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Abstract

For a random quasi-abelian code of rate r, it is shown that the GV-
bound is a threshold point: if r is less than the GV-bound at §, then
the probability of the relative distance of the random code being greater
than ¢ is almost 1; whereas, if r is bigger than the GV-bound at 4, then the
probability is almost 0. As a consequence, there exist many asymptotically
good quasi-abelian codes with any parameters attaining the GV-bound.
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1 Introduction

Random codes play an important role in Informatics, Statistical Physics and
Coding Theory; for example, see [1], [I7]. For a random linear code of rate r over
a finite field F with ¢ elements, Varshamov [22] and Pierce [19] showed in fact
that the GV-bound (see ([ILT]) below) is a threshold point: if r is less than the GV-
bound at § where 0 < § < 1—¢~!, then the probability of the relative distance of
the random linear code being greater than ¢ is almost 1; whereas, if r is bigger
than the GV-bound at §, then the probability is almost 0. Recently, in [8]
the cumulative distance enumerators of random codes are introduced and their
thresholds are investigated; as a consequence, the above threshold of random
linear codes is redescribed explicitly with the parameters r and J.

By means of random codes, [3] showed that, if 2 is primitive for infinitely
many primes (this is a so-called Artin’s conjecture), then the asymptotically
good binary quasi-cyclic codes exist. Later, [4] and [12] made big improvements
from different points of view and proved that, without the Artin’s conjecture,
the asymptotically good binary quasi-cyclic codes exist.

For a finite group G of order m, any element ) _,a.z (with a. € F) of
the group algebra F'G over the finite field F' can be viewed as a word (a.).cc
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of length m over F'. By extension, any element of the free module (F'G)" of
rank n can be viewed as a word of length mn. Any FG-submodule C of (FG)™
is called a quasi-group code of index n. The code C is just the so-called group
code if n = 1; whereas it is just the usual quasi-cyclic code of index n if G is
cyclic. And, C is called a quasi-abelian code if G is abelian; see [6], [23].

In 2006, Bazzi and Mitter [2] constructed a class of random binary quasi-
abelian codes and a class of random binary dihedral group codes, and showed
that the probability of the parameters of the random codes of any one of the two
classes attaining GV-bound is large; as a consequence, within the two classes the
asymptotically good codes exist. Soon after, with the similar random method
Martinez-Pérez and Willems [14] proved that self-dual doubly-even binary di-
hedral group codes are asymptotically good.

We are interested in general random quasi-abelian codes and their thresholds.
Modifying the random linear code ensemble in Shannon’s Information Theory
(cf. [I7, ch.6]), in Section 2 we construct the general random quasi-abelian code
ensemble, and state our main theorem, see Theorem [2.1] below, which asserts
that the GV-bound is still a threshold point, i.e. the probability of the relative
distance of the random code of the ensemble being greater than a given § is
almost 1 if the parameters are below the GV-bound; whereas, the probability is
almost 0 if the parameters are beyond the GV-bound. The Varshamov-Pierce’s
threshold for random linear codes mentioned above is the special case of our
main theorem by taking the finite group to be trivial.

The proof of the main theorem consists of three parts. In Section 3, we
extend a result on weights of so-called balanced codes; this result appeared in
[15], [20] and [2I] in a binary version, which played a key role in [2] and [I4].
We generalize it to any g-ary version, see Theorem below, so that we can
treat any g-ary codes. Theorem has independent significance; for example,
from it quite a part of [2] can be extended to any g-ary case.

In Section 4, a threshold of the expectation of the cumulative weight enu-
merator of the random code of the ensemble is obtained in Theorem A1l below,
from which the first part (“below the GV-bound”) of the main theorem follows
immediately.

In Section 5, we prove the second part (“beyond the GV-bound”) of the main
theorem by estimating the second moment of the cumulative weight enumerator
of the random code of the ensemble.

From the random quasi-abelian code ensemble and the main theorem, in
Section 6, we draw the random quasi-abelian codes of given rate r and describe
their thresholds; in particular, for any finite abelian group, for any r and J
attaining the GV-bound, there is a series of quasi-abelian codes such that the
limit of their rates and the limit of their relative distances are equal to r and §
respectively.

In this paper, hy(z) = zlog,(q¢ — 1) — xlog,x — (1 — x)log,(1 — z) with
the convention that 0log, 0 = 0, the function h,(x) is called the g-ary entropy



(different from the entropy with base ¢ in Informatics, see [5l §2.1]); and let
gq(r) =1—hy(r) =1—=xlog, (¢ — 1) +zlog,z + (1 — x)log, (1 —x), (1.1)

which is the g-ary asymptotic Gilbert-Varshamov bound, or GV-bound in short;
note that g4(z) for z € [0,1] is a convex function and has a unique zero point at
x=1—¢"!, hence g,(z) is a strictly decreasing function for z € [0,1—¢™']; see
[10, §2.10.6]. About fundamentals on coding theory and group theory, please
refer to [10] and [11] respectively.

2 Random quasi-abelian code ensembles

In this paper we always assume that F is a finite field with cardinality |F| =
q = p® where p is a prime, and G is a finite abelian group of order |G| = m.

By FG = { Yoeq Az2 | a; € F} we denote the group algebra of G over F.
Each element a = ), a.z of FG is viewed as a word (a.).eq of length m
over F, and w(a) = w((a;).cq) stands for the usual Hamming weight of the
word (a.).eq. In this way, a = ) ., a.z € FG and word (a.).cq € F™ are
identified with each other; but note that for a,b € FG we have the product ab
in the algebra F'G.

Let n be any positive integer. We consider the free FG-module of rank n:

(FG)”:{a:(a1,~- ,an)|ai€FG, i:l,-~-,n}.

Each element a = (a1, -+ ,a,) € (FG)" is identified with a concatenated
word ((alz)zeg, cee (am)zeg) of length mn over F', thus the Hamming weight
w(a) = w(ai, -+ ,a,) = w(a) + -+ + w(a,). As mentioned in Introduction,

any submodule C' of the FFG-module (F'G)" is said to be a quasi-abelian code
of G over F (or quasi-FG code more precisely) with index n. In particular, it
is just the usual abelian code if n = 1; whereas, it is just the usual quasi-cyclic
code with index n if G is cyclic.

We always take the following parameters:
r € (0,1), § € (0,80) where 6 =1—q ", (2.1)

and set k = [rn], the integer nearest to rn. We consider the set of k x n matrices
over FG:

aip 0 Qin
(Fg)kxn: A= .. ... aij € FG
Qg1 -+ Qkn

, (2.2)

which is viewed as a probability space with equiprobability. Following a nota-
tion in Shannon’s information theory, we call this probability space the random
quasi-abelian code ensemble. In particular, if G = 1 is trivial then (FG)¥*" =
FkEXn is just the usual random linear code ensemble; cf. [17, ch.6].



Take A = (a;;)kxn € (FG)**™ ie. Ais a random k x n matrix over FG.
We write A = (Ay,---,A,) with A; = (ayj,--- ,ak;)T being the j’th column
of the matrix A, where the superscript “T"” stands for the transpose. Then we
have a random quasi-abelian code C'4 of index n as follows:

O = {bA: (bAy, -, bA,) ’b: (b, ,by) € (FG)’“}, (2.3)

where bA; = biai; + - - -+ brag; € FG. Note that the rate R(Cy) = %. It
is obvious that R(C4) < £ ~ r, and R(C4) = £ if and only if the FG-rank of A
is equal to k; so, we can get the random quasi-abelian codes of rate r from the
ensemble, see Section 6 below. About the rank of a matrix over a ring, please

see [7, §2], or related refs such as [16].

By A(Cy4) we denote the relative distance of the random quasi-abelian
code Cy, ie. A(Cy) = %, where w(Cy) denotes the minimum weight
of Ca. Then A(C4) is a random variable over the probability space (FG)**™.
We consider the asymptotic property (with n — oo) of Pr (A(CA) > 6) which
stands for the probability that A(C4) > §, and state our main theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Let notations be as in (21), (Z2) and (Z3). Then

1, 4 q(0);
lim Pr (A(Ca) >9) = {0 ZZ : ii%'

and both the limits converge exponentially.

If G =1 is trivial, then FG = F' is just the finite field F' and the theorem
exhibits just the threshold of random linear codes obtained by Vasharmov [22]
and Pierce [19] (cf, [8, Corollary 3.2]), as mentioned in Introduction.

The key idea for the proof of the theorem is to estimate the first moment (i.e.
the expectation) and the second moment of the cumulative weight enumerator
of the random code Cj, so that we can bound Pr (A(C4) > §) suitably; for
estimating the moments we need a result on weights of balanced codes which
appeared in references, as we’ve seen so far, only in binary version, so we extend
it to g-ary version first. Thus, as we mentioned in Introduction, the proof of
the main theorem will be completed in Sections 3, 4 and 5.

3 The weights of balanced codes

Let I = {1,2,--- ,n} be an index set; let F/ = F™ be the set of all words over F

of length n. For any subset I' = {i1,--- ,ig} of [ with 1 <y < -+ < ig < m,
we have a projection p’ from F to FL as follows: p'(a) = (a;,, - ,ai,) € F*
for any a = (ay,--- ,a,) € F~.

Definition 3.1. Let C C F" = FI. If there are subsets I,---, I, (with
repetition allowed) of the index set I with every cardinality |I;| = d and an

integer ¢ such that



(i) for any index i € I, the number of the subscripts j satisfying that i € I;
is equal to t;

(ii) for any j = 1,---,s, the projection p; : FI — Fi maps C bijectively
onto Fli;

then we say that C' is a balanced code of F™ with information length d, and
I, I form a balanced system of information index sets of C.

Remark 3.2. For example, any group code C (i.e. any ideal) of the group
algebra F'G is a balanced code, see [2]; similarly, any coset a + C for a € FG is
a balanced code too.

For any word a = (a1, --,a,) € F"™, the fraction w(a)/n is called the
relative weight of a. The following is a generalization of a result in [15], [20]
and [21], where only the binary case is considered.

Theorem 3.3. Let C' be a balanced code of F™ with information length d and B

be a non-empty subset of C, and let w = % (the average relative weight
of B). If 0 <w<1—q7%, then
|B| < ¢, (3.1)

Before proving the theorem, we show two corollaries.

Corollary 3.4. Let C' be a balanced code of F™ with information length d, let
C=% be the set of the codewords of C which relative weight are at most §. If
0<6<1—q7 !, then |C=°| < qha(9),

Proof. The average relative weight of C=? is at most d, and hy(z) is an
increasing function in [0,1 — ¢~ }]. O

For C C F, the Cartesian product of n’ copies of C' in (F™)" is as follows:
C" ={(c1,,ew) | €C, i=1,-- 0} (3.2)

Corollary 3.5. Let C be a balanced code of F™ with information length d. Then
the product code C™ is a balanced code of F™ with information length dn'; in
particular, if 0 < 6 <1 —q~ ! then ’(C" )S‘s‘ < @' ha(9),

Proof. Assume that the subsets Iy, -, I of the index set I = {1,--- ,n}
form a balanced system of information index sets of C. We write the index set
of the product code C™ as:

= {1(1)7... RIS MU (U0 S m(ﬂ’)}.
For each I; = {j1,--- , ja}, we can form a subset I]’-ll of I by concatenating n/
copies of I; as follows:
n’ (1 (1 (n' (n'
I :{j§ ). in), e, G0 7]; >}.



Then it is easy to check that 17, --- | I™ form a balanced system of information
index sets of the product code C™ . O

The rest of this section contributes to the proof of the theorem.

Proof of Theorem [3.3l First we assume that d = n, i.e. C = F™ which
is of course balanced (with s =1, I; = I and ¢t = 1), and prove the inequality
BI)); this is a key step of the proof.

Set M = |B|. Cousider B as a probability space with equiprobability. Each
b € B is an n-tuple: b = (b1, -+ ,b,). For each index i, 1 < i < n, we have
a random variable X; defined over the probability space B and taking values
in F as follows: X;(b) = b;; hence we have a discrete distribution function
pi(a) = Pr(X; = a) for a € F; we write the distribution as:

pi:(pi(a))a€F7 221,,TL

Set
_ p1t 4 Dn
p=—7"—"";
n

then p is a distribution function. Denote F* = F\{0} (which denotes the
difference set). It is obvious that

— pi(a)
w= Y pla)=) D> = (3.3)
acF* a€F* i=1
hence we also have that

n

1l—w=p0)=3" piT(LO). (3.4)
=1

Consider the random n-tuple X = (X1, -+, X,,) and its entropy with base ¢:

Hy(X) = Hy(X1,-+, Xp) = > —Pr(X =a)log, Pr(X = a).

acFn

For any a = (a1, -+ ,a,) € F™, by the definition of the random variables X;’s,
we have

1

M € B7

Pr(X=a)={ M 2

0, a¢B.

So we get

Hy(X) = Hy(X1,--+ . X,) = log, M. (3.5)

On the other hand, by an inequality for entropy of joint distribution (see [5]
Theorem 2.6.6]), we have

Hy(X1,- -, Xp) < Hy(X1) + -+ Hy(Xn) = > > —pi(a) log, pi(a);
i=1 a€F



Hy(X) < (Z —pi(0) 10gqpi(0)> + (Z > —pi(a)log, pi(a)> :
i=1 i=1 a€F*

Since —xlog, z is a concave function, for the second bracket of the right hand
side of the above inequality we get (with the help of Eqn [B3))

> % —pila)log, pila) > % e Y Y pla
i=1acF* < _ 1=1acF* log i=1a€cF*
n(qg—1) B n(qg—1) 7 n(g-1)

w 1 w
— log — .
qg—1 gqq—l’
that is

Z Z —pi(a)log, pi(a) < n(w log, (¢ — 1) —wlog, w).

i=1 a€F*
Similarly, with the help of Eqn (34]) we can obtain
> —pi(0) log, pi(0) < —n(1 — w)log,(1 — w).

i=1

Thus we get
H,(X) < n(wlog, (g — 1) - wlog,w — (1~ ) log, (1~ ) = nh, ().
Combining it with Eqn ([B.5]), we obtain that
log, |B| = log, M < nhy(w).

which is just the inequality (B)) since we have assumed that d = n.

Next we turn to the general case. That is, there are subsets I, - - - , I of the
index set I ={1,2,---,n} with each |I;| = d such that any index ¢ € I appears
in exactly ¢ members of the s subsets I, --- , I4; in particular, we have

tn = sd. (3.6)

Set |B| = M again. For each I;, by p; we denote the projection from F" = F!
onto Fli; then |p;(B)| = M.

Let I be the disjoint union of I, - - - , I, (though they may be not disjoint),
SO |f| = sd, and FI = FIx ... x F is the product of Fli for j=1,--- s, i.e.
the words of F! are the concatenations of the words of F% for j=1,---s:



Consider the following subset of rl.

B = pi(B) x -+ po(B) = { (p1(b1), - ,ps(bs)) | b1, b, € B,
Since |p;(B)| = M for j =1,---,s, we see that
|B| = M*. (3.7)

—

Set w(B) = Y bk w(b), which can be computed as follows:

W(B) = Z W(pl(bl)a apS(bS))
by, ,bsEB
= > wi(pi(b))) = w(p;j(by))-
by, b.€B j=1 j=1 by, ,b,cB

For j =1 we have that

> wlm) = 3 X wle(b)

bi,--,bs€B bi1€B ba,---,b;eB
= Z MS_IW(pl (bl)) = Ms_l Z W(p1 (b))
b:eB beB

Similarly, 35y, . cpw(pj(b))) = M35, pw(p;(b)). So
W(B) = MY w (o (b)) = MY wis (b).
j=1 beB beB j=1

By (i) of Definition Bl we have

S

> w(p;(0)) =w(p1(b),--- , ps(b)) = tw(b).

Jj=1

Zbes w(b)

Recalling that w = o we obtain that

W(B) =Mt Z w(b) = M YwnM = winM*,
beB

By Eqns (3:0) and (3.7), we compute the average relative weight of B as follows:
W(B)/SdMS = wtnM®/sdM*® = w.

Applying the conclusion proved in the first step (i.e. the case “d = n”) to the
subset B of FI, we obtain that M* = |B| < ¢*%a(@); in other words,
|B| = M < g®ha@),

Theorem is proved. O



4 Cumulative weight enumerators of C4
We keep the notations in 210), (Z2) and (23), and further set
N (6) = ‘{b € (FG)F | 1< w(bA) < mn5}’, (4.1)

which is a non-negative integral random variable defined over the probability
space (FG)**". Obviously, N¢,(d) stands for the number of such elements
b of (FG)* that bA is a non-zero codewords of C4 with relative weights at
most J; so we call it the cumulative weight enumerator of the random code Cly;
in particular (cf. [8, §3]),

Ne, (6)>1 < A(Cq) <6. (4.2)

We are concerned with the asymptotic behavior of the expectation E(Nc N (5))
The following is the main result of this section.

Theorem 4.1. Let notation be as in (21), (2.2), (233) and {{-1). Then

0, 1 <gq(d);
00, 1> gq(9);

lim E(Ng, (6)) = {

n—roo

and both the limits converge exponentially.

Before proving the theorem, we show that the first part of Theorem 2.1] is
an immediate consequence of the first part of the above theorem.

Corollary 4.2. If r < gq4() then lim Pr(A(Ca) > 6) = 1 and the conver-
n—00

gence speed is exponential.

Proof. By Eqn ([@2), Markov’s inequality (see [I8, Theorem 3.1]) and the
first part of Theorem 1] we have

lim Pr(A(Ca) <6) = lim Pr(Ng, () >1) < lim E(Ne,(6) =0. O

n—oo n—r oo

To prove Theorem E1] (and Theorem 2 also), a key step is to write N, (6)
as a sum of Bernoulli random variables.

For every b € (FG)* we define a Bernoulli random variable over the proba-
bility space (FG)k*:

1, if 1<w(bA)<mnd;
Xp = .
0, otherwise.

Set X = Zbe(FG)k Xp. It is obvious that Xg = 0 and

Nea@) = > Xp=X. (4.3)

be(FG)*



Fixing any b = (by,...,bx) € (FG)*, we have an FG-homomorphism in-
duced by b as follows:
Bo: (FG)F>*" — (FG)",

A s bA=(bAy, - bAy). (4.4)

For each j, bA; = biai; + - - - + brag;; so the set of bA; with A; running over
(FG)* is an ideal of FG generated by by, -- , by, we denote it by Ip:

LIy = FGby +--- 4 FGby, for b= (by,---,b) € (FQ)";
and denote dp, = dim Iy,. Thus, the image of S, is the product code Ij} C (FG)™,
and dim I} = dpn.
Since By is an FG-homomorphism, the number of the pre-images in (FG)**"

of every a € I} is equal to ‘(1;—::, which is independent of the choice of a. And,
by Remark and Corollary 3.5 we have |(I{;)§5| < g®nha(d) 8o

qdbnhq(‘s) —1
that is
E(Xp) < ¢ %n9a®) _g=dn b e (FQ)F. (4.5)

For any ideal I of F'G, we denote d;y = dim I and set
™ ={bel"|I,=1I}; (4.6)

in particular, (FG)** = {b € (FG)* | I, = FG}. Obviously, we have a disjoint

union (FG)* = |J I**, where the subscript “I < FG” means that I runs
I<FG
over the ideals of F'G. Thus, by the linearity of expectation, we get

EX)=E| Y Xo|= > Y EX). (4.7)
)

be(FG)k 0#I<FG belk*

To get a lower bound of E(X3,) for b € (FG)**, we recall an estimation of a
partial sum of binomials:

k
gha(k/m=gloggm < N (:L) (q—1)" < g™, (4.8)
=1

see [8, Eqn(2.3)]. One can also check the upper bound of (£.8)) from Corollary[B3.4]
(by taking C'= F™, i.e. k = n in the corollary), and check the lower bound by
the argument in [I8, Lemma 9.2].

Let by € (FG)**, ie. I, = FG; then the image of By, in ([@4) is just the
whole space (F'G)™ = F™" so

(ORI

E(Xp,) = Pr (1 < w(bA) < mna) R (4.9)

10



in particular,
E(Xpb,) = E(Xp,), V bi,ba € (FG)™. (4.10)

. mn mnd (mn 3 mn mn 3
Further, since |(F™")<0| = 3>1° ("") (¢ — 1)* and |F™"| = ¢™"; by the in-
equality (L8] we get that

E(Xbl) > qungq(é)f%logq(mn) _ qun, v bl c (FG)k*

Moreover, since |(FG)F*| = H((I;Lcm g™ for by € (FG)** we have

* FG fox mn (£ — —Llog, (mn —mn(l—Ek
(FG) |'E(Xb1)2w(q ( gq(é)) 3 log, ( )—q a n))' (4.11)

Recalling from (@3] that Ne, (§) = X, we show a proof of Theorem F11
Proof of Theorem [4.1]

Now we assume that r < g4(6). Since k = [rn], there is a positive number
such that for large enough n we have % —gq(0) < —v. Forany b € I** as above,
since dy, = dr, from Eqn [@35) we have E(Xp,) < ¢ "%9 (%), Further, because
|IF*| < |I*| = q%*, we get that

> B(Xp) < gtkgndrnl® = g (E=0a®) o (=vdim
be[k*

)

and the right hand side is exponentially convergent to 0 as n — oo. Note that
FG has only finitely many ideals, by Eqn (1) we obtain that

lim E(Ne,(6)) = lim B(X)= > lim Y E(Xp)=0.

n—00 n—00 n—oo
0£I<FG berk=
In the following we assume that r > gq4(6). Since k = [rn], there is a positive
number 7 such that for large enough n we have % —gq(0) >~vand 1 — % > 7.
Fixing a by € (FG)**, from Eqn (@) and the Eqn {I0) we have:

E(X)> Y E(Xs)=|(FG)"| E(Xs,).
be(FG)k*

kx
Since k — oo as n — oo, by Lemma [£.3] below, we have lim I(L)kl =1; so,
nSoo (FG)|

by the inequality (£IT), we obtain the following exponentially convergent limit:
: : |(FG)k*| mny—1 log, (mn) —mny\ __
Am B(X) > J;“;OW(‘J i —a) =

The proof of Theorem [£.1] is finished. O

11



Lemma 4.3. Assume that m = |G| = p"m’ with m’ coprime to p, G has h
irreducible characters over F with degree dy,--- ,dy, respectively, and (FG)** is
defined as in ([{.6). Then the cardinality

h
|(FG)k*| _ H q(P“_l)djk(qdjk _ 1), (412)
j=1
and h
(FG)™| L
[(FG)F| _J_l;[l(l_q ) ot (4.13)

with exponential convergence speed.

Proof. By the assumptions, the abelian group G has a subgroup G’ of
order m’ and a subgroup G” of order p” such that G = G” x G’; hence we
can assume that the group algebra F'G' has h irreducible ideals E; over F' and
denote d; = dimp Ej for j = 1,--- ,h. Then each Ej is a field extension of F'
and

FG' =E,®E,®---® E),.

Since FG = FG" @p FG' and FG" is a local ring with head FG" /J(FG") = F
where J(F'G") denotes the Jacobson radical, we have

FG=ZR @ ---® Ry, (4.14)
where R; = FG" @p Ej for j =1,--- ,h is a local algebra with
RJ/J(RJ) = Ej, dlmF Rj :p‘udj and dlmF J(R]) :p#dj - dj.

Thus we get
(FG)* =~ RF¥ @ --- @ RL.

A vector b; = (bj1,--- ,bjx) of R;? generates R; (i.e. Rjbj1 +---+ Rjbjr = R;j)
if and only if the image of b; in the residue R;?/J(Rj)k = EJ’C is non-zero, i.e.
RE* = RF\J(R;)* (the difference set). So we get

|R;c*| — qp“djk _ q(p“—l)djk — q(p“—l)djk(qdjk _ 1)

It is easy to check that (FG)¥* = RF* x ... x RF*. We obtain that

h
(FG)™| = [ a®" ~D%* (%" - 1);
j=1

hence .
(FG)™] —d;k
LA\ S AN e 1— 3
Jj=1
which converges, as k — 0o, exponentially to 1. o

12



5 Second moment method for the main theorem

In this section we keep the notations in Theorem [21] and Eqn (£.3).

In this section we always assume that r > g4(d) and prove that

lim Pr(X >1) =1 with exponential convergence speed; (5.1)

n—oo

which completes the proof of Theorem 2.1, since Pr (A(C4) < 6) = Pr(X > 1),
see ([A2), hence Eqn (5.I) implies that lim Pr (A(Ca) >46) = 0.
n—oo

By a known inequality, see [I8, Theorem 6.10], we have that

B(Xp)

> > _

Prixzl)z 3, E(X|Xp = 1)’
be(FG)*

where E(X|Xp = 1) denotes the conditional expectation, which is essentially
involved in the second moment of X. Such a way to investigate phase transitions
(thresholds) by means of second moments is usually named the second moment
method; e.g. see [9, Appendix].

Since (FG)** is a part of (FG)*, see Eqn (6], we have

Pr(X>1)> Y % (5.2)
be(FG)k*

By the linearity of expectations, for by € (FG)* we have

B(X|Xu, =1) =E( Y Xb}Xbl —1)= Y E(XXp, = 1).
be(FQ)k be(FG)k

By the conditional probability formula (and noting that X3’s are 0-1 variables),
we further have

Pr(Xp=1& Xp, =1) E(XpXp,)

E(Xb|Xb1 = 1) = Pr(Xbl — 1) = E(Xbl)
Set

A(b,by) = {4 € (FG)**"|1 < w(bA),w(b1A) < mnd},
then

E(XbXb1) =Pbr (Xb =1& Xb1 - 1) - |(FG)k><n| - qmnk ’
Thus we get that
|A(b, by)|
EXp|Xp, =1) = ———F—. 5.3
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For any invertible k x k matrix Q over FG,
AbQ,b1Q) = {A€(FG)*"[1<w(bQA),w(biQA) < mnd}

= {Ae(FG)""| QA€ A(b,by)} = {Q 'A| A€ A(b,b1)};
in particular, we have that |A(bQ,b1Q)| = |A(b, b1)].

Now we can show that
E(X|Xp, =1) =E(X|Xp, =1), VY by, by € (FG)*. (5.4)

To see it, by [7, Proposition 2.11] we can take an invertible k x k matrix @ over
FG such that b = b1Q; then, by Eqns (£3) and (@I0), we have

|A(b,b1)|  [A(bQ,b1Q)]|

E(Xp| Xy, =1) = =
KolXo =1 = GiiB(X,) = ¢ E(Xs,)
|A(bQ, b2)|
———— = E(Xp 0| Xp, =1);
qm"kE(Xb2) ( bQ| b2 )a
hence
B(X|Xp, =1) = Y  EXp[Xp, =1)= Y E(Xpg|Xp, =1);
be(FG)* be(FG)k

noting that bQ runs over (FG)* when b runs over (FG)¥, we obtain that

E(X|[Xp, =1)= > E(Xp|Xp, =1) = E(X|Xp, = 1),
be(FG)
which is just Eqn (G4).

From now on to the end of this section we fizx by = (0,---,0,1), which
belongs obviously to (FG)**. By Eqns (5.2)), (@.I0) and (5.4)), we have

|[FG*| - E(Xb,)
Pr(X >1)> L 24Abs)
Xzl z TR =)

Thus, to prove Eqn (&), it is enough to prove that

_ B(Xp| X, = 1
i EZO0Xe =1) - 2berey B e =1 (5.5)
n—oo |[FGF*[ - E(Xp,) n—oo |FGF*| - E(Xb,)

and it converges exponentially.

For any A € (FG)**™, by A; we denote the i’th row of A. To compute
A(b,b1), we set

A(by) = {A € (FG)"™™ |1 < w(b1A) < mnd};
since b = (0,---,0,1), it is clear that

Abr) = {4 € (FG)™ [0 # 4y € ((FG)) '}
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that is, A(b1) is the set of the k x n matrices A over F'G such that the k’th row
A, # 0 and w(4,,) < mné; see the notation in Corollary B4l

Given any non-zero (ag1,- - ,akn) € (FG)") Sé, we denote
A(bl)(akl,»»»,akn) = {A S (FG)kxn ’Ak = (a’kla t 7akn)} .

Then any b = (by,- -+ ,bx_1,bx) € (FG)* induces a map:

Bb : A(bl)(akl,m Qkn) — (FG)nv (5 6)

A — DbA=bA + -+ b_14,_1 +bAL; '
Set b = (b1, ,bg—1), Iy = FGby + --- + FGby_1 which is the ideal of FG
generated by by, -+ ,bg—1, and set di = dim ;. It is easy to see that the image
of the map fy, is a coset of I C (FG)" as follows

I + b Ay, with cardinality |I}' + byA,| = [I7] = ¢%™;

and the number of the pre-images in A(by)( y of any a € If + by A, is

QK1 -Qkn
equal to qm;t;l) = ¢m(k=D=dsn which is independent of the choices of a and
(ak1,- - ,agn). Thus the cardinality of the pre-image in A(b1)(ay, - a4, Of the
set (Ig + brA,)<\{0} is
(1T + by dg)=0] — )=t
with
1, if 0ely+brAL;
=y BOESBT A (5.7)
0, otherwise;
hence
|A(b,b;)| = Z (12 +bRA)S| - )\)qmn(kfl)*dgn;
0#(ak1, >akn)€((FG)n)S6
that is

[A(b, b1)| = (J(FG)")=°| = 1) (|(If + brdy)=’| = X) - gD,
But |((FG)")S0| — 1 = ¢™"E(Xb, ), see Eqn (@J). By Eqn (53), we get that

E(Xp|Xp, = 1) = (J(I2 + beAp)=0| — ) - g~ %" (5.8)

By the disjoint union (FG)k~1 = Ur<ra ITR=D% again, cf. Eqn @2) (but
this time we consider b which has length & — 1), we have

Y OEBEXplXp, ==Y Y ) E(Xp|Xe, =1),

be(FG)k ISFG bellk—x beFG
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where b = (by,--- ,by_1) and b = (by,--- ,bx_1,bs). Thus

> be(ra) B(Xb|Xp, =1) _ Z s,
[(FG)*| - E(Xb,)

0£I<FG

with

_ 2bert-v+ 2perg E(Xb[Xb, = 1)
[(FG)F| - E(Xp,)

We compute the Sy’s for ideals I of F'G into two cases.

Case 1. 0 # I # FG; note that there are only finitely many such ideals of
FG. Let df = dim I; then d; < m. By Remark and Corollary B.5] we see
that I + by A, is a balanced code and

St

(12 4 b Ay) =% — A < (IR + bpAy) S0 < gfenha®),
By Eqn (5.8) and the above inequality, we obtain that
E(Xp|Xp, =1) < g %790,

Note that di = dr for any b € Th=D* |Jk=Dx| < |[(k=1)] = ¢di(k=1) apq
|FG| = ¢™. By the inequality (I and the above inequality, we have

qdr(k=1)gm . g=drngq ()

<
- [((FG)**| [ mn(E—g,(8))—21 log, (mn —mn(1—E£
FEm (q (5 =94(9)) =3 log, (mn) _ a n))

(FG)*| g —9a(9))—di+m
[(FG)R*] ~ gmn(h=94(8) =3 log, (mn) _ j=mn(1=£) °

St

Since k = [rn] and 1 > r > g4(9), there is a real number v > 0 such that for

large enough n we have % —gq(6) >~y and 1 — % > +; hence

1 |(FG)k*| (q'y(mfdj)nJr% log,(mn)+dr—m _ O(qf’yn))7

Sr = (FG)

where O(¢g~7") stands for a quantity bounded from above by a multiple of ¢~7".
Recalling that dy < m and lim LGW' =1 (see Eqn [@I3)), we get that

n—oo [(FG)*
lim Sy =0, if I#FG, (5.10)

and the limit converges exponentially.
Case 2. [=FG, and b € I*"D* Then dy =m, and Il = (FG)", hence
IP + bp Ay = (FG)"; in particular, A = 1 in Eqn (&.17). By Eqn @3), we get

(1 + beAr) = = A= [(FG)™")=| = 1 = ¢""E(Xs,).
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By Eqn (5.8) we can compute

[(FG)* D] g™ - g™ E(Xby) - g™

Sy =
|(FG)k*] - E(Xp,)
_ FGEDE g ((FG)RTDA|(FG)F|

|(FG)M| (FG)E=1 [(FG)M|
By the exponential convergence hm % = 1 (see Eqn ([@I3)) again, we
get the following exponential convergent limit:

lim S;=1, if I=FG. (5.11)

n—oo

Finally, by Eqn (5.9), Eqn (5.10) and Eqn (5.I1)), we obtain that

lim > be(ro)r E(Xp|Xp, =1)
noe [(FG)F*] - E(Xp,)

=1

and it converges exponentially; this is just what Eqn (B3] requires.

6 Random quasi-abelian codes

Keep notations in ([21)), (Z2) and 23).
Recall that for A € (FG)**™ the rate R(C4) = £ if and only if the FG-rank
of A is equal to k; at that case we say that A is full-rank.

In order to get random quasi-abelian codes of rate £ ~ r, we consider the
probability space F, which sample space is {A € (F G)an | A is full-rank} and
probability function is equiprobability. Take A € F, construct C 4 the same as
in Z3). By Prr (A(C4) > §) we emphasize that the probability is computed
over the probability space F.

Corollary 6.1. Let notation be as above. Then

. L, 7 <gq(0);
lim Prr(A(Cyh) >06) =
00 17 (A(C4) > 9) {O, > gq(9);

and both the limits converge exponentially.
Proof. Let A € (FG)¥*". By the total probability formula we have

Pr(A(Ca) > 6) =Pr (A(Cy4) > §| A is full-rank) - Pr(A4 is full-rank) +
Pr (A(C4) > 6| A is not full-rank) - Pr(A is not full-rank).

Noting that

Pr(A(Ca) > 6| Ais full-rank) = Prz (A(C4) > 0);
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and by Lemma below,

lim Pr(A is not full-rank) =0, lim Pr(4 is full-rank) = 1;

n—oo n—00

so we get
lim Pr(A(Ca) >0) = li_)m Prr (A(C4) > 6).

n—oo

Then the corollary follows from Theorem 2.1] at once. O

From the first part (the case r < g4(0)) of the above corollary we obtain the
following result immediately.

Corollary 6.2. For any (r,6) € (0,1) x (0,1 — ¢~1) satisfying that r < g,(9),
there exists a series of quasi-F'G codes C1,Cs, -+ such that:

(i) the length of C; goes to infinity;

(ii) hrn R(C;) =r;

(i) _hm A(C;) > 9.
1—> 00

Lemma 6.3. Let A € (FG)**" where k = [rn] and 0 < r < 1. Then
lim Pr (A is full—rank) = 1, or equivalently, lim Pr (A is not full—rank) =0
n—oo

n—oo
and both the limits converge exponentially.

Proof. Let A= (aag)an with ang € FG. We quote the decomposition of
FG in [@I4) and adopt their notations. Each ang can be written as

1 h
aop = (a5), - vagd),  adj € Ry
hence the matrix A can be rewritten as A = (A(l), e ,A(h)) with AU) =

(a&%)kx” being k x n matrix over the local algebra R; (cf. [7, Eqn (2.2)]),

and A is full-rank if and only if every AU) is full-rank over the field F; for
j=1,---,h,cf. [{, Lemma 2.2]. For 1 <i # j < h, it is clear that A®) ¢ RfX"
and AU) ¢ R;-“X" are randomly independent of each other. So we have

h
Pr (A is full-rank) = H Pr (A is full-rank). (6.1)

j=1
Let j with 1 < j < h be given. First we claim that
AW is full-tank <= AWY) is full-rank, (6.2)
where AU) = (dg;)kxn is the image of AU in EJ]-“X"7 i.e. each dg; is the image

of the element a((jg in the residue filed E; = R;/J(R;). To see it, we remark

that AU) is full-rank if and only if it is right invertible, cf. [7, Lemma 2.6].
Suppose that AU) is full-rank, then AV B = I}, for a B € R;’Xk, where Ijx;

18



stands for the identity k x & matrix; mapping them to matrices over E;, we get
that AW B = I, which implies that {l(j ) is full-rank over E;. Conversely, if
AU is full-rank over Ej, then AV B = Ijyy for a B € R?Xk, hence

ADB = Liur + C, with C € J(R;)***;

since C' is a nilpotent matrix, Ipxx + C is an invertible matrix; hence AW s
full-rank over R;.

Next we claim that
Pr (A9 is not full-rank) < g% *=") g% (r=n, (6.3)

To see it, we note three points: AU is not full-rank if and only if there a

(k — 1)-dimensional subspace of EF which contains all the columns of AU the

probability that a (k — 1)-dimensional subspace of E]k contains all the columns

of AW is 1/¢%™ (recall that the cardinality |E;| = ¢%); the number of the
k1

4,
(k — 1)-dimensional subspaces of EJk is ‘Jqd]j—_l < g%*: thus

L 4, (k=)
g =

Pr (AY) is not full-rank) < ¢%* -

Each matrix in EJ’?X” has exactly |J(R;)|[*™ inverse images in R?X”. So the
claim (63) follows from the above inequality and the conclusion ([G.2]).

Finally, since r — 1 < 0, from the inequality (63]) we obtain

lim Pr (A(j) is not full—rank) < lim qdj(r_l)" =0.

n—00 n—00

By Eqn (61)), we are done for the lemma. O
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