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Abstract

This paper investigates the construction and analysis of permutation codes under the Chebyshev distance. The

direct product group permutation (DPGP) codes, introduced independently by Kløve et al. and Tamo et al., represent

the best-known permutation codes in terms of both size and minimum distance. These codes possess algebraic

structures that facilitate efficient encoding and decoding algorithms. In particular, this study focuses on recursively

extended permutation (REP) codes, which were also introduced by Kløve et al. We examine the properties of REP

codes and prove that, in terms of size and minimum distance, the optimal REP code is equivalent to the DPGP codes.

Furthermore, we present efficient encoding and decoding algorithms for REP codes.

Index Terms

permutation codes, Chebyshev distance, ℓ∞ distance, recursively extended permutation codes

I. Introduction

In this paper, we explore the subject of permutation codes, which are subsets of all permutations of a fixed

length =. The concept of permutation codes originated in the 1960s [1]. Vinck et al. later applied permutation codes

to power-line communication and <-ary frequency shift keying (FSK) modulation systems [2], [3], renewing interest

in permutation codes [4], [5], [6]. In <-ary FSK systems, individual frequencies are assigned to time slots to represent

permutation symbols. The use of time and frequency diversity helps reduce the impact of various types of noise, such as

background noise, impulse noise, and persistent frequency interference commonly seen in power-line communication

systems.

For multilevel flash memory applications, the ℓ∞ norm, known as the Chebyshev distance, is effective for managing

issues related to recharging and error correction. Among the distance metrics employed for permutation codes,

Chebyshev distance has been thoroughly examined, covering aspects like the Gilbert–Varshamov bound and ball-

packing bound [7], [8], [9], efficient encoding and decoding algorithms [10], [7], and systematic code construction

methods [11], [12].
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Kløve et al. [10, Sec. III.A] and Tamo et al. [7, Construction 1] independently introduced a construction of permutation

codes based on the Chebyshev distance. In [7], the coordinates are partitioned into Z/3Z, and the construction is viewed

as a direct product of sub-groups over the symmetric group S=, with 3 symmetric groups acting as constituent groups.

Based on this framework, these codes are termed direct product group permutation (DPGP) codes in this paper. Efficient

algebraic encoding and decoding algorithms for DPGP codes have been proposed [7], [10].

DPGP codes demonstrate strong asymptotic normalized minimum distance for permutation codes. As far as the

authors are aware, DPGP codes provide the largest code size for a given code length and minimum distance [7,

Fig. 1], except for codes derived using the methods from the Gilbert–Varshamov (GV) bound proof [7, Thm. 26] and

short-length codes obtained through greedy algorithms [10, Sec. IV.B]. DPGP codes form the foundation for various

extended code constructions and are thus of significant importance. For example, [7, Construction 2] extends DPGP

codes, while [11] employs right coset codes of (=, ", 3) DPGP codes in S= to construct an alternative structured

permutation code distinct from the one proposed in [13].

Kløve et al. introduced code extension methods in [10, Sec. III.C], referred to here as recursively extended codes

(REP). When a code is extended, its size increases by a factor of @, with @ distinct leading elements. For the case

@ = 2, a simple encoding and decoding method was designed [10, Sec. III.C]. Because the factor graph connecting the

input and output of this encoder forms a tree, MAP decoding becomes feasible using this graph. Kawasumi and Kasai

enhanced decoding performance by concatenating this code with LDPC codes [14], [15]. However, for the general case

with @ > 2, no specific encoding and decoding scheme has been proposed.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the necessary notation and fundamental concepts

related to the construction of general permutation codes and DPGP codes. Section III describes the properties of

extended codes and provides several lemmas that will be used in the proofs in subsequent sections. Section IV

discusses REP code properties and presents key theorems regarding optimal REP codes. Section V covers encoding

algorithms for REP codes, including both natural and recursive methods, and introduces decoding methods for optimal

REP codes.

II. Notation and Preliminaries

For a positive integer =, we define [=] as the set {0, 1, . . . , = − 1}. We denote the set {G0, . . . , G=−1} by {G 9 }
=−1
9=0

, or

simply by {G 9 } when the context makes the range of 9 clear. We denote the array (G0, . . . , G=−1) by G=−1
0

.

Let S= be the symmetric group on [=]. More precisely, let S[=] , or simply S=, denote the set of permutations over

[=], which can be defined as the set of bijective functions 5 : [=] → [=]. To represent a permutation 5 ∈ S= as an

array, we use 5 = [ 5 (0), . . . , 5 (= − 1)]. Let us represent arrays with an underlined variable such as G. We write the

9-th element of the array G as an array of square brackets: G 9 : G = [G0, G1, . . . , G=−1].

A subset � ⊂ S= of the symmetric group S= is called a permutation code of length =, or simply a code of length

=. The elements of � are called codewords. Let � be a code of length = with � ⊂ S=, and let 2 and 2′ be two

codewords in �. The Chebyshev distance between 2 and 2′ is defined as 3∞(2, 2
′) = max 9∈[=] |2 9 − 2

′
9
|. The minimum

distance between different codewords in � is referred to as the minimum distance of � and is denoted by 3∞ (�):

December 6, 2024 DRAFT
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3∞(�) := min2,2′∈�:2≠2′ 3∞ (2, 2′). For a code � containing only one codeword, the minimum distance is defined as

infinity. We call a code C ⊂ S= and (=, ", 3) code if C is of length =, of size " and of minimum distance at least 3.

A. Direct Product Group Permutation Codes

In this section, we review a simple permutation code independently discovered by Kløve et al. [10, Explicit

Construction] and Tamo et al. [7, Construction 1]. In this paper, we will refer to the codes as direct product group

permutation (DPGP) codes based on the properties of the fact described below [7]. The DPGP code � of length = and

minimum distance 3 is defined as a set of permutations (c0, . . . , c=−1) ∈ S= that satisfy the following condition: c8 ≡ 8

(mod 3) for all 8 ∈ [=] . Let �8 be the set of integers in [=] congruent to 8 modulo 3. For all 8 ∈ [3], we define �8 as

follows: �8 = (3Z + 8) ∩ [=] = { 9 ∈ [=] | 9 ≡ 8 (mod 3)}. Then, we can express � as the direct product of symmetric

groups on �8:� = S�0
×S�1

× · · · ×S�3−1
. The size of �8 is

⌊
=
3

⌋

when 8 ≥ (= mod 3), and
⌈
=
3

⌉

when 8 < (= mod 3).

Consequently, the size of the code |� | = |�0 | · · · |�3−1 | can be expressed as |� | =
(⌈
=
3

⌉

!
)= mod 3 (⌊ =

3

⌋

!
)3−(= mod 3)

.

This expression simplifies to |� | =
(
(
=
3

!
)3
)

when 3 divides =.

We offer an alternative expression for |� |. The size of � can be represented as the product of = factors, as shown

below: |� | =
∏=−1
9=0 (⌊ 9/3⌋ + 1) Now, let us proceed with proving this. First, express = in terms of the quotient @ and

remainder A when divided by 3, i.e., = = @3 + A. The product
∏=−1
9=0

(⌊
9

3

⌋

+ 1
)

can be rewritten as follows:

@3−1∏

9=0

(⌊ 9/3⌋ + 1) ×

@3+A−1∏

9=@3

(⌊ 9/3⌋ + 1).

=

@−1∏

?=0

3−1∏

B=0

(⌊

?3 + B

3

⌋

+ 1

)

×

A−1∏

B=0

(⌊

@3 + B

3

⌋

+ 1

)

=

(@−1∏

?=0

(? + 1)3
)

× (@ + 1)A

= (

3 times
︷︸︸︷

1 · · · 1) (

3 times
︷︸︸︷

2 · · · 2) · · · (

3 times
︷ ︸︸ ︷

@ · · · @) × (@ + 1)A

= (@!)3 × (@ + 1)A

(a)
= (⌈=/3⌉!)A ( ⌊=/3⌋!)3−A = |� |.

The validity of (a) becomes evident upon considering that ⌈ 9/3⌉ is ⌊=/3⌋ if A = 0 and is ⌊=/3⌋ + 1, otherwise.

III. Code Extension

In Section [10, III. C], Kløve et al. introduced the concept of code extension. In this section, we provide a

comprehensive overview of these codes, followed by a discussion of their encoding methods in the subsequent section.

The properties of code extension detailed here are either directly derived from or previously established in [10].

While the original work in presents several valuable insights regarding code extension, its presentation is somewhat

fragmented, making it challenging to cite relevant points clearly. Therefore, the goal of this section is to systematically

consolidate the key findings on code extension. By organizing the material in a more cohesive manner, we aim to
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clarify the relationships and properties associated with code extension, enabling a more straightforward understanding

and application of these ideas in further research.

A. Definition

The concept of an extension of a permutation was introduced in [10, Section III.C]1. Let c = (c0, . . . , c=−1) ∈ S=

be a permutation of length = ≥ 1. The extended permutation of c with a head B ∈ [= + 1] is defined as a permutation

of length = + 1:

cB :=
[

B, cB0, c
B
1, . . . , c

B
=−1

]

, (1)

where GB := qB (G) := G + 1[G ≥ B]. Here, the indicator function 1[%] equals 1 if the proposition % is true, and 0

otherwise.

Next, we introduce the extension of permutation codes. For C ⊂ S= and a set ( ⊂ [= + 1], which we refer to as the

head set, the extended code with head set ( is defined by

C( := {cB ∈ S=+1 | B ∈ (, c ∈ C}.

SinceC( is empty if ( is empty, we assume throughout this paper, unless otherwise noted, that the head set is non-empty.

This code is the set of permutations obtained by extending each codeword c ∈ C with a head B ∈ (.

To facilitate a more concise definition, we introduce a formal codeword of length zero, denoted as Y, which satisfies

the condition:

Y0
= [0] .

For a subset ( ⊂ [= + 1], we define the minimum distance of ( as the smallest difference between distinct elements,

formally given by:

3min(()
def
= min

{

|B − B′ | : B, B′ ∈ (, B ≠ B′
}

.

For sets containing only a single distinct element, the minimum distance is defined to be ∞.

Example 1. The extended codeword of [0123] with head 2 is [0123]2
= [20134]. For C = {[0123]} and ( = {0, 2, 4},

we have C( = {[01234], [20134], [40123]}.

B. Some Properties on Extensions

In this section, we derive several useful properties related to extensions for = ≥ 1.

Lemma 1. For c, f ∈ [=] and B ∈ [= + 1], i) c < f implies cB < fB . ii) c ≤ f implies cB ≤ fB .

1Note that the definition provided in [10, Section III.C] contains a minor error, using a strict inequality, specifically defining qB (G) :=

G + 1[G > B]. This formulation fails to yield a valid permutation for the subsequently defined cB .

December 6, 2024 DRAFT
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Proof: i). In the case where B ≤ c < f: cB = c +1 < f +1 = fB . In the case where c < f < B: cB = c < f = fB .

In the case where c < B ≤ f: cB = c < f + 1 = fB . From i) and the fact that cB = fB when c = f, ii) is evident.

The following theorem gives a lower bound on |( | in terms of 3min(().

Theorem 1. For any subset ( ⊂ [= + 1] such that 3min(() ≥ 3, the following inequality holds: 3 (|( | − 1) ≤ =.

From this, it follows that: |( | ≤
⌊
=
3
+ 1

⌋

. Conversely, by setting ( = {0, 3, 23, . . . , (|( | − 1)3} ⊂ [= + 1], we achieve

|( | =
⌊
=
3
+ 1

⌋

and 3min(() = 3.

Proof: Consider the set of integers with the following inclusion:

{B1} ∪

|( |−1⋃

8=1

(B8 , B8+1] ⊂ [= + 1]

Each constituent set on the left-hand side is disjoint. Considering the sizes of both sides, we have:

1 +

|( |−1∑

8=1

| (B8 , B8+1] | ≤ = + 1

Moreover, since 3 ≤ |B8 − B8+1 | = | (B8 , B8+1] |, it follows that:

1 + 3 (|( | − 1) ≤ 1 +

|( |−1∑

8=1

| (B8 , B8+1] | ≤ = + 1

This concludes the proof.

Example 2. For = = 5, ( = {0, 3, 5}, we have 3min(() = 2, |( | = 3, ⌊(= + 1)/3min(() + 1⌋ = ⌊5/2 + 1⌋ = 3. For = = 6,

( = {0, 3, 6}, we have 3min(() = 2, |( | = 3, ⌊(= + 1)/3min(() + 1⌋ = ⌊6/3 + 1⌋ = 3.

Lemma 2. For a permutation c ∈ S= and B, C ∈ [= + 1], we have:

3∞(c
B, cC ) = |B − C |.

Proof: The result is clear when B = C, as both sides are zero. Now, consider the case when B ≠ C. We have

3∞(c
B, cC ) = max 9∈[=+1] | (c

B) 9 − (cC ) 9 | = max{|B − C |, |cB
9
− cC

9
| for 9 ∈ [=]} = |B − C |.

Lemma 3. For = > 0, B ∈ [= + 1], and c, f ∈ [=], we have:

|cB − fB | = |c − f | + 1[B ∈ (c, f]] .

Proof: The following equation provides the proof for the claim. |cB−fB | = |qB (c) − qB (f) | = | (c − f) + (1 {c ≥ B} − 1 {f ≥ B}) | =

|c − f | + 1[f < B ≤ c or c < B ≤ f] = |c − f | + 1[B ∈ (c, f]] .

Lemma 4. Let C be a code of length =. For distinct codewords c, f ∈ C and B ∈ [= + 1], it holds that 3∞ (c, f) ≤

3∞
(

cB , fB
)

≤ 3∞(c, f) + 1.

Proof: The 0-th element of both cB and fB is B. From Lem. (1), we have 3∞
(

cB, fB
)

= max 9∈[=+1] |c
B
9
− fB

9
|.

From Lem. 3, it follows that |c 9 − f9 | ≤ |cB
9
− fB

9
| ≤ |c 9 − f9 | + 1. The equality in the second inequality holds if and

only if B ∈ (cB
9
, fB

9
]. Taking the maximum over all 9 ∈ [=], we derive the assertion of the lemma.

December 6, 2024 DRAFT
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Lemma 5 (q is expansive w.r.t. its second argument). For a permutation code C of length = and a subset ( ⊂ [= + 1],

for arbitrary c, f ∈ C and B, C ∈ (, the following inequality holds true: 3∞
(

cB, fC
)

≥ |B − C |. Equality holds when

c = f.

Proof: The claim is evident from the following inequality:

3∞
(

cB , fC
)

= max
9∈[=+1]

�
�(cB) 9 − (fC ) 9

�
� ≥

�
�(cB)0 − (fC )0

�
� = |B − C | .

From Lem. 2, it is clear that equality holds when c = f.

Lemma 6. q : (S= × [= + 1]) → S=+1 is a one-to-one mapping.

Proof: It is sufficient to show (c, B) ≠ (f, C) implies cB ≠ fC . First, let’s consider the case when B ≠ C. From

Lem. 5, B ≠ C implies cB ≠ fC . Next, let’s consider the case when c ≠ f and B = C. There exists 8 ∈ [=] such that

c8 ≠ f8 . According to Lem. 3, we have |qB (c8) − qB (f8) | ≥ |c8 − f8 |, which in turn implies cB ≠ fC .

From these lemmas, the following theorem is immediately derived.

Theorem 2. For a code C of length = and a subset ( ⊂ [= + 1], we have: |C( | = |C| × |( |.

C. Lower Bounds on Minimum Distance Through Extension

In this section, we provide several lower bounds on minimum distance through extension.

Theorem 3. For any permutation code � ⊂ S= and any head set ( ⊂ [= + 1],

3min

(

C(
)

≥ min (3min((), 3min (C))

Proof: First, consider the case where |( | = 1, for which 3min(() = ∞. Let ( = {B}. Any distinct pair of codewords

from C( can be expressed as (cB , fB), with c and f being distinct elements of C. We then have 3∞
(

cB, fB
) (a)
≥

3∞
(

c, f
)

≥ 3min(C), which leads to the inequality 3min(C) = min {3min((), 3min(C)}. The result follows from

Lemma 4 as used in (a).

Now, consider the case where |( | ≥ 2. For any distinct codewords cB ≠ fC ∈ C(, we aim to show that 3∞
(

cB , fC
)

≥

min (3min((), 3min(C)). We examine the following two cases:

• If B ≠ C: From Lemma 5, we know that 3∞
(

cB, fC
)

≥ |B − C | ≥ 3min(().

• If c ≠ f and B = C: According to Lemma 4, for distinct c andf in C, we have 3∞
(

cB , fB
)

≥ 3∞
(

c, f
)

≥ 3min(C).

In either case, it follows that 3∞
(

cB , fC
)

≥ min {3min((), 3min(C)}.

The following theorem provides sufficient conditions on C and ( to construct an extended code C( while ensuring

the minimum distance remains at least 3.

Theorem 4 ([10, Theorem 4]). For a code C of length = and a subset ( ⊂ [= + 1], the following holds: 3min(() ≥ 3

and 3min(C) ≥ 3 implies 3min(C
() ≥ 3.

December 6, 2024 DRAFT
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Proof: The assumption is equivalent to min(3min((), 3min(C)) ≥ 3. By applying Theorem 3, we conclude that

3min(C
() ≥ 3.

D. Upper Bounds on Minimum Distance Through Extension

The following two theorems give upper bound of the minimum distance of the extended code.

Theorem 5 (Upper bound on 3min(C
()). Let C be a code of length = and ( ⊂ [= + 1] be a head set.

3min(C
() ≤ 3min(().

Proof: If |( | = 1, the claim of the theorem would be 3∞(C
() ≤ ∞, which renders the claim meaningless. Therefore,

we consider the case where |( | ≥ 2. It suffices to show that there exists a pair of codeword C( , whose distance is

3min((). Select B, C ∈ ( such that |B − C | = 3min((). For any c ∈ C, by Lem. 2, we have 3∞
(

cB, cC
)

= |B − C | = 3min(().

Theorem 6. Let C be a code of length = and ( ⊂ [= + 1] be a head set. Then, it holds that 3∞ (C() ≤ 3min(C) + 1.

Proof: When |� | = 1, 3min(C) = ∞, so the claim is true. Consider the case where |� | ≥ 2. It is sufficient to show

that there exists a pair of codewords in C( whose distance is less than or equal to 3min(C) + 1. Select distinct c, f ∈ C

such that 3∞ (c, f) = 3min(C). From Lemma 6, we observe that for any B ∈ (, cB and fB are distinct codewords in C(.

Hence, it follows that 3∞
(

cB, fB
) 4
≤ 3∞(c, f) + 1 = 3min(C) + 1, where the inequality is derived using Lemma 4.

For C ⊂ S= and ( ⊂ [= + 1], consider the extension C → C(. When |( | = 1, the size remains unchanged after

the extension, i.e., |C| = |C( |, as stated in Theorem 2. Such an extension is referred to as size-preserving. In cases

where |C| < |C( |, the extension is called size-increasing. If 3min(C) < 3min(C
(), we describe the extension as

distance-increasing.

We probide an example of an extension that is both size-preserving and distance-increasing.

Example 3. Let C = {0123, 3012} and ( = {1}. Then, C( = {10234,14023}, with 3min(() = ∞, 3min(C) = 3 and

3min(C
() = 4. This a size-preserving and distance-increasing extension.

For C = {0123, 1032} and ( = {1, 3}, we have C( = {10234,30124,12043,31042}, 3min(() = 2,3min(�) = 1 and

3min(C
() = 2. This a size-increasing and distance-increasing extension.

E. Codeword Pairs, Interval Sets, and Maximum Intervals

In this subsection, we derive the lemmas on extensions that are used in the proof of the theorem in Section IV.

For integers G, ~ ≥ 0, we define interval between ~ and G and denoted it by (~, G] as follows: (~, G] is defined as

{0 ∈ Z | ~ < 0 ≤ G} if ~ < G, as {0 ∈ Z | G < 0 ≤ ~} if G < ~, and as an empty set if G = ~. The length of

interval � = (G, ~] is defined as |G − ~| and denoted by |� |. For an interval � = (G, ~] ⊂ [=] and B ∈ [= + 1], we define

�B := {0B : 0 ∈ �, B ∈ (} = (GB, ~B].

December 6, 2024 DRAFT
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Lemma 7. For an interval � ⊂ [= + 1], it holds that |�B | = |� | + 1[B ∈ �].

Proof: Let � = (G, ~] ⊂ [= + 1]. The claim is obvious from the following: |�B | = | (GB, ~B] | = |GB − ~B |
(a)
=

|G − ~| + 1[B ∈ (G, ~]] = |� | + 1[B ∈ �]. In (a), we used 3.

In this section, we define interval sets and maximum intervals for codeword pairs and provide sufficient conditions

for increasing the distance when the codeword pairs are extended, using the maximum intervals of the codeword pairs.

Lemma 8. If intervals � and � are disjoint, then �B and �B are disjoint.

Proof: Without loss of generality, we can write � = (c1, f1] and � = (c2, f2] using c1 < f1 ≤ c2 < f2. From

Lem. 1, we have cB
1
< fB

1
≤ cB

2
< fB

2
, so �B and �B are disjoint.

Lemma 9. If intervals � and � satisfy � ⊂ �, then �B ⊂ �B .

Proof: Without loss of generality, we can write � = (c1, f1] and � = (c2, f2] using c1 ≤ c2 < f2 ≤ f1. From

Lem. 1, we have cB
1
≤ cB

2
< fB

2
≤ fB

1
, so �B ⊂ �B holds.

For a pair of permutations c, f of length =, we define the following:

1) The set of intervals (c 9 , f9 ] for 9 = 0, . . . , = − 1 of non-zero length is called the interval set between c and f, or

simply the interval set, and is denoted by (c, f]. To be precise, (c, f]
def
= {(c 9 , f9 ] | c 9 ≠ f9 , 9 = 0, . . . , = − 1}.

2) For a pair of codewords c, f, if an interval (c 9 , f9 ] ∈ (c, f] contains all other intervals (c8 , f8] ∈ (c, f], i.e.,

(c 9 , f9 ] ⊃ (c8, f8], then (c 9 , f9 ] is called the maximum interval of the pair c, f. From the definition, we see

that if a maximum interval exists for c, f, it is unique.

From the definition, the following holds: (cB, fB] = {(cB, fB] | (c, f] ∈ (c, f]}. Furthermore, the maximum length

of the intervals in the interval set (c, f] is equal to the distance between c and f: 3∞(c, f) = max
�∈ (c,f ]

ℓ(�).

For a pair of permutations P := (c, f) in S= and a head B ∈ [= + 1], we denote a pair of permutations (cB, fB) in

S=+1 by PB .

Lemma 10. For a pair of permutations P := (c, f) inS= of length = that has a maximum interval � , the following holds:

i) The permutation pair PB has maximum interval �B. ii) 3∞(c, f) = |� | iii) 3∞ (cB, fB) = 3∞ (c, f) + 1[B ∈ �]

iv) |�B | = |� | + 1[B ∈ �]

Proof: First, we prove i). Since � is maximum, we have � ⊂ � for any interval � ∈ (c, f]. From this and Lem. 9,

it follows that �B ⊂ �B . Therefore, �B is maximum in the permutation pair PB.

The fact that � is the unique interval of length 3∞ (c, f) contained in (cB, fB), together with Lem. 7, makes iii)

evident.

Lemma 11. Let c be a codeword of length =, and let B < C for B, C ∈ [= + 1]. Then the following holds:

i) (cB, cC ] = {(B, C], (B, B + 1], . . . , (C − 1, C]} ii) #(cB, cC ] = |B − C | + 1 iii) The codeword pair (cB , cC ) has the

largest interval (B, C].

December 6, 2024 DRAFT



JOURNAL OF LATEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 14, NO. 8, AUGUST 2015 9

Proof: We will prove i). Without loss of generality, we can assume that c is the identity permutation ] =

[0, 1, . . . , = − 1]. From the definition of extension (1), we have the following:

]B = [B, 0, 1, . . . , B − 1, B + 1, B + 2, . . . , C, C + 1, . . . , =],

]C = [C, 0, 1, . . . , B − 1, B, B + 1, . . . , C − 1, C + 1, . . . , =] .

The remaining claims follow from this.

IV. Recursively Extended Permutation Codes

In the previous section, we investigated the changes in minimum distance and size resulting from a single code

extension. In this section, we investigate permutation codes that repeatedly extended.

For each 9 = 0, . . . , = − 1, let ( ( 9 ) be a non-empty subset of [ 9 + 1]. The construction method for the permutation

code C (=) of length = is as follows: First, we define C (0) := {Y}. Next, for 9 = 1, . . . , =, we recursively construct C ( 9 )

from C ( 9−1) using the equation: C ( 9 )
= q(C ( 9−1) ; ( ( 9−1)). We refer to C (=) constructed in this manner as a recursively

extended permutation (REP) code generated by {( ( 9 ) }=−1
9=0

. We denote it by C (=)
= 〈{( (0) , . . . , ( (=−1) }〉. From Thm. 2,

we obtain the following: |C (=) | =
∏=−1
9=0 |( ( 9 ) |.

Example 4. In [10, III. D], a construction of (=, @=−(@−1)3 , 3) REP code with head sets ( ( 9 ) ⊂ [ 9 + 1] for 9 ∈ [=]

is proposed as follows. For integers =, 3, @ with @ ≥ 2 and (@ − 1)3 < =, set ( ( 9 ) = {0} for 0 ≤ 9 < (@ − 1)3. Set

( ( 9 ) = {⌊ 9/(@ − 1)⌋G : G = 0, . . . , @ − 2} ∪ { 9} for (@ − 1)3 ≤ 9 ≤ =− 1. We can interpret such ( ( 9 ) as the positioning

of @ points within [ 9 + 1], ensuring a minimum spacing of 3 between each point. We observe that |( ( 9 ) | is 1 and

3min((
( 9 )) = ∞ for 0 ≤ 9 < (@ − 1)3 and |( ( 9 ) | = @ and 3min ((

( 9 )) ≥ 3 for (@ − 1)3 ≤ 9 ≤ = − 1. The size of the

code is given by |C (=) | =
∏=−1
9=0 |( ( 9 ) | = @=−(@−1)3 . Since C (0)

= {n }, it follows that 3min(C
(0) ) = ∞. By repeatedly

applying Thm. 4, it holds that 3min (C
(=) ) ≥ 3.

As seen in the example above, from Thm. 4, if 3min((
( 9 ) ) ≥ 3 for 9 = 0, 1, . . . , = − 1, then 3min(C

(=) ) ≥ 3. The

converse is not true. To achieve 3min(C
(=) ) ≥ 3, it is not necessary that 3min((

( 9 ) ) ≥ 3 for 9 = 0, 1, . . . , = − 1. For

instance, consider ( (0) = 0, 1 and ( (1) = 1, where 3min((
(0) ) = 1. Then, we have, C (0)

= {0}, C (1)
= {01, 10}, C (2)

=

{102, 120}, and thus 3min(C
(2) ) = 2.

A. The necessary number of size-preserving extensions for increasing minimum distance

A code with a minimum distance of at least 3 and a length of = is referred to an [=, 3] code. In this subsection,

we identify the [=, 3] code with the largest possible size. From the results of the previous section, it is clear that the

minimum distance can increase with extensions. It is difficult to derive a tight upper bound on the size of an [=, 3]

code from the conventional bounds derived in previous section. We need to evaluate the number of size-preserving

extensions required to increase the minimum distance through extensions.

Let C0 be a permutation code of some code length. In this subsection, we investigate the number of size-preserving

extensions, denoted as 21(C0; 3), required to increase the minimum distance of extended code of C0 to 3.We provide

both lower and upper bounds on 21 (C0; 3). These bounds will be used in the proof for the optimal REP codes in the next
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subsection. The code C0 is extended with head set ( 9 as C9+1 = C
( 9

9
for 9 ≥ 0. In this context, we denote the minimum

number of size-preserving extension needed for C: to achieve a minimum distance of 3 as 2
(:)

1
(C0; (0, . . . , (:−1).

Formally, this can be written as follows:

21(C0; 3)
def
= min

:≥0
2
(:)

1
(C0; 3) (2)

2
(:)

1
(C0; 3)

def
= min

(0 ,...,(:−1:3min (C: ) ≥3
#{0 ≤ ; ≤ : − 1 : |(; | = 1}

The following lemma provides an upper bound for 21(C
(=) ; 3).

Lemma 12 (Upper bound on 21). Let = > 3 ≥ 1. For any REP code C (=) such that 3min(C
(=) ) ≥ 3, for any 1 ≤ : ≤ =,

the following holds:

21(C
(:) ; 3) ≤ = − : (3)

Proof: First, since 3min(C
(=) ) ≥ 3, we have 21(C

(=) ; 3) = 0. Next, we show that 21 (C
(=−1) ; 3) ≤ 1. From the

assumption: ( (=) = (C (=−1) )(
(=−1)

, we have 21(C
(=−1) ; 3) = 1 if |( (=−1) | = 1, and 21(C

(=−1) ; 3) = 0, otherwise.

Continuing this process, we obtain (3).

In (2), we defined 21(C; 3) for a code C ⊂ S=. Below, with a slight abuse of notation, we define 21((; 3) for a head

set ( ⊂ [= + 1]. First, for ( with |( | = 1, we define 21((; 3) = 0. Next, for ( with |( | ≥ 2, let us write ( = {B1, B2, . . .}

with B1 < B2 < · · · . We define 21 ((; 3) as the minimum number of increments required to extend the length of each

interval (B8 , B8+1] of length less than 3 to length 3. More precisely, it is defined as follows:

21((; 3)
def
=

∑

9: |B 9−B 9+1 |<3

(3 − |B 9 − B 9+1 |)

This gives a lower bound for 21(C
(0 ; 3) in Thm. 8.

The following lemma generalizes Thm. 1, which provides an upper bound for |( |. By setting 2 = 0, it reduces to

Thm. 1.

Lemma 13. For ( ⊂ [=], suppose 2 ≥ 21 ((; 3). Then, the following holds:

|( | ≤
= − 1 + 2

3
+ 1 (4)

Proof: Let � := {1, . . . , |( | − 1}. Define � := { 9 ∈ � : |B 9 − B 9+1 | < 3} and � := { 9 ∈ � : |B 9 − B 9+1 | ≥ 3}. We

have |� | + |� | = |( | − 1. The following holds:

=
(a)
≥ 1 +

∑

9∈�

|B 9 − B 9+1 |

= 1 +
∑

9∈�

|B 9 − B 9+1 | +
∑

9∈�

|B 9 − B 9+1 |

(b)
≥ 1 + |� |3 − 2 + |� |3

= 1 − 2 + (|( | − 1)3
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In (a), we used the union bound for the inclusion [=] ⊃ {B1}∪
⋃

9∈� (B 9 , B 9+1], we obtain: In (b), we used the assumption:

2 ≥ 21((; 3) =
∑

9∈� (3 − |B 9 − B 9+1 |) and the fact that
∑

9∈� |B 9 − B 9+1 | ≥ |� |3. This inequality immediately gives (4).

Theorem 7. For a code C0 ⊂ S= and a head set ( ⊂ [= + 1], let C1 = C
(0

0
. For 3 ≥ 1, the following holds:

i) 21 (C0; 3) ≤ 21(C1; 3) + 1 ii) 21(C0; 3) = 21(C1; 3) + 1 implies |(0 | = 1.

Proof: i). Suppose 21(C0; 3) > 21(C
(0

0
; 3) + 1 and derive a contradiction. Then, there exist : > 0 and : − 1

head sets (8 ⊂ [= + 1 + 8] (8 = 1, 2 . . . , : − 1) of which at most 21(C0; 3) − 2 head sets are of size one, that satisfy

3min(C: = C
(1 ···(:−1

1
) ≥ 3. This implies 3min(C: = C

(0 ···(:−1

0
) ≥ 3 which contradicts the minimality of 21(C0; 3).

ii). Suppose |(0 | ≠ 1 and derive a contradiction. There exist head sets (8 ⊂ [= + 1 + 8] (8 = 1, 2 . . . , : − 1) of which

21(C1; 3) head sets are of size one, that satisfy 3min(C: = C
(1 ···(:−1

1
) ≥ 3. From the fact that 3min(C: = C

(0 ···(:−1

0
) ≥ 3

and the assumption |(0 | ≠ 1, we see that this contradicts the minimality of 21 (C0; 3).

For a codeword pair (c, f) =: P, we denote (cB, fB) by PB . We can rewrite Lem. 10 as 3∞ (PB) = 3∞ (P) +1[B ∈ �].

From this, when (c, f) has maximum interval � , it holds that |�B | = |� | + 1[B ∈ �].

Lemma 14. For a code C of length =, suppose there are : codeword pairs P1,P2, . . . ,P: each having maximum

intervals �1, �2, . . . , �: that are mutually disjoint. For ( ⊂ [= + 1], there exist : codeword pairs Q1, . . . ,Q: in the

extended code C( each having mutually disjoint maximum intervals �1, �2, . . . , �: satisfying the following: when

|( | = 1, |�1 | ≤ |�1 | + 1, and |�8 | ≤ |�8 | for 8 ≠ 1 and when |( | ≥ 2, |�8 | ≤ |�8 | for 1 ≤ 8 ≤ :.

Proof: First, we prove the case with |( | = 1. Let ( = {B} and Q8 := PB
8

for 1 ≤ 8 ≤ :. From Lem. 10 i) and Lem. 8,

each Q8 has a mutually disjoint maximum interval �8 := �B
8

satisfying |�8 | = |�8 | + 1[B ∈ �8]. Since {�8} are mutually

disjoint, B can be contained in at most one of the intervals �8 .

Next, we prove the case with |( | ≥ 2. Let B and C be distinct elements in (. Since �1, . . . , �: are disjoint, it suffices to

consider the following three cases without loss of generality:

i) If B and C are contained in the same interval: let B, C ∈ �1. For 8 ≠ 1, since �1 and �8 are disjoint, B, C ∉ �8 . For any c ∈ C,

let Q1 = (cB , cC ). From Lem. 11, Q1 has the maximum interval �1 = (B, C] ( �1. This inequality implies |�1 | < |�1 |.

For 8 ≠ 1, let Q8 = PB
8
. From Lem. 8 and the fact that B ∉ �8 , the pairs {Q8}8≠1 are mutually disjoint. From Lem. 10 i),

each Q8 has the maximum interval �8 = �
B
8
= �8 , hence we have |�8 | = |�8 |. Thus, the intervals {�8} are disjoint.

ii) If B is not contained in any interval: There is no 8 such that B ∈ �8 . For 1 ≤ 8 ≤ :, let Q8 = PB
8
. By the same argument

as above, Q8 has the maximum interval �8 with |�8 | = |�8 | and these intervals are disjoint.

iii) If B and C are contained in different intervals: let B ∈ �1 and C ∈ �2. Let Q1 = PB
2
, Q2 = PC

1
, and Q8 = PB

8
for 8 ≥ 2. By

the same argument as above, {Q8} are mutually disjoint, each of which has the maximum interval �8 with |�8 | = |�8 |.

Theorem 8. For a code C0 ⊂ S= and a head set (0 ⊂ [= + 1], let C1 := C
(0

0
. Then, 21(C1; 3) ≥ 21((0; 3) holds.

Proof: For head sets ( 9 ⊂ [ 9 + 1] for 9 = 1, 1, 2, . . ., define C9+1 := C
( 9

9
. It is sufficient to show that there are

at least 21 ((0; 3) head set of size one among (1, . . . , (<−1 for any < ≥ 1 and (0, . . . , (<−1 such that 3min(C<) ≥ 3.
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Let the elements of (0 be B1 < · · · < B:+1. Denote : := |(0 | − 1. Choose some c ∈ C0 and denote : codeword

pairs (cB8 , cB8+1) in C1 by P0
8
. Each codeword pair P0

8
has a maximum interval �0

8
:= (B8 , B8+1], and these intervals

are mutually disjoint. According to Lem. 14, there exist : corresponding codeword pairs in C1, each with a mutually

disjoint maximum interval. Let these pairs be denoted as {P1
8
}. Continue this procedure for C8+1 for 8 = 1, . . . , < − 1.

Consequently, there will be : corresponding codeword pairs in C<, each with a mutually disjoint maximum interval,

denoted as {P<
8
}:
8=1

. Since 3min(C<) ≥ 3, the length of the intervals for the codeword pairs {P<
8
}:
8=1

must be at least

3. From Lem. 14, it follows that during each extension, at most one corresponding interval increases in length, and the

increase is by at most one. Therefore, to increment the size of one of these : disjoint intervals during the 9-th extension

by ( 9 , we need |( 9 | = 1. By definition, 21 ((0; 3) represents the total number of increments needed to increase the

length of each interval (B8 , B8+1] from less than 3 to 3. Hence, the number of 9 such that |( 9 | = 1 is at least 21((0; 3),

which completes the proof.

B. Optimal REP codes

In this subsection, we prove the following for any = > 3 ≥ 1: 1) An upper bound on the size of an [=, 3] REP code.

2) There exists an [=, 3] REP code whose size achieves the upper bound. 3) The upper bound matches the size of an

[=, 3] DPGP code.

Some readers might conclude from these results that the REP code and DPGP code share the same structure.

However, as far as the authors have investigated, no such structure has been found.

Theorem 9. Let C (=) be an [=, 3] REP code. Then it holds that |C (=) | ≤
∏=−1
9=0 ⌊ 9/3 + 1⌋.

Proof: To simplify notation, we write 2 (:) := 21(C
(:) ; 3) for 0 ≤ : < =. We denote the sets of non-decreasing

and decreasing points in the sequence {2 (:) } by  and  2 , respectively. Formally,  
def
= {0 ≤ : < = : 2 (:) ≤ 2 (:+1) },

 2
def
= {0 ≤ : < = : 2 (:) > 2 (:+1) }. For : ∈  2 , from Thm. 7, we have 2 (:) = 2 (:+1) + 1 and |( (:) | = 1. Therefore,

the following holds: |C (=) | =
∏=−1
:=0 |( (:) | =

∏

:∈ |( (:) |. Furthermore, we can express it as follows:

∏

:∈ 

|( (:) |
(a)
≤

∏

:∈ 

⌊

: + 2 (:+1)

3
+ 1

⌋

(b)
=

| |∏

8=1

⌊

:8 + 2
(:8+1)

3
+ 1

⌋

In (a), we used the fact that from Thm. 8, 2 (:+1) ≥ 21 ((
(:) ; 3), and from Lem. 13, |( (:) | ≤

⌊

:+2 (:+1)

3
+ 1

⌋

. In (b),

we wrote the elements of  in ascending order as :1 < :2 < · · · < : | | . For | | = 1, from Lem. 12, we have

:1 + 2
(:1+1) ≤ = − 1, thus proving the theorem. Let us consider the case | | ≥ 2. The following holds:

| |∏

8=1

⌊

:8 + 2
(:8+1)

3
+ 1

⌋
(c)
≤

| |∏

8=1

⌊

= − 1 − (| | − 8)

3
+ 1

⌋

In (c), we used Lem. 15. The proof completes by considering
∏| |

8=1

⌊
=−1−( | |−8)

3
+ 1

⌋

=
∏=−1
9==−| |

⌊
9

3
+ 1

⌋

≤
∏=−1
9=0

⌊
9

3
+ 1

⌋

.
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Lemma 15. Denote < := | |. For 8 = 1, . . . , < − 1, it holds that

:8 + 2
(:8+1) ≤ = − 1 − (< − 8). (5)

Proof: First, we prove that for 8 = 1, . . . , < − 1

:8 + 2
(:8+1) < :8+1 + 2

(:8+1+1) . (6)

Note that we have 2 (:8+1 ) ≤ 2 (:8+1+1) since :8+1 ∈  . It is sufficient to consider the following two cases. i) The case :8

and :8+1 are consecutive, :8 +1 = :8+1, hence 2 (:8+1)
= 2 (:8+1 ) : Therefore it holds that :8 + 2

(:8+1) ≤ :8+1 + 2
(:8+1+1) −1.

ii) The case :8 and :8+1 are not consecutive, :8 + 1 < :8+1: For :8 + 1 ≤ : ≤ :8+1 − 1, it holds : ∈  2 , then we obtain

2 (:) = 2 (:+1) + 1 from Thm. 7. This implies 2 (:8+1) − 2 (:8+1 ) = :8+1 − :8 − 1. Thus, :8 + 2
(:8+1) ≤ :8+1 + 2

(:8+1+1) − 1.

From Lem. 12, we have :<+2
(:<+1) ≤ =−1. Applying (6) for 8 = <−1, we get :<−1+2

(:<−1+1) ≤ :<+2
(:<+1)−1 ≤

= − 2. Repeating this, we obtain (5).

Theorem 10. For = > 3 ≥ 1, there exists an [=, 3] REP code C (=) of size |C (=) | =
∏=−1
9=0 (⌊ 9/3⌋ + 1).

Proof: We construct a REP code C (=) by choosing ( ( 9 ) ⊂ [ 9 + 1] such that |( ( 9 ) | = ⌊ 9/3⌋ + 1, ( ( 9 ) :=

{0, 3, 23, . . . , (|( ( 9 ) | − 1)3} for 9 = 0, . . . , = − 1. We see that 3min((
( 9 )) = ∞ for 0 ≤ 9 < 3, and 3min((

( 9 )) = 3 for

3 ≤ 9 < =. From Thm. 1, we understand that such ( ( 9 ) are the largest possible sets that satisfy 3min((
( 9 ) ) ≥ 3. The

subsequent result is obtained by applying Thm. 2 and Thm. 4 repeatedly: |C (=) | =
∏=−1
9=0 |( ( 9 ) | =

∏=−1
9=0 (⌊ 9/3⌋ + 1),

3min(C
( 9 ) ) = ∞ for 0 ≤ 9 ≤ 3 and 3min(C

( 9 ) ) ≥ 3 for 3 < 9 ≤ =.

Recall Sec. II-A. The size of [=, 3] optimal code size is the same as the size of [=, 3] DPGP codes whose size is
∏=−1
9=0 (⌊ 9/3⌋ + 1).

V. Encoding and Decoding Algorithms

In this section, we present several encoding algorithms of REP codeC (=)
= 〈(0, . . . , (=−1〉. We consider (B (0) , . . . , B (=−1) ) ∈

( (0) × · · · × ( (=−1) as input to the encoder2.

A. Natural Encoding Algorithm

The codewords of C ( 9+1) are generated by extending the codewords of the 9-th code C ( 9 ) , using each element of

( ( 9 ) . By considering the freedom in the selection of each element in ( ( 9 ) as message, the following natural encoding

algorithm is derived.

Recall that C ( 9 )
= q(C ( 9−1) ; ( ( 9−1) ) is defined recursively. Thus, the codeword c ( 9 ) of C ( 9 ) can be expressed

as c ( 9 ) = q(c ( 9−1) ; B ( 9−1) ) with c ( 9−1) ∈ C ( 9−1) and B ( 9−1) ∈ ( ( 9−1) . From this observation, it is evident that all

codewords of C (=) are exhaustively generated by the naturally defined encoding algorithm. We use B 9 ∈ (
( 9 ) for 9 ∈ [=]

2The size of the code C (=) constructed by ( (0) , . . . , ( (=−1) is given by
∏=−1

9=0
|( ( 9 ) |, as we recall. We represent the message array G =

(G0, . . . , G=−1 ) , where each G 9 is independently chosen from [ |( ( 9 ) | ]. We denote the G 9 -th smallest element in ( ( 9 ) as B ( 9 ) . Since, (G0 , . . . , G=−1)

and (B0 , . . . , B=−1 ) correspond one-to-one in this mapping for given ( (0) , . . . , ( (=−1) , we can consider B as input.
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Fig. 1. Dependency of variables in the natural encoding algorithm for the case of = = 8. We write 0
9
−→ 1 when 1 = q (0; B ( 9 ) ) holds.

Algorithm 1 Natural Encoding Algorithm of C (=)

Input: (B (0) , . . . , B (=−1) ) ∈ ( (0) × · · · × ( (=−1)

Output: (c
(=)

0
, . . . , c

(=)

=−1
) ∈ C (=)

1: for 9 := 1 to = do

2: c
( 9 )

0
:= B ( 9−1)

3: end for

4: for : := 1 to = − 1 do

5: for 9 := : to = do

6: c
( 9 )

:
:= q

(

c
( 9−1)

:−1
; B ( 9−1)

)

7: end for

8: end for

as input to the encoder. Equivalently, we can use G 9 ∈ [|( ( 9 ) |] for 9 ∈ [=] as the input, where B 9 is the G 9 -th smallest

element in ( ( 9 ) . This yields c (=) as a codeword of C (=) . We denote this encoder, with some abuse of notation, as

c (=) := C (=) (B).

The formal component-wise description of this encoder is given in Alg. 1. In Fig. V-A, we depict the dependencies

of each variable that appears in this algorithm for the case of = = 8. Although natural encoding algorithms are simple,

it requires computational complexity of $ (=2).
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B. Sequential Encoding Algorithm

For a given encoding algorithm G ↦→ c (=) for the recursively extended code C (=) , the algorithm is said to be

sequential if the following condition is met: for each 9 ∈ [=] the algorithm determines the 9-th output c
(=)
9

based

on the input G 9 and some state variables. The computational order can be rearranged to make natural encoding

algorithms sequential. Specifically, the components depicted in Fig. V-A, originally calculated from bottom to top, can

alternatively be computed from left to right, thereby rendering the algorithm sequential. Despite these modifications,

the computational complexity remains$ (=2). In this subsection, we propose an efficient sequential encoding algorithm

with computational cost $ (= log =)

So far, we have considered qB (·) as a map S= → S= or a map [=] → [= + 1], for head B ∈ [= + 1] We now extend

the domain of qB (·) to permutations on [=] without duplicate elements, as follows. For a set � ⊂ [= − 1], define

qB (�)
def
= {qB (0) | 0 ∈ �} ∪ {B}

We denote minA th (�) or min(�; A) denote the A-th smallest element in the array �, where the smallest element is

denoted as min(�; 0).

Lemma 16. Let c (=) ∈ S= and B, A ∈ [=]. Then, the following holds:

qB (min
A th

(c (=) )) = min
A th

(

q′B (c
(=) )

)

, (7)

where we define q′B (�)
def
= {qB (0) | 0 ∈ �}.

Proof: Let the elements of c (=) be enumerated in ascending order as f0 < · · · < f=−1. Then the LHS of (7)

is qB (fA ). Recalling that qB (fA ) = fA + 1[fA ≥ B], it is evident that qB (·) preserves the order: qB (G) < qB (~) if

G < ~. Since q′B (c
(=) ) = {qB (f0), . . . , qB (f=−1)}, enumerating the elements of q′B (c

(=) ) in ascending order yields:

qB (f0) < · · · < qB (f=−1). Consequently, the RHS of (7) is qB (fA ).

Thus far, we have represented a permutation 5 := [ 50, . . . , 5=−1] ∈ S= as an array. However, in the following lemma,

we will also interpret it as a set of elements for simplicity.

To simplify notation, for a set - ⊂ [=], let -
[=]

:= [=] \ - .

Lemma 17. For any � ⊂ [= − 1] and B ∈ [= − 1], it holds that q′B (�
[=−1]

) = qB (�)
[=]
.

Proof: For disjoint sets - and . , we write - ⊕ . instead of - ∪ . . Since q′B (·) is a bijection from [= − 1] to

[=] \ {B}, we can partition [=] as follows: [=] = q′B ( [= − 1]) ⊕ {B} = q′B (� ⊕ �
[=−1]

) = q′B (�
[=−1]

) ⊕ q′B (�) ⊕ {B}.

From this, the claim immediately follows: qB (�)
[=]

= q′B (�) ⊕ {B}
[=]

= q′B (�
[=−1]

).

Consider Alg. 2 for message B. The following theorem shows that this algorithm functions as the encoder for the

code C (=) . Specifically, it confirms that the output is identical to that of the natural encoding algorithm.

Theorem 11. Let c
(=)
9

and c̃
(=)
9

denote the outputs of Alg. 1 and Alg. 2, respectively. Then, it holds that c̃
(=)
9

= c
(=)
9

for any = > 1 and 0 ≤ 9 < =.

Proof: For any = > 1 and 9 = 0, we have c
(=)

0
= B (=−1) , and from Alg. 2, we have c̃

(=)

0
= B=−1. Therefore,
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Algorithm 2 Sequential Encoder of C (=)
= 〈( (0) , . . . , ( (=−1) 〉

Input: (B (0) , . . . , B (=−1) ) ∈ ( (0) × · · · × ( (=−1)

Output: (c̃
(=)

0
, . . . , c̃

(=)

=−1
) ∈ C (=)

1: for 9 = 0 to = − 1 do

2: c̃
(=)
9

:= min
B
9

th
( [=] \ {c̃

(=)

0
, . . . , c̃

(=)

9−1
})

3: end for

4: return (c̃
(=)

0
, . . . , c̃

(=)

=−1
)

c̃
(=)
9

= c
(=)
9

for any = > 1 and 0 ≤ 9 < = holds. We use induction for 9: we assume that c̃
(=−1)

9−1
= c

(=−1)

9−1
for any = > 0

and derive that c̃
(=)
9

= c
(=)
9

for any = > 0. We have:

qB=−1
(c

(=−1)

[ 9−1]
) = [B=−1, qB=−1

(c
(=−1)

0
), . . . , qB=−1

(c
(=−1)

9−1
)]

= [B=−1, c
(=)

1
, . . . , c

(=)
9

] =: c
(=)

[ 9 ]
, (8)

where we denote c
(=)

[ 9 ]
the array consisting of the first 9 elements of c (=) . Since (=−1)−1−( 9−1) = 9 , we have c

(=−1)

9−1
=

c̃
(=−1)

9−1
= minB

9
th ( [=−1] \ c̃

(=−1)

[ 9−1]
). Applying Lem. 16, we get c

(=)
9

= qB=−1
(c

(=−1)

9−1
) = minB

9
th

(

q′B=−1

(

[=−1] \ c̃
(=−1)

[ 9−1]

)
)

.

Furthermore, from Lem. 17 and (8), we have q′B=−1

(

[= − 1] \ c̃
(=−1)

[ 9−1]

)

= [=] \ qB=−1
(c̃

(=−1)

[ 9−1]
) = [=] \ c̃

(=)

[ 9 ]
. Summarizing

the above, we get c
(=)
9

= minB
9
th

(

[=] \ c̃
(=)

[ 9 ]

)

= c̃
(=)
9

.

In Alg. 2, for each index 9 , the process of selecting the B 9 -th smallest element from the set [=] \ c
(=)

0
, . . . , c

(=)

9−1
can

be performed efficiently. This selection process requires at most$ (log =) steps when implemented with an appropriate

search or sorting method. Therefore, the overall computational complexity of the encoding algorithm is $ (= log =).

C. Decoding Algorithm of Optimal REP Codes

In Sec. IV-B, we showed that REP codes C (=)
= 〈( (0) , . . . , ( (=−1) 〉 satisfying 3min((

( 9 ) ) ≥ 3 are optimal among

[=, 3] codes. Let B and c denote the message and the corresponding codeword. Let d and B̂ denote the corresponding

received word and the estimated message of the decoder. We propose a decoding algorithm for such codes as described

in Alg. 3. The function k8 (·; ·) defined in line 2 of this algorithm mirrors the computation described in line 2 of Alg. 2.

It is important to note that B̂8 ∈ ( (8) is chosen so that k8 ( B̂8) is closest to d8: |k8 ( B̂8) − d8 | ≥ |k8 (B8) − d8 | for any

B8 ∈ (
(8) . We will show that the decoder can successfully correct any errors as long as 3∞(c, d) < 3/2, where c and d

are the transmitted codeword and the received word, respectively.

Theorem 12. Consider the setting of optimal REP code and decoder described above. Assume that |c8 − d8 | < 3/2

for all 8 ∈ [=]. Then, it follows that B̂ = B.

Proof: Let B8 and B̂8 denote the 8-th message and its estimate, respectively. We will prove that B̂8 = B8 for all

8 ∈ [=] by induction. It clear that B̂
0
= B

0
. Now, assume that the decoder has correctly estimated up to step 8 − 1,
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Algorithm 3 Sequential Decoder of C (=)
= 〈( (0) , . . . , ( (=−1) 〉

Input: Received array (d
(=)

0
, . . . , d

(=)

=−1
)

Output: Estimated message ( B̂0 ∈ ( (0) , . . . , B̂=−1 ∈ ( (=−1) )

1: for 8 = 0 to = − 1 do

2: Let k8 (B; ĉ
(=)

[8]
)

def
= min

B th
[=] \ {ĉ

(=)

0
, . . . , ĉ

(=)

8−1
}.

3: B̂8 := argmin
B∈( (8)

|d
(=)
8

− k8 (B; ĉ
(=)

[8]
)) |

4: ĉ
(=)
8

:= k8 ( B̂8 ; ĉ
(=)

[8]
))

5: end for

6: return ( B̂ (0) , . . . , B̂ (=−1) )

specifically: B̂
0
= B

0
, . . . , B̂

8−1
= B

8−1
. We will now derive B̂8 = B8 . By Alg. 2, we have ĉ

0
= c

0
, . . . , ĉ

8−1
= c

8−1
, then,

c8 = k8 (B8 ; ĉ
(=)

[8]
)). Now, assume for contradiction that B̂8 ≠ B8 . We will derive a contradiction from this assumption.

Recall that B̂
8
∈ ( (8) is chosen such that k8 ( B̂8; ĉ

(=)

[8]
) is the closest head in ( (8) to d8 . Hence, we have |k8 ( B̂8; ĉ

(=)

[8]
) −

d8 | ≤ |k8 (B8; ĉ
(=)

[8]
) − d8 | = |c8 − d8 |. Since from the premise |c8 − d8 | < 3/2, we obtain: |k8 ( B̂8 ; ĉ

(=)

[8]
) − k8 (B8; ĉ

(=)

[8]
) | =

|k8 ( B̂8; ĉ
(=)

[8]
) −c8 | ≤ |k8 ( B̂8; ĉ

(=)

[8]
) − d8 | + |c8 − d8 | ≤ 2|c8− d8 | < 3. On the other hand, from the premise 3min((

(8) ) ≥ 3

and B̂8 , B8 ∈ (
(8) , we have | B̂8 − B8 | ≥ 3, and from the definition of k(·; ·), we have |k8 ( B̂8; ĉ

(=)

[8]
) − k8 (B8; ĉ

(=)

[8]
) | ≥ 3.

Since 3∞ (c, d) < 3/2 implies |c8 − d8 | < 3/2 for all 8 ∈ [=], the condition in Thm. 12 can be replaced with

3∞(c, d) < 3/2. This shows that the performance of this decoder is equivalent to or better than that of the bounded

distance decoder.

VI. Conclusions

In this paper, we investigate recursively extended permutation (REP) codes. We prove that the optimal REP code

matches DPGP codes in terms of size and minimum distance. Moreover, we developed efficient encoding and decoding

algorithms for REP codes.
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