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Abstract

In modern storage technologies, symbol-pair codes have emerged as a crucial framework for
addressing errors in channels where symbols are read in overlapping pairs to guard against pair
errors. A symbol-pair code that meets the Singleton-type bound is called a maximum distance
separable (MDS) symbol-pair code. MDS symbol-pair codes are optimal in the sense that they
have the highest pair error-correcting capability. In this paper, we focus on new constructions of
MDS symbol-pair codes using simple-root cyclic codes. Specifically, three new infinite families of
(n, dp)q-MDS symbol-pair codes are obtained: (1) (n = 4q+4,dp = T)q for ¢ =1 (mod 4);
(2) (n = 49 — 4,dp = 8)q for ¢ = 3 (mod 4); (3) (n = 2¢q + 2,dp = 9)4 for g being
an odd prime power. The first two constructions are based on analyzing the solutions of certain
equations over finite fields. The third construction arises from the decomposition of cyclic codes,
where we utilize the orthogonal relationships between component codes and their duals to rig-
orously exclude the presence of specific codewords. It is worth noting that for the pair distance
dp = 7 or 8, our g-ary MDS symbol-pair codes achieve the longest known code length when gq
is not a prime. Furthermore, for dp = 9, our codes attain the longest code length regardless of
whether q is prime or not.
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1 Introduction

In high-density data storage systems, symbols in certain channels cannot always be performed individ-
ually and are read in possibly overlapping pairs. Considering the lower read resolution of magnetic-soft
channels, the symbol-pair channel model has been proposed as an alternative to the individual-symbol
channel. To solve this problem, Cassuto and Blaum in [1, 2|, followed by Cassuto and Litsyn in [3],
proposed and gave early constructions of symbol-pair codes. In this new framework, the outputs and
the errors are no longer individual symbols, but rather overlapping pairs of adjacent symbols. The
fundamental distinction of symbol-pair codes lies in their unique distance metric, i.e. the symbol-pair
distance. Unlike conventional Hamming distance that counts single-symbol discrepancies, this metric
measures the minimum number of distinct symbol pairs between any two codewords. This paradigm
shift necessitates novel code constructions that optimize pairwise correlations while maintaining
efficient encoding/decoding complexity.
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Let n be a positive integer and F, be a finite field with ¢ elements, where ¢ be a prime power. For
any fixed vector x = (zg, 21, ,Tp-1) € [y, the symbol-read vector of x is

7(x) = ((:co, x1), (X1,22),+ , (Tn—2, Tn-1), (acn_l,xo)).

Obviously, each vector x has a unique symbol-pair representation 7(x). Recall that the Hamming
weight of x is defined as

wp(x)={0<i<n-—1:z; #0}|
Correspondingly, the symbol-pair weight of x is defined as

wp(x) = [{0<i<n—1:(zi,zip1)# (0,0)}],

where the subscripts are taken modulo n. For any two vectors x = (xg,z1, -+ ,Tp—1) and y =
(Y0, Y1, ,Yn—1) in [y, the Hamming distance between x and y is defined as

and the pair distance between x and y is defined as

dp(x,y) = du (7(x),7(y)) = [{0 < i <n—1: (x5, wi1) # Wi yir1)

where the subscripts are taken modulo n. A code C over F, of length n is a subspace of Fy'. We denote
a symbol-pair code C by (n, M,dp) when C has size M and minimum pair distance

dp(C) =min{dp(a,b) :a,b e C,a#b}.

The error-correcting capability of a symbol-pair code closely resembles that of a classical code as
it is measured in terms of the minimum pair distance. In [2], Cassuto and Blaum showed that an
(n, M,dp)4-code C can correct up to ¢ pair errors if and only if dp > 2t 4 1. Therefore, for fixed n
and M, one wishes to construct symbol-pair codes with minimum pair distance as large as possible.
In 2012, Chee et al. in [4] derived a Singleton-type bound for (n, M, dp),-code:

M < gn—irt2, (1)

If M = ¢q"=97*2 the (n, M, dp)-code is called a maximum distance separable (MDS) symbol-pair
code. Since M is completely determined by ¢, n and dp, an MDS (n, M, dp), symbol-pair code is
denoted by (n,dp), for convenience.

MDS symbol-pair codes have excellent symbol-pair errorcorrecting capability and are the most
useful and interesting symbol-pair codes. Thus, explicit constructions of MDS symbol-pair codes are
both theoretically and practically significant. Many attempts have been made in the construction
of MDS symbol-pair codes. In [5], Chee et al. obtained many classes of MDS symbol-pair codes
by using classical MDS codes and interleaving and extending classical MDS codes. Moreover, they
investigated MDS symbol-pair codes with length (¢ 4 2¢)/2 using Eulerian graphs. In 2018, Ding et
al. [7] constructed some MDS symbol-pair codes based on projective geometry and elliptic curves. In
addition, they showed that there exist g-ary MDS symbol-pair codes from algebraic geometry codes
over elliptic curves with larger minimum symbol-pair distance and the lengths of these codes are
bounded by ¢ + 2,/q.

Cyclic and constacyclic codes are powerful ingredients in the construction of MDS symbol-pair
codes because of their rich algebraic structures. By using repeated root cyclic or constacyclic codes,
many families of MDS symbol pair codes with minimum pair distances dp < 12 were constructed in [6,
8-11, 16, 18, 22-25]. The benefit of repeated-root codes in the construction is from their concatenated
structure. However, the sizes of the fields defined the resulting codes were generally required to be
prime numbers. Using simple-root constacyclic codes, Kai et al. in [15] proposed MDS symbol-pair
codes of minimum pair distance dp = 5 or 6 from almost-MDS constacyclic codes. Following their
idea, Li and Ge in [19] presented three new classes of MDS symbol-pair codes, also with minimum
pair distances dp € {5,6}. Moreover, they also constructed a number of MDS symbol-pair codes with
minimum symbol-pair distance dp = 7 by analyzing certain linear fractional transformations. The
advantage of simple-root codes is that the construction can be optimized in both the pair distance



and the Hamming distance. However, it is generally difficult to construct MDS symbol-pair codes
over F, with length more than ¢ + 1 and minimum pair distance at least 7. In [21], Luo et al. used
matrix-product codes to construct four families of MDS symbol-pair codes including (2¢+2,7), MDS
symbol-pair codes for even prime power ¢. Very recently, Kai et al. in [14] constructed two classes
of MDS symbol-pair codes with minimum pair distance dp = 7 through the decomposition of cyclic
codes and analyzing certain equations over finite fields. In Table 1, we provide known constructions
of MDS symbol-pair codes.

Table 1 Known constructions of (n,dp)s-MDS symbol-pair codes, where ¢ = pt

No. dp n q=7p' Reference
1 dp =5 5<n<q¢+q+1 - 7, 15]

2 max{6,q+ 2} <n < ¢? - 6, 7]

3 n=gqg>+1 — 15

4 do — 6 n=p’+p q=p>2 16

5 P n = 2p? —2p qg=p>2 16

6 n =3m and m € [3,¢] — 21

7 n=q%>+gq q#4,5,2% for odd t 21

8 n=3p g=p>5 6]

9 n=4p i=p>5 16, 22]
10 n = 5p g=pand 5| (p—1) 22

11 d 7 n = 3mp with m € [1,q/p] 3](g—1)and 2{q 21

12 P = n=2q+ 2 2q 21

13 n=2q+2 p>2 14

14 n=4q—4 4[(¢+1) 14

15 n=4q+4 4] (¢—1) Theorem 1
16 n = 3p g=pand 3| (p—1) 6]

17 do —8 n = 5p g=pand5]|(p—1) 22]

18 P n=2m with m < q + 2 p=2 5]

19 n=4q—4 4] (¢+1) Theorem 2
20 dp =9 n=2q+2 p>2 Theorem 3
21 dr = 10 n = 3p g=pand 3| (p—1) 23

22 P n = 3mp with m € |1, q/p] 3](q—1) 21

23 dp =12 n = 3p g=pand 3| (p—1) 23

24 dp =70 I<i<n<gqg+1 - 5

25 dp =20 | n=2mwithd<flt1<m<gqg+1 - 5

26 | dp =201 1 n=2mwith{+1<m<gq - 21

27 dp =2¢—1 n=2q+2 p=2 21

28 dp=n—4 n=2m with m <qg+2 p=2 5]

In this paper, we construct three new classes of g-ary (n,dp)-MDS symbol-pair codes as follows:

(1) (n=4qg+4,dp =7), for ¢ =1 (mod 4);

(2) (n=4q—4,dp =8), for ¢ =3 (mod 4);

(3) (n=2¢+2,dp =9), for q is an odd prime power.

The first two constructions are obtained by analyzing the solutions of certain equations over finite
fields. In contrast, the third construction arises from the decomposition of cyclic codes. Utilizing the
orthogonal relationships between component codes and their duals, we rigorously exclude the presence
of specific codewords in code C by resolving complex equation systems over finite fields. According to
Table 1, for the pair minimum distance dp = 7,8, when ¢ is not a prime, our g-ary MDS symbol-pair
codes achieve the longest known code length. Moreover, for dp = 9, our construction provides the
longest MDS symbol-pair codes currently known.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 introduces some related notation and
known results on constacyclic codes and the decomposition of cyclic codes. In Section 3 we construct
three classes of MDS symbol-pair code through the decomposition of cyclic codes and analyzing the
solutions of certain equations over finite fields. Section 4 concludes the paper.

2 Preliminaries
In this section, we introduce some preliminaries which will be used in the subsequent sections.

2.1 Constacyclic Codes

Let ¢ be an odd prime power and F, be the finite field with g elements. Let F; = F,\{0} and
A € F,. A A-constacyclic code C of length n over F, is a linear code with the property that



(Aen—1,c0,C1,"** ,Cn—2) € C whenever (co,c1, -+ ,Cn—2,¢n—1) € C. The code C is called cyclicif A =1
and negacyclic if A = —1.

If we identify any vector (co,c1,- -+ ,cn—1) € Fyy with the polynomial Z?:_Ol ciwt € Fylz]/{z"™ — \),
any code of length n over F, corresponds to a subset of the quotient ring F,[z]/(z™ —\). It can be easily
checked that a linear code is A-constacyclic if and only if the corresponding subset in F,[z]/{z™ — ) is
an ideal of the ring F,[z]/(z"™ — A). It is well known that every ideal of F4[z]/(xz™ — \) is principal. So
there exists a monic polynomial g(z) such that C = (g(x)) and g(x) has the smallest degree among all

the generators of C. Then g(x) is unique and called the generator polynomial of C. Let h(x) = Ign(;))‘,

which is known as the check polynomial of C. Moreover, dim(C) = n — deg(g(x)).
Let f(z) = Zf:o a;z’ € Fy[z] be a polynomial of degree k, where ar # 0 and a; € F, for
0 <i <k — 1. Define the reciprocal polynomial fr(x) by

k
fr(z) = xkf(x_l) = Zak_ixi.
i=0

Given two vectors x = (zg, 1, - ,Zn-1) € Fg and y = (y0,y1, - ;Yn—1) € Fy, the Buclidean inner
product on [y is defined by

n—1
Xy= Z TiYi-
=1

The Euclidean dual of a linear code C C Fy is defined by
Ct={ycFl:x-y=0VxeC}.

Let C be a A-constacyclic code of length n over F, with generator polynomial g(z). Then, Ctisa
A~ !-constacyclic code of length n over F with generator polynomial hg(x), where hg(z) = (2" —
A1)/ gn(x).

Assume that ged(n,q) = 1. Let 7 be the order of A in F; and ¢ be the multiplicative order of ¢
modulo rn. Then rn | (¢* — 1) and n | (¢* —1). Let a be a primitive rn-th root of unity in F, and
n=a" € F. It is clear that 7 is a primitive n-th root of unity. And it follows that an’ = o' are

all the roots of 2 — X\ for 0 < 4 < n — 1. The g-cyclotomic coset C’Z-(q’m) modulo rn containing i is
defined by

CZ-(q’m) = {iqj modrn:0<j<4¥; — 1} ,
where ¢; is the smallest positive integer such that ig‘e = i (mod rn). Obviously, the polynomial
Mei(T) = Hjeci(q,n) (z — o) must be in Fy[z] and is called the minimal polynomial of o' over F,.
Denote Q,, = {1+4+7i:0<1¢<n—1}. Let C be a A-constacyclic code in F,/(z"™ — X) with generator
polynomial g(z). Then there exists S C 2,.,, such that

9(a) = [] e ()-

€S

The set -
T=\)C*™"
is called the defining set of C with respect to «.

In this paper, we will employ simple-root cyclic codes to construct new MDS symbol-pair codes.
The following lemmas are well-known lower bounds on the minimum distance of (consta)cyclic codes,
which will be applied in our later proofs.

Lemma 1 (BCH bound for constacyclic codes [17]). Assume that ged(n,q) = 1. Let C be a A-
constacyclic code over F, of length n with defining set T. Letord(A\) = 7. If {14+ ri: 0<i<§—2} C
T, then the minimum Hamming distance of C is not less than 6.

Lemma 2 (Hartmann—Tzeng bound for cyclic codes [12]). Let C be a cyclic code of length n over F,
with defining set T. Let A be a set of —1 consecutive elements of T and B = {jb (mod n)|0 < j < s},
where ged(b,n) < 6. If A+ B C T , then the minimum weight d of C satisfies d > § + s.

The following lemma given in [6] give the relationship between the Hamming distance and pair
distance of constacyclic non-MDS codes.



Lemma 3 ([6]). Let C be an [n,k,dy] constacyclic code over Fy with 2 < dyg < n. Then dp(C) >
dg + 2 if and only if C is not an MDS code.

2.2 The Decomposition of Cyclic Codes

Suppose m is an integer with m | (¢ — 1) and let {(o, (1, ,{m-1} C F; be the set of m-th root of
unity. Define the map
Fql2] Fqlz] Fylz] Fylz]
@ — o O
(zmm —1) (z" = o) — (z" — (1) (@™ = Cm-1)

) — (ve (p@), 00 (@), pe, . (p@) )

where ¢¢, (p(z)) = p(x) (mod 2™ —¢;) for 0 < i < m—1. Suppose p(z) = ZZ’B_l pixt € Fylx]/(a™ —
1) and ¢; = ¢¢, (p(x)), then we have VP = Q where

Pbo b1 Tt Pn—1 q0 q1 ot Gn—1
Pn Pn+1 Tt Pon—1 dn qn+1 o Qon—1
P = ) ) . ) , Q= ) ) }

p(m—l)n p(m—l)(n+1) 0 Pmn—1 q(m—l)n q(m—l)(n+1) o dmn—1

and )

1 ¢ - g—l

gl oL (T
V= : !

Since V' is nonsingular, the map ¢ is one-to-one and onto. In fact, it is shown in [13] that ¢ is a ring
isomorphism:

B fal/ ™ 1) 2 €D Fylal/ " — o).

Hence, a cyclic code of length mn over F,; can decompose into constacyclic codes of length n over I
with respect to (p, (1, , Gn—1. The following result is about the decomposition of a cyclic code.
Lemma 4 ([13]). Suppose m | (¢ —1) and (o, (1, --,Gn—1 € F}; are all the m-th root of unity. Then
a cyclic code of length mn over Fy can be decomposed into constacyclic codes of length n over F, with
respect to (o, C1y -y Cm—1-

In particular, let ¢ be odd and take m = 2, {, =1, (; = —1, then by Lemma 4, a cyclic code C over
IF, of length 2n can be decomposed into a cyclic code C; and a negacyclic code Cy of length n. Suppose
g(x) = g1(x)g2(x) is the generator polynomial of C, where g;(z) and g2(x) are monic polynomials
satisfying ¢1(x) | 2™ — 1 and g2(z) | ™ + 1. Then g1(z) and g2(x) are generator polynomials of C; and
Co, respectively. In fact, we can provide a more intuitive relationship between C and Cy, C. By viewing
the map ¢ in matrix form, we can easily get that for any codeword ¢ = (¢g,c1,- - ,can—1) € C, there
exists ¢; € C; and ca € Cy such that

co C1 - Cp—1 _ V,1 C1 _ 2,1 11 C1 -
Cn Cp+1 *° " C2n—1 C2 1 -1/ \cy
Since ¢ is odd, we can obtain ¢ = 27'c; € C; and ¢}, = 27'cy € Co. Thus we can obtain that

C={(u+v,u—v):ucC,veil}2C YC(C.

This decomposition of cyclic codes will be used in our construction of MDS symbol-pair codes of
minimum pair distance dp = 9.

3 Constructions of MDS symbol-pair codes

In this section, we will construct three classes of MDS symbol-pair codes with minimum pair distance
of 7, 8, and 9, respectively.



3.1 MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 7 and n = 4q + 4

In this subsection, we suppose ¢ is a prime power with ¢ = 1 (mod 4), we present a class of MDS
symbol-pair codes of length n = 4¢ 4+ 4 and minimum symbol-pair distance dp = 7.
Note that n = 4q+ 4| (¢*> — 1), so we let £ € F 2 be a primitive n-th root of unity. Define

9(@) = (z = (= + 1)(z — §)(z - £7)(x - £77).

Then g(x) € Fy[z] and g(z) | 2™ — 1. Let C = (g(z)) be the cyclic code over Fy of length n with
generator polynomial g(x).

The goal of this subsection is to prove that C is an MDS symbol-pair code with dp = 7. Firstly,
we determine the minimum Hamming distance of C.
Lemma 5. The minimum Hamming distance dg (C) of C is equal to 4.

Proof. Note that 1,&,£9,£9%1 are roots of g(x) and ged(g,n) = 1. By Lemma 2, we have dy(C) >
3+ 1 = 4. Since ¢ is a primitive n-th root of unity, we have (£9+1)* = 1 and ¢29t2 = —1. Thus
(x—1)(z+1)(x—&2F) | (2 —1) and (z—&)(z—£9) | (229724 1). Therefore, g(x) | (z*—1)(224T2+1),
which implies that (z* — 1)(22772 4+ 1) € C. Thus dy(C) < wty ((z* — 1)(z?¢72 + 1)) = 4. Hence
di(C) =4. O

For convenience, we denote by the symbol x an element in F; and by 0; an all-zero vector of

length ¢.
Lemma 6. There exists no codeword of the form (x,%,%,0.,%,0,_r_4) in C for any 1 <r <n—5.

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. W.l.o.g., we suppose c(z) = 1+ c1z + cox? + cpz’ € C,
where ¢1, ¢z, ¢0 € Fj and 4 < £ =r+3 <n—2. Then g(z) | ¢(z) = ¢(1) = ¢(=1) = ¢(§) = c(£9T!) =
0. So we have the following system

l+ci+e+ce =0,
1 —C + Co + (_1)éC€ = 0? (2)
1+ 1€ + c28? + o’ =0,

1+ c189%1 4 p820%2 4 cpelatDl —

e If 7 is even, then from the first and second equations in (2), we can derive that ¢; = 0, which
contradicts the assumption that ¢; € Fy.

e If / is odd, then from the first and second equations in (2), we obtain that ¢; = —¢g, c2 = —1. Then
we have the following system:

17524»01(5758) :05

1 — €2a+2 4 creatl(l — glatDE=1))  —q,
When ¢ = 1 (mod 4), we have £@tD¢=1) = 1. Thus, by the second equation above, €242 = 1,
which contradicts the fact that £ is a primitive (4qg + 4)-th root of unity.
When £ = 3 (mod 4), by solving the system, we get

_p2
_ 1-¢ q+2 _ 1
1 = garni_gat = ~gatt-
27 .
Thus % = gq%, ie.,
g=er(E-1)+¢ 3)



£-1

Since T = gq% € Iy, we have
(52_1)11_52(1_1_ _6_2_1
gh—¢ gt —ga ga(—¢-D —1)
_ et
T e e
Thus
E2+1ef =140 (4)

Combining (3) with (4), we get
EP+D[EHE -+ =1+ -1+ 1.
That is,
(E-DE™?+e +1-¢7) =0,
Hence, £972 4 ¢ 41 — ¢ =0 = ¢t = £ -1 _ &€ Note that 2942 — _1 g0 £2012 =

2 e T T
(2?_&)2 = —1. Then we have

e +8+1=(E+1DE"+1) =0,

which implies that £€% = 1. It contradicts the condition that & is a primitive n-th root of unity.
In summary, there does not exist such a codeword in C. (|
Lemma 7. There exists no codeword of the form (x,%,0p,%,%,0,_r_4) in C for any 1 <r <n—5.

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. W.l.o.g., we assume that c(z) = 1+ c1z + ¢z’ +
cop1xttl € C, where ¢, ¢p, 001 € Fy and 3 </=r+2<n—3. Since 1, —1,&, €971 are four roots of
g(z), we immediately have ¢(—1) = ¢(1) = ¢(§) = ¢(£€971) = 0. Hence, we have the following system:

1+c1+co+coq =0,
1=+ (=1) e+ (1) een =0, (5)
1+ 1€ + coét + ey €41 =0,

1+ 0t 4 ¢pelatDl ¢, glat DD —

® When / is even, from the first and second equations of (5), we can derive ¢; = —cgy1 and ¢, = —1.
From the third equation of (5) , we obtain

ltaé—¢ -t =1-H1-ad)=0.

Note that 1 — «Ee #0for3</{<n-—3,then c; = % ¢ Iy, which is a contradiction.
® When / is odd, from the first and second equations of (5), we can obtain ¢; = —¢p and ¢p1 = —1.
Then we have the following system:

L= o -¢) =0,
1 — glathe+) 4 e &9 (1 — €(q+1)(€—1)) - 0. (6)

If £ =1 (mod 4), we have £@TDU=1D — 1 and ¢latD+D) = ¢2(a+1) — _1 By Equation (6), we can
obtain 2 = 0, which is a contradiction.

If £ = 3 (mod 4), we have £@TDUHD) — 1 and ¢atD-1) = ¢2(a+1) — _1 By Equation (6), we can
obtain 2¢;£9! = 0 = ¢; = 0, which contradicts the assumption that ¢, € Fy.

In summary, there does not exist such a codeword in C. (|



Combining Lemmas 6 and 7, we can construct a class of MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 7.
Theorem 1. Suppose q is a prime power with ¢ = 1 (mod 4) and n = 4q + 4. Let C be the cyclic
code with generator polynomial g(z) = (z — 1)(z + 1)(x — &)(z — £9)(z — £*F). Then C is an (n =
4g+4,dp =T7)qy MDS symbol-pair code.

Proof. Note that dim(C) = n — deg(g(z)) = 4¢ — 1 and dy(C) = 4 by Lemma 5, thus C is not an
MDS code. Hence we can obtain dp(C) > 6 by Lemma 3. By the Singleton-type bound (1), we have
dp(C) < 7, thus it is sufficient to prove that dp(C) # 6, equivalently, there exists no codeword with
minimum pair weight 6. By contradiction, suppose that there is a codeword ¢ € C with pair weight
6, then its certain cyclic shift must be one of the following forms:
(*7 *, K, Kk, K, 07175)7
(%, %, %, 0py %, 0y g) With 1 <7 < — 5,
(%, %, 0y, %, %, 0 —pr—g) With 1 <7 <n —5.

If ¢ is of the first form, then the corresponding polynomial c(x) has degree 4, while the generator
polynomial g(x) has degree 5, which is impossible. By Lemmas 6 and 7, ¢ can not be of the other
two forms. Hence, we have proved that C is a (4¢ + 4, 7), MDS symbol-pair code. O

Remark 1. There are several constructions of MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 7. When q = p is
a prime, Ma et al. ([22]) proposed a family of (n = 5p,dp = 7)y-MDS symbol-pair codes, which have
the longest code length known so far. When q is a prime power, Kai et al. ([14]) constructed another
family of (n = 4¢ — 4,dp = 7)y-MDS symbol-pair codes for ¢ = 1 (mod 4). Thus, when q is not a
prime, our MDS symbol-pair codes achieve the longest code length with minimum pair distance 7 to
date.

3.2 MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 8 and n = 4q — 4

In this subsection, we suppose n = 4qg — 4 and ¢ is a prime power satisfying ¢ = 3 (mod 4).
Note that n =4g — 4| (¢*> — 1), so we let £ € F,2 be a primitive n-th root of unity. Define

g(@) = (x = D(z + 1)(z — ) (z — £9)(x — ) (z — £29).

Then g(x) € Fy[z] and g(z) | 2™ — 1. Let C = (g(z)) be the cyclic code over F, of length n with
generator polynomial g(z).

The goal of this subsection is to prove that C is an MDS symbol-pair code with dp = 8. Firstly,
we determine the minimum Hamming distance of C.
Lemma 8. Denote di(C) as the minimum Hamming distance of C, then

(1) dug(C) =6 when q = 3;
(2) dg(C) =4 when q # 3.

Proof. (1) When ¢ = 3, it is directly to verify that C is a [8, 2, 6] cyclic code.

(2) When ¢ # 3, note that 1,£,£2 are roots of g(x). By the BCH bound, dg(C) > 4. Since £ is a
primitive n-th root of unity, we have (£2)%77% = 1, £7t! € F;, and €292 = —1. Thus (z—1)(z+1)(z—
E)(z—€29) | 22972 —1 and (z—&)(x—&9) | €9712973 41, Therefore, g(z) | (22972 —1)(£9T 12973 +1),
which implies that (22972 —1)(£97!2973 +1) € C. Thus dg(C) < wty ((x2172 —1)(¢1M 2772 +1)) = 4.
Hence dg(C) = 4. The desired result follows. O

In [14], Kai et al. constructed an MDS symbol-pair code with dp = 7.
Lemma 9 ([14, Theorem 3.14]). Let C' be the cyclic code with generator polynomial ¢'(z) = (v —
D(x—&)(x—&9)(xz — &) (x — &29). Then C' is an (n =4q —4,dp = 7)y MDS symbol-pair code.
Note that ¢'(z) | g(x), thus C is a subcode of C’. So we have dp(C) > dp(C’) > 7. To prove
dp(C) = 8, it suffices to show that there exists no codeword with pair weight 7. Therefore, in the
following lemmas, we will respectively prove that C does not contain a codeword of the following
forms:
(%, %, %, %, 0,y %, 0, —5) where 1 <r <n—6,
(%, %, %, 0y, %, %,0,_r_5) where 1 <r <n—6,
(%, %,0,,%,04,%,0p,__s—4) where l <r,s<n—5and2<r+s<n-—5.

Lemma 10. There exists no codeword of the form (x,%, %, %, 0y, %, 0,—r_5) inC for any 1 <r <n—6.



Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. W.l.o.g., we suppose c¢(z) = 1+c12+ ca2? +c323 + ozt
where c1,c2,¢0 € F; and 5 < £ < n — 2. Note that €29 = —¢2 and g(x) | ¢(z). This means that
c(1) = ¢(=1) = c(€) = c(£?) = ¢(—¢&?) = 0. So we have the following system

1+ci+ca+tez+e =0,
1—c+cg—c3+ (=1fe =0,
L+ 1€ 4 a8 + e38® + ¢t =0, (7)
1416 4 26" + 360 + €™ =0,

1— 1€ + et — 360 + (=1)ee® =0.

e If / is odd, from the lines 1,2,4, and 5 of system (7), we can derive that

1+02 :0,

=0
C1+C34+Ce Pt
1+02§ =Y,

162 + c388 + €% =0.

It contradicts the fact that £ is a primitive (4¢ — 4)-th root of unity.
e If ¢ is even, from the first two and last two equations of (7), we can obtain that

l+c+c =0,
c1+c3 =0, 2 4

— C 1— =0.
1+ et + €2 =0, 1871 -89
01€2+03€6 =0.

Since ¢; € F}; and £2 £ 0, we can get 1 — ¢* = 0, which is a contradiction.
In summary, there does not exist such a codeword in C. |
Lemma 11. There exists no codeword of the form (%, %, %, 0y, %,%,0,_._5) inC for any 1 <r <n—6.

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. W.l.o.g., we can assume that c(z) = 1 + c1x + cox? +
cox’ + e @'Y, where ¢1,¢q, cop1 € F and 4 < € < n—3. Since 1, —1,&, 62, —¢? are five roots of g(z),
we immediately have c¢(—1) = ¢(1) = ¢(§) = ¢(£?) = ¢(—£?) = 0. Hence, we have the following system:

l+ci4+coa+co+coa =0,
1—cy +c9+ (—1)€Cg + (—1)“_10@4_1 =0,
1+ 1€+ 282 + ¢’ + copr &1 =0,
1+ 182 + o + o€ + ¢ D =0,

1— 0162 + 6264 + (_1)éC€£2é + (_1)€+1CZ+1£2(€+1) =0.

e [f / is even, we can obtain that

14+co+ce =0,
c1 + Co+1 = 0,
14 c1€ + 8% + ot + e =0, (8)
1+ ot + co?* =0,
162 + cp41 8312 =0.

By the second and the last equations of (8), we derive that c¢;£2(1 — £2¢) = 0. Since ¢; € F7, and
€2 0, we can get £€2¢ = 1. Then from the first and fourth equations of (8), we obtain

1 =0
+02':C€ ’:>02(§471>:0.
1+ cé*+c =0.



Since cp € Fy, we have ¢* = 1, which contradicts the fact that £ is a primitive (4¢ — 4)-th root of
unity.
e [f / is odd, we can get

14 co+coyn =0,
c1+ ¢y =0,
14 1€ + 282 4 o€l + e €71 =0, = 121 - €72) =0. (9)
1+ b + o 212 =0,
162 + o =0.

By the second and last equations of (9), we derive ¢;¢2(1 — £2¢72) = 0. Since ¢; € [ and &2 +4£0,
we can get £2/=2 = 1. Similarly, from the first and the fourth equations of (9), we obtain

1 =0,
+02‘:Cé+1 \ :>§471:0.
14 ca* +ce16® =0.

It contradicts the fact that £&” = 1.
In summary, there does not exist such a codeword in C. |

Lemma 12. There exists no codeword of the form (%, %,0,,%,04,%, 0y _r_s_4) inC for 1 <r,s <n—>5
and 2 <r+s<n-—>.

Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. W.l.o.g., we can assume that c(z) = 1+ ¢z + ¢, 2% +
ce, 22, where c1, ¢y, , o, € Fi,3< /{10y <n—3andl —{ly # +1. Since 1,-1,£,6%,6%1 = —£* are
five roots of g(x), we immediately have c¢(—1) = ¢(1) = ¢(§) = ¢(£2) = ¢(—£?) = 0. Hence, we have
the following system:

1+c14coy +coy =0,
L—cp 4+ (=1)¢p, + (—=1)2¢y, =0,
L+ 1€ + co, & 4 cp t =0, (10)
14162 + 0515251 + ce2§2€2 =0,

1_ 0152 + (—1)&6@1«5%1 + (_1)&6@252@2 =0.

e If ¢; and ¢ are both odd or even. From the first and second equations of (10), we can get 2 =0 or
c1 = 0, which is a contradiction.
e [f /1 is odd and /5 is even, we have

1+ ce, =0,
c1+ Cyy = 07 5282 = 17

205 _ 2 2002
14 ce,é =0, a&4(1-¢ ) =0.

0152 + 0215281 = 0.

Since ¢; € F} and &2 # 0, we can get £2472 = 1. That means that n | 205 and n | 2¢; — 2. Note that
3 < {l1,l2 <n—3. We obtain £; — 1 = {5 = 5. It contradicts the assumption that £; — /2 #+ +1.
e If /1 is even and {5 is odd, we can similarly deduce a contradiction.

In summary, there does not exist such a codeword in C. This completes the proof. |

Combining Lemmas 10, 11 and 12, we can construct a class of MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 8.
Theorem 2. Suppose q is a prime power with ¢ =3 (mod 4) and n = 4q—4. Let C be the cyclic code
in Fy [z] /(z™ — 1) with generator polynomial g(x) = (x — 1)(x + 1)(z — &)(z — £9)(z — &%) (x — £29).
Then C is an (n =4q —4,dp = 8)q MDS symbol-pair code.

Proof. When ¢ = 3, then C is a [8,2,6] cyclic code. Since C is not an MDS code, we can obtain
dp(C) > 8 by Lemma 3. On the other hand, the Singleton-type bound (1) implies that dp < 8. Thus
dp = 8 and C is an MDS symbol-pair code.
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When ¢ > 3, then C is an [n,n — 6,4] cyclic code. Since the code C is a subcode of C' given in
Lemma 9, we can obtain dp(C) > 7. By the Singleton-type bound (1), it is sufficient to prove that
dp(C) # 7, equivalently, there exists no codeword with minimum pair weight 7. By contradiction,
suppose that there is a codeword ¢ € C with pair weight 7, then its certain cyclic shift must be one
of the forms

(%, %, %, %, %, %, O —6)
(%, %, %, %, 0y %k, 0y —rr—5) with 1 <7 <n —6,
(%, %, %, 0py %, %, 0y 5) with 1 <r <n—6,

(%, %, 0y %, 05, %,0,—r—s—g) with 1 <r,s<n—52<r+s<n->5.

If ¢ is of the first form, then the corresponding polynomial ¢(z) has degree 5, while the generator
polynomial g(x) has degree 6, which leads to a contradiction. By Lemmas 10, 11, and 12, no codeword
in C can have the last three forms. Hence, we conclude that C is an (n = 4¢ — 4,dp = 8), MDS
symbol-pair code. O

Remark 2. There are some constructions of MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 8. When ¢ = p
is a prime, Ma et al. ([22]) proposed a family of (n = 4p,dp = 8)4-MDS symbol-pair codes with
5| (q—1), which have the longest code length. When q = 2, Chee et al. [5] constructed another family
of (n=2q+4,dp = 8)4-MDS symbol-pair codes. Thus, when q is not a prime, our MDS symbol-pair
codes achieve the longest code length with minimum pair distance 8 to date.

3.3 MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 9 and n = 2q + 2

In [14], Kai et al. present two new families of MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 7 by using the
decomposition of cyclic codes. Inspired by their method, in this subsection, we will consider the
construction of MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 9 and code length n = 2¢g + 2, where ¢ is an odd
prime power.

Note that n = 2¢ + 2 | (¢*> — 1), so we let £ € F,2 be a primitive n-th root of unity. Then

COM = {~1,—q}, C§"" = {0}, C{"™ = {1,q}, and C3™") = {2,2q}. Define
g(x) = mg—1 (x) mgeo () mer (x) me2 ().

Then g(x) € Fy[z] and g(z) | 2™ — 1. Let C = (g(z)) be the cyclic code over F, of length n with
generator polynomial g(x).

The goal of this subsection is to prove that C is an MDS symbol-pair code with dp = 9. Firstly,
we determine the minimum Hamming distance of C.
Lemma 13. Denote di(C) as the minimum Hamming distance of C, then

(1) dg (C) =8 when ¢ = 3;
(2) di (C) = 6 when q¢ > 5.

Proof. Note that the defining set of C is T' = {—¢,—1,0,1,2,¢,2¢ (mod n)}.

(1) When g = 3, then T ={0,1,2,3,5,6,7}. It is clear that C is a [8, 1, 8] repetition code.

(2) When ¢ > 5, note that 2¢ = —2 (mod n), the defining set of C is T = {—¢,—1,0,1,2,q,—2
(mod n)}. It follows that di(C) > 6 by the BCH bound. Since ¢ is a primitive n-th root of unity,
we have £2972 = 1 and €9 = —1. Thus, mg-1 (z) mar (2) = (z =) (@ - ) (@ — & — &) =
(+)E— M-+t =2 — (€ +£672) 2% +1 and mgo (x) me2 (x) | 2971 — 1. Therefore,
g (@) | (z*= (&2 + ¢2) 2®+1)- (297 — 1), which implies that [z* — (2 +£72) 2% +1]- (297 — 1) €
C. Thus dy(C) < wty ([* — (£2 +£7%)2? +1] - (x?7! — 1)) = 6. Hence dy(C) = 6.

O

Recall the decomposition of a cyclic code into constacyclic codes in Section 2.2. Notice that
meo (z) me2 (x) | (x9 — 1) and me_q(x)mei (z) | (277" + 1). We have the following decomposition
of C,

C=CYC={(ut+v,u—v):ue€l,veCl},
where C; = (mgo(z)me2(2)) C Fylz]/(x% — 1) is a cyclic code and Co = (mg-1 (z) mar (2)) C
F,[x]/{z* + 1) is a negacyclic code. Applying the orthogonal relation between the codewords of the
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negacyclic code and its dual code, we can exclude the existence of certain words in C and show that
Cisa (2¢+2,9), MDS symbol-pair code. The following lemma establishes the generator polynomial
of the dual code of the negacyclic code Cs.

Lemma 14. Let ¢ > 3 and Co = (mg-1 (x) mg1 (x)) be the negacyclic code in Fy[z]/{x% +1). Then,
C3- has the generator polynomial b(z) = by + bz + box?® + -+ + b%_4x%_4, where by, = 5547_17 for
even k and by, = 0 for odd k.

Proof. Note that £7 = —¢71, thus mg—1 (z) mg (z) = 2* — Bz + 1, where 8 = £2 + ¢~2. Thus the
reciprocal polynomial of mg-1 (z) mg: () is itself. Then, the generator polynomial of C* is

:L-lH‘l +1

@) = g1

Express b(z) of the form
b(x) = by + byw + box® + - + by_zx? 3,
where by (0 < k < ¢ — 3) are undetermined coefficients over F,. Then

2T 41 = (1 - Ba® +2%) - (bo + brx + box® + -+ + by_32773). (11)

Comparing the coefficients of two sides of (11), we can obtain that by = 1,b; = 0,b2 = 8,b3 = 0
and by, = Bby_a — bi—4 for k > 4. The characteristic equation of the sequence {bg, b1, .. .,b%_4} is
24 — B2? +1 = 0, which has four distinct roots z; = £, 20 = €71, 23 = =671, and 24 = —€. Then
by, = B1&F+ By (—&)F + B3(—¢ 1) + B4&~*, for some By, By, Bs, By € F,2 (see 20, Chapter 8]). From
bo=1,b = 0,by = ,b3 = 0, we can obtain that By = By = 72(15—_454) and By = By = ﬁ Hence,

Lo L ety L e

_ & ¢!
HT TR T H -

It can be directly verified that by = 0 if k is odd; and by = % if k£ is even. The desired result

follows. O

We now consider the minimum pair distance of C. Firstly, we prove that C does not contain a
codeword of the form (%, *,*, %, 0y, %,0,_,_g) for any 1 <r <n —7.
Lemma 15. There exists no codeword of the form (x,%,x,%,x,0p,%,0p_r_g) for any 1 <r <n-—7.
Proof. We prove the lemma by contradiction. Suppose that there exists a codeword ¢ € C
of the form (x,*,*,*,%,0. % 0,_r_g). Since ged(2,q) = 1, w.lo.g, we can assume that ¢ =
(2, 2u1, 2uz, 2u3, 2u4, 0¢p—5, 2us, 0, —r—g), where wuy, uz,uz, us,ue € Fy, and I = 7 + 5. By the
[u+ v|u — v]-decomposition, we suppose

¢ = (uc + ve|ue — ve),

where u. € C; and v¢ € Co. Next, we divide our discussion into three cases according to the structure
of components of c.

i) 6<e<2—1,1ie., c=(2,2u,2us,2us, 2ug,0¢_5,2up,0n_1_p | 0= ). Then we can obtain
2 2 2
Ue = Ve = (17u15u27u37u470€755u270%7172) .

This means that (1, Uy, U2, U3, Ug, 0p_5, Uy, O%_l_g) € C1NCy. Thus, we have meo (x)me2 () | uc(x)
and me_1(z)me (x) | ue(x). Then we obtain the following system:

1+ wy + ug +uz + ug + ug =0,
1+ uré + ugé? + uzé® + ugl? + uptt =0,
1— € +ugg® — us€® + usl* + ug(=€)" =0,
1+ un€? +uzg® + us€® +ua® +ug® =0

12



If [ is even, we can get u1€+u3&® = 0. Since €2 ¢ F,;, we obtain that u; = ug = 0, which contradicts
the assumption that uy,us € Fy.
If [ is odd, then we have the following system:

14wy +ug +us +ug + up =0,
1 2 4 =0

+ u2€” 4 ugé ; (12)
uy + U3€2 + Ugfé_l =0,

1+ w12 + unl® + uzé + ugl® +uf? =0.

Note that f(z) = 1+ uzx? + ugz* has two distinct roots = € and z = —¢ = £79. We can get that
me—1(z)mer (x) | f(z). It is clear that us = —(£2 + £2) and ug = 1. Substituting into the system
(12), we have the following system:

2\ el A 2
uy + ug + ug :€2 +€—2_2:(§2_1)(1_€—2), uy = (1=¢ )(f£71_1f £ 1)’
04101 46
up +us€® +ut =0, = us =g
WE +us b ug? =R 1= (R oA—). | = ENEE

(€35 -1)(e -1

Note that u, € Fy,

g E-DEP-DEP+ARt (€21 -+
‘ (1A -¢ ) @3 -DE1 -1

= Uy.

This means that ¢2=% = 1, which is a contradiction since ¢ is a primitive n-th root of unity and
6<(<35—1
(ii) £ =%, ie, c=(2,2u1,2u, 2u3,2us,02 _5 | 2ug, 02 _1). Then

ue = (1 4 g, u1, uo, uz, uq,0n _5
2

and
Ve = (1 — ug,ul,UQ,ug,U4,0%,5) .

Note that the generator polynomial of Ca is % — (€2 +¢72)z2 4 1, thus € and —¢ are roots of ve(z).
Then we can easily obtain u; = ug = 0, which contradicts the assumption that uq,us € Fy.
The discussion of the following cases is similar, so we omit it.

n .
(= 5+ 1, ie,c = (2,2u1,2us, 2us, 2u4,0z 5 | 0,2ur, 02 _2);

n .
= 5 +2, ie.,c= (2, 2u1, 2ug, 2u3, 2us,02 5 | 0,0, 2uz,0g,3) ;
(= g +3, fe., ¢ = (2,2u1, 2us, 2u3, 2uq, 05 5 | 0,0,0,2ur, 05 4,) ;

(= g +4, e, ¢ = (2,2u1, 2us, 2ug, 2us, 05 5 | 0,0,0,0,2ur, 05 5) .

(i) 245 <{<n—2ie.,c= (2, 2u,2us,2us,2us, 02 5 | 0p_=2,2us,0,_¢_1). Denote s = £/—%. Then
Uc = (1;u17u27u37u4505757’“;70%7571)
and

!/
Ve = (1,’11,1,’&2,'&3,’11,4,05,5, 7’”’550%7571) )

where u/, = uy. Then we have the following system:

1+ uy +ug 4 u3 + ug + =0,
1w+ up€® +usg® +ual® —ug® =0,
1 —uié +up€? — uz€® + ual* —ul(—€)* =0,
1 i€+ up€t + us€® + ual® +uig> =0
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If s is even, we can get u1€ + u3&® = 0. Since £? ¢ F,, we obtain u; = uz = 0, which contradicts
the assumption that uy,us € Fy.
If s is odd, then we have the following system:

1+ uy + ug 4 u3 + ug + =0,
1 2 ! =0

+ u2g 2+ ('S 1 ) (13)
w4 ug€? — Ul —0,

1+ u1E% + ugft + uzél + ug® +ule® =0.

It is clear that us = — (&2 +£72) and ug = 1. Putting the values into the system (13), we have the
following system:

A—€2) (e et 42+

uy + ug + uf = (- -£72), U St ’
uy +uzg® —ust =0, = us = %7
2 6 1€2s  — (£2 _ _ &6 _ P -n(E@-nE+e?
uad” + s+ =D =&. Us = S e
Note that u} = u, € Fy,
iy~ EZDEPDER Tt (@ DE@ - nE et
° (I+&2)(1+¢1) 2+ +1) °
This means that «525_4 = 1, which is a contradiction for 5 < s < % — 2.

In summary, there does not exist such a codeword in C. (|
Lemma 16. There exists no codeword of the form (x,%,x,%, 0., %,%,0p_r_g) for any 1 <r <n-—7.

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 15, we prove the lemma by contradiction and assume
that ¢ = (2, 2uq, 2uz, 2us, 0p—4, 2us, 2upy1, 0p—r—2) € C, where uy, ug, us, g, Up41 € Fy and £ =71+ 4.
Further,

¢ = (uc + ve|ue — ve),
where u. € C; and v, € Cy. Next, we divide our discussion into four cases according to the structure
of components of c.

(i) 5< 0<% -2 ie., c= (2, 2u,2us,2us,0/_4, 2up, 2ts41,02 _5_¢ | 02 ). Then we can obtain
Ue = Ve = (1, U1, U2, U3, 0p—a, Ug, o1, O%_g_g) .

This means that (1,u1,uz,U3,Og,4,w,ue+1,0g,24) € Cy N Cy. Thus, we have mgo(z)mez2(x) |
uc(x) and me_1(x)mer (x) | uc(z). Then we obtain the following system:

14wy + ug 4+ us + up + ugy1 =0,
1+ u1€ 4 u2€? + ug€® + e’ 4 upp 1 =0,
1— i€ + up€® — uz® + ug(—€)" + uppa (-6 =0,
1t i€ + und® + us€® + up® +up Y =0,

Case 1: ¢ is odd. Then we have the following system:

1+ ur 4+ ug +us + up + upg1 =0,
1+ ug? + ug &1 =0, (14)
Uy + uz€? 4 g1 =0,

1+ u1€? 4 uol* + usg€l + upe?t + uyp 18207 =0,

Let b(x) = bo + bix + box® 4 -+ - + bz _4x2 ~* be the generator polynomial of C3- given in Lemma
14, then e = (7()%,4, 0,0,0,b9,b1, - ,b%,5) € Cé‘ Thus

e Ve=—bz_g+up-bp_g+up1-be—3=0. (15)
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20—2

Note that £ is odd and 5 < ¢ < § — 3, we can get bz_4 =1, by—4 = 0, and b3 = W by
Lemma 14. From the second equation of (14) and equation (15), we obtain

2042
{ Uz = _Wa

1 56—3
Ue+1 = fg_l

Substituting into the system (14), we have the following system:

2 I+1_ -1
U1 + Uz + Uy = € 1)5(2§(§2l—21),(f) 1 )

ug + E2ug + gt 0,
2042 020 o0—1_ _el—1y g2
€+ gt 4 g = DA ey

By solving the system, we can obtain

gl
" ey
' -nEt+1)
P EETENEE -y
(€ - DEH —1)(EH + i -2 1 1)
e (g2 —1)(1 - ¢9) '

Note that ug € F7,

v (1 o §€+1)(1 + §€+1) (§€+1 - 1)(§€+1 + 1)
u3 = = = us.

SUHENI-¢7) g TNE -1

We deduce that €2 = 1, which is a contradiction since ¢ is a primitive n-th root of unity.
Case 2: { is even. Then we have the following system:

1+ ur +us +us + ue + et =0,
Lo - (16)
uy + uz€? + up & =0,

14+ w182 + ol + ug€® + we?’ + up 240 =0,

From the second and third equations of the system, we obtain (uz — uju2)¢? + (w1 — ulw)fe =
0 = (uz — uru2) + (ves1 — ulue)EZ’Q = 0. Note that ¢¢72 ¢ F,. Therefore, we obtain us = ujus
and u¢y+1 = ujuy. Then we can derive

1+U1+U2+U3+ue+ue+1:(1+U1)(1+U2+U2):0-

Thus u1 = —1or 14+ us +uy, =0.
If uy = —1, then us = —us and ugy+1 = —ug. Then

14 w12 + ugft + sl + upf? + up 182D = (1 — €2)(1 + ug? + w?) =0

Note that 1 — &2 # 0, thus 1 + u2é? + w2 = 0. Combining it with the second equation of (16),
we have the following system:

{ 1 + 'LL2§2 + Ulgl - 0, — { U2 = glizg 547

Lt ugét - uge® = 0. ue = gi—ge.

Note that ug € F7,

. €€+2 52 _ 1— E@
U = 11— g2 =Uu2= g2 gt
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(iii)

This means £ = 1, which is a contradiction since ¢ is a primitive n-th root of unity.
If 1 4+ us + ug = 0, then combining it with the second equation of (16), we can obtain

e
{ 1 +U2€2 +uf€Z = 0) — {UQ = 51275523

— _ &£-1
1+U2+U( = 0. u€_§€,£2-

Note that ug € Fp,
‘ 1— 572 52 -1 1— 52

u2:§—é_€—2 = 1—gt=2 :u2:€€_€2'
This means that €2 = 1, which is a contradiction.
(=2%—1,1ie, c=(2,2u,2us, 2u3,02_5,2us | 2ups1,02_1). Then

U = (14 wpy1,u1, uz,u3,02 5, u)

and
Ve = (1 —wpqr, w1, uz, u3,0n _5,up) .
Since Cs is a negacyclic code, the negacyclic shift of v, given by

We = 7U¢,17U@+1,U1,U2,U3,0£,5 s
2

belongs to Co. Note that the generator polynomial of Co is o* — (€2 4+ ¢72)2% 4 1, thus ¢ and —¢ are
roots of we(z). Then we can easily obtain us = 0, which contradicts the assumption that us € Fy.
The case of £ = § + 3, i.e. c = (2,2U1,2U2,2U3,0%_4 | 0,0,0,2u5,2w+1,0§_5) is similar, so we
omit it.

(=12, ie., c=(22u1,2us,2us3,02 4 | 2ug,2upy1, 02 _5). Then

ue = (1 + g, ur + g1, U, uz, 02 _y)

and
Ve = (1 — Ug, UL — U(+1,U2,U3,0%_4) .
Note that the generator polynomial of Co has degree 4, while v¢(x) is a codeword polynomial of
degree 3, which is a contradiction.
The discussion of the following cases is similar, so we omit it.

n .
l = 5+ 1, ie.,c = (2,2u1,2u2,2us,02 4 | 0,2up,2ury 1,02 3) ;

n .
(= 5+ 2, ie.,c = (2,2u1,2uz,2us, 024 | 0,0, 2up, 2ups1, 0z _g);

7+4<l<n-3 ie,c= (2,2u1,2u2,QU3,0%_4 | Og_%,Qw,Qqu,On_g_g). Denote s = ¢ — 3.
Then
— I li
Ue = (1,u1,uQ,u3,OS_4,us,us+1,0%_5_2)
and
— I i
Ve = (1, UL, U2, U3, Oy g, —Ug, —Ug,y 1, 0%_5_2)
where u}, = uy and u/; = usy1. Then we have the following system:

1+ uy + ug + us + ul + ul =0,
L+ ur€ +usl? + usgé® —ulé® — uls+158+1 =0,
1 —ui€ +ugf? —usl® — ul(—=€)® —uly (=) =0,
14 ur€? + ugl? + ugl + ulg? + ul €206+ =0.

Case 1: s is odd. Then we have the following system:

L+ uy + ug + uz +ul +ul =0,
€ =6 =0 a)
uy +uzé? —ulgs! =0,

1+ ur€? + upé® + usé® + ulg? +ul 26D =0.
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Since e = (—b%_4,0,0,0,b0,b1, s ,b%_5) S Cé‘,

€ Ve = 7b%,4 — u; . b574 - ’U,/SJrl . b5,3 =0. (18)
s _¢—(s—3)
Note that s is odd and 5 < s < § — 3, we can get bs_4 =0, bs_3 = % and bz_4 =1 by
Lemma 14. From the second equation of (17) and equation (18), we obtain
2542 _
4N ¢s— S
Ugyy = (1g2§ gf

Putting the values into (17), we have the following system:
2_ s+1 s—1
uy + uz + u/s =G 1)5(26(52;5;)_(% +1)7

ui + &z —u &t =0,
2542 425 | ps—1_ s—1y(e2_
U1§2 + u3§6 + u;§2s _ & +67°+¢ 525721)(1+f (-1 )

By solving the system, we can get

B §s+1 +1
@ +nEtt -1
us =

e = 1) (&3 + 1))
, (@ -nEettrnEett s e 2 1)

e S DI +e)
Note that ug € F7,
N o (St ) BN (S D[t S B
ST e(e o)1+ € 3) G-+

This means that €2 = 1, which is a contradiction since ¢ is a primitive n-th root of unity.
Case 2: s is even. Then we have the following system:

14wy +ug 4 us + ul +ul =0,
1+ ugl? —ules =0,

) 2 ’ ; (19)
u1 +uzf” — USJAE‘S =0,

14w 4 uol? +us® +ule® +u £ =0.
From the second and third equations of the system, we obtain (uz — uiu2)&? — (ul,; — urul,)&* =
0 = (ug —uruz) + (U — urul)€572 = 0. Note that €572 ¢ F,. Therefore, we have ug = ujus
and u},; = uju}. Then we can derive

L+ ur +uz +ug +ug +upyy = (1 +u)(1+uz +ug) =0.

Thus u1 = —1 or 1 +ug +ul = 0.
If uy = —1, then uz = —up and u},; = —ul,. Then

L ung® +usg® +ul€® + €77 = (1= €)1+ usg” +0 ) =0

Since 1 — &2 # 0, then 1 + uzé? + u£2° = 0. Combining it with the second equation of (19), we
have the following system:

1 + U2§4 + u;&QS = 0 ’lL = @
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Note that ug € IFZ, then
+2 2
PR s T O T
2 1452 £st2 4 ¢4
This means that €5 = 1, which is a contradiction since ¢ is a primitive n-th root of unity.
If 1 4 ug + u), = 0, then combining it with the second equation of (19), we can obtain

= us.

ltup+u, =0, fu=-g
1 2 . les A Y
+ugé® —uyl® =0. Us = girez
Note that ug € IF;, then
q 14¢&3 & +1 14¢°
U = —F 5 2 — s Y2 T T o
§°+¢ 1+¢ & +¢

This means &2 = 1, which is a contradiction since £ is a primitive n-th root of unity.
In summary, there does not exist such a codeword in C. |
Lemma 17. There exists no codeword of the form (x,%,*,0.,%,%,%,0,_r_g) for any 1 <r <n-—7.

Proof. Similarly as in the proof of Lemmas 15 and 16, we prove the lemma by contradiction and
assume that ¢ = (2, 2uy, 2ug, 0¢—3, 2ug, 2up+1, Ut2, 0n—p—3) = (Uc + Ve|ue — V), where £ = r + 3,
UL, U2, Ug, Upt1, Up+2 € IF:;, uc. € C; and ve € Cy. Next, we divide our discussion into four cases
according to the structure of components of c.

(i) 4<£< %5 -3, ie,c= (2, 2uy, 2ug, 0p—3, 2ug, 2up41, 2up12,02 3¢ | O%). Then we can obtain
Uec = Ve = (1; Uy, u2, 0@74) gy Up1, U2, 0%737@) .

This means that (1,“1,U2,0@_3,U@,U@+1,U@+2,0%_3_@) € C1 N Cy. Thus, we have mgo(x)mez(x) |
uc(z) and me_y1(z)mer (x) | ve(x). Then we obtain the following system:

1+ wuy + ug + up + Upy1 + upt2 =0,
14 &ur + Eus + Efup + E M uppr + € upg =0,
1—&uy + Eup + (&) ur + (=) M ugrr + (=) ug2 =0,
1+ 2y + Erup + 2 up + EEF Vg + 2Dy, = 0.

U1

If ¢ is even, we can get u; 4+ &fupyq = 0. This implies that £¢ = — we € [, which is a contradiction

since it is easy to check that & ¢ Fy.
If ¢ is odd, then we have the following system:

1+ up + ug + up + Upg1 + upt2 =0,
14 &us + 5 ugyy =0,
1 11 (20)
ur + & ug + 5 ugyo =0,
14 &2uq + Ehug + % up + E2F Dy + 20y, =0,
Since e = (7()%,4, 0,0,0,b9,b1, - ,b%,5) S CQL,
e Ve = —b%_4 + up-bp—g +upt1 - be—3 + upr2 - beg—2 = 0. (21)

Since 4 </ < 5 — 3 and £ is odd, we can get by_4 = by_2 =0, by_3 = Hl%ﬁ, and b%_4 =1

by Lemma 14. From the second equation of (20) and equation (21), we obtain

2042
U2 = _525(522—2_11)3
A_qygt-3
U1 = bllfs = (££2E—g£_1 .
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Substituting into the system (20), we have the following system:

E-nEtt-neE-t-n

U1 + Ug + Up42 = £2(e2-2-1) )
uy + 7 ug + € Mgy o =0,

2042 020 p0—1_1y(1_el—1y(¢2_
ULE2 + €2 4wy o2 = (27 +¢ 552#211(11 €71

By solving the system, we can obatin

e — (2 — 1) -t —¢f-t -1
e £2(6%-2-1) ’
é—é-‘rl -1
Ue = CEFL (g1 1)’
€Z+1 4 1
W2 = T (g1 1)

Note that u, € Fy,
. (1 _ €l+1)€1€71 B §€+1 -1 B
o= T T T EOFL(e—T 1) Ue-
This means that £2¢ = 1, which is a contradiction since & is a primitive n-th root of unity and
4<0< 5 -3
(11) ! = % — 2, i.e., C = (2, 2’&1, 2’[1,2, 0%,5, 2’[1,4, 2ue+1 | 2ue+2, 0%,1). Then

ue = (14 uppo, ur, us, 0g-5,w,ué+1)

and
Ve = (1 — U(+2,U1,U2,0%_5,Ug,ug+1) .

Since Cs is a negacyclic code, the negacyclic shift of v, given by
We = (—ue, —tps1,1 — togo,ur, Uz, 02 _5)

belongs to Co. Note that the generator polynomial of Cq is 2% — (€24 £72)2% + 1, thus £ and —¢ are
roots of we(z). Then we can easily obtain u; = usq1 = 0, which contradicts the assumption that
U] = Uy € IFZ
The case of £ = 5§ + 2, ie, c= (2,2u1, 22,02 _3 | 0,0, 2ue,2uul,2ue+2,0%,5) is similar, so we
omit it.

(iii) /=% —1,ie,c= (2,2u1, 2ug,0n g, 2uy | 2ue+1,2w+2,0g,2) € C. Then

ue = (14 wpgr,u1 + W+2,u2,0g—4,w)

and
ve = (1 — ugq1,u1 — u¢+2,u2,0g_4,u¢) .

Since Cs is a negacyclic code, the negacyclic shift v, given by
!
We = (711’2; 1- Up41, UL — Up42, U2, 0%74) )
belongs to Ca. Note that the generator polynomial of Cy is 2 — (€2 + £72)22 + 1, while the degree
of w¢'(x) is 3, which is a contradiction.

The discussion of the following cases is similar, so we omit it.

n .
(= 5 Le,c= (2,2u1,2u2,()g,3 | 2uz,2u4+1,2w+2,0g,3) ;

n .
(= 5 1, ie,c=(2,2u1,2us,02 3 | 0,2up, 2upq1, 204,02 _y) .
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(iv) 243 <(0<n—4,ie, c= (2 2u1,2us, 023 | Op—z,2us, 2urt1, 2urt2, 0,—3-¢). Denote s = — 2.
Then
= (1 0 Ll ! 0
Uc = ( y UL, U2, Us—3, Ug, Ugy 1, Ugy o, %—3—3)
and
— ! I li
Ve = (L Ui, U2, 03_3, _usa _u5+1a _uerQa 0%—5—1) )

where u}, = wuy, u},; = ugy1, and w5 = ugyo. Then we have the following system:

L4 up +us +ul +uly g +ul,, =0,
L+ Eur + Eug — Eul — €Ml — €1l =0,
L= €ur +E%us — (—€)°ul — (=€) Mufyy — (- Puly, =0,
1+ &y + Elug + E25ul, + 26Ty | 4 26+ =0.
If s is even, we can get u; — &*u/,; = 0. This implies that {* = - ¢ [, which a contradiction
s+1
since it is easy to check that §* ¢ F;.
If s is odd, then we have the following system:
1+U1+U2+U;+U;+1+U;+2 =0,
L+ up — &y, o (22)
Uy — é-sflu; _ §S+1u;+2 =0,
1+ &2uy + Eug + 25U, 4+ 26Dy + 26Dy, =0,
Since € = {0,0,bo,bl, e ,b%_4,0} €Cs,
e Ve =ugby —uy - be_o — Uy b1 —ulyo-bs=0. (23)
Since s is odd and 3 < s < 5 —4, we can get bgp = 1, bs—2 = bs = 0, and bs_1 = gﬁdgf# by
Lemma 14. From the second equation of (22) and equation (23), we obtain
2s+2_4
U2 = —zz(gzs—2_7)
€2(g2e—2-1)7
{u/ _ (1*54)5572
s+1 525—2_1 .
Putting the values into the system (22), we have the following system:
2 s+1 s—1
Uy + Us + Us42 =6 1)5(25(5251_;),(% +1)a
uy — &l — &Ml , =0,
2542 | ¢25 | gs—1_ s—1\(e2
U1§2 +u/§§25 +u;+2§25+4 _ (£ +¢ +§§257211(11+§ )(€ 1)_
By solving the system, we can get
(E-DE>r+ett 4o -1
Ul =
1 eI |
ul . €s+1 +1
s 55«%1(&'571 4 1)3
, B §s+1 —1
Usy2 = 55-{-1(55—1 _ 1)'
Note that uj € F},
g 6—(5-{-1) +1 _ (1+€s+1)€s—1 B §s+1 +1 -,
(u)? = 757(54»1)(57(571) +1) -1 + &1 - 76‘5-‘,—1(53—1 +1) = Us-

This means that ¢2° = 1, which is a contradiction for 3 < s < 5 —4
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In summary, there does not exist such a codeword in C. (|

Combining Lemmas 15, 16, and 17, we can construct a class of MDS symbol-pair codes with
dp = 9.
Theorem 3. Suppose q is an odd prime power and n = 2g+2. Let C be the cyclic code in Fy [x] /(x
1) with generator polynomial g(x) = me-1(x)meo (x)mer (x)me2 (). Then C is an (n = 2¢+2,dp =
MDS symbol-pair code.

9q

Proof. When g = 3, then C is a [8, 1, 8] repetition code. It is clear that dp(C) > 9. On the other hand,
the Singleton-type bound (1) implies that dp < 9. Thus dp = 9 and C is an MDS symbol-pair code.

When ¢ > 3, note that dim(C) = n — deg(g(z)) = 2¢ — 5 and dg(C) = 6 by Lemma 13, thus C
is not an MDS code. Hence we can obtain dp(C) > 8 by Lemma 3. By the Singleton-type bound
(1), it is sufficient to prove that dp(C) # 8, equivalently, there exists no codeword with minimum
pair weight 8. By contradiction, suppose that there is a codeword ¢ € C with pair weight 8, then its
certain cyclic shift must be one of the forms

(e, %, K, %, %, %, %k, 0 —7),
(3, %, %, Kk, %, 0y %, O ) (1 <7 <M —7),
(%, K, %, Kk, Oy ky %, 0 pg) (1 < 7 <m0 —7),
(g %, %, Oy %, %, %, 0 g) (1 <7 <m — 7).

If ¢ is of the first form, then the corresponding polynomial ¢(x) has degree 6, while the generator
polynomial g(x) has degree 7, which leads to a contradiction. By Lemmas 15, 16, and 17, no codeword
in C can have the last three forms. Hence, we conclude that C is an (n = 2¢ + 2,dp = 9); MDS
symbol-pair code. [l

Remark 3. To the best of our knowledge, the construction of MDS symbol-pair codes with dp =9 is
given in [21], where the code length is n = 2m with 5 < m < q. Thus, our construction achieves the
longest code length for MDS symbol-pair codes with dp = 9.

4 Conclusion

Unlike classical MDS codes, constructing MDS symbol-pair codes with new parameters remains an
important topic in coding theory. There are surely more families of interesting symbol-pair codes
to be discovered. When the pair distance and code length are given, the dimension of an cyclic
MDS symbol-pair code is determined, which in turn determines the number of roots of its generator
polynomial. Therefore, the key to constructing MDS symbol-pair codes from single-root cyclic codes
lies in selecting appropriate roots for the generator polynomial such that the minimum pair distance
of the corresponding code meets the MDS bound. However, computing this minimum pair distance
presents another challenge. In this paper, we utilized the decomposition of cyclic codes and the dual
codes of each component code and analyzed the solutions of certain equations over finite fields to
address these problems. Finally, we constructed three new classes of MDS symbol-pair codes from
simple-root cyclic codes:

- (n=4g+4,k=49—1,dp = T)4 cyclic code with ¢ =1 (mod 4);
- (n=4qg—4,k =49 —10,dp = 8), cyclic code with ¢ =3 (mod 4);
- (n=2q+2,k=2g—5,dp =9)4 cyclic code with ¢ is an odd prime power.

Compared to previously known results, for dp = 7 or 8, our g-ary MDS symbol-pair codes achieve
the longest known code length when ¢ is not prime. For dp = 9, they remain the longest regardless
of whether ¢ is prime or not. When using the simple-root cyclic code approach to construct MDS
symbol-pair codes, the number of cases to analyze increases significantly as the pair distance or code
length grows. This makes it particularly challenging to construct MDS symbol-pair codes with larger
pair distances or longer code lengths.
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