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Abstract

This paper investigates packing and covering propertiesodes with the rank metric. First, we
investigate asymptotic packing properties of rank metiges. Then, we study sphere covering properties
of rank metric codes, derive bounds on their parameters, iawvektigate their 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 controtles (ECCs) by Delsarte [2]. The potential
applications of rank metric codes to wireless communicati], [4], public-key cryptosystems [5], and
storage equipments [6], [7] have motivated a steady strdamorks [2], [6]-[22], described below, that
focus on their properties.

The majority [2], [6]—[8], [11], [14]-[16], [18], [20], [2] of previous works focus on rank distance
properties, code construction, and efficient decoding ok naetric codes. Some previous works focus
on the packing and covering properties of rank metric coBe#h packing and covering properties are
significant for ECCs, and packing and covering radii aredgsbmetric parameters of a code, important
in several respects [23]. For instance, the covering radiusbe 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 [24]; if the code is used for data compressibentthe covering radius is a measure of
the maximum distortion [24]. The Hamming packing and cawgtiadii of ECCs have been extensively

studied (see, for example, [25]-[27]), whereas the rankipgand covering radii have received relatively
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little
[12],

attention. It was shown that nontrivial perfect rametric codes do not exist in [9], [10], [19]. In

a sphere covering bound for rank metric codes was dinited. Generalizing the concept of rank

covering radius, the multi-covering radii of codes with tla@k metric were defined in [13]. Bounds on

the volume of balls with rank radii were also derived [22].

In

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

butions of this paper are:

In Section[ll, we establish further properties of elementbnear subspaces (ELS’s) [21], and
investigate properties of balls with rank radii. In partanywe derive both upper and lower bounds
on the volume of balls with given rank radii, and our bounds tighter than their respective
counterpart in [22]. These technical results are used lateur investigation of properties of rank
metric codes.

In Sectior 1V, we study the packing properties of rank metodes, and also derive the asymptotic
maximum code rate for a code with given relative minimum rdigtance.

In Section[V, we first derive both upper and lower bounds onntigimal cardinality of a code
with given length and rank covering radius. Our new boundstighter than the bounds introduced
in [12]. We also establish additional sphere covering priige 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.

We provide the following remarks on our results:

1)

2)

The concept of elementary linear subspace was introdincedr previous work [21]. It has similar
properties to those of a set of coordinates, and as such hasises a useful tool in our derivation
of properties of the rank metric (see Sectlon Ill), coverprgperties of rank metric codes (see
Section[V), and properties of Gabidulin codes (see [21]théugh our results may be derived
without the concept of ELS, we have adopted it in this papecesit enables readers to easily
relate our approach and results to their counterparts fonrhiag metric codes.

Both the matrix form [2], [7] and the vector form [8] for rametric codes have been considered
in the literature. Following [8], in this paper the vectorfoover GF(¢™) is used for rank metric
codes although their rank weight is defined by their corredpmm x n code matrices ovekF(q)

[8]. The vector form is chosen in this paper since our resatis their derivations for rank metric

codes can be readily related to their counterparts for Haxgmietric codes.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sedfibn Il gadrief review of necessary background
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to keep this paper self-contained. In Section Ill, we degwene further properties of ELS’s and balls
of rank radii. In Sections_ IV and]V, we investigate the pagkand covering properties respectively of

rank metric codes.

[l. PRELIMINARIES
A. Rank metric and elementary linear subspaces

Consider ann-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) [8].
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(¢"), denoted asS(x), with dimension equal tek(x). For all
x,y € GF(¢™)", it is easily verified thatlz(x,y) def rk(x —y) is a metric over GFg")" [8], referred
to as therank metric henceforth. Theminimum rank distance of a codeC, denoted asixz(C), is simply
the minimum rank distance over all possible pairs of distcmdewords. When there is no ambiguity
aboutC, we denote the minimum rank distancedas

In [21], we introduced the concept of elementary linear pabe (ELS). If there exists a basis det
of vectors inGF(q)™ for a linear subspac¥ C GF(¢™)", we sayV is an elementary linear subspace
and B is an elementary basis af. We denote the set of all ELS’s &F(¢™)" with dimensionv as
E,(¢™,n). An ELS has properties similar to those for a set of coordis§21], and they are summarized
as follows. A vector has rankl r if and only if it belongs to some ELS with dimension For any
V € E,(¢™,n), there existy € E,_,(¢™, n) such thaty & V = GF(¢™)", where® denotes the direct
sum of two subspaces. For any vectoe GF(¢™)", we denote the projection of on V alongV as

xy, and we remark that = xy + xy.

B. The Sngleton bounds

It can be shown thatly < d, [8], where dy is the minimum Hamming distance of the same code.
Due to the Singleton bound for block codes, the minimum raiskadce of an(n, k) block code over
GF(q™) thus satisfies [8]

de <n—k+1. Q)

An alternative bound on the minimum rank distance is alsemyin [28]:

ng%(n—k)—Irl. )
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Forn < m, the bound in[(ll) is tighter than that inl (2). When> m the bound in[(R) is tighter.
Whenn < m, a class of vector codes satisfyirid (1) with equality wag fir@posed in [8] and then
generalized in [16]. Leg = (g0, 91,---,9n—1) be linearly independent elements GF'(¢™), then the

code defined by the generator matrix

9o g1 cee Yn-1
[1] (1] [1]
a=| T ®
k—1 k—1 k—1
L S

where i def ¢ with a being an integer prime tan, is called a generalized Gabidulin code generated
by g = (90,91, --,9n—-1); it has dimensiork and minimum rank distancé, = n — k + 1 [16].

A class of codes satisfyin@l(2) with equality was proposef28]j. It consists of cartesian products of a
generalized Gabidulin code with length= m. LetG be an(m, k,dz = m—k+1) generalized Gabidulin
code over GFg™), and letG! %G x ... x G be the code obtained bycartesian products @. Thusg'

is a code ovefGF(¢™) with lengthml, dimensionkl, and minimum rank distancé, = m — k + 1 [28].

C. Covering radius and excess

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” [27]. It is the
maximal distance from any vector i@F(¢™)" to the codeC. That is, p = maxycqp(g)-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 same length and minimum rank distance such hat C’. A maximal code has covering
radiusp < d — 1.

Van Wee [29], [30] derived several bounds on codes with Hamgrabvering radii based on the excess
of a code, which is determined by the number of codewordsrauy¢he same vectors. Below are some
key definitions and results in [29], [30]. For all C GF(¢™)™ and a cod&” with covering radiugp, the
excess o/ by C is defined to be

Ec(V) €'Y |Bj(e)n V|-V, ()
ceC
whereBj(c) denotes a ball centered atvith Hamming radiug. The excess oF (¢™)" by C'is given

by Ec(GF(¢™)") = |C|-V,;(¢™,n)—¢™", whereV(¢™, n) denotes the volume of a ball with Hamming
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radius p. Also, if {W;} is a family of disjoint subsets o:F(¢™)", then Ec (U, Wi) = >, Ec(W;).
SupposeZ gef {z € GF(¢™)"|Ec({z}) > 0}, i.e., Z is the set of vectors covered by at least two
codewords inC'. Note thatz € Z if and only if |[B}(z) N C| > 2. It can be shown thaZ| < Ec¢(Z) =
Ec(GF(g™)") = |C] - V(g™ n) — g™

Although the above definitions and properties were develdpe the Hamming metric, they are in

fact independent of the underlying metric and thus are eable to the rank metric as well.

D. Notations

In order to simplify notations, we shall occasionally denthte vector spac&F(¢™)" asF. We denote
the number of vectors of rank (0 < u < min{m,n}) in GF(¢™)" as N, (¢™,n). It can be shown that
Nu(q™,n) = ["]a(m, u) [8], where a(m,0) €' 1 and a(m,u) € [} (g™ — ¢') for u > 1. The ["]
term is often referred to as a Gaussian polynomial [31], eefias|”| % a(n, u) /a(u, u). Note that["]
is the number ofi-dimensional linear subspaces@f(q)"”. We refer to all vectors ifGF(¢™)™ within
rank distancer of x € GF(¢"™)™ as a ball of rank radius centered ak, and denote it a$3, (x). Its

volume, which does not depend anis denoted a3/, (¢™,n) = Y. _, Nu(¢™, n).

[1l. TECHNICAL RESULTS
A. Further properties of ELS's

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 [21]. Thus we only prove the uniqueness
of V, with elementary basi:fevi};‘;&. Supposex also belongs toV, whereW € E,.(¢™,n) has an
elementary basigw;}’_j. Thereforex = "7 a;vi = Y./—(b;jw;, wherea;,b; € GF(¢™) for 0 <
i,j < r — 1. By definition, we have5(x) = S(ao,...,ar—1) = &(bo,...,b.—1), thereforeb;’s can be

expressed as linear combinationsagh, i.e.,b; = >°/_; ¢ja; wherec;; € GF(g). Hence

r—1 r—1r—1 r—1
X = E bjo = E E Cj’iain = E a;u;, (5)
7=0 7=0 =0 =0

whereu; = Z;;}) ¢;iw; € GF(¢q)". Now considerX, the matrix obtained by expanding the coordinates

of x with respect to the basifgai}j.lgl. For0 <i <r —1, thei-th row of X is given by the vectox;

by definition and by the vectan; from Eg. [3). Thereforev; = u; € W, and hence’ C W. However,

dim(V) = dim(W), and thusy = 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
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In [21], 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®"—%
ELS'’s B such thatd @ B = V. Furthermore, there arg*®~% "] such ordered pair&A, B).

Proof: First, remark thatlim(B) = v — a. The total number of sets af — «a linearly independent
vectors over GFy) in V\ A is given byN = (¢* —¢®)(¢" —¢**1) - - - (¢" —¢*~ ") = ¢*"YDa(v—a,v—a).
Note that each set of linearly independent vectors ovefgG€onstitutes 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
eachB. Therefore, onced is fixed, there areﬂ(“—a> choices forB. Since the number af-dimensional
subspacest in V is [’], the total number of ordered paifsl, B) is henceg®*=% ["]. n

Puncturing a vector with full Hamming weight results in amert vector with full Hamming weight.
Lemmal3 below shows that the situation for vectors with falik 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, uy € A and hencek(uy) < a by [21, Proposition 2]; similarlyrk(ug) < v — a.
Now supposek(u4) < a or rk(ug) < v — a, thenv = rk(u) < rk(uya) +rk(ug) <a+v—-—a=v. R

It was shown in [21] that the projection4 of a vectoru on an ELS.A depends on bottd and its
complement3. The following lemma further clarifies the relationship:adging 8 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,_.(¢"™,n) such thatA & B = V, define the functiong, (A, B) = uy 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 dimensio®, which contradicts

Lemmall. Henceiy # uy andug = u—uy # u—uy = ug. The argument is similar i’ # 5. &

B. Properties of balls with rank radii
Lemma 5: For0 < r < min{n, m},

g < V(g™ ) < g U Eel) (6)

def

whereo(q) = m S, m is a decreasing function af satisfyingo(q) < 2 for ¢ > 2 [21].
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Proof: The upper bound in{6) was derived in [21, Lemma 13], and ificeg to prove the lower
bound. Without loss of generality, we assume that the cesftéhe ball is0. We associate each <
GF(q™)" with one subspacg of GF(¢™) such thadim(¥) = r and&(x) C ¥. We consider the vectors
y € GF(¢™)™" such thatS(y) C %. There areg™" choices forx and, for a givenx, ¢"(*~") choices
for y. Thus the total number of vectogs= (x,y) € GF(¢™)" is ¢"""~"), Since&(z) C T, we have
rk(z) < r andz € B,(0). Thus,V,(¢™,n) > ¢"(m+n=7), [

We remark that both bounds inl (6) are tighter than their retdgecounterparts in [22, Proposition 1].
More importantly, the two bounds ifl(6) differ only by a factf ¢°(9), and thus they not only provide
a good approximation o¥,.(¢™,n), but also accurately describe the asymptotic behavidr,.6§™, n).

The diameter of a set is defined to be the maximum distanceeeatany pair of elements in the set
[25, p. 172]. For a binary vector spa€&'(2)" and a given diametelr < n, Kleitman [32] 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 i@F(2), the result is not necessarily valid [27, p. 40]. We
show below that balls with rank radii do not necessarily maze the cardinality of a set with a given
diameter.

Proposition 1. For3 < n < m and2 < 2r < n, there existsS C GF(¢"™)" with diameter2r such
that |S| > V,.(¢™, n).

Proof: The sets %' {(z0,...,xn-1) € GF(¢")"|xe, = -+ = x,—1 = 0} has diameteRr

and cardinalityg®™". Forr = 1, we haveVi(¢™,n) = 1 + %

V(g™ n) < g"(ntm)=(=0(@) by L emmdb. Since? > 2 > o(q), we obtainV, (g™, n) < ¢"™+t™ < |S|.

< ¢*™. Forr > 2, we have

[
The intersection of balls with Hamming radii has been stidie [27, Chapter 2], and below we
investigate the intersection of balls with rank radii.
Lemma 6: If 0 <r,s <n andci,c2 € GF(¢™)", then|B,(c1) N Bs(c2)| depends ore; andcsy only
throughdg(cy, c2).

Proof: First, without loss of generality, we assurmag = 0, and we denotek(cy) = e. We can
expressce ascy = uB, whereu = (ug, ..., uc—1,0,...,0) € GF(¢™)" has ranke andB € GF(q)"*"
has full rank. For ank € B,(0)NBs(u) we haverk(xB) = rk(x) < r andrk(xB—cg) = rk(x—u) < s.
Thus there is a bijection betwed, (0) N Bs(uB) and B,(0) N Bs(u). Hence|B,(0) N Bs(uB)| =
|B,(0) N Bs(u)|, that is,|B,(0) N Bs(uB)| does not depend oB.

Since |B,(0) N Bs(uB)| is independent ofB, we assumeB = I,., without loss of generality

henceforth. The nonzero coordinates wfall belong to a basis sefu;}7 ;' of GF(¢™). Let x =
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(0, .-+ ,%n_1) € B-(0) N By(u), then we can express; asz; = >.7"

a; jU; with ai; € GF(Q) for
0 <j<n-—1. Supposev = (vg,...,0e—1,0,...,0) € GF(¢™)™ also has rank, then the nonzero
coordinates of all belong to a basis sév; }7;' of GF(¢™). We definex = (o, ..., 7,—1) € GF(¢g™)"

such thatz; = Z;.”:_Ol a; jv; for 0 < j < n — 1. We remark thatk(x) = rk(x) < r andrk(x — v) =

rk(x—u) < s. Thus there is a bijection betweéh (0)NB;(v) andB,.(0)NBs(u). Hence| B, (0)NBs(u)|
depends on the vectar only through its ranke. ]
Proposition 2: If 0 <r,s <n, ¢1,cq,c],ch € GF(¢™)™ anddg(cy,c2) > dr(c),c)), then
|Br(c1) N By(c2)| < |B(ch) N Bs(cy)l- (7)
Proof: It suffices to prove[(7) whemz(ci,c2) = dr(c),cy) +1 = e + 1. By Lemmal6, we
can assume without loss of generality thgt = ¢} = 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)
andua = (uq,...,u,—1). We consider three cases for the mappinglepending orz andu.

o Case lirk(m) < s — 1. In this casey(z) 7 2. We remark thatk(z — c}) < rk(a) + 1 < s and

henceg(z) € B,(c}) N Bs(ch).

e Case Ill:rk(u) = s andrk(z) < r — 1. In this casep(z) def (z0 — coy21,---,2n—1). We have
rk(é(z)) <1k(z)+1 < r andrk (¢(z) — c}) =rk(z — c2) < s, and hence)(z) € B,(c}) N Bs(ch).

o Case lll:tk(u) = s andrk(z) = r. Sincerk(u) = s, we havezy — ¢y € &(u). Similarly, since
rk(z) = r, we havezy € &(z). Denotedim(&(a, z)) asd (d > s). Ford > s, letag,...,aq-1 be a
basis of&S(u, z) such thatw, ..., as—1 € &(u) andas, ..., a4-1 € &(z). Note thatey € &(u, z),
and may therefore be uniquely expressed:@s- ¢, + ¢, wherec, € &(ay,...,as—1) C &(u)
andc, € S(ag,...,aq-1) € 6(z). If d = s, thenc, = 0 € &(z). In this caseg(z) def (20 —
Czy 21, -+, 2n—1). Remark thatyg—c, € &(z) and hencek(¢(z)) = r. Also, zp—c, = zo—co+cy €
S(u) and hencek(¢(z) — c) = s. Thereforep(z) € B,(c}) N Bs(ch).

We now verify that the mapping is injective. Suppose there existssuch thatp(z') = ¢(z). Since

¢(z) only modifies the first coordinate af the lastn — 1 coordinates ok andz’ are equal and so are
the lastn — 1 coordinates of — ¢, andz’ — c,. Hencez andz’ belong to the same case. It can be easily

verified that for each case abovgjs injective. Hencep(z') = ¢(z) implies thatz’ = z. Therefores is

injective, and|B,(c1) N Bs(ca)| < |B,(c)) N Bs(ch)|. [

March 8, 2019 DRAFT



Corallary 1: If 0 <r,s <n, c1,ca,¢},c) € GF(¢"™)" anddg(cy, ca) > dr(c], ch), then

By (c1) U By(ca)| > [B,(c)) U By(ch)]. ®)

Proof: The result follows from B,.(c1) U Bs(c2)| = V;-(¢"™,n) + Vi(¢™,n) — | By(c1) N Bs(c2)|. W

We now quantify the volume of the intersection of two balldhmiank radii for some special cases,
which will be used in Sectioh ViB.

Proposition 3: If ¢;, ¢y € GF(¢™)" anddg(c1,cs) =, then|B,(c1) N Bi(co)| = 1+ (¢™ —¢") [] +
(a" = D[y

Proof: The claim holds forr = m trivially, and we assume < m henceforth. By Lemmal®6,
assumecs, = 0 and hencek(c;) = r without loss of generality. By Lemmid 1, the veciar belongs
to a unique ELSY € E,(¢™,n). First of all, it is easy to check that = 0 € B,(c;) N B1(0). We
consider a nonzero vectgr € B;(0) with rank 1. Firstly, if y € V, thenc; — y € V. We hence have
rk(ci —y) < r andy € B,(c;). Note that there arég™ — 1)[]] such vectors. Secondly, if ¢ V and
S(y) € &(c1), thenS(c; —y) € S(c1). We hence havek(c; —y) < r andy € B,(c;). Note that
there are(q” —1)([{] — [}]) such vectors. Finally, suppose¢ V andS(y) ¢ &(c;). Denote the linearly
independent coordinates ef as «y,...,a,—1 and a nonzero coordinate ¢f as«, ¢ S(cy), where
{a;}} is a basis set 06F (¢™). Then the matrixC; — Y obtained by expanding the coordinates of
c; —y according to the basifo;} has row rank- + 1. Thereforerk(c; —y) =+ 1, andy ¢ B,(c1).

[
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(c) are inV. Let
y =yv+yw, WhereW € E,,_,.(¢"™,n) such thaty & W = GF(¢™)". We haveyy + (ca —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
haveS(yy) € S(yy); and similarlyS((ca — y)w) € &((c2 — y)y). Altogether, we obtairs (yyy) N
S((c2 — y)w) = {0}. However,yyy + (c2 —y)w = 0, and henceyyy = (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 andcs; —y € B such thatd® B = V.

We hence havg = cp 4 andcy —y = ¢ .
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On the other hand, for anyl € E;(¢™,n) andB € E,_s(¢™,n) such thatA ® B =V, c3 4 IS a
vector of ranks with distancer — s from c; by Lemma 8. By Lemmal4, all the, 4 vectors are distinct.
There are thus as many vectgrsas ordered pairéA, B). By Lemma(2, there arg*("—*) [g] such pairs,

and hence*"=*)["] vectorsy. ]

Fig. 1. lllustration of Propositionl4.

As shown in Figuréll, only the outmost layers of two balls dfira andr — s intersect when the
distance between the two centers-ifPropositio # quantifies the volume of the intersectionigufe[1.

The problem of the intersection of three balls with rank iréglimore 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
c; =c} =(0,0,0), co = ch = (1,,0), c3 = (,0,1), andch = (o, + 1,0), wherea is a primitive
element of the field. It can be verified thédt(ci,ce) = dr(c2,c3) = dr(cs,c1) = 2 and dg(c), ch) =
dr(ch, cs) = dr(ch, ) = 2. However,B;(c1) N Bi(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 discusige[27, p. 58], provided that the underlying
field GF(¢™) is not GF(2).

IV. PACKING PROPERTIES OF RANK METRIC CODES

Combining [1) and[(2) and generalizing slightly to accounttrionlinear codes, we can show that the

cardinality K of a codeC over GF(¢™) with lengthn and minimum rank distancé: satisfies

In this paper, we call the bound ih](9) the Singleton b(BJhm! codes with the rank metric, and refer to

codes that attain the Singleton bound as maximum rank distévRD) codes.

The Singleton bound in [7] has a different form since arragiesoare defined over base fields.
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We refer to MRD codes oveGF(¢™) with lengthn < m and with lengthn > m as Class-I and
Class-Il MRD codes respectively. For any given parametemsen, and dg, explicit construction for
linear or nonlinear MRD codes exists. Far< m and dy < n, generalized Gabidulin codes can be
constructed, and thus they constituteuiclass of linear Class-l MRD codes. Fot > m anddg < m,

a Class-Il MRD code can be constructed by transposing a giredt Gabidulin code of lengthh and
minimum rank distancér over GKq"), although this code is not necessarily linear ove(8H. When

n = Im (I > 2), linear Class-lIl MRD codes of lengtth and minimum distancég can be constructed by
a cartesian producg’ of an (m, k) linear Class-I MRD cod& (cf. Section1[-B). Although maximum
distance separable (MDS) codes, which attain the Singletamd for the Hamming metric, exist only
for limited block length over any given field, MRD codes can dmnstructed for any block length
and minimum rank distancé; over arbitrary fields G&™). This has significant impact on the packing
properties of rank metric codes as explained below.

The sphere packing problem we consider is as follows: givéimige 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 mami cardinalityA(¢", n, d) of
a code ovelGF(¢") with lengthn and minimum distancé > 2r + 1: the spheres of radius centered
at the codewords of such a code do not intersect one anotimtheFmore, when these non-intersecting
spheres centered at all codewords covervthele space, the code is called a perfect code.

For the Hamming metric, although nontrivial perfect codesedist, the optimal solution to the sphere
packing problem is not known for all the parameter sets [Rbtontrast, for rank metric codes, although
nontrivial perfect rank metric codes do not exist [9], [1IPJRD 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 distanceg = 2r + 1
as Ag(q™,n,dg). For dg > min{n,m}, Ag(¢™,n,ds) = 1. For dg < min{n,m}, Ag(¢",n,dg) =
min {gm(n—drRF1) gn(m=de+1)} “Note that the maximal cardinality is achieved by MRD codes dll
parameter sets. Hence, MRD codes admit the optimal sotutinthe sphere packing problem for rank
metric codes.

The performance of Hamming metric codes of large block lermgin be studied in terms of asymptotic
bounds on the relative minimum distance in the limit of inBnblock length. Next, we derive the
asymptotic form ofAg(¢™, n,dz) when both block length and minimum rank distance go to infinit
However, this cannot be achieved for finite since the minimum rank distance is no greater than

Thus, we consider the case whéie,, ., ;- = b, whereb is a constant.
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log, m Ar(q™,n,[0n])
n

Define § &' lim,, o0 %R and a(6) def lim,,—, oo SUP [ ] where a(0) represents the
maximum possible code rate of a code which has relative mimndistanced as its length goes to
infinity. We can thus determine the maximum possible code aéf) of a code based of](9).

Proposition 5. For 0 < § < min{1,b7'}, the existence of MRD codes for all parameter sets implies
that

a(d) =min {1 — 4,1 — bd}. (10)

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

In this section, we are interested in the sphere coveringleno for the rank metric. This problem can
be stated as follows: given an extension fi€l#(¢™), lengthn, and radius, we want to determine the
minimum number of balls of rank radiyswhich coverGF(¢™)" entirely. The sphere covering problem
is equivalent to finding the minimum cardinalifyz (¢, n, p) of a code oveGF(¢™) with lengthn and
rank covering radiug.

We remark that ifC' is a code ovelGF(¢™) with lengthn and covering radiug, then its transpose
codeC” is a code oveGF(¢") 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 assume < p < n
throughout this section.

Two bounds onKx(¢™,n, p) can be easily derived.

Proposition 6: For a code ovef:F(¢") with lengthn and covering radiu$ < p < n, we have

qm" m m(n—p)

— | +1 < Kr(q",n,p) < g™ 11
{Vp(qm,n)J o /) D

Proof: The lower bound is a straightforward generalization of therd given in [12]. Note that

the only codes with cardinality% are perfect codes. However, there are no nontrivial pededes

mn

for the rank metric [9]. Therefordsz(¢™, n,p) > m The upper bound follows from < n — k for
any (n, k) linear code [27], and hence any linear code with coveringusag has cardinality< ¢™("—7).
[

We refer to the lower bound im_(lL1) as the sphere covering thoun
For a code ovelGF(¢™) with lengthn and covering radiug < p < n, we haveKg(¢™,n,p) <
Ku(q™,n, p), whereK,(¢™, n, p) is the minimum cardinality of a (linear or nonlinear) codepWF (¢")

with lengthn and Hamming covering radiys This is because any code with Hamming covering radius

March 8, 2019 DRAFT



13

p has rank covering radius p. Since K,,(¢",n,p) < ¢"™"~*), this provides a tighter bound than the
one given in Propositionl 6.

Lemma 7: For all m > 0 and nonnegative, n’, p, andp’, we have

Kr(q™ n+n',p+p') < Ka(q™,n, p)Ka(q™, 7, p). (12)

In particular, we have
KR(qm7n+ 17P+ 1) S KR(qm7n7p)7 (13)
KR(qm7n+ 17/)) S quR(qm7n7p) (14)
Proof: (12) follows directly from [12, Proposition 4]. In parti@ari when(n',p’) = (1,1) and
(n',p") = (1,0), we obtain [(1B) and (14) respectively. [ |

B. Lower bounds for the sphere covering problem

We will derive two nontrivial lower bounds ok (¢™,n, p). First, we adapt the bound given in [33,
Theorem 1].
Proposition 7: For all ¢", n, and0 < p < |n/2], we have

— 212
g — qm(n 2p)+p [/ﬂ

Vo(q™,n) — g [*/]
Proof: Suppose&” is a code ovefGF(¢™) with lengthn and rank covering radiys, and letCy be a

Kr(q™,n,p) > (15)
maximal subcode of’ with minimum rank distancd’ > 2p+ 1. If d' > n, we choos&’ to be a single
codeword.Cy thus covergCy|V,(¢™,n) vectors. DefineCy = C\Cy, (C: is not empty, otherwis€’
would be a nontrivial perfect code) and for aay< C1, let f(c;) denote the number of vectors covered
by c; which are not covered bg. SinceC) is maximal, there exists at least one codewaegd= Cy
such thatdg(co, ¢1) < 2p. We havef(c1) < V,(¢™, n) —q*" [*], where the equality corresponds to when
there is only one suchy anddg(cg,c1) = 2p by Propositio R. In that case, Theoré&® implies that
there areg”” [2[5’] vectors covered by botl, andc;. Thus, we have

¢ < [ColVilg™n) + D fle)

ci1€Cy

< ColVu(g™,m) + (IC] — Col) - -

2|2
(Vp(qm,n) —q° [ p])
p
m 2 2p 2 2/)
= el (vt []) + a7,
By the Singleton bound [8], we haJé,| < ¢"("~2/), and the result follows. |
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Before deriving the second nontrivial lower bound, we ndwead fbllowing adaptation of [30, Lemma
8]. Let C be a code with lengtm and rank covering radiug over GF(¢™). We defineA def {x €
GF(q™)"|dr(x,C) = p}.

Lemma 8: Forx € A\Z and0 < p < n, we have

Ec(Bi(x)) > ¢, (16)

=B e o () [])

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

where

|B,(co)NB1(x)| = 1+ (¢™—¢”)[7] + (¢” —1)["]]. For any codeword; € C satisfyingds(x, c1) = p+1,
by Proposition 4 we haveB,(ci)N B (x)| = ¢° [”“] Finally for all other codewords, € C at distance
> p+1 from x, we have|B,(c2) N Bi(x)| = 0. DenotlngN |{c1 € C|dr(x,c1) = p+1}|, we obtain

Eo(Bi(x)) = CZ;IB c) N Bi(x)| — |B1(x)]
= (" —4¢") m +qu{p41r1] - m (@™ —4q")

= aeer ([ L) e (o).

The proof is completed by realizing that™ — ¢”) ([{] — []) < 0, while Ec(B1(x)) is a non-negative
integer. |

Proposition 8: If € > 0, then

mn

q

Kr(¢™,n,p) > (17)

{V(q ;n) = §Np(g™ n)w ’
whered £ Vi (g™ n) — g1 [#] — 1 + 2e.

The proof of Propositioh]8, provided in Appendix A, uses tppraach in the proof of [30, Theorem 6]
and is based on the concept of excess reviewed in SdctionWelremark that, unlike the bound given
in Proposition ¥, the bound in Propositibh 8 is always aflie. The lower bounds i _(IL5) and [17),

when applicable, are at least as tight as the sphere covieongd given in[(111).

C. Upper bounds for the sphere covering problem

¢ From the perspective of covering, the following lemma gjigecharacterization of MRD codes in

terms of ELS's.
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Lemma 9: Let C be an(n, k) linear code ovelGF(¢™) (n < m). C is an MRD code if and only if

CeV =GF(g™)" forall Ve E,_;(¢™,n).
Proof: SupposeC is an (n,k,n — k + 1) Class-l MRD code. It is clear thatn'V = {0} and

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

Forl <u<p, letag =1,a1,...,amiu_1 € GF(¢™) be a basis set o&F(¢" ") 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 S, def S(ap,a1,...,am—1) given by f(3;) = a; for 0 < i < m — 1.
This can be generalized te-dimensional vectors, by applying componentwise. We thus definfe:
GF(¢™)" — GF(¢™*)" such that for anw = (vo,...,v,_1), f(v) = (f(vo), ..., f(va_1)). Note that
f(-) depends on:, but we omit this dependence for simplicity of notation. §function f is a linear
bijection fromGF(¢™)" to its image&”,, and f preserves the rank. The rank-preserving property of
can be shown as follows. Suppoaes GF(¢")". Let us denote the matrix formed after extending the

coordinates ofu with respect to the basi§3;} as U. The extension off (u) with respect to the basis

{a;} is given byU = v . We thus havek(U) = rk(U), andrk(f(u)) = rk(u).
0

f also introduces a connection between ELS’s as shown below.
Lemma 10: For1 <u < p, 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). Then,b; € GF(¢)" andb; = f(b;).
Thus,{f(b;)} form an elementary basis, and henfg®’) c W, whereW € E,.(¢™+% n) with {f(b;)}
as a basis. It is easy to verify thét-) induces 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 suffacesstablish the covering
radius. LetT, be a subspace diF(¢™**) 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 Lemma[l. 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

March 8, 2019 DRAFT



16

< p. Finally, it is easy to verify that the covering radius pfC) is exactly p. [ |
Corollary 2: We have
Kalg™,n, p) < gm=pmitn=), (18)
Proof: We can construct afn,n — p) MRD codeC over GF(¢*) with covering radiusp, where
1 = max{m — p,n} andm — u < p. By Propositior®,f(C) c GF(¢™)", wheref is a rank-preserving
mapping fromGF(¢*)" to a subset ofGF(¢™)" similar to f above, has covering radius p. Thus,
Kx(g™,n,p) < |f(C)] = [C| = g""=7). u
We can use the properties &fz(¢",n, p) in LemmalT in order to obtain two tighter bounds when
p=>m—n.
Proposition 10: Given fixedm, n, andp, for anyn > 1 > 0 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>_'Z} p; = p, we have

Ka(g™,n, p) < {(nhpi):n})i%g_l} {qm(n—p)—Eim(m—m)} ‘ (19)
Proof: By LemmalY, we have<:(¢",n,p) < [, K:(¢™, n;, p;) for all possible sequencey;}

and {n;}. For all i, we haveKx(¢™, n;, p;) < ¢™—r)(»=ri) py Corollary[2, and henc&x(¢™, n, p) <
qu(m—m)(m—m) - qmw—p)—Zim(m—m). m

It is clear that the upper bound ih {19) is tighter than theasgpound in[(1IL). It can also be shown
that it is tighter than the bound ib_(118).

The following upper bound is an adaptation of [27, Theorenl?].

Proposition 11: For anym, n < m, andp < n, there exists a code ové&F(¢™) of lengthn and

covering radiusp with cardinality

1
K qm’n’ S \‘ J —|— 1, 20
r( P) 1— 1qumn (g™ — Vp(qm, n)) (20)

Our proof, given in Appendik B, adopts the approach used towgf27, Theorem 12.1.2].
Proposition 12: For all m, n < m, p < n, we have

mn

q m
Volamn) [1+1In(V,(¢™,n))]. (21)

Proof: Consider the squar@1 matrix A of order¢™”, where each row (or column) corresponds

KR(qm7 n7 p) S

to a different vector inGF(¢™)". Seta;; = 1 if and only if the sphere with rank radiys centered at
vectori covers vectorj. There are thus exactly,(¢™,n) ones in each row and each columnAf Note
that anyq™" x K submatrixC of A with no all-zeros rows represents a code with cardinakityand
covering radiusp. Applying the Johnston-Stein-Lovasz theorem [27, Theol.2.1] toA, we can find

such a submatrix Withs' < ot [ + ¢ In(V,(¢™, n))] |
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The tightest bounds ot (¢™, n, p) known so far are given in Tablé | fof = 2,2 < m < 7,

2<n<m,andl <p<6.

D. Covering properties of linear rank metric codes

For a linear code with given covering radius, the sphere rogebound also implies a lower bound
on its dimension.
Proposition 13: An (n, k) linear code ovefGF (¢™) with rank covering radiup satisfies

m

Proof: The upper bound directly follows the upper bound[in] (11). Wev mprove the lower bound.

By the sphere covering bound, we hay&* . However, by Lemmal5 we havé,(¢™,n) <

gP(mtn=p)+a(a) and hence™* > gmn—r(m+n—p)=o(q) n
We do not adapt the bounds ih {15) andl(17) as their advantagetbe lower bound in[{22) is
not significant. Next, we show that the dimension of a lineadecwith given covering radius can be

completely determined under some conditions.

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

Proof: The caseg € {0,n — 1,n} are straightforward. In all other cases, sirce< n — p by
qmn

Vl(qmvn)
by the sphere covering bound. Howevei(¢™,n) < ¢™™" < ¢, and hencé: > n — 2. Second, if

Propositior 1B, it suffices to prove that> n — p. First, suppose = 1, thenk satisfiesg™* >

p(n —p) < m—o(qg), then0 < L (p(n—p) +0(q)) < 1 andk > n — p by Propositior IB. Third, if
Cis an(n,k,n — k + 1) generalized Gabidulin code with < n, then there exists atm,k + 1,n — k)
generalized Gabidulin cod® such thatC C C’'. We havep > dx(C’) = n — k, as noted in Section I[HC,
and hence: > n — p. The case: = n is straightforward. Finally, it 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 3: 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 satisfieg(G') > dz—1.
Note that whem = m, G' is a maximal code, and hence Corollaly 3 can be further sinengd.
Corollary 4: Let G be an(m, k, dz) generalized Gabidulin code ovelF(¢™), and letG! be the code
obtained byl cartesian products @. Thenp(G!) = dg — 1.
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The tightest bounds known so far for the dimension of a lirmmate with given covering radius are

given in Tablel forg =2,4<m <8,4<n<m, and2 < p <6.

E. 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 bleokgth and minimum rank distance go to
infinity. As in Section[ 1M, we consider the case whéie,,_,., -~ = b, whereb is a constant. In other
words, these asymptotic covering properties provide fitsigon the covering properties of long rank
metric codes over large fields.

The asymptotic form of the bounds il (6) are given in the lenfraiw.

Lemma 11: For 0 < § < min{1,5-}, v(6) % limy,_yo [w = 5(1+b— bd).

Proof: By Lemma5, we havgR(+n—dr) < v, (g™ n) < ¢R(m+n—dr)+o(a) Taking the logarithm
and dividing byn, this becomes(1 + b — b6) < log,m (Visn (™, n))/n < 6(1 +b— bd) + % The
proof is concluded by taking the limit when tends to infinity. |

Definer d:efg andk(r) = lim,,_, o inf W]. The bounds in[{11) and (P1) together solve

the asymptotic sphere covering problem.

Theorem 1: For all b andr, we have

k(r)=(1—7r)(1—br). (23)
Proof: By Lemmal1l the sphere covering boundlinl (11) asymptoti¢caiyomes:(r) > (1—7)(1—
br). Also, from the bound in[{21), we have

mn

_a
Vo(q™, n)

qmn

Vo(q™, n)

Kr(¢™,n,p) < [1+In(Va(g™,n))]

[1+mnIn(g)]

mn

_T
Vp(qm’ TL)

By Lemma_11, this asymptotically becomis:) < (1—r)(1—br). Note that although we assume< m
above for convenience, both bounds(inl(11) dnd (21) hold fgr\alues ofm andn. [ |

logmn Kr(q™,m,p) < loggmn + O((mn) "t In(mn)).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we investigate the packing and covering pt@zeof rank metric codes. We show that
MRD codes not only are optimal in the sense of the Singletamtpbut also provide the optimal solution
to the sphere packing problem. We also derive bounds forghers covering problem and establish the

asymptotic minimum code rate for a code with given relatiggezing radius.
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APPENDIX

The proofs in this section use some well-known propertieGafissian polynomials [31]:

i = L &
(- 2o
<)
= )] e
- % [k - 1] )

Rl @

We first establish a key lemma.

A. Proof of Proposition

Lemma 12: If z € Z and0 < p < n, then

AN Bi(z) < Vi(@™m) — ¢ |1]. (30)

Proof: By definition of p, there existsc € C' such thatdg(z,c) < p. By Propositior[ 2,|B;(z) N
B,_1(c)| gets its minimal value fodx(z, c) = p, which isq¢”~*[{] by Propositioi}4. A vector at distance
< p — 1 from any codeword does not belong tb Therefore,B(z) N B,_i(c) C Bi(z)\A, and hence
|AN Bi(z)| = |Bi(z)] — [Bi(2)\A| < Vi(¢™,n) — |Bi(2) N By-1(c)]. .

We now give a proof of Propositidd 8.

Proof: For a codeC with covering radiusp ande > 1,

v = elg™ = OV (" n)] = (e = DIICIV, (™, n) — ¢™"] (31)
< 4]~ (e-1)|Z] (32)
< A= (e-1)|ANZ]
= A\Z|+|ANnZ],

where [32) follows fromZ| < |C|V,(¢™,n) — ¢™", given in Section II-C.
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v < Y Ee(Bi(a)+ Y Ec(Bi(a)) (33)

acA\Z acAnz
= > Ec(Bi(a)),
acA
where [38) follows from Lemm@l8 andi N Z| < E¢(AN Z).

S Y B (34)

acAxeB;(a)nNZ

= Z Z Ec({x})

XEZ a€eB;(x)NA
= Y AN Bi(x)|Ec({x}),
xXeZ
where [34) follows from the fact the second summation is aligjoint sets{x}. Using Lemmad_1i2, we

2
IN

obtain
> (vitamm 1)) Fota)
. <V1(qm,n) — g m> Ec(Z)
= (vt - [f] ) emiann - )
Combining [(35) and(31), we obtaih (17). [ |

B. Proof of Proposition [11]

Given a radius and a code”, denote byP,(C) the set of vectors itGF(¢™)" that are at distance
> p from C. To simplify notations,Q def g™ andp,(C) def Q7|P,(C)]. Let us denote the set of all

codes overGF(¢™) of lengthn and cardinalityK” as Sk. Clearly |Sk| = (g) Let us calculate the
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average value op,(C) for all codesC € Sk:

1

CeSk CeSk CeSk XEF‘dR(X C)

— |SK| 1y > 1

x€F CeSk|dr(x, C)

B ISKIQ Z<Q " )> (39)

() /)

Eqg. (36) comes from the fact that there e(Fé‘Vf}((qm’")) 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:

po(C) < <g>‘l<cz—v;§_qm,n)>

(1-Q V(g™ n)"

IA

Let us choosd( = L_logQ(l—Q}le(qm,n))J +1 so thatK logg (1 — Q7'V,(¢™,n)) < —1 and hence

pp(C") = (1 —Q‘lvp(qm,n))K < Q7. It follows that |P,(C")| < 1, andC’ has covering radius at

most p.
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m | n p=1 p=2 p=3 p=4 p=>5 p==6
212 b3-4A 1
312 b4B 1
3 b 11-32 C a24cC 1
4|2 b7-8B 1
3 b 40-64 B a38cC 1
4 c 293-1024 C b 10-64 C a28C 1
512 b 12-16 B 1
3 b 154-256 B a58B 1
4 b 2267-4096 B b 33-256 C a38C 1
5 b 348942'" C b 233-2979 E a9-128 C a2-8C 1
6 |2 b 23-32 B 1
3 b 601-1024 B a 10-16 B 1
4 b 178222'° B b 123-256 B a5-16 C 1
5 b 5503952%° B b 17702™ C c 31-256 C as316C 1
6 | c1731841@* C c 27065-424990 E C 214-4299 E €9-181 D a2-16 C 1
712 b 44-64 B 1
3 b 2372-4096 B a19-32 B 1
4 b 1412312'% B C 484-1024 B a9-16B 1
5 b 873528%2%* B b 138352'° B a 111-1024 C a5-16 C 1
6 | b 549829402°° B c 422292%% C b 15842'5 C C29-746 E a316C 1
7 | b 34901004402%" C ¢ 13205450-244855533 E b 23978-596534 E ¢ 203-5890 E a $242 2-16 C

TABLE |

BOUNDS ONKRr(¢™,n,p), FOR2<m < 7,2<n <m,AND 1 < p < 6. FOR EACH SET OF PARAMETERSTHE TIGHTEST

LOWER AND UPPER BOUNDS ONKR(qm,n, p) ARE GIVEN, AND LETTERS ASSOCIATED WITH THE NUMBERS ARE USED TO

INDICATE THE TIGHTEST BOUND. THE LOWER CASE LETTERSS—CCORRESPOND TO THE LOWER BOUNDS IM), @),

AND (I7) RESPECTIVELY THE UPPER CASE LETTER®\-E DENOTE THE UPPER BOUNDS IN[I1), (18), [19),[(2ZD)anD (Z1)
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BOUNDS ONkFORg=2,4<m <8,4<n<m,AND 2 < p < 6.

m|n|p=2 p=3 =4 p=>5 p=6
4 | 4 1-2 1 0

4 1-2 1 0

5 2-3 1-2 1 0
6 | 4 2 1 0

5 2-3 1-2 1 0

6 3-4 2-3 1-2 1 0
714 2 1 0

5 2-3 1-2 1 0

6 3-4 2-3 1-2 1 0

7 4-5 3-4 2-3 1-2 1
8 | 4 2 1 0

5 3 2 1 0

6 3-4 2-3 1-2 1 0

7 4-5 3-4 2-3 1-2 1

8 5-6 3-5 2-4 1-3 1-2

TABLE I
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