arXiv:1912.09984v4 [math.CO] 22 Mar 2022

Some Matroids Related to Sum-Rank Metric Codes

Avijit Panja^{∗1}, Rakhi Pratihar^{†2}, and Tovohery Hajatiana Randrianarisoa^{‡3}

1Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Bombay, Powai, Mumbai 400076, India 2Department of Mathematics and Statistics, UiT - The Arctic University of Norway, N-9037, Tromsø, Norway 3Department of Mathematical Sciences, Florida Atlantic University, Boca Raton, FL 33431, USA

Abstract We introduce the notion of sum-matroids and show its association with sum-rank metric codes. As a consequence, some results for sumrank metric codes by Martínez-Peñas are generalized for sum-matroids. The sum-matroids generalize the notions of matroids and q-matroids. We define the generalized weights for sum-matroids and prove a Weitype duality theorem which generalizes the analogous cases for matroids and q-matroids.

1 Introduction

The sum-rank metric, a common generalization of the Hamming and the rank metric, was first introduced implicitly for space-time coding [12, 28] and then it was used in measuring error-correcting capability of codes in multishot network coding [35]. Considering its practical importance, several sum-rank metric codes have been constructed in [31, 33, 35, 38, 32]. On the other hand, the theoretical study of support spaces corresponding to sumrank metric was initiated in [30] and thereafter, the fundamental properties of codes embedded with the sum-rank metric are studied in [5].

∗Email: avijit.0050@gmail.com - Avijit Panja is partially supported by the DST-RCN grant INT/NOR/RCN/ICT/P-03/2018 from the Dept. of Science and Technology, Govt. of India.

†Email: pratihar.rakhi@gmail.com - During this course of work, Rakhi Pratihar was supported by a doctoral fellowship at IIT Bombay from the University Grant Commission, Govt. of India (Sr. No. 2061641156). Currently, she is supported by Grant 280731 from the Research Council of Norway.

‡Email: tovo@aims.ac.za - During this course of work, Tovohery Randrianarisoa was supported by a postdoc fellowship at IIT Bombay from the Swiss National Science Foundation Grant No. 181446.

For a positive integer l, let (n_1, . . . , n_l) and (m_1, . . . , m_l) be l-tuples of

positive integers and n =^l ∑ i=1 n_i. For i = 1, . . . , l, let K_i be finite fields with a

common extension F such that F/K_i is a finite extension of degree m_i. Then a k-dimensional F-linear subspace C of the n-dimensional vector space F^n is called an [n, k; n_1, . . . , n_l]-sum-rank metric code over (F : K_1, . . . , K_l), where the sum-rank distance between two codewords is defined as follows. Fix a K_i-basis Γ_i of F so as to associate to any vector c^{(i)} ∈ F^{ni} an m_i × n_i matrix Γ_i(c^{(i)}) with entries in K_i, for 0 ≤ i ≤ l. Now the sum-rank distance between any x = (x^{(1)}, . . . , x^{(ℓ)}), y = (y^{(1)}, . . . , y^{(ℓ)}) ∈ F^n , with x^{(i)}, y^{(i)} ∈ F^{ni} , is defined as the sum of the rank of the matrices Γ_i(x^{(i)} − y^{(i)}). For the particular case of n_i = 1 for 0 ≤ i ≤ l, the sum-rank distance equals the Hamming distance [18, 29] while the case l = 1 recovers the notion of rank distance [9, 11, 39].

The theory of linear Hamming metric codes has been studied in a more general context of matroids [37]. In 1976, Greene first mentioned several connections between matroid and coding theory [17] and thereafter, many authors demonstrated the importance of this connection by proving codingtheoretical results using matroid theory, e.g, see [1, 2, 20, 21]. Fundamental results like descriptions of support of a codeword and higher supports of subcodes in various terms of the corresponding matroid can be found, for example, in [1, 17, 44]. Also, Britz, Johnsen, Mayhew and Shiromoto in [3] generalized the celebrated Wei duality theorem [42] for matroids. Inspired by Wei’s work in [42] about how generalized weights characterize security in wire-tap channel of type II, Kurihara et al. established the relevance of generalized rank weights for secure network coding [26]. As in the case of linear Hamming metric codes, generalized (rank) weights for rank metric codes also have been studied in more general contexts. The q-analogues of matroids, called q-matroids and q-polymatroids, have been considered by Jurrius and Pellikaan in [24] and by Gorla, Jurrius, Lopez, and Ravagnani in [14], respectively. Shiromoto has introduced the notion of (q, m)-polymatroid [41] and recently, Ghorpade and Johnsen [16] and Britz, Mammoliti, and Shiromoto [4] have independently proved a Wei-type duality theorem for rank metric codes for more general combinatorial structures, called (q, m)-demipolymatroids.

So it is natural to ask for a combinatorial structure such that codingtheoretic results for sum-rank metric codes can be studied in a more general context. It is also expected that the matroid analogue related to sum-rank metric code will generalize matroids and q-matroids. This is the question we address in this paper. We introduce the notion of sum-matroids so as to have a common generalization of the notions of matroids and q-matroids. By associating sum-matroids with sum-rank metric codes, we recover several results of Martínez-Peñas on the theory of sum-rank metric codes. In particular, we generalize the notion of generalized weights for sum-rank metric codes to sum-matroids. Moreover, we prove a Wei-type duality theorem for the generalized weights of sum-matroids that combines the existing Wei-type duality theorems of linear codes and matroid like structures.

Another motivation of introducing sum-matroids is from the set of works [15, 21, 22] where the authors associate to a linear code with Hamming metric (resp. rank metric), or more generally, to a matroid (resp. q-matroid), a fine set of invariants, called Betti numbers (resp. Virtual Betti numbers and singular homology). For Hamming metric codes, these are obtained by considering a minimal free resolution of the Stanley-Reisner ring corresponding to a matroid associated to the linear code [21]. On the other hand, for rank metric codes the virtual Betti numbers [22] are defined as certain Möbius numbers associated to the lattice of flats of the corresponding q-matroid and in [15], the singular homology of the poset (equipped with the order topology) of independent spaces of the corresponding q-matroid has been computed. One can expect to generalize these results for summatroids by considering the associated generalized lattice structures and posets. Nonetheless, we do not consider these questions in this paper.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we collect some preliminaries concerning linear codes and matroid-like structures and outline some relevant basic notions and results. Here we include a new characterization of maximum sum-rank distance (MSRD) codes. The notion of sum-matroids is introduced in Section 3. We associate sum-matroids to sum-rank metric codes in Section 4. The generalized weights of sum-matroids are defined and a Wei-type duality theorem for them is established in Section 5. As a corollary, one recovers the Wei-type duality theorems for sum-rank metric codes, q-matroids and matroids. Finally, in Section 6 we conclude by mentioning some further directions for studying sum-matroids.

2 Preliminaries

For once and for all, we fix a positive integer l and two l-tuples of positive

integers (n_1, . . . , n_l) and (m_1, . . . , m_l). Let n =^l ∑ i=1 n_i and for 0 ≤ i ≤ l, K_i’s

are finite fields with a common extension F such that [F : K_i] = m_i. Let Γ_i be a K_i-basis of F for 0 ≤ i ≤ l. We use n and K to denote the ℓ-tuples (n_1, . . . , n_ℓ) and (K_1, . . . , K_ℓ), respectively and K^n to denote the ℓ-tuple of vector spaces (K^{n1}_1 , . . . , K^{nℓ}_ℓ ). Throughout this paper, whenever we speak of an [n, k; n_1, . . . , n_l]-sum-rank metric code, we mean the code to be over (F : K_1, . . . , K_l) as defined in the Introduction. We use F_q to denote the finite field with q elements, where q is a prime power.

This section is divided into two parts. In Subsection 2.1 we review the theory of supports and generalized weights of linear codes. We explicitly mention the notions and results for sum-rank metric codes, whereas the analogous notions and results for Hamming and rank metric codes are remarked as particular cases. In Subsection 2.2, we collect the corresponding notions and results about matroids and q-matroids.

2.1 Linear codes

Definition 1. A linear code C of length n and dimension k over F is a k-dimensional F-linear subspace of F^n . We call C an [n, k]-code.

From now on, whenever we write “code” over F, we mean “linear code” over F. A subcode D of C is simply an F-linear subspace of C.

Here we shall see how the sum-rank metric defined in Introduction generalizes the Hamming and the rank metric.

First we recall from [30, Definition 1] the formal definition of the sumrank weight of a vector c ∈ F^n as follows. For c = (c^{(1)}, . . . , c^{(l)}) ∈ F^n , its sum-rank weight is

srank(c) = ℓ∑ i=1 rank_{Ki} (Γ_i(c^{(i)})), (1)

where Γ_i(c^{(i)}) is the coordinate matrix of c^{(i)} ∈ F^{ni} w.r.t. the fixed basis Γ_i for all 0 ≤ i ≤ l.

Assume that x = (x_1, . . . , x_n) and y = (y_1, . . . , y_n) are elements of F^n . Then the sum-rank distance between x and y, given by

d_{SR}(x, y) := srank(x − y) (2)

defines a metric on F^n , which is called the sum-rank metric [35].

Now it is easy to see that, for n = (1, . . . , 1), the sum-rank distance is the same as the Hamming distance defined as follows d_H (x, y) := |{i: x_i ≠ y_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n}|. (3) The [n, k]-codes over F endowed with this metric are called Hamming metric codes over F [18, 29]. The case l = 1 (say, K = K_1) recovers the rank distance defined as follows.

d_R(x, y) := dim_{K1} ⟨x_i − y_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩ = rank_{K1} (Γ_1(x) − Γ_1(y)), (4)

where ⟨x_i − y_i, 1 ≤ i ≤ n⟩ is the K_1- linear subspace of F generated by the (x_i − y_i)’s. Linear codes over F, where F^n is endowed with above rank metric are called (vector) rank metric codes [11, 39]. For detailed discussion on rank-metric one can refer to the book chapter [13].

Now we recall from [30] the following definitions related to support spaces corresponding to sum-rank metric.

Definition 2. [30, Definition 2] The cartesian product lattice is defined as P(K^n) = P(K^{n1}_1 ) × · · · × P(K^{nℓ}_ℓ ), where P(K^{ni}_i ) is the lattice of K_i-linear subspaces of K^{ni}_i for all i = 1, . . . , ℓ.

This set P(K^n) forms a lattice with componentwise inclusion as the partial order. For any two elements L, L^′ ∈ P(K^n), their meet L ∩ L^′, join L + L^′, and complement L^⊥ are defined by componentwise intersection, sum and orthogonal complements, respectively. As the elements in P(K^n) are tuples of vector spaces, we can define direct sum of two elements L, L^′ by taking the direct sum componentwise.

Definition 3. [30, Definition 3] For L = (L_1, . . . , L_ℓ) in P(K^n),

Rk(L) := ℓ∑ i=1 dim_{Ki} (L_i).

The following definitions generalize the notion of support spaces as defined for codes with Hamming and rank metrics.

Definition 4. [30, Definition 4] Let c = (c^{(1)}, . . . , c^{(ℓ)}) ∈ F^n , where c^{(i)} ∈ F^{ni} , for i = 1, . . . , ℓ. The sum-rank support of c ∈ F^n is defined as the ℓ-tuple supp(c) = (L_1, . . . , L_ℓ) ∈ P(K^n), where L_i is the K_i-linear row space of Γ_i(c^{(i)}) for i = 1, . . . , ℓ. Remark 5. Note that

srank(c) = ℓ∑ i=1 rank_{Ki} (Γ_i(c^{(i)})) = ℓ∑ i=1 dim_{Ki} (L_i) = Rk(supp(c)).

Definition 6. [30, Definition 6] Given an F-linear subspace D ⊂ F^n , its sum-rank support is defined as supp(D) = ∑ c∈D supp(c) ∈ P(K^n).

The sum-rank weight of D is wt_{SR}(D) := Rk(supp(D)).

Definition 7. [30, Definition 5] Let L ∈ P(K^n). The sum-rank support space in F^n associated to L is defined as the vector space V_L = {c ∈ F^n : supp(c) ⊆ L}, where ⊆ denotes the componentwise inclusion.

Note that V_L is an F-linear subspace of F^n . Moreover, as proved in [30, Corollary 1], dim_F V_L = Rk(L). (5)

Definition 8. [30] Let C be an [n, k; n_1, · · · , n_l]-sum-rank metric code. The i-th generalized sum-rank weight of C is defined as follows.

d_{SR,i}(C) = min{Rk(L) : L ∈ P(K^n) and dim(C ∩ V_L) ≥ i}, for i = 1, . . . , k. The following result can be seen as a consequence of [30, Proposition 4]. We include a proof as it makes it clear that the notion of generalized weights of sum-rank metric codes generalizes those of Hamming and rankmetric codes.

Lemma 9. Let C ⊆ F^n be an [n, k; n_1, · · · , n_l]-sum-rank metric code with dim_F (C) = k ≥ 1. Then

d_{SR,i}(C) = min{wt_{SR}(D): D ⊆ C and dim_F D = i}.

Proof. Let min{wt_{SR}(D): D ⊆ C and dim_F D = i} = wt_{SR}(D) = Rk(supp(D)) for some D ⊆ C with dim D = i, and d_{SR,i}(C) = Rk(L) for some L ∈ P(K^n). Let L_0 = supp(D), so that wt_{SR}(D) = Rk(L_0). By definition,

C ∩ V_{L0} = {x ∈ C : supp(x) ⊆ L_0}.

So we have D ⊆ C ∩V_{L0} and thus dim_F (C ∩V_{L0} ) ≥ i. Therefore by definition, d_{SR,i}(C) ≤ Rk(L_0) = wt_{SR}(D), i.e.,

d_{SR,i}(C) ≤ min{wt_{SR}(D): D ⊆ C and dim_F D = i}. (6)

Conversely, since d_{SR,i}(C) = Rk(L), we have dim_F (C ∩ V_L) ≥ i. Let D ⊆ C ∩ V_L. Then supp(D) ⊆ L, implying that wt_{SR}(D) ≤ Rk(L). Hence by definition,

min{wt_{SR}(D): D ⊆ C and dim_F D = i} ≤ wt_{SR}(D) ≤ Rk(L) = d_{SR,i}(C). (7) Combining Equations (6) and (7) we get d_{SR,i}(C) = min{wt_{SR}(D): D ⊆ C and dim_F D = i}.

Since d_{SR,1}(C) is the minimum distance of the sum-rank metric code C, we simply use d_{SR}(C) or d instead of d_{SR,1}(C), when there is no ambiguity and we describe the code as [n, k, d; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sum-rank metric code.

We have seen in the beginning of this subsection that for the cases n = (1, . . . , 1) and l = 1, the sum-rank metric d_{SR} recovers the Hamming metric and the rank metric, respectively. It is equivalent to saying that the notion of sum-rank weight wt_{SR} is a generalization of the notions of Hamming weight wt_H and the rank weight wt_R of a codeword, where

wt_H (x) = d_H (x, 0) and wt_R(x) = d_R(x, 0). (8)

Thus from Lemma 9, it is clear that for the particular cases n = (1, . . . , 1) and l = 1, we get back the generalized Hamming weights [42] and the generalized rank weights [23, 26, 27, 36], respectively.

The following results generalize the monotonicity and Wei duality theorems for Hamming and rank metric codes.

Proposition 10 (Monotonicity). For an [n, k, d; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sum-rank metric code C with k > 0, the generalized weights of C satisfy 1 ≤ d_1 < d_2 < · · · < d_k ≤ n. Proof. For a proof, see [30, Lemma 4].

Remark 11. For Hamming metric codes, a proof can be found in [42, Theorem 1]. For rank metric codes, one can see ([26, Lemma 9]).

For Hamming metric codes, Wei proved in [42] that the set of generalized weights of a linear code determines the set of generalized weights of its dual. Later Wei-type duality theorems have been proved for codes with rank metric and sum-rank metric. Here we state the theorem for sum-rank metric codes which covers the particular cases of the Hamming and the rank-metric codes.

Theorem 12 (Wei duality). Let C be an [n, k, d; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sum-rank metric code. Let (d_1, d_2, . . . , d_k) and (d^⊥_1 , d^⊥_2 , . . . , d^⊥_{n−k}) denote the weight hierarchies of C and C^⊥, respectively. Then {d_t : 1 ≤ t ≤ k} = {1, 2, . . . , n} \ {n + 1 − d^⊥_r : 1 ≤ r ≤ n − k}. Proof. For a proof, see [30, Theorem 2].

Remark 13. For a proof in the case of Hamming metric, one can see [42, Theorem 3] and for rank metric codes, see, e.g., [4, Thm. I.3],[10].

Theorem 14 (Generalized Singleton bound, [30]). For an [n, k, d; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]- sum-rank metric code C, the generalized sum-rank weights satisfy d_{SR,i}(C) ≤ n − k + i. Definition 15. Given a k-dimensional linear code C ⊆ F^n , its maximum sum-rank distance (MSRD) rank is defined as the minimum integer i ∈ {1, . . . , k} such that d_{SR,i}(C) = n − k + i, if such an i exists. In such a case, we say that C is an i-MSRD code. 1-MSRD codes are simply called MSRD codes.

Examples of MSRD codes can be found, e.g., in [30, 38]. The bound on d_1 in the previous theorem is called the Singleton bound [9, 11, 40]. Hamming (resp. rank) metric codes attaining the Singleton bound are called maximum distance separable (MDS) (resp. maximum rank distance (MRD)) codes. For more about the properties of these classes of codes, one can look at [9, 11, 19, 29, 34]. If i is the smallest integer such that d_i = n − k + i, then the code is called i-MDS (resp. i-MRD) in case of Hamming (resp. rank) metric codes.

The following result gives a characterization of MDS codes.

Theorem 16 ([29, Chap. 11, Corollary 3]). Let G be a generator matrix of an [n, k]-linear code C over F_q . Then C is MDS if and only if every set of k distinct columns of G are linearly independent.

For rank metric codes, the characterization is stated as follows.

Theorem 17 ([11]). Let G be a generator matrix of an [n, k]-rank metric code C over the extension F_qm /F_q . Then C is MRD if and only if the product of matrices GM is invertible for every n × k matrix M of rank k over F_q .

As a consequence of these statements it can be easily seen that C is MDS (resp. MRD) if and only if C^⊥ is MDS (resp. MRD).

Here we give a new characterization of MSRD codes which combines Theorems 16 and 17.

Theorem 18. Let C be an [n, k, d; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sum-rank metric code over (F; K_1 , . . . , K_ℓ) with generator matrix G. Then C is MSRD if and only if GA is invertible for every n × k matrix A of rank k such that A = diag(A_1, . . . , A_ℓ) where each A_i is an n_i × k_i matrix over K_i , k_i ≤ n_i, and ∑_ℓ i=1 k_i = k.

Proof. Assume that C is MSRD. Let A = diag(A_1, . . . , A_ℓ) with the properties stated in the theorem. Consider the F-linear map

F^k → F^k defined by x → xGA.

It is enough to show that this map is injective. Assume that xGA = 0. Thus (xG)A = 0. Notice that xG is a codeword of C and write it as xG = (c^{(1)}, . . . , c^{(ℓ)}). Hence c^{(i)}A_i = 0 for i = 1, . . . , ℓ. This implies that rank_{Ki} (Γ_i(c^{(i)})) ≤ n_i − k_i. Taking the sum we get srank(xG) ≤ n − k. Since xG is a codeword of C and C has minimum distance n − k + 1, we see that xG must be the zero codeword and thus x itself is the zero vector. Therefore our map is injective which implies that GA is invertible.

Conversely, suppose that GA is invertible for every n × k matrix A with the properties in the theorem. Let c be a codeword of C. If c ∈ C has sum rank smaller than n − k + 1 then assume that c = (c^{(1)}, . . . , c^{(ℓ)}) such that rank_{Ki} (Γ_i(c^{(i)})) = r_i and ∑_ℓ i−1 r_i ≤ n − k.

For each i, we can find an n_i × (n_i − r_i) matrix A_i of rank n_i − r_i over K_i such that c^{(i)}A_i = 0 ∈ F^{ni −ri} . Let A = diag(A_1, . . . , A_ℓ). Thus cA = 0 where A has u = ∑_l i=1(n_i − r_i) columns and rank(A) = u. Since u ≥ k, we can choose a submatrix A^′ of A of rank k such that cA^′ = 0. As a codeword of C, c can be written as c = xG and therefore xGA^′ = 0 and therefore we have a contradiction since GA^′ is invertible.

2.2 (q-)Matroids

We now recall the notion of matroids and its q-analogue, called q-matroids. These are combinatorial objects which can be seen as generalizations of linear codes embedded with Hamming metric or rank metric. We shall see in the next section how these are generalized into a common notion of summatroids.

Definition 19 (Matroids). A matroid M = (E, ρ) is a pair such that E is a finite set and ρ is a function 2^E → N_0 , called the rank function, satisfying the following properties for all A, B ⊆ E:

(r1) ρ(∅) = 0,

(r2) if A ⊆ B, then ρ(A) ≤ ρ(B), (r3) ρ(A ∩ B) + ρ(A ∪ B) ≤ ρ(A) + ρ(B). The rank of the matroid M, denoted as ρ(M), is defined to be ρ(E).

For the other cryptomorphic definitions and more detailed treatment of matroids one can look at [37, 43].

Example 20. Let E = [n] := {1, . . . , n}. For k ≤ n, let H be a k ×n matrix over a finite field F_q . For a subset A ⊆ E, let H_A be the submatrix of H with the columns indexed by A. Let ρ be the function defined by

ρ : 2^E −→ N_0 A −→ rank(H_A). Then (E, ρ) defines a matroid denoted by M_H.

A matroid which can be defined as in the previous example is called a representable matroid. There are examples of matroids which are not representable for any finite field F_q ([37, Chap. 3]). Representable matroids can be thought as a generalization of linear codes as we see in the following definition.

Definition 21. Let C be an [n, k]-linear code over F_q . Let H be a parity check matrix of C, the matroid associated to C is the representable matroid defined on E = [n] by the matrix H.

Following this definition, it is natural to generalize some invariants from linear codes to matroids. The next definition is a generalization of the generalized weights of linear codes to matroids [21].

Definition 22 (Generalized weights of matroids). Let M = (E, ρ) be a matroid. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − ρ(E), the i-th generalized weight of M is defined as d_i = min_{σ∈P(E)}{|σ| : |σ| − ρ(σ) = i}. Definition 23 (Dual matroids [37]). Let M = (E, ρ) be a matroid. The dual matroid of M is the matroid M^∗ = (E, ρ^∗), where for U ⊆ E, ρ^∗(U) = |U| + ρ(E\U) − ρ(M). Next we describe the notion of q-matroids which are the q-analogue of the matroids as introduced in [24]. These are q-analogues in the sense that the finite sets for matroids are replaced with finite dimensional vector spaces over a finite field F_q and cardinality of a set is replaced by dimension of a space. Let V = F^n_q be an n-dimensional vector space over F_q and with abuse of notation, let P(V ) be the set of all subspaces of V .

Definition 24 (q-Matroids). A q-matroid M = (V, ρ) is a pair such that V is a vector space of finite dimension of F_q and ρ is a function P(V ) → N_0 called the rank function satisfying the following properties for all A, B ⊆ E and a ∈ E:

(ρ1) ρ({0}) = 0,

(ρ2) if A ⊆ B, then ρ(A) ≤ ρ(B), (ρ3) ρ(A ∩ B) + ρ(A + B) ≤ ρ(A) + ρ(B). The rank of the q-matroid M, denoted as ρ(M), is defined to be ρ(V ).

Similar to matroids, various cryptomorphic defitions of q-matroids can be found in [6, 24]. The following classes of q-matroids are given by Jurrius and Pellikaan in [24].

Example 25. Let H be a k × n matrix over a finite field F_qm and let D be its rowspace. Let U ⊆ F^n_q be an F_q -subspace of dimension t and assume that Y is a generator matrix of U. We define a map π_U : F^n_qm → F^t_q such that π_U (x) = xY^T . Taking D_U = π_U (D) we define rank function ρ by ρ(U) = dim_{Fq} (D_U ). In fact we have ρ(U) = rank(HY^T ) and it has been shown in [24, Theorem 4.8] that ρ indeed defines a rank function of a qmatroid M_D = (F^n_q , ρ) of rank k associated to the matrix H.

A q-matroid which can be defined as in the previous example is also called a representable q-matroid over F_q . There are examples of non-representable q-matroids for any finite field F_q [6, 7]. The representable q-matroids lead to the notion of q-matroids associated to a rank metric code.

Definition 26. Let C be an [n, k]-linear code over F_qm /F_q . Let H be a parity check matrix of C, the q-matroid associated to C is the representable q-matroid defined on F^n_q by the matrix H.

Remark 27. Our definition is slightly different from the original definition in [24]. In that paper, the matroid associated to a rank metric code is defined as the representable matroid associated to its generator matrix. In order to show the generalization to sum-matroids and also the analogy to classical matroids, it is desirable to work with the parity check matrix.

As the notion of q-matroids is a generalization of the notion of rank metric codes, we can also extend the notion of generalized weights to q-matroids. Here we state the definition from [16]. In [16], the generalized weights of (q, m)-polymatroids, which corresponds to (matrix) rank metric codes, are defined. But any vector rank metric code can be seen also as a (matrix) rank metric code. Hence the generalized weights of q-matroids are just particular cases those for (q, m)-polymatroids. In what follows, whenever we mention the results from [16], it will be understood that these are for the special class of Delsarte rank metric codes which arise from vector rank metric codes or (q, m)-polymatroids with m = 1. The case m = 1 is further studied in [14].

Definition 28 (Generalized weights of q-matroids). Let V be an n-dimensional vector space over F_q and let M = (V, ρ) be a q-matroid. The i-th generalized weights of M is defined as

d^R_i (M) = min{dim_{Fq} U : U ∈ P(V ) and dim_{Fq} U − ρ(U) = i}, for i = 1, . . . , n − ρ(V ). Definition 29 (Dual q-matroids [24]). Let M = (V, ρ) be a q-matroid. The dual q-matroid M^∗ of M is the q-matroid M^∗ = (V, ρ^∗), where for U ∈ P(V ),

ρ^∗(U) = dim_{Fq} U + ρ(U^⊥) − ρ(M).

We finish this section with a generalization of two properties of the generalized weights of linear codes. The first property is about the monotonicity which generalizes the Proposition 10. The second property generalizes the Wei duality for linear codes in Theorem 12 to (q-)matroids. For simplicity, we combine the statements for both matroids and q-matroids.

Proposition 30 (Monotonicity [3]). Let M = ([n], ρ) (resp. M = (F^n_q , ρ)) be a matroid (resp. q-matroid) of rank k. For 1 ≤ i ≤ n − k, if d_i’s are the generalized weights of M, then d_1 < d_2 < · · · < d_{n−k}.

The Wei-type duality theorems for the Hamming and the rank-metric codes have been generalized for matroids and q-matroids, respectively.

Theorem 31 (Wei-type duality [16]). Let M = ([n], ρ) (resp. M = (F^n_q , ρ)) be a matroid (resp. q-matroid) of rank k and M^∗ = ([n], ρ^∗) (resp. M^∗ = (F^n_q , ρ^∗)) be its dual. For i = 1, . . . , n − k and for j = 1, . . . , k, if we let d_i to be the i-th generalized weight of M and d^⊥_j the j-th generalized weight for M^∗, then we have {1, 2, ..., n} = {d^⊥_1 , . . . , d^⊥_k } ∪ {n + 1 − d_1, . . . , n + 1 − d_{n−k}}, where the union is disjoint. In particular, the generalized weights of a matroid (resp. q-matroid) M uniquely determine those of M^∗.

3 The notion of sum-matroid

In this section, we introduce the notion of sum-matroid using rank function and define its dual. We shall see how this notion generalizes both the notions of matroid and q-matroid.

We follow the notations declared in Section 2. Recall that we use n and K to denote the ℓ-tuples (n_1, . . . , n_ℓ) and (K_1, . . . , K_ℓ), respectively and K^n to denote the ℓ-tuple of vector spaces (K^{n1}_1 , . . . , K^{nℓ}_ℓ ). Also, P(K^n) is the cartesian product of lattices of subspaces as given in Definition 2. The sum-matroids on K^n are defined as follows.

Definition 32. A sum-matroid M is a pair (K^n, ρ), where ρ is a nonnegative integer-valued function defined on P(K^n), such that for any L, L^′ ∈ P(K^n),

(R1) 0 ≤ ρ(L) ≤ Rk(L),

(R2) if L ⊆ L^′, then ρ(L) ≤ ρ(L^′),

(R3) ρ(L + L^′) + ρ(L ∩ L^′) ≤ ρ(L) + ρ(L^′).

Definition 33. Let M = (K^n, ρ) be a sum-matroid. An element L of P(K^n) is called independent if ρ(L) = Rk(L), otherwise L is called dependent. Moreover, if L is independent and ρ(L) = ρ(K^n), we call L a basis of M. The rank of M, denoted by ρ(M), is defined to be ρ(K^n).

The function ρ in Definition 32 is called rank function. Note that the rank function is defined by three properties, i.e., bound on the rank function (R1), monotonicity (R2) and semimodularity (R3). Indeed, this resembles the definitions of rank function for matroids and q-matroids in Section 2.2. For the rank function of matroids is defined on 2^E , where E is a finite set, say, [n] := {1, . . . , n} and it satisfies the same properties (R1), (R2) and

(R3) with the only exception that in (R1), the rank ρ(A) of an element A ⊆ E is bounded by |A|.

On the other hand, the rank function for q-matroids is defined on P(F^n_q ), the lattice of subspaces of F^n_q . In this case, the only difference is that in (R1), the rank ρ(A) of an element A ⊆ F^n_q is bounded by dim(A). This explains the “q” of q-matroid as we replace the finite sets and cardinality of a set by their q-analogues, i.e., finite dimensional vector spaces and the dimension of a space, respectively.

Note that, for ℓ = 1, P(K^n) becomes P(K^{n1}_1 ) which gives the domain of rank functions of q-matroids. On the other hand, taking n = (1, 1, . . . , 1), i.e., n_i = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, P(K^n) becomes 2^{[l]} which recovers the domain of rank functions of matroids.

Definition 34. Let M = (K^n, ρ) be a sum-matroid. The dual sum-matroid M^∗ of M is the sum-matroid (K^n, ρ^∗), where for any L ∈ P(K^n),

ρ^∗(L) := ρ(L^⊥) + Rk(L) − ρ(K^n).

We show next that ρ^∗ is indeed a rank function on P(K^n).

Theorem 35. If ρ is a rank function defined on P(K^n), then ρ^∗ is also a rank function on P(K^n).

Proof. First we show that ρ^∗ satisfies (R2). We let L ⊆ L^′. This implies L^{′⊥} ⊆ L^⊥, i.e., there exists L_0 ∈ P(K^n) such that L^{′⊥} ⊕ L_0 = L^⊥ and Rk(L_0) = Rk(L^⊥) − Rk(L^{′⊥}). Then

ρ(L^⊥) = ρ(L^{′⊥} + L_0) ≤ ρ(L^{′⊥}) + Rk(L_0) = ρ(L^{′⊥}) + Rk(L^⊥) − Rk(L^{′⊥}),

where the inequality comes from property (R3) of ρ. Therefore,

ρ(L^⊥) − Rk(L^⊥) ≤ ρ(L^{′⊥}) − Rk(L^{′⊥}) (9)

Since Rk(L) + Rk(L^⊥) = n, then Equation (9) becomes

ρ(L^⊥) + Rk(L) ≤ ρ(L^{′⊥}) + Rk(L^′),

and from definition of ρ^∗, it follows that ρ^∗(L) ≤ ρ^∗(L^′), which proves (R2).

Now we show that ρ^∗ satisfies (R1). Note that by definition, ρ^∗(0) = 0 and 0 ⊆ L for anyL ∈ P(K^n). Then (R2) of ρ^∗ implies

0 = ρ^∗(0) ≤ ρ^∗(L).

Also, by property (R2) of ρ, given L ∈ P(K^n), we have ρ(L^⊥) ≤ ρ(K^n). Hence we have Rk(L) + ρ(L^⊥) − ρ(K^n) ≤ Rk(L),

i.e., ρ^∗(L) ≤ Rk(L) and that proves (R1) for ρ^∗.

Finally to prove (R3), let L, L^′ ∈ P(K^n). Then

ρ^∗(L + L^′) + ρ^∗(L ∩ L^′) = ρ( ( L + L^′ )_⊥ ) + Rk (L + L^′) − 2ρ(K^n) + ρ( ( L ∩ L^′ )_⊥ ) + Rk (L ∩ L^′) = ρ( ( L + L^′ )_⊥ ) + Rk (L) + Rk (L^′) − 2ρ(K^n) + ρ( ( L ∩ L^′ )_⊥ ). But (L + L^′)^⊥ = L^⊥ ∩ L^{′⊥} and (L ∩ L^′)^⊥ = L^⊥ + L^{′⊥}. Hence

ρ^∗(L + L^′) + ρ^∗(L ∩ L^′) = ρ(L^⊥ ∩ L^{′⊥}) + Rk (L) + Rk (L^′) − 2ρ(K^n) + ρ(L^⊥ + L^{′⊥}) ≤ ρ(L^⊥) + ρ(L^{′⊥}) + Rk (L) + Rk (L^′) − 2ρ(K^n) = ρ^∗(L) + ρ^∗(L^′).

And this concludes the proof.

Note that the definition of dual sum-matroid in Definition 34 naturally generalizes the respective definitions for matroids and q-matroids as mentioned in Section 3.

4 Sum-matroids from sum-rank metric codes

We shall now associate a sum-matroid to a sum-rank metric code C ⊆ F^n and show how duality is preserved in this association. To do that, we first define some subspaces of the dual sum-rank metric code C^⊥.

Definition 36. Let C ⊆ F^n be an F-linear subspace and L ∈ P(K^n). We define:

C(L) := {c ∈ C^⊥ : supp(c) ⊆ L^⊥}.

Note that from Definitions 7 and 36 it follows that

C(L) = V_L⊥ ∩ C^⊥. (10) Next we give a characterization of C(L) that will be useful in the sequel.

Lemma 37. Let C be an F-linear code of length n and L ∈ P(K^n). Then c ∈ C(L) if and only if c · y = 0 for all y ∈ L, where c · y is the usual dot product in F^n . Furthermore, C(L) is an F-linear subspace of C^⊥.

Proof. Let c = (c^{(1)}, . . . , c^{(ℓ)}) ∈ C^⊥ and supp(c) = (E_1, . . . , E_ℓ). Then c ∈ C(L) ⇐⇒ supp(c) ∈ L^⊥ ⇐⇒ E_i ⊆ L^⊥_i for all i = 1, . . . , ℓ. ⇐⇒ supp(c^{(i)}) ⊆ L^⊥_i for all i = 1, . . . , ℓ. ⇐⇒ c^{(i)} · y^{(i)} = 0 for all y^{(i)} ∈ L_i ⇐⇒ c · y = 0 for all y ∈ L. The converse in the very last equivalence, i.e., c · y = 0 for all y ∈ L =⇒ c^{(i)} · y^{(i)} = 0 for all y^{(i)} ∈ L_i follows from the particular choices of y = (0, . . . , 0, y^{(i)}, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ L.

Finally, that C(L) is an F-linear subspace of F^n follows from the observation that C(L) = V_L⊥ ∩ C^⊥, which is intersection of two F-linear subspaces.

From the above lemma we can alternatively write C(L) = {c ∈ C^⊥ : c · y = 0 for all y ∈ L}. (11) Definition 38. Let L = (L_1, . . . , L_ℓ) be an element of P(K^n) of rank N with dim_{Ki} (L_i) = N_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, where N = N_1 + · · · + N_ℓ. Let A_i ∈ M_{Ni×ni} (K_i) be a generator matrix of L_i, for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ and A = diag(A_1, . . . , A_ℓ), a block diagonal matrix. Define the F-linear map Π_L : F^n −→ F^N x −→ xA^T . (12) Next we define another subspace of F^n related to C which will be used to define the rank function of a sum-matroid.

Definition 39. Let C ⊆ F^n be an F-linear code and C^⊥ be its dual. Then for any L ∈ P(K^n), we define C_L = Π_L(C^⊥). (13)

Note that, ker(Π_L) ∩ C^⊥ = {c ∈ C^⊥ : c · y = 0 for all y ∈ L}, which is equal to C(L) from equation (11). So from the definition of C_L in Definition 39, we obtain a short exact sequence of vector spaces over the field F, 0 −→ C(L) −→ C^{⊥ ΠL|C⊥}−→ C_L −→ 0. (14) Definition 40. Let C be an [n, k, d; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sum-rank metric code over (F; K_1 , . . . , K_ℓ) and L ∈ P(K^n). For any L ∈ P(K^n) we define μ_C (L) := dim_F (C(L)) and ρ_C (L) := dim_F (C_L).

From the short exact sequence in (14), we obtain the following lemma. Lemma 41. Let C be an [n, k, d; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sum-rank metric code over (F; K_1 , . . . , K_ℓ) and L ∈ P(K^n). Then μ_C (L) + ρ_C (L) = dim C^⊥ = n − k.

Now we come to our main result of this section. We show that a summatroid can be associated to a sum-rank metric code C by proving that ρ_C gives a rank function on P(K^n).

Theorem 42. Let C be an [n, k, d; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sum-rank metric code over (F; K_1 , . . . , K_ℓ) and ρ_C be the function as given in Definition 40. Then (K^n, ρ_C ) defines a sum-matroid.

Proof. First of all it is clear that ρ_C is a non-negative integer valued function defined on P(K^n). We need to show that ρ_C satisfies the properties (R1), (R2), (R3) of Definition 32. Let L, L^′ ∈ P(K^n). Lemma 41 implies that ρ_C (L) = n − k − μ_C(L). (R1) 0 ≤ ρ_C (L) ≤ Rk(L):

By definition 40, ρ_C (L) = dim_F (C_L) and from Definitions 38 and 39, we know that C_L is a subspace of F^N if Rk(L) = N. This proves (R1).

(R2) If L ⊆ L^′, then ρ_C (L) ≤ ρ_C (L^′):

Let L ⊆ L^′ and c ∈ C(L^′). Then L ⊆ L^′ ⊆ supp(c)^⊥. So c ∈ C(L). Hence C(L^′) ⊆ C(L) and μ_C (L^′) ≤ μ_C (L). Therefore, by Lemma 41, ρ_C (L) ≤ ρ_C (L^′).

(R3) ρ_C (L + L^′) + ρ_C (L ∩ L^′) ≤ ρ_C (L) + ρ_C (L^′):

First note that C(L) ∩ C(L^′) = C(L + L^′), since

c ∈ C(L) ∩ C(L^′) ⇐⇒ c ∈ C(L) and c ∈ C(L^′) ⇐⇒ L ⊆ supp(c)^⊥ and L^′ ⊆ supp(c)^⊥ ⇐⇒ L + L^′ ⊆ supp(c)^⊥ ⇐⇒ c ∈ C(L + L^′). Now L ∩ L^′ ⊆ L implies that C(L) ⊆ C(L ∩ L^′) and similarly, C(L^′) ⊆ C(L ∩ L^′). Since C(L ∩ L^′) is a subspace of C^⊥, it follows that C(L) + C(L^′) ⊆ C(L ∩ L^′). Following these observations, finally we note that μ_C (L) + μ_C(L^′) = dim C(L) + dim C(L^′) = dim(C(L) + C(L^′)) + dim(C(L) ∩ C(L^′)) ≤ dim(C(L ∩ L^′)) + dim(C(L + L^′)) = μ_C (L ∩ L^′) + μ_C (L + L^′).

Therefore, Lemma 41 implies that ρ_C (L + L^′) + ρ_C (L ∩ L^′) ≤ ρ_C (L) + ρ_C (L^′).

Thus it completes the proof that ρ_C is a rank function on P(K^n) and hence we conclude that (K^n, ρ_C ) is indeed a sum-matroid.

We call the sum-matroid (K^n, ρ_C ) of Theorem 42 to be the sum-matroid associated to the sum-rank metric code C and we denote this sum-matroid by M_C .

Note: For the rest of the paper, whenever we write M_C , we mean the sum-matroid associated to the sum-rank metric code C.

Corollary 43. The rank of the sum-matroid M_C is dim C^⊥.

Proof. Clearly, C(K^n) = {0}. Hence in view of (14), C_Kn ≃ C^⊥ and so rank(M_C ) = ρ_C (K^n) = dim C_Kn = dim C^⊥.

The above construction of sum-matroids from sum-rank metric codes can be written alternatively as follows. Let C be a [n, k; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sumrank metric code over (F; K_1 , . . . , K_ℓ). Suppose that H = [H_1| · · · |H_ℓ] is a parity check matrix of C such that H_i has n_i columns.

For L = (L_1, . . . , L_ℓ) ∈ P(K^n), we define

ρ̃_C (L) = dim_F ℓ⨁ i=1 ⟨ H_ix^T : x ∈ L_i ⟩ F , (15)

where ⟨ H_ix^T : x ∈ L_i ⟩ F is the F-linear space generated by the vectors H_ix^T where x runs through the elements of L_i. Now note that for all L ∈ P(K^n), ρ̃_C (L) = ρ_C (L) since both are equal to rank(HA^T ), where A_i ∈ M_{Ni×ni} (K_i) is a generator matrix of L_i for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ and A = diag(A_1, . . . , A_ℓ).

This construction of sum-matroids from sum-rank metric codes generalizes the constructions of matroids (when n = (1, . . . , 1)) and q-matroids (when ℓ = 1) in Section 2.2.

The advantage of the construction of ρ̃_C is that it captures the idea that the rank function ρ of sum-matroids are abstraction of the notion of dependence in vector spaces. Indeed, the rank function ρ̃_C in Equation (15) measures the linear dependency over F of vectors which are coming from blocks of K_i-subspaces.

The following result gives a natural connection between the duality of sum-rank metric codes and the duality of sum-matroids.

Theorem 44. Let ρ_C be the rank function of the sum-matroid associated to a sum-rank metric code C. Then the rank function of the dual of the summatroid is the same as the rank function of the sum-matroid associated to the dual of C, i.e., ρ^∗_C = ρ_C⊥ .

Proof. Let L ∈ P(K^n). From Definition 34, ρ^∗_C (L) = ρ_C (L^⊥) + Rk(L) − ρ_C (K^n). Considering the restriction of the F-linear map Π_L on C, we get

dim(C^⊥_L ) = dim(Π_L(C)) = dim(C) − dim(C ∩ V_L⊥ ). (16)

Suppose G and G_1 are the generator matrices of C and V_L of rank k and k_1, respectively. Consider the following linear maps

Φ :V_L −→ F^k Ψ : C −→ F^{k1} x → xG^T , x → xG^T_1 . Observe that dim(C) − dim(C ∩ V_L⊥ ) = dim(Ψ(C)) = rank(GG^T_1 ) = rank(G_1G^T ) = dim(Φ(V_L)) = dim(V_L) − dim(V_L ∩ C^⊥). Now combining it with Equations (16) and (5), we obtain

dim(C^⊥_L ) = Rk(L) − dim(C^⊥ ∩ V_L). (17)

Now since ρ_C (K^n) = dim C^⊥ and dim(C^⊥ ∩ V_L) = dim C(L^⊥) (from Equation (10)), we see that

ρ^∗_C (L) = ρ_C (L^⊥) + Rk(L) − ρ_C (K^n) = ρ_C (L^⊥) + dim(C^⊥_L ) + dim(C^⊥ ∩ V_L) − dim C^⊥ = dim(C^⊥_L ) + dim C(L^⊥) − (dim C^⊥ − ρ_C (L^⊥)) = dim(C^⊥_L ) = ρ_C⊥ (L). Thus it proves that ρ^∗_C = ρ_C⊥ .

The version of the previous theorem for the particular cases of matroids and q-matroids can be found in [3] and [24], respectively.

5 Generalized weights of sum-matroids

This section deals with the extension of the notion of generalized weights for sum-matroids so that the sum-rank weights of sum-rank metric codes appear as a special case. We prove the monotonicity and Wei-type duality theorem for the generalized weights of a sum-matroid and these can be seen as generalization of the analogous results for matroids and q-matroids. In this section also we use n and K to denote the ℓ-tuples (n_1, . . . , n_ℓ) and (K_1, . . . , K_ℓ), respectively and K^n to denote the ℓ-tuple of vector spaces (K^{n1}_1 , . . . , K^{nℓ}_ℓ ).

We have seen in Section 2, the notions of generalized weights of linear codes embedded with the Hamming and the rank metric are generalized to those of matroids (Definition 22) and q-matroids (Definition 28), respectively. Here we define the generalized weights of sum-matroids using the nullity function in an analogous manner.

Given a sum-matroid with rank function ρ, the nullity function η is defined by η(L) = Rk(L) − ρ(L), for L ∈ P(K^n).

Definition 45 (Generalized weights of a sum-matroid). Let M = (K^n, ρ) be a sum-matroid with nullity function η. The i-th generalized weight of M is defined by

d^S_i (M) = min{Rk(L) : L ∈ P(K^n) and η(L) = i},

for i = 1, . . . , η(K^n).

It is clear that the particular cases of n = (1, . . . , 1) and ℓ = 1 recover the Definition 22 of generalized weights of matroids and the Definition 28 of generalized weights of q-matroids, respectively.

Analogous to the classical matroid case, here is an alternative expression for d^S_i (M).

Lemma 46. Let M = (K^n, ρ) be a sum-matroid with nullity function η. Then for i = 1, . . . , η(K^n),

min{Rk(L) : L ∈ P(K^n) and η(L) = i}

= min{Rk(L) : L ∈ P(K^n) and η(L) ≥ i}.

Proof. For any i ∈ {1, . . . , η(K^n)}, we show that if min{Rk(L) : L ∈ P(K^n) and η(L) ≥ i} = Rk(L_1) for some L_1 ∈ P(K^n) with η(L_1) ≥ i, then η(L_1) = i. Now since Rk(L_1) ≥ η(L_1) ≥ i ≥ 1, we choose L_2 ⊊ L_1, i.e., Rk(L_2) = Rk(L_1) − 1. Then by minimality of Rk(L_1) it follows that η(L_2) < i or η(L_2) ≤ i − 1. Now using the definition of nullity function and the property (R2) of ρ, we get η(L_1) = Rk(L_1) − ρ(L_1) ≤ Rk(L_1) − ρ(L_2) = Rk(L_2) + 1 − ρ(L_2) = η(L_2) + 1. Thus η(L_1) ≤ η(L_2) + 1 implies that i ≤ η(L_1) ≤ i and therefore η(L_1) = i. This completes the proof.

The following result shows that the notion of generalized weights of sum-matroids extends the generalized sum-rank weights of sum-rank metric codes.

Theorem 47. Let C be an [n, k; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-sum-rank metric code and let M_C be the sum-matroid associated to C. Then for i = 1, . . . , k, d^S_i (M_C ) = d_{SR,i}(C). Proof. Let η_C denote the nullity function of M_C . From Definition 8 and Lemma 46, it is clear that to prove the above theorem, it is enough to show that dim(C ∩ V_L) = η_C (L). By definition, η_C (L) = Rk(L) − ρ_C (L). Applying Theorem 44 to C^⊥ we see that, ρ_C (L) = ρ_C⊥ (L^⊥) + Rk(L) − ρ_C⊥ (K^n). Therefore, in view of (14) and Corollary 43, η_C (L) = ρ_C⊥ (K^n) − ρ_C⊥ (L^⊥) = dim_F C − dim C^⊥_{L⊥} = dim C^⊥(L^⊥) = dim(C ∩ V_L). Hence we have the desired result.

Next we prove the monotonicity property of the generalized weights of sum-matroids which generalizes the analogous results for matroids and qmatroids as stated in Proposition 30 of Section 2.2.

Proposition 48 (Monotonicity). Let M = (K^n, ρ) be a sum-matroid and d_i = d^S_i (M) is the i-th generalized weights of M for 1 ≤ i ≤ η(K^n). Then d_1 < d_2 < · · · < d_{η(K}n_).

Proof. Fix i ∈ {1, . . . , η(K^n) − 1}. From Definition 45 and Lemma 46, it is obvious that d_{i+1} ≥ d_i. Let L ∈ P(K^n) such that Rk(L) = d_{i+1} and η(L) = i + 1. We want to show that there is an L^′ ∈ P(K^n) with L^′ ⊆ L such that η(L^′) ≥ i and Rk(L^′) = Rk(L) − 1. As Rk(L) ≥ η(L) ≥ 2, we can always choose L^′ ⊊ L with Rk(L^′) = Rk(L) − 1.

Now note that i + 1 = η(L) = Rk(L) − ρ(L) ≤ Rk(L^′) + 1 − ρ(L^′) = η(L^′) + 1. So η(L^′) ≥ i, i.e., d_i ≤ Rk(L^′) = d_{i+1} − 1. Therefore we obtain d_i < d_{i+1} for any 1 ≤ i ≤ η(K^n) − 1.

Now we give a Wei-type duality theorem for sum-matroids which generalizes all the analogous results for codes as in Theorem 12 and for matroid structures in Theorem 31.

Theorem 49 (Wei-type duality). Let M = (K^n, ρ) be a sum-matroid with rank k and M^∗ = (K^n, ρ^∗) be its dual. Also let n = n_1 + · · · + n_ℓ. If we let d_i = d^S_i (M) for i = 1, . . . , n − k and d^⊥_j = d^S_j (M^∗) for j = 1, . . . , k, then it holds that {1, 2, ..., n} = {d^⊥_1 , . . . , d^⊥_k } ∪ {n + 1 − d_1, . . . , n + 1 − d_{n−k}}, where the union is disjoint. In particular, the generalized weights of a summatroid M uniquely determine those of M^∗.

Proof. It is sufficient to show that for a fixed r with 1 ≤ r ≤ n − k,

(1) d^⊥_t ≤ n − d_r for t = k + r − d_r,

(2) For every s > 0, d^⊥_{t+s} ≠ n − d_r + 1 where t = k + r − d_r.

If we assume these to be true, then we have d^⊥_t < n − d_r + 1 and d^⊥_{t+s} ≠ n − d_r + 1 ∀ s > 0 and for t = k + r − d_r. So n − d_r + 1 /∈ {d^⊥_1 , . . . , d^⊥_k }, for all 1 ≤ r ≤ n − k. As all these d_i and d^⊥_i are positive integers less or equal to n, the monotonicity property implies the desired result.

Now to prove (1), first we fix r such that 1 ≤ r ≤ n − k. Let η (resp. η^∗) denote the nullity function of M (resp. M^∗). Let L ∈ P(K^n) be such that d_r = Rk(L) and η(L) ≥ r. Then

η^∗(L^⊥) = Rk(L^⊥) − ρ^∗(L^⊥) = Rk(L^⊥) − ρ(L) − Rk(L^⊥) + ρ(K^n).

Hence

d_r −k+η^∗(L^⊥) = Rk(L)−ρ(K^n)+Rk(L^⊥)−ρ(L)−Rk(L^⊥)+ρ(K^n) = η(L).

But η(L) ≥ r, this implies that η^∗(L^⊥) ≥ r + k − d_r = t. Since Rk(L^⊥) = n − d_r, it follows that d^⊥_t ≤ n − d_r.

Now we prove (2). For some s > 0, assume that d^⊥_{t+s} = n − d_r + 1. Let L ∈ P(K^n) be such that d^⊥_{t+s} = Rk(L). By definition, η^∗(L) ≥ t + s and in particular, η^∗(L) > t. Now Rk(L) − ρ^∗(L) > t ⇒ n − d_r + 1 − ρ(L^⊥) − Rk(L) + ρ(K^n) > t ⇒ n − d_r + 1 − ρ(L^⊥) − n + Rk(L^⊥) + ρ(K^n) > t ⇒ η(L^⊥) − d_r + 1 + k > t ⇒ η(L^⊥) > t + d_r − 1 − k ⇒ η(L^⊥) > r − 1 ⇒ η(L^⊥) ≥ r. So d_r ≤ Rk(L^⊥) = n − d^⊥_{t+s} = d_r − 1, which is not possible. Hence our assumption that d^⊥_{t+s} = n − d_r + 1 is not true. Thus (2) is proved and it completes the proof of the theorem.

The following is the definition of uniform sum-matroids, which is a generalization of uniform matroids [37] and uniform q-matroids [24].

Definition 50. Let k be an integer ≤ n. The uniform sum-matroid U_{k,n} is defined as (K^n, ρ), where ρ(L) = Rk(L) for all L ∈ P(K^n) with Rk(L) ≤ k, while ρ(L) = k if Rk(L) > k.

Using the following characterization of r-MSRD codes given in [30], we show that uniform sum-matroids correspond to the MSRD codes given in Definition 15.

Theorem 51 ([30]). Given any integers r, k with 1 ≤ r ≤ k, a [n, k; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]- linear code C ⊆ F^n is r-MSRD if and only if CA ⊆ F^n is r-MDS, for all A = diag(A_1, . . . , A_ℓ) ∈ M_{n×n}(F) such that A_i ∈ GL_{ni} (K_i) for i = 1, . . . , ℓ.

Example 52. Let C be a [n, k; n_1, . . . , n_ℓ]-MSRD code. From the above result CA is MDS, for all A = diag(A_1, . . . , A_l) ∈ F^{n×n} such that A_i ∈ K^{ni×ni}_i is invertible, for i = 1, . . . , l. We show that the sum-matroid corresponding to C is a uniform sum-matroid U_{n−k,n} and the corresponding dual summatroid is also a uniform sum-matroid U_{k,n}. Let M_C be the corresponding sum-matroid. Let H ∈ M_{n−k×n}(F) be a parity check matrix of C. Suppose

L = (L_1, . . . , L_l) ∈ P(K^n) has rank N, where dim_{Ki} (L_i) = N_i for i = 1, . . . , l and N = N_1 + · · · + N_l. Consider G_i ∈ M_{Ni×ni} (K_i) to be a generator matrix of L_i for i = 1, . . . , l. Then we can extend G_i to invertible matrices G̃_i ∈ M_{ni×ni} (K_i) for i = 1, . . . , l. Consider A = diag(G̃T_1 , . . . , G̃T_l ). It is clear that HA ⊆ F^n generates an [n, n − k] MDS code over F from the previous theorem. From a characterization of MDS code (see Theorem 18 for example) we know that any set of n − k columns of HA is linearly independent over F. Now if Rk(L) = N ≥ n−k, then ρ_C (L) = dim_F (C_L) = n−k and for N < n − k, ρ_C (L) = dim_F (C_L) = N. Hence M_C is a uniform summatroid of rank n − k. The dual sum-matroid of rank k is also a uniform sum-matroid of rank k as it is coming from the dual of an MSRD code which is again MSRD (See [30, Thm. 5]).

Remark 53. The correspondence between MSRD codes and uniform summatroids is the extension of the correspondence between MDS (resp. MRD) codes and uniform matroids (resp. q-matroids).

6 Conclusion and further comments

We have defined sum-matroids in terms of rank functions. The rank function of sum-matroids generalizes the rank function of matroids and q-matroids. So it is natural to ask which results in matroid theory will have sum-matroid analogue. We have answered this question partially. Duality, generalized weights, which are important invariants from coding theoretic point of view, have been defined more generally for sum-matroids. There are many cryptomorphic definitions of q-matroids [24, 6] which are q-analogues of those for matroids [43]. One can expect to find analogous cryptomorphic definitions for sum-matroids also.

Further, the rank generating functions for sum-matroids can be studied. More importantly, as noted in [24], matroids and q-matroids are particular cases of a more general structure of modular lattices which are complemented and some work about them were done by Crapo in [8]. Sum-matroids also appear to be complemented lattices and hence we can get hints from [8] and further develop the theory of sum-matroids. Matroids induced from matrices are called representable matroids. As we mentioned before, there are matroids which are non-representable (See, e.g., the Vámos matroid V_8 [37]). Constructions of non-representable q-matroids also exist (See [6, 7]). So one might ask if there is any non-representable sum-matroid which is neither a matroid nor a q-matroid.

As we mentioned in the introduction, one can associate a Stanley-Reisner ring to a matroid and the Betti numbers of the ring are related to the generalized weights of a linear code if the matroid is constructed from that code. In fact, for constant weights codes and more generally, for linear codes with a pure resolution, the generalized weights and Betti numbers define each other [21, 22]. We want to find a similar result for sum-matroids but anyhow, a study about the constant sum-rank weight linear codes is a good step toward this.

Acknowledgment

We thank Prof. Sudhir Ghorpade for reading our work and giving many useful comments that helped us to make approapriate revisions in this version.

References

[1] T. Britz, Higher support matroids, Discrete Math., 307 (2007), no.

17-18, pp. 2300 – 2308.

[2] T. Britz, T. Johnsen, J. Martin, Chains, demi-matroids, and profiles, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 60 (2014), no. 2, pp. 986–991.

[3] T. Britz, T. Johnsen, D. Mayhew, K. Shiromoto, Wei-type duality theorems for matroids, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 62 (2012), no. 3, pp. 331–341.

[4] T. Britz, A. Mammoliti, K. Shiromoto, Wei-type duality theorems for rank metric codes, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 88 (2020), no. 8, pp. 1503–1519.

[5] E. Byrne, H. Gluesing-Luerssen, A. Ravagnani, Fundamental Properties of Sum-Rank-Metric Codes, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 67, no. 10, pp. 6456 - 6475, 2021, doi: 10.1109/TIT.2021.3074190.

[6] E. Byrne, M. Ceria, R. Jurrius, Constructions of New q- Cryptomorphisms, https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.01486v2, 2021.

[7] M. Ceria, R. Jurrius, The direct sum of q-matroids, https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.13637, 2021.

[8] H. Crapo, On the theory of combinatorial independence, PhD thesis, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 1964.

[9] Ph. Delsarte, Bilinear forms over a finite field, with applications to coding theory, J. Combin. Theory Ser. A 25 (1978), no. 3, pp. 226–241.

[10] J. Ducoat, Generalized rank weights: a duality statement, In:

Kyureghyan G.M., Pott A. (eds.) Topics in Finite Fields, pp. 101–109, Contemp. Math., 632, American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI (2015).

[11] E. M. Gabidulin, Theory of codes with maximum rank distance, Problemy Peredachi Informatsii 21 (1985), no. 1, pp. 3–16.

[12] H. El Gamal, A.R. Hammons, On the design of algebraic spacetime codes for MIMO block-fading channels, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 49 (2003), no. 1, pp. 151–163.

[13] E.Gorla, Rank-metric codes, 2019, in: Concise Encyclopedia of Coding Theory, W.C. Huffman, J. L. Kim, and P. Sole (Eds.), CRC Press, 2021, pp. 227 –250.

[14] E. Gorla, R. Jurrius, H.H. López, A. Ravagnani, Rank-metric codes and q-polymatroids, J. Algebraic Combin. 52 (2020), no. 1, pp. 1–19.

[15] S. R. Ghorpade, R. Pratihar, T. H. Randrianarisoa, Shellability and homology of q-complexes and q-matroids, https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.13102.

[16] S.R. Ghorpade, T. Johnsen, A polymatroid approach to generalized weights of rank metric codes, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 88 (2020), no. 12, pp. 2531–2546.

[17] C. Greene, Weight enumeration and the geometry of linear codes, Studies in Appl. Math. 55 (1976), no. 2, pp. 119–128.

[18] R. W. Hamming, Error detecting and error correcting codes, Bell System Tech. J. 29 (1950), pp. 147–160.

[19] A-L Horlemann-Trautmann, K. Marshall, New criteria for MRD and Gabidulin codes and some rank-metric code constructions, Adv. Math. Commun. 11 (2017), no. 3, pp. 533–548.

[20] T. Johnsen, J. Roksvold, H. Verdure, A generalization of weight polynomials to matroids, Discrete Math. 339 (2016), no. 2, pp. 632–645.

[21] T. Johnsen, H. Verdure, Hamming weights and Betti numbers of Stanley-Reisner rings associated to matroids, Appl. Algebra Engrg. Comm. Comput. 24 (2013), no. 1, pp. 73–93.

[22] T. Johnsen, R. Pratihar, H. Verdure, Weight spectra of Gabidulin rank-metric codes and Betti numbers, https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.10993.

[23] R. Jurrius, R. Pellikaan, On defining generalized rank weights, Adv.

Math. Commun. 11 (2017), no. 1, pp. 225–235.

[24] R. Jurrius, R. Pellikaan, Defining the q-analogue of a matroid, Electron. J. Combin. 25 (2018), no. 3, Paper No. 3.2, 32 pp.

[25] R. Kötter, F. R. Kschischang, Coding for errors and erasures in random network coding, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 54 (2008), no. 8, pp. 3579–3591.

[26] J. Kurihara, R. Matsumoto, T. Uyematsu, Relative generalized rank weight of linear codes and its applications to network coding, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 61 (2015), no. 7, pp. 3912–3936.

[27] J. Kurihara, R. Matsumoto, T. Uyematsu, New Parameters of Linear Codes Expressing Security Performance of Universal Secure Network Coding, 2012 50th Annual Allerton Conference on Communication, Control, and Computing, Allerton 2012.

[28] H. F. Lu, P.V. Kumar, A unified construction of space-time codes with optimal rate-diversity tradeoff, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 51 (2005), no. 5, pp. 1709–1730.

[29] F.J. MacWilliams, N.J.A. Sloane, The theory of error-correcting codes, North-Holland Publishing Company, 2nd edition, 1978.

[30] U. Martínez-Peñas, Theory of supports for linear codes endowed with the sum-rank metric, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 87 (2019), no. 10, 2295–2320.

[31] U. Martínez-Peñas, Skew and linearized Reed-Solomon codes and maximum sum rank distance codes over any division ring, J. Algebra 504 (2018), pp. 587–612.

[32] U. Martínez-Peñas, Hamming and simplex codes for the sum-rank metric, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 88 (2020), no. 8, pp. 1521–1539.

[33] D. Napp, R. Pinto, V. Sidorenko, Concatenation of convolutional codes and rank metric codes for multi-shot network coding, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 86 (2018), no. 2, pp. 303–318.

[34] A. Neri, A-L. Horlemann-Trautmann, T. Randrianarisoa, J. Rosenthal, On the genericity of maximum rank distance and Gabidulin codes, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 86 (2018), no. 2, pp. 341–363.

[35] R.W. Nóbrega, B.F. Uchôa-Filho, Multishot codes for network coding using rank-metric codes, 2010 Third IEEE International Workshop on Wireless Network Coding, pages 1-6, 2010.

[36] F. Oggier, A. Sboui, On the existence of generalized rank weights, 2012 International Symposium on Information Theory and its Applications, 2012, pp. 406-410.

[37] J. G. Oxley, Matroid Theory, Oxford Graduate Texts in Mathematics, Oxford University Press, 2006, Inc., USA.

[38] R. Pratihar, T. Randrianarisoa, Constructions of optimal rankmetric codes from automorphisms of rational function fields, 2019, https://arxiv.org/abs/1907.05508.

[39] R.M. Roth, Maximum-rank array codes and their application to crisscross error correction, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 37 (1991), no. 2, pp. 328–336.

[40] R.C. Singleton, Maximum distance q-nary codes, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 10 (1964), pp. 116–118.

[41] K. Shiromoto, Codes with the rank metric and matroids, Des.

Codes Cryptogr. 87 (2019), no. 8, pp. 1765–1776.

[42] V.K. Wei, Generalized Hamming weights for linear codes, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 37 (1991), no. 5, pp. 1412–1418.

[43] N. White (Ed.), Theory of Matroids, Encyclopedia Math. Appl.,26, Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, 1986.

[44] H. Whitney, On the Abstract Properties of Linear Dependence, Amer. J. Math. 57 (1935), no. 3, pp. 509–533.