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Abstract

This paper investigates packing and covering propertiesodes with the rank metric. First, we
investigate packing properties of rank metric codes. Thenstudy sphere covering properties of rank

metric codes, derive bounds on their parameters, and ige#sttheir asymptotic covering properties.

. INTRODUCTION

Although the rank has long been known to be a metric impjicithd explicitly (see, for example, [1]),
the rank metric was first considered for error control code®elsarte [2]. The potential applications of
rank metric codes to wireless communications [3], pubbig-kryptosystems [4], and storage equipments
[5], [6] have motivated a steady stream of works [2], [5]H[18escribed below, that focus on their
properties.

The majority [2], [5]-[7], [12], [13], [15], [17], [18] of pevious works focus on rank distance properties,
code construction, and efficient decoding of rank metriceso&ome previous works focus on the packing
and covering properties of rank metric codes. Both packimdj @vering properties are significant for
error control codes, and packing and covering radii arecbgesometric parameters of a code, important
in several respects [20]. For instance, the covering radamsbe viewed as a measure of performance:
if the code is used for error correction, then the coverimiusis the maximum weight of a correctable
error vector [21]; if the code is used for data compressibaentthe covering radius is a measure of the
maximum distortion [21]. The Hamming packing and coveriagdiir of error control codes have been
extensively studied (see, for example, [22], [23]), wheré@e rank packing and covering radii have

received relatively little attention. It was shown that trawial perfect rank metric codes do not exist in
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[8], [9], [16]. In [10], a sphere covering bound for rank nietcodes was introduced. Generalizing the
concept of rank covering radius, the multi-covering radicodes with the rank metric were defined in
[11]. Bounds on the volume of balls with rank radii were alsyided [19].

In this paper, we investigate packing and covering propentif rank metric codes. The main contri-

butions of this paper are:

« In Section1ll, we study the packing properties of rank ntetodes.

« In Section 1V, we establish further properties of elementarear subspaces [18], and investigate
properties of balls with rank radii. In particular, we deriboth upper and lower bounds on the
volume of balls with given rank radii, and our bounds are tighhan their respective counterparts
in [19].

o In Section[V, we first derive both upper and lower bounds onnti@mal cardinality of a code
with given length and rank covering radius. Our new bounestighter than the bounds introduced
in [10]. We also establish additional sphere covering prige for linear rank metric codes, and
prove that some classes of rank metric codes have maximakiogvradius. Finally, we establish

the asymptotic minimum code rate for a code with given redatiovering radius.

[I. PRELIMINARIES
A. Rank metric

Consider anr-dimensional vectox = (zg,z1,...,2,—1) € GF(¢™)". The field GF(¢™) may be
viewed as anm-dimensional vector space ove€fF(q). The rank weight ofx, denoted ask(x), is
defined to be themaximum number of coordinates ix that are linearly independent ovéiF(q) [7].
Note that all ranks are with respect @F(q) unless otherwise specified in this paper. The coordinates
of x thus span a linear subspace®@F(¢q™), denoted asS(x) or &(xg, z1,. .., zn—1), With dimension
equal tork(x). For any basis3,, of GF(¢™) over GF(q), each coordinate af can be expanded to an
m-dimensional column vector ové&#F (¢) with respect taB,,,. The rank weight ok is hence the rank of
the m x n matrix overGF(¢) obtained by expanding all the coordinateskofFor allx,y € GF(¢™)", it
is easily verified thatlz(x,y) def rk(x —y) is a metric over GFg™)" [7], referred to as theank metric
henceforth. Theminimum rank distance of a codeC, denoted asiz(C), is simply the minimum rank
distance over all possible pairs of distinct codewords. kvtieere is no ambiguity about, we denote
the minimum rank distance ak.

Both the matrix form [2], [6] and the vector form [7] for ranketnic codes have been considered in

the literature. Following [7], in this paper the vector fomwer GF(¢™) is used for rank metric codes
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although their rank weight can be defined by their correspmnth x n code matrices oveGF(q) [7].
The vector form is chosen in this paper since our results e terivations for rank metric codes can

be readily related to their counterparts for Hamming metades.

B. Shere packing and sphere covering

The sphere packing problem we consider is as follows: givdimite field GF(¢™), lengthn, and
radiusr, what is the maximum number of non-intersecting balls wiliusr that can be packed into
GF(¢™)"? The sphere packing problem is equivalent to finding the maxi cardinality of a code
over GF(¢™) with lengthn and minimum distancé > 2r + 1: the spheres of radius centered at the
codewords of such a code do not intersect one another. Fomthe, when these non-intersecting spheres
centered at all codewords cover tivaole space, the code is called a perfect code.

The covering radiug of a codeC' with lengthn over GF(¢™) is defined to be the smallest integer
such that all vectors in the spacd'(¢q")™ are within distance of some codeword of” [23]. It is the
maximal distance from any vector i@F(¢™)" to the codeC. That is, p = maxycqr(gm)»1d(x,C)}.
Also, if C c ', then the covering radius af' is no less than the minimum distance @f. Finally,

a codeC with lengthn and minimum distancé is called a maximal code if there does not exist any
codeC’ with the same length and minimum distance such that C’. A maximal code has covering
radiusp < d — 1. The sphere covering problem for the rank metric can be dtasefollows: given an
extension fieldGF(¢™), lengthn, and radius, we want to determine the minimum number of balls of
rank radiusp which coverGF(¢™)™ entirely. The sphere covering problem is equivalent to figdhe

minimum cardinality of a code ove&F(¢"™) with lengthn» and rank covering radiugs.

I11. PACKING PROPERTIES OF RANK METRIC CODES

It can be shown that the cardinaliti{ of a codeC over GF(¢™) with length n» and minimum
rank distancel, satisfiesK < min {gm"-d&+D) gn(m—dr+1)1 e refer to this bound as the Singleton
boun& for codes with the rank metric, and refer to codes that attanSingleton bound as maximum
rank distance (MRD) codes.

For any given parameter set m, anddg, explicit construction for linear or nonlinear MRD codes
exists. Forn < m anddg < n, generalized Gabidulin codes [13] can be constructed.nFor m and

dr < m, an MRD code can be constructed by transposing a generaBabiblulin code of lengthm

1The Singleton bound in [6] has a different form since arragiesoare defined over base fields.
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and minimum rank distancé; over GR¢"), although this code is not necessarily linear over3H.
Whenn = im (I > 2), linear MRD codes of length and minimum distancé, can be constructed by a
cartesian produaf’ of an (m, k) generalized Gabidulin codg. Although maximum distance separable
codes, which attain the Singleton bound for the Hamming imedkist only for limited block length over
any given field, MRD codes can be constructed for any blocgtlen and minimum rank distance
over arbitrary fields Gf™). This has significant impact on the packing properties ok naetric codes
as explained below.

For the Hamming metric, although nontrivial perfect codesedist, the optimal solution to the sphere
packing problem is not known for all the parameter sets [RRtontrast, for rank metric codes, although
nontrivial perfect rank metric codes do not exist [8], [9]RI2 codes provide an optimal solution to the
sphere packing problem for any set of parameters. For given, andr, let us denote the maximum
cardinality among rank metric codes ov@F(¢™) with lengthn and minimum distancéy = 2r 4+ 1 as
Ag(¢™,n,dg). Thus, fordg > min{n,m}, Ag(¢™,n,ds) =1 and fordg < min{n,m}, Ag(¢™,n,dg) =
min {gm(n—drRF1) gn(m=dr+1)} “Note that the maximal cardinality is achieved by MRD codes 4l
parameter sets. Hence, MRD codes admit the optimal sotutiothe sphere packing problem for rank

metric codes.

IV. TECHNICAL RESULTS
A. Further properties of elementary linear subspaces

The concept of elementary linear subspace was introducediirprevious work [18]. It has similar
properties to those of a set of coordinates, and as such haxdsas a useful tool in our derivation of
properties of Gabidulin codes (see [18]). Although our lissmay be derived without the concept of
ELS, we have adopted it in this paper since it enables readezasily relate our approach and results
to their counterparts for Hamming metric codes.

If there exists a basis sé of vectors inGF(q)™ for a linear subspac¥ C GF(¢™)", we sayV is
an elementary linear subspace aBdis an elementary basis df. We denote the set of all ELS’s of
GF(¢™)™ with dimensionv as E,(¢™,n). The properties of an ELS are summarized as follows [18]. A
vector has rank< r if and only if it belongs to some ELS with dimension For anyV € E,(¢™,n),
there existsV € E,_,(¢™,n) such thaty & V = GF(¢™)", where® denotes the direct sum of two
subspaces. For any vectarc GF(¢™)", we denote the projection of on V alongV asxy, and we

remark thatx = xy + xy.
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In order to simplify notations, we shall occasionally denthte vector spac&F (¢™)"™ asF. We denote
the number of vectors of rank (0 < v < min{m,n}) in GF(¢™)" as N, (¢"™,n). It can be shown that
Nu(g™,n) = [ a(m,u) [7], where a(m, 0) %1 and a(m,u) def [Ty (g™ — ¢*) for uw > 1. The M
term is often referred to as a Gaussian polynomial [24], deffias|”] def a(n,u)/a(u,u). Note that
|Eu(¢™,n)| =[] does not depend om.

Lemma 1: Any vectorx € GF(q™)™ with rankr belongs to a unique ELY € E,(¢™, n).

Proof: The existence o¥ € E,.(¢"™,n) has been proved in [18]. Thus we only prove the uniqueness
of V, with elementary basigv; ;.":‘g, wherev; € GF(q)" for all i. Supposex also belongs to/V,
where W € E.(¢",n) has an elementary bas{sv; ;;5 wherew; € GF(q)" for all j. Therefore,

X = Y Zg aivi = Y.—gbyw;, wherea;,b; € GF(¢™) for 0 < i,j < r — 1. By definition, we have
S(x) = &(ag,...,ar-1) = S(boy,...,b._1), thereforeb;’s can be expressed as linear combinations of
ai’s, i.e., bj = Y I7) ¢jia; Wherec;; € GF(q). Hencex = Y I~ a;u;, whereu; = Y/ jc; ;w; for

0 <i < r—1form an elementary basis df¥. Considering the matrix obtained by expanding the
coordinates ofk with respect to the basig; ;’;51, we obtainv; = u;, and hence’ = W. [ |

Lemmall shows that an ELS is analogous to a subset of cocedisatce a vectax with Hamming
weight r belongs to a unique subset ofcoordinates, often referred to as the supporkof

In [18], it was shown that an ELS always has a complementagynehtary linear subspace. The
following lemma enumerates such complementary ELS’s.

Lemma 2: SupposeV € E,(¢™,n) and A C V is an ELS with dimensiom, then there arg®(v—a)
ELS’s B such that4 @ B = V. Furthermore, there arg(v~® [V] such ordered pairgA, B).

Proof: First, remark thatlim(8) = v — a. The total number of sets af — « linearly independent
vectors over GFy) in V\ A is given byN = (¢° —¢*)(¢* —¢*t1)--- (¢* —¢*~ 1) = ¢*“Da(v—a,v—a).
Note that each set of linearly independent vectors ovefgGEonstitutes an elementary basis set. Thus,
the number of possiblB is given by N divided bya(v—a,v—a), the number of elementary basis sets for
eachBB. Therefore, onced is fixed, there arg®(*~® choices forB3. Since the number af-dimensional
subspacest in V is [?], the total number of ordered paifsl, B) is henceg?(*=% ["]. |

Puncturing a vector with full Hamming weight results in ameat vector with full Hamming weight.
Lemmal3 below shows that the situation for vectors with falk is similar.

Lemma 3: SupposeV € E,(¢",n) andu € V has rankv, thenrk(u4) = a andrk(ug) = v — a for
any A € E,(¢™,n) andB € E,_,(¢",n) such thatdA & B = V.

Proof: First, us € A and hencek(us) < a by [18, Proposition 2]; similarlyrk(ug) < v — a.

Now supposek(uy) < a or rk(ug) < v — a, thenv = rk(u) < rk(ug) + rk(up) <a+v—-—a=v. R
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It was shown in [18] that the projection4 of a vectoru on an ELS.A depends on botd and
its complement3. The following lemma further clarifies the relation: chamgiB always modifiesu 4,
provided thatu has full rank.

Lemma 4: SupposeV € E,(¢™,n) andu € V has rankv. For any A € E,(¢™,n) and B €
E,—4(¢",n) such thatA @ B = V, define the functiong, (A, B) = u4 and gy(A, B) = ug. Then
both f,, and g,, are injective.

Proof: Consider another paitd’, B') with dimensions: andv — a respectively. Supposd’ # A,
thenuy # uy. Otherwiseuy belongs to two distinct ELS’s with dimensiom which contradicts

Lemmall. Henceiy # uy andug = u—uy # u—uy = ug. The argument is similar iB’ £ B. &

B. Properties of balls with rank radii

We refer to all vectors irGF(¢™)™ within rank distance: of x € GF(¢")" as a ball of rank radius
centered ak, and denote it a®, (x). Its volume, which does not depend gnis denoted a¥,.(¢™,n) =
> o Nu(¢™,n). When there is no ambiguity about the vector space, we déngg*, n) asuv(r).

Lenma 5: For 0 < r < min{n,m}, ¢ ") < V.(¢™,n) < Kq—lq’”(mﬂ—’”), where K, def
[52,(1 - q~) [18].

Proof: The upper bound was derived in [18, Lemma 13], and it suffiogsrove the lower bound.
Without loss of generality, we assume that the center of #iki® 0. We now prove the lower bound
by constructing;”*+"=") vectorsz € GF(¢™)" of rank at most. Let x € GF(¢™)" let a subspac&
of GF(¢™) such thatdim(¥) = r and 6(x) C T. We consider the vectorg € GF(¢")"" such that
S(y) C T. There arg;™" choices forx and, for a giverx, ¢"(*~") choices fory. Thus the total number
of vectorsz = (x,y) € GF(¢™)" is ¢"™*"~"), and sinceS(z) C T, we haverk(z) < r. |

We remark that both bounds in Lemila 5 are tighter than thepeetive counterparts in [19, Proposi-
tion 1]. More importantly, the two bounds in Lemrh 5 differlypby a factor of K, and thus they not
only provide a good approximation &f.(¢",n), but also accurately describe the asymptotic behavior
of Vi.(¢"™,n).

The diameter of a set is defined to be the maximum distanceeleetany pair of elements in the set
[22, p. 172]. For a binary vector spa€&'(2)" and a given diametelr < n, Kleitman [25] proved that
balls with Hamming radiug maximize the cardinality of a set with a given diameter. Hogrewhen
the underlying field for the vector space is @F(2), the result is not necessarily valid [23, p. 40]. We

show below that balls with rank radii do not maximize the gaatity of a set with a given diameter.
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Proposition 1: For2 < 2r < n < m, any S € E(¢",n) has diameteRr and cardinality|S| >
V(g™ n).

Proof: Any S € E».(¢™,n) has diamete2r and cardinalityg®™". Forr = 1, we haveV; (¢™,n) =
1+ % < ¢*™. Forr > 2, we haveV,(¢™,n) < K;'¢"™+™="" py Lemmab. Since? > 2 >
—log, K,, we obtainV, (¢, n) < "™ < |S]. [

The intersection of balls with Hamming radii has been stidie [23, Chapter 2], and below we
investigate the intersection of balls with rank radii.

Lemma 6: If 0 <r,s <nandci,c2 € GF(¢™)", then|B,(c;) N Bs(c2)| depends or; andcsy only
throughdg(cy, c2).

Proof: This follows from the fact that matrices i@F(q)"*" together with the rank metric form
an association scheme [2], [26]. [ |

Proposition 2: If 0 < r,s < n, c1,ca,c),ch € GF(¢™)™ anddg(c1,c2) > dr(c), ch), then|B,(ci1) N
Bs(c2)| < [Br(c}) N Bs(cy)|-

Proof: It suffices to prove the claim whedk(ci,c2) = dr(c),c)) +1 = e + 1. By Lemmals,
we can assume without loss of generality teat= ¢}, = 0, ¢, = (0,¢1,...,¢,0,...,0) andcy =
(co,c1y...,Ce,0,...,0), wherec, ..., c. € GF(¢™) are linearly independent.

We will show that an injective mappingfrom B,.(c1)N Bs(c2) to B,(c})NBs(ch) can be constructed.

We consider vectors = (zo, 21, ..., 2n—1) € Br(c1) N Bs(c2). We thus havek(z) < r andrk(u) < s,
whereu = (ug, u1,...,Up—1) =2—c3 = (20—co, 21 —€1,-..,2n—1). We also defin@ = (z1,...,2,-1)
andu = (uq,...,u,—1). We consider three cases for the mappinglepending orz andu.

o Case lirk(m) < s — 1. In this casey(z) 2t 2. We remark thatk(z — c¢}) < rk(u) +1 < s and

hence¢(z) € B,(c}) N Bs(ch).

o Case Ill:rk(u) = s andrk(z) < r — 1. In this casep(z) def (z0 — €0, 21,---,2n—1). We have
rk(¢(z)) <r1k(z)+1 < r andrk (¢(z) — c}) =rk(z — c2) < s, and hence)(z) € B,(c}) N B,(ch).

o Case lll:tk(a) = s andrk(z) = r. Sincerk(u) = s, we havezy — ¢y € &(a). Similarly, since
rk(z) = r, we havez, € &(z). Denotedim(&(u,z)) asd (d > s). Ford > s, let ag,...,a4-1 be
a basis of&(u, z) such thaty, ..., as—; € &(u) andas,...,aq—1 € S(z). This basis is fixed for
all vectorsz having the same, i.e., it is fixed for all values of;. Note thatcy € S(u,z), and may
therefore be uniquely expressed @s= ¢, + c,, wherec, € S(ag,...,as—1) = &(u) andec, €
S(as,...,aq_1) C 6(z). If d = s, thenc, = 0 € &(z). In this cased(z) E (20— cz, 21, - .., 2n_1).
Remark thatx) — ¢, € &(z) and hencek(¢(z)) = r. Also, zp — ¢, = 29 — co + ¢, € S(u) and

hencerk(¢(z) — cfy) = s. Thereforep(z) € B,(c}) N Bs(ch).
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It can be easily verified that is injective, henceB,(c1) N Bs(ca)| < |By(c)) N Bs(ch)|. [
Corallary 1: If 0 < r,s < n, c1,¢a,¢}, ¢, € GF(¢™)™ anddg(c1,c2) > dr(c),ch), then|B,(c;) U
By(e2)| = B, (ch) U By(ch)].
Proof: The result follows from/ B, (c1) U Bs(c2)| = v(r) + v(s) — |Br(c1) N Bs(c2)|. [
We now quantify the volume of the intersection of two ballghmiank radii for some special cases,
which will be used in Section ViB.
Proposition 3: If ¢;,co € GF(¢™)" anddg(c1, c2) = 7, then|B,(c1) N Bi(c2)| = 1+ (¢™ —¢")[]] +
(@ - D[]
Proof: By Lemmall, the vectoe; belongs to a unique EL® € E,.(¢",n). First of all, it is easy
to check thaty = 0 € B,(c;) N B;1(0). We now consider a nonzero vectpre B;(0) with rank 1. We
havedy(y,c1) =r+1ifand only ify ¢ V andS(y) € &(cy). There are(qn_q;)# such vectors.

Thus,|B,(e1) N Bi(ez)| = 1+ Ny (g™, n) — C=OU=0) — 3 4 (gm — ¢")[1] + (¢" — D[] m

Proposition 4: If ¢1,c2 € GF(¢™)" anddg(cy, c2) = 7, then|By(c1) N By_s(ca)| = ¢*"~)[1] for
0<s<r.

Proof: By Lemmal®, we can assume thgt= 0, and hencek(cy) = r. By Lemmall,c, belongs
to a unique ELSY € E,.(¢™,n). We first prove that all vectorg € B,(0) N B,_s(ce) are inV. Let
y =yy+yw, WwhereW € E,,_,.(¢"™,n) such thaty @ W = GF(¢™)". We haveyy + (¢ —y)y = c2,
with rk(yy) < rk(y) < s andrk((c2 —y)y) < rk(ca —y) < r — s. Thereforerk(yy) = rk(y) = s,
tk((c2 —y)y) = 1k(ca —y) =7 —s, andS(yy) N S((c2 — y)y) = {0}. Sincerk(yy) = rk(y), we
have&(yyy) C &(yy); and similarlyS((c2 —y)w) € S((c2 —y)y). Altogether, we obtairs (yyy) N
S((c2 — y)w) = {0}. However,yyy + (c2 —y)w = 0, and hencey)y = (c2 —y)w = 0. Therefore,
y V.

We now prove thaly is necessarily the projection @ onto some ELSA of V. If y € V satisfies
rk(y) = s andrk(co —y) = r — s, theny belongs to some ELSl andc; —y € B such thatd® B = V.
We hence havg = cp 4 andcy —y = ¢ 5.

On the other hand, for anfl € E;(¢"™,n) andB € E,_4(¢"™,n) such thatA & B =V, cy 4 Iis a
vector of ranks with distancer — s from co by LemmaB. By Lemmal4, all the, 4 vectors are distinct.
There are thus as many vectgrsas ordered pair§A, B). By Lemmal2, there arg®("—) [’s"] such pairs,
and hence*"~*)[!] vectorsy. (]

The problem of the intersection of three balls with rank iré&slimore complicated since the volume
of the intersection of three balls with rank radii is not cdetely determined by the pairwise distances

between the centers. We give a simple example to illusthagepoint: consideGF(22)2 and the vectors
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c; =c} =(0,0,0), co =5 =(1,,0), c3 = (,0,1), andch = (o, + 1,0), wherea is a primitive
element of the field. It can be verified thét(ci,c2) = dr(c2,c3) = dr(cs,c1) = 2 anddg(c],ch) =
dr(ch, cs) = dr(ch, ) = 2. However,B;(c1) N By(c2) N Bi(cs) = {(a +1,0,0)}, whereasB;(c}) N
By(ch) N Bi(cy) = {(1,0,0), (0, + 1,0), (o, , 0) }. We remark that this is similar to the problem of
the intersection of three balls with Hamming radii discuasi#e[23, p. 58], provided that the underlying
field is notGF(2).

V. COVERING PROPERTIES OF RANK METRIC CODES
A. The sphere covering problem

We denote the minimum cardinality of a code of lengtlnd rank covering radius as Kx(¢™, n, p).
We remark that ifC' is a code ovelGF(¢™) with lengthn and covering radiug, then its transpose
codeC” is a code oveGF(¢g") with lengthm and the same covering radius. Therefdig(q™, n, p) =
Kr(q", m, p), and without loss of generality we shall assume< m henceforth in this section. Also
note thatKx(¢™,n,0) = ¢"" and Kgr(¢™,n,n) = 1 for all m andn. Hence we assumé < p < n
throughout this section. Two bounds @ (¢"™, n, p) can be easily derived.

Proposition 5: For0 < p < n < m, g(—;) < Kr(q™,m, p) < gm™n=p),

Proof: The lower bound is a straightforward generalization of toers given in [10]. Note that
the only codes with cardinalitg% are perfect codes. However, there are no nontrivial pededes for
the rank metric [8]. Thereforez(¢™, n,p) > g(—;) The upper bound follows from < n — k for any
(n, k) linear code (see [23] for a proof in the Hamming metric), ardde any linear code with covering
radiusp has cardinality< ¢”("—), |

We refer to the lower bound in Propositibh 5 as the sphereroayé&ound.

For a code ovelGF(¢™) with lengthn and covering radiu§ < p < n, we haveKg(¢™,n,p) <
Ku(¢™,n, p), whereK,,(¢"™, n, p) is the minimum cardinality of a (linear or nonlinear) codeo@F (¢™)
with lengthn and Hamming covering radiys. This holds because any code with Hamming covering
radiusp has rank covering radius p. SinceKy(¢™, n, p) < ¢™™~?) [23], this provides a tighter bound
than the one given in Proposition 5.

Proposition 6: For0 < p < n < m, Kx(¢™,n,p) > 3.

Proof: Suppose there exists a codeof cardinality 2 and lengthn over GF(¢™) with covering
radius p < n. Without loss of generality, we assunge = {0,c}. Since|B,(0) U B,(c)| is a non-

decreasing function ofk(c) by Corollary[1l, we assumek(c) = n. The codeG = (c) is hence an
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(n,1,n) linear MRD code ovefGF(¢™). Therefore, any codeword i#\C' is at distance: from C. Thus
p = n, which contradicts our assumption. [ |
Lemma 7: Kr(q™,n+n',p+p') < Ke(¢™,n, p)Ke(¢™,n',p’) for all m > 0 and nonnegative, n’,
p, andp’. In particular, Kg(¢™,n+ 1,p+ 1) < Kp(¢™,n, p) and Kg(¢™,n + 1,p) < ¢"Kr(q™,n, p).
Proof: For all x,y € GF(¢™)" andx’,y’ € GF(¢™)", we haveds((x,x'), (y,y")) < da(x,y) +
d(y,y’). Therefore, for anyC' € GF(¢™)", C' € GF(¢™)™, we havep(C @ C') < p(C) + p(C’) and
the first claim follows. In particular(n’, p’) = (1,1) and (n/,p’) = (1,0) yield the other two claims

respectively. [ |

B. Lower bounds for the sphere covering problem

We now derive two nontrivial lower bounds dkixz(¢™,n, p). For0 < d < n, we denote the volume
of the intersection of two balls iGF (¢™)™ with rank radiip and a distancé between their respective
centersd as I(¢™,n, p,d). When there is no ambiguity about the vector space considere simply
denote it asl(p,d). I(p,d) is well defined by Lemmal6, and obviouslyp,d) = 0 whend > 2p.

Proposition 7. For0 < p <n <m and0 <! < |log,. Kr(q™,n,p)],

" = q" (o1 — )+ Yt ma(1n-2001y (@ — 0 (pyn —a + 1)

(1)
o(p) —1(p,n—1)
Proof: Let us denot€ log, . Kr(¢™,n,p)] asA for convenience. LeC = {c;}E! be a code of

KR(qm> n, p) 2

lengthn and covering radiug over GF(¢™). DefineC; def {ci}{zo for0<j<K-1.Fori<a<A\
and ¢™(@=1) < j < g™, we havedg(cj,Cj_1) < n —a+ 1 by the Singleton bound. The codeword
c; hence covers at most(p) — I(p,n — a + 1) vectors that are not previously covered 6Yy_;. For

1 <1 < A, the number of vectors covered lay thus satisfies
l
g™ <v(p) + > ("™ — ¢ V™M) w(p) — I(p,n — a+ D] + (K — ¢™)[(p) — I(pn — 1)) (2)
a=1

Sincel(p,n —a+ 1) =0 for a < n — 2p, (@) reduces to (1). [ |
Note that the RHS of[{1) is a non-decreasing function/,ofhus the bound is tightest whdn=
[log,~ Kr(q™,n,p)]. We obtain a lower bound by using the largéstuch that the RHS of{1) is less

than g(+1m.
Corollary 2: For0 < p <n < m, Kg(q™,n,p) > gm"_l(p’")

(p)—=1(pn) "
Proof: This is a special case of Propositioh 7 for 0. ]
mn_q7n(nr72ﬂ)+p2 [2P]
v(p)—q”* [*]
Proof: Since the balls of rank radius around the codewords of a code with minimum rank

Corollary 3: For all m, n, and0 < p < [n/2], Kr(¢™, n,p) > !

distance2p + 1 do not intersect, we hav&y(q™,n,p) > Ax(q™,n,2p + 1) = ¢™™2°), and hence
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log,m Kr(¢™,n,p) > n — 2p. Use Propositioril7 foi = n —2p > 0, and I(p,2p) = g~ [25] by
Propositior 4. [

The bound in Corollary]3 can be viewed as the counterparténrdmk metric of the bound in [27,
Theorem 1].

Van Wee [28], [29] derived several bounds on codes with Hamgrabvering radii based on the excess

of a code, which is determined by the number of codewordsrauyehe same vectors. Although the
concepts in [28], [29] were developed for the Hamming metiiey are in fact independent of the
underlying metric and thus are applicable to the rank meisiavell. For allV’ C GF(¢™)™ and a code
C with covering radiugp, the excess oV by C is defined to beF (V) def Y cec |1 Bple) NV —|V].
If {W;} is a family of disjoint subsets ofsF'(¢™)", then E¢ (U, Wi) = >, Ec(W;). SupposeZ def
{z € GF(¢™)"|Ec({z}) > 0}, i.e., Z is the set of vectors covered by at least two codeword€'.in
Note thatz € Z if and only if |B,(z) N C| > 2. It can be shown thaiZ| < Ec(Z) = Ec(GF(¢™)") =
[CIVo(q™,n) — ¢™"

Before deriving the second nontrivial lower bound, we ndeslfollowing adaptation of [29, Lemma

8]. Let C' be a code with lengtlw and rank covering radiug over GF(q"). We define A def {x €

GF(¢™)"|dr(x, C) = p}.
Lemma 8: Forx € A\Z and0 < p < n, we have thatt(B;(x)) > ¢, where

o[BG o1 oo (][]

Proof: Sincex ¢ Z, there is a unique, € C such thatds(x,co) = p. By Propositiorf B we have

|By(co)NBi(x)| = 14 (¢™ —¢°)[7] +(¢”—1)[]. For any codeword; € C satisfyingds(x, c1) = p+1,
by Propositioil# we haviB, (c1)NBi(x)| = ¢°[*T']. FinaIIy, for all other codewords, € C' at distance

> p+1 from x, we have|B,(c2) N By (x)| = 0. DenotmgN \{cl € Cldr(x,c1) =

Ec(Bi(x)) = Y [By(c)N Bi(x)| — |Bi(x)|

ceC

= (" —¢") m + N¢* [pirl] - m (@™ —q")

(] f]) ()

The proof is completed by realizing that™ — ¢?) ([{] — [{]) < 0, while E¢(B1(x)) is a non-negative
integer. [ |
For p =n — 1, Lemmal8 is improved to:

Corallary 4: Forx € A\Z andp = n—1, Ec(By(x)) = ¢, wherep = ¢n=1["]|C|—¢"~" (g™ + ["7"]).
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Proof: The proof calls the same arguments as the proof above, Mith|C|—1forp=n—1. B
, wheres % y(1) — go~1 (1] — 1+ 2.

g

Proposition 8: If € > 0, then Kx(¢™, n,p) > m

The proof of Proposition]8, provided in AppendiX A, uses tppraach in the proof of [29, Theorem
6] and is based on the concept of excess reviewed in SdctBh The lower bounds in Propositioh$ 7
and[8, when applicable, are at least as tight as the spheegimg\bound. Fop = n — 1, Propositior 8
is refined into the following.

Corollary 5: Let us denote the coefficientg ! [/] and¢"~* (¢™ + ["]']) asa and 3, respectively.
Kgr(q™,n,n—1) satisfiesiKg(¢™, n,n—1)>—bKg(¢™,n,n—1)+c > 0, wherea d:efa[v(n—l)—kv(n—2)],

b % o(n—1) {q"2["]'] = (1) + B + 1} +2a¢™" +Bv(n—2), andc Xl {28+ 14q"2 [T =v(1)}.

The proof of Corollanfb is given in Appendix] B.

C. Upper bounds for the sphere covering problem

From the perspective of covering, the following lemma giseharacterization of MRD codes in terms
of ELS's.

Lemma 9: Let C be an(n, k) linear code ovelGF(¢™) (n < m). C is an MRD code if and only if
CaV=GF(@m™)"foral VeE, r(¢mn).

Proof: SupposeC is an (n,k,n — k + 1) linear MRD code. It is clear that NV = {0} and

henceC & V = GF(¢™)" for all V € E,,_;(¢",n). Conversely, supposé & V = GF(¢™)" for all
V € E,_r(q"™,n). ThenC does not contain any nonzero codeword of weight: — k, and hence its
minimum distance is: — k + 1. [ |

Forl <u<p, letay=1,0a1,...,0mtu—1 € GF(¢"*") be a basis set oiF(¢™*") over GF(q),
and letgy =1, 51,..., Bm—1 be a basis oGF(¢™) over GF(q). We define thdinear mappingf between
two vector space&F(¢") and&,, d:efG(ao,al, oo ame1) given by f(5;) = a; for 0 <i <m—1. We
remark thatwy = 5p = 1 implies thatf mapsGF(q) to itself. This can be generalized todimensional
vectors, by applyingf componentwise. We thus define : GF(¢™)" — GF(¢™**)" such that for
anyv = (vo,...,vn_1), f(v) = (f(vo),..., f(v,_1)). Note thatf depends omnu, but we omit this
dependence for simplicity of notation. This functignis a linear bijection fromGF (¢™)" to its image
&7, and hencef preserves the rankf also introduces a connection between ELS’s as shown below.

Lemma 10: Foru > 1, r < n, and anyV € E.(¢™,n), f(V) C W, whereW < E.(¢™"",n).
Furthermore f induces a bijection betweeh, (¢",n) and E,(¢™%, n).

Proof: Let B = {b;} be an elementary basis bfc E,(¢"™,n). Thenb; € GF(¢q)" andb; = f(b;).

Thus,{f(b;)} form an elementary basis, and henf®’) C W, whereW € E,.(¢™+% n) with {f(b;)}
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as a basis. It is easy to verify thftinduces a bijection betweeh, (¢™,n) and E,.(¢™+%, n). [ |

Proposition 9: Let C be an(n,n — p,p + 1) MRD code over GR™) (n < m) with covering radius
p. For0 < u < p, the codef(C), where f is as defined above, is a code of lengttover GF(g™**)
with cardinality ¢™("~*) and covering radiugp.

Proof: The other parameters for the code are obvious, and it suff@cestablish the covering
radius. LetT, be a subspace d&F(¢™**) with dimensionu such thatS,, & T, = GF(¢""). Any
u € GF(¢™**)" can be expressed as= v + w, wherev € &7 andw € T". Hencerk(w) < u,
andw € W for someW € E,(¢"™**,n) by Lemmall. By LemmaE]9 arid]10, we can expresas
v = f(c+e) = f(c) + f(e), wherec € C ande € V, such thatf(V) c W. Eventually, we have
u= f(c) + f(e) + w, wheref(e) + w € W, and thusd(u, f(c)) < p. Thus f(C) has covering radius
< p. Finally, it is easy to verify that the covering radius pfC) is exactly p. |

Corollary 6: For0 < p <n < m, Kg(q"™,n, p) < gnax{m=pn}(n=p),

Proof: We can construct aifin,n — p) linear MRD codeC over GF(¢*) with covering radius
p, where , = max{m — p,n}. By Proposition[D,f(C) c GF(¢™)", where f is a rank-preserving
mapping fromGF(¢*)" to a subset ofGF(¢™)" similar to f above, has covering radius p. Thus,
Kr(g™,n,p) < |f(C)] = [C| = g""=7). L]

We use the properties dkx(¢"™,n,p) in LemmalY in order to obtain a tighter upper bound when
p>m—n.
Proposition 10: Given fixedm, n, andp, for any0 < ! < n and (n;,p;) for 0 < i <1 —1 so that

0<n;<n, 0<p;<ng andn; + p; <m for all i, and> 'l n; = n and >'= p; = p, we have

Ka(g™,n, p) < {(nhpi):n})i%g_l} {qm(n—p)—Eim(m—m)} ‘ 3)
Proof: By LemmalY, we have<:(¢",n,p) < [, K:(¢™, n;, p;) for all possible sequencey;}
and {n;}. For all i, we haveKx(¢™, n;, p;) < ¢™=r)(»=r:) py Corollary[B, and henc&x(¢™, n, p) <
qu(m—m)(m—m) - qmw—p)—Zmi(m—m). m
It is clear that the upper bound inl (3) is tighter than the wgpmind in Propositionl5. It can also be
shown that it is tighter than the bound in Corollaty 6.
The following upper bound is an adaptation of [23, Theorenli?].

Proposition 11: For0 < p <n <m, Kg(¢™,n,p) <

1
1-log, mn (g™"—v(p)) +1.
Our proof, given in Appendix IC, adopts the approach used @23, Theorem 12.1.2]. Refining

[23, Theorem 12.2.1] for the rank metric, we obtain the felloy upper bound.
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Proposition 12: For0 < p <n <m anda def min{n,2p},

1 1 qmn
m < _ . )
KR(q 7n7p) = kv(p) <min{s,j} U(p)) + U(p)Hmm{s,j}7 (4)
—a ; —ma ) def
wherek, ) = ¢™ — v(p)g™ ", j = [v(p) — v(p)2q~™], s = v(p) — S0, , ¢V [}], and H}, =
¥ Lis thek-th harmonic number.
Proof: We denote the vectors d&F(¢™)" asv; for i = 0,1,...,¢™" — 1 and we consider a

g™ x ¢ square matrixA defined asy; ; = 1 if dx(v;,v;) < p anda; ; = 0 otherwise. Note that each
row and each column oA has exactlyv(p) ones. We present an algorithm that seld€tsolumns ofA
with no all-zero rows. These columns thus represent a cottecardinality X' and covering radiug.

SetA,,) = A andky,,)1 = ¢™". Fori = v(p),v(p) — 1,...,1, repeat the following step: First,
select fromA; a maximal set ofi; columns of weight with pairwise disjoint supports; Then, remove
these columns and all th&; = k;11 — k; rows incident to one of them, and denote the remaining
ki x (¢™" — Ky(,) — -+ — K;) matrix asA;_;. The set of all selected columns hence contains no all-zero
rows.

For 2p < n, we can select afin,n — 2p,2p + 1) linear MRD codeC for the first step. Since MRD
codes are maximal, they satisfy the condition2}f > n, C is chosen to be a single codeword, and
Ky = 1. Thus K, = ¢"™("=) and Kooy = q™" — v(p)g™™=*), wherea = min{n, 2p}.

We now establish two upper bounds bnfor 1 <i < v(p). First, it is obvious that; < k,(p). Also,

every row ofA;_; contains exactly(p) ones; on the other hand, every columnfof_; contains at most

i — 1 ones. Hence foit <i <wv(p), v(p)k; < (i —1)(¢"™" — Ky(p) — -+ — Ki) < (i — 1)¢™", and thus
k’i S 1—1 . 5
CD) ®
Clearly k; = 0 by (8). We havek,,y < (i — 1)1 ( ) if j—1> ;% { (q)m:fﬂ .

We now establish an upper bound Bh= Ziil) K;. For any vectok € GF(¢")", we havedg(x,C) <
2p. Thisis trivial for2p > n, while for 2p < n this is because MRD codes are maximal codes2pot n,
at leasty”” [2”] vectors inB,(x) are already covered ¥ by Propositiori 4. Fo2p > n, it can be shown

that at leas® " in=1) ] vectors inB,(x) are already covered hy. It follows that after the first

znpq

step, the column weight is at mosféef L pql(a Z)[ ]. Sinces > max{1 < i < v(p) : K; > 0},

K = Ky +2 K= Ko(p) v(p) +zt 27

obtain K < i) (et - ﬁ) * %Hmm{m- =

Following [23], where [23, Theorem 12.1.2] is referred to tae Johnson-Stein-Lovasz theorem,

. Using the two upper bounds at above, we

we refer to the algorithm described in the proof of Proposill2 as the Johnson-Stein-Lovasz (JSL)
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algorithm. The upper bound in Proposition 12 can be loosémedthe following.

mn
q

Corollary 7: For0 < p < n < m, Kg(q™,n,p) < ) <lnv(p) +v+ m> where~ is the

Euler-Mascheroni constant [30].
Proof: Using [B), we obtaink = > 01 kua=hs < A

concluded byH,,) < Inv(p) + v + m [30]. ]

mn

+ zi}in) Z(Zk_ll) < g(p) Hv(p)' The prOOf is

D. Covering properties of linear rank metric codes

Propositiorb yields bounds on the dimension of a linear aeitle a given rank covering radius.

Proposition 13: An (n, k) linear code ovelGF(¢") with rank covering radiug satisfiesn — p —

p(n—p)—log, K,
#‘1 <k<n-—p.

Proof: The upper bound directly follows the upper bound in Propmsi. We now prove the

mn

lower bound. By the sphere covering bound, we ha¥é > %

v(p) < gPmtn=r)=log, Ka gnd hence™* > ¢mn—rlmin—p)tlog, Kq, .

. However, by Lemmal5 we have

We do not adapt the bounds in Propositids 7 Bhd 8 as theimgatya over the lower bound in
Proposition 1B is not significant. Next, we show that the disien of a linear code with a given rank
covering radius can be determined under some conditions.

Proposition 14: Let C be an(n, k) linear code ovelGF(¢™) (n < m) with rank covering radiug.
Thenk =n—pif p € {0,1,n —1,n} or p(n — p) < m +log, Ky, or if C is a generalized Gabidulin
code or an ELS.

Proof: The casey € {0,n — 1,n} are straightforward. In all other cases, sirce< n — p by
Proposition 1B, it suffices to prove that> n — p. First, suppose = 1, then k satisfiesqg™* > %
by the sphere covering bound. Howevefl) < ¢™t" < ¢>™, and hencek > n — 2. Second, if
p(n—p) < m+log, K, then0 < % (p(n — p) —log, K,;) < 1andk > n— p by Propositiori I3. Third,
if Cis an(n,k,n—k+ 1) generalized Gabidulin code with < n, then there exists afn,k+1,n — k)
generalized Gabidulin cod® such thatC C C'. We havep > dz(C') = n — k, as noted in Section 114B,
and hence: > n — p. The case: = n is straightforward. Finally, i is an ELS of dimensiork, then
for all x with rankn and for anyc € C, dg(x,c) > rk(x) —rk(c) > n — k. [ |

A similar argument can be used to bound the covering radiubeotartesian products of generalized
Gabidulin codes.

Corollary 8: Let G be an(n, k,dg) generalized Gabidulin codex < m), and letG! be the code
obtained by cartesian products &f for [ > 1. Then the rank covering radius 6f satisfies(G') > dz—1.

Note that whem = m, G is a maximal code, and hence Corollaty 8 can be further stinengd.
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Corollary 9: Let G be an(m, k, dz) generalized Gabidulin code ovelF(¢™), and letG! be the code
obtained byl cartesian products @. Thenp(G') = dg — 1.

E. Numerical methods

In addition to the above bounds, we use several differentemizad methods to obtain tighter upper
bounds for relatively small values of,, n, and p. First, the JSL algorithm described in the proof of
Propositio 1P is implemented for small parameter valueso8d, local search algorithms [23] similar
to the ones available for Hamming metric codes are somevasat ¢complex than the JSL algorithm.
Although the complexity for large parameter values is foiivie, it is feasible. Third, we construct
linear codes with good covering properties, because linedes have lower complexity.

We can verify if a covering radius is achievable by a givenecside by brute force verification, thereby

establishing lower bounds olix(¢™,n, p). Obviously, this is practical for only small parameter \edu

F. Tables

In Tablell, we provide bounds oRr(¢™,n, p), for2 <m < 7,2 <n <m, andl < p < 6. Obviously,
Kgr(¢™,n,p) = 1 whenp = n. For other sets of parameters, the tightest lower and uppends on
Kr(¢™,n,p) are given, and letters associated with the numbers are oseditate the tightest bound.
The lower case letters a—f correspond to the lower boundsapdgitiong 5[ 6, anld 7, Corollaries 2 ddd 3,
and Proposition |8 respectively. The lower case letter gesponds to lower bounds obtained by brute
force verification. The upper case letters A—E denote thesuppunds in Proposition] 5, Corollaky 6,
and Propositions 10, 11, andl12 respectively. The upper lesises F-H correspond to upper bounds
obtained by the JSL algorithm, local search algorithm, axgligt linear constructions respectively.

In Table[l, we provide bounds on the minimum dimensiofor ¢ = 2,4 <m <8, 4 <n <m, and
2 < p < 6. The unmarked entries correspond to Proposffidn 14. Theroase letters a and e correspond
to the lower bound in Propositidn 13 and the adaptation ob{ay [3 to linear codes respectively. The
lower case letter h corresponds to lower bounds obtainedutg lorce verification for linear codes. The
upper case letter A corresponds to the upper bound in Piiopd4B3. The upper case letter H corresponds
to upper bounds obtained by explicit linear constructions.

Although no analytical expression fdi(p,d) is known to us, it can be obtained by simple counting
for the bounds in Propositidd 7 or Corolldry 3. In Appendix W present the values df¢q",n, p,d)
used in calculating the values of the bounds in Propositi@md@ Corollary P displayed in Tablé I. We
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m | n p=1 p=2 p=3 p=4 p=>5 p==6
212 e3F 1
312 e4B 1
3 e 11-16 F gacC 1
4|2 e7-8B 1
3 e 40-64 B d47F 1
4 f 293-722 F e 10-48 G b3-7F 1
512 e 12-16 B 1
3 e 154-256 B d 6-8 B 1
4 e 2267-4096 B e 33-256 C d48cC 1
5 e 3489427 C e 233-2881 E a9-32 H b3-8C 1
6 |2 e 23-32 B 1
3 e 601-1024 B d 11-16 B 1
4 e 178222'° B c 124-256 B d 6-16 C 1
5 e 5503952%° B e 17702 C f 31-256 C a3-16 C 1
6 | f173184102*° C f 27065-413582 E f214-4211 E f9-181 D b 3-16 C 1
712 e 44-64 B 1
3 e 2372-4096 B d 20-32 B 1
4 e 1412312'% B f 484-1024 B a9-16 B 1
5 e 873528%%** B e 138352'° B a 111-1024 C a5-16 C 1
6 | e 549829402 B f 422292%% C e 15842' C f29-734 E  a3-16C 1
7 | e 349010044027 C  f 13205450-239280759 E e 23978-586397 E  f 203-5806 E a 8R42b 3-16 C

TABLE |

BOUNDS ONKRr(¢™,n,p), FOR2<m <7,2<n<m,AND 1 < p <6.

also present the codes, obtained by the numerical methdgsdtior V-E, that achieve the tightest upper
bounds in TableB | ardlll.

G. Asymptotic covering properties

Table[l provides solutions to the sphere covering problenofdy small values ofn, n, andp. Next,
we study the asymptotic covering properties when both bleogth and minimum rank distance go to
infinity. As in Sectior(ll, we consider the case whéie, ., ;- = b, whereb is a constant. In other
words, these asymptotic covering properties provide htsiggn the covering properties of long rank

metric codes over large fields.
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m|n| p=2 p=3 p=4 p=>5 p==6
4 | 4 h2A 1 0

4 e2A 1 0

5| a23A alH 1 0
6 | 4 2 1 0

5|a23A al2A 1 0

6| a34A a23A al2A 1 0
7|4 2 1 0

5|a23A al2A 1 0

6| a34A a23A al2A 1 0

7| a45A a34A a23A al2A 1
8 | 4 1 0

5 3 2 1 0

6| a34A a23A al2A 1 0

7| a45A a34A a23A al2A 1

8| ab56A a35A a24A al3A al2A

TABLE I

BOUNDS ONkKFORg=2,4<m <8,4<n<m,AND2 < p < 6.

The asymptotic form of the bounds in Lemia 5 are given in tinenie@ below.
Lemma 11: For0 < ¢ < min{1,b™ '}, limy o0 [l0ggmn Visn) (¢ n)] = 6(1 + b — b5).
Proof: By Lemmal®, we haveg®r(m+n—dr) < y(dy) < K 1qdR(m+n=dr) Taking the logarithm, this
becomesi(1 + b — bd) < log,m. v([dn]) < 6(1 + b — bd) — o8, Ky “Tpe proof is concluded by taking

the limit whenn tends to infinity. [ |
Define r &' £ and k(r) = lim,_ inf [log .. Kr(¢™,n,p)]. The bounds in Propositiof] 5 and
Corollary[1 together solve the asymptotic sphere coveriadplpm.
Theorem 1. For allb andr, k(r) = (1 — r)(1 — br).

Proof: By Lemmalll the sphere covering bound asymptotically besdrtie > (1 — r)(1 — br).

Also, by Corollary ¥ K (¢™, n, p) < % [1+4+Inv(p)] < % [1 4+ mnIngq] and hencéog, ... Kr(¢",n, p) <
l0g mn %-FO((mn)_l Inmn). By Lemmd_1l, this asymptotically becomieg) < (1—r)(1—br). Note

that although we assume < m above for convenience, both bounds in Proposifibn 5 and [@oyd/

hold for any values ofn andn. ]
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APPENDIX
A. Proof of Proposition

We first establish a key lemma.
Lemma 12: If z € Z and0 < p < n, then|AN By (z)| < v(1) — ¢*[4].

Proof: By definition of p, there existsc € C such thatd(z,c) < p. By Propositior 2, B;(z) N
B,_1(c)| gets its minimal value forix(z, c) = p, which isq*~! [?] by Propositiori4. A vector at distance
< p — 1 from any codeword does not belong tb Therefore,B;(z) N B,_1(c) C Bi(z)\A, and hence
[AN Bi(2)| = |Bi(2)] — [B1(2)\A| < v(1) — |Bi(z) N Bp-1(c)|. =

We now give a proof of Propositidd 8.

Proof: For a codeC' with covering radiusp ande > 1,
v = eld™ = |Cl(p—1] = (e=1)[[Clo(p) — ¢™"] (6)
< Al - (e~ 1)|Z| Y
< Al = (e-D]ANZ] = e|A\Z] + AN Z],

where [T) follows from|Z| < |Clv(p) — ¢"", given in Section II-B.

v < Y Ee(Bi(@)+ )Y Ec(Bi(a)) ®)
acA\Z acAnz
= Y Ec(Bi(a)),
acA

where [8) follows from Lemmal8 andi N Z| < E¢ (AN Z).

>y Eo({x) )

acAxeB;(a)nNZ
= > Y Eelix) =Y lAnBi)|Ec({x)),
X€EZ a€eB; (x)NA x€Z

where [[9) follows the fact that the second summation is oigoidt sets{x}. By Lemma 1P, we obtain

2
IN

N < ; (v(l) — ¢! [ﬂ) Ec({x})
= (s - [f]) Ee
- @m—w*ﬂ)wmw—fm- (10)
Combining [10) and{6), we obtain the bound in Proposifibn 8. [ |
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B. Proof of Corollary[5

For p = n — 1, @0) becomess [¢™ — [Clo(n — 2)] — (6 — 1) [IClo(n — 1) — ¢™] < (u(1) —
" 2["7'])(IClv(n — 1) — ¢™™). Substitutingg = «|C| — 3 and rearranging, we obtain the quadratic
inequality in Corollar)[b'.

C. Proof of Proposition [11]

Given a radiusp and a codeC, denote the set of vectors i@F(¢™)" at distance> p from C as

P,(C). To simplify notations,Q def g™ andp,(C) def Q"

1|P,(C)|. Let us denote the set of all codes
over GF(¢™) of lengthn and cardinalityK” as Si. Clearly |Sk| = (g) The average value qf,(C)
for all codesC' € Sk is given by

B 2 PO = gt D B0t X Y

CeSk CeSk CeSk x€F|dr(x,C)>p

=LA YD S

XeF C’ESK|dR(x C)>p

= 59 2 < ") ()

2/

Eqg. (1) comes from the fact that there aQFé‘Ig(p)) codes with cardinality’ that do not covex. For

all K, there exists a cod€’ € Sk for which p,(C”) is no more than the average, that is:

p,(C") < @)_1(@ _;(p)> <(1-Q lu(p)".

Let us choosel = {—MJ +1 so thatK logg, (1 — Q'v(p)) < —1 and hence,(C’) =
(1- Q‘lv(p))K < Q7. It follows that|P,(C")| < 1, andC’ has covering radius at mogt

D. Numerical results

The values ofl (¢™, n, p,d), used in calculating the bounds in Propositign 7 or Corplrobtained
by counting arel (24, 3,2,3) = 560, 1(2°,3,2,3) = 1232, 1(2°,4,3,4) = 31040, 1(25,3,2,3) = 2576,
1(26,4,2,3) =2912, 1(2%,4,3,4) = 756800, and (27, 3,2, 3) = 5264.

We now present the codes, obtained by computer search, ¢hava the tightest upper bounds in
Tables[l andl. The finite fields use the default generatoymmhials from MATLAB [31]. First, the

linear code used to show th&f;(2°,5,3) < 32 has a generator matrix given § = (1, a,a?,0,0),
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wherea is a primitive element of6F(2%). We use theskip-vector form [32] to represent the other codes
obtained by computer search. The skip-vector form of a afde- {c;}X ' over GF(¢™)" can be
obtained as follows. First, each codewarde GF(¢™)" is represented by an integey in [0, ¢"™" — 1]
according to the lexicographical order. Second, the integgeare sorted in ascending order; the resulting
integers are denoted a& Third, calculatey; defined ag)y = x(, andy;, = «,—x, ;—1forl <i < K—1.
Fourth, if y; = yit1 = ... = yirr_1, then we writey?.

Below are the codes obtained by the JSL algorithm.
Kr(22,2,1) =3 03
Kq(23,3,1) <16 52566215192058521225499845
Kr(24,3,2) <7 135 689 34 420 477 522 759
Kq(24,4,1) < 722 0 57 308 349 86 125 27 192 18 38 36 95 86 64 157 67 98 7 301 21 131 42
39 60 149 97 40 116 20 85 11 90 1556 19 167 9 137 10 7 75 21 51 18 18Q 27 38 15 143 2 24
120539 77 223 14 52 27 12 179 42 86 88 100 3 130 34 66 35 5 30 17137184129 149 59 69 97
26 105 93 286 61 14 30 136 62 0 148 97 132 182 184 369 43 31 74 519Q 85 91 146 58 75 20
4 234 292 56 10 40 56 86 37 85 111 80 32 103 69 82 34 106 187 42 4424222143 10 144 27 50
97 118 60 94 61 297 36 12 222 19 16 88 72 170 19 14 197 20 120 136 59 40 86 49 37 70 216
164 92 53 77 83 70 225 73 38 119 33 224 34 316 1 51 36 74 33 19 128 60 53116Q 135 50 135
282 19 38 140 80 88 55 65 50 46 22 16 320 15 110 58 183 106 0 30 1782128152 189 60 62 61
180 30 74 22 15 201 16 184 44 206 59 93 16 148 12 94 33 102 40 68 524321216 45 134 31
140 29 324 87 97 206 14 26 42 4 22 48 89 60 85 29 14 203 37 7 300 16582824 80 95 3 22 98
904 337 6 25 121 64 54 84 13 109 87 30 49 32 56 26 116 40 126 109 40(@88.14 98 60 167 33
90 224 6 229 262 89 48 89 63 157 107 21 28 445 2 13 26 132 7 36 3 81 #B 36 127 89 7 180
26 22 89 82 18 113 230 49 278 197 323 24 93 230 144 99 15 8 255 27 9 89 %6 175 107 40 62
105 20 1159 41 95 72 97 109 250 51 166 47 65 94 7 166 133 108 148 361769 98 133 33 46 13
36 176 12 44 20 23 90 96 98 191 56 90 162 66 39 44 107 198 0 90 124386242 21 170 161 35
211 914 5 155 13 20 4 120 24 89 36 73 139 98 114 128 30 64 33 67 132505 22 48 161 36
355319 102 150 4 30 54 18 119 14 19 0 60 84 2 50 62 40 95 13 33 140 3&8®@80 0 167 44 104
244 366 93 87 9 282 157 158 248 19 7 12321380 236 178 0 13 12 46 97 67 30 98 25 26 49 111
0 40 36 197 2 58 67 18 98 155 21 34 9 93 101 61 8 111 71 68 112 232 69 4@8 40 237 248 99
93 230 53 171 49 89 131 13 110 27 157 107 58 19 16 19 92 110 366 638212 73 57 193 158
33 123 129 52 85 23 181 48 85 150 200 73 74 41 36 183 79 72 278 143620 144 49 212 99 82
173930221 118 33 108 393122 20 4 12 136 177 45 39 51 6 150 30 50 10 228 4 146 77 0 14 78
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117 88 141 39 260 358 1 97 170 39 248 116 30 118 15 11 49 271 83 82158 96 21 67 71 234 97
229 106 59 166 19 35 152 42 56 317 11 184 90 2 60 65 15 272 231 128 8@ 93 250 272 38 26
88 6 110 59 158 14 109 29 110 113 58 206 87 46 162 99 13 22 59 22064852 73 69 162

Below is the code obtained by a local search algorithm.
Kr(24,4,2) < 48 1493 1124 265 285 1030 2524 1366 493 6079 968 2145 848 312 4/EB712
1088 2274 1380 1114 1028 567 422 1462 699 203 180 4669 146 BB B3RO0 2083 345 354 659
1054 2314 1443 2660 2675 1512 756 1229 95 2144 1624 1148

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]
9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]
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