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A new family of 2-scattered subspaces and related MRD codes

Daniele Bartoli∗, Francesco Ghiandoni†, Alessandro Giannoni‡, Giuseppe Marino§

Abstract

Scattered subspaces and h-scattered subspaces have been extensively studied in recent decades for both theoret-
ical purposes and their connections to various applications. While numerous constructions of scattered subspaces
exist, relatively few are known about h-scattered subspaces with h ≥ 2. In this paper, we establish the existence
of maximum 2-scattered Fq-subspaces in V (r, q6) whenever r ≥ 3, r 6= 5, and q is an odd power of 2. Additionally,
we explore the corresponding MRD codes.

1 Introduction

Linear subspaces have been extensively investigated in recent decades due to their applications in various areas of
mathematics, such as finite geometries (blocking sets, two-intersection sets, complete arcs, and caps in affine and
projective spaces over finite fields, as well as finite semifields) and coding theory (two weight codes, MRD codes).
Among these, scattered subspaces are the most thoroughly studied.

Let us recall some basic definitions on linear sets first. Let q be a prime power and r, n ∈ N. Let V be a vector
space of dimension r over Fqn . For any k-dimensional Fq-vector subspace U of V , the set L(U) defined by the
non-zero vectors of U is called an Fq-linear set of Λ = PG(V, qn) of rank k, i.e.

L(U) = {〈u〉Fqn
: u ∈ U \ {0}}.

It is notable that the same linear set can be defined by different vector subspaces. Consequently, we always consider
a linear set and the Fq-vector subspace defining it simultaneously.

Let Ω = PG(W,Fqn) be a subspace of Λ and let L(U) be an Fq-linear set of Λ. We say that Ω has weight i in
L(U) if dimFq

(W ∩ U) = i. Thus a point of Λ belongs to L(U) if and only if it has weight at least 1. Moreover, for
any Fq-linear set L(U) of rank k,

|L(U)| ≤
qk − 1

q − 1
.

When the equality holds, i.e. all the points of L(U) have weight 1, we call L(U) a scattered linear set and U a
scattered Fq-subpace of V . A scattered Fq-linear set L(U) of highest possible rank is called a maximum scattered
Fq-linear set (and U is said to be a maximum scattered Fq-subspace).

Recently, scattered and maximum scattered subspaces have been investigated and constructed via suitable poly-
nomial descriptions. This approach started in [18]. For every n-dimensional Fq-subspace U of Fqn ×Fqn there exist a

suitable basis of Fqn ×Fqn and an Fq-linearized polynomial f(x) =
∑

Aix
qi ∈ Fqn [x] of degree less than qn such that
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U = {(x, f(x)) : x ∈ Fqn}. Following this description, maximum scattered linear sets in PG(1, qn) can be described
via the so-called scattered polynomials; [18]. Generalizations of these connections led to the index description of
scattered polynomials [6] and scattered sequences [3, 5].

In [10] the following special class of scattered subspaces has been introduced.

Definition 1.1. Let V be an r-dimensional Fqn-vector space. An Fq-subspace U of V is called h-scattered, 0 < h ≤
r − 1, if 〈U〉Fqn

= V and each h-dimensional Fqn-subspace of V meets U in an Fq-subspace of dimension at most h.
An h-scattered subspace of highest possible dimension is called a maximum h-scattered subspace.

With this definition, the 1-scattered subspaces are the scattered subspaces generating V over Fqn . When h = r,
the described definition holds true for n-dimensional Fq-subspaces of V , which define subgeometries of PG(V,Fqn).
If h = r − 1 and dimFq

U = n, then U defines a scattered Fq-linear set with respect to hyperplanes, introduced
in [19, Definition 14]. A further generalisation of the concept of h-scattered subspaces can be found in the recent
paper [2].

In [10, Theorem 2.3] it has been proved that for an h-scattered subspace U of V (r, qn), if U does not define a
subgeometry, then

dimFq
U ≤

rn

h+ 1
. (1)

The h-scattered subspaces whose dimension reaches Bound (1) will be called maximum and they exist whenever
h + 1 | r; see [10, Theorem 2.5]. Additionally, in [10, Theorem 2.8], it was demonstrated by the authors that h-
scattered subspaces of dimension rn/(h+ 1) intersect hyperplanes of V (r, qn) in Fq-subspaces of dimension ranging
from at least rn/(h + 1)− n to at most rn/(h + 1)− n+ h. They also introduced a duality relation, referred to as
Delsarte duality, between maximum h-scattered subspaces of V (r, qn) reaching Bound (1) and maximum (n−h− 2)-
scattered subspaces of V (rn/(h + 1) − r, qn) reaching Bound (1). This enabled constructions even when h + 1 is
not a divisor of r. Specifically, the authors proved the existence of maximum (n − 3)-scattered Fq-subspaces of
V (r(n − 2)/2, qn) when n ≥ 4 is even and r ≥ 3 is odd (cf. [10, Theorem 3.6]).

In [19, Corollary 4.4] the (r − 1)-scattered subspaces of V (r, qn) attaining bound (1), i.e. of dimension n, have
been shown to be equivalent to MRD-codes of Fn×n

q with minimum rank distance n − r + 1 and with left or right
idealiser isomorphic to Fqn . In [20] a connection between maximum h-scattered subspaces and MRD codes has been
established.

The main open problem about maximum h-scattered in V (r, qn) is their existence for every admissible values of r,
n, and h ≥ 2. It is now known that when 2 | rn there always exist scattered subspaces of maximum dimension [1,4,8,9].

Consider the scenario where h = 2. If r ≡ 0 (mod 3), maximum 2-scattered subspaces exist for any integer
n; see [10, Theorem 2.5]. For the case when r = 4 and n = 3, let W be a maximum 2-scattered subspace of a
hyperplane H in V (4, q3) (i.e., W is scattered with respect to hyperplanes). Then W has dimension 3, and let u
be a vector in V (4, qn) such that u /∈ H . Consequently, U := W ⊕ 〈u〉Fq

is a maximum 2-scattered subspace of
V (4, q3). Considering Theorems 2.5 and 3.6 of [10], the first unresolved case pertains to the existence of 2-scattered
Fq-subspaces of V (4, q6) with dimension 8.

In this paper we show that they exists, whenever q = 2h, with h ≥ 1 odd.
More precisely, denoted by Trqn/q the trace function of Fqn over Fq we prove the following result.

Main Theorem. Let σ : x ∈ Fq6 7→ xqs ∈ Fq6 be a field automorphism of Fq6 with 1 ≤ s ≤ 5 and gcd(s, 6) = 1.
Then the Fq-subspace of F4

q6

Us := {(x, y, xσ2

+ yσ, xσ + yσ
3

) : x, y ∈ Fq6 ,Trq6/q2(x) = Trq6/q2(y) = 0} (2)

is a maximum 2-scattered subspace.

As a result, since maximum 2-scattered Fq-subspaces of dimension 3 and 4 exist in Fq6-spaces, as proven in [10,
Theorem 2.5], it follows that maximum 2-scattered Fq-subspaces also exist in V (r, q6), where r ≥ 3 and r 6= 5, with
q = 2h and h ≥ 1 being odd.
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Furthermore, in the last section, we determine the parameters of the associated MRD codes.

2 Preliminary results

Since 1 ≤ s ≤ 5 and gcd(s, 6) = 1, we have s ∈ {1, 5}. It can be easily seen that U5 is equivalent to

U ′
5 = {(x, y, xq2 + yq + yq

3

, xq + xq3 + yq
3

) : Trq6|q2(x) = Trq6|q2(y) = 0}

and that U1 and U ′
5 are GL(4, q6)-equivalent. Indeed M · U ′T

5 = UT
1 , where T denotes the transpose and

M :=









1 0 1 1
0 0 1 0
1 1 0 1
1 0 0 0









.

From now on, we will denote U := U1.

Theorem 2.1. The Fq-subspace U is scattered in V (4, q6).

Proof. Let T := {x ∈ Fq6 : Trq6|q2(x) = 0} and let λ ∈ Fq6 \ Fq be such that

(x, y, xq2 + yq, xq + yq
3

) = λ(u, v, uq2 + vq, uq + vq
3

),

with x, y, u, v ∈ T . Then, U is scattered if and only if the above equation holds only for u = v = 0.
By way of contradiction, we assume (u, v) 6= (0, 0). We have































x = λu

y = λv

xq2 + yq = λ(uq2 + vq)

xq + yq
3

= λ(uq + wq3 )

Trq6|q2(x) = Trq6|q2(y) = Trq6|q2(u) = Trq6|q2(v) = 0,

(3)

so


















(λ+ λq2 )uq2 + (λ+ λq)vq = 0

(λ+ λq)uq + (λ+ λq3)vq
3

= 0

(λ+ λq2 )uq2 + (λ+ λq4 )uq4 = 0

(λ+ λq2 )vq
2

+ (λ+ λq4 )vq
4

= 0.

It is easy to see that a nontrivial solution (u, v) must satisfy uv 6= 0. We note that this is a linear system in the

unknowns (λ+ λq), (λ+ λq2 ), (λ+ λq3 ), (λ+ λq4 ) and, since (λ+ λq) 6= 0, this is a linear system of 4 equations in 4
unknowns which has a nonzero solution. This is possible if and only if det(M) = 0, where

M =











vq uq2 0 0

uq 0 vq
3

0

0 uq2 0 uq4

0 vq
2

0 vq
4











.
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We have det(M) = −vq
3+q(uq2vq

4

+ uq4vq
2

), and it vanishes if and only if uvq
2

+ uq2v = 0, i.e u = µv with
µ ∈ F

∗
q2 .

By replacing x = λu, y = λv, and u = µv in the third and fourth equations of System 3, one gets

{

G(v, vq, vq
2

, vq
3

, λ, λq, λq2 , λq3 , λq4 , λq5 , µ, µq) := vqλ+ vqλq + vq
2

λµ+ vq
2

λq2µ = 0

H(v, vq, vq
2

, vq
3

, λ, λq , λq2 , λq3 , λq4 , λq5 , µ, µq) := vqλµq + vqλqµq + vq
3

λ+ vq
3

λq3 = 0.
(4)

From G(v, λ, µ) = 0 we obtain λq2 = vqλ+vqλq+vq2λµ

vq2µ
and λq3 = (vq+vq2µ)λ+(vq+vq2µ+vq3µ1+q)λq

vq3µ1+q
and likewise λq4 =

Σ(v, λ, λq , µ), λq5 = Θ(v, λ, λq , µ). By replacing such expression of λq3 in H(v, λ, µ) = 0, we have

λq + λ

µ1+q
(vµ2+q + v + vqµq + vq

2

µ1+q)q = 0. (5)

So vq
2

= vµ2+q+v+vqµq

µ1+q and vq
3

= vµ2+q+v+vqµ1+3q

µ1+2q . Observe that µ = 1 implies v ∈ Fq ⊆ Fq2 , i.e v = 0 since

Trq6|q2(v) = 0. Thus we can assume µ 6= 1. After substituting the expressions of vq
2

, vq
3

, λ, λq, λq2 , λq3 , λq4 , λq5 in
Hq(v, λ, µ) = 0, we obtain

v(λ+ λq)

µ1+q
(µ2+q + 1)[µ(µ1+q(µ2 + µ+ 1) + µ+ 1)v + ((µ1+q(µq + µ+ 1) + 1)vq] = 0. (6)

Case 1. µ2+q + 1 = 0.
From µ ∈ Fq2 , it follows that µ

t = 1, where t = gcd(q2 − 1, q+2) = gcd(q− 1, q+2) ∈ {1, 3}. Since q ≡ −1 (mod 3),
we have t = 1, i.e µ = 1, a contradiction.
Case 2. Pµv +Qµv

q = 0, where Pµ := µ[µ1+q(µ2 + µ+ 1) + µ+ 1] and Qµ := µ1+q(µq + µ+ 1) + 1.

• Pµ 6= 0 = Qµ or Qµ 6= 0 = Pµ.
This means v = 0, a contradiction.

• Pµ = 0 = Qµ.
Since Res(Pµ, Qµ, µ

q) = µ3(µ4 + µ3 +1), we have µ ∈ F16 \ F4, and a contradiction arises from Fq2 ∩ F16 = F4.

Thus we can assume without restrictions Pµ 6= 0 6= Qµ.

By replacing vq =
Pµ

Qµ
v and the previous expressions of vq

2

, vq
3

, λ, λq , λq2 , λq3 , λq4 , λq5 in Hq2(v, λ, µ) = 0 and in

Hq3(v, λ, µ) = 0, we obtain
{

[(µ1+q)2 + µ1+q + 1] ·Rµ = 0

Sµ = 0,

where Rµ := µ4+4q + µ4+3q + µ4+2q + µ3+4q + µ2+4q + µ2+2q + 1 and Sµ := µ5+4q + µ4+2q + µ2+4q + µ1+2q + 1.
We distinguish the following cases.

• (µ1+q)2 + µ1+q + 1 = 0.
It follows that µ1+q ∈ Fq ∩ F4 = F2, that is impossible.

• Rµ = 0.
We observe that

0 = Rµ + Sµ = µq(µ1+q + 1)Pµ,

so µ1+q = 1. Finally, by replacing µ1+q = 1 in Sµ = 0, we obtain (µq+µ)2+µq+µ+1 = 0, and a contradiction
arises from µq + µ ∈ Fq ∩ F4 = F2.
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Lemma 2.2. For every subspace M of F4
q6 fixed by x −→ xq2 we have that dimq(U ∩M) is even.

Proof. Note that also U is fixed by x −→ xq2 . Let i = dimq(U ∩M), so there are qi − 1 nonzero vectors in U ∩M .

Fix v = (x, y, xq2 + yq, xq + yq
3

) ∈ U ∩ M , v 6= (0, 0, 0, 0); since U ∩ M is fixed by x −→ xq2 , it follows that

vq
2

= (xq2 , yq
2

, xq4 +yq
3

, xq3 +yq
5

) ∈ U ∩M . Since x 6= 0 or y 6= 0 and Trq6|q2(x) = Trq6|q2(y) = 0, we have v 6= vq
2

.

Analogously vq
4

∈ U ∩M with v 6= vq
4

6= vq
2

. Thus the orbit of every nonzero vector under the function x −→ xq2

has size three, hence 3 | qi − 1, and that is equivalent to i being even.

From now on, we will refer to i = dimq(U ∩M) as the weight of M in U .

Corollary 2.3. For every subspace M of F4
q6 of dimension 3 fixed by x −→ xq2 we have dimq(U ∩M) ≤ 4.

Proof. In light of the previous lemma, our task is to demonstrate that the weight of M is at most 5.
Let

ax+ by + cz + dt = 0,

with a, b, c, d ∈ Fq2 , be an equation describing M . So we need to count the solutions (u, v) of

au+ bv + c(uq2 + vq) + d(uq + vq
3

) = 0, (7)

with Trq6|q2(u) = Trq6|q2(v) = 0. Observe that if d = 0, (7) has at most q5 solutions, so we can consider d = 1.
We obtain











au+ bv + c(uq2 + vq) + uq + vq
3

= 0

aquq + bqvq + cq(uq3 + vq
2

) + uq2 + v + vq
2

= 0

auq2 + bvq
2

+ c(u+ uq2 + vq
3

) + uq3 + vq + vq
3

= 0.

Combining the first and the third equation we obtain
{

(ac+ a+ c)u+ (c+ 1)uq + (a+ c2)uq2 + uq3 + (bc+ b)v + (c2 + c+ 1)vq + bvq
2

= 0

aquq + bqvq + cq(uq3 + vq
2

) + uq2 + v + vq
2

= 0.
(8)

If b = 0, considering the first equation, (7) has at most q5 solutions, so we consider b 6= 0.
Combining the two equations in (8) one gets

(acq+1 + ac+ acq + a+ cq+1 + c)u+ (aqb+ cq+1 + c+ cq + 1)uq + (acq + a+ b+ cq+2 + c2)uq2 +

(bcq + cq + 1)uq3 + b(cq+1 + c+ cq)v + (bq+1 + cq+2 + c2 + cq+1 + c+ cq + 1)vq = 0. (9)

If this is not the zero polynomial, we can conclude that (7) has at most q5 solutions: if the coefficients of v and vq

vanish, then we would have at most q3 solutions u, and from the second equation of (8), we would obtain at most q5

solutions (u, v); if they do not vanish, we would obtain the bound directly from Equation (9).
Thus, we only need to prove that the following system has no solutions







































acq+1 + ac+ acq + a+ cq+1 + c = 0

aqb+ cq+1 + c+ cq + 1 = 0

acq + a+ b+ cq+2 + c2 = 0

bcq + cq + 1 = 0

cq+1 + c+ cq = 0

bq+1 + cq+2 + c2 + cq+1 + c+ cq + 1 = 0.
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From the fourth equation we obtain b 6= 1 and c = 1
1+bq .

We can substitute it in the other equations and obtain































b(abq + 1) = 0

b(aqbq+1 + aqb+ aqbq + aq + bq+) = 0

b(abq+1 + a+ b2q+1 + b+ b2q) = 0

b(b+ bq + 1) = 0

b(b3q+1 + bq+1 + b3q + b2q + 1) = 0.

From the fourth equation we obtain bq = b+ 1, and substituting it in the fifth equation we obtain

b(b4 + b+ 1) = 0.

Since b 6= 0, this equation has solution in F24 \ F22 . We have b ∈ Fq2 ∩ F24 = F22 , a contradiction.

Theorem 2.4. A subspace W of dimension 2 not fixed by x −→ xq2 contained in a subspace M of dimension 3 fixed
by x −→ xq2 has weight at most 2.

Proof. Let the weight of W in U be greater than 2. Consider the subspace W q2 = {xq2 : x ∈ W} ⊂ U ∩M . From

the assumptions we have W 6= W q2 . Since W,W q2 ⊂ M , W ∩W q2 is a subspace of dimension 1 of weight at least 2,
a contradiction since U is scattered.

3 Proof of Main Theorem

The aim of this section is to prove that U is 2-scattered, hence that for every 2-dimensional subspace of V (4, q6)

{

au+ bv + a′w + b′t = 0

cu+ dv + c′w + b′t = 0,

the system below






































a0u+ a1v + a2w + a3t = 0

b0u+ b1v + b2w + b3t = 0

w = uq2 + vq

t = uq + vq
3

u+ uq2 + uq4 = 0

v + vq
2

+ vq
4

= 0

has at most q2 solutions in u and v.
Every 2-dimensional subspace of V (4, q6), say W , is equivalent to either

{

au+ bv = 0

cu+ dv = 0,
(10)

with ad− bc 6= 0, or
{

u = 0

b1v + b2w + b3t = 0,
(11)
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with (b1, b2, b3) 6= (0, 0, 0), or
{

au+ v = 0

b0u+ b2w + b3t = 0,
(12)

with (b0, b2, b3) 6= (0, 0, 0), or
{

au+ bv + w = 0

cu+ dv + t = 0.
(13)

Cases (10) and (11) are trivial. Indeed, System (10) admits the unique solution (u, v) = (0, 0), whereas for the
subspace W represented by System (11) we have to solve the following































u = 0

b1v + b2w + b3t = 0

w = vq

t = vq
3

v + vq
2

+ vq
4

= 0.

If W , represented by (11) is fixed by x −→ xq2 , then from Lemma 2.2 we get the result. If W is not fixed by

x −→ xq2 , since it is contained in the 3-dimensional subspace u = 0, the result follows from Theorem 2.4.

3.1 Case W represented by (12)

In this section our aim is to prove that the system below has most q2 solutions (u, v) for any a, b, c, d ∈ Fq6 .











F
(0)
1 (u, v) := au+ bv + uq2 + vq = 0

F
(0)
2 (u, v) := cu+ dv + uq + vq

3

= 0

u+ uq2 + uq4 = v + vq
2

+ vq
4

= 0.

(14)

To this end, we will consider the following equations.

F
(1)
1 (u, v) := aquq + bqvq + uq3 + vq

2

= 0 (15)

F
(2)
1 (u, v) := aq

2

uq2 + bq
2

vq
2

+ u+ uq2 + vq
3

= 0 (16)

F
(3)
1 (u, v) := aq

3

uq3 + bq
3

vq
3

+ uq + uq3 + v + vq
2

= 0 (17)

F
(4)
1 (u, v) := aq

4

(u+ uq2) + bq
4

(v + vq
2

) + u+ vq + vq
3

= 0 (18)

F
(5)
1 (u, v) := aq

5

(uq + uq3) + bq
5

(vq + vq
3

) + uq + v = 0 (19)

F
(1)
2 (u, v) := cquq + dqvq + uq2 + v + vq

2

= 0 (20)

F
(2)
2 (u, v) := cq

2

uq2 + dq
2

vq
2

+ uq3 + vq + vq
3

= 0 (21)

F
(3)
2 (u, v) := cq

3

uq3 + dq
3

vq
3

+ u+ uq2 + v = 0 (22)

F
(4)
2 (u, v) := cq

4

(u+ uq2) + dq
4

(v + vq
2

) + uq + uq3 + vq = 0 (23)

F
(5)
2 (u, v) := cq

5

(uq + uq3) + dq
5

(vq + vq
3

) + u+ vq
2

= 0. (24)

Also,

F
(0)
1 + F

(2)
1 + F

(4)
1 = au+ aq

2

uq2 + aq
4

u+ aq
4

uq2 + bv + bq
2

vq
2

+ bq
4

v + bq
4

vq
2
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and
F

(0)
2 + F

(2)
2 + F

(4)
2 = cu+ cq

2

uq2 + cq
4

u+ cq
4

uq2 + dv + dq
2

vq
2

+ dq
4

v + dq
4

vq
2

.

Let λ, µ denote au + aq
2

uq2 + aq
4

u + aq
4

uq2 and cu + cq
2

uq2 + cq
4

u + cq
4

uq2 , respectively. It is readily seen that
λ, µ ∈ Fq2 and bv + bq

2

vq
2

+ bq
4

v + bq
4

vq
2

= λ, dv + dq
2

vq
2

+ dq
4

v + dq
4

vq
2

= µ.
Thus we obtain

(acq
2

+ acq
4

+ aq
2

c+ aq
2

cq
4

+ aq
4

c+ aq
4

cq
2

)u+ (c+ cq
2

)q
2

λ+ (a+ aq
2

)q
2

µ = 0 (25)

and
(bdq

2

+ bdq
4

+ bq
2

d+ bq
2

dq
4

+ bq
4

d+ bq
4

dq
2

)v + (d+ dq
2

)q
2

λ+ (b + bq
2

)q
2

µ = 0. (26)

Let α, β, γ denote the following

α := acq
2

+ acq
4

+ aq
2

c+ aq
2

cq
4

+ aq
4

c+ aq
4

cq
2

(27)

β := bdq
2

+ bdq
4

+ bq
2

d+ bq
2

dq
4

+ bq
4

d+ bq
4

dq
2

(28)

γ := (bq
2

+ bq
4

)(cq
2

+ cq
4

) + (dq
2

+ dq
4

)(aq
2

+ aq
4

). (29)

3.1.1 α 6= 0 and β = 0

Theorem 3.1. If α 6= 0, β = 0, b ∈ Fq2 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. In this case F
(0)
1 +F

(2)
1 +F

(4)
1 reads au+ aq

2

uq2 + aq
4

u+ aq
4

uq2 . Note that a, c /∈ Fq2 otherwise α = 0. Thus

u = ρ(aq
2

+ aq
4

), for some ρ ∈ Fq2 . Now

F
(0)
1 (ρ(aq

2

+ aq
4

), v) = vq + bv + (aq
2+1 + aq

4+1 + a+ aq
4

)ρ,

from which we get

vq
2

= (aq
2+1bq + aq

4+1bq + abq + aq
4

bq)ρ+ (aq+q3 + aq
5+q + aq + aq

5

)ρq + bq+1v

vq
4

= (aq
2+1b2q+1 + aq

2+1bq + aq
4+1b2q+1 + ab2q+1 + abq + aq

4+q2bq + aq
2

bq + aq
4

b2q+1)ρ

+(aq
3+qbq+1 + aq

3+q + aq
5+qbq+1 + aqbq+1 + aq + aq

3+q5 + aq
3

+ aq
5

bq+1)ρq + b2q+2v.

Recalling that v + vq
2

+ vq
4

= 0, one gets

(b2(q+1) + bq+1 + 1)v = (aq
2+1b2q+1 + aq

4+1b2q+1 + aq
4+1bq + ab2q+1 + aq

4+q2bq + aq
2

bq + aq
4

b1+2q + aq
4

bq)ρ

+(aq+q3bq+1 + aq
5+qbq+1 + aq

5+q + aqbq+1 + aq
3+q5 + aq

3

+ aq
5

bq+1 + aq
5

)ρq.

If (b2(q+1) + bq+1 + 1) = 0 we have bq+1 = ωi, i = 1, 2, where 〈ω〉 = F4 6⊂ Fq, a contradiction to b ∈ Fq2 . Hence v
directly depends on ρ and thus System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Theorem 3.2. If α 6= 0, β = 0, d ∈ Fq2 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of previous theorem. Recall that a, c /∈ F
2
q otherwise α = 0.

In this case F
(0)
2 + F

(2)
2 + F

(4)
2 reads cu+ cq

2

uq2 + cq
4

u+ cq
4

uq2 = 0, and thus u = ρ(cq
2

+ cq
4

) for some ρ ∈ Fq2 .
Now

F
(0)
1 (ρ(cq

2

+ cq
4

), v) = vq + bv + (a(cq
2

+ cq
4

) + c+ cq
4

)ρ,

8



from which we get

vq
3

= a(bq
2+qcq

2

+ abq+q2cq
4

+ aq
2

c+ aq
2

cq
4

+ aq
2

cq
4

+ bq
2+qc+ bq

2+qcq
4

+ c+ cq
2

)ρ

+(aqbq
2

cq
3

+ aqbq
2

cq
5

+ bq
2

cq + bq
2

cq
5

)ρq + b1+q+q2v.

Since F
(4)
1 (ρ(cq

2

+ cq
4

), v) = 0, one gets

(bq
2+q+1 + bq

4+q+1 + b+ bq
4

)v + (abq
2+qcq

2

+ abq
2+qcq

4

+ abq
4+qcq

2

+ abq
4+qcq

4

+ acq
2

+ acq
4

+ aq
2

c+ aq
2

cq
4

+aq
4

c+ aq
4

cq
2

+ bq
2+qc+ bq

2+qcq
4

+ bq
4+qc+ bq

4+qcq
4

)ρ+ (b + bq
2

)q
2

(aq(c+ cq
2

)q
3

+ (c+ cq
2

)q
5

)ρq = 0. (30)

System (14) can be seen now as a linear system in the unknowns v, ρ, ρq and this shows that it has at most q3

solutions. Note that b+ bq
2

6= 0 and aq(c+ cq
2

)q
3

+ (c+ cq
2

)q
5

= 0 would imply

a =
(c+ cq

2

)q
4

(c+ cq2)q2
, aq

2

=
(c+ cq

2

)

(c+ cq2)q4
, aq

4

=
(c+ cq

2

)q
4

(c+ cq2)

and thus α = 0, a contradiction. Thus, the coefficient of ρq in Equation (30) is nonzero and the total number of
solutions of System (14) is at most q2.

Theorem 3.3. If α 6= 0, β = 0, b, d /∈ Fq2 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. From Equation (26) it follows

µ =
dq

2

+ dq
4

bq2 + bq4
λ

and thus, by Equation (25),

u := G(λ) = λ
(cq

2

+ cq
4

) + (aq
2

+ aq
4

)(dq
2

+ dq
4

)/(bq
2

+ bq
4

)

(aq2 + aq4)(c+ cq4) + (cq2 + cq4)(a+ aq4)
.

By F
(0)
1 = 0,

vq = au+ bv + uq2 = aG(λ) + bv + (G(λ))q
2

:= H(λ, v),

and thus in F
(0)
2 (G(λ), v) = cG(λ) + dv + (G(λ))q + (H(λ, v))q

3

= 0, after clearing the denominators, the coefficient
of v is

(b + bq
2

)q
5+q4+q3+q2 (d+ bq

2+q+1)αq+1.

If this coefficient is nonzero, then v can be written in terms of λ ∈ Fq2 and thus System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

On the other hand, by our assumptions, such a coefficient vanishes only if d = bq
2+q+1. The same argument applies

to F
(1)
1 (G(λ), v), whose coefficients in v is

(b + bq
2

)q
5+q4+q3+q2 (bq

3+q2+q+1 + bq+1 + 1)αq+1.

Thus, from now on we may assume d = bq
2+q+1 and bq

3+q2+q+1 + bq+1 + 1 = 0. Note that bq
2+2q+1 + bq+1 + 1 6= 0

otherwise bq
3+q2+q+1 + bq+1 + 1 = 0 would imply b ∈ Fq2 , a contradiction.

Imposing that bq
3

= (bq+1 + 1)/bq
2+q+1 one gets that, after clearing the denominators, in F

(3)
1 (G(λ), v) the

coefficient of λq is
(b+ bq

2

)3(bq
2+2q+1 + bq+1 + 1)αL(a, b, c),
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where

L(a, b, c) := aq
3+qbq

2+2q+1 + aq
3+qbq

2+q + aq
3+q + aq

5+qbq
2+2q+1 + aq

5+qbq
2+q + aq

5+q + aqbq
2+2q+1cq

3

+

+aqbq
2+2q+1cq

5

+ aqbq
2+2q+1 + aqbq+1cq

3

+ aqbq+1cq
5

+ aqbq
2+q + aqcq

3

+ aqcq
5

+ aq +

+aq
5

bq
2+2q+1 + aq

5

bq
2+q + aq

5

+ bq
2+2q+1cq + bq

2+2q+1cq
5

+ bq+1cq + bq+1cq
5

+ cq + cq
5

. (31)

If such a coefficient is nonzero we can obtain a nonzero linear equation involving λ, λq, and v and thus System (14)
has at most q2 solutions. By direct computations, after clearing the denominators,

L(a, b, c) + (L(a, b, c))q
2

+ (L(a, b, c))q
4

= (bq
2+2q+1 + bq+1 + 1)αq

and thus L(a, b, c) 6= 0 and System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

3.1.2 α = 0 and β 6= 0

Theorem 3.4. If α = 0, β 6= 0, a ∈ Fq2 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. In this case F
(0)
1 + F

(2)
1 + F

(4)
1 reads bv + bq

2

vq
2

+ bq
4

v + bq
4

vq
2

. Note that b, d /∈ Fq2 otherwise β = 0. Thus

v = ρ(bq
2

+ bq
4

), for some ρ ∈ Fq2 . Now,

F
(0)
2 (u, ρ(bq

2

+ bq
4

)) = uq + cu+ (Bq +Bq5 )ρq + d(bq
2

+ bq
4

)ρ.

Thus, the substitution uq = H(u, ρ) := cu + (Bq + Bq5)ρq + d(bq
2

+ bq
4

)ρ makes System (14) a system in u, ρ, ρq.
If one among the coefficients of u, ρ, ρq is nonzero, such a system and thus System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

We consider the coefficients of v in F
(0)
1 (u, ρ), and F

(2)
1 (u, ρ) together with the coefficient of ρq in F

(0)
1 (u, ρ) and

F
(4)
2 (u, ρ). If they all vanish then



















a+ cq+1 = 0

acq+1 + cq+1 + 1 = 0

bqcq + bq
3

dq + bq
3

+ bq
5

cq + bq
5

dq + bq
5

= 0

bqcq
2+q + bqcq

4+q + bq
3

cq
2

dq + bq
3

cq
4

dq + bq
5

cq
2+q + bq

5

cq
4+q + bq

5

cq
2

dq + bq
5

cq
4

dq = 0.

(32)

First note that c = 0 yields a = 0, a contradiction to the second equation of System (32). So c 6= 0. Also, a = cq+1,
cq+1 = ωi, i = 1, 2. The last equation gives

bq = ω2bq
3

cdq + ω2bq
5

cdq + bq
5

,

and thus bqcq + bq
3

dq + bq
3

+ bq
5

cq + bq
5

dq + bq
5

= 0 yields c(bq
3

+ bq
5

) = 0, a contradiction. This means that not all
the coefficients in v, ρ, ρq can vanish simultaneously and the claim follows.

Theorem 3.5. If α = 0, β 6= 0, c ∈ Fq2 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. In this case F
(0)
2 + F

(2)
2 + F

(4)
2 reads dv + dq

2

vq
2

+ dq
4

v + dq
4

vq
2

. Note that b, d /∈ Fq2 otherwise β = 0. Thus

v = ρ(dq
2

+ dq
4

), for some ρ ∈ Fq2 . Also, Now

F
(0)
2 (u, ρ(dq

2

+ dq
4

)) = cu+ dq
2+1ρ+ dq

4+1ρ+ dqρq + dq
5

ρq + uq.
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It follows that

uq2 = cq+1u+ cqdq
2+1ρ+ cqdq

4+1ρ+ cqdqρq + cqdq
5

ρq + dρ+ dq
3+qρq + dq

5+qρq + dq
2

ρ

uq4 = c2q+2u+ c2q+1dq
2+1ρ+ c2q+1dq

4+1ρ+ c2q+1dqρq + c2q+1dq
5

ρq + cq+1dρ+ cq+1dq
3+qρq + cq+1dq

5+qρq +

+cq+1dq
2

ρ+ cqdq
2+1ρ+ cqdqρq + cqdq

4+q2ρ+ cqdq
3

ρq + dq
3+qρq + dq

2

ρ+ dq
5+q3ρq + dq

4

ρ.

Recalling that u+ uq2 + uq4 = 0 one gets

(c2q+2 + cq+1 + 1)u= c2q+1dq
2+1ρ+ c2q+1dq

4+1ρ+ c2q+1dqρq + c2q+1dq
5

ρq + cq+1dρ+ cq+1dq
3+qρq + cq+1dq

5+qρq +

+cq+1dq
2

ρ+ cqdq
4+1ρ+ cqdq

4+q2ρ+ cqdq
3

ρq + cqdq
5

ρq + dρ+ dq
5+qρq + dq

5+q3ρq + dq
4

ρ.

Since c2q+2 + cq+1 + 1 = 0 would imply cq+1 = ωi, i = 1, 2, a contradiction to c ∈ Fq2 (since F4 6⊂ Fq), u depends on
ρ ∈ Fq2 and thus System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Theorem 3.6. If α = 0, β 6= 0, a, c /∈ Fq2 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. From Equation (25) it follows

µ =
(cq

2

+ cq
4

)λ

aq2 + aq4
,

and thus, by Equation (26),

v = G(λ) :=

(

(dq
2

+ dq
4

)λ + (bq
2

+ bq
4

)
(cq

2

+ cq
4

)λ

aq2 + aq4

)

/
(

bdq
2

+ bdq
4

+ bq
2

d+ bq
2

dq
4

+ bq
4

d+ bq
4

dq
2
)

.

By F
(0)
2 = 0,

uq = cu+ dv + vq
3

= dG(λ) + cu+ (G(λ))q
3

=: H(λ, u),

and thus in F
(0)
1 (u,G(λ)) = 0, after clearing the denominators, the coefficient of u is a(a + aq

2

)q
3+q2βq+1, which is

nonzero. Therefore, u can be written in terms of λ ∈ Fq2 and thus System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

3.1.3 α = 0 = β, γ = 0

We want to prove that 2-dimensional subspaces of this type are contained in a 3-dimensional subspace fixed by

x −→ xq2 . Note that if a, b ∈ Fq2 or c, d ∈ Fq2 then respectively F
(0)
1 (u, v) = 0 or F

(0)
2 (u, v) = 0 is the subspace we

are looking for.
- Case c /∈ Fq2 . Let λ := (a+ aq

2

)/(c+ cq
2

). From α = 0 we obtain λ ∈ Fq2 . Then

Fλ(u, v) : = F
(0)
1 (u, v) + F

(2)
1 (u, v) + λ(F

(0)
2 (u, v) + F

(2)
2 (u, v))

= (a+ cλ)u+ λuq + (aq
2

+ cq
2

λ)uq2 + λuq3 + (b + dλ)v + (λ + 1)vq + (bq
2

+ dq
2

λ)vq
2

+ vq
3

.

From the definition on λ we have (a+cλ) ∈ Fq2 . If d /∈ Fq2 then from β = 0 and γ = 0 we obtain λ = (b+bq
2

)/(d+dq
2

),
and so (b + dλ) ∈ Fq2 . If d ∈ Fq2 from γ = 0 we obtain b ∈ Fq2 , and so (b + dλ) ∈ Fq2 . Hence, in all the cases

Fλ(u, v) = 0 defines a 3-dimensional subspace fixed by x −→ xq2 .

- Case c ∈ Fq2 . We have d /∈ Fq2 and so from γ = 0 we obtain a ∈ Fq2 . Let λ := (b + bq
2

)/(d + dq
2

) and

analogously to the previous case we obtain that Fλ(u, v) = 0 defines a 3-dimensional subspace fixed by x −→ xq2 .
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Note that our objective in this subsection is to establish that every 2-dimensional subspace W has a weight of at
most 3 in U . Specifically, if W is stabilized by the map x −→ xq2 , then it possesses an even weight, thus at most 2.
Conversely, if W is not stabilized by x −→ xq2 , we have just demonstrated the existence of a 3-dimensional subspace
containing W , which is stabilized by x −→ xq2 . Consequently, we can apply Theorem 2.4.

Theorem 3.7. If α = β = γ = 0, and one among a, b, c, d is not in Fq2 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. Observe that if the 2-dimensional subspace W defined by F
(0)
1 (u, v) = F

(0)
2 (u, v) = 0 is not fixed by x −→ xq2

we can apply Theorem 2.4. So we can consider W fixed by x −→ xq2 . Let us divide the proof in several cases.
Case 1. a /∈ Fq2 : we have



















au+ bv + uq2 + vq = 0

auq2 + bvq
2

+ u+ uq2 + vq
3

= 0

aq
2

uq2 + bq
2

vq
2

+ u+ uq2 + vq
3

= 0

cu+ dv + uq + vq
3

= 0.

Summing the second and third equation we obtain

u =
b+ bq

4

a+ aq4
v,

and substituting it into the fourth equation we obtain a bound on the solutions (u, v) of q3. Using Lemma 2.2 the
claim follows.

Case 2. b /∈ Fq2 : we have


















au+ bv + uq2 + vq = 0

auq2 + bvq
2

+ u+ uq2 + vq
3

= 0

aq
2

uq2 + bq
2

vq
2

+ u+ uq2 + vq
3

= 0

cu+ dv + uq + vq
3

= 0.

Analogously to the previous case we obtain

v =
a+ aq

4

b+ bq4
u,

and substituting it into the fourth equation we obtain a bound on the solutions (u, v) of q3. Using Lemma 2.2 the
claim follows.

Case 3. c /∈ Fq2 : we have


















cu+ dv + uq + vq
3

= 0

cuq2 + dvq
2

+ uq3 + vqvq
3

= 0

cq
2

uq2 + dq
2

vq
2

+ uq3 + vqvq
3

= 0

au+ bv + uq2 + vq = 0.

Summing the second and third equation we obtain

u =
d+ dq

4

c+ cq4
v,

and substituting it into the fourth equation we obtain a bound on the solutions (u, v) of q2.
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Case 4. d /∈ Fq2 : we have


















cu+ dv + uq + vq
3

= 0

cuq2 + dvq
2

+ uq3 + vqvq
3

= 0

cq
2

uq2 + dq
2

vq
2

+ uq3 + vqvq
3

= 0

au+ bv + uq2 + vq = 0.

Analogously to the previous case we obtain

v =
c+ cq

4

d+ dq4
u,

and substituting it into the fourth equation we obtain a bound on the solutions (u, v) of q2.

Theorem 3.8. If α = β = γ = 0, and a, b, c, d ∈ Fq2 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. Consider














































au+ bv + uq2 + vq = 0

cu+ dv + uq + vq
3

= 0

aquq + bqvq + uq3 + vq
2

= 0

cquq + dqvq + uq2 + v + vq
2

= 0

auq2 + bvq
2

+ u+ uq2 + vq
3

= 0

cuq2 + dvq
2

+ uq3 + vq + vq
3

= 0

aquq3 + bqvq
3

+ uq + uq3 + v + vq
2

= 0.

From the third, second and first equations, we derive respectively uq3 , uq, uq2 which we substitute into the others,
obtaining



















au+ bv + cq+1u+ cqdv + cqvq
3

+ dqvq + v + vq + vq
2

= 0

a2u+ abv + au+ avq + bv + bvq
2

+ u+ vq + vq
3

= 0

acu+ aqcu+ aqdv + aqvq
3

+ bcv + bqvq + cvq + dvq
2

+ vq + vq
2

+ vq
3

= 0

a2qcu+ a2qdv + a2qvq
3

+ aqbqvq + aqcu+ aqdv + aqvq
2

+ aqvq
3

+ bqvq + bqvq
3

+ cu+ dv + v + vq
3

= 0.

We divide the proof in several cases.
-Case a2 + a+ 1 6= 0
From the second equation we derive u, and substituting in the first and third we obtain

(a2cqd+ a2 + abcq+1 + acqd+ a+ bcq+1 + b+ cqd+ 1)v + (a2dq + acq+1 + adq + cq+1 + dq + 1)vq +

(a2 + ab+ a+ bcq+1 + 1)vq
2

+ (a2cq + acq + a+ cq+1 + cq)vq
3

= 0, (33)

(aq+2d+ aq+1bc+ aq+1d+ aqbc+ aqd+ bc)v + (a2bq + a2 + aq+1c+ abq + a+ aqc+ bq + c+ 1)vq +

(a2d+ a2 + abc+ ad+ a+ aqbc+ d+ 1)vq
2

+ (aq+2 + a2 + aq+1 + ac+ a+ aqc+ aq + 1)vq
3

= 0. (34)

Consider that if any of these coefficients is non-zero, then one of these equations would impose a limit of q3

solutions (u, v), as per the preceding observation.
Let us assume for the sake of contradiction that all of these coefficients vanish. It is worth noting that cq+1 6= a,

as otherwise a2 + ab+ a+ bcq+1 +1 6= 0. Similarly, observe that c 6= 0, as otherwise a2cq + acq + a+ cq+1 + cq would
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equal a, which contradicts the condition a2 + ab+ a+ bcq+1 +1 6= 0. Hence, we deduce c = (a2cq + acq + a+ cq)/cq.

We can substitute c in the coefficient of vq
3

of the polynomial (34) and obtain

a3cq + a2 + aq+1 + cq = 0.

Note that in this case a3 = 1 if and only if a = 1. Substituting a = 1 in the coefficient of vq
3

in (33), we obtain
cq+1 + cq +1 = 0, and raising it to the q-power we also have cq+1 + c+1 = 0. Summing the two equations we obtain
c ∈ Fq, and so c2 + c + 1 = 0, that implies c ∈ F4 \ F2, a contradiction observing that Fq2 ∩ F4 = F2. So let a 6= 1.

We obtain cq = (a2 + aq+1)/(a3 + 1), so also c = (a2q + aq+1)/(a3q + 1). Substituting it in the coefficient of vq
3

in
(34) we obtain

a(a2q+1 + ωaq+1 + ωa+ ωa2q + ωaq + 1)(a2q+1 + ω2aq+1 + ω2a+ ω2a2q + ω2aq + 1) = 0.

Obviously a 6= 0. Our aim is to prove that the two other factors are nonzero.
Assume a2q+1 + ωaq+1 + ωa+ ωa2q + ωaq + 1 = 0. Raising it to the q-power one gets aq+2 + ω2aq+1 + ω2aq +

ω2a2 + ω2a+ 1 = 0. Combining the two equations, we obtain

(aq + ω2)(a+ ω)(a+ aq) = 0.

Note that a 6= ω, ω2 since a2+a+1 6= 0, so we obtain a ∈ Fq. Substituting it in a2q+1+ωaq+1+ωa+ωa2q+ωaq+1 = 0
we obtain a3 = 1, a contradiction.

Assume now a2q+1 +ω2aq+1+ω2a+ω2a2q +ω2aq +1 = 0. Raising it to the q-power also aq+2+ω2aq+1+ω2aq +
ω2a2 + ω2a+ 1. Analogously to the previous case we obtain a contradiction, since summing the two we obtain

(aq + ω)(a+ ω2)(a+ aq) = 0.

-Case a = ω
The system reads



















ωu+ bv + cq+1u+ cqdv + cqvq
3

+ dqvq + v + vq + vq
2

= 0

ω2bv + ω2vq + bvq
2

+ vq
3

= 0

cu+ ω2dv + ω2vq
3

+ bcv + bqvq + cvq + dvq
2

+ vq + vq
2

+ vq
3

= 0

v + ωbqvq + ω2vq
2

+ bqvq
3

= 0.

We have

0 = bq(ω2bv + ω2vq + bvq
2

+ vq
3

) + (v + ωbqvq + ω2vq
2

+ bqvq
3

) = (ω2bq+1 + 1)v + bqvq + (bq+1 + ω2)vq
2

.

Since this polynomial equation cannot vanish, we have at most q2 solutions v. The coefficients of u in the first and
third equations are ω + cq+1 and c, respectively. Since they cannot both vanish simultaneously, the claim follows.

-Case a = ω2

This case is analogous to the previous one since the system reads



















ω2u+ bv + cq+1u+ cqdv + cqvq
3

+ dqvq + v + vq + vq
2

= 0

ωbv + ωvq + bvq
2

+ vq
3

= 0

cu+ ωdv + ωvq
3

+ bcv + bqvq + cvq + dvq
2

+ vq + vq
2

+ vq
3

= 0

v + ω2bqvq + ωvq
2

+ bqvq
3

= 0.

Proceeding as before, we obtain the claim.
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3.1.4 α = 0 = β, γ 6= 0

Theorem 3.9. If α = β = 0 and γ 6= 0 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. First note that the condition γ 6= 0 implies λ = 0 = µ. Also, any solution (u, v) of System (14) satisfies



















au+ aq
2

uq2 + aq
4

u+ aq
4

uq2 = 0

bv + bq
2

vq
2

+ bq
4

v + bq
4

vq
2

= 0

cu+ cq
2

uq2 + cq
4

u+ cq
4

uq2 = 0

dv + dq
2

vq
2

+ dq
4

v + dq
4

vq
2

= 0

.

We consider two cases.

(a) b or c in Fq2 . Since γ 6= 0, a, d /∈ Fq2 . In this case

au+ aq
2

uq2 + aq
4

u+ aq
4

uq2 = 0, dv + dq
2

vq
2

+ dq
4

v + dq
4

vq
2

= 0,

and thus

uq2 =
a+ aq

2

aq2 + aq4
u, vq

2

=
d+ dq

2

dq2 + dq4
v, vq

3

=
dq + dq

3

dq3 + dq5
vq.

Condition F
(0)
1 (u, v) = 0 reads

(aq
2+1 + aq

4+1 + a+ aq
4

)u = aq
2

bv + aq
2

vq + aq
4

bv + aq
4

vq.

If aq
2+1 + aq

4+1 + a+ aq
4

6= 0, then System (14) has at most q2 solutions. If aq
2+1 + aq

4+1 + a+ aq
4

= 0 then

aq
2

bv + aq
2

vq + aq
4

bv + aq
4

vq = 0 which yields vq = bv. Thus,

F
(0)
2 (u, v) = bq

2+q+1v + cu+ dv + uq = 0,

again providing at most q2 solutions for System (14).

(b) b, c /∈ Fq2 . In this case

bv + bq
2

vq
2

+ bq
4

v + bq
4

vq
2

= 0, cu+ cq
2

uq2 + cq
4

u+ cq
4

uq2 = 0.

The argument is the same as in the previous case. In particular

uq2 =
c+ cq

2

cq2 + cq4
u, vq

2

=
b+ bq

2

bq2 + bq4
v, vq

3

=
bq + bq

3

bq3 + bq5
vq.

Condition F
(0)
1 (u, v) = 0 reads

(acq
2

+ acq
4

+ c+ cq
4

)u = bcq
2

v + bcq
4

v + cq
2

vq + cq
4

vq.

If acq
2

+ acq
4

+ c + cq
4

6= 0, then System (14) has at most q2 solutions. If acq
2

+ acq
4

+ c + cq
4

= 0 then

bcq
2

v + bcq
4

v + cq
2

vq + cq
4

vq = 0 which yields vq = bv. Thus,

F
(0)
2 (u, v) = bq

2+q+1v + cu+ dv + uq = 0,

again providing at most q2 solutions for System (14).
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3.1.5 α 6= 0 6= β

Theorem 3.10. If α, β 6= 0 then System (14) has at most q2 solutions.

Proof. First, observe that a, b, c, d /∈ Fq2 , otherwise at least one among α and β would vanish. Also from Equations
(25) and (26),

u =
aq

2

µ+ aq
4

µ+ cq
2

λ+ cq
4

λ

acq2 + acq4 + aq2c+ aq2cq4 + aq4c+ aq4cq2
,

v =
bq

2

µ+ bq
4

µ+ dq
2

λ+ dq
4

λ

bdq2 + bdq4 + bq2d+ bq2dq4 + bq4d+ bq4dq2
.

This shows that System (14) has at most q4 solutions. Now we can consider the corresponding linear system in
λ, λq , µ, µq arising from System (14). Note that the number of solutions of this linear system (in terms of λ, λq , µ, µq)
is precisely the number of solutions (in u, v) of System (14).

After clearing the denominators, the coefficient of λq in

F
(0)
1 (u, v) = 0

is (d + dq
2

)q
3

αβ 6= 0. Thus we can determine λq in terms of λ, µ, µq. By F
(2)
1 (u, v) = 0 this gives a linear equation

in λ, µ, µq whose coefficient, after clearing the denominators, in µq is α2βq+2 6= 0. This shows that the system in
λ, λq , µ, µq, and thus System (14), has at most q2 solutions.

3.2 Case W represented by (13)

Theorem 3.11. For any choice a, b1, b2, b3 ∈ Fq6 the 2-dimensional space defined by

{

au+ v = 0

b0u+ b2w + b3t = 0

has at most weight 2.

Proof. Our aim is to prove that the system below has at most q2 solutions (u, v) for any a, b0, b2, b3 ∈ Fq6











au+ v = 0

b0u+ b2u
q2 + b2v

q + b3u
q + b3v

q3 = 0

u+ uq2 + uq4 = v + vq
2

+ vq
4

= 0.

This is equivalent to


















v = au

b0u+ b2u
q2 + aqb2u

q + b3u
q + aq

3

b3u
q3 = 0

au+ aq
2

uq2 + aq
4

uq4 = 0

u+ uq2 + uq4 = 0.

Note that if a /∈ Fq2 , we obtain

(a+ aq
4

)u+ (aq
2

+ aq
4

)uq2 = 0.

This limits the number of u to q2, and since v depends on u, we obtain the same bound on the solutions (u, v) of the
system.
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Now we study the case a ∈ Fq2 . First, observe that a = 0 is trivial. So consider a ∈ F
∗
q2 . The system reads











v = au

b0u+ b2u
q2 + aqb2u

q + b3u
q + aqb3u

q3 = 0

u+ uq2 + uq4 = 0.

In this case, the 2-dimensional subspace defined by
{

v = au

b0u+ b2u
q2 + b2v

q + b3u
q + b3v

q3 = 0

has at most weight 3 and is contained in v − au = 0, that is fixed by x −→ xq2 . So, by Theorem 2.4 the claim
follows.

4 The Delsarte dual

In [10, Section 3], another type of duality has been introduced. Let U be an n-dimensional Fq-subspace of a vector
space V = V (k, qm), with n > k. By [14, Theorems 1, 2] (see also [13, Theorem 1]), there is an embedding of V in
Z = V (n, qm) with Z = V ⊕Γ for some (n−k)-dimensional Fqm-subspace Γ such that U = 〈W,Γ〉Fq

∩V , where W is a
n-dimensional Fq-subspace of Z, 〈W 〉Fqm

= Z and Γ∩V = W ∩Γ = {0}. Then the quotient space Z/Γ is isomorphic
to V and under this isomorphism U is the image of the Fq-subspace W + Γ of Z/Γ. Now, let β′ : W ×W → Fq be a
non-degenerate bilinear form on W . Then β′ can be extended to a non-degenerate bilinear form β : Z × Z → Fqm .
Let ⊥ and ⊥′ be the orthogonal complement maps defined by β and β′ on the lattice of Fqm -subspaces of Z and of
Fq-subspaces of W , respectively. The k-dimensional Fq-subspace W +Γ⊥ of the quotient space Z/Γ⊥ will be denoted
by Ū and we call it the Delsarte dual of U with respect to β′. By [10, Remark 3.7], up to GL(n, q)-equivalence, the
Delsarte dual of an n-dimensional Fq-subspace does not depend on the choice of the non-degenerate bilinear form on
W . By [10, Theorem 3.3], the Delsarte dual of a maximum 2-scattered of a vector space V = V (4, q6) is a maximum
2-scattered subspace of a vector space isomorphic to V .

Proposition 4.1. The Fq-subspace U and its Delsarte dual Ū are GL(4, q6)-equivalent

Proof. Let U = U1 be the maximum 2-scattered of V = F
4
q6 , q = 22h+1, defined in (2). Using the notations above

we can embed V in Z = F
8
q6 in such a way that

V =
{

(Y0, Y1, Y2, Y3, 0, 0, 0, 0) : Y0, Y1, Y2, Y4 ∈ Fq4
}

,

W =
{

(x, y, xq, yq, xq2 , yq
2

, xq3 , yq
3

) : x, y ∈ Fq6 , Trq6/q2(x) = Trq6/q2(y) = 0
}

,

Γ =
{

(0, 0, X2, X3, X3, X5, X6, X2) : X2, X3, X5, X6 ∈ Fq4
}

.

Note that W is an 8-dimensional Fq-subspace with 〈W 〉F
q6

= Z. Indeed W = W1 ⊕W2, where

W1 =
{

(x, 0, xq, 0, xq2 , 0, xq3 , 0) : x ∈ Fq6 , Trq6/q2(x) = 0
}

,

W2 =
{

(0, y, 0, yq, 0, yq
2

, 0, yq
3

) : y ∈ Fq6 , Trq6/q2(y) = 0
}

.

Also, dimF
q6
〈W1〉 = dimF

q6
〈W2〉 = 4. This is a consequence of the fact that the set T = {x ∈ Fq6 : Trq6/q2(x) = 0}

is a 4-dimensional Fq-subspace of Fq6 . So let {t1, t2, t3, t4} be an Fq-basis of it. The vectors
{

(t1, 0, t
q
1, 0, t

q2

1 , 0, tq
3

1 , 0), (t2, 0, t
q
2, 0, t

q2

2 , 0, tq
3

2 , 0), (t3, 0, t
q
3, 0, t

q2

3 , 0, tq
3

3 , 0), (t4, 0, t
q
4, 0, t

q2

4 , 0, tq
3

4 , 0)
}
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and
{

(0, t1, 0, t
q
1, 0, t

q2

1 , 0, tq
3

1 ), (0, t2, 0, t
q
2, 0, t

q2

2 , 0, tq
3

2 ), (0, t3, 0, t
q
3, 0, t

q2

3 , 0, tq
3

3 ), (0, t4, 0, t
q
4, 0, t

q2

4 , 0, tq
3

4 )
}

are Fq6 -independent.
In fact, the rank of the four vectors

(t1, 0, t
q
1, 0, t

q2

1 , 0, tq
3

1 , 0), (t2, 0, t
q
2, 0, t

q2

2 , 0, tq
3

2 , 0), (t3, 0, t
q
3, 0, t

q2

3 , 0, tq
3

3 , 0), (t4, 0, t
q
4, 0, t

q2

4 , 0, tq
3

4 , 0)

is four if and only if the determinant of

M(t1, t2, t3, t4) :=











t1 tq1 tq
2

1 tq
3

1

t2 tq2 tq
2

2 tq
3

2

t3 tq3 tq
2

3 tq
3

3

t4 tq4 tq
2

4 tq
3

4











does not vanish. The matrix above is a so-called square Moore matrix, the q-analog of the Vandermonde matrix
introduced by Moore [16]. It is well known that det(M(t1, t2, t3, t4)) = 0 if and only if t1, t2, t3, t4 are Fq-linearly
dependent. Since {t1, t2, t3, t4} are Fq-independent, dimF

q6
〈W1〉 = dimF

q6
〈W2〉 = 4. Straightforward computations

show that U is GL(4, q6) equivalent to

〈W,Γ〉Fq
∩ V =

{

(x, y, xq + yq
3

, yq + xq2 , 0, 0, 0, 0) : x, y ∈ Fq6 , Trq6/q2(x) = Trq6/q2(y) = 0
}

.

Let (x,y) := (x, y, xq, yq, xq2 , yq
2

, xq3 , yq
3

), with Trq6/q2(x) = Trq6/q2 (y) = 0, and consider the bilinear form β′

on W defined as
β′((x,y), (u,v)) = Trq6/q(xv − uy).

Then β′ can be extended to the non-degenerate bilinear form β of Z defined as:

β (X,Y) = X0Y4 +X4Y0 +X1Y5 +X5Y1 +X2Y6 +X6Y2 +X3Y7 +X7Y3,

where X = (X0, X1, X2, X3, X4, X5, X6, X7) and Y = (Y0, Y1, Y2, Y3, Y4, Y5, Y6, Y7). Then

Γ⊥ =
{

(Z0, 0, 0, Z3, Z4, Z5, Z3, Z0) : Z0, Z3, Z4, Z5 ∈ Fq6
}

.

Hence, the Delsarte dual Ū = 〈W,Γ⊥〉Fq
∩∆, where

∆ =
{

(X0, X1, X2, X3, 0, 0, 0, 0) : X0, X1, X2, X3 ∈ Fq6
}

,

turns out to be

Ū =
{

(x+ yq
3

, y, xq, yq + xq3 , 0, 0, 0, 0) : x, y ∈ Fq6 ,Trq6/q2(x) = Trq6/q2(y) = 0
}

=
{

(zq + zq
3

+ tq
3

, t, z, tq + zq
2

, 0, 0, 0, 0) : t, z ∈ Fq6 ,Trq6/q2(z) = Trq6/q2(t) = 0
}

.

Since








1 1 1 0
1 1 0 1
1 1 1 1
1 0 1 0

















x
y

xq2 + yq

xq + yq
3









=









z
t

zq
2

+ tq

zq + zq
3

+ tq
3









,

with Trq6/q2(x) = Trq6/q2(y) = Trq6/q2(z) = Trq6/q2(t) = 0, the proof is now complete.
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5 Rank-metric codes

Rank-metric codes were originally introduced by Delsarte in the late 70’s [11], and then resumed a few years later
by Gabidulin in [12].

Let m,n ∈ N be two positive integers such that m,n ≥ 2, and let q be a prime power. Let F
n
qm be the vector

space of dimension n over the Galois field Fqm . Let consider v = (v1, v2, ..., vn) ∈ F
n
qm , the rank weight of v is defined

as
ωrk(v) = dim〈v1, v2, . . . , vn〉Fq

.

A rank-metric code C ⊆ F
n
qm of length n, is a subset of Fn

qm considered as a vector space endowed with the metric
defined by the map

d(v, w) = ωrk(v − w),

where v and w ∈ F
n
qm . Elements of C are called codewords. A linear rank-metric code C is an Fqm-subspace of Fn

qm

endowed with the rank metric. If C ⊆ F
n
qm is a linear rank-metric code, the minimum distance between two distinct

codewords of C is
d = d(C) = min{ωrk(v) | v ∈ C \ {0}}.

A linear rank-metric code C ⊆ F
n
qm of length n, dimension k and minimum distance d, is referred in the literature

as to an [n, k, d]qm/q code, or as to an [n, k]qm/q code, depending on whether the minimum distance is known or
not. These parameters are related by an inequality, which is known as the Singleton-like bound. Precisely, if C is an
[n, k, d]qm/q code, then

mk ≤ min{m(n− d+ 1), n(m− d+ 1)}, (35)

see [11].
Codes attaining this bound with equality are calledmaximum rank distance (MRD) codes, and they are considered

to be optimal, due to their largest possible error-correction capability. From the classification of Fqm-linear isometry
(see [7]), we say that two [n, k, d]qm/q codes C1, C2 are (linearly) equivalent if there exist A ∈ GL(n, q) and a ∈ F

∗
qm

such that
C2 = aC1 ·A = {avA : v ∈ C1}.

The geometric counterpart of non-degenerate rank-metric codes (that is, the columns of any generator matrix of
C are Fq-linearly independent) are the q-systems. Let U be an Fq-subspace of F

k
qm and let H be an Fqm-subspace of

F
k
qm . The weight of H in U is wtU (H) = dimFq

(H ∩ U). Assume now that U has dimension n over Fq.

We say that U is an [n, k, d]qm/q system if 〈U〉Fqm
= F

k
qm and

d = n−max{wtU (H) : H ⊆ F
k
qm with dimFqm

(H) = k − 1}.

More generally, for each 1 ≤ ρ ≤ k − 1, the parameters

dρ = n−max{wtU (H) : H ⊆ F
k
qm with dimFqm

(H) = k − ρ},

are known as the ρ-generalized rank weight of the system U ; see [17, Definition 4].
As before, if the parameter d is not relevant, we will write that U is an [n, k]qm/q system. Furthermore, when

none of the parameters is relevant, we will generically refer to U as to a q-system.
Two [n, k, d]qm/q systems U1, U2 are (linearly) equivalent if there exists A ∈ GL(k, qm) such that

U1 ·A := {uA : u ∈ U1} = U2.

In [17], a one-to-one correspondence between the equivalence class of non-degenerate codes and the equivalence
class of the q-systems, is established. Moreover, under this correspondence that associates an [n, k, d]qm/q code

C to an [n, k, d]qm/q system U , codewords of C of rank weight w correspond to Fqm -hyperplanes H of Fk
qm with
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wtU (H) = n− w. Also, if C is the [n, k, d]qm/q code associated to U , the ρ-generalized weight of C is simply defined
as the ρ-generalized weight of the associated system U . It is easy to see that the first generalized weight d1 of C,
coincides with its minimum distance d.

We have the following definitions; see [15].

Definition 5.1. Let ρ be a positive integer. An [n, k]qm/q code C is ρ-MRD if dρ(C) = n− k + ρ.

Notice that if an [n, k]qm/q code C is ρ-MRD for some ρ, then it is also ρ′-MRD for every ρ ≤ ρ′ ≤ k.
From [15, Remark 2.12], a 1-MRD code is also an MRD code, whereas an MRD code is not necessarily 1-MRD.

Also, for ρ ≥ 2, there is very little known about ρ-MRD codes which are not 1-MRD.

Definition 5.2. An [n, k]qm/q code C is called near MRD if d(C) = n− k and dρ(C) = n− k+ ρ for every 2 ≤ ρ ≤ k.

Proposition 5.3. Let C be an [8, 4, 4]q6/q MRD code associated with Us as in (2). Then d2 = 6.

Proof. The value of d2 follows from the fact that Us is 2-scattered.

From the previous proposition and Definitions 5.1 and 5.2 we get the following result.

Corollary 5.4. Let C be an [8, 4, 4]q6/q MRD associated with Us as in (2). Then C is a 2-MRD code but not a
1-MRD code.

Remark 5.5. The code corresponding to Us as described in (2) resolves the question raised in [15, Section 5.2]
regarding the search for an [8, 4, 4]q6/q near Maximum Rank Distance (MRD) code.

Remark 5.6. Since there exist maximum 2-scattered Fq-subspaces in an Fq6 -space of dimension 3 and 4, by [10,
Theorem 2.5], there exist maximum 2-scattered Fq-subspaces in V (r, q6), with r ≥ 3 and r 6= 5, q = 2h, with h odd.
Also, if C is the associated [2r, r, 4]q6/q MRD code then dr−2(C) = 2r− 2, i.e. it is an (r− 2)-MRD but not a 1-MRD.
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