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Abstract—Pseudo-random arrays are the two-dimensional ana-
log of M-sequences. Pseudo-random array codes are the two-
dimensional analog of sequences generated by a product of
irreducible polynomials with the same exponent. The union of
the arrays in such a code has the window property and the
shift-and-add property, implying that these codes are linear. The
folding technique is the most basic one for forming such arrays
and codes. A new criterion for generating pseudo-random arrays
based on folding is given. This new criterion yields pseudo-
random arrays with new parameters. A general construction for
such array codes is given. It appears that the arrays generated
in this construction can be constructed by folding the nonzero

sequences generated by a product of irreducible polynomials of
the same degree and the same exponent. Two hierarchies of
the pseudo-random array codes are provided. In one hierarchy
codewords of one code with smaller windows are contained
in codewords of another code which stands above him in the
hierarchy. The second hierarchy is a partition of the pseudo-
random array codes generated by folding into classes based on
the polynomial types which participate in their construction.

I. INTRODUCTION

Generalizations of one-dimensional sequences and codes to
higher dimensions are quite natural and fashionable from both
theoretical and practical points of view. Such generalizations
were considered for various structures such as error-correcting
codes [1], [22], burst-correcting codes [2], [3], [10], [11],
constrained codes [25], [27], and de Bruijn sequences [5], [17],
[20]. This paper considers a generalization of one-dimensional
linear sequences with a window property. For simplicity, only
binary arrays and binary sequences are considered in this
paper, although some of the results can be generalized to any
alphabet whose size is a power of a prime.

Definition 1: A de Bruijn array (often known as a perfect

map) is an r×t doubly-periodic array (cyclic horizontally and
vertically like in a torus), such that each n×m binary matrix
appears exactly once as a window in the array.

Perfect maps were first presented by Reed and Stewart [21]
and considered in hundreds of papers which discussed con-
structions and applications of these arrays. The definition was
generalized in [8], [9] for a set of arrays, i.e., a code which
contains arrays of the same dimensions, as follows.

Definition 2: A de Bruijn array code is a set of r×t doubly-
periodic arrays, such that each n×m matrix appears exactly
once as a window in one of the arrays.

Definition 3: A shortened de Bruijn array (or a shortened

perfect map) is an r× t doubly-periodic array, such that rt =
2nm−1 and each nonzero n×m matrix appears exactly once
as a window in the array. Such an array will be called an
(r, t;n,m)-SDBA. A shortened de Bruijn array code C is a
set of 2nm

−1
rt

arrays of size r×t such that each nonzero n×m
matrix is contained exactly once in one of the arrays. Such a
code will be denoted by an (r, t;n,m)-SDBAC.

The following lemma is an immediate consequence from
the definition.

Lemma 1: If C is an (r, t;n,m)-SDBAC of size ∆, then

1. r > n or r = n = 1,
2. t > m or t = m = 1, and
3. ∆rt = 2nm − 1.

Definition 4: An (r, t;n,m) pseudo-random array

((r, t;n,m)-PRA in short) A is an (r, t;n,m)-SDBA, for
which if A′ is a nontrivial shift of A, then A + A′ is also
a nontrivial shift of A, where the addition is performed bit-
by-bit. This is the shift-and-add property of the PRA.

Pseudo-random arrays were constructed first in [16], [18],
[26] and they have found various important applications, e.g.,
they were used in pattern recognition for structured light
systems [12], [15], [19], [23], [24].

Definition 5: An (r, t;n,m) pseudo-random array code

((r, t;n,m)-PRAC in short) C is a (r, t;n,m)-SDBACs, for
which if A,B ∈ C (B can also be a nontrivial shift of A),
then A+B is also a codeword of C. This is the shift-and-add

property of the pseudo-random array codes.
In the current work, constructions for PRAs and PRACs are

presented. The codes are formed by folding nonzero sequences
generated by a polynomial whose nonzero sequences have
the same length. Two proof techniques are used to prove the
correctness of the suggested constructions. The first one is a
generalization to a proof method suggested by MacWilliams
and Sloane [16]. The outcome are pseudo-random arrays with
parameters which were not obtained in [16]. The second proof
technique is based on the linear span of the bitwise product
of sequences generated by two polynomials, each one has
nonzero sequences of the same length.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II
we present the basic definitions and theory for the sequences
and arrays considered here. Section III introduces the main
technique in this paper known as folding. PRAs with new
parameters are presented in this section. Section IV generalizes
the folding technique to be applied on many sequences to form
PRACs. There is also a different method to generate some
of these codes which suggests a simpler way to prove the
correctness of the construction. In Section V two hierarchies
of these codes are presented. For lack of space, most proof
are omitted and they will be presented in [4].

II. PRELIMINARIES

An infinite sequence {ak}
∞

k=−n with the initial state
(a−n, a−n+1, . . . , a−1), satisfies a linear recursion

ak =
n∑

i=1

ciak−i, k = 0, 1, . . . .
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The characteristic polynomial of the sequence {ak} is
defined by

c(x) = 1−

n∑

i=1

cix
i.

We say that the (characteristic) polynomial c(x) generates the
sequence {ak}.

The sequences generated by various characteristic polyno-
mials are used in this paper to form the PRACs. Hence, we
will define a few properties of these sequences.

We distinguish between acyclic and cyclic sequences. A
cyclic sequence denoted by [a0a1 · · ·an−1] and an acyclic se-

quence (a word) denoted by (a0a1 · · · an−1). Cyclic sequences
can sometimes be viewed as acyclic sequences. For example,
when such sequences are concatenated, the sequences are
considered as acyclic sequences. The length of a sequence
a = [a0, a1, · · · , an−1] is n. The length of the sequence
a will be denoted by ℓ(a). The period of a sequence a =
[a0, a1, · · · , an−1] is the least positive integer π such that
ai = ai+π for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n − 1, where subscripts are taken
modulo n. The period of the sequence a will be denoted by
π(a). An integer p such that ai = ai+p for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1
is a period of the sequence. This implies that if a sequence a

has length kπ and π = π(a), then κπ is a period of a if κ
divides k.

Similar definitions are adopted and given for arrays. In
particular, the horizontal period of an r × t array A is the
least integer π such that π is a period of each row of A.
Similarly, the vertical period of an r × t array A is the least
integer π such that π is a period of each column of A. In all
the r× t arrays considered here, the horizontal period will be
t and the vertical period will be r.

Let a = a0, a1, . . . and b = b0, b1, . . . be two sequences
(either cyclic or acyclic) of the same length. The (bitwise)

addition of a and b is defined as a + b = (a0 + b0, a1 +
b1, . . . ) and The bitwise product of a and b is defined as
a · b = (a0b0, a1b1, . . . ). Furthermore, the bitwise product of
two matrices A = (ai,j) and B = (bi,j) in F

r×t
2 is defined as

A · B = (ai,jbi,j), where 0 ≤ i ≤ r − 1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ t − 1.
Similarly, the (bitwise) addition of two matrices is defined.

For two positive integers x and y, let gcd(x, y) denote the
greatest common divisor of x and y. For two positive integers
x and y, let ℓcm(x, y) denotes the least common multiplier

of x and y. When two sequences a and b, where ℓ(a) =
π(a) and ℓ(b) = π(b) are not of the same period, the bitwise
product a ·b is defined as the bitwise product of the sequences

(

µ1 copies of a

︷ ︸︸ ︷
aa · · · a ) and (

µ2 copies of b

︷ ︸︸ ︷

bb · · · b ), where µ1 = ℓcm(π(a),π(b))
π(a)

and µ2 = ℓcm(π(a),π(b))
π(b) . This implies that the sequence a · b

has length and period ℓcm(π(a), π(b)). In the same way we
define the sequences on which the bitwise addition of a + b

is applied.
The following theorem is a simple observation, but its

consequences are of considerable importance throughout the
paper.

Theorem 1: If a and b are two sequences generated by the
polynomial f(x), then the sequence a + b is also generated
by the polynomial f(x).

Proof: The claim follows immediately from the fact that
if a and b satisfy the same linear recurrence, then a+ b also
satisfies the same recurrence.

The property implied by Theorem 1 is called the shift-and-

add property for sequences generated by the same polynomial.
Corollary 1: The sequences generated by a polynomial f(x)

are closed under bitwise addition.
Definition 6: The exponent e(h(x)) of a polynomial h(x)

is the least integer e such that h(x) divides xe − 1.
Definition 7: An irreducible polynomial of degree n that

generates a sequence of period 2n − 1, is called a primitive

polynomial. The sequence of period 2n−1 which it generates
is called an M-sequence.

Definition 8: A zero factor ZF(n, k) with exponent k is a
set of d sequences of period k, which contains each nonzero
n-tuple exactly once as a window in one of the sequences.

All known parameters n, d, and k of zero factors, can be
inferred from the following theorem proved in [13].

Theorem 2: Let fi(x), 1 ≤ i ≤ r, be r distinct irreducible
polynomials of degree n and exponent e. Then the charac-
teristic polynomial

∏r
i=1 fi(x) generates a zero factor with

exponent e.
All zero factors whose sequences are generated by polyno-

mials are presented in Theorem 2.
Definition 9: For a polynomial f(x), let S(f(x)) denote the

set of sequences whose characteristic polynomial is f(x). The
polynomial f(x) generates these sequences and each sequence
a in S(f(x)) is generated by f(x).

Corollary 2: Let fi(x), 1 ≤ i ≤ r, be r distinct irreducible
polynomials of degree n and exponent e. The polynomial
∏r

i=1 fi(x) generates all the sequences which are generated
by the polynomial

∏r−1
i=1 fi(x). Each ((r − 1)n)-tuples is

contained as a window in exactly one sequence generated by
∏r−1

i=1 fi(x). Each (rn)-tuples is contained as a window in
exactly one sequence generated by

∏r
i=1 fi(x).

Sometimes it will be important to distinguish between
primitive polynomials and an irreducible polynomials which
are not primitive and hence such an irreducible polynomial
will be called an only-irreducible polynomial.

III. FOLDING SEQUENCES INTO ARRAYS

The folding technique which will be used in this paper
to construct an (r, t;n,m)-PRAC (and also an (r, t;n,m)-
PRA) is based on folding of nonzero sequences generated
by polynomials which generate zero factors with exponent
r · t into r × t arrays. The construction was first presented
by MacWilliams and Sloane [16] to construct a PRA from an
M-sequence. Assume that η = 2nm − 1, r = 2n − 1, and
t = η

r
, where gcd(r, t) = 1. Let S = s0s1s2 · · · be a span

nm M-sequence. Write the consecutive elements of S down
the right diagonals of an r× t array B = {bij}, 0 ≤ i ≤ r−1,
0 ≤ j ≤ t − 1, starting at b00, b11, b22 and so on, where
the last position is br−1,t−1. After writing position bij we
continue to write bi+1,j+1, where i+1 is taken modulo r and
j + 1 is taken modulo t. In other words, sk will be written
in position bij , where i ≡ k (mod r) and j ≡ k (mod t).
By the well-known Chinese reminder theorem [7, p. 11] each
k, where 0 ≤ k ≤ rt − 1, has a different solution for these
two equations. This method is called folding. Another type
of folding to generate pseudo-random arrays was presented
in [26]. A general technique of folding into various shapes
was considered and analyzed in [6]. The following theorem
was proved in [16].

Theorem 3: Each n×m nonzero matrix is contained exactly
once as a window in the r × t array B obtained by folding a



span nm M-sequence, where r = 2n−1 and t = (2nm−1)/r.
Moreover, B has the shift-and-add property, that is, B is an
(r, t;n,m)-PRA.

If the length of a sequence S is rt, where gcd(r, t) = 1 we
denote by F (S; r, t) the matrix B of size r × t obtained by
folding S into B.

Example 1: For n = m = 2, r = 3, and t = 5, consider the
span 4 M-sequence S = [000111101011001], with positions
numbered from 0, 1, up to 14. Consider now the 3×5 array B
with the entries bij , 0 ≤ i ≤ 2, 0 ≤ j ≤ 4, where the positions
0 through 14, of the sequence, are folded into B as follows

[
b00 b01 b02 b03 b04
b10 b11 b12 b13 b14
b20 b21 b22 b23 b24

]

,

[
0 6 12 3 9
10 1 7 13 4
5 11 2 8 14

]

.

The M-sequence S is folded into the array B keeping the order
of the entries in S according to the order defined by B, i.e.,

F (S; 3, 5) =

[
0 1 0 1 0
1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 1 1

]

.

which forms a (3, 5; 2, 2)-PRA. �

If the array B constructed in this way by folding a se-
quence S will be shifted horizontally or/and vertically, it will
be equivalent to an array obtained by folding S into the array
from another point of S. Since the sequences obtained from
any primitive polynomial have the shift-and-add property, it
follows that if we add the array with its folded sequence to one
of its nontrivial shifts, the outcome will be another nontrivial
shift of the array B. This property is the shift-and-add property
of the array. This property is also derived by observing that
two arrays obtained by folding two sequences preserve the
bitwise addition of the sequences. Similar property is satisfied
for the bitwise product. This is summarized in the following
lemma.

Lemma 2: If u and v are sequences of length r · t such that
gcd(r, t) = 1, then

1) F (u; r, t) + F (v; r, t) = F (u+ v; r, t);
2) F (u; r, t) · F (v; r, t) = F (u · v; r, t).
Example 2: Consider the array and the M-sequence S of

Example 1. We shift the array horizontally by 2 and vertically
by 1 and add them as follows, where the first bit of S is in
bold.

[
0 1 0 1 0
1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 1 1

]

+

[
1 1 1 1 0
1 0 0 1 0
0 1 1 0 0

]

=

[
1 0 1 0 0

0 0 0 1 1
1 0 1 1 1

]

.

The M-sequence S starts in the leftmost array in b00, in the
middle array at b12, and in the rightmost array at b04. �

Theorem 3 proved in [16] is generalized to obtain more
PRAs. The following theorem is the first main result of this
work.

Theorem 4: Let n, m, r, and t, be positive integers such
that rt = 2nm − 1 and gcd(r, t) = 1. If r divides 2n − 1 and
the n integers, 2i, 0 ≤ i ≤ n− 1, are distinct modulo r, then
the folding of sequences generated by a primitive polynomial
whose length is rt into an r × t arrays form an (r, t;n,m)-
PRA.

IV. FOLDING SEQUENCES OF A ZERO FACTOR

Folding an M-sequence is generalized by folding all the
nonzero sequences of a zero factor. Let C be a set of sequences
of length rt, such that gcd(r, t) = 1. We denote by F (C; r, t)
the set of r× t arrays obtained by folding the sequences in C
into r × t arrays.

Example 3: Let r = 3, t = 7, n = 2, and m = 3.
Let f(x) = x6 + x5 + x4 + x2 + 1 be the irreducible
polynomial of degree 6 and exponent 21, i.e., it generates a
ZF(6, 21) F . The nonzero sequences of F generated by f(x)
are [000001010010011001011], [010000111101101010111],
and [001000110111111001110]. Folding these three sequences
of F into 3 × 7 arrays yields the following three arrays of
F (F ; 3, 7):

{[
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 1

]

,

[
0 0 1 0 1 1 1
1 1 1 0 0 1 0
1 1 0 0 1 0 1

]

,

[
0 0 1 0 1 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 1
1 0 1 1 1 0 0

]}

.

These three arrays form a (3, 7; 2, 3)-PRAC. �

It is readily verified that each row of the arrays in Example 3
is either the M-sequence [0010111] or the all-zero sequence.
Each column is either the M-sequence [011] or the all-zero
sequence. The following lemma used to prove this property is
easily verified.

Lemma 3: Let r and t be two positive integers, where
gcd(r, t) = 1 and let S = (aa · · · a) be a sequence of
length rt.

1) If the length of a is t, then each row of F (S; r, t)
is given by a and each column is either the all-one
sequence or the all-zero sequence.

2) If the length of a is r, then each column of F (S; r, t) is
given by a and each row is either the all-one sequence
or the all-zero sequence.

Example 4: If S = [011011011011011011011], then

A , F (S; 3, 7) =

[
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

]

.

�

Example 5: If S = [100101110010111001011], then

B , F (S; 3, 7) =

[
1 0 0 1 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 1

]

.

�

Lemma 4: Let A be an r × t array for which each column
is given by a sequence u and each row is either the all-one
sequence or the all-zero sequence. Let B be an r× t array for
which each row is given by a sequence v and each column is
either the all-one sequence or the all-zero sequence. Then, the
bitwise product A · B is an r × t array for which each row is
either an all-zero sequence or the sequence v and each column
of A · B is either an all-zero sequence or the sequence u.

Example 6: Let A and B be the 3× 7 arrays of Example 4
and 5, respectively. The bitwise product of A and B, A ·B, is
as follows

A · B =

[
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1 1 1 1

]

·

[
1 0 0 1 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 1

]

=

[
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 1 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 1

]

.

�

For the rest of this section, let fi(x), i = 1, 2, be a
polynomial of degree ni and exponent ri.

Lemma 5: If A and B are two distinct r1× r2 arrays whose
columns are either all-zero sequences or a sequences of length
r1 contained in S(f1(x)) and whose rows are either all-zero
sequences or sequences of length r2 contained in S(f2(x)),
then the addition A + B is also an r1 × r2 array whose
columns are either all-zero sequences or sequences contained
in S(f1(x)) and whose rows are either all-zero sequences or
a sequences contained in S(f2(x)).



Example 7: Consider the primitive polynomial f1(x) =
x2 + x+ 1 whose zero factor has exactly one sequence [011]
and the reducible polynomial f2(x) = x6+x5+x4+x3+x2+
x+ 1 = (x3 + x2 + 1)(x3 + x+ 1) whose zero factor F has
nine sequences [0011101], [0010111], [0000101], [0101011],
[0001111], [0111111], [0001001], [0000011], [0011011]. In
the following 3 × 7 array A, each column is either all-zero
sequence or the sequence [011] (or a shift of it). Each row is
either the all-zero sequence or the sequence [0001111] (or a
shift of it).

A ,

[
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 1 1 1
0 0 0 1 1 1 1

]

.

Adding A to one of its shifts B we obtain the array T1:

A+B =

[
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1 1 1 1
0 0 0 1 1 1 1

]

+

[
0 0 1 1 1 1 0
0 0 1 1 1 1 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0

]

=

[
0 0 1 1 1 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 1 1 1

]

.

Adding T1 to one of its shifts T2 we obtain the array:

T1+T2 =

[
0 0 1 1 1 1 0
0 0 1 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 1 1 1

]

+

[
0 1 1 1 1 0 0
1 1 1 1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 1 0 0

]

=

[
0 1 0 0 0 1 0
1 1 0 1 0 0 1
1 0 0 1 0 1 1

]

.

Each column of A + B and of T1 + T2 is either the all-zero
sequence or the sequence [011] and each row is either the
all-zero sequence or a sequence from F . �

Let S(f1(x)) and S(f2(x)) be the set of nonzero sequences
generated by f1(x) and f2(x), respectively. Assume that all
the sequences in S(fi(x)) have period ri, i = 1, 2 and
gcd(r1, r2) = 1. Let

C , {F (a · b; r1, r2) : a ∈ S(f1(x)), b ∈ S(f2(x))} .

Lemma 6: Let a be a nonzero sequence generated by f1(x)
and let b be a nonzero sequence generated by f2(x). If S1 ,

([aa · · · a] ∈ F
r1·r2
2 and S2 , ([b b · · · b] ∈ F

r1·r2
2 , then the

r1 × r2 array F (S1; r1, r2) · F (S2; r1, r2) is contained in C.
Corollary 3: If ã is an n1-tuple in the sequence a and b̃

is an n2-tuple in the sequence b, then the n1 × n2 matrix M
whose i-th row is b̃ if the i-th entry of ã is one and all-zero
if the i-th entry of ã is zero, is contained in F (a · b; r1, r2).

Corollary 4: If ã is an n1-tuple in the sequence a and b̃

is an n2-tuple in the sequence b, then the n1 × n2 matrix M
whose i-th column is ã if the i-th entry of b̃ is one and all-zero
if the i-th entry of b̃ is zero, is contained in F (a · b; r1, r2).

Lemma 7: Let S(f1(x)) and S(f1(x)) be the set of nonzero
sequences generated by f1(x) and f2(x), respectively. Assume
that all the sequences in S(fi(x)) have period ri, i = 1, 2. If
gcd(r1, r2) = 1, then the period of the sequences in the linear
span of the sequences in the set

C , {a · b : a ∈ S(f1(x)), b ∈ S(f2(x))}

is r1r2.
Definition 10: For two polynomials f1(x) and f2(x) we

denote by f1(x)∨ f2(x) the polynomial whose roots have the
form αβ, where α is a root of f1(x) and β is a root of f2(x)
in the splitting field of f1(x)f2(x).

Example 8: Let f1(x) = x4+x+1 and f2(x) = x3+x+1.
The splitting field of f1(x)f2(x) is the finite field F212 . Let α
be a primitive element of F212 with the minimal ploynomial
m(x) = x12 + x7 + x6 + x5 + x3 + x+1. The roots of f1(x)
are β1 = α273, β2 = α546, β3 = α1092, β4 = α2184. The roots
of f2(x) are γ1 = α585, γ2 = α1170, γ3 = α2340. Finally,
f1(x) ∨ f2(x) =

∏4
i=1

∏3
j=1(x − βiγj) = x12 + x9 + x5 +

x4 + x3 + x+ 1. �

Definition 11: Let S(f1(x))·S(f2(x)) be defined as a vector
space spanned by all products a · b, where a ∈ S(f1(x)) and
b ∈ S(f2(x)).

The following theorem implied by Theorem 8.67 in [14]
is a key result for the construction of PRACs. It shows a
relation between vector spaces S(f1(x)∨f2(x)) and S(f1(x))·
S(f2(x)).

Theorem 5: Let fi(x), i = 1, 2, be a polynomial of degree ni

and exponent ri. Let βi, 1 ≤ i ≤ m be the roots of f1(x) and
γj , 1 ≤ j ≤ n be the roots of f2(x) in the splitting field of
f1(x)f2(x). Then S(f1(x)) · S(f2(x)) = S(f1(x) ∨ f2(x)),
where

f1(x) ∨ f2(x) =
m∏

i=1

n∏

j=1

(x− βiγj).

Theorem 5 implies in other words that the set of sequences
generated by f1(x)∨f2(x) is the linear span of the sequences
that are obtained as a bitwise product of the sequences
generated by f1(x) and f2(x). Theorem 5 leads to our second
main theorem and a second construction of PRACs.

Theorem 6: Let r1, r2, n1, n2 be positive integers such that
gcd(r1, r2) = 1, and let fi(x), i = 1, 2, be a polynomial of
degree ni and exponent ri. If the characteristic polynomial
g(x) , f1(x)∨ f2(x) generates a zero factor ZF(n1n2, r1r2),
then folding the sequences generated by g(x) into r1 × r2
arrays yields an (r1, r2;n1, n2)-PRAC with (2n1n2 − 1)/r1r2
codewords.

Lemma 7 and Theorem 6 imply the following consequence.
Corollary 5: Let ri, ni, i = 1, 2, be positive integers such

that gcd(r1, r2) = 1. Let fi(x) be a polynomial of degree ni

and exponent ri. Then, the sequences generated by g(x) ,

f1(x) ∨ f2(x) can be folded into r1 × r2 arrays and form an
(r1, r2;n1, n2)-PRAC.

Example 9: Let f1(x) = (x3 + x2 + 1)(x3 + x + 1) =
x6 + x5 + x4 + x3 + x2 + x + 1 be a reducible polynomial
with exponent 7 and f2(x) = (x4 + x3 + 1)(x4 + x + 1) =
x8+x7+x5+x4+x3+x+1 be a reducible polynomial with
exponent 15. The polynomial f1(x) ∨ f2(x) = (x12 + x8 +
x6+x5+x3+x2+1)(x12+x9+x5+x4+x3+x+1)(x12+
x10+x9+x7+x6+x4+1)(x12+x11+x9+x8+x7+x3+1)
is a reducible polynomial with exponent 105. By Corollary 5,
folding the sequences of this zero factor into 7 × 15 arrays
yields a (7, 15; 6, 8)-PRAC. �

Another theorem generalizing Theorem 4 for construction of
an (r1, r2;n1, n2)-PRAC will be presented in [4]. A compar-
ison between the PRACs generated by the two constructions
will be also given.

V. HIERARCHIES OF CODES

Theorem 6 and its consequence Corollary 5, imply a variety
of PRACs. In this section, we examine and summarize some
of the infinite families of these PRACs. We also examine
which combinations of primitive polynomials, only-irreducible
polynomials, and reducible polynomials, for f1(x), f2(x),
and g(x) are possible, and which combinations cannot occur.
All combinations will be given with a specific example. The
sequences generated by the polynomial g(x) are used to form
a PRAC by folding the sequences of length r1r2 into r1 × r2
arrays.

To understand which combinations of these types of three
polynomials are possible, we will have to use the following
theorem proved in [14, p. 85, Theorem 3.5].



f1(x) f2(x) g(x) references
reducible reducible reducible Lemma 9, Example 9
reducible only-irreducible reducible Lemma 9, Example 10
reducible primitive reducible Lemma 9, Example 11

only-irreducible only-irreducible reducible Corollary 7, Example 12
only-irreducible only-irreducible only-irreducible Corollary 8, Example 14
only-irreducible primitive reducible Corollary 7, Example 13
only-irreducible primitive only-irreducible Corollary 8, Example 15

primitive primitive only-irreducible Corollary 8, Example 16
TABLE I

TYPES OF PRACS

Theorem 7: The degree of irreducible polynomial with
exponent e must be equal to the multiplicative order of 2
modulo e.

Corollary 6: All the irreducible polynomials with expo-
nent e have the same degree n. All reducible polynomials with
exponent e are product of irreducible polynomials of degree n
and exponent e.

Theorem 7 and Corollary 6 enable us to decide which
combinations of the three type of polynomials for f1(x), f2(x)
and g(x) are not possible, where the other combinations are
possible.

Lemma 8: The polynomial g(x) = f1(x) ∨ f2(x) in
Theorem 6 and Corollary 5 cannot be a primitive polynomial.

Lemma 9: If f1(x) or f2(x) is reducible polynomial, then
the polynomial g(x) = f1(x) ∨ f2(x) in Theorem 6 is a
reducible polynomial.

Example 10: Let f1(x) =
∑6

i=1 x
i + 1 = (x3 + x +

1)(x3 + x2 + 1) be a reducible polynomial with exponent 7
and f2(x) =

∑10
i=1 x

i + 1 be an only-irreducible polynomial
with exponent 11.
f1(x)∨f2(x) = (x30+x28+x27+x26+x23+x21+x20+

x19 + x16 + x14 + x13 + x12 + x9 + x8 + x7 + x4 + x2 + x+
1)(x30 + x29 + x28 + x26 + x23 + x22 + x21 + x18 + x17 +
x16 + x14 + x11 + x10 + x9 + x7 + x4 + x3 + x2 + 1). These
two factors of f1(x)∨ f2(x) are only-irreducible polynomials
with exponent 77 = 7 · 11 and therefore f1(x) ∨ f2(x) forms
a ZF(60, 77). By Theorem 6 and Corollary 5, the folding of
its sequences into 7× 11 arrays is a (7, 11; 6, 10)-PRAC. �

Example 11: Let f1(x) =
∑6

i=0 x
i = (x3 + x2 + 1)(x3 +

x + 1) be a reducible polynomial with exponent 7 and let
f2(x) = x2 + x+ 1 be a primitive polynomial with exponent
3. The polynomial f1(x)∨f2(x) = (x6+x4+x2+x+1)(x6+
x5 + x4 + x2 + 1) is a reducible polynomial with exponent
7. By Corollary 5 folding its sequences into 7× 3 arrays is a
(7, 3; 6, 2)-PRAC. �

Lemma 10: If fi(x), i = 1, 2, is a polynomial of degree
ni and exponent ri, such that gcd(n1, n2) > 1, then the
polynomial g(x) = f1(x)∨ f2(x) in Theorem 6 is a reducible
polynomial.

Corollary 7: If fi(x), i = 1, 2 are polynomials of degree
ni with exponent ri, such that gcd(n1, n2) > 1 and f1(x) or
f2(x) is an only-irreducible polynomial, then the polynomial
g(x) = f1(x)∨f2(x) in Corollary 5 is a reducible polynomial.

Example 12: Let f1(x) = x4+x3 +x2 +x+1 be an only-
irreducible polynomial with exponent 5 and f2(x) = x6 +
x3 + 1 be an only-irreducible polynomial with exponent 9.
The polynomial f1(x)∨f2(x) = x24+x21+x15+x12+x9+
x3+1 = (x12+x9+1)(x12+x3+1) is a reducible polynomial
with exponent 45. By Corollary 5, folding its sequences into
5× 9 arrays is a (5, 9; 4, 6)-PRAC. �

Example 13: Let f1(x) = x4 +x3 +x2 +x+1 be an only-
irreducible polynomial with exponent 5 and f2(x) = x6+x5+
1 be a primitive polynomial with exponent 63.
f1(x)∨f2(x) = (x12+x4+x2+x+1)(x12 +x11+x10+

x9+x8+x6+x3+x+1). These two factors of f1(x)∨f2(x)
are irreducible polynomials with exponent 315 = 5 · 63 and
therefore f1(x) ∨ f2(x) form a ZF(24, 315). By Corollary 5,
the folding of its sequences into 5×63 arrays is a (5, 63; 4, 6)-
PRAC. �

Corollary 8: If fi(x), i = 1, 2, is an irreducible polynomial
of degree ni and exponent ri such that gcd(n1, n2) = 1, then
the polynomial g(x) = f1(x) ∨ f2(x) in Corollary 5 is an
only-irreducible polynomial.

Example 14: Let f1(x) = x4 +x3 +x2 +x+1 be an only-
irreducible polynomial with exponent 5 and f2(x) = x9+x+1
be an only-irreducible polynomial with exponent 73.
f1(x)∨f2(x) = x36+x28+x27+x20+x18+x12+x10+x9+

x4 + x3 + x2 + x+1 is an only-irreducible polynomials with
exponent 365 = 5 · 73. By Corollary 5, folding its sequences
into 5× 73 arrays is a (5, 73; 4, 9)-PRAC. �

Example 15: Let f1(x) =
∑4

i=1 x
i be an only-irreducible

polynomial with exponent 5 and Let f2(x) = x3 + x2 + 1
be a primitive polynomial with exponent 7. The polynomial
f1(x)∨f2(x) = x12+x11+x10+x8+x5+x4+x3+x2+1
is an only-irreducible polynomial with exponent 35 = 7 · 5.
By Corollary 5, folding its sequences into 5 × 7 arrays is a
(5, 7; 4, 3)-PRAC. �

Example 16: Let f1(x) = x4 + x + 1 and f2(x) = x3 +
x+1 be two primitive polynomials with exponents 15 and 7,
respectively. f1(x)∨f2(x) = x12+x9+x5+x4+x3+x+1 (See
Example 8) is an only-irreducible polynomial with exponent
105 = 15 · 7. By Corollary 5, folding the sequences of this
zero factor into 15× 7 arrays is an (15, 7; 4, 3)-PRAC. �

There are no more possible combinations of primitive,
irreducible, and reducible polynomials for f1(x), f2(x), and
g(x), beside those which are summarized in Table I.

A second hierarchy of PRACs can be inferred from the
following lemma.

Lemma 11: Let f1(x) be an irreducible polynomial of
degree n and exponent r1 and let hi(x), 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, ℓ ≥ 2 be
ℓ irreducible polynomial of degree m and exponent r2. The
arrays of the (r1, r2;n, ℓm)-PRAC generated by folding the
sequences generated by f1(x)∨

∏ℓ

i=1 hi(x) into r1×r2 arrays
contain the arrays of the (r1, r2;n, (ℓ−1)m)-PRAC generated
by folding the sequences generated by f1(x)∨

∏ℓ−1
i=1 hi(x) into

r1 × r2 arrays.
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