arXiv:2501.11978v1 [cs.IT] 21 Jan 2025

WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION OF THE WEIGHTED COORDINATES
POSET BLOCK SPACE AND SINGLETON BOUND

ATUL KUMAR SHRIWASTVA AND R S SELVARAJ

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we determine the complete weight distribution of the
space Fév endowed by the weighted coordinates poset block metric ((P, w,m)-
metric), also known as the (P,w,)-space, thereby obtaining it for (P,w)-
space, (P,m)-space, m-space, and P-space as special cases. Further, when P
is a chain, the resulting space is called as Niederreiter-Rosenbloom-Tsfasman
(NRT) weighted block space and when P is hierarchical, the resulting space
is called as weighted coordinates hierarchical poset block space. The com-
plete weight distribution of both the spaces are deduced from the main result.
Moreover, we define an I-ball for an ideal I in P and study the characteristics
of it in (P, w,w)-space. We investigate the relationship between the I-perfect
codes and t-perfect codes in (P, w,w)-space. Given an ideal I, we investigate
how the maximum distance separability (MDS) is related with I-perfect codes
and t-perfect codes in (P, w,m)-space. Duality theorem is derived for an MDS
(P, w, m)-code when all the blocks are of same length. Finally, the distribution
of codewords among r-balls is analyzed in the case of chain poset, when all the
blocks are of same length.

1. INTRODUCTION

The classical problem of coding theory [21] is to find a linear code [n, k, d] with
the largest minimum distance d of length n over the finite field Iy, for any integer
n > k > 1. Several researchers explored this problem with various metrics such
as Lee metric [15], rank metric[II], poset metric [3, 4, [14], block metrics [10} 1],
pomset metric [30] and weighted coordinates poset metric [23] [26]. Poset metric is
introduced by Brualdi et al. [3] on [y with the help of partially ordered relations
on the set [n], where [n] = {1,2,...,n} represents the coordinate positions of n-
tuples in the vector space IFj. Hyun and Kim [13] expanded the work of studying
perfect codes by introducing the J-ball associated with an ideal J in poset P and
by studying the J-perfect codes. Before their work, research on perfect codes
was primarily concerned with r-balls [2, [I6] [I7], but the introduction of J-balls
provided a new perspective that has been extensively studied by subsequent authors
in [8, 26, [31]. A space equipped with pomset mertics is introduced by I. G. Sudha
and R. S. Selvaraj [30] which is a generalization of Lee space [15] and poset space
[B] over Z,,. In [23], L. Panek [23] introduced the weighted coordinates poset metric
which is a simplified version of the pomset metric that does not use the multiset
structure. In that paper, the complete description of the group of linear isometries
of (P,w)-space was described for an arbitrary poset P and the Singleton bound
was established for codes with chain poset. Recently, in [26], we determined the
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complete weight enumerator of the space Iyl endowed by the (P, w)-metric and the
Singleton bound is established for codes with any arbitrary poset P.

During the past two decades, research into block codes has driven notable progress
in the communication field which includes significant developments in experimen-
tal design, high-dimensional numerical integration, and cryptography. As a result,
block codes have become an essential area of study within digital communication.
Block codes of length N in Fév which was at first introduced by K. Feng [10] with
the help of a label map 7 from [n] to N such that Y., m(i) = N and by considering

FY = Fg(l) P IFZ;@) D... @FZ}(”), are later extended by M. M. S. Alves et al. [I] by
using partial order relation on the block positions [n] that are known as poset block
or (P, m)-block codes. Codes endowed with the Niederreiter-Rosenbloom-Tsfasman
block metric (NRT block metric) are a particular case of poset block metric when
the poset is a chain, have been classified in [22] 24]. B. K. Dass et. al. [8] extended
the J-perfect codes to J-perfect poset block codes for an ideal J in the poset P. The
characteristics of those codes such as minimum distances, covering radius, packing
radius, Singleton bound, maximum distance separability, diameter, perfectness and
weight distribution were being studied comprehensively (see [5L 6], [7, 8 22, 27]). Due
to the large number of applications of block codes, the authors are motivated to
extend the pomset code to pomset block codes [20, 27, 28] and weighted coordinates
poset codes to the weighted coordinates poset block codes [25] 26]. In [25], we de-
fined the weighted coordinates poset block metric (d(p,,,)) on the space Fév which
generalizes several metrics such as Hamming metric, poset metric, (P, w)-metric,
pomset metric, (P, m)-metric and pomset block metric. In parallel to these, similar
works on weighted coordinates poset block metric were investigated in [I8| [19].

In [14], D. S. Kim and S. H. Cho derived a formula that gave the weight dis-
tribution of space Fy equipped with a particular class of poset structure called
crown poset by first finding the MacWilliams type identities on codes over such
space. In this paper, we determine complete weight distribution of Fév equipped
with weighted coordinates poset block structure by suitable combinatorial tools,
as the blocks are weighted by a weight function w on F,. Moreover, we study the
I-balls, r-balls, MDS codes and their perfectness for (P, w,r)-codes over F, with
arbitrary poset P.

First, we introduce weighted coordinates poset block metric (or (P, w, 7)-metric)
for codes of length IV over the field F,;. Section [2] provides the necessary prelimi-
naries. We will define the (P, w,7)-metric in Section B by attaching a weight @*:
to each block of length k; of a codeword where w* is a weight on F’;i that de-
pends on a weight w on F,. In Section @, we will determine the complete weight
distribution of Fév with respect to (P, w, 7)-metric, in general, thereby, facilitating
the weight distribution with respect to (P, w)-metric, (P,7)-metric, m-metric, P-
metric as particular cases. In one sense, the results obtained are generalizations
of those established by M. M. Skriganov in [29]. In the sequel, we determine the
cardinality of an r-ball with respect to (P, w, 7)-metric and (P, w)-metric. In Sec-
tion Bl the complete weight distribution for hierarchical weighted block spaces are
determined by considering P to be a hierarchical poset. In Section [6] I-perfect
codes for an ideal I in P are introduced and the relationship between I-perfect
codes and t-perfect codes with respect to (P, w, 7)-metrics is investigated. Further,
in section [7, we find the relation between MDS and I-perfect codes when all the
blocks are of same length. Moreover, we establish the duality theorem for those
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(P, w, m)-codes when all the blocks are of same length. In Section 8 the complete
weight distribution of the (P, w,w)-space when P is a chain is deduced. Further,
the distribution of codewords among I-balls is also analyzed when the poset is a
chain. Moreover, it concludes with the establishing of weight distribution of MDS
codes in (P, w, w)-space when the poset is a chain.

2. PRELIMINARIES

For a positive integer m, the Lee weight wy, of a € Z,, is min{a, m — a} and
the Lee weight of an n-tuple u = (uy,uz,...,u,) € Z% is wr(z) = > wr(u;).
Lee distance between u,v € Z7, is dr(u,v) = wr(u—v). Support of an n-tuple
u = (u,uz,...,u,) € Fy is defined to be the set supp(u) = {i € [n] : u; # 0} and
the Hamming weight of w is wgy (u) = |supp(u)).

Let P = ([n], =) be a poset. An element j € A C P is said to be a maximal
element of A if there is no i € A such that j < i. An element j € A C P is said
to be a minimal element of A if there is no i € A such that i < j. A subset [
of P is said to be an ideal if j € [ and ¢ < j imply i« € I. For a subset A of P,
an ideal generated by A is the smallest ideal containing A and is denoted by (A).
Poset weight or P-weight of u € T} is wp(u) = |(supp(u))| and P-distance between
u,v € Fy is dp(u,v) = wp(u —v).

Through a label map 7 : [n] — N defined as m(i) = k; such that Y w(i) = N

i=1

and considering Fflv as the direct sum F’;l @F’f b-- -@F’;", one can express x € Fflv
uniquely as ¢ = 1 ®x2 ®- - - Dy, with z; = (24, 4y, - - - ,a:l-ki) IS F’q“i and can define
the block-support [, [10] or m-support of = as suppr(x) = {i € [n] : 0 # x; €
Fki}. Now, m-weight of z is defined as wx(z) = |supp~(z)| and m-distance between
z,y € FY is dr(z,y) = wx(z — y). Note that if k; = 1V i, the 7-weight and 7-
distance becomes Hamming weight and Hamming distance respectively. Now, the
poset block weight or (P, 7)-weight of z is defined as w(p r)(z) £ |(suppx(z))| and
(P, m)-distance between x,y € IF(]IV is defined as d(p ) (z,y) = wepq (T —y).

By assigning a weight for each coordinate position of a vector u € Fy, L.
Panek [23] introduced what is called as weighted coordinates poset weight. For
this, let v € F!, I = (supp(u)) and M, be the set of all maximal elements in
IP. If w is a weight defined on F, and M, = max{w(a) : a € F,}, then the
weighted coordinates poset weight or (P, w)-weight of u is defined as wp,.,)(u) =

> w(u)) + >, M,. The weighted coordinates poset distance or (P, w)-
ieMP ieIP\MP
distance between u,v € Fy is defined as d(p ) (u,v) £ wipp(u—0). If wa) =1
Va ey \0, then the (P, w)-weight of u becomes the P-weight of w.

Throughout the paper, let Z(P) = {I C P : I is an ideal} denote the collection
of all ideals in P. Let Z° be its sub-collection of all ideals whose cardinality is
1. Let I; denote the collection of all ideals I € Z(P) with cardinality ¢ having j
maximal elements. Clearly, I;: C 7' and U;-:lI; =7 for 1 < i < n. Given an
ideal T € T}, let Max(I) = {i1,i2,...,i;} be the set of all maximal elements of T
and I\ Max(I) = {l1,l2,...,l;—;} be the set of all non-maximal elements of I, if
any. Here 7, j are integers such that 1 <i<nand 1 <j <uq.
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Proposition 2.1. Let P = ([n], <) be a poset. Let 0 < s <t < n. Then for each
I € T there exists J € I° such that J C I. Moreover, for each J € T® there exists
I €T such that J C I.

Theorem 2.1 ([26]). Suppose that P has exactly one ideal J with cardinality t,
where t < n — 1. Then, the following four statements hold true:
(i) J C I for any ideal I with |I| > t;
(i) J C I\ Maz(I) for every ideal I with |I| > t;
(iii) For any a € J and b € [1,n]\ J, it holds that a < b in P;
(i) For every ideal I with I € J, it holds that J G I and J C I\ Max([).

3. WEIGHTED COORDINATES POSET BLOCK METRICS

To make this paper a self-contained one and to proceed smoothly into the findings
given in further sections, we re-introducd] the content of the section from [25].

To start with, let w be a weight on Fy, m,, = min{w(a) : a € Fy,a # 0} and
M, = max{w(a) : o € Fg}. Fora k € N, and a v = (v1,v2,...,v,) € FF, we
define @*(v) = max{w(v;) : 1 < i < k}. Clearly, w* is a weight on F% induced by
the weight w. On F’q“i, 1 < i < n, we call @*, a block weight. Note that @* is
not an additive weight and the metric dg+ induced by w-weight on IFZ defined as
dgr (u,v) = 0¥ (u — v) is not an additive metric.

Considering the finite set [n] = {1,2,...,n} with < to be a partial order, the
pair P = ([n], <) is a poset. With a label map 7 : [n] — N defined as 7 (i) =
k; in the previous section such that Zn: m(1) = N, a positive inetger, we have

i=1
Fév = Flgl @F’f @...@Flg". Thus, if x € Fév then x = 21 a2 P -+ & x,, with
T = (Tiy, Tigs -+, Tiy ) € F%. Let I7"™ = (suppr(x)) be the ideal generated by the
m-support of  and M™ be the set of all maximal elements in I2°7.
Definition 3.1 ((P,w,w)-weight [25]). Given a poset P = ([n], <), a weight w
on Fy, a label map 7 with a block weight @" on F’;i induced by w, the weighted
coordinates poset block weight or (P, w,7)-weight of x € Fév is defined as

wpwm @) E Y W)+ Y My
ieMb™ e\ mb

The (P, w, 7)-distance between two vectors z,y € Fflv is defined as: d(p,,x)(z,y) =

w(P,w,fr) (:E - y)
Theorem 3.2 ([18],[25]). The (P,w,r)-distance is a metric on FY .
Here, d(p,y ) defines a metric on Fév called as weighted cordinates poset block

metric or (P, w,7)-metric. The pair (Fév, d(pw,x)) is said to be a (P,w, 7)-space.
A (P,w,m)-block code C of length N is a subset of (Fév, d(p,w,x))-space and

d(pw,x)(C) = min{d(p. x(c1,c2) s c1,c2 € C,c1 # 2}
1A. K. Shriwastva and R. S. Selvaraj, Weighted coordinates poset block codes, Discrete Math.

Algorithms Appl, communicated (April 2023) (unpublished).
In this paper, the notion of weighted coordinates poset block metrics is introduced.
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gives the minimum distance of C. If C is a linear (P, w, )-block code, then

d(pw,)(C) = min{wp, ~(c) : 0 # c € C}.

N

q » the minimum distance of a linear code C is

As w(pw,x) (v) < nM,y, for any v € F
bounded above by nM,,.

Though it is a more general fact to say that the (P, w, 7)-distance is a metric on
a free module RN over a commutative ring R with identity, we focus our discussion
by taking R = IF;, almost everywhere. The results obtained in the forthcoming
sections for Fflv or Z are even valid for any free module RY over the commutative
ring R with identity.

We remark that the (P, w, 7)-distance is a metric which includes several classic
metrics of coding theory.

Remark 3.3 ([25]). Now we shall see how or in what manner the weighted coordi-
nates poset block metric generalizes the various poset metrics arrived at so for.

(i) If k; = 1 for every i € [n] then the block support of v € F) becomes the
usual support of v € F' and (P, w, w)-weight of v € FY becomes (P, w)-
weight of v € Fy. Thus, the (P,w,)-space becomes the (P, w)-space (as
in [23]).

(ii) If k; = 1 for every i € [n] and w is the Hamming weight on F, so that
w(a) =1 for 0 # o € Fy, then for any v = v, @vg@...GaneFéV,

% (v;) = max{w(v;,) : 1 <t < k)
. O, lf v, = O
Y1 ifw £0
= wH(vi)a

the Hamming weight of v; in F,;. Thus, the (P, w,m)-space becomes the
poset space or P-space (as in [3]).

(iii) If w is the Hamming weight on Fy. Let v € FY, v; = (v, , viy, - .- s Vig, ) € Fk:
and v;, € F,, 1 <t < k;, so that @% (v;) = max{w(v;,) : 1 <t < k;} =

0, ifv;=0
{ 1 if v #£0 } Hence,

W(pw ) (V) = [My "]+ LT\ M7
= |17
= ’w(pyﬂ.) (’U)

Thus, the (P, w, 7)-space becomes the (P, m)-space (as in [I]).
(iv) If w is the Hamming weight on F, and P is an antichain, then for any

0, ifv;=0
N ki (g ; i Py
velF), o (v;) = { 1 if v £0 }, I suppr(v) and hence,

W(pw,m (V) = |MI™| +|L,77\ M|
= |suppx(v)]

= wy(v).

Thus, the (P, w, w)-space becomes the m-space or (F, dr)-space (as in [10]).
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The (P, w, m)-ball centered at a point y € Fév with radius r is the set

Br(y) = {.’IJ € FZ]V : d(P,w,Tr) (yu :E) < T}

The (P,w,r)-sphere centered at y with radius r is S.(y) = {z € FY
d(pw,x)(y,x) = r}. B(y) and S,(y) are also called as r-ball and r-sphere respec-
tively. As the d(p,, »)-metric is translation invariant, we have B,(y) = y + B,(0)

where 0 € F). Clearly, |B.(0)] = 1+ Y [S:(0)| and |S¢(0)| is equal to the number
=1

of z € Fév such that w(p,,,~)(z) = t. Therefore, to determine the cardinality of an
r-ball, first we shall find the (P, w, 7)-weight distribution of IF(]IV )
Hereafter, C denote a (P, w, 7)-code of length N = ki +ka+...+ky over Fy with

WJ for any (P, w, w)-code C.

minimum distance d(p., r)(C). Let 75 = L
Definition 3.4. A (P,w,w)-code C of length N over F, is said to be a mazimum
distance separable (MDS) (P,w,7)-code if it attains its Singleton bound.

Theorem 3.5 (Singleton Bound for (P, w, 7)-block Code [25]). LetC be a (P,w,7)-
code of length N = ki + ky + ... 4 k, over Fy with minimum distance d(p,q =) (C)

d W, T (C)fmw
and let rg = {%J . Then max { Yicy ki} < N — [log,|C|].

. d W, T (C)imw
If k; = s Vi € [n] then max {>icski} = ras and thus, {%J <
n — 1293lCl becomes the Singleton bound for a (P,w,)-block code C in which all

the blocks are of same size s. Further, if C is a linear code of dimension k then it

MJ < n— % Moreover, when k; = 1V i € [n], we obtain the

PR

becomes L T
Singleton bound for (P, w)-code:
Corollary 3.6 (Singleton Bound for (P, w)-code [26]). If C is a (P, w)-code of length
n over Fy with minimum distance d(p,.,)(C), then LWJ < n — [log,|C[].

4. WEIGHT DISTRIBUTION OF (P, w, T)-SPACE

For a weight w on Fy, the sets D, = {a € Fy : w(a) = r}, for 0 < r < M,
partition F, according to the distribution of weights w of elements in [F;. Recall
that, @ is a weight on F} defined as @"(u) = max{w(u;) : 1 < i < k} for
u= (uy,us, ...,up) € F’;. For each 0 < r < M,,, we shall define:

DF = {u = (u1,uz,...,ug) GFII; cwf(u) =1}
to be a subset of F¥ so that DF (0 < r < M,,) partitons F} according to the

distribution of weights w" of elements in F’q“. Thus, we have the following:

r r—1
Proposition 4.1. For a given positive integer k, |DF| = (32 |Ds|)F — (32 |Di|)*
i=0 i=0

for 0 <r < My, In particular, |D5; | = q" — (¢ — |Dar, |)*.

Proof. Let u = (uy,us,...,u;x) € DF so that @w*(u) = r. This means, at least one
component of u has its maximum weight as . The number of such u € IFZ with [
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components having r as their w-weight is (]f) |D,|'(1+4|D1|+|D2|+. ..+ |Dr—1|)k".
Thus,
k

k _
D5 = () IDnf 1+ D1+ Daf +.+ D
=1

= (1+|Dy|+ Dol + ...+ |D))* = (1 + |D1| + |Do| + ... + | Dr_a])E.
T r—1
Hence, |D¥| = (32 |Di|)* — (3 |Di|)* where D, = {a € F, : w(a) =r}. O
i=0 i=0

The above Proposition [£1] gives the weight distribution of IE"; by considering w*
as weight.
Next, we shall proceed on to determine the (P, w,w)-weight distribution of Fév .

Foreach 1 <r <nMy,let A, ={x=21®22®... Py € Fév LW,y () =71}
and Ag = {0}. It is clear that if z € A, then I"™ = (suppx(x)) € T} for some
je{1,2,...,n} such that i > j. It is also easy to observe the following:
o If wip .y x(z) < My, then P e Ig for some j € {1,2,...,n}.
o If wipyx(x) > M, then IPm e I; for some j € {1,2,...,n} such that
i> 7.
Now, foranz € A, withx =21 P22 P --- Bz, and x; = (:Eil,xi2,...,3:iki) I F’;i,
we have
w(P,w,Tr)(x) = Z wki (xl) + Z Mw
ieMb™ i€l P \MD™
= @M (2i,) + @2 (i) .+ B (2) + (= )M
where MP™ = {iy,is,...,4;}. Then,
Wi () + @M () + oo+ 0 () =7 — (0= §) M.
As the weight is varying on the block positions with respect to maximal elements but

fixed on block positions with respect to non-maximal elements, we need to choose

J
j number of blocks z;, € Flgis such that Y wkis (z;,) = r — (i — j)M,,. Thus, to get

s=1
the number of vectors in A,., we first define the partition of the number r— (i—j) M,
in order to have numbers like w1 (z;,), W*i2 (2;,), ..., W= (z;,) as its j parts.

Definition 4.1 (Partition of r). For any positive integer r, by a partition of r we
mean a finite non-increasing sequence of positive integers by, b2, ...,b; such that
b1 + by + -+ +b; = r and is denoted by (b1,b2,...,b;). b1,ba,...,b; are called
as parts of the partition and they need not be distinct. As the number of parts
in a partition is restricted to at most n, such a partition is termed as an n-part
partition. Let PRT[r] denote the set of all n-part partitions of  such that each
part in r does not exceed M,, i.e.
J
PRT[r] = {(b1,b2,...,b;) : > by =7; 1 <by < M, and 1 < j <n}.

s=1

Since we need to partition r — (i — j)M,, and w1 (z;,) + @F2 (2,) + ... +
Wi (xi;) = r — (i — j) My, the number of parts is restricted to at most n — (i — j).
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Hence, to determine the parts of r — (i — j)M,,, we define: PRT;_;[r] =
¢
{(b1,bay. o be) 2> be=7— (i — j)Muy;1 < by < My, and 1 <t <n—i+j}
s=1

where ¢ — j is the number of non-maximal elements in a given ideal I € I]l Note
that PRT[r] = PRTy|[r].
Let b= (b1,by,...,b;) € PRT;_j[r] and I € T}. As the weight is varying on the
7 maximal block positions but fixed on the ¢ — j non-maximal block positions, we
need to choose j number of z;, € Flgis such that i: whis (2;)) = — (i — §) M.
s=1
Parts b;’s of b do help in finding suitable x; € F’;i that have weight @ (x;) = b; so
that all these x;’s will occur only in the positions of maximal elements of I. Since
weights in the positions of non-maximal elements are fixed as M,,, any z; € F’q“i
can occcur in those non-maximal positions. But in the remaining n — |I| positions
I, 0 € F& will occur. Thus, for a b= (by,ba,...,b;) € PRT;_j[r] and I € T}, the
set
0l forseln]\I
A_{x_m@m@-“@xnelﬁ‘é\’:xs_ xSEij, for s € Max(I) ,
z, €Fhe, for s eI\ Max(I)

1§s§n}

gives the set of those N-tuples x = 21 P22 B ... Pz, € Fév each of whose (P, w, 7)-
weight is 7, (suppr(x)) = I and @*s(z,) = bs for s € Maz(I). Such a set A
of vectors of (P,w,)-weight r can be obtained for each arrangement of a b €
PRT;_[r] for a given I € T}.

Example 4.2. Let Z13 =72 ® Z3 © 73 ® 72 & Z2. Consider w as the Lee weight
on Zr. Let < be a partial order relation on the set [5] = {1,2,3,4,5} such that
1 X2, Here I = {1,2,4} is the ideal of cardinality 3 with 2 maximal elements.
Max(I) ={2,4}, I\ Max(I) = {1} and [n] — I = {3,5}. As M,, =3, PRT}[8] =
((3,2),(3,1,1),(2,2,1),(2,1,1,1)}. Now, for b = (3,2) € PRT;[8] and I = {1,2, 4},
at the positions of maximal elements Max(I) = {2,4}, 2o € Z3 such that w*?(zq) =
3, and x4 € Z? such that @w*(24) = 2 will occur. At non-maximal positions of T
(here it is {1}), any 21 € Z2 will occur. In the remaining positions [n] — I = {3, 5},
r3 =0 € Z% and 73 = 0 € Z2 will occur. Thus, when I = {1,2,4} and b = (3,2) €
PRTy[8],

A={2=2102, 0002, ®0: 21 € Z2, 2o € Z3 with ’U~}k2($2) =3,
x4 € 72 with @™ (z4) = 2}

gives the set of vectors that have (P, w,7)-weight 3+ 3 4+ 2 = 8. And, if we take
(2,3) which is an arrangement of parts of b = (3,2) then

B={z=21®010002,00: 1, EZ% To EZ‘;’ Withlbk2(:1:2):2,
x4 € Z2 with @™ (z4) = 3}

also gives the set of vectors that have (P,w,w)-weight 3 + 2+ 3 = 8 when I =
{1,2,4}.
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Definition 4.3 (Arrangement of b). Given an n-part partition b = (bq,b2,...,b;) €
PRT;_j[r] with j parts, an arrangement of b is a j-tuple (bs,, by, ..., bs;) such that
t; €{1,2,...,j} are distinct. Thus, ARG|[(b1,b2,...,b;)] =

{(btl,btz,...,btj)Ztl,tg,...,tj E{l,Q,...,j}, ti#tk forz;ék}

denote the set of all such arrangements of a given b = (b1, be,...,b;) € PRT;_;[r].

Partition of a weight r (or r — (i — j)M,,, as the case may be) and arrangement
of their parts play a vital role in determining the weight distribution of a (P, w, 7)-
space.

Example 4.4. Continuing from the Example ?? with r = 11, M,, = 3 and n = 5,
we can see that the arrangements of b = (3,3, 3,2) € PRTy[11] are given by

ARGI(3,3,3,2)] ={(3,3,3,2),(3,3,2,3),(3,2,3,3),(2,3,3,3)}
and the arrangements of b = (3,3,3,1,1) € PRTy[11] are given as
ARGI(3,3,3,1,1)] ={(3,3,3,1,1),(3,3,1,1,3),(3,1,1,3,3),(1, 1,3, 3, 3),

(1,3,1,3,3),(1,3,3,1,3),(1,3,3,3,1),(3,1,3,1,3),(3,1,3,3,1),(3,3,1,3,1)}.

It is to be the noted that, if t1, ¢, ..., ¢; denote the [ distinct elements in the parts
b1,bs, ..., by with multiplicity rq,7s, ..., respectively so that by + by + -+ b, =
zlj rsts =7 — (i — j) My, then |[ARG[b]| = ;54— for each b = (b1, ba, ..., b;) €
PRI, ). |

Now, for each b = (b1, b2,...,b;) € PRT;_j[r] and for each I € T}, we define a

set Ty[I] which gives all vectors 2 = 21 22 ® ... &z, € FY with (P, w, 7)-weight
r=0by+by+...4+bj + (i — j)M, such that (supp,(x)) = I. Thus,

Ty[I] = U {xle@---@xneﬂ?év:xs:
(Bmgy brmgy by JEARGID]
0 e Fhe, fors¢ 1
xSED{f;, for s € Max(I) ,1§s§n}.

xs €Fke, for s € I\ Max(I)
Proposition 4.2. For 1 < r < nM,,, we have A, =

UuU u U (1.

i=1j=1 IGI} b:(bl,bz ..... bt)GPRTifj[T]

When 7 < M, for any z € A,, all elements of I7*™ are maximal (that is, IF>™ =
Mer)a so that w(PﬂUﬂf)(x) = Z ﬁ)ki (Il) = wkil (Ii1)+wki2 (Ii2)+' ' '+’(Dkij (xlj)
ieMb™
where Mf’ﬂ' = {il, iz, ceey ZJ}

Theorem 4.5. For any 1 < r < M,,, the number of N-tuples x € Fflv having
'LU(P)w)ﬂ—)(I) =ris A, =

n
i io J
PSS > DEs D2 |- Dy |
. . J
3=1 177 (b1,b2e b)) EPRTO[] by b s ) EARG(b1 b2, 015)]

wherein, for an I € Ij, Maz(I) = {i1,i2,...,4;} and (b1,ba,...,b;) € PRTy[r].
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Proof. Let x € A, and I = (supp.(z)). Now I € Ij for some j € {1,2,...,n} as
r < M. Let I = {il,ig,...,ij}, b= (bl,bz,...,bj) S PRTQ[T‘] Thus,

Tp[I] = U {I—Il@xgﬂa'-'@xnélﬁ‘é\’:xs_

(b, by reensbm,  JEARG(E]
0 €k, fors¢ 1 L<s<
xseDf;, forsel (2 =°="

gives all the vectors # € FY having w(p ., - () = r such that (supp.(z)) = I and

Z ’lI)kS(:ES):bl—FbQ—F"'—Fbj. SO7
s€Max(I)

|Tb[I]| = Z |Dbmli1 ||Dbm2i2 | T |Db:i‘ |
(b, by voessbim,  JEARG((b1,bs,..b; )] !

Hence, the number of z € F) having (P w,r)-weight as r is |A,] =

DS > il O

j=1 [eIJ].' (b1,b2,...,b;)EPRTo[r]

For the case when r > M,,, we will have r = tM,, + a for some non-negative
integer a < M,, and for any =z € A,, If ™ will consist of at most ¢ non-maximal
elements.

Theorem 4.6. For any r = tMy, +a with 1 <t <n-—1and 0 < a < M,, the
number of N-tuples x € Fév having w(p,y () =1 is

t n X
Aintral =300 D D 2. Dy, |
1
=0 j=1 IezJﬁi (b1,b2,...,b;)EPRT;[r] (bmi1 b, ,...,bmij )EARG|(b1,b2,...,b;)]
Kig | ki kiy tkig 4tk
|Dbmi2| |Dbmij g
wherein, for an I € Ij+i, Maz(I) = {i1,i2,...,4;} and \Maz(I) = {l1,12,...,l;}.

Proof. Let x € A, and I = (suppr(x)). As w(pwm(r) =7 > My, I € Ij“ for
some j € {1,2,...,n} and i > 0. Let Max(I) = {i1,i2,...,3;}, I \ Maz(I) =
{ll,lg, cee ,li} and b= (bl,bg, .. .,bj) S PRTZ[’I“] ThLIS7

Ty[I] = U {x—m@-u@anFé\[:xs—
(b”lil 7bmi2 )~~~7bmij )EARG[b]
0 € Fh, fors¢ 1
xSEDf;, for s € Max(I) ,lgsgn}

z, €Fle, forsel\ Max(I)

gives all the vectors # € FY having w(p ., - () = r such that (supp.(z)) = I and

S @M (wi) = b1+ ba+ -+ b So,
i€Maz(T)

. ) k.
T[] = > IDFs | DE= | DE gtk
L .

(B Dy vonbm, ) EARGID]
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As 0 < |I'\ Maz(I)|=1i<t,so
t n
Ad=22 >. 2. InlL.
i=0 j=1 eI+ (b1 ,ba,....b; € PRT;[r]
O

Based on the results arrived at, |A,| can be stated for certain particular values
of r:
When r < M,,, we have

ki
A =) Dy

Ie1}
ks ks ks
Aol = > D[+ > Dy Dy
Iez! Ie13
and so on.

When r = M,,, we have

Anl =30 3" > > Dy |

Jj=1 Iteﬂf (b1,b2,..,0;) EPRTo [Muw] (b 10y seees bums )EARG((b1,b2,...,b;)]
Kiy kij
1Dy.? |- 1Dy, |
ig i

When r = M, + a for 1 <a < M, — 1, we have

Avaral =23 % > Dy |

Jj=1 IeIij (b1,b2,...,b5) € PRTo[r] (b sbm,;, 7~~~;b7nij )EARG((b1,b2,...,b;)]

Dy 1D, 1+ S > >

j=1 I€I§+1 (b],b5,..., b'j)GPRTl [r] (b;ni1 ,binl? ..... binij )EARG[(b],b),..., b;)]
k. k. ki, k
1 2 J
|Dyt ||Dy? |- |Dy” g
msy miy ™

Now we shall illustrate the obtained results by choosing the field as Z; by con-
sidering the weight w on it as the Lee weight. Note that, if we let L; = {i € [n] :
|(i)] = j}, 1 < j < n, then |I;| = (‘le‘). If mo denote the number of minimal
elements in the given poset P, then |L1| = my.

Example 4.7. Let < be a partial order relation on [5] = {1,2,3,4,5} such that
1 < 2. Consider w as the Lee weight on Z7 and let Z1* = Z20Z3®Zi®Z2®Z2. Here
L = {1}, I, = {3}, Is = {4}, Iy = {5} are the only ideals with cardinality one with
respect to < and hence Z} = {I1, Iz, I5, I }. I5 = {1,2} is the ideal with cardinality
two with one maximal element and Z? = {I;}. Is = {1,3}, I; = {1,4}, Is = {1,5},
Iy = {3,4}, Iy = {3,5}, I11 = {4,5} are the ideals with cardinality 2 with 2
maximal elements and 1-22 = {167[77187[971107111}- 112 = {1,2,3}, 113 = {1, 2,4},
Iy = {1,2,5} are the ideals with cardinality 3 with 2 maximal elements and Z3 =
{112,113,114}. 115 = {1,3,4}, 116 = {1,3,5}, 117 = {1,4,5}, Il8 = {3,4,5} are
the ideals with cardinality 3 with 3 maximal elements and Z3 = {15, I16, I17, 15}
Lo ={1,2,3,4}, Ino = {1,2,3,5}, Is1 = {1,2,4,5} are the ideals with cardinality 4
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with 3 maximal elements and Zj = {I19, I20, [21}. I22 = {1,3,4,5} is the only ideal
with cardinality 4 with 4 maximal elements and thus Z = {Iz2}. T2z = {1,2,3,4,5}
is the only ideal with cardinality 5 with 4 maximal elements and hence Z] = {I>3}.
And, B =11 =10 =73 =15 =13 = I3 = {}.
(i) In Z7, My, = 3 and |D;| = |D2| = | D3| = 2. From Proposition 1] in Z13,
|Df| = (1+|Da])F -1,
[D5| = (1+|D1| + |D2])* — (1 +[D1])*,
|DE| = (14 |D1] + |Da| + |D3|)* — (1 + |D1| + |D2|)¥, where k = 2,3, 4.
(i) PRT(3] = {(1,1,1),(1,2),(3)} and ARG[(1,2)] = {(1,2),(2.1)}. Thus,
number of vectors x € Z33 having weight 3 is

3
A=Y > Dy 1+ 1D} |

I=1 1€T7 (b1,b20000:0;) EPRTO[r] (b b oDy JEARG(br1,....b5)]
= > ID5" 1+ DD (Dy D5 + 1Dy Dy ) + Y |0y
Iez! I€13 Iezs
=|D3| + |D5| + | D3| + | D3| + | D¥|| D3| + |D3||D| + |DY||D3| + | D3|| DY |+
|DY|| D3] + [D3||DY| + | DYID3| + | D3| | DF| + | DY|| D3| + [ D3| DY |+
|D2||D3| + [D3||DY| + | D||D1| | DF| + | D3[| D11 DE| + | DI|| DYDY+
| D[|D¥|| DY
=24+ 1776 +244+244+8 x 544+ 16 x 80 + 8 x 16 + 16 x 8 + 8 x 16+
16 x 8+ 80 x 16+ 544 x 8 +80 x 16 + 544 x 8 + 8 x 16 + 16 x 8+
8X80X84+8Xx80Xx8+8Xx8x8+80Xx8x%x8

ki ki
Dy ([ Dy

=35, 384.

(i) Also, PRT[14] = {(3,3,3,3,2)} and PRT1[14] = {(3,3,3,2)}.
Consider the arrangements of (3,3,3,2) as ARG[(3,3,3,2)] =
{(3,3,3,2),(3,3,2,3),(3,2,3,3),(2,3,3,3)}. Now Z; = {3} and

72 = {¢}. Thus, number of vectors x € Z+3 having weight 14 is

Aul = > D D

I€Z (b1,b2,b3,b4)€ PRT}[14] (b b b bm;, JEARG((3,3,3,2)]

Mg 2T Mig 7z 2Ty
|Dbmli1 ||Db,,i2 ||Db,,i3 ||Db,:i4 |qu1
= (|1D311Ds|| D3| D3| + | D5|| D3| D3| D3| + | D3| D3 || D3| D3|+
| D3| D3| D311 D)) 7
= (218 x 1776 x 24 x 16 + 218 X 1776 x 16 x 24 + 218 x 544 x 24 x 24+
98 x 1776 x 24 x 24) x 49
— 99,829, 377, 536.
Calculating ARGIb] for each partition b = (b1,be,...,b;) € PRT;_;[r] is seem-

ingly cumbersome. But, that is not the case when k; = k Vi € [n], as the number of
components z; € F¥ having @ (2;) = b; will not then depend on the label i € [n]

and thus it is not necessary to find ARGI[b]. If b = (b1,b2,...,b;) € PRT;_;[r], let
t1,ta,. .., be the distinct  elements from the j parts by, ba, . . ., b; with multiplicity

r1,72,. .., respectively so that 215:1 Tsts = b1 + by + -+ b;.
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Theorem 4.8. Let k; = k V i € [n]. Then, for any r < nM,, the number of
N-tuples x € FY having w(p ) (x) =1 is [A,| =

1) 50 DD SINNIPLED | (A (LSRRI

=1 j=1 IGI" bl ba,..., b]‘)GPRTifj[ ]
where s parts among the j parts in bi,ba, ..., b; are equal tots (1 <s <1I).

Proof. Let I € I; with [Max(I)| = j and let b = (b1,b2,...,b;) € PRT;_;[r]. Let
t1,t2,...,t; be the distinct [ elements from the set of j parts in b such that r;
! !
is the multiplicity of t; (1 < s <) so that Y rs = j and > rsts = by + b2 +
s=1 s=1
--+bj =71 — (i — j)M,. Since t; occurs r, times, the total number of choices for
zs € FF* such that w" (z,) = t, in ry places of Max(I) is |Df |"+(7). Then for
each (b1, ba,...,b;) € PRT;_,[r] and I € T}, the total number of N-tuples z € FY

having w(p,y,x () =7 is qFt=7) H |Df ’”S( (”+T2+ e *1)). Hence, |A,| =

z":zz:z 3 1J)H|Dk| ( r1+r2;: +rs—1)>

i=1 j=1 €T} (b1,bz,....b;)EPRT;_j[r]

ts ts—1
where 7o = 0 and |[DF| = (32 [Di)* — (2 |Di])*. O
: =0

=0

Corollary 4.9. If k; = k V i € [n] then the number of N-tuples 2 € F}’ having
W(pawx)(T) = nMyis (¢° — (¢ — |Dar, )¥)q"" = where ¢ is the number of maximal
elements in the given poset P.

As the d(p,, m-metric is translation invariant, B,.(z) = « + B,(0) for an € FY

where 0 € F)Y. Moreover, |B.(0)| = 1+ Y [S;(0)| and [S;(0)| = |A¢|. Thus,
t=1

Proposition 4.3. The number of N-tuples in a (P,w,m)-ball of radius r centered
at x € FY is |By(x)] =1 +tz_:1 |A¢|.

Note that the results obtained in this section are in some sense generalizations to
those obtained by M. M. Skriganov in [29]. In the remaining part of this section, we
show how |A,| can be arrived at for various spaces viz., (P, w)-space, (P, 7)-space,
m-space and P-space.

1. (P,w)-space. The (P, w,m)-space becomes (P, w)-space [23
; = 1 for all @ € [n] (see Remark B3). Here N = >
i=1
# 0} =

] by considering
ki = n For

>

= (u,ug,...,un) € By, suppz(u) = {i € [n] : w supp(u) and

Wk (u;) = w(u;) ¥ i € [n]. Thus,

Wepw)(u) = Z w(u;) + Z My,.

iEMP i€l P\MP



14 ATUL KUMAR SHRIWASTVA AND R S SELVARAJ

Now, A, = {u = (u1,uz,...,un) € Fy : wipw)(u) =r} and by Theorem [L.5] for
any 1 <r < M, — 1, the number of N-tuples in F}; having wp . (z) = r is

FHES DYDY ) Du., 1Ds,,, |+ |D, |

=1 1€T3 (b1.b2...sb;) EPRTO[r] (bin, by vovsibim, ) EARGIY]

=3 X D IDe, | IDs,, ARGl b, b))
j=1

IGI]]: (b17b2 ..... bj)GPRTo[’I"]

wherein, for an I € Ij, {i1,%2,...,1;} is the set of maximal elements of I.
By Theorem [£.6] for r = tM,, +a; 1 <t <n-1,0<a < M,, we can get,

IS 5 S S )3 D,

i=0 j=1 1T (b1,b2....b;) €PRTi[r] (b, bmyy veenibim, ) EARG[D]

|-+ Dy, ld
J

| Dy

miy

t n
=33 > 1Dy, (Do, 1+ [ Db, ¢’

=0 j=1 1ez;*7 (b1,bz,....b;) € PRT;[r]

<.

|ARG((b1, b2, - .., by)]|

Alternatively, from Theorem 438 we can determine the cardinality of A, without
finding ARG[b], as k; =1V i € [n].

Corollary 4.10. For any 1 < r < nM,, the number of n-tuples u € Fy having
wipw)(u) =ris

A=Y Y qwsﬁlwts

i=1j=1TI€T! (b1,ba,...b;)EPRT;;[r]

s j—(’l”l—|—’l”2—|—...—|—7”571)
T's

where rs parts among the j parts in by, be,...,b; are equal to t5 (1 < s <1I).

Corollary 4.11. The number of n-tuples x € Fy having the (P, w, 7)-weight nM,,
is [Dys, |'¢"~* where ¢ is the number of maximal elements of the given poset P.

If P = ([n],x) is a chain (here 1 < 2 < ... < n), each ideal I € Z(P) will have
only one maximal element. Let v € F7, IF = (supp(v)) and j be the maximal
element of I7. Then, w(p,,)(v) = w(v;) + (|IF'] = 1)M,. Moreover,

e For 1 <r < M,, we have v € A, iff [{(supp(v))| = 1, and hence |A,| = |D,|.
e Forr =tM, +a, where 0 <a < M, and 1 <t <n—1, we have v € A, iff
[(supp(v))] = ¢ + 1. Thus, |Ausr, +al = ¢'|Dal-

4.2. (P,m)-space. Given a poset P = ([n], =), alabel map 7 on [n], and considering
w to be the Hamming weight on Fy, the (P,w,T)-space becomes poset block or
(P, m)-space [1] (see Remark B3)). Now M, = 1, and hence we have |Dy| = 1,
|D1| =¢—1and |lej| =q¢k —1for 1 <j < n. Clearly, z € A, iff |(supp.(x))| = r.

As M, = 1, we have |PRT;_;[r]| = 1 for any r < n, for PRT,_;[r] =
{(1,1,...,1) : 14+1+4---+1 =7r—(:—j)}. From Theorem A6 the number
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of N-tuples x € Fév having w(p ) (z) =7 is

> > S DDy |D)

i=0 j=1 ]€I§+i (1,1,..., 1)ePRT;|[r]

r—1
ki +kiy+-tky,

Since x € A, iff If €Iy for some j < r, we have

|A | — Z Z ki, _ 1 kiy _ 1) . (qkij _ 1)qkl1+kl2+”'+klr,]
j=11€Iy
where Max(I) = {i1,i2,...,%;} and I \ Max(I) = {l1,l2,...,l,—;} for a given
I € I}. Moreover, if k; = k for all i € [n], then [A,| = > > (¢" - 1) ghr=a),

J=11€T7

Corollary 4.12. Let k; = k for all i € [n]. Then, x € A, iff IP'™ € I} where
t is the number of maximal elements of the given poset P. Moreover, |A,| =
(qk _ 1)tqk(n7t)'

If P = ([n], <) is a chain, there is only one maximal element in any ideal I € Z(P)
and |Zf| = 1 for 1 <7 < n. Let v € F} and I["™ = (suppx(v)) with maximal
element j. Then,

WP, (V) = @ () + ([1]7] = 1) My,
=117
=)
:w(pm)(v).

This weight coincides with the RT-weight if k; = 1 for each ¢ € [n]. We have x
€ A, iff |{suppr(x))| =7, and thus

|Ay] = (¢Fr — D)ghthettheas for 1 < <.

Moreover, if k; = k for each i € [n], then |A,| = (¢* — 1)¢"*"= for 1 <r < n.

4.3. m-space. If P = ([n], <) is an anti-chain and w is the Hamming weight on
Fy, the (P, w, m)-space becomes the classical (FY,dr)-space [10] (see Remark B.3).
Now A, ={x =21 ®Dx2®... D x4 GIF{IV s we(x) = r} for each 1 < r < n. Clearly,
x € Ay iff |suppr(x)] = 7.

Now each subset of [n] is an ideal. Let P, be the collection of all subsets B of
[n] such that |B| =r. If B = {i1,i2,...,%4,} C [n] then

Al = > (@ = 1)(d¥ = 1)+ (¢ —1).

BeP,

If k; = k for each ¢ € [n], we have

|A|_< )(q —1) for1<r <.
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4.4. P-space. The (P,w,)-space becomes the classical (Fy,dp)-poset space [3]
by considering w as the Hamming weight on Fy and k; = 1 V ¢ € [n] (see Remark
B3). As M, =1, 0% (z,) = w(z,) = 1 for all z, € Fi= \ {0}, and |PRT;_;[r]| = 1
for any r < n so that ARG[b] = PRT;_;[r].

For each 1 <7 < n, if A, = {z = (z1,22,...,2,) € Fy : wp(z) = 1}, then z
€ A, iff |(supp(z))| = r. Therefore,

Al =" (a-1Vq .

j=11€T}

In particular, A, = (¢ — 1)!¢"~* where t is the number of maximal elements in

P. If P = ([n], =) is a chain, then
|Ar| = qT_l(q - 1) forl <r<n.

5. WEIGHTED COORDINATES HIERARCHICAL POSET BLOCK SPACES

Let P = ([n], =) be a poset on [n]. The height h(i) of an element ¢ € P is the
cardinality of the largest chain having i as the maximal element. The height h(P) of
the poset P is the maximal height of its elements, i.e., h(P) = max{h(i) : i € [n]}.
The i-th level I'7 of a poset P is the set of all elements with height 4, i.e.,

Iy ={jen]:h(j) =1}

- h(P)
Let |7 = n; so that and |J,_, I'Y = [n] and n = n1 +na+...+nyp). Clearly,
each level of a poset is an antichain and the number of levels in a poset P is h(P).
A poset P = ([n], X) is said to be hierarchical if elements at different levels are
comparable, i.e., if t; € Y and t; € I‘f with ¢ # j then ¢; < ¢; if and only if ¢ < j.
Thus, when P is an hierarchical poset on [n] with h levels, the following hold:
e If I is an ideal of P then max(I) C 'Y’ for some i.
e If/eZtandt =ni+na+...4n;_1+1 where 1 <[ < n; then |max(I)| = I.
o If i=n1+no+...+n; where 1 <j < h, then |7 = 1.

Proposition 5.1. Let t = ny +no + ... +n;_1 + 1 where 1 <1 < n;. Then
1Zi = (7)-
Proof. Let I € Zj. Then, max(/) C T and |max(I)| = I. Thus, |Z{| is nothing

but the number of ways | maximal elements can be chosen from I‘f . As |I‘f | =n;,
the proof follows. O

Now,let =21 PDxo®-- - Dxy € Fév where z; € F’; As P is hierarchical with
h levels, MP™ C T} for some i € {1,2,...,h}. The (P,w,)-weight of z € F} is

W(p,w,r)(T) = Z W (x;) + (ny +no+ ... F 1) My,

jeMTCrP

where ng = 0. This weight can be called as (P, w, 7)-hierarchical weight and the
corresponding (P, w, 7)-metric d(p, r) is called as the (P, w, 7)-hierarchical metric
on Fflv . We call the space (Fflv , dg p_,w_,,)) with hierarchical poset P as weighted
coordinates hierarchical poset block space or (P, w,)-hierarchical block space.
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j—1

Proposition 5.2. Let r = tM,, + so where t = > n; and so € {1,2,...,n;My,}.
i=1

If x € A, then MIP*” grj.’.

The results obtained in Section [] can also be applied to hierarchical poset. Let
ng = 0. Thus, the weight distribution of the weighted coordinates hierarchical
poset block space (Fév , d(pw,x)) can be deduced from Theorem and Theorem
4.8 which is stated as the following results:

Theorem 5.1. For any r = tMy, +so witht =n1+n2+...+nj_1 and 0 < sg <
njM,,, the number of N-tuples x € Fflv having w(p,y ) (x) = T is

PETRES DD > > Dy |

j=1 Ite:+t (bhbg,...,bj)EPRTt [T‘] (bm11 )b/yni2 ""7bmij )EARG[(b1,b2,...,bj)]
|Dki2 | . |Dkij | kiy tkiy+---tky,
b, b, 14 ’
i

wherein, for an I € Ig+t, Max(I) = {i1,i2,...,4;} and I\Maz(I) = {l1,l2,...,I;}.

Theorem 5.2. Letk; =k Vi€ [n] andt =ni+ne+...+nj_1. Forr=tM,+so
where s € {1,2,...,n;M,}, the number of N-tuples x € Fév having w(pw.x) () =
T8

nj l
Al =0 > ¢ TTIDE
s=1

J=11ezitt (b1 ,ba,....b;) €PRT,[r]

Ts(j—(’l“l-i-'f‘g-i-...-‘r?”s_l))

Ts

where rs parts among the j parts in by, be,...,b; are equal to ts (1 <s <I).
Corollary 5.3. The number of N-tuples in a (P, w, 7)-ball of radius r centered at
xeFYis |By(x) =1+ t; |Ay|.

5.1. Hierarchical poset block space. In this subsection, we consider w as the
Hamming weight on F, and P as the hierarchical poset of height & on [n]. Then
for any x € Fflv, MEP™ C TP for some i € {1,2,...,h} and thus the (P, w,n)-
hierarchical weight of z € IF(]IV is

W(p,w,r)(T) = Z wg(x;) + (n1+ne+...+ni—1)
jeMITCTF
= |Mf’ﬂ—| +ny+ne+...+n,-1
which is the (P, m)-hierarchical poset block weight of x. If k; = 1V i € [n], it

becomes the hierarchical poset weight as defined in [9]. Hence, the (P, w,m)-space
with P as an hierarchical poset generalizes the hierarchical poset space described in
[@).

Now, we give the complete weight distribution for hierarchical poset block metric
space.

Theorem 5.4. Forr =ni+n2+...+nj_1+a where 1 <a < nj, the number of
N-tuples x € FY having w(p, . (x) =1 is

Al = 37 (@ = 1" = 1)+ (g0 = 1)ghn Rt
IeTr
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wherein, for an I € I, Max(I) = {i1,i2,...,%.} and I \ Max(I) =
{12, ... lr—a}. Inparticular, ifk; = k¥ i € [n] then |A.| = 3 (¢ —1)%gF0r—),
1€Zr

Remark 5.5. In fact, |A,| = (") (¢* — 1)"¢*"=%) when k; = k V i € [n] by Propo-
sition 511

Corollary 5.6. Forany r =t+a witht =n; +ne+... +n;_1 and 1 < a < n,,
the number of N-tuples in a (P, w,m)-ball of radius r centered at x € Fflv is

|BT(.’L')| — qk11+kz2 ki, (1 + Z Z kiy _ 1 kiy _ 1) . (qkiz _ 1))

=1 jegi*

In particular, if k; = k V i € [n] then |B,(z)] = ¢*"~9(1+ ¥ ¥ (¢F —1)!).

=1 ezttt

Proof. Let t =ni+ng+...+nj_1. As |Z!| =1, let J € Z". Now r =t + a and
thus for any I € Z!, we have J C I and J = I\ Max(I). Since

B, (z 1+Z|A|+Z|At+l|and1+Z|A|—Hq

iceJ
we have

By (2)] = gt st <1+Z S (g - 1)(gFe — 1) (g — 1))'

=1 fezi*
O

5.2. Hierarchical poset space. The (P,w,r)-space becomes the hierarchical
poset space of [9] if P is a hierarchical, w is the Hamming weight on F, and 7(i) = 1
Vi€ [n] (see Remark B3)). For r =ni +na+... +nj_1 +a where 1 <a < n;, we

have
A= (a=1)""" = (T;])(q —1)%q"

IeTy

Further, the cardinality of an r-ball centered at z € Fy' is

Bl =1 +; (7)),

6. I-PERFECT BLOCK CODES AND {-PERFECT BLOCK CODES

In this section, we first recall the balls in poset block space and then we define it
for the (P, w, 7)-space. We investigated the characteristics of I-perfect codes for an
ideal T and discussed the relationship with ¢-perfect codes and MDS (P, w, 7)-codes.
Moreover, the duality theorem with respect to (P, w, 7)-metric is obtained.

For an ideal (or subset) I in P, the I-ball centered at u with respect to (P, 7)-
metric is By (pr)(u) = {v € FY o suppr(u —v) C I}. If I is an ideal and
v € By (pm(u) then (suppr(u —v)) € I. For each ideal I in P, B; p)(0) is
a linear subspace of IFN and the space IF{IV can be partitioned into I-balls. Also,
|Br,(p.my(u)| = ¢>=scr ¥, For u € FY, a t-ball centered at u with respect to (P, m)-

metric is B(pqr)(u,t) £ {v € FY : d(pr)(u —v) <t} where t < n. Every t-ball is
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the union of all I-balls where I € %, i.e. B(px(u,t) = |J By (px)(u). For more
Ie1t
details, one can see [§].

The (P,w,w)-ball centered at a point y € Fév with radius r is the set
Bpuwm(y,r) = {z € Fév  d(puw,x)(y,x) < r}. The (P,w,n)-sphere centered at
y with radius r is S(pw,n(y,7) = {z € Fév d(pw,m (Y, ) =1} As the d(p .y -
metric is translation invariant, we have B(p ) (y,7) = ¥ + B(pw,qx)(0,7) where

0¢€ Fév. Clearly, |B(puw,(0,7)] = 1+ > |S(pw,x)(0,t)] and |S(p,w,x)(0,1)] is equal
t=1

to the number of = € Fév such that w(p_’w_,ﬂ)(;v) =t. For y € Fév, let r = tM,, + s,
O<s<Mpyandl1l<t<n-1.Ifve B(p,,,)(u,t—i— 1) then supp,(u—v) C I for an
ideal I € Z'*1. Thus, w(py,m(u—v) < (t+1)My and v € B(py, o (u, (t + 1)My).
Hence, we have

Theorem 6.1. Let w be a weight on Fyq, r =tM, +5, 0<s < M, and 1 <t <
n — 1. Then, for any u € Fév, we have B(pxy(u,t + 1) C B(p ) (u, (t + 1)M,)
and B(P,ﬂ') (uv t) c B(P,w,Tr) (uv T)'

Now, with respect to (P, w, 7)-metric, for an ideal (or subset) I in P, we define
the I-ball centered at u € FY as By, (pu x(u) 2 we FY : suppr(u —v) C I}.
As the I-ball is independent of the weights of the coordinates, it is same as the
I-ball with respect to (P, m)-metric defined in [8] [13] with similar properties. Thus,
Bi (Pw,x)(u) = Br(px(u). In both the metrics, we shall denote an I-ball centered
at u as Br(u) (further, B; denotes the I-ball centered at zero). But, there are
differences in characterization of MDS block codes in terms of I-perfect block codes
as we will see in the subsequent results.

A (P,w,m)-code C of length N over Fy is said to be I-perfect if the I-balls
centered at the codewords of C are pairwise disjoint and their union covers the
entire space Fflv . It yields the following Lemma:

Lemma 6.2. Let I be an ideal in Z(P) and let C be a k-dimensional (P, w,)-code
of length N over F,. Then the following are equivalent:
(i) C is an I-perfect code
(i) Y icr ki = N —k (the covering condition) and |B;y N C| = 1 (the packing
condition)
(iii) |Br(z) NC| =1 for all x € FY ; it means that each n-tuple of FY belongs to
exactly one I-ball centered at a codeword of C.

Theorem 6.3. For each ideal I in Z(P), there exists an I-perfect code with respect
to both (P,w,m)-metric and (P, )-metric.

Proof. Let I € Z(P). As I-balls are same in both (P, w, 7)-metric and (P, 7)-metric,
Fév can be partitioned into I-balls in both metric spaces. If ¢ is the number of I-balls

in this partition then ¢ = ¢’V =2 ier¥_ One can construct a code C of length N over
F, with cardinality ¢ by choosing one N-tuple from each I-ball. Now, the I-balls
with respect to (P, w,m)-metric (or (P,7)-metric) centered at codewords of C are
disjoint and cover F}'. Hence, C is an I-perfect (P, w, 7)-code C (or (P, m)-code). [

If we consider k; = 1V i € [n], we recover the result in [26] as a corollary.

Corollary 6.4. For each ideal I in Z(P), there exists an I-perfect code with respect
to both (P, w)-metric and P-metric.
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Now, the following results are immediate:

Theorem 6.5. Let C be a code of length N over Fy. Then C is I-perfect with
respect to (P, w, m)-metric if and only if C is I-perfect with respect to (P, )-metric.

Corollary 6.6. Let C be a code of length n over F,. Then C is I-perfect with
respect to (P, w)-metric if and only if C is I-perfect with respect to P-metric.

A (P,w,m)-code C of length N over F, is said to be an r-error correcting code
if the r-balls centered at the codewords of C are pairwise disjoint. It is said to be
r-perfect if the r-balls centered at the codewords of C are pairwise disjoint and their
union covers the entire space Fév .

Theorem 6.7. Let C be a (P,w,m)-code of length N over Fy. If C is a tM,-
error correcting code then for any two distinct codewords x,y € C, x —y ¢ Bryg V
I,JcTt.

Proof. Let r = tM,, and C be an r-error correcting (P, w,w)-code. Let z,y € C
such that = # y. Suppose that x — y € By for some I,J € Zt. Choose z € Fév
such that z = 2 — (z — y) s where (z —y)p\ s denotes the N-tuple vector in which
zj—y; =0V jeINJ. Then, dip (2, ) < [(suppr(x—2))| My = [(suppr(z—x+
(x —y)ng))| My < |[I|My = tMy,. Thus, z € Bpyx)(2,7). Now, d(p . (2,y) <
|(suppr((z —y) — (x — y)ps))| My < tMy, so that z € Bip, x)(y,7) as well.
Therefore, C is not an r-error-correcting code, which contradicts the assumption.

O

Remark 6.8. For a particular case when w is the Hamming weight (that is, with
respect to poset (block) metric), one can see that the converse of above Theorem
also holds which is described in [ref. [§], Theorem 4.1]: if C is a (P, w)-code of
length N over F,, then C is a t-error correcting code if and only if for any two
distinct codewords z,y € C, z —y ¢ Brys ¥V I,J € It. Thus, if C is a tM,-error
correcting code with respect to (P, w, w)-metric then C is a t-error correcting code
with respect to (P, m)-metric.

In the following example, we will see that there is a block code C which is MDS
with respect to (P, w)-metric but C is not MDS with respect to (P, w, 7)-metric.
Moreover, C is I-perfect for all I € T¢, but C is not a tM-perfect (P, w,m)-code
when |Z*| > 2 for some ¢ < n.

Example 6.9. Let < to be the partial order relation on the set [5] = {1,2,3,4,5}
such that i < 4 when 4 = 1,2 and 3 < 5. Consider w as the Lee weight on Z; and
let Z8 = Z%@Z%@Z7@Z7@Z7 where kl = 3,k2 = 2,k3 = 1,/€4 = 1,/€5 =1. Let
C =1{(0,0,0,0,0,0,a,a) € Z8 : a € Zz}, a linear code of dimension k = 1 over Zj.
We have m,, = 1, My, = 3 and d(p ) (C) = 5. Also, N —k =7, d(pun(C) =11

Here, 7% = {I,Is} where I; = {1,2,3,4} and I = {1,2,3,5} are the ideals
of cardinality 4. Since MAX | rd(p o (€)1 {ZieJ ki} =T7= N-k, Cis MDS
with respect to (P,7)-metric. But, Z° = {I3,14, 15,16} where I3 = {1,2,3},
I, = {1,2,4}, Ir = {1,3,5} and Iy = {2,3,5} are the ideals of cardinality 3.
Here, maxjezrs {ZiEJ kz} = max{6,6,5,4} =6 < N — k, and thus C is not MDS
with respect to (P, w, 7)-metric.

Now, we consider Z* = {I,I5}. Then, I;-ball centered at (0,0,0,0,0,0,a,a) €
C, Bj(0,0,0,0,0,0,a,a) = {(z1,z2,23,24,%5,%6,27,a) : x, € Z7,1 <
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t < 8} and Iy-ball centered at (0,0,0,0,0,0,a,a), B;(0,0,0,0,0,0,a,a) =
{(z1, z2, 23, T4, T5,26,a,27) : ©; € Z7,1 < i < 7}. One can see that C is I-
perfect for all I € T¢. Now, by taking r = 4M,, = 12, we see a non-zero codeword
¢ = (0,0,0,0,0,0,1,1) € Bipu.x)(0,12). As 0,¢ € C N B(pu.n(0,12), C is not
12-perfect with respect to (P, w, m)-metric but C is I-perfect for all I € Z*. O

Now, we shall establish certain relationships between r-perfect and I-perfect
block codes in the sequel.

Theorem 6.10. Let I be the unique ideal of P with cardinality t. Let C be a
(P,w,)-code of length N over F,. Then C is t M,,-perfect with respect to (P,w,n)-
metric iff C is I-perfect.

Proof. As C is tMy-perfect, d(p, xy(c1,c2) > tMy ¥ c1,co € C. By Theorem 2111
B(pw,x(c,tMy) = Bi(c) ¥V ¢ € C and [(suppr(c1 — c2))| > t V¥ c1,c2 € C. Thus,

U Bi(c) = U Bpw,m(c,tMy) = FY. Hence, C is I-perfect. Conversely, let C be
ceC ceC
an I-perfect (P,w, m)-code. Then |{suppr(c1 —c2))| >tV c1,c2 € C by Theorem 6.5

and |J Bi(c) =FY. As B(pyn(c,tMy) = By(c), it follows that C is r-perfect. [
ceC

Corollary 6.11. Let I be the unique ideal of P with cardinality ¢. Let C be a

(P,w, m)-code of length N over Fy. Then C is r-perfect with respect to (P, w,)-

metric iff C is t-perfect with respect to (P, 7)-metric.

For r = (N — k)M,, a complete characterization of an (N — k)M,-perfect
(P, w, m)-code is given as:

Theorem 6.12. Let C be a linear [N, k] (P,w,n)-code of length N over F,. Then
C is (N — k)M, -perfect iff IN =% = {I} and C is I-perfect.

Proof. Let C be (N — k)M,-perfect. Suppose that C is not I-perfect for some I €
ZN=k. Then there exist two distinct codewords b, ¢ € C such that (supp,(b—c)) C I.
Thus, ¢ € B(p,x) (b, (N — k)M,) which is a contradiction, as C is (N — k) M-
perfect. Therefore, C is I-perfect for every I € ZV—*. Now, suppose that {I} C
ZN=k_ This implies |B(p,u,x)(b, (N — k)My,)| > |Br(b)] = ¢V~ for each b € C
which means C is not (N — k)M,-perfect, a contradiction. The converse follows
from Theorem O

Corollary 6.13. Let C be a linear [n, k] (P, w)-code of length n over F,. Then C
is (n — k)M,-perfect iff =% = {I} and C is I-perfect.

Remark 6.14. If [ZV=*| > 2 then there does not exist any (N — k) M,,-perfect linear
(P,w,7)-code C of cardinality ¢* over F,.

In the remaining part of this paper, whenever we consider the blocks of equal
sizes (i.e. k; = s Vi € [n]) and if we choose a (P, w, w)-code of length N = ns with
cardinality ¢* for some k > 0, then s and k shall be chosen such that s divides k.
Then, an ideal € T+ (P) will be of cardinality n — % where % is an integer.

7. MDS AND I-PERFECT (P, w,7)-CODES WITH EQUAL BLOCK LENGTH

In [26], we established the Singleton bound for any (P,w)-code C of length n
over F, and investigated the relation between MDS codes and I-perfect codes for
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any ideal I. In this section, we extend this to weighted coordinates poset block
codes when all the blocks are of same length (that is, 7(i) = k; = s Vi € [n]).

From [ref. [8], Theorem 5.1], an [N, k]-code C is MDS in (P, w)-space with label
map 7(i) = s V ¢ if and only if C is I-perfect for every I € In—*. However, this
is not the case with (P, w,w)-space. But, we are in a position to relate the MDS
codes and I-perfect codes in (P, w, w)-space.

Theorem 7.1. Let C be an [N, k] (P,w,n)-code of length N over F,. If C is MDS
with respect to (P,w, w)-metric then C is I-perfect for all I € I~ %.

Proof. Suppose C is not I-perfect for some I € In—%. Then, there exist two distinct
codewords u, v € C such that supp.(u—v) C I. Then, d(py,x)(u—2v) < (n— %)Mw
which is a contradiction to C being MDS. O

Corollary 7.2. Let C be an [n, k] (P,w)-code of length n over F,. If C is MDS
with respect to (P,w)-metric then C is I-perfect for all I € Z"F.

In the following example, we will see that converse of the above Theorem [T.1] is
not true.

Example 7.3. Let < be the partial order relation on the set [5] = {1,2,3,4,5}
such that 4 < 4 and i < 5 for i = 1,2,3. Here, T* = {I,J} where I = {1,2,3,4}
and J = {1,2,3,5} are the ideals of cardinality 4. Consider Z¥* = ZZ ® Z% @
72 ® 72 ® 72 with k; = 2V i € [7]. Considering w as the Lee weight on Z; and
C = {(0,0,0,0,0,0,a,b,a,b) € ZX° : a,b € Zz}, a linear code of dimension k = 2
over Zr, we have s = 2, n—% =4, my =1, My =3 and d(p(C) =5 =n—§+1.
So, C is MDS with respect to (P, 7)-metric and hence, C is I-perfect for all I € In—%

by Theorem [l But, d(p, ) (C) = 11 and rg = LWJ =3 <n— %

Therefore C is not MDS with respect to (P, w, w)-metric.

But if we consider w as the Hamming weight (as in the case of poset block space),
we recover the result in [8] as a corollary.

Corollary 7.4. Let C be an [N, k] (P, w,r)-code of length N over F,. If w is the
Hamming weight on [Fy, then C is MDS if and only if C is I-perfect for all I € AL

Proof. Suppose that C is I-perfect for all I € I, Then, C is MDS with respect
to poset block metric. As w is the Hamming weight on F;, m,, = M,, = 1 and

d(p o) (C) = d(p,m)(C). Thus, | 4remO7Me ) — & anq hence, € is MDS. The

converse follows from the Theorem [7.1] O

Proposition 7.1. Let C be an [N, k] (P,w,w)-code of length N over F, and w be
such that my, = 1. If C is (n — %)M, -perfect then C is MDS.
Proof. Let C be an (N —k)M,,-perfect (P, w, 7)-code. Then d(p ) (C) > (n—E)M,,

S

and L%L(CHJ >n— % Hence, from Theorem [3.5] C is MDS. O

AS d(pum)(C) = 12 d(pum)(C) — My, | 22O ) > | dran©ma | g e
is an MDS (P, w, 7)-code for any weight function w on F, such that m,, > 1 and
k; = s ¥V i, then C is also an MDS (P, w, 7)-code for any weight function w on Fy

with m,, = 1.
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If wis a weight on F, such that w(a) = pwr(«), for some p > 0 and for all
a € Fy, then my, = My, = p and w(pu.n () = pwipn(r) ¥V o € Fé\’. Thus, we
have:

Proposition 7.2. Let C be a (P,w,7)-code of length N over Fy with minimum
distance dp,y,x)(C). If w is a weight on F, such that w(a) = pwg(a) for some
p >0, for all a € Fy, then dpy,x)(C) = pdpx)(C).

Theorem 7.5 (Singleton Bound). Let C be a [N, k] (P,w,)-code of length N over
Fy with minimum distance d(p ., (C). Let w be such that w(o) = pwy () for
some positive integer p > 0 and for all a € Fy. Then d(puy ) (C) —p < (n — Eyp

and d(p(C) —1<n— £,
Proof. The proof is straightforward from Theorem and Proposition O

Proposition 7.3. Let C be an [N, k] (P,w,m)-code of length N over F,. Let w be
such that w(a) = pwg(a) for some positive integer p > 0 and for all o € Fy. If C
is (n — £)My,-perfect then C is MDS.

Proof. Since w(a) = pwy(a), my = My, = p. If Cis (N — k)M,,-perfect, then
d(pw,m(C) > (n — &)M,, and d(p ) (C) —p > (n — £)M,,. Hence, C is MDS by
Theorem [Hl O

Corollary 7.6. Let C be an [n, k] (P,w)-code of length n over F,. Let w be a
weight on F, such that w(a) = pwy(«) for some positive integer p > 0 and for all
a e, If Cis (n — k)M,-perfect then C is MDS.

7.1. Duality theorem. In this section, we will study the duality theorem for an
MDS (P, w, m)-code when all the blocks are of same length.

Given a poset P = ([n], <), its dual poset P = ([n], <) is defined with the same
underlying set [n] such that i=<j in P if and only if j < i in P. As a result, the
order ideals of P are precisely the complements of the order ideals of P; that is,
I(P)={I°:IcZ(P)}.

Let C be an [N, k] (P, w, 7)-code of length N over F, and C* be its dual. Suppose
that C is an I-perfect (P,w,w)-code. From [ref. [§], Theorem 4.4], an [N, k] code
C is I-perfect in (P, 7)-space if and only if C* is I°-perfect in (P m)-space. Thus,
from Theorem [6.5], we have

Proposition 7.4. Let P be a poset on [n] and P be its dual poset. A (P,w,)-code
C is I-perfect if and only if C* is an I¢-perfect (P, w,T)-code.

Proposition 7.5. Let C be an [N, k] (P,w,m)-code of length N over F,. Let I be
the unique ideal of P with cardinality n — % IfC is (n — %)Mw-perfect then C is
MDS.

Proof. Since C is (n— %)Mw—perfect, d(pw,m(C) > (n— %)Mw Thus, d(p,u,m(C) —
My >N — S by Theorem 2.1l Hence, C is MDS from Theorem O

Theorem 7.7. Let C be an [N, k| linear (P,w,w)-code of length N over F,. If
It = {I} then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) C is MDS with respect to (P,w,)-metric
(i) C is I-perfect
(i11) C is MDS with respect to (P, T)-metric
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(iv) C is (n — %)—perfect with respect to (P, )-metric
(v) Cis (n— %)Mw—perfect with respect to (P, w,w)-metric.

Proof. <:> If C is MDS with respect to (P, w, 7)-metric then C is I-perfect for
all I € Z"~% by Theorem [[l Conversely, if C is I-perfect, then C is (n— %)Mw—
perfect by Theorem Hence, C is MDS with respect to (P,w,w)-metric by
Proposition & It is straightforward from the Corollary [[4l ((ii)| <
It is straightforward from Theorem and Corollary (i) < |(v)} Tt is
straightforward from Theorem O

Theorem 7.8 (Duality Theorem). Let I denote the unique ideal of P ’(Uitll cardi-
nality n — £ and let C be an [N, k] (P,w,)-code of length N over Fq. Let P be the
dual poset of the poset P. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) C is an MDS (P,w,)-code.

(i1) C is I-perfect.

(iii) C* is I¢-perfect.

(iv) Ct is an MDS (P, w,)-code.
Proof. The proof is straightforward from Proposition [(.4 and Theorem [[.7 O

This generalizes the duality theorem in [26] which was obtained for the case
s=1.

Let P and P’ be any two posets on [n] with partial orders <p and <p/, respec-
tively on [n]. We say P’ is finer than P if ¢ <p j implies i <ps j.

Theorem 7.9. Let P, P’ be any two posets on [n] where P’ is finer than P. If C
is an MDS (P,w,)-code, then C is MDS (P',w,m)-code as well.

Proof. Let C be an MDS (P,w,mr)-code. Since P’ is finer than P,
d(pw,m(C) < d(prwm(C) so that Ld(P‘w‘“)(C)fm“’J < Ld(P"“’*ﬁic)_me. We have

My =~
LWJ = N — [logg|C|] (from Theorem [BH]), and hence N — [log,|C|] <
LWJ < N — [log,4|C[]. Thus, C is an MDS (P’ w, 7)-code. O

8. CODES ON NRT WEIGHTED BLOCK SPACES

Throughout this section, we consider P = ([n], <) to be a chain. Then each
ideal in P has a unique maximal element. We have either ¢ < j or j < ¢ for any
i,5 € [n]. Thus, max(i) = 4, [(i)] = 4 and |Z!| = 1 for each 1 < ¢ < n so that
B(p,w,x) (2, tMy) = Bi(x). Let v € FY, I"™ = (suppx(v)) and j be the maximal
element of I7™. Then the (P, w,w)-weight of v is

W(pw,m) (V) = @ (05) + (17| = 1) M.

where v; € F];j and % (v;) = max{w(v;,) : 1 < t < k;}. This weight can be
called as NRT weighted block weight or (P gr,w, m)-weight w(py 7w ) and the
corresponding (P, w, 7)-metric d(pw,r) is called as NRT weighted block metric or
(PNRT,w, T)-metric d(py ppw,x) ON Fé\’. We call the space (Fév, d(Py prow,m)) @S an
NRT weighted block space or the NRT (P, w,)-space.

If w is the Hamming weight on F; then NRT weighted block metric becomes
NRT block metric of [22]. Hence, the (P, w, 7)-space with P as a chain generalizes
the NRT block space described in [22].
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8.1. Weight Distribution of NRT Weighted Block Spaces. Let A, = {x =
1@ T2® ...z, € FY : wipyprwm(@) = r}. Now, for any i € [n], (i) =
{1,2,...,i}, Maxz(i) = {i} and |Z{| = 1. Note that |PRT;_1[r]| = 1 for any
r < nM,, so that ARG[b] = PRT;_1[r] where b € PRT;_1[r]. If [TY| =n; =1 for
each level in a hierarchical poset then hierarchical poset is a nothing but a chain
poset. Thus, from Theorem [E.I] we have

Theorem 8.1. In the NRT weighted block space (FY

q )
qk1+k2+“'+kt|D§”1| where r = tMy, +a with0 <t <n—-1and0 < a < M, (by
setting ko = 0). Moreover, if k; = k ¥ i € [n], then |A.| = ¢**|D¥|.

d(Py grow,m)), we have |Ay| =

Theorem 8.2. In (Fflv, d(Py prw,m)), for any x € Fév we have

(i) |By(z)| = ¢ Hhe (14 | DS |4+ | D5 | . 4+ | D)) where r = tMy,+a
with0<t<n-—1and0<a< M, (by setting ko =0).
(ii) |Bins, ()] = gFrthetthe,
(iii) if k; = k ¥V i € [n], then |B,(x)| = ¢**(1 + |D¥| + |D§| + ... + |D¥|)
(iv) |Bin, (x)] = ¢*".

tMw a t My,

Proof. As |B.(z)] = (1+ Y |A])+ X |Ais, o] and 1+ 3 |A;] = ghrthetthe
i=1 =1 =

the result follows immediately. 0

8.2. NRT block space. When w is the Hamming weight on F,, the NRT weighted
block metric becomes the NRT block metric of [22]. Here, M,, = 1 and the max-
imum NRT block weight of any = € Fév is n. Moreover, w* (z;) = 1 for any
z; € FF\ {0} and hence |DFi| = (¢ — 1)%. Thus, for 1 < r < n, we have
|A,| = gFrthetFhe—1(g — 1)k and |B,(z)| = ¢F1HF2t+h with kg = 0. Further,
when k; =1V i€ [n], |A:| = ¢ '(¢—1)" and |B,(x)| = ¢".

8.3. Duality theorem.

Theorem 8.3. Let C be an [N, k| linear (P, w, 7)-code over F, and let P be a chain.
Then C is I-perfect for I € Tt iff C is tM,,-perfect.

Proof. Proof is straightforward from Theorem [6.10) O

Theorem 8.4. Let C be an [N, k]| (P, w,n)-code of length N over F, where P being
a chain. If k; = s ¥V i € [n]. Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) C is MDS with respect to (P, w,w)-metric.
(ii) C is I-perfect for I € I+,
(i11) C is MDS with respect to (P, )-metric.

(iv) C is (n — £)-perfect with respect to (P, )-metric.
(v) C is (n — %)M, -perfect with respect to (P, w,)-metric.

Proof. Proof is straightforward from Theorem [7.71 O

Theorem 8.5 (Duality Theorem). Let P be a chain and I be the ideal of P with
cardinality n — %. Let C be an [N, k] (P,w,)-code of length N over F,. Let P be
the dual poset of the poset P. Then the following statements are equivalent:
(i) C is an MDS (P,w,)-code.
(i) C is I-perfect.
(i4i) C* is I°-perfect.
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(i) C* is an MDS (P,w,)-code.
Proof. The proof is straightforward from Theorem O

8.4. Weight distribution of an MDS (P, w,r)-code. Now, we determine the
weight distribution of an MDS (P, w, w)-code of length N over F, when P is a chain
and k; = s Vi € [n]. To do this, first we analyse the distribution of codewords of
C among I-balls. For that we define the following:

Let C C FY be an MDS (P, w, n)-code. Let A.(C) = {z € C : wpuw,x(z) =r}
be the collection of codewords in C of (P, w, 7)-weight r where 0 < r < nM,,. The
following result describes how the codewords of a linear MDS (P, w, w)-code are
distributed among the r-balls when all blocks have the same length:

Proposition 8.1. Let C be an [N, k] MDS (P, w, m)-code of length N over Fy where
P is a chain and k; = s V i € [n]. Then, the number of codewords of C in an r-ball
is given as follows:
(i) If r < My(n —£), then |B(py ) (0,7)NC| = 1.
(it) If r = (t + 1)M,, where t > n— %, then |B(p.yx)(0,7) NC| = ¢t—3(—t=1
(i11) If r = tMy, + £ where t > n—% and 1 <€ < M,,, then

|B(P,w,7r) (O,T) N C| = (1 + |DT| + ...+ |Dg|)qk—s(n—t)'

Proof. Since C is MDS, from Theorem [I.I] C is J-perfect for J € Zn=% and
|d(p,w,x)(C)] > My(n — %) Thus, when r < M,,(n — %), B(pw,(0,7)NC = {0}.
Consider r > M,,(n—£). Let r = tM,,+¢ wheret > n—£ and ¢ € {1,2,..., M, }.
As P is a chain, there exists a unique I € Z**! such that J C I, and By =
Bipx(0,n — %) = B(pw,mn (0, (n — %)Mw) Here, two cases arise:
Case (a): If r = (t+ 1)My, t > n — %, we have B(pw,(0,7) = Br. As Bris a
linear subspace of IF(]IV and By is a subspace of By, the number of cosets of B; in
sil=sl7l " Since C is J-perfect for every J € I"_TE, every coset of By in Fflv
s(t+1)—(ns—k)

Brisgq

contains exactly one codeword of C. Hence, By contains ¢ codewords

of C.

Case (b): Here, r = tM,,+¢, t > n—%, 1 < £ < My. Now, to get |B(p,u,x)(0,7)NC],
we need the number of disjoint translates of B(p,,, (0, (n— %)Mw) in B(p,u,m(0,7)
whose union covers B(p,y,,x)(0,7). Let K = I\ .J. Now K is not an ideal of P but
a subset of [n]. Then, |Bg| = ¢**D="=k) Now, |B(p (0,7 — (n — £)M,,)| =
1B(puw,m) (0, (t—n+5)M,, +0)| = (1 +|D3| + ...+ |Dg|)¢"+*(=™ by Theorem
The translates © + B(p,u,x) (0, (n — k) M,,) with = € Bg are disjoint if the weight of
(t+ 1) block of z is at most [ (i.e if w(z;+1) < £). The number of such x is given
by |B(pw,n (0,7 — (n — £)M,,)| which is (1 + |D§| + |D3| + ... + |Dj[)g" ==,
Hence, | B(p,u,m(0,7) NC| = (1+|D§| + D3| + ... +|Dj[)g" =) O

Theorem 8.6. Let C be an [N, k] MDS (P, w,)-code of length n over F, with the
manimum distance d(p., )(C). Let P be a chain and k; = s V i € [n]. Then

1 ifr=0

0 if1<r<dpwmn(C) -1

|Dg|g* =™ if r > d(p ) (C) and r = tM,, + ¢
where t >n — k, £ < M,,.

14:(C)] =
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Proof. Clearly, |A¢(C)| = 1 and [A.(C)] = 0if 1 < r < d(puw,n(C) —1. AsCis
MDS, by Theorem B4, C is (n — £)M,,-perfect. Hence, d(p, »(C) > (n — )M,

Now, |A,(C)| = |B(p ., (0,7) NC| = |B(puw,x) (0,7 — 1) NC|.
(i): Ifr = (t+1)My > dpawn)(C), t > n— % then r — 1 = tM,, + M, — 1.

Thus, from Proposition Bl we have

|A¢(C)|::qk+s@+17n)__(1-+|1)fy+|1)§|+-”.-+|1)ihu_quk+sa7n)

— qk+s(t+1fn) _ (q _ |DMw |)sqk+s(t7n)

= (¢° — (¢ — | D, |)")g" =™
— D, lg+ .

(ii): If r = tMy + 1 > d(pu,n)(C), t > n — £, then there exists an ideal J € T*
such that |B(py,x) (0,7 — 1)| = |Bs|. From Proposition B we have [A,(C)| =
(1 4 |Df|)qk+s(t7n) _ qk+s(t7n) — |Df|qk+s(t7n)'

(ifi): If r = tMy 4+ £ > d(puw,n(C), t > n—% 1 <1< M,, then from Propo-
sition Bl we have |A,.(C)| = (1 + |D5| + ...+ |Di[)g*+*¢=™) — (1 + |D§| + ... +
|D§_,)gF+st=) = |D3|gF+*(t=") . Hence proved. O
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