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Symplectic self-orthogonal and LCD codes from the

Plotkin sum construction

Shixin Zhu, Yang Li∗, Shitao Li †‡

Abstract

In this work, we propose two criteria for linear codes obtained from the Plotkin
sum construction being symplectic self-orthogonal (SO) and linear complementary
dual (LCD). As specific constructions, several classes of symplectic SO codes with
good parameters including symplectic maximum distance separable codes are de-
rived via ℓ-intersection pairs of linear codes and generalized Reed-Muller codes. Also
symplectic LCD codes are constructed from general linear codes. Furthermore, we
obtain some binary symplectic LCD codes, which are equivalent to quaternary trace
Hermitian additive complementary dual codes that outperform best-known quater-
nary Hermitian LCD codes reported in the literature. In addition, we prove that
symplectic SO and LCD codes obtained in these ways are asymptotically good.

Keywords: Symplectic inner product, Self-orthogonal code, LCD code, Symplectic
maximum distance separable code, Plotkin sum construction
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1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, let q = pm be a prime power and Fq be the finite field with size q.
An [n, k]q linear code C is a k-dimensional linear subspace of Fn

q . Let C
⊥ be the dual code of

C with respect to a certain inner product (such as the Euclidean, Hermitian or symplectic
inner product). A linear code C is said to be self-orthogonal (SO) if C ⊆ C⊥ and linear
complementary dual (LCD) if C ∩ C⊥ = {0}. Both SO and LCD codes have attracted
significant attention in recent years due to their theoretical and practical importance.

On one hand, constructing, enumerating, characterizing and classifying SO codes have
remained as four essential and dynamic research problems since the beginning of coding
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theory (see [6, 13, 17, 31, 33, 34, 37, 39, 45] and the references therein). Two main factors
contribute to the intriguing and broad appeal of SO codes. First, Ding [16], Zhang
et al. [46] and Jin et al. [30] respectively proved that binary Euclidean SO codes, q-ary
Euclidean SO codes (q is odd) and q-ary symplectic SO codes are asymptotically good.
Second, extensive researches have established strong correlations between SO codes and
various mathematical fields such as combinatorial t-design theory [9], group theory [15],
lattice theory [8,15,24], modular forms [41], and quantum error-correcting codes (QECCs)
[14, 32]. Specifically, finite groups like the Mathieu groups were found to be associated
with some SO codes and the extended binary SO Golay code was linked to the Conway
group. Many 5-designs were also obtained from SO codes [5].

On the other hand, LCD codes were first introduced by Massey [38] in 1992, which
can provide an optimum linear coding solution for two-user binary adder channel. Subse-
quently, Sendrier [40] and Güneri et al. [23] showed that Euclidean and Hermitian LCD
codes are asymptotically good. Carlet et al. [10] also further developed LCD codes to
combat side channel attacks (SCAs) and fault injection attacks (FIAs). In 2018, Carlet
et al. [12] proved that any linear code over Fq is equivalent to some Euclidean LCD
code for q > 3 and any linear code over Fq2 is equivalent to some Hermitian LCD
code for q > 2. Since then, the focus has been on binary, ternary Euclidean LCD
codes, quaternary Hermitian LCD codes and q-ary symplectic LCD codes (see for ex-
ample [2–4, 21, 25, 26, 28, 36, 37, 44]). Note that Xu et al. [44] and Huang et al. [28]
also employed symplectic LCD symplectic maximum distance separable (MDS) codes to
construct maximal entanglement MDS entanglement-assisted QECCs.

Hence, it is always interesting to construct new SO and LCD codes with good param-
eters and it should also be emphasized that a variety of effective techniques have been
developed in the literature. In particular, one of such excellent methods is the so-called
Plotkin sum construction [29], also referred to as the (u,u+ v) construction, which can
generate new linear codes from old ones. Very recently, by employing the Plotkin sum
construction, Li et al. [37] constructed many good Euclidean and Hermitian SO and LCD
codes. Motivated by this work and the growing interest in SO and LCD codes, a natural
problem arises: Can symplectic SO and LCD codes with good parameters be
constructed from the Plotkin sum construction? In this paper, we provide an
affirmative answer. Main contributions of ours are summarized as follows:

(1) Criteria for linear codes obtained from the Plotkin sum construction being sym-
plectic SO and symplectic LCD codes are characterized in Theorems 3.2 and 4.1.
Also symplectic SO and LCD codes obtained from these ways are proved to be
asymptotically good with respect to the symplectic distance in Theorems 3.3 and
4.2.

(2) Using these two criteria, we further obtain many symplectic SO and LCD codes
with good parameters.

• By utilizing ℓ-intersection pairs of linear codes and generalized Reed-Muller
codes, we construct several families of symplectic SO codes with explicit pa-
rameters in Theorems 3.6, 3.7, 3.8 and 3.13 as well as Corollary 3.9. Many
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symplectic dual-containing (DC) codes are also produced by considering sym-
plectic dual codes of these symplectic SO codes. As results, lots of symplectic
SO and DC codes with good parameters including symplectic MDS codes are
deduced.

• By employing general linear codes, we present a method to construct sym-
plectic LCD codes in Theorem 4.3. Based on this method, we further obtain
some binary symplectic LCD codes, which are equivalent to the so-called qua-
ternary trace Hermitian additive complementary dual codes that outperform
best-known quaternary Hermitian LCD codes in Table 2.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review some necessary knowledge.
In Sections 3 and 4, we apply the Plotkin sum construction to obtain symplectic SO, DC
and LCD codes with explicit and good parameters. We also study the asymptotic results
of symplectic SO and LCD codes from the Plotkin sum construction. In Section 5, we
conclude this paper.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Linear codes

From now on, we always denote 0 as an appropriate zero vector and O as a proper
zero matrix. Let x1 = (x1, x2, . . . , xn), x2 = (xn+1, xn+2, . . . , x2n), y1 = (y1, y2, . . . , yn)
and y2 = (yn+1, yn+2, . . . , y2n) be any four vectors in F

n
q . The Hamming weight of x1 is

wtH(x1) = |{i | xi 6= 0, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}| and the minimum Hamming distance of an [n, k]q
linear code C is dH(C) = min{wtH(x1) | x1 ∈ C and x1 6= 0}. Denote x = (x1 | x2) =
(x1, . . . , xn, xn+1, . . . , x2n) and y = (y1 | y2) = (y1, . . . , yn, yn+1, . . . , y2n). The symplectic
weight of x is wts(x) = |{i | (xi, xn+i) 6= (0, 0), 1 ≤ i ≤ n}| and the minimum symplectic
distance of a [2n, k]q linear code C is ds(C) = min{wts(x) | x ∈ C and x 6= 0}. In this
paper, we denote C by [n, k, dH]

H
q (resp. [2n, k, ds]

s
q) if C is an [n, k]q (resp. a [2n, k]q) linear

code with minimum Hamming (resp. symplectic) distance dH (resp. ds). It is well-known
that for an [n, k, dH]

H
q (resp. a [2n, k, ds]

s
q) linear code C, the Hamming (resp. symplectic)

Singleton bound says that dH ≤ n−k+1 (resp. ds ≤ ⌊2n−k+2
2

⌋). Then such a linear code C
is called a Hamming (resp. symplectic) MDS code if dH = n−k+1 (resp. ds = ⌊2n−k+2

2
⌋).

Let Ω =

[

O In
−In O

]

, where In is the identity matrix of size n × n. The Euclidean

inner product of x1 and y1 is defined by

〈x1,y1〉E =

n
∑

i=1

xiyi (1)

and the symplectic inner product of x and y is defined by

〈x,y〉s = xΩyT =
n

∑

i=1

(xiyn+i − xn+iyi). (2)
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If C is an [n, k, dH]
H
q linear code, its Euclidean dual code is given by

C⊥E = {y1 | 〈x1,y1〉E = 0, ∀ x1 ∈ C} (3)

and C⊥E has parameters [n, n − k, d⊥E

H ]Hq , where d⊥E

H denotes the minimum Hamming
distance of C⊥E . If C is a [2n, k, ds]

s
q linear code, its symplectic dual code is given by

C⊥s = {y | 〈x,y〉s = 0, ∀ x ∈ C} (4)

and C⊥s has parameters [n, n − k, d⊥s

s ]sq, where d⊥s

s denotes the minimum symplectic dis-
tance of C⊥s . As defined previously, we call C Euclidean (resp. symplectic) SO if C ⊆ C⊥E

(resp. C ⊆ C⊥s), call C Euclidean (resp. symplectic) DC if C⊥E ⊆ C (resp. C⊥s ⊆ C),
and call C Euclidean (resp. symplectic) LCD if C ∩ C⊥E = {0} (resp. C ∩ C⊥s = {0}). In
addition, it is easy to check that (C⊥E)⊥E = C and (C⊥s)⊥s = C. Note that symplectic SO
and LCD codes are characterized by the following two lemmas.

Lemma 2.1 (Theorem 1 in [45]). Let C be a [2n, k]q linear code with a generator matrix
G. Then C is a symplectic SO code if and only if GΩGT is a zero matrix.

Lemma 2.2 (Theorem 1 in [44]). Let C be a [2n, k]q linear code with a generator matrix
G. Then C is a symplectic LCD code if and only if GΩGT is nonsingular.

2.2 Additive codes

An (n, qk)q2 additive code is an Fq-linear subgroup of F
n
q2
, which has size qk for some

integer k satisfying 0 ≤ k ≤ 2n. An (n, qk, dH)
H
q2

additive code is an (n, qk)q2 additive
code with minimum Hamming distance dH. Let F∗

q2
= 〈ω〉. For u = (u1, u2, . . . , un) and

v = (v1, v2, . . . , vn) ∈ F
n
q2
, the alternating form of u and v is defined by

〈u,v〉a =

n
∑

i=1

uiv
q
i − uq

ivi
ω − ωq

. (5)

We use C⊥a to denote the dual code of an additive code C under the alternating form and
call C additive SO if C ⊆ C⊥a and additive complementary dual (ACD) if C ∩ C⊥a = {0}.
Consider the following map

φ : F
2n
q → F

n
q2,

(a1, . . . , an, an+1, . . . , a2n) 7→ (a1 + ωan+1, . . . , an + ωa2n).

It can be checked that 〈u,v〉s = 〈φ(u), φ(v)〉a for any u,v ∈ F
2n
q (see [32]). It is also easy

to verify that φ is an isomorphic map from (F2n
q , ds, 〈·, ·〉s) to (Fn

q2
, dH, 〈·, ·〉a). Therefore,

a [2n, k, d]sq linear code is equivalent to an (n, qk, d)H
q2

additive code.
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2.3 Asymptotic results

Finally, we end this section with the concept of asymptotic results. For an infinite subset
of [ni, ki, di]

s
q codes from a family of linear codes with limi→∞ ni = ∞, if both of its

asymptotic rate

r = lim inf
i→∞

ki
ni

and asymptotic relative Hamming (resp. symplectic) distance

δ = lim inf
i→∞

di
ni

are greater than 0, we call this family of linear code asymptotically good with respect to
the Hamming (resp. symplectic) distance. As pointed out in [29], asymptotically good
linear codes are generally considered interesting and one prefers to delve into a family of
asymptotically good codes in coding theory.

3 Symplectic SO codes

3.1 The characterization and the asymptotic result of symplectic SO codes
from the Plotkin sum construction

Definition 3.1 ( [29]). Let Ci be an [n, ki]q linear code for i = 1, 2. Let Gi and Hi be
respectively a generator matrix and a parity check matrix of Ci for i = 1, 2. The Plotkin
sum of C1 and C2 is a [2n, k1 + k2]q linear code P(C1, C2) defined by

P(C1, C2) = {(u,u+ v) | u ∈ C1, v ∈ C2}, (6)

whose generator matrix and parity check matrix are respectively

G =

(

G1 G1

O G2

)

and H =

(

H1 O
−H2 H2

)

. (7)

Theorem 3.2. Let Ci be an [n, ki, di]
H
q linear code for i = 1, 2. Then the following three

statements are equivalent.

(1) P(C1, C2) is a symplectic SO [2n, k1 + k2,min{d1, d2}]
s
q code.

(2) P(C1, C2)
⊥s is a symplectic DC [2n, 2n− k1 − k2,min{dH(C

⊥E

1 ), dH(C
⊥E

2 )}]sq code.

(3) C1 ⊆ C⊥E

2 .

Proof. First, we prove that P(C1, C2) and P(C1, C2)
⊥s have parameters [2n, k1 +

k2,min{d1, d2}]
s
q and [2n, 2n − k1 − k2,min{dH(C

⊥E

1 ), dH(C
⊥E

2 )}]sq, respectively. Then we
reduce the three statements to three simpler statements. With Definition 3.1, P(C1, C2)
is a [2n, k1 + k2]q linear code, and then P(C1, C2)

⊥s is a [2n, 2n − k1 − k2]q linear
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code. Hence, it suffices to prove that ds(P(C1, C2)) = min{d1, d2} and ds(P(C1, C2))
⊥s =

min{dH(C
⊥E

1 ), dH(C
⊥E

2 )}.

Case 1: the proof of ds(P(C1, C2)) = min{d1, d2}. Let (u,u + v) ∈ P(C1, C2)
be any nonzero codeword with u ∈ C1 and v ∈ C2. Then u 6= 0 or v 6= 0. We have two
subcases.

• If v = 0, since u is a nonzero codeword in C1, we have that

wts((u,u+ v)) = wts((u,u)) = wtH(u) ≥ d1.

• If v 6= 0, let u = (u1, u2, . . . , un) and v = (v1, v2, . . . , vn). Note that for each integer
1 ≤ i ≤ n, if vi 6= 0, then (ui, ui + vi) 6= (0, 0) whether ui = 0 or not; if vi = 0, then
(ui, ui + vi) = (0, 0) if and only if ui = 0. Hence, we have that

wts((u,u+ v)) ≥ wtH(v) ≥ d2.

Then it follows that ds(P(C1, C2)) ≥ min{d1, d2}.
Conversely, for i = 1, 2, since dH(Ci) = di, there is a codeword ci ∈ Ci such that

wtH(ci) = di. Note that both (c1, c1) and (0, c2) are codewords in P(C1, C2). Then

ds(P(C1, C2)) ≤ min{wts((c1, c1)),wts((0, c2))}

= min{wtH(c1),wtH(c2)}

= min{d1, d2}.

In summary, ds(P(C1, C2)) = min{d1, d2}. This completes the proof of Case 1.

Case 2: the proof of ds(P(C1,C2))
⊥s = min{dH(C

⊥E

1 ), dH(C
⊥E

2 )}. From Defi-

nition 3.1, P(C1, C2)
⊥E has a generator matrix H =

(

H1 O
−H2 H2

)

. On the other hand,

from the definitions of Euclidean dual codes and symplectic dual codes, we can deduce
that P(C1, C2)

⊥s = P(C1, C2)
⊥EΩn = {cΩn | c ∈ P(C1, C2)

⊥E}. This turns out that

HΩn =

(

H1 O
−H2 H2

)(

O In
−In O

)

=

(

O H1

−H2 −H2

)

is a generator matrix of P(C1, C2)
⊥s . Since P(C1, C2)

⊥s is linear and Hi is a generator
matrix of C⊥E

i for i = 1, 2, it is again inferred from Definition 3.1 that P(C1, C2)
⊥s can

be viewed as the Plotkin sum of C⊥E

2 and C⊥E

1 , i.e., P(C1, C2)
⊥s = P(C⊥E

2 , C⊥E

1 ). Hence,
P(C1, C2)

⊥s has parameters [2n, 2n− k1− k2,min{dH(C
⊥E

1 ), dH(C
⊥E

2 )}]sq according to Case
1. This completes the proof of Case 2.

By the results above, we only need to prove that the following three simpler statements
are equivalent: (1’) P(C1, C2) is a symplectic SO code; (2’) P(C1, C2)

⊥s is a symplectic DC
code; and (3’) C1 ⊆ C⊥E

2 .

(1’) ⇔ (2’) Since (P(C1, C2)
⊥s)⊥s = P(C1, C2), we have P(C1, C2) ⊆ P(C1, C2)

⊥s if and
only if (P(C1, C2)

⊥s)⊥s ⊆ P(C1, C2)
⊥s. Hence P(C1, C2) is symplectic SO if and only if

P(C1, C2)
⊥s is symplectic DC.

6



(1’) ⇔ (3’) By Definition 3.1, P(C1, C2) has a generator matrix G =

(

G1 G1

O G2

)

.

Then we have

GΩnG
T =

(

G1 G1

O G2

)(

O In
−In O

)(

GT
1 O

GT
1 GT

2

)

=

(

O G1G
T
2

−G2G
T
1 O

)

. (8)

It follows from Lemma 2.1 and Equation (8) that P(C1, C2) is symplectic SO if and
only if GΩnG

T = O, if and only if −G2G
T
1 = −(G1G

T
2 )

T = O, if and only if C1 ⊆ C⊥E

2 .
Therefore, the statements (1’) and (3’) are equivalent.

In summary, the statements (1), (2) and (3) are equivalent. This completes the proof.

We next show that symplectic SO codes obtained by Theorem 3.2 are asymptotically
good. It is therefore an interesting class of linear codes.

Theorem 3.3. Let q = 2 or q be an odd prime power. Then q-ary symplectic SO codes
derived from Theorem 3.2 are asymptotically good with respect to the symplectic distance.

Proof. It follows from [16, Remark 3] and [46, Corollary 4.2] that there exist asymptoti-
cally good binary and q-ary (q is odd) Euclidean SO codes with respect to the Hamming
distance. Hence, we assume that {Ci}

∞

i=0 is an infinite subset of [ni, ki, di]
H
q codes from

asymptotically good q-ary Euclidean SO codes, where q = 2 or q is odd. Then it implies
that limi→∞ ni = ∞ with lim inf i→∞

ki
ni

> 0 and lim inf i→∞
di
ni

> 0.

Since Ci is Euclidean SO, i.e., Ci ⊆ C⊥E

i , it follows form Theorem 3.2 that P(Ci, Ci) is
a [2ni, 2ki, di]

s
q symplectic SO code, denoted by Pi. Note that limi→∞ 2ni = ∞. Also for

the infinite sequence of symplectic SO codes {Pi}
∞

i=0, the asymptotic rate of {Pi}
∞

i=0 is

r = lim inf
i→∞

2ki
2ni

= lim inf
i→∞

ki
ni

> 0 (9)

and the asymptotic relative symplectic distance of {Pi}
∞

i=0 is

δ = lim inf
i→∞

di
2ni

=
1

2
lim inf
i→∞

di
ni

> 0. (10)

This proves the expected result.

3.2 The first construction related to ℓ-intersection pairs of linear codes

Let Ci be an [n, ki]q linear code for i = 1, 2. Then they are said to be an ℓ-intersection
pair if dim(C1 ∩ C2) = ℓ. Here we recall some important results on ℓ-intersection pairs of
linear codes.

Lemma 3.4 (Lemma 2.2 in [20]). Let Ci be an [n, ki]q linear code for i = 1, 2. Suppose
that dim(C1 ∩ C2) = ℓ. Then max{k1 + k2 − n, 0} ≤ ℓ ≤ min{k1, k2}.

7



Lemma 3.5 (Theorem 7 in [27]). Let q ≥ 3 be a prime power. Then there exist two
Hamming MDS codes C1 and C2 with parameters [n, k1, n−k1+1]Hq and [n, k2, n−k2+1]Hq
such that dim(C1 ∩ C2) = ℓ if any one of the following conditions holds:

(1) 2 ≤ n ≤ q + 1, 1 ≤ k1, k2 ≤ n − 1, max{k1 + k2 − n, 0} ≤ ℓ ≤ min{k1, k2} and
(n, k1, k2, ℓ) 6= (q + 1, 2, 1, 1) or (q + 1, 1, 2, 1);

(2) q = 2m ≥ 4, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ 3, n = q + 2 and (k1, k2) = (3, q − 1), (q − 1, 3) or (3, 3);

(3) q = 2m ≥ 4, q − 4 ≤ ℓ ≤ q − 1, n = q + 2 and (k1, k2) = (q − 1, q − 1).

Next, we apply the Plotkin sum construction to ℓ-intersection pairs of linear codes.
By Theorem 3.2, we can transform ℓ-intersection pairs of linear codes to symplectic SO
codes, which is not effectively applicable to the Euclidean and Hermitian inner products
under the Hamming distance. In addition, these constructions have explicit parameters.

Theorem 3.6. Let q ≥ 3 be a prime power. Let n, k1 and k2 be any three positive integers
satisfying 2 ≤ n ≤ q + 1, 1 ≤ k1 ≤ k2 ≤ n − 1 and k1 + k2 ≥ n. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) There exists a symplectic SO [2n, n+ k1 − k2, n− k1 + 1]sq code.

(2) There exists a symplectic DC [2n, n+ k2 − k1, n− k2 + 1]sq code.

Proof. For each integer 2 ≤ n ≤ q + 1 and 1 ≤ k1 ≤ k2 ≤ n − 1 satisfying (n, k1, k2) 6=
(q + 1, 2, 1) or (q + 1, 1, 2), it follows from Lemma 3.5 (1) that there exist two Hamming
MDS codes, denoted by C1 and C2, with respective parameters [n, k1, n − k1 + 1]Hq and

[n, k2, n − k2 + 1]Hq such that dim(C1 ∩ C2) = k1. Then C⊥E

2 is a Hamming MDS [n, n −

k2, k2 + 1]Hq code and C1 ⊆ C2 = (C⊥E

2 )⊥E .

Hence, P(C1, C
⊥E

2 ) is a symplectic SO [2n, n + k1 − k2,min{n− k1 + 1, k2 + 1}]sq code

and P(C1, C
⊥E

2 )⊥s is a symplectic DC [2n, n+ k2 − k1,min{k1 + 1, n− k2 + 1}]sq code from

Theorem 3.2. Since ds(P(C1, C
⊥E

2 )) = min{n − k1 + 1, k2 + 1} and ds(P(C1, C
⊥E

2 )⊥s) =
min{k1 + 1, n− k2 + 1}, we have the following two cases.

• Case 1: If k1+k2 ≥ n, we have ds(P(C1, C
⊥E

2 )) = n−k1+1 and ds(P(C1, C
⊥E

2 )⊥s) =
n− k2 +1, i.e., a symplectic SO [2n, n+ k1 − k2, n− k1 +1]sq code and a symplectic
DC [2n, n + k2 − k1, n− k2 + 1]sq code exist.

• Case 2: If k1 + k2 ≤ n, we have ds(P(C1, C
⊥E

2 )) = k2 + 1 and ds(P(C1, C
⊥E

2 )⊥s) =
k1 + 1, i.e., a symplectic SO [2n, n + k1 − k2, k2 + 1]sq code and a symplectic DC
[2n, n+ k2 − k1, k1 + 1]sq code exist.

Due to the flexibility of the ranges of k1 and k2, it is not difficult to check that Case 1
and Case 2 will yield the same families of symplectic SO (resp. DC) codes. Hence, we
only consider Case 1 for our construction. Moreover, since 1 ≤ k1 ≤ k2 ≤ n − 1 and
k1 + k2 ≥ n are limited in Case 1, then (n, k1, k2) are always not equal to (q + 1, 2, 1) or
(q + 1, 1, 2). Therefore, the desired results (1) and (2) follow.
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Theorem 3.7. Let q ≥ 3 be a prime power. Let 2 ≤ n ≤ q+1 be a positive integer. Then
the following statements hold.

(1) There exists a symplectic MDS symplectic SO [2n, 2k, n−k+1]sq code and a symplectic

MDS symplectic DC [2n, 2n− 2k, k + 1]sq code for each integer 1 ≤ k ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

.

(2) There exists a symplectic MDS symplectic SO [2n, 2k+1, n−k]sq code and a symplectic

MDS symplectic DC [2n, 2n− 2k − 1, k + 1]sq code for each integer 0 ≤ k ≤
⌊

n−1
2

⌋

.

(3) There exists a symplectic MDS symplectic SO [2m+1 + 4, 6, 2m]s2m code and a sym-
plectic MDS symplectic DC [2m+1 + 4, 2m+1 − 2, 4]s2m code for each m ≥ 2.

Proof. (1) Let k1 + k2 = n and 1 ≤ k1 ≤
⌊

n
2

⌋

in Theorem 3.6. Then we can obtain a
symplectic SO [2n, 2k1, n− k1+1]sq code and a symplectic DC [2n, 2n− 2k1, k1+1]sq code.

It follows from the facts n− k1 + 1 =
⌊

2n−2k1+2
2

⌋

and k1 + 1 =
⌊

2n−(2n−2k1)+2
2

⌋

that these

two codes are symplectic MDS. This completes the proof of (1) by taking k = k1.
(2) Let k1 + k2 = n+ 1 > n and 1 ≤ k1 ≤

⌊

n+1
2

⌋

in Theorem 3.6. Then we can obtain
a symplectic SO [2n, 2k1− 1, n− k1+1]sq code and a symplectic DC [2n, 2n− 2k1+1, k1]

s
q

code. It follows from the facts n−k1+1 =
⌊

2n−(2k1−1)+2
2

⌋

and k1 =
⌊

2n−(2n−2k1+1)+2
2

⌋

that

these two codes are symplectic MDS. This completes the proof of (2) by taking k = k1−1.
(3) Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.6, for each m ≥ 2, it follows from taking

(k1, k2, ℓ) = (3, 2m − 1, 3) in Lemma 3.5 (2) and Theorem 3.2 that a symplectic SO
[2m+1 +4, 6, 2m]2m code and a symplectic DC [2m+1 +4, 2m+1− 2, 4]2m code exist. Similar
to (1) above, it is easy to check that these two codes are symplectic MDS. This completes
the desired result (3).

Theorem 3.8. There exists a symplectic self-dual [2m+1 + 4, 2m + 2, 4]s2m code for each
integer m ≥ 2.

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 3.6 again, the desired result follows by taking
(k1, k2, ℓ) = (3, 3, 3) in Lemma 3.5 (2) or by taking (k1, k2, ℓ) = (2m − 1, 2m − 1, 2m − 1)
in Lemma 3.5 (3).

In particular, symplectic MDS symplectic self-dual codes can be further deduced from
Theorems 3.7 and 3.8 as follows.

Corollary 3.9. Let q ≥ 3 be a prime power. Then the following statements hold.

(1) There exists a symplectic MDS symplectic self-dual [2n, n, n
2
+1]sq code for each even

2 ≤ n ≤ q + 1.

(2) There exists a symplectic MDS symplectic self-dual [2n, n, n+1
2
]sq code for each odd

2 ≤ n ≤ q + 1.

(3) There exists a symplectic MDS symplectic self-dual [12, 6, 4]s4 code.

9



Proof. Taking k = n
2
with even n and n−1

2
with odd n in Theorems 3.7 (1) and (2),

respectively, the desired results (1) and (2) follow immediately. Also the desired result
(3) holds by taking m = 2 in Theorem 3.7 (3) or Theorem 3.8.

Remark 3.10. As mentioned earlier, this construction is not effectively applicable to
the Euclidean and Hermitian inner products under the Hamming distance based on ℓ-
intersection pairs of linear codes. Currently, almost all known Hamming MDS Euclidean
and Hermitian SO codes are constructed from (extended) generalized Reed-Solomon
codes. These known Hamming MDS SO codes can yield additive (in fact, linear) SO
codes of generalized Reed-Solomon type by [32, Lemma 18]. It is not difficult to check
that symplectic SO codes C we obtain from ℓ-intersection pairs of linear codes are not
equivalent to known Hamming MDS Hermitian SO codes, even if they have the same
parameters because our method is more universal and φ(C) is nonlinear additive. In fact,
Adriaensen and Ball [1] also motivated us to construct additive MDS codes with length
less than or equal to q + 1.

Example 3.11. Let q = 8. By Part (1) of Theorem 3.7, we can obtain symplectic
MDS symplectic SO [6, 2, 3]s8, [8, 2, 4]

s
8, [10, 2, 5]

s
8, [10, 4, 4]

s
8, [12, 2, 6]

s
8, [12, 4, 5]

s
8, [14, 2, 7]

s
8,

[14, 4, 6]s8, [14, 6, 5]s8, [16, 2, 8]s8, [16, 4, 7]s8, [16, 6, 6]s8, [18, 2, 9]s8, [18, 4, 8]s8, [18, 6, 7]s8,
[18, 8, 6]s8 and [20, 6, 8]s8 codes. By Part (2) of Theorem 3.7, we can obtain symplectic
MDS symplectic SO [8, 3, 3]s8, [10, 3, 4]

s
8, [12, 3, 5]

s
8, [12, 5, 4]

s
8, [14, 3, 6]

s
8, [14, 5, 5]

s
8, [16, 3, 7]

s
8,

[16, 5, 6]s8, [16, 7, 5]
s
8, [18, 3, 8]

s
8, [18, 5, 7]

s
8 and [18, 7, 6]s8 codes. By Part (1) of Corollary

3.9, we can obtain symplectic MDS symplectic self-dual [4, 2, 2]s8, [8, 4, 3]
s
8, [12, 6, 4]

s
8 and

[16, 8, 5]s8 codes. By Part (2) of Corollary 3.9, we can obtain symplectic MDS symplectic
self-dual [6, 3, 2]s8, [10, 5, 3]

s
8, [14, 7, 4]

s
8 and [18, 9, 5]s8 codes. In addition, Theorem 3.8 also

yields a symplectic self-dual [20, 10, 4]s8 code.

3.3 The second construction related to generalized Reed-Muller codes

We recall some notions on generalized Reed-Muller (GRM) codes and refer to [29] for
more details. Let R = Fq[x1, x2, . . . , xm] be the ring of polynomials over Fq and I =
〈xq

1−x1, x
q
2−x2, . . . , x

q
m−xm〉 be the ideal of R. Denote the corresponding Fq-algebra by

AL = Fq[x1, x2, . . . , xm]/I and the set of zeros in Fq of I by O(I) = F
m
q = {P1, P2, . . . , Pn}.

Then for any integer r ≥ 0, the r-th order GRM code GRM(r,m) is defined as

GRM(r,m) = {(f(P1), f(P2), . . . , f(Pn)) | f ∈ AL, deg(f) ≤ r} (11)

and we always select a canonical representative of f excluding power xj
i for j ≥ q. Then

some known results of GRM codes from [29] are shown as follows.

Lemma 3.12 ( [29]). Let notations be the same as above. Suppose 0 ≤ r < m(q− 1) and
write m(q− 1)− r = a(q− 1) + b with integers a, b ≥ 0 and b < q− 1. Then the following
statements hold.

(1) GRM(r,m) has parameters
[

qm,
m
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

m

j

)(

m+ r − jq

r − jq

)

, (b+ 1)qa

]

q

. (12)
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(2) The Euclidean dual code of a GRM code is still a GRM code. Specifically, we have

GRM(r,m)⊥E = GRM(m(q − 1)− r − 1, m). (13)

(3) For any integers 0 ≤ i ≤ r < m(q − 1), we have

GRM(i,m) ⊆ GRM(r,m). (14)

Note that Theorem 3.2 generally gives q-ary symplectic SO (resp. DC) codes of length
up to 2q + 2 (some can take up to 2q + 4 when q = 2m ≥ 4). Next, we apply the Plotkin
sum construction to GRM codes. This permits us to construct q-ary symplectic SO (resp.
DC) codes of length exceeding 2q + 2.

Theorem 3.13. Let r, i and m be three positive integers satisfying 0 ≤ r < m(q − 1)
and 0 ≤ i ≤ m(q − 1) − r − 1. Write m(q − 1) − r = ar(q − 1) + br, m(q − 1) − i =
ai(q− 1) + bi, r+1 = a′r(q− 1) + b′r and i+1 = a′i(q− 1)+ b′i, where ar, ai, a

′

r, a
′

i ≥ 0 and
0 ≤ br, bi, b

′

r, b
′

i < q − 1. Then the following statements hold.

(1) There exists a symplectic SO code with parameters


2qm,

m
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

m

j

)[(

m+ i− jq

i− jq

)

+

(

m+ r − jq

r − jq

)]

,min {(bi + 1)qai , (br + 1)qar}





s

q

.

(2) There exists a symplectic DC code with parameters


2qm, 2qm −

m
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

m

j

)[(

m+ i− jq

i− jq

)

+

(

m+ r − jq

r − jq

)]

,min
{

(b′i + 1)qa
′

i , (b′r + 1)qa
′

r

}





s

q

.

Proof. (1) Let notations be the same as before. Let C2 = GRM(r,m). Since r is a
positive integer satisfying 0 ≤ r < m(q − 1), then it follows from Lemma 3.12 (1) and
the representation of r that C2 has parameters [qm,

∑m

j=0(−1)j
(

m

j

)(

m+r−jq

r−jq

)

, (br + 1)qar ]Hq .

From Lemma 3.12 (2), we have C⊥E

2 = GRM(m(q − 1)− r − 1, m).
Note that i is a positive integer satisfying 0 ≤ i ≤ m(q−1)−r−1, then 0 ≤ i < m(q−1).

On one hand, from Lemma 3.12 (1) and the representation of i, GRM(i,m) has parameters

[

qm,

m
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

m

j

)(

m+ i− jq

i− jq

)

, (bi + 1)qai

]H

q

.

On the other hand, from Lemma 3.12 (3), we have GRM(i,m) ⊆ GRM(m(q − 1) − r −

1, m) = C⊥E

2 . Let C1 = GRM(i,m). Then C1 ⊆ C⊥E

2 . Therefore, from Theorem 3.2 (1),
P(C1, C2) is a symplectic SO code with parameters



2qm,

m
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

m

j

)[(

m+ i− jq

i− jq

)

+

(

m+ r − jq

r − jq

)]

,min {(bi + 1)qai , (br + 1)qar}





s

q
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This completes the proof of (1).

(2) Let notations be the same as (1) above. From Lemma 3.12 (2), we have C⊥E

1 =
GRM(m(q − 1) − i − 1, m). Since 0 ≤ r < m(q − 1) and 0 ≤ i ≤ m(q − 1) − r − 1, we
have 0 ≤ m(q − 1) − r − 1 < m(q − 1) and 0 ≤ r ≤ m(q − 1) − i − 1 < m(q − 1). It
follows from Lemma 3.12 (1) and the representations of r+1 and i+1 that the respective

minimum Hamming distances of C⊥E

1 and C⊥E

2 are (b′i + 1)qa
′

i and (b′r + 1)qa
′

r . Therefore,
from Theorem 3.2 (2), P(C1, C2)

⊥s is a symplectic DC code with parameters



2qm, 2qm −

m
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

m

j

)[(

m+ i− jq

i− jq

)

+

(

m+ r − jq

r − jq

)]

,min
{

(b′i + 1)qa
′

i , (b′r + 1)qa
′

r

}





s

q

This completes the proof of (2).

Example 3.14. We list some symplectic SO and DC codes in Table 1 obtained by The-
orem 3.13. Note that the differences between the symplectic Singleton bound and their
minimum symplectic distances are at most 2 and some of them are 0. Furthermore, it is
well-known that the Singleton bound is a rough bound when the length is relatively large
compared to q. Hence, these codes listed indeed have good parameters.

Table 1: Some good symplectic SO and DC codes from Theorem 3.13
q m r i Symplectic SO Bound q m r i Symplectic DC Bound

2 2 0 1 [8, 4, 2]s2 3 3 2 1 1 [18, 12, 3]s3 4
2 3 1 1 [16, 8, 4]s2 5 3 3 1 1 [54, 46, 3]s3 5
3 1 1 0 [6, 3, 2]s3 2 4 2 1 1 [32, 26, 3]s4 4
3 2 1 1 [18, 6, 6]s3 7 4 3 1 1 [128, 120, 3]s4 5
3 2 2 1 [18, 9, 3]s3 5 5 1 1 1 [10, 6, 3]s5 3
4 1 1 1 [8, 4, 3]s4 3 5 2 1 1 [50, 44, 3]s5 4
4 2 1 1 [32, 6, 12]s4 14 5 3 1 1 [250, 242, 3]s5 5
5 1 1 1 [10, 4, 4]s5 4 7 1 1 1 [14, 10, 3]s7 3
5 1 2 1 [10, 5, 3]s5 3 7 1 2 2 [14, 8, 4]s7 4
7 1 1 1 [14, 4, 6]s7 6 7 2 1 1 [98, 92, 3]s7 4
7 1 2 2 [14, 6, 5]s7 5 7 3 1 1 [686, 678, 3]s7 5

The “Bound” in the sixth and twelfth columns denote the symplectic Singleton bound.

4 Symplectic LCD codes

In this section, we construct symplectic LCD codes from the Plotkin sum construction.
The following criterion is important for us.

Theorem 4.1. Let Ci be an [n, ki, di]
H
q linear code for i = 1, 2. Then the following three

statements are equivalent.

(1) P(C1, C2) is a symplectic LCD [2n, k1 + k2,min{d1, d2}]
s
q code.

(2) P(C1, C2)
⊥s is a symplectic LCD [2n, 2n− k1 − k2,min{dH(C

⊥E

1 ), dH(C
⊥E

2 )}]sq code.

12



(3) C1 ∩ C⊥E

2 = {0} and k1 = k2.

Proof. The parameters of P(C1, C2) and P(C1, C2)
⊥s are straightforward from the proof of

Theorem 3.2.
(1) ⇔ (2) The result is obvious since (P(C1, C2)

⊥s)⊥s = P(C1, C2).
(1) ⇔ (3) By Equation (8), P(C1, C2) is symplectic LCD if and only if rank(GΩnG

T ) =
2rank(G1G

T
2 ) = k1 + k2. Since rank(G1G

T
2 ) = k1 − dim(C1 ∩ C⊥E

2 ), then P(C1, C2) is
symplectic LCD is further equivalent to 2 dim(C1 ∩C⊥E

2 ) = k1− k2. Note that C1 and C⊥E

2

have respective parameters [n, k1]q and [n, n − k2]q. Then according to Lemma 3.4, we
have 2 dim(C1 ∩C⊥E

2 ) ≥ max{2k1− 2k2, 0}. Hence, 2 dim(C1 ∩ C⊥E

2 ) = k1 − k2 holds if and
only if k1 − k2 ≥ 0 and k1 − k2 ≥ 2k1 − 2k2, i.e., dim(C1 ∩C⊥E

2 ) = 0 (i.e., C1 ∩ C⊥E

2 = {0})
and k1 = k2, which implies that the statements (1) and (3) are equivalent.

In summary, the statements (1), (2) and (3) are equivalent. This completes the proof.

Similar to Theorem 3.3, we demonstrate that symplectic LCD codes derived from
Theorem 4.1 also exhibit asymptotic goodness. Therefore, these symplectic LCD codes
are also meaningful.

Theorem 4.2. Let q be a prime power. Then q-ary symplectic LCD codes derived from
Theorem 4.1 are asymptotically good with respect to the symplectic distance.

Proof. By [38], q-ary Euclidean LCD codes are asymptotically good with respect to the
Hamming distance. Let {Ci}

∞

i=0 be an infinite subset of [ni, ki, di]
H
q codes from asymptoti-

cally good q-ary Euclidean LCD codes. Since dim(Ci ∩C⊥E

i ) = 0, it follows from Theorem
4.1 that P(Ci, Ci) gives a [2ni, 2ki, di]

s
q symplectic LCD code, denoted by Pi. Then the rest

of the proof is similar to that of Theorem 3.3. Therefore, the excepted result follows.

Furthermore, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.3. Let C1 be an [n, k, d]Hq linear code. If there is a permutation matrix P

such that C2 = C1P and C1 ∩ C⊥E

2 = {0}, then there is a symplectic LCD [2n, 2k, d]sq, i.e.,
an ACD (n, q2k, d)H

q2
code and a symplectic LCD [2n, 2n − 2k, dH(C

⊥E)]sq, i.e., an ACD

(n, q2n−2k, dH(C
⊥E))H

q2
code.

Proof. Since C2 = C1P and P is a permutation matrix, then C2 is also an [n, k, d]Hq linear
code. Then it follows from Theorem 4.1 that there exists a symplectic LCD [2n, 2k, d]sq
code C′ and a symplectic LCD [2n, 2n− 2k, dH(C

⊥E)]sq code C
′′. Consider φ(C′) and φ(C′′).

The desired result follows immediately from [32, Lemma 14].

For convenience, we use an array to represent a permutation matrix. For example, P =
(3 5 2 1 6 4) denotes a permutation matrix P whose (1, 3), (2, 5), (3, 2), (4, 1), (5, 6), (6, 4)-
entries are 1 and others are 0. Note also that a [2n, 2k, d]s2 binary symplectic LCD code
is further equivalent to a so-called (n, 22k, d)H4 quaternary trace Hermitian (TrH) ACD
code [14]. For more details on TrH ACD codes, one can refer to recent papers [22,42,43].
In the following, we give some specific constructions of binary symplectic LCD codes,
i.e., quaternary TrH ACD codes that outperform best-known quaternary Hermitian LCD
codes reported in the literature.
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Example 4.4. In [35], Li constructed a best-known [63, 56, 3]H4 quaternary Hermitian
LCD code. Take C1 as the best-known [63, 56, 4]H2 binary linear code in the current
MAGMA BKLC database [7, 19]. Let

P65 = (53 29 63 14 44 47 46 4 51 59 11 20 10 23 13 37 42 9 26 34 12

49 38 30 62 56 16 55 28 33 3 61 40 6 5 35 22 24 52 50 25 7

18 39 36 31 8 21 27 57 17 60 41 58 19 43 54 48 1 32 15 45 2)

and C2 = C1P65. Verified by the Magma software package [7], C1 ∩ C⊥E

2 = {0}. Hence,
Theorem 4.3 yields a [126, 112, 4]s2 binary symplectic LCD code, which is equivalent to a
(63, 256, 4)H4 TrH ACD code. Note that the (63, 256, 4)H4 TrH ACD code outperforms the
best-known [63, 56, 3]H4 Hermitian LCD code. In Table 2, we list more quaternary TrH
ACD codes derived from Theorem 4.3 outperform linear counterparts.

Table 2: Some quaternary TrH ACD codes outperform linear counterparts

C1 P
Binary symplectic

LCD codes
Quaternary TrH

ACD codes
Known quaternary

Hermitian LCD codes
[46, 23, 11]H2 P46 [92, 46, 11]s2 (46, 223, 11)H4 [46, 23, 7]H4 [18]
[52, 26, 10]H2 P52 [104, 52, 10]s2 (52, 226, 10)H4 [52, 26, 2]H4 [18]
[56, 28, 12]H2 P56 [112, 56, 12]s2 (56, 228, 12)H4 [56, 28, 4]H4 [18]
[58, 29, 12]H2 P58 [116, 58, 12]s2 (58, 229, 12)H4 [58, 29, 4]H4 [18]
[62, 31, 12]H2 P62 [114, 62, 12]s2 (62, 231, 12)H4 [62, 31, 7]H4 [11]
[63, 56, 4]H2 P63 [126, 112, 4]s2 (63, 256, 4)H4 [63, 56, 3]H4 [35]
[64, 32, 12]H2 P64 [128, 64, 12]s2 (64, 232, 12)H4 [64, 32, 8]H4 [11]
[70, 35, 14]H2 P70 [140, 70, 14]s2 (70, 235, 14)H4 [70, 35, 5]H4 [18]
[72, 36, 15]H2 P72 [144, 72, 15]s2 (72, 236, 15)H4 [72, 36, 6]H4 [18]
[74, 37, 14]H2 P74 [148, 74, 14]s2 (74, 237, 14)H4 [74, 37, 4]H4 [18]

· C1 is the best-known binary linear code in the current MAGMA BKLC database [7, 19].
· P46, P52, P56, P58, P62, P63, P64, P70, P72, P74 are permutation matrices listed in Appendix.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we study the Plotkin sum construction with respect to the symplectic inner
product and symplectic distance. Two criteria for linear codes derived from the Plotkin
sum construction being symplectic SO and LCD codes are proposed. Symplectic SO and
LCD codes constructed by these two ways are also proved to be asymptotically good.
Based on these criteria, we further present several explicit constructions of symplectic
SO and LCD codes via ℓ-intersection pairs of linear codes, GRM codes and general linear
codes. As a result, many symplectic SO (resp. DC) and LCD codes with good parameters
including symplectic MDS codes are obtained. In particular, we also construct some
binary symplectic LCD codes, which are equivalent to quaternary TrH ACD codes that
outperform best-known quaternary Hermitian LCD codes.

Generally, it is difficult to determine the minimum symplectic distance or the sym-
plectic weights distribution of a symplectic SO code or a symplectic LCD code. Although
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there are explicit minimum symplectic distances of symplectic SO and LCD codes ob-
tained in this paper, it would be interesting to discuss symplectic weights distributions
of these symplectic SO codes and symplectic LCD codes or to construct more symplectic
SO codes and symplectic LCD codes with explicit minimum symplectic distances. In
addition, it would also be interesting to apply symplectic SO and LCD codes obtained in
this paper to construct QECCs and maximal entanglement EAQECCs.
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Appendix

Here, we give more details on permutation matrices used in Table 2 as follows:

P46 = (23 28 2 20 32 18 22 3 17 6 46 15 36 27 14 43 16 39 26 38

12 42 4 10 40 31 37 24 7 29 5 19 44 1 41 13 11 45 21 35

30 9 25 33 34 8),

P52 = (22 29 50 46 35 37 42 45 18 30 36 2 25 43 10 5 26 11 24 27

20 49 17 23 41 47 7 6 51 48 12 16 34 31 44 15 3 13 52 19

14 33 38 40 9 8 32 39 4 21 28 1),

P56 = (42 15 52 24 38 11 12 18 6 39 51 53 2 30 46 21 29 3 13 19

49 36 48 9 7 31 41 50 40 8 4 25 1 47 34 5 33 45 10 27 14

28 16 23 26 37 54 43 35 32 55 56 44 22 20 17),

P58 = (11 38 18 51 42 52 19 48 56 55 22 20 7 5 4 21 34 14 40 35

27 24 41 44 9 10 23 6 8 31 46 39 57 47 36 45 54 3 50 33

49 1 15 58 29 16 26 2 13 25 17 28 12 53 43 37 32 30),

P62 = (1 23 42 44 62 3 25 27 36 48 47 29 11 34 20 16 30 18 51 31 4

52 33 7 57 19 49 58 2 43 8 26 5 37 59 40 6 55 61 9 46 15 21

22 38 32 13 28 53 12 17 24 56 10 60 39 50 35 14 41 45 54),

P63 = (53 29 63 14 44 47 46 4 51 59 11 20 10 23 13 37 42 9 26 34 12

49 38 30 62 56 16 55 28 33 3 61 40 6 5 35 22 24 52 50 25 7

18 39 36 31 8 21 27 57 17 60 41 58 19 43 54 48 1 32 15 45 2),

P64 = (48 32 16 55 9 43 23 46 49 10 60 62 40 22 3 38 8 34 59 35 36 30

1 6 63 57 5 44 15 33 53 4 25 31 29 45 58 17 64 11 14 24 52 42

18 20 51 37 56 61 41 13 19 7 50 2 12 21 26 54 39 27 47 28),
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P70 = (56 23 40 64 63 61 39 41 55 33 13 22 26 17 48 18 36 20 67 46

59 25 19 45 31 51 38 65 50 57 43 60 9 54 10 52 70 14 30 44

62 66 58 5 35 3 42 6 7 21 16 47 53 28 8 49 29 34 4 27 15 37

69 11 32 1 68 12 2 24),

P72 = (36 25 56 57 22 35 29 23 8 31 3 38 19 70 45 68 10 72 53 2 42

58 18 51 61 63 27 54 52 46 13 43 11 62 17 28 71 41 66 47 14

6 12 48 26 65 67 30 40 24 7 33 32 34 64 55 4 50 49 69 37 60

15 21 16 1 44 20 39 9 59 5),

P74 = (49 6 67 11 21 36 71 64 52 7 59 10 42 66 28 27 30 43 3 38

20 14 16 40 60 15 5 41 54 73 17 19 26 57 62 32 2 53 61 34

9 74 8 1 31 55 22 44 29 68 39 63 33 56 50 13 72 58 69 35

70 51 24 47 4 12 45 48 46 18 25 37 23 65).
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