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A subfield-based construction of optimal linear codes

over finite fields

Zhao Hu, Nian Li, Xiangyong Zeng, Lisha Wang, Xiaohu Tang *

Abstract: In this paper, we construct four families of linear codes over finite fields from
the complements of either the union of subfields or the union of cosets of a subfield, which
can produce infinite families of optimal linear codes, including infinite families of (near)
Griesmer codes. We also characterize the optimality of these four families of linear codes
with an explicit computable criterion using the Griesmer bound and obtain many distance-
optimal linear codes. In addition, we obtain several classes of distance-optimal linear codes
with few weights and completely determine their weight distributions. It is shown that most

of our linear codes are self-orthogonal or minimal which are useful in applications.

Keywords: Optimal linear code, Griesmer code, Weight distribution, Self-orthogonal code,

Minimal code.

1 Introduction

Let Fym be the finite field with ¢™ elements and Fj. = F;m\{0}, where ¢ is a power of
a prime p and m is a positive integer. An [n,k,d] linear code C over F; is a k-dimensional
subspace of Iy with minimum Hamming distance d. An [n, k, d] linear code C over F is said to
be distance-optimal if no [n, k, d+1] code exists (i.e., this code has the largest minimum distance
for given length n and dimension k) and it is called almost distance-optimal if there exists an
[n, k,d + 1] distance-optimal code. An [n,k,d] linear code C is called optimal if its parameters
n, k and d meet a bound on linear codes with equality and almost optimal if its parameters n, k
and d+ 1 meet a bound on linear codes with equality [I7]. Optimal linear codes are important in
both theory and practice, the reader is referred to [16, [I8] 23] for recent results. The Griesmer
bound [14], 22] for an [n, k,d] linear code C over Fy is given by
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where [-] denotes the ceiling function. An [n, k, d] linear code C is called a Griesmer code if its
parameters n, k and d achieve the Griesmer bound and called a near Griesmer code if n — 1, k
and d achieve the Griesmer bound. Griesmer codes have been an interesting topic of study for
many years due to not only their optimality but also their geometric applications [0} [7].

The dual code of an [n, k,d] linear code C over F, is defined by C* = {z € Fylx-y=
0 for all y € C}, where z - 3 denotes the Euclidean inner product of z and y. The code C*
is an [n,n — k] linear code over F,. A linear code C is called projective if its dual code has
minimum distance at least 3, and it is called self-orthogonal if C C C*+. Let A; denote the
number of codewords with Hamming weight 7 in a code C of length n. The weight enumerator
of C is defined by 1+ Ayz + Az? + -+ + A,2". The sequence (1, Ay, As,--- , A,) is called the
weight distribution of C. A code is said to be a t-weight code if the number of nonzero A; in
the sequence (Ap, A, -+, A,) is equal to ¢. Linear codes with few weights have applications
in secret sharing schemes [Il, [5], authentication codes [ [I0], association schemes [3], strongly
regular graphs and some other fields.

In 2007, Ding and Niederreiter [9] introduced a nice and generic way to construct linear
codes via trace functions. Let D C F,m and define

Cp={ca= (Trgm(ax))xep ca €Fgm}, (1)

where Trgm(-) is the trace function from Fym to F,. Then Cp is a linear code of length n := |D|
over F,. The set D is called the defining set of Cp. Later, Ding and Niederreiter’s construction
was extended to the bivariate form, namely, linear codes of the form

Cp = {cap = (Trgm(ax) + Trgk (by))(%y)eD ca€Fgm,be Fqk}, (2)

where D C Fgm X F k.

The objective of this paper is to construct (distance-) optimal linear codes and (near) Gries-
mer codes over the finite field I, of the forms (IJ) and (). Our main contributions are summarized
as follows:

1) we construct distance-optimal linear codes Cp of the form () with the defining set D =
Fym\Qy, where O = U?:qum and 1 <71y <rg9 < --- <rp <m. A criterion Z?:l q"i —
Q1] < r1 +h —1 for Cp to be distance-optimal is given by using the Griesmer bound,
which enables us to obtain many distance-optimal linear codes. In particular, when h =1,
our construction reduces to the Solomon and Stiffler codes in the nonprojective case (see
[15,22]), and when h = 2, we show that the code Cp is a near Griesmer code if (¢,t) = (2, 1)
and distance-optimal if 71 + 1 > ¢, where ged(rq,72) = t. Further, when h = 1 and h = 2,
the weight distributions of Cp are completely determined, which are 2-weight and 5-weight

respectively.

2) we construct Griesmer codes and distance-optimal linear codes Cp of the form () with
the defining set D = Fym\Qa, where Qg = Ul_(0; +Fyr), 7lm, 6y = 0 and 0; € Fym for any



1 < i < h. This construction produces Griesmer codes if h + 1 < ¢ which have different
parameters with the Solomon and Stiffler codes in the nonprojective case if h # 0. When
h+1 > q, we give an explicit computable criterion on Cp such that it is distance-optimal
and consequently obtain many distance-optimal linear codes. It is proved that in this
construction Cp is at most (h+ 2)-weight and the weight distributions of Cp for h =1 and
h = 2 are completely determined which are 3-weight and 4-weight respectively.

3) we characterize the optimality of the linear codes Cp of the form () with the defining
set D = Fym\Q3, where Q3 = U?:l(Hi * Fgr), vlm, 0; € Fym for any 1 <4 < h, and give
an explicit computable criterion on Cp such that it is distance-optimal. This allows us
to produce many distance-optimal linear codes from this construction. It is shown that
Cp is a Griesmer code with the same parameters as the Solomon and Stiffler code in the
nonprojective case if h = 1 and it is a near Griesmer code if h = 2 or (¢, h) = (2,3). In
addition, we prove that Cp is at most (h + 1)-weight and completely determine its weight
distributions for h = 2 and h = 3, which are 3-weight and 3 or 4-weight respectively.

4) we characterize the optimality of the linear codes Cp of the form () for the defining set D =
{(z,y) : x € Fgm\Fyr,y € Fr\Fgs }, where r[m and s|k, and give an explicit computable
criterion on Cp such that it is distance-optimal. As a consequence, we obtain many
distance-optimal linear codes from this construction. In addition, the weight distribution
of Cp is completely determined which is shown to be 4-weight. A similar discussion for
r =5 =0and Fyp = {0} shows that the linear code Cp is a near Griesmer code (distance-
optimal if m + L%J > 1) when m = k and it is a Griesmer code with the same parameters
as the Solomon and Stiffler code in the nonprojective case when m # k.

We also investigate the self-orthogonality and minimality of the linear codes constructed in
this paper. Self-orthogonal codes can be used to construct quantum error-correcting codes [19]
which can protect quantum information in quantum computations and quantum communications
[4, 12] and minimal linear codes can be used to construct secret sharing schemes [5] [11] 2T, 24].
It is shown that most of our linear codes are either self-orthogonal or minimal.

2 Preliminaries

Let g be a power of a prime p and denote the canonical additive character of IF, by

rd(z
x(@) = ¢+

where (), is a primitive complex p-th root of unity and Trg(-) is the trace function from F, to F,,.
Lemma 1. ([20]) Let oo € Fym. Then Trgm (o) =0 if and only if « = BT — 3 for some B € Fgm.

The optimality of near Griesmer codes can be determined as below.



Lemma 2. Let C be an [n,k,d] near Griesmer code over Fy with k > 1. Then C is distance-
optimal if q | d and almost distance-optimal if q 1 d.

Proof. According to the Griesmer bound one obtains n = g(k,d) + 1 = Z ] + 1. To
complete the proof, it suffices to prove that g(k,d + 1) > g(k,d) +1if ¢ | d and g(k: d+1) =
g(k,d) 4+ 1 if ¢ 1d. Note that

k—1 k—1 k—1
d+1 d d—|— 1 d
g(kad+1)_g(k’d)_1: [ i —|_§ :|V_Z‘|_1:§ : _Z
1=0 q i=0 q i=1 i=1 1

Then the result follows from the fact that f%} = [%} +1if ¢’ | d and otherwise [d;il} = [%1
for any integer ¢ > 0. This completes the proof. O

Some results on the self-orthogonality of linear codes of the form (Il are given as follows.

Lemma 3. Let q be a power of a prime p and m, r be positive integers with v | m and (q,r) ¢
{(2,1),(2,2),(3,1)}. Define

1). D="Fg; or

2. D={z+0:xcF;}; or

3. D={zxx0:xcF,}
where 8 € Fgn\Fyr. Then the linear code Cp defined in (1) is self-orthogonal.
Proof. 1) Observe that Trd" (ax) = Tr?’ (Trgin(a)x) if © € D = Fg which implies that in this
case the linear code Cp can be reduced to {c, = (Trgr(ax))meyqr :a € Fyr}. Thus, to complete
the proof, it is sufficient to show that ¢, - ¢ = 0 for any a,b € Fg-. If a and b are linearly

dependent over Fy, namely, there exists some u € Fy such that b = ua, then by the balanced

property of trace functions one has that

R — q" q" _ q _ =1
Cq * Ch ZmGqu Tr (ax)Tr] (vaz) uZmeFrTr (az)? = uq Zyqu

Let a be a primitive element of F,, it can be readily verified that Zyqu y> = 0if a # 1 and
a# —1,1e,qg#2and ¢ # 3. Then ¢, - ¢, = 0 if (¢,7) # (2,1) or (3,1). Now assume that a
and b are linearly independent over Fy, which implies » > 2. Then, for any (s,t) € Fg, we have

Nt '=|{fv € Fpr - Tv? (ax) = s and Trd (bz) = t}]

Z > x(u(Trd (az) — ) Y x(o(Trd (bx) — 1))

J:EIF r u€ly velR,

e Z Z (us 4 vt)) Z X(Trgr((au—l— bv)x))
u€lFq veF, z€F -

r—2

=q



due to au + bv = 0 if and only if w = v = 0. This gives

CaCh= Z Trgr (ax)Trgr(bx) =2 Z st=q" > Z s Z t=0

z€F gr s,tel, seF, tely
if (q,7) #(2,2).
2)If D ={z+0:2 € Fg} for some § € Fym\Fyr, then any codeword ¢, € Cp can be
expressed as ¢, = ¢, + u, where ¢, = (Trgm (ax))zer,r € Cr,r and ug = (Trgm(aa))$e[gqr. For
any two codewords ¢, = ¢, + ug and ¢, = ¢, + up in Cp, we have

Ca b= (Cqa+uq) (Cp+up) =CqCph+Uq - Cp+ Up-Cq + Ug - Up.

Note that ug - up = q”Trgm(aH)Trgm(bH) =0and u, - ¢ = Trgm(aé?) > TrgT(Trg:n(b)x) since
x € Fp. If Trg:n(b) = 0, then u, - ¢ = 0. Otherwise, by the balanced property of trace
functions, we have ermqr Trgr(TrZ:n(b)x) =q ! > oyer, ¥ = 0if (¢,7) # (2,1). Similarly, we
have uy - ¢, = 0 if (¢,7) # (2,1). Then, by 1) of Lemma B, we have ¢, - ¢, = ¢, - ¢ = 0 if
(¢,;7) € {(2,1),(2,2), (3, 1)} N

3) The linear code Cp in this case can be expressed as {c, = (Tr] (a07))zer,, : a € Fgm}
which is exactly the code {¢, = (Trgr(b.%'))xe]pqr :b e Fy} since Trgm(ax) = TrgT (Trgin (a)z) if
x € Fyr. Then the result follows from 1) of Lemma [3] O

{L'Gqu

The following lemma can be readily verified and will be frequently used in the sequel.

Lemma 4. Let D, Dy, Dy C Fym (resp. Fgm X Fyix ). Then

1). Denote D* = D\{0} if 0 € D (resp. D* = D\{(0,0)} if (0,0) € D). Cp defined in ()
(resp. (@)) is self-orthogonal if and only if Cp~ defined in (@) (resp. [@)) is self-orthogonal,

2). Let D = D1 U Dy and Dy N Dy = {0} or 0 (resp. {(0,0)} or 0). Cp defined in (@) (resp.
@) ) is self-orthogonal if Cp, and Cp, defined in ([{) (resp. @))) are both self-orthogonal;

3). Let D1 C Dy and D = Dy\D;. Cp defined in () (resp. @))) is self-orthogonal if Cp, and
Cp, defined in ) (resp. @)) are both self-orthogonal.

A vector u € Fy covers a vector v € Fy if Suppt(v) C Suppt(u), where Suppt(u) = {1 <i <
n :u; # 0} is the support of u = (uy,uz,- - ,u,) € Fy. A codeword u in C is said to be minimal
if u covers only the codeword au for all a € F,, but no other codewords in C. A linear code C is
said to be minimal if every codeword in C is minimal.

Aschikhmin and Barg’s result is often used to determine whether a linear code is minimal.

Lemma 5. ([2]) A linear code C over Fy is minimal if Wiin/Wmaz > (¢ —1)/q, where Wy, and
Wmae denote the minimum and mazimum nonzero Hamming weights in C, respectively.

3 The first family of optimal linear codes

In this section, we investigate the linear codes Cp of the form () for

D= qu\Ql, Ql = U?:ﬂqui, (3)



wherem > 1,1 <r; <rg <--- <1, < m are positive integers satisfying r;|m for any 1 < i < h,
ritr; for any 1 <¢ < j < h and ged(ry,re,--- ,rp) = t. In particular, define t = ry if h = 1.
For simplicity, define

@1:{a€qu:Trgm( a) # 0 for any i and Tr?,. (a) =0 for any i < j}.

gcd(r T )

Theorem 1. Let Cp be defined by ([dl) and @B). If ©1 is nonempty, then
1). Cp is a [¢™ — |Qu],m, (g — 1) (g™ ! — 2?21 q"i~ )] linear code;
2). Cp 1s distance-optimal if 2?21 =l <rm+h-1;

3). Cp is self-orthogonal if (q,t) ¢ {(2,1),(2,2),(3,1)};
4). Cp is minimal if ¢ 1 > Z?:l qi.

Proof. Denote T := {rq,79,-+ , 1} and rg := ged(s1, 82, -+ , 5|g)) for any set S = {s1, 89, , 5/},
where s;’s are positive integers. By the definition of €2y and the principle of inclusion-exclusion,
we have

=3 Foul= 3 [Fou nFpl - ()"0l F = 3 (—1)ISgrs
1<i<h 1<i<j<h d£SCT

and consequently, the length of Cp is n = ¢ — Z@#SCT(_l)‘SI_lqu' For any a € Fym, the
Hamming weight wt(c,) of the codeword ¢, in Cp is n — N,, where N, = {z € D : Trgm(ax) =
0}|. Using the orthogonal property of nontrivial additive characters, for a # 0, we have

N, ==- ZZ uTrq x))=q" ——ZZ uTrq az)) :==q¢™ = A,
mGD u€el, mGQl u€el,

The above discussions lead to

wi(ca) = (¢ = 1)g"™ " = (] = A). (4)

Next, we determine the maximal value of [21] — A for any a € Fjm in order to determine
the minimal distance of Cp.
To calculate A, for any positive integer [ | m, define

Z Z uTrq x)),

uequ z€F q
which satisfies
l : qm
q, lfTI’l(CL):O,
O(F,) = { L T (5)
q'~", otherwise.

Utilizing the principle of inclusion-exclusion gives

A= D" 0Fs)— Y. BFgNFpy)+- (D) OO Fyri) = Y (—DIET10(F,).

1<i<h 1<i<j<h P£SCY



Then we have
[ —A= D (=) —@(Fps)) = D (=D f(9). (6)
0£SCY 0£SCY

Define Y; := {gcd(ry,7i), ged(re, 1), - ,ged(ri—1,7;)}. Then by (@) one gets

ul-A= 3 (DS Zfa{n ZZ DS, ()

PASCY i=2 0£SCY;

which can be verified by using the mathematical induction as follows:
1). For h = 2, it can be readily verified that

Yoo EOEITS) = falfmh) + fare) = DY (FD)PET(S).
0#ASC{r1,r2} 0#SCT2
2). Suppose that (7) holds for h = s. Then we have

S CE )

@#Sg{rl,T‘Q,"' 7T‘S+1}

= Z (_1)‘S|71fa(5) + fa{rst1}) — Z (_1)‘S|71fa(5)

0#£SC{r1,r2,,rs} 0ASCT 541
s+1 s+1

=2 fa{r) =2 3 (FDPTHS),
i=1 1=2 )£SCY;

which implies that () also holds for h = s+ 1.

Now we claim that 20¢SgTi(_1)|S‘_1fa(S) > 0 for any 2 < i < h, which implies [Q;| — A <
Z?:l fa({ri}). Indeed, for a € Fym, the Hamming weight of the codeword ¢, in the linear code
Cpy, of the form (@) with Dy, = U, e, Fgr is

wt(é) = |Dv,| — |{z € Dy, : Trd" (az) = 0} = | D, y— =) X"
QIEDT u€lFq

Again by the principle of inclusion-exclusion, similar to the computation of (@), we have

wie) = 3 (1)) 20

PASCY;
Therefore, by (@), we can obtain

h
A< frh<@-) Y

i=1 1<i<h



On the other hand, for any S C Y with |S| > 2, we have rg| ged(r;, ;) for some 1 <i < j < h.
Since ©1 is nonempty, then for a € ©1, by (B) one has that || - A =(g—1)> ;< ¢! and
consequently,

d=uwtca) =(q =" =3 __ ")

Note that Y 1cic, ¢ < D pcicm1q = q;n__ll < ¢™ —1 < ¢™ which implies that d > 0. This

shows that the dimension of Cp is equal to m.

A detailed computation using the Griesmer bound gives

m—1 o m—1 _ ) ri—1
g(m,d) = gl qiz@gh T - Y qi+h-1 (8)
i=0 1<i<h

and

(gt - d1<i<h ¢ +1
e

l=q¢"= > d+r+h—1
1<i<h

Thus, the code Cp is distance-optimal if g(m,d +1) > n, e, +h—1> Z?Zl q" — Q.
By Lemmas B and @], it can be verified that Cp is self-orthogonal if (¢,t) ¢ {(2,1),(2,2),(3,1)}.
Note that [Q1] — A > 0 and wt(c,) < (g —1)g™ ! due to @). Then, by Lemma[] Cp is minimal

_ m—1__ h r;—1 _ .
if g1 > Z?Zl q" since Z)’:;’; > (g 1)(q(q71)q%i:11q N qq—l. This completes the proof. O

Remark 1. Notice that the condition ©1 # 0 can be easily satisfied. For h = 1, we have
|©1| = ¢™ —q™ ™ > 0. For h =2, we have |©1] > ¢t — g™ " —gm"2 > gt gt >
since [{a € Fgm : Trg;n(a) =0} = ¢™ " for any rlm and t < ri. In addition, for a general
h > 2, if ged(ri,rj) =t for any i < j, which implies r1 > t since r; { rj for any i < j, we have

— h . _ o —2)gm—t41
\@1!qu t_zl':1qm "> g™ t—Z?lqum Z:%>O.

The inequality 71 +h — 1 > Z?:l q" — || in Theorem [I] can be easily satisfied when r; is
large enough and maxi<;<j<p{gcd(r;,7;)} is small, and then many optimal linear codes can be
produced.

In particular, if h = 1, then Cp in Theorem [ is a Solomon and Stiffler code [22] in the
nonprojective case and its weight distribution can be determined as below.

Theorem 2. Let m > 1 and r < m be positive integers with r|m. If D = Fgn\Fyr, then Cp
defined in (@) is a 2-weight [¢™ —q",m, (¢ —1)(¢™ * —¢"~1)] linear code with weight enumerator

14 (¢™ — qur)z(qfl)(qm‘lfq*‘l) + (" - 1)2(q71)q’”‘1
and it is a Griesmer code.
Proof. 1t is obvious that n = |[D| = ¢ — ¢" and by @) and (@), for a € F}n, we have

wt(ca) = (¢ —1)¢" " = ¢" + (Fyr).



This together with (Bl implies that
witeny = | @D if i () = 0,
¢ (q—1)(¢™ ! —¢"1), otherwise.

Then the weight distribution of Cp follows from the balanced property of trace functions and
Cp is a Griesmer code due to (). This completes the proof. O

Example 1. Let ¢ = 3, m = 6, r = 2. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [720,6,480]
linear code with the weight enumerator 1 + 648249 4 802486 which is consistent with our result
in Theorem[Qd. This code is a Griesmer code.

Note that D = Fom\{0,1} if ¢ = 2 and r = 1 in Theorem 21 The following result shows that
a special class of Griesmer codes can also be obtained from D = Fg=\{0,1} for ¢ # 2. We omit
its proof here since it can be proved in the same manner.

Theorem 3. Let ¢ # 2 and m > 1 be a positive integer. If D = Fm\{0,1}, then Cp defined by
@) is a 2-weight [¢™ — 2,m, (¢ — 1)g™ ' — 1] linear code with weight enumerator

L (g1 — 1ol (g gt
Moreover, this code is a Griesmer code and it is minimal.

Example 2. Let ¢ =3, m = 5. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [241,5,161] linear code
with the weight enumerator 1+ 1622151 4802162, which is consistent with our result in Theorem
[A This code is a Griesmer code and it is also minimal.

In what follows, we determine the weight distribution of Cp in Theorem [ for h = 2.

Theorem 4. Let Cp be defined by () and @). If h = 2, then Cp is a linear code with parameters
(@™ —q™ — ¢ + ¢t ,m, (g — 1) (g™ — g2 — ¢" )] and its weight distribution is given by

wez’ght w Multiplicity Ay
1
(q 1)qm 1 qm ro—ri+t -1
( 1)(qm 1 qu 1) qm ro qm—rg—rl-‘,-t
( 1)(qm 1 _ qrg 1) qm o qWL7T27T1+t
(@D =g =g g g =g
(q _ 1)(qm 1 _ -1 _ qufl) qm t + qm ro—ri+t _ q —rg __ qurl

Moreover, Cp is a near Griesmer code if (q,t) = (2,1) and distance-optimal if r1 +1 > ¢".

Proof. Based on the discussions in Theorem [T, one can obtain the parameters of Cp and conclude
that the weight wt(c,) of ¢, € Cp is

wi(ea) =1 — ¢+ B(Fyn ) + B(Fy) - D(Fy)



for a € Fym. Then, by (&), for a € F}n, one gets

(

wy = (g —1)g™ 1, if T, a (a) =0, Trg (a) =0,
wy = (¢ —1)(¢™ 1 — g7, if Tr (a) =0, Tr?, (a) £ 0,

wt(ca) = § ws = (¢ —1)(¢" " =g, if Tr q'2 (a) # 0, Trgm a) =0,
wi = (g — D™ — g — g, T ()T (0T (a) £ 0,
ws = (q— 1) (g™ L — g2t — g1, otherwise

which together with Lemma [l indicates that

m m 1 m T
Ay, +1 :\{w € Fyr s Tl () = Tl (2) = 0} = - |{wr € By : T (a7 — ) =0

r2+7"1 Z Z Trq yTrgTQ (.%'qu o 1‘)))

Z‘E]F m yE]F )

r2+7"1 Z Z Tl"q xq” B x)))

yEIF ro TEF m

r2+r1 Z Z Trq y_yqﬁ)x))

yEIF ro TEF m

m—ro—r1+t

=q
The last equal sign holds since the equation y¢"' = y has exactly ¢' solutions in Fyro. Further,
we have Ay, = ¢" "™ — g™ 27" and A, = ¢™" — g™ 27 gince Ay, + Aw, = [{a €
Fym : Trg;r;(a) =0} =¢™ " —Tand Ay, + Ay, = [{a € Fym : Trgx (@) =0} =¢™ ™ —1.
Since 0 ¢ D, the minimum distance of CIL) is bigger than one, i.e., A{ = 0. From the Pless
Power Moments (see [I7], page 259), we have

Awl + AU}Q +Aw3 + Au)4 + AU)5 = qm - 15
w1 Ay, + woAw, +w3Ay, + WAy, + wsAy, = qm_l(q — 1)n.

Solving the above equations gives the values of A,,, and A4,,,. On the other hand, using (g]), we
have g(m,d) = ¢" —¢"™ —¢" +1 and then Cp is a near Griesmer code if (¢,¢) = (2,1). The code
Cp is distance-optimal if 7 + 1 > ¢ according to Theorem [l This completes the proof. [

Example 3. Let ¢ = 2, m = 6, ro = 3 and r;1 = 2. Magma experiments show that Cp 1is
a [54,6,26] linear code with the weight enumerator 1 + 12226 + 32227 4+ 12228 4+ 4230 + 3232,
which is consistent with our result in Theorem [§) This code is a near Griesmer code and it is
distance-optimal due to [13].

4 The second family of optimal linear codes

In this section, we investigate the linear codes Cp of the form () for

D= IFq’”\Q% Qo = U?:O(Hi + Fq’"), (9)

10



where m > 1, r < m are positive integers satisfying r|m and 0p = 0, ; € Fym for 1 <i < h
satisfying 0; — 0; ¢ Fyr for any 0 <i < j < h.
For simplicity, define

Oy ={a € Fyn : Trg:n (a) =0 and Trgm(aé?i) # 0 for any 1 <i < h}.

Theorem 5. Let Cp be defined by ([Al) and (@), where h is a positive integer satisfying h + 1 <
q" " if h+1 < q and otherwise h < (¢ —1)¢™ "' and ©s is nonempty. Then

1). Cp is a [¢™ — (h+1)q", m] linear code with minimal distance d = (q—1)(¢™ * — (h+1)¢" 1)
(resp. d = (q—1)¢™ ' —hq") if h+1<q (resp. h+1> q);

2). Cp is a Griesmer code if h+1 < q; and when h+1 > q, it is distance-optimal if (h+1)q"+r >
1+ hgS=h + 3070 [

3). Cp is at most (h + 2)-weight and its weights take values from

{(q - 1)(qm—1 - (h + 1)qr—1)} U {(q - 1)qm—1 - iqr 11=0,1,2,--- ah};

4). Cp is self-orthogonal if (q,7) ¢ {(2,1),(2,2),(3,1)};
5). Cp is minimal if h+1 < ¢™ "~ (resp. h < (q—1)¢"™"2) when h+1 < q (resp. h+1 > q).

Proof. Observe that the length of Cp is n = |D| = ¢™ — (h+1)q" since (0; +F4) N (0; +F4r) =0
due to 0; — 0; ¢ Fgr for any 0 <i < j < h. For a € Fym, the Hamming weight wt(c,) of the
codeword ¢, in Cp is n — N, where N, = [{z € Fgm\Qy : Trgm(ax) = 0}|. Using the orthogonal
property of nontrivial additive characters gives

h
N, :l Z Z uTrq x)) = é Z( Z X(uTrq Z X(uTrgm(ax)))

xeF m\ﬂg UE]Fq UEFq Z‘E]qu =0 :L‘E(Gi-Hqu)

=q ——ZZZ uTrq (a(z +6;))).

ue]Fq 1=0 z€F r

m, we hav
Hence, for a € Fym, we have

wt(ca) = (q = 1)g™ ' — (h+ 1)q" + >SS M (ol +09)).

This together with the following fact

gt if Trg;n (a) =0 and Trd" (af) = 0,

Z Z uTrq a(x+0))) =< 0, if Trg:n (a) =0 and Trgm(aé?) # 0,
u€Fg z€F ;r q, if Trg:n (a) #0,

where 6 € Fym, one can claim that wt(c,) takes values from

{(a=D(q" " = (h+1)g" H}u{lg—1)g™ " —ig" :i=0,1,2,--- ,h}.
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Moreover, wt(c,) = (¢ — 1)(¢g™ ! — (h + 1)¢"!) if and only if Trg:n(a) # 0 and wt(c,) =
(g —1)¢g™ ! — hq" if and only if Trg:n(a) =0 and Trgm(aé?i) 20 for any 1 <i < h.

Let w; = (¢—1)(¢™ ' — (h+ l)qrfl) and wy = (q 1)¢™ ! — hg". Then the above discussion
indicates that A,, = [{a € Fgm : Trg (a) #0} =¢™—¢™ " > 0and Ay, > 0 if O is nonempty.
If h+1 < ¢, then we have w; < ws which means that d = wy > 0due to ¢ " > h+1. If h+1 > ¢,
then we have w; > wo and consequently, d = wy > 0 since Oy # () and h < (g — 1)¢™ "L, This
also shows that the dimension of Cp is equal to m.

According to the Griesmer bound, for h + 1 < ¢, one obtains

gm,d) = Z ((q SOl e UqH)W =q¢" —(h+1)q"

q’l

m—1 m—r—1

q—1)¢"" —hq"
gom. )= ST g S
=0
and
T (- 1) —he +1 -1 g1
glm,d+1)=> 4 qqi 7= —|—7"—1—hq—1— qui J.
=0 i=r

Note that n > g(m,d) when h4+1 > ¢ since n—g(m, d) = hq +Zm Tl Zj—(h—l—l)qr—l—l =
hg+ - +q¢ ) —q¢ + X0 L ZJ +1 > 0. Thus, when h —|— 1>4¢q,Cpis distance—optimal if
(h+1)q" +7 > 1+hqu+zg’;;1L’L—1J.

qZ
The self-orthogonality and minimality of Cp can be readily verified by Lemmas Bl E] and
This completes the proof. [

Remark 2. The code in Theorem[Hd is a Griesmer code if h+1 < q. When h = 0, it has the same
parameters and weight distribution as the code in Theorem [3, and it has different parameters
with the Solomon and Stiffler codes in the nonprojective case when 1 < h < q—1.

Remark 3. The condition ©9 # () for h+1 > q can be easily satisfied. For example, let a € Fam
with TrZT(a) =0 and 01,02, - ,0, € A satisfy 0; ¢ 0; + Fgr for any 1 < i < j < h, where
A={0cFyn: Trgm(aﬂ) £0}. If (g—1)¢™ ' —hq" > 0, namely, h < (g —1)g™ "1, then there
must exist 0;’s such that Oy # () since |A| = (¢ — 1)¢™~ L. Specially, for h = 2, which implies
q=2, |03 =7¢™ "2 >0 always holds due to T > 1 (see Theorem[] below).

Example 4. Let g =4, m =6, r =2, 6] = o, 0 = o? and 05 = o3, where a is a primitive
element of Fgm. Magma experiments show that Cp is a (4032, 6, 3024] lmear code with the weight
enumerator 1 + 394823924 4+ 10823040 1 3623056 1 323072 which is consistent with our result in
Theorem [3. This code is a Griesmer code and it is also self-orthogonal and minimal.
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In what follows, we determine the weight distributions of Cp in Theorem [ for A = 1 and
h = 2 respectively.

Theorem 6. Let Cp be defined by ([d) and @) with h = 1 and ¢™" > 2. Then Cp is a
[q™ —2¢",m, (g — 1) (g™ ' —2¢"~ )] Griesmer code with the following weight distribution:

weight w Multiplicity Ay
0

(g —1)gm* gml =1
(q—1)g"t—q" (g—1)gm 1
(="' =2¢""") ¢" " (¢" - 1)

Proof. According to the proof of Theorem [B], one can get the parameters of Cp and conclude that
the nonzero weights of Cp take values from {w; := (¢ — 1)(¢™ ! — 2¢" 1), wy := (¢ — 1)g™ ! —
q" w3 := (¢ — 1)g™ '} with Ay, = ¢™ — ¢™ " if h = 1. Using the Pless Power Moments (see
[17], page 259) and the fact A{ = 0 since 0 ¢ D give

Awl +Aw2 + Awg - qm - 17
wlAwl + ’LUQAw2 + w3A’w3 - qul(q - 1)“7

which leads to A, = (g —1)¢™ "' and A, = ¢™ " ! — 1. The code Cp is a Griesmer code
follows from Theorem Bl This completes the proof. O

Example 5. Let ¢ = 2, m = 6, r = 2 and 01 = o, where « is a primitive element of Fym.
Magma experiments show that Cp is a [56,6,28] binary linear code with the weight enumerator
1456228 + 7232, which is consistent with our result in Theorem[@ This code is a Griesmer code
and distance-optimal due to [15)].

Example 6. Let ¢ = 3, m = 4, r = 2 and 01 = o, where « is a primitive element of Fym.
Magma experiments show that Cp is a [63,4,42] linear code with the weight enumerator 1 +
72242 4+ 62%° 4+ 2254, which is consistent with our result in Theorem [@. This code is a Griesmer
code and distance-optimal due to [13].

Theorem 7. Let Cp be defined by (@) and @) with h = 2. Let 7 = [{(u,v) € F2 : uby + v, €
Fyr}| and m,r be positive integers satisfying m > r + 2 when ¢ =2 and m > r + 1 when g = 3.
Then the weight distribution of Cp is given by

weight w Multiplicity Ay

0 1

(=)@ =3¢ ¢ (¢ —1)
(¢—1)gm™ ! T -1
(q—1)gm —2¢" (¢ —2q+7)g™ "2
(q—1)g" ' =¢" 2(q —7)g" "
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Moreover, Cp is a Griesmer code when q > 2 and for ¢ = 2 it is distance-optimal if r = 1.

Proof. For h = 2, by Theorem [l the nonzero weight wt(c,) of ¢, € Cp belongs to {w; :=

(¢ =@ =3¢ 1), w2 := (g~ 1)¢" " ws = (¢ — 1)g" " = 2¢",wy = (¢ — 1)g" " — ¢}
Moreover, similar to the proof of Theorem [l for a € Fym, one can obtain

(¢ =D =3¢, if Trj, (a) #0,
m—1 : _ m _ m _
wit(e,) = (g—1)q K ?f Trgrn (a) =0 and Trgm(aé?l) =0 and Trgm (ab3) =0,
(g—D)g™t —2q", if Trgr (@) = 0 and Trd" (abh) # 0 and Tr]" (abs) # 0,
(q—1D)g™ !t —q", otherwise

and consequently one gets A,,, = ¢™ — ¢ " and
1 + Aw2 :’{x & qu . Trg:n (1‘) = Trgm (61.%') — Trgm (02.%.) — 0}‘

:iy{x € Fyn s Te0" (6y(x7 — 2)) = Tot" (a(27" — z)) = O}

s Z Z uTrq 27 — 1)) Z X(vTrgm(Hg(xqr —1)))

z€F ;m u€ly veF,

e Z D (M ((uby + vha) (27 — x)))

u€lFq veRg z€F m

s Z Z Z Trq (((uby + vhs) — (uby 4 v62)7 )x))

u€Fq veEFg z€F m

:Tqm r—2
by using Lemma [Il Then, the weight distribution of Cp follows from the first two Pless Power
Moments as we did before.
Theorem [l implies that Cp is a Griesmer code when ¢ > 3. For ¢ = 2, we have

m—1

2m—1 _ 2r+1 1
g(m,d+1)zz[ = + T=2m 92 4y o
i=0

which implies that Cp for ¢ = 2 is distance-optimal if = 1 since g(m,d+1)—n =r+2-2" >0
holds if and only if 7 = 1. This completes the proof. O

Remark 4. Note that T > 1 since (0,0) € {(u,v) € Fz : ufy +v0y € Fr} and Cp in Theorem[]
is reduced to 3-weight if ¢ = 3. In particular, we have T =1 if ¢ = 2 by the definition of 0;’s.

Example 7. Let ¢ =2, m =6, r = 1, 0; = a and 0 = o2, where o is a primitive element
of Fgm. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [58,6,28] bmary linear code with the weight
enumerator 1 + 8228 + 32229 + 16239 + 7232, which is consistent with our result in Theorem %
This code is distance-optimal due to [13].

14



Example 8. Let =3, m =4, r =1, 6; = a and 0 = o2, where o is a primitive element of

Fgm. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [72,4,48] linear code with the weight enumerator

1 4 66248 + 12251 + 2254 which is consistent with our result in Theorem [} This code is a
Griesmer code and it is distance-optimal due to [13)].

5 The third family of optimal linear codes

In this section, we study the linear codes Cp of the form () for
D =TFm\Q3, Q3=U" (6; xF), (10)

where m > 1, 7 < m are positive integers satisfying r|m and 0; € F. for 1 <1 < h satisfying
0;/0; ¢ For for any 1 <i < j < h. For simplicity, define

O3 ={aclFyn: Trg;n(aHi) # 0 for any 1 <i < h}.

Theorem 8. Let Cp be defined by @) and Q). If h < ¢™ " and O3 # 0, then
1).Cpisalg™ —hq"+h—1,m,(q—1)(¢" ' — hg"™1)] linear code;
2). Cp is at most (h + 1)-weight and its weights take values from

{(q - 1)(qm71 - iqril) 1= 0’ 152’ e ah}a

3). Cp 1is a Griesmer code if and only if h = 1 and it is a near Griesmer code if and only if
r—1
h =2 or(q,h)=(2,3). When h > 1, Cp is distance-optimal if r >y " 1LMJ;

ql
1). Cp is self-orthogonal if (q,r) ¢ {(2,1),(2,2), (3,1)};
5). Cp is minimal if ¢ "1 > h.

Proof. The length of Cp is n = |D| = ¢ — hq" + h — 1 since (0; * Fgr) N (8 % Fyr) = {0} due to
0;/0; ¢ Fgr for any 1 <4 < j < h. For a € Fym, the Hamming weight wt(c,) of the codeword ¢,
in Cp is n — N,, where N, = |[{z € Fgm\Qs : Trd" (az) = 0}|. Using the orthogonal property of
nontrivial additive characters leads to

Na:l Z Z uTrq

$EF m \Qg UE]Fq

h
:_Z Z uTrq Z Z XuTrq (az)))+h—1

ue]Fq z€F gm 1=1 x€0;*F ;r

Z Z Z uTrq (ab;x))) + h—1,

1=1 u€lFq x€Fr

which leads to

wt(ey) = (¢g—1)¢™ " —hq" + - Z Z Z uTrq (ab;x)).

1=1 u€lq z€F yr
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Note that

1 m T i q;” -
- Z Z x(uTr? (abz)) = 9 T Tf Trqm(aH) 9
q ? r if vl (af) #0

uequ $6qu q ’

holds for any ¢ € Fym. Thus, for a € Fyn, one can conclude tha wt(c,) takes value from

{la=D¢"  (a=D)@@" = (=@ = hg")}

and wt(c,) = (¢ — 1)(¢™* — hg"™1) if and only if Trg:n(aé?i) # 0 for any 1 < i < h. Thus, Cp is
at most (h + 1)-weight.

Since O3 # (), we have d = (¢ — 1)(¢"™ ' — hg"™!) > 0 due to ¢ > h. This implies that
the dimension of Cp is m. According to the Griesmer bound, we have

m—1 m—r

—1)( — hq" ! hig—1
(q q )1:qm—hqr+h—1—ZL(qi )J.
=0 q =1 q

It can be readily verified that n — g(m,d) = 0 if and only if h = 1 and n — g(m,d) = 1 if and
only if h =2 or (¢,h) = (2,3). When h > 1, we have

m—1 m— . m—1 .
g(m,d+1):2[(q_1)(q lqi—hq 1)+11=n+r—2Lh(q_12§ 1_1J.
=0 i

Therefore, Cp is distance-optimal if 7 > >/ L%’w]
Then the proof is completed due to Lemmas [3, @] and [l O

Remark 5. The condition O3 # () always holds for h < q" since |O3] > ¢™ — h¢™ ™" > 0 due
to the fact that |{a € Fym : Trg;n(aei) = 0} = ¢™ " for any 0; # 0. Moreover, similar to the
discussion in Remark[3, we conclude that there must exist 0;’s such that |©3] > 0 for h < g™ "
since 0;/0; ¢ Ty for any 1 < i < j < h. In addition, assume that 0;’s are linearly independent
over For for 1 <1 < h which implies h < m/r, then by the property of trace functions, for any
(v1,-++ ,vp) € Fl, we have [{z € Fgm : Trg:n(xé?i) = —v; forall 1 < i < h}| = ¢™ " which
indicates that |03| = (¢" — 1)"¢™ " > 0.

Example 9. Let ¢ = 2, m = 12, r =3, 0, = 1, 6 = o, 03 = o® and 04, = o>, where o
is a primitive element of Fom. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [4067,12,2032] binary
linear code with the weight enumerator 1 + 240122032 4 137222036 | 29422040 4 98,2044 " yypich
is consistent with our result in Theorem [8. This code is distance-optimal due to the Griesmer
bound and it is also self-orthogonal and minimal.

The Griesmer code Cp in Theorem [§ for h = 1 has the same parameters and weight distri-
bution as the one in Theorem Bl In the following, we determine the weight distribution of Cp
in Theorem [ for h = 2.
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Theorem 9. Let Cp be defined by () and Q) with h = 2 and g™ " > 2. Then Cp is a 3-weight
[q™ —2¢" +1,m, (q — 1)(¢™ = 2¢"1)] linear code with the following weight distribution:

wez’ght w Multiplicity Ay
1

(q_l)qm 1 qu2r_1

(¢—1)

(qm 1 _ 2q ) qm _ 2qm—7" + qm—Zr
(q _ 1)(qm 1 _ 7" 1) Q(qm—r _ qm—Zr)

Moreover, Cp is a near Griesmer code and it is distance-optimal if r + L%J > 1.

Proof. According to the proof of Theorem [§ one can get the parameters of C'p and claim that
the weight of ¢, € Cp for a € Fym is

wy = (g = 1)g" ™, if TrZ, (afy) = 0 and Tv%, (afs) = 0,
wi(ea) = § wa = (g = (g™ =2¢" 1), if Trfy' (afh) # 0 and Tej (af) 0,  (11)
ws == (¢ —1)(¢"™ ' —¢"1), otherwise.

By Lemmall, 65/60; ¢ F, and (1), one obtains
14+ Ay, ={z € Fgn : Trgln(x) =0 and Trgin(xé?g/é?l) =0}
:q—lr\{m € Fyn : TY2 (02/01 (27 — ) = 0}]
(o € g s T (62161 — (62/60)7 ) = O}
g

Then, the weight distribution of Cp follows from the first two Pless Power Moments. Cp is a
near Griesmer code due to Theorem 8 By the Griesmer bound, we have

m—1
(q—l)(qm’l—Qq"’l)—i—l gt —2¢" +r+1, if g=2,
g(m,d+1) ;0 [ 7 1 m_ 9" 41, ifg> 2

and then Cp is distance-optimal if r + L%J > 1. This completes the proof. O

Example 10. Let ¢ =2, m =6, r = 2, 1 = 1 and 03 = «, where « is a primitive element
of Fgm. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [57,6,28] binary linear code with the weight
enumerator 1 + 36228 + 24230 4 3232 which is consistent with our result in Theorem [ This

code is distance-optimal due to [13].

Example 11. Let ¢ =3, m =4, r =2, 01 = 1 and 02 = a, where « is a primitive element of
Fym. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [64,4,42] linear code with the weight enumerator
146422416248, which is consistent with our result in Theorem[d. This code is distance-optimal

due to [13)].
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The weight distribution of Cp in Theorem [ can be determined for h = 3 as follow.

Theorem 10. Let Cp be defined by ([I) and ([I0) with h = 3 and ¢ " > 3. Then Cp is a
[q™ —3¢" +2,m,(q — 1)(¢™ = 3¢"1)] linear code with the following weight distribution

weight w Multiplicity Ay
1
(q g™ g =1
(¢—=D(g" " =2¢""") 3¢"*(¢" - 1)
(q—=D(g™ " =3¢""") g™ —=3¢" " +24™*

M € Fyr, and for M F,r, its weight distribution is given by
92/91 (92/91)(1 a 92/91 (92/91 ‘1 q

wez’ght w Multiplicity Ay
1
q—1)q ¢ —1

2qr 1) 3qur _ 6qm72r + 3qm73r

q-— 1)( 3qr 1) qm _ 3qm77’ + 3qm72r _ qm73r
Moreover, Cp is a near Griesmer code when q = 2, and it is distance-optimal if r > 1 (resp.
r > 2) when g =2, 3 (resp. ¢ > 3).

( )q"

(¢ — 1)(q ¢ 3(¢" D¢
(¢ —1)(g™

(

Proof. According to the proof of Theorem [§], one can obtain the parameters of Cp and conclude
that Cp has the following four possible nonzero weights: wy = (¢ —1)¢g™ !, we = (g —1)(¢"™ !
¢, wg = (g — 1) (g™ ! —2¢" 1) and wy = (¢ — 1)(¢™ ! — 3¢"~1). Further, one can also have
that wt(c,) = wy if and only if Trg:n (aby) = TrZT(aGQ) = Trg:n (af3) = 0 and wt(c,) = wy if and
only if exactly one value in the set

{Tx? (aby), Tv8 (o), Trly (ab3)}

is not equal to 0.
Similar to the calculation of A,,, in Theorem [, for h = 3, one can derive

m—2r __ 03/01— (93/‘91)
Ay, :{ ’ L5 6.0y € Fars

g™ 3" — 1, otherwise
by using the same manner.
Next, we calculate A, for h = 3. Assume that {4, j, k} = {1,2,3}. Since 0/0;, 0;/6; ¢ Fyr,
then by employing the same technique, we have
H{z € Fgm : Trg;n (z6;) =0 and Trqm(xﬂ') =0 and Trg;n(xﬂk) # 0}
0r/0; — (0x/0
0= OO0 (o ay) o)

0;/0; — (05/0; )

Ok /05— 0k /0:)7"
_ 07 lf Gk/tgl (Gk/tg )qr S Fq s
(¢" — 1)¢g™ 3", otherwise

1 m
:WH:U S qu : TIIZT (
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which implies that

02/601—(02/61)

4 0, if M eF,r,
v 3(¢" — 1)¢™ 3", otherwise

02/01—(02/61)7" 9" 93/01—(03/01)7 03/02—(05/02)7"
simultaneously due to 0; € Fyr if and only if do € Fyr. Note that §; # 0 and d2 # 0 since

0;/0; ¢ Fgr for any 1 < i < j < 3. It can be readily verified that d2(03/61 — (02/61)61) = 1.
If 6; € Fyr, we have (%)‘f - % = (03/601)7 — 03/01 — ((2/61)7 — 02/61)01 = 0 which implies
dy € Fyr. Similarly we have 6; € Fyr if 63 € Fyr. Then, the values of A, and A, follow from
the first two Pless Power Moments.

By Theorem ], Cp is a near Griesmer code when ¢ = 2. A straightforward calculation gives

m—1
(=)™ "' =3¢"H+1 q" =3¢ +r+1, ifg=2or3,
d+1)= E : =
g(m,d+1) z:o[ q 1 qm—3q" +, if ¢ > 3.

Thus, when ¢ = 2 or ¢ = 3, Cp is distance-optimal if » > 1 and when ¢ > 3 it is distance-optimal
if » > 2. This completes the proof. O

Example 12. Let =2, m=6,r =2, 01, =1, 0o =« and 03 = 1 + «, where « is a primitive
element of Fgm. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [54,6,26] binary linear code with the
weight enumerator 1 + 24226 4 36228 4 3232, which is consistent with our result in Theorem I
This code is a near Griesmer code and it is distance-optimal due to [13].

Example 13. Let =3, m =8, r =2, §; = 1, 05 = a and 05 = o?, where « is a primitive
element of Fgm. Magma experiments show that Cp is a (6536, 8,4356] linear code with the weight
enumerator 1 + 460824356 1 172824362 1 21624368 4 824374 which is consistent with our result in
Theorem [I0. This code is distance-optimal due to the Griesmer bound.

6 The fourth family of optimal linear codes
In this section, we study the linear codes Cp of the form (2] with the defining set
D ={(z,y):x € Fgm\Fyr,y € Fqk\Fqs}, (12)

where m, k, r < m, s < k are positive integers satisfying r|m, s|k.

Theorem 11. Let Cp be defined by @) and [2). If m+s>k+r and g™ " > g "5k 11,
then

1). Cpis a [(¢" = q")(¢" — ¢*),m+k, (g — 1)(g™ 1 — g™t~ — "+ =1)] linear code;

2). Cp is 4-weight with the following weight distribution.:
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weight w

Multiplicity Ay

0 1

(g = 1)(gmht — g e

(g = 1)(m =gt T

(q — 1)(gmHh—1 — gmts—1 _ ghtr=1) (¢"=* — 1)(g™ " — 1)
(q 1)(qm+k 1 qm+s—1 _ qk-i-r—l + qr—l—s—l) qm+k . qm-l—k—r—s

3). Cp is distance-optimal if k+r > q" % (resp. 1+k+7r> ¢ °) when m+s=Fk+r and q # 2
(resp. m+s#k+r orq=2);

4). Cp is self-orthogonal if (q,r + s) ¢ {(2,1), (2,
5). Cp is minimal if ¢k > gmrstl g gkt

2)7 (37 1)}7

Proof. Tt is obvious that the length of Cp is n = |D| = (¢™ — ¢")(¢* — ¢*). For (a,b) # (0,0),
the Hamming weight wt(c,p) of the codeword ¢, in Cp is n — Ny, where Ny = [{(z,y) €
(Fgm\Fgr) X (F\Fgs) : Trd" (az) + Trgk (by) = 0}]. Using the orthogonal property of nontrivial
additive characters gives

Nop = E Z Z Z Trq (ax) + Trq (by)))
q 2€F gm\Fr y€F k\IE‘ s u€lfy
= = Z S Xl (az)) Y x(uTed (by))

UE]Fq z€F m\F r yGFqk \Fqs

which can be further expressed as

m k m k
Nap == > (Y x@Tr{"(az)) > x(uTed (by) — Y x(uTrd (az)) Y x(uTrd (by))
1 u€lFy xeF m yquk z€F m yEFys
k m k
= Y T (@) S x@TL 0y + 3 x T (az) 3w (by))).
z€F gr ye]Fqk z€F 4r yEF s
Note that 1
m k —
=Y > x(wTri(ax)) Y x(uTrg (by)) = ¢!
q u€Fq 2€Fym yeF 1
holds for (a,b) # (0,0). Then, it can be readily verified that
g — g — gl g g, ifa=0,b#0, Tid (b) =0,
N ) g e a0, b= 0, T (a) =0,
,b - m
’ gl sl gl s ifa 0, b£0, Tl (o) = Tede (b) = 0,
qurkfl _ qursfl _ qurrfl 4 qr+371’ otherwise.
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Consequently, for (a,b) # (0,0), wt(cqyp) is equal to

wy = (g — 1) (g™ — gt ifa=0, b0, Tl (b) =0,

wy = (g — 1) (g™t — g, ifa#0, b=0, % (a) =0,

ws = (q — 1)(gmHr1 — gmts—L _ ghtr=1) ifa#0, b#0, Trg;n(a) = Trg]: (b) =0,
wy = (g — 1)(gm Rt — gmtsTl — gl 4 gris=hy - otherwise.

Observe that d = w3 = (¢ — 1)g**" (g™ — g™ "% — 1) > 0 since ¢ > ¢™ "% + 1.
This shows that the dimension of Cp is equal to m + k. According to the balanced property
of trace functions, we have A,,, = g —1, A, =q¢™ " —1and Ay, = (qk*s —1)(g™ " —1),
which leads to Ay, = ¢"* — g™t due to Ay, + Awy + Aws + Aw, = ¢"HF — 1.

By using the Griesmer bound, one can obtain

qm—l—k_qm—l—s_qk—kr_'_l, ifm—}—s;ék—{—r,
gtk — gmts — gkt ifm4+s=k+r

g(m—i—k,d):{

and

gt —gmts — T L k4 ifm+s=k+randq#2,

m4+k,d+1)= .
9 ) { gtk —gmts P L k4 + 1, otherwise.

Thus, when m +s = k +r and ¢ # 2, Cp is distance-optimal if k +r > ¢"**; and when
m+s#k+rorq=2,Cp is distance-optimal if 1 + k + 7 > ¢" 5.

To prove the self-orthogonality of Cp, define Dy = Fym X For, Dy = Fym X Fys, D3 =
Fgr x Fyr and Dy = Fyr x Fys. Let Cp,, Cp,, Cp, and Cp, be defined by @), then similar to
the proof of Lemma 3 the linear codes Cp,, Cp,, Cp, and Cp, are self-orthogonal if (¢, + s) ¢
{(2,1),(2,2),(3,1)}. Note that Dy = D U (D2\Dy) U (D3\D4) U Dy. Thus, by Lemma @] one
can conclude that Cp is self-orthogonal if (¢, 7+ s) ¢ {(2,1),(2,2),(3,1)}.

The minimality of Cp can be easily verified by Lemma Bl This completes the proof. O

Remark 6. Note that Cp in Theorem [I1l is reduced to a 3-weight linear code if m + s =k + r.

Example 14. Let =2, m =4, k=3 and r = s = 1. Magma experiments show that Cp is a
[84,7,40] binary linear code with the weight enumerator 1 + 21240 + 96242 4 7248 4 325 which
is consistent with our result in Theorem [I1l. This code is distance-optimal due to [13].

Example 15. Let =2, m =4, k=4 and r = s = 1. Magma experiments show that Cp is a
[196,8,96] binary linear code with the weight enumerator 1 + 4929 + 19229 4 142112 which is
consistent with our result in Theorem [I1. This code is distance-optimal due to [13)].

Specially, if one takes r = s = 0 and defines F o = {0}, then good codes can also be obtained
as in Theorem [[Il The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1] and we omit it here.
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Theorem 12. Let m, k be positive integers with k < m and ¢™ > ¢™ ¥+ 1. Let Cp be defined
by @) and D = {(v,y): 2 € Fym,y € sz} Then

1).Cpisalgmh —qgm —¢" +1,m+k, (qg—1)(gmF1 — g1 — ¢F=1)] linear code;

2). Cp 1is 3-weight with the following weight distribution:

weight w Multiplicity Ay

0 1

(¢ —1)(g™F 1 =" ¢" -1

(¢ — 1) (gmtFt —gm ) " -1

(q _ 1)(qm+k71 _ qul _ qkfl) qurk _ qm _ qk 41

3). Cp is a Griesmer code when m # k and it is a near Griesmer code (also distance-optimal if
m+ L%J > 1) when m = k;

4). Cp is self-orthogonal if (¢, k) ¢ {(2,1),(2,2),(3,1)};

5). Cp is minimal if g™ % > g™+l 4 gk,

Remark 7. The linear code Cp in Theorem 14 is reduced to a 2-weight linear code when m = k
and the Griesmer code in Theorem [12 has the same parameters with the Solomon and Stiffler

code in the nonprojective case.

Example 16. Let ¢ = 2, m = 5, k = 4. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [465,9,232]
binary linear code with the weight enumerator 14 4652232 + 312240 4+ 152248 which is consistent
with our result in Theorem [I2. This code is a Griesmer code.

Example 17. Let ¢ = 2, m = 4, k = 4. Magma experiments show that Cp is a [225,8,112]
binary linear code with the weight enumerator 14 2252112 + 302120 which is consistent with our
result in Theorem[IQ. This code is a near Griesmer code and it is distance-optimal due to [13].

Remark 8. It is known that equivalent codes have the same parameters and weight distribution,
but the converse is not necessarily true, so it is normally difficult to discuss the equivalence of
codes. In 2020, several infinite families of optimal binary linear codes of the form Cp = {¢c, =
(a-2)pep : a € FY'} were presented in [18], where P =FJ"\ A and A is a simplicial complex in
F5'. Firstly, our results in this paper holds for a prime power q, thus our codes are new when
q > 2. Secondly, for ¢q = 2 and m = 4,5, when A runs through all simplicial complexes in
IF% and IFS, computer experiments show that linear codes with new parameters can be produced
in Sections [J] and [A by comparing with all the linear codes Cp obtained in [18]. Our codes in
Section [3 have the same parameters as those in [18] and it should be noted that whether the set
0 = U?:ngn in Section[3 is a simplicial complex in F5' depends on the selected basis of Fom
over Fy. For q = 2 and the linear codes in Section [ll, the parameters of our codes in Theorem
1 are the same with the codes in [18, Theorem V.2(iii)] and the parameters of our codes in
Theorem [12 are different from those of [18, Theorem V.2].
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7 Conclusions

The construction of optimal linear codes is a hard problem. In this paper, we constructed
four families of linear codes over finite fields via the defining set approach, which can produce
infinite families of optimal linear codes, including infinite families of (near) Griesmer codes.
Using the Griesmer bound, we characterized the optimality of these four families of linear codes
with an explicit computable criterion and obtained infinite families of distance-optimal linear
codes. Moreover, we obtained several classes of distance-optimal linear codes with few weights
and completely determined their weight distributions. In addition, we investigated the self-
orthogonality and minimality of these linear codes and it is shown that most of them are either
self-orthogonal or minimal.
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