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New families of quantum stabilizer codes from

Hermitian self-orthogonal algebraic geometry codes
Lin Sok

Abstract—There has been a lot of effort to construct good
quantum codes from the classical error correcting codes. Con-
structing new quantum codes, using Hermitian self-orthogonal
codes, seems to be a difficult problem in general. In this paper,
Hermitian self-orthogonal codes are studied from algebraic
function fields. Sufficient conditions for the Hermitian self-
orthogonality of an algebraic geometry code are presented. New
Hermitian self-orthogonal codes are constructed from projective
lines, elliptic curves, hyper-elliptic curves, Hermitian curves, and
Artin-Schreier curves. In addition, over the projective lines, we
construct new families of MDS quantum codes with parameters
[[N,N − 2K,K + 1]]q under the following conditions: i) N =
t(q−1)+1 or t(q−1)+2 with t|(q+1) and K = ⌊ t(q−1)+1

2t
⌋+1;

ii) (n − 1)|(q2 − 1), N = n or N = n + 1, K0 = ⌊n+q−1
q+1

⌋, and

K ≥ K0+1; iii) N = tq+1, ∀ 1 ≤ t ≤ q and K = ⌊ tq+q−1
q+1

⌋+1;

iv) n|(q2−1), n2 = n

gcd(n,q+1)
, ∀ 1 ≤ t ≤ q−1

n2
−1, N = (t+1)n+2

and K = ⌊ (t+1)n+1+q−1
q+1

⌋+ 1.

Keywords: MDS code, self-orthogonal code, algebraic

curve, algebraic geometry code, quantum code

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum information and quantum computation are one of

the hot research topics. Quantum codes have been of great

interest to many researchers after the earliest work [6] followed

by [1], [20]. In [1], [20], they introduced some method to

derive non-binary quantum codes from the classical error

correcting codes. More specifically, their constructions use

some properties of Euclidean, Hermitian, and symplectic self-

orthogonality. There are two well-known types of construction

of quantum codes from the classical ones: the CSS construc-

tion which employs Euclidean self-orthogonality, and the other

one which uses Hermitian self-orthogonality.

Algebraic geometry codes were discovered in 1980 by

Goppa. Goppa showed in his paper [13] how to construct linear

codes from algebraic curves over a finite field. The parameters

of an algebraic geometry code can be computed via the

degree of the divisors associated to the code. It is well known

that algebraic geometry (AG) codes have asymptotically good

parameters, and it was the first time that linear codes improved

the so-called Gilbert-Vasharmov bound. Algebraic geometry

codes are one of the good candidates for constructing self-

orthogonal codes with respect to both Euclidean and Hermitian

inner products. Euclidean self-orthogonal AG codes were stud-

ied by Stichtenoth [25] and Driencourt et al. [7], where they
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determined the Euclidean dual and also characterized such

codes. To the best of our knowledge, there is no formula to

calculate the Hermitian dual of an AG code as in the Euclidean

case, and thus constructing Hermitian self-orthogonal AG

codes is a difficult problem in general.

Quantum MDS codes form an optimal family of quantum

codes. It is very well known that any q-ary quantum stabilizer

code, derived from an MDS q-ary linear code, is again an MDS

code. It should be noted that the length of a q-ary quantum

stabilizer code can not exceed q2 + 1 if the classical MDS

conjecture holds, and thus q-ary quantum stabilizer codes

can exist in very restricted conditions on their lengths and

their dimensions. Reed-Solomon codes are a class of MDS

linear codes, and most of the known MDS quantum stabilizer

codes were constructed, using these codes. Constructing q-

ary (MDS) quantum stabilizer codes from Hermitian self-

orthogonal codes has been a challenge problem in the literature

since the methods, developed for Euclidean case, may not

work anymore. The fact is that in the Hermitian inner product,

one has to consider the q-th power in the summand. To

construct new MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal codes over

Fq2 from the generalized Reed-Solomon codes, the authors

[17] considered a system of homogenous equations over Fq2

with some restricted solutions in Fq and found some suitable

evaluation points.

The problem of constructing quantum MDS codes with

length n ≤ q + 1 was completely solved in [10], [11]. Other

known families of q-ary MDS quantum stabilizer codes with

parameters [[n, n− 2d+ 2, d]] can be summarized in Table I.

In this work, we provide sufficient conditions for an AG

code to be Hermitian self-orthogonal. The critical problem in

our sufficient conditions is to choose some sets of evaluation

points with some desired properties. Such sets can be obtained

from some special subsets of Fq2 as well as from some mul-

tiplicative subgroups of F∗
q2 and their cosets. We explore, via

such sets, the construction of MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal

codes from projective lines, and then the non-MDS codes from

other algebraic curves. Over the projective lines, we present a

method for embedding an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal AG

code of dimension k into an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal

code of dimension k + 1. For some special length n such

that (n − 1)|(q2 − 1), we provide a recursive construction

of an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code with dimension

k′ + 1, from an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code of

dimension k′, under the very simple conditions of divisibility

(n − 1)|k′(q + 1) or (n − 1)6 |k′(q + 1) with k′ satisfying

2k′ + q ≤ n. We obtain several new families of both MDS

and non-MDS q-ary quantum codes with good parameters,

for instance, some new q-ary MDS quantum codes over

http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.00769v2
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TABLE I
SOME KNOWN RESULTS

1) n = q2 + 1 and d = q + 1 (see [21])

2) n = q2 + 1 and d ≤ q + 1 for even q and odd d (see [14])

3) n = q2 + 1 and d ≤ q + 1 for q ≡ 1 mod 4 and even d (see [19])

4) n = q2 and d ≤ q (see [11] and [21], [18])

5) n = (q2 + 1)/2 and q/2 + 1 < d ≤ q for odd q (see [19])

6) n = q2 − s and q/2 + 1 < d ≤ q − s for 0 ≤ s < q/2− 1,
n = (q2 + 1)/2 − s and q/2 + 1 < d ≤ q − s for 0 ≤ s < q/2− 1
(by 2), 3) and the puncturing rule [12], see also [9]);

7) n = q2 + 1 and d ≤ q − 1 or d = q + 1,
n = r(q − 1) + 1 and d ≤ (q + r + 1)/2 for q ≡ r − 1 mod 2r,
n = (q2 + 2)/3 for 3|(q + 1), d ≤ (2q + 2)/3 (see [17])

8) n = tq, 1 ≤ t ≤ q and 2 ≤ d ≤ ⌊ tq+q−1
q+1

⌋+ 1,

n = t(q + 1) + 2, 1 ≤ t ≤ q − 1 and 2 ≤ d ≤ t + 2, (p, t, d) 6=
(2, q − 1, q) (See [8])

Fq, q = 13, 17, 19, 23, 25, 27, with parameters [[25, 11, 8]]13,

[[33, 15, 10]]17, [[38, 18, 11]]19, [[46, 22, 13]]23, [[49, 23, 14]]25,

[[54, 26, 15]]27 as well as some new codes with param-

eters [[24, 18, 3]]4, [[80, 64, 8]]8, [[95, 89, 3]]5, [[95, 87, 3]]5,

[[95, 83, 4]]5, [[91, 81, 4]]7, [[176, 168, 3]]8, [[369, 361, 3]]9,
where all of these parameters improve those in the database

[5]. Among the families of MDS quantum codes obtained,

one family contains q-ary quantum codes with large minimum

distances d = ⌊ n
2t⌋+2 with t|(q+1), where n = t(q− 1)+1

or n = t(q − 1) + 2 is the code length. Our quantum codes,

constructed from elliptic curves, improve the code lengths

from q+⌊√2q⌋−5 [17] to q2+2q. From hyper-elliptic curves,

we obtain a family of codes with intermediate lengths which

are new compared to [15]. Our codes from Artin-Schreier

curves are relatively new since they have not been considered

elsewhere in the literature.

We summarize the contribution of our work in Theorem 1.

Theorem 1. The exsitence of quantum codes is given as

follows.

1) Let q = pm, N = t(q−1)+1 with t|(q+1), and k = ⌊N
2t⌋.

Then

a) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters

[[N + 1, N − 2k − 1, k + 2]]q if (N − 1)|k(q + 1);
b) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters

[[N,N − 2k − 1, k + 2]]q if (N − 1)6 |k(q + 1).

2) Let q = pm and 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊N+q−1
q+1 ⌋. Assume that one of

the following condition holds:

i) (N − 1)|(q2 − 1),
ii) N = (t + 1)n + 1, n|(q2 − 1), n2 = n

gcd(n,q+1) ,

1 ≤ t ≤ q−1
n2

− 1,

iii) N = tq, 1 ≤ t ≤ q.

Then

a) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters

[[N,N − 2k, k + 1]]q;

b) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters

[[N + 1, N − 2k − 1, k + 2]]q if k(q + 1) = N − 1;

c) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters

[[N,N−2k, k+2]]q if N −1+ q 6= k(q+1) 6= N −1.

Moreover, for k0 = ⌊n+q−1
q+1 ⌋ and (n− 1)|(q2 − 1), there

exists an MDS quantum code with parameters [[n′, n′ −
2k, k+1]]q, where n′ = n or n′ = n+1 and k ≥ k0+2, if

(n−1)6 |k0(q+1), (n−1)6 |(k0+1)(q+1) and 2k0+q ≤ n.

3) Let q = 2s and 2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ 2n+1+q
q+1 ⌋. Then there exists a

quantum code with parameters [2n, 2n− 2k+ 2, k− 1]q
if Assumption 1 holds.

4) Let q = 2m,m ≥ 2 and 1+q/2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ 2N+2q−1
q+1 ⌋. Then

a) for N = q2, there exists a quantum code with param-

eters [[2N, 2N − 2k + q,≥ k − q + 1]]q;

b) for (N − 1)|(q2− 1), there exists a quantum code with

parameters [[2N, 2N − 2k + q,≥ k − q + 1]]q.

5) Let q = pm ≥ 4 and 1 + q(q − 1)/2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊Nq+q2−1
q+1 ⌋.

Then, there exists a quantum code with parameters

[[Nq,Nq − 2k + q(q − 1),≥ k + 1 − q(q − 1)]]q if one

of the following conditions holds:

i) (N − 1)|(q2 − 1),
ii) N = (t + 1)n + 1, n|(q2 − 1), n2 = n

gcd(n,q+1) ,

1 ≤ t ≤ q−1
n2

− 1,

iii) N = tq, 1 ≤ t ≤ q.

6) Let q = pm ≥ 4 and 1+ (q−1)2

4 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ s+(q−1)2/2+q−1
q+1 ⌋.

Then, there exists a quantum code with parameters [[s, s−
2k + (q−1)2

2 ,≥ k + 1− (q−1)2

2 ]]q .

7) Let q = pm ≥ 4 and t be a positive integer such that

gcd(t, (q + 1))| q+1
2 . Put s = gcd(t(q − 1), (q + 1)(q −

1)) and 1 + (t − 1)(q − 1)/2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ (s+1)q+t(q−1)
q+1 ⌋.

Then, there exists a quantum code with parameters [[(s+
1)q, (s+1)q−2k+(t−1)(q−1),≥ k+1−(t−1)(q−1)]]q
if one of the following condition holds

i) q being odd and t being any positive integer;

ii) q being even and t being an odd positive integer.

The paper is organized as follows: Section II gives prelim-

inaries and background on algebraic geometry codes. Section

III provides sufficient conditions for a special AG code to be

Hermitian self-orthogonal and gives construction methods for

such codes. Hermitian self-orthogonal codes are constructed

from projective lines, elliptic curves, hyper-elliptic curves,

Hermitian curves, and Artin-Schreier curves. We give an

application to construct quantum stabilizer codes in Section

IV.

II. PRELIMINARIES

The finite field with q elements is denoted by Fq. We write

parameters [n, k, d]q for a linear code over Fq of length n,

dimension k, and minimum distance d. For an [n, k, d]q linear

code, the Singleton bound gives the constraint among the code

parameters as follows:

d ≤ n− k + 1.

A code meeting the above bound is called Maximum Distance

Separable (MDS). A code is called almost MDS if its mini-

mum distance is one unit less than the MDS case. A code is
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called optimal if it has the highest possible minimum distance

for its length and dimension.

The Euclidean (resp. Hermitian) inner product of x =
(x1, . . . , xn) and y = (y1, . . . , yn) in F

n
q (resp. in F

n
q2 ) is

defined by

< x,y >E=

n∑

i=1

xiyi (resp. < x,y >H=

n∑

i=1

xiy
q
i ).

The Euclidean (resp. Hermitian) dual of C, denoted by C⊥

(resp. C⊥H ), is the set of vectors orthogonal to every codeword

of C under the Euclidean (resp. Hermitian) inner product.

A linear code C is called Euclidean (resp. Hermitian) self-

orthogonal if C ⊆ C⊥ (resp. C ⊆ C⊥H ). For x =
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ F

n
q , we write x

q := (xq
1, . . . , x

q
n), and denote

Cq := {cq|c ∈ C}. Then it is easy to see that

C⊥H = (Cq)⊥ =
(
C⊥
)q

. (1)

For a linear code C ⊆ F
n
q and a = (a1, . . . , an) ∈ (F∗

q)
n, we

define

a · C := {a · c|c ∈ C}, (2)

where a · c = (a1c1, . . . , ancn). It can be easily checked that

a·C is a linear code if and only if C is a linear code. Moreover,

the codes C and a · C have the same dimension, minimum

Hamming distance, and weight distribution.

We refer to Stichtenoth [26] for undefined terms related to

algebraic function fields.

Let X be a smooth projective curve of genus g over Fq.
The field of rational functions of X is denoted by Fq(X ).
Function fields of algebraic curves over a finite field can

be characterized as finite separable extensions of Fq(x). We

identify points on the curve X with places of the function field

Fq(X ). A point on X is called rational if all of its coordinates

belong to Fq. Rational points can be identified with places of

degree one. We denote the set of Fq-rational points of X by

X (Fq).
A divisor G on the curve X is a formal sum

∑

P∈X

nPP

with only finitely many non-zeros nP ∈ Z. The support of

G is defined as supp(G) := {P |nP 6= 0}. The degree of G
is defined by deg(G) :=

∑

P∈X

nP deg(P ). For two divisors

G =
∑

P∈X

nPP and H =
∑

P∈X

mPP , we say that G ≤ H if

nP ≤ mP for all places P ∈ X .

For a nonzero rational function f on the curve X , we define

the principal divisor of f as

(f) :=
∑

P∈X

vP (f)P,

where vP denotes the discrete valuation map [26, Definition

1.1.9].

If Z(f) (resp. N(f)) denotes the set of zeros (resp. poles) of

f , we define the zero divisor and pole divisor of f , respectively

by

(f)0 :=
∑

P∈Z(f)

vP (f)P,

(f)∞ :=
∑

P∈N(f)

−vP (f)P.

Then, (f) = (f)0 − (f)∞, and it is well known that the

principal divisor (f) has degree 0.
For a divisor G on the curve X , we define

L(G) := {f ∈ Fq(X )\{0}|(f) +G ≥ 0} ∪ {0},

and

Ω(G) := {ω ∈ Ω\{0}|(ω)−G ≥ 0} ∪ {0},

where Ω := {fdx|f ∈ Fq(X )}, the set of differential forms

on X . It is well known that, for a differential form ω on X ,

there exists a unique a rational function f on X such that

ω = fdt,

where t is a local uniformizing parameter. In this case, we

define the divisor associated to ω by

(ω) =
∑

P∈X

vP (ω)P,

where vP (ω) := vP (f).
For n pairwise distinct rational points P1, . . . , Pn on X

and for two disjoint divisors D = P1 + · · · + Pn and G,

the algebraic geometry code CL(D,G) and the differential

algebraic geometry code CΩ(D,G) are defined as the images

of the linear maps

evL : L(G) −→ F
n
q , f 7→ (f(P1), . . . , f(Pn)),

evΩ : Ω(G−D) −→ F
n
q , ω 7→ (ResP1(ω), . . . ,ResPn

(ω)),

respectively, where ResP (ω) denotes the residue of ω at point

P.
The parameters of an algebraic geometry code CL(D,G)

are given as follows.

Theorem 2. [26, Corollary 2.2.3] Assume that 2g − 2 <
deg(G) < n. Then, the code CL(D,G) has dimension and

minimum distance satisfying

k = deg(G) − g + 1 and d ≥ n− deg(G). (3)

For a = (α1, . . . , αn),v = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ F
n
q such that

α1, . . . , αn are all distinct, and v1, . . . , vn are all nonzeros, it is

well known that the generalized Reed-Solomon code, defined

by

GRSk(a,v) := {(v1f(α1), . . . , vnf(αn))| f(x) ∈ Fq(x),
deg f ≤ k − 1},

is an MDS code. Furthermore, it is shown in [26,

Proposition 2.3.3], that any algebraic geometry code

CL(D,G) with deg(G) = k − 1 is equal to the generalized

Reed-Solomon code GRSk(a,v) defined above. Moreover,

their parameters are related as follows. For all 1 ≤ i ≤ n,







αi = x(Pi),

vi = u(Pi) for some u(x) ∈ Fq(x) satisfying

(u) = (k − 1)P∞ −G.

For 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 1, the vectors

(uxj(P1), . . . , ux
j(Pn)) = (v1α

j
1, . . . , vnα

j
n)
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constitute a basis of CL(D,G), and thus a generator matrix

of CL(D,G) can be expressed as










v1 v2 . . . vn
v1α1 v2α2 · · · vnαn

...
... · · ·

...

v1α
k−2
1 v2α

k−2
2 · · · vnα

k−2
n

v1α
k−1
1 v2α

k−1
2 · · · vnα

k−1
n










.

The dual of the algebraic geometry code CL(D,G) can be

described [26, Theorem 2.2.8] as follows.

Lemma 1. With the above notation, the Euclidean dual of

CL(D,G) is CΩ(D,G).

Moreover, the differential code CΩ(D,G) is determined in

[26, Proposition 2.2.10] as follows.

Lemma 2. With the above notation, CΩ(D,G) = e ·
CL(D,D − G + (ω)) for some differential function ω
satisfying vPi

(ω) = −1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and e =
(ResPi

(ω), . . . ,ResPn
(ω)).

The Euclidean self-orthogonality of an algebraic geometry

code can be characterized as follows.

Lemma 3. [26, Corollary 2.2.11] With the above notation,

assume that there exists a differential form ω satisfying

1) vPi
(ω) = −1, 1 ≤ i ≤ n and

2) ResPi
(ω) = a2i , 1 ≤ i ≤ n, for some ai ∈ F

∗
q .

If 2G ≤ D + (ω), then there exists a divisor G′ such that

CL(D,G) is equivalent to CL(D,G′), and CL(D,G′) is

Euclidean self-orthogonal.

III. CONSTRUCTION OF HERMITIAN SELF-ORTHOGONAL

CODES

In the sequel, for two divisors D = P1 + · · · + Pn and G
such that supp(D) ∩ supp(G) = ∅, we denote

Lq(D,G) := {f ∈ Fq2(X )\{0}| f(Pi) ∈ Fq for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
(f) +G ≥ 0} ∪ {0}.

(4)

For v = (v1, . . . , vn) with vi ∈ F
∗
q2 , define the following

algebraic geometry codes

CLq
(D,G) := {(f(P1), . . . , f(Pn)|f ∈ Lq(D,G)}, (5)

and

CLq
(D,G;v) := {(v1f(P1), . . . , vnf(Pn))|f ∈ Lq(D,G)}.

(6)

We now give sufficient conditions for an algebraic geometry

CLq
(D,G;v) to be Hermitian self-orthogonal.

Theorem 3. Let X be a smooth projective curve with genus g.

Let D = P1+ · · ·+Pn and G = (k−1)P∞ be two divisors, ω
be a Weil differential form such that H = D−G+(ω) and v =
(v1, . . . , vn) with vi ∈ F

∗
q2 . Then the code CLq

(D,G;v) is

Hermitian self-orthogonal over Fq2 if the following conditions

hold

1) vPi
(ω) = −1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

2) G ≤ H ,

3) ResPi
(ω) = vq+1

i for 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

4) g + 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊n+q+2g−1
q+1 ⌋.

Proof. Let c = (v1f(P1), . . . , vnf(Pn)) ∈ CLq
(D,G;v)

with f ∈ Lq(D, (k − 1)P∞). Then we have the following

equivalences:

c = (v1f(P1), . . . , vnf(Pn)) ∈ CLq
(D,G;v)⊥H

⇐⇒ (vq1f
q(P1), . . . , v

q
nf

q(Pn)) ∈ CLq
(D,G;v)⊥

⇐⇒ (vq1f
q(P1), . . . , v

q
nf

q(Pn)) ∈
(

ResP (ω)
v

)

· CLq
(D,H)

⇐⇒ (v1f(P1), . . . , vnf(Pn)) ∈
(

ResP (ω)
v
q+1

)

· CLq
(D,H ;v),

(7)

where
ResP (ω)
v
q+1 = (

ResP1 (ω)

vq+1
1

, . . . ,
ResPn (ω)

vq+1
n

). The first equiva-

lence holds due to (1), the second one is due to Lemma 2,

and the last one is by definition (2) and from the fact that

f ∈ Lq(D,G). Then f has all poles of degree at most k − 1,

and it thus has at most k−1 zeros, which means that the degree

of f is upper bounded by k−1. From the second equivalence,

we have that f q has degree at most n+ 2g − k − 1, and thus

it is sufficient to take (k − 1)q ≤ n + 2g − k − 1, that is,

k ≤ ⌊n+q+2g−1
q+1 ⌋. By combining the above equivalences (7)

with points 1) and 2), we get the result as claimed.

The following lemma is useful for embedding a Hermitian

self-orthogonal code constructed from projective lines.

Lemma 4. Assume that G = (k − 1)P∞, 1 ≤ k(q + 1) ≤
n+ q − 1 and ResPi

(ω) = vq+1
i for some β ∈ F

∗
q2 for

1 ≤ i ≤ n. Then an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code

CL(D,G;v) with parameters [n, k]q2 can be embedded into

an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [n′, k + 1]q2 code, where

n′ is determined by:

n′ =

{

n+ 1 if k(q + 1) = n− 1,

n if n− 1 + q 6= k(q + 1) 6= n− 1.

Proof. Let CL(D,G;v) be an MDS Hermitian q2-ary self-

orthogonal [n, k]q2 code with its generator matrix

G =








v1 v2 . . . vn
v1α1 v2α2 · · · vnαn

...
... · · ·

...

v1α
k−1
1 v2α

k−1
2 · · · vnα

k−1
n








.

Consider the code C̄L(D,G;v) with generator matrix

Ḡ =










v1 v2 . . . vn 0
v1α1 v2α2 · · · vnαn 0

...
... · · ·

... 0

v1α
k−1
1 v2α

k−1
2 · · · vnα

k−1
n 0

v1α
k
1 v2α

k
2 · · · vnα

k
n α










=










ḡ1
ḡ2
...

ḡk
ḡk+1










,

(8)

for some α ∈ Fq2 such that αq+1 = −1.

Since CL(D,G;v) is Hermitian self-orthogonal, vq+1 =
(vq+1

1 , . . . , vq+1
n ) is a solution to the following system of

equations:

M(q+1)(k−1)x
q+1⊤

= (0, . . . , 0)⊤, (9)
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where Mi :=








1 1 · · · 1
α1 α2 · · · αn

...
... · · ·

...

αi
1 αi

2 · · · αi
n








.

Now consider the extended system of (9) with (q + 1)
additional equations as follows:

M(q+1)kx
q+1⊤

= (0, . . . , 0, 0, . . . , 0
︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

, 1)⊤. (10)

It follows that there exists a Hermitian self-orthogonal code

with parameters [n + 1, k + 1]q2 if the system of equations,

defined by (10), has a solution. Note that the largest positive

integer k′, with k′(q + 1) ≤ n+ q − 1 such that Mn is the

Vandermonde matrix, satisfies n = k′(q + 1) + 1.

If k(q + 1) 6= n − 1, then the matrix M(q+1)k is not a

square matrix, and thus the system (10) can only have a trivial

solution for α = 0. In this case, we obtain an MDS Hermitian

self-orthogonal code with parameters [n, k + 1, n− k]q2 .

If k(q + 1) = n− 1, then the matrix M(q+1)k is invertible.

With vq+1
i = 1

n
∏

j=1,j 6=i

(αi−αj)
for 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have that

v
q+1 is also the (unique) solution to (10) (by Cramer’s rule).

It implies that < ḡi, ḡk+1 >H= 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k + 1. The

subcode C̄L(D,G;v)(k) of C̄L(D,G;v), generated by the

first k rows ḡ1, . . . , ḡk, is a Hermitian self-orthogonal code

with parameters [n + 1, k]q2 . It can be easily checked that

ḡk+1 is not in the subspace spanned by ḡ1, . . . , ḡk. Hence,

the extended code C̄L(D,G;v) is an MDS Hermitian self-

orthogonal code with parameters [n+ 1, k + 1]q2 .

A. Hermitian self-orthogonal codes from projective lines

In this subsection, we consider Hermitian self-orthogonal

codes over Fq2 from the projective lines P
1 = {(α : 1)|α ∈

Fq2} ∪ {(1 : 0)}. There are q2 + 1 distinct points in P
1, and

they give rise to q2 + 1 distinct places of Fq2(P
1).

We now construct families of MDS Hermitian self-

orthogonal codes CL(D,G) by fixing the divisor G. Our con-

structions are done by choosing, as sets of evaluation points,

some special subsets of Fq2 , some multiplicative subgroups

of F
∗
q2 and their cosets. The first construction deals with a

multiplicative subgroup of F∗
q2 of order n− 1, and it is given

as follows.

Construction 1. Let q = pm, (n− 1)|(q2 − 1) and 1 ≤ k ≤
⌊n+q−1

q+1 ⌋. Take U = {α ∈ Fq2 |αn = α} = {α1, . . . , αn} with

αn = 0 and h(x) = xn − x. Set D = (h)0, G = (k − 1)P∞,

ω = dx
h(x) and H = (n − k − 1)P∞. The polynomial h(x)

has n simple roots and vPi
(ω) = −1 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

which gives point 1) of Theorem 3. It should be noted that

for the projective lines, we have g = 0, and thus the condition

k ≤ ⌊n+q−1
q+1 ⌋ implies point 4) of Theorem 3, and it also

implies that G ≤ H , which gives point 2) of Theorem 3.

Moreover, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have h′(αi) = −1 or n− 1
which are elements in F

∗
q , and thus h′(αi) = βq+1

i for some

βi ∈ Fq2 , that is, ResPi
(ω) = 1/(βi)

q+1, which proves point

3) of Theorem 3. Combining the previous four arguments, it

follows that the code CLq
(D,G;v), where v = (v1, . . . , vn)

and vi = 1/βi is Hermitian self-orthogonal over Fq2 . Hence,

there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [n, k]q2 code.

By applying the embedding Lemma 4, it follows that

E1. there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [n+1, k+
1]q2 code if k(q + 1) = n− 1;

E2. there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [n′, k +
1]q2 code if n+ q − 1 6= k(q+1) 6= n−1, where n′ = n
or n′ = n+ 1.

Under the special condition (n − 1)|(q2 − 1), there could

exist an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code with parameters

[n, s]q2 with s strictly greater than k+1. Now, we assume that

such a code exists, and it has the following generator matrix:

G =








v1 v2 . . . vn
v1α1 v2α2 · · · vnαn

...
... · · ·

...

v1α
s−1
1 v2α

s−1
2 · · · vnα

s−1
n








.

We will explore what values can be taken by s. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

set wi = v
q+1
2

i . Let k′ ≤ n
2 , and put G′ = (k′−1)P∞ as well as

H ′ = D−G′+(ω). Since ResPi
(ω) = wi

2 for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and

G′ ≤ H ′, the code CL(D,G′;w), where w = (w1, . . . , wn),
is Euclidean self-orthogonal with parameters [n, k′]q2 . Con-

sider a generator matrix of CL(D,G′;w) with the following

form:

G′ =








w1 w2 . . . wn

w1α1 w2α2 · · · wnαn

...
... · · ·

...

w1α
k′−1
1 w2α

k′−1
2 · · · wnα

k′−1
n








=








g′1
g′2
...

g′k′








.

(11)

It follows that for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k′,

〈g′i, g′j〉E =

n∑

l=1

w2
l α

(i−1)+(j−1)
l = 0, (12)

and

〈g′i, g′i〉E =
n∑

l=1

w2
l α

2(i−1)
l = 0, (13)

Now, let us consider the following Hermitian inner product:

for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ k′,

〈gi, gj〉H =

n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

(i−1)+q(j−1)
l . (14)

By writing

(q + 1)(j − 1) = A(n− 1) +B(j), (15)

with A being a non-negative integer and 0 ≤ B(j) < n − 1,

we obtain that

〈gj , gj〉H =

n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

B(j)
l . (16)

For (q + 1) ≤ n − 1, we have that 〈gj+1, gj+1〉H =
n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

(q+1)
l is equal to −vq+1

n if (n − 1)|(j − 1)(q + 1)

and is equal to zero otherwise. We now summarize the possible

embeddings as follows:
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1) General case (n− 1)|(q2 − 1):
Assume that there exists an MDS Hermitian self-

orthogonal code with parameters [n, k′0]q2 satisfying 2k′0+

q ≤ n. First note that 〈gk′
0
, gk′

0
〉H =

n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

B(k′
0)

l = 0

implies that B(k′0) ≤ 2k′0 − 2. It follows that

〈gk′
0
, gk′

0+1〉H =
n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

k′
0−1+qk′

0

l

=
n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

(k′
0−1)(q+1)+q

l

=
n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

B(k′
0)+q

l

= 0.

The last equality holds due to the fact that the exponent

B(k′0) + q ≤ n − 2. Hence, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k′0,

〈gi, gk′
0+1〉H = 0, and we deduce the following embedding:

a) if (n−1)|k′0(q+1), then there exists an MDS Hermitian

self-orthogonal code with parameters [n+ 1, k′0 + 1];

b) if (n− 1)6 |k′0(q+1), then there exists, an MDS Hermi-

tian self-orthogonal code with parameters [n, k′0 + 1].

2) Case n = 2(q − 1) + 1:

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ k′, it follows from (14) that

〈gi, g2j0−1〉H =
n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

(i−1)+2j0−2
l since αn

l = αl

for any 1 ≤ l ≤ n, and thus from (12), we obtain

that 〈gi, g2j0−1〉H = 0 if 2j0 − 1 ≤ k′. Similarly,

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k′, we obtain that 〈gi, g2j0〉H =

−
n∑

l=1

vq+1
l α

(i−1)+(2j0−1)
l = 0 if 2j0 ≤ k′. Hence, for any

1 ≤ i, j ≤ ⌊n
4 ⌋, we have that 〈gi, gj〉H = 0. which means

that there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code,

say C, with parameters [n = 2(q− 1)+ 1, k′′ = ⌊n
4 ⌋]q2 . It

follows that the code C can be embedded into an MDS Her-

mitian self-orthogonal code with parameters [n′, k′′+1]q2 ,

where

n′ =

{

n+ 1 if (n− 1)|k′′(q + 1),

n if (n− 1)6 |k′′(q + 1).
(17)

3) Case n = t(q − 1) + 1, with t|(q + 1):
If t|(q + 1), we consider the Hermitian inner products

〈gi, gj〉H = 0, with j = tj0, tj0 − 1, . . .. By similar argu-

ments as in point 2), we obtain that for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ ⌊ n
2t⌋,

〈gi, gj〉H = 0. Thus, there exists an MDS Hermitian self-

orthogonal code C with parameters [n, k′′ = ⌊ n
2t⌋]q2 . It

follows that the code C can be embedded into an MDS Her-

mitian self-orthogonal code with parameters [n′, k′′+1]q2 ,

where n′ is determined by (17).

Example 1. For q = 13, n = 25, and k = ⌊n+q−1
q+1 ⌋ =

2, we obtain, from Construction 1, an MDS Hermitian self-
orthogonal code C2 with parameters [25, 2, 24]132. It can be
clearly seen that (n−1) = 24 6= k(q+1) = 28 6= (n−1)+q =
37, and thus by applying the embedding Lemma 4 (from E2.),
we obtain an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code C3 with
parameters [25, 3, 23]132 . Since n− 1 = 2(q − 1), from point
2) of the above discussion, there exists an MDS Hermitian
self-orthogonal code C7 with parameters [25, 7, 19]132. The

code C7 has the generator matrix (I7|A7|B7), where A7 and
B7, respectively, are given as follows:




















θ31 θ113 θ127 θ46 θ116 θ100 θ44 θ82 θ40

θ63 θ74 θ145 θ101 θ36 θ58 θ6 θ47 θ142

θ109 θ155 11 θ74 θ13 θ30 θ12 θ54 θ15

θ101 θ135 θ113 θ129 θ88 θ109 θ86 θ162 θ124

θ148 θ78 θ44 θ95 θ94 θ135 θ116 θ19 θ15

θ52 θ76 θ106 θ145 θ11 θ92 θ93 1 θ159

θ11 θ82 θ38 θ141 θ163 θ111 θ152 θ79 θ74





















,





















θ61 θ145 θ149 θ79 θ137 θ109 θ64 θ92 θ52

θ137 θ23 θ145 θ153 θ86 θ113 θ59 θ152 θ130

θ5 θ63 θ37 θ85 θ53 θ68 θ78 θ97 θ122

θ148 θ33 θ11 θ79 θ87 θ137 θ135 θ50 θ
θ40 θ127 θ100 θ4 θ32 θ122 θ155 θ58 θ73

θ50 θ138 θ145 θ44 θ76 θ18 θ91 θ29 θ32

θ128 θ82 θ90 θ23 θ50 θ164 θ89 θ67 θ105





















,

respectively, where θ is a primitive element of F132 .

Example 2. For q = 11, n − 1 = 15 (n 6= 2(q − 1) + 1),

and k = 2, we obtain, from Construction 1, MDS Her-

mitian self-orthogonal codes with parameters [16, 2]112 and

[16, 3]112 (from E2.), respectively. Now, we have k′ = 3. Since

15 6 |(3× 12), from point 1) b), there exists an MDS Hermitian

self-orthogonal code with parameters [16, 4]112 (confirmed by

Magma). According to point 1) b), one may try to check

the case k′ = 4 by Magma, but this is not in the range of

our discussion above, where k′ is required to be less than

or equal to ⌊n
4 ⌋ − 1 = 3. For k′ = 4, it follows that

(n− 1)|(k′ + 1)(q+1). However, it is confirmed, by Magma,

that the code with parameters [16, 5] is no longer a Hermitian

self-orthogonal code. For q = 11 and n = 3(q−1)+1 = 31, it

follows from point 3) of Construction 1 that there exist MDS

Hermitian self-orthogonal codes with parameters [31, 5]112 .

Now k′ = 5 and k′(q + 1) = 60 ≡ 0 (mod n − 1), and

thus there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code with

parameters [32, 6]112 . It should be noted that k′ = 6 is the

maximal dimension such that Mk′(q+1) associated to (9) is a

square matrix, and thus we can no longer embed the Hermitian

self-orthogonal code with dimension k′ into that of dimension

k′ + 1.

To provide some constructions from cosets of the multi-

plicative subgroups of F
∗
q2 , we need the following lemma to

fulfill the desired properties of those cosets.

Lemma 5. Let q = pm with p an odd prime, n = q−1
pr+1 and

for αi, αj ∈ Fq with αi 6= αj , denote αij = αn
i − αn

j . Let ω
be a primitive element of Fq. If r|m, then αij ∈ Fpr .

Proof. Raising αij to the power pr, we get

αpr

ij = (αnpr

i − αnpr

j ) = (αq−1+n
i − αq−1+n

j ) = αn
i −αn

j = αij .

Thus, the result follows.

We can now give more constructions of MDS Hermitian

self-orthogonal codes from the cosets.

Construction 2. Let m = 2s, q = pm, q0 = ps be an

odd prime power, n = q−1
pr+1 even, 1 ≤ r < m, r|m2 and

1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ (t+1)n+q0−1
q0+1 ⌋. Set Un = {α ∈ Fq|αn = 1},

say Un = {u1, . . . , un}. Assume that there exist t distinct

multiplicative cosets with their coset leaders α1, . . . , αt are

elements in Fq20
of power q0 + 1. Let α1Un, . . . , αtUn be t
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nonzero cosets of Un. Put U = Un ∪ {0} ∪
(

t⋃

i=1

αiUn

)

=

{a1, . . . , a(t+1)n, a(t+1)n+1}, and write

h(x) =
∏

α∈U

(x− α).

Then the derivative of h(x) is given by

h′(x) = ((n+ 1)xn − 1)
t∏

i=1

(xn − αn
i )

+nxn(xn − 1)

(
t∑

i=1

t∏

j=1,j 6=i

(xn − αn
j )

)

.

For 1 ≤ j ≤ t, 1 ≤ s ≤ n, we have

h′(αjus) = nαn
j (1− αn

j )

t∏

i=1,i6=j

(αn
j − αn

i ). (18)

For 1 ≤ i, j ≤ t and n = q−1
pr+1 , we have, from Lemma 5,

αji = αn
j − αn

i ∈ Fpr . Hence if r|m2 , then αji = βq+1
ji for

some βji ∈ Fpm Thus for any ai ∈ U, h′(ai) = βq+1
i for

some β ∈ Fq2 . Clearly, all the (t + 1)n + 1 roots of h(x)
are simple. Set G = (k − 1)P∞, D = (h)0, ω = dx

h(x) and

H = ((t + 1)n − k − 1)P∞. Thus by Theorem 3, the code

CLq
(D,G;v), where v = (v1, . . . , v(t+1)n+1) and vq+1

i =
1/βi, is Hermitian self-orthogonal over Fq2 . Hence, there

exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [(t + 1)n + 1, k]q20
code. By applying the embedding Lemma 4, it follows that

• there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [(t+1)n+
2, k + 1]q2 code if k(q + 1) = (t+ 1)n;

• there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [(t+1)n+
1, k + 1]q2 code if (t+ 1)n+ q 6= k(q + 1) 6= (t+ 1)n.

Example 3. For q = 9 and n = 8, t = 2, the maximal dimen-
sion of the code in Construction 1 is k = 2, and thus we obtain
an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code C′

2 with parameters
[17, 2, 16]92. It can be clearly seen that 16 6= k(q+1) = 20 6=
(n−1)+q = 25, and thus by applying the embedding Lemma
4, we obtain an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code C′

3 with
parameters [17, 3, 15]92. Denote C′

2 = a · C2, C
′
3 = a · C3,

where a = (θ76, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1) with θ
being a primitive element of F92 . We give the generator matrix
G3 = (A3|B3) of C3 as follows:

A3 =





θ76 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 2 θ45 θ50 θ55 θ60 θ65 θ70 θ75

0 1 θ10 θ20 θ30 2 θ50 θ60 θ70



 ,

B3 =





1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 θ5 θ10 θ15 θ20 θ25 θ30 θ35

1 θ10 θ20 θ30 2 θ50 θ60 θ70



 .

Note that the code C3 may not be Hermitian self-orthogonal

while the code C′
3 is, and the first two rows of G3 generates

a code C2 that is equivalent to the Hermitian self-orthogonal

code C′
2 mentioned above, that is, C′

2 = a · C2.

We can now provide the last explicit constructions of MDS

Hermitian self-orthogonal codes from many cosets. The codes

obtained have various lengths, and some of the intermediate

lengths are different from those in Construction 1.

Construction 3. Assume that n | (q2 − 1). Put

n1 = gcd(n, q + 1) and n2 =
n

gcd(n, q + 1)
. (19)

The first equality of (19) implies that n2 and q+1
n1

are coprime,

and from the assumption, we get that n2|(q− 1) q+1
n1

, and thus

n2|(q−1). Let Un and Vn be two subgroups of F∗
q2 generated

by θ
q2−1

n and θ
q+1
n1 , respectively, where θ is a primitive

element of Fq2 . Then |Un| = n and |Vn| = (q − 1)n1. Now
q2−1
n = q+1

n1
· q−1

n2
implies that q+1

n1
| q2−1

n , and we deduce that

Un is a subgroup of Vn. Let α1Un, . . . , α q−1
n2

−1Un be all the

distinct cosets of Vn different from Un. For 1 ≤ t ≤ q−1
n2

− 1,

put U = Un

t⋃

j=1

αjUn ∪ {0}, say U = {a1, . . . , a(t+1)n+1},

and write

h(x) =
∏

α∈U

(x− α).

As in Construction 2, we check the values of the derivative h′

given by (18). Since αj is in Vn, we can write αj = θej
q+1
n1 for

some positive integer ej . Thus αn
j = θ

ejn
q+1
n1 = θejn2(q+1),

and it is an element of F∗
q . It implies that for any α ∈ U , we

have h′(α) ∈ F
∗
q , that is for any 1 ≤ i ≤ (t + 1)n + 1, we

have h′(ai) = β2
i for some βi ∈ Fq2 . Set G = (k − 1)P∞,

D = (h)0, ω = dx
h(x) and H = ((t + 1)n − k − 1)P∞.

Thus by Theorem 3, the code CLq
(D,G;v), where v =

(v1, . . . , v(t+1)n+1) and vq+1
i = 1/βi, is Hermitian self-

orthogonal over Fq2 . Hence, for n|(q2 − 1), n2 = n
gcd(n,q+1) ,

1 ≤ t ≤ q−1
n2

− 1 and 1 ≤ k ≤ (t+1)n+q
q+1 , there exists an

MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [(t + 1)n + 1, k]q2 code. By

applying the embedding Lemma 4, it follows that

• there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [(t+1)n+
2, k + 1]q2 code if k(q + 1) = (t+ 1)n;

• there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [(t+1)n+
1, k + 1]q2 code if (t+ 1)n+ q 6= k(q + 1) 6= (t+ 1)n.

We give an example as follows.

Example 4. For q = 17, n = 12 and t = 2, we obtain, from

Construction 3, an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code with

parameters [25, 2, 24]172. It can be easily checked that n−1 =
24 6= k(q + 1) = 36 6= 31, and thus from the embedding

Lemma 4, there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code

with parameters [26, 3, 24]172.

Construction 4. Let q be a prime power. Fix an element α ∈
Fq2\Fq. Write Fq as {u1, . . . , uq}, and denote αi,j = uiα+uj

for 1 ≤ i ≤ t and 1 ≤ j ≤ q. Put U = {αi,j |1 ≤ i ≤ t, 1 ≤
j ≤ q}, and

h(x) =
∏

β∈U

(x− β) =
∏

1≤i≤t,1≤j≤q

(x− αi,j).



8

Then the derivative h′(x) at αi0,j0 ∈ U is given as follows:

h′(αi0,j0) =
∏

1 ≤ i ≤ t, 1 ≤ j ≤ q
(i, j) 6= (i0, j0)

(αi0,j0 − αi,j)

=
∏

1 ≤ j ≤ q
j 6= j0

(ui0α+ uj0 − ui0α− uj)

∏

1 ≤ i ≤ t,
1 ≤ j ≤ q
i 6= i0

(ui0α+ uj0 − uiα− uj)

=
∏

1 ≤ j ≤ q
j 6= j0

(uj0 − uj)

∏

1 ≤ i ≤ t
1 ≤ j ≤ q
i 6= i0

((ui0 − ui)α+ (uj0 − uj))

= − ∏

1 ≤ i ≤ t
i 6= i0

((ui0 − ui)
qαq + (uj0 − uj)α)

= −(αq − α)t−1
∏

1 ≤ i ≤ t
i 6= i0

(ui0 − ui).

The two last equalities hold due to the fact that the product

of all element in F
∗
q is equal to −1. This shows that for any

αi,j ∈ U , we have that (αq − α)1−th′(αi,j) is an element of

F
∗
q , and thus (αq−α)1−th′(αi,j) = βq+1

i,j for some βi,j ∈ Fq2 .

Set ω = (αq − α)t−1 dx
h(x) , D = (h)0, G = (k − 1)P∞ and

H = (n − 1 − k)P∞. Thus from Theorem 3, the code v ·
CLq

(D,G), where v = (vi,j)1≤i≤t,1≤j≤q and vi,j = 1/βi,j , is

an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [tq, k]q2 code. By applying

the embedding Lemma 4, it follows that

• there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [tq+1, k+
1]q2 code if k(q + 1) = tq − 1;

• there exists an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [n, k+1]q2
code, where n = tq or n = tq + 1, if (t+ 1)q − 1 6=
k(q + 1) 6= tq − 1.

Example 5. For q = 7 and n = 21, the maximal
dimension of the code in Construction 4 is k = 3, and
thus we obtain an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code D′

3
with parameters [21, 3, 19]72. It can be clearly seen that
(n − 1) = 20 6= k(q + 1) = 24 6= (n − 1) + q = 27,
and thus by applying the embedding Lemma 4, we
obtain an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code D′

4 with
parameters [21, 4, 18]72. Denote D′

4 = a · D4, where a =
(1, 1, θ47, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, 1, θ47, 1, θ47, θ47, 1, 1, 1, θ47, θ47, 1, θ47, 1)
with θ being a primitive element of F72 . We give the generator
matrix G′

4 = (A′
4|B′

4) of D4 as follows:

A′
4 =









1 1 θ47 1 1 1 1 1 1 θ47 1
0 θ25 θ27 θ33 θ34 θ35 θ38 θ41 θ44 θ47 θ
0 θ2 θ7 θ18 θ20 θ22 θ28 θ34 5 θ47 θ2

0 θ27 θ35 θ3 θ6 θ9 θ18 θ27 θ36 θ47 θ3









,

B
′
4 =









θ47 θ47 1 1 1 θ47 θ47 1 θ47 1
θ4 θ6 θ9 2 θ17 θ17 θ18 θ21 θ21 θ23

θ9 θ13 θ18 4 θ34 θ35 θ37 θ42 θ43 θ46

θ14 θ20 θ27 1 θ3 θ5 3 θ15 θ17 θ21









.

B. Hermitian self-orthogonal codes from maximal curves

Curves having many rational points produce long codes. The

number of Fq-rational points of a smooth projective curve X
defined over Fq is bounded by the well known Hasse-Weil

bound:

|♯X (Fq)− (q + 1)| ≤ 2g
√
q,

where g is the genus of X . Curves attaining the bound are

called maximal, and they are of great interest in coding theory.

In this subsection, we are considering some maximal curves

and employ them to construct Hermitian self-orthogonal AG

codes.

For m being even, consider the following affine elliptic

curve over F2m :

E : y2 + y = x3 + c, (20)

where






c = 0 if m ≡ 2 (mod 4),

Tr(c) :=
m−1∑

i=0

c2
i

= 1 if m ≡ 0 (mod 4).
(21)

Denote

Uc = {α ∈ F2m |Tr(α3 + c) = 0}, (22)

where c is defined by (21). Any element α ∈ Uc gives rise

to two rational points on E , and we denote these rational

points by P
(1)
α , P

(2)
α . Hence, there are 2♯Uc finite points and

one infinite point P∞. It is well known from [23] that the

number of rational points on E is 2m + 2
√
2m + 1, and thus

♯Uc = 2m−1 +
√
2m, and E is a maximal curve (g = 1).

To be able to explicitly construct Hermitian self-orthogonal

codes from the elliptic curve (20), we propose the following

assumption.

Assumption 1: Assume that for any α ∈ Uc, we have that

h′(α) = βq+1 for some β ∈ Fq2 , where h(x) =
∏

α∈Uc

(x−α),

and Uc is defined as in (22).

It should be noted from our Magma check, the above

assumption is always true for finitely many values of q.

Using Assumption 1, we can now construct Hermitian self-

orthogonal codes from the elliptic curve (20).

Construction 5. Let s be a positive integer, m = 2s and

q = 2s. Put h(x) =
∏

α∈Uc

(x − α), n = ♯Uc, D = (h)0,

ω = dx
h(x) . Label the elements of Uc by α1, . . . , αn. Assume

that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, h′(αi) = βq+1
i for some βi ∈ Fq2 .

Set G = (k − 1)P∞ and H = (2n − k + 1)P∞, with 2 ≤
k ≤ ⌊ 2n+q+1

q+1 ⌋. We have that points 1), 3), and 4) of Theorem

3 follow immediately. From the range of k, it follows that

G ≤ H , and this proves point 2) of Theorem 3. Thus, the code

CLq
(D,G;v), where v = (v1, v1 . . . , vn, vn) and vi = 1/βi

is Hermitian self-orthogonal over Fq2 . Hence, there exists a

Hermitian self-orthogonal [2n, k − 1,≥ 2n − k + 1]q2 code

whose Hermitian dual has parameters [2n, 2n+ 1− k,≥ k −
1]q2 , with k ≤ n+ 1.
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Example 6. For q = 4 and θ a primitive element of F42 , by
using Magma, we obtain, from Construction 5 for c = θ3, a
Hermitian self-orthogonal code with parameters [24, 4, 20]42.
We give the generator matrix (I4|A′′

4 |B′′
4 ) of such a code as

follows:

A′′
4 =









θ13 θ14 θ12 θ5 θ3 θ14 θ10 θ9 θ12 θ11

θ13 θ14 θ6 θ8 θ7 θ9 θ5 θ7 θ3 θ14

1 0 θ3 θ3 θ7 θ7 θ4 θ4 θ4 θ4

0 1 θ4 θ4 θ3 θ3 θ4 θ4 θ2 θ2









,

B′′
4









θ7 θ5 θ5 θ12 1 0 θ14 θ2 θ4 θ9

θ θ12 θ2 θ13 θ2 θ8 1 θ6 θ θ7

θ10 θ10 θ2 θ2 θ3 θ3 θ8 θ8 θ6 θ6

θ θ θ10 θ10 θ6 θ6 1 1 θ8 θ8









.

Also for q = 23, 24, 25, respectively, we obtain, from Magma,

Hermitian self-orthogonal codes with parameters [80, 8, 72]26,

[288, 30, 258]28, [1088, 102, 986]210, respectively.

Next, we consider the affine hyper-elliptic curve over Fq2

with q = 2m, which is defined by

C : y2 + y = xq+1. (23)

For any α ∈ Fq2 , there exactly exist two rational points

P
(1)
α , P

(2)
α with x-component α. The set C(Fq2) of all rational

points of C equal {P (1)
α |α ∈ Fq2} ∪ {P (2)

α |α ∈ Fq2} ∪ {P∞}.

Thus the curve C has 1+2q2 points, and it is a maximal curve

since its genus [24] g = q
2 and 1 + 2q2 = 1 + q2 + 2 q

2q.

Construction 6. Let q = 2m,m ≥ 2, (n − 1)|(q2 − 1) and

1 + q/2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ 2n+2q−1
q+1 ⌋. Consider the affine hyper-elliptic

curve defined by (23). Take Un = {α ∈ Fq2 |αn = α} ⊆
C(Fq2). Set G = (k − 1)P∞. Put h(x) = xn + x, D = (h)0,

ω = dx
h(x) and H = (2n+ q− k− 1)P∞. For any α ∈ Un, we

have h′(α) = 1. Thus by Theorem 3, the code CLq
(D,G;v),

where v = (v1, v1 . . . , vn, vn) and vi = 1 is Hermitian self-

orthogonal over Fq2 . Hence, there exists a Hermitian self-

orthogonal [2n, k−q/2,≥ 2n−k+1]q2 code whose Hermitian

dual has parameters [2n, 2n+ q/2− k,≥ k + 1− q]q2 .

The affine Hermitian curve over Fq2 with q = pm is defined

by

H : yq + y = xq+1. (24)

For any α ∈ Fq2 , there exactly exist q rational points

P
(1)
α , P

(2)
α , . . . , P

(q)
α with x-component α. The set H(Fq2) of

all rational points of H equal {P (1)
α |α ∈ Fq2} ∪ {P (2)

α |α ∈
Fq2} ∪ · · · ∪ {P (q)

α |α ∈ Fq2} ∪ {P∞}. Thus the curve H
has 1 + q3 points, and it is a maximal curve since its genus

g = q(q−1)
2 and 1+ q3 = 1+ q2 +2 q(q−1)

2 q. See [26, Lemma

6.4.4] for the detail.

Construction 7. Let q = pm ≥ 4 and 1 + q(q − 1)/2 ≤
k ≤ ⌊Nq+q2−1

q+1 ⌋. Consider a set U of size N , say U =
{α1, . . . , αN}, with the following four cases:

i) U = {α ∈ Fq2 |αN = α},
ii) U = Un

t⋃

j=1

αjUn∪{0}, where Un and αj are determined

as in Construction 3,

iii) U = {αi,j |1 ≤ i ≤ t, 1 ≤ j ≤ q}, where αi,j is

determined as in Construction 4.

Set h(x) =
∏

α∈U

(x−α), D = (h)0, ω = dx
h(x) , G = (k−1)P∞

and H = (Nq + q(q − 1) − k − 1)P∞. From the previous

discussions in Subsection III-A, we know that for any 1 ≤ i ≤
N , h′(αi) = βq+1

i for some βi ∈ Fq2 . Thus by Theorem 3, the

code CLq
(D,G;v), where v = (v1, . . . , v1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

, . . . , vN , . . . , vN
︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

)

and vi = 1/βi, is Hermitian self-orthogonal over Fq2 . Hence,

there exists a Hermitian self-orthogonal [Nq, k − q(q−1)
2 ,≥

Nq − k + 1]q2 code whose Hermitian dual has parameters

[Nq,Nq+ q(q− 1)/2− k,≥ k+1− q(q− 1)]q2 if one of the

following condition holds

i) (N − 1)|(q2 − 1),
ii) N = (t+ 1)n+ 1, n|(q2 − 1), n2 = n

gcd(n,q+1) , 1 ≤ t ≤
q−1
n2

− 1,

iii) N = tq, 1 ≤ t ≤ q.

Construction 8. Let q = pm ≥ 4, s = q q2+1
2 and 1 +

(q−1)2

4 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ s+ (q−1)2

2 +q−1

q+1 ⌋. Consider an affine algebraic

curve over Fq2 defined by

X : yq + y = x
q+1
2 .

The curve has genus g = (q−1)2

4 . Put

U = {α ∈ Fq2 |∃β ∈ Fq2 such that βq + β = α
q+1
2 }.

The set U is the set of x-component solutions to the Hermitian

curve whose elements are squares in Fq2 . There are q2+1
2

square elements in Fq2 , and they give rise to q q2+1
2 rational

places. Write U = {α1, . . . , αn} with n = q2+1
2 . Set

h(x) =
∏

α∈U

(x − α), D = (h)0, ω = dx
h(x) , G = (k − 1)P∞

and H = (s + (q−1)2

2 − k − 1)P∞. Then h(x) = xn − x
and h′(x) = nxn−1 − 1. We have that h′(0) = −1 ∈ Fq

and h′(α) = n − 1 ∈ Fq for any α ∈ U\{0}. Thus

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have h′(αi) = βq+1
i for some

βi ∈ Fq2 . Thus by Theorem 3, the code CLq
(D,G;v), where

v = (v1, . . . , v1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

, . . . , vn, . . . , vn
︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

) and vi = 1/βi, is Hermitian

self-orthogonal over Fq2 . Hence, there exists a Hermitian self-

orthogonal [s, k− (q−1)2

4 ,≥ s−k+1]q2 code whose Hermitian

dual has parameters [s, s+ (q−1)2

4 − k,≥ k + 1− (q−1)2

2 ]q2 .

C. Hermitian self-orthogonal codes from other curves

In this subsection, we consider codes defined by the affine

algebraic curve over Fq2 with q = pm as follows:

Z : yq − y = xt. (25)

The function fields of Z are Artin-Schreier extensions of

Fq(x). It is well known in [24] that the curve Z has genus

g = (q−1)(t−1)
2 . It should be noted that if gcd(q2 − 1, t) = 1,

then the map α 7→ αt is a permutation over Fq2 , and in

this case, it follows that ♯{α ∈ Fq2 |TrFq2/Fq
(αt) = i} =

♯{α ∈ Fq2 |TrFq2/Fq
(α) = i} = q for any i ∈ Fq , where

TrFq2/Fq
(α) := α + αq . In this subsection, we will only

consider the case where gcd(q2−1, t) 6= 1, otherwise, we will

obtain the Hermitian self-orthogonal codes whose lengths are
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q2 and which may have worse parameters than those obtained

from the projective lines.

1) The case q being odd:

Construction 9. Let q = pm be an odd prime power. Let

U = {α ∈ Fq2 |∃β ∈ Fq2 such that βq−β = α}. Assume that

gcd(t, q + 1)| q+1
2 . Since Tr(βq − β) = 0 for any β ∈ Fq2 , it

follows that (25) has a solution pair (α, β) ∈ Fq2 ×Fq2 when

α is a solution of the following equation:

αt + αtq = 0. (26)

Moreover, any x-component α ∈ U , which is a solution of

(26), gives rise to q different rational places. We now count

the roots of (26). If α 6= 0, then, since gcd(t, (q + 1))| q+1
2 ,

the equation

αt(q−1) = −1

has s roots satisfying s = gcd(t(q − 1), (q + 1)(q − 1)/2) =
gcd(t(q − 1), (q + 1)(q − 1)). Label the elements of U by

α0 = 0, α1, . . . , αs, and put n = s + 1. Set h(x) =
∏

α∈U

(x − α), D = (h)0, ω = dx
h(x) , G = (k − 1)P∞ and

H = (qn + (q − 1)(t − 1) − k − 1)P∞, with 1 + (t −
1)(q − 1)/2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ (s+1)q+t(q−1)

q+1 ⌋. Then h(x) = xn − x

and h′(x) = nxn−1 − 1. We have that h′(0) = −1 ∈ Fq

and h′(α) = n − 1 ∈ Fq for any α ∈ U\{0}. Thus for any

1 ≤ i ≤ n, we have h′(αi) = βq+1
i for some βi ∈ Fq2 .

Put D =
∑

α∈U

(

P
(1)
α + · · ·+ P

(q)
α

)

. Thus by Theorem 3, the

code CLq
(D,G;v), where v = (v1, . . . , v1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

, . . . , vn, . . . , vn
︸ ︷︷ ︸

q

)

and vi = 1/βi, is Hermitian self-orthogonal over Fq2 . Hence,

there exists a Hermitian self-orthogonal [nq, k− (q−1)(t−1)
2 ,≥

nq − k + 1]q2 code whose Hermitian dual has parameters

[nq, nq+ (q−1)(t−1)
2 −k,≥ k+1−(q−1)(t−1)]q2 . Particularly,

by taking t = 2, 3, 4, respectively, we obtain Hermitian self-

orthogonal codes and their dual codes with parameters:

1) [q(2(q− 1)+ 1), k− (q−1)
2 ,≥ q(2(q− 1)+ 1)− k+1]q2

and [q(2(q − 1) + 1), q(2(q − 1) + 1) + (q−1)
2 − k,≥

k + 1− (q − 1)]q2 if q + 1 ≡ 0 (mod 4);

2) [q(3(q− 1) + 1), k− (q− 1),≥ q(3(q− 1) + 1)− k+ 1]
and [q(3(q − 1) + 1), q(3(q − 1) + 1) + (q − 1) − k,≥
k + 1− 2(q − 1)]q2 if q + 1 ≡ 0 (mod 6);

3) [q(4(q− 1)+1), k− 3(q−1)
2 ,≥ q(3(q− 1)+1)−k+1]q2

and [q(3(q − 1) + 1), q(3(q − 1) + 1) + 3(q−1)
2 − k,≥

k+1− 3(q− 1)]q2 if if q+1 ≡ 0 (mod 8), respectively.

Example 7. By using Magma, we give some parameters of

Hermitian self-orthogonal codes over Fq2 for some values of

q and for different values of t as follows:

1) for t = 2,

• q = 3, we obtain a Hermitian self-orthogonal code

with parameters [15, 3, 12]32 , and its dual has pa-

rameters [15, 12, 3]32;

• q = 7, we obtain a Hermitian self-orthogonal code

with parameters [91, 5, 84]72 , and its dual has pa-

rameters [91, 86, 4]72;

2) for t = 3, q = 5, we obtain a Hermitian self-orthogonal

code with parameters [65, 3, 60]52, and its dual has

parameters [65, 62, 3]32;

3) for t = 4, q = 7, we obtain a Hermitian self-orthogonal

code with parameters [175, 3, 168]72, and its dual has

parameters [175, 172, 3]72;

4) for t = 5, q = 9, we obtain a Hermitian self-orthogonal

code with parameters [369, 4, 359]92, and its dual has

parameters [369, 365, 3]92.

2) The case q being even:

Construction 10. Let q = 2m and t be an odd integer. Put

n = gcd(t(q−1), (q+1)(q−1))+1. Let U = {α ∈ Fq2 |∃β ∈
Fq2 such that βq−β = α}, say U = {α0, α1, . . . , αn−1}. Set

D = (h)0, G = (k − 1)P∞ and H = (qn+ (q − 1)(t− 1)−
k− 1)P∞, with 1 + (t− 1)(q − 1)/2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ (s+1)q+t(q−1)

q+1 ⌋.

Following the same process as that in Construction 9, we

obtain a Hermitian self-orthogonal code CLq
(D,G) with

parameters [nq, k − (q−1)(t−1)
2 ,≥ nq − k + 1]q2 , and its

Hermitian dual has parameters [nq, nq+(t−1)(q−1)/2−k,≥
k + 1− (q − 1)(t− 1)]q2 .

Example 8. By using Magma, we give some parameters of

Hermitian self-orthogonal codes over Fq2 for some values of

q and for different values of t as follows:

1) for t = 3, q = 8, we obtain a Hermitian self-orthogonal

code with parameters [176, 4, 168]82, and its dual has

parameters [176, 172, 3]26;

2) for t = 5, q = 4, we obtain a Hermitian self-orthogonal

code with parameters [64, 3, 59]42, and its dual has

parameters [64, 61, 3]24;

IV. APPLICATION TO QUANTUM CODES

In this section, we construct quantum error-correcting codes.

Quantum stabilizer codes are analogues of classical additive

codes and they can be constructed from classical linear codes

with some properties of Euclidean, Hermitian and symplectic

self-orthogonality (see [6], [1], [20]).

Similar to the classical code, for any [[n, k, d]]q quantum

code, the quantum singleton bound is given by n ≥ k+2d−2.

A quantum code Q is called MDS if it achieves the quantum

singleton bound. In order to use our results to construct

quantum codes, we need to introduce the following lemma

for connection.

Lemma 6. ([1], [20]) There exists an [[n, n − 2k, d⊥H ]]q
quantum code whenever there exists a classical Hermitian self-

orthogonal [n, k]q2 code whose dual has minimum distance

d⊥H .

By applying Lemma 6 to the MDS Hemitian self-orthogonal

codes obtained from Constructions 1-4, we obtain the follow-

ing theorems.

Theorem 4. Let q = pm, n = t(q− 1)+1 with t|(q+1), and

k = ⌊ n
2t⌋. Then

1) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters [[n+
1, n− 2k − 1, k + 2]]q if (n− 1)|k(q + 1);
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2) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters

[[n, n− 2k − 1, k + 2]]q if (n− 1)6 |k(q + 1).

Remark 1. First recall that the minimum distance of the

quantum MDS codes [8] is d ≤ ⌊n+q−1
q+1 ⌋ + 2 ≤ 4 if

n = 2q − 1. Quantum MDS codes in Theorem 4 have larger

minimum distances (⌊n
4 ⌋ + 2) than the known codes in the

literature ([8], [17]), for instance, for q = 13 and n = 25, we

obtain an MDS quantum code with parameters [[25, 11, 8]]13,

and the minimum distance of this code is even larger that

obtained from the implicit construction [12] which is only

7. For q ≥ 13, our explicitly constructed codes have better

minimum distances than those [12] (see Table II)

Theorem 5. Let q = pm and 1 ≤ k ≤ ⌊N+q−1
q+1 ⌋. If one of

the following condition holds

i) (N − 1)|(q2 − 1),
ii) N = (t+ 1)n+ 1, n|(q2 − 1), n2 = n

gcd(n,q+1) , 1 ≤ t ≤
q−1
n2

− 1,

iii) N = tq, 1 ≤ t ≤ q.

Then,

1) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters

[[N,N − 2k, k + 1]]q;

2) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters [[N+
1, N − 2k − 1, k + 2]]q if k(q + 1) = N − 1;

3) there exists an MDS quantum code with parameters [[N+
1, N +1− 2k, k+2]]q if N − 1+ q 6= k(q+1) 6= N − 1.

Moreover, for k0 = ⌊n+q−1
q+1 ⌋ and (n−1)|(q2−1), there exists

an MDS quantum code with parameters [[n′, n′− 2k, k+1]]q,

where n′ = n or n′ = n+1 and k ≥ k0+2, if (n−1)6 |k0(q+
1), (n− 1)6 |(k0 + 1)(q + 1) and 2k0 + q ≤ n.

Remark 2. For length N = tq, our codes with parameters

[[N,N − 2k, k+ 1]]q were already obtained in [8]. For some

intermediate lengths, the parameters of our MDS quantum

codes from families i)-ii) are new compared to [8], [17] while

the parameters for the maximal length q2 + 1 were already

obtained in [2], [8], [10], [11], [12], [14], [17], [19], [21],

[18]. To see that our constructions produce new parameters,

let us make some comparisons on some code lengths. First

recall that the code lengths in [8] are of two possible forms

(see Table I), say N = tq or N = t(q + 1) + 2.

1) for q = 23 and n = 67, we obtain from, Theorem 5 i)

1), a quantum code with parameters [[67, 61, 4]]23, and

fromTheorem 5 i) 3), a quantum code with parameters

[[67, 59, 5]]23. However, in [17], there does not exist any

code quantum code of length 67 over F23 since only

the condition 67 = 3(q − 1) + 1 holds but q ≡ 2
(mod 6) does not hold (see also Table I). The codes

in [8, Theorem 2] have parameters [[69, 63, 4]]23 and

[[74, 61, 5]]23, and thus their parameters are worse than

ours if the puncturing rules [12] are applied.

2) for q = 17, n = 12 and t = 2, we obtain, from Theorem 5

ii) 1), a quantum code with parameters [[25, 21, 3]]17, and

from Theorem 5 ii) 2), a quantum code with parameters

[[26, 20, 4]]17, while the codes in [17] can not produce

any parameters for this length since, for some positive

integer t, t(17 + 1) + 2 is a bit far from 25. In [8],

among the code lengths closer to 25, there are only two

quantum codes which have parameters [[20, 13, 3]]17 and

[[34, 30, 3]]17. Hence, our codes are new compared to

[17] and [8]. More parameters of quantum codes over

F17 and F19 from Theorems 5 ii) 1)-3) are given in Table

II.

3) For q = 7 and n = 21, the maximum distance of [8] is

just 4, but our code from Theorem 5 iii) 2) can take 5,

more precisely the code [8] has parameters [[21, 15, 4]]7
while our parameters are [[21, 13, 5]]7. It should be noted

that the code lengths [17] are a bit far from 21. Following

a similar discussion, we infer that more parameters of our

codes over F7, F8 and F9 from Theorem 5 iii) 2)-3) are

new compared to [17], [8] (see Table II).

4) When the maximal dimension k (of the original MDS code

with parameters [n, k]) satisfies n− 1 + q 6= k(q + 1) 6=
n−1, our embedding Lemma 4 may still be applicable for

second time (even more than two times), that is, an MDS

Hermitian self-orthogonal [n, k + 1]q2 code can be em-

bedded into an MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal code with

parameters [n, k+2]q2 or [n+1, k+2]q2 and thus an MDS

quantum code with parameters [[n, n− 2(k+2), k+3]]q
or [[n+1, n+1− 2(k+2), k+3]]q. However, we do not

know under which conditions n, k, q that the embedding

construction works. We provide some generator matrices

of the MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal codes obtained

from such an embedding in the appendix, and also the

corresponding MDS quantum codes in Table II.

By applying Lemma 6 to the Hermitian self-orthogonal

codes obtained from Construction 5, we obtain the following

result.

Theorem 6. Let q = 2s and 2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ 2n+1+q
q+1 ⌋. If

Assumption 1 holds, then there exists a quantum code with

parameters [[2n, 2n− 2k + 2, k − 1]]q, where n = q2 + 2q.

Remark 3. Note that for q = 2m our quantum code lengths

(q2 + 2q) in Theorem 6 are much bigger than those [16]

(≤ q + ⌊2√q⌋ − 5). For q = 4, the possible parameters [16]

with the maximum length are [[3, 1, 2]]4 while our parameters

are [[20, 12, 4]]4 which are much better than [16] and also new

compared to [5]. The generator matrix of the classical Hermi-

tian self-orthogonal code, used to construct the [[20, 12, 4]]4
code, is given in Example 6. For other parameters compared

to [5], see Table III.

By applying Lemma 6 to the Hermitian self-orthogonal

codes obtained from Construction 6, we obtain the following

result.

Theorem 7. Let q = 2m,m ≥ 2 and 1 + q/2 ≤ k ≤
⌊ 2N+2q−1

q+1 ⌋. Then

1) for N = q2, there exists a quantum code with parameters

[[2N, 2N − 2k + q,≥ k − q + 1]]q code;

2) for (N − 1)|(q2 − 1), there exists a quantum code with

parameters [[2N, 2N − 2k + q,≥ k − q + 1]]q code.

Remark 4. For intermediate lengths, say 2N with N | q2−1
2 ,

the code parameters obtained from Theorem 7 are new com-

pared to [15] since [15] did not consider these lengths.
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By applying Lemma 6 to the Hermitian self-orthogonal

codes obtained from Construction 7, we obtain the following

result.

Theorem 8. Let q = pm ≥ 4 and 1 + q(q − 1)/2 ≤ k ≤
⌊Nq+q2−1

q+1 ⌋. Then, there exists a quantum [[Nq,Nq − 2k +
q(q − 1),≥ k + 1 − q(q − 1)]]q code if one of the following

condition holds

i) (N − 1)|(q2 − 1),

ii) N = (t+ 1)n+ 1, n|(q2 − 1), n2 = n
gcd(n,q+1) , 1 ≤ t ≤

q−1
n2

− 1,

iii) N = tq, 1 ≤ t ≤ q.

Remark 5. Theorem 8 enables constructions of quantum

codes with different lengths. However, for small lengths, the

minimum distances of the constructed codes may stay a bit

far from the Singleton bound. For q = 5, we obtain some new

quantum codes with parameters [[95, 89, 3]]5, [[95, 87, 3]]5,

[[95, 83, 4]]5, and these parameters improve those [[97, 87, 3]]5,

[[96, 82, 4]]5 of the good quantum codes in the database [5].

By applying Lemma 6 to the Hermitian self-orthogonal

codes obtained from Construction 8, we obtain the following

result.

Theorem 9. Let q = pm ≥ 4 and 1 + (q−1)2

4 ≤ k ≤
⌊ s+(q−1)2/2+q−1

q+1 ⌋. Then, there exists a quantum [[s, s− 2k+
(q−1)2

2 ,≥ k + 1− (q−1)2

2 ]]q code.

Remark 6. By using Magma, we obtain, from Theorem

9, a quantum code with parameters [[15, 9, 3]]3, and these

parameters are the same as those in [5]. For q small, our

Theorem 9 produces many good quantum codes due to the fact

that the classical Hermitian self-orthogonal codes and their

dual codes have good minimum distances in the sense that

the minimum distances are closer to the Singleton bound than

those in Theorem 8, for instance, we obtain a [[175, 169, 3]]7
code while the code [5] has parameters [[171, 169, 2]]7 (see

Table III).

By applying Lemma 6 to the Hermitian self-orthogonal

codes obtained from Constructions 9-10, we obtain the

following result.

Theorem 10. Let q = pm ≥ 4 and t be a positive integer such

that gcd(t, (q+1))| q+1
2 . Put s = gcd(t(q−1), (q+1)(q−1))

and 1 + (t− 1)(q − 1)/2 ≤ k ≤ ⌊ (s+1)q+t(q−1)
q+1 ⌋. Then, there

exists a quantum [[(s+1)q, (s+1)q− 2k+ (t− 1)(q− 1),≥
k+1− (t−1)(q−1)]]q code if one of the following condition

holds:

i) q is odd, and t is any positive integer;

ii) q is even, and t is an odd positive integer.

Remark 7. We obtain some quantum codes whose pa-

rameters improve those in [5], for instance, [[91, 81, 4]]7,

[[176, 168, 3]]8, [[369, 361, 3]]9 codes while the parame-

ters [5] are [[176, 165, 3]]8, [[90, 80, 3]]7, [[176, 165, 3]]8,
[[381, 361, 3]]9.

TABLE II
SOME MDS QUANTUM CODES, ∗ : NEW COMPARED TO [8], [10], [11],
[12], [17], [22], + : OBTAINED IN THE IMPLICIT CONSTRUCTIONS [12]

BUT NEW COMPARED TO THE EXPLICIT CONSTRUCTIONS [8], [17]

Theorem 5 i) 2)-3) Theorem 4

[[9, 3, 4]]+5 [[9,3, 4]]+5
[[13, 7, 4]]+7 [[14, 6, 5]]+7
[[17, 11, 4]]+9 [[17, 7, 6]]+9
[[21, 15, 4]]+11 [[22, 10, 7]]+11
[[25, 19, 4]]+13 [[25, 11, 8]]∗13
[[33, 27, 4]]+17 [[33, 15, 10]]∗17
[[37, 31, 4]]+19 [[38, 18, 11]]∗19
[[45, 39, 4]]+23 [[46, 22, 13]]∗23
[[49, 43, 4]]+25 [[49, 23, 14]]∗25
[[53, 47, 4]]+27 [[54, 26, 15]]∗27

Theorem 5 ii) 1), n = 12 Theorem 5 ii) 2)-3), n = 12

[[49, 43, 4]]+17 [[49, 41, 5]]+17
[[61, 53, 5]]+17 [[62, 52, 6]]+17
[[73, 65, 5]]+17 [[74, 64, 6]]+17
[[85, 75, 6]]+17 [[85, 73, 7]]+17
[[97, 85, 7]]+17 [[97, 83, 8]]+17

Theorem 5 iii) 2)-3) Subcode embedding

[[21, 13, 5]]+7 [[22, 12, 6]]+7
[[28, 18, 6]]+7 −

[[36, 24, 7]]+7 −

[[16, 10, 4]]+8 [[16, 8, 5]]+8 , [[16, 6, 6]]+8
[[24, 16, 5]]+8 [[24, 14, 6]]+8 , [[24, 12, 7]]+8
[[32, 22, 6]]+8 [[32, 20, 7]+8
[[40, 28, 7]]+8 −

[[48, 34, 8]]+8 −

[[18, 12, 4]]+9 [[18, 10, 5]]+9 , [[18, 8, 6]]+9
[[27, 19, 5]]+9 [[27, 17, 6]]+9 , [[28, 16, 7]]+9
[[36, 26, 6]]+9 [[36, 24, 7]]+9
[[45, 33, 7]]+9 [[45, 31, 8]]+9
[[54, 40, 8]]+9 [[55, 39, 9]]+9
[[64, 48, 9]]+9 −

APPENDIX

The following matrices are the generator matrices of the

MDS Hermitian self-orthogonal [n, k]q2 codes that give rise

to MDS quantum codes in Table II). The matrices are written

in the systematic form (I|AFq2
) for embedding the subcodes in

Theorem 5 iii) 2)-3) and in the systematic form (I|AF
q2
|BF

q2
)

for Theorem 4, where the identity matrix I is omitted.
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
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8 θ62 θ307 θ267 θ341 θ339 θ77 5 θ58 θ42 θ256 θ3 θ8 θ350

θ81 θ237 θ198 θ312 9 θ276 θ169 θ124 θ264 θ292 θ319 θ296 θ308 θ28

θ357 θ287 θ42 θ232 θ234 θ124 θ135 θ245 θ97 θ167 θ238 θ28 θ270 θ95
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θ119 θ208 θ150 θ189 θ476 θ484 15 θ395 θ326 θ280 θ429 θ519 θ56 θ186 θ345 θ178 θ522

22 θ131 θ503 θ400 θ76 θ503 θ155 θ246 θ474 θ83 θ407 θ178 θ46 θ13 θ θ77 θ329

θ251 θ490 θ210 θ151 θ296 θ221 θ36 θ279 θ314 θ37 θ369 θ106 θ380 θ313 θ309 θ499 θ30

θ131 θ62 θ154 θ499 θ160 θ26 θ395 θ273 θ460 θ518 θ436 θ181 θ421 θ232 θ194 θ392 θ37

θ324 θ91 θ403 θ64 θ129 θ39 θ349 θ253 θ75 θ285 θ10 θ397 θ117 θ422 θ262 θ426 θ79

θ348 θ150 θ298 θ179 θ88 θ402 θ228 θ73 θ449 θ294 θ171 θ365 θ199 θ512 θ318 19 θ507

θ213 θ469 θ124 θ369 θ498 θ128 θ358 θ247 θ36 θ435 θ475 θ293 θ462 θ361 θ175 θ183 θ208

θ405 θ138 θ247 θ527 θ492 θ342 θ416 θ181 θ14 θ354 θ420 θ401 θ194 θ428 θ356 θ372 θ363

θ396 θ97 θ211 θ417 θ417 θ103 θ397 θ6 θ243 θ99 θ106 θ113 θ69 θ455 θ190 θ320 θ319

θ228 θ482 θ36 θ247 θ173 θ422 5 θ381 θ462 θ194 θ245 θ193 θ175 θ196 θ83 θ20 θ133

θ419 θ463 θ42 θ221 θ152 θ327 θ492 θ157 θ458 θ34 θ489 θ481 θ404 θ451 θ501 θ62 θ510

θ395 θ239 θ136 θ340 θ239 θ419 θ510 θ210 θ347 θ143 θ442 θ310 θ277 θ265 θ341 θ65 θ137
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θ310 θ81 θ54 θ56 θ123 θ165 θ148 θ326 θ527 8 θ352 θ476 θ321 θ414 θ76 θ119 θ418

θ401 θ293 θ361 θ517 θ166 θ442 θ287 θ107 θ114 θ30 θ83 θ47 θ292 θ232 θ479 θ251 θ125

θ254 θ309 θ403 θ500 θ193 θ345 θ34 θ74 θ445 θ396 θ375 θ344 θ29 θ522 θ31 θ131 θ262

θ68 θ275 θ4 θ127 θ289 θ485 θ50 θ462 θ525 21 θ326 θ221 θ439 θ372 θ434 θ324 θ512

θ224 θ238 θ119 θ405 θ65 θ202 θ339 θ99 θ6 θ13 θ391 θ321 θ465 θ403 θ433 θ348 θ383

θ132 θ260 θ476 θ386 θ209 θ372 θ450 θ254 θ37 θ416 θ486 θ252 θ431 θ295 θ330 θ213 20

θ327 θ463 θ265 θ510 θ485 θ283 θ387 θ132 θ487 θ214 θ128 θ114 θ129 θ28 θ517 θ405 θ152

19 θ462 θ272 θ103 θ413 θ363 θ102 θ401 θ169 θ468 θ258 θ88 θ323 θ58 θ54 θ396 θ516

θ282 θ262 θ38 θ405 θ301 θ58 θ477 θ411 θ205 θ445 θ279 θ513 θ64 θ19 θ379 θ228 θ119

θ104 θ50 θ232 θ37 θ469 θ340 θ38 θ124 θ81 θ347 θ122 θ400 θ355 θ154 θ206 θ419 θ116

θ67 θ21 θ169 θ380 θ250 θ129 θ469 θ362 θ471 θ372 θ173 θ392 θ391 θ66 θ490 θ395 θ262

θ29 θ97 θ253 θ430 θ178 θ23 θ371 θ378 θ294 θ347 θ311 θ28 θ496 θ215 θ515 22 θ521
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θ509 θ526 θ6 θ494 θ286 θ371 θ501 θ404 θ274 θ86 θ606 θ337 θ181 θ524 θ238 θ182 θ130 θ597

θ78 θ206 θ303 θ116 θ349 θ495 θ278 θ152 θ493 θ505 θ71 θ441 θ62 θ17 θ353 θ16 θ401 θ410

θ349 θ256 θ471 θ328 θ69 θ595 θ162 θ342 θ183 θ466 θ562 θ587 θ446 θ566 θ516 θ458 θ125 θ405

θ577 θ444 θ438 θ413 θ198 θ232 θ179 θ143 θ290 θ73 θ440 θ371 θ509 θ243 θ358 θ538 θ484 θ46

θ351 θ122 θ76 θ454 θ357 θ435 θ514 θ234 θ165 θ254 θ121 θ323 θ367 θ380 θ109 θ454 θ14 θ479

θ235 θ394 θ252 θ590 θ272 3 θ591 θ443 θ130 θ3 θ176 θ502 θ193 θ112 θ120 θ79 θ428 θ507

θ602 θ433 θ55 θ297 θ563 θ538 θ155 θ51 θ494 θ123 θ80 θ88 θ527 θ93 θ7 θ245 θ208 θ452

3 θ229 θ147 θ153 θ323 θ258 θ278 θ292 θ155 θ540 θ253 θ45 θ166 θ480 θ41 θ185 θ427 θ285

θ433 θ148 θ620 θ298 θ232 θ71 θ51 3 θ449 θ254 θ99 θ271 θ176 θ172 θ481 θ272 θ420 θ557

θ521 θ268 θ70 θ302 θ532 θ135 θ19 θ3962 θ79 θ592 θ272 θ557 θ337 θ328 θ243 θ38 θ81

3 θ230 θ64 θ250 θ410 θ309 θ581 θ238 θ582 θ284 θ291 θ15 θ432 θ592 θ367 θ588 θ507 θ197

θ525 θ251 θ100 θ318 θ432 θ261 θ205 θ250 θ498 θ160 θ570 θ412 θ249 θ541 θ72 θ77 θ302 θ116

θ128 θ225 θ38 θ271 θ417 θ200 θ74 θ415 θ427 θ617 θ363 θ608 θ563 θ275 θ562 θ323 θ332 θ452
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θ51 θ364 θ572 θ160 θ602 θ415 θ103 θ528 θ164 θ508 θ170 θ423 θ449 θ520 θ260 θ552 θ604 θ119

θ530 θ579 θ115 θ523 θ405 θ238 θ452 θ376 θ175 θ154 θ311 θ139 θ434 θ196 θ219 θ155 θ511 θ583

θ25 θ380 θ324 θ488 θ502 θ379 θ87 θ414 θ173 θ56 θ601 θ101 θ326 θ42 θ97 θ48 θ368 θ187

θ561 θ416 θ42 θ614 θ384 θ393 θ145 θ590 θ128 θ595 θ420 θ308 θ205 θ475 θ484 θ467 θ178 θ585

θ276 θ402 θ152 θ406 θ584 θ349 θ233 θ98 θ378 1 θ409 θ201 θ486 θ428 θ367 θ304 θ47 θ469

θ583 θ615 θ12 θ390 θ250 θ423 θ63 θ60 θ384 θ124 4 θ64 θ253 θ583 θ194 θ61 θ382 θ212

θ142 θ453 θ380 θ405 θ389 θ244 θ292 θ45 θ501 θ285 θ591 θ122 θ271 θ505 θ504 θ43 θ294 θ78

θ140 θ65 θ271 θ202 θ457 θ436 θ166 θ327 θ539 θ455 θ181 θ454 θ382 θ576 θ479 θ406 θ329 θ43

θ26 θ116 θ560 θ146 θ307 θ557 θ411 θ254 θ250 θ546 θ404 θ97 θ143 θ116 θ603 θ434 θ121 θ131

θ453 θ157 θ142 θ590 θ406 θ562 θ63 θ30 θ332 θ412 θ26 θ475 θ565 θ32 θ298 θ89 θ304 θ78

θ475 θ458 θ57 θ46 θ100 θ535 θ566 θ180 θ606 θ368 θ390 θ595 θ193 θ328 θ88 θ282 θ457 θ135

θ41 θ554 θ432 θ35 θ254 θ303 θ613 θ133 θ206 θ92 θ420 θ409 θ387 θ30 θ458 θ146 θ100 θ362

θ501 θ37 θ445 θ327 θ160 θ374 θ298 θ97 θ76 θ233 θ61 θ356 θ118 θ141 θ77 θ433 θ505 θ546



















































.


	I Introduction
	II Preliminaries
	III Construction of Hermitian self-orthogonal codes
	III-A Hermitian self-orthogonal codes from projective lines
	III-B Hermitian self-orthogonal codes from maximal curves
	III-C Hermitian self-orthogonal codes from other curves
	III-C1 The case q being odd
	III-C2 The case q being even


	IV Application to quantum codes
	References

