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Enumeration of linear codes with different hulls

Iliya Bouyukliev∗ and Stefka Bouyuklieva†

Abstract

The hull of a linear code C is the intersection of C with its dual code. We present
and analyze the number of linear q-ary codes of the same length and dimension but with
different dimensions for their hulls. We prove that for given dimension k and length n ≥ 2k
the number of all [n, k]q linear codes with hull dimension l decreases as l increases. We also
present classification results for binary and ternary linear codes with trivial hulls (LCD and
self-orthogonal) for some values of the length n and dimension k, comparing the obtained
numbers with the number of all linear codes for the given n and k.

1 Introduction

Let Fq be a finite field with q elements and F
n
q be the n-dimensional vector space over Fq.

Suppose that F
n
q is equipped with an inner product. Any linear subspace C of Fn

q is called a

linear q-ary code of length n, and its orthogonal complement C⊥ (with respect to the defined
inner product) is its dual (or orthogonal) code.

The hull of a linear code C was introduced by Assmus, Jr. and Key [4], and it is the
intersection of C with its dual code C⊥. The study of hulls also has applications ranging
from the construction of quantum error correcting codes to post-quantum cryptography [16].
If the hull contains only the zero vector, C is called a linear complementary dual (LCD) code.
LCD codes were introduced by Massey [17] and gave an optimum linear coding solution for the
two user binary adder channel. The determination of the largest minimum weight among all
LCD [n, k] codes and the classification of all or only optimal LCD [n, k] codes are fundamental
problems in coding theory. Recently, much work has been done concerning this fundamental
problem (see [7, 10, 11, 14]). It has been shown in [7] that if the considered inner product is
Euclidean and q > 3, any linear code over Fq is equivalent to an (Euclidean) LCD code, and if
the inner product is Hermitian and q > 4, any q-ary linear code is equivalent to a Hermitian
LCD code. Note that a Hermitian inner product is considered only if q is an even power of the
characteristic of the field.

The other extremal case is when the hull of a linear code C coincides with the code itself.
Such a code is called self-orthogonal (SO) and it is a subset of its dual code. If C coincides
with C⊥, the code is self-dual. Self-dual codes have been a topic of great interest since the
1960s, with connections and applications to various branches of mathematics and coding theory.
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Theoretically, self-dual codes are closely connected to other mathematical structures such as
designs, lattices, graphs and modular forms [9]. Practically, many of the best-known codes are
actually self-dual codes.

Self-dual and LCD codes are widely studied in the literature not only for their mathemati-
cal attraction, but also for their applications. In this study, we are also interested in linear codes
that lie between these two extremal cases. If h(C) is the dimension of the hull of the linear code
C, then

0 ≤ h(C) ≤ min{dimC,dimC⊥}.

Sendrier in [20] gave a formula for the number of linear q-ary codes of a given length n, dimension
k and hull dimension l. He proved that, asymptotically, the proportion of q-ary linear codes
whose hull has dimension l to all q-ary linear codes of the same length and dimension, only
depends on l and q. It turns out that for a fixed length and dimension and for LCD codes
(l = 0), this proportion is approximately 1− 1/q. Hence most linear codes have hull dimension
0 (i.e. LCD) when q is large.

By An,k,l we denote the number of the linear [n, k]q codes whose hull has dimension l (for
fixed q). The main result of the present study is contained in the following theorem.

Theorem 1. For fixed positive integers k and n ≥ 2k, the following inequalities hold:

An,k,0 > An,k,1 > · · · > An,k,k. (1)

Note that An,k,0 and An,k,k are the numbers of all LCD and SO q-ary codes of length n
and dimension k, respectively. To prove the main theorem, we use some known formulae which
we present in Section 2. Section 3 is devoted to Theorem 1 and its proof. Note that An,k,l

is the number of all different codes with the corresponding parameters, but the number of the
inequivalent among them is much smaller. Since we do not have a formula for this number, we
did some experiments and classified the binary and ternary linear [n, k] codes for some values
of n and k. We present and analyze the obtained results in Section 4.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we present the basic definitions, theorems and formulas that we need for the
proof of the main theorem, as well as for the computational results in Section 4.

This study only applies to linear codes over a finite field. A linear [n, k, d] q-ary code C is
a k-dimensional subspace of the vector space Fn

q , and d is the smallest weight among all non-zero
codewords of C, called the minimum weight (or minimum distance) of the code. A code is called
even if all its codewords have even weights. Let (u, v) : Fn

q × F
n
q → Fq be an inner product in

F
n
q . The orthogonal complement of C according to the defined inner product is called the dual

code of C and denoted by C⊥, i.e. C⊥ = {u ∈ F
n
q : (u, v) = 0 for all v ∈ C}. Obviously, C⊥ is

a linear [n, n − k] code. The intersection C ∩ C⊥ is called the hull of the code and denoted by
H(C). As we mentioned in Introduction, the dimension h(C) of the hull can be at least 0 and
at most k, as h(C) = k if and only if the code is self-orthogonal, and h(C) = 0 if and only if C
is an LCD code.

Two linear q-ary codes C1 and C2 are equivalent if the codewords of C2 can be obtained
from the codewords of C1 via a sequence of transformations of the following types:

(1) permutation on the set of coordinate positions;
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(2) multiplication of the elements in a given position by a non-zero element of Fq;

(3) application of a field automorphism to the elements in all coordinate positions.

An automorphism of a linear code C is a sequence of the transformations (1)− (3) which maps
each codeword of C onto a codeword of the same code. The set of all automorphisms of C forms
a group called the automorphism group Aut(C) of the code. The presented formulas do not
count the equivalence but in Section 4 we enumerate only inequivalent codes.

If the considered inner product is Euclidean, i.e. (x, y) =
∑n

i=1 xiyi for any two vectors
x = (x1, . . . , xn), y = (y1, . . . , yn) from F

n
q , the dimension of the hull is an invariant of equivalent

codes in the cases q = 2 and q = 3, but if q ≥ 4, any linear code over Fq is equivalent to an
Euclidean LCD code [7]. If q = p2s, where p is the characteristic of the field, we can consider
the Hermitian inner product over Fq defined by

(x, y) =

n
∑

i=1

xiy
√
q

i , ∀x = (x1, . . . , xn), y = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ F
n
q .

For this inner product, the dimension of the hull is an invariant in the case of the quaternary
codes (q = 4), and if q > 4, any linear code over Fq, q = p2s, is equivalent to an Hermitian LCD
code [7].

Formulae for counting the number σ(n, k) of all different q-ary self-orthogonal codes of
length n and dimension k were proven in [19].

Theorem 2. Let m = ⌊n/2⌋ and πn,k =
∏k

i=1
q2m−2i+2−1

qi−1
. For all 1 ≤ k ≤ m, we have

σn,k =































πn,k, if n is odd,
qn−k−1
qn−1 πn,k, if n and q are even,

qm−k−1
qm−1 πn,k, if n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and q ≡ 3 (mod 4),

qm−k+1
qm+1 πn,k, if (n ≡ 0 (mod 4))

or (n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and q ≡ 1 (mod 4)).

Note that σn,0 = 1. We need also the following corollary.

Corollary 3. Let m = ⌊n/2⌋ and 0 ≤ k ≤ m− 1. Then

σn,k
σn,k+1

= τn,k
qk+1 − 1

q2m−2k − 1
, (2)

where

τn,k =











1, if n is odd,
qn−k−1

qn−k−1−1
, if n and q are even,

qm−k+ǫ

qm−k−1+ǫ
, if n is even and q is odd,

(3)

with ǫ = −1 if n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and q ≡ 3 (mod 4), and ǫ = 1 otherwise.

Proof. The formula (2) follows directly from Theorem 2. �

The following theorem is the main tool in our investigations.
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Theorem 4. [20] Let k and n ≥ 2k be positive integers. If σn,i is the number of all self-
orthogonal [n, i]q codes, i ≤ k, then the number of all [n, k]q codes whose hull has dimension l,
l ≤ k, is equal to

An,k,l =

k
∑

i=l

[

n− 2i

k − i

][

i

l

]

(−1)i−lq(
i−l

2 )σn,i. (4)

In the above formula,
[

n
k

]

is the Gaussian binomial coefficient, defined by

[

n

0

]

= 1,

[

n

k

]

=
(qn − 1)(qn−1 − 1) . . . (qn−k+1 − 1)

(qk − 1)(qk−1 − 1) . . . (q − 1)
, if 1 ≤ k ≤ n. (5)

We use the following properties of the Gaussian coefficients for 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1:

[

n

n− k

]

=

[

n

k

]

, (6)

[

n+ 1

k

]

=
qn+1 − 1

qn−k+1 − 1

[

n

k

]

, (7)

[

n

k + 1

]

=
qn−k − 1

qk+1 − 1

[

n

k

]

, (8)

[

n− 2i

k − i

]

=
(qn−2i − 1)(qn−2i−1 − 1)

(qn−k−i − 1)(qk−i − 1)

[

n− 2i− 2

k − i− 1

]

. (9)

Remark 1. In [8], the authors give more explicit formulas for the number of different LCD
codes with a given length and dimension in the cases when q = 2 and q = ps for an odd prime p.

3 Number of linear codes whose hull has dimension l for differ-

ent values of l

For the calculations, we need to evaluate a few constants.

Lemma 5. If n = 2m and k ≤ m are positive integers, then

τn,k ≥

{

q, if q is even, or (n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and q ≡ 3 (mod 4))
(q + 1)/2, otherwise.

Proof. We use the formula (3):

qn−k − 1

qn−k−1 − 1
= q +

q − 1

qn−k−1 − 1
> q,

qm−k − 1

qm−k−1 − 1
= q +

q − 1

qm−k−1 − 1
> q,

qm−i + 1

qm−i−1 + 1
= q −

q − 1

qm−i−1 + 1
≥ q −

q − 1

2
=

q + 1

2
.

This proves the lemma in all cases. �
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Lemma 6. Let m = ⌊n/2⌋, 0 ≤ i < k ≤ m, and

λn,i =
(qn−2i − 1)(qn−2i−1 − 1)

(q2m−2i − 1)(qn−k−i − 1)(qk−i − 1)
=

{

qn−2i−1
(qn−k−i−1)(qk−i−1)

if n = 2m+ 1,
qn−2i−1−1

(qn−k−i−1)(qk−i−1)
if n = 2m,

Then q2m+1−nλn,i > 1 + 1
qk−i−1

> 1.

Proof. We have that

qn−2i − 1

(qn−k−i − 1)(qk−i − 1)
= 1 +

1

qn−k−i − 1
+

1

qk−i − 1
> 1

and

qn−2i − q

(qn−k−i − 1)(qk−i − 1)
= 1 +

1

qn−k−i − 1
+

1

qk−i − 1
−

q − 1

(qn−k−i − 1)(qk−i − 1)

≥ 1 +
1

qn−k−i − 1
+

1

qk−i − 1
−

qk−i − 1

(qn−k−i − 1)(qk−i − 1)

= 1 +
1

qk−i − 1
> 1,

therefore λn,i > 1 if n = 2m+ 1, and qλn,i > 1 if n = 2m. �

We use the constant λn,i in the following formula
[

n− 2i

k − i

]

= (q2m−2i − 1)λn,i

[

n− 2i− 2

k − i− 1

]

. (10)

Consider the difference An,k,l −An,k,l+1 for 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 1.

An,k,l −An,k,l+1 =

=

k
∑

i=l

[

n− 2i

k − i

][

i

l

]

(−1)i−lq(
i−l

2 )σn,i −

k
∑

i=l+1

[

n− 2i

k − i

][

i

l + 1

]

(−1)i−l−1q(
i−l−1

2 )σn,i

=

[

n− 2l

k − l

]

σn,l +

k
∑

i=l+1

(−1)i−l

[

n− 2i

k − i

]([

i

l

]

q(
i−l

2 ) +

[

i

l + 1

]

q(
i−l−1

2 )
)

σn,i

=

[

n− 2l

k − l

]

σn,l +
k

∑

i=l+1

(−1)i−lan,k,l,i,

where

an,k,l,i =

[

n− 2i

k − i

]([

i

l

]

q(
i−l

2 ) +

[

i

l + 1

]

q(
i−l−1

2 )
)

σn,i

=

[

n− 2i

k − i

][

i

l

]

(qi−l−1 +
qi−l − 1

ql+1 − 1
)q(

i−l−1

2 )σn,i

=

[

n− 2i

k − i

][

i

l

]

qi − qi−l−1 + qi−l − 1

ql+1 − 1
q(

i−l−1

2 )σn,i,

=

[

n− 2i

k − i

][

i

l

]

αl,i

ql+1 − 1
q(

i−l−1

2 )σn,i, l + 1 ≤ i ≤ k,
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αl,i = qi−l−1(ql+1 + q − 1)− 1 ≥ ql+1 + q − 2 ≥ 2q − 2.

We take an,k,l,l =
[

n−2l
k−l

]

σn,l. Obviously, the coefficients an,k,l,i are positive for all possible
values of n, k, l and i. Firstly, we prove two lemmas about these coefficients.

Lemma 7. If 0 ≤ l ≤ k− 1 ≤ m− 1, m = ⌊n/2⌋, and l+1 ≤ i ≤ k− 1, then an,k,l,i > an,k,l,i+1.

Proof. We evaluate

an,k,l,i
an,k,l,i+1

=

[

n−2i
k−i

][

i
l

]

αl,iq
(i−l−1

2 )σn,i
[

n−2i−2
k−i−1

][

i+1
l

]

αl,i+1q
(i−l

2 )σn,i+1

=
(q2m−2i − 1)λn,i(q

i−l+1 − 1)αl,i(q
i+1 − 1)τn,i

(qi+1 − 1)αl,i+1qi−l−1(q2m−2i − 1)

=
λn,i(q

i−l+1 − 1)αl,iτn,i
αl,i+1qi−l−1

= λn,iτn,i(q
2 −

1

qi−l−1
)

αl,i

αl,i+1
.

Using that
αl,i+1 = qi−l(ql+1 + q − 1)− 1 = qαl,i + q − 1, (11)

we obtain
αl,i

αl,i+1
=

αl,i

qαl,i + q − 1
=

1

q + q−1
αl,i

≥
1

q + 1
2

=
2

2q + 1
, (12)

and therefore
an,k,l,i
an,k,l,i+1

≥
2λn,iτn,i
2q + 1

(q2 −
1

qi−l−1
) ≥

2λn,iτn,i(q
2 − 1)

2q + 1
.

According to Lemma 6 and Lemma 5, we have that λn,iτn,i ≥ 1 in the cases when n is
odd, or n and q are even, or n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and q ≡ 3 (mod 4). Hence in these cases

an,k,l,i
an,k,l,i+1

≥
2(q2 − 1)

2q + 1
> 1.

In the case when n = 2m is even and q is odd (q ≥ 3), such that (1) n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and
q ≡ 1 (mod 4), or (2) n ≡ 0 (mod 4), τn,i ≥ (q + 1)/2, so

an,k,l,i
an,k,l,i+1

≥
2(q2 − 1)(q + 1)

2q(2q + 1)
>

(q2 − 1)

2q
≥

8

6
> 1.

Hence an,k,l,i > an,k,l,i+1 for l + 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 in all cases. �

Lemma 8. If q ≥ 3 and 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 1, then an,k,l,l > an,k,l,l+1.

Proof. Now

an,k,l,l
an,k,l,l+1

=

[

n−2l
k−l

]

(q − 1)σn,l
[

n−2l−2
k−l−1

]

αl,l+1σn,l+1

=
(q2m−2l − 1)λn,l(q − 1)τn,l(q

l+1 − 1)

(ql+1 + q − 2)(q2m−2l − 1)

=
λn,lτn,l(q − 1)(ql+1 − 1)

(ql+1 + q − 2)
.
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As in the previous proof,

an,k,l,l
an,k,l,l+1

≥
(q − 1)(ql+1 − 1)

ql+1 + q − 2
=

1
1

q−1 +
1

ql+1−1

≥
q − 1

2
≥ 1

in the cases (1) n = 2m + 1, (2) n = 2m and q = 2s, and (3) n = 2m ≡ 2 (mod 4) and q ≡ 3
(mod 4).

Let now n ≡ 0 (mod 4) and q ≡ 1 (mod 2), or n ≡ 2 (mod 4) and q ≡ 1 (mod 4). In this
case

an,k,l,l
an,k,l,l+1

≥
(q + 1)(q − 1)(ql+1 − 1)

2(ql+1 + q − 2)
≥

(q + 1)(q − 1)

4
≥

q2 − 1

4
≥ 2.

This gives us that an,k,l,l > an,k,l,l+1 if q ≥ 3. �

Consider the binary case separately, i.e. q = 2. Now

an,k,l,i =

[

n− 2i

k − i

][

i

l

]

αl,i

2l+1 − 1
2(

i−l−1

2 )σn,i, l + 1 ≤ i ≤ k, an,k,l,l =

[

n− 2l

k − l

]

σn,l,

where αl,i = 2i−l−1(2l+1 + 1)− 1 for l + 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Using that

αl,l+1 = 2l+1, αl,l+2 = 2l+2 + 1, αl,l+3 = 2l+3 + 3,

we obtain

an,k,l,l+1 =

[

n− 2l − 2

k − l − 1

][

l + 1

l

]

αl,l+1

2l+1 − 1
σn,l+1 = 2l+1

[

n− 2l − 2

k − l − 1

]

σn,l+1,

an,k,l,l+2 =

[

n− 2l − 4

k − l − 2

][

l + 2

l

]

αl,l+2

2l+1 − 1
σn,l+2 =

(2l+2 − 1)(2l+2 + 1)

3

[

n− 2l − 4

k − l − 2

]

σn,l+2,

an,k,l,l+3 =

[

n− 2l − 6

k − l − 3

][

l + 3

l

]

αl,l+3

2l+1 − 1
2(

2

2)σn,l+3

=

[

n− 2l − 6

k − l − 3

]

(2l+3 − 1)(2l+2 − 1)(2l+1 − 1)(2l+3 + 3)

21(2l+1 − 1)
2σn,l+3

=
(2l+3 − 1)(2l+2 − 1)(2l+4 + 6)

21

[

n− 2l − 6

k − l − 3

]

σn,l+3.

Next, we consider separately the cases k ≤ 2l + 1 and k > 2l + 1.

Lemma 9. If q = 2 and k ≤ 2l + 1 then an,k,l,l > an,k,l,l+1.

Proof. In this case

an,k,l,l − an,k,l,l+1 =

[

n− 2l

k − l

]

σn,l − 2l+1

[

n− 2l − 2

k − l − 1

]

σn,l+1

= [λn,lτn,l(2
l+1 − 1)− 2l+1]

[

n− 2l − 2

k − l − 1

]

σn,l+1.

7



According to Lemma 6, 22m+1−nλn,l > 1 + 1
2k−l−1

= 2k−l

2k−l−1
. If n is odd then τn,l = 1 and

therefore λn,lτn,l >
2k−l

2k−l−1
. We have the same inequality in the opposite case, when n is even,

because then

λn,lτn,l >
2k−l(2n−l − 1)

2(2k−l − 1)(2n−l−1 − 1)
=

2k−l(2n−l − 1)

(2k−l − 1)(2n−l − 2)
>

2k−l

2k−l − 1
.

Hence

an,k,l,l − an,k,l,l+1 > [
2k−l(2l+1 − 1)

2k−l − 1
− 2l+1]

[

n− 2l − 2

k − l − 1

]

σn,l+1

=
2l+1 − 2k−l

2k−l − 1

[

n− 2l − 2

k − l − 1

]

σn,l+1

=
22l+1 − 2k

2k − 2l

[

n− 2l − 2

k − l − 1

]

σn,l+1 ≥ 0

when k ≤ 2l + 1. �

We are now ready to prove the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1:
We use that

An,k,l −An,k,l+1 =
k

∑

i=l

(−1)i−lan,k,l,i =
k−l
∑

j=0

(−1)jan,k,l,j+l. (13)

We proved in Lemma 7, that an,k,l,i > an,k,l,i+1 if l+1 ≤ i ≤ k−1 for all possible values of
l, k, n and q. From Lemma 8 we have that an,k,l,l > an,k,l,l+1, if q ≥ 3, and the same inequality
holds in the binary case if k ≤ 2l + 1. In these cases

• if k − l = 2r + 1 then

k−l
∑

j=0

(−1)jan,k,l,j+l =

r
∑

s=0

(an,k,l,2s − an,k,l,2s+1) > 0,

• and if k − l = 2r is even, we have

An,k,l −An,k,l+1 =

r−1
∑

s=0

(an,k,l,2s − an,k,l,2s+1) + an,k,l,2r > 0.

Consider now the case q = 2 and k > 2l + 1. Then k ≥ l + 3 except when l = 0 and
k = 2, but we will leave this special case for last. Let a = an,k,l,l−an,k,l,l+1+an,k,l,l+2−an,k,l,l+3,
k ≥ max{2l + 2, l + 3}. We have

an,k,l,l+2 − an,k,l,l+3 =
(2l+2 − 1)(2l+2 + 1)

3

[

n− 2l − 4

k − l − 2

]

σn,l+2

8



−
(2l+3 − 1)(2l+2 − 1)(2l+4 + 6)

21

[

n− 2l − 6

k − l − 3

]

σn,l+3

= [
(22m−2l−4 − 1)λn,l+2(2

l+2 − 1)(2l+2 + 1)τn,l+2(2
l+3 − 1)

3(22m−2l−4 − 1)

−
(2l+3 − 1)(2l+2 − 1)(2l+4 + 6)

21
]

[

n− 2l − 6

k − l − 3

]

σn,l+3

= [
λn,l+2(2

l+2 + 1)τn,l+2

3
−

(2l+4 + 6)

21
](2l+2 − 1)(2l+3 − 1)

[

n− 2l − 6

k − l − 3

]

σn,l+3

> (7(2l+2 + 1)− 2l+4 − 6)

[

n− 2l − 6

k − l − 3

]

σn,l+3

For the last inequality we use that λn,l+2τn,l+2 >
2k−l−2

2k−l−2−1
> 1, and (2l+2 − 1)(2l+3 − 1) ≥

21. It follows that

an,k,l,l+2 − an,k,l,l+3 > (3.2l+2 + 1)

[

n− 2l − 6

k − l − 3

]

σn,l+3.

Let µ = min{
[

n−2l−6
k−l−3

]

σn,l+3,
[

n−2l−2
k−l−1

]

σn,l+1} > 0. Then

a >

(

3.2l+2 + 1−
2k − 22l+1

2k − 2l

)

µ =

(

3.2l+2 +
22l+1 − 2l

2k − 2l

)

µ > 0.

To prove that An,k,l > An, k, l + 1, we consider the same two cases depending on the parity
of k − l.

• If k − l = 2r + 1 then

k−l
∑

j=0

(−1)jan,k,l,j+l = a+

r
∑

s=2

(an,k,l,2s − an,k,l,2s+1) > 0.

• In the case when k − l = 2r is even, we have

An,k,l −An,k,l+1 = a+
r−1
∑

s=2

(an,k,l,2s − an,k,l,2s+1) + an,k,l,2r > 0.

In the last remaining case we have k = 2 and l = 0. Then

An,2,0 −An,2,1 =

[

n

2

]

σn,0 − 2

[

n− 2

1

]

σn,1 + 5

[

n− 4

0

]

σn,2

=
(2n − 1)(2n−1 − 1)

3
− 2(2n−2 − 1)σn,1 + 5σn,2.

After the calculations, we obtain

An,2,0 −An,2,1 =

{

2n−3(2n−1 − 1)/3 if n = 2m+ 1
2n−1(2n−3 + 1)/3 if n = 2m.

Hence An,k,l > An,k,l+1 over Fq in all cases. �
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4 Computational results

In this section, we present computational results with the number of inequivalent linear [n, k,≥ 2]
codes of different types for given length and dimension over F2 and F3, whose dual distance is at
least 2 (this means that their generator matrices have no zero columns). Denote by Bq(n, k, l)
the set of all inequivalent q-ary linear codes whose hull has dimension l. In the binary case,
the mass formula, that helps to verify classification results for the linear [n, k]2 codes C with
h(C) = l, is the following

An,k,l =
∑

C∈B2(n,k,l)

n!

Aut(C)
(14)

In the ternary case we have

An,k,l =
∑

C∈B3(n,k,l)

2nn!

Aut(C)
. (15)

More information on these formulas for self-dual codes can be found in [15]. Araya and
Harada in [1] used them in the classification of the binary LCD codes of length n ≤ 13 and
ternary LCD codes of length n ≤ 10. They described clearly how to use these mass formulas
for the verification of the computational results for classification of the binary LCD [6, 3] codes
with all possible minimum distances d ≥ 1 and dual distances d⊥ ≥ 1.

We classify the binary and ternary linear, self-orthogonal and LCD codes of a given di-
mension 3 ≤ k ≤ 10, length k + 3 ≤ n ≤ 20, minimum distance d ≥ 2 and dual distance
d⊥ ≥ 2. In the binary case, we classify also the even codes with the corresponding length and
dimension, i.e. all linear codes whose codewords have only even weights. We do not count codes
with dual distance d⊥ = 1 because if C is an [n, k, d] code with d⊥ = 1, then all its codewords
share a common zero coordinate, so C = (0|C1) where C1 is an [n − 1, k, d] code. In this case,
C⊥ = (0|C⊥

1 ) ∪ (1|C⊥
1 ), H(C) = (0|H(C1) and h(C) = h(C1). If C is an [n, k, 1] code then

C ∼= (0|C1) ∪ (1|C1), where C1 is an [n − 1, k − 1] code, and then C⊥ ∼= (0|C⊥
1 ). This gives us

that H(C) = (0|H(C1) and h(C) = h(C1). Therefore, if we have the number LCD∗(n, k) of all
[n, k,≥ 2] LCD codes with dual distance ≥ 2 for all length ≤ n and dimensions ≤ k, we can
easily compute the number LCD(n, k) of LCD [n, k,≥ 1] codes with dual distance ≥ 1, using
the following formula

LCD(n, k) =

n
∑

m=k+1

LCD∗(m,k) + LCD(n, k − 1).

We give a simple example that can be followed by hand.

Example 1. Let n = 4, k = 2 and q = 2. In this case

A4,2,2 = σ4,2 = 3, A4,2,1 = 12, A4,2,0 = 20, B2(4, 2, 2) = B2(4, 2, 1) = 1, B2(4, 2, 0) = 4.

There are six inequivalent [4, 2] binary codes. The first one is obtained from F
2
2 by adding

two zero columns and it is an LCD code. There are two more binary [4, 2] inequivalent codes
with zero columns, and these are the codes C2 = {0000, 0110, 0001, 0111}, h(C2) = 1, and C3 =
{0000, 0110, 0101, 0011}, h(C3) = 0. The remaining three codes are C4 = {0000, 1110, 0001, 1111},
h(C4) = 0, C5 = {0000, 1110, 0101, 1011}, h(C5) = 0, and the self-dual [4, 2, 2] code C6 =
{0000, 1100, 0011, 1111}, h(C6) = 2.Only two of these codes have minimum and dual distance
d = d⊥ = 2 and these are C5 and C6.
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We use the following properties of the considered types of binary and ternary codes:

• If C is an LCD code, its dual code C⊥ is also LCD. It follows that LCD∗(n, k) =
LCD∗(n, n − k) and LCD(n, k) = LCD(n, n − k) both in the binary and the ternary
case. The same holds for the number of all linear codes of length n and dimension k.

• Self-orthogonal codes exist only when k ≤ n/2.

• All binary self-orthogonal codes are even.

• Ternary self-dual codes exist only for lengths a multiple of 4 and only have codewords of
Hamming weight a multiple of 3.

We obtain the classification results by the program Generation of the software package
QExtNewEdition [5]. The computations were executed on a Windows 11 OS in a single core
of an Intel Xeon Gold 5118 CPU with a 2.30 GHz clock frequency.

In the binary case, we classify all linear, even, self-orthogonal and LCD codes of length
n ≤ 20 and dimension k ≤ 10. The results are presented in Table 1. For some values of n and k,
when all inequivalent codes are too many (more than a milion), we classify only optimal [n, k]
codes. In this cases, we put a ∗ after the number of codes. Consider for example n = 17 and
k = 7. The largest possible minimum distance for a binary [17, 7] code is d = 6 (see [12]). There
are exactly 377 binary linear [17, 7, 6] codes. Exactly 329 of these codes are even, 7 are LCD,
but none of them is self-orthogonal. Furthermore, there are 497119 even, 58 self-orthogonal, and
14 734 654 LCD [17, 7,≥ 2] binary codes with dual distance d⊥ ≥ 2. Since we have the count of
both all [17, 7,≥ 2] and optimal [17, 7, 6] even codes without zero columns, we denote this in the
table by 497119(329*). The optimal binary self-orthogonal codes with the parameters presented
in Table 1 have been also classified in [13].

The results in the table confirm the fact that LCD codes are much more than self-
orthogonal and even more than even codes for a given length and size, even when considering
only inequivalent codes. However, this is not the case if we consider only the optimal codes.
In most cases, when the optimal code is unique, it is not LCD. The optimal [19, 7, 8] is self-
orthogonal, as is the optimal [20, 8, 8] code. The optimal [17, 8, 6] and [17, 9, 5] codes are LCD,
but the optimal [19, 8, 7], [20, 9, 7] and [18, 9, 6] are neither self-orthogonal, nor LCD. We see
interesting examples in the optimal codes of dimension 7. Out of all 377 optimal [17, 7, 6] codes,
none is self-orthogonal, but 7 are LCD codes. We have the opposite situation for length 20,
namely out of all 26 optimal [20, 7, 8] codes, none is LCD, but four are self-orthogonal. It is also
worth noting the optimal [20, 10, 6] codes, where out of all 1682 codes only one is odd-like (it
contains codewords of odd weight), but none of the 1681 even codes is self-orthogonal.

In the ternary case, we consider linear, self-orthogonal and LCD codes. We classify all
[n, k,≥ 2] linear, LCD and SO codes without zero columns for k = 3 and n ≤ 20, k = 4 and
n ≤ 15, k = 5 and n ≤ 14, 6 ≤ k ≤ 9 and n ≤ 13. For k = 7 and n = 15, 16, 17, k = 8 and
n = 16, 17, 18, and k = 9, n = 19 we classify only the self-orthogonal codes. The question mark
(?) in the table means that there are too many corresponding codes (more than a million).
Furthermore, we classify all optimal codes of these three types with 21 parameters. The results
are presented in Table 2. Let’s describe the codes of dimension 5 in more detail. If we look at
the number of codes with length n, 10 ≤ n ≤ 14, we see that the LCD codes are more than
half of all inequivalent [n, 5,≥ 2] linear codes. The situation with self-orthogonal codes is quite
different - they occur much less often. For example, for length 13, the linear codes are more
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than a million, but only 17 of them are self-orthogonal. For the optimal codes, we have: (1) of
four [15, 5, 8] linear codes one is LCD (none is self orthogonal since 8 is not a multiple of 3), (2)
the only [16, 5, 9] code is self-orthogonal, (3) there are 1804 linear [17, 5, 9] codes, 35 of which
are self-orthogonal and 400 are LCD, (4) none of the seven [18, 5, 10] and both [19, 5, 11] codes is
LCD, nor self-orthogonal, (5) there are two linear [20, 5, 12] codes and both are self-orthogonal.

We have interesting results with the optimal [19, 7, 9]3 and [20, 8, 9]3 codes. In these cases,
all optimal linear codes are self-orthogonal.

5 Conclusion

By a result of Sendrier [20], it is known that most linear codes are LCD when q is large. Moreover,
the proportion of q-ary linear codes of length n, dimension k and specified hull dimension l to all
q-ary linear codes of the same length and dimension is convergent when n and k goes to infinity.
Using the limit, Sendrier proved that the average dimension of the hull of a q-ary linear code is
asymptotically equal to

∑

i≥1
1

qi+1
[20].

In this paper, we obtain general results on hulls of linear codes, proving that the number
of all q-ary linear codes of a given length n and dimension k decreases when the hull dimension
increases, for all values of n, k and q.

In addition, we classify all binary linear, even, self-orthogonal and LCD [n ≤ 20, k ≤
10, d ≥ 2] codes and the ternary linear, self-orthogonal and LCD [n ≤ 19, k ≤ 10, d ≥ 2]
codes (with a few exceptions). For some considered values of n and k, when the number of all
inequivalent linear codes is huge, we classify only the optimal codes. The results are listed in
Tables 1 and 2.
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Table 1: Classification of binary linear codes (d⊥ ≥ 2)

k = 3

n = 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

linear 8 15 27 45 71 107 159 226 317 435 587 779 1024 1325 1699
even 3 4 8 9 17 20 34 39 61 72 106 123 174 204 277
SO 1 1 3 1 6 2 12 4 21 7 34 11 54 19 82

LCD 2 5 7 17 20 42 47 91 98 180 189 328 340 565 580

k = 4

n = 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
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even 4 10 18 37 63 122 202 366 602 1038 1671 2785 4411 7122
SO - 2 1 6 3 16 8 39 23 92 55 199 131 424

LCD 5 16 30 82 139 345 568 1267 2040 4193 6631 12720 19734 35732

k = 5

n = 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

linear 27 100 331 1007 2936 8208 22326 59235 153711 390607 972726 2373644 5676542
even 7 16 46 102 264 593 1448 3319 7886 18096 42193 96243 219712
SO - - 2 2 11 8 38 33 134 123 442 462 1450

LCD 7 30 84 297 816 2596 6908 20238 52248 142468 355083 908879 2177772

k = 6

n = 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 [18, 6, 8] [19, 6, 8] [20, 6, 8]

linear 45 222 1007 4393 18621 78148 325815 1350439 5548052 2* 28* 1833*
even 9 30 92 303 945 3166 10576 37017 131233 2* 21* 1418*
SO - - - 3 3 21 21 105 123 521(2*) 746(2*) 2758(23*)

LCD 17 82 297 1418 5632 25954 108846 484648 2034711 8633817(0*) 2* 392*

k = 7

n = 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 [17, 7, 6] [18, 7, 7] [19, 7, 8]) [20, 7, 8]

linear 71 462 2936 18621 121169 814087 5635181 377* 2* 1* 26*
even 13 46 194 774 3518 16714 87998 497119(329*) 3010238(0*) 1* 21*
SO - - - - 4 6 41 58(0*) 300(0*) 540(1*) 2469(4*)

LCD 20 139 816 5632 37166 272131 1968462 14734654(7*) 0* 0* 0*

k = 8

n = 11 12 13 14 15 16 [17, 8, 6] [18, 8, 6] [19, 8, 7] [20, 8, 8]

linear 107 928 8208 78148 814087 9273075 1* 918* 1* 1*
even 16 76 362 2020 12646 94136 818890(1*) 907* 0* 1*
SO - - - - - 7 10(0*) 86(0*) 168(0*) 1016(1*)

LCD 42 345 2596 25954 272131 3315862 1* 337* 0* 0*

k = 9

n = 12 13 14 15 16 [17, 9, 5] [18, 9, 6] [19, 9, 6] [20, 9, 7]

linear 159 1782 22326 325815 5635181 1* 1* 1700* 1*
even 22 109 689 4973 46344 554238(0*) 8547530(1*) 1694* 0*
SO - - - - - - 9(0*) 22(0*) 194(0*)

LCD 47 568 6908 108846 1968462 1* 0* 3* 0*

k = 10

n = 13 14 15 16 [17, 10, 4] [18, 10, 4] [19, 10, 5] [20, 10, 6]

linear 226 3333 59235 1350439 14390* 11581361* 31237* 1682*
even 26 165 1230 12257 169691(2614*) 3433243(263147*) 0* 1681*
SO - - - - - - - 16(0*)

LCD 91 1267 20238 484648 14734654(4550*) 4535834* 11554* 601*
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Table 2: Classification of ternary linear codes (d⊥ ≥ 2)

k = 3

n = 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

linear 14 31 68 137 263 484 878 1538 2649 4474 7421 12093 19420 30680 47793
SO 0 1 1 3 4 5 10 15 17 31 44 54 91 126 160

LCD 7 15 33 67 132 253 471 839 1491 2560 4294 7142 11583 18423 29070

k = 4

n = 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 [16, 4, 9] [17, 4, 10] [18, 4, 11]

linear 31 129 460 1638 5701 19996 69536 239681 809694 317* 18* 2*
SO - 1 1 3 5 16 26 52 121 255(13*) 523 1267

LCD 15 33 220 839 3077 11228 40668 144447 497679 124* 8* 0*

k = 5

n = 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 [15, 5, 8] [16, 5, 9] [17, 5, 9] [18, 5, 10]

linear 68 460 3221 24342 202064 1767647 15604611 4* 1* 1804* 7*
SO - - 0 3 7 17 44 156 523(1*) 1981(35*) 9460

LCD 33 220 1681 13537 118878 1080479 9737965 1* 0* 400* 0*

k = 6 k = 7

n = 9 10 11 12 13 10 11 12 13 15 16 17 20

linear 137 1638 24342 474106 10956955 263 5701 202064 10956955 ? ? ? ?
SO - - - 3 4 - - - - 12 50 249 2287775

LCD 67 839 13537 283650 6807504 132 3077 118878 6807504 ? ? ? ?

k = 8 k = 9

n = 11 12 13 16 17 18 12 13 14 19

linear 484 19996 1767647 ? ? ? 878 69536 15604611 ?
SO - - - 7 16 137 - - - 56

LCD 253 11228 1080479 ? ? ? 471 40668 11835111 ?

Optimal codes

[19, 4, 12] [20, 4, 12] [19, 5, 11] [20, 5, 12] [14, 6, 6] [15, 6, 7] [16, 6, 7] [17, 6, 8]

linear 1* 84* 2* 2* 47674* 22* > 108∗ 2145181*
SO 2867(1*) 6893(32*) 50618 294990(2*) 15(4*) 61 286 1504

LCD 0* 14* 0* 0* 27776* 10* 53236943* 807993*

Optimal codes

n = [18, 6, 9] [19, 6, 9] [18, 7, 8] [19, 7, 9] [19, 8, 8] [20, 8, 9] [20, 9, 8]

linear 171* ? 827459* 61* 1508* 23* 32*
SO 13831(105*) 184980(18019*) 2486 57551(61*) 2281 112899(23*) 1122

LCD 4* ? 450403* 0* 363* 0* 2*
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