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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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1 Introduction

In this paper, we study (not necessarily associative) division algebras, also known as semi-
fields, and mazximum rank distance (MRD) codes. Both of these objects can be viewed as
subsets of a matrix ring M, (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 [6L[18], for a general introduction to rank-metric codes, explaining
their most important applications.

In [2151L52], 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. [411[4958]. More precisely, the notion of rank-metric codes in M, (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 [24126]. 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 /K be a cyclic Galois extension of degree n. Consider a skew
polynomial ring R = L[x; 0], where o 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(2™) generates a maximal
two-sided ideal in R, and there exist integers m, ¢ and a division algebra I such that

e n=ml
e every irreducible divisor of F'(z™) has degree s/;
e F(z™) factors completely as a product of m irreducibles of degree s¢;

e D has dimension s¢? over K, dimension ¢? (and hence degree £) over its centre, and

Re = % ~ M,,(D).

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

The goal of finding MRD codes equates to finding additively closed subsets of Rr 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'(z™) of degree at most sf(m — d).

In this paper our main contributions are as follows:

e We give explicit examples of skew polynomial rings R and elements F such that
1 < ¢ < n (cf. Section B.I). We also show that the value ¢ 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 B.2)).

e We extend the constructions of MRD codes and division algebras from [55] and [58]
to the case 1 < ¢ < n, and compute the relevant parameters (cf. Section B and

Section [5.2)).



e 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)).

e 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 [45/50l55,58]. 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
o a generator of the Galois group Gal(L/K). We use the notation L° to denote the fixed
field of L by o. In our setting, L = K. The image of a € L by ¢ is denoted by a?.

2.1 Basic properties
The skew polynomial ring L[z;0,0] is a ring where
e 0 is a o-derivation of L; that is, an additive map satisfying d(ab) = a?d(b) + 6(a)b;

e the elements of L[z;0,d] are polynomials in the indeterminate z; addition is polyno-
mial addition;

e multiplication is K-bilinear, and satisfies xa = a”z + d(a) for all a € L.

This rings are also known as Ore extension of IL, 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 § = 0, i.e. L[z;0,0] =: L[z;0] (such rings are sometimes referred also to as
twisted polynomial rings). Note that, since L is a field, and o # 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;0]. Then

(i) R is both left- and right-Euclidean domain with the usual degree function, and R is
Principal Ideal Domain on both sides;



(ii) the centre Z(R) of R is K[z"; 0] = K|y|;

(iii) if f € R has factorisations f = g1---gx = hy - hy, into irreducible elements, then
k = m and there is a permutation 7 of {1,...,k} such that R/Rg.;) = R/Rh;, for
all i. In particular, deg(gr(;)) = deg(h;), for all 3.

By (i) of Theorem 21, we get that every left (right) ideal of R is of the form Rf =
{9(x)f(x): g(x) € R}, (fR = {f(x)g(z): g(x) € R}) for some f(z) € 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(z) = dG(2™)a™, 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* = Anng(R/Rf)={9 € R: (9a+ Rf) =0+ Rf, for anya+ Rf € R/Rf},
where Anng(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* # 0, the polynomial f is said to be bounded. Since ¢ is assumed to be an
automorphism of L and R has finite dimension n? over its centre Z(R) = K[z"], then all
non zero f € R are bounded and

deg(f”) < ndeg(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(z™) for some d € L and a monic polynomial F'(y) € Kly],
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(z").
Moreover, by using (), 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(z™) = gf for some g € R, see e.g. [14,[55,[58]. Any-
way, since F(x™) = gf is central, an easy computation shows that F(x™) = 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(2™) 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) # y. Then F(y) is
irreducible if and only if the two-sided ideal RF (z™) of R is mazimal.

Further background and facts about skew polynomial rings can be found in [141[16,26].



2.2 Quotients of skew polynomial rings

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

Rp = RE() — {ao +ar+ -+ aps_ 12+ RF(z™): agy...,ans—1 € ]L} .

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

2 =2 (5r) = iy

and any element in Er is of the form a(x) + RF (z"), 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 [Er : K] = deg(F') = s. Moreover, Rp is a simple algebra over Er having dimension
n? and dimension n?s over K, see [16, §2 and §4] for details.

Therefore, by Artin-Wedderbun’s Theorem, Rp is isomorphic to M, (D), for a certain
positive integer m and a central Fr-division algebra ID. In this case, the division algebra D
corresponds to the eigenring of an irreducible factor f of F(z") 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) = 57 ={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 I in
M, (D) = R/RF(z™) 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(z™). Suppose F(z™)
factorises into a product of m irreducible elements of R. Then m divides n and, letting

L= —, (3)

m

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

R
RF(z™)

= M (E(S))- (4)

When we need to specify that the integers m and ¢ arise from the polynomial F', we will
use the notation mp and £p respectively.



In the case where . = Fyn, K = F, are finite, by the Wedderburn-Dickson Theorem we
have that £(f) is a field and so
E(f)~ Er =Fp  and —— = M, (F,)
o RFE(zm) "o
as [Fys-algebras. Note that in this case m =n in () and ¢p = 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 23] 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[z; o], were o is not the identity automorphism. Then

(i) if F(y) is an irreducible polynomial in K[y] such that F(x™) factorises into a product of
mp irreducible elements of R, then every irreducible divisor of F(x™) in R has degree
equal to lp deg(F(y)), and every divisor of F(z™) in R has degree equal to hlp deg(F)
for some h € {1,...,m}. If K is finite, then {p = 1;

(i) if f(x) is an irreducible element of R with nonzero constant coefficient, then its bound
f*(x) = F(x™) is such that F(y) is an irreducible element of K[y|. Moreover, if mp
and Lr are as in (i), then F(y) has degree deg(f)/lr. If K is finite, then {p = 1.

3 New results on skew polynomial rings

3.1 New explicit examples where 1 < /p <n

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

Let r > 3 be an odd integer. Let consider the extension field For /Fy and let 7 : For — For
be the Frobenius automorphism, i.e. a” = a?. We can then extend 7 component-wise to the
field For () of rational functions over Far. Clearly, the fixed field is For(¢)" = Fa(t). Now,
consider the automorphism 6 : For (t) — For (t) defined by ¢ — 1. Define

og:=0o01=T7100.

Since the order of 7 is r, the order of 8 is 2, and since 7 and # commute we get that the
order of ¢ is n := 2r. Moreover, the restriction of o to Fa(t) coincides with the restriction

of 6.

Lemma 3.1. Let s=t+6(t) = ’@T‘Ll Then

Fy(t)? = Fa(s).

Therefore,
Fzr (t)a = FQ(S).



Proof. The restriction of the automorphism 6 is an Fo-automorphism of Fy(t) having order
2. Therefore, if F = Fy(t)?, we have that [Fo(¢) : F] = 2. Now, observe that s = s and
so Fa(s) C F, and by [60, Theorem pp. 197], it follows that [Fa(t) : Fa(s)] = 2, so we get
Fy(s) = I. O

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 ] proves that Far(t)/Fa(s) is a Galois cyclic extension with Galois group
Gal(Far (t)/Fa(s)) = (o). So, we work in the skew polynomial ring For(t)[x;0]. By the
considerations just made, we get that Z (For (t)[x; 0]) = Fa(s)[z"].

1241

t24+t+1
Proof. Assume f(x) is reducible, i.e. f(x) = (x + b(t))(x + a(t)) in For(t)[x; 0], with
a(t),b(t) € For(t). It follows that b(t) = a(t)? and

Proposition 3.2. The polynomial f(z) = 2 + is irreducible in For (t)[z; o).

2 4+1

a(t)?a(t) = P

()

Let a(t) = Z;Eg, with aq(t), as(t) € For[t] having no common factor and with deg(aq(t)) = dy

and deg(az(t)) = da. Hence, by (@), we get that

a(t)ai(t) 241
as(t)7as(t)  t2+t+1

that in turns implies
t2tha (t)7ar(t) 241
tdhitd2ay(t)oag(t) 2+t +1

As a consequence, we have that

(t2 4+t + Dt®thay (1) ay (t) = (2 + Dt ay(t) ay(t) (6)

Since deg(ai(t)) = dy and deg(as(t)) = do, we also have that t%1a;(t)° and t%ay(t)? are
polynomials in For[t]. Since t? + ¢ + 1 is irreducible in For[t] (r is odd) and coprime with
t2 4+ 1 and t%, we get that it divides t®a5(t) or as(t). Note that t2 +t+1 = t2(t2 +t+1)°
and so t2 4+t + 1 divides as(t). Therefore, as(t) = az(t)(t?> + ¢t 4+ 1). Then substituting this
expression of as(t) in (@), we get

(2 +t+ D)t2thay (6)%ar1(t) = (2 + Dtht22a3(t) 2 (2 +t + 1)%as(t) (2 + t + 1),

hence
t2tha) (6)7a1(t) = (2 + 1)tD 12 2a3(t)%az(t) (12 + t 4 1) (7)
The same argument we have followed to derive from (@) that 2 +¢ + 1 divides as(t), allows

us to derive from (7)) that ¢ + ¢ + 1 divides a1(t). Hence a1(t) and az(t) have a common
factor, a contradiction. Therefore such a(t) cannot exist, and so f(x) is irreducible. O



Now, let

F(y)=y+<t2;1>r-

t2+t41

2+1 7 ?+1
2+t+1)  £2+t+1’
which implies that F(2") € Z(Far(t)[z; 0]). Moreover, f(x) |, F(x™); indeed

_ 21, 21\ 241 \? 241\
ny _ n—2 n—4 n—=6 2 _—
F(x)<x terir1” +<t2+t+1 S S e v \ETerT f@),

which in turn implies that F'(z") is the bound of f(z) in For(¢)[x; o].
In this case, deg(f) = 2 and deg(F(y)) = 1, and F(z") factorises into a product of
m = r irreducibles of For[x; o], which implies that

R
RF(z™)

It can be easily checked that

~ M (£(f)),

Fa(s)[y]l
(Fl) —

where £(f) is a central division algebra over Ep ~ Fy(s) having degree (p =
n/m=2.
2r
In the same setting, now let g(z) = 22 + 1 € For(t)[2;0] and G(y) = y* + Sy + 1.
Since

A A N A R |
tr - tlf - t;_: - g

it follows that G(2?") € Z(For(t)[z; 0]) = Fa(s)[x?"]. We are going to see that G(z%") is the
bound of g(z), and G(y) is irreducible as a polynomial in Fa(s)[y].

Lemma 3.3. The polynomial g(x) right and left divides G(z*").

Proof. The restriction of o to Fa(t) is 0, so Fo(t)[x;0] C For(t)[z;0]. Moreover 62 is the
identity, so Fa(t)[z?] is a commutative subring of For(¢)[z; 0]. Observe that g(z) € Fo(t)[x?]
and Z(For (t)[z;0]) = Fa(s)[z?"] C Fa(t)[x?], hence G(z*") = (z?)?" + tm;—fl(xQ)r +1 €
Fo(t)[z?]. Since

N 21 1\ 14420 1 42
A N AN & & i 0,
/ tr t t2r

it follows that g(z) divides G(2?") in Fo(t)[x?] which implies that g(x) right and left divides
G(2?") in For (t)[x; o). O

£ 421
Lemma 3.4. Let ¢ be an odd non negative integer. Let r(t) = legiflt € Fo(t) such that

a; = ag—; for each 0 < i < {. Then r(t) is a polynomial in s = tQTH with degree £ if
ag = ap # 0, or degree less than £ if ag = ay = 0.



Proof. We proceed by induction on ¢. If ¢ = 1, then r(t) = 41 — g or r(t) = 0, as stated.

t
Zf:o a;t?
£

Assume £ > 1 and let r(t) = with a; = ay_; for each 0 <7 < /. If ag = ap = 0,

CSiewt® ST lad® | YT et SiigbtY
T(t) - tt - tt - =2 - =2

with b; = a;41. Since by_o_; = ay—2—j 41 = aj+1 = bj, by induction r(t) is a polynomial is
s of degree less than or equal to £ — 2 < £. If ag = ay = 1, then

St | S (B St ()

l_
r(t)+ s = m m = m

Let a} = a; + (f) It follows that a] = a, , and aj = ap + (S) =14+1=0. As we argued
before, r(t) + s’ is a polynomial in s of degree bounded by ¢ — 2, hence r(t) is a polynomial
of degree /. O

Lemma 3.5. The polynomial G(y) = y* + t2;—ﬂ'1y + 1 € Fo(s)[y] is irreducible.

Proof. As a consequence of Lemma B.4) G(y) = y* + 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. O

Proposition 3.6. Let g(z) = % + 1 € For(t)[z;0] and G(y) = y* + ﬁ;—rﬂy +1 € Fao(s)[y].
Then g is irreducible and its bound is G(x?").

Proof. By Lemmas B3] and 3.5 G(2?") is the bound of g(x). Since Z(For(t)[z;0]) =
Fo(s)[2?"] and [For(t) : Fa(s)] = 2r. As observed in [16, Remark 2.10], For(t)[z; 0] has
finite rank over its centre, and it is easy to check that this rank is (2r)%. So g(z) is irre-
ducible by [16], Proposition 4.4]. O

Hence we have £ = 1 # £, showing that the values ¢ do truly depend on the polyno-
mial, rather than on the ring R. In particular, the elements f(z) and g(z) 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'(z™). To that end, we need to recall the relations which are known only for the
case /r = 1, and extending them to deal with the case £ > 1.

Consider R = L[z;0] and an element f having degree h. Define the semilinear map
¢f: R/Rf — R/Rf on the L-vector space R/RF as ¢¢(v) = xv mod , f, for each v € R/Rf.
The map ¢ is L-semilinear with companion automorphism o, as

¢f(av) = z(av) mod, f = a’(zv mod , f) = a”p¢(v)



for all @ € L. By choosing the L-basis {1,z,...,2""1} for R/Rf, and writing the compo-
nents of the elements of R/Rf as column vectors, we see that ¢y = Cy o o, where o acts
entry-wise on vectors, and C; denotes the companion matrix of the polynomial f. More

precisely, if v = ?:_01 viz' € R/Rf,

00 - 0 —f
1 0 -~ 0 —fi

¢f(v) = Cf 7 = . : (vg’vi‘"" ’vgfl)—r'
0 0 - 1 —fpa

Now the map gb}‘ defines an L-linear map on R/Rf. Indeed, it corresponds to v
2"v mod, f. Denoting its matrix with respect to the same basis by A, we have that

Ap=C07---C7,
where again ¢ 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(z™), where G(y) € Kly] is the
minimal polynomial of gb}‘ seen as K-linear map.

Next we investigate the relation between the characteristic polynomial of Ay and the
bound of f. First, we recall that if L = Fy» and K = F,, in [39, Theorem 4] it is proven that
the characteristic polynomial of Ay has its coefficients in IF,. Replacing in the proof F, and
F,n 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 Ay has coefficients in K, i.e. det(Ay—yl) €
Kly].

For a monic and irreducible monic polynomial f € R of degree h > 2 with f*(z) =
F(2™), we have that deg(F(y)) has maximum degree s only when Er = £(f) and so Rp is
isomorphic to the algebra of square matrices over the field Fp.

Lemma 3.9. Let f(x) € R be a monic and irreducible monic polynomial of degree h > 2
and f*(x) = F(2™). Then deg(F(y)) = deg(f) = h if and only if {r =1 (and so m = n)
and Ep = E(f). Moreover, if such condition is satisfied we have

R
— = M, (EF).
REF(z") n(EF)
Proof. 1t is an easy consequence of Proposition 2.7] and Theorem O

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

For a skew polynomial g(x) = 3 g;2' € R, we denote by ¢°(x) the skew polynomial
> 97 z*. The following result relates the characteristic polynomial of A ¢ with the bound of
f.

10



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

i) the minimal polynomial of qﬁ;} seen as K-linear map is equal to the minimal polynomial
of gb}‘ seen as L-linear map;

i) the characteristic polynomial of Ay is equal to F*(y), where £ = (n/m) and m is the
number of irreducible factors of F(z™) in R.

If K is finite, then £ = 1.

Proof. Let Pk (y) and Pr(y) be the minimal polynomial of ¢’ seen as K-linear map and
[L-linear map, respectively. Recall that, by Theorem B.7] we have that Px(y) = F(y) and
F(y) is also irreducible in K[y] by (i7) of Theorem 27l Let h(y) be an irreducible polynomial
in L[y] that divides Pg(y). Let

e = min{i: o' (y) = h(y)},

where if h(y) = Y, hiy', then h' (y) = > h‘z’ly’ Since P (y) € Kly], also h?' (y) divides
Pk (y), for each ¢ = {0,...,e — 1} as well. Since

1:[ h' (y) € K[y,
=0

and Pk (y) is irreducible in K[y] then, we get
e—1 )
F(y)=Px(y) = [[» W),
=0

where the h?' (y)’s are pairwise coprime and irreducible in L[y]. Let A(y) be the character-
istic polynomial of Ay. By Theorem 3.8, we have that A(y) € K[y] and so Px(y) | A(y).
This implies that k%' (y) divides A(y) in L[y] for each i € {1,...,e — 1}. Hence, since A(y)
and Pr(y) have the same irreducible factors in L[y] we have that h% (y) divides P (y),
for each i € {1,...,e — 1}. Therefore, F(y) = Pk(y) divides Pr(y) (and Pr(y) divides
Pk(y) = F(y)) and so F(y) = Pr(y). Hence the minimal polynomial F(y) of ¢’} seen as
K-linear map coincides with the minimal polynomial of QS? seen as LL-linear map, which

proves i). Now, the factors of A(y) are the he' (y)’s and each have the same multiplicity,
since A(y) € K[y]. As a consequence A(y) = F(y)¢, since deg(F(y)) = h/¢, which proves
the assertion. O

In the case of finite fields, since n = m and so ¢ = 1, as already noted in [55], the minimal
polynomial of ¢% over K coincide with the characteristic polynomial of Ay. However over
infinite fields, the above result shows that it can happen that £ = n/m > 1 and so in such
a case the characteristic polynomial of A; is the /-power of the the minimal polynomial of

n
¥ over K.
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Example 3.11. o let L = C,K = R, and o be the compler conjugation and R =
Clx;0]. Note that in this case n = 2. Let consider the polynomial f(z) = 2> +1 € R.
It can be easily seen that f(x) is an irreducible polynomial in R. Moreover,

0 -1 - -1 0
Cf=<1 O)GTLdAfZCfo=<O _1).
So the characteristic polynomial of Ay is equal to (y + 1)2. Alternatively, the bound
of f(z) is F(z?), where F(y) =y + 1. In this case (F(ZQ)) = (ﬂil) is 1somorphic to

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

241
t24+t+1 €

e Consider the setting of Section[3dl, and consider the polynomial f(x) = z%+
For (t)[z;0]. We have that

0 241 t24+1 0
Cr = PHHL ) and Ap = CpCF = | PHHL L0 .
1 0 0 t24t+1

24t+1
the bound of f(x) is F(x™), where F(y) = y+ titil and som =r and { =n/m = 2.
As a consequence of Theorem [310, the characteristic polynomial of Ay is equal to

F(y)? = 241 2
W)™ =y +e51) -

Note that if f(x) € R is an irreducible polynomial, then by (ii) of Theorem [Z7] we have
that ¢ divides deg(f(x)). So, we can always assume that the degree of f(z) is a multiple of
L.

2
Hence, the characteristic polynomial of Ay is equal to <y + 25241) . Alternatively,

Using the fact that the characteristic polynomial of Ay 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 Bl For finite fields, these results were already
proved in [55, Theorem 4] and [55, Theorem 5].

Theorem 3.12. Let R = L[z;0]. Then the following holds:

a) Let f(z) € R be monic and irreducible with non zero constant coefficient and let f*(z) =

F(z™). If deg(f(x)) = st, where £ = {p is as in [3)), then
Nyjie(fo) = (—1)* D F,
where fo and Fy are the constant coefficients of f(x) and F(z™), respectively.

b) If F(y) is a monic irreducible polynomial of Kly] having degree s, and g(x) is a monic
divisor of F(z™) in R of degree shl, for some h € {1,...,m}, where { = {p is as in (3,
then

N]L/]K(QO) = (‘USM(n_DFya

where go and Fy are the constant coefficients of g(x) and F(x™), respectively.

12



Proof. a) By Theorem [3.10, we know that the characteristic polynomial of A is equal to
F(y)!. This implies that

F¢ = F(0)" = det(—Af) = (—=1)*“ det(Ay).
Recalling that det(Ay) = (—1)£"SNL/K(f0), we have the assertion.

b) Let g(z) = hi(x)---h(x) be a factorization into irreducible polynomials. Then each

hi(x) divides F(z™). By i) of Theorem 2.7, we have that each h;(x) has degree s¢ and

t = h. Moreover, by part ii) of Theorem 27 we get that F(2™) is the bound of each

hi(x). Using i) of this theorem, we know that the constant coefficient of h;(x) has norm

from L to K equal to (—1)86("_1)F0€, for each ¢, and so since gg is the product of the
hi(x)’s, we have the assertion.

O

Via the isomorphism in (4)), we can identify an element in R/RF(z") with its associated
matrix in M, (E(f)), Moreover, by abuse of notation, we will often identify the class a +
RF(z™) € R/RF(z™), with a representative a(z) € R. The following theorem allows us to
calculate the rank of an element of an element of M,,(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(z™)
in R and ¢ = (n/m). Then for a non zero polynomial a(x) € R, it holds that

rk(a(z)) =m — é deg(gerd(a(z), F(z™))).
If K is finite, then n = m and

rk(a(z)) =n — é deg(gerd(a(x), F(z™))).

Remark 3.14. Let L = Fpn, s = 1, F(y) = y— 1, 27 = 2. Identifying a = Zzlz_ol a;z’
with the linearised polynomial A = Z?;Ol a;z?, we get that R/RF (z™) is isomorphic to the
ring of linearised polynomials with composition, modulo x4 — xz. Also, in this case and

irreducible divisor f of F(x™) has degree 1 and E(f) =TF,. Moreover, the map

R
RFG Endp, (Fgn) |
a= Z?;OI ajx' —> Lg: B E€Fypm— Z:‘L;ol a; 37

(®)

is an Fy-algebra isomorphism between R/R(z™ — 1) and M, (F,). Finally, we can see that
Theorem 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, X9" — X)), and we have

rk(A) = n — log, deg(ged(A, X7 — X)).

As a consequence of Theorem B.12] and Theorem B.I3] we get the following.

13



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(z™) in R and let { = bp = n/m. If
a(x) = ap+a1x + -+ + aske € R/RF(2™) is a non zero polynomial of degree at most sk,
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(z)) = skl and

Np/x (ao)

—(—1 skf(nfl)FkZ’
Np/k (aske) =1 0
where Fy is the constant coefficient of F(x™).

Proof. Using Theorem B.13] we have that

rk(a(z)) = m — S_1£ deg(serd(a(z), F(z™)) > m — é des(a(z)) > m — k.

If rk(a(z)) = m—k, then a(z) must have degree sk( and it is a divisor of F(z"). So a_ya(x)
is a monic divisor of F'(z™), and so by part b) of Theorem B.12] we have

ao ské(n—
N]L/K <a8k£> = (—1) ke( 1)F0]€Z,

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 Bl 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 =Fpn, K=TF,, s =1 and F(y) =y — 1, the above statement

translates to the fact that a linearized polynomial g = gox + g12° + ... + gk,lulc"ki1 + 2"
has all of its roots in 1L only if N]Fqn/Fq(gO) = (=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)

*: AXA— A  (a,b) »axb.

14



We say that an [F-algebra A is unital, if there exists a multiplicative identity 1 € A such that
lxa=a*1=a, for all a € A. For any a € A, left multiplication and right multiplication
by a define the endomorphisms L, R, € Endp(A) as:

L,:b—axb, Rg,:br—bxa,

for each b € A. We say that A is a division algebra if for all nonzero a € A, the maps L,
and R, are invertible maps. It is well-known, that when A is a finite dimensional algebra
over IF, 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 hi, ha, hs from A to A’ such that

hl (a* b) = hz(a) *, hg(b),

for all a,b € A. Clearly, when hy = hy = hg, then (A, +,%) and (A’,+',+') are isomorphic
as algebras. The concept of isotopy of algebras was introduced by Albert in [I], as a more
general notion of isomorphism. In his paper, he assumed that hq, ho, 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

Ny(A):={a€A:ax(bxc)=(axb)*c, forall bce A},
Np(A):=={beA:ax(bxc) = (axb)xc, forall a,c € A},
Ny(A):={ceA:ax(bxc)=(axb)xc, forall 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):={aeN(A): axb=bx*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 ' when A is unital, since we can identify
F14 C 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 € M, (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 M, (D) is a subset of M, (D), endowed
with the rank-distance function

d(A, B) = tk(A — B).

The minimum distance d of a code C C M, (D) is d = min{rk(A — B): A,B € C, A # 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 C M, (D) be a F'-linear rank-metric code. Assume that the dimension
of D as F'-vector space [D : '] is finite. Then

dimp (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 M, (FF) 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 L™,
where L is a finite extension field of FF and have come to be known as Gabidulin codes.

For an automorphism or anti-automorphism p of D and a matrix A € M, (D), A is the
matrix obtained from A by applying p to all its entries. The code equivalence for rank-metric
codes in M, (D) is defined by means of isometries of the whole space. More precisely, recall
that a (rank-metric) isometry of M, (D) is a bijection ¢ : M, (D) — M, (D) that preserves
the rank distance, i.e. tk(¢(A)—¢(B)) = rk(A—B), for any A, B € M, (D). In [20] and [61],
it is proved that if ¢ is an isometry of M, (D), then ¢ is of the form ¢(A) = X APY + Z, for
all A € M,(D), where X,Y € GL, (D), Z € M,(D) and p is an automorphism of D or ¢ is
of the form ¢(A) = X(AT)PY + Z, for all A € M, (D), where X,Y € GL,(D), Z € M,(D)
and p is an anti-automorphism of ). In this paper, we do not take into consideration the
latter form for ¢. So, we say that two rank-metric codes C,C’ C M, (D) are equivalent if

C=XC’Y+Z={XAPY +Z: AeC}, (10)

for some X,Y € GL,(D),Z € M,(D) and p an automorphism of D). Note that we can
assume Z = 0, when the codes are additive (i.e. C,C’ are additive subgroups of M, (D)).
When p 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 L, as defined in Section [4.1] to form the spread set

C(A) :={L,:a€ A} C End(A).
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This set is additively closed. As mentioned, each of these maps are invertible for a # 0.
The algebra A is a left-vector space over its right nucleus, and the maps maps L, can be
viewed as elements of Endy, (4)(A). Letting n denote the dimension of A over N,.(A), we
can, with slight abuse of notation, view the spread set as a rank-metric code

C(A) C Myp(N;(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 M, (D) with minimum distance n,
we can define an algebra multiplication by choosing an invertible additive map ¢ : D" — C
and defining
a*b:= ¢(a)b.

The algebra A = (D", %) is then a (not necessarily associative nor unital) division algebra
with right nucleus containing ID.
The choice of the map ¢ 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 My (D), with D a division ring. The left
tdealiser Z;(C) and the right idealiser I,(C) are defined as

T,(C) = {A € My(D): AC CC}

and
Z,(C)={B € My(D): CB CCC},

respectively.
The centraliser Cen(C) is defined as

Cen(C) ={A € M,(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)=Ty(C)NC(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) C Endp(A) be the spread set of A and CP’ = C(A°P) be the spread
set of A°P. Then the following F-algebra isomorphisms hold:

Ni(A) =TZ,(C), N,A)=TZ.(C), N.(A)=C(C?), 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 M, (D). Assuming that
C' = AC’"' B, for some A,B € GL,(D), and p € Aut(D), we have

7y(C) = (A™'Z4(C")A)?, and T,(C) = (BL,(C')B~")".
Furthermore, if both C and C' contain the identity, then
C(C) = (A~tc(CH A, and Z(C) = (A1 Z(C")A)".
In particular, if D is a finite field, then
Ze(C)| = |Ze(C')| and  |Z,(C)] = |Z,(C")]
and if both C and C' contain the identity, then
|C(C)]=1C(C)| and |Z(C)| = |Z(C")].

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

(IC], [Ze O], [Ze(C), [C(C)]; 12 (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 B.1] and
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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

aob:=abmod, f.

This is well defined, and non-zero for a,b # 0, due to the fact that R is a right-Euclidean
domain. This implies that (R/Rf,o) is a unital division algebras, known as a Petit algebra,
which we also denote by S;. For instance, the Petit Algebra (R/Rf,0), with f(z) =
2?2 — i € C[x;7], where ~ is the complex conjugation, is one of the first constructions of
a nonassociative division algebra [II]. Clearly, we have (R/Rf,o) = (R/Raf,0), for any
a € L*, so we can assume that f is monic. The algebra (R/Rf, o) is associative if and
only if f € Z(R). In [45], the nuclei and the centre of (R/Rf,o) are determined as follows.
Recall the definition of the eigenring £(f) from Definition

Theorem 4.6. Let f € R be an irreducible polynomial of degree h > 2, with f ¢ Z(R).
Consider the Petit algebra Sy. Then

Ni(S;) =L, Nu(Sp)=L, N(S;)=E(f), and Z(Sy) =K.

When o # id and h = 1, the equality between the eigenring of f and N,.(S¢) does not
hold. Indeed, R/Rf is isomorphic to L, and so N,(Sf) = L. In this case £(f) = {b €
L:o(b) =b} =1°.

We can describe a canonical isomorphism giving () 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(z") in R. Let f(z) € R be a monic irreducible divisor of F(z") in R. Note
that f*(x) = F(2") and deg(f) = ¢rs, where £{p = n/m. Since N,.(Sy) = £(f), R/Rf can

be regarded as a right £(f)-vector space. Moreover,
ntp = dimg(R/Rf) = [R/RF : No(SpIN-(Sp) : K] = [R/Rf : No(Sp)lsnt,

by Theorem [2.6] so R/Rf having dimension m over £(f). Now, for any a(x) € Rp, we have
that the left multiplication by a(z) in R/Rf is such that

La(:v)(b(x))a = (a(x)b(x) mOdrf(x))O‘ mod ;. f (x

= (a(z)b(z) — u(x)f(z))a mod , f(x) (for some u(z) € R)
= a(x)b(x)a — u(x) f(x)o mod , f(x)

= a(z)b(z)a mod , f(x) since o € E(f)
= a(z)(b(z)a)

= La(x) (b(x)a)a

for any b(z) € R/Rf and a € £(f). This means that L,,) € Endg(s)(R/Rf), or in other
words, the left multiplications by the elements of R/RF(z™) on the elements of R/Rf are
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E(f)-linear. So, we can consider the following map

R Ende () (R/R/)

a(z) + RF(2™) > L,:b(z)+Rf € RA} — a(z)b(z) + Rf € 1«% (11)

It is easy to check that L is well defined and comparing the dimension of R and Endg( s (R/Rf),
we get that L establishes the following £( f)-isomorphisms:

R
RF(z™)

= Endg(p)(R/Rf) = Endg(p) (E(f)™) = Mm(E(f)),

where the last two isomorphisms are defined up to a choice of an £(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 @ and L, where convenient.

Let C be a K'-linear subset of R/RF (z") = M,,(E(f)), with K’ < K such that dimg/ (C) =
m[E(f) : K], i.e. dimg/(C) = ml?s[K : K], with £ = £ = n/m. Assume that C is an MRD
code in My, (E(f)), i.e. d(C) =m. By (i) of Proposition 27, we know that deg(f) = s¢ and
so R/Rf is a K'-vector space having dimension m¢?s[K : K'| = dimg/(C). This means that
there exists a K'-linear isomorphism a € R/Rf — ¢(a) € C C Endg(y)(R/Rf), where we

R~

are using the isomorphism R = Endg (s (Ry), by (). The following holds.

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

axg b= ¢(a)(b), (12)

for any a,b € R/Rf defines a division algebras over K' having dimension m[E(f) : K] =
me?s[K : K'].

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

4.5.2 Previous constructions of MRD codes over finite fields

Let R = Fyn[z;0] and T(y) := y — 1. We recall the constructions of inequivalent linear

MRD codes in M, (F,) = %:

I) the first construction of linear MRD codes was provided by Delsarte in [10] and later
rediscovered by Gabidulin in [I3] 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:

R

{ap + a1z + ... + ap_12" 1 a; € Fogn} C RT (@)

= M, (Fy)
A code belonging to this family as left and right idealisers isomorphic to Fyn.
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1)

I11)

V)

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
R

RT(z™)

where 7 € Aut(Fyn) and n € Fgn is such that Nqn/q/(n)Nq/q/((—l)k") # 1, with

Fy =TF,". Such code is an MRD code in M, (FF,) linear over the field F,. An AGTG

code has parameters

{ap + a1z + ...+ ap_12" 1+ T(ao)nxk: a; €Fgn} C = My (Fy)

(pFe, pred), plneke=i) pe, pled)), (13)
where ¢ = p¢ and 7(z) = 2.

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

Fyn[z; o]

{af + a1z + ...+ ap_12" 7 + yalz®: a; € Fyn,afy,af € Fye} C @ 1)

= My (Fy)
where v is an element of Fyn such that Ngn /,(v) is not a square in IF;. A code of this
family has parameters (¢"*, ¢"/2,¢"/?,q,q).

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

Fyn[z;0]
(z" = 1)

1

{ap + a1z + asx® : ag, a1, as € Fgn} C M, (Fy)

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

Other MRD codes are of the form

Fyn[z; 0]

{ao +a1f(x) rag,a1 € Fgn} C =y

= My (Fy),

where f(z) belongs to a special class of polynomial, called scattered polynomials. See
[BHBL7LOLB3L34L37,40,46,56,62] for the known construction. Such codes have their left
idealiser isomorphic to Fyn.

21



4.5.3 Recent constructions of division algebras and MRD codes from skew
polynomial rings

Using the setting described in Section [22] let p € Aut(L) and define K’ = L” N K and we
assume that K/K' is a finite field extension; the following family

_ R
Sn,sk(n,p, F) :={ao+arz+.. A a1z 1+na6’xks+RF(x"): a; €L} C RF(z)’ (14)

where n € 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 £z = 1. More precisely, the
following MRD codes in M,,(EFr) 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 {p = 1. Then the set S, s r(n,p, F') defines a K'-linear
MRD code in Rp = M, (EFr) having minimum distance n — k + 1, for any n € L such that
NL/K’(”)NK/K’((_1)%(”71)}%) # 1.

Over finite fields, the family Sy, ¢ x(n, p, ) incorporates the generalized Gabidulin codes

and AGTG code. Indeed, the former are of form S, 1 (0,0,y —1) and the latter of the form

Sn,Lk(n’ Y — 1)
As we see, the case {p # 1, (i.e. m # m) is not considered. In particular, we do not
obtain any constructions for the situation of Section Bl In Section B we will rectify this.

In the finite field case, the family S, s (1, p, F') has the following parameters. See
Remark for a comment on this result.

Theorem 4.9 (see [55, Theorem 9]). Let ¢ = p°, for some prime p. Assume that k < mn/2
and sk > 1. Let C = Sy, s 1(n,p, F) € My(Fys) defined as in (Idl). Assume that y° = y?"
and y° = yPEj for anyy € Fyn, with (j,n) = 1. Let C' be any code equivalent to C containing
the identity. If n # 0, then

Z,(C) = Fpne.n) Z.(C') = F p(ne,ske—n) C(C") 2 Fpse, and Z(C') = Fpe.n)
If n=0, then S, s 1(0,p, F) = Sy, 5%x(0,0, F) for all p, and
Zo(C') 2 Fpne, Z,(C') 2Fpne, C(C') X Fpse, and Z(C') = Fpe.
Using the above result, it was proven that S,  x(7, p, F) contains new MRD codes for

1 <k <n/2, for all n,s with ged(n,s) > 1 and ged(n, s) does not divide e, where ¢ = p®,
see [55, Theorem 11].
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5 New constructions of division algebras and MRD codes for
arbitrary /p

In this section, we extend the construction from [55], [58] in Equation (I4]) to division
algebras and MRD codes for any irreducible polynomial F(y) € K]y]; in particular we do
not assume that {p = 1. Clearly, when m # n, we have R/RF (z") = M,,(E(f)). When
m = 1, we get that R/RF(2") = Sy = N,(Sf). In order to construct optimal subsets of
matrices in M, (E(f)), we need that m > 1. Clearly m = 1 corresponds to the case where
F(z™) 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 [.§] over any
cyclic Galois extension L /K of degree n for any irreducible monic polynomial F(y) € Kly].
We consider the setting described in Section 2.2, and we let p € Aut(L), define K’ = L’ NK
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(z") and assume that f ¢ Z(R).
Let k < m be a positive integer, then the set

Spstk(m, 0, F) = {ao + a1z + ... + agre_12°¥ 1 4 nallz** + RF(2™): a; € L}

defines a K'-linear MRD code in Rp = M, (E(f)) having minimum distance m —k +1, for
any n € L such that NL/KI(T])NK/KI((—1)Sk€(n_1)Fé€£) # 1, where { = lp =n/m.

Proof. Let C = Sy s0.1(n, p, F). First, note that since k < m, we have skl = skn/m < sn =
deg(F(z™)). 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'] = dimg/(C)
<m(m—d(C) +1)[E(f) : K]
=m(m —d(C) +1)[E(f) : Er|[EFr : K][K : K']
=m(m —d(C) + 1)*s[K : K],

where the last equality follows by the fact £(f) has degree £ over Ep, cf. Theorem 2.6l This
implies that d(C) < m —k+1 and so in order to prove that S, s¢ x(n, p, 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(z) = ag + a1z + ... + agpe_ 125 + naﬁxsw such that a(z) + RF(z") is a
non zero element of C. If ag = 0, the claim immediately follows by Theorem Suppose
now, ag # 0, then rk(a(x)) > m — k and suppose by contradiction that rk(a(z)) = m — k.
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Still by Theorem B.15] we need to have

Nk (a0)

- (-1 skﬁ(n—l)Fkﬁ’
Nk (nag) - 0

from which
(—1)8k£(n71)Fé€ZNL/K(U)NL/K(aopaJl) = 1.

Taking the norm from K to K’ of both sides, we have a contradiction with our hypothesis.
Therefore, rk(a(z)) > m — k + 1, that concludes the proof. O

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 S, s¢1(n, p, 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)) = st, where £ = Lp is as in @B). For any n € L such that Ny jx/(nfo) # 1, where
fo is the constant coefficient of f, the map

iyel—=y—nyfoel
is a K'-linear isomorphism.

Proof. Clearly, 7, is a K'-linear homomorphism of L. Recall that [L : K'] < oo, and so,
to prove the assertion, it is enough to show that 7, is injective. Assume that there exists
b € L* such that b — nb”fo = 0. Then nfy = bb~7, implying that Ny x/(nfo) = 1, a
contradiction. O

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

Lemma 5.3. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f ¢ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = st, where ¢ = Lp is as in @) and let f*(x) = F(z™). Let n € L such that
N]L/K/(nfo) % 1, where fy is the constant coefficient of f. Then the map

st—1 st—1
R .
s : (ao—naffo)+ Y _ aix’ € —— > (ag—naffo)+ > _ aia'+naff(z) € Spee1(n, p, F), (15)
i=1 Rf i=1

is a K'-linear isomorphism. Moreover, ¢s(R/Rf) is a K'-vector subspace of Endg(s)(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 (ag — nal fo) + Zfﬁ;l a;x', with ag,...,as—_1 € L. Now, note that

sf—1 sl—1
(a0 — naf fo) + Y air’ + naf f(z) = ao+ Y _ (ai + fimaf)a' + nafz® € Spo1(n, p, F).
i=1 =1
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Thus, ¢g is well-defined, and it is easy to check that it is a K’-linear isomorphism. Fi-
nally, we show that ¢g is an isomorphism. Note that dimg/(R/Rf) = [L : K"]s¢ =
dimg/ (Sp.se,1(1, p, 7)), so to prove the assertion, it is enough to show that 7, is injective.
Assume that (ag —naf fo) + Zfi_ll a;xt +nal f(z) € Spsea(n, p, F) C Endg s (R/Rf) is the
zero map. Then, by (II), we get

sl—1
(ao — naf fo) + Z a;z’ +naf f(x) = 0 mod f
i=1
which implies that
sl—1 A
(a0 —naffo) + Y air’ = 0 mod f
i=1
and so ag = - -+ = ag—1 = 0, proving that ¢g is invertible. Finally, we need to show that

any element of ¢g(R/Rf) is an invertible map of S, ¢ 1(n, p, F'). We note that, by using (a)
of Theorem [3.12] that Ny, g/ (n)NK/K/((—1)5]“("_1)F0M) = N x/(nfo) # 1, so the assertion
follows from Theorem [B.] for the case k = 1. O

Theorem 5.4. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f ¢ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = s, where £ = {p is as in [@). Let n € I such that Ny jx/(nfo) # 1, where fo is
the constant coefficient of f. In R/Rf, the operation

sl—1 sl—1 s—1 sl—1
((ao —nag fo) + Z a,w’) x5 Z bix! = <(a0 — nag fo) + Z a;x’ + naéf(x)) Z b,
i—1 i=0 i=1 =0
defines a division algebra over K', having dimension mf?s[K : K'].

Proof. Let ¢ := ¢g as in Lemma 5.3l The assertion follows by Lemma [4.71 O

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(z™) and assume that f ¢ Z(R).
Let C = Sy, o0 1(n, p, F) defined as in Theorem [21 and £ > 1. Assume that 1 < k < m/2
and skf > 2. Then:

e ifn#0, we have

1 o.skZ

T,(C) =P, Z.(C)=LF ™ )2 Ep, and Z(C) =K

e ifn =0, we have
C)=L, Z.(C)=L, CC)=Ep, and Z(C)=K.
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Proof. We use the same strategy of [55] Theorem 9]. First we compute Z;(C), proving
that it consists of constant polynomials. We start by proving that any element of Z;(C)
has degree at most skf — 1. If n = 0, then 1 € C and so Z;(C) C C, implying that any
g € Zy(C) has degree at most skl — 1. Assume now that n # 0. If g € Z;(C), we must have
that gax’ mod F(2") € C, for all @ € L and i € {1,...,skf —1}. As skl > 1, this set is
non-empty. Consider i = 1. If F(y) = Fo + Fiy + ...+ Fs_1y° ' + y°, then

ns—1

s—1
gxr mOdF(xn) = <Z gilxi> — Uns—1 ZECE”J
i=1 7=0

Hence for all i € {skf+ 1,...,ns — 1}, we have

] i # 0 modn
i1 = Ins—1F; 1= 0 modn.

We want to show that g,s_1 = 0, proving that deg(g) < skf — 1. The coefficient of x**
in gr mod F(2") 18 gspe—1 — Gns—1Fske/m, where Fgy = 0, if skf/n is not an integer.
Meanwhile, the constant coefficient is —gy,s—1Fp. Therefore as gx mod F'(z") € C, we need

gske—1 — gns—lFskﬁ/n = _nFé)gzs—l'

Since sk¢ > 2, we also get that gz? mod F(z") € C. The coefficient of z***1 in g2 mod F'(z")
1S gske—1 — gns—1Fspe/n, and so this must be zero. Hence we have that —nFfgh. | =0, and
since n # 0 and Fy # 0, we must have g,s—1 = 0, as claimed. Therefore

Zy(C) € {g mod F(z"): deg(g) < skl}.

So, let g € Z,(C), and deg(g) < skf. Then since skf > 1, we have 2°*~1 € C, and hence
gz**=1 mod F(z™) € C. Now since deg(gz**~1) < 25kl —1 < ns, we have gz**~! € C. But
gk = goasFt 4o g skt 4 g1 and so g = go. Clearly if a € C with ag = 0,
then gpa € C for all gy € L. Now go(agp + nagxsu) € C if and only if gynaf = n(goap)”, and
so if n # 0 then gf = go. Hence

Z(C) :{ ]EP Zig

Arguing as in the first part, we can show that if g € Z,;(C) then deg(g) < sk¢, and g = go.

k) gy € C if and only if ggsunag = n(goap)”, and so if n # 0 then gf = gSSk.

Lpfloaskﬁ 0
L) = { L Z i 0.

Now, (ag +nahz
Hence

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. O
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Next, we determine the nuclei of the division algebras (R/Rf,*g). Note that (R/Rf,*g)
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)) = st, where £ = Lp is as in @) and let f*(x) = F(z™). Let

E; ={2(z")+ Rf: 2(a") € Z(R)}.

Consider the map z(2") + RF(2") € Ep w— z(2") + Rf € Ef. Then E; with the multipli-
cation induced by this map is a field isomorphic to Ep.

Proof. 1t is easy to see that the map z(2") + RF(2") € Ep — z(2") + Rf € Ey 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(z") + RF(z") = 0+ Rf,
with z(2") € Z(R), then f is a right divisor of z(z"). Now, z(z") € Z(R) and since f # x
is irreducible then F'(z™) is a bound of f, implying that F'(z"™) divides z(z™). Therefore,
z(z"™) + RF(2™) = 0+ RF(z"), proving injectivity. O

Note that 2™ 4+ Rf € Ey, and since Ey is a field, there exists z(2") € Z(R) such that
z(2™)z™ = 1 mod f. As a consequence, z(x")z"*~! is the inverse of z 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)) = st, where £ = {p is as in @B). Let n € L such that Ny x/(nfo) # 1, where fo
is the constant coefficient of f. Let z(2™) € Z(R) such that z(z™)x"™ =1 mod f. In R/Rf,

the operation
sl—1 sl—1
<(ao — nag fo) + Z aixz> *gr Z bixt =
=0

i=1

st—1 st—1
((ao —nalfo) + 3wt + naf <x>> 2@ Y biat,
i=1 =0

defines a unital division algebra (R/Rf,*s:) over K with unity x that is isotopic to (R/Rf,*g)
as in Theorem having dimension m¢?s[K : K'].

Proof. By considering the invertible maps hy = hy = id and hy : g(x) € R/Rf
g(x)z(x)x*"~! € R/Rf, we have that

hi(a(z) xg b(x)) = ha(a(x)) xs ha(b(x)),
for every a(x).b(x) € R/Rf. O

Theorem 5.8. Consider the unital division algebra A = (R/Rf,*s/) defined as in Theo-
rem [5.7, with n # 0. Assume that s¢ > 2. Then:

1 O_SZ

NJ(A) 2L, Np(A)=LP " N(A)=E(f), and Z(A) =K/
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Proof. Let C = C(A) C Endg/(R/Rf) be the spread set of A. First we determine the left
and right nucleus of A. Via Proposition [£.3] we know that
Ni(A) 2 {¢ € Endg/(R/Rf): ¢ o €C, for every p € C}.

Now, since C C Endg(y)(R/Rf), we deduce that the maps in N;(A) need to be (f)-linear,
and so Nj(A) =2 {g € R/RF(z"): ga € C for every a € C}. Thus, the results follow from
Proposition The same arguments apply for the calculation of the middle nucleus of A.
Now, we determine the right nucleus of A. Consider

sf—1 sf—1

A R
a=(ag—nalfo) + > @’ b= (bo—nbffo) + > bix' € R
i=1 i=1

with a;,b; € L, and let ¢ € R/Rf. Let Z(x) := 2(z™)2*" ! and let u,v,w,z € R be the
unique elements such that
(a+nalf)Zb=uf +v (16)
(b+nbif) Ze=wf+ =
Let v(x) = (vo — vl fo) + 3255 vz, So, we have that

(axg b) *grc = (v+nuhf) Zc mod f

17
= ((a+nalf) Zb—uf + nvb f) Zc mod f (17)
On the other hand,
axs (bxsc) = (a+nalf) Z ((b+nblf) Ze — wf) mod f (18)
Therefore, ¢ € N, (A), i,e. (a*xg b) xgr ¢ = axg (bxg ¢) if and only if, by using (I7) and
(@3,
—ufZe+nulfZc = aZnblfZec+ nao’ fZnbyfZc mod f. (19)

We now prove that N,.(A) = z&(f). Clearly, if ¢ € 2€(f), then 7 tc = Zc € &(f), and so
fZc=0mod f. As a consequence, (9] is satisfied, implying that z€(f) C N,.(A).

Conversely, if ¢ € N,(A), (I holds for any a,b € R/Rf. Let a = 22 and b = 1 =
to + nth fo, with to € L*. Then (I6) reads as

227 =u'f +. (20)

By taking the equation modulo f, we obtain v' = = and hence vj, = 0.
As a consequence, from (I9) we have

—u'fZc= ﬂ:2Z77t8ch mod f,
which, together with (20]), implies that
2 ZZc+xZc =2 InthfZec.

So
antyfZe =0 mod f,

which in turn implies that ¢ € z&E(f).
The assertion follows from the fact that £(f) is isomorphic to (xE(f),*gr). O
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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.

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

e I/ is the subfield of L such that K<L/ <L and [L': L] = 2.

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

We introduce and investigate the following family

skf{—1
) R
Dysti(7, F) = {a{) + Z; aiz’ +yafz*™ + RF(z"): a; € L, ap, aff € L’} S RE@@)’

(21)
where v € L*.
We prove that under certain assumption on =, the above family produces examples of
MRD codes.

Theorem 5.9. Let f be a monic irreducible factor of F(z™) and assume that f ¢ Z(R). Let
k < m be a positive integer. Then the set Dy, o (7, F') defined as in 1)) defines a K-linear
MRD code in Rp = My, (E(f)) with minimum distance m — k + 1, for any v € L\ 1" such
that (—1)SMF6MN]L/K(7) is not a square in K.

Proof. 1t can be easily proved that C = D,, s (7, F') is K-linear having dimension nsk¢ over
K. Arguing as in the proof of Theorem [51], to prove that D,, s (7, F') defines an MRD code
in My, (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(z) = af + S5 aa’ + yalja** + RF(2™) be a non zero element of C.
If aj = 0, the claim immediately follows by Theorem So assume that aj # 0, then
rk(h(x)) > m — k and suppose by contradiction that rk(h(xz)) = m — k. Again by Theorem

B.I5] we must have

NL/K(G6) )
— (=1)% (n—l)Fk;f — (-1 k:Sdka,
Np/x (vag) - 0 =D
and so Ny w(ah)
L/K\@g skt okl
— = = (-1 F7*N 22
N]L/K(ag) ( ) 0 ]L/K(V) ( )
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On the other hand, by the fundamental Theorem of the Galois Theory we have that
Gal(L/L') = ("),

and since a,b € I/, we get

Npk(ap) <NL’/K((16)>2
NL/K(%’) B NL’/K(ag)

The last equation together with ([22]) lead to a contradiction to the assumption on

(—1)** FF*Ny k(7). O

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

Lemma 5.10. Let f be a monic irreducible of R and assume that f ¢ Z(R). Assume that
deg(f(x)) = st, where £ = lp is as in @) and let f*(x) = F(a™). Let v € L such that
v/ fo € L\L" and Ny x(v) is not a square in K, where fy is the constant coefficient of f.
Then v € L\ L' and the map

sl—1 sl—1

¢p : (a6+7a6/)+z a;x’ € R/Rf — (af+~yaf) +Z a;x () € Dy sr1 (—%,F) )
i=1 0
(23)
for any a; € L and a,ay € L' is a K-linear isomorphism. Moreover, ¢p(R/Rf) is a
K-vector space of invertible maps of Endg(s)(R/Rf).

Proof. Assume by contradiction that v € . Then
NL/K(W) = (NL'/K(V))Z,

implying that Ny, k(7) is a square in K, that contradicts our hypothesis. Now, from (a) of
Theorem [B.12] we have that Ny x(fo) = (—1)*‘F¥, where Fy is the constant coefficient of
F(z™). This implies that

Nk (7)
—1)*FN ) S (cpt e T _
(1) ENu e () = ()R S = N e)
As a consequence, (—1)* FXNp, /K < ) is not a square in K. Finally, consider D;, ¢ 1 <—%, F >
as in Equation (21)). Since 7,7/ fo € L/L/, the map ¢p is a K-linear isomorphism. More-

over, since (—1)SZF5N]L /K <—% is not a square in K, Theorem 5.9 for the case k = 1 proves

the assertion. O
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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)) = st, where £ = {p is as in @B). Let v € L such that v/fy € L\ L' and N /x(v)
is not a square in K, where fy is the constant coefficient of f. In R/Rf, the operation

_ / / sl—1 sl—1 i

axpb = <(a0 +ag) + 20 aiw ) *D Yimg biT

= ((ah +ya) + 35" s’ = Faff (@) il b’

= <a - %a’d ) b,
for any a;,b; € L and ajy,aq € L/, defines a unital division algebra over K with unity 1,
having dimension nst.

Proof. Let ¢ := ¢p as in Lemma [5.10l The assertion follows by Lemma [4.7] O

5.4 ldealisers and nuclei for our second new family

In the next result, we compute the idealisers, the centralizer and the centre of D,, s (7, F).

Theorem 5.12. Let f be a monic irreducible factor of F(z™) and assume that f ¢ Z(R).
Let C = Dy, 0 1(7, F) defined as 21). Assume that 1 <k <m/2 and skl > 2. Then

L(C)=L, Z.(C)x=L', CC)=Ep, and Z(C)=K;

Proof. Let start by computing Z,;(C). Let g(z) = go + g1Z + - gsn_12°" "' € R such that
o(x) € THC) \ 0}, i
g(x)h(x) € C,

for every h(z) € C. Since 1 € C, then g(z) € C and deg(g(x)) < skl i.e. g; = 0, for any

i€ {skf+1,...,sn —1}. Moreover, since skf > 2, we have 2°**~! € C, and so
g(x)xskﬁ—l _ goxskﬁ—l +g13€8k£ + .. _gskxlskﬁ—l eC. (24)
Since 2skl —1 < sn —1,we have go = - -+ = gspe—1 = 0 and deg(g(z)) < 1. Finally, using

that y2**¢ € C, we get that goyz* + g1o(7)2z**+! € C and since sk + 1 < sn, we have that
g1 = 0 and gy € . This means that

Zy(C) = {go + RF(a"): go e 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(z) = go+ g1+ -+ gsn—1
R/RF(z™) such that g(x) + RF(2™) € C(C) \ {0}, i.e.

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

for every h(xz) € C. For any a € L', we have that a € C and ag(x) — g(x)a € RF(a™).
Since deg(ag(z) — g(z)a) < ns, we get ag(z) — g(z)a = 0 in R. Therefore, g(z) € L[z, o]

sn—1 c
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and deg(g(z)) < ns —t < ns — 2. Furthermore, let ( € L ¢ L'. We have that (zg(z) —
g(x)(x € RF(z"). But as deg(g(x)) < mns — 2, we must have (zg(r) — g(z){z in R and
so g(x) € K[z"] = Z(R). This implies that C'(C) = Ep. Finally, Z(C') = Z,(C) N C(C) =
ErNn{go+ RF(z"): go € L'}, completing the proof. O

The nuclei and the centre of the division algebras defined in Theorem [E.I1] are the
following.

Theorem 5.13. Consider the unital division algebra A = (R/Rf,xp) defined as in Theo-
rem 211 Then

N(A) =L/, N,(A) 2L, N.(A)2E(f), and Z(A)=K;

Proof. Let C = C(A) C Endg/(R/Rf) be the spread set of A. First, we determine the left
and right nucleus of A. As in the proof of Theorem (.8, we get that

Ny(A) = {¢ € R/RF(z"™): pop €C, for every p € C}.

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

sl—1 sl—1

a = (ay +yag) —i—Za,x b= (by +by) —i—me € —

=1 Rf

with af, aj, by,by € L' and let ¢ € R/Rf. Let u,v,w,z € R be the unique elements such
that

axpb = ((a'o—i-’ya{)')—i-Zlelalx - Fag (x))b: uf +v
bxp c :<(b’+7b”)+28€ Vbt — b0 (x )>c: wf + 2.

Let v = (v{ 4+ v5y) + Zsz Juat. So, we have that

(axpb)*pec = v—y?—%f)cmodf

(25)
= (ab—yf—gfb) —uf—wf—gf>cmodf
On the other hand,

a*p (b*p c) :(a—yt}—g ><(bc—7 fc)—wf)modf (26)
Therefore, ¢ € N,.(A), i,e. (axpb)*pc=axp (bxp c) if and only if, by using (25]) and (20),

v b ag . b
ufc+y—fc=ay—-fc+vy—fy—-fc mod f. 27
TRARE AR e 27

32



Clearly, if ¢ € £(f), then fc = 0 mod f and so (27)) is satisfied, implying that £(f) C N,.(A).
Conversely, if ¢ € N,.(A), 1) holds for any a,b € R/Rf. So, let a = z and b = %=1, Then
u=1v=— Zfﬁgl it al = b = 0. So, ([27) reads as

<1—7—0”) fc=0 mod f.

fo
Now, note that (1 — 7%) # 0, otherwise fj =0 and so v/fo = 1/f € L', a contradiction
to our hypotheses. Therefore, fc =0 mod f, and so ¢ € £(f). O

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 £(f). This problem for instance has been considered in [47], where it is
used the derivation ring L[z; §], whereas here we provide new examples arising from a skew
polynomial ring with ¢ # id. Moreover, we prove that these algebras are not isotopic to
each other, nor to that of Petit.

Consider the setting of Section 3.1l and the skew polynomial ring L[x; o], with . = For (¢)

and K = Fy(s). The polynomial f(x) = 22 + tgti‘ﬁl is irreducible in L[x; 0], and

t2+1 \"
F(y) = — ).
W) =y+ <t2+t+1>
is such that f*(x) = F(z™). So, in this case we have {r = 2, and s = 1.

By making use of this framework, together with the results provided in Theorem [(.4]
and Theorem [5.8] we obtain the first family.

Theorem 5.14. Let n € L such that Ny x(nfo) # 1, where fo is the constant coefficient of
f. In R/Rf, the operation

((ao —nao fo) + arw) xs (bo + b1z) == ((ao — nao fo) + a1z + nao f(x)) (bo + b1x),

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

N(A) 2L, Nu(A)=Fat), N.(A)ZE(f), and Z(A)=TFys).

Now let I/ = Fyr(s) and note that [L : L'] = 2. Together with the results provided in
Theorem [B.11] and Theorem B.13], we obtain the second family.

Theorem 5.15. Let v € L such that v/ fo € L\L' and Ny, x(7) is not a square in K, where
fo is the constant coefficient of f. In R/Rf, the operation

axpb = ((aj+~af) + a1z) *p (bo + bix)
= ((ah +vaf) + az — Faf f(2)) (b + b12)
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for any a;,b; € L and ajy,ay € L/, defines a unital division algebra over K with unity 1,
having dimension 2n. Moreover, (R/Rf,*p) has parameters

Ny(A) 2L, Ny,(A)=L, N.(A)XE(f), and Z(A) =K,

Example 5.16. Let v = 1 +t. We prove that this choice of v satisfy the hypothesis of
2
Theorem [518. Recall that fy = 11—, so we have that

t24+t+17
t2+t+1
y_vrirl oo
fo t+1
Since 0 <t2:;—tf1) = %, we have that % ¢ 1L'. Moreover,

t+1>" (140

Ny (v) = <(1 +1) - P P

S0 NL/K(’Y) cannot be a square in K, otherwise t" would have to be a square, which is not
possible since r is odd. Thus, with this choice of v, by Theorem [518, we obtain a unital
division algebra over K.

We now prove that the algebras constructed in Theorem [£.14] and Theorem [(.15] are not
isotopic and or to that of Petit.

Theorem 5.17. The algebras (R/Rf,*s) and (R/Rf,*p) 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.§ and Theorem 513l we know that the right nucleus of (R/Rf,*s)
and (R/Rf,*p) is isomorphic to the eigenring £(f) of f. This turns out to be a central
division algebra over Ep ~ F(;Sf;ggl ~ Fy(s) having degree {p = n/m = 2. Assume, now
that A; = (R/Rf,xs) and Ay = (R/Rf,*p) are isotopic. Then the respective nuclei are
K-isomorphic. So N;(A;) = L would be K-isomorphic to N;(Ag) 2 L. Hence, n = [L : K] =
[l : K] = n/2, a contradiction. In the same spirit, by comparing the middle nuclei of the
algebras Aq, As and those of Petit, we get the assertion. O

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 that D,, s (v, F)
properly contains the family of Trombetti-Zhou codes and Hughes-Kleinfeld semifields.
Moreover, we also show that the family D, s (v, F') contains new MRD codes for infi-
nite parameters and new semifields. Recall that in finite field case, we have n = m (and
lp=1) and E(f) = EF, cf. Proposition 271 This also means that

R
RF(zn)

>~ M, (Ep) 2= M, (queg(p>> .
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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 £ > 1

Recall the known MRD codes listed in Section 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 IL. = Fyn,
L' =F, and K = Fy, from Theorem 5.9, we get the following construction of MRD codes
in M, (Fgs).
Theorem 6.1. Assume that g be an odd prime power. Let n = 2t > 4 and o be a generator
of the Galois group Gal(Fgn/Fy) and consider R = Fynlx;0]. Assume that F(y) # y is a

monic irreducible monic polynomial in F,[y] having degree s and let Ep = (]1};‘1(5/)]) = Fys and
Rp = M, (Fgs). For a positive integer k < n, the set

sk—1
Dy sk(7, F) = {a{) + ; a;x’ —|—'ya8x8k + RF(2"): a; € Fyn,ag,a € th} - RF}(%m”)’
(28)
defines an Fy-linear MRD code in Rp = M, (Fqs) with minimum distance n — k + 1 and
dimension nsk for any v € Fgn such that (—1)ksF§NFqn/Fq (7) is not a square in F,.

When s = 1 and F(y) = y — 1, the construction D, ; x(v,y — 1) coincides with a
Trombetti-Zhou codes defined in III). In this case, Dy 1 k(7,y — 1) defines an MRD code in
M, (F,), for any v € Fyn such that (—1)ksF§NFqn/Fq (7) = N, /r, (7) is not a square in Fg.

By Theorem [5.12]adapted for the finite field case, the parameters of D,, s (7, F') are the
following,.

Theorem 6.2. Assume that k < n/2 and sk > 2. Let C = Dy, 5 (7, F) defined as in (28]).
Then
7,(C) = F

q"

I,(C) = Fy, C(C)=Fy, and Z(C)=TF,

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

Theorem 6.3. The family D, s (v, F), with n = 2t, contains new MRD codes for all
1<k<t, t>2ands >3 such that n{ sk.
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Proof. By Theorem [6.2] we know that a code C = D,, 5 (7, F') has as parameters

4 q.q%,q). (29)

Any code C’ that is equivalent to C need to have the same parameters, see Proposition E.4l
Let ¢ = p°.

nsk

(¢

1. The codes of the families I), IV) and V) in M, (Fys) and their adjoint and/or dual,
when their size is equal to ¢™**, have an idealiser isomorphic to F4ns and so are not
equivalent to C.

2. Note that an AGTG code in M,,(F4s) described as in II), by (I3]) has parameters

(pnkse’ p(nse,j)’p(nse,ksefj)’ pse,p(se,j)> ,
where 7(z) = 2P, with 0 < j < ens. For an AGTG code to have parameters as in (Z9)),
we need to have (nse, j) = et, implying that j = gjet, for some odd natural number g;.
The third parameter shows that we would require that (nse, kse — j) = et, and hence
kse — giet = gote, for some odd natural number gy. Therefore, we get ks = (g2 — g1)t,
and since go — g1 is even, by the assumptions on s, k and ¢, 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 M, (Fgs):

{ag + a12® + ... + ap_ 1255V 4 7(ag)na®*: a; € Fyn} C M, (Fys)
is equivalent to the code
{ao + a12° + ... + ap_pp12°"F ) — 7 Y agn)z* "R a; € Fgn} © My, (Fys)
and so it is still an AGTG code, as well.

3. A Trombetti-Zhou code in M,,(F,s) has parameters (¢"**, ¢**,¢*', ¢*, ¢*). 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 D, ;x(v, F) cannot be
equivalent to a code belonging to this family.

4. Finally, we compare C with a code of type Sy, s k(7 F'), with 1 < k < n/2. Assume
that y? = yph, with h < ne and o(y) = y?” for any y € Fyn, with (j,n) = 1. Then,
by Theorem 9] S, 5 (7, F') has parameters

<pnske,p(ne,h)’p(ne,skefh)’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 ¢, we get that C and S, s x(7/, 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 S, s x(y', F').

O

6.2 Newness of semifields

Here, we explicitly describe the semifield obtained by our construction. In the case L = Fyn,
L' = F; and K = Fy, from Theorem B.IT] 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 Fys-linear
endomorphisms, whereas we would need to compute the centraliser inside the space of
Fy-linear endomorphisms.

Theorem 6.4. Assume that g be an odd prime power. Let n = 2t > 4 and o be a generator
of the Galois group Gal(Fgn/F,), and consider R = Fyn[z;0]. Assume that F(y) # y is a
monic irreducible monic polynomial in F,y] having degree s, and let Ep = (I;q([g)]) = Fgs and
Rp = % = My (Fgs). Let f be a monic irreducible factor of F'(z") in R.

Let v € Fgn such that v/ fo € Fgn \ Fgt and Nyn j4(7) is not a square in Fy, where fo is
the constant coefficient of f. In R/Rf, the operation

axpb = <(a6 +al) + ! aixi) *p S5 i
= ((ah +vaf) + T35 ain' = Faff(@)) i bia'
= <a - Fag ) b,

for any a;, by € Fgn and agy,ag € Fye, defines a semifield of order ¢"*.

For s=1, F(y) =y —1and f(xz) = 2 — 1, we get the semifield where the multiplication
between two elements ¢,d € Fyn, is defined as follows. Assume that o(r) = 2%, with

(jym) =1 and A7+ = 4 + vy, for some u,v € Fo. If ¢ = co +~ye1 and d = dy + vdy, with
co,C1,do,d1 € th. Then

cxp d = (co+yec1) *p (do + vdy)
= (co +yerz) (do + ydy) mod f
= codo + yeody + yerdd + 4T e d?
= (codo + c1d? u) + ~v(cody + Cldgs +c1d] v).
This means that if we identify Fyn with Fg: & Fy, the following multiplication

(co,c1) *p (do, d1) = (codo + c1df u, cody + erd + crdf v),
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defines a semifield in Fg: @ Fg.

The opposite algebra of (Fyt ® Fy,xp), i.e. the dual of the semifield (Fye @ Fyt,%p),
obtained by reversing the multiplication *p 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 N,,(H) = Fy and N, (H) = F, and in [21], it was
proved that a + b € Ny(H) if and only if

2s 2s s s
a? +b07 v =a+bTv
s s 2s s 2s 2s s
bu+a®v 4+ b7 0% = b7 ul +a? v+ b4 T+

Since the semifield (R/Rf,*xp), when s = 1, coincides with H and N;(H) = N, (H),
N,,(H?) = N,(H) and N, (H?) = N;(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

(@*,4",4",4°,q)

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem [5.13] O

Let us denote the family of semifields defined in Theorem as D, s, recalling that
the corresponding spread set coincides with D,, 5 1(7/, F') for some 7' and some F' of degree
s. We will show that for certain choices of n,t,s, the parameters of D, ; 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.

D, s | (@**,d', " ¢°,q) |
PZ (p?", p(misd) | p(nat) | plnag) (i) [63]
Sns1(n,p, F), n# 0 | (prse, pneh) plnees=h) pes pleh)) |55, Corollary 1]
Sn.s,1(0,p, F) (p"se, p", ™, p©, p©) [55, Corollary 1]
S (p*™, p°%, p?, p°, ) [15]
So.r.am (p?m, plabm) plabm) p2am) .y [29]

Remark 6.6. There is an error in the proof of [543, Corollary 1]; in particular, there it
is assumed that the centraliser of the spread set is contained in Rp ~ M, (Fys), whereas
one should only assume that it is contained in M,s(F,). However, a modification to the
multiplication similar to Section[3 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 D,, s contains new semifields for an
infinite set of parameters.

Proof. We proceed as in [55] by establishing cases where D,, s has parameters for which no
semifields were previously known. We assume that ¢ 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 D,, ; has any nucleus
equal to its centre, and hence cannot coincide with any Pott-Zhou semifield. Furthermore,
no D,, 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 that the
semifields defined by D,, s as in Theorem and those defined by S, s1(n,p, F) as in [55]
are not isotopic.

Next we verify that no D,, s can coincide with the construction of [I5]. In this construc-
tion, the parameters (up to permutation) are (p?™, p¢/2,p/2, p°, ). Therefore we must have
¢t = ¢*/2, which (since n = 2t) implies that s = n. So again requiring that n t s ensures
that D), ; 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 ¢ divides a, and so ¢ divides
s = (2a, st). But we are assuming that n = 2¢ does not divide s, and so s/t is odd. Consider
the 2-adic valuation ve. Then we have va(s) = va(t). As t divides a we have va(t) < vo(a).
But since (2a,st) = s, we have va(s) = min{va(a) + 1,2v2(s)}. As s is even, we have
202(s) > va(s), and so we get va(t) = va(s) = v2(a) + 1, a contradiction. O

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

Remark 6.8. Note that it is possible (and indeed likely) that the family Dy, s contains new
semifields also in the cases where semifields with the same parameters are already known.
Howewver, 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 ¢1¢2 : L — L satisfying

Niyi(61(a)) # Npj(d2(a)) (1) =V FSE,

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