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HULLS OF PROJECTIVE REED-MULLER CODES OVER THE

PROJECTIVE PLANE

DIEGO RUANO AND RODRIGO SAN-JOSÉ

Abstract. By solving a problem regarding polynomials in a quotient ring, we obtain the
relative hull and the Hermitian hull of projective Reed-Muller codes over the projective
plane. The dimension of the hull determines the minimum number of maximally entan-
gled pairs required for the corresponding entanglement-assisted quantum error-correcting
code. Hence, by computing the dimension of the hull we now have all the parameters
of the symmetric and asymmetric entanglement-assisted quantum error-correcting codes
constructed with projective Reed-Muller codes over the projective plane. As a byprod-
uct, we also compute the dimension of the Hermitian hull for affine Reed-Muller codes
in 2 variables.

1. Introduction

Evaluation codes, have a rich algebraic structure and can be studied using tools from
commutative algebra [16,21,22]. In particular, projective Reed-Muller codes are a family
of evaluation codes obtained by evaluating homogeneous polynomials of a given degree at
the projective space [20, 27]. In [20] it is shown that these codes can outperform affine
Reed-Muller codes in some instances. Taking into account that Reed-Muller codes were
one of the first families of linear codes used to construct quantum error-correcting codes
(QECCs) [29], it is natural to consider projective Reed-Muller codes for constructing
quantum codes. When one evaluates over the projective line, this family corresponds to
projective Reed-Solomon codes, which have been used for constructing QECCs in various
contexts [2, 13]. As we will see, by using evaluation codes we translate problems about
quantum and classical codes to questions regarding polynomials in a quotient ring.

The importance of QECCs is growing in parallel to the interest in quantum computing,
as QECCs are necessary to achieve fault tolerant computation [26]. One can construct
QECCs from classical linear codes using the CSS construction and the Hermitian construc-
tion [6, 19, 28], but these constructions require to have some self-orthogonality conditions
for the corresponding classical codes. Using entanglement assistance, it is possible to
remove the self-orthogonality restrictions, giving rise to entanglement-assisted quantum
error-correcting codes (EAQECCs) [5]. Both the CSS construction and the Hermitian con-
struction can be generalized to this context, see Theorems 4.1 and 4.8 from [11] and [10],
respectively.
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For the CSS construction, one can consider two codes C1 and C2, and the minimum
number required of maximally entangled quantum states is equal to c := dimC1−dimC1∩
C⊥
2 . Therefore, the dimension of the relative hull of C1 with respect to C2, defined as

HullC2(C1) := C1 ∩ C⊥
2 ,

determines the parameter c [1]. For the Hermitian construction, we only use one code C,
and the parameter c is given by dimC − dimC ∩ C⊥h , where C⊥h is the Hermitian dual
of C. The Hermitian hull of C is thus defined as

HullH(C) := C ∩ C⊥h .

Going back to projective Reed-Muller codes, as they are evaluation codes, we can view
their codewords as classes of polynomials in a quotient ring. This motivates Section 3
of this paper, where we compute bases of polynomials for some appropriate subspaces
of the quotient rings associated to projective Reed-Muller codes by using Gröbner bases
techniques. As a consequence of this computation, we give a basis for the relative hull of
projective Reed-Muller codes over the projective plane P2. We also estimate the dimension
of the Hermitian hull, and give bases in some cases. The estimate that we obtain is sharp
in all the cases we have checked. As a byproduct of these computations, we also compute
the Hermitian hull of affine Reed-Muller codes in 2 variables, which was known to be trivial
in some cases [12,24], but was not known in general. With this knowledge, in Section 4 we
give the parameters of the EAQECCs obtained by using projective Reed-Muller codes over
P
2, since the dimension of the hull determines the parameter c. Although projective Reed-

Muller codes had already been used to construct QECCs in some particular cases [25], the
cases that required entanglement assistance had not been yet addressed. We focus on the
case of P2 because it offers a good trade-off between providing long codes over a small finite
field and avoiding computations that are too involved, making explicit formulas unfeasible.
For the general case of Pm, one has to make additional assumptions, such as restricting to
the Euclidean case and requiring C1 = C2, see [17].

2. Preliminaries

We consider the finite field Fq with q elements, and the projective space P
m over Fq.

Throughout this work, we will fix representatives for the points of P
m: for each point

[Q] ∈ P
m, we choose the representative whose leftmost entry is equal to 1. We will denote

by Pm = {Q1, . . . , Qn}, with n = |Pm| = qm+1−1
q−1 , the set of representatives that we

have chosen (seen as points in the affine space A
m+1). For a set of points A ⊂ A

m+1 we
will denote by [A] the set of points {[a0 : · · · : am] | (a0, . . . , am) ∈ A \ {0}} (using the
representatives that we have chosen).

We consider now the polynomial ring S = Fq[x0, . . . , xm]. The evaluation map is the
Fq-linear map defined by

ev : S → F
n
q , f 7→ (f(Q1), . . . , f(Qn)) .

Let d be a positive integer. If we consider Sd ⊂ S, the set of homogeneous polynomials
of degree d, we have that ev(Sd) is the projective Reed-Muller code of degree d, which we
will denote by PRMd(q,m), or PRMd(m) if there is no confusion about the field. For a
code C ⊂ F

n
q , we denote its minimum distance by wt(C). The following results about the

parameters of projective Reed-Muller codes and their duality appear in [27].



HULLS OF PROJECTIVE REED-MULLER CODES OVER THE PROJECTIVE PLANE 3

Theorem 2.1. The projective Reed-Muller code PRMd(q,m), 1 ≤ d ≤ m(q − 1), is an
[n, k]-code with

n =
qm+1 − 1

q − 1
,

k =
∑

t≡d mod q−1,0<t≤d





m+1
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

m+ 1

j

)(

t− jq +m

t− jq

)



 .

For the minimum distance, we have

wt(PRMd(q,m)) = (q − s)qm−r−1, where d− 1 = r(q − 1) + s, 0 ≤ s < q − 1.

Theorem 2.2. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ m(q − 1) and let d⊥ = m(q − 1)− d. Then

PRM⊥
d (q,m) = PRMd⊥(q,m) if d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1,

PRM⊥
d (q,m) = PRMd⊥(q,m) + 〈(1, . . . , 1)〉 if d ≡ 0 mod q − 1.

Remark 2.3. Theorem 2.2 states that, if d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1 the dual of a projective Reed-
Muller code is another projective Reed-Muller code. If we define PRM0(2) = 〈(1, . . . , 1)〉,
then for d = m(q − 1) we can also say that the dual of a projective Reed-Muller code is
another projective Reed-Muller code. Hence, for m = 2, the case we are going to study in
this paper, the only case in which the dual of a projective Reed-Muller code is not another
projective Reed-Muller code is when d = q − 1.

With respect to affine Reed-Muller codes, we denote them by RMd(q,m), or by RMd(m)
if there is no confusion about the field. We have the following results about their param-
eters and their duality from [8,18].

Theorem 2.4. The Reed-Muller code RMd(q,m), 0 ≤ d ≤ m(q−1), is an [n, k]-code with

n = qm,

k =

d
∑

t=0

m
∑

j=0

(−1)j
(

m

j

)(

t− jq +m− 1

t− jq

)

.

For the minimum distance, we have

wt(RMd(q,m)) = (q − s)qm−r−1, where d = r(q − 1) + s, 0 ≤ s < q − 1.

Theorem 2.5. Let 0 ≤ d ≤ m(q − 1). Then

RM⊥
d (q,m) = RMm(q−1)−d−1(q,m).

Going back to projective Reed-Muller codes, we have seen that PRMd(m) = ev(Sd),
which gives the isomorphism

PRMd(m) ∼= Sd/(I(P
m) ∩ Sd) ∼= (Sd + I(Pm))/I(Pm),

where I(Pm) is the vanishing ideal of Pm. This is because, if we restrict ev to Sd, the
polynomials in the kernel are precisely the polynomials from Sd that vanish at each of
the points of Pm, which are the polynomials in I(Pm) ∩ Sd. This isomorphism allows
us to view the vectors of the code as polynomials in a quotient ring. It is important
to note that two polynomials in S/I(Pm) have the same evaluation if and only if their
classes in S/I(Pm) are the same. This is why we can discuss linear independence both in
PRMd(m) ⊂ F

n
q and in S/I(Pm).
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Moreover, we can express many important aspects of the code purely in terms of poly-
nomials, for example the minimum distance [16] or their duals [21]. The theory of Gröbner
bases is one of the main tools that are used for studying evaluation codes using this ap-
proach. In the rest of this section, we introduce some of the Gröbner-related results for
projective Reed-Muller codes that we will use in the rest of the paper.

In what follows, we will abuse the notation and denote Sd/I(P
m) = (Sd+I(Pm))/I(Pm).

Moreover, for a polynomial f ∈ S, we will use the same notation f for both the polynomial
and its class in S/I(Pm). We refer the reader to [7] for the basic concepts of Gröbner
bases. For f ∈ S, we denote by in(f) the leading monomial of f (without the coefficient).
For an ideal I ⊂ S, in(I) denotes the ideal generated by the leading monomials of the
polynomials in I. We have the following result for the vanishing ideal of Pm from [14].

Theorem 2.6. The vanishing ideal of Pm is generated by the following polynomials:

I(Pm) =〈x20 − x0, x
q
1 − x1, x

q
2 − x2, . . . , x

q
m − xm, (x0 − 1)(x21 − x1),

(x0 − 1)(x1 − 1)(x22 − x2), . . . , (x0 − 1) · · · (x2m−1 − xm−1), (x0 − 1) · · · (xm − 1)〉.

Moreover, these generators form a universal Gröbner basis of the ideal I(Pm) (i.e., they
form a Gröbner basis for any monomial order), and we have that

in(I(Pm)) = 〈x20, x
q
1, x

q
2, . . . , x

q
m, x0x

2
1, x0x1x

2
2, . . . , x0x1 · · · x

2
m−1, x0x1 · · · xm〉.

In this work we will study the case m = 2, in which we have

I(P 2) = 〈x20 − x0, x
q
1 − x1, x

q
2 − x2, (x0 − 1)(x21 − x1), (x0 − 1)(x1 − 1)(x2 − 1)〉.

We introduce now the bases of polynomials that we will use in the following sections.

Lemma 2.7. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q − 1). We consider the following sets of monomials:

Ad
1 = {xa00 xa11 xa22 | a0 > 0, a0 + a1 + a2 = d, 0 ≤ a1, a2 ≤ q − 1},

Ad
2 = {xa11 xa22 | a1 > 0, a1 + a2 = d, 0 ≤ a2 ≤ q − 1},

Ad
3 = {xd2}.

Then, Ad = Ad
1 ∪Ad

2 ∪Ad
3 forms a basis for Sd/I(P

2).

Proof. Ad is a basis for Sd/I(P
2)d (for example, see [3]), where I(P2) is the vanishing ideal

of P2, i.e, the ideal generated by the homogeneous polynomials that vanish in all the points
of P2. Therefore, the image by the evaluation map of Ad is a basis for PRMd(2), which
means that the classes of these polynomials in S/I(P 2) are also a basis for Sd/I(P

2). �

Remark 2.8. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q−1) and k = dimRMd−1(2). Then it is clear that
∣

∣Ad
1

∣

∣ = k,
and the previous result shows that we have the following formula:

dimPRMd(2) =

{

k + d+ 1 if 1 ≤ d ≤ q − 1,

k + q + 1 if q ≤ d < 2(q − 1).

From [14], we have the following lemma about S/I(P 2).

Lemma 2.9. The set of monomials {xa11 xa22 , x0x
a2
2 , x0x1 | 0 ≤ ai ≤ q − 1, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2} is a

basis for S/I(P 2).

We show now how to express any monomial from Ad in terms of the basis from Lemma
2.9. The following definition is useful for this purpose.

Definition 2.10. For an integer z ≥ 0, we denote by z the integer 1 ≤ z ≤ q − 1 such
that z ≡ z mod q − 1 if z > 0, and z = 0 if z = 0.
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Remark 2.11. Any monomial xα0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 with α0 > 0 is equivalent to x

α′

0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 in

S/I(P 2), for any α′
0 > 0, because we have the polynomial x20 − x0 in I(P 2). In particular,

xα0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 is equivalent to x0x

α1
1 xα2

2 if α0 > 0. Moreover, in Definition 2.10 we treat the
case z = 0 separately so that we have

xa00 xa11 xa22 ≡ xa00 xa11 xa22 mod I(P 2),

for any 0 ≤ a0, a1, a2 ≤ 2(q − 1). Notice that, for evaluation codes, having exponent q − 1
is not the same as 0 since, for instance,

x00 = 1 6≡ xq−1
0 mod I(P 2).

This can be checked by evaluating 1 and xq−1
0 at any point of the form (0, 1, x2), x2 ∈ Fq

(recall that two polynomials are equivalent modulo I(P 2) if and only if they have the same
evaluation).

The following Lemma from [14] shows how to express any monomial in terms of the
basis from Lemma 2.9.

Lemma 2.12. Let a0, a1, a2 be integers.

(1) If a0 = 0, then

xa11 xa22 ≡ xa11 xa22 mod I(P 2).

(2) If a1 = 0, then

xa00 xa22 ≡ x0x
a2
2 mod I(P 2).

(3) If a0 > 0 and a1 > 0, then

xa00 xa11 xa22 ≡ xa11 xa22 + x0x
a2
2 − xa22 + x0x1 − x0 − x1 + 1 mod I(P 2)

≡ xa11 xa22 + (x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

In particular, Lemma 2.12 allows us to express all the monomials from the basis in
Lemma 2.7 in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9. This is crucial because the idea of
the next section is, for 1 ≤ d1 ≤ d2 ≤ 2(q − 1), to consider the bases from Lemma 2.7
for Sd1/I(P

2) and Sd2/I(P
2), and express them in terms of the basis for S/I(P 2) from

Lemma 2.9 using Lemma 2.12. Once we have all the polynomials expressed in this way,
it is easier to find the polynomials lying in Sd1/I(P

2) ∩ Sd2/I(P
2), which, as we will see,

determines the relative hull of PRMd1(2) and PRMd2(2). For the Hermitian case, the
ideas are also very similar, although the computations are more involved.

3. Computing the hulls of projective Reed-Muller codes

The aim of this section is to obtain bases for the relative hull and Hermitian hull of
projective Reed-Muller codes. We do this by computing first a basis of polynomials for
some appropriate subspaces of S/I(P 2). We deduce, in particular, the dimension of the
hull, which will determine the entanglement parameter c for the EAQECCs constructed
with projective Reed-Muller codes in Section 4.

3.1. Euclidean hull. In this subsection we compute a basis for HullC2(C1) = C1∩C
⊥
2 , the

relative hull of C1 and C2, when Ci = PRMdi(2), for i = 1, 2. For PRM⊥
d2
(2), by Theorem

2.2 we have that, if d2 6= q − 1, then PRM⊥
d2
(2) = PRMd⊥2

(2), where d⊥2 = 2(q − 1) − d2
(assuming PRM0(2) = 〈(1, . . . , 1)〉). We avoid the case where d2 = q − 1 because, by
Theorem 2.2, in that case we have PRM⊥

d2
(2) = PRMd⊥2

(2) + 〈(1, . . . , 1)〉, which is no

longer isomorphic to Sd⊥2
/I(P 2). Assuming d2 6= q−1, the problem of obtaining a basis for
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PRMd1(2)∩PRM
⊥
d2
(2) becomes equivalent to computing a basis for PRMd1(2)∩PRMd2(2),

for any 1 ≤ d1 ≤ d2 ≤ 2(q − 1), d2 6= q − 1, and that is the problem we solve in what
follows. In [25, Thm. 10.7] the authors construct quantum codes using pairs of projective
Reed-Muller codes such that the dual of one of the codes is contained in the other. In
particular, they obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Let 1 ≤ d1 ≤ d2 ≤ m(q − 1). If d1 ≡ d2 mod q − 1, then PRMd1(m) ⊂
PRMd2(m).

Therefore, when d1 ≡ d2 mod q− 1, with d2 6= q− 1, the relative hull is straightforward
to obtain. To avoid making exceptions in many of the following results, we exclude the
case d1 ≡ d2 mod q − 1, which is already covered by Lemma 3.1.

Because of the isomorphism Sdi/I(P
2) ∼= PRMdi(2), for i = 1, 2, the problem of com-

puting a basis for PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2) can be understood as computing a basis for
Sd1/I(P

2) ∩ Sd2/I(P
2), as a subspace of S/I(P 2). Hence, computing the dimension of

Sd1/I(P
2)∩ Sd2/I(P

2) for arbitrary 1 ≤ d1 ≤ d2 ≤ 2(q − 1) gives the parameter c for any
pair of projective Reed-Muller codes over P 2 (except when we have d2 = q − 1). We give
now some preliminary results.

Lemma 3.2. We have that 1 6∈ Sd/I(P
2) for 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q − 1).

Proof. If d ≤ q−1 and we had 1 ∈ Sd/I(P
2), then we would have the evaluation of xd0−1 in

PRMd(2), which has Hamming weight q2+q+1−q2 = q+1 < (q−d+1)q = wt(PRMd(2)).
For q ≤ d ≤ 2(q − 1), if we had 1 ∈ Sd/I(P

2), then we would also have the evaluation of

xd0 − xq−1
0 x

d−(q−1)
1 + xd1 − 1 ≡ xd0 + (1− x0)x

d
1 − 1 mod I(P 2) in PRMd(2) (recall Remark

2.11), which has Hamming weight 1 < wt(PRMd(2)). �

Let f ∈ Sd1 . The following lemmas show when we have f ∈ Sd2/I(P
2) depending on the

monomials that are in the support of f . This will allow us to determine which polynomials
are in Sd1/I(P

2) ∩ Sd2/I(P
2) and, thus, to obtain a basis.

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 ≤ d1 < d2 ≤ 2(q − 1). We have that the classes of the monomials in

Ad1
1 are contained in Sd2/I(P

2).

Proof. Let xa00 xa11 xa22 ∈ Ad1
1 . Then xa0+d2−d1

0 xa11 xa22 ∈ Sd2/I(P
2), and xa00 xa11 xa22 ≡

xa0+d2−d1
0 xa11 xa22 mod I(P 2) by Remark 2.11. �

Let 1 ≤ d1 < d2 ≤ 2(q − 1). We note that the monomials in Ad1
1 and Ad2

1 generate
RMd1−1(2) and RMd2−1(2), respectively, when considering their evaluation in [{1} × F

2
q].

Thus, dim
(

Sd1/I(P
2) ∩ Sd2/I(P

2)
)

≥ dimRMd1−1(2).

Example 3.4. Let Fq = F4, and we consider d1 = 4 < 5 = d2. By Lemma 3.3, we have
that A4

1 is in S4/I(P
2) ∩ S5/I(P

2). In this case, we have

A4
1 = {x40, x

3
0x1, x

3
0x2, x

2
0x

2
1, x

2
0x1x2, x

2
0x

2
2, x0x

3
1, x0x

2
1x2, x0x1x

2
2, x0x

3
2}.

If we multiply all the elements of A4
1 by x0, we obtain a set of monomials of degree 5 which

have the same evaluation at P 2 as these monomials (see Remark 2.11).

Lemma 3.5. Let 1 ≤ d1 < d2 ≤ 2(q − 1) with d1 6≡ d2 mod q − 1. Let f ∈ Sd1 such that

it only has monomials from Ad1
2 in its support, i.e., it can be expressed as

f =
∑

a1+a2=d1,0<a1,0≤a2≤q−1

λa1,a2x
a1
1 xa22 , λa1,a2 ∈ Fq.
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Let Y = {0, 1, . . . ,min{d1 − 1, d2 − q}} and Yf = {0 ≤ a2 ≤ q − 1 | λd1−a2,a2 6= 0}. Then
f ∈ Sd2/I(P

2) if and only if Yf ⊂ Y .

Proof. Assuming that f ∈ Sd2/I(P
2), there is also an expression

(1) f ≡
∑

x
a0
0 x

a1
1 x

a2
2 ∈Ad2

γa0,a1,a2x
a0
0 xa11 xa22 mod I(P 2), γa0,a1,a2 ∈ Fq.

We have f(0, 0, 1) = 0, which means that γ0,0,d2 = 0. We consider now a monomial

order with x0 < x1 < x2, and let in(f) = xa11 xa22 ≡ xa11 xa22 mod I(P 2), with a1 > 0,
0 ≤ a2 ≤ q− 1 and a1 + a2 = d1. Therefore, because of (1), we must have some monomial

in Ad2 such that its expression in the basis from Lemma 2.9 contains xa11 xa22 in its support.

The only monomials that satisfy that are xa1+q−1
1 xa22 if d2 = a1+a2+(q−1), or xc00 xa11 xa22 ,

with c0 = d2 − a1 − a2 > 0. In the first case, we have d1 ≡ d2 mod q − 1, but we are
assuming d1 6≡ d2 mod q − 1. In the other case, by Lemma 2.12 we have

xc00 xa11 xa22 ≡ xa11 xa22 + (x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

Hence, to obtain xa11 xa22 in the right-hand side of (1), we must have γc0,a1,a2 = λa1,a2 . We

denote now (Ad2)(1) := Ad2 \ {xc00 xa11 xa22 }. We obtain
(2)

f (1) =f − λa1,a2x
a1
1 xa22

≡
∑

x
α0
0 x

α1
1 x

α2
2 ∈(Ad2 )(1)

γα0,α1,α2x
α0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 + γc0,a1,a2(x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

Now we have in(f (1)) < in(f). We can consider in(f (1)) = xb11 xb22 and argue as before to

obtain a polynomial f (2) such that in(f (2)) < in(f (1)), which can be expressed as in (2) in

terms of a set (Ad2)(2) = Ad2 \ {xc00 xa11 xa22 , x
c′0
0 xb11 xb22 }.

We can do this until we get f (l) = 0 for some l ≥ 0. At that step, we have
(3)

0 ≡
∑

x
α0
0 x

α1
1 x

α2
2 ∈(Ad2 )(l)

γα0,α1,α2x
α0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 + (x0 − 1)

∑

a2∈Yf

γc0,a1,a2(x
a2
2 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2),

where Yf = {0 ≤ a2 ≤ q − 1 | λd1−a2,a2 6= 0}. With this notation, we have that (Ad2)(l) =

Ad2 \
⋃

a2∈Yf
{x

d2−(d1−a2)−a2
0 xd1−a2

1 xa22 }. If we express all the monomials in (3) in terms of

the basis from Lemma 2.9, then we must have the coefficient of each element of the basis
equal to 0. The monomials from (3) in the second sum are already expressed in terms
of the basis from Lemma 2.9. If we focus on the monomial xa22 for some a2 ∈ Yf with

a2 > 0, we see that all the monomials xα0
0 xα1

1 xa22 ∈ (Ad2)(l) with 0 < α0, 0 < α1 ≤ q − 1,

α1 6= d1 − a2, and α0 + α1 + a2 = d2, have xa22 in their expression in terms of the basis
from Lemma 2.9 by Lemma 2.12:

(4) xα0
0 xα1

1 xa22 ≡ xα1
1 xa22 + (x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

In fact, these are the only monomials from (Ad2)(l) with xa22 in their expression (note that

the monomial with α1 = d1 − a2 is not in (Ad2)(l)). However, if we have γα0,α1,a2 6= 0,

some other monomial from (Ad2)(l) must cancel the monomial xα1
1 xa22 that appears in (4)

from (3). The only other monomial in (Ad2)(l) with xα1
1 xa22 in its support when expressed

in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9 is xα1+q−1
1 xa22 , if α1+a2+ q− 1 = d2 (which implies

α0 = q − 1).
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Therefore, if d2 ≤ q − 1, given a2 ∈ Yf , a2 > 0, the monomial xa22 from (3) cannot be

cancelled with any monomial from (Ad2)(l), which means that we must have γc0,a1,a2 =
λa1,a2 = 0, a contradiction with the fact that a2 ∈ Yf . This means that there is no a2 ∈ Yf

with a2 > 0. Taking this into account, the only possible term in the second sum of (3)
corresponds to the case a2 = 0, and we have γc0,a1,a2(x0−1)(xa2+x1−1) = γc0,d1,0(x0−1)x1.

This polynomial cannot be generated by polynomials from Ad2 because its evaluation has
Hamming weight q2+ q+1− q2−1 = q < wt(PRMd2(2)) if d2 ≤ q−1. Thus, if d2 ≤ q−1,
we have must have Yf = ∅ and f = 0.

Lets assume now that d2 ≥ q. For each a2 ∈ Yf with a2 < d2, we can consider

α1 = d2 − a2 > 0. We have seen that

xα0
0 xα1

1 xa22 − xα1+q−1
1 xa22 ≡ (x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

Note that in the monomials that we have excluded to obtain (Ad2)(l) from Ad2 , we have that
the exponent of x1 is equivalent to d1−a2 modulo q−1. The α1 that we have chosen in this
case is equivalent to d2 − a2 modulo q− 1, which means that the corresponding monomial
is still in (Ad2)(l), unless d1 ≡ d2 mod q−1, which is the case that we do not cover. Hence,
for every a2 ∈ Yf with a2 < d2, if we choose γα0,α1,a2 = −γ0,α1+q−1,a2 = λd1−a2,a2 , the

polynomial (x0−1)(xa22 +x1−1) is cancelled from (3). If we had some a2 ∈ Yf with a2 ≥ d2,
we can argue as in the previous case and obtain that λd1−a2,a2 = 0, a contradiction.

We also have that a2 ≤ d1 − 1 for every a2 ∈ Yf . Therefore, Yf ⊂ {0, 1, . . . ,min{d1 −

1, d2 − 1}}. Thus, Yf ⊂ Y = {0, 1, . . . ,min{d1 − 1, d2 − q}}, where if d2 − q < 0 we
understand that Y = ∅, which covers the case with d2 ≥ q and the case with d2 ≤ q − 1.

On the other hand, let f ∈ Sd1 such that it only has monomials from Ad1
2 in its support,

and with Yf ⊂ Y . For each a2 ∈ Yf we have

xd1−a2
1 xa22 ≡ xd2−a2

1 xa22 − xd2−d2
0 xd2−a2

1 xa22 + xd2−d1
0 xd1−a2

1 xa22 mod I(P 2).

This is easy to check because both sides have the same evaluation at P 2 = [{1} × F
2
q] ∪

[{0}×{1}×Fq]∪{[0 : 0 : 1]}. Hence, xd1−a2
1 xa22 ∈ Sd1/I(P

2)∩Sd2/I(P
2) for each a2 ∈ Yf ,

which means that f ∈ Sd1/I(P
2) ∩ Sd2/I(P

2). �

Example 3.6. We continue with Example 3.4. Using the notation from Lemma 3.5,
we have Y = {0, 1} and we obtain that the set of monomials {x41, x

3
1x2} is contained in

S4/I(P
2) ∩ S5/I(P

2). In fact, following the proof of Lemma 3.5, we have that

x41 ≡ x51 − x30x
2
1 + x0x

4
1 mod I(P 2),

x31x2 ≡ x41x2 − x30x1x2 + x0x
3
1x2 mod I(P 2).

These equivalences can be easily checked by evaluating both sides at P 2 = [{1} × F
2
4] ∪

[{0} × {1} × F4] ∪ {[0 : 0 : 1]}.

Lemma 3.7. Let 1 ≤ d1 < d2 ≤ 2(q − 1) such that d1 6≡ d2 mod q − 1. There is some

f ∈ Sd1 with xd12 in its support and such that f ∈ Sd2/I(P
2) if and only if d1 ≥ q.

Proof. Let f ∈ Sd1 . By Lemma 3.3, if there is some monomial from Ad1
1 in the support of

f , we can consider the polynomial f ′ obtained by subtracting that monomial from f , and
f ′ ∈ Sd2/I(P

2) if and only if f ∈ Sd2/I(P
2). Therefore, we can assume that the support

of f is contained in Ad1
2 ∪Ad1

3 , i.e., it can be expressed as

f =
∑

a1+a2=d1,0<a1,0≤a2≤q−1

λa1,a2x
a1
1 xa22 + λ0,d1x

d1
2 , λa1,a2 ∈ Fq.
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We assume that λ0,d1 6= 0. As in the previous result, we must have an expression

(5) f ≡
∑

x
a0
0 x

a1
1 x

a2
2 ∈Ad2

γa0,a1,a2x
a0
0 xa11 xa22 mod I(P 2), γa0,a1,a2 ∈ Fq.

The only monomials in Ad2 with xd12 in their expression in terms of the basis from Lemma

2.9 are xa00 xa11 xd12 , for some 0 < a0, 0 < a1 ≤ q − 1, such that a0 + a1 + d1 = d2, and xd22
if d1 ≡ d2 mod q − 1, which is the case that we do not cover. Therefore, we focus on the
first type of monomials, which by Lemma 2.12 can be expressed as

(6) xa00 xa11 xd12 ≡ xa11 xd12 + (x0 − 1)(xd12 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

If d1 ≤ q−1, we have d1 = d1 and the monomials xa11 xd12 have degree greater than d1. Thus,
they cannot be in the support of f and they have to be cancelled in the expression from
(5) if we consider some monomial xa00 xa11 xd12 . The only other monomial in Ad2 with xa11 xd12
in its expression from the basis from Lemma 2.9 is xa1+q−1

1 xd12 if d2 = a1 + d1 + q− 1. We
have a1 > 0, which implies d2−d1− (q−1) = a1 > 0. We also have that a0+a1+d1 = d2,
which means that a0 = q − 1, and the only monomial that we can consider then is

xq−1
0 x

d2−d1−(q−1)
1 xd12 if d2 − d1 − (q − 1) > 0. From (6) we obtain

xd12 ≡ xd2−d1
1 xd12 − xq−1

0 x
d2−d1−(q−1)
1 xd12 + (x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x

d1
2 mod I(P 2).

We have seen that xq−1
0 x

d2−d1−(q−1)
1 xd12 is the only monomial that we can consider to obtain

the monomial xd12 in the right hand side of (5), and we need to consider xd2−d1
1 xd12 with the

opposite coefficient to cancel the monomial x
d2−d1−(q−1)
1 xd12 (the expression of xd2−d1

1 xd12 in
terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9), i.e., we must have −γq−1,d2−d1−(q−1),d1 = γ0,d2−d1,d1 =

λ0,d1 . We can define in this case (Ad2)(1) = Ad2 \ {xq−1
0 x

d2−d1−(q−1)
1 xd12 , xd2−d1

1 xd12 }, and
consider
(7)

f (1) =f − λ0,d1x
d1
2

≡
∑

x
α0
0 x

α1
1 x

α2
2 ∈(Ad2 )(1)

γα0,α1,α2x
α0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 − λ0,d1

(

(x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x
d1
2

)

mod I(P 2).

Now f (1) only has monomials from Ad1
2 in its support, and we can argue as we did in Lemma

3.5 to obtain f (l) = 0 after l ≥ 0 steps. Taking into account that d1 ≤ q−1, we see that the
monomials left in the support of f (1) are of the type xa11 xa22 with a1+a2 = d1, 0 < a1, which

implies that a2 ≤ d1 − 1. Therefore, in the process of obtaining f (l) we do not need to use
the monomials that we have used to obtain f (1) because those monomials have d1 as the
exponent for x2. Hence, after l steps we obtain an expression similar to (3), but with the

extra term −λ0,d1

(

(x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x
d1
2

)

in the right hand side. The same argument

proves that we can only have λd1−a2,a2 6= 0 if a2 ∈ Y = {0, 1, . . . ,min{d1−1, d2−q}}. If we
are in that situation, then we can cancel all the terms in the second sum of the right hand
side in (3). Thus, in that case, we would obtain a sum of monomials in (Ad2)(l) equal to

λ0,d1

(

(x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x
d1
2

)

. This implies that we have the evaluation of (x0−1)(x1−

1)+x0x
d1
2 in PRMd2(2). This is a contradiction because we have the evaluation of xd2−d1

0 xd12
in PRMd2(2), and (x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x

d1
2 − xd2−d1

0 xd12 ≡ (x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) mod I(P 2),
whose evaluation has Hamming weight 1. This means that we cannot have d1 ≤ q− 1 and
xd12 in the support of f simultaneously.
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On the other hand, if d1 ≥ q, we consider the following polynomials:

(8)
Qd1,d2 := xd12 + xd1−d2

1 xd22 + xd1−d2
0 xd22 + xd1−d2

0 xd2−d1
1 xd12 ∈ Sd1 ,

Q′
d2,d1

:= xd22 + xd2−d1
1 xd12 + xd2−d1

0 xd12 + xd2−d1
0 xd1−d2

1 xd22 ∈ Sd2 .

These polynomials are obtained by realising that if xd12 is in the support of f , then we must

also have xd22 in (5) to obtain f(0, 0, 1) 6= 0, and adding monomials to obtain polynomials
with the same evaluation at P 2, we arrive at the polynomials Qd1,d2 and Q′

d2,d1
. As they

have the same evaluation at P 2, these polynomials are in the same class in S/I(P 2). This
also implies that this class is in Sd1/I(P

2)∩ Sd2/I(P
2) and Qd1,d2 satisfies the conditions

in the statement. �

Example 3.8. We continue with Example 3.6. We had q = 4 ≤ d1 < d2 = 5. Thus, by
Lemma 3.7, we have the polynomials Q4,5 and Q′

5,4 from (8) in S4/I(P
2) ∩ S5/I(P

2):

Q4,5 = x42 + x21x
2
2 + x20x

2
2 + x20x1x2,

Q′
5,4 = x52 + x41x2 + x40x2 + x0x

2
1x

2
2.

It is easy to check that both polynomials have the same evaluation at [{1} × F
2
4] as x2 +

x22 + x1x2 + x21x
2
2, the same evaluation at [{0} × {1} × F4] as x2 + x22, and both evaluate

to 1 at [0 : 0 : 1]. Therefore, they have the same evaluation at P 2.

With the notation as above, we present the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.9. Let 1 ≤ d1 < d2 ≤ 2(q − 1), and let Y = {0, 1, . . . ,min{d1 − 1, d2 − q}}.
If d1 ≡ d2 mod q − 1, Ad1 is a basis for Sd1/I(P

2)∩ Sd2/I(P
2). If d1 6≡ d2 mod q− 1, the

following set B is a basis for Sd1/I(P
2) ∩ Sd2/I(P

2):

B =















Ad1
1 if d2 ≤ q − 1,

Ad1
1 ∪

(

⋃

a2∈Y
{xd1−a2

1 xa22 }
)

if d1 ≤ q − 1 < d2,

Ad1
1 ∪

(

⋃

a2∈Y
{xd1−a2

1 xa22 }
)

∪ {Qd1,d2} if q ≤ d1,

with Qd1,d2 defined as in (8). In particular, the image by the evaluation map of B is a
basis for PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2).

Proof. The case d1 ≡ d2 mod q−1 is covered by Lemma 3.1. We assume d1 6≡ d2 mod q−1

now. First, we are going to see that the set Ad1
1 ∪

(

⋃

a2∈Y
{xd1−a2

1 xa22 }
)

∪{Qd1,d2} is linearly

independent in S/I(P 2), which proves that all the sets we are considering are linearly

independent. Ad1
1 ∪

(

⋃

a2∈Y
{xd1−a2

1 xa22 }
)

is linearly independent because it is a subset of

Ad1 , which is linearly independent. And, when we consider the union with {Qd1,d2}, we
preserve linear independence because Qd1,d2 is the only polynomial of this union that has
nonzero evaluation in [0 : 0 : 1], which implies that its evaluation is linearly independent
from the rest. On the other hand, these sets are clearly contained in Sd1/I(P

2), and the
proofs from Lemmas 3.3, 3.5 and 3.7 show that these sets are also contained in Sd2/I(P

2).
Hence, we only need to prove that B is a system of generators for Sd1/I(P

2)∩Sd2/I(P
2).

Let f ∈ Sd1/I(P
2) ∩ Sd2/I(P

2). If f(0, 0, 1) = λ 6= 0, then f has xd12 in its support
when expressed in terms of the monomials in Ad1 . By Lemma 3.7, we must have q ≤
d1. Moreover, we can subtract λQd1,d2 from f and obtain a polynomial f (1) such that

f (1)(0, 0, 1) = 0, its expression in terms of the monomials in Ad1 only contains monomials

from Ad1
1 ∪Ad1

2 , and f (1) ∈ Sd1/I(P
2)∩Sd2/I(P

2). On the other hand, if f (1) has monomials
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from Ad1
1 in its support when expressed in terms of the monomials in Ad1 , by Lemma 3.3 we

know that we can subtract adequate multiples of those monomials and obtain a polynomial
f (2) ∈ Sd1/I(P

2)∩Sd2/I(P
2) that only has monomials from Ad1

2 in its support. Finally, we

can apply Lemma 3.5 to f (2) and obtain that f (2) can be generated by
⋃

a2∈Y
{xd1−a2

1 xa22 }.

If f(0, 0, 1) = 0, we can apply the reasoning we have used above for f (1). �

Note that the basis from the previous result is formed by monomials, except when
q ≤ d1, where we consider Qd1,d2 . This polynomial cannot be reduced to a monomial

subtracting other monomials from the basis B of Theorem 3.9 because both xd12 and

xd1−d2
1 xd22 are linearly independent from the rest of monomials from B by Lemma 2.7 (also

check the definition of Y from Lemma 3.5 and note that d2 − q < d2).

Example 3.10. Continuing with Examples 3.4, 3.6 and 3.8, we see that the set

A4
1 ∪ {x41, x

3
1x2} ∪ {x42 + x21x

2
2 + x20x

2
2 + x20x1x2}

is a basis for S4/I(P
2) ∩ S5/I(P

2).

By counting the elements of the set B in Theorem 3.9, we obtain the dimension of
Sd1/I(P

2) ∩ Sd2/I(P
2).

Corollary 3.11. Let 1 ≤ d1 < d2 ≤ 2(q − 1). Let k1 = dimRMd1−1(2). If d1 ≡
d2 mod q − 1, then dim(PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2)) = dimPRMd1(2). If d1 6≡ d2 mod q − 1,
then

dim(PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2)) =











k1 if d2 ≤ q − 1,

k1 +min{d1, d2 − (q − 1)} if d1 ≤ q − 1 < d2,

k1 + d2 − q + 2 if q ≤ d1.

In the case where d2 = d⊥1 = 2(q − 1)− d1, Corollary 3.11 simplies to the following.

Corollary 3.12. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ q − 1, let Y = {0, 1, . . . ,min{d − 1, q − d − 2}}, and let
k1 = dimRMd−1(2). If 2d ≡ 0 mod q − 1, then PRMd(2) ∩ PRM⊥

d (2) = PRMd(2). If

2d 6≡ 0 mod q− 1, a basis for PRMd(2) ∩PRM⊥
d (2) is given by Ad

1 ∪
(

⋃

a2∈Y
{xd−a2

1 xa22 }
)

.

Consequently, dimPRMd(2) ∩ PRM⊥
d (2) = k1 +min{d, q − d− 1}.

Proof. For the case d = q − 1, we have that PRMq−1(2) = PRMq−1(2) ∩ PRM⊥
q−1(2) by

Theorem 2.2. For 1 ≤ d < q − 1, from Theorem 2.2 we see that PRM⊥
d (2) = PRMd⊥(2),

with d⊥ = 2(q − 1) − d. The result is obtained by applying the previous results with
d1 = d, d2 = d⊥. �

Note that for q ≤ d < 2(q − 1), we can also obtain the dimension of the hull by
considering PRMd⊥(2) in the previous result. For d = 2(q − 1), by Theorem 2.2 the dual
code is generated by the evaluation of 1, and by Lemma 3.2 we obtain PRM2(q−1)(2) ∩

PRM⊥
2(q−1)(2) = {0}.

3.2. Hermitian hull. In the Hermitian case, we consider codes defined over Fn
q2
, and the

Hermitian product of two vectors v,w ∈ F
n
q2

is

v ·h w =

n
∑

i=1

viw
q
i .
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The Hermitian dual of a code C ⊂ F
n
q2

is defined as C⊥h := {v ∈ F
n
q2

| v·hw = 0, ∀ w ∈ C}.

We recall that we defined the Hermitian hull as HullH(C) = C ∩ C⊥h. It is easy to check
that, for a code C ⊂ F

n
q2
, we have that C⊥h = (C⊥)q, where we consider the component

wise power of q. In particular, this implies that the Hermitian dual and the Euclidean dual
have the same parameters. In this section we show that we may apply similar techniques
to the ones used in the previous section to compute the Hermitian hull in some cases. In
what follows, as we are working over Fq2 , we change q by q2 in the definitions of S, Ad

i ,
for i = 1, 2, 3, etc. We show now how the main definitions from the other sections are
adapted to the Hermitian case in this section:

(1) S = Fq2 [x0, x1, x2].

(2) Projective and affine Reed-Muller codes are defined for 1 ≤ d ≤ m(q2 − 1).
(3) Ad is defined for 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q2 − 1). If we have xa00 xa11 xa22 ∈ Ad

1, then 0 ≤ a1, a2 ≤
q2 − 1, and if xa00 xa11 xa22 ∈ Ad

2, then 0 ≤ a2 ≤ q2 − 1. For Lemma 2.9, we have
0 ≤ ai ≤ q2 − 1, for 1 ≤ i ≤ 2.

(4) Now z is the integer 1 ≤ z ≤ q2 − 1 such that z ≡ z mod q2 − 1 when z > 0, and
z = 0 otherwise.

In the affine case, Reed-Muller codes are either contained in their Euclidean dual or they
contain it, which means that the computation of the Euclidean hull is trivial. However,
the following result from [12] remarks that computing the Hermitian hull is more difficult
than computing the Euclidean hull in the affine case.

Proposition 3.13. The codes’ inclusion RMd(q
2,m) ⊂ RM⊥h

d (q2,m) holds if, and only
if, 0 ≤ d ≤ m(q − 1)− 1.

Moreover, it is not hard to obtain a basis for the intersection of a Reed-Muller code
with the Hermitian dual of another Reed-Muller code.

Definition 3.14. Let 0 ≤ d1, d2 ≤ m(q2 − 1). We define

Ud1,d2 := {xa11 xa22 | 0 ≤ a1, a2 ≤ q2 − 1, a1 + a2 ≤ d1, qa1 + qa2 ≤ 2(q2 − 1)− d2 − 1}.

Proposition 3.15. The image by the evaluation map over A
2 of Ud1,d2 is a basis for

RMd1(q
2, 2) ∩ RM⊥h

d2
(q2, 2).

Proof. The monomials xa11 xa22 with 0 ≤ a1, a2 ≤ q2 − 1 have linearly independent eval-

uations over A
2, and their evaluations generate F

q4

q2
(the full code). The evaluation of

a monomial xa11 xa22 with 0 ≤ a1, a2 ≤ q2 − 1 and a1 + a2 ≤ d1 is in RM⊥h

d2
(q2, 2)

if and only if xa11 xa22 ≡ (xb11 xb22 )q mod I(A2) for some 0 ≤ b1, b2 ≤ q2 − 1 such that

b1 + b2 ≤ 2(q2 − 1)− d2 − 1, where I(A2) = 〈xq
2

1 − x1, x
q2

2 − x2〉 (we have used the duality

from Theorem 2.5 and the fact that RM⊥h

d2
(q2, 2) = (RM⊥

d2
(q2, 2))q). If ai 6= 0 for some

i = 1, 2, then xa11 xa22 ≡ (xb11 xb22 )q mod I(A2) implies ai ≡ qbi mod q2−1 with bi 6= 0, which
is equivalent to having bi = qai (recall Remark 2.11). If ai = 0 for some i = 1, 2, then

xa11 xa22 ≡ (xb11 xb22 )q mod I(A2) implies bi = 0 = qai in this case as well. Therefore, in both
cases bi = qai, which finishes the proof. �

Remark 3.16. The previous result can be extended in the obvious way to the Reed-
Muller codes in m variables. For the Hermitian hull of affine Reed-Muller codes we only
need to consider Ud,d, but for projective Reed-Muller codes we will also consider Ud−1,d,
and that is why we expressed Proposition 3.15 in full generality with two degrees d1 and
d2.
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Using that C⊥h = (C⊥)q, if we consider (Ad
i )

q := {(xα)q | xα ∈ Ad
i } and d⊥ = 2(q2 −

1)− d, we have that the image by the evaluation map of (Ad⊥)q :=
⋃3

i=1(A
d⊥

i )q is a basis

for PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2) = (PRMd⊥(q
2, 2))q (if d 6≡ 0 mod q2 − 1). Following the notation from

the previous section, we will denote by Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) the vector space generated in S/I(P 2)

by
⋃3

i=1(A
d⊥

i )q.
To compute the dimension of the Hermitian hull of projective Reed-Muller codes it is

enough to consider the case with d ≤ q2−1. This is because if we assume d > q2−1, then

PRMd(q
2, 2) ∩ PRMq

d⊥
(q2, 2) = (PRMq

d(q
2, 2) ∩ PRMd⊥(q

2, 2))q,

and then at the right-hand side of the previous equality we have the Hermitian hull of a
projective Reed-Muller code of degree d⊥ < q2 − 1, to the power of q. Moreover, because
of Theorem 2.2 we are going to avoid the case with d = q2 − 1 when giving results for the
Hermitian hull (for results about Sd/I(P

2)∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) we will still consider d = q2 − 1).

This is because in that case PRM⊥
d (q

2, 2) = PRMd⊥(q
2, 2) + 〈(1, . . . , 1)〉 6= PRMd⊥(q

2, 2),

and PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2) = (PRMd⊥(q
2, 2)+〈(1, . . . , 1)〉)q 6= PRMq

d⊥
(q2, 2) ∼= Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). Hence,

if d = q2 − 1 we do not have the isomorphism between PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2) and Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2), and

also this case is the least interesting for quantum codes because we do not have a bound
for the minimum distance of the dual code.

As a consequence of Proposition 3.13 and Proposition 3.15, we have the following result.

Lemma 3.17. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ q2 − 1 and let U := {xd−a1−a2
0 xa11 xa22 | xa11 xa22 ∈ Ud−1,d} ⊂ Sd.

Then, the classes of the monomials in U are contained in Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). Moreover, if d ≤

2(q − 1), U = Ad
1.

Proof. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ q2−1, and let xa00 xa11 xa22 ∈ U . By definition, it is clear that xa00 xa11 xa22 ∈

Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) because xa00 xa11 xa22 ≡ (xd

⊥−qa1−qa2
0 xqa11 xqa22 )q mod I(P 2), where qa1 + qa2 ≤

d⊥− 1 by the definition of Ud−1,d. If d ≤ 2(q− 1), we consider xa00 xa21 xa22 ∈ Ad
1. Therefore,

a1 + a2 ≤ d− 1 and we have that

qa1 + qa2 ≤ qa1 + qa2 ≤ q(d− 1) ≤ 2(q2 − 1)− 2(q − 1)− q ≤ 2(q2 − 1)− d− 1.

This means that Ad
1 ⊂ U in this case, and the other contention always holds. �

Example 3.18. We consider q = 3 and d = 7. Hence, we work over F32 and d > 2(q−1) =
4 in this case. One can check that we have

U = A7
1 \ {x0x1x

5
2, x0x

2
1x

4
2, x0x

4
1x

2
2, x0x

5
1x2, x

3
0x

2
1x

2
2, x

4
0x1x

2
2, x

4
0x

2
1x2},

where A7
1 is formed by all the monomials of degree 7 that are divisible by x0 in this case.

For instance, for the monomial x0x1x
5
2 we have a1 = 1, a2 = 5, and we check

qa1 + qa2 = 3 + 15 = 10 6≤ 9 = d⊥,

which implies x0x1x
5
2 6∈ U .

Remark 3.19. To compute the dimension of the hull of projective Reed-Muller codes we
will need the size of the set U from Lemma 3.17. We give a combinatorial formula for |U |
in Lemma 5.1 of the Appendix. Moreover, it is possible to obtain a combinatorial formula
for |Ud,d| as well, as we note in Remark 5.2, which gives the dimension of the Hermitian
hull for affine Reed-Muller codes in 2 variables.

In the following results we argue in a similar way to Section 3.1 to show which polyno-
mials can be in Sd/I(P

2)∩Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) depending on whether the monomials in the support
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of these polynomials are contained in Ad
2 or if they have xd2 in their support (we recall that

Ad
3 = {xd2}). We restrict to the case 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q − 1) in some results because in that case

we have U = Ad
1 by Lemma 3.17, which is similar to what happens in the Euclidean case.

For the following results, recall that z is a representative of the class of z modulo q2 − 1.

Lemma 3.20. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q− 1). Let f ∈ Sd such that it only has monomials from Ad
2

in its support, i.e., it can be expressed as

f =
∑

a1+a2=d,0<a1,0≤a2≤q2−1

λa1,a2x
a1
1 xa22 , λa1,a2 ∈ Fq2 .

Let T = {a2 | a2 < d, d⊥ > qa2 + (q2 − 1)} and Tf = {0 ≤ a2 ≤ q − 1 | λd−a2,a2 6= 0}.
Then f ∈ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) if and only if d ≡ 0 mod q − 1 or Tf ⊂ T .

Proof. Assuming that f ∈ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2), there is an expression

(9) f ≡
∑

(x
α0
0 x

α1
1 x

α2
2 )q∈(Ad⊥)q

µα0,α1,α2(x
α0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 )q mod I(P 2), µα0,α1,α2 ∈ Fq2 .

We have f(0, 0, 1) = 0, which means that µ0,0,d⊥ = 0. Following the proof of Lemma

3.5, we consider in(f) = xa11 xa22 , with a1 > 0, 0 ≤ a2 ≤ q2 − 1 and a1 + a2 = d (since
d ≤ 2(q − 1), we also have a1 ≤ q2 − 1). Because of (9) we must have some monomial in

(Ad⊥)q such that its expression in the basis from Lemma 2.9 contains xa11 xa22 in its support.
Let γi = qai, for i = 1, 2, which implies that qγi ≡ ai mod q2 − 1. The only monomials in

(Ad⊥)q that contain xa11 xa22 in their expression in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9 are

(xd
⊥−γ2

1 xγ22 )q if q(d⊥ − γ2) ≡ a1 mod q2 − 1, and (xγ00 xγ11 xγ22 )q if γ0 = d⊥ − γ1 − γ2 > 0.

In the first case, q(d⊥ − γ2) ≡ a1 mod q2 − 1 implies that qd⊥ ≡ d mod q2 − 1, which
happens if and only if d ≡ 0 mod q − 1. Taking into account that d ≤ 2(q − 1), we have

d⊥ > q2 − 1 ≥ γ2, and we have xa11 xa22 ≡ (xd
⊥−γ2

1 xγ22 )q mod I(P 2). Moreover, in this
situation we can do this for all the monomials from Ad

2 in the support of f .

If d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1, the only monomial in (Ad⊥)q with xa11 xa22 in its expression in terms
of the elements of the basis from Lemma 2.9 is (xγ00 xγ11 xγ22 )q with γ0 = d⊥ − γ1 − γ2, if

d⊥ − γ1 − γ2 > 0. This is because, by Lemma 2.12, we have that

(xγ00 xγ11 xγ22 )q ≡ xa11 xa22 + (x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2),

if γ0 > 0. Hence, we must have µγ0,γ1,γ2 = λa1,a2 . If we denote by ((Ad⊥)q)(1) = (Ad⊥)q \
{(xγ00 xγ11 xγ22 )q}, we obtain

(10)

f (1) =f − λa1,a2x
a1
1 xa22

≡
∑

(x
α0
0 x

α1
1 x

α2
2 )q∈((Ad⊥ )q)(1)

µα0,α1,α2(x
α0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 )q

+ µd⊥−qa1−qa2,qa1,qa2
(x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.5, after l steps we get

(11)

0 ≡
∑

(x
α0
0 x

α1
1 x

α2
2 )q∈((Ad⊥ )q)(l)

µα0,α1,α2(x
α0
0 xα1

1 xα2
2 )q

+ (x0 − 1)
∑

a2∈Tf

µ
d⊥−q(d−a2)−qa2,q(d−a2),qa2

(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2),
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where Tf = {0 ≤ a2 ≤ q2 − 1 | λd−a2,a2 6= 0}. With this notation, we have that

((Ad⊥)q)(l) = (Ad⊥)q \
⋃

a2∈T
{(xγ00 xγ11 xγ22 )q, γ0 = d⊥ − γ1 − γ2, γ1 = q(d− a2), γ2 = qa2}.

If we express all the monomials in (11) in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9, then we
must have the coefficient of each element of the basis equal to 0. The monomials from
(11) in the second sum are already expressed in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9. If we
focus on the monomial xa22 for some a2 ∈ Tf with a2 > 0, we see that all the monomials

(xc00 xc11 xγ22 )q ∈ ((Ad⊥)q)(l) with 0 < c0, 0 < c1 ≤ q2 − 1, qc1 6≡ d − a2 mod q2 − 1, and

c0 + c1 + γ2 = d⊥, have xa22 in their expression in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9:

(xc00 xc11 xγ22 )q ≡ xqc11 xa22 + (x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

In fact, these are the only monomials from ((Ad⊥)q)(l) with xa22 in their expression (the

one with qc1 ≡ d − a2 mod q2 − 1 is not contained in ((Ad⊥)q)(l)). However, if we have

µc0,c1,γ2 6= 0, some other monomial from ((Ad⊥)q)(l) must cancel the monomial xqc11 xa22
from (11). The only other monomial in ((Ad⊥)q)(l) with xqc11 xa22 in its support when

expressed in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9 is (xc1+q2−1
1 xγ22 )q (we cannot use (xc11 xγ22 )q

because c1 + γ2 < d⊥), if c1 + γ2 + q2 − 1 = d⊥ (which implies c0 = q2 − 1). In our case,
we always have q2− 1 < d⊥, but still we must also have d⊥ > γ2 + q2− 1 to ensure c1 > 0.

Therefore, if d⊥ − γ2 − (q2 − 1) = c1 > 0, we can consider the following polynomial in
Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2):

(xq
2−1

0 xc11 xγ22 )q − (xc1+q2−1
1 xγ22 )q ≡ (x0 − 1)(xa22 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

For every a2 ∈ Tf , we must have µq2−1,c1,γ2 = −µ0,c1+q2−1,γ2 = λd−a2,a2 to cancel the

polynomial (x0−1)(xa22 +x1−1) from (3). Thus, have seen that d⊥ > γ2+(q2−1), which
implies that Tf ⊂ T .

These are necessary conditions, and now we show that they are sufficient. We assume
Tf ⊂ T , and for each a2 ∈ Tf , we denote γ1 = q(d− a2) as before. Then we have

(12) xd−a2
1 xa22 ≡ (xd

⊥−γ2
1 xγ22 − xq

2−1
0 xd

⊥−γ2
1 xγ22 + xd

⊥−γ1−γ2
0 xγ11 xγ22 )q mod I(P 2).

We note that if d⊥ = d⊥ − (q2 − 1) > γ2, then d⊥ > γ1 + γ2. The previous equality is
easy to check because both sides have the same evaluation at P 2 = [{1} × F

2
q2
] ∪ [{0} ×

{1}×Fq2 ]∪{[0 : 0 : 1]}. Hence, xd−a2
1 xa22 ∈ Sd/I(P

2)∩Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) for each a2 ∈ Tf , which

implies that f ∈ Sd/I(P
2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). �

Lemma 3.21. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q − 1). There is some f ∈ Sd with xd2 in its support and
such that f ∈ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) if and only if d ≡ 0 mod q − 1.

Proof. If d ≡ 0 mod q − 1, then we have xd2 ≡ xqd
⊥

2 mod I(P 2) because

d ≡ qd⊥ mod q2 − 1 ⇐⇒ (q + 1)d ≡ 0 mod q2 − 1 ⇐⇒ d ≡ 0 mod q − 1.

Therefore, we only have to prove the other implication.
Let f ∈ Sd. By Lemma 3.17, we can assume that the support of f is contained in

(Ad⊥

2 )q ∪ (Ad⊥

3 )q, i.e., it can be expressed as

f =
∑

a1+a2=d,0<a1,0≤a2≤q2−1

λa1,a2x
a1
1 xa22 + λ0,dx

d
2, λa1,a2 ∈ Fq2 .
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We assume that λ0,d 6= 0. As in the previous result, we must have an expression

(13) f ≡
∑

x
a0
0 x

a1
1 x

a2
2 ∈(Ad⊥ )q

µa0,a1,a2x
a0
0 xa11 xa22 mod I(P 2), µa0,a1,a2 ∈ Fq2 .

The only monomials in (Ad⊥)q with xd2 in their expression in terms of the basis from

Lemma 2.9 are (xβ0
0 xβ1

1 xβ2
2 )q, for some 0 < β0, 0 < β1 ≤ q2 − 1, 0 < β2 ≤ q2 − 1, such that

β0 + β1 + β2 = d⊥ and qβ2 ≡ d mod q2 − 1; and xd2 if d ≡ 0 mod q2 − 1. We assume now
that d 6≡ 0 mod q2 − 1, and we will arrive at a contradiction. Thus, we focus on the first
type of monomials, which by Lemma 2.12 can be expressed as

(14) (xβ0
0 xβ1

1 xβ2
2 )q ≡ xqβ1

1 xd2 + (x0 − 1)(xd2 + x1 − 1) mod I(P 2).

The monomials xqβ1
1 xd2 have degree greater than d. Thus, they cannot be in the support of

f and they have to be cancelled in the expression from (13) if we consider some monomial

(xβ0
0 xβ1

1 xβ2
2 )q. The only other monomial in (Ad⊥)q with xqβ1

1 xd2 in its expression from the

basis from Lemma 2.9 is (xβ1+q2−1
1 xβ2

2 )q if d⊥ = β1+β2+ q2−1, which implies β0 = q2−1

and β1 = d⊥ − β2 − (q2 − 1). Thus, there is only one monomial in (Ad⊥)q that we can
consider, and we have

xd2 ≡ (xβ1+q2−1
1 xβ2

2 )q − (xβ0
0 xβ1

1 xβ2
2 )q + (x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x

d
2 mod I(P 2).

Similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.5, we must have −µβ0,β1,β2 = µ0,β1+q2−1,β2
= λ0,d. We

can define in this case ((Ad⊥

2 )q)(1) = (Ad⊥

2 )q \{(xβ1
0 xβ1

1 xβ2
2 )q, (xβ1+q2−1

1 xβ2
2 )q}, and consider

(15)

f (1) =f − λ0,dx
d
2

≡
∑

x
a0
0 x

a1
1 x

a2
2 ∈((Ad⊥ )q)(1)

µa0,a1,a2x
a0
0 xa11 xa22 − λ0,d

(

(x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x
d
2

)

mod I(P 2).

Arguing as in Lemma 3.5 and using Lemma 3.17, we obtain that there must be a sum

of monomials in ((Ad⊥)q)(l) equal to λ0,d

(

(x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x
d
2

)

. This implies that we

have the evaluation of (x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) + x0x
d
2 in PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2). This is a contradiction

because we have the evaluation of (xd
⊥−β2

0 xβ2
2 )q in PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2), and (x0 − 1)(x1 − 1) +

x0x
d
2− (xd

⊥−β2
0 xβ2

2 )q ≡ (x0−1)(x1−1) mod I(P 2), whose evaluation has Hamming weight
1. �

Let 1 ≤ d ≤ q2 − 1. In the next result we give a basis of Sd/I(P
2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2)

for 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q − 1) using the previous results, and we give a linearly independent set
contained in Sd/I(P

2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) for the case 2(q − 1) < d ≤ q2 − 1.

To state the next result, we use the following sets of polynomials. We recall that
U = {xd−a1−a2

0 xa11 xa22 | xa11 xa22 ∈ Ud−1,d}, where we consider Ud−1,d as in Definition 3.14.
We define

V := {xd−a2
1 xa22 | a2 ∈ T},

where T is defined as in Lemma 3.20. Finally, for the case 2(q− 1) < d ≤ q2 − 1 we define

W := {xd−a2
1 xa22 + xd−qd⊥−a2−a2

0 xqd
⊥−a2

1 xa22 |q2 − 1 ≥ d⊥ − qa2 > q(d− a2)

and d− a2 > qd⊥ − a2}.

We are interested in W because of the following result.
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Lemma 3.22. We have W ⊂ Sd/I(P
2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2), and U ∪ V ∪W is a linearly inde-

pendent set in S/I(P 2).

Proof. If d⊥ − qa2 > q(d− a2) and d − a2 > qd⊥ − a2 (these conditions come from the
definition of W ), then

(16)
xd−a2
1 xa22 + xd−qd⊥−a2−a2

0 xqd
⊥−a2

1 xa22 ≡

(xd
⊥−qa2

1 xqa22 + x
d⊥−q(d−a2)−qa2
0 x

q(d−a2)
1 xqa22 )q mod I(P 2).

This equivalence can be checked by considering the evaluation of both polynomials at P 2.
Therefore, we have W ⊂ Sd/I(P

2)∩Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). The condition q2 − 1 ≥ d⊥ − qa2 ensures

U ∪ V ∪W is linearly independent. Indeed, both of the monomials in the left hand side
of (16) are monomials from the basis of Lemma 2.7 and are not in U ∪ V . The monomial

xd−a2
1 xa22 from (16) is not in V because d⊥ ≤ qa2 − (q2 − 1) (see the definition of T in

Lemma 3.20). For the monomial xd−qd⊥−a2−a2
0 xqd

⊥−a2
1 xa22 , it is not in U because we have

xqd
⊥−a2

1 xa22 6∈ Ud−1,d. To see this, we use the definition of Ud−1,d from Definition 3.14.

First, d − a2 > qd⊥ − a2 means that this monomial satisfies the first condition in the
definition of Ud−1,d. For the second one, we would have to check if

(17) q(qd⊥ − a2) + qa2 = d⊥ − qa2 + qa2 ≤ d⊥ − 1.

If d⊥ − qa2 < d⊥ − qa2, we clearly have (17). However, if d⊥ − qa2 = d⊥ − qa2, we do not
have (17), and this happens if and only if q2− 1 ≥ d⊥− qa2, which is the condition we are
using in the definition of W . �

Now we can state the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.23. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ q2 − 1, and U = {xd−a1−a2
0 xa11 xa22 | xa11 xa22 ∈ Ud−1,d},

where we consider Ud−1,d as in Definition 3.14. Let V and W be as in the discussion

above. If d ≡ 0 mod q − 1, then U ∪ Ad
2 ∪ Ad

3 is a basis for Sd/I(P
2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). For

d 6≡ 0 mod q−1, if d ≤ 2(q−1), then U ∪V = Ad
1∪V is a basis for Sd/I(P

2)∩Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2).

Lastly, if 2(q − 1) < d ≤ q2 − 1, then U ∪ V ∪W is a linearly independent set contained
in Sd/I(P

2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2).

Proof. If d ≡ 0 mod q − 1 and d ≤ q2 − 1, reasoning as in the proofs of Lemmas 3.17,
3.20 and 3.21, we have U ∪Ad

2 ∪Ad
3 contained in Sd/I(P

2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). Let f ∈ Sd such

that f ∈ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) and whose support is contained in Ad

1 \U . Then f has an expression

in terms of the monomials from (Ad⊥)q in S/I(P 2), and this expression only involves the

monomials from (Ad⊥

1 )q. This is because xqd
⊥

2 cannot be in the expression because it is

nonzero at [0 : 0 : 1] while f(0, 0, 1) = 0, and if there were monomials from (Ad⊥

2 )q, in
[{0} × {1} × Fq2 ] that expression would have the same evaluation as some polynomial in

x2 with degree less than or equal to q2 − 1, which cannot have q2 zeroes (f is equal to 0
in those points). We finish this case by using the affine case from Proposition 3.15.

If d 6≡ 0 mod q−1 and d ≤ 2(q−1), we have U = Ad
1 contained in Sd/I(P

2)∩Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2)

by Lemma 3.17. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 3.9 and using Lemma 3.20 and Lemma
3.21, we obtain that U ∪ V is a basis for Sd/I(P

2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2).

Finally, in the case d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1 and 2(q − 1) < d < q2 − 1, we have from Lemma
3.17 that U is contained in Sd/I(P

2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). The fact that V is contained in
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Sd/I(P
2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) follows from (12). For W , by Lemma 3.22, we have that W ⊂

Sd/I(P
2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) and U ∪ V ∪W is linearly independent in S/I(P 2). �

From Theorem 3.23 we can obtain the exact dimension of Sd/I(P
2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) if

d ≤ 2(q− 1) or d ≡ 0 mod q− 1. For 2(q− 1) < d ≤ q2 − 1, d 6≡ 0 mod q− 1, we only have
a lower bound for the dimension of Sd/I(P

2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). Note that a lower bound for

the dimension of the hull gives an upper bound for the parameter c of the corresponding
EAQECC, which is still interesting because it tells us how many maximally entangled pairs
are required at most for using that EAQECC. Equivalently, if we use as many maximally
entangled pairs as the bound specifies, then we can employ this EAQECC. Nevertheless,
in all cases we have checked, this is indeed the true value of the dimension of the hull,
which implies that U ∪ V ∪ W is also a basis for the hull in those cases. In particular,
this means that the Hermitian hull is not generated by monomials in general because of
W (we saw in the proof of Lemma 3.22 that no monomial of the polynomials from W is
contained in U ∪ V ). We see this in the next example.

Example 3.24. We continue with the setting from Example 3.18. We have d = 7 >
2(q − 1) and d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1. Therefore, by Theorem 3.23, U ∪ V ∪ W is a linearly
independent set contained in Sd/I(P

2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2). In Example 3.18 we computed the

set U , and we are going to compute the sets V and W now.
For V , we first obtain T = {7}. This is because d⊥ − (q2 − 1) = 1 in this case. Thus,

1 > qa2 implies a2 = 0, and we have V = {x71}.
Finally, for W , we have to consider 0 ≤ a2 ≤ 7 and check the conditions in the definition

of W . In this case, the only a2 that satisfies the conditions is a2 = 1, and we have
W = {x61x2 + x40x

2
1x2}.

It can be checked with Magma [4] that the image by the evaluation map of U ∪V ∪W is,
in fact, a basis for the Hermitian hull in this case. We also see that the monomials from the
polynomial x61x2+x40x

2
1x2 in the set W are not contained in V and U (see Example 3.18).

Hence, we see that in this case the Hermitian hull cannot be generated by monomials from
Ad.

We have the following lemma, which gives us the size of the set T (which is the same as
the size of the set V as defined prior to Theorem 3.23) and allows us to give more explicit
expressions for the dimension of Sd/I(P

2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) in some cases.

Lemma 3.25. Let 1 ≤ d ≤ q2 − 1, and let d = β0 + β1q be its q-adic expansion. Then

|T | = |V | = β1(q − 1− β1) + min{β0, q − 1− β1}+min{β1, q − 1− β0}.

Proof. Let a2 ∈ T , and we consider its q-adic expansion a2 = α0 + α1q. We must have
a2 < d and d⊥ > qa2 + q2 − 1 by the definition of T . It is easy to check that α1 + α0q is
the q-adic expansion of qa2. The condition a2 < d translates to the condition

(18) α1 < β1 or α1 = β1 and α0 < β0.

For the other condition, it is easy to check that q − 1 − β0 + (q − 1 − β1)q is the q-adic
expansion of d⊥ − (q2 − 1) = q2 − 1− d (using q2 = q− 1 + (q − 1)q). Then, the condition
d⊥ − (q2 − 1) > qa2 translates to

(19) α0 < q − 1− β1 or α0 = q − 1− β1 and α1 < q − 1− β0.

Now we count all the pairs 0 ≤ α0, α1 ≤ q− 1 that satisfy the conditions (18) and (19). If
α0 < q − 1− β1, all the values of α1 such that α1 < β1 satisfy the conditions. We obtain
β1(q − 1− β1) pairs in this way.
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If α0 < q − 1 − β1, we also have the possibility of having α1 = β1, but then we
must also have α0 < β0 by (18). Therefore, we obtain the pairs with α1 = β1, and
α0 = 0, 1, . . . ,min{β0−1, q−2−β1}, i.e., we obtain min{β0, q−1−β1} pairs of this type.

If α0 = q − 1− β1, we must have α1 < q − 1− β0 by (19). If we also have α1 < β1, we
satisfy (18) and we obtain min{β1, q − 1 − β0} pairs. The last option would be to have
α0 = q−1−β1 and α1 = β1, in which case we must also have α1 = β1 < q−1−β0 by (19)
and α0 = q− 1−β1 < β0 by (18). But we cannot have β1 < q− 1−β0 and q− 1−β1 < β0
simultaneously, which means that this pair does not satisfy the conditions. �

Remark 3.26. In the previous result, we have that β1 ≤ q − 1 − β0 ⇐⇒ β0 ≤ q − 1 −
β1 ⇐⇒ β0 + β1 ≤ q − 1. Hence, the size of the set T can also be expressed as

|T | =

{

β1(q − 1− β1) + β0 + β1 if β0 + β1 ≤ q − 1,

β1(q − 1− β1) + 2(q − 1)− β0 − β1 if β0 + β1 > q − 1.

Moreover, it is easy to check that these expressions can also be written in the following
way:

|T | =

{

d− β2
1 if β0 + β1 ≤ q − 1,

d− β2
1 − 2(β0 + β1 − (q − 1)) if β0 + β1 > q − 1.

We note that d ≤ 2(q − 1) = q + (q − 2) implies that β0 + β1 ≤ q − 1.

Example 3.27. Continuing with the setting from Example 3.24, we have that d = 7 =
1 + 2 · 3, which means that β0 = 1, β1 = 2. Thus, by Lemma 3.25, we obtain

|T | = d− β2
1 − 2(β0 + β1 − (q − 1)) = 1,

which is what we obtained in Example 3.24.

As a consequence of Lemma 3.17, Theorem 3.23 and Lemma 3.25 we have the following
result about the dimension of the Hermitian hull. Note that |V | = |T |, and |U | is computed
in Lemma 5.1.

Corollary 3.28. Let 1 ≤ d < q2 − 1, and let d = β0 + β1q be its q-adic expansion. If
d ≡ 0 mod q − 1, we have

dim(PRMd(q
2, 2) ∩ PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2)) =

{

dim(PRMd(q
2, 2)) if d ≤ 2(q − 1),

|U |+ d+ 1 if d > 2(q − 1).

For the case d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1: if d ≤ 2(q − 1), we have

dim(PRMd(q
2, 2) ∩ PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2)) = |U |+ d− β2
1 =

∣

∣

∣
Ad

1

∣

∣

∣
+ d− β2

1 ,

and if d > 2(q − 1), we have the lower bound

dim(PRMd(q
2, 2) ∩ PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2)) ≥ |U |+ |V |+ |W |.

Example 3.29. We continue with the setting from Example 3.24, where we saw that
U ∪ V ∪W was a basis for the Hermitian hull. Therefore, we have that the dimension of
the Hermitian hull is |U |+ |V |+ |W | (the bound from Corollary 3.28 is, in fact, the true
dimension). From Example 3.18 we obtain |U | = 28− 7 = 21, and from Example 3.24 we
obtain |V | = |W | = 1. Hence, the dimension of the Hermitian hull in this case is 23.
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4. Quantum codes from projective Reed-Muller codes

This section is devoted to providing the parameters of the EAQECCs obtained by using
projective Reed-Muller codes over the projective plane P2. Note that, by Theorem 2.1 and
Theorem 2.2, we know all the parameters of the projective Reed-Muller codes except when
d ≡ 0 mod q − 1 (resp. d ≡ 0 mod q2 − 1 in the Hermitian case), in which case we do not
know the minimum distance of the dual code. Moreover, in this case the dimension of the
hull is not directly given by the computations made in the previous sections because we
would have to also consider the constant 1 when computing the intersection Sd1/I(P

2) ∩
Sd2/I(P

2) (resp. Sd/I(P
2) ∩ Sq

d⊥
/I(P 2) in the Hermitian case). Therefore, we avoid this

case in the results of this section.

4.1. Euclidean EAQECCs. Using the knowledge of the relative hull for two projective
Reed-Muller codes, we can construct asymmetric EAQECCs. Asymmetric EAQECCs arise
after noting that in quantum error-correction we consider two different types of errors,
phase-shift and qudit-flip errors, which are not equally likely to occur [15]. Asymmetric
EAQECCs have two different error correction capabilities for each of the errors, which are
expressed by two minimum distances, δz and δx, whose meaning is that the corresponding
asymmetric EAQECC can correct up to ⌊(δz − 1)/2⌋ phase-shift errors and ⌊(δx − 1)/2⌋
qudit-flip errors.

Given a nonempty set U ⊂ F
n
q , we denote by wt(U) the number min{wt(v) | v ∈ U\{0}}.

To construct asymmetric EAQECCs, we can use the following result from [11].

Theorem 4.1. Let Ci ⊂ F
n
q be linear codes of dimension ki, for i = 1, 2. Then, there is

an asymmetric EAQECC with parameters [[n, κ, δz/δx; c]]q, where

c = k1 − dim(C1 ∩ C⊥
2 ), κ = n− (k1 + k2) + c,

δz = wt
(

C⊥
1 \

(

C⊥
1 ∩ C2

))

and δx = wt
(

C⊥
2 \

(

C⊥
2 ∩ C1

))

.

Symmetric quantum codes can also be obtained from the previous construction by
considering the minimum distance δ = min{δz , δx} instead of the two minimum distances
δz and δx.

If C1 ⊂ C⊥
2 , we have c = 0 and in that case we do not require entanglement assistance.

The asymmetric EAQECC from the previous result is called pure if δz = wt(C⊥
1 ) and

δx = wt(C⊥
2 ), and it is called impure otherwise. For the symmetric case, the code is called

pure if δ = min{wt(C⊥
1 ),wt(C⊥

2 )}, and impure otherwise.
Finding impure quantum codes is a difficult task in general. The following result sup-

ports this fact because it implies that the EAQECCs we obtain using projective Reed-
Muller codes are always pure.

Lemma 4.2. Let 1 ≤ d1, d2 ≤ 2(q − 1), with d1 6≡ d2 mod q − 1. We have that

wt (PRMd1(2) \ (PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2))) = wt(PRMd1(2))

Proof. If d2 < d1, then wt(PRMd2(2)) > wt(PRMd1(2)). Therefore, there is a codeword
of Hamming weight wt(PRMd1(2)) in PRMd1(2) \ PRMd2(2).

On the other hand, if d2 > d1, we consider two cases. If d1 ≤ q− 1, then the evaluation
of the polynomial

x2

d1−1
∏

j=1

(λjx2 − x1),
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where λi 6= λj if i 6= j, λj ∈ F
∗
q, has Hamming weight q(q− d1 +1) = wt(PRMd1(2)). This

is easy to check using the representatives [F2
q ×{1}]∪ [Fq ×{1}×{0}]∪{[1 : 0 : 0]} for P2.

This polynomial is not contained in Sd1/I(P
2) ∩ Sd2/I(P

2) because this vector space is

generated by Ad1
1 ∪

(

⋃

a2∈Y
{xd1−a2

1 xa22 }
)

, which does not generate the monomial xd12 that

is in the support of the previous polynomial. Thus, the evaluation of this polynomial is a
codeword of Hamming weight wt(PRMd1(2)) in PRMd1(2) \ (PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2)).

If d1 ≥ q, we consider instead the polynomial

(20) x1(x
q−1
2 − xq−1

1 )

d1−1
∏

j=1

(λjx1 − x0),

where λi 6= λj if i 6= j, λj ∈ F
∗
q. As before, it is easy to check that the evaluation of this

polynomial has Hamming weight q − d1 + 1 = wt(PRMd1(2)). The monomial xd11 xq−1
2 in

the support of the previous polynomial is part of the basis from Lemma 2.7. We have that

Sd2/I(P
2)∩Sd1/I(P

2) is generated in this case by Ad1
1 ∪

(

⋃

a2∈Y
{xd1−a2

1 xa22 }
)

∪{Qd1,d2}.

All of these monomials, and Qd1,d2 , are expressed in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.7.

Therefore, the only way to generate a polynomial with xd11 xq−1
2 in its support is to have this

monomial in the expression of some element of the basis of Sd1/I(P
2)∩Sd2/I(P

2) in terms
of the basis from Lemma 2.7. By checking the definitions, we see that this only happens if
d2 = q−1, because in that case this monomial appears in the expression ofQd1,d2 . However,

Qd1,d2 has the monomial xd12 in its support, and the polynomial from (20) does not, and xd12
cannot be cancelled because no other monomial from the basis of Sd1/I(P

2) ∩ Sd2/I(P
2)

has this monomial in its support. Hence, the evaluation of the polynomial from (20) gives a
codeword of Hamming weight wt(PRMd1(2)) in PRMd1(2)\ (PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2)). �

Remark 4.3. For d1 ≡ d2 mod q − 1, if d2 < d1, then

wt (PRMd1(2) \ (PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2))) = wt(PRMd1(2))

arguing as in the previous result. If d2 ≥ d1, then

PRMd1(2) \ (PRMd1(2) ∩ PRMd2(2)) = ∅.

Now we show the parameters of the asymmetric EAQECCs arising from Theorem 4.1
when C1 and C2 are projective Reed-Muller codes. Note that the parameters of PRMd(2)
and RMd(2) are in Theorems 2.1 and 2.4, and for PRM⊥

d (2) we can use Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 ≤ d1 ≤ d2 < 2(q − 1), d1 + d2 6≡ 0 mod q − 1, d1 6= q − 1 6= d2. Let
k1 = dimRMd1−1(2) and k2 = dimRMd⊥2 −1(2), where d⊥2 = 2(q − 1) − d2. Then we can

construct an asymmetric EAQECC with parameters [[n, κ, δz/δx; c]]q, where n = q2+q+1,

κ = n − (dimPRMd1(2) + dimPRMd2(2)) + c, δz = wt(PRM⊥
d2
(2)), δx = wt(PRM⊥

d1
(2)),

and the value of c is the following:

(1) If d1 + d2 < 2(q − 1):

c =

{

d1 + 1−min{d1, q − 1− d2} if d2 < q − 1,

d1 + 1 if q ≤ d2.

(2) If d1 + d2 > 2(q − 1):

c =

{

k1 − k2 + d1 + 1 if d1 < q − 1,

k1 − k2 + q + 1−min{d⊥2 , d1 − (q − 1)} if q ≤ d1.
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Moreover, this code is pure.

Proof. We consider C1 = PRMd1(2), C2 = PRMd2(2), and apply Theorem 4.1. For the
parameter c, we use Corollary 3.11 with d1 and d⊥2 = 2(q − 1) − d2, taking into account
that d1+d2 6≡ 0 mod q−1 implies that d1 6≡ 2(q−1)−d2 mod q−1, and Remark 2.8. We
also note that if d1 + d2 < 2(q− 1), then d1 < d⊥2 , and if d1 + d2 > 2(q− 1), then d⊥2 < d1.

A direct application of Theorem 4.1 would give us a pure quantum code with δz =
wt(PRM⊥

d1
(2)) and δx = wt(PRM⊥

d2
(2)) due to Lemma 4.2. However, it is easy to see that

if we exchange the roles of C1 and C2 in Theorem 4.1, the resulting asymmetric EAQECC
has the same parameters, except that δz and δx are exchanged, which gives the result. �

Let d1 6≡ 0 mod q − 1, d2 6≡ 0 mod q − 1. If d1 + d2 = q − 1 or d1 + d2 = 2(q − 1),
we can obtain an EAQECC as in Theorem 4.4 with c = 0 because dim(PRMd1(2) ∩
PRM⊥

d2
(2)) = dimPRMd1(2) by Lemma 3.1. If d1+d2 = 3(q−1) or d1+d2 = 4(q−1), we

have c = dimPRMd1(2)− dimPRM⊥
d2
(2) instead, because dim(PRMd1(2) ∩PRM⊥

d2
(2)) =

dimPRM⊥
d2
(2).

Example 4.5. We consider Fq = F9, and we use Theorem 4.4 with d1 = 3, d2 = 11. The
parameters for the corresponding affine and projective Reed-Muller codes are obtained
from Theorem 2.4 and Theorem 2.1, respectively. For the parameter c, we have d1 + d2 =
14 < 16 = 2(q − 1), and c = 3 + 1 = 4 in this case because q = 9 ≤ 11 = d2. The
asymmetric EAQECC that we obtain in this way has parameters [[91, 15, 45/5; 4]]9 . With
affine Reed-Muller codes, it is possible to obtain an asymmetric EAQECC with parameters
[[81, 5, 45/5; 0]]9 . If we define the rate as ρ := κ/n, and the net rate as ρ := (κ− c)/n, we
see that the projective code clearly has higher rate, but it also has higher net rate.

In [15] it is shown that the probability of phase-shift errors is between 10 and 100
times higher than the probability of qudit-flip errors, depending on the devices used for
constructing qubits. Hence, it is desirable to construct EAQECCs with a higher correction
capability for phase-shift errors, i.e., EAQECCs with δz ≫ δx. The EAQECCs arising from
Theorem 4.4 automatically satisfy δz ≥ δx. We show now how to construct codes with
high asymmetry ratio δz/δx using projective Reed-Muller codes.

Example 4.6. Assume that for a certain application we want to correct 1 qudit-flip error
(and detect 2), for lengths lower than 200. Therefore, we want to obtain an asymmetric
EAQECC with δx = 3. If we assume that the probability of phase-shift errors is between
10 and 100 times higher than the probability of qudit-flip errors, we want to construct
codes with δz between 30 and 300. If we consider the field Fq, using Theorem 4.4 it is
easy to check that the asymmetric EAQECC with highest asymmetry ratio and nonzero
dimension that we can obtain has parameters

[[q2 + q + 1, 5, q(q − 1)/3; 2]]q ,

which corresponds to d1 = 1 and d2 = 2(q−1)−2. By considering q = 9, 11, 13, we obtain
the parameters [[91, 5, 72/3; 2]]9 , [[133, 5, 110/3; 2]]11 , [[183, 5, 156/3; 2]]13 , respectively. All
of the previous codes satisfy the required conditions about the asymmetry ratio and length,
and all of them surpass the quantum Gilbert Varshamov bound from [23].

With affine Reed-Muller codes we can obtain instead the parameters

[[q2, 3, q(q − 2)/3; 0]]q .

Hence, with projective Reed-Muller codes we can achieve a higher asymmetry ratio, at
the expense of getting a worse net rate with respect to the affine case. We can also obtain
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the same asymmetry ratio as with affine Reed-Muller codes, and increase the net rate, by
using projective Reed-Muller codes as we saw in Example 4.5.

It is not easy to compare the codes that we obtain with the literature because there
are not many references about asymmetric EAQECCs. However, we can use the quantum
Gilbert-Varshamov bound from [23] to argue that we are obtaining quantum codes with
good parameters. In Table 1 we show some of the codes that we obtain that surpass the
quantum Gilbert-Varshamov bound from [23].

Table 1. Codes arising from Theorem 4.4 surpassing the quantumGilbert-
Varshamov bound from [23].

q d1 d2 n κ δx δz c

4 1 1 21 16 3 3 1
4 1 4 21 5 3 12 2
4 2 2 21 11 4 4 2
4 2 5 21 2 4 16 5
4 4 4 21 2 12 12 11
4 5 5 21 1 16 16 16
5 1 1 31 26 3 3 1
5 1 2 31 23 3 4 1
5 1 5 31 9 3 15 2
5 1 6 31 5 3 20 2
5 2 3 31 17 4 5 2
5 2 5 31 7 4 15 3
5 2 7 31 2 4 25 5
5 3 6 31 3 5 20 7
5 3 7 31 2 5 25 9
5 5 5 31 3 15 15 14
5 5 6 31 2 15 20 17
5 6 7 31 1 20 25 23
5 7 7 31 1 25 25 26
9 1 1 91 86 3 3 1
9 1 2 91 83 3 4 1
9 1 3 91 79 3 5 1
9 1 4 91 74 3 6 1
9 1 11 91 20 3 45 2
9 1 12 91 14 3 54 2
9 1 13 91 9 3 63 2

q d1 d2 n κ δx δz c

9 1 14 91 5 3 72 2
9 2 2 91 80 4 4 1
9 2 3 91 76 4 5 1
9 2 11 91 18 4 45 3
9 2 12 91 12 4 54 3
9 2 13 91 7 4 63 3
9 2 15 91 2 4 81 5
9 3 3 91 72 5 5 1
9 3 12 91 9 5 54 4
9 3 14 91 3 5 72 7
9 3 15 91 2 5 81 9
9 4 13 91 4 6 63 9
9 4 14 91 3 6 72 12
9 4 15 91 2 6 81 14
9 11 12 91 2 45 54 57
9 11 14 91 1 45 72 65
9 11 15 91 1 45 81 68
9 12 13 91 1 54 63 67
9 12 14 91 1 54 72 71
9 12 15 91 1 54 81 74
9 13 13 91 1 63 63 72
9 13 14 91 1 63 72 76
9 13 15 91 1 63 81 79
9 14 14 91 1 72 72 80
9 14 15 91 1 72 81 83
9 15 15 91 1 81 81 86

We turn our attention now to the symmetric case. Given a symmetric quantum code
obtained using the construction from Theorem 4.1 with parameters [[n, κ, δ; c]]q , we can
define the rate and net rate as in Example 4.5. Fixing the length and minimum distance,
if an EAQECC has better net rate than other EAQECC, while keeping the other rate
constant, we will say that the first code has better parameters than the second one. In
this sense, for the symmetric codes arising from Theorem 4.4, the following result shows
that the best symmetric codes are obtained when d1 = d2.

Corollary 4.7. We fix 1 ≤ d1 < 2(q− 1), and let d1 ≤ d2 < 2(q− 1) with d1 6= q− 1 6= d2
and d1 + d2 6≡ 0 mod q − 1. Let k1 = dimRMd1−1(2) and k2 = dimRMd⊥2 −1(2), where

d⊥2 = 2(q − 1)− d2. Then the best choice for d2 in Theorem 4.4 for symmetric EAQECCs
is d2 = d1, which gives an EAQECC with parameters [[n, κ, δ; c]], where n = q2 + q + 1,
κ = n− 2(dimPRMd1(2)) + c, δ = wt(PRM⊥

d1
(2)), and

c =

{

d1 + 1−min{d1, q − 1− d1} if d1 < (q − 1),

k1 − k2 + q + 1−min{d⊥1 , d1 − (q − 1)} if d1 > (q − 1).
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Proof. For d2 ≥ d1, we have that min{wt(PRM⊥
d1
(2)),wt(PRM⊥

d2
(2))} = wt(PRM⊥

d1
(2))

from Theorem 2.2. Therefore, all the symmetric EAQECCs obtained from Theorem 4.4
in this setting have the same parameter δ. For d1 = d2, we obtain from Theorem 4.4 an
EAQECC with the stated parameters. For d2 > d1 such that d2 6= q−1 and d2 < 2(q−1),
we will see that we obtain a worse code. We have that dimPRMd2(2) > dimPRMd1(2)
if d2 > d1, which decreases the dimension of the corresponding EAQECC with respect to
the one obtained with d1 = d2. From Theorem 4.4, we also see that c is either going to
increase or be the same (if d1 + d2 6≡ 0 mod q − 1). Hence, in the sense stated before, the
corresponding EAQECC with d2 > d1 has worse parameters than the one obtained with
d1 = d2 because it has less dimension while not decreasing the parameter c, which gives a
worse rate and net rate. �

4.2. Hermitian EAQECCs. In this subsection we construct EAQECCs using the fol-
lowing Hermitian construction from [10].

Theorem 4.8 (Hermitian construction). Let C ⊂ F
n
q2

be a linear code of dimension k and

C⊥h its Hermitian dual. Then, there is an EAQECC with parameters [[n, κ, δ; c]]q , where

c = k − dim(C ∩ C⊥h), κ = n− 2k + c, and δ = wt(C⊥h \ (C ∩ C⊥h)).

We see that we can use the knowledge of the Hermitian hull from Theorem 3.23 and
Corollary 3.28 to compute the parameter c of the EAQECCs obtained from the previous
result using projective Reed-Muller codes.

Theorem 4.9. Let 1 ≤ d < q2 − 1. Then we can construct an EAQECC with parameters
[[n, κ, δ; c]]q , where n = q4+q2+1, κ = n−2(dimPRMd(q

2, 2))+c, δ ≥ wt(PRM⊥
d (q

2, 2)),
and the value of c is given by the following:

If d ≤ 2(q − 1):

c =











0 if d ≡ 0 mod q − 1,

1 if 1 ≤ d < q − 1,

2 if q − 1 < d < 2(q − 1).

If d > 2(q − 1) and d ≡ 0 mod q − 1, then

c = dimRMd−1(q
2, 2) − |U |,

and if d > 2(q − 1), d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1, then we have the upper bound

c ≤ dimRMd−1(q
2, 2) − |U |+ d− |V | − |W |+ 1.

Proof. We consider C = PRMd(q
2, 2) and we use the Hermitian Construction from Theo-

rem 4.8. We only need to prove the statements about the parameter

c = dimPRMd(q
2, 2)− dim(PRMd(q

2, 2) ∩ PRM⊥h

d (q2, 2)),

for which we will use Corollary 3.28.
First, we recall that dimPRMd(q

2, 2) =
∣

∣Ad
1

∣

∣+
∣

∣Ad
2

∣

∣+
∣

∣Ad
3

∣

∣ = dimRMd−1(q
2, 2) + d+ 1

(see Remark 2.8). If d ≡ 0 mod q − 1, by Theorem 3.23 we have that c =
∣

∣Ad
1

∣

∣ − |U | =
dimRMd−1(q

2, 2) − |U |. For the case with 1 ≤ d ≤ 2(q − 1), we also have to consider
Lemma 3.17.

Now we assume d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1. If d ≤ 2(q − 1), by Corollary 3.28 we would have

c = dimPRMd(q
2, 2) − |U | − |V | = 1 + β2

1 .

We have β1 = 0 for 1 ≤ d < q − 1 and β1 = 1 for q − 1 < d ≤ 2(q − 1), which completes
this case.
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Finally, if d > 2(q − 1), we use Corollary 3.28 to finish the proof. �

Remark 4.10. For 2(q − 1) < d ≤ q2 − 1, d 6≡ 0 mod q − 1, we can write

dimRMd−1(q
2, 2)− |U |+ d− |V | − |W |+ 1 = dimPRMd(q

2, 2)− |U | − |V | − |W |.

We also note that |V |+ |W | ≥ |V | = |T |, but it is not necessarily equal (this would give a
worse upper bound than the one given in the result). The bound given in Theorem 4.9 for
c is sharp in all cases we have checked, but if we use |T | instead of |V | + |W | the bound
is not always sharp. We also note that we have formulas for |V | = |T | and |U | in Lemma
3.25 and Lemma 5.1 (in the Appendix), respectively.

Example 4.11. Let q = 3. For d = 1, 2, 3, using Theorem 4.9 we obtain the parameters
[[91, 85, 3; 1]]3 , [[91, 79, 4; 0]]3 and [[91, 71, 5; 2]]3 , respectively. All of these codes surpass the
quantum Gilbert Varshamov bound from [23]. Moreover, the code with c = 0 surpasses the
quantum Gilbert-Varshamov bound from [9], which seems to be more difficult to surpass
than the one from [23] for the case c = 0.

As we stated in Remark 3.19, we are also able to compute the dimension of the Hermitian
hull for affine Reed-Muller codes in the casem = 2, therefore obtaining the following result.

Theorem 4.12. Let 0 ≤ d < q2−1. Then we can construct an EAQECC with parameters
[[n, κ, δ; c]]q , where n = q4, κ = n − 2(dimRMd(q

2, 2)) + c, δ ≥ wt(RM⊥
d (q

2, 2)), and the
value of c is

c =

{

0 if d < 2(q − 1),

dimRMd(q
2, 2) − |Ud,d| if d ≥ 2(q − 1),

where |Ud,d| is given by the expression in Remark 5.2.

Proof. This is a consequence of Proposition 3.15 and Proposition 3.13. �

Remark 4.13. By Remark 5.2, |Ud,d| is given by the same expression as |U | in Lemma
5.1, but considering d = β0 + β1q instead.

5. Appendix

In this appendix we provide an explicit formula for |U |, which appears in the com-
putation of the dimension of the Hermitian hull of projective Reed-Muller codes from
Corollary 3.23. This formula can also be used for the dimension of the Hermitian hull of
affine Reed-Muller codes (see Remark 5.2).

Lemma 5.1. Let 1 ≤ d < q2 − 1 with q-adic expansion d − 1 = β0 + β1q and let d⊥ =
2(q2 − 1)− d. We also consider the q-adic expansion d⊥ = λ0 + λ1q + q2. Then, we have

(21) |U | = dimRMd−1(q
2, 2) −

4
∑

i=1

Bi,

where

B1 =

(

q − λ1 − 1

q − λ1 − 3

)(

β1
β1 − 2

)

, B2 = max

{

β1

[(

q − λ1 − 1

q − λ1 − 3

)

−

(

q − β0 − 1

q − β0 − 3

)]

, 0

}

,

B3 = max

{

(q − 1− λ1)

[(

β1
β1 − 2

)

−

(

λ0 + 1

λ0 − 1

)]

, 0

}

,

B4 = β1(q − 1− λ1)

(

β0 − λ1

β0 − λ1

)(

β1 − λ0 − 1

β1 − λ0 − 1

)

.
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Proof. The number of monomials xa11 xa22 such that 0 ≤ a1, a2 ≤ q2− 1 and a1+a2 ≤ d− 1
is precisely dimRMd−1(2). Now we compute the number of monomials that do not satisfy
the condition qa1 + qa2 ≤ d⊥ − 1, i.e., the monomials such that qa1 + qa2 ≥ d⊥,and by
subtracting this number from dimRMd(2) we obtain the cardinal of the set U .

Given xa11 xa22 with a1 + a2 ≤ d − 1 and 1 ≤ a1, a2 ≤ q2 − 1, we consider the q-adic
expansions a1 = α0+α1q and a2 = γ0+γ1q. Then we have a1+a2 = (α0+γ0)+(α1+γ1)q.
Moreover, it is easy to check that qa1 + qa2 = (α1 + γ1) + (α0 + γ0)q. However, these last
expressions for a1+a2 and qa1+qa2 are not their q-adic expansions in general. We separate
cases according to the different possible q-adic expansions for these integers, and in each
case we consider the monomials xa11 xa22 such that a1 + a2 ≤ d− 1 and qa1 + qa2 ≥ d⊥.

(a) If α0 + γ0 ≤ q − 1 and α1 + γ1 ≤ q − 1: we have the q-adic expansions a1 + a2 =
(α0 + γ0) + (α1 + γ1)q and qa1 + qa2 = (α1 + γ1) + (α0 + γ0)q. The condition
qa1 + qa2 ≥ d⊥ cannot be satisfied in this case because qa1 + qa2 < q2, while
d⊥ ≥ q2 (because d < q2 − 1). Therefore, no monomial of this type satisfies
qa1 + qa2 ≥ d⊥.

(b) If α0 + γ0 ≤ q − 1 and α1 + γ1 ≥ q: we have the q-adic expansion a1 + a2 =
(α0 + γ0) + (α1 + γ1 − q)q + q2, which implies a1 + a2 ≥ q2 > d, a contradiction
with the fact that a1 + a2 ≤ d− 1.

(c) If α0 + γ0 ≥ q and α1 + γ1 + 1 ≥ q: we have the q-adic expansion a1 + a2 =
(α0 + γ0 − q) + (α1 + γ1 + 1 − q)q + q2, which implies that a1 + a2 ≥ q2 > d, a
contradiction.

(d) If α0 + γ0 ≥ q and α1 + γ1 + 1 ≤ q − 1: we have the q-adic expansions a1 + a2 =
(α0 + γ0 − q) + (α1 + γ1 + 1)q and qa1 + qa2 = (α1 + γ1) + (α0 + γ0 − q)q + q2. In
this case, we can have monomials satisfying the required conditions.

Now we count the monomials that we consider in the case (d). The condition a1+a2 ≤ d−1
implies that α1 + γ1 + 1 < β1 or α1 + γ1 + 1 = β1 and α0 + γ0 − q ≤ β0. The condition
qa1 + qa2 ≥ d⊥ implies that α0 + γ0 − q > λ1 or α0 + γ0 − q = λ1 and α1 + γ1 ≥ λ0.
Hence, we have four possibilities, and we are going to compute the number of monomials
satisfying each of the four possible combinations of conditions.

(1) If α1+γ1+1 < β1, α0+γ0−q > λ1: for each value α1 ∈ {0, . . . , q−1}, γ1 can take

any value from {0, . . . , β1 − 2− α1}. It is not hard to check that this gives
(

β1
β1−2

)

possible choices for the pair (α1, γ1). Similarly, for each value of α0 ∈ {1, . . . , q−1}
(recall that we need to have α0 + γ0 ≥ q, and α0, γ0 ≤ q − 1), we have that γ0 can
take any value in {λ1 + q − α0 + 1, . . . , q − 1}. Similarly to the previous case, this

gives
(

q−λ1−1
q−λ1−3

)

possible choices for the pair (α0, γ0). Thus, we obtain

B1 =

(

q − λ1 − 1

q − λ1 − 3

)(

β1
β1 − 2

)

monomials in this case.
(2) If α1+ γ1+1 = β1, α0+ γ0− q ≤ β0, α0+ γ0− q > λ1: we have β1 possible choices

for (α1, γ1), and for α0, γ0 we have the condition λ1 < α0+ γ0 − q ≤ β0. Note that
this can only happen if λ1 < β0. Assuming λ1 < β0, we can compute the number
of (α0, γ0) such that λ1 < α0 + γ0 − q, and subtract the number of (α0, γ0) such
that β0 < α0 + γ0 − q. These numbers can be computed as in the previous case,
and multiplying by β1 (to take into account the possible (α1, γ1)) we obtain

β1

[(

q − λ1 − 1

q − λ1 − 3

)

−

(

q − β0 − 1

q − β0 − 3

)]
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monomials for the case λ1 < β0, and 0 otherwise, which is precisely the number
B2 in the statement.

(3) If α1 + γ1 +1 < β1, α0 + γ0 − q = λ1, α1 + γ1 ≥ λ0: we can argue in the same way
as the last case, taking into account that in this case we only obtain a nonzero
amount of monomials if λ0 < β1 − 1. Thus, we obtain

B3 = max

{

(q − 1− λ1)

[(

β1
β1 − 2

)

−

(

λ0 + 1

λ0 − 1

)]

, 0

}

monomials.
(4) If α1 + γ1 + 1 = β1, α0 + γ0 − q ≤ β0, α0 + γ0 − q = λ1, α1 + γ1 ≥ λ0: in this

case we obtain β1(q − 1 − λ1) monomials, but only if β1 − 1 ≥ λ0 and λ1 ≤ β0.
Therefore, there are

B4 = β1(q − 1− λ1)

(

β0 − λ1

β0 − λ1

)(

β1 − λ0 − 1

β1 − λ0 − 1

)

monomials of this type. Note that the product of the combinatorial numbers that
appear in B4 is 1 when β0 − λ1 ≥ 0 and β1 − λ0 − 1 ≥ 0, and 0 otherwise.

Hence, the size of the set U is given by

dimRMd−1(q
2, 2)−

4
∑

i=1

Bi.

�

Remark 5.2. For the affine case, if d = β0 + β1q is the q-adic expansion of d instead of
d− 1, the proof of Lemma 5.1 shows that

|Ud,d| = dimRMd(q
2, 2)−

4
∑

i=1

Bi.

This gives the dimension of the Hermitian hull for affine Reed-Muller codes in 2 variables.
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[14] P. Gimenez, D. Ruano, and R. San-José. Subfield subcodes of projective Reed-Muller codes. Finite
Fields Appl., 94:Paper No. 102353, 46, 2024.
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