...,a”}, the rows of G are expanded to the following binary

matrices:
1 00000] [ooOOOGO]  [O0OOOOT OO]
0000O0O0 1 00000 000O0O0O
00000 O0 000000 1 00000
100100 001111 101001
010111 101101 001110
100010 010011 011101

A basis of T'(C) over Fy, which has 18 elements, is found by multiplying each row of G by
successive powers of o and expanding with respect to I We have that I'(C) is an Fa-[6 X
6, 18, 3] rank-metric code with rank-metric weight distribution [1, 0,0, 567, 37044, 142884, 81648].
Moreover, C' is formally self-dual, that is, its dual code has the same weight distribution as C.
Now consider the g-matroid M := M¢ arising from C, with rank function satisfying p(U) =
3 — dimp,, (Cy) for each U < FS. In Figure 1 we write down the number of subspaces of F§ for
each possible value of £(U) = dimg_, (Cy).

dim(U)

“w) 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0 0 0 0 S| —9=1386 | |°] =651 |°| =631
3 2 -4- 2 5 2
1 0 0 Ol — 651 9 0 0 0
2 2
6
2 0|, =63 0 0 0 0 0
L~ 12
3 1 0 0 0 0 0 0

FIGURE 1. Number of subspaces for each possible £(U) value.

Using the entries of the table of Figure 1, we write down the characteristic polynomial of M:

p(M;z) = Y pu(0,U)")
U:0<U<E
=23+ Z 1w(0,U)2% + Z w(0,U)z + Z w(0,0)

U:0SULEL(U)=2 U:0SULEL(U)=1
= 2% — 6322 + 12302 — 1168 = (z — 1)(2% — 62z + 1168).

U:0SU<EL(U)=0

We will explain the values in this table column by column from right to left: recall that to
say something about £(U), we have to consider how the supports of C relate to U+. Along the
way, we will compute the different possible values of p(M/U;q¢™) = |C—y|, which, by Lemma
49, counts the number of codewords of C' with support equal to UL.

Since the rank distance of C'is 3, C' has no supports of dimension less than 3 apart from {0}.
Hence ((U) = dimgg (Cy) = 0 for each of the 651 subspaces U < F$ of dimension 4 and each of
the 63 spaces of dimension 5. So by Lemma 28, the respective 1 and 2-dimensional orthogonal
complements of these spaces are independent in M*. We remark that by Lemma 49, we have
M* = Mg

We now consider the 3-dimensional subspaces. Since any proper subspace of a 3-dimensional
subspace U < IFS is independent in M*, it must be the case that if U is dependent in M*, it
is a cocircuit of M. Then by Remark 31, we have £(U+) = 1 (indeed p(M.U;z) = z — 1) and
p(M.U;2%) = |C_y1| = 25 — 1 = 63. Therefore, by inspection of the weight enumerator, we see
that there are 9 = 567/63, different 3-dimensional spaces that are supports of C. We list the
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3-dimensional cocircuits of M below:

((010011), (001010), (000100)), {(101100), (010000), (000001)), ((100001), (011000), (000010)),
((100111), (010010), (001101)), {(100110), (010101), (001001)), ((100010), (001011), (000111)),
((110001), (000101), (000011)), {(100100), (010100), (001111)}, {(100000), (010110), (001000)).

Every other 3-dimensional subspace U is a non-support of C, as are all its nontrivial subspaces,
hence (U+) = dimp 4 (Cyre) = 0. We remark that Lemma 28 says for such U that U™ is
independent in M*, and Lemma 29 gives that p(M.U;z) = 0. By computation, we obtain that
there are 588 4-dimensional supports of C' and that none of these spaces contains a cocircuit of
dimension 3. Therefore, each such subspace U is itself a cocircuit and so we have that ¢(U l) =1,

p(M.U;2z) =z —1, and p(M.U;25) = |C_;;.| = 26~1. There remain a further [Z] — 588 =63
2
4-dimensional subspaces that are not supports of C. Every 3-dimensional cocircuit is contained

in [Z : g] ) = [ﬂ ) = 7 different 4-dimensional spaces and every pair of 3-dimensional cocircuits
span FS. Therefore, every 4-dimensional non-support of C contains at most one 3-dimensional
cocircuit and since there are 9-7 = 63 such 4-dimensional non-supports altogether, each of them
contains a unique 3-dimensional cocircuit. It follows that £(U1) = 1 for every 4-dimensional
subspace U.

By direct computation it can be checked that there are 63 5-dimensional supports of C' and
of course the only 6-dimensional support is the entire space F$. Each 5-dimensional support U
is the support of exactly 2268 different codewords, so p(M.U;2%) = |C_;;.| = 2268. Therefore,
(Ut) = dimp,, (Cpyr) > 2. If ¢(U+) = 3 then the support of every codeword is contained in

U, which is impossible as C' has words of rank 6. It follows that ¢/(U+) = 2. All computations
carried out in this example were done using MAGMA [3].

5. MACWILLIAMS IDENTITIES FOR ¢-POLYMATROIDS

We establish a version of the MacWilliams identities for the (g, r)-polymatroids that we shall
use in establishing criteria for the existence of a weighted t-design over [F,. Duality via the rank
polynomial of a g-polymatroid was considered in [29]. We start with a result that relates the
characteristic polynomial of a g-polymatroid to that of its dual. The statements of Theorem
57 and Corollary 58 may be regarded as g-analogues of [6, Corollary 12]. However, unlike the
proofs given here, which rely only on Mobius inversion, the proof of [6, Corollary 12] relies on
an existing version of MacWilliams duality theorem for matroids, which shows that the weight
enumerator polynomial of the dual of a matroid can be retrieved from the weight enumerator
polynomial of the original matroid by a substitution of variables. A g-analogue of this result is
not known.

Theorem 57. Let U < E. Then

Z p(M*.A; z) = 77 dmU)=p(E) Z p(M.A; z).
A:A<U A:A<UL

Proof. We have by Lemma 26 and then replacing X with A' that

p(M*Usz)= Y (U X)L = 37 p(4,0)7 40,
X :UL<X<FE A: AU
16



To this we apply Mdobius inversion (Lemma 18 part (2)), duality (Definitions 6 and 21) and
Mobius inversion again to get

Z p(M*.A;z) = )
A:U<SA<LE
_ LU =p(E)+rdim(U+)

o dim(U)—p(E) Z p(M.A; z). O
A:UL<A<E

We now show that for any subspace U < E, the characteristic polynomial of M*.U is com-
pletely determined by the set {(p(M.V;2),V):V < E}.

Corollary 58. Let U < E. We have the identity:

dim(UNV+) dim (U A VL dim(U)—j
PEOp(M*Usz) = Y p(MV3z) ) [ (v )} (= 1)@= g () i
V<E =0 J q
< j=
Proof. From Lemma 57, we have:
Z p(M*.A; z) = 27 dmU)=r(E) Z p(M.V; z). (2)
A A<U Viv<Uut

Apply the M&bius inversion formula to Equation (2) to get the identity
p(M*Usz) = > p(A,U) I =pE) N (MY 2).
A: AU V<AL
Then
P Ep(M*.U; 2) = (A, U)zm AN (ML 2)
A:A<U V<AL
=Y p(MViz) > (A U)W,
V<E A A<UNV L
- Z p(M.V; 2) Z [ " )} (—1)dm@) = (") i O
V<E j=0 J q
We now have the following MacWilliams identity, relating the weight enumerators of M and

M*. This version of the identity, or rather its corollary, will be used to prove the main theorem
of Section 6.

Theorem 59. Let s € {0,...,n}. Then

Z [’I’L — Z:| AM Z Z) _ Zp(E) rs
q

=0

S—1

SO [" _Z] Ange (i 2).

1=

Proof. We start with the left-hand-side of the equation and rewrite it, noting that [n S_ q =
q

[n i;i J counts the number of (n — s)-dimensional subspaces of E that contain a fixed space
of dimension 4. This yields:

jzé[ns_iLAM(i;z) = nz:s[ni;iz} Z p(M.X: 2)

i=0 9 X:dim(X)=i

= > > p(M.X;2).

U: dim(U)=n—s X<U

17



From Lemma 57, this gives:

— [n—i N B (E)—r dim(UL) * y.
53[8 }AMwa -y ST p(M*X;2)
=0 q U: dim(U)=n—s X<Uu+t

= Z ZPB)—Ts Z p(M*.X;2)

V:dim(V)=s X<v
_ By s\~ [n—i —
= z 4 [5 _ J Z p(M*.X; 2)
i=0 9 X<E:dim(X)=i

S§—1

_ s V—qlhp@@.
2|5,

-
Il

O

Theorem 59 shows that the weight enumerator of a g-polymatroid and that of its dual are
related by invertible g-Pascal matrices. The minors of such matrices have been studied as g¢-

analogues of the classical Pascal matrices. We will use the following result from [23, Theorem
2.2].

Lemma 60. Let rq,...,r, be a sequence of non-negative integers. We have
. " Tio_ T
det [ [ 7 NN ) Qi
j—1 A=
4/ 1<i,j<n 1<i<j<n

The next corollary (c.f. [5, Corollary 3.2]) is the main device used to prove Theorem 67,
which identifies sufficiency criteria for the existence of weighted subspace designs arising from
the dependent spaces of a g-polymatroid (c.f. [5, Theorem 3.3 ]). We remark that the reasoning
used here is similar to that of the original Assmus-Mattson Theorem and its generalizations.
For any positive integer ¢, we write [¢] := {1,...,(}.

Corollary 61. Let S C{1,...,n}. The pair of lists
[Aprr=(252) +|S| <i < n] and [Ap(j52) 1 j € 5],
1s determined uniquely by the pair of lists
[Ar=(3;2) : 1 <i < |S| —1] and [Aym(j;2) 1 § € [n] — 5]

Proof. Let Ap(2) := (Am(4;2))g<i<y, and let App+(2) := (Anr+ (45 2))g<j<,,- Note that Apr(0;2) =
Ap+(0;2z) = 1, and in particular are known. From Theorem 59, we have the matrix equation

<[n - z] ) Api(2) = diag(z?F) )0 scn <[Z - Q ) Ap+(2).
4/ 0<i,s<n 4/ 0<i,s<n

Let t = |S| and write S = {{1,...,¢;}. By Lemma 60, we have

. n—fs _ n—&'
det | [0 —g0 I =
s—1 ] ¢ —q
9/ 1<i,s<t 1<i<s<t

which is non-zero, as the ¢; are distinct. Now suppose that the coefficients Ay (j;2) are
known for j ¢ S and that the Aps«(j; 2z) are known for 0 < j < t¢—1. Then we can solve for the
unknown Aps(j; z) via

-1
n—4¥; . s n—j .
(Am (b5 2))1<icy = (L B d ) diag(z"E)""%)ococt1 ({n _ﬂ ) (At (73 2))o< <t
4/ 1<j4,s<t 4/ 0<s,j<t—1



Once the list [Aps(j;2) : j € S] is determined, since Aps(z) is now known, Theorem 59 can be
applied to retrieve [A},(i;2) 1t < i <mn. O

6. WEIGHTED SUBSPACE DESIGNS FROM ¢-POLYMATROIDS

6.1. Weighted Subspace Designs. In [5], the authors give a definition of a weighted subspace
design, which generalizes a t-design. A t-(n,k,\) design, with ¢, k, A positive integers, is a
collection of k-subsets of an n-set (called blocks) with the property that every ¢-subset of the
n-set is contained in exactly A blocks. A g-analogue of this notion is that of a t-design over
[F,, which is a collection of k-dimensional subspaces of E called blocks, with the property that
every t-dimensional subspace of E is contained in the same number of blocks. Similarly, there
is a g-analogue of a weighted t-design.

Definition 62. Let G be an additive group, t,k positive integers and A € G. A weighted
t-(n, k, \; q) design D is a triple (E, B, f) for which B is a collection of k-subspaces of E (called

blocks) and f : B — G is a weight function such that for all ¢-spaces T" of E, Z f(B)=A.
B:T<B
We say that D is a weighted subspace design or is a weighted design over F,.

A subspace design (a design over Fy) can be interpreted as a weighted subspace design with
the weight function f(B) := 1 for all B € B, and G = (Z,+). For an excellent survey on
subspace designs, see [4]. In general, obtaining new subspace designs is a difficult problem,
often highly dependent on computer search, which is exacerbated by the number of subspaces
involved (which is exponential in comparison to classical designs for the same parameters). For
example, it is not yet known if a 3-(8,4, 1;2) subspace design exists; such a design would have
6477 blocks, chosen from an ambient space having 200,787 4-dimensional subspaces. Its clas-
sical analogue, the extended Fano plane, has 14 blocks, chosen from a collection of 70 4-sets.
In [8], a construction of a g-analogue of a perfect matroid design (¢-PMD) was given, which
is a g-matroid for which all flats of the same dimension have the same rank. This ¢-PMD
yields a construction of a subspace design from a ¢-Steiner system. In the following sections
we will show another way that subspace designs and weighted subspace designs can arise from
g-polymatroids satisfying certain rigidity properties.

The intersection numbers of a weighted subspace design are important invariants and can
be used to establish non-existence results. Their values are the same as for subspace designs;
see, for example [21, Fact 1.5] or [30].

Theorem 63. Let (E,B,f) be a t-(n,k,\;q) weighted subspace design and let I1,J be two
subspaces of E of dimension ¢ and j, respectively, such that I NJ ={0}. If i+ j <t, then

> f(B) = ¢ [n;: jL [Z:E]lk

BeB: I<B,BNJ={0} q

In particular, this number is independent of the choice of I of dimension ¢ and J of dimension
j. We denote it by N; ;.

Proof. If X is a subspace of E of dimension x < ¢, then since (E, B, f) is a weighted subspace
design, we have

HeD SRS > ®)

9 BeB: X<B BeEB:X<B T:X<T<B,dim(T)=t

- ¥ > sm=[izi]

T:X<T<Bdim(T)=t BeB:T<B
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Now restrict to a subspace X of the form X = I + L for some L < J of dimension s. Then
INL={0} and dim(/ + L) =i + s and so (3) becomes:

n—(i+s)] [k—(@+s)]"
o(L) = f(B):[ | } [ . } A
BGB;LSB t—(i+s) q t—(i+s) q
Define h(K) = Z f(B), for each K < J. Then we have that

BeB:I<B,BNJ=K
gL)= Y h(K)
K:L<K<J
and so, by Mébius inversion on the lattice £(J),
hL)= Y u(L K)g(K).
K:L<K<J

Substituting L = {0} now gives

> f(B) =h{{0}) = > (0, K)g(K)

BeB:I<B,BNJ={0} K<J
! j () [n—i—s kE—i—s]"
:Z[s} (=g [t—i—s] [t—z’—s] A
s=0 q q q
n—t]"" G) [J] [n—i-s
= A k—t] Z(—l)q2 [s] [k—i—s}
q s=0 q q
:)\ ’I’L—t_1 j(k—z) TL—Z—]
k—t| 4 k—i
q q

The third line follows from applying Equation (1) witha=n—i—s,b=k—i—s,c=t—i—s,
and the last equality follows from Lemma 20.
O

The proof outlined above is a direct g-analogue of [5, Theorem 2.6]. The intersection num-
bers for subspace designs were given in [12, 30], for which the authors proposed an inductive
argument.

We have the following constructions of weighted subspace designs from a given one (c.f.

21, 30]).
Corollary 64. Let D := (E,B, f) be a weighted t-(n,k, \;q) design.
(1) For 0 <i<t, D is ani-(n,k,\;q) weighted subspace design with

n—il n—t]"" n—il [k—idi]"
R ] it R it I i
q q q q
(2) Define B+ := {B+ : B € B}. Ifk < n —t then D+ = (E,B*, f) is a t-(n,n —
k, A\t q) weighted subspace design with f-(BY):= f(B) for all B € B and A\ :=

iR

t t ’

qL7lq
Proof. To see that (1) holds, apply Theorem 63 with A; := A;o. Let I be an i-dimensional
. -1
subspace of E. We have A\io = > pcp.;<p f(B) = [Z :z] [Z :ﬂ . The rest follows from
q q

Equation (1).

We will compute the value A*. A t-dimensional subspace T is contained in B+ € B+ if and

only if B < T*. Now consider the set S := {(B,X) : B € B,dim(X) =n—t,B < X}. We
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will compute the sum of the f(B) over all pairs (B, X) in S in two ways. On the one hand, we

have:
S o=y 3 f<B>=[n_t_}Zf [—’“LAQO

(B,X)esS BeB X:B<X 9 BeB
dim(X)=n—t

=["?’“L[’£H’£$ﬂﬁ= LB

The last equality follows from applying Equation (1) with a = n, b = k, ¢ = t. On the other

hand,
n
SINICENED SRS SRR I SR}
(B,X)eS ifxg)E tBeB,BgX 4 BeB,B<X
dim =n—

It follows, by comparing the two right-hand sides, that

M Y qm- Y f(B)z[”;’“u’j]lA.

BleBl,T<B+ BeB,B<T+
|

6.2. Subspace Designs from g¢-Polymatroids. We now present criteria for the existence of
a weighted subspace design arising from the dependent spaces of a g-polymatroid. The approach
is in essence a generalization of the original argument given by Assmus and Mattson [1]. To do
this, we obtain a g-analogue of [5, Theorem 3.3]. Throughout this section we let F denote an
arbitrary field. Since p(M;z) € Z[z], it gives a well-defined function on any field, viewed as a
Z-module. We define the following (c.f. [5]).

Definition 65. Let 8 € F. We define:
o Dy(i;0) :={X < F:dim(X) =i,p(M.X;0) # 0},
o dy = min{dim(X) : X < E, X is a cocircuit of M}.
The sets Djys(7; 0) will, in certain circumstances, form the blocks of weighted subspace designs.

Proposition 66. Let € F such that 0° # 1 for any s € {1,...,r}. For each i € {1,...,n}
every member of Dys(i;0) is a dependent space of M*. Moreover Dys(dar; 6) is precisely the set
of circuits of M* of dimension dy;.

Proof. If A € Dyy(i;0), then p(M.A;0) # 0, which by Lemma 29 means that A is a dependent
space of M*. We show that for circuits of M* (i.e., minimal dependent spaces of M*) the
converse also holds. By Lemma 30, for any circuit X of M* we have p(M.X;z) = /(X -1
Since X is not independent in M*, /(X*) > 0 by Lemma 28. Therefore, by our choice of 8, we
have that p(M.X;0) = 0'X") _1:£0andso X € Dy(dim(X);0). In particular, Das(dar; 0) is
precisely the set of all circuits of M* of dimension dj;. O

We will now present the main results of this section: Theorem 67 and its two corollaries.
Together they form a g-analogue of [5, Theorem 3.3].

Theorem 67. Let 0 € F such that 0° # 1 for any s € {1,...,r}. Let t < dy; be a positive
integer. Suppose that o* := |Rpr(t;0)| < dar —t and suppose further that for each t-dimensional
subspace T and j < n—t, if Ap«(j;0) = 0, then App-jp(j;0) = 0. Then (E, Dy (dar; 0), f) is a
weighted t-design over F, with f(X) := p(M.X;0).
Proof. Let T be a t-dimensional subspace of E. Since t < dps, T is independent in M*. By
Lemma 15, any dependent space A of M*/T has the form A = B/T for a dependent space B
of M*. Therefore, for any such A and B we have
o* <dy —t <dim(B) —t = dim(A). (4)
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In other words, no dependent space of M*/T has dimension less than ¢*. By Lemma 29, if X
is non-trivial and independent in M*/T', then p((M*/T)*.X;6) = 0. Therefore,

Ay (i3 0) = > p((M*/T)*.X;0) =0, forall 1 <i < o* —1.
X<E/T:dim(X)=i

By hypothesis, A« /7(j;6) = 0 for all j ¢ Ry(t;60), j < n —t and so the coefficients,
[Anyr(550) 1 & Ru(8:0),5 <n —t] and [As ) (550) 1 1 < i < o™ = 1],
are known. Now write S = Rjs(¢;0) and apply Corollary 61 to see that the coefficients
[Anyr(550) 2 j € Rar(8;0)] and [Aape )« (i50) : 07 < i < n — 1]

are uniquely determined and independent of our choice of T" of dimension t. It follows that the
A=)+ (i50) are uniquely determined for 0 <4 < n —t. We will now show that

> p(M.X;0) = A ry+(dnr — £50),
XGD]VI(d]M;G) :TSX

which will establish that (E, Das(dar; ), f) is a weighted t-design over F, with f(X) := p(M.X;6).

We claim there is a one-to-one correspondence between the members of Djs(dps;60) that
contain 7" and the members of D(M*/T)*(dM —t;6). Let B be a circuit of M* that contains
T such that dim(B) = dp;. From Lemma 15, B/T is a circuit of M*/T and dim(B/T) =
dim(B) — t = dpys — t. Conversely, if A is a circuit of M*/T satisfying dim(A) = dps — ¢, then
A = B/T for a dependent space B of M* of dimension dim(B) = dj;, which is therefore a circuit
of M*, as it has minimal dimension. By Proposition 66, Dys(dys;6) is the set of all cocircuits
of M of dimension dj; and hence there is a one-to-one correspondence between the members
of Dps(dps;0) that contain T' and the circuits of M* /T of dimension dy; — t. By Equation (4),
any dependent space of M*/T of dimension dys —t is a circuit of M*/T and hence is a member
of Dipr«/ry+(dar — t;0). This establishes the claim.

From Corollary 33, for any circuit X/T of M*/T we have

p((M*)T)*.(X/T);6) = "X — 1.

Therefore,

> p(M.X;0) = > (X — 1),
XGD]VI(d]M;G):TSX XGD]VI(d]M;G) T<X

= Z (HZ(XL) - 1)5

X/TED nr+ y1y (dar —t;0)

= > p((M*/T)"(X/T);0),

X/T<E/T:dim(X/T)=dp —t

which is independent of our choice of T' of dimension ¢. It follows that (E, Das(das; ), f) is a
weighted t-design over F, with f(X) := p(M.X;6). O

Remark 68. In the proof of Theorem 67, we saw that with the hypothesis of the theorem, that
the A(pp« 7y« (;0) (and therefore the Ay 7(i;6)) are uniquely determined for 0 < i <n —t.
By Lemma 11, it follows that the Ay (i;6) are uniquely determined for 0 <i <n —t.

Corollary 69. Let 0 € F such that 0% # 1 for any s € {1,...,r}. Let t < dp be a positive

integer. Suppose that o™ := |Rpr(t;0)| < dpr —t and suppose further that for each t-dimensional

subspace T and j € {dpr,...,n —t}, if Ay=(j;0) = 0 then App/p(j;0) = 0. Then for each

Jje{dm,...,n—t}, (E,Dn(j;0), f) is a weighted t-design over Fq with f(X) :=p(M.X;0).
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Proof. We will prove by induction on w € {dps,...,n —t} that (E, Dy(w,0), f) is a weighted
t-design. The first step was proved in Theorem 67. Suppose now that (E, Dy (7,0), f) is a
weighted t-design for each j € {d,...,w — 1}. We will show that (E, Dy(w,0), f) is also a
weighted t-design.

Let T' < E have dimension t. We will show that the following sum depends only on t:

> mwie = > p(MW;6).

WeDy (w;0), T<W W :T<W, dim(W)=w

Note that since Djs(w;6) is the set of w-dimensional subspaces of E for which p(M.W;60) # 0
the above equality holds. From Lemma 34, for any T' < W < E we have that

p(M|TH/WHi0) = Y p(M.A;0).
A A+T=W

Let ¢ : L(E/T) — L(T) be defined by ¢(A/T) = (Al)l(TL), for each A < FE such that
T < A. (This map was already used in Lemma 11.) Let X be such that ¢(W/T) = X.
Then (Wl)l(TL) = X and so X+ = WL, Therefore, M|T+.X = (M|T+)/W+. Clearly,
dim(W) = dim(X) + dim(7) and so if T is a t-dimensional space, then:

Ay (G5 2) = > p(M|T+.X; 2) = > p(M|TH /W, 2).
X<TL : dim(X)=j W<E: T<W, dim(W)=j+t

Therefore we have

Aypra(w =0y = > p(M|TH/WH6)= Y > p(M.A;06)

W :T<W, W:T<W, A:A+T=W

dim(W)=w dim(W)=w
For any I < T, we write IT to denote an arbitrary fixed subspace of T satisfying I & I7 =T
Clearly, if I = ANT we have I < A and AN Iy = {0}. Conversely, if I < A and Ir N A = {0}
then ANT = AN(I+Ir) = I. Moreover, if W is a w-dimensional subspace for which A+7T =W
and ANT = I, then dim(A) = w—t+dim(I). Therefore, we can rewrite the double summation
as follows:

Apre(w —6:0) = Z Z Z p(M.A;0)

i=0 I:1<T, A:I<A, I;nA={0},
dim(I)=i  dim(A)=w—t+i

t—1
= Y A +Y Y > p(M.A;9).

A:T<A, i=0 I:I<T A:I<A, I7nA={0},

dim(A)=w dim(I)=i  dim(A)=w—t+i
Let I < T such that dim(/) =i <tandsody —t<w—t<w-—t+i<w-—1. By hypothesis,
foreach 1 < j<w-—1, (E,D(4,0), f) is a weighted t-design with f(X) := p(M.X;0), and so
by Theorem 63,

> p(M.A;0) = AY,_;(M;0),

A:I<A, IrnA={0},
dim(A)=w—t-+i

for A}, _;(M;0) that depend only on ¢,w,i. It follows that
t—1
Z p(MWaH) = AM\TL |:Z:| Zt Z M 9)
W :T<W, 1=0 q
dim(W)=w

By Remark 68, A po(w —¢;0) is independent of our choice of 7' of dimension ¢ and so the
result follows. O
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Corollary 70. Let 8 € F such that 0° # 1. Let t < dp; be a positive integer. Suppose that
o* == |Ry(t;0)| < dpr — t and suppose further that for each t-dimensional subspace T and
J < n—t, if Ay(j;0) = 0, then Appyp(j;0) = 0. Then for each j € {dy-~,...,n — t},
(E,Dn+(7;0), f*) is a weighted t-design over Fq with f*(X) := p(M*.X;80) for all subspaces
X <FE.

Proof. For each dp» < j < n —t, define the set D; := {X1: X € Dy(5:0)}. Let T be a
t-dimensional subspace of E. Then for each j we have:

> p(M*.X;0) = > p(M*.X;0) = > p(M*/ X3 0).

XeDy+(5,0):T<X L X : X<TL dim(X)=j X : X<TL dim(X)=j

Now for each X < T we have (E/T)/(X*/T) = E/X"* and it is easy to see that the corre-
sponding ¢-polymatroids are lattice-equivalent. Then, applying Lemma 11 and using the fact
that ¢(X+/T)LT") = X, we get

MELX S (M T)/(XH/T) 2 (MIT)? J6(XH/T) = (MITH)* 6(X/T)HT) = (M) X,
Therefore,

Z p(M*.X;0) = Z p((M!Tl)*-Xﬁ) = A(M|Ti)*(n —J;0).
XeD;: T<X X :T<X,dim(X)=n—j

From Remark 68, A 71y (n—j;0) is independent of the choice of T' of dimension ¢. It follows
that (E,D;, f*) is a weighted subspace design with f* defined by f*(X) = p(M*.X;6) for each
X < E. The result now follows by Corollary 64: the required subspace design is the dual of
(E,Dj, ). O

Remark 71. The results of Proposition 66, Theorem 67 and Corollaries 69 and 70 all hold with
indeterminate z in place of a specific choice of # in F. In particular, p(M.X; z) is a non-zero
polynomial in Z[x] for any cocircuit X of M.

In general, a (g, 7)-polymatroid M may satisfy the hypothesis of Corollary 69 for one choice
of 0, but fail for another choice. However, if the hypothesis holds for indeterminate z, then a
weighted t-design over I, can be constructed for any choice of 6 that doesn’t vanish on p(M.X; 2)
for a cocircuit X of M.

Example 72. Let M = (E, p) be the uniform ¢g-matroid Uy, as described in Example 16. We
will show that this g-matroid satisfies the hypothesis of Corollary 69 with indeterminate z in
place of a specific choice of # in some field F.

The dual g¢-matroid M* = (F, p*) is the uniform ¢-matroid U,,_j, ,, whose independent spaces
are exactly those of dimension n—k or less, and for which all other spaces are dependent and have
rank n — k. Therefore, every cocircuit of M has dimension dy; = n—k+1. Now p(M*.X;z) =0
for all subspaces X such that 1 < dim(X) < k, as these are the independent spaces of M (see
Lemma 29), and so Aps+(i;2) = 0 for all ¢ € {1,...,k}. Therefore for any t < dpy —1=n—k,
we have Ry(t;2) C{k+1,...,n—t}and so |[Ry(t;2)| <n—t—k <dy —t.

We now show that for any indeterminate z the condition holds that for all j < n — ¢, if
Apn+(j;2) = 0, then Appe/p(j;2) = 0. Let T be a t-dimensional subspace of E and recall
1 <t<n-—k ByLemma 44 we have

Apryr(J; 2) = > p(M*.X;2).
X<T+: dim(X)=j

Since p(M*.X;z) = 0 for all subspaces X such that 1 < dim(X) < k, we have that Ay« (j;2) =0
for all j € {1,...,k}.

Next, we consider the case k +1 < j < n—t. Let X < FE be a subspace of dimension at
least k£ + 1. We claim that the g-matroid M*.X has no loops, in which case by Lemma 39,
p(M*.X; z) will be a monic polynomial of degree n — k — dim(X =) and hence Ay« (j;z) # 0
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for k+1<j <n—1,ie. the condition holds vacuously. Consider a subspace U that strictly
contains X+. Since M* = U,,_, we have p*(X+) = dim(X~) and so

prreyx - (U/XH) = p*(U) = p*(XH)
= p*(U) — dim(X™")
=dimU — p(E) + p(U*") — dim(X ™)
= dimU — dim X+ + p(U*) — k

We have that p(U+) = min{dim U+, k}. Substituting both cases in the equation above and using
that dim X — k > 1 and dim U — dim X+ > 1, respectively, we find that pM*/Xl(U/Xl) > 1.
This implies that the g-matroid M*.X has no loops.

We conclude that M = Uy, satisfies the hypothesis of Corollary 69 for indeterminate z.
Therefore for any ¢ € F such that 6° # 1, 1 < s <r. (E, Dy, (4;0), f) is a weighted t-design
for 1 <i<n—k,and f(X) = p(Upn-X;0) for all X € Dy, (i;0).

6.3. Further Implications. We now obtain a weaker form of the Assmus-Mattson Theorem
for matrix codes as a direct consequence of Theorem 67. Note that the result for subspace
designs (those weighted designs for which f(B) = 1 for every block B) obtained from rank-
metric codes was shown in [10] with the further assumption that the number of codewords with
a given support was dependent only on the dimension ¢ of that space for some range of .

Corollary 73. Let C be an Fy-[n x m, k,d] rank-metric code. Lett < d be a positive integer
and let C+ have no more than d — t distinct rank weights in the set {1,...,n —t}. For each
ied{d,...,n—t}, let

B(i) ={U < E:dim(U) =1,|C_y.| # 0}.
Then for eachi € {d,...,n—t}, (E,B(i), f) is a weighted t-design over F, with f(X) = |C_x1|.

Proof. Let M := M¢. By Lemma 49, we have that M* = M1 and for any i € {1,...,n},
W;i(CY) = Ap(i3q). Also, p(M.X;q) = |C_x1| for any subspace X < E. Now dj =
min{dim X : X is a cocircuit of M}, which by Proposition 66, is the minimum dimension of
any subspace X such that p(M.X;q) # 0.

Since C' has minimum distance d, by Lemma 49 (4) there exists a d-dimensional subspace
X < Esuch that |C_x.1| = p(M.X;q) # 0, while p(M.U; q) = 0 for every subspace U < E with
dim(U) < d. Therefore, d = dy;. By hypothesis, at most d —t = dj; — t of the integers W;(C)
are non-zero for i € {1,...,n —t}. By Lemma 49, if Aps«(i;q) = 0, then App7(3;q) = 0, for
any t-dimensional subspace T" < FE. Therefore M satisfies the hypothesis of Corollary 69 and
so the result follows. O

In the case of a g-matroid M satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 67, with an extra assump-
tion on the cocircuits of M, our results imply the existence of a subspace design. These results
form a direct g-analogue of the classical case (c.f. [5, Section 3]).

Lemma 74. Let M be a g-matroid, 8 € F,0 # 1 and let p be the greatest integer such that any
subspace X < E of dimension at most p contains at most one cocircuit of M. Then, for each
i€ {dn,...,p}, we have Dy(i;0) = {C < E : C is a cocircuit of M,dim(C') = i}.

Proof. If C' is a cocircuit of M, then p(M.C;0) =0 —1 # 0 and so C € Dy (dim(C);6). Now
let X € Dys(i;0) for some @ < p. Then p(M.X;0) # 0 and X is a dependent space of M* of
dimension at most p, so X contains a unique circuit of M*. By Theorem 41, we have X = C
and the result follows. O

Corollary 75. Let M be a g-matroid that has at least one circuit and one cocircuit. Lett < dps

be a positive integer such that the hypothesis of Theorem 67 holds for some 8 € F,0 £ 1. Let p be

the greatest integer such that any subspace X < E of dimension at most p contains at most one

cocircuit (respectively, at most one circuit) of M. Then for each i € {dy,...,p} (respectively,

{dprr=,...,p}) the set of cocircuits (respectively, the set of circuits) of M of dimension min{i,n—
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t} forms the blocks of a t-subspace design. Consequently, for each i € {dps,...,p} (respectively,
{dpr=,...,p}), the set of hyperplanes of M (respectively, of M*) of dimension n — i forms the
blocks of a t-subspace design.

Proof. From Corollary 74, for each ¢ € {dys,...,p} we have that C; := Dy,(i;0) is the set of
cocircuits of M of dimension i. Then by Corollary 69, for each i € {dys,...,p}, C; is the set
of blocks of a weighted t-subspace design with f(X) = p(M.X;0) = 6 — 1. Define a function
f:Da(i;0) — F by f(X) = (0 —1)"'f(X). This yields a t-subspace design D; whose blocks
are C;. By [9, Corollary 71], for each i-dimensional cocircuit X of M, X' is a hyperplane of
M and has dimension n — i. By Corollary 64, the set of hyperplanes of M of dimension n — i
form the blocks of a t-subspace design, i.e., the dual design of D;. With the same arguments as
above, by Corollary 70 the analogous statements hold for the circuits of M and the hyperplanes
of M*. O

An element ¢ of an Fgm-[n, k, d] vector rank-metric code C is called minimal if for any ¢’ €
C,o(d) <o) = ¢ € (gpm = {vc: v € Fym}. In this case, for U = o(c), we
have p(M.X;¢™) = |C—y| = ¢™ — 1. If every codeword of rank ¢ in C is minimal, then
An,, (i5q™) = W;(CH) = (¢™ — 1)|Das(i5¢™)|. If we apply this with Corollary 75, we retrieve

the Assmus-Mattson Theorem for F m-[n, k, d] codes (c.f. [10]).

Corollary 76. Let C be an Fgm-[n,k,d] code. Let t < d be a positive integer and let C*t be an
Fym-[n,n —k,d*] code having no more than d —t distinct rank weights in the set {1,...,n —t}.
Let p be the greatest integer such that every codeword of C' of rank at most p is minimal.

(1) The supports of the words of rank weight d in C (respectively d* in C*) form the blocks
of a t-design over F,.

(2) For eachi € {d,...,p} (respectively, {d*,... p}) the supports of the minimal codewords
of C (respectively CL) of dimension min{i,n —t} form the blocks of a t-design over F,.

Example 77. In [27, Theorem 12|, it is shown that any non-degenerate Fym-[N,k > 1] rank-
metric code with constant weight d satisfies N = km, d = m and is generated by a matrix
G e FI(%N whose N columns form a basis of Fgm as an [F,-vector space. Moreover, the dual

code has minimum distance 2. Let C be an Fym-[km, k,m] constant weight code constructed
as above. Let M = Mc¢, so that M* = My.. For any X < Flgm, we have p(M.X;q™) =
0 unless X is the support of a codeword of C*, in which case dim(X) = m. Therefore,
App(m; ™) = "™ — 1, Ap<(0;¢™) = 1 and App+(i5¢™) = 0 for i # 0,m. Then dyy = d = 2
and Ryr(2;0) = {m}. Therefore, by Corollary 76 the cocircuits of M of dimension 2, which are
the supports of codewords of rank 2, form a 1-design over [F,. Similarly, the supports of the
words of rank m in C* form the blocks of a 1-design over F,, in fact a 1-(km,m, 1;q) design,
which is a ¢-Steiner system, whose blocks form a spread in F’;m.

While Theorem 67 has considerable potential for constructing weighted subspace designs,
utilizing it requires constructions of a g-polymatroid M whose weight enumerator takes few
non-zero values and whose cocircuits have large enough dimension. Most g-matroids and g-
polymatroids are not representable, however those that are, i.e. those that can be represented
by rank metric codes, offer more tangible constructions.

In order to search for examples of rank-metric codes satisfying the conditions in Corollary
76 we implemented in Magma [3] a search through random Fom-[n, k,d] rank metric codes,
for different values of m, n, and k and t = 2. We make some remarks on the parameters of
potentially interesting codes.

A matrix code is called maximum rank distance (MRD) if it has parameters Fg-[n x m, k, d]
with k& = max{m,n}(min{n,m} — d +1). The MRD Fym-linear codes have parameters Fgm-
[n,n —d+ 1,k]. MRD codes do satisfy the criteria of Corollaries 73 and 76 and there are
several constructions of them. However, the corresponding subspace designs associated with
these codes are trivial. We therefore would exclude them from our search space. Note that, as
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either m or ¢ grow asymptotically, the Fym-linear MRD codes are dense in the space of linear
codes (see for example [11, 25]), just as MDS codes are dense as ¢ becomes large. However, for
small values of ¢ and m, we do not necessarily have a high probability of a random code being
MRD, and this was checked and confirmed for all sets of parameters chosen for experiments. We
also have modest constraints on the sizes of m, n to exclude trivialities. For example with ¢ = 2,
we require that d > 3. If m < 4 and d = 3, then to find a suitable code C, we would require C'+
to be a one-weight code. However, by [10, Proposition 4.6], the dual code of a constant weight
[F,-[n x m, k] code has minimum distance at most 2. If m = 4 = d, then C must be a one-weight
code and so C has weight at most 2, which would not yield interesting results. We therefore
set m > 4 in order to meet the criteria of Corollary 76. This means that we search for linear
codes over alphabets of size at least 2°. In most experiments, we chose m =n — 1 or m = n to
increase the probability of satisfying the criteria.

Each code is given by a generator matrix in standard form for a linear code, i.e. (Ix|A), where
A goes through the space of k x (n — k)-matrices with entries in F5", up to equivalence under
the action of the Galois group Gal(IFom /F3). This yields a search space of size 27(k(n—k)=1)
matrices, which is quickly out of reach of a computer, even for small values of & and n. Ideally,
a single representative in each equivalence class for the underlying g-polymatroids should be
computed, but it is not clear to us how to pre-compute these representatives such that running
the search would be more time effective.

In our algorithm, we first compute the weight distribution of the rank metric code by going
through all code words (up to a scalar) and then we deduce the weight distribution of the dual
code by using the MacWilliams identities. The code is publicly available [7]. For each set of
parameters, we ran the code on a different core of an 40GHz Intel Xeon E5-2640 processor, and
we set a timeout of 16 days for each run. The number of codes that we were able to check in
this way are given in the fifth column of Table 1.

m | n | k| no. of codes checked | % of search space
51612 405,285,656 0.125
6]6]2 146,666,189 3.334 x 1077
6613 442,349 1.572 x 1079
6812 44,700,000 6.058 x 10~ 13
71812 13,800,000 9.132 x 10~17
882 3,800,000 1.228 x 10~

TABLE 1. Random search through F,m-[n, k,d] random rank metric codes

While a complete search is far from complete, these numbers suggest that a more systematic
search for higher parameter values would be needed to effectively construct examples of rank
metric codes yielding weighted subspace designs. More generally, what is really required is
a theoretical approach to construct rank-metric codes and ¢-(poly)matroids with prescribed
weight distributions.
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