arXiv:2401.12486v1 [cs.IT] 23 Jan 2024

QUATERNARY CODES AND THEIR BINARY IMAGES

YANSHENG WU, CHAO LI, LIN ZHANG, AND FU XIAO

Abstract. Recently, simplicial complexes are used in constructions of several infinite families of minimal and optimal linear codes by Hyun et al. Building upon their research, in this paper more linear codes over the ring Z_4 are constructed by simplicial complexes. Specifically, the Lee weight distributions of the resulting quaternary codes are determined and two infinite families of four-Lee-weight quaternary codes are obtained. Compared to the databases of Z_4 codes by Aydin et al., at least nine new quaternary codes are found. Thanks to the special structure of the defining sets, we have the ability to determine whether the Gray images of certain obtained quaternary codes are linear or not. This allows us to obtain two infinite families of binary nonlinear codes and one infinite family of binary minimal linear codes. Furthermore, utilizing these minimal binary codes, some secret sharing schemes as a byproduct also are established.

1. Introduction Research on codes over rings began as early as in the 1970s. Hammons et al. [9] constructed some quaternary linear codes, including the quaternary Kerdock, Preparata, Goethals, Delsarte-Goethals, and Goethals-Delsarte codes, and gave some well-known nonlinear binary codes with recognizing error-correcting capabilities which can be identified as images of linear codes over Z_4 under the Gray map. In the book titled Quaternary Codes [16] by Z. X. Wan published in 1997, various aspects of quaternary codes were discussed. Since then, the constructions and properties of quaternary codes have attracted attention from scholars.

Recently, Hyun et al. [5, 13] constructed some infinite families of binary optimal and minimal linear codes using simplicial complexes. And it is generalized to posets in [12]. After then, Wu et al. [18] used simplicial complexes to present some optimal few-weight codes. Zhu et al. [20] utilized posets of the disjoint union of two chains to construct quaternary codes and presented several new quaternary codes. Wu et al. [17] examined the connection between quaternary codes and their binary subfield

Date: January 25, 2024.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11T71, 94B60, 94B05.

Key words and phrases. quaternary code, simplicial complex, Gray map, binary nonlinear code, minimal code, secret sharing scheme. 1

codes. Specifically, they investigated how defining sets of quaternary codes relate to their binary subfield codes, and discovered some optimal quaternary codes as well as optimal binary subfield linear codes.

In this paper, we focus on the construction of linear codes C over Z_4 as follows:

C_D = {c_D(u) = (u · t)_{t∈D} : u ∈ Z^n_4 }, (1.1)

where D ⊆ Z^n_4 is called the defining set of the quaternary code C_D. Here we will choose the defining set D using simplicial complexes.

The rest of this paper is orgnaized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce some basic concepts and known results on simplicial complexes, Lee weight, the Gray map, and minimal codes. In Section 3, we determine the Lee weight distribution of the quaternary codes C_D in (1.1). Some of them have four or five Lee weights. In Section 4, we determine when the quaternary codes obtained in Section 3 have linear Gray images, and we also find two infinite families of binary nonlinear codes, give a class of minimal binary codes and give examples to secret sharing schemes. Finally, we compare our quaternary codes with known results and conclude the paper.

2. Preliminaries In this section, we will recall some concepts and results on linear codes, Gray map, quaternary codes, simplicial complexes, and minimal codes.

2.1. Linear codes over finite fields. Let n be a positive integer and F^n_q denote the vector space of all n-tuples over the finite field F_q . We call C an [n, k, d] linear code over F_q if C is a subspace of F^n_q of dimension k with minimum Hamming distance d. We also call the vectors in C codewords. For an integer i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n, assume that there are A_i codewords in C with Hamming weight i. Then (1, A_1, . . . , A_n) and 1 + A_1z + · · · + A_nz^n ∈ Z[z] are called weight distribution and weight enumerator of C, respectively. Moreover, the code C is said to be t-weight if the number of nonzero A_i’s in the sequence (A_1, . . . , A_n) is exactly equal to t. We say that the [n, k, d] code C is distance optimal if there is no [n, k, d + 1] code (refer to [11, Chapter 2]). Given a linear code C of length n over F_q , the dual code of C is defined by

C^⊥ = {x ∈ F^n_q | xy^T = 0 for all y ∈ C}

where xy^T denotes the standard inner product of two vectors x and y.

2.2. Lee weight, Gray map and quaternary codes. Let Z_4 be a ring of integers moudule 4, n be a positive integer, and Z^n_4 be the set of n-tuples over Z_4. Every non-empty subset C of Z^n_4 called a quaternary code. A linear code C of length n is a submodule of Z^n_4 .

For each u ∈ Z_4 there is a unique represenation u = a + 2b, where a, b ∈ Z_2, the Gray map ϕ from Z_4 to Z^2 is defined by:

ϕ : Z_4 → Z^2, a + 2b → (b, a + b).

Any vector u ∈ Z^n_4 can be written as u = a + 2b, where a, b ∈ Z^n_2 . The map ϕ can be extended naturally from Z^n_4 to Z^{2n}_2 as follows:

ϕ : Z^n_4 → Z^{2n}_2 , u = a + 2b → (b, a + b).

The Hamming weight of a vector a of length n over Z_2 is defined to be the number of nonzero entries in the vector a. The Lee weight of a vector u of length n over Z_4 is defined to be the Hamming weight of its Gray image as follows:

w_L(u) = w_L(a + 2b) = w_H (b) + w_H (a + b).

The Lee distance of x, y ∈ Z^n_4 is defined as w_L(x − y). From, [16, theorem 3.1], the Gray map is an isometry from (Z^n_4 , d_L) to (Z^{2n}_2 , d_H ) and is a weight-preserving map. In general, the Gray image of a quaternary code is not necessarily a binary linear code, since the Gray map is not F_2 -linear. Assume that a quaternary code C has Lee weights {i_1, . . . , i_k} and there are A_i codewords in a quaternary C with the Lee weight i. Then (1, A_{i1} , . . . , A_{ik} ) and 1 + A_{i1} z^{i1} + · · · + A_{ik} z^{ik} ∈ Z[z] are called Lee weight distribution and Lee weight enumerator of C, respectively.

Two codes are said to be equivalent if one can be obtained from the other by permuting the coordinates and (if necessary) changing the signs of certain coordinates. Codes differing by only a permutation of coordinates are called permutationequivalent. Any linear code C over Z_4 is permutation-equivalent to a code with generator matrix G of the form ( I_{k1} A_1 B_1 + 2B_2 0 2I_{k2} 2A_2 ) , (2.1)

where A_1, A_2, B_1, and B_2 are matrices with entries 0 or 1 and I_k is the identity matrix of order k. Such a code has size 4^{k1} 2^{k2} . From [16], the code is a free module if and only if k_2 = 0. If C has length n and minimum Lee weight d_L, then it is referred to as an [n, 4^{k1} 2^{k2} , d_L]-code.

2.3. Simplicial complexes. Let Z_2 be the ring with order two and n be a positive integer. The support supp(v) of a vector v ∈ Z^n_2 is defined by the set of nonzero coordinate positions. The Hamming weight w_H (v) of v ∈ Z^n_2 is defined by the size of supp(v). There is a bijection between Z^n_2 and 2^{[n]} being the power set of [n] = {1, . . . , n}, defined by v → supp(v).

For two vectors u, v ∈ Z^n_2 , we say v ⊆ u if supp(v) ⊆ supp(u). We say that a family Δ ⊆ Z^n_2 is a simplicial complex if u ∈ Δ and v ⊆ u imply v ∈ Δ. For a simplicial complex Δ, a maximal element of Δ is one that is not properly contained in any other element of Δ. Let F = {F_1, . . . , F_n} be the family of maximal elements of Δ. For each F ⊆ [n], the simplicial complex Δ_F generated by F is defined to be the family of all subsets of F . Throughout this paper, we will identify a vector in Z^n_2 with its support.

Let Δ ⊆ Z^n_2 be a simplicial complex. Hyun et al. [5] introduced the following n-variable generating function associated with the set Δ:

H_Δ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = ∑ v∈Δ n∏ i=1 x^{vi}_i ∈ Z[x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n], where v = (v_1, v_2, . . . , v_n) ∈ Z^n_2 .

The following lemma is crucial for determining the Lee weight distributions of the codes in (1.1).

Lemma 2.1. [5, Theorem 1] Let Δ be a simplicial complex of Z^n_2 with the set of maximal elements F. Then we have

H_Δ(x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n) = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F (−1)^{|S|+1} ∏ i∈∩S (1 + x_i),

where we define ∏ i∈∅(1 + x_i) = 1, and the size of Δ |Δ| = ∑ ∅≠S⊆F (−1)^{|S|+1}2^{|∩S|}.

2.4. Minimal linear codes. For two vectors u, v ∈ F^n_2 , we say that u covers v if supp(v) ⊆ supp(u). A nonzero codeword u in a linear code C is said to be minimal if u covers the zero vector and the u itself but no other codewords in the code C. A linear code C is said to be minimal if every nonzero codeword in C is minimal.

A known sufficient condition for a linear code to be minimal is called the the Ashikhmin-Barg condition. More precisely we have the following.

Lemma 2.2. [1] Let C be a linear code over F_q with wt_{min} and wt_{max} as minimum and maximum weights of its non-zero codewords. If wt_{min} wt_{max} > q − 1 q , then C is minimal.

The first example of a minimal linear code violating Ashikhmin-Barg’s condition was given by Cohen et al. in [4, Remark 1]. Chang et al. [5] presented one infinite family of minimal binary linear codes violating Ashikhmin-Barg’s condition. Ding, Heng and Zhou [6, 10] presented a necessary and sufficient condition for q-ary linear codes to be minimal, and obtained some infinite families of minimal binary and ternary linear codes not satisfying the condition of Ashikhmin-Barg.

An important application of minimal linear codes is to build secret sharing schemes [19, 15, 14], which are an important cryptographic primitive that enables to distribute a secret among multiple participants. According to [19, 7], interesting access structures can be derived from the dual code C^⊥ of a linear code C. It is widely used in banking systems, cryptographic protocols and the control of nuclear weapons. Secret sharing schemes constructed from minimal linear codes are known to possess access structures. According to [19], the secret sharing scheme base on a q-ary (N, K) linear code C over F_q , the secret s is an element of F_q . The scheme involves N − 1 participants and one trusted dealer. The minimal codewords in the dual code C^⊥, where the first component is specified as 1, define the access structure for the secret-sharing scheme corresponding to the linear code C.

3. Lee Weight Distributions of Quaternary Codes In this section, we focus on quaternary codes over Z_4 by employing simplicial complexes with two maximal elements.

Let D_i ⊆ Z^n_2 , i = 1, 2. Assume that D = D_1 + 2D_2 ⊆ Z^n_4 . In (1.1), we define a quaternary code C_D = {c_D(u) = (u · t)_{t∈D} : u ∈ Z^n_4 }, where · is Euclidean inner product over Z_4.

If u = 0, then the Lee weight of the codeword c_D(u) is equal zero. Next suppose that 0 ≠ u = α + 2β, t = t_1 + 2t_2, where α = (α_1, . . . , α_n), β = (β_1, . . . , β_n) ∈ Z^n_2 , t_i ∈ D_i, i = 1, 2. Then the Lee weight of the codeword c_D(u) can be computed by w_L(c_D(u)) = w_L((α + 2β) · (t_1 + 2t_2)) = w_L((αt_1 + 2(αt_2 + βt_1))_{ti∈Di} ) = w_H (βt_1 + αt_2) + w_H ((α + β)t_1 + αt_2). (3.1) By the definition of Hamming weight of codeword, we have

w_L(c_D(u)) = |D| − ∑ t_1∈D_1 ∑ t_2∈D_2 ( 1 2 ∑ y∈F_2 (−1)^{(αt2+βt1)y}) + |D| − ∑ t_1∈D_1 ∑ t_2∈D_2 ( 1 2 ∑ z∈F_2 (−1)^{((α+β)t1+αt2)z} ) = |D| − 1 2 |D| − 1 2 ∑ t_1∈D_1

(−1)^{βt1} ∑ t_2∈D_2

(−1)^{αt2} + |D| − 1 2 |D| − 1 2 ∑ t_1∈D_1

(−1)^{(α+β)t1} ∑ t_2∈D_2

(−1)^{αt2} = |D| − 1 2 ∑ t_2∈D_2

(−1)^{αt2} ( ∑ t_1∈D_1

(−1)^{βt1} + ∑ t_1∈D_1

(−1)^{(α+β)t1} ). (3.2)

For X a subset of [n], we use ψ(v|X) to denote a Boolean function in n-variable, and ψ(v|X) = 1 if and only if v ⋂ X = ∅ , which means supp(v) ⋂ supp(X) = ∅. For a vector v = (v_1, . . . , v_n) ∈ Z^n_2 and a simplicial complex Δ_A, by Lemma 2.1 ∑ x∈Δ_A (−1)^{v·x} = H_{ΔA} ((−1)^{v1} , (−1)^{v2} , . . . , (−1)^{vn} ) = ∏ i∈A (1 + (−1)^{vi} ) = ∏ i∈A (2 − 2v_i) = 2^{|A|} ∏ i∈A (1 − v_i) = 2^{|A|}ψ(v|A). (3.3) Before giving our main result, the following lemma is useful in determining the number of codewords having the same Lee weight.

Lemma 3.1. [12] For two subsets A, B of [n], we set the following cases, U_1 = {u ∈ Z^n_2 : u ∩ (A ∪ B) = ∅}, U_2 = {u ∈ Z^n_2 : u ∩ A = ∅, u ∩ (B\A) ≠ ∅}, U_3 = {u ∈ Z^n_2 : u ∩ B = ∅, u ∩ (A\B) ≠ ∅}, U_4 = {u ∈ Z^n_2 : u ∩ (A\B) ≠ ∅, u ∩ (A ∩ B) = ∅, u ∩ (B\A) ≠ ∅}, U_5 = {u ∈ Z^n_2 : u ∩ (A\B) = ∅, u ∩ (A ∩ B) ≠ ∅, u ∩ (B\A) = ∅}, U_6 = {u ∈ Z^n_2 : u ∩ (A\B) ≠ ∅, u ∩ (A ∩ B) ≠ ∅, u ∩ (B\A) = ∅}, U_7 = {u ∈ Z^n_2 : u ∩ (A\B) = ∅, u ∩ (A ∩ B) ≠ ∅, u ∩ (B\A) ≠ ∅},

U_8 = {u ∈ Z^n_2 : u ∩ (A\B) ≠ ∅, u ∩ (A ∩ B) ≠ ∅, u ∩ (B\A) ≠ ∅}. Then |U_1| = 2^{n−|A∪B|}, |U_2| = 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|B\A|} − 1), |U_3| = 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1), |U_4| = 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1), |U_5| = 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A∩B|} − 1), |U_6| = 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|A∩B|} − 1), |U_7| = 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A∩B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1), |U_8| = 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|A∩B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1). Theorem 3.2. Let n ≥ 2 be an integer and ∅ ≠ A, B ⊆ [n]. Assume that Δ is a simplicial complex of F^n_2 with the two maximal elements A, B and Δ_A is a simplicial complex of F^n_2 . In Equation (1.1), let D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗, where Δ^∗ = Δ\{0}. Then the code C_D in (1.1) has length |D| = 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) and size 4^{|A|}2^{|B\A|}. Its Lee weight distribution is given in Table 1.

Table 1. Lee weight distribution of C_D in Theorem 3.2 Lee Weight Frequency 0 1 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) (2^{|A∪B|} − 2^{|B\A|})(2^{|A|} − 1) 2^{|A|+|B|} (2^{|B\A|} − 1) 2^{2|A|} + 2^{|A|+|B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|A∩B|} + 1) 2(2^{|A\B|} − 1) 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|A∩B|} + 1) 2(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1) 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|}) − 2^{|A|−1} 2^{1+|A∪B|−|A∩B|}(2^{|A∩B|} − 1)

Proof. By Equations (3.2) and (3.3)

w_L(c_D(u)) = |D| − 1 2 ∑ t_2∈D_2

(−1)^{αt2} ( ∑ t_1∈D_1

(−1)^{βt1} + ∑ t_1∈D_1

(−1)^{(α+β)t1} ) = |D| − 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|A|}ψ(α|A) + 2^{|B|}ψ(α|B) − 2^{|A∩B|}ψ(α|A ∩ B) − 1)ψ(β|A) − 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|A|}ψ(α|A) + 2^{|B|}ψ(α|B) − 2^{|A∩B|}ψ(α|A ∩ B) − 1)ψ((α + β)|A). Next we should consider the following cases:

Case 1, α = β = 0. We have w_L(c_D(u)) = 0. Case 2, α = 0, β ≠ 0. Then w_L(c_D(u)) = |D| − 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1)ψ(β|A) = 0 if β ∩ A = ∅, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if β ∩ A ≠ ∅. In this case, when β∩A = ∅ we have the number of the β is 2^{n−|A|} −1; when β∩A ≠ ∅ the number of such β is 2^n − 2^{n−|A|}.

Case 3, α ≠ 0, β = 0. We have

w_L(c_D(u)) = |D| − 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|A|}ψ(α|A) + 2^{|B|}ψ(α|B) − 2^{|A∩B|}ψ(α|A ∩ B) − 1)(1 + ψ(α|A))

=

0 if α ∈ U_1, 2^{|A|+|B|} if α ∈ U_2, 2^{|A|+|A|} + 2^{|A|+|B|−1} − 2^{|A|+|A∩B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_3, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{|A|+|A∩B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_4, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|}) − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_i, i ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}. By Lemma 3.1, we have the numbers of such α in U_i, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 8}. Case 4, α = β ≠ 0. We have

w_L(c_D(u)) = |D| − 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|A|}ψ(α|A) + 2^{|B|}ψ(α|B) − 2^{|A∩B|}ψ(α|A ∩ B) − 1)(1 + ψ(β|A))

=

0 if α ∈ U_1, 2^{|A|+|B|} if α ∈ U_2, 2^{|A|+|A|} + 2^{|A|+|B|−1} − 2^{|A|+|A∩B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_3, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{|A|+|A∩B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_4, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|}) − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_i, i ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}. Similarly, using Lemma 3.1 we could find the numbers of α.

Case 5, α ≠ β ≠ 0. We have the following four subcases:

(1) When β ∩ A ≠ ∅, (α + β) ∩ A ≠ ∅. We have w_L(c_D(u)) = 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1). Note that β ∩ A ≠ ∅ and (α + β) ∩ A ≠ ∅ which is equivalent to β ∩ A ≠ ∅ and α ∩ A ≠ ∅, the number of such (α, β) is (2^n − 2^{n−|A|})(2^n − 2^{n−|A|} − 1).

(2) When β ∩ A = ∅, (α + β) ∩ A ≠ ∅. Then w_L(c_D(u)) could have: 2^{|A|+|A|} + 2^{|A|+|B|−1} − 2^{|A|+|A∩B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_3, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{|A|+|A∩B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_4, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|}) − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_i, i ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}. Note that β ∩ A = ∅ and (α + β) ∩ A ≠ ∅ which is equivalent to β ∩ A = ∅ and α ∩ A ≠ ∅, so such α can only in U_i, i ∈ {3, 4, . . . , 8}. Then the number of such (α, β) is 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{n−|A|} − 1), when α ∈ U_3; the number of such (α, β) is 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1)(2^{n−|A|} − 1), when α ∈ U_4; and the number of such (α, β) is (2^n − 2^{n−|A∩B|})(2^{n−|A|} − 1), when α ∈ U_i, i ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}.

(3) When β ∩ A ≠ ∅, (α + β) ∩ A = ∅. Then w_L(c_D(u)) could have: 2^{|A|+|A|} + 2^{|A|+|B|−1} − 2^{|A|+|A∩B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_3, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{|A|+|A∩B|−1} − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_4, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|}) − 2^{|A|−1} if α ∈ U_i, i ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}. Note that β ∩ A ≠ ∅ and (α + β) ∩ A = ∅ which is equivalent to β ∩ A ≠ ∅ and α ∩ A ≠ ∅ and β ∩ A = α ∩ A, so such α can only in U_i, i ∈ {3, 4, . . . , 8}. Then the number of such (α, β) is 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{n−|A|} − 1), when α ∈ U_3; the number of such (α, β) is 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1)(2^{n−|A|} − 1), when α ∈ U_4; and the number of such (α, β) is 2^{n−|B|}(2^{|A∩B|} − 1)(2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1) + (2^{n−|A|} − 1)), when α ∈ U_i, i ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}.

(4) When β ∩ A = ∅, (α + β) ∩ A = ∅. Then w_L(c_D(u)) could have: 0 if α ∈ U_1, 2^{|A|+|B|} if α ∈ U_2.

Note that β ∩ A = ∅ and (α + β) ∩ A = ∅ which is equivalent to β ∩ A = ∅ and α ∩ A ≠ ∅, so such α can only in U_i, i ∈ {1, 2}. Then the number of such (α, β) is (2^{n−|A∪B|} − 1)(2^{n−|A|} − 2), when α ∈ U_1; the number of such (α, β) is 2^{n−|A∪B|}(2^{|B\A|} − 1)(2^{n−|A|} − 2), when α ∈ U_2.

Then we get the Lee weight distribution of the code. Next we will determine the size of the quaternary code.

Let D = {g_1, g_2, . . . , g_{|D|}} ⊆ Z^n_4 . Then C_D of length |D| can be defined by

C_D = {c_u = (u · g_1, u · g_2, . . . , u · g_{|D|}) : u ∈ Z^n_4 },

where · denotes the Euclidean inner product of two elements in Z^n_4 . Let G be the n × |D| matrix as follows: G = [g^T_1 g^T_2 · · · g^T_{|D|}], where the column vector g^T_i denotes the transpose of a row vector g_i. Note that D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗ and Δ_A ⊆ Δ. From (2.1), it is easy to check that k_2 = |B\A| and hence k_1 = |A| due to the fact that the number of codewords in C_D is 2^{|A∪B|+|A|}. Then the code C_D is of size 4^{|A|}2^{|B\A|}.

This completes the proof. □

Corollary 3.3. Notations are the same as in Theorem 3.2. If A ∩ B = ∅. Then the code C_D in (1.1) has length |D| = 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2) and size 4^{|A|}2^{|B\A|}. Its Lee weight distribution is given in Table 2.

Table 2. Lee weight distribution of C_D in Corollary 3.3

Lee Weight Frequency 0 1 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2) 2^{|B|}(2^{|A|} − 1)^2 2^{|A|+|B|} (2^{|B|} − 1) 2^{2|A|} + 2^{|A|+|B|−1} − 2^{|A|} 2(2^{|A|} − 1) 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{|A|} 2(2^{|A|} − 1)(2^{|B|} − 1)

Here are some examples to illustrate Theorem 3.2 as follows:

Example 3.4. Let n = 3, A = {1} and B = {2, 3}, Δ be generated by A and B, and D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗. Then the C_D in (1.1) is a three-Lee-weight quaternary code with length 8, size 4^12^2 and Lee minimum distance 6. Its weight distribution is given by 1 + 2z^6 + 7z^8 + 6z^{10}, which is confirmed by Magma. According to the online table [2, 3], the best known quaternary linear code with length 8 size 4^12^2 has Lee minimum distance 8.

Example 3.5. Let n = 3, A = {1, 2} and B = {2, 3}, Δ be generated by A and B, and D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗. Then the C_D in (1.1) is a five-Lee-weight quaternary code with length 20, size 4^22^1 and Lee minimum distance 16. Its Lee weight distribution is given by 1+z^{16} +2z^{18} +18z^{20} +8z^{22} +2z^{26}, which is confirmed by Magma. According to the online table [2, 3], the code is new.

Example 3.6. Let n = 4, A = {1, 2}, B = {3, 4}, Δ be generated by A and B, and D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗. Then the C_D in (1.1) is a four-Lee-weight quaternary linear code with parameters length 24 and size 4^22^2, and Lee minimum distance 16. Its weight distribution is given by 1 + 3z^{16} + 6z^{20} + 36z^{24} + 18z^{28}, which is confirmed by Magma. According to the online table [2, 3], the code is new.

Example 3.7. Let n = 5, A = {2, 3}, B = {3, 4, 5}, Δ be generated by A and B, and D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗. Then the C_D in (1.1) is a five-Lee-weight quaternary linear code with parameters length 36 and size 4^22^2, and Lee minimum distance 26. Its weight distribution is given by 1 + 2z^{26} + 3z^{32} + 36z^{36} + 16z^{38} + 6z^{42}, which is confirmed by Magma. According to the online table [2, 3], the code is new.

Theorem 3.8. Let ∅ ≠ A, B ⊆ [n], n ≥ 2 be an integer and Δ a simplicial complex of F^n_2 with two maximal elements A, B, let D = Z^n_2 + 2Δ^∗. Then the C_D is a quaternary code of length |D| = 2^n(2^{|A|} +2^{|B|} −2^{|A∩B|} −1) and size 4^n. Its Lee weight distribution is given in Table 3.

Proof. By Equations (3.2) and (3.3)

w_L(c_D(u)) = |D| − 1 2 ∑ t_2∈D_2

(−1)^{αt2} ( ∑ t_1∈D_1

(−1)^{βt1} + ∑ t_1∈D_1

(−1)^{(α+β)t1} ) = |D| − 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|}ψ(α|A) + 2^{|B|}ψ(α|B) − 2^{|A∩B|}ψ(α|A ∩ B) − 1)(δ_{0,β} + δ_{0,(α+β)}). Next we should consider the following cases:

Table 3. Lee weight distribution of C_D in Theorem 3.8

Lee Weight Frequency 0 1 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) (2^n − 1)(2^n − 1) 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) 2(2^{n−|A∪B|} − 1) 2^{n+|B|} + 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) 2^{1+n−|A∪B|}(2^{|B\A|} − 1) 2^{n+|A|} + 2^{n−1}(2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) 2^{1+n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1) 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{n−1}(2^{|A∩B|} + 1) 2^{1+n−|A∪B|}(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1) 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|}) − 2^{n−1} 2(2^n − 2^{n−|A∩B|})

Case 1, α = β = 0. We have w_L(c_D(u)) = 0.

Case 2, α = 0, β ≠ 0. We have w_L(c_D(u)) = 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1). Case 3, α ≠ 0, β = 0. We have w_L(c_D(u)) = |D| − 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|}ψ(α|A) + 2^{|B|}ψ(α|B) − 2^{|A∩B|}ψ(α|A ∩ B) − 1)

=

2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if α ∈ U_1, 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) − 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if α ∈ U_2, 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) − 2^{n−1}(2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if α ∈ U_3, 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) + 2^{n−1}(2^{|A∩B|} + 1) if α ∈ U_4, 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) + 2^{n−1} if α ∈ U_i, i ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}. By Lemma 3.1, we have the numbers of such α in U_i, i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , 8}. Case 4, α = β ≠ 0. We have w_L(c_D(u)) = |D| − 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|}ψ(α|A) + 2^{|B|}ψ(α|B) − 2^{|A∩B|}ψ(α|A ∩ B) − 1)

=

2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if α ∈ U_1, 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) − 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if α ∈ U_2, 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) − 2^{n−1}(2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if α ∈ U_3, 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) + 2^{n−1}(2^{|A∩B|} + 1) if α ∈ U_4, 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) + 2^{n−1} if α ∈ U_i, i ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8}. Similarly, the numbers of each α can also be found by Lemma 3.1.

Case 5, α ≠ β ≠ 0. We have w_L(c_D(u)) = 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1). Then the number of such (α, β) is (2^n − 1)(2^n − 2).

Similarly to Theorem 3.2, it is easy to check that the code has size 4^n. This completes the proof. □

Corollary 3.9. In Theorem 3.8 if |A ∪ B| = n, then the quaternary code C_D is a five-Lee-weight code and its Lee weight distribution is given in Table 4.

Table 4. Lee weight distribution of C_D in Corollary 3.9

Lee Weight Frequency 0 1 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) (2^n − 1)(2^n − 1) 2^{n+|B|} + 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) 2(2^{|B\A|} − 1) 2^{n+|A|} + 2^{n−1}(2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) 2(2^{|A\B|} − 1) 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{n−1}(2^{|A∩B|} + 1) 2(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1) 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|}) − 2^{n−1} 2(2^n − 2^{n−|A∩B|})

Corollary 3.10. In Theorem 3.8 if |A ∪ B| = n and A ∩ B = ∅. Then the quaternary code C_D is a four-Lee-weight code and its Lee weight distribution is given in Table 5.

Table 5. Lee weight distribution of C_D in Corollary 3.10

Lee Weight Frequency 0 1 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2) (2^n − 1)(2^n − 1) 2^{n+|B|} + 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} − 2) 2(2^{|B\A|} − 1) 2^{n+|A|} + 2^{n−1}(2^{|B|} − 2) 2(2^{|A\B|} − 1) 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 1) 2(2^{|A\B|} − 1)(2^{|B\A|} − 1)

Here are some examples to illustrate Theorem 3.8 as follows:

Example 3.11. Let n = 3, A = {1, 2}, B = {2, 3}, Δ be generated by A and B, and D = Z^n_2 + 2Δ^∗. Then the C_D in (1.1) is a four-Lee-weight quaternary code with length 40, size 4^3 and Lee minimum distance 36. Its weight distribution is given by 1 + 4z^{36} + 49z^{40} + 8z^{44} + 2z^{52}, which is confirmed by Magma. According to the online table [2, 3], the code is new.

Example 3.12. Let n = 4, A = {1, 2}, B = {2, 3}, Δ be generated by A and B, and D = Z^n_2 + 2Δ^∗. Then the C_D in (1.1) is a five-Lee-weight quaternary linear code with parameters length 80 and size 4^4, and Lee minimum distance 40. Its weight distribution is given by 1 + 2z^{40} + 8z^{72} + 225z^{80} + 16z^{88} + 4z^{104}, which is confirmed by Magma. According to the online table [2, 3], the code is new.

4. Binary images and Examples Recall the Gray map ϕ introduced in Section 2, which is a distance-preserving map from (Z^n_4 , d_L) to (Z^{2n}_2 , d_H ) and is also a weight-preserving map. Based on the

Gray map ϕ, in this section we will determine when the quaternary codes obtained in Section 3 have linear Gray images. Moreover, we will also present several minimal binary codes and provide examples of minimal binary code and their induced secret sharing schemes.

For a binary code of length n, size M and Hamming minimum distance d, we usually denote it by an (n, M, d) code.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that C_D is as in Theorem 3.2. Then ϕ(C_D) is a binary code with parameters (2^{|A|+1}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1), 2^{|A∪B|+|A|}, d), where

d = 2^{|A|+|B|} if B ⊈ A, |A| ≥ |B|, or B ⊂ A, 2^{2|A|} + 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if B ⊈ A, |A| < |B|, 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) ifB = A. Proof. In Theorem 3.2, the parameters of the quaternary code C_D are all determined. The Gray map ϕ is a weight-preserving one, hence the Hamming minimum distance of ϕ(C_D) is same as the Lee minimum distance of C_D. Namely, for any nonzero codeword c = c_1+2c_2 ∈ C_D, then w_L(c) = w_H (c_2)+w_H (c_1+c_2) = w_H ((c_2, c_1+c_2)) = w_H (ϕ(c)). However, the length of the binary code is doubled compared to the quaternary code. This completes the proof. □

Similarly to Theorem 4.1, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that C_D is as in Theorem 3.8.

(1) If |A ∪ B| < n, then ϕ(C_D) is a binary code with parameters

(2^{n+1}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1), 2^{2n}, 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1)).

(2) If |A ∪ B| = n, then ϕ(C_D) is a binary code with parameters

(2^{n+1}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1), 2^{2n}, d),

where d = 2^n(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) ifA = [n] or B = [n], 2^{n−1}(2^{|B|+1} + 2^{|A|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if 0 < |B| ≤ |A| < n, 2^{n−1}(2^{|A|+1} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) if 0 < |A| ≤ |B| < n.

In general, determining whether the Gray image of a quaternary code is linear or not can be a challenging task. However, the following lemma plays a significant role in addressing this matter.

Lemma 4.3. [16, Corollary 3.17] Let C be a quaternary linear code, x_1, · · · , x_m be a set of generators of C, and C = ϕ(C). Then C is linear if and only if

2α(x_i) ∗ α(x_j) ∈ C

for all i, j satisfying 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ m, where α : Z_4 → Z_2 is a group homomorphism and α(0) = 0, α(1) = 1, α(2) = 0, and α(3) = 1, and ∗ denotes the componentwise product of two vectors.

Now we are ready to determine when the Gray image of a quaternary code above is linear or not.

Theorem 4.4. Assume that C_D with D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗ is as in Theorem 3.2. Then ϕ(C_D) is linear if and only if |A| = 1.

Proof. Let D = {g_1, g_2, . . . , g_{|D|}} ⊆ Z^n_4 . Then the code C_D of length |D| over Z_4 can be defined by

C_D = {c_u = (u · g_1, u · g_2, . . . , u · g_{|D|}) : u ∈ Z^n_4 },

where · denotes the Euclidean inner product of two elements in Z^n_4 . Let G be the n × |D| matrix as follows:

G = [g^T_1 g^T_2 · · · g^T_{|D|}] = x_1 . . x_n ,

where the column vector g^T_i denotes the transpose of a row vector g_i. Hence x_1, . . . , x_n can be viewed as a set of generators of C_D.

By Lemma 4.3, ϕ(C_D) is linear if and only if

2α(x_i) ∗ α(x_j) ∈ C_D

for all i, j satisfying 1 ≤ i ≤ j ≤ n, where α : Z_4 → Z_2 is a group homomorphism and α(0) = 0, α(1) = 1, α(2) = 0, and α(3) = 1, and ∗ denotes the componentwise product of two vectors.

(⇐=). Suppose that |A| = 1. By Theorem 3.2, the code C_D has size 4^12^{|B\A|}, which is permutation-equivalent to a code with generator matrix G of the form ( I_1 A_1 B_1 + 2B_2 0 2I_{k2} 2A_2 ) , (4.1)

where A_1, A_2, B_1, and B_2 are matrices with entries 0 or 1. Namely, in the set {x_1, x_2, . . . , x_n} there is only one vector x_i such that α(x_i) ≠ 0. Hence for any 1 ≤ i ≠ j ≤ n, we always have 2α(x_i) ∗ α(x_j) = 0 ∈ C_D. It is sufficient to check that 2α(x_i) ∗ α(x_i) ∈ C_D. By the definition and the fact that C_D is a linear quaternary code, we have that 2α(x_i) ∗ α(x_i) = 2x_i ∈ C_D and hence its Gray image ϕ(C_D) is linear.

(=⇒). Assume that ϕ(C_D) is linear and |A| ≥ 2. So we can select two distinct integers l, k ∈ A ⊆ [n]. Notice that g_i ∈ D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗ and Δ_A ⊂ Δ^∗. Let g_i = (g^{(1)}_i , . . . , g^{(n)}_i ). Therefore the size of the set

{g_i : 1 ≤ i ≤ |D|, g^{(l)}_i ≡ g^{(k)}_i ≡ 1 (mod 2)}

is equal to (2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1)2^{|A|−2}. Then we have that the vector

2α(x_l) ∗ α(x_k) ∈ C_D

and has Lee weight (2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1)2^{|A|−1} due to the Lee weight of 2 is 2.

In Theorem 3.2, we determined the Lee weight distribution of C_D. By checking Table 3.1, the Lee weight (2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1)2^{|A|−1} cannot be the Lee weight of a certain codeword of C_D except for one situation that A ∩ B = ∅, |A| = 2, and |B| = 1. Without loss of generality, assume that n = 3, A = {1, 2}, and B = {3}. The generator matrix of the code C_D is as follows 2 0 2 0 3 1 3 1 2 0 2 0 3 1 3 1 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 0 1 3 3 2 1 3 3 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 . If 2α(x_1) ∗ α(x_2) = (0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 2, 2, 2, 2) ∈ C_D, then

x_3 + 2α(x_1) ∗ α(x_2) = (0, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0, 2, 0, 0, 0, 2, 2, 2, 2, 0) ∈ C_D has Lee weight 12, however the Lee weight distribution the code is 1+z^8 +24z^{16} +6z^{20} by Corollary 3.3. There is a contradiction and in this case we should have that |A| = 1.

This completes the proof. □

Similarly to Theorem 4.4, we have the following result.

Theorem 4.5. Assume that C_D with D = Z^n_2 + 2Δ^∗ is as in Theorem 3.8. If |A| > 1 or |B| > 1, then ϕ(C_D) is not linear.

Proof. By the condition, then there exists a maximal element E ⊆ [n] with |E| > 1 such that Δ_E ⊆ Δ^∗ and D = Z^n_2 + 2Δ^∗ = (Δ_E + 2Δ^∗) ∪ (Z^n_2 \Δ_E + 2Δ^∗) = D_1 ∪ D_2.

By Theorem 4.4, ϕ(C_{D1} ) is not linear. The code C_D can be viewed as an extended code of C_{D1} with |D_2| digits. Hence ϕ(C_D) is not linear and we are done. □

Proposition 4.6. In Theorem 4.1, if 1 = |A| < |B|, then the Gray image ϕ(C_D) is a binary minimal linear code.

Proof. By Lemma 2.2 and Theorem 4.4, it is sufficient to check wt_{min} wt_{max} = 2^{2|A|} + 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|B|} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1) 2^{|A|}(2^{|A|} + 2^{|B|}) − 2^{|A|−1}(2^{|A∩B|} + 1) = 2^{|A|+1} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1 + 2^{|B|} 2^{|A|+1} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1 + 2^{|B|+1} = λ + 2^{|B|} λ + 2^{|B|+1} > 1 2 , where λ = 2^{|A|+1} − 2^{|A∩B|} − 1.

This completes the proof. □ Here are some examples of binary codes and secret sharing schemes from the Gray map, which are all confirmed by Magma

Example 4.7. (1) In Example 3.4, the generator matrix of the code C_D is as follows 0 0 0 2 1 1 1 3 2 0 2 0 2 0 2 0 0 2 2 0 0 2 2 0 . Then ϕ(C_D) is a binary minimal linear code with parameters [16, 4, 6].

(2) In Example 3.5, The generator matrix of the code C_D is as follows 2 0 2 0 0 3 1 3 1 1 2 0 2 0 0 3 1 3 1 1 0 2 2 0 2 0 2 2 0 2 1 3 3 2 3 1 3 3 1 3 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 2 2 = x_1 x_2 x_3 . Then w_L(2α(x_1) ∗ α(x_2)) = 10 and 2α(x_1) ∗ α(x_2) ∉ C_D. Hence ϕ(C_D) is a binary nonlinear code with parameters (40, 2^5, 16).

Example 4.8. Let n = 4, A = {1}, B = {2}, Δ be generated by A and B, and D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗. Then ϕ(C_D) is a minimal binary code with parameters [8, 3, 4]. Furthermore, see [8] it is optimal and its the dual code (ϕ(C_D))^⊥ has parameters [8, 5, 2] and generator matrix 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 .

In this secret sharing scheme, 7 participants and a dealer are involved, there are altogether 12 minimal access sets, {1, 2, 3}, {3, 5, 7}, {3, 4, 6}, {2, 5, 7}, {2, 4, 6}, {2, 3, 6, 7}, {2, 3, 4, 5}, {1, 4, 5, 6, 7}, {1, 3, 5, 6}, {1, 3, 4, 7}, {1, 2, 5, 6}, {1, 2, 4, 7}. There is no dictatorial participant in this secret sharing scheme, as no participant is involved in every minimal access set. In other words, each participant is involved in the scheme.

Example 4.9. Let n = 4, A = {1}, B = {3, 4}, Δ be generated by A and B, and D = Δ_A + 2Δ^∗. Then ϕ(C_D) is a minimal binary code with parameters [16, 4, 6], and its dual code (ϕ(C_D))^⊥ with parameters [16, 12, 2] has generate matrix 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1

.

In this secret sharing scheme, there are 15 participants and a dealer involved. All the codewords in the dual code (ϕ(C_D))^⊥ are calculated by the program. There are a total of 229 minimal access sets, each requiring at least 10 members to recover the secret. With the assistance of a program, we can obtain all of the access sets. Additionally, there is no dictatorial participant in this secret sharing scheme.

5. Code Comparisons and Concluding Remarks To show significant advantages of our quaternary codes, in Table 6 we list some quaternary codes of two maximal elements A, B when n = 3 and n = 4. Here ∗ indicates that the corresponding codes are optimal, and “new” are also indicated according to the current Z_4 database [2, 3], and d^{best}_L means the best known minimum Lee distance of quaternary linear codes with the same length and size of C_D, and d^{best}_H means the best known minimum Hamming distance of binary linear codes with the same length and size of ϕ(C_D), according to codetables [8]. It is believed that our linear quaternary codes include more new codes although we cannot compare with the parameters in Z_4 database [2, 3] because our code length can be large.

The main contributions in this paper are the following

• The determinations of the Lee weight distributions of the codes over Z_4 when simplicial complexes generated by two maximal elements in (1.1), see Theorems 3.2 and 3.8.

• Two infinite families of four-Lee-weight quaternary codes in Corollaries 3.3 and 3.10.

• At least nine new quaternary codes comparing the online codetable by [2, 3], see Table 6.

• Two infinite families of binary nonlinear codes in Theorems 4.4 and 4.5. • One class of binary minimal codes from the Gray images of the quaternary codes in Proposition 4.6.

• Using those binary minimal codes, we obtained to build secret sharing schemes in Examples 4.8 and 4.9.

It is interesting to find more new and optimal quaternary codes by using simplicial complexes and even posets.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 62372247, 12101326, 61932013), the Natural Science Foundation of Jiangsu Province (Grant No. BK20210575), and the China Postdoctoral Science Foundation (Grant No. 2023M740958). The authors wish to thank the anonymous reviewers and the Associate Editor for their very helpful comments that improved the presentation and quality of this article.

Table 6. Quaternary linear codes from Theorems 3.2 and 3.8

n |A| |B| |A ∩ B| Length Size d_L Comment ϕ(C_D) 3 1 1 0 4 4^12^1 4 new minimal linear, d^{best}_H = 4 3 1 1 0 16 4^3 8 d^{best}_L = 16 d^{best}_H = 16 3 1 2 0 8 4^12^2 6 d^{best}_L = 8 minimal linear, d^{best}_H = 8 3 1 2 1 6 4^12^1 5 d^{best}_L = 6 minimal linear, d^{best}_H = 6 3 1 2 0 32 4^3 24 d^{best}_L = 32 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 32 3 1 3 1 14 4^12^2 9 d^{best}_L = 14 minimal linear, d^{best}_H = 14 3 2 1 0 16 4^22^1 8 best known * nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 16 3 2 1 1 12 4^2 6 d^{best}_L = 12 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 12 3 2 3 2 28 4^22^1 22 new nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 28 3 2 2 1 20 4^22^1 16 new nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 20 3 2 2 1 40 4^3 36 d^{best}_L = 40 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 40 3 3 1 1 56 4^3 16 d^{best}_L = 56 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 56 3 3 2 2 56 4^3 32 d^{best}_L = 56 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 56 4 1 1 0 4 4^12^1 4 new minimal linear, d^{best}_H = 4 4 1 3 0 16 4^12^3 10 d^{best}_L = 16 minimal linear, d^{best}_H = 16 4 1 3 1 14 4^12^2 9 d^{best}_L = 14 minimal linear, d^{best}_H = 14 4 2 2 0 24 4^22^2 16 d^{best}_L = 24 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 24 4 2 2 1 20 4^22^1 16 new nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 20 4 2 3 1 36 4^22^2 26 new nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 35 4 2 3 2 28 4^22^1 22 new nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 28 4 2 4 2 60 4^22^2 38 new nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 60 4 3 1 0 64 4^32^1 16 new nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 64 4 3 1 1 56 4^3 16 d^{best}_L = 56 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 56 4 3 2 1 72 4^32^1 32 d^{best}_L = 70 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 71 4 3 2 2 56 4^3 32 d^{best}_L = 56 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 56 4 3 3 2 88 4^32^1 64 d^{best}_L = 88 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 88 4 3 4 3 120 4^3 92 d^{best}_L = 120 nonlinear, d^{best}_H = 120

References

[1] A. Ashikhmin, A. Barg, “Minimal vectors in linear codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 44, pp. 2010-2017, Sept. 1998.

[2] N. Aydin, Y. Lu, V. Onta, “An updated database of Z_4 codes.” arXiv:2208.06832, Accessed:

May. 29, 2023. [Online]. Available: http://quantumcodes.info/Z4/ [3] N. Aydin, T. Asamov, “A database of Z_4 codes, ”Journal of Combinatorics, Information & System Sciences, 34(1-4), 1-12, 2009. Available: http://quantumcodes.info/Z4/ [4] G. Cohen, S. Mesnager, A. Patey, “On minimal and quasi-minimal linear codes”, in: Proceedings of IMACC (Lecture Notes in Computer Science, vol. 8308), M. Stam, Eds. Berlin: Springer- Verlag, pp. 85-98, 2003.

[5] S. Chang, J. Y. Hyun, “Linear codes from simplicial complexes,” Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol. 86, pp. 2167-2181, Nov. 2018.

[6] C. Ding, Z. Heng, Z. Zhou, “Minimal binary linear codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory , vol. 64, pp. 6536-6545, Oct. 2018.

[7] K. Ding, C. Ding, “A class of two-weight and three-weight codes and their applications in secret sharing,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 61, no. 11, pp. 5835-5842, Nov. 2015.

[8] M. Grassl, Bounds on the minimum distance of linear codes, Accessed: May. 29, 2023. [Online].

Available: http://www.codetables.de [9] A. R. Hammons, P. V. Kumar, A. R. Calderbank, N. J. A. Sloane, P. Sole, “The Z_4-linearity of Kerdock, Preparata, Goethals, and related codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 40, no. 2, pp. 301-319, Mar. 1994.

[10] Z. Heng, C. Ding, Z. Zhou, “Minimal linear codes over finite fields,” Finite Fields Appl., vol.

54, pp. 176-196, Nov. 2018.

[11] W. C. Huffman, V. Pless, Fundamentals of Error-Correcting Codes, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2003.

[12] J. Y. Hyun, H. K. Kim, Y. Wu, Q. Yue, “Optimal minimal linear codes from posets,” Des.

Codes Cryptogr., vol. 88, no. 12, pp. 2475-2492, Sept. 2020.

[13] J. Y. Hyun, J. Lee, Y. Lee, “Infinite families of optimal linear codes constructed from simplicial complexes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 66, no. 11, pp. 6762-6773, Nov. 2020.

[14] X. Li, Q. Yue, “Four classes of minimal binary linear codes with w_{min}/w_{max} < 1/2 derived from Boolean functions,” Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol. 88, no. 2, pp. 257-271, Oct. 2020.

[15] J. L. Massey, “Minimal codewords and secret sharing,” Proc. 6th Joint Swedish-Russian Workshop on Information Theory, Mölle, Sweden, pp. 276-279, Aug. 1993, .

[16] Z. X. Wan, Quaternary Codes. Singapore: World Scientific, 1997.

[17] Y. Wu, C. Li, F. Xiao, “Quaternary linear codes and related binary subfield codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory, vol. 68, no. 5, pp. 3070-3080, May. 2022.

[18] Y. Wu, X. Zhu, Q. Yue, “Optimal few-weight codes from simplicial complexes,” IEEE Trans.

Inf. Theory, vol. 66, no. 6, pp. 3657-3663, Jun. 2020.

[19] J. Yuan, C. Ding, “Secret sharing schemes from three classes of linear codes,” IEEE Trans. Inf.

Theory, vol. 52, no. 1, pp. 206-212, Jan. 2006.

[20] X. Zhu, Y. Wu, Q. Yue, “New quaternary codes derived from posets of the disjoint union of two chains,” IEEE Commun. Lett., vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 20-24, Jan. 2020.

(Y. Wu) School of Computer Science, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing 210023, P. R. China.

Email address: yanshengwu@njupt.edu.cn

(C. Li) School of Computer Science, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing, 210023, P. R. China

Email address: 1022041222@njupt.edu.cn

(L. Zhang) School of Computer Science, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing, 210023, P. R. China

Email address: zhangl@njupt.edu.cn

(F. Xiao) School of Computer Science, Nanjing University of Posts and Telecommunications, Nanjing 210023, P. R. China

Email address: xiaof@njupt.edu.cn