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HULLS OF PROJECTIVE REED-MULLER CODES OVER THE
PROJECTIVE PLANE

DIEGO RUANO AND RODRIGO SAN-JOSE

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 C7 and C5, and the minimum
number required of maximally entangled quantum states is equal to ¢ := dim C; —dim C1 N
C2L. Therefore, the dimension of the relative hull of C1 with respect to Co, defined as

Hulle, (Cy) := C1 N C,

determines the parameter ¢ [1]. For the Hermitian construction, we only use one code C,
and the parameter ¢ is given by dim C' — dim C' N C*», where C** is the Hermitian dual
of C. The Hermitian hull of C is thus defined as

Hull (C) := CnCtr,

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 Grébner 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 EAQECCSs obtained by using projective Reed-Muller codes over
P2, 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 P? 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 P, one has to make additional assumptions, such as restricting to
the Euclidean case and requiring C7 = Cy, see [17].

2. PRELIMINARIES

We consider the finite field F, with ¢ elements, and the projective space P™ over F,.
Throughout this work, we will fix representatives for the points of P™: for each point
[Q] € P, we choose the representative whose leftmost entry is equal to 1. We will denote

by P = {Q1.....Qn}, with n = [P"] = £2FL

have chosen (seen as points in the affine space A1), For a set of points A C A"+ we

the set of representatives that we

will denote by [A] the set of points {[ag : -+ : am] | (ag,...,am) € A\ {0}} (using the
representatives that we have chosen).
We consider now the polynomial ring S = Fg[zo, ..., zm,]. The evaluation map is the

Fy-linear map defined by
ev:S = Fy, fe(f(Q1),..., f(Qn))-

Let d be a positive integer. If we consider S; C 9, the set of homogeneous polynomials
of degree d, we have that ev(Sy) is the projective Reed-Muller code of degree d, which we
will denote by PRMg4(q, m), or PRM,(m) if there is no confusion about the field. For a
code C C Fy, 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].
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Theorem 2.1. The projective Reed-Muller code PRMy(q,m), 1 < d < m(q — 1), is an
[n, k]-code with
qm+1 -1

=TT

_ =, j<m+1><t—jq+m>
’ t=d modqzl,0<t§d jgo( g J t—Jja
For the minimum distance, we have
wt(PRMy(q,m)) = (¢ — 8)¢™ "}, where d—1=r(qg—1)+s, 0<s<q— 1.
Theorem 2.2. Let 1 <d <m(q—1) and let d* = m(q—1) —d. Then
PRMdL(q, m) = PRM . (g, m) if d 20 mod q — 1,
PRM3 (¢,m) = PRMy. (¢, m) + ((1,...,1)) ifd=0modq— 1.

Remark 2.3. Theorem 2.2 states that, if d Z 0 mod g — 1 the dual of a projective Reed-
Muller code is another projective Reed-Muller code. If we define PRMy(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 = g — 1.

With respect to affine Reed-Muller codes, we denote them by RMy(q, m), or by RMg4(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 RMg(q,m), 0 < d < m(q—1), is an [n, k|-code with

n=q",
=SS () (Y,

For the minimum distance, we have
wt(RMg(g,m)) = (¢ — s)¢™ "L, where d=r(qg—1)+s, 0<s<q—1.
Theorem 2.5. Let 0 < d <m(q—1). Then
RM; (g, m) = RMp(q—1)—a—1(q, m).

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

PRMg(m) = Sa/(1(P™) N Sq) & (Sq + I(P™))/1(P™),

where I(P™) is the vanishing ideal of P™. This is because, if we restrict ev to Sy, the
polynomials in the kernel are precisely the polynomials from S; that vanish at each of
the points of P™, which are the polynomials in I(P™) N S;. 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(P™) have the same evaluation if and only if their
classes in S/I(P™) are the same. This is why we can discuss linear independence both in

PRMy(m) C Fy and in S/I(P™).
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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 Grébner
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 Grébner-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 Sy/I(P™) = (Sg+I(P™))/I1(P™).
Moreover, for a polynomial f € S, we will use the same notation f for both the polynomial
and its class in S/I(P™). We refer the reader to [7] for the basic concepts of Grébner
bases. For f € S, we denote by in(f) the leading monomial of f (without the coefficient).
For an ideal I C S, in(J) denotes the ideal generated by the leading monomials of the
polynomials in I. We have the following result for the vanishing ideal of P™ from [14].

Theorem 2.6. The vanishing ideal of P™ is generated by the following polynomials:
I(P™) =(x% — xo,2% — 1,28 — 29,..., 20 — 2, (v0 — 1)(2? — 21),
(o = 1)(x1 = 1)(a3 = x2),.., (wo = 1) -+ (2hyy = i), (0 — 1) -+ (2 — 1))

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

in(I(P™)) = (x2, 29,28, ..., 29, xox?, wom1T3, ..., LTy -+ T2 1, TOTL - - - Typ).-
In this work we will study the case m = 2, in which we have
I(P?) = (22 — 20,27 — z1, 28 — 29, (20 — 1)(2F — 1), (20 — 1) (21 — 1) (w2 — 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:
Ail = {x’z] 25? | ap > 0,a0 + a1 + a2 =d,0 < ay,a2 < ¢ — 1},
Al = {2929 | a1 > 0,a1 +az = d,0 < ay < ¢ — 1},
Af = {9},
Then, A% = AU AU AS forms a basis for Sq/I(P?).

Proof. A% is a basis for Sg/1(P?)4 (for example, see [3]), where I(P?) 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 A? is a basis for PRMg4(2), which
means that the classes of these polynomials in S/I(P?) are also a basis for S;/I(P?). O

Remark 2.8. Let 1 <d < 2(¢g—1) and k = dim RMy_1(2). Then it is clear that ‘A(H =k,
and the previous result shows that we have the following formula:
E+d+1 if1<d<q-—-1,

dim PRM,(2) = .
E+q+1 ifg<d<2(q-1).
From [14], we have the following lemma about S/I(P?).

Lemma 2.9. The set of monomials {z{*z5*, vox5*, xox1 |0 <a; <qg—1,1<i<2}isa
basis for S/I(P?).

We show now how to express any monomial from A? 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 < ¢ — 1 such
that Z=zmodg—1if 2 >0,and Z=0if z = 0.
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. . . . af .
Remark 2.11. Any monomial zg°z]'z5* with ag > 0 is equivalent to z,°z{'z3* in

S/I(P?), for any ofy > 0, because we have the polynomial 23 — z¢ in I(P?). In particular,
zy’x]x5? is equivalent to zox]'z5? if ag > 0. Moreover, in Definition 2.10 we treat the

case z = ( separately so that we have

rl0x (' 2§ = 202 25 mod I(P?),
for any 0 < ag,a1,a2 < 2(q —1). Notice that, for evaluation codes, having exponent g — 1
is not the same as 0 since, for instance,

2) =1%# 2z mod I(P?).

This can be checked by evaluating 1 and a:g*l at any point of the form (0,1, z2), x2 € Fy
(recall that two polynomials are equivalent modulo I(P?) 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 ag, a1, a2 be integers.

(1) If ap = 0, then
2P x? = 2925 mod I(P?).

(2) If a; =0, then
2302y = 2oxy? mod I(P?).

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

rglxt ey = x?_lxg_z + :coxg_Q - a:g_Q + 2oz — Tg — 71 + 1 mod I(P?)
=27 23 + (zo — 1)(25% + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

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 < d; < ds < 2(¢ — 1), to consider the bases from Lemma 2.7
for Sy, /I(P?) and Sg,/I(P?), and express them in terms of the basis for S/I(P?) 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 Sy, /I(P?) N Sg,/I(P?), which, as we will see,
determines the relative hull of PRMy, (2) and PRMy,(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?). We deduce, in particular, the dimension of the
hull, which will determine the entanglement parameter ¢ for the EAQECCs constructed
with projective Reed-Muller codes in Section 4.

3.1. Euclidean hull. In this subsection we compute a basis for Hullg, (C;) = C1NCy-, the
relative hull of C and Cs, when C; = PRMy, (2), for i = 1,2. For PRMj2 (2), by Theorem
2.2 we have that, if dy # ¢ — 1, then PRMCt(Q) = PRMd%(Q), where dy = 2(q — 1) — do
(assuming PRMy(2) = ((1,...,1))). We avoid the case where dy = ¢ — 1 because, by
Theorem 2.2, in that case we have PRMCJl;(Q) = PRMd%(2) + ((1,...,1)), which is no

longer isomorphic to Sd% /I(P?). Assuming dy # q—1, the problem of obtaining a basis for
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PRMy, (Q)DPRMﬁ[2 (2) becomes equivalent to computing a basis for PRMy, (2)NPRMg, (2),
for any 1 < dy < dy <2(q—1), d2 # ¢ — 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 < dy < dy < m(q—1). If d = do mod q — 1, then PRMy, (m) C
PRM_, (m).

Therefore, when d; = dy mod g — 1, with do # ¢ — 1, the relative hull is straightforward
to obtain. To avoid making exceptions in many of the following results, we exclude the
case di = dy mod g — 1, which is already covered by Lemma 3.1.

Because of the isomorphism Sy, /I(P?) = PRMy, (2), for i = 1,2, the problem of com-
puting a basis for PRMy, (2) N PRMg,(2) can be understood as computing a basis for
Sq, /I(P?) N Sg,/I(P?), as a subspace of S/I(P?). Hence, computing the dimension of
Sq, /I(P?)N Sy, /I(P?) for arbitrary 1 < dy < dy < 2(q — 1) gives the parameter c for any
pair of projective Reed-Muller codes over P? (except when we have do = ¢ — 1). We give
now some preliminary results.

Lemma 3.2. We have that 1 € Sy/I(P?) for 1 <d <2(q—1).

Proof. If d < ¢—1 and we had 1 € S;/I(P?), then we would have the evaluation of z3—1 in
PRM(2), which has Hamming weight ¢®>+q+1—¢? = ¢+1 < (¢g—d+1)q = wt(PRMy4(2)).
For ¢ < d < 2(q— 1), if we had 1 € Sy/I(P?), then we would also have the evaluation of
zd — x%flef(qfl) +2¢ —1=23 + (1 — 20)2¢ — 1 mod I(P?) in PRMy4(2) (recall Remark
2.11), which has Hamming weight 1 < wt(PRMy(2)). O

Let f € Sy,. The following lemmas show when we have f € Sy, /I(P?) depending on the
monomials that are in the support of f. This will allow us to determine which polynomials
are in Sy, /I(P?) N Sy,/I(P?) and, thus, to obtain a basis.

Lemma 3.3. Let 1 < dj < ds < 2(q—1). We have that the classes of the monomials in
A‘li1 are contained in Sy, /I(P?).

Proof. Let zl°2'25* € AP, Then g0t 9148 ¢ Sy /I(P?), and z20z$ 5
o td2 = 0182 1od T(P?) by Remark 2.11.

Ol

Let 1 < dy < dy < 2(q—1). We note that the monomials in Acll1 and Acll2 generate
RMg, —1(2) and RMg,_1(2), respectively, when considering their evaluation in [{1} x F2].
Thus, dim (Sg, /I(P?) N Sq,/I(P?)) > dim RMg, _1(2).

Example 3.4. Let F, = F4, and we consider dy = 4 < 5 = d>. By Lemma 3.3, we have
that A} is in S4/I(P?) N S5/1(P?). In this case, we have
AT = {ag, whwr, 2hma, 1503, wiw1 w2, 2523, w0}, ToaT T, TOT 123, TOT ).

If we multiply all the elements of AT by g, we obtain a set of monomials of degree 5 which
have the same evaluation at P? as these monomials (see Remark 2.11).

Lemma 3.5. Let 1 <dy < ds < 2(q— 1) with d; # do mod g — 1. Let f € S4, such that
it only has monomials from Agl in its support, i.e., it can be expressed as

_ E ai a2
f - )‘al,a2x1 ) ?>\0170«2 € FQ‘

a1+az2=d1,0<a1,0<a2<g—1
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LetY ={0,1,...,min{d; — 1,d2 —q}} and Yy = {0 < as < q—1| Agy—ap,a0 # 0}. Then
f € Sa,/I(P?) if and only if Yy C Y.

Proof. Assuming that f € Sy, /I(P?), there is also an expression

(1) = Z 'Yamal7a2m80x61“x62l2 mod I(P2)7'Ya0,a1,a2 c€F,
20021 282 ¢ Ad2

We have f(0,0,1) = 0, which means that v994, = 0. We consider now a monomial
order with z9 < z1 < @2, and let in(f) = z{'z5> = z{'z3? mod I(P?), with a; > 0,
0 <az < q—1and aj +ay = dy. Therefore, because of (1), we must have some monomial
in A% such that its expression in the basis from Lemma 2.9 contains z{'z5? in its support.
The only monomials that satisfy that are ﬂ:(fﬁq*lx'zm if dy = a1 +az+(g—1), or z’z] 57,
with ¢y = do — a7 — ag > 0. In the first case, we have di = dy mod ¢ — 1, but we are

assuming dy #Z do mod g — 1. In the other case, by Lemma 2.12 we have
022§ = 2 a? + (wo — 1) (232 + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

Hence, to obtain z{*z5* in the right-hand side of (1), we must have v, a1,a0 = Aai,a0- We

denote now (A%)(1) := A%\ {22723 }. We obtain
(2)

f(l) :f - )‘a1,a2x?1x32

= > Yoo s TGO T TS + Yoo am.an (w0 — 1)(282 + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

zg02 1 z52e(Ad2) D)

Now we have in(f()) < in(f). We can consider in(f(") = z5'2% and argue as before to
obtain a polynomial f such that in(f®) < in(f®), which can be expressed as in (2) in

terms of a set (A%)2) = A%\ {z50027 252, 20 ab2 ).
We can do this until we get f) = 0 for some [ > 0. At that step, we have
3

(
0= Z Yag,an,00To 27 257 + (20 — 1) Z Yeo,ar,az (T3> + o1 — 1) mod I(P2)7

wgox?lx?E(AdQ)(l) a2€Yy

where V3 = {0 < as < ¢ — 1| Ady—ap.a, # 0}. With this notation, we have that (4%)") =

A2 \Uager a:gr(dr@)*@ 2$17922921 Tf 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 z5* for some ap € Y with
az > 0, we see that all the monomials 2§°2 25> € (A9)® with 0 < g, 0 < ay < ¢ —1,
ay # di — ag, and oy + a1 + ag = da, have z5? in their expression in terms of the basis
from Lemma 2.9 by Lemma 2.12:

(4) 200 2§ = 28125 + (xo — 1) (25 + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

In fact, these are the only monomials from (A%)(®) with x5? in their expression (note that

the monomial with a7 = dj — a2 is not in (AdQ)(l)). However, if we have va0,01,00 7 0,

some other monomial from (A%)®) must cancel the monomial %' 25> that appears in (4)

from (3). The only other monomial in (A%)®) with z% 23 in its support when expressed
in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9 is ﬂ:‘f‘ﬁq*lx‘f, if a1 +ag + ¢ —1 = dy (which implies

ag=q—1).
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Therefore, if dy < ¢ — 1, given ag € Yy, ag > 0, the monomial z5° from (3) cannot be
cancelled with any monomial from (A%)®) which means that we must have Yo, ar.a, =
Aay,a2 = 0, a contradiction with the fact that ay € Y. This means that there is no as € Yy
with as > 0. Taking this into account, the only possible term in the second sum of (3)
corresponds to the case az = 0, and we have Ve, a7 0, (To—1) (#*2 +21-1) =7, 55 o(To—1)71.
This polynomial cannot be generated by polynomials from A% because its evaluation has
Hamming weight ¢ +q¢+1—¢?>—1 = g < wt(PRMg,(2)) if do < ¢—1. Thus, if dy < g—1,
we have must have Yy = () and f = 0.

Lets assume now that do > ¢q. For each ay € Y; with ay < dy, we can consider
a1 = ds — as > 0. We have seen that

xyxtry? — a8 = (g — 1) (232 + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

Note that in the monomials that we have excluded to obtain (A%)® from A%, we have that
the exponent of x7 is equivalent to d; —as modulo ¢g—1. The o that we have chosen in this
case is equivalent to do — ag modulo ¢ — 1, which means that the corresponding monomial
is still in (AdQ)(l), unless di = dy mod ¢ — 1, which is the case that we do not cover. Hence,
for every as € Yy with ay < dy, if we choose Yao,ar,as = —V0,014q—1,a2 = Adi—ag,a0, the
polynomial (zo—1)(z42+x1—1) is cancelled from (3). If we had some as € Yy with as > da,
we can argue as in the previous case and obtain that \j, _4, 4, = 0, a contradiction.

We also have that az < d; — 1 for every ay € Yy. Therefore, Yy C {0,1,...,min{d; —
1,dy — 1}}. Thus, Yy Y ={0,1,...,min{dy — 1,dy — ¢q}}, where if dy — ¢ < 0 we
understand that Y = (), which covers the case with dy > ¢ and the case with dy < g — 1.

On the other hand, let f € Sy, such that it only has monomials from Agl in its support,
and with Yy C Y. For each az € Yy we have

di—az a2 _ ,d2—a2 a2 do—ds ,.da—az a2 do—dy . di—az2 a2 2
2] TPy = 2P Py —xp? PaT g + xp? Ml P ag? mod I(P7).

This is easy to check because both sides have the same evaluation at P? = [{1} x Fz] U
[{0} x {1} xF,JU{[0: 0 : 1]}. Hence, 29172232 € S4, /I(P?)NSg,/I(P?) for each ay € Yy,
which means that f € Sy, /I(P?) N Sq,/I(P?). O
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 {x},z3x5} is contained in
Sy/I(P?) N S5/I(P?). In fact, following the proof of Lemma 3.5, we have that
z] = 25 — 3z} 4 2oz mod I(P?),
T3ry = xiwe — ThT 120 + Te2TT9 MO I(P?).

These equivalences can be easily checked by evaluating both sides at P? = [{1} x F3] U
[{0} x {1} xF4JU{[0:0:1]}.

Lemma 3.7. Let 1 < dy < dy < 2(q — 1) such that dy # do mod g — 1. There is some
f € Sy, with x% in its support and such that f € Sg,/I(P?) if and only if dy > q.

Proof. Let f € S4,. By Lemma 3.3, if there is some monomial from Aill in the support of
f, we can consider the polynomial f’ obtained by subtracting that monomial from f, and
f' € S4,/I(P?) if and only if f € Sg,/I(P?). Therefore, we can assume that the support

of f is contained in Agl U Agl, i.e., it can be expressed as

a . .a d
f - Z )\alva2x11x22 + A07Cl1x21;)\a,1,a,2 S Fq.
a1+az2=d1,0<a1,0<a2<g—1
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We assume that Ao 4, 7# 0. As in the previous result, we must have an expression

_ ap ,.a1 .0 2
(5) [ = § "Yamal7¢12x00x11x22 mod I(P )7'7(10,@1,@2 € FQ'
:vgoxllllzngEAdQ
dy
2

The only monomials in A% with 25! in their expression in terms of the basis from Lemma

2.9 are xgox‘flxgl, for some 0 < ag, 0 < a; < ¢ — 1, such that ag + a1 + d; = do, and :cg2

if di = do mod ¢ — 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) 280 e = 2P + (29 — 1)(2 + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

If d; < g—1, we have d; = d; and the monomials x?lxgl have degree greater than dy. 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 z5°z%'z4'. The only other monomial in A% with ' 4"
in its expression from the basis from Lemma 2.9 is xcfﬁq*lxgl ifdy=a1+d;1+qg—1. We
have a; > 0, which implies do —dy — (¢ —1) = a3 > 0. We also have that ag+ a1 +dy = da,
which means that ag = ¢ — 1, and the only monomial that we can consider then is
nglxcllrdl*(qfl)xgl if dy —d; — (¢ —1) > 0. From (6) we obtain

gt = prdigh _ nglxcllrdr(qfl)xgl + (z0 — 1)(x1 — 1) 4 2oz mod I(P?).

We have seen that nglerdl*(q*l)xgl is the only monomial that we can consider to obtain

the monomial %' in the right hand side of (5), and we need to consider 292~ z% with the
opposite coeflicient to cancel the monomial xilrdl*(q*l)xgl (the expression of 282~ 23! in
terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9), i.e., we must have —v,_1 4,4, —(g—1),d; = V0,do—ds,dy =
Mo.d;- We can define in this case (A%)(1) = A2\ {nglxclb_dl_(q_l)mgl,x‘lirdlxgl}, and
consider

(7)

FO =f = Xoay 75"

= > Yao,ar,a2To L1 252 = Aody ((960 D@ —-1)+ 9609031) mod I(P?).

z 02 g2 e(Ad2) D)

Now f() only has monomials from Agl in its support, and we can argue as we did in Lemma
3.5 to obtain f = 0 after [ > 0 steps. Taking into account that d; < g—1, we see that the
monomials left in the support of f(1) are of the type 2§ 3> with a;4as = dy, 0 < ay, which
implies that as < dy — 1. Therefore, in the process of obtaining f*) we do not need to use
the monomials that we have used to obtain f(!) because those monomials have d; as the

exponent for xo. Hence, after [ steps we obtain an expression similar to (3), but with the
extra term —\g 4, <(:U0 —1)(x1 = 1)+ xoﬁﬂgl) in the right hand side. The same argument
proves that we can only have A\g, —q,.4, 7 0ifag € Y = {0,1,... ,min{d; —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 (4%)® equal to
0,dx <(3:0 —1)(z1 - 1)+ xoxgl). This implies that we have the evaluation of (xg—1)(z; —
1)+zoz3" in PRMg,(2). This is a contradiction because we have the evaluation of xgrdlxgl
in PRMy,(2), and (zg — 1)(z1 — 1) + mozd® — 282Dz = (25 — 1)(z1 — 1) mod I(P?),
whose evaluation has Hamming weight 1. This means that we cannot have d; < ¢—1 and
xgl in the support of f simultaneously.
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On the other hand, if d; > ¢, we consider the following polynomials:

Qs = ot + 4B 4 B 4 o BBTE € 5,

8 _
( ) o—d1,.d1—d2

—dy,.di d da
TGt g Ml s € Sy,

/ . .do do—dy .di d
Quy,ay = To° + 277 Tay' + 1y

! is in the support of f, then we must

These polynomials are obtained by realising that if xg
also have 32 in (5) to obtain £(0,0,1) # 0, and adding monomials to obtain polynomials
with the same evaluation at P2, we arrive at the polynomials Qd, 4, and Q&Q 4, As they

have the same evaluation at P2, these polynomials are in the same class in S/I(P?). This
also implies that this class is in Sq, /I(P?) N Sg,/1(P?) and Qq, 4, satisfies the conditions
in the statement. U

Example 3.8. We continue with Example 3.6. We had ¢ =4 < d; < dy = 5. Thus, by
Lemma 3.7, we have the polynomials Q45 and Q5 , from (8) in Sy/I1(P?) N S5/I(P?):

Qus = x5 + oixd 4+ xdaed 4 2dx 2o,
Q%A = xg + xi‘xz + xé‘xz + xox%x%.
It is easy to check that both polynomials have the same evaluation at [{1} x F3] as zo +

r3 + 179 + 2223, the same evaluation at [{0} x {1} x F4] as 22 + 22, and both evaluate
to 1 at [0: 0 : 1]. Therefore, they have the same evaluation at P2.

With the notation as above, we present the main result of this section.
Theorem 3.9. Let 1 < dj <dy <2(q—1), and let Y ={0,1,..., min{d; — 1,d2 — q}}.
If dy = dy mod q — 1, A% is a basis for Sy, /I(P?)N Sy, /I(P?). If di # dy mod q — 1, the
following set B is a basis for Sg, /I(P?) N Sq,/I(P?):
A7 ifdy < gq—1,
B ={ AT U (Uy, ey {02232 ifdi < q—1<da,
AP U (Uppey {2772252} ) U{Qay a0} i g < di,

with Qq, 4, defined as in (8). In particular, the image by the evaluation map of B is a
basis for PRMg, (2) N PRMg, (2).

Proof. The case di = do mod g—1 is covered by Lemma 3.1. We assume d; # do mod ¢—1
now. First, we are going to see that the set A% U (UGQGY{fo” x5 }) U{Qdq, 4, } is linearly
independent in S/I(P?), which proves that all the sets we are considering are linearly
independent. A% U (U @ ey{xclll_a%ga}) is linearly independent because it is a subset of

A% which is linearly independent. And, when we consider the union with {Qad, o}, We
preserve linear independence because @4, 4, 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 Sy, /I(P?), and the
proofs from Lemmas 3.3, 3.5 and 3.7 show that these sets are also contained in Sg, /I(P?).

Hence, we only need to prove that B is a system of generators for Sg, /I(P?)NSg, /1(P?).
Let f € Sy /I(P%) N Sq,/I(P2?). If £(0,0,1) = A # 0, then f has z9' in its support
when expressed in terms of the monomials in A%. By Lemma 3.7, we must have ¢ <
dy. Moreover, we can subtract AQg, 4, from f and obtain a polynomial fM such that
f (1)(0, 0,1) = 0, its expression in terms of the monomials in A% only contains monomials

from A‘IhUAgl, and f1) € Sy, /T(P?)NSy,/I(P?). On the other hand, if f(1) has monomials
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from Acll1 in its support when expressed in terms of the monomials in A%, by Lemma 3.3 we
know that we can subtract adequate multiples of those monomials and obtain a polynomial
f@ € Sy, /I1(P?)NSg,/I(P?) that only has monomials from Agl in its support. Finally, we

di—as

can apply Lemma 3.5 to f(?) and obtain that f(® can be generated by | J apey 12T Py}
If £(0,0,1) = 0, we can apply the reasoning we have used above for F, O

Note that the basis from the previous result is formed by monomials, except when
q < dy, where we consider ()4, 4,- This polynomial cannot be reduced to a monomial

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

x?17£x£ 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 do — g < d_2)

Example 3.10. Continuing with Examples 3.4, 3.6 and 3.8, we see that the set
AU {af, 2dxe} U {ad + 232l 4 2323 + 2kri20)

is a basis for S;/I(P?) N Ss/I(P?).

By counting the elements of the set B in Theorem 3.9, we obtain the dimension of

Sq, /I(P?) N Sg, /I(P?).

Corollary 3.11. Let 1 < dy < dy < 2(¢ —1). Let ky = dimRMy,_1(2). If dy =
dy mod g — 1, then dim(PRMy, (2) " PRMy,(2)) = dim PRMy, (2). If d; # d2 mod ¢ — 1,
then

k1 ifde < q—1,
dlm(PRMdl (2) N PRMd2 (2)) =< ki + min{dl, doy — (q — 1)} ifdi <qg—1<ds,
ki+dy—q+2 if ¢ < dj.

In the case where dy = dll =2(q — 1) — dy, 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
ki = dimRMy_1(2). If 2d = O mod ¢ — 1, then PRMg4(2) N PRM; (2) = PRMy(2). If
2d # 0 mod q — 1, a basis for PRMy(2) NPRM3 (2) is given by AJU <Ua2€y{x‘f_“2x52 }) .
Consequently, dim PRMy4(2) N PRM (2) = k; + min{d,q — d — 1}.

Proof. For the case d = ¢ — 1, we have that PRM,_1(2) = PRM,_;(2) N PRMj_l(Q) by
Theorem 2.2. For 1 < d < q — 1, from Theorem 2.2 we see that PRM37 (2) = PRM,. (2),

with d* = 2(¢ — 1) — d. The result is obtained by applying the previous results with
di =d, dy = d*. O

Note that for ¢ < d < 2(q¢ — 1), we can also obtain the dimension of the hull by
considering PRM,1 (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 PRMjy(,_1)(2) N

PRMy;, (2) = {0}.

3.2. Hermitian hull. In the Hermitian case, we consider codes defined over FZQ, and the
Hermitian product of two vectors v, w € IF'Z2 is

n
_ ol
v-hw—g vW;
i=1
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The Hermitian dual of a code €' C F7; is defined as Ctr={ve Fre |vpw =0, Vw € C}.
We recall that we defined the Hermitian hull as Hull? (C') = C'n C*». Tt is easy to check
that, for a code C C Fla, we have that C*++ = (C+)?, where we consider the component
wise power of ¢. 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 F 2, we change ¢q by ¢ in the definitions of S, A?,
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 = FqQ [1‘0, 1, .%'2].

(2) Projective and affine Reed-Muller codes are defined for 1 < d < m(q? — 1).

(3) A% is defined for 1 < d < 2(¢% — 1). If we have x°z{ 23> € A{, then 0 < ay,a2 <
¢* — 1, and if 2{°z{' 23> € A, then 0 < ag < ¢*> — 1. For Lemma 2.9, we have
0<a;<¢>—1,for1<i<2.

(4) Now % is the integer 1 < Z < ¢® — 1 such that Z = 2 mod ¢ — 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 RMy(q?,m) C RMih(qz,m) holds if, and only
if,0<d<m(g—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 < dy,ds < m(q? — 1). We define

Udy = {27252 |0 < ar,a2 < > — 1, a1 +as < dy, qar +qaz < 2(¢> — 1) —dp — 1}
Proposition 3.15. The image by the evaluation map over A% of Ui, ,d, s a basis for
RMy, (¢%,2) N RM " (¢%,2).

Proof. The monomials z7'z5* with 0 < ay,a2 < ¢> — 1 have linearly independent eval-

uations over A2, and their evaluations generate ng (the full code). The evaluation of
a monomial x{'z3? with 0 < aj,as < ¢> — 1 and a1 +ay < dj is in RMth(QQ,Q)
if and only if 23122 = (25'2%)? mod I(A?) 2for some20 < by,be < g% — 1 such that
by +b2 <2(¢®> — 1) —dy — 1, where I(A?) = (2§ — 21,28 — x2) (we have used the duality
from Theorem 2.5 and the fact that RMi;(qQJ) = (RMz,(¢?,2))). If a; # 0 for some
i =1,2, then z{'23* = (xlflng)q mod I(A?%) implies a; = gb; mod ¢® — 1 with b; # 0, which
is equivalent to having b; = ga; (recall Remark 2.11). If a; = 0 for some i = 1,2, then

291252 = (22 252)% mod I(A?) implies b; = 0 = ga; in this case as well. Therefore, in both
cases b; = qa;, which finishes the proof. O

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 Uy 4, but for projective Reed-Muller codes we will also consider Ug_1 4,
and that is why we expressed Proposition 3.15 in full generality with two degrees d; and

da.
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Using that C*» = (C1)4, if we consider (A9)7 := {(z%)9 | 2% € A%} and d+ = 2(¢® —
1) — d, we have that the image by the evaluation map of (A4 )4 := U?Zl(AfL)q is a basis
for PRMjh (¢?,2) = (PRMy1(¢?,2))? (if d # 0 mod ¢*> — 1). Following the notation from
the previous section, we will denote by 9, /I(P?) the vector space generated in S/I(P?)
by UL, (4¢)".

To compute the dimension of the Hermitian hull of projective Reed-Muller codes it is
enough to consider the case with d < ¢> — 1. This is because if we assume d > ¢ — 1, then

PRM,(¢*,2) NPRMY, (¢*,2) = (PRMY(¢*,2) NPRM,. (¢*,2))7,

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- < ¢%> — 1, to the power of q. Moreover, because
of Theorem 2.2 we are going to avoid the case with d = ¢®> — 1 when giving results for the
Hermitian hull (for results about Sg/I(P?) N .S%, /1(P?) we will still consider d = ¢* —1).
This is because in that case PRM3 (¢%,2) = PRM 4. (¢%,2) + ((1,...,1)) # PRM 1 (¢%,2),
and PRMjh(q2,2) = (PRM . (¢%,2)+((1,...,1)))? # PRMZL (¢%,2) = SZL/I(PQ). Hence,
if d = ¢*> — 1 we do not have the isomorphism between PRMi"(q2, 2) and Sgl /I(P?), 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 < ¢® — 1 and let U = {xd~ 7225 2% | 29125 € Uy_1.4} C Sy.
Then, the classes of the monomials in U are contained in SSL/I(PQ). Moreover, if d <
Proof. Let 1 <d < ¢>—1, and let 23°z{*24?> € U. By definition, it is clear that z(°z{ x5 €
l [— — [E— [E—
S%,/1(P?) because zg’x{'xhy? = (zd —9917 092,901 ,392yq 11164 [(P2), where gar 4 qag <
d+ —1 by the definition of Uy_1 4. If d < 2(q — 1), we consider z{°x{?23> € A{. Therefore,
a1 +as <d—1 and we have that
qar +qas < qar +qaz < q(d—1) <2(¢* = 1) =2(¢ - 1) —¢ <2(¢° 1) —d - 1.
This means that Acll C U in this case, and the other contention always holds. O
Example 3.18. We consider ¢ = 3 and d = 7. Hence, we work over Fg2 and d > 2(¢—1) =
4 in this case. One can check that we have
U = AD\ {zox125, woxiay, woxiad, woxdey, adatad, xir a2, xiriz, ),
where A7 is formed by all the monomials of degree 7 that are divisible by x¢ in this case.
For instance, for the monomial xoxlxg we have a1 = 1, as = 5, and we check
qa1+qa; =3+15=10 £ 9 = d*,
which implies zoz123 € 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 |Ugq| 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 Sy/I(P?) NS, /I(P?) depending on whether the monomials in the support
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of these polynomials are contained in Ag or if they have xg in their support (we recall that
A = {28}). We restrict to the case 1 < d < 2(g — 1) in some results because in that case
we have U = Acll 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 ¢% — 1.

Lemma 3.20. Let 1 <d <2(q—1). Let f € Sy such that it only has monomials from A%
in its support, i.e., it can be expressed as

f= > Aar,as TP 252, Ay an € Foo.
a1+az=d,0<a1,0<a2<q?—1
Let T ={as | as < d, d* >qaz+ (> — 1)} and Ty = {0 < a2 < ¢ — 1| Aj—gy.as # 0}.
Then f € Sgl/I(P2) if and only if d =0mod g —1 or Ty C T.

Proof. Assuming that f € S%, /I (P?), there is an expression

(9) f= Z fag,ar,a0 (2 @7 252 ) T mod 1(P?), Hag,a1,02 € Fgz.
(450251250 e (At )

We have f(0,0,1) = 0, which means that y 4. = 0. Following the proof of Lemma

3.5, we consider in(f) = z{'25?, with a; > 0, 0 < as < ¢*> — 1 and a; + ag = d (since

d < 2(q — 1), we also have a; < ¢? — 1). Because of (9) we must have some monomial in

(Adl )7 such that its expression in the basis from Lemma 2.9 contains z7'z5? in its support.

Let ; = qa;, for i = 1,2, which implies that ¢v; = a; mod ¢°> — 1. The only monomials in
(Adl)q that contain z{'z5? in their expression in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9 are
(xclllfﬂmxém)q if g(d+ — 72) = a; mod ¢* — 1, and (z°z]' 32)? if 7o = d+ — v — 72 > 0.
In the first case, g(d+ — 72) = a; mod ¢? — 1 implies that gd = d mod ¢> — 1, which
happens if and only if d = 0 mod ¢ — 1. Taking into account that d < 2(¢ — 1), we have
AN
dt > g2 =1 > v, and we have 2922 = (2{ ~223?)4 mod I(P?). Moreover, in this
situation we can do this for all the monomials from Ag in the support of f.
If d # 0 mod ¢ — 1, the only monomial in (AdL)q with 27'z5? in its expression in terms
of the elements of the basis from Lemma 2.9 is (z°2]'23?)? with 79 = d+ — v — 7o, if
d*+ —~1 — 2 > 0. This is because, by Lemma 2.12, we have that

(xgoﬂ:i“x;m)q =225 + (xo — 1)(25* + 1 — 1) mod I(P2),

if 7o > 0. Hence, we must have fiy, 4, v» = Aa;,a0- If We denote by (A1) = (4d7)a\
{(z°z]"23*)?}, we obtain

PO =f = Aoy 0225’
(10) = > Hoo.an.on (25025 252)1
(g 2y 2 ?)1€((Ad)1)D)
(zo — 1)(2* + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).
Arguing as in the proof of Lemma 3.5, after [ steps we get
0= 2. Hoo o 00 (25025 252)"
(g 0y a5 ) aE((AH) 1)

@0 1) D Mt (i) s a(i-an) e (@5 + @1~ 1) mod I(P?),
ageTf

T Hdt —gar—gaz,qai.qas

(11)
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where Ty = {0 < a2 < ¢* =1 | Ag—apa, # 0}. With this notation, we have that
L L — N _

(AT)N)O = (AT )\ Upyer{(zd° 2] 23*)%, 70 = d* — 11 =12, 11 = q(d — a2), 2 = Gaz}.

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 z5? for some ay € Ty with a2 > (0, we see that all the monomials
(zx'23?)? € € (AT with 0 < ¢g, 0 < ¢1 < ¢* — 1, go1 # d — ag mod ¢2 — 1, and
co + 1 + 2 = d*t, have x9? in their expression in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9:

(220251 202) = 27725 + (w9 — 1) (232 + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

In fact, these are the only monomials from ((AdL )OO with 232 in their expression (the
one with ge; = d — ag mod ¢ — 1 is not contained in ((A%)7)®). However, if we have
Heo,erys 7 0, some other monomial from ((AT)9)® must cancel the monomial 29 5

from (11). The only other monomial in ((A%")4)® with 2929 in its support when
expressed in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.9 is (z] cita’ ~12)7 (we cannot use (25123)4
because ¢ +vo < dt), if ¢1 +y2 4+ ¢® — 1 = d*+ (whlch implies cg = ¢ — 1). In our case,
we always have g2 — 1 < d*, but still we must also have d+ > 5 + ¢%> — 1 to ensure ¢; > 0.

Therefore, if d+ — v, — (¢*> — 1) = ¢; > 0, we can consider the following polynomial in
SZL JI1(P?):
(zd 715[7?156,2\/2) (:Ui“Lq -1 232)1 = (vg — 1)(23> + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

For every ay € Ty, we must have pig2 1 ¢ vy = —H0,c14q2—1,72 = Ad—ag,ay tO cancel the
polynomial (g —1)(232 +x1 — 1) from (3). Thus, have seen that d*+ > v, + (¢> — 1), which
implies that Ty C T'.

These are necessary conditions, and now we show that they are sufficient. We assume
Ty C T, and for each ay € T, we denote 1 = q(d — az) as before. Then we have

(12) rd702592 = (29 a* e — _1x61l Pl —l—x T2 232)7 mod I(P?).

We note that if d- = d+ — (¢> — 1) > 79, then d* > v, + 7. The previous equality is

easy to check because both sides have the same evaluation at P? = [{1} x IE‘2 ] U {0} x
{1} xF2]U{[0:0:1]}. Hence, 24702592 ¢ Sq/1(P?)N 5%, /I(P?) for each ay € Ty, which
implies that f € Sq/I(P?) NS4, /I(PQ). a

Lemma 3.21. Let 1 < d < 2(q — 1). There is some f € Sy with xg in its support and
such that f € SgL/I(PQ) if and only if d = 0 mod g — 1.

Proof. 1f d = 0 mod ¢ — 1, then we have x4 = xgdl mod I(P?) because
d=gqdt mod > -1 < (q+1)d=0mod¢> -1 < d=0mod g — 1.

Therefore, we only have to prove the other implication.
Let f € Sg. By Lemma 3.17, we can assume that the support of f is contained in
(Agl)q U (AgL)q, i.e., it can be expressed as

ai,.a d
f = Z )\al,agxlleQ + )\O,d.%'z, )‘a1,a2 (= Fqg

a1+az=d,0<a1,0<a2<q?—1
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We assume that Ao 4 # 0. As in the previous result, we must have an expression

(13) f= Z Hag.ar.a:T00 2T 532 mod T(P?), ttag a1.as € e

zg0zyt 93226(14‘1l )a

The only monomials in (Ad )7 with x¢ in their expression in terms of the basis from
Lemma 2.9 are (xgoxflxm)q, for some 0 < By, 0 < f1 < ¢>—1,0 < B2 < ¢*> — 1, such that
Bo+ B1 + P2 = dt and ¢B = d mod ¢% — 1; and CCg if d = 0 mod ¢> — 1. We assume now
that d # 0 mod ¢% — 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) (mgoxfleQ)q = m?ﬁmg + (zo — 1) (24 + 21 — 1) mod I(P?).

The monomials xqﬁ 'z§ 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

(ﬂ:goﬂf?l 52)

4. The only other monomial in (A% )7 with xqﬁ 124 in its expression from the
basis from Lemma 2.9 is (mfﬁqklxéb)q if dt = B+ B2+ ¢ — 1, which implies By = ¢> — 1
and B; = d+ — 8y — (¢*> — 1). Thus, there is only one monomial in (Adl)q that we can

consider, and we have

2 = (@) — (@ )T + (w0 — 1)1 — 1) + w0a§ mod I(P?).
Similarly to the proof of Lemma 3.5, we must have u50751752 = 0,B814+q2—1,8, = Mo,d- We
can define in this case ((AgL) = (AdL) \{(3:0 ﬂ:l ﬂ:2 2)e ,(:UflJqu*l:ch)q}, and consider
(15)
FO =f = Xoars

= Z Hag,ar,as Ty L1252 — Ao.d (( xo—1)(z1 — 1)+ x0x2> mod I(P?).
zg0ytwy? (AT 1))
Arguing as in Lemma 3.5 and using Lemma 3.17, we obtain that there must be a sum
of monomials in ((Adl) YD equal to Ao g ((zo — 1)(z1 — 1) + zoz4). This implies that we
have the evaluation of (zg — 1)(z1 — 1) + zozd in PRMlh(q 2). This is a contradiction
because we have the evaluation of (wo —P2 BQ)q in PRMLh (¢%,2), and (wg — 1)(z1 — 1) +

roxd — (aco Tp BQ)q = (20— 1)(z1 — 1) mod I(P?), whose evaluation has Hamming weight
1. O

Let 1 < d < ¢®> — 1. In the next result we give a basis of Sy/I(P?) N SgL/I(PZ)
for 1 < d < 2(q — 1) using the previous results, and we give a linearly independent set
contained in Sg/I(P?) NS4, /I(P?) for the case 2(¢ — 1) < d < ¢* — 1.

To state the next result, we use the following sets of polynomials. We recall that
U= {3:0 M ed? | 2wy € Ugo1,q4}, where we consider Uy 4 as in Definition 3.14.
We define

Vo= {20729 | gy € T,
where T is defined as in Lemma 3.20. Finally, for the case 2(q —1) < d < ¢* — 1 we define

—ad —ao— T_ -
—{xd az az g qd-—az azxcljd azxgz |q2—12dl—@>q(d—a2)
and d — ag > qd+ — as}.

We are interested in W because of the following result.
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Lemma 3.22. We have W C Sy/I(P?) N Sgl/I(PQ), and UUV UW is a linearly inde-
pendent set in S/I(P?).

Proof. 1f d*+ — qaz > q(d — az) and d — as > qdt — as (these conditions come from the
definition of W), then

gy P T g
(:cclllfmTQJrng2 + ng7q(d7a2)7mx§(d7a2)xm)q mod I(Pz).
This equivalence can be checked by considering the evaluation of both polynomials at P2.
Therefore, we have W C Sg/I(P?)N S9. /I(P?). The condition ¢> — 1 > d* — Gas ensures
U UV UW 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 U V. The monomial
24792222 from (16) is not in V because d* < gaz — (¢ — 1) (see the definition of T in

. | d-qdt—az—as qdi— o .
Lemma 3.20). For the monomial z, %~ 21" 72292 it is not in U because we have

x‘de_‘”ng ¢ Ug—1,4. To see this, we use the definition of U;_1 4 from Definition 3.14.

First, d — as > qd+ — as means that this monomial satisfies the first condition in the
definition of Uy_1 4. For the second one, we would have to check if

(17) q(qd+ — az) + qag = d+ — gaz + qaz < d*+ — 1.

If dt — Gag < d* — Gag, we clearly have (17). However, if d1 — gaz = d*+ — gaz, we do not
have (17), and this happens if and only if ¢> — 1 > d* — az, which is the condition we are
using in the definition of W. U

Now we can state the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.23. Let 1 < d < ¢* -1, and U = {ngalfa%i”mg? | 21'x5? € Ug—1,4},
where we consider Ug_1,4 as in Definition 3.14. Let V and W be as in the discussion
above. If d = 0mod q — 1, then U U A§ U A is a basis for Sq/I(P?) N S, /I(P?). For
d#0mod q—1, ifd < 2(q—1), then UUV = AYUV is a basis for Sa/I(P?)NS4, /I(P?).
Lastly, if 2(q — 1) <d < ¢*> — 1, then UUV UW s a linearly independent set contained
in Sq/1(P*) NS4, /I(P?).

Proof. If d = 0mod g — 1 and d < ¢ — 1, reasoning as in the proofs of Lemmas 3.17,
3.20 and 3.21, we have U U A4 U A¢ contained in Sy/I1(P?) N S;JL/I(PZ). Let f € S4 such
that f € Sg . /I(P?) and whose support is contained in A{\ U. Then f has an expression
in terms of the monomials from (A% )7 in S$/I(P2), and this expression only involves the
monomials from (Ai“)q. This is because x%dl 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 (A4 )?, in
[{0} x {1} x F 2] that expression would have the same evaluation as some polynomial in
xo with degree less than or equal to ¢? — 1, which cannot have ¢? zeroes (f is equal to 0
in those points). We finish this case by using the affine case from Proposition 3.15.

If d 20 mod ¢g—1 and d < 2(g—1), we have U = A¢ contained in Sa/1(P?)NS3, /1(P?)
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 UV is a basis for Sq/I(P*) N ST, /1(P?).

Finally, in the case d # 0 mod ¢ — 1 and 2(¢ — 1) < d < ¢*> — 1, we have from Lemma
3.17 that U is contained in Sy/I(P?) N Sgl/I(PQ). The fact that V is contained in
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Sq/I(P%) N qul/I(PQ) follows from (12). For W, by Lemma 3.22, we have that W C
Sa/1(P?)N S5, /I(P?) and U UV UW is linearly independent in S/I(P?). O

From Theorem 3.23 we can obtain the exact dimension of Sy/I(P?) N S, /I(P?) if
d<2(q—1)ord=0modq—1. For2(g—1) <d < ¢*>—1,d# 0mod ¢q — 1, we only have
a lower bound for the dimension of Sy/I(P?) N Si. /I(P?). Note that a lower bound for
the dimension of the hull gives an upper bound for the parameter ¢ 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 UV U 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 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 # 0mod ¢ — 1. Therefore, by Theorem 3.23, U UV U W is a linearly
independent set contained in S;/I(P?) N sS4, JI(P?). 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 7' = {7}. This is because d- — (¢ — 1) = 1 in this case. Thus,
1 > gaz implies a = 0, and we have V = {x7}.

Finally, for W, we have to consider 0 < ao < 7 and check the conditions in the definition
of W. In this case, the only ay that satisfies the conditions is ao = 1, and we have
W = {28x9 + z§zizs}.

It can be checked with Magma [4] that the image by the evaluation map of UUV UW is,
in fact, a basis for the Hermitian hull in this case. We also see that the monomials from the
polynomial 2§z + xéx%xz 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
A,

We have the following lemma, which gives us the size of the set 7' (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 Sy/I(P?) N Si. /I(P?) in some cases.

Lemma 3.25. Let 1 < d < ¢?> — 1, and let d = By + Biq be its q-adic expansion. Then
IT| = |V]=pi(g—1—p1) +min{fo,qg — 1 — 1} + min{B1,qg — 1 — fo}.

Proof. Let as € T, and we consider its g-adic expansion as = ag + a1q. We must have
as < d and d* > gaz + ¢> — 1 by the definition of T'. It is easy to check that a; + agq is
the g-adic expansion of gas. The condition as < d translates to the condition

(18) a1 < 1 or a; = B1 and ag < fp.

For the other condition, it is easy to check that ¢ — 1 — By 4+ (¢ — 1 — 51)q is the g-adic
expansion of d+ — (¢> — 1) = ¢*> — 1 —d (using ¢*> = ¢ — 1 + (¢ — 1)q). Then, the condition
d+ — (¢* — 1) > gaz translates to

(19) ap<qg—1—-pBioray=qg—1—01 and g <qg—1-— fy.

Now we count all the pairs 0 < ag,; < ¢ — 1 that satisfy the conditions (18) and (19). If
ag < g —1— 1, all the values of oy such that oy < B; satisfy the conditions. We obtain
B1(q — 1 — [31) pairs in this way.
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If ag < ¢ — 1 — B1, we also have the possibility of having oy = S1, but then we
must also have oy < Sy by (18). Therefore, we obtain the pairs with a3 = (1, and
ap=0,1,...,min{fy —1,g—2— B1 }, i.e., we obtain min{Sy, ¢ — 1 — 51} pairs of this type.

If g =q—1— 1, we must have ay < g — 1 — 5y by (19). If we also have oy < 31, we
satisfy (18) and we obtain min{f5;,q — 1 — Sy} pairs. The last option would be to have
apg = q—1— 1 and a1 = f1, in which case we must also have oy = 81 < ¢—1— [y by (19)
and g = ¢—1— 1 < fp by (18). But we cannot have 51 < ¢g—1—fpand ¢g—1— 1 < Sy
simultaneously, which means that this pair does not satisfy the conditions. O

Remark 3.26. In the previous result, we have that 8; <¢—1—-05) <= [y <qg—1-—
b1 <= By + 51 < g — 1. Hence, the size of the set T can also be expressed as

7| = Bi(g—1—51)+ Bo+ B if Bo+p1 <q—1,
Bilg—1—=p1)+2(¢—1)—Bo—p1 ifBo+pL>qg—1
Moreover, it is easy to check that these expressions can also be written in the following

way:

d—pBf—2Bo+ b1 —(g—1) ifBo+p>q—1
We note that d < 2(¢ — 1) = ¢+ (¢ — 2) implies that Gy + 1 < g — 1.

d— B} if Bo+ 51 <q—1,
\T\:{ ;

Example 3.27. Continuing with the setting from Example 3.24, we have that d = 7 =
1+ 2 -3, which means that 5y = 1, 81 = 2. Thus, by Lemma 3.25, we obtain

IT|=d—Bf =280+ p1— (¢ - 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 < ¢> — 1, and let d = By + p1q be its g-adic expansion. If
d=0mod q — 1, we have
dim(PRMy(¢?%,2)) ifd <2(q—1),

dim(PRMy(q?,2) N PRM*(¢%,2)) =

For the case d # 0 mod q — 1: if d < 2(q — 1), we have
dim(PRMa(q?,2) N PRM" (¢%,2)) = |U] +d — 8 = |Af| +d - 62,
and if d > 2(q — 1), we have the lower bound
dim(PRM,(q% 2) N PRM;"(¢%,2)) > |U| + |V| + [W].

Example 3.29. We continue with the setting from Example 3.24, where we saw that
UUV UW 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| = |WW| = 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=0mod g —1 (resp. d =0 mod ¢> — 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 Sy, /I(P?) N
Sy, /I(P?) (vesp. Sq/I(P?)N Se. /I(P?) 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, J, and ¢,, whose meaning is that the corresponding
asymmetric EAQECC can correct up to [(6, — 1)/2] phase-shift errors and |(d, — 1)/2]
qudit-flip errors.

Given a nonempty set U C Fy, 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 C; C Fy be linear codes of dimension k;, for i = 1,2. Then, there is
an asymmetric EAQECC with parameters [[n, k,d./0z;cllq, where

c=k —dim(C;NCY), kK =n— (k1 + k2) + ¢,
5, = wt (cf\(climcz)) and 6, = wt (0;\<02imcl)>.

Symmetric quantum codes can also be obtained from the previous construction by
considering the minimum distance § = min{J,,d, } instead of the two minimum distances
0, and 6.

If C; C Cs-, we have ¢ = 0 and in that case we do not require entanglement assistance.
The asymmetric EAQECC from the previous result is called pure if §, = wt(Ci) and
8. = wt(C5"), and it is called smpure otherwise. For the symmetric case, the code is called
pure if § = min{wt(Ci"), wt(C5-)}, 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 < djy,dy < 2(q— 1), with dy # dy mod ¢ — 1. We have that
wt (PRMg, (2) \ (PRMg, (2) " PRMy,(2))) = wt(PRMg, (2))

Proof. If dy < dy, then wt(PRMg,(2)) > wt(PRMy, (2)). Therefore, there is a codeword
of Hamming weight wt(PRMy, (2)) in PRMy, (2) \ PRMg, (2).
On the other hand, if dy > d;, we consider two cases. If d; < ¢ — 1, then the evaluation
of the polynomial
di—1

X9 H ()\jCEQ — xl),
7j=1
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where \; # \; if i # j, \; € F,, has Hamming weight ¢(q —d1 + 1) = wt(PRMy, (2)). This
is easy to check using the representatives [F2 x {1}] U [Fq x {1} x {0} U{[1 : 0 : 0]} for P2
This polynomial is not contained in Sy, /I(P?) N Sg,/I(P?) because this vector space is
generated by Acll1 U <U s ey{xclh_‘” x5 }), which does not generate the monomial xgl that

is in the support of the previous polynomial. Thus, the evaluation of this polynomial is a
codeword of Hamming weight wt(PRMg, (2)) in PRMy, (2) \ (PRMg, (2) N PRMg,(2)).
If d1 > g, we consider instead the polynomial

di—1
(20) pi(@d =27 T A\ — o),
j=1
where \; # A; if @ # j, A; € F}. As before, it is easy to check that the evaluation of this

polynomial has Hamming weight ¢ — d; + 1 = wt(PRM, (2)). The monomial xclhxq_l in
the support of the previous polynomial is part of the basis from Lemma 2.7. We have that
Sa,/I(P%) NSy, /I(P?) is generated in this case by A% U (UQQEY{:U?_‘”@“;Q }) U{Qd, d,}-
All of these monomials, and Qg, 4,, are expressed in terms of the basis from Lemma 2.7.
q—1

Therefore, the only way to generate a polynomial with xillzc in its support is to have this
monomial in the expression of some element of the basis of Sy, /I(P?)NSy,/I(P?) in terms
of the basis from Lemma 2.7. By checking the definitions, we see that this only happens if
dy = q—1, because in that case this monomial appears in the expression of Qd, d,- However,

Q4 4, has the monomial xgl in its support, and the polynomial from (20) does not, and xgl
cannot be cancelled because no other monomial from the basis of Sy, /T(P?) N Sy, /I(P?)
has this monomial in its support. Hence, the evaluation of the polynomial from (20) gives a
codeword of Hamming weight wt(PRMg, (2)) in PRMy, (2) \ (PRMg, (2) N PRMg4,(2)). O

Remark 4.3. For di = ds mod ¢ — 1, if dy < dy, then
wt (PRMg, (2) \ (PRMg, (2) N PRMg,(2))) = wt(PRMy, (2))
arguing as in the previous result. If do > dy, then
PRMy, (2) \ (PRMg, (2) N PRM,(2)) = 0.

Now we show the parameters of the asymmetric EAQECCs arising from Theorem 4.1
when Cy and C5 are projective Reed-Muller codes. Note that the parameters of PRM4(2)
and RMg4(2) are in Theorems 2.1 and 2.4, and for PRM(2) we can use Theorem 2.2.

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 <d; <dy<2(q—1),di+dy#0modqg—1,d; #q—1#ds. Let
k1 = dimRMy, 1(2) and ke = dimRMd%_1(2), where dy = 2(q — 1) — da. Then we can
construct an asymmetric EAQECC with parameters [[n, k,6,/dz;c]ly, wheren = ¢ +q+1,
k= n — (dim PRMy, (2) + dim PRMy, (2)) + ¢, 5. = wt(PRML (2)), 6, = wt(PRM, (2)),
and the value of ¢ is the following:

(1) If di +dy <2(qg—1):

o= d1+1—min{d1,q—1—d2} ifd2<q—1,
N di+1 if ¢ < da.
(2) If dy +dy > 2(q — 1):
. ki —ko+di+1 ifdy <q-—1,
ki — ke +q+1—min{dy,d; — (¢g—1)} ifqg<d.
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Moreover, this code is pure.

Proof. We consider C7 = PRMy, (2), Co2 = PRMg,(2), and apply Theorem 4.1. For the
parameter ¢, we use Corollary 3.11 with d; and d2l = 2(q — 1) — dg, taking into account
that dy +da # 0 mod ¢ — 1 implies that d; # 2(¢—1) —ds mod ¢ — 1, and Remark 2.8. We
also note that if di +ds < 2(¢ — 1), then dy < d2l, and if dy +ds > 2(q — 1), then d2l < dj.

A direct application of Theorem 4.1 would give us a pure quantum code with §, =
Wt(PRMCJ[1 (2)) and 6, = Wt(PRMUJl‘2 (2)) due to Lemma 4.2. However, it is easy to see that
if we exchange the roles of C7 and C5 in Theorem 4.1, the resulting asymmetric EAQECC
has the same parameters, except that J, and ¢, are exchanged, which gives the result. [

Let di Z0modqg—1,des Z0modqg—1. If dy +do =qg—1ordy +dy = 2(qg—1),
we can obtain an EAQECC as in Theorem 4.4 with ¢ = 0 because dim(PRMg, (2) N
PRMCJ[Q(Q)) = dim PRMy, (2) by Lemma 3.1. If d; +da = 3(¢—1) or dy +da = 4(q— 1), we
have ¢ = dim PRMy, (2) — dim PRMdLQ(Q) instead, because dim(PRMy, (2) N PRMC%Q(Q)) =
dim PRM (2).

Example 4.5. We consider F,; = g, and we use Theorem 4.4 with d; = 3, do = 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 ¢, we have dy + dy =
14 <16 = 2(¢— 1), and ¢ = 3+ 1 = 4 in this case because ¢ = 9 < 11 = dy. The
asymmetric EAQECC that we obtain in this way has parameters [[91, 15,45/5; 4]]g. 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 p := r/n, and the net rate as p := (k — ¢)/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 §, > §,. The EAQECCs arising from
Theorem 4.4 automatically satisfy §, > §,. We show now how to construct codes with
high asymmetry ratio J,/d, 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 §, = 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 J, between 30 and 300. If we consider the field [Fy, 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

[la® +a+1,5,q(g — 1)/3;2]],
which corresponds to d; = 1 and dy = 2(¢—1) —2. By considering ¢ = 9, 11, 13, we obtain
the parameters [[91,5,72/3;2]]o, [[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

(4,3, q(q — 2)/3; 0]l

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 quantum Gilbert-
Varshamov bound from [23].

[aldifda][n|n]d[d]clllafd|d]n]x][d]]c]
4|1 1 21|16 | 3 3 1 9 1 (14 91| 5 3172 2
411 4 1121 5 3 (12 2 91| 2 2 91 |80 | 4 | 4 1
4| 2 2 21|11 | 4 | 4 2 9| 2 3 (19176 | 4 5 1
41 2 5 21 | 2 4 16| 5 91 2 |11 91 |18| 4 |45]| 3
4| 4 4 21| 2 |12 |12 | 11 91 2 (1291 12| 4 | 54| 3
41 5 5 21| 1 |16 |16 | 16 91 2 (13|91 | 7| 4 |63]| 3
5|1 1 31 26| 3 3 1 91 2 15[ 91| 2 4 | 81] 5
5|1 2 |[31(23] 3 | 4 1 91 3 3 (191|725 5 1
5|1 5 |31 9 3 |15 2 91 3 (1291 9 5 | 54| 4
5|1 6 (| 31] 5 3 (20 2 9| 3 (1491 3 5 |72 7
51 2 3 (| 31|17 | 4 5 2 91 3 |15 91| 2 5|81 9
51 2 5 |31 7| 4 |15]| 3 91 4 (13|91 4 6 | 63| 9
51 2 731 2 4 125| 5 9 4 |14 91] 3 6 | 72| 12
51 3 6 (| 31| 3 5 120 7 91 4 1591 2 6 | 81| 14
51 3 731 2 5 125 9 9|11 [ 12| 91 | 2 | 45 | 54 | 57
5| 5 5 /31| 3 |15|15]| 14 9|11 |14 ][ 91| 1 | 45| 72| 65
51 5 6 |[31] 2 | 15|20 | 17 9|11 |15 91| 1 | 45| 81| 68
5| 6 7131 1|20 25|23 9112 13|91 | 1 |54 | 63|67
5| 7 7311|2525 26 912 (14 (91| 1 |54 72|71
91 1 1 91 | 86 | 3 3 1 9112 15|91 | 1 |54 |81]| 74
91 1 219118 3 | 4 1 913 (13 91| 1 |63]|63]|72
91 1 3 (19179 3 5 1 9113|1491 | 1 |63 | 72|76
91 1 4 119174 3 6 1 913 (15 91| 1 |63]|81]|79
91 1 1191 20| 3 |45]| 2 9114 (1491 | 1 | 72| 72|80
9 1 (12 91|14 | 3 |54 2 914 (15| 91| 1 |72]|81]|83
91 1 (1391 9 3 63| 2 9115|1591 | 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, &, §; c]],, 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 d; = ds.

Corollary 4.7. We fiz 1 <d; <2(q—1), and let dy < dy < 2(q—1) withdy # q—1 # dy
and di +d2 # O0mod ¢ — 1. Let k; = dimRMg,—1(2) and ke = dimRMdszl@), where

dy =2(q—1) —dy. Then the best choice for do in Theorem 4.4 for symmetric EAQECCs
is do = dy, which gives an EAQECC with parameters [[n, k,d;c]], where n = ¢* +q + 1,
k=n—2(dimPRMg (2)) +¢, 6 = Wt(PRM(J{l (2)), and

{d1+1—min{d1,q—1—d1} ifdy < (g —1),

ki — ko +q+1—min{di,dy — (¢ — 1)} ifdy > (g —1).
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Proof. For dy > d;, we have that mim{vvt(PRM(J[1 (2)),Wt(PRMj‘2(2))} = Wt(PRMj‘l(Q))
from Theorem 2.2. Therefore, all the symmetric EAQECCs obtained from Theorem 4.4
in this setting have the same parameter §. For d; = ds, we obtain from Theorem 4.4 an
EAQECC with the stated parameters. For do > dj such that dy # ¢—1 and dy < 2(¢—1),
we will see that we obtain a worse code. We have that dim PRMg,(2) > dim PRMy, (2)
if dy > di, which decreases the dimension of the corresponding EAQECC with respect to
the one obtained with d; = ds. From Theorem 4.4, we also see that c is either going to
increase or be the same (if d; + dy # 0 mod ¢ — 1). Hence, in the sense stated before, the
corresponding EAQECC with dy > dy has worse parameters than the one obtained with
d; = do because it has less dimension while not decreasing the parameter ¢, which gives a
worse rate and net rate. O

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' C Fle be a linear code of dimension k and
Ctr its Hermitian dual. Then, there is an EAQECC with parameters [[n, k, §; c]],, where

c=k—dim(CNC™), k=n—2k+c¢, and § =wt(CH"\ (CNCHH)).

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

Theorem 4.9. Let 1 < d < ¢> — 1. Then we can construct an EAQECC with parameters
[[n, K, 05 c]]q, where n = ¢*+¢*>+1, k = n—2(dim PRM4(¢%,2)) +¢, § > wt(PRMdL(qQ, 2)),
and the value of ¢ is given by the following:

Ifd<2(qg—1):

0 4fd=0modqg—1,
c={1 ifl<d<qg-—1,
2 ifg—-1<d<2(g-1).

Ifd>2(q—1) and d =0 mod q — 1, then

¢ =dimRM,_, (¢, 2) — |U],
and if d >2(q—1), d 20 mod q — 1, then we have the upper bound
¢ <dimRMgy_1(¢*,2) — |U| +d — |V| — [W|+ 1.
Proof. We consider C' = PRMy4(q?,2) and we use the Hermitian Construction from Theo-
rem 4.8. We only need to prove the statements about the parameter
¢ = dim PRM4(¢?, 2) — dim(PRMg4(¢?,2) N PRM;"(¢%,2)),
for which we will use Corollary 3.28.

First, we recall that dim PRMy4(¢?,2) = |ACH + |A§l‘ + |Ag‘ =dimRMy_1(¢%,2) +d+1
(see Remark 2.8). If d = 0 mod ¢ — 1, by Theorem 3.23 we have that ¢ = |Acll‘ —|U| =
dim RMy_1(q?,2) — |U|. For the case with 1 < d < 2(¢ — 1), we also have to consider
Lemma 3.17.

Now we assume d #Z 0 mod ¢ — 1. If d < 2(q — 1), by Corollary 3.28 we would have

¢ = dim PRMy(¢?,2) — |U| - |V| =1+ B2

We have f1 =0for 1 <d<g—1and 8 =1for q—1<d <2(q—1), which completes
this case.
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Finally, if d > 2(¢ — 1), we use Corollary 3.28 to finish the proof. O
Remark 4.10. For 2(¢ —1) <d < ¢*>—1,d # 0mod g — 1, we can write
dimRMy_1(¢%,2) — |U| +d — |V| — [W]| + 1 = dim PRMy(¢?,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
¢ 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 ¢ = 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 ¢ = 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 ¢ = 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 case m = 2, therefore obtaining the following result.

Theorem 4.12. Let 0 < d < ¢*>—1. Then we can construct an EAQFECC with parameters
[n, &,8;c]]q, where n = ¢*, kK = n — 2(dimRMg4(q?,2)) + ¢, § > wt(RMz (¢2,2)), and the
value of ¢ is
)0 ifd<2(qg—1),
O \dimRM(?,2) — [Ugal ifd>2(g— 1),
where |Ug 4| is given by the expression in Remark 5.2.

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

Remark 4.13. By Remark 5.2, |Ug 4| is given by the same expression as |U| in Lemma,
5.1, but considering d = 8y 4+ f1¢q 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 < ¢®> — 1 with q-adic expansion d — 1 = fy + Biq and let d- =
2(q> — 1) — d. We also consider the q-adic expansion d- = \g + A\1q + ¢>. Then, we have
4
(21) U| = dimRMy_1(¢%2) — Y _ Bi,
=1
where

(e M—1 B B g—XA—1 q—po—1
m= (g ) (o o) o= [ (020 75) - (0 —5)] o)
_ B Ao +1
ool )Y

s () GR0)
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Proof. The number of monomials z'z5? such that 0 < a;, ag < ¢?—1landa;+ary<d—1

is precisely dim RM,;_1(2). Now we compute the number of monomials that do not satisfy
the condition gaj + gaz < d* — 1, i.e., the monomials such that gaj + gaz > d*,and by
subtracting this number from dim RM4(2) we obtain the cardinal of the set U.

Given z{'z4> with a; +as < d—1and 1 < aj,a2 < ¢®> — 1, we consider the g-adic
expansions a; = ag+aqq and ag = Y9+719. Then we have a1 +as = (ap+70) + (1 +71)g.
Moreover, it is easy to check that gay + gaz = (a1 +71) + (o + Y0)g. However, these last
expressions for a; +as and qa; +gas are not their g-adic expansions in general. We separate
cases according to the different possible ¢g-adic expansions for these integers, and in each

case we consider the monomials z7'z5? such that a1 + a2 < d — 1 and ga; + gaz > d+.

(a) fap+7 < gqg—1and ag +v1 < g— 1: we have the g-adic expansions a; + ag =
(a0 +70) + (a1 + 71)q and gar + qaz = (a1 + 71) + (@0 + 7)g. The condition
Gar + gaz > d*- cannot be satisfied in this case because gai + gaz < ¢2, while
d+ > ¢* (because d < ¢> — 1). Therefore, no monomial of this type satisfies
qar + qag > d*+.

(b) If ap +v < g —1 and a3 + 1 > ¢: we have the g-adic expansion a; + ag =
(g +70) + (a1 + 71 — q)q + ¢2, which implies a1 + az > ¢*> > d, a contradiction
with the fact that a; + a9 < d — 1.

(¢) If ap+v > g and a3 +v1 +1 > ¢ we have the g-adic expansion a; + ag =
(ao+ v — q) + (a1 + 71 + 1 — q)g + ¢*, which implies that a1 + as > ¢*> > d, a
contradiction.

(d) If ap+v > q and ag +v1 + 1 < ¢ — 1: we have the g-adic expansions a; + as =
(a0 +70 — ) + (1 + 71+ 1)g and gag +gaz = (a1 + 1) + (a0 +7 — ¢)g +¢> 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 +as < d—1
implies that a; +v1 +1 < Sy or a1 +v1 + 1 = f1 and ag + 790 — ¢ < Bo. The condition
Gar + qaz > d* implies that ag +70 — ¢ > A or ag +7 — ¢ = A\p and a1 + 71 > Ao.
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) fag +71+1 < B, ag+v—¢q > Ap: for each value ag € {0,...,qg—1}, 71 can take
any value from {0,...,81 —2 — aq}. It is not hard to check that this gives (Blﬁiz)
possible choices for the pair (aq,71). Similarly, for each value of o € {1,...,q—1}
(recall that we need to have ag + 9 > ¢, and ag, v < ¢ — 1), we have that 7y can
take any value in {\ +q¢—ap+1,...,¢— 1}. Similarly to the previous case, this

gives (q_>‘1_1

— /\1_3) possible choices for the pair («g,70). Thus, we obtain

(e M—1 B
Bl_(q—A1—3><61—2>

monomials in this case.

(2) far+v+1=01, a+7—q < Bo, @+ —q > A\i: we have 31 possible choices
for (a1,7), and for ag,y9 we have the condition A\; < ag+ 70— ¢q < Sp. Note that
this can only happen if A\; < 5. Assuming Ay < By, we can compute the number
of (a,70) such that A\; < ag + Y0 — ¢, and subtract the number of (ag,~y) such
that By < ag + v — ¢. These numbers can be computed as in the previous case,
and multiplying by (1 (to take into account the possible (aq,71)) we obtain

al(ns) (s
"l\g=x -3 q—fo—3
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monomials for the case A\ < [y, and 0 otherwise, which is precisely the number
Bs in the statement.

B) f a1 +7m1+1< b1, ap+7 —q = A1, a1 +71 > Aot 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 Ag < $; — 1. Thus, we obtain

mmefa- -0 [(2)- (272

monomials.

(4) Hai+m+1=p5,a0+9%—q < Bo, ap+7 —q= A1, a1 +71 > Ag: in this
case we obtain $1(¢ — 1 — A1) monomials, but only if 81 — 1 > X\g and A\; < fp.
Therefore, there are

s (FT) (G600

monomials of this type. Note that the product of the combinatorial numbers that
appear in By is 1 when 8y — A1 > 0 and 81 — Ay — 1 > 0, and 0 otherwise.
Hence, the size of the set U is given by
4
dim RMy_1(¢%,2) — Z B;.
i=1

O

Remark 5.2. For the affine case, if d = By + B1q is the g-adic expansion of d instead of
d — 1, the proof of Lemma 5.1 shows that

4
|Uaal = dimRMg(¢%,2) = > B;.
=1

This gives the dimension of the Hermitian hull for affine Reed-Muller codes in 2 variables.
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