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

Daniele Bartoli* Francesco Ghiandonil Alessandro Giannonif 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 F4-subspaces in V (r, q6) whenever r > 3, r # 5, and ¢ 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 ¢ be a prime power and r,n € N. Let V be a vector
space of dimension r over Fyn. For any k-dimensional Fg-vector subspace U of V, the set L(U) defined by the
non-zero vectors of U is called an Fy-linear set of A = PG(V, ¢") of rank k, i.e.

L(U) ={(u)g,, :uecU\{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 IFy-vector subspace defining it simultaneously.

Let 2 = PG(W,F4n) be a subspace of A and let L(U) be an Fy-linear set of A. We say that Q has weight ¢ in
L(U) if dimp, (W NU) = i. Thus a point of A belongs to L(U) if and only if it has weight at least 1. Moreover, for
any Fg-linear set L(U) of rank k,
¢" -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 F-subpace of V. A scattered Fy-linear set L(U) of highest possible rank is called a mazimum scattered
F,-linear set (and U is said to be a mazimum scattered Fg-subspace).

Recently, scattered and maximum scattered subspaces have been investigated and constructed via suitable poly-

nomial descriptions. This approach started in [I8]. For every n-dimensional F,-subspace U of Fgn x Fgn there exist a

ILU)] <

suitable basis of Fgn x Fgn and an F-linearized polynomial f(z) = > Azt € Fyn[x] of degree less than ¢™ such that
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U= {(z, f(z)) : * € Fgn}. Following this description, maximum scattered linear sets in PG(1,¢") can be described
via the so-called scattered polynomials; [I8]. Generalizations of these connections led to the index description of
scattered polynomials [6] and scattered sequences [3L[5].

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

Definition 1.1. Let V be an r-dimensional Fyn -vector space. An F;-subspace U of V is called h-scattered, 0 < h <
r—1, if (U)r,. =V and each h-dimensional Fn-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 mazximum h-scattered subspace.

With this definition, the 1-scattered subspaces are the scattered subspaces generating V over Fgn. When h =17,
the described definition holds true for n-dimensional F,-subspaces of V', which define subgeometries of PG(V,Fgn).
If h =7 —1 and dimp, U = n, then U defines a scattered F,-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 [T0, Theorem 2.3] it has been proved that for an h-scattered subspace U of V(r,q¢™), if U does not define a
subgeometry, then

dimg, U < th‘ (1)

The h-scattered subspaces whose dimension reaches Bound () will be called mazimum 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,¢") in F,-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, ¢") reaching Bound () and maximum (n —h — 2)-
scattered subspaces of V(rn/(h + 1) — r,q") reaching Bound (IJ). This enabled constructions even when h + 1 is
not a divisor of r. Specifically, the authors proved the existence of maximum (n — 3)-scattered Fg-subspaces of
V(r(n—2)/2,q") when n > 4 is even and r > 3 is odd (cf. [0, Theorem 3.6]).

In [I9, Corollary 4.4] the (r — 1)-scattered subspaces of V(r,¢") attaining bound (), i.e. of dimension n, have
been shown to be equivalent to MRD-codes of Fj*" with minimum rank distance n —r + 1 and with left or right
idealiser isomorphic to Fyn. 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, ¢") 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 [TJ4]8|9].

Consider the scenario where h = 2. If = 0 (mod 3), maximum 2-scattered subspaces exist for any integer
n; see [I0, 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,¢3) (i.e., W is scattered with respect to hyperplanes). Then W has dimension 3, and let u
be a vector in V(4,¢") such that u ¢ H. Consequently, U := W @ (u)p, is a maximum 2-scattered subspace of
V(4,¢%). Considering Theorems 2.5 and 3.6 of [10], the first unresolved case pertains to the existence of 2-scattered
IF,-subspaces of V (4, ¢®) with dimension 8.

In this paper we show that they exists, whenever ¢ = 2", with » > 1 odd.

More precisely, denoted by Tryn /, the trace function of F4» over Fy we prove the following result.

Main Theorem. Let 0 : x € Fys — = Fyo be a field automorphism of Fye with 1 < s <5 and ged(s,6) = 1.
Then the Fy-subspace of IF;lG
2 3
Us :i= {(;L',y,xg + yo',zo' + ya ) 1T,y € ]FqﬁvTqu/qz (:L') = TI‘qe’/qz (y) = 0} (2)
is a mazimum 2-scattered subspace.

As a result, since maximum 2-scattered Fy-subspaces of dimension 3 and 4 exist in F e-spaces, as proven in [10}
Theorem 2.5, it follows that maximum 2-scattered F,-subspaces also exist in V(r, ¢%), where r > 3 and r # 5, with
g = 2" and h > 1 being odd.



Furthermore, in the last section, we determine the parameters of the associated MRD codes.

2 Preliminary results
Since 1 < s < 5 and ged(s,6) = 1, we have s € {1,5}. It can be easily seen that Us is equivalent to
Us = {(z,9,2% +y* +y7 27 +27 +y*): Trgojpe(a) = Tro)q(y) = 0}

and that U; and U} are GL(4, ¢%)-equivalent. Indeed M - ULT = U], where T denotes the transpose and

1 01 1
0 010
M= 1 1 0 1
10 0 0

From now on, we will denote U := Uj.
Theorem 2.1. The F,-subspace U is scattered in V (4, q°).

Proof. Let T := {x € Fgs: Trys|2(x) = 0} and let A € Fge \ F; be such that

(zayv'rqz + yqazq + yq3> = )\(u,v,uqz + Uqauq + ’qu)v

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) # (0,0). We have

T =Au
Y= v
20 4yt = Au + v9) (3)

29+ y? = Aud + w?)
Tl"qa‘qz (:C) = Trqa‘qz (y) = Trqa‘qz (u) = Trqa‘qz (’U) = 0,
SO )
(A + AT )us +()\+X1)vq =0
(A+ ATt + (A + X )vff =0
A+ A7) + A+ A" =0
A+ AW + (A4 A7 )" = 0.
It is easy to see that a nontrivial solution (u,v) must satisfy uv # 0. We note that this is a linear system in the

unknowns (A + A9), (A + A7), (A + A7), (A + A7) and, since (A + A9) # 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

ve uq2 0 0
3
u?d 0 e 0
M= 0 uq2 0 uq4
0 Uq2 0 vq4



We have det(M) = —v?T4(u? v?" + u v7"), and it vanishes if and only if wv? +u%v = 0, i.e u = v with
12 S FZ2
By replacing x = Au, y = Av, and u = pv in the third and fourth equations of System [3, one gets
G(v,v1, v , vqs,)\, A /\qz,)\qs,)\q4, 2 sy ) = vIN 4+ 0INT 4 vQZ)\u + v’f)\qzu =0 @)
H(v,v?, 09 00 A AN AT A AT ) i= 0Tl 4 09N + v X+ 0T\ = 0,

. 2 q a)q a? 3 q a? q a? a® 144y \a . . 4
From G(v, A, ;1) = 0 we obtain \? = YAFCNET A 5 g \e® = 0R0T AR QTe® jbo? j THAT o Jikewise A =
(RS v ve° plta

(v, AN ), 2 = O(v, A\, A%, u). By replacing such expression of A in H(v, A\, ) =0, we have

A4+

R G v+ )T = 0, (5)

2 2+q q,.4 3 2+q q,,1+3q . .
So v¥ = WAV and o7 = %’J— Observe that ¢ = 1 implies v € F, C F

T ie v = 0 since

q?»
Trge42(v) = 0. Thus we can assume p # 1. After substituting the expressions of qu,qu,)\, A, /\qz,)\qd,)\‘f, A in

H1(v, A\, u) = 0, we obtain

v(A+ A7)

e (L + D + p+ 1) + p Do+ (9 (! + p+ 1) + 1)o7 = 0. (6)

Case 1. p?t9+1=0.

From p € F 2, it follows that u’ = 1, where t = ged(¢® — 1,¢+2) = ged(¢—1,¢+2) € {1,3}. Since ¢ = —1 (mod 3),
we have t =1, i.e p = 1, a contradiction.

Case 2. P,v+ Q,v? =0, where P, := p[p' T (p> + p+ 1)+ p+1] and Q, := p* 9 (u? + p+ 1) + 1.

o P,#0=Qu or Q,#0=P,.
This means v = 0, a contradiction.
e P,=0=0Q,
Since Res(P,, Qu, p?) = p*(pu* + p® + 1), we have p € Fi6\ F4, and a contradiction arises from F 2 NF16 = Fy.
Thus we can assume without restrictions P, # 0 # Q..
By replacing v? = g—“v and the previous expressions of qu,qu,)\, /\q,)\QZ,)\qd,/\f, A in HY (v,\, ) = 0 and in
I
He (v, A, ) = 0, we obtain
[(u'*9)? + 't +1] - Ry = 0
S, =0,
where Ry, := p*t40 4 430 4 (4120 4 3+da 2040 4 2420 ] and S, i= pStA 4 A2 4 2 e 4120 4
We distinguish the following cases.

o (pt)2 +pttr41=0.
It follows that pu'*? € F, NFy = Fa, that is impossible.

e 7, =0.
We observe that
0=R,+5,= pd (gt 1Py,

so p'*t9 = 1. Finally, by replacing p't¢ =1 in S, = 0, we obtain (u?+ p)*+ pu?+pu+1 =0, and a contradiction
arises from pu? 4+ p € Fy NFy = Fo.



Lemma 2.2. For every subspace M of F;lg fized by x — 27 we have that dimg (U N M) is even.

Proof. Note that also U is fixed by z — 29" Let i = dimy(U N M), so there are ¢° — 1 nonzero vectors in U N M.
Fix v = (z,y,:cq2 + y9, 29 + yqs) e UNM, v # (0,0,0,0); since U N M is fixed by © — zQZ, it follows that
VT = (qu,yq2,$q4 +y? 2 +yq5) cUNM. Since z #0ory # 0and Trge|g2 () = Trgs|q2(y) = 0, we have v # v
Analogously vi' € UN M with v #* va’ #* v?°. Thus the orbit of every nonzero vector under the function x — 27
has size three, hence 3 | ¢* — 1, and that is equivalent to i being even. O

From now on, we will refer to ¢ = dimg(U N M) as the weight of M in U.
Corollary 2.3. For every subspace M of Fgﬁ of dimension 3 fized by v — 29 we have dim,(UNM) < 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 € F,2, be an equation describing M. So we need to count the solutions (u,v) of
au + bv + c(uq2 +v?) + d(u? + vq3) =0, (7)

with Trgsjg2 (u) = Trge
We obtain

l¢2(v) = 0. Observe that if d = 0, (@) has at most ¢° solutions, so we can consider d = 1.

au+bv+c(uq2 +vq)+uq+vq3 =0

atud + b1 + A(u? + 07 ) +ul +v 407 =0

au® + b + c(u+ul +v0) +u? + 07407 =0.
Combining the first and the third equation we obtain

(ac+a+ c)u+ (c+ Dul + (a+ Au? +ul + (be+b)v+ (2 + ¢+ 1)vd + bv? =0 (8)
afu? + b7 + cq(uqd + vQZ) +u? +v407 =0,
If b = 0, considering the first equation, (7)) has at most ¢® solutions, so we consider b # 0.
Combining the two equations in (8]) one gets
(ac®™ +ac+ac? +a+ ™ +)u+ (alb+ T + e+t + Du? + (ac? +a+ b+ T2+ CQ)uq2 +
(be? 4 ¢ 4+ 1)uq3 +b(c?™ F et e+ (BT F et p 2 p et f et el + 1)l = 0. (9)

If this is not the zero polynomial, we can conclude that (7)) has at most ¢° solutions: if the coefficients of v and v?
vanish, then we would have at most ¢® solutions u, and from the second equation of (§)), we would obtain at most ¢°
solutions (u,v); if they do not vanish, we would obtain the bound directly from Equation ({@).

Thus, we only need to prove that the following system has no solutions

ac™ +ac+act+a+cttl +c=0
alb+citt +c+cl4+1=0

acl +a+b+c?*? +c2=0

bt +c1+1=0

Al petcl=0

bl 4 cdt2 4 2 ettt p o4t +1=0.




From the fourth equation we obtain b # 1 and ¢ = ﬁ.
We can substitute it in the other equations and obtain

b(ab? +1) =0
b(a?b?t 4+ a%b + a9b? + a9 + b1t) =0
b(ab?™ + a + b2t + b+ b%9) =0
bb+b741)=0

b(b3aFt + bt 4 139 + p29 1) = 0.

From the fourth equation we obtain b7 = b 4 1, and substituting it in the fifth equation we obtain
b(b* +b+1) = 0.
Since b # 0, this equation has solution in Fas \ Fo2. We have b € Fj2 N Fa1 = Fa2, a contradiction. O

Theorem 2.4. A subspace W of dimension 2 not fized by v —> 29" contained in a subspace M of dimension 3 fized
2
by  — x% has weight at most 2.

Proof. Let the weight of W in U be greater than 2. Consider the subspace W% = {z% : z € W} C U N M. From
the assumptions we have W # W . Since W, W c M , Wn W 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, ¢%)

au+bv+dw+bt=0
cu+dv+cdw+bt=0,

the system below

aot + a1v + asw + agt =0
bou + b1v + bow + bt = 0
w=ul +v1

t=ud + 07

u+ul +ul =0

v+ e ol =0

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

au~+bv =0 (10)
cu—+dv =0,
with ad — be # 0, or
=0
’ (11)
biv + bow 4+ b3t = 0,



with (bl,bQ,bg) 7& (0,0,0), or
{au+v =0 (12)

bou + bQ’LU + bgt = 0,
with (bo, b2, b3) 7é (O, 0, O), or

(13)

au+bv+w=0
cu+dv+t=0.

Cases ([I0) and (1) are trivial. Indeed, System (I0) admits the unique solution (u,v) = (0,0), whereas for the
subspace W represented by System (1) we have to solve the following

u=0
biv + bow + b3t =0
w = v
t =7

U+vq2+vq4:O.

If W, represented by () is fixed by x — zQZ, then from Lemma we get the result. If W is not fixed by
r — 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 (I2))

In this section our aim is to prove that the system below has most ¢? solutions (u,v) for any a,b,c,d € Fge.

Ffo)(u,v) = au+bv+ul +0v1=0
FQ(O) (u,v) = cu+ dv +u? + 07 =0 (14)
wtut +ut' =v+ 07 407" =0.

To this end, we will consider the following equations.

Fl(l)(u, v) = a%u? + b7 4 ut’ 4 o7 =0 (15)
F1(2) (u,v) = alu? + b7 +u+u? + o7 =0 (16)
F® (u,v) = a®ut” + b0 4 ul +ut’ v+ 0f =0 (17)
F{(u,v) = at (u+u) +b7 (0 +07) +ut vl +07 =0 (18)
FPuv) = o @ +u) + 0" (0 +07) +ud+v =0 (19)
Fél)(u, v) = ctud + 97 +u? v+ ot = (20)
F2(2) (u,v) == T ut” +d’ v 4 ut 4 4o = (21)
F¥ (u,v) = Aut +d’ v fu+u? +o =0 (22)
F2(4) (,0) = et (u+ul) +d (v +0?) +ul +ul 407 =0 (23)
FP ()= (@l +ul) +dC (0 +07) +uto? =0 (24)

Also,
Fl(o) + F1(2) + F1(4) =au+au? +a% u+al ul + b+ 0T 457 v+ b7 T



and
FQ(O) + F2(2) + F2(4) =cutcTul + e utcul +do+dCo? +d% v+ di

Let A, u denote au + a®u?” + 'y taq4uq2 and cu + ¢ u? =+ 'y + cq4uq2, respectively. It is readily seen that
2 2 4 2 2 2 4 2
A €Fgpe and bv + b7 07 + b7 v+ b7 v = A dv+dTv? +d? v +dT vT = p.
Thus we obtain

(ac” +ac” +aTc+a’c’ +a%c+at CYuAt e+ ) A+ (a+aT) p=0 (25)

and
(bd?” +bd? + 5T d+bTdT b7 d+ b7 dT Yo+ (d+dT)T A+ (b+bT )T pu=0. (26)

Let a, 8,7 denote the following

a = ac’ +ac’ +a’c+a’ ¢ +alctal el (27)
= bd? +bd” + b A+ 7 d+ b0 (28)
yoi= 07 45 4 et) (@ d) (a4 at). (29)

3.1.1 a#0and =0
Theorem 3.1. Ifa#0, =0, b e F, then System ([d) has at most ¢* solutions.
Proof. In this case Fl(o) + F1(2) + F1(4) reads au+ a?’ u? + a? u+a? u?. Note that a,c ¢ F 2 otherwise a = 0. Thus
u=p(a? + a"), for some p € F,2. Now
F{%(p(a® +a),v) =07 + b+ (@ +a? ! +a+a?)p,
from which we get
N - (anHbq 4+ a9 B 4 qb? + aq4bq)p + (anrqS + a8t gl 4 aqs)pq +patly
1 = (chZHb2qu1 a4 g Fp2aFL 20+l o gpe 4 ad'+ 7 pa +aT b+ aq4b2q+1)p
+(aq3+qbq+1 a? T 4 g HapTT L qapt Tl 4 g8 4 g8 ey g8y g pTT) e 4 202

Recalling that v + 0T 4 = 0, one gets

(bQ(qul) + bq+1 + 1)’0 _ (aq2+1b2q+1 + aq4+1b2q+1 + aq4+1bq + ab2q+1 + aq4+q2bq I aqzbq 4 aq4b1+2q + aq4bq)p

+(a9T9 I 4 q@ Fapatl g qapatl § qa ey g0 g g et g7 pa

If (2D 4 p9F1 4+ 1) = 0 we have b9 = W', i = 1,2, where (w) = F4 ¢ Fy, a contradiction to b € F,2. Hence v
directly depends on p and thus System (I4]) has at most ¢* solutions. O

Theorem 3.2. Ifa#0, =0, d € F,2 then System ([d) has at most ¢* solutions.

Proof. We proceed as in the proof of previous theorem. Recall that a,c ¢ IF3 otherwise a = 0.
In this case FQ(O) + F2(2) + F2(4) reads cu+ ¢ u? + ¢ u+ ' u? =0, and thus u = p(cq2 + cq4) for some p € Fgo.
NOW 2 4 2 4 4
Fl(o)(p(cq +c?)v)=vi4+bv+ (alc? +c? ) +e+c?)p,



from which we get

3 2 2 2 4 2 2 4 2 4 2 2 4 2
v = a(b? Tt £ ab? Tt +a¥c+al el +alcl + b T4 b Tt f ot et )p

F(a®T et 4 a®bT T 4 bT 1 4 bT 1) pT 4 Iy,
Since F1(4) (p(c” 4 ¢1"),v) = 0, one gets

(bq2Jqur1 prtratl gy bq4)v + (aquJFqu2 T ab? et gt et 4 qpt* et e 1 oact’ 4o e+ aT
+al e 4 ql et 4 pHae 4 petrapdt 4 opatta bq4+ch4)p T+ (b+b7) (@l(c+ ) + (c+ ) )p? = 0. (30)
System (I4)) can be seen now as a linear system in the unknowns v, p, p? and this shows that it has at most ¢3
solutions. Note that b+ b7 # 0 and a9(c+ ¢ )? + (¢4 ¢4 )7 = 0 would imply
(c+ cqz)q4 2 (c+cT) i (et e

= ¢ =~ a —
a (c+cq2)q27 a (C+cq2)q45 a (C+Cq2)

and thus @ = 0, a contradiction. Thus, the coefficient of p? in Equation (30) is nonzero and the total number of
solutions of System (I4)) is at most ¢>. O

Theorem 3.3. Ifa#0, 3=0, b,d ¢ Fp then System ([Id) has at most ¢* solutions.

Proof. From Equation (26)) it follows
qu +dq4
=TT
be”* + be
and thus, by Equation (27]),

(c” +et) + (a” +a?)(d” +d7)/ (BT +b7)

u:=GA\) =\ (aq2 +aq4)(c+ Cq4) + (cq2 + cq4)(a +a‘14)

By F\” =0,
0! = au+bo+ul = aG(X) + bv + (G()\))q2 = H(\v),

and thus in FQ(O)(G(/\), v) = cG(N) 4 dv + (G(A)4 + (H(\,v))4 =0, after clearing the denominators, the coefficient
of v is

(b+ bq2)q5+q4-i-qs-i-q2 (d+ bq2+q+1)aq+1.
If this coefficient is nonzero, then v can be written in terms of A € F,2 and thus System (I4)) has at most ¢? solutions.
On the other hand, by our assumptions, such a coefficient vanishes only if d = b’ +a+1 The same argument applies
to Fl(l)(G(/\),v), whose coefficients in v is

(bJr qu)q5+q4+q3+q2 (bq3+q2+q+1 + bq+1 + 1)aq+1.

Thus, from now on we may assume d = be’ e+l and be° e e+l 4 patl 41 = 0. Note that b7 +2a+1 4 patl 41 £ (
otherwise b? ¢ ta+1 4 patl 4 1 = 0 would imply b € F,2, a contradiction.
Imposing that b?° = (b1 + 1)/b%° +9T1 one gets that, after clearing the denominators, in Fl(g)(G()\),v) the

coefficient of A\ is ) )
(b+ b7 )3 (b7 T2t L pat! 4 DaL(a, b, c),



where
3 2 3 2 3 5 2 5 2 5 2 3
L(a,b, c) = ¢ Tapa +2q+1 + qf tapa+a + al +q + al +apaT+2q+1 + qf tapa+a + qf +q + q?b4 +2¢+1 g +
2 5 2 3 5 2 3 5
+a?b? +2q+1 .49 + a?b? +2q+1 + qdpatlca + qdpatlca + a?b? +q +a%c? +alc? +qf +

4@ pT 20+ | qa° patta o g e 201y 2041 00 | patl g el 4 g 90 (31)

If such a coefficient is nonzero we can obtain a nonzero linear equation involving A, A?, and v and thus System (I4])
has at most ¢? solutions. By direct computations, after clearing the denominators,

L(a,b,c) + (L(a,b,¢))? + (L(a,b,¢))?" = (b7 T2 4 pa+l 4 1)0

and thus L(a, b, c) # 0 and System (I4)) has at most ¢* solutions. O

3.1.2 a=0and f#0
Theorem 3.4. Ifa =0, 3 #0, a € Fp2 then System ([{4) has at most q? solutions.

Proof. In this case Fl(o) + F1(2) + F1(4) reads bv + b9 07" + b9 v + b9 17" . Note that b, d ¢ F > otherwise § = 0. Thus
v = p(bq2 + bq4), for some p € Fg2. Now,

FSO (u, p(b7” +b9")) = u? + cu+ (BT + BT )p? + d(b” + b7 )p.

Thus, the substitution u? = H(u, p) := cu + (B 4+ B )p? + d(b? + b7 )p makes System (I4) a system in u, p, p?.
If one among the coefficients of u, p, p? is nonzero, such a system and thus System (I4) has at most ¢? solutions.
We consider the coefficients of v in Fl(o) (u, p), and F1(2) (u, p) together with the coefficient of p? in Fl(o) (u, p) and
F2(4) (u, p). If they all vanish then

a+cit =0

acttt 41t 41 =0

et + b7 d? + b9 + b9 ¢ + b9 d9 4 b7 =0

pied®+a 4 paca’+a 4 pa’ o0® qa 4 pa’ e’ qa 4 pa” e 4 pa° ea' a4 pd® o8 ga 4 pa’ et ga = (.

(32)

First note that ¢ = 0 yields a = 0, a contradiction to the second equation of System [B2)). So ¢ # 0. Also, a = ¢4t}
eIt = w' i =1,2. The last equation gives

b1 = w2 cdd + w2b? ed? + b,

and thus b9c? 4+ b7 d9 + b9 + b9 7+ b7 d7+ b7 =0 yields c(bq3 + bqs) = 0, a contradiction. This means that not all
the coefficients in v, p, p? can vanish simultaneously and the claim follows. [l

Theorem 3.5. Ifa =0, 8#0, c € F,2 then System ([[d) has at most ¢* solutions.

Proof. In this case FQ(O) + F2(2) + F2(4) reads dv + d?° v?" + d? v 4 d? v? . Note that b, d ¢ F 2 otherwise = 0. Thus
v =p(d? +de"), for some p € Fy2. Also, Now

FQ(O) (u, p(dq2 + dq4)) =cu+ dq2+1p + dq4+1p +dip? + dqqu + ul.

10



It follows that

wl® = rtly g chq2+1p + chq4+1p + c1d1p? + chlf’pq +dp+ dq3+qpq + dq5+qpq + dqu

wl' = Ry 2aTLe R g 20kl ety 4 20kl gapa o 2041 ga° g catl gy 4 catlgatta e 4 catlget ey
Jrchqup + ch‘f“p + cAdip? + chq4+q2p + chqqu + dq3+qpq + dqu + vt p? + dq4p.

Recalling that u + u? +ud' =0 one gets

(292 4 (0D 4 1)y = 20H1ge T 4 el + 4 20t gaga 4 2atlge’ pa g patlgy 4 oot lgei ey catlgetap g

Jrchqup + chq4+1p + chq4+q2p + 94" p? + 1d” p!+dp+ dq5+qpq + g0+ p? + dq4p.

Since ¢?4%2 + ¢4t +1 = 0 would imply ¢?t! = w’, i = 1,2, a contradiction to ¢ € Fp (since F4 ¢ F,), u depends on
p € Fp2 and thus System (I4) has at most ¢® solutions. O

Theorem 3.6. Ifa =0, 8#0, a,c ¢ Fp then System ([{d) has at most ¢* solutions.

Proof. From Equation (28]) it follows
(¢ + cq4)/\
a? + qd*

)

and thus, by Equation (20)),

(¢ 4 ¢ )\

2 4 2 4
=G = | (d7 +dH)N+ (b7 + b0
v==GM) (( F AN (T V)

) / (bd‘f L o R o R o df) .
By F{” =0,
wl = cu+ dv +v? = dG(\) + cu + (G()\))qS =: H(\u),

and thus in Fl(o) (u, G(\)) = 0, after clearing the denominators, the coefficient of u is a(a + a?’ )7 +9° 9+1  which is
nonzero. Therefore, u can be written in terms of A € Fg2 and thus System (I4]) has at most ¢? solutions. O

3.1.3 a=0=3,7=0

We want to prove that 2-dimensional subspaces of this type are contained in a 3-dimensional subspace fixed by
z —> 27" Note that if a,b € Fg2 or ¢,d € Fp2 then respectively Fl(o) (u,v) =0 or FQ(O) (u,v) = 0 is the subspace we
are looking for.

- Case c¢ Fpo. Let A := (a + a®)/(c+¢?). From o = 0 we obtain \ € Fg2. Then

F(u): = FO%u,v) + F2 (u,0) + ME (u,0) + B (u, )
= (a+cNu+ !+ (aq2 + e /\)uq2 +au? b+dNv+ A+ 1)v?+ (bq2 +as /\)vq2 + 0.

From the definition on A we have (a+c)) € Fgo. If d ¢ F,2 then from § = 0 and v = 0 we obtain A = (b+b7")/(d+d?"),
and so (b+dX\) € Fpz. If d € Fpo from v = 0 we obtain b € Fp2, and so (b + d\) € Fp2. Hence, in all the cases

Fy(u,v) = 0 defines a 3-dimensional subspace fixed by @ — a9
- Case c € F2. We have d ¢ Fp2 and so from v = 0 we obtain a € Fp. Let A := (b + b7")/(d + d7°) and
analogously to the previous case we obtain that F)\(u,v) = 0 defines a 3-dimensional subspace fixed by x — 2.
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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 = — zQZ, then it possesses an even weight, thus at most 2.
Conversely, if W is not stabilized by x — x? , we have just demonstrated the existence of a 3-dimensional subspace
containing W, which is stabilized by z — 27 Consequently, we can apply Theorem [2.4]

Theorem 3.7. If a = 3 =+ =0, and one among a,b, c,d is not in Fyp then System ([I4) has at most ¢ solutions.

Proof. Observe that if the 2-dimensional subspace W defined by Fl(o) (u,v) = FQ(O) (u,v) = 01is not fixed by z — 2
we can apply Theorem 2.4l So we can consider W fixed by z — 27 Let us divide the proof in several cases.
Case 1. a ¢ F2: we have

au+bv 4+ u? + 07 =0

au? +bv? +u+ul +ov? =0
aTu? + 5707 fu+u? 409 =0
cu+ dv+ u? +v? = 0.

Summing the second and third equation we obtain

b b
a+4a?

v,

and substituting it into the fourth equation we obtain a bound on the solutions (u,v) of ¢3. Using Lemma the
claim follows.
Case 2. b ¢ F,2: we have

au +bv +u? +ve =0
au? +b? +u+ul +o? =0
2 2 2 2 2 3
a? u? +07v? +u+u? 404 =0
cu+dv +ul + 07 = 0.
Analogously to the previous case we obtain
4
a+al
V= ———U,
b+ ba'
and substituting it into the fourth equation we obtain a bound on the solutions (u,v) of ¢°. Using Lemma the

claim follows.
Case 3. ¢ ¢ Fp2: we have

cu+dv+ul + 07 =0

cu? 4 dv? +ud’ +o? =0
ud” 4 dT o7 4 ut 4 p1? =0
au+ b+ u? +v? = 0.

Summing the second and third equation we obtain

Cd+d”
et

v,

and substituting it into the fourth equation we obtain a bound on the solutions (u,v) of ¢2.

12



Case 4. d ¢ F2: we have
cu+dv+ul + 07 =0
cu? 4 dv? +ud’ +o? =0
2 2 2 2 3 3
ctu? +d7v? +u? +viv? =0
au+ b 4+ u? + v = 0.

Analogously to the previous case we obtain
4
e+t
V= p u,

and substituting it into the fourth equation we obtain a bound on the solutions (u,v) of ¢2.

Theorem 3.8. Ifa==v=0, and a,b,c,d € Fp2 then System ([4) has at most ¢* solutions.

Proof. Consider

au+bo +ul” +v1 =0

cu+ dv+ul + 07 =0

atud + bl + ud’ 407 =0
ctud + d? +ud v 407 =0
au? +bv? +u+ul +0v? =0
au? +dv? +ul + ol 407 =0

atu?’ + b 4+ ul +ud’ + o407 =0.

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

au + bv + 7y + cidv + v + d9v9 + v+ 07 + 07 =0
a2u + abv + au + av? + bv + bw? +u+v? 07 =0
acu + alcu + a9dv + a@v? + bev + b1 + vl + do? + 07 + 0T + 0T =0
a2icu + a2dv + a2 + a9b? + alcu + aldv + a? + a9v? + b9 + bIve + cu+ dv +v +v? = 0.
We divide the proof in several cases.
-Case a’+a+1#0
From the second equation we derive u, and substituting in the first and third we obtain
(a®cld + a® + abc®™ + acld + a + bc® + b+ cld + 1)v + (a®d? + ac®™ + ad? + 1T 4 d9 + 1)v? +
(a2 + ab+ a+ b + 1% + (a2c? + ac? + a+ T+ V) =0, (33)

(a?2d 4+ a® M be + a® d + a%be + ald + be)v + (a?b? + a® + a?T e+ ab? 4+ a + a%c + b + ¢+ 1w +
(a*d + a® + abc + ad + a + a%bc + d + 1)1)‘12 + (@ +a® +a®™ fac+a+alc+al + 1)1}‘13 =0. (34)
Consider that if any of these coefficients is non-zero, then one of these equations would impose a limit of ¢
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 ¢t # q,
as otherwise a? 4+ ab+a +bc?t! 4+ 1 # 0. Similarly, observe that ¢ # 0, as otherwise a%c? 4+ ac? + a + ¢! + ¢? would
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equal a, which contradicts the condition a® + ab+ a + bc? +1 # 0. Hence, we deduce ¢ = (a?c? +ac? + a+ c?)/ct.
We can substitute ¢ in the coefficient of v4° of the polynomial (34) and obtain

adc? 4+ a? + a9t + ¢ = 0.

Note that in this case a® = 1 if and only if @ = 1. Substituting @ = 1 in the coefficient of v7" in (33), we obtain
et +¢941 = 0, and raising it to the g-power we also have c?*! 4+ ¢+ 1 = 0. Summing the two equations we obtain
c € Fy, and so ¢? + ¢+ 1 = 0, that implies ¢ € F4 \ Fo, a contradiction observing that FpeNFy =F,. Solet a # 1.

We obtain ¢ = (a2 + a9t1)/(a® + 1), so also ¢ = (a27 + a9t1) /(a7 + 1). Substituting it in the coefficient of v in
B4) we obtain

a(a2q+1 +wa?™ + wa + wa?? + wa? + 1)(a2q+1 + w?a? + w?a + w?a? + wral + 1)=0.

Obviously a # 0. Our aim is to prove that the two other factors are nonzero.
Assume a?9t! + wa?*! + wa + wa?? + wa? + 1 = 0. Raising it to the g-power one gets a?2 + w?a?t! + w?a9 +
w?a? +w?a + 1 = 0. Combining the two equations, we obtain

(a? 4+ w?)(a +w)(a+a?) = 0.

Note that a # w,w? since a®+a+1 # 0, so we obtain a € F,. Substituting it in a?? +wa™ +wa+wa??+wal+1 = 0
we obtain a® = 1, a contradiction.

Assume now a?9t! 4 w29t 4+ w2a +w?a?? 4 w2a? 41 = 0. Raising it to the g-power also a9t2 4+ w?adt! +w2a? +
w?a? + w?a + 1. Analogously to the previous case we obtain a contradiction, since summing the two we obtain

(a? 4 w)(a + w?)(a+a?) = 0.

-Case a =w
The system reads

Wi+ bv + ey + cldv + c? + 97 + v+ 09 T =0

Wby 4+ w2l + bv? 407 =0

cu + w2dv + w2v? + bev + b + cvd + dv? +v? +oT 0T =0
v+ wbv? + w2 + biy? = 0.

We have
0 = b9 (w?bv + w?v? + bt + U‘JB) + (v + wbv? + w2 + bqqu) = (WA 4 1) 4 b0? + (b7 w2)vq2.

Since this polynomial equation cannot vanish, we have at most ¢? solutions v. The coefficients of u in the first and
third equations are w 4 ¢! and ¢, respectively. Since they cannot both vanish simultaneously, the claim follows.
-Case a = w?
This case is analogous to the previous one since the system reads

w?u 4 bv + 1y + ctdv + cIpd’ + dv? + v +v? + vl =0
wbv 4+ wv? + byd’ + ve’ =0
cu + wdv + wo?’ + bev + b1v? + cv? + dv?” + v? + Ve + v’ =0

v + w?bdv? + wo?” + biy? = Q.

Proceeding as before, we obtain the claim. O
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314 a=0=8v#0

Theorem 3.9. If a = 3 =0 and y # 0 then System ([[4) has at most ¢> solutions.

Proof. First note that the condition v # 0 implies A = 0 = p. Also, any solution (u,v) of System (I4]) satisfies

2 2 4 4 2
au+a? u? +afu+a?u? =0
2 2 4 4 2
bv+b2v? +bTv+b1v? =0
2 2 4 4 2
cu+ctu? +c?u+c? u? =0

dv + de’ ve’ + di'v + di've” = 0
We consider two cases.
a) bor cin F_2. Since 0, a,d ¢ F_. In this case
( ) q v y Wy q

2 2 4 4 2
au+a? u? +a? u+a? u? =0,
and thus

dv+dT v +d v+ d7 T =0,

2 atal g2 d+d’ s di+dr
Ut =5 Al = T2 TV, ) sV
a?” + al d? + d4 d?” + d4
Condition Fl(o) (u,v) = 0 reads

2 4 4 2 2 4 4
(T +a? T fa+a? )u=a? bv+a? v?+al bv +a? vl

If a°+1 4+ a2 +1 4 g+ a? # 0, then System ([d) has at most ¢2 solutions. If a?’+! + a2 +1 + ¢ + a?" = 0 then
a® bv + a? v? + a? bv + a? v = 0 which yields v9 = bv. Thus,

FQ(O) (u,v) = pe’+atly, +cu+dv+u? =0,
again providing at most ¢? solutions for System (I4)).
(b) b,c ¢ Fgp2. In this case

bv + b? + by + byt = 0, cu + Tyl + 'y + 'ud = 0.
The argument is the same as in the previous case. In particular

g2 ctel 2 bt s b bt
us = 2 ot u, vo= be® + pat v, v
C

_ q
=i
Condition Fl(o) (u,v) = 0 reads

2 4 4 2 4 2 4
(act +ac? +c+c? )u=bc? v+bc? v+ T v?+ T vl

If ac” +ac? +c+ 7 # 0, then System (I4) has at most ¢* solutions. If ac®” 4+ ac® +c+c? = 0 then
be?' v+ bed v + ¢ vl + ¢4 v? = 0 which yields v = bv. Thus,

FQ(O) (u,v) = by 4 ey 4 du 4+ ud = 0,
again providing at most ¢? solutions for System (I4]).

(|
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315 a£0#p
Theorem 3.10. If o, 3 # 0 then System ([4) has at most ¢* solutions.

Proof. First, observe that a,b,c,d ¢ F 2, otherwise at least one among a and 3 would vanish. Also from Equations

@3) and (24),

aqz,u + aq4u + TN+ 7'\
ac? + act* 4+ a?c+ a?ct* + a? ¢ + a?* ¢t
b g+ b9 dTA + d9 N
bd?® + bd?" + b9’ d + b9’ de" + b9 d + ba*de®

This shows that System ([4) has at most ¢* solutions. Now we can consider the corresponding linear system in
A, A9, pd arising from System (I4]). Note that the number of solutions of this linear system (in terms of A\, A, u, u?)
is precisely the number of solutions (in w,v) of System (I4I).

After clearing the denominators, the coefficient of A? in

Fl(o) (u,v) =0

is (d+ dqz)q3 af # 0. Thus we can determine A? in terms of A, u, u?. By F1(2) (u,v) = 0 this gives a linear equation
in A, u, u? whose coefficient, after clearing the denominators, in u? is o289t2 #£ 0. This shows that the system in
A A9, pd, and thus System (Id), has at most g2 solutions. O

3.2 Case W represented by (I3)
Theorem 3.11. For any choice a, b1, ba, b3 € Fys the 2-dimensional space defined by

au+v=20
bo’u + b2w + bgt =0
has at most weight 2.

Proof. Our aim is to prove that the system below has at most ¢2 solutions (u,v) for any a, by, ba, b3 € Fyo

au+v=0
bou + bgqu + bQ’Uq + bg’uq + bg’qu = 0

wtu? +ut' =v 07 + 01" =0.

This is equivalent to

v =au

bou + bguq2 + a%bsu? + bgu? + a?’ bg,uq3 =0

au+ a?u? + a7 u? =0

u+ul +ud' =0.
Note that if a ¢ F 2, we obtain

(a+ aq4)u +(a? +a% )t =0.

This limits the number of u to ¢2, 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 € Fp2. First, observe that a = 0 is trivial. So consider a € IF;‘Z. The system reads
v = au

bou + bguq2 + albsu? + bgu? + aqbguq3 =0
u+uq2 +uq4 = 0.

In this case, the 2-dimensional subspace defined by

V= au
bo’u + b2Uq2 + bQ’Uq + bguq + bg’qu = 0

has at most weight 3 and is contained in v — au = 0, that is fixed by z — 27 So, by Theorem 2.4 the claim
follows. -

4 The Delsarte dual

In [I0, Section 3|, another type of duality has been introduced. Let U be an n-dimensional Fg-subspace of a vector
space V = V(k,q™), with n > k. By [14 Theorems 1, 2] (see also [13, Theorem 1]), there is an embedding of V' in
Z =V(n,q™) with Z = V&T for some (n— k)-dimensional Fym-subspace I' such that U = (W, I')r, NV, where W is a
n-dimensional F,-subspace of Z, (W)r . = Z and NV = WNT = {0}. Then the quotient space Z/I" is isomorphic
to V and under this isomorphism U is the image of the F,-subspace W +T" of Z/I". Now, let 8': W x W — F, be a
non-degenerate bilinear form on W. Then 8’ can be extended to a non-degenerate bilinear form 5: Z x Z — Fym.
Let L and L’ be the orthogonal complement maps defined by 8 and 8 on the lattice of F,m-subspaces of Z and of
[F4-subspaces of W, respectively. The k-dimensional Fg-subspace W +T+ of the quotient space Z/I'* will be denoted
by U and we call it the Delsarte dual of U with respect to 3. By [10, Remark 3.7], up to GL(n, q)-equivalence, the
Delsarte dual of an n-dimensional F,-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, ¢%) is a maximum
2-scattered subspace of a vector space isomorphic to V.

Proposition 4.1. The Fy-subspace U and its Delsarte dual U are GL(4, ¢%)-equivalent

Proof. Let U = Uy be the maximum 2-scattered of V = IF;‘G, q = 22"*1 defined in (). Using the notations above
we can embed V in Z = Fzﬁ in such a way that

V ={(Yy,Y1,Y2,Y5,0,0,0,0) : Yp,Y1,Ys, Yy €Fpa},
W= {(fﬁ,ywq,yq,wQZ,yQZ,xqs,y"s) ta,y € Foo, Troe g (x) = Trgs g2 (y) = 0} ,
I'={(0,0, X2, X3, X3, X5, X6, X2) : Xo, X3, X5, X €Fpu}.
Note that W is an 8-dimensional F,-subspace with <W>1qu, = Z. Indeed W = W; @& W5, where
Wi = {(x,O,zq,O,zQZ,O,zqs,O) cx € Fyo, Trgojpe(x) = 0},
W = {(0,9,0,5% 0,y™,0,5%") : y € Fyo, Trgopg2(y) = 0}

Also, dimg ; (W1) = dimg , (W2) = 4. This is a consequence of the fact that the set 7' = { € Fgo: Trgs /g2 (x) = 0}
is a 4-dimensional F -subspace of Fje. So let {t1,t,t3,t4} be an Fy-basis of it. The vectors

{(61,0,60,0,67°,0,8°,0), (12,0,13,0,¢5, 0,25, 0), (t3,0,44,0,25 0,25 ,0), (t2,0,45, 0,1 , 0,45 ,0)}
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and
2 3 2 3 2 3 2 3
{(Oatlaovt({voat({ 705#11 )7(05t2507t3705t3 7Oatg )5(07t3705tgvoatg aovtg )5(07t4705t3507t?1 ,O,tZ )}

are I s-independent.
In fact, the rank of the four vectors
2 3 2 3 2 3 2 3
(tla 07 t({a 07 t({ 9 07 t({ ) 0)5 (tQ; 07 tga 07 tg 9 05 tg 9 0)5 (t3a 07 tgv 05 tg 9 05 tg ’ 0)7 (t47 05 th 05 tZ ’ 07 t?l 9 0)
is four if and only if the determinant of
2 3
tv t1 t] ]
2 3
ty td 1 1l
2 3
ts td t1 tl

2 3
ty t1 17

M(t1;t25t3at4) =

does not vanish. The matrix above is a so-called square Moore matrix, the g-analog of the Vandermonde matrix
introduced by Moore [I6]. It is well known that det(M (t1,t2,%3,t4)) = 0 if and only if ¢1, %2, t3,t4 are Fy-linearly
dependent. Since {t1,t2,13,t4} are Fy-independent, dimg ;(W1) = dimg , (W2) = 4. Straightforward computations
show that U is GL(4, ¢%) equivalent to

(W,I)p, NV = {(:L', y, v + yqs,yq + :qu,O, 0,0,0): 2,y € Fgo, Tree/q2(x) = Tree /g2 (y) = 0} .

Let (X7 y) = (ZL', Y, :an yqa qu ) qu ) xqs ) yqs)a with Trqﬁ/qQ (:C) = Trqﬁ/q2 (y) = 0, and consider the bilinear form ﬂ/
on W defined as
B((x,y), (u,v)) = Trgs /q(vv — uy).

Then S’ can be extended to the non-degenerate bilinear form 3 of Z defined as:
B(X,Y)=XoYs + XuYo + X1V5 + X571 + XoVs + XeYo + X5Y7 + X7V3,
where X = (Xo, X1, Xa, X3, X1, X5, X6, X7) and Y = (Yo, V1, Ya, V3, Y4, Vs, Ys, Y5). Then
I = {(20,0,0, Z3, 24, Zs, Z3, Zo) : Zo, Z3, Za, Z5 € By }.
Hence, the Delsarte dual U = (W, FJ->]Fq N A, where
A = {(Xo, X1, X3, X5,0,0,0,0) : Xo, X1, X, X3 € Fyo },
turns out to be
U= {(m + yq3,y,xq,yq + xQB,O,O,O,O) 22,y € Foo, Trge g2 () = Trge 2 (y) = 0}

= {(zq + zq3 + tqz,t,z,tq + zq270,070,0) 1tz € FqG,TI'qG/qZ (z) = Trqﬁ/q2(t> = 0} .

Since
1 1 1 0 z z
1101 Yy _ t
11 1 1| a7 +y9 29" 4 ¢4 ’
1 01 0 ;Cquyqs ZQ+Zq3+tq3
with TI‘qe/qz (ac) = Trqe/qz (y) = Trqs/q2 (Z) = TI‘qe/qz (t) = 0, the proof is now complete. O
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5 Rank-metric codes

Rank-metric codes were originally introduced by Delsarte in the late 70’s [I1], 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 ¢ be a prime power. Let F¢.n be the vector
space of dimension n over the Galois field F,m. Let consider v = (v1,v2,...,v,) € Fiym, the rank weight of v is defined
as

wrk(v) = dim(vy, va, ..., Vn)F, -

A rank-metric code C C Fg. of length n, is a subset of Fj.. considered as a vector space endowed with the metric
defined by the map
d(v, w) = wrk(v — w),

where v and w € Fy... Elements of C are called codewords. A linear rank-metric code C is an Fgm-subspace of Fyn.
endowed with the rank metric. If C C Fy. is a linear rank-metric code, the minimum distance between two distinct

codewords of C is
d =d(C) = min{w,(v)|v e C\{0}}.

A linear rank-metric code C C Fy.. of length n, dimension k and minimum distance d, is referred in the literature
as to an [n, k,d]gm /4 code, or as to an [n, k]gm /, 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
[, k, d]gm /q code, then

mk < min{m(n —d+1),n(m —d+1)}, (35)
see [IT].

Codes attaining this bound with equality are called mazimum rank distance (MRD) codes, and they are considered
to be optimal, due to their largest possible error-correction capability. From the classification of F,m-linear isometry
(see [7]), we say that two [n,k,d|gm /4 codes C1,Cq are (linearly) equivalent if there exist A € GL(n,q) and a € F;.
such that

Co=aC1-A={avA : ve(}.

The geometric counterpart of non-degenerate rank-metric codes (that is, the columns of any generator matrix of
C are Fy-linearly independent) are the ¢-systems. Let U be an Fy-subspace of F’;m and let H be an F,m-subspace of

F¥,.. The weight of H in U is wty(H) = dimg, (H NU). Assume now that U has dimension n over F,.
We say that U is an [n, k, d]gm /g system if (U)g,. =Ffm and

d= n—max{wty(H) : H C F, with dimg,,. (H)=Fk—1}.
More generally, for each 1 < p < k — 1, the parameters

d, = n—max{wty(H) : H CF},. with dimg,,, (H) =k — p},

are known as the p-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]gm /, system. Furthermore, when
none of the parameters is relevant, we will generically refer to U as to a g-system.

Two [n, k,d]gm /q systems Uy, Uy are (linearly) equivalent if there exists A € GL(k,¢™) such that

Up-A:={uld : uelU}="U,.

In [I7], a one-to-one correspondence between the equivalence class of non-degenerate codes and the equivalence
class of the g-systems, is established. Moreover, under this correspondence that associates an [n,k,d]m /q code
C to an [n,k,d]sm/q system U, codewords of C of rank weight w correspond to F,m-hyperplanes H of Flgm with
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wty(H) = n —w. Also, if C is the [n, k, d];m /4 code associated to U, the p-generalized weight of C is simply defined
as the p-generalized weight of the associated system U. It is easy to see that the first generalized weight d; of C,
coincides with its minimum distance d.

We have the following definitions; see [15].

Definition 5.1. Let p be a positive integer. An [n, k]gm /4 code C is p-MRD if d,(C) = n — k + p.

Notice that if an [n, k]gm /q code C is p-MRD for some p, then it is also p’-MRD for every p < p’ < 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 p > 2, there is very little known about p-MRD codes which are not 1-MRD.

Definition 5.2. An [n,k]gm 4 code C is called near MRD if d(C) = n—Fk and d,(C) = n—k+p for every 2 < p < k.

Proposition 5.3. Let C be an [8,4,4]46/¢ MRD code associated with Uy as in [£). Then dy = 6.

Proof. The value of dy follows from the fact that Uy is 2-scattered. O
From the previous proposition and Definitions [5.1] and we get the following result.

Corollary 5.4. Let C be an [8,4,4]46,q MRD associated with Uy as in [@)). Then C is a 2-MRD code but not a
1-MRD code.

Remark 5.5. The code corresponding to U, as described in (2) resolves the question raised in [I5 Section 5.2]
regarding the search for an [8,4,4]6,, near Maximum Rank Distance (MRD) code.

Remark 5.6. Since there exist maximum 2-scattered Fq-subspaces in an Fgs-space of dimension 3 and 4, by [10,
Theorem 2.5], there exist maximum 2-scattered F,-subspaces in V(r,¢%), with r > 3 and r # 5, ¢ = 2", with h odd.
Also, if C is the associated [2r, 7, 4]46 /¢ MRD code then d, _5(C) = 2r —2, i.e. it is an (r —2)-MRD but not a 1-MRD.
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