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The BCH Family of Storage Codes on Triangle-Free

Graphs is of Unit Rate

Haihua Deng, Hexiang Huang, Guobiao Weng, and Qing Xiang∗

Abstract. Let Γ be a simple connected graph on n vertices, and let C be a code of
length n whose coordinates are indexed by the vertices of Γ. We say that C is a storage
code on Γ if for any codeword c ∈ C, one can recover the information on each coordinate
of c by accessing its neighbors in Γ. The main problem here is to construct high-rate
storage codes on triangle-free graphs. In this paper, we solve an open problem posed by
Barg and Zémor in 2022, showing that the BCH family of storage codes is of unit rate.
Furthermore, we generalize the construction of the BCH family and obtain more storage
codes of unit rate on triangle-free graphs.
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1. Introduction

A simple graph, also called a strict graph, is an unweighted, undirected graph con-
taining no loops or multiple edges. A simple graph is said to be connected if there is a
path between each pair of its vertices.

Let Γ be a simple connected graph on n vertices, and let C be a code of length n
whose coordinates are indexed by the vertices of Γ. We say that C is a storage code on
Γ if for any codeword c ∈ C, one can recover the information on each coordinate of c
by accessing its neighbors in Γ. In 2014, Mazumdar [9, 10], Shanmugam and Dimakis
[11] introduced storage codes on graphs independently. The concept of storage codes on
graphs was introduced, in a different way, by the authors of [3] and [5]. Throughout this
paper, we will only consider binary linear storage codes.
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Suppose that Γ has n vertices, say v1, v2, . . . , vn. We define a storage code on Γ in
the following way: let A(Γ) be the adjacency matrix of Γ whose rows and columns are
indexed by the vertices v1, v2, . . . , vn. Let H := A(Γ) + I where I is the n × n identity
matrix, and let C be the linear code over F2 with H as a parity-check matrix. Given a
codeword c = (cv1 , cv2 , . . . , cvn) ∈ C, we are able to recover any vthi entry of c by accessing
its neighbors since the vthi row of H implies a linear equation, namely, cvi =

∑

vj∈N(vi)
cvj ,

where N(vi) is the set of neighbors of vi in Γ. The rate of a linear storage code C, denoted
by R(C), is simply the ratio of its dimension to the dimension of the ambient space. If we
have a family of storage codes {Cm}, where m is a parameter, assuming that lim

m→∞
R(Cm)

exists, then this limit is called the rate of the family.
Constructing a family of storage codes of unit rate is easy: let Γn be the complete graph

on n vertices, and let Cn be the binary linear code defined by the equation
∑n

i=1 xvi = 0.
Then Cn is a storage code on Γ with rate 1− 1/n; hence the family {Cn} is of unit rate.

In the above example, the graph used to obtain the storage code of rate close to one
is very dense (in fact, as dense as possible), and contains a large number of cliques. It is
therefore natural to consider the question of the largest attainable rate of storage codes
on graphs that contain no cliques Kt (t ≥ 3), i.e., triangle-free graphs.

Constructing storage codes of high rate on such graphs represents a challenge. A
triangle-free graph with many edges does not necessarily give rise to a storage code of
high rate. To see this, consider the complete bipartite graph Kt,t which is triangle-free
and quite dense, and a storage code C on it. Note that there are two independent vertex
sets of Kt,t and so for each vertex, we can recover the message on it from the ones in the
other (vertex) independent set; hence R(C) ≤ 1/2. In early studies [5], the authors had
conjectured that for triangle-free graphs, R = 1/2 is the largest attainable rate value.
Later on this conjecture was refuted in [3] by some sporadic examples.

Recently, the authors of [2] constructed four infinite families of storage codes on
triangle-free graphs. They used the Cayley graph method : Let S be a subset of Fr

2 such
that 0 /∈ S and the sum of any three distinct vectors in S is nonzero. Then the resulting
Cayley graph Γ = Cay(Fr

2, S) is triangle-free. Let H := A(Γ) + I and C be the binary
linear code defined by using H as its parity-check matrix. Then we obtain a storage code
C on the triangle-free graph Γ. Using this method, a proper subset S ⊆ Fr

2 will give rise
to a triangle-free graph and a storage code on it. In their work, the Hamming family is
of rate 3/4 and the BCH family shows the record of rate 0.8196. It remains unknown
whether the BCH family can approach unit rate or not; this was left as an open problem
in [2].

Subsequently, the authors of [1] and the authors of [7] presented the generalized Ham-
ming family which could reach unit rate. In this paper, we solve the open problem about
the BCH family, showing that the BCH family is indeed of unit rate. We also generalize
the construction of the BCH family to obtain more storage codes on triangle-free graphs
with rates approaching one.

2. The BCH family is of unit rate

2.1. An upper bound. In 2022, Barg and Zémor [2] presented a new family, the
so-called BCH family, which can reach the rate of 0.8196. This data can be calculated by
using a computer. It is left as an open problem whether the BCH family can reach unit
rate or not. In order to understand why the BCH family exhibits a phenomenon of high
rate, we use the polynomial method to investigate the intrinsic algebraic structure of the
BCH family. As a consequence, we give an upper bound for the rank of the parity-check
matrix of the BCH family, which shows that the BCH family is indeed of unit rate.
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The BCH family of storage codes is constructed by using the Cayley graph method.
We first recall the definition of Cayley graphs.

Definition 1. Let G be a finite multiplicatively written group with identity element e,
and let S be a subset of G such that e /∈ S and S = S−1, where S−1 = {g−1 | g ∈ S}. The
Cayley graph on G with connection set S, denoted by Γ = Cay(G, S), is the graph with
elements of G as vertices, two vertices g1, g2 ∈ G are adjacent if and only if g1g

−1
2 ∈ S.

Now we are going to construct the Cayley graphs of the BCH family. Let q = 2m with
m ≥ 1 being an integer. The vertex set is given by G = F2

q and the connection set is given
by Sm\{0}, where

Sm :=
{
(a, a3) | a ∈ Fq

}
⊆ F

2
q.

The graph is Γ = Cay(F2
q, Sm\{0}).

Let Hm := A(Γ) + I and Cm be the binary linear code defined by using Hm as a
parity-check matrix. Since each row of the parity-check matrix Hm for the storage code
Cm can be regarded as a characteristic vector of a coset in {x + Sm | x ∈ F

2
q}, we may

call Hm the coset matrix of Sm in F2
q. In order to better understand the structure of the

matrix Hm, we will express the (x, y)-entry of Hm as the value of a polynomial evaluated
at (x, y). More precisely, the coset matrix Hm over F2 can be formulated as

Hm = (ax,y)x,y∈F2
q
,

where the (x, y)-entry is given by

ax,y =

{

1, if x− y ∈ Sm,

0, otherwise.

Next, we apply the polynomial method to investigate the rank of Hm. If we write
x = (x1, x2), y = (y1, y2) ∈ F2

q , then ax,y can be expressed as the value of a polynomial g
evaluated at (x, y):

ax,y =
(
(x1 − y1)

3 − (x2 − y2)
)q−1

+ 1

=
(
x3
1 + x2

1y1 + x1y
2
1 + y31 + x2 + y2

)q−1
+ 1

=: g(x1, x2, y1, y2).

Let Wm = (ax,y + 1)x,y∈F2
q
. Then Wm = Hm + J , where J is the all-one matrix, and so

rank(Hm)− rank(J) ≤ rank(Wm) ≤ rank(Hm) + rank(J),

that is,

rank(Hm)− 1 ≤ rank(Wm) ≤ rank(Hm) + 1.

Therefore, the matrix Wm has almost the same rank as that of Hm. We define the
rate of a square matrix An×n to be the ratio of rank(A) to the size n; that is, R(A) =
rank(A)/n. That the BCH family is of unit rate is equivalent to saying that the rate of
Wm converges to 0 as m → ∞. Now the problem is reduced to computing the rank of
Wm whose entry ax,y + 1 is given by

h(x1, x2, y1, y2) = (x3
1 + x2

1y1 + x1y
2
1 + y31 + x2 + y2)

q−1.

The following proposition simplifies the question further by dropping some terms from
the polynomial h.
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Proposition 1. Let Dm = (f(x, y))x,y∈F2
q
, where

f(x1, x2, y1, y2) = (x2
1y1 + x1y

2
1 + x2 + y2)

q−1.

Then Dm has the same F2-rank as that of Wm.

Proof. Note that changing (x1, x2) to (x1, x2 + x3
1) is a permutation on F2

q. Thus

changing h(x1, x2, y1, y2) to f = h(x1, x2 + x3
1, y1, y2 + y31) is in fact a permutation on the

rows and columns of Wm. The conclusion of the proposition now follows. �

To find an upper bound on the rank of Dm, we first decompose Dm as the product of
two matrices. Let

Ω :=

{

(l1, l2, l3, l4) |
4∑

i=1

li = q − 1, 0 ≤ li ≤ q − 1, ∀i
}

.

Then we can expand the polynomial f as follows:

f = (x2
1y1 + x1y

2
1 + x2 + y2)

q−1

=
∑

(l1,l2,l3,l4)∈Ω

(
q − 1

l1, l2, l3, l4

)

x2l1+l2
1 xl3

2 y
l1+2l2
1 yl42

=
[

· · ·
(

q−1
l1,l2,l3,l4

)
x2l1+l2
1 xl3

2 · · ·
]






...

yl1+2l2
1 yl42

...




 ,

where the coordinates of the row/column vector are indexed by elements in Ω. Therefore
we can write Dm as the product of two matrices

Dm = LR =
[

· · ·
(

q−1
l1,l2,l3,l4

)
x2l1+l2
1 xl3

2 · · ·
]






...

yl1+2l2
1 yl42

...




 ,

where the rows of L and columns of R are indexed by elements of F2
q. Let Nm be the

number of distinct nonzero monomials in L. That is,

Nm : = #

{

(2l1 + l2, l3)

∣
∣
∣
∣

(
q − 1

l1, l2, l3, l4

)

≡ 1 (mod 2)

}

.

We then have an upper bound on rank(Dm):

(1) rank(Dm) ≤ rank(L) ≤ Nm,

Using some counting techniques, we can give an explicit formula for Nm; and hence
obtain an upper bound on the rank of Dm. The obtained upper bound is good enough
for us to show that the BCH family is of unit rate. We state the following theorem whose
proof is postponed to the next subsection.

Theorem 2. Let Dm be defined as above with m ≥ 1 being an integer. Then

rank(Dm) ≤
1 +

√
2

2
(2 +

√
2)m,

and so

R(Dm) ≤
1 +

√
2

2

(

2 +
√
2

4

)m

.
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2.2. Proof of Theorem 2. Since the sequence of numbers Nm is defined by a prop-
erty involving multinomial coefficients, we will use Lucas’ theorem to analyse the behavior
of Nm. Surprisingly, we can even compute the exact values of Nm.

Let n be a non-negative integer and p a prime. Suppose that the base p expansion of
n is given by n = nkp

k + nk−1p
k−1 + · · ·+ n1p + n0, where 0 ≤ ni ≤ p − 1 for all i. We

may use the abbreviation n = 〈nknk−1 · · ·n1n0〉p or n = 〈nk, nk−1, · · · , n1, n0〉p. In the
case where p = 2, we may drop the subscript p. We state Lucas’ theorem as follows.

Theorem 3 (Lucas’ Theorem [4]). Let p be a prime, and express the non-negative
integers n, l1, l2, . . . , ls in base p as

n = 〈nk, nk−1, . . . , n1, n0〉p; li = 〈li,k, li,k−1, . . . , li,1, li,0〉p,
where nj , li,j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , p− 1} for j = 0, 1, . . . , k and i = 1, 2, . . . , s. Then

(
n

l1, l2, . . . , ls

)

≡
k∏

j=0

(
nj

l1,j, l2,j . . . , ls,j

)

(mod p).

In the case where p = 2, we will drop (mod 2) to simplify notation. Before doing the
actual computations, we will fix some notation as follows.

Definition 2. Let a, b, c be non-negative integers. We write a+ b⋖ c, if the following
conditions hold:

ai + bi ≤ ci for all i = 0, . . . , k,

where a = 〈akak−1 · · ·a1a0〉2, b = 〈bkbk−1 · · · b1b0〉2, c = 〈ckck−1 · · · c1c0〉2.
For 0 ≤ s ≤ q − 1, define

Bs :=

{

2l1 + l2
∣
∣

(
q − 1

l1, l2, q − 1− s, l4

)

≡ 1 for some l4

}

and bs := |Bs|. Note that the base 2 expansion of q−1 is 〈11 · · ·1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

m

〉. By Theorem 3 we know

that
(

q−1
l1,l2,q−1−s,l4

)
≡ 1 (mod 2) if and only if the addition l1 + l2 + (q− 1− s) + l4 = q− 1

involves no carries, which in turn is equivalent to l1 + l2 ⋖ s and l4 = s− l1 − l2. We now
rewrite Bs as

Bs = {2l1 + l2 | l1 + l2 ⋖ s} .
Note that we have Nm =

∑q−1
s=0 bs.

Lemma 4. Let s = 〈α1, α2, . . . , αn, β1, β2, . . . , βk〉. Then

Bs = Bs1 × 2k +Bs2 :=
{
r2k + t

∣
∣ r ∈ Bs1 , t ∈ Bs2

}
,

where s1 = 〈α1, α2, . . . , αn〉 and s2 = 〈β1, β2, . . . , βk〉.
Proof. On the one hand, Bs ⊆ Bs1 × 2k +Bs2. This can be seen as follows. Assume

that l1 + l2 ⋖ s. By the division algorithm we write l1 = r12
k + t1, 0 ≤ t1 < 2k, where the

quotient and remainder, r1, t1, are uniquely determined. Similarly for l2 we obtain the
quotient and the remainder, r2, t2, respectively. As l1+l2⋖s, we have r1+r2⋖s1, t1+t2⋖s2
and thus 2l1+l2 = 2(r1×2k+t1)+(r2×2k+t2) = (2r1+r2)×2k+(2t1+t2) ∈ Bs1×2k+Bs2.

On the other hand, Bs ⊇ Bs1 × 2k + Bs2 : Assume r1 + r2 ⋖ s1, t1 + t2 ⋖ s2. Let
l1 = r1 × 2k + t1, l2 = r2 × 2k + t2. Then l1 + l2 ⋖ s. So (2r1 + r2) × 2k + (2t1 + t2) =
2(r1 × 2k + t1) + (r2 × 2k + t2) = 2l1 + l2 ∈ Bs. �

Proposition 5. Let i be a positive integer. Then

b2i−1−1 = 2i − 1.
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Proof. Note that B2i−1−1 = {2l1 + l2 | l1 + l2 ⋖ 2i−1 − 1}. Fixing l1 = 0, we can take
l2 = 0, 1, 2, . . . , 2i−1 − 1, then 2l1 + l2 = 0, 1, 2, . . . , 2i−1 − 1.

Let l1+l2 = 2i−1−1. Then we have l1+l2⋖2i−1−1 and 2l1+l2 = l1+2i−1−1. As l1 varies
from 0 to 2i−1−1, 2l1+ l2 varies from 2i−1−1 to 2i−2. So B2i−1−1 = {0, 1, 2, . . . , 2i − 2}.
The claim now follows. �

Lemma 6. Let s = 〈α1, α2, . . . , αn, 0, β1, β2, . . . , βk〉. Then
bs = bs1bs2 ,

where s1 = 〈α1, α2, . . . , αn〉 and s2 = 〈β1, β2, . . . , βk〉.
Proof. By Lemma 4 we have

Bs = Bs1 × 2k+1 +Bs2 .

Note that for any t ∈ Bs2 , t ≤ 2s2 < 2k+1. Assume there are two pairs (r1, t1), (r2, t2) ∈
Bs1 ×Bs2, such that r1 × 2k+1 + t1 = r2 × 2k+1 + t2. Then (r1 − r2)× 2k+1 + (t1 − t2) = 0
and thus r1− r2 = t1− t2 = 0, i.e., (r1, t1) = (r2, t2). Hence #Bs = #(Bs1 ×2k+1+Bs2) =
# (Bs1 × Bs2). �

Example 2.1. By direct calculations, we have

b0 = b20−1 = 21 − 1 = 1, by Proposition 5

b1 = b21−1 = 22 − 1 = 3, by Proposition 5

b2 = b〈10〉 = b1b0 = 3, by Lemma 6

b3 = b22−1 = 23 − 1 = 7. by Proposition 5

Thus N1 = b0 + b1 = 4, N2 = b0 + b1 + b2 + b3 = 14. We will use the initial values N1, N2

to determine the general formula of Nm in Theorem 8.

Proposition 7. The sequence of numbers Nm satisfies:

Nm =

m+1∑

j=1

(2j − 1)Nm−j , m ≥ 1,

where N0 = N−1 = 1.

Proof. Define

E(m) : =

{

t

∣
∣
∣
∣
0 ≤ t ≤ 2m − 1

}

=

{

〈tm−1, . . . , t1, t0〉
∣
∣
∣
∣
ti ∈ {0, 1}, ∀i

}

,

E
(m)
j : =






〈1, 1, . . . , 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

j−1

, 0, tm−j−1, . . . , t1, t0〉
∣
∣
∣
∣
ti ∈ {0, 1}, ∀i







= {2j−1 − 1} × 2m−j+1 + E(m−j), j = 1, . . . , m− 1;

E(m)
m : =

{

〈11 · · ·1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

m−1

0〉
}

, E
(m)
m+1 :=

{

〈11 · · ·1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

m

〉
}

.

It is clear that E(m) is the disjoint union of E
(m)
j , j = 1, . . . , m + 1, namely E(m) =

∪m+1
j=1 E

(m)
j . Note that Nm =

∑2m−1
t=0 bs =

∑

s∈E(m) bs. Then by Proposition 5 and Lemma
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6 we have

Nm =
∑

s∈E(m)

bs =
m−1∑

j=1

∑

s∈E
(m)
j

bs + 2m − 1 + 2m+1 − 1

=

m−1∑

j=1

∑

t∈E(m−j)

b2j−1−1bt + 2m − 1 + 2m+1 − 1

=

m−1∑

j=1

b2j−1−1

∑

t∈E(m−j)

bt + 2m − 1 + 2m+1 − 1

=
m−1∑

j=1

b2j−1−1Nm−j + 2m − 1 + 2m+1 − 1

=

m−1∑

j=1

(2j − 1)Nm−j + 2m − 1 + 2m+1 − 1

=

m+1∑

j=1

(2j − 1)Nm−j .

�

Theorem 8. We have

(2) Nm =
1 +

√
2

2
(2 +

√
2)m +

1−
√
2

2
(2−

√
2)m, m ≥ 0.

Proof. By Proposition 7, we have

(3) Nm =

m+1∑

j=1

(2j − 1)Nm−j , m ≥ 1.

Replacing m by m− 1, we get

(4)

Nm−1 =

m∑

j=1

(2j − 1)Nm−1−j

=

m+1∑

j=2

(2j−1 − 1)Nm−j , m ≥ 2,

Using (3) and (4), we obtain

Nm − 2Nm−1 = Nm−1 +

m+1∑

j=2

Nm−j , m ≥ 2.

It follows that

(5) Nm = 3Nm−1 +

m+1∑

j=2

Nm−j , m ≥ 2.

Again, replacing m by m− 1, we get

(6) Nm−1 = 3Nm−2 +

m+1∑

j=3

Nm−j , m ≥ 3,
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Using (5) and (6), we obtain

Nm −Nm−1 = 3Nm−1 − 3Nm−2 +Nm−2, m ≥ 3.

Conseqeuntly,
Nm = 4Nm−1 − 2Nm−2, m ≥ 3.

Taking m = 2, we find that the initial values N0 = 1, N1 = 4, N2 = 14 satisfy this linear
recurrence relation. So the above recurrence holds whenever m ≥ 2. Solving the linear
recurrence we obtain

Nm =
1 +

√
2

2
(2 +

√
2)m +

1−
√
2

2
(2−

√
2)m, m ≥ 2.

�

We are now ready to give the proof of Theorem 2.
Proof of Theorem 2. We have the following upper bound:

rank(Dm) ≤ Nm =
1 +

√
2

2
(2 +

√
2)m +

1−
√
2

2
(2−

√
2)m

≤ 1 +
√
2

2
(2 +

√
2)m.

Therefore,

R(Dm) =
rank(Dm)

q2
≤ 1 +

√
2

2

(

2 +
√
2

4

)m

.

From the above upper bound on R(Dm), we immediately see that the BCH family is of
unit rate. �

2.3. The ambient graphs of the BCH Family. For a given positive integer m,
the graph of the BCH family is Γ(V,E) = Cay(F2

q , Sm\{0}), where q = 2m. The number
of vertices is N = |V | = q2 = 22m. Note that Γ is a regular graph and each vertex has
degree |Sm| − 1 = q − 1 = 2m − 1, so the number of edges is

|E| = N(2m − 1)

2
=

N(
√
N − 1)

2
= O(N3/2).

It is clear that Γ is simple. We claim that Γ is connected when m > 2. The proof is
given in the next section.

We show that Γ is triangle-free: Let a, b, c ∈ Fq be distinct nonzero elements such that
a+b+c = 0. We claim that a3+b3+c3 6= 0. If not, then c3 = (a+b)3 = a3+a2b+ab2+b3 =
a3+ b3 and we obtain a = b, a contradiction. Hence the sum of any three distinct nonzero
vectors in Sm is nonzero and thus Γ is triangle-free.

3. The generalized BCH family

Recall that in the BCH family, we investigate the coset matrix of Sm in F2
q , where

q = 2m and Sm = {(a, a3) | a ∈ Fq}. Now define

Sn,m := {(a, an) | a ∈ Fq} ⊆ F
2
q ,

where n is a fixed odd integer and 1 < n ≤ q − 1. Then we obtain the generalized BCH
family Fn on the graph Γn,m = Cay(F2

q , Sn,m\{0}).
Remark 3.1. In the above generalization, we require n to be odd. In fact, the matrix

Hn,m has the same rank as Hn/2,m when n is even, where Hn,m denotes the coset matrix
of Sn,m in F2

q.
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To prove that Γn,m is connected, we need to show any vector in F2
q is a sum of vectors

in Sm. That is, viewing F2
q as a 2m-dimensional F2-vector space, we need to show that

Sm contains a basis of F2
q .

We now show that when m is large enough, the graph Γn,m is connected. The following
proof can be found in most coding theory textbooks. For more details, we refer the readers
to [8].

Theorem 9. Let n > 1 be an odd integer. If 2
m
2 +1 > n, then Sm contains a F2-basis

for F2
q; and the graph Γn,m is connected.

Proof. Let F∗
q = 〈α〉. We claim that {(αk, αnk) | k = 0, 1, . . . , 2m − 1} are linearly

independent over F2. Assume that
∑2m−1

k=0 ckα
k =

∑2m−1
k=0 ckα

nk = 0, where ck ∈ F2. Let

g(x) =
∑2m−1

k=0 ckx
k. Then g(α) = g(αn) = 0.

Let p1(x), p2(x) be the minimal polynomials of α, αn in F2[x] respectively. We know
that p1, p2 are irreducible polynomials. As α is a primitive element of Fq, we have deg p1 =
m. Note that α and αn are not conjugate to each other as n is odd and 1 < n < 2

m
2 +1 <

q − 1, so p1, p2 are coprime to each other.
Suppose that deg p2 = d. We show that d = m: We know that d|m and αn = αn2d, so

(2m − 1)|n(2d − 1) and thus n ≥ 2m−1
2d−1

. Combining with the assumption that 2
m
2 + 1 > n,

we have 2
m
2 + 1 > 2m−1

2d−1
, so d > m

2
and consequently d = m since d|m.

The polynomial g(x) should be a multiple of p1(x)p2(x) since g(x) has the roots α, α
n.

As the degree of p1(x)p2(x) is 2m and g(x) cannot be of degree 2m, we deduce that g(x)
is the zero polynomial. Hence the claim follows. �

Corollary 10. Let r be a positive integer and n = 2r + 1. Then the graph Γn,m is
connected if m > 2r.

For what values of n, will Γn,m be triangle-free? The next lemma answers this question.

Lemma 11. The graph Γn,m is not triangle-free if and only if the equation (x+1)n+1 =
xn + 1 has solution other than x = 0, 1.

Proof. First note that Γn,m is triangle-free if and only if the sum of any three nonzero
distinct vectors in Sn,m is nonzero. Assume that there are three distinct elements a, b, c ∈
F
∗
q such that a + b + c = an + bn + cn = 0. Then cn = (a + b)n = an + bn. Let x = ab−1.

We obtain (x+ 1)n = xn + 1, where x 6= 0, 1. Hence the necessary condition holds.
To verify the sufficient condition, we assume that there exists an x 6= 0, 1 satisfying

(x+ 1)n + 1 = xn + 1. Then a = x, b = 1, c = x+ 1 are three distinct nonzero elements.
The vectors (a, an), (b, bn), (c, cn) will cause a triangle in the graph as the sum of them is
zero. �

Proposition 12. Let n = 2r + 1, where r ≥ 1 is an integer. Then the graph Γn,m is
triangle-free if and only if gcd(r,m) = 1.

Proof. We only need to consider the equation

(x+ 1)2
r+1 = x2r+1 + 1,

x(x2r−1 + 1) = 0.



10 HAIHUA DENG, HEXIANG HUANG, GUOBIAO WENG, AND QING XIANG∗

The equation x(x2r−1 +1) = 0 only has solutions x = 0, 1 if and only if gcd(x(x2r−1 +
1), xq + x) = x(x+ 1). That is

x(x+ 1) = gcd(x(x2r−1 + 1), xq + x)

= x gcd(x2r−1 + 1, x2m−1 + 1)

= x(x2gcd(r,m)−1 + 1),

which means that gcd(r,m) = 1. �

Proposition 13. Let n = 2r − 1, where r ≥ 2 is an integer. Then the graph Γn,m is
triangle-free if and only if gcd(r − 1, m) = 1.

Proof. We only need to consider the equation

(x+ 1)2
r−1 = x2r−1 + 1,

2r−2∑

k=1

xk = x
1 + x2r−2

1 + x
= 0.

The equation only has solutions x = 0, 1 if and only if gcd(x2r−2+1, xq−1+1) = x+1,
which implies that gcd(2r − 2, 2m − 1) = gcd(2r−1 − 1, 2m − 1) = 2gcd(r−1,m) − 1 = 1 and
thus gcd(r − 1, m) = 1. The converse is also true. �

4. The case when n = 2r + 1

In this section, we are going to show that the generalized BCH family Fn is of unit
rate provided that n = 2r + 1, where r is a positive integer.

Let Hm be the coset matrix of Sm in F2
q. Then we can formulate Hm as

Hm = (g(x, y))x,y∈F2
q
,

where the (x, y)-entry is given by

g(x, y) =
(
(x1 + y1)

2r+1 + x2 + y2
)q−1

+ 1.

By the same argument as in Section 2.1, we deduce that Hm has almost the same rank
as that of the matrix Dm := (f(x, y))x,y∈F2

q
, where the (x, y)-entry is given by

f(x, y) =
(
x2r

1 y1 + x1y
2r

1 + x2 + y2
)q−1

.

Similarly, we have an upper bound: rank(Dm) ≤ Nm, where

Nm : = #

{

(2rl1 + l2, l3)

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

(
q − 1

l1, l2, l3, l4

)

≡ 1

}

= # {(2rl1 + l2, l3) | l1 + l2 ⋖ q − 1− l3} .
We may redefine Bs in Section 2.2 by

Bs := {2rl1 + l2 | l1 + l2 ⋖ s} ,
where 0 ≤ s ≤ q − 1. Then

Nm =

2m−1∑

s=0

# {2rl1 + l2 | l1 + l2 ⋖ q − 1− s}

=
2m−1∑

s=0

|Bq−1−s| =
2m−1∑

s=0

|Bs|.
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For this more general definition of Bs, Lemma 4 still holds. We omit the proof since it is
completely the same as before.

Lemma 14. Let r be a positive integer and Bs defined above. Then

(1)
∑2k−1

s=0 |{(l1, l2) | l1 + l2 ⋖ s}| = 4k;

(2) Nk =
∑2k−1

s=0 |Bs| = 4k, for k = 0, 1, . . . , r;

(3) Nr+1 =
∑2r+1−1

s=0 |Bs| ≤ 15× 4r−1.

Proof. 1) We can classify all s between 0 and 2k−1 by its weight, namely the number
of 1s in its base 2 expansion. If the weight of s is i, then #{(l1, l2) | l1+ l2 ⋖ s} = 3i since
each pair (l1, l2) implies a distribution of each 1s to l1,l2 or l3, where l3 = s− l1 − l2. We
have

2k−1∑

s=0

#{(l1, l2) | l1 + l2 ⋖ s} =
k∑

i=0

(
k

i

)

3i = 4k.

2) Assume k ≤ r. For each 0 ≤ s ≤ 2k − 1, we have a map from {(l1, l2) | l1 + l2 ⋖ s}
to Bs, sending (l1, l2) to 2rl1 + l2. We want to show this is bijective map. It is clearly
surjective, so we only need to show it is injective.

If there are two pairs (l1, l2), (l
′
1, l

′
2) such that 2rl1 + l2 = 2rl′1 + l′2, then 2r(l1 − l′1) +

l2 − l′2 = 0 and thus l1 − l′1 = l2 − l′2 = 0 as 0 ≤ l1, l2, l
′
1, l

′
2 ≤ s ≤ 2r − 1. Hence the map is

injective and thus bijective. The result follows by (1).
3) Notice that B1 = {2rl1 + l2 | l1 + l2 ⋖ 1} = {0, 1, 2r}. We first calculate

2r−1∑

s=0

|B2s+1| =
2r−1∑

s=0

#(Bs × 2 +B1)

=

2r−1∑

s=0

#(Bs × 2 + {0, 1, 2r})

=

2r−1∑

s=0

#(Bs × 2 + 1) +

2r−1∑

s=0

#(Bs × 2 + 2r)

+
2r−1∑

s=0

#(Bs × 2)−
2r−1∑

s=0

# [(Bs × 2) ∩ (Bs × 2 + 2r)]

=3Nr −
2r−1∑

s=0

# [(Bs × 2) ∩ (Bs × 2 + 2r)]

=3Nr −
2r−1∑

s=0

#
[
Bs ∩

(
Bs + 2r−1

)]
:= 3Nr −N ′.

To determine the second term N ′, let (l1, l2), (l
′
1, l

′
2) with l1 + l2 ⋖ s, l′1 + l′2 ⋖ s, where

0 ≤ s ≤ 2r − 1. Assume 2rl1 + l2 = 2rl′1 + l′2 + 2r−1 in the intersection. Then we obtain
2r(l1 − l′1) + (l2 − l′2) = 2r−1. This equality holds if l1 − l′1 = 0, l2 − l′2 = 2r−1. Hence
2rl′1 + l′2 + 2r−1 is in the intersection if 2r−1 ≤ s ≤ 2r − 1 and l′1 + l′2 ⋖ s− 2r−1. Then

N ′ ≥
2r−1∑

s=2r−1

|Bs−2r−1| =
2r−1−1∑

s=0

|Bs| = 4r−1.
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The value of Nr+1 is given by

Nr+1 =

2r+1−1∑

s=0

|Bs| =
2r−1∑

s=0

(|B2s|+ |B2s+1|)

=

2r−1∑

s=0

#(Bs × 2) +

2r−1∑

s=0

|B2s+1|

= Nr + 3Nr −N ′ ≤ 4r+1 − 4r−1 = 15× 4r−1.

�

Theorem 15. We have

Nm ≤
(
15

16

) m
r+1

4m.

Proof. Assume m = t(r+1)+a, where 0 ≤ a < r+1. Then for any 0 ≤ s ≤ 2m−1,
we have

s = s1 × 2m−(r+1) + s2 × 2m−2(r+1) + · · ·+ st × 2m−t(r+1) + st+1,

where 0 ≤ s1, s2, . . . , st ≤ 2r+1 − 1 and 0 ≤ st+1 ≤ 2a − 1, which implies an expansion

Bs =

t∑

i=1

Bsi × 2m−i(r+1) +Bst+1,

and thus

|Bs| ≤
t∏

i=1

|Bsi| · |Bst+1|.

Applying the above inequality, we obtain

Nm =

2m−1∑

s=0

|Bs|

≤
2r+1−1∑

s1,...,st=0

2a−1∑

st+1=0

(
t∏

i=1

|Bsi| · |Bst+1|
)

=

t∏

i=1

(
2r+1−1∑

si=0

|Bsi|
)

·
2a−1∑

st+1=0

|Bst+1|

=N t
r+1Na ≤ (15× 4r−1)t4a

=

(
15

16

)t

4m ≤
(
15

16

) m
r+1

4m.

The proof is now complete. �

Corollary 16. The rate R(Dm) converges to 0; so the generalized BCH family Fn

(with n = 2r + 1) is of unit rate.

Proof. We denote the rate of Dm by Rm. Then Rm = rank(Dm)/4
m ≤ Nm/4

m and
thus

Rm ≤
(
15

16

) m
r+1

.

Hence {Rm} converges to 0 as m goes to infinity. �
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5. Some cases of three-bit n by using a computer

Definition 3. Let A,B be two matrices, say A = (ai1,j1)m1×n1 , B = (bi2,j2)m2×n2.
Then the tensor product of two matrices is A ⊗ B := (ai1,j1B)m1×n1, namely each block
entry is the product of the matrix B and an entry of A.

Note that the entry in the ((i1 − 1)m1 + i2)
th row and the ((j1 − 1)n1 + j2)

th column
of A⊗ B is ai1,j1bi2,j2.

Definition 4. Let A,B be two matrices of the same size, say A = (ai1,j1)m×n, B =
(bi2,j2)m×n. Then the Hadamard product of two matrices is A ◦B := (ai,jbi,j)m×n.

Theorem 17 ([6]). Let A,B be two matrices. Then

rank(A⊗ B) = rank(A)rank(B).

Corollary 18. Let A,B be two m× n matrices. Then

rank(A ◦B) ≤ rank(A)rank(B).

Proof. By Theorem 17, it suffices to show that A ◦ B is a submatrix of A ⊗ B.
Let R = {(i − 1)m + i | i = 1, 2, . . . , m}, L = {(j − 1)m + j | j = 1, 2, . . . , n} and
C = A⊗ B(L× R). Then we have

C(i, j) = A⊗B((i− 1)m+ i, (j − 1)n+ j)

= ai,jbi,j = A ◦B(i, j).

The proof is now complete. �

As used previously, (h(x1, x2, y1, y2))(x1,x2),(y1,y2)∈F2
q
denotes the matrix in which each

((x1, x2), (y1, y2))-entry is h(x1, x2, y1, y2). When there is no ambiguity regarding the finite
field Fq, we can omit the subscript and simply write the matrix as (h(x1, x2, y1, y2)) or (h).
Below we always assume that the finite field has characteristic 2. We have the following
lemma.

Lemma 19. Let i be a non-negative integer. Then

rank((h(x1, x2, y1, y2))) = rank((h(x1, x2, y1, y2)
2i)).

Proof. Note that h(x1, x2, y1, y2)
2i = h(x2i

1 , x
2i

2 , y
2i

1 , y
2i

2 ). Furthermore, this expres-
sion represents a permutation of both the rows and columns. Thus the result follows. �

Proposition 20. Let d(x1, x2, y1, y2) ∈ Fq[x1, x2, y1, y2] and t a positive integer. Then
for any integer m > t, we have

rank((d2
m−1)) ≤ c ·

(

rank((d2
t−1))

)m
t

,

where c = max{rank((d2i−1)) | 0 ≤ i < t} only depends on t.

Proof. Suppose that m = k · t+ r, where 0 ≤ r < t. Then we can write

2m − 1 =
k−1∑

j=0

(2t − 1)2j+r + 2r − 1.
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Hence,

rank((d2
m−1))

≤rank((d2
r−1))

k−1∏

j=0

rank((d(2
t−1)×2j+r

))

≤c ·
k−1∏

j=0

rank((d2
t−1)) = c ·

(

rank((d2
t−1))

)k

≤c ·
(

rank((d2
t−1))

)m
t

,

where c = max{rank((d2i−1)) | 0 ≤ i < t}. �

Remark 5.1. The above theorem tells us that the rank of Am = (d2
t−1)F2

2m
×F2

2m
will

give an upper bound for the rank of (d2
m−1). However, the matrix Am is changing as m

increases. We next show that rank(Am) would not change when m is sufficiently large.

Definition 5 (Rank of a polynomial). Assume that a polynomial h ∈ F2[x1, x2, y1, y2],
say

h =
∑

i1,i2,j1,j2

ai1,i2,j1,j2x
i1
1 x

i2
2 y

j1
1 yj22 ,

where ai1,i2,j1,j2 ∈ F2. Then the coefficient matrix of h, the rows indexed by (i1, i2) and
the columns indexed by (j1, j2), is Mh = (ai1,i2,j1,j2). The rank of the polynomial h is the
rank of its coefficient matrix rank(Mh), and it will be denoted by rank(h).

Lemma 21. Let h ∈ F2[x1, x2, y1, y2]. Assume that d = max{degx1
h, degx2

h, degy1 h, degy2 h)},
where degx1

h is the degree of h in variable x1. If q > d, then

rank((h)F2
q×F2

q
) = rank(h).

Proof. Suppose that

h =

q−1
∑

i1,i2,j1,j2=0

ai1,i2,j1,j2x
i1
1 x

i2
2 y

j1
1 y

j2
2 .

Then we have

(h)F2
q×F2

q
= LMhR

=
[
· · · xi1

1 x
i2
2 · · ·

]






...
· · · ai1,i2,j1,j2 · · ·

...











...

yj11 y
j2
2

...




 ,

where the rows of L and the columns of R are indexed by elements of F2
q. Note that the

matrices L,R are invertible, so rank((h)) = rank(Mh) = rank(h). �

We now consider the generalized BCH family Fn. In the following, we denote d =
(x1 + y1)

n + x2 + y2, f = dq−1.

Theorem 22. If there exists a positive integer t such that

rank(d2
t−1) < 4t,

then the generalized BCH family Fn is of unit rate.
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Proof. When m satisfies 2m > n(2t − 1), by Proposition 20 and Lemma 21 we have

rank((f)F2
2m

×F2
2m
) = rank((d2

m−1)F2
2m

×F2
2m
)

≤ c ·
(

rank((d2
t−1)F2

2m
×F2

2m
)
)m

t

= c ·
(

rank(d2
t−1)

)m
t

≤ c · (4t − 1)
m
t

rank((f))

4m
≤ c · (4t − 1)

m
t

4m
= c ·

(
4t − 1

4t

)m
t

.

Hence the evaluation matrix (f)F2
q×F2

q
is of low rank and thus the parity-check matrix of

the generalized BCH family Fn is also of low rank. We are done. �

We can use a computer to search for the smallest t such that the rank of the polynomial
d2

t−1 is strictly smaller than 4t. For instance, using Magma, we know that rank(d2
6−1) =

3256 < 4096 = 46 for F7, rank(d
27−1) = 15018 < 16384 = 47 for F11, and rank(d2

7−1) =
14442 < 16384 = 47 for F13. Therefore, we obtain the following result.

Corollary 23. The generalized BCH families F7, F11 and F13 are all of unit rate. �
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