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Quotients of skew polynomial rings: new constructions of

division algebras and MRD codes

F.J. Lobillo, Paolo Santonastaso and John Sheekey

Abstract

We achieve new results on skew polynomial rings and their quotients, including the
first explicit example of a skew polynomial ring where the ratio of the degree of a skew
polynomial to the degree of its bound is not extremal. These methods lead to the
construction of new (not necessarily associative) division algebras and maximum rank
distance (MRD) codes over both finite and infinite division rings. In particular, we
construct new non-associative division algebras whose right nucleus is a central simple
algebra having degree greater than 1. Over finite fields, we obtain new semifields and
MRD codes for infinitely many choices of parameters. These families extend and contain
many of the best previously known constructions.
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MSC2020: 16S36; 17A35; 12K10; 11T71.

1 Introduction

In this paper, we study (not necessarily associative) division algebras, also known as semi-
fields, and maximum rank distance (MRD) codes. Both of these objects can be viewed as
subsets of a matrix ring Mn(D) over an (associative) division ring D with special properties
with respect to the rank function. We construct new examples and prove new results on
both of these topics, by studying subsets of quotient spaces of skew polynomial rings.

Associative division algebras have been studied for both pure and applied reasons since
Hamilton’s famous discovery of the quaternions. Nonassociative division algebras have also
attracted attention, in particular over finite fields, where they are also known as semifields
[15,31]. Division algebras can be viewed as special cases of rank-metric codes. Rank-metric
codes over finite fields have been employed in different contexts in communications and
security. We suggest [6, 18], for a general introduction to rank-metric codes, explaining
their most important applications.

In [2, 51, 52], the general theory of rank-metric codes was studied over arbitrary Galois
extensions. Rank metric codes have also been constructed over finite principal ideal rings
[27] and discretely valued rings [12]. The theory of rank-metric codes is also extended to
a noncommutative ring context, producing interesting connections with space-time coding,
see e.g. [41,49,58]. More precisely, the notion of rank-metric codes in Mn(D) has also been
considered when D is not necessarily a field.
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Quotients of skew polynomial rings were first used to construct associative (cyclic) di-
vision algebras by Jacobson [24,26]. This was extended to nonassociative division algebras
by Sandler [53] and Petit [45]. More recently, new examples of MRD codes and division
algebras have been constructed using skew polynomial rings in [55] (for the case of finite
fields) and [58] (for the case of infinite fields).

We postpone technical definitions and further references until later sections in order to
more expeditiously state our setup and our main contributions.

Let K be a field, and L/K be a cyclic Galois extension of degree n. Consider a skew
polynomial ring R = L[x;σ], where σ is a generator of the Galois group Gal(L/K). Let
F (y) ∈ K[y] be an irreducible polynomial of degree s ≥ 1. Then F (xn) generates a maximal
two-sided ideal in R, and there exist integers m, ℓ and a division algebra D such that

• n = mℓ;

• every irreducible divisor of F (xn) has degree sℓ;

• F (xn) factors completely as a product of m irreducibles of degree sℓ;

• D has dimension sℓ2 over K, dimension ℓ2 (and hence degree ℓ) over its centre, and

RF :=
R

RF (xn)
∼= Mm(D).

Previous work has focused on the following cases: (i) the case m = 1, ℓ = n, where the
quotient is itself an associative division algebra; (ii) the case ℓ = 1, m = n, where D is a
field. The case 1 < ℓ < n has remained elusive. Indeed, we are not aware of any explicit
examples in the literature of skew polynomial rings containing elements F (xn) such that
1 < ℓ < n.

The goal of finding MRD codes equates to finding additively closed subsets of RF such
that every nonzero element has rank at least d, for some integer 2 ≤ d ≤ m; the case d = m
equates to finding (not necessarily associative) division algebras. In the skew polynomial
setting, this corresponds to finding maximum additively closed subsets of R whose nonzero
elements each have greatest common right divisor with F (xn) of degree at most sℓ(m− d).

In this paper our main contributions are as follows:

• We give explicit examples of skew polynomial rings R and elements F such that
1 < ℓ < n (cf. Section 3.1). We also show that the value ℓ depends on the element
F , rather than on the ring R. We establish theoretical results on skew polynomial
rings by presenting an explicit method for computing the bound of an element in R
(cf. Section 3.2).

• We extend the constructions of MRD codes and division algebras from [55] and [58]
to the case 1 < ℓ < n, and compute the relevant parameters (cf. Section 5.1 and
Section 5.2).
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• We extend constructions of Trombetti-Zhou/Hughes-Kleinfeld to a larger family of
MRD codes/division algebras/semifields, and compute the relevant parameters (cf.
Section 5.3 and Section 5.4).

• In the case where L is infinite, we construct explicit examples of nonassociative division
algebras whose right nucleus is a central division algebra, which is not a field (cf.
Section 5.5). In the case where L is finite, we construct further new infinite families
of MRD codes and semifields, together with their parameters (cf. Section 6).

We also prove some necessary technical results which allow us to prove the newness of
our constructions.

2 Skew polynomial rings

We will construct division algebras/semifields and MRD codes using skew polynomial rings,
extending works such as [45,50,55,58]. We recall first the basic properties of skew polynomial
rings. The study of these rings dates back to the seminal paper of Ore [42], and they are one
of the most prominent examples of non-commutative integral domains. In the rest of the
paper, K will be a field, L/K will be a cyclic Galois extension of degree n and we consider
σ a generator of the Galois group Gal(L/K). We use the notation Lσ to denote the fixed
field of L by σ. In our setting, Lσ = K. The image of a ∈ L by σ is denoted by aσ.

2.1 Basic properties

The skew polynomial ring L[x;σ, δ] is a ring where

• δ is a σ-derivation of L; that is, an additive map satisfying δ(ab) = aσδ(b) + δ(a)b;

• the elements of L[x;σ, δ] are polynomials in the indeterminate x; addition is polyno-
mial addition;

• multiplication is K-bilinear, and satisfies xa = aσx+ δ(a) for all a ∈ L.

This rings are also known as Ore extension of L, in honor of O. Ore, who was the first
to systematically investigate the general case [42].

In the rest of this paper we will restrict ourselves to skew polynomial ring with trivial
derivation δ = 0, i.e. L[x;σ, 0] =: L[x;σ] (such rings are sometimes referred also to as
twisted polynomial rings). Note that, since L is a field, and σ 6= id, we get that every skew
polynomial ring is isomorphic to a twisted polynomial ring, see e.g. [26, Proposition 1.1.20].

For a skew polynomial ring the following well-known properties hold, see e.g. [26, §1.1]
and [25, Chapter 3].

Theorem 2.1. Let R = L[x;σ]. Then

(i) R is both left- and right-Euclidean domain with the usual degree function, and R is
Principal Ideal Domain on both sides;
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(ii) the centre Z(R) of R is K[xn;σ] ∼= K[y];

(iii) if f ∈ R has factorisations f = g1 · · · gk = h1 · · · hm into irreducible elements, then
k = m and there is a permutation π of {1, . . . , k} such that R/Rgπ(i) ∼= R/Rhi, for
all i. In particular, deg(gπ(i)) = deg(hi), for all i.

By (i) of Theorem 2.1, we get that every left (right) ideal of R is of the form Rf =
{g(x)f(x) : g(x) ∈ R}, (fR = {f(x)g(x) : g(x) ∈ R}) for some f(x) ∈ R. An element g in
R is said to be two-sided if Rg = gR. By e.g. [26, Theorem 1.1.22], g ∈ R is two-sided if,
and only if, g(x) = dG(xn)xm, for some d ∈ L, G(y) ∈ K[y], and m ≥ 0.

Definition 2.2. A bound of a non zero f ∈ R, is any two-sided polynomial f∗ ∈ R such
that Rf∗ = f∗R is the largest two-sided ideal contained in Rf or, equivalently

Rf∗ = AnnR(R/Rf) = {g ∈ R : (ga+Rf) = 0 +Rf, for any a+Rf ∈ R/Rf},

where AnnR(R/Rf) denotes the (left) annihilator of R/Rf in R.

So a bound of f is a minimal two-sided left multiple. With R being a domain, it is
an easy exercise to check that a right divisor of a two-sided element is also a left divisor.
So the bound could also been defined by means of right ideals; it is a left-right symmetric
property.

If f∗ 6= 0, the polynomial f is said to be bounded. Since σ is assumed to be an
automorphism of L and R has finite dimension n2 over its centre Z(R) = K[xn], then all
non zero f ∈ R are bounded and

deg(f∗) ≤ n deg(f), (1)

see [16, Theorem 2.9].
For a non constant polynomial f(x) with nonzero constant coefficient, we have that any

bound f∗ of f is of the form dF (xn) for some d ∈ L and a monic polynomial F (y) ∈ K[y],
and the constant coefficient of F (y) is non zero; see [16, Lemma 2.11]. In such a case, we refer
to the bound of the polynomial f as the unique monic central polynomial f∗(x) = F (xn).
Moreover, by using (1), we get

deg(F (y)) ≤ deg(f). (2)

Remark 2.3. In the literature, the polynomial F (y) is sometimes also referred as the min-
imal central left multiple of f ∈ R. Indeed, it is the unique monic polynomial F (y) of
minimal degree in Z(R) such that F (xn) = gf for some g ∈ R, see e.g. [14, 55, 58]. Any-
way, since F (xn) = gf is central, an easy computation shows that F (xn) = fg. Hence being
central multiple is a left-right symmetric property, we could call F (y) the minimal central
multiple.

We also recall that if f is an irreducible element of R of degree at least 1 with non zero
constant coeffient, then f∗(x) = F (xn) is such that F (y) is an irreducible element of K[y].

Lemma 2.4 (see e.g. [16, Remark 4.3.]). Let F (y) ∈ K[y], with F (y) 6= y. Then F (y) is
irreducible if and only if the two-sided ideal RF (xn) of R is maximal.

Further background and facts about skew polynomial rings can be found in [14,16,26].
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2.2 Quotients of skew polynomial rings

Let F (y) be an irreducible polynomial of K[y] having degree s ≥ 1, with F (y) 6= y. We
consider the quotient ring

RF :=
R

RF (xn)
=
{

a0 + a1x+ · · ·+ ans−1x
sn−1 +RF (xn) : a0, . . . , ans−1 ∈ L

}

.

As a consequence of [16, Lemma 4.2], the centre of RF is

EF := Z

(

R

RF (xn)

)

∼=
K[y]

(F (y))
,

and any element in EF is of the form a(x) +RF (xn), for some a(x) ∈ Z(R).
Since F (y) is an irreducible polynomial, by Lemma 2.4, we have that EF is a field such

that [EF : K] = deg(F ) = s. Moreover, RF is a simple algebra over EF having dimension
n2 and dimension n2s over K, see [16, §2 and §4] for details.

Therefore, by Artin-Wedderbun’s Theorem, RF is isomorphic to Mm(D), for a certain
positive integer m and a central EF -division algebra D. In this case, the division algebra D
corresponds to the eigenring of an irreducible factor f of F (xn) in R.

Definition 2.5. For a nonzero polynomial f ∈ R, the largest subring I(f) of R in which
the Rf is a two-sided ideal, is called the left idealiser of f , i.e. I(f) = {g ∈ R : fg ∈ Rf}.
The quotient ring

E(f) :=
I(f)

Rf
= {g ∈ R : deg(g) < s and fg ∈ Rf},

is called the eigenring of f .

Precisely, the next theorem determines the integer m and the division algebra D in
Mn(D) ∼= R/RF (xn) in relation to the polynomial F (y) we started from.

Theorem 2.6 (see [44, Theorem 20]). Let F (y) ∈ K[y] be a monic irreducible polynomial
having degree s ≥ 1 and let f(x) ∈ R be an irreducible divisor of F (xn). Suppose F (xn)
factorises into a product of m irreducible elements of R. Then m divides n and, letting

ℓ :=
n

m
, (3)

we have that E(f) is a central division algebra over EF having degree ℓ. Moreover, the
following EF -algebra isomorphism hold:

R

RF (xn)
∼= Mm(E(f)). (4)

When we need to specify that the integers m and ℓ arise from the polynomial F , we will
use the notation mF and ℓF respectively.
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In the case where L = Fqn , K = Fq are finite, by the Wedderburn-Dickson Theorem we
have that E(f) is a field and so

E(f) ∼= EF
∼= Fqs and

R

RF (xn)
∼= Mn(Fqs),

as Fqs-algebras. Note that in this case m = n in (4) and ℓF = 1.
Moreover, the following main relations on the degree of a skew polynomial and its

bound (or its minimal central multiple) hold. As observed in Remark 2.3, being a divisor
of a central element is a left-right symmetric property.

Proposition 2.7 (see [14, Theorem 4.3, Theorem 4.4] and [55, Theorem 2]). Let R =
L[x;σ], were σ is not the identity automorphism. Then

(i) if F (y) is an irreducible polynomial in K[y] such that F (xn) factorises into a product of
mF irreducible elements of R, then every irreducible divisor of F (xn) in R has degree
equal to ℓF deg(F (y)), and every divisor of F (xn) in R has degree equal to hℓF deg(F )
for some h ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. If K is finite, then ℓF = 1;

(ii) if f(x) is an irreducible element of R with nonzero constant coefficient, then its bound
f∗(x) = F (xn) is such that F (y) is an irreducible element of K[y]. Moreover, if mF

and ℓF are as in (i), then F (y) has degree deg(f)/ℓF . If K is finite, then ℓF = 1.

3 New results on skew polynomial rings

3.1 New explicit examples where 1 < ℓF < n

In this section we prove that there exist skew polynomial rings R containing central elements
F (xn) such that 1 < ℓF < n. To our knowledge, this is the first such explicit example. We
also show that the values ℓF may vary for different elements F in the same ring R.

Let r ≥ 3 be an odd integer. Let consider the extension field F2r/F2 and let τ : F2r → F2r

be the Frobenius automorphism, i.e. aτ = a2. We can then extend τ component-wise to the
field F2r(t) of rational functions over F2r . Clearly, the fixed field is F2r(t)

τ = F2(t). Now,
consider the automorphism θ : F2r(t) → F2r(t) defined by t 7→ 1

t . Define

σ := θ ◦ τ = τ ◦ θ.

Since the order of τ is r, the order of θ is 2, and since τ and θ commute we get that the
order of σ is n := 2r. Moreover, the restriction of σ to F2(t) coincides with the restriction
of θ.

Lemma 3.1. Let s = t+ θ(t) = t2+1
t . Then

F2(t)
θ = F2(s).

Therefore,
F2r(t)

σ = F2(s).
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Proof. The restriction of the automorphism θ is an F2-automorphism of F2(t) having order
2. Therefore, if F = F2(t)

θ, we have that [F2(t) : F] = 2. Now, observe that sθ = s and
so F2(s) ⊆ F, and by [60, Theorem pp. 197], it follows that [F2(t) : F2(s)] = 2, so we get
F2(s) = F.

We also refer to [17, Example 2.5], [16, Example 6.5] and [19] for further examples of
this type of automorphism, within the context of skew polynomials defined over function
fields.

Lemma 3.1 proves that F2r(t)/F2(s) is a Galois cyclic extension with Galois group
Gal(F2r(t)/F2(s)) = 〈σ〉. So, we work in the skew polynomial ring F2r(t)[x;σ]. By the
considerations just made, we get that Z (F2r(t)[x;σ]) = F2(s)[x

n].

Proposition 3.2. The polynomial f(x) = x2 + t2+1
t2+t+1

is irreducible in F2r(t)[x;σ].

Proof. Assume f(x) is reducible, i.e. f(x) = (x + b(t))(x + a(t)) in F2r(t)[x;σ], with
a(t), b(t) ∈ F2r(t). It follows that b(t) = a(t)σ and

a(t)σa(t) =
t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1
. (5)

Let a(t) = a1(t)
a2(t)

, with a1(t), a2(t) ∈ F2r [t] having no common factor and with deg(a1(t)) = d1
and deg(a2(t)) = d2. Hence, by (5), we get that

a1(t)
σa1(t)

a2(t)σa2(t)
=

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1

that in turns implies
td2td1a1(t)

σa1(t)

td1td2a2(t)σa2(t)
=

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1

As a consequence, we have that

(t2 + t+ 1)td2td1a1(t)
σa1(t) = (t2 + 1)td1td2a2(t)

σa2(t) (6)

Since deg(a1(t)) = d1 and deg(a2(t)) = d2, we also have that td1a1(t)
σ and td2a2(t)

σ are
polynomials in F2r [t]. Since t2 + t + 1 is irreducible in F2r [t] (r is odd) and coprime with
t2+1 and td1 , we get that it divides td2a2(t)

σ or a2(t). Note that t2+ t+1 = t2(t2+ t+1)σ

and so t2 + t+ 1 divides a2(t). Therefore, a2(t) = a3(t)(t
2 + t+ 1). Then substituting this

expression of a2(t) in (6), we get

(t2 + t+ 1)td2td1a1(t)
σa1(t) = (t2 + 1)td1td2−2a3(t)

σt2(t2 + t+ 1)σa3(t)(t
2 + t+ 1),

hence
td2td1a1(t)

σa1(t) = (t2 + 1)td1td2−2a3(t)
σa3(t)(t

2 + t+ 1) (7)

The same argument we have followed to derive from (6) that t2 + t+1 divides a2(t), allows
us to derive from (7) that t2 + t + 1 divides a1(t). Hence a1(t) and a2(t) have a common
factor, a contradiction. Therefore such a(t) cannot exist, and so f(x) is irreducible.
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Now, let

F (y) = y +

(

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1

)r

.

It can be easily checked that

(

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1

)σ

=
t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1
,

which implies that F (xn) ∈ Z(F2r(t)[x;σ]). Moreover, f(x) |r F (xn); indeed

F (xn) =

(

x
n−2 +

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1
x
n−4 +

(

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1

)2

x
n−6 + · · ·+

(

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1

)r−2

x
2 +

(

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1

)r−1
)

f(x),

which in turn implies that F (xn) is the bound of f(x) in F2r(t)[x;σ].
In this case, deg(f) = 2 and deg(F (y)) = 1, and F (xn) factorises into a product of

m = r irreducibles of F2r [x;σ], which implies that

R

RF (xn)
≃ Mr(E(f)),

where E(f) is a central division algebra over EF ≃ F2(s)[y]
(F (y)) ≃ F2(s) having degree ℓF =

n/m = 2.

In the same setting, now let g(x) = x2 + 1
t ∈ F2r(t)[x;σ] and G(y) = y2 + t2r+1

tr y + 1.
Since

(

t2r + 1

tr

)σ

=
1
t2r + 1

1
tr

=
t2r + 1

t2r

tr

=
t2r + 1

tr
,

it follows that G(x2r) ∈ Z(F2r(t)[x;σ]) = F2(s)[x
2r]. We are going to see that G(x2r) is the

bound of g(x), and G(y) is irreducible as a polynomial in F2(s)[y].

Lemma 3.3. The polynomial g(x) right and left divides G(x2r).

Proof. The restriction of σ to F2(t) is θ, so F2(t)[x; θ] ⊆ F2r(t)[x;σ]. Moreover θ2 is the
identity, so F2(t)[x

2] is a commutative subring of F2r(t)[x;σ]. Observe that g(x) ∈ F2(t)[x
2]

and Z(F2r(t)[x;σ]) = F2(s)[x
2r] ⊆ F2(t)[x

2], hence G(x2r) = (x2)2r + t2r+1
tr (x2)r + 1 ∈

F2(t)[x
2]. Since

(

1

t

)2r

+
t2r + 1

tr

(

1

t

)r

+ 1 =
1 + t2r + 1 + t2r

t2r
= 0,

it follows that g(x) divides G(x2r) in F2(t)[x
2] which implies that g(x) right and left divides

G(x2r) in F2r(t)[x;σ].

Lemma 3.4. Let ℓ be an odd non negative integer. Let r(t) =
∑ℓ

i=0 ait
2i

tℓ
∈ F2(t) such that

ai = aℓ−i for each 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. Then r(t) is a polynomial in s = t2+1
t with degree ℓ if

a0 = aℓ 6= 0, or degree less than ℓ if a0 = aℓ = 0.
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Proof. We proceed by induction on ℓ. If ℓ = 1, then r(t) = t2+1
t = s or r(t) = 0, as stated.

Assume ℓ > 1 and let r(t) =
∑ℓ

i=0 ait
2i

tℓ
with ai = aℓ−i for each 0 ≤ i ≤ ℓ. If a0 = aℓ = 0,

r(t) =

∑ℓ
i=0 ait

2i

tℓ
=

∑ℓ−1
i=1 ait

2i

tℓ
=

∑ℓ−1
i=1 ait

2i−2

tℓ−2
=

∑ℓ−2
j=0 bjt

2j

tℓ−2

with bj = aj+1. Since bℓ−2−j = aℓ−2−j+1 = aj+1 = bj, by induction r(t) is a polynomial is
s of degree less than or equal to ℓ− 2 < ℓ. If a0 = aℓ = 1, then

r(t) + sℓ =

∑ℓ
i=0 ait

2i

tℓ
+

∑ℓ
i=0

(ℓ
i

)

t2i

tℓ
=

∑ℓ
i=0(ai +

(ℓ
i

)

)t2i

tℓ
.

Let a′i = ai +
(ℓ
i

)

. It follows that a′i = a′ℓ−i and a′0 = a0 +
(ℓ
0

)

= 1 + 1 = 0. As we argued

before, r(t)+ sℓ is a polynomial in s of degree bounded by ℓ− 2, hence r(t) is a polynomial
of degree ℓ.

Lemma 3.5. The polynomial G(y) = y2 + t2r+1
tr y + 1 ∈ F2(s)[y] is irreducible.

Proof. As a consequence of Lemma 3.4, G(y) = y2 + p(s)y + 1 where p(s) is a polynomial
in s of degree r. The only possible root of G(y) is, therefore, 1, which is clearly not a root.
Hence G(y) is irreducible.

Proposition 3.6. Let g(x) = x2 + 1
t ∈ F2r(t)[x;σ] and G(y) = y2 + t2r+1

tr y + 1 ∈ F2(s)[y].
Then g is irreducible and its bound is G(x2r).

Proof. By Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5, G(x2r) is the bound of g(x). Since Z(F2r(t)[x;σ]) =
F2(s)[x

2r] and [F2r(t) : F2(s)] = 2r. As observed in [16, Remark 2.10], F2r(t)[x;σ] has
finite rank over its centre, and it is easy to check that this rank is (2r)2. So g(x) is irre-
ducible by [16, Proposition 4.4].

Hence we have ℓG = 1 6= ℓF , showing that the values ℓ do truly depend on the polyno-
mial, rather than on the ring R. In particular, the elements f(x) and g(x) have the same
degree, but their bounds have different degrees.

3.2 Calculation and properties of the bound

Some constructions in the literature, and some of the new generalisations that we will prove
later in this paper, rely on relating properties of an irreducible element f to properties of
its bound F (xn). To that end, we need to recall the relations which are known only for the
case ℓF = 1, and extending them to deal with the case ℓF > 1.

Consider R = L[x;σ] and an element f having degree h. Define the semilinear map
φf : R/Rf → R/Rf on the L-vector space R/RF as φf (v) = xv mod rf, for each v ∈ R/Rf .
The map φf is L-semilinear with companion automorphism σ, as

φf (av) = x(av) mod rf = aσ(xv mod rf) = aσφf (v)

9



for all a ∈ L. By choosing the L-basis {1, x, . . . , xh−1} for R/Rf , and writing the compo-
nents of the elements of R/Rf as column vectors, we see that φf = Cf ◦ σ, where σ acts
entry-wise on vectors, and Cf denotes the companion matrix of the polynomial f . More

precisely, if v =
∑h−1

i=0 vix
i ∈ R/Rf ,

φf (v) = Cf · v
σ =











0 0 · · · 0 −f0
1 0 · · · 0 −f1
...

. . . · · · · · ·
...

0 0 · · · 1 −fh−1











(vσ0 , v
σ
1 , · · · , v

σ
h−1)

⊤.

Now the map φn
f defines an L-linear map on R/Rf . Indeed, it corresponds to v 7→

xnv mod rf . Denoting its matrix with respect to the same basis by Af , we have that

Af = CfC
σ
f · · ·Cσn−1

f ,

where again σ acts entry-wise on matrices.

Theorem 3.7 (see [55, Theorem 3]). Let f(x) be a monic element of R with non zero
constant coefficient. Then the bound of f is equal to G(xn), where G(y) ∈ K[y] is the
minimal polynomial of φn

f seen as K-linear map.

Next we investigate the relation between the characteristic polynomial of Af and the
bound of f . First, we recall that if L = Fqn and K = Fq, in [39, Theorem 4] it is proven that
the characteristic polynomial of Af has its coefficients in Fq. Replacing in the proof Fq and
Fqn by an arbitrary field K and an its cyclic Galois extension L of degree n, respectively,
we get the following.

Lemma 3.8. The characteristic polynomial of Af has coefficients in K, i.e. det(Af −yI) ∈
K[y].

For a monic and irreducible monic polynomial f ∈ R of degree h ≥ 2 with f∗(x) =
F (xn), we have that deg(F (y)) has maximum degree s only when EF = E(f) and so RF is
isomorphic to the algebra of square matrices over the field EF .

Lemma 3.9. Let f(x) ∈ R be a monic and irreducible monic polynomial of degree h ≥ 2
and f∗(x) = F (xn). Then deg(F (y)) = deg(f) = h if and only if ℓF = 1 (and so m = n)
and EF = E(f). Moreover, if such condition is satisfied we have

R

RF (xn)
∼= Mn(EF ).

Proof. It is an easy consequence of Proposition 2.7 and Theorem 2.6.

In the case ℓF = 1, that is n = m, the characteristic polynomial of Af is equal to
F (y), see [55, Theorem 3]. In the next theorem, we investigate the relation between the
characteristic polynomial of Af and the bound of f without the assumption on n and m.

For a skew polynomial g(x) =
∑

gix
i ∈ R, we denote by gσ(x) the skew polynomial

∑

gσi x
i. The following result relates the characteristic polynomial of Af with the bound of

f .
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Theorem 3.10. Let f(x) ∈ R be a monic irreducible polynomial of degree h with nonzero
constant coefficient, and let f∗ = F (xn), with F (y) ∈ K[y]. The following hold:

i) the minimal polynomial of φn
f seen as K-linear map is equal to the minimal polynomial

of φn
f seen as L-linear map;

ii) the characteristic polynomial of Af is equal to F ℓ(y), where ℓ = (n/m) and m is the
number of irreducible factors of F (xn) in R.

If K is finite, then ℓ = 1.

Proof. Let PK(y) and PL(y) be the minimal polynomial of φn
f seen as K-linear map and

L-linear map, respectively. Recall that, by Theorem 3.7, we have that PK(y) = F (y) and
F (y) is also irreducible in K[y] by (ii) of Theorem 2.7. Let h(y) be an irreducible polynomial
in L[y] that divides PK(y). Let

e = min{i : hσ
i

(y) = h(y)},

where if h(y) =
∑

i hiy
i, then hσ

i
(y) =

∑

i h
σi

i yi. Since PK(y) ∈ K[y], also hσ
i
(y) divides

PK(y), for each i = {0, . . . , e− 1} as well. Since

e−1
∏

i=0

hσ
i

(y) ∈ K[y],

and PK(y) is irreducible in K[y] then, we get

F (y) = PK(y) =

e−1
∏

i=0

hσ
i

(y),

where the hσ
i
(y)’s are pairwise coprime and irreducible in L[y]. Let A(y) be the character-

istic polynomial of Af . By Theorem 3.8, we have that A(y) ∈ K[y] and so PK(y) | A(y).

This implies that hσ
i

(y) divides A(y) in L[y] for each i ∈ {1, . . . , e− 1}. Hence, since A(y)
and PL(y) have the same irreducible factors in L[y] we have that hσ

i

(y) divides PL(y),
for each i ∈ {1, . . . , e − 1}. Therefore, F (y) = PK(y) divides PL(y) (and PL(y) divides
PK(y) = F (y)) and so F (y) = PL(y). Hence the minimal polynomial F (y) of φn

f seen as
K-linear map coincides with the minimal polynomial of φn

f seen as L-linear map, which

proves i). Now, the factors of A(y) are the hσ
i

(y)’s and each have the same multiplicity,
since A(y) ∈ K[y]. As a consequence A(y) = F (y)ℓ, since deg(F (y)) = h/ℓ, which proves
the assertion.

In the case of finite fields, since n = m and so ℓ = 1, as already noted in [55], the minimal
polynomial of φn

f over K coincide with the characteristic polynomial of Af . However over
infinite fields, the above result shows that it can happen that ℓ = n/m > 1 and so in such
a case the characteristic polynomial of Af is the ℓ-power of the the minimal polynomial of
φn
f over K.
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Example 3.11. • Let L = C,K = R, and σ be the complex conjugation and R =
C[x;σ]. Note that in this case n = 2. Let consider the polynomial f(x) = x2 +1 ∈ R.
It can be easily seen that f(x) is an irreducible polynomial in R. Moreover,

Cf =

(

0 −1
1 0

)

and Af = CfC
σ
f =

(

−1 0
0 −1

)

.

So the characteristic polynomial of Af is equal to (y + 1)2. Alternatively, the bound
of f(x) is F (x2), where F (y) = y + 1. In this case R

(F (x2))
= R

(x2+1)
is isomorphic to

Hamilton’s quaternion algebra, and so m = 1 and ℓ = n/m = 2. Then by Theorem
3.10, the characteristic polynomial of Af is equal to F (y)2 = (y + 1)2.

• Consider the setting of Section 3.1, and consider the polynomial f(x) = x2+ t2+1
t2+t+1

∈
F2r(t)[x;σ]. We have that

Cf =

(

0 t2+1
t2+t+1

1 0

)

and Af = CfC
σ
f =

(

t2+1
t2+t+1

0

0 t2+1
t2+t+1

)

.

Hence, the characteristic polynomial of Af is equal to
(

y + t2+1
t2+t+1

)2
. Alternatively,

the bound of f(x) is F (xn), where F (y) = y+ t2+1
t2+t+1

and so m = r and ℓ = n/m = 2.
As a consequence of Theorem 3.10, the characteristic polynomial of Af is equal to

F (y)2 =
(

y + t2+1
t2+t+1

)2
.

Note that if f(x) ∈ R is an irreducible polynomial, then by (ii) of Theorem 2.7, we have
that ℓ divides deg(f(x)). So, we can always assume that the degree of f(x) is a multiple of
ℓ.

Using the fact that the characteristic polynomial of Af is a power of the bound of f , we
get the following results that will play a key role for the constructions of division algebras
and MRD codes that we will provide in Section 5. For finite fields, these results were already
proved in [55, Theorem 4] and [55, Theorem 5].

Theorem 3.12. Let R = L[x;σ]. Then the following holds:

a) Let f(x) ∈ R be monic and irreducible with non zero constant coefficient and let f∗(x) =
F (xn). If deg(f(x)) = sℓ, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3), then

NL/K(f0) = (−1)sℓ(n−1)F ℓ
0 ,

where f0 and F0 are the constant coefficients of f(x) and F (xn), respectively.

b) If F (y) is a monic irreducible polynomial of K[y] having degree s, and g(x) is a monic
divisor of F (xn) in R of degree shℓ, for some h ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3),
then

NL/K(g0) = (−1)shℓ(n−1)F hℓ
0 ,

where g0 and F0 are the constant coefficients of g(x) and F (xn), respectively.
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Proof. a) By Theorem 3.10, we know that the characteristic polynomial of Af is equal to
F (y)ℓ. This implies that

F ℓ
0 = F (0)ℓ = det(−Af ) = (−1)sℓ det(Af ).

Recalling that det(Af ) = (−1)ℓnsNL/K(f0), we have the assertion.

b) Let g(x) = h1(x) · · · ht(x) be a factorization into irreducible polynomials. Then each
hi(x) divides F (xn). By i) of Theorem 2.7, we have that each hi(x) has degree sℓ and
t = h. Moreover, by part ii) of Theorem 2.7, we get that F (xn) is the bound of each
hi(x). Using i) of this theorem, we know that the constant coefficient of hi(x) has norm
from L to K equal to (−1)sℓ(n−1)F ℓ

0 , for each i, and so since g0 is the product of the
hi(x)’s, we have the assertion.

Via the isomorphism in (4), we can identify an element in R/RF (xn) with its associated
matrix in Mm(E(f)), Moreover, by abuse of notation, we will often identify the class a +
RF (xn) ∈ R/RF (xn), with a representative a(x) ∈ R. The following theorem allows us to
calculate the rank of an element of an element of Mm(E(f)) by working entirely in R.

Theorem 3.13 (see [54, Proposition 7] and [58, Theorem 6]). Let F (y) be an irreducible
polynomial of K[y] having degree s and let m be the number of irreducible factors of F (xn)
in R and ℓ = (n/m). Then for a non zero polynomial a(x) ∈ R, it holds that

rk(a(x)) = m−
1

sℓ
deg(gcrd(a(x), F (xn))).

If K is finite, then n = m and

rk(a(x)) = n−
1

s
deg(gcrd(a(x), F (xn))).

Remark 3.14. Let L = Fqn, s = 1, F (y) = y − 1, xσ = xq. Identifying a =
∑n−1

i=0 aix
i

with the linearised polynomial A =
∑n−1

i=0 aix
qi, we get that R/RF (xn) is isomorphic to the

ring of linearised polynomials with composition, modulo xq
n
− x. Also, in this case and

irreducible divisor f of F (xn) has degree 1 and E(f) = Fq. Moreover, the map

R
RF (xn) −→ EndFq(Fqn)

a =
∑n−1

i=0 aix
i 7−→ La : β ∈ Fqn 7→

∑n−1
i=0 aiβ

qi
(8)

is an Fq-algebra isomorphism between R/R(xn − 1) and Mn(Fq). Finally, we can see that
Theorem 3.13 matches with the rank of a corresponding linearized polynomial as a linear
map on L. The number of roots of A in L is deg(gcd(A,Xqn −X)), and we have

rk(A) = n− logq deg(gcd(A,X
qn −X)).

As a consequence of Theorem 3.12 and Theorem 3.13, we get the following.
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Theorem 3.15. Let F (y) be a monic irreducible polynomial in K[y] having degree s. As-
sume that m is the number of irreducible factors of F (xn) in R and let ℓ = ℓF = n/m. If
a(x) = a0 + a1x + · · · + askℓ ∈ R/RF (xn) is a non zero polynomial of degree at most skℓ,
with k ≤ m, then the rank of the element a(x) is at least m− k. Furthermore, if the rank
of a(x) is equal to m− k, then deg(a(x)) = skℓ and

NL/K(a0)

NL/K(askℓ)
= (−1)skℓ(n−1)F kℓ

0 ,

where F0 is the constant coefficient of F (xn).

Proof. Using Theorem 3.13, we have that

rk(a(x)) = m−
1

sℓ
deg(gcrd(a(x), F (xn))) ≥ m−

1

sℓ
deg(a(x)) ≥ m− k.

If rk(a(x)) = m−k, then a(x) must have degree skℓ and it is a divisor of F (xn). So a−1
skℓa(x)

is a monic divisor of F (xn), and so by part b) of Theorem 3.12, we have

NL/K

(

a0
askℓ

)

= (−1)skℓ(n−1)F kℓ
0 ,

and so the claim is proved.

The above theorem plays a crucial role in the construction of division algebras and MRD
codes that we show in Section 5. This extends [55, Theorem 5] proved for the finite field
case and [58, Theorem 10] proved for infinite fields in the case n = m. See also [48] for this
property, derived using the norm of a skew polynomial.

Remark 3.16. Choosing L = Fqn, K = Fq, s = 1 and F (y) = y − 1 , the above statement

translates to the fact that a linearized polynomial g = g0x + g1x
σ + . . . + gk−1x

σk−1
+ xσ

k

has all of its roots in L only if NFqn/Fq
(g0) = (−1)kn.

4 Division Algebras and MRD codes

In this section we recall the necessary definitions of division algebras/semifields, and rank-
metric codes.

4.1 Division Algebras and semifields

Let F be a field and A be a vector space over F. We say that A is a (non necessarily associa-
tive) algebra over F (or F-algebra) if there exists an F-bilinear map (called multiplication)

⋆ : A× A → A, (a, b) 7→ a ⋆ b.
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We say that an F-algebra A is unital, if there exists a multiplicative identity 1 ∈ A such that
1 ⋆ a = a ⋆ 1 = a, for all a ∈ A. For any a ∈ A, left multiplication and right multiplication
by a define the endomorphisms La, Ra ∈ EndF(A) as:

La : b 7−→ a ⋆ b, Ra : b 7−→ b ⋆ a,

for each b ∈ A. We say that A is a division algebra if for all nonzero a ∈ A, the maps La

and Ra are invertible maps. It is well-known, that when A is a finite dimensional algebra
over F, then A is division algebra if and only if there are no zero divisors. (Unital) division
algebras with a finite number of elements are also known as (semifields) presemifields.

We use isotopy as the notion of equivalence between algebras. Two division algebras
(A,+, ⋆) and (A′,+′, ⋆′) over the same field F are said to be isotopic if there exist invertible
additive maps h1, h2, h3 from A to A′ such that

h1(a ⋆ b) = h2(a) ⋆
′ h3(b),

for all a, b ∈ A. Clearly, when h1 = h2 = h3, then (A,+, ⋆) and (A′,+′, ⋆′) are isomorphic
as algebras. The concept of isotopy of algebras was introduced by Albert in [1], as a more
general notion of isomorphism. In his paper, he assumed that h1, h2, h3 are also F-linear,
so in this case, we also say that A and A′ are F-isotopic.

Note that properties such as multiplicative identity or commutativity are not preserved
under isotopy. It is well-known that all division algebras are isotopic to a unital division
algebra.

The left-, middle-, and right-nucleus of an algebra (A,+, ⋆) are three subsets of A
defined as follows

Nl(A) := {a ∈ A : a ⋆ (b ⋆ c) = (a ⋆ b) ⋆ c, for all b, c ∈ A},

Nm(A) := {b ∈ A : a ⋆ (b ⋆ c) = (a ⋆ b) ⋆ c, for all a, c ∈ A},

Nr(A) := {c ∈ A : a ⋆ (b ⋆ c) = (a ⋆ b) ⋆ c, for all a, b ∈ A}.

The nucleus N(A) of A is the intersection of these three sets, and the centre Z(A) is
defined as

Z(A) := {a ∈ N(A) : a ⋆ b = b ⋆ a for all b ∈ A}.

Each of the nuclei is an associative subalgebra of A. The centre is an associative, com-
mutative subalgebra of A, containing the field F when A is unital, since we can identify
F1A ⊆ Z(A). Moreover, if A is unital and is finite-dimensional over F, each of the nuclei is
an associative division algebra.

In the case of semifields, each of nuclei and the centre are finite fields. In the rest of the
paper by algebra over F or F-algebra, we always mean a finite-dimensional algebra over F.

4.2 Rank-metric codes

Let D be a division ring. The rank of a matrix A ∈ Mn(D) is the dimension of the right
D-vector space generated by the columns of A and it is still denoted by rk(A). Note that,
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this also coincide with the dimension of the left D-vector space generated by the rows of A.
Using this notion of rank, a rank-metric code in Mn(D) is a subset of Mn(D), endowed
with the rank-distance function

d(A,B) = rk(A−B).

The minimum distance d of a code C ⊆ Mn(D) is d = min{rk(A − B) : A,B ∈ C, A 6= B}.
If F′ is a subfield of D such a code is said to be F′-linear if it is closed under addition and
F′-multiplication.

In the case where D is a field, Delsarte [10] proved a Singleton-like bound relating the
dimension of a code to its minimum distance. This was extended also to the division ring
case, see e.g. [57, Theorem 2.2.2]. We state the most general version here.

Theorem 4.1. Let C ⊆ Mn(D) be a F′-linear rank-metric code. Assume that the dimension
of D as F′-vector space [D : F′] is finite. Then

dimF′(C) ≤ n(n− d+ 1)[D : F′]. (9)

A code attaining the above bound is said to be a Maximum Rank Distance code, or
MRD code.

Delsarte [10] showed that F-linear MRD codes in Mn(F) can be constructed for any
finite field F and every n and d, with d ≤ n (and in fact proved a more general version for
rectangular matrices, but we will not deal with this case in this paper). These codes were
independently rediscovered by Gabidulin [13] in the equivalent formulation as codes in Lm,
where L is a finite extension field of F and have come to be known as Gabidulin codes.

For an automorphism or anti-automorphism ρ of D and a matrix A ∈ Mn(D), A
ρ is the

matrix obtained from A by applying ρ to all its entries. The code equivalence for rank-metric
codes in Mn(D) is defined by means of isometries of the whole space. More precisely, recall
that a (rank-metric) isometry of Mn(D) is a bijection φ : Mn(D) → Mn(D) that preserves
the rank distance, i.e. rk(φ(A)−φ(B)) = rk(A−B), for any A,B ∈ Mn(D). In [20] and [61],
it is proved that if φ is an isometry of Mn(D), then φ is of the form φ(A) = XAρY +Z, for
all A ∈ Mn(D), where X,Y ∈ GLn(D), Z ∈ Mn(D) and ρ is an automorphism of D or φ is
of the form φ(A) = X(A⊤)ρY + Z, for all A ∈ Mn(D), where X,Y ∈ GLn(D), Z ∈ Mn(D)
and ρ is an anti-automorphism of D. In this paper, we do not take into consideration the
latter form for φ. So, we say that two rank-metric codes C, C′ ⊆ Mn(D) are equivalent if

C′ = X Cρ Y + Z = {XAρY + Z : A ∈ C}, (10)

for some X,Y ∈ GLn(D), Z ∈ Mn(D) and ρ an automorphism of D. Note that we can
assume Z = 0, when the codes are additive (i.e. C, C′ are additive subgroups of Mn(D)).
When ρ is the identity, we also say that C and C′ are linearly equivalent.

4.3 Division algebras as MRD codes with d = n

Given a (not necessarily associative) division algebra A, we can form a rank-metric code by
taking all the endomorphisms La as defined in Section 4.1 to form the spread set

C(A) := {La : a ∈ A} ⊂ End(A).
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This set is additively closed. As mentioned, each of these maps are invertible for a 6= 0.
The algebra A is a left-vector space over its right nucleus, and the maps maps La can be
viewed as elements of EndNr(A)(A). Letting n denote the dimension of A over Nr(A), we
can, with slight abuse of notation, view the spread set as a rank-metric code

C(A) ⊂ Mn(Nr(A)).

Then every nonzero element of C(A) has rank n, implying that C(A) is an MRD code with
minimum distance n. If A is unital, then C(A) will contain the identity matrix.

Conversely, given an additively closed MRD code in Mn(D) with minimum distance n,
we can define an algebra multiplication by choosing an invertible additive map φ : Dn 7→ C
and defining

a ⋆ b := φ(a)b.

The algebra A = (Dn, ⋆) is then a (not necessarily associative nor unital) division algebra
with right nucleus containing D.

The choice of the map φ will later prove important in our calculations.

4.4 Nuclei, Idealisers, and Centralisers

We recall some important facts regarding division algebras and rank-metric codes, which
will later allow us to compute the relevant parameters of our new constructions, and prove
inequivalence to the known constructions.

The following definitions were developed in [35] and [32]. These generalise the notion of
the nuclei of a division algebra.

Definition 4.2. Let C be a rank-metric code of Mt(D), with D a division ring. The left

idealiser Iℓ(C) and the right idealiser Ir(C) are defined as

Iℓ(C) = {A ∈ Mt(D) : A C ⊆ C}

and
Ir(C) = {B ∈ Mt(D) : CB ⊆ C},

respectively.
The centraliser Cen(C) is defined as

Cen(C) = {A ∈ Mn(D) : AX = XA for every X ∈ C}.

The centre Z(C) of C is defined as the intersection of the left idealiser and the centraliser.

Z(C) = Iℓ(C) ∩ C(C).

These objects are related to the nuclei of a division algebra as follows.
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Proposition 4.3 (see [55, Proposition 5] and [58, Theorem 27]). Let A be a unital division
algebras over F, C = C(A) ⊆ EndF(A) be the spread set of A and Cop = C(Aop) be the spread
set of Aop. Then the following F-algebra isomorphisms hold:

Nl(A) ∼= Iℓ(C), Nm(A) ∼= Ir(C), Nr(A) ∼= C(Cop), and Z(A) ∼= Z(C),

These objects can be seen as invariants of codes. For the centre and centraliser to
be invariants, we need to assume that the identity is contained in each code. The proof
from [55, Proposition 4] holds verbatim in this setting.

Proposition 4.4. Suppose C and C ′ are two equivalent codes in Mn(D). Assuming that

C′ = A Cρ−1
B, for some A,B ∈ GLn(D), and ρ ∈ Aut(D), we have

Iℓ(C) = (A−1Iℓ(C
′)A)ρ, and Ir(C) = (BIℓ(C

′)B−1)ρ.

Furthermore, if both C and C′ contain the identity, then

C(C) = (A−1C(C′)A)ρ, and Z(C) = (A−1Z(C′)A)ρ.

In particular, if D is a finite field, then

|Iℓ(C)| = |Iℓ(C
′)| and |Ir(C)| = |Ir(C

′)|

and if both C and C′ contain the identity, then

|C(C)| = |C(C′)| and |Z(C)| = |Z(C′)|.

Definition 4.5. Suppose F is a finite field. The nuclear parameters of a code C ⊂ Mn(F)
containing the identity are the tuple

(| C |, |Iℓ(C)|, |Iℓ(C)|, |C(C)|, |Z(C)|).

If a code C contains an invertible element but does not contain the identity, we define its
nuclear parameters to be the nuclear parameters of any code C′ which contains the identity
and is equivalent to C.

4.5 Known constructions and structural results

In this section we recall the known constructions of division algebras and MRD codes from
skew polynomial rings, and their structural properties and parameters. Subsequently, we
will improve these results using the theory and examples developed in Sections 3.1 and 3.2.
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4.5.1 Petit Algebras

Let f be an irreducible element of R of degree h. Consider the right R-module R/Rf .
Hence the elements of R/Rf can be identified with the elements of R having degree at most
h − 1. Define a unital division algebra whose elements are the elements of R/Rf , with
multiplication defined by

a ◦ b := ab modr f.

This is well defined, and non-zero for a, b 6= 0, due to the fact that R is a right-Euclidean
domain. This implies that (R/Rf, ◦) is a unital division algebras, known as a Petit algebra,
which we also denote by Sf . For instance, the Petit Algebra (R/Rf, ◦), with f(x) =
x2 − i ∈ C[x; ], where is the complex conjugation, is one of the first constructions of
a nonassociative division algebra [11]. Clearly, we have (R/Rf, ◦) = (R/Rαf, ◦), for any
α ∈ L∗, so we can assume that f is monic. The algebra (R/Rf, ◦) is associative if and
only if f ∈ Z(R). In [45], the nuclei and the centre of (R/Rf, ◦) are determined as follows.
Recall the definition of the eigenring E(f) from Definition 2.5.

Theorem 4.6. Let f ∈ R be an irreducible polynomial of degree h ≥ 2, with f /∈ Z(R).
Consider the Petit algebra Sf . Then

Nl(Sf ) = L, Nm(Sf ) = L, Nr(Sf ) = E(f), and Z(Sf ) = K.

When σ 6= id and h = 1, the equality between the eigenring of f and Nr(Sf ) does not
hold. Indeed, R/Rf is isomorphic to L, and so Nr(Sf ) = L. In this case E(f) = {b ∈
L : σ(b) = b} = Lσ.

We can describe a canonical isomorphism giving (4) as follows. Let F (y) ∈ K[y] be a
monic irreducible polynomial having degree s ≥ 2 and let m be the number of irreducible
factors of F (xn) in R. Let f(x) ∈ R be a monic irreducible divisor of F (xn) in R. Note
that f∗(x) = F (xn) and deg(f) = ℓF s, where ℓF = n/m. Since Nr(Sf ) = E(f), R/Rf can
be regarded as a right E(f)-vector space. Moreover,

nℓF = dimK(R/Rf) = [R/Rf : Nr(Sf )][Nr(Sf ) : K] = [R/Rf : Nr(Sf )]snℓ
2
F ,

by Theorem 2.6, so R/Rf having dimension m over E(f). Now, for any a(x) ∈ RF , we have
that the left multiplication by a(x) in R/Rf is such that

La(x)(b(x))α = (a(x)b(x) mod rf(x))α mod rf(x)

= (a(x)b(x) − u(x)f(x))α mod rf(x) (for some u(x) ∈ R)
= a(x)b(x)α − u(x)f(x)α mod rf(x)
= a(x)b(x)α mod rf(x) since α ∈ E(f)
= a(x)(b(x)α)
= La(x)(b(x)α),

for any b(x) ∈ R/Rf and α ∈ E(f). This means that La(x) ∈ EndE(f)(R/Rf), or in other
words, the left multiplications by the elements of R/RF (xn) on the elements of R/Rf are
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E(f)-linear. So, we can consider the following map

L : R
RF (xn) −→ EndE(f)(R/Rf)

a(x) +RF (xn) 7−→ La : b(x) +Rf ∈ R
Rf 7→ a(x)b(x) +Rf ∈ R

Rf

(11)

It is easy to check that L is well defined and comparing the dimension ofRF and EndE(f)(R/Rf),
we get that L establishes the following E(f)-isomorphisms:

R

RF (xn)
∼= EndE(f)(R/Rf) ∼= EndE(f)(E(f)

m) ∼= Mm(E(f)),

where the last two isomorphisms are defined up to a choice of an E(f)-basis of R/Rf ,
cf. [55, p. 13] and [58, p. 7]. From now on we will abuse notation and omit the map L, and
identify a and La where convenient.

Let C be aK′-linear subset ofR/RF (xn) ∼= Mm(E(f)), withK′ ≤ K such that dimK′(C) =
m[E(f) : K′], i.e. dimK′(C) = mℓ2s[K : K′], with ℓ = ℓF = n/m. Assume that C is an MRD
code in Mm(E(f)), i.e. d(C) = m. By (i) of Proposition 2.7, we know that deg(f) = sℓ and
so R/Rf is a K′-vector space having dimension mℓ2s[K : K′] = dimK′(C). This means that
there exists a K′-linear isomorphism a ∈ R/Rf → φ(a) ∈ C ⊆ EndE(f)(R/Rf), where we

are using the isomorphism R
RF (xn)

∼= EndE(f)(Rf ), by (11). The following holds.

Lemma 4.7. In R/Rf , the operation defined as

a ⋆φ b := φ(a)(b), (12)

for any a, b ∈ R/Rf defines a division algebras over K′ having dimension m[E(f) : K′] =
mℓ2s[K : K′].

Proof. The assertion easily follows by the the fact that every non zero element of C is
invertible.

4.5.2 Previous constructions of MRD codes over finite fields

Let R = Fqn [x;σ] and T (y) := y − 1. We recall the constructions of inequivalent linear
MRD codes in Mn(Fq) ∼=

R
RT (xn) :

I) the first construction of linear MRD codes was provided by Delsarte in [10] and later
rediscovered by Gabidulin in [13] and extended by Kshevetskiy and Gabidulin in [30].
The codes of this family are now known as generalized Gabidulin codes and are
defined as follows:

{a0 + a1x+ . . .+ ak−1x
k−1 : ai ∈ Fqn} ⊆

R

RT (xn)
∼= Mn(Fq)

A code belonging to this family as left and right idealisers isomorphic to Fqn .
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II) Later, the family of Gabidulin codes was extended by Sheekey to the family of twisted
Gabidulin codes and then by Lunardon, Trombetti and Zhou in [36]. A further gen-
eralization, was constructed in [43]. Such codes are known as Additive, generalized
Twisted Gabidulin (AGTG) codes and this family properly contains the codes
constructed by Sheekey, and by Lunardon et al.. Precisely, an AGTG code is defined
as

{a0 + a1x+ . . .+ ak−1x
k−1 + τ(a0)ηx

k : ai ∈ Fqn} ⊆
R

RT (xn)
∼= Mn(Fq)

where τ ∈ Aut(Fqn) and η ∈ Fqn is such that Nqn/q′(η)Nq/q′((−1)kn) 6= 1, with
Fq′ = Fq

τ . Such code is an MRD code in Mn(Fq) linear over the field Fq′ . An AGTG
code has parameters

(pnke, p(ne,j), p(ne,ke−j), pe, p(e,j)), (13)

where q = pe and τ(x) = xp
j
.

III) Other families of MRD codes are Trombetti-Zhou codes [59] which are related to the
Hughes–Kleinfeld semifields. More precisely, let n = 2t ≥ 4. For a positive integer
k ≤ n− 1, a Trombetti-Zhou code is defined as

{a′0 + a1x+ . . .+ ak−1x
k−1 + γa′′0x

k : ai ∈ Fqn , a
′
0, a

′′
0 ∈ Fqt} ⊆

Fqn [x;σ]

(xn − 1)
∼= Mn(Fq)

where γ is an element of Fqn such that Nqn/q(γ) is not a square in Fq. A code of this

family has parameters (qnk, qn/2, qn/2, q, q).

IV) In [8], the authors introduce a new class of linear MRD codes:

{a0 + a1x+ a2x
3 : a0, a1, a2 ∈ Fqn} ⊆

Fqn [x;σ]

(xn − 1)
∼= Mn(Fq)

for n = 7 and q odd (cf. Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.4), and for n = 8, q ≡ 1
(mod 3) (cf. Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.6). Such codes have left and right idealisers
isomorphic to Fqn .

V) Other MRD codes are of the form

{a0 + a1f(x) : a0, a1 ∈ Fqn} ⊆
Fqn [x;σ]

(xn − 1)
∼= Mn(Fq),

where f(x) belongs to a special class of polynomial, called scattered polynomials. See
[3–5,7,9,33,34,37,40,46,56,62] for the known construction. Such codes have their left
idealiser isomorphic to Fqn .
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4.5.3 Recent constructions of division algebras and MRD codes from skew
polynomial rings

Using the setting described in Section 2.2, let ρ ∈ Aut(L) and define K′ = Lρ ∩ K and we
assume that K/K′ is a finite field extension; the following family

Sn,s,k(η, ρ, F ) := {a0+a1x+ . . .+aks−1x
ks−1+ηaρ0x

ks+RF (xn) : ai ∈ L} ⊆
R

RF (xn)
, (14)

where η ∈ L, was investigated, in [55] for the finite field case and in [58] for infinite field
case, but with the assumption that n = m, or equivalently that ℓF = 1. More precisely, the
following MRD codes in Mn(EF ) where introduced.

Theorem 4.8 (see [55, Theorem 7] and [58, Theorem 22, Theorem 24]). Let k < n be a
positive integer, and assume that ℓF = 1. Then the set Sn,s,k(η, ρ, F ) defines a K′-linear
MRD code in RF

∼= Mn(EF ) having minimum distance n− k + 1, for any η ∈ L such that
NL/K′(η)NK/K′((−1)sk(n−1)F k

0 ) 6= 1.

Over finite fields, the family Sn,s,k(η, ρ, F ) incorporates the generalized Gabidulin codes
and AGTG code. Indeed, the former are of form Sn,1,k(0, 0, y−1) and the latter of the form
Sn,1,k(η, τ, y − 1).

As we see, the case ℓF 6= 1, (i.e. n 6= m) is not considered. In particular, we do not
obtain any constructions for the situation of Section 3.1. In Section 5 we will rectify this.

In the finite field case, the family Sn,s,k(η, ρ, F ) has the following parameters. See
Remark 6.6 for a comment on this result.

Theorem 4.9 (see [55, Theorem 9]). Let q = pe, for some prime p. Assume that k ≤ n/2

and sk > 1. Let C = Sn,s,k(η, ρ, F ) ⊆ Mn(Fqs) defined as in (14). Assume that yρ = yp
h

and yσ = yp
ej

for any y ∈ Fqn, with (j, n) = 1. Let C′ be any code equivalent to C containing
the identity. If η 6= 0, then

Iℓ(C
′) ∼= Fp(ne,h) , Ir(C

′) ∼= Fp(ne,ske−h) , C(C ′) ∼= Fpse , and Z(C′) ∼= Fp(e,h)

If η = 0, then Sn,s,k(0, ρ, F ) = Sn,s,k(0, 0, F ) for all ρ, and

Iℓ(C
′) ∼= Fpne , Ir(C

′) ∼= Fpne , C(C′) ∼= Fpse , and Z(C ′) ∼= Fpe .

Using the above result, it was proven that Sn,s,k(η, ρ, F ) contains new MRD codes for
1 < k ≤ n/2, for all n, s with gcd(n, s) > 1 and gcd(n, s) does not divide e, where q = pe,
see [55, Theorem 11].
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5 New constructions of division algebras and MRD codes for

arbitrary ℓF

In this section, we extend the construction from [55], [58] in Equation (14) to division
algebras and MRD codes for any irreducible polynomial F (y) ∈ K[y]; in particular we do
not assume that ℓF = 1. Clearly, when m 6= n, we have R/RF (xn) ∼= Mm(E(f)). When
m = 1, we get that R/RF (xn) ∼= Sf

∼= Nr(Sf ). In order to construct optimal subsets of
matrices in Mm(E(f)), we need that m > 1. Clearly m = 1 corresponds to the case where
F (xn) is irreducible, or equivalently that a monic irreducible factors is in Z(R), and so we
assume throughout that this does not occur.

5.1 Our first family of new MRD codes and division algebras

We are now able to extend the family of MRD codes constructed in Theorem 4.8 over any
cyclic Galois extension L/K of degree n for any irreducible monic polynomial F (y) ∈ K[y].
We consider the setting described in Section 2.2, and we let ρ ∈ Aut(L), define K′ = Lρ∩K
and we assume that K/K′ is a finite field extension. We let s = deg(F (y)).

Theorem 5.1. Let f be a monic irreducible factor of F (xn) and assume that f /∈ Z(R).
Let k < m be a positive integer, then the set

Sn,sℓ,k(η, ρ, F ) = {a0 + a1x+ . . .+ askℓ−1x
skℓ−1 + ηaρ0x

skℓ +RF (xn) : ai ∈ L}

defines a K′-linear MRD code in RF
∼= Mm(E(f)) having minimum distance m− k+1, for

any η ∈ L such that NL/K′(η)NK/K′((−1)skℓ(n−1)F kℓ
0 ) 6= 1, where ℓ = ℓF = n/m.

Proof. Let C = Sn,sℓ,k(η, ρ, F ). First, note that since k < m, we have skℓ = skn/m < sn =
deg(F (xn)). Hence, we have that C is K′-linear having dimension nskℓ[K : K′] over K′.
Using the Singleton’s bound, we get

nskℓ[K : K′] = dimK′(C)

≤ m(m− d(C) + 1)[E(f) : K′]

= m(m− d(C) + 1)[E(f) : EF ][EF : K][K : K′]

= m(m− d(C) + 1)ℓ2s[K : K′],

where the last equality follows by the fact E(f) has degree ℓ over EF , cf. Theorem 2.6. This
implies that d(C) ≤ m− k+1 and so in order to prove that Sn,sℓ,k(η, ρ, F ) defines an MRD
code, it is enough to prove that the rank of its non-zero element is at least m− k + 1. To
this end, let a(x) = a0 + a1x + . . . + askℓ−1x

skℓ−1 + ηaρ0x
skℓ such that a(x) + RF (xn) is a

non zero element of C. If a0 = 0, the claim immediately follows by Theorem 3.15. Suppose
now, a0 6= 0, then rk(a(x)) ≥ m− k and suppose by contradiction that rk(a(x)) = m − k.
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Still by Theorem 3.15, we need to have

NL/K(a0)

NL/K(ηa
ρ
0)

= (−1)skℓ(n−1)F kℓ
0 ,

from which
(−1)skℓ(n−1)F kℓ

0 NL/K(η)NL/K(a
ρ
0a

−1
0 ) = 1.

Taking the norm from K to K′ of both sides, we have a contradiction with our hypothesis.
Therefore, rk(a(x)) ≥ m− k + 1, that concludes the proof.

By making use of Theorem 5.1 in the case k = 1, we construct division algebras over
R/Rf . We choose an explicit multiplication whose endomorphisms of multiplication coin-
cide with Sn,sℓ,1(η, ρ, F ), and is hence a division algebra. We choose this multiplication in
a manner which makes subsequent calculations of the parameters of the obtained algebra
more amenable. We start with preliminary lemmata.

Lemma 5.2. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f /∈ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = sℓ, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3). For any η ∈ L such that NL/K′(ηf0) 6= 1, where
f0 is the constant coefficient of f , the map

τη : y ∈ L 7→ y − ηyρf0 ∈ L

is a K′-linear isomorphism.

Proof. Clearly, τη is a K′-linear homomorphism of L. Recall that [L : K′] < ∞, and so,
to prove the assertion, it is enough to show that τη is injective. Assume that there exists
b ∈ L∗ such that b − ηbρf0 = 0. Then ηf0 = bb−ρ, implying that NL/K′(ηf0) = 1, a
contradiction.

Now, we provide a description of an embedding of R/Rf into EndE(f)(R/Rf).

Lemma 5.3. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f /∈ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = sℓ, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3) and let f∗(x) = F (xn). Let η ∈ L such that
NL/K′(ηf0) 6= 1, where f0 is the constant coefficient of f . Then the map

φS : (a0−ηaρ0f0)+
sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i ∈

R

Rf
7→ (a0−ηaρ0f0)+

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i+ηaρ0f(x) ∈ Sn,sℓ,1(η, ρ, F ), (15)

is a K′-linear isomorphism. Moreover, φS(R/Rf) is a K′-vector subspace of EndE(f)(R/Rf)
in which every nonzero element is invertible.

Proof. First, by using Lemma 5.2, we derive that any element in R/Rf can be described in
the form (a0 − ηaρ0f0) +

∑sℓ−1
i=1 aix

i, with a0, . . . , asℓ−1 ∈ L. Now, note that

(a0 − ηaρ0f0) +

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i + ηaρ0f(x) = a0 +

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

(ai + fiηa
ρ
0)x

i + ηaρ0x
s ∈ Sn,sℓ,1(η, ρ, F ).
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Thus, φS is well-defined, and it is easy to check that it is a K′-linear isomorphism. Fi-
nally, we show that φS is an isomorphism. Note that dimK′(R/Rf) = [L : K′′]sℓ =
dimK′(Sn,sℓ,1(η, ρ, F )), so to prove the assertion, it is enough to show that τη is injective.

Assume that (a0 − ηaρ0f0)+
∑sℓ−1

i=1 aix
i + ηaρ0f(x) ∈ Sn,sℓ,1(η, ρ, F ) ⊆ EndE(f)(R/Rf) is the

zero map. Then, by (11), we get

(a0 − ηaρ0f0) +

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i + ηaρ0f(x) = 0 mod f

which implies that

(a0 − ηaρ0f0) +
sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i = 0 mod f

and so a0 = · · · = asℓ−1 = 0, proving that φS is invertible. Finally, we need to show that
any element of φS(R/Rf) is an invertible map of Sn,sℓ,1(η, ρ, F ). We note that, by using (a)
of Theorem 3.12, that NL/K′(η)NK/K′((−1)skℓ(n−1)F kℓ

0 ) = NL/K′(ηf0) 6= 1, so the assertion
follows from Theorem 5.1 for the case k = 1.

Theorem 5.4. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f /∈ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = sℓ, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3). Let η ∈ L such that NL/K′(ηf0) 6= 1, where f0 is
the constant coefficient of f . In R/Rf , the operation

(

(a0 − ηaρ0f0) +

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i

)

⋆S

sℓ−1
∑

i=0

bix
i :=

(

(a0 − ηaρ0f0) +

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i + ηaρ0f(x)

)

sℓ−1
∑

i=0

bix
i,

defines a division algebra over K′, having dimension mℓ2s[K : K′].

Proof. Let φ := φS as in Lemma 5.3. The assertion follows by Lemma 4.7.

5.2 Idealisers and nuclei for our first new family

In order to distinguish the division algebras/MRD codes constructed above from previous
constructions, and further new constructions that we will derive in subsequent sections, we
compute the idealisers/nuclei of the above structures.

Proposition 5.5. Let f be a monic irreducible factor of F (xn) and assume that f /∈ Z(R).
Let C = Sn,sℓ,k(η, ρ, F ) defined as in Theorem 5.1 and ℓ > 1. Assume that 1 ≤ k ≤ m/2
and skℓ > 2. Then:

• if η 6= 0, we have

Iℓ(C) ∼= Lρ, Ir(C) ∼= Lρ−1◦σskℓ

, C(C) ∼= EF , and Z(C) ∼= K′;

• if η = 0, we have

Iℓ(C) = L, Ir(C) = L, C(C) ∼= EF , and Z(C) = K.
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Proof. We use the same strategy of [55, Theorem 9]. First we compute Iℓ(C), proving
that it consists of constant polynomials. We start by proving that any element of Iℓ(C)
has degree at most skℓ − 1. If η = 0, then 1 ∈ C and so Iℓ(C) ⊆ C, implying that any
g ∈ Iℓ(C) has degree at most skℓ− 1. Assume now that η 6= 0. If g ∈ Iℓ(C), we must have
that gaxi modF (xn) ∈ C, for all a ∈ L and i ∈ {1, . . . , skℓ − 1}. As skℓ > 1, this set is
non-empty. Consider i = 1. If F (y) = F0 + F1y + . . . + Fs−1y

s−1 + ys, then

gx modF (xn) =

(

ns−1
∑

i=1

gi−1x
i

)

− gns−1





s−1
∑

j=0

Fjx
nj



 .

Hence for all i ∈ {skℓ+ 1, . . . , ns− 1}, we have

gi−1 =

{

0 i 6≡ 0 modn
gns−1Fi/n i ≡ 0 modn.

We want to show that gns−1 = 0, proving that deg(g) ≤ skℓ − 1. The coefficient of xskℓ

in gx modF (xn) is gskℓ−1 − gns−1Fskℓ/n, where Fskℓ/n := 0, if skℓ/n is not an integer.
Meanwhile, the constant coefficient is −gns−1F0. Therefore as gx modF (xn) ∈ C, we need

gskℓ−1 − gns−1Fskℓ/n = −ηF ρ
0 g

ρ
ns−1.

Since skℓ > 2, we also get that gx2 modF (xn) ∈ C. The coefficient of xskℓ+1 in gx2 modF (xn)
is gskℓ−1 − gns−1Fskℓ/n, and so this must be zero. Hence we have that −ηF ρ

0 g
ρ
ns−1 = 0, and

since η 6= 0 and F0 6= 0, we must have gns−1 = 0, as claimed. Therefore

Iℓ(C) ⊆ {g modF (xn) : deg(g) ≤ skℓ}.

So, let g ∈ Iℓ(C), and deg(g) ≤ skℓ. Then since skℓ > 1, we have xskℓ−1 ∈ C, and hence
gxskℓ−1 modF (xn) ∈ C. Now since deg(gxskℓ−1) ≤ 2skℓ−1 < ns, we have gxskℓ−1 ∈ C. But
gxskℓ−1 = g0x

skℓ−1 + g1x
skℓ + . . . gskℓx

2skℓ−1, and so g = g0. Clearly if a ∈ C with a0 = 0,
then g0a ∈ C for all g0 ∈ L. Now g0(a0 + ηaρ0x

skℓ) ∈ C if and only if g0ηa
ρ
0 = η(g0a0)

ρ, and
so if η 6= 0 then gρ0 = g0. Hence

Iℓ(C) ≃

{

Lρ η 6= 0
L η = 0.

Arguing as in the first part, we can show that if g ∈ Iℓ(C) then deg(g) ≤ skℓ, and g = g0.

Now, (a0+ηaρ0x
skℓ)g0 ∈ C if and only if gσ

skℓ

0 ηaρ0 = η(g0a0)
ρ, and so if η 6= 0 then gρ0 = gσ

sk

0 .
Hence

Ir(C) ≃

{

Lρ−1◦σskℓ
η 6= 0

L η = 0.

Hence the left idealiser and the right idealiser are as claimed. Arguing as in the last part
of [55, proof of Theorem 9], we get the assertion.
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Next, we determine the nuclei of the division algebras (R/Rf, ⋆S). Note that (R/Rf, ⋆S)
is not unital, so we first need to determine a unital division algebra that is isotopic to
(R/Rf, ⋆S).

Lemma 5.6. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f /∈ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = sℓ, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3) and let f∗(x) = F (xn). Let

Ef = {z(xn) +Rf : z(xn) ∈ Z(R)}.

Consider the map z(xn) + RF (xn) ∈ EF 7→ z(xn) + Rf ∈ Ef . Then Ef with the multipli-
cation induced by this map is a field isomorphic to EF .

Proof. It is easy to see that the map z(xn) + RF (xn) ∈ EF 7→ z(xn) + Rf ∈ Ef is a
homomorphism with respect to both addition and multiplication. Moreover, it is clearly
surjective, and so it suffices to show injectivity. Assume that z(xn) + RF (xn) = 0 + Rf ,
with z(xn) ∈ Z(R), then f is a right divisor of z(xn). Now, z(xn) ∈ Z(R) and since f 6= x
is irreducible then F (xn) is a bound of f , implying that F (xn) divides z(xn). Therefore,
z(xn) +RF (xn) = 0 +RF (xn), proving injectivity.

Note that xns + Rf ∈ Ef , and since Ef is a field, there exists z(xn) ∈ Z(R) such that
z(xn)xns = 1 mod f . As a consequence, z(xn)xns−1 is the inverse of x in R/Rf .

Theorem 5.7. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f /∈ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = sℓ, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3). Let η ∈ L such that NL/K′(ηf0) 6= 1, where f0
is the constant coefficient of f . Let z(xn) ∈ Z(R) such that z(xn)xn = 1 mod f . In R/Rf ,
the operation

(

(a0 − ηaρ0f0) +
sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i

)

⋆S′

sℓ−1
∑

i=0

bix
i :=

(

(a0 − ηaρ0f0) +

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i + ηaρ0f(x)

)

z(xn)xsn−1
sℓ−1
∑

i=0

bix
i,

defines a unital division algebra (R/Rf, ⋆S′) over K′ with unity x that is isotopic to (R/Rf, ⋆S)
as in Theorem 5.4, having dimension mℓ2s[K : K′].

Proof. By considering the invertible maps h1 = h3 = id and h2 : g(x) ∈ R/Rf 7→
g(x)z(x)xsn−1 ∈ R/Rf , we have that

h1(a(x) ⋆S′ b(x)) = h2(a(x)) ⋆S h3(b(x)),

for every a(x).b(x) ∈ R/Rf .

Theorem 5.8. Consider the unital division algebra A = (R/Rf, ⋆S′) defined as in Theo-
rem 5.7, with η 6= 0. Assume that sℓ > 2. Then:

Nl(A) ∼= Lρ, Nm(A) ∼= Lρ−1◦σsℓ

, Nr(A) ∼= E(f), and Z(A) ∼= K′;
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Proof. Let C = C(A) ⊆ EndK′(R/Rf) be the spread set of A. First we determine the left
and right nucleus of A. Via Proposition 4.3, we know that

Nl(A) ∼= {φ ∈ EndK′(R/Rf) : φ ◦ ϕ ∈ C, for every ϕ ∈ C}.

Now, since C ⊆ EndE(f)(R/Rf), we deduce that the maps in Nl(A) need to be E(f)-linear,
and so Nl(A) ∼= {g ∈ R/RF (xn) : ga ∈ C for every a ∈ C}. Thus, the results follow from
Proposition 5.5. The same arguments apply for the calculation of the middle nucleus of A.
Now, we determine the right nucleus of A. Consider

a = (a0 − ηaρ0f0) +
sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i, b = (b0 − ηbρ0f0) +

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

bix
i ∈

R

Rf
,

with ai, bi ∈ L, and let c ∈ R/Rf . Let Z(x) := z(xn)xsn−1 and let u, v, w, z ∈ R be the
unique elements such that

(a+ ηaρ0f)Zb = uf + v (16)

(b+ ηbρ0f)Zc = wf + z.

Let v(x) = (v0 − ηvρ0f0) +
∑sℓ−1

i=1 vix
i. So, we have that

(a ⋆S′ b) ⋆S′ c = (v + ηvρ0f)Zc mod f
= ((a+ ηaρ0f)Zb− uf + ηvρ0f)Zc mod f

(17)

On the other hand,

a ⋆S′ (b ⋆S′ c) = (a+ ηaρ0f)Z ((b+ ηbρ0f)Zc−wf)mod f (18)

Therefore, c ∈ Nr(A), i,e. (a ⋆S′ b) ⋆S′ c = a ⋆S′ (b ⋆S′ c) if and only if, by using (17) and
(18),

−ufZc+ ηvρ0fZc = aZηbρ0fZc+ ηa0
ρfZηbρ0fZc mod f. (19)

We now prove that Nr(A) = xE(f). Clearly, if c ∈ xE(f), then x−1c = Zc ∈ E(f), and so
fZc = 0 mod f . As a consequence, (19) is satisfied, implying that xE(f) ⊆ Nr(A).

Conversely, if c ∈ Nr(A), (19) holds for any a, b ∈ R/Rf . Let a = x2 and b = 1 =
t0 + ηtρ0f0, with t0 ∈ L∗. Then (16) reads as

x2Z = u′f + v′. (20)

By taking the equation modulo f , we obtain v′ = x and hence v′0 = 0.
As a consequence, from (19) we have

−u′fZc = x2Zηtρ0fZc mod f,

which, together with (20), implies that

−x2ZZc+ xZc = x2Zηtρ0fZc.

So
xηtρ0fZc = 0 mod f,

which in turn implies that c ∈ xE(f).
The assertion follows from the fact that E(f) is isomorphic to (xE(f), ⋆S′).
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5.3 Our second new family, extending Hughes-Kleinfeld semifields and

Trombetti-Zhou codes.

In this section, we extend two related constructions over finite fields to a new construc-
tion for both finite and infinite fields. In particular, the Hughes-Kleinfeld division algebras
(semifields) [22] and the Trombetti-Zhou MRD codes [59] were constructed using linearised
polynomials, which can be viewed as a special case of skew polynomial rings. The construc-
tion over finite fields required a field extension of even degree, exploiting a subfield of index
2. To generalise, we make the below assumptions.

• L/K is a cyclic Galois extension of degree n ≥ 2, with n = 2t even;

• L′ is the subfield of L such that K ≤ L′ < L and [L′ : L] = 2.

We recall that such a field L′ exists by the fundamental theorem of Galois Theory, since
there exists a subgroup of Gal(L/K) of index 2 generated by the t-th power of a generator
of Gal(L/K).

We introduce and investigate the following family

Dn,sℓ,k(γ, F ) :=

{

a′0 +

skℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i + γa′′0x

skℓ +RF (xn) : ai ∈ L, a′0, a
′′
0 ∈ L′

}

⊆
R

RF (xn)
,

(21)
where γ ∈ L∗.

We prove that under certain assumption on γ, the above family produces examples of
MRD codes.

Theorem 5.9. Let f be a monic irreducible factor of F (xn) and assume that f /∈ Z(R). Let
k < m be a positive integer. Then the set Dn,sℓ,k(γ, F ) defined as in (21) defines a K-linear
MRD code in RF

∼= Mm(E(f)) with minimum distance m− k + 1, for any γ ∈ L \ L′ such
that (−1)skℓF kℓ

0 NL/K(γ) is not a square in K.

Proof. It can be easily proved that C = Dn,sℓ,k(γ, F ) is K-linear having dimension nskℓ over
K. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem 5.1, to prove that Dn,sℓ,k(γ, F ) defines an MRD code
in Mm(E(f)) is enough to prove that the rank of its non-zero element is at least m− k+1.
For this aim, let h(x) = a′0 +

∑skℓ−1
i=1 aix

i + γa′′0x
skℓ + RF (xn) be a non zero element of C.

If a′′0 = 0, the claim immediately follows by Theorem 3.15. So assume that a′′0 6= 0, then
rk(h(x)) ≥ m− k and suppose by contradiction that rk(h(x)) = m− k. Again by Theorem
3.15, we must have

NL/K(a
′
0)

NL/K(γa
′′
0)

= (−1)skℓ(n−1)F kℓ
0 = (−1)ksdF kℓ

0 ,

and so
NL/K(a

′
0)

NL/K(a
′′
0)

= (−1)skℓF kℓ
0 NL/K(γ) (22)
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On the other hand, by the fundamental Theorem of the Galois Theory we have that

Gal(L/L′) = 〈σt〉,

and since a, b ∈ L′, we get
NL/K(a

′
0)

NL/K(a
′′
0)

=

(

NL′/K(a
′
0)

NL′/K(a
′′
0)

)2

.

The last equation together with (22) lead to a contradiction to the assumption on
(−1)skℓF kℓ

0 NL/K(γ).

We construct division algebras over R/Rf by employing Theorem 5.9 in the case k = 1.
First, we establish a lemma that provides a description of an embedding of R/Rf into
EndE(f)(R/Rf).

Lemma 5.10. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f /∈ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = sℓ, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3) and let f∗(x) = F (xn). Let γ ∈ L such that
γ/f0 ∈ L \ L′ and NL/K(γ) is not a square in K, where f0 is the constant coefficient of f .
Then γ ∈ L \ L′ and the map

φD : (a′0+γa′′0)+

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i ∈ R/Rf → (a′0+γa′′0)+

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i−

γ

f0
a′′0f(x) ∈ Dn,sℓ,1

(

−
γ

f0
, F

)

,

(23)
for any ai ∈ L and a′0, a

′′
0 ∈ L′ is a K-linear isomorphism. Moreover, φD(R/Rf) is a

K-vector space of invertible maps of EndE(f)(R/Rf).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that γ ∈ L′. Then

NL/K(γ) = (NL′/K(γ))
2,

implying that NL/K(γ) is a square in K, that contradicts our hypothesis. Now, from (a) of

Theorem 3.12 we have that NL/K(f0) = (−1)sℓF ℓ
0 , where F0 is the constant coefficient of

F (xn). This implies that

(−1)sℓF ℓ
0NL/K

(

−
γ

f0

)

= (−1)sℓF ℓ
0

NL/K(γ)

(−1)sℓF ℓ
0

= NL/K(γ).

As a consequence, (−1)sℓF ℓ
0NL/K

(

− γ
f0

)

is not a square inK. Finally, considerDn,sℓ,1

(

− γ
f0
, F
)

as in Equation (21). Since γ, γ/f0 ∈ L/L′, the map φD is a K-linear isomorphism. More-

over, since (−1)sℓF ℓ
0NL/K

(

− γ
f0

)

is not a square in K, Theorem 5.9 for the case k = 1 proves

the assertion.
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Theorem 5.11. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f /∈ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = sℓ, where ℓ = ℓF is as in (3). Let γ ∈ L such that γ/f0 ∈ L \ L′ and NL/K(γ)
is not a square in K, where f0 is the constant coefficient of f . In R/Rf , the operation

a ⋆D b =
(

(a′0 + γa′′0) +
∑sℓ−1

i=1 aix
i
)

⋆D
∑sℓ−1

i=0 bix
i

:=
(

(a′0 + γa′′0) +
∑sℓ−1

i=1 aix
i − γ

f0
a′′0f(x)

)

∑sℓ−1
i=0 bix

i

=
(

a− γ
f0
a′′0f

)

b,

for any ai, bi ∈ L and a′0, a
′′
0 ∈ L′, defines a unital division algebra over K with unity 1,

having dimension nsℓ.

Proof. Let φ := φD as in Lemma 5.10. The assertion follows by Lemma 4.7.

5.4 Idealisers and nuclei for our second new family

In the next result, we compute the idealisers, the centralizer and the centre of Dn,sℓ,k(γ, F ).

Theorem 5.12. Let f be a monic irreducible factor of F (xn) and assume that f /∈ Z(R).
Let C = Dn,sℓ,k(γ, F ) defined as (21). Assume that 1 ≤ k ≤ m/2 and skℓ ≥ 2. Then

Iℓ(C) ∼= L′, Ir(C) ∼= L′, C(C) ∼= EF , and Z(C) ∼= K;

Proof. Let start by computing Iℓ(C). Let g(x) = g0 + g1x + · · · gsn−1x
sn−1 ∈ R such that

g(x) ∈ Iℓ(C) \ {0}, i.e.
g(x)h(x) ∈ C,

for every h(x) ∈ C. Since 1 ∈ C, then g(x) ∈ C and deg(g(x)) ≤ skℓ, i.e. gi = 0, for any
i ∈ {skℓ+ 1, . . . , sn− 1}. Moreover, since skℓ ≥ 2, we have xskℓ−1 ∈ C, and so

g(x)xskℓ−1 = g0x
skℓ−1 + g1x

skℓ + · · · gskx
2skℓ−1 ∈ C . (24)

Since 2skℓ− 1 ≤ sn− 1,we have g2 = · · · = gskℓ−1 = 0 and deg(g(x)) ≤ 1. Finally, using
that γxskℓ ∈ C, we get that g0γx

sk + g1σ(γ)x
skℓ+1 ∈ C and since sk + 1 < sn, we have that

g1 = 0 and g0 ∈ L′. This means that

Iℓ(C) = {g0 +RF (xn) : g0 ∈ L′} ∼= L′,

and hence the left idealiser is as claimed. The proof for the right idealiser is similar.
Now, we determine the centraliser C(C). To this aim, let g(x) = g0+ g1x+ · · · gsn−1x

sn−1 ∈
R/RF (xn) such that g(x) +RF (xn) ∈ C(C) \ {0}, i.e.

g(x)h(x) = h(x)g(x),

for every h(x) ∈ C. For any α ∈ L′, we have that α ∈ C and αg(x) − g(x)α ∈ RF (xn).
Since deg(αg(x) − g(x)α) < ns, we get αg(x) − g(x)α = 0 in R. Therefore, g(x) ∈ L[xt, σ]
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and deg(g(x)) < ns − t ≤ ns − 2. Furthermore, let ζ ∈ L /∈ L′. We have that ζxg(x) −
g(x)ζx ∈ RF (xn). But as deg(g(x)) ≤ ns − 2, we must have ζxg(x) − g(x)ζx in R and
so g(x) ∈ K[xn] = Z(R). This implies that C(C) = EF . Finally, Z(C′) = Iℓ(C) ∩ C(C) ∼=
EF ∩ {g0 +RF (xn) : g0 ∈ L′}, completing the proof.

The nuclei and the centre of the division algebras defined in Theorem 5.11 are the
following.

Theorem 5.13. Consider the unital division algebra A = (R/Rf, ⋆D) defined as in Theo-
rem 5.11. Then

Nl(A) ∼= L′, Nm(A) ∼= L′, Nr(A) ∼= E(f), and Z(A) ∼= K;

Proof. Let C = C(A) ⊆ EndK′(R/Rf) be the spread set of A. First, we determine the left
and right nucleus of A. As in the proof of Theorem 5.8, we get that

Nl(A) ∼= {φ ∈ R/RF (xn) : φ ◦ ϕ ∈ C, for every ϕ ∈ C}.

Thus, the results follow from Theorem 5.12. The same arguments apply for the calculation
of the middle nucleus of A. Now, let

a = (a′0 + γa′′0) +
sℓ−1
∑

i=1

aix
i, b = (b′0 + γb′′0) +

sℓ−1
∑

i=1

bix
i ∈

R

Rf
,

with a′0, a
′′
0 , b

′
0, b

′′
0 ∈ L′ and let c ∈ R/Rf . Let u, v, w, z ∈ R be the unique elements such

that
a ⋆D b =

(

(a′0 + γa′′0) +
∑sℓ−1

i=1 aix
i − γ

f0
a′′0f(x)

)

b = uf + v

b ⋆D c =
(

(b′0 + γb′′0) +
∑sℓ−1

i=1 bix
i − γ

f0
b′′0f(x)

)

c = wf + z.

Let v = (v′0 + v′′0γ) +
∑sℓ−1

i=1 vix
i. So, we have that

(a ⋆D b) ⋆D c =
(

v − γ
v′′0
f0
f
)

c mod f

=
((

ab− γ
a′′0
f0
fb
)

− uf − γ
v′′0
f0
f
)

c mod f
(25)

On the other hand,

a ⋆D (b ⋆D c) =
(

a− γ
a′′0
f0
f
)((

bc− γ
b′′0
f0
fc
)

− wf
)

mod f (26)

Therefore, c ∈ Nr(A), i,e. (a ⋆D b) ⋆D c = a ⋆D (b ⋆D c) if and only if, by using (25) and (26),

ufc+ γ
v′′0
f0

fc = aγ
b′′0
f0

fc+ γ
a′′0
f0

fγ
b′′0
f0

fc mod f. (27)
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Clearly, if c ∈ E(f), then fc = 0 mod f and so (27) is satisfied, implying that E(f) ⊆ Nr(A).
Conversely, if c ∈ Nr(A), (27) holds for any a, b ∈ R/Rf . So, let a = x and b = xsℓ−1. Then
u = 1, v = −

∑sℓ−1
i=0 fix

i, a′′0 = b′′0 = 0. So, (27) reads as
(

1− γ
f ′′
0

f0

)

fc = 0 mod f.

Now, note that
(

1− γ
f ′′

0
f0

)

6= 0, otherwise f ′
0 = 0 and so γ/f0 = 1/f ′′

0 ∈ L′, a contradiction

to our hypotheses. Therefore, fc = 0 mod f , and so c ∈ E(f).

5.5 Comparison

In this section, we provide explicit constructions of two infinite families of nonassociative
division algebras whose right nucleus is a proper central division algebra and is isomorphic
to the eigenring of E(f). This problem for instance has been considered in [47], where it is
used the derivation ring L[x; δ], whereas here we provide new examples arising from a skew
polynomial ring with σ 6= id. Moreover, we prove that these algebras are not isotopic to
each other, nor to that of Petit.

Consider the setting of Section 3.1, and the skew polynomial ring L[x;σ], with L = F2r(t)

and K = F2(s). The polynomial f(x) = x2 + t2+1
t2+t+1 is irreducible in L[x;σ], and

F (y) = y +

(

t2 + 1

t2 + t+ 1

)r

.

is such that f∗(x) = F (xn). So, in this case we have ℓF = 2, and s = 1.

By making use of this framework, together with the results provided in Theorem 5.4
and Theorem 5.8, we obtain the first family.

Theorem 5.14. Let η ∈ L such that NL/K(ηf0) 6= 1, where f0 is the constant coefficient of
f . In R/Rf , the operation

((a0 − ηa0f0) + a1x) ⋆S (b0 + b1x) := ((a0 − ηa0f0) + a1x+ ηa0f(x)) (b0 + b1x),

defines a division algebra over K, having dimension 2n. Moreover, any unital division
algebras isotopic to (R/Rf, ⋆S) has parameters

Nl(A) ∼= L, Nm(A) ∼= F2(t), Nr(A) ∼= E(f), and Z(A) ∼= F2(s).

Now let L′ = F2r(s) and note that [L : L′] = 2. Together with the results provided in
Theorem 5.11 and Theorem 5.13, we obtain the second family.

Theorem 5.15. Let γ ∈ L such that γ/f0 ∈ L\L′ and NL/K(γ) is not a square in K, where
f0 is the constant coefficient of f . In R/Rf , the operation

a ⋆D b = ((a′0 + γa′′0) + a1x) ⋆D (b0 + b1x)

:=
(

(a′0 + γa′′0) + a1x− γ
f0
a′′0f(x)

)

(b0 + b1x)
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for any ai, bi ∈ L and a′0, a
′′
0 ∈ L′, defines a unital division algebra over K with unity 1,

having dimension 2n. Moreover, (R/Rf, ⋆D) has parameters

Nl(A) ∼= L′, Nm(A) ∼= L′, Nr(A) ∼= E(f), and Z(A) ∼= K;

Example 5.16. Let γ = 1 + t. We prove that this choice of γ satisfy the hypothesis of
Theorem 5.15. Recall that f0 =

t2+1
t2+t+1

, so we have that

γ

f0
=

t2 + t+ 1

t+ 1
∈ L.

Since θ
(

t2+t+1
t+1

)

= γ
tf0

, we have that γ
f0

/∈ L′. Moreover,

NL/K(γ) =

(

(1 + t) ·
t+ 1

t

)r

=
(1 + t)2r

tr
,

so NL/K(γ) cannot be a square in K, otherwise tr would have to be a square, which is not
possible since r is odd. Thus, with this choice of γ, by Theorem 5.15, we obtain a unital
division algebra over K.

We now prove that the algebras constructed in Theorem 5.14 and Theorem 5.15 are not
isotopic and or to that of Petit.

Theorem 5.17. The algebras (R/Rf, ⋆S) and (R/Rf, ⋆D) are both nonassociative division
algebras whose right nucleus is a central division algebras having degree 2, which are not
K-isotopic to each other. Moreover, they are not K-isotopic to the Petit algebra.

Proof. By Theorem 5.8 and Theorem 5.13, we know that the right nucleus of (R/Rf, ⋆S)
and (R/Rf, ⋆D) is isomorphic to the eigenring E(f) of f . This turns out to be a central

division algebra over EF ≃ F2(s)[y]
(F (y)) ≃ F2(s) having degree ℓF = n/m = 2. Assume, now

that A1 = (R/Rf, ⋆S) and A2 = (R/Rf, ⋆D) are isotopic. Then the respective nuclei are
K-isomorphic. So Nl(A1) ∼= L would be K-isomorphic to Nl(A2) ∼= L′. Hence, n = [L : K] =
[L′ : K] = n/2, a contradiction. In the same spirit, by comparing the middle nuclei of the
algebras A1, A2 and those of Petit, we get the assertion.

6 Establishing the newness of our second family over finite

fields

In this section, we will concentrate on the finite field case. We will explicitly describe the
MRD codes/semifields contructed together with their parameters. We show thatDn,s,k(γ, F )
properly contains the family of Trombetti-Zhou codes and Hughes-Kleinfeld semifields.
Moreover, we also show that the family Dn,s,k(γ, F ) contains new MRD codes for infi-
nite parameters and new semifields. Recall that in finite field case, we have n = m (and
ℓF = 1) and E(f) ∼= EF , cf. Proposition 2.7. This also means that

R

RF (xn)
∼= Mn(EF ) ∼= Mn

(

Fqdeg(F )

)

.
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As there are many more constructions of finite semifields than there are of MRD codes
in general, we split the consideration of newness into the cases K > 1 and the case k = 1,
i.e. the division algebra/semifield case.

6.1 Newness of MRD codes for k > 1

Recall the known MRD codes listed in Section 4.5.2. We note also that there exist notions
of the adjoint (or transpose) and dual of an MRD code. We will not go into detail here; all
that is relevant to us for now is that the parameters of the adjoint and dual codes follow
immediately from the parameters of the code. We refer to [35, Proposition 4.2] for details.

Now, we explicitly describe our construction for the finite field case. Choosing L = Fqn ,
L′ = Fqt and K = Fq, from Theorem 5.9, we get the following construction of MRD codes
in Mn(Fqs).

Theorem 6.1. Assume that q be an odd prime power. Let n = 2t ≥ 4 and σ be a generator
of the Galois group Gal(Fqn/Fq) and consider R = Fqn [x;σ]. Assume that F (y) 6= y is a

monic irreducible monic polynomial in Fq[y] having degree s and let EF
∼=

Fq[y]
(F (y))

∼= Fqs and

RF
∼= Mn(Fqs). For a positive integer k < n, the set

Dn,s,k(γ, F ) =

{

a′0 +

sk−1
∑

i=1

aix
i + γa′′0x

sk +RF (xn) : ai ∈ Fqn , a
′
0, a

′′
0 ∈ Fqt

}

⊆
R

RF (xn)
,

(28)
defines an Fq-linear MRD code in RF

∼= Mn(Fqs) with minimum distance n − k + 1 and
dimension nsk for any γ ∈ Fqn such that (−1)ksF k

0 NFqn/Fq
(γ) is not a square in Fq.

When s = 1 and F (y) = y − 1, the construction Dn,1,k(γ, y − 1) coincides with a
Trombetti-Zhou codes defined in III). In this case, Dn,1,k(γ, y − 1) defines an MRD code in
Mn(Fq), for any γ ∈ Fqn such that (−1)ksF k

0 NFqn/Fq
(γ) = NFqn/Fq

(γ) is not a square in Fq.

By Theorem 5.12 adapted for the finite field case, the parameters of Dn,s,k(γ, F ) are the
following.

Theorem 6.2. Assume that k ≤ n/2 and sk ≥ 2. Let C = Dn,s,k(γ, F ) defined as in (28).
Then

Iℓ(C) ∼= Fqt, Ir(C) ∼= Fqt, C(C) ∼= Fqs , and Z(C) ∼= Fq

We are ready to prove that our construction provides infinite new families of MRD codes
over finite fields.

Theorem 6.3. The family Dn,s,k(γ, F ), with n = 2t, contains new MRD codes for all
1 < k ≤ t, t ≥ 2 and s ≥ 3 such that n ∤ sk.
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Proof. By Theorem 6.2, we know that a code C = Dn,s,k(γ, F ) has as parameters

(qnsk, qt, qt, qs, q). (29)

Any code C′ that is equivalent to C need to have the same parameters, see Proposition 4.4.
Let q = pe.

1. The codes of the families I), IV) and V) in Mn(Fqs) and their adjoint and/or dual,
when their size is equal to qnsk, have an idealiser isomorphic to Fqns and so are not
equivalent to C.

2. Note that an AGTG code in Mn(Fqs) described as in II), by (13) has parameters

(

pnkse, p(nse,j), p(nse,kse−j), pse, p(se,j)
)

,

where τ(x) = xp
j
, with 0 ≤ j < ens. For an AGTG code to have parameters as in (29),

we need to have (nse, j) = et, implying that j = g1et, for some odd natural number g1.
The third parameter shows that we would require that (nse, kse− j) = et, and hence
kse− g1et = g2te, for some odd natural number g2. Therefore, we get ks = (g2− g1)t,
and since g2 − g1 is even, by the assumptions on s, k and t, we get that C cannot be
equivalent to an AGTG code. The same argument applies for the adjoint and the dual
of an AGTG code. Indeed, the adjoint operation switch the idealisers of the code.
The dual of an AGTG code in Mn(Fqs):

{a0 + a1x
s + . . .+ ak−1x

s(k−1) + τ(a0)ηx
sk : ai ∈ Fqn} ⊆ Mn(Fqs)

is equivalent to the code

{a0 + a1x
s + . . .+ an−k−1x

s(n−k−1) − τ−1(a0η)x
s(n−k) : ai ∈ Fqn} ⊆ Mn(Fqs)

and so it is still an AGTG code, as well.

3. A Trombetti-Zhou code in Mn(Fqs) has parameters (qnsk, qst, qst, qs, qs). Comparing
the last parameter, we should have s = 1, a contradiction. Since, the adjoint and dual
of a Trombetti-Zhou code is equivalent to a Trombetti-Zhou code, see [59, Proposition
4 and Proposition 5], then the same argument shows that Dn,s,k(γ, F ) cannot be
equivalent to a code belonging to this family.

4. Finally, we compare C with a code of type Sn,s,k(γ
′, F ′), with 1 < k ≤ n/2. Assume

that yρ = yp
h

, with h < ne and σ(y) = yp
ej

for any y ∈ Fqn , with (j, n) = 1. Then,
by Theorem 4.9, Sn,s,k(γ

′, F ′) has parameters

(

pnske, p(ne,h), p(ne,ske−h), pse, p(e,h)
)

Comparing the second parameter, we need to have (ne, h) = te, implying h = te. By
the third parameter, we get (ne, ske − te) = te. This means that ske − te = gte,
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for some g odd. Hence, sk = (g − 1)t and, since g − 1 is even, and n = 2t, by
the assumptions on s, k and t, we get that C and Sn,s,k(γ

′, F ′) are not equivalent.
Moreover, since the adjoint of a code just switch the left with the right idealiser, we
also get that a code C cannot equivalent to the adjoint of Sn,s,k(γ

′, F ′).

6.2 Newness of semifields

Here, we explicitly describe the semifield obtained by our construction. In the case L = Fqn ,
L′ = Fqt and K = Fq, from Theorem 5.11, we get the following family of semifields. We
need to this this because the computation of the right nucleus cannot be easily performed
by working directly with the spread set. In particular, we cannot compute the centraliser
of the spread set directly, since the skew polynomial framework gives us only the Fqs-linear
endomorphisms, whereas we would need to compute the centraliser inside the space of
Fq-linear endomorphisms.

Theorem 6.4. Assume that q be an odd prime power. Let n = 2t ≥ 4 and σ be a generator
of the Galois group Gal(Fqn/Fq), and consider R = Fqn [x;σ]. Assume that F (y) 6= y is a

monic irreducible monic polynomial in Fq[y] having degree s, and let EF
∼=

Fq[y]
(F (y))

∼= Fqs and

RF = R
RF (xn)

∼= Mn(Fqs). Let f be a monic irreducible factor of F (xn) in R.

Let γ ∈ Fqn such that γ/f0 ∈ Fqn \ Fqt and Nqn/q(γ) is not a square in Fq, where f0 is
the constant coefficient of f . In R/Rf , the operation

a ⋆D b =
(

(a′0 + γa′′0) +
∑sℓ−1

i=1 aix
i
)

⋆D
∑sℓ−1

i=0 bix
i

:=
(

(a′0 + γa′′0) +
∑sℓ−1

i=1 aix
i − γ

f0
a′′0f(x)

)

∑sℓ−1
i=0 bix

i

=
(

a− γ
f0
a′′0f

)

b,

for any ai, bi ∈ Fqn and a′0, a
′′
0 ∈ Fqt, defines a semifield of order qns.

For s = 1, F (y) = y− 1 and f(x) = x− 1, we get the semifield where the multiplication
between two elements c, d ∈ Fqn , is defined as follows. Assume that σ(x) = xq

j
, with

(j, n) = 1 and γq
j+1 = u+ vγ, for some u, v ∈ Fqt. If c = c0 + γc1 and d = d0 + γd1, with

c0, c1, d0, d1 ∈ Fqt. Then

c ⋆D d = (c0 + γc1) ⋆D (d0 + γd1)

= (c0 + γc1x) (d0 + γd1) mod f

= c0d0 + γc0d1 + γc1d
qs

0 + γq
s+1c1d

qs

1

= (c0d0 + c1d
qs

1 u) + γ(c0d1 + c1d
qs

0 + c1d
qs

1 v).

This means that if we identify Fqn with Fqt ⊕ Fqt , the following multiplication

(c0, c1) ⋆D (d0, d1) = (c0d0 + c1d
qs

1 u, c0d1 + c1d
qs

0 + c1d
qs

1 v),
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defines a semifield in Fqt ⊕ Fqt .
The opposite algebra of (Fqt ⊕ Fqt , ⋆D), i.e. the dual of the semifield (Fqt ⊕ Fqt , ⋆D),

obtained by reversing the multiplication ⋆D coincides exactly with the Hughes-Kleinfeld
semifield H, see [23, Theorem 9.7]. This is also the multiplication of a Knuth semifield of
type II [28, p. 215].

As a consequence the semifields provided in Theorem 6.4 defines a family of semifields
that properly contain the dual of the Hughes-Kleinfeld semifield.

By [23, Lemma 9.8], we know that Nm(H) ∼= Fqt and Nr(H) ∼= Fqt and in [21], it was
proved that a+ γb ∈ Nl(H) if and only if

{

aq
2s
+ bq

2s
vq

s

= a+ bq
s

v

bu+ aq
s
v + bq

s
v2 = bq

2s
uq

s
+ aq

2s
v + bq

2s
vq

s+1
.

Since the semifield (R/Rf, ⋆D), when s = 1, coincides with Hop and Nl(H
op) ∼= Nr(H),

Nm(Hop) ∼= Nr(H) and Nr(H
op) ∼= Nl(H), see e.g. [38, Proposition 2], the nuclei of the

semifield defined in Theorem 6.4, in the case s = 1 are determined. Next, let us investigate
the parameters of the semifields defined in Theorem 6.4, when s > 1.

Corollary 6.5. Assume that q is an odd prime power, s ≥ 2, n = 2t ≥ 4. Then the
semifields defined as in Theorem 6.4 have parameters

(q2ts, qt, qt, qs, q)

Proof. It follows from Theorem 5.13.

Let us denote the family of semifields defined in Theorem 6.4 as Dn,s, recalling that
the corresponding spread set coincides with Dn,s,1(γ

′, F ) for some γ′ and some F of degree
s. We will show that for certain choices of n, t, s, the parameters of Dn,s do not coincide
with those of any known semifield, implying that our family contains new semifields. For
convenience we tabulate the parameters of the relevant known constructions. We refer to
Sections 2.6 and 5.2 of [55], as well as [31], for these parameters.

Dn,s (q2ts, qt, qt, qs, q)

PZ (p2n, p(n,i,j), p(n,i), p(n,i,j), p(n,i,j)) [63]

Sn,s,1(η, ρ, F ), η 6= 0
(

pnse, p(ne,h), p(ne,es−h), pes, p(e,h)
)

[55, Corollary 1]
Sn,s,1(0, ρ, F ) (pnse, pen, pen, pes, pe) [55, Corollary 1]

S (p2m, pe/2, pe/2, pe, ·) [15]

Sσ,τ,α,η (p2m, p(a,b,m), p(a,b,m), p(2a,m), ·) [29]

Remark 6.6. There is an error in the proof of [55, Corollary 1]; in particular, there it
is assumed that the centraliser of the spread set is contained in RF ≃ Mn(Fqs), whereas
one should only assume that it is contained in Mns(Fq). However, a modification to the
multiplication similar to Section 5 can be used to prove that the statement of [55, Corollary
1] is indeed correct.
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Proposition 6.7. The family of semifields of the form Dn,s contains new semifields for an
infinite set of parameters.

Proof. We proceed as in [55] by establishing cases where Dn,s has parameters for which no
semifields were previously known. We assume that q is an odd prime power, s ≥ 2 is even,
n = 2t ≥ 4, and that n ∤ s.

Note that when s > 1, n ≥ 4, we have that no semifield of the form Dn,s has any nucleus
equal to its centre, and hence cannot coincide with any Pott-Zhou semifield. Furthermore,
no Dn,s can be two-dimensional over any nucleus, and so cannot coincide with any rank-two
semifield.

It follows using the same argument of point 4 in the proof of Theorem 6.3 that the
semifields defined by Dn,s as in Theorem 6.4 and those defined by Sn,s,1(η, ρ, F ) as in [55]
are not isotopic.

Next we verify that no Dn,s can coincide with the construction of [15]. In this construc-
tion, the parameters (up to permutation) are (p2m, pe/2, pe/2, pe, ·). Therefore we must have
qt = qs/2, which (since n = 2t) implies that s = n. So again requiring that n ∤ s ensures
that Dn,s cannot arise from this construction.

Finally we compare to the construction of [29]. For equality of parameters, we need
m = st, (a, b, st) = t, and (2a, st) = s. Then we have that t divides a, and so t divides
s = (2a, st). But we are assuming that n = 2t does not divide s, and so s/t is odd. Consider
the 2-adic valuation v2. Then we have v2(s) = v2(t). As t divides a we have v2(t) ≤ v2(a).
But since (2a, st) = s, we have v2(s) = min{v2(a) + 1, 2v2(s)}. As s is even, we have
2v2(s) > v2(s), and so we get v2(t) = v2(s) = v2(a) + 1, a contradiction.

The smallest new case then arises for n = 4, s = 2, with parameters (q8, q2, q2, q2, q).

Remark 6.8. Note that it is possible (and indeed likely) that the family Dn,s contains new
semifields also in the cases where semifields with the same parameters are already known.
However, as the isotopy problem for semifields with equal parameters can be very difficult,
and as a complete answer to this question is not the aim of this paper, we leave it as an
open problem.

Remark 6.9. Analogous to [54, Remark 8], one could also construct further semifields and
MRD codes from any pair of additive maps φ1φ2 : L → L satisfying

NL/K(φ1(a)) 6= NL/K(φ2(a))(−1)skℓ(n−1)F kℓ
0 ,

for all a ∈ L, where F0 is the constant coefficient of F (xn). The classification of such pairs
of maps remains an open problem, particularly over infinite fields.
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