arXiv:2404.18437v1 [cs.IT] 29 Apr 2024

A family of self-orthogonal divisible codes with locality 2

Ziling Heng^a, Mengjie Yang^a, Yang Ming^b

aSchool of Science, Chang’an University, Xi’an 710064, China bSchool of Information Engineering, Chang’an University, Xi’an 710064, China

Abstract Linear codes are widely studied due to their applications in communication, cryptography, quantum codes, distributed storage and many other fields. In this paper, we use the trace and norm functions over finite fields to construct a family of linear codes. The weight distributions of the codes are determined in three cases via Gaussian sums. The codes are shown to be self-orthogonal divisible codes with only three, four or five nonzero weights in these cases. In particular, we prove that this family of linear codes has locality 2. Several optimal or almost optimal linear codes and locally recoverable codes are derived. In particular, an infinite family of distance-optimal binary linear codes with respect to the sphere-packing bound is obtained. The self-orthogonal codes derived in this paper can be used to construct lattices and have nice application in distributed storage.

Keywords: Self-orthogonal code, weight distribution, Gaussian sum

1. Introduction

Let F_q denote the finite field with q elements, where q is a power of a prime p. An [n,k,d] linear code C over F_q is a k-dimensional subspace of F^n_q with minimum Hamming distance d. Let A_i denote the number of codewords with Hamming weight i in a code C with length n. The weight enumerator of an [n,k] linear code C is defined by the polynomial

1 + A_1z + ··· + A_nz^n.

The sequence (1,A_1,··· ,A_n) is called the weight distribution of C . A linear code C is referred to as a t-weight code if the number of nonzero A_j, 1 ≤ j ≤ n, in the sequence (1,A_1,··· ,A_n) equals t. It is well known that the weight enumerator of a code not only contains its error detection and error correction capabilities, but also plays an important role in calculating the error probability of error detection and correction of the code. The reader is referred to [1, 3, 4, 7] for known weight enumerators of some linear codes. For any [n,k,d] linear code, some trade-offs exist among the parameters n,k,d. The Griesmer bound [33] for an [n,k,d] linear code over F_q is given by n ≥ k−1 ∑_{i=0} ⌈ d q^i ⌉ ,

⋆This research was supported in part by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant 12271059, and in part by the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities, CHD, under Grant 300102122202.

∗Corresponding author Email addresses: zilingheng@chd.edu.cn (Ziling Heng), yang199902042023@163.com (Mengjie Yang), yangming@chd.edu.cn (Yang Ming)

where ⌈·⌉ is the ceiling function. A linear code meeting the bound with equality is said to be a Griesmer code. An [n,k,d] linear code over F_q is said to be distance-optimal if there exists no [n,k,d + 1] linear code over F_q .

The divisibility is an important property of linear codes. A linear code over F_q is said to be divisible if all its codewords have weights divisible by an integer Δ > 1. Then the code is said to be Δ-divisible and Δ is called a divisor of the code. If gcd(Δ,q) = 1, then C is equivalent to a code obtained by taking a linear code over F_q , repeating each coordinate Δ times, and adding on enough 0 entries to make a code whose length is that of C [30]. Hence, the most interesting case is that Δ is a power of the characteristic of F_q . Ward introduced the divisible codes in 1981 [30] and gave a survey in 2001 [31]. Divisible codes have many applications including Galois geometries, subspace codes, partial spreads, vector space partitions, and Griesmer codes [20, 21, 31, 32].

The self-orthogonality is another important property of linear codes. The dual code of an [n,k] linear code C is defined as C^⊥ = {u ∈ F^n_q : ⟨u,v⟩ = 0 for all v ∈ C }, where ⟨·⟩ denotes the standard inner product. Then C^⊥ is an [n,n − k] linear code. If a linear code C satisfies C ⊆ C^⊥, then it is called a self-orthogonal code. If a linear code C satisfies C = C^⊥, then it is said to be self-dual. For a cyclic code C with generator polynomial g(x), C is self-orthogonal if and only if g^⊥(x) | g(x), where g^⊥(x) = x^kh(x^{−1})/h(0) with h(x) :=^{xn−1}_{g(x)} [18]. For binary and ternary linear codes, we can judge the self-orthogonality of them by the divisibility of their weights [18]. However, it is very difficult to judge whether a general q-ary linear code is self-orthogonal or not. The reader is referred to [6, 8, 9, 34] for some known self-orthogonal codes. Recently, in [23], Li and Heng gave a useful sufficient condition for a q-ary linear code containing the all-1 vector to be self-orthogonal for odd prime power q.

Lemma 1. [23] Let q = p^s, where p is an odd prime. Let C be an [n,k,d] linear code over F_q with 1 ∈ C , where 1 is all-1 vector of length n. If the linear code C is p-divisible, then C is selforthogonal.

The locality property of a linear code is of interest in distributed data storage systems [14, 26]. A linear code is called a locally recoverable code (LRC for short) with locality r if any symbol in the encoding is a function of r other symbols. It means that any symbol can be repaired from at most r other code symbols. The repair cost of an [n,k,d] LRC with locality r ≪ k is lower in comparison to MDS codes. Locally recoverable codes have been implemented in practice by Microsoft and Facebook [19], [27]. In the literature, there are many interesting results on LRCs. In [14], Gopalan et al. gave the Singleton-like bound on the parameters of LRCs. In [15], Hao et al. studied bounds and constructions of LRCs from the viewpoint of parity-check matrices. In [28], Tamo and Barg constructed optimal LRCs of length n by evaluations of special polynomials over finite field F_q such that q ≥ n. After that, some good polynomials to obtain Tamo-Barg codes with more flexible parameters were proposed in [24, 27]. In [22], some constructions of optimal LRCs with super-linear length were given. Recently, Tan et al. established some general theory on the minimum locality of linear codes and studied the minimum locality of some special families of linear codes in [29]. Considering the alphabet size of an [n,k,d] LRC over F_q with locality r, Cadambe and Mazumdar [2] presented a bound as

k ≤ min

1≤t≤n/(r+1) { tr + k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − t(r + 1),d) } , (1) where k^{(q)}_{opt}(n,d) denotes the maximum dimension of a linear code over F_q of length n and minimum distance d. An LRC attaining the bound is said to be optimal. An LRC of dimension which equals the bound minus 1 is said to be almost optimal.

Constructing new linear codes with desirable properties has been an interesting research topic in coding theory. In this paper, we will present a construction of self-orthogonal divisible linear codes with locality 2 by the trace and norm functions over finite fields. Let m, m_1, m_2 be positive integers such that m_1 | m, m_2 | m and gcd(m_1,m_2) = e. Let Tr_qm_{i /q} be the trace function from F_qmi to F_q defined by

Tr_qm_{i /q}(x) = i−1 ∑_{j=0}^{xqi , x ∈ F}q^mi^{,i = 1,2.}

Let N_qm_{/q}m_i be the norm function from F_qm to F_qmi defined by

N_qm_{/q}m_i (x) = x^{1+qmi +···+(qmi )} m mi −1

= x^q m−1 qmi −1 , x ∈ Fqm ,i = 1,2.

Choose a defining set D = { x ∈ F_qm : Tr_qm_{2 /q}(N_qm_{/q}m_2 (x)) = 0 } . (2)

Define a q-ary linear code by

C_D = {( Tr_qm_{1 /q}(bN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x)) ) x∈D : b ∈ F_qm1 } . Let D^′ := D\{0}. We remark that the corresponding linear code C_D′ was studied for some special cases in [17]. The augmented code of C_D is defined by

C_D = {( Tr_qm_{1 /q}(bN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x) ) x∈D + c1 : b ∈ F_qm1 ,c ∈ F_q } , where 1 is the all-1 vector of length |D|. As was pointed out by Ding and Tang in [5], it is usually a challenge to determine the parameters of the augmented code of a linear code as we may require the complete weight information of this linear code. In [16], the parameters and weight distribution of C_D were given for the case m = m_1 = 2m_2. In this paper, we will mainly prove that C_D has locality 2 and determine the parameters and weight distribution of C_D in three more cases. Besides, we will prove that C_D is self-orthogonal and q-divisible in these cases. In particular, many optimal or almost optimal linear codes and locally recoverable codes will also be derived.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we present some notations and basic results on additive and multiplicative characters of finite fields and Gaussian sums.

2.1. Notations

The following notations will be used in this paper:

χ, χ_1, χ_2: canonical additive characters of F_q , F_qm1 , F_qm2 , respectively; λ, λ_1, λ_2: generators of multiplicative character groups of F_q , F_qm1 , F_qm2 , respectively; G(λ), G(λ_1), G(λ_2): Gaussian sums over F_q , F_qm1 , F_qm2 , respectively; α ,α_1, α_2: primitive elements of F^∗_qm , F^∗_qm_1 , F^∗_qm_2 , respectively; e: e = gcd(m_1,m_2); l: l = gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1).

2.2. Characters of finite fields and Gaussian sums

Let q = p^s with p a prime. Denote the primitive p-th root of complex unity by ζ_p. Define the additive character of F_q by the homomorphism χ from the additive group F_q to the complex multiplicative group C^∗ such that χ(x + y) = χ(x)χ(y) for all x,y ∈ F_q . For any a ∈ F_q , an additive character of F_q can be defined by the function χ_a(x) = ζ^{Trq/p(ax)}_p ,x ∈ F_q , where Tr_{q/p}(x) is the trace function from F_q to F_p . In addition, the set ^F_q := {χ_a : a ∈ F_q } is called the additive character group of F_q which consists of all q different additive characters of F_q . By definition, it is obvious that χ_a(x) = χ_1(ax). In particular, χ_0 is referred to as the trivial additive character and χ_1 is called the canonical additive character of F_q . The orthogonal relation of additive characters (see[13]) is given by

∑_{x∈Fq}^χa^{(x) =} { q if a = 0, 0 otherwise.

Let F^∗_q = ⟨β⟩. For each 0 ≤ j ≤ q − 2, a multiplicative character of F_q is defined as the homomorphism ψ from the multiplicative group F^∗_q to the complex multiplicative group C^∗ such that ψ(xy) = ψ(x)ψ(y) for all x,y ∈ F^∗_q . The function ψ_j(β^k) = ζ^{jk}_{q−1} for k = 0,1,··· ,q − 2 gives a multiplicative character, where 0 ≤ j ≤ q − 2. The set ^F^∗_q := {ψ_j : j = 0,1,··· ,q − 2} is called the multiplicative character group of F_q which consists of all the multiplicative characters of F_q . In particular, ψ_0 is called the trivial multiplicative character and η := ψ q−1_2 for odd q is referred to as the quadratic multiplicative character of F_q . The orthogonal relation of multiplicative characters (see[13]) is given by

∑_{x∈F∗q}^ψ j^{(x) =} { q − 1 if j = 0, 0 if j ≠ 0.

The conjugate ψ̄ of a multiplicative character of F_q is defined by ψ̄(x) = ψ(x) for x ∈ F^∗_q .

For an additive character χ and a multiplicative character ψ of F_q , the Gaussian sum over F_q is defined by

G(ψ,χ) = ∑ x∈F^∗_q ψ(x)χ(x).

In the following, we use G(ψ) to denote G(ψ,χ) for simplicity if χ is the canonical additive character. We can easily prove G(ψ_0) = −1 and G(ψ) = ψ(−1)G(ψ). If ψ ≠ ψ_0, we have |G(ψ)| = √ q [13]. Gaussian sums can be viewed as the Fourier coefficients in the Fourier expansion of the restriction of χ to F^∗_q in terms of the multiplicative characters of F_q [13], i.e.

χ(x) = 1 q − 1 ∑_{ψ∈^F∗q} G(ψ)ψ(x),x ∈ F^∗_q , (3)

where χ is the canonical additive character. In this paper, Gaussian sum is an vital tool to compute exponential sums. In general, determining the explicit values of Gauss sums is difficult. In some special cases, Gaussian sums were explicitly determined in [12][13].

In the following, we state the Gaussian sums in the semi-primitive case.

Lemma 2. [12, Semi-primitive case Gaussian sums] Let ϕ be a multiplicative character of order N of F^∗_r . Assume that N ≠ 2 and there exists a least positive integer j such that p^j ≡ −1 (mod N). Let r = p^{2 jγ} for some integer γ. Then the Gaussian sums of order N over F_r are given by

G(ϕ) = { (−1)^{γ−1} √ r i f p = 2,

(−1)^{γ−1+ γ(p j+1)N} √ r i f p ≥ 3.

Furthermore, for 1 ≤ s ≤ N − 1, the Gaussian sums G(ϕ^s) are given by

G(ϕ^s) = { (−1)^s √ r i f N is even, p, γ and^{p j+1}_N are odd, (−1)^{γ−1} √ r otherwise.

The well-known quadratic Gaussian sums are determined in the following.

Lemma 3. [13, Theorem 5.15] Suppose that q = p^s and η is the quadratic multiplicative character of F_q , where p is an odd prime. Then

G(η) = (−1)^{s−1}( √ p^∗)^s = { (−1)^{s−1} √ q i f p ≡ 1 (mod 4), (−1)^{s−1}( √ −1)^s √ q i f p ≡ 3 (mod 4),

where p^∗ = (−1)^{p−1}2 p.

3. Some exponential sums

In this section, we investigate two exponential sums which will be used to calculate the weight distribution of C_D.

Let m, m_1, m_2 be positive integers such that m_1 | m, m_2 | m. Let χ be the canonical additive character of F_q . Let χ_i be the canonical additive characters of F_qmi ,i = 1,2, respectively. Let b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 and c ∈ F^∗_q . Denote

Δ(b) = ∑

x∈F^∗_{qm} ∑y,z∈F^∗_q

χ_1(ybN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x))χ_2(zN_qm_{/q}m_2 (x)),

and Ω(b,c) = ∑

x∈F^∗_{qm} ∑y,z∈F^∗_q

χ_1(ybN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x))χ(yc)χ_2(zN_qm_{/q}m_2 (x)).

Lemma 4. [17, Lemma 3.5] Let m, m_1, m_2 be positive integers such that m_1 | m, m_2 | m. Denote gcd(m_1, m_2) = e. Let t_i =^{qmi −1}_{q−1} ,i = 1,2. The value distribution of Δ(b),b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 is given as follows.

(1) If e = 1, then Δ(b) =^{(qm−1)(q−1)2}

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) for all b ∈ F ∗ q^m1 .

(2) If e = 2, then

Δ(b) =

(q^m−1)(q−1)^2 (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m2}2 q^{m1+m2}2^{+1}

)_{qm1 −1} q+1 times,

(q^m−1)(q−1)^2 (q^{m1} −1)(q^{m2} −1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}q^{m1+m2}2

)_{q(qm1 −1)} q+1 times.

In the following, we investigate the exponential sum Ω(b,c),b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 ,c ∈ F^∗_q .

Lemma 5. Let m, m_1, m_2 be positive integers such that m_1 | m, m_2 | m. Denote gcd(m_1,m_2) = e, gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1) = l. Let ^F^∗_q = ⟨λ⟩, ^F^∗_qm_i = ⟨λ_i⟩, t_i =^{qmi −1}_{q−1} ,i = 1,2. For (b,c) ∈ F^∗_qm_1 × F^∗_q , then we have

Ω(b,c) =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{s∈S}

G(λ^{t1s}_1 )G(λ^{t2s}_2 )λ^{t1s}_1 (b)G(λ m1 e s )λ^{t1s}_1 (c),

where S =

{_{q−1}

l j : j = 0,1,··· ,^{qe−1}_{q−1} l − 1 } . Proof. For F^∗_qm = ⟨α⟩, let α_1 = α

qm−1 qm1−1 and α2 = α qm−1 qm2−1 . Then F∗

q^{m1} = ⟨α1⟩ and F ∗ q^{m2} = ⟨α2⟩. We

have

Ω(b,c) = ∑ y,z∈F^∗_q q^m−2

∑_{i=0}^χ1^{(ybα qm−1qm1 −1 i)χ(yc)χ}2^{(zα qm−1qm2 −1 i)}

= ∑_{y,z∈F∗q}^q m−2 ∑_{i=0}^χ1^{(ybαi}1^{)χ(yc)χ}2^{(zαi}2^)

By the Fourier expansion of additive characters in Equation (3), we have

Ω(b,c) = 1 (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{y,z∈F∗q} χ(yc)

q^m−2

∑_{i=0} ∑_{ψ1∈^F∗qm1}^{G(ψ}1^{)ψ}1^{(ybαi}1^)

× ∑_{ψ2∈^F∗qm2}^{G(ψ}2^{)ψ}2^{(zαi}2^) = 1 (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{y,z∈F∗q} χ(yc) ∑

ψ_j∈^F^∗_{qm j} j=1,2

G(ψ_1)G(ψ_2)ψ_1(yb)ψ_2(z)

× q^m−2

∑_{i=0}^ψ1^{(αi}1^{)ψ}2^{(αi}2^{).}

Since m_i | m, we obtain ord(ψ_i) | (q^m − 1), where i = 1,2. Therefore, we have

(ψ_1(α_1)ψ_2(α_2))^{qm−1} = 1 and q^m−2

∑_{i=0}^ψ1^{(αi}1^{)ψ}2^{(αi}2^{) = q} m−2 ∑_{i=0}^{(ψ}1^{(α}1^{)ψ}2^{(α}2^{))i} = { q^m − 1 if ψ_1(α_1)ψ_2(α_2) = 1, 0 otherwise.

Let ^F^∗_qm_i = ⟨λ_i⟩ such that λ_i(α_i) = ζ_qmi_{−1}, where i = 1,2. Assume that ψ_1 = λ^u_1 and ψ_2 = λ^v_2 for 0 ≤ u ≤ q^{m1} − 2 and 0 ≤ v ≤ q^{m2} − 2. If ψ_1(α_1)ψ_2(α_2) = 1, then ζ^u_qm_{1 −1}ζ^v_qm_{2 −1} = 1 which is equivalent to

(q^{m2} − 1)u + (q^{m1} − 1)v ≡ 0 (mod (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1)). (4)

This implies that (q^{m2} − 1)u + (q^{m1} − 1)v ≡ 0 (mod q^{mi} − 1),i = 1,2. Therefore, (q^{m2} − 1)u ≡ 0 (mod q^{m1} − 1) and (q^{m1} − 1)v ≡ 0 (mod q^{m2} − 1). It is known that

gcd(q^{m1} − 1,q^{m2} − 1) = q^{gcd(m1,m2)} − 1 = q^e − 1.

Then we have u ≡ 0 (mod^{qm1 −1}_{qe−1} ) and v ≡ 0 (mod^{qm2 −1}_{qe−1} ). Denote u = t_1s_1 and v = t_2s_2 for 0 ≤ s_1, s_2 ≤ q^e − 2, where t_1 =^{qm1 −1}_{qe−1} , t_2 =^{qm2 −1}_{qe−1} . Substituting u = t_1s_1, v = t_2s_2 into Equation(1), we have s_1 + s_2 = q^e − 1. Hence,

Ω(b,c) = q^m − 1 (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{y,z∈F∗q} χ(yc)

q^e−2

∑_{s2=0}^{G(λt1s2}1^{)G(λt2s2}2^{)λt1s2}1^{(yb)λt2s2}2^{(z)} = q^m − 1 (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1)

q^e−2

∑_{s2=0}^{G(λt1s2}1^{)G(λt2s2}2^{)λt1s2}1^{(b)} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^{χ(yc)λt1s2}1^{(y)}

× ∑_{z∈F∗q}^{λt2s2}2^{(z).}

Assume that F^∗_q = ⟨β⟩, where β = α

qm1 −1 q−1 1 = α

qm2 −1 q−1 2 . Hence, λ_1(β) = λ_2(β) = ζ_{q−1}.

Since gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1) = l, we have

∑_{z∈F∗q}^{λt2s2}2^{(z) = q−2}∑_{i=0}^{λt2s2}2^{(βi) = q−2}∑_{i=0}^{(ζ m2s2e}q−1^{)i} = { q − 1 if s_2 ≡ 0 (mod^{q−1}_l ), 0 otherwise.

Denote S = {s_2 : s_2 ≡ 0 (mod^{q−1}_l ),0 ≤ s_2 ≤ q^e − 2}. Let ^F^∗_q = ⟨λ⟩. Since λ_1(z) = λ(z) for z ∈ F_q , we have that

Ω(b,c) =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{s2∈S}

G(λ^{t1s2}_1 )G(λ^{t2s2}_2 )λ^{t1s2}_1 (b) ∑ y∈F^∗_q χ(yc)λ^{t1s2}_1 (y)

= (q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{s2∈S}

G(λ^{t1s2}_1 )G(λ^{t2s2}_2 )λ^{t1s2}_1 (b) ∑ y∈F^∗_q χ(yc)λ m1 e s_2 (y)

= (q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{s2∈S}

G(λ^{t1s2}_1 )G(λ^{t2s2}_2 )λ^{t1s2}_1 (b)G(λ m1 e s_2

)λ^{t1s2}_1 (c).

The proof is completed.

By Lemma 5, the value distribution of Ω(b,c) can be determined if the Gauss sums are known. In the following, we mainly consider some special cases to give the value distribution of Ω(b,c).

Lemma 6. Let l = 1 and other notations and hypothesises be the same as those of Lemma 5. If (b,c) runs through F^∗_qm_1 × F^∗_q , then the value distribution of Ω(b,c),b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 ,c ∈ F^∗_q is given as follows.

(1) If e = 1, then

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1)

,b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 ,c ∈ F^∗_q .

(2) If e = 2, then

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m2}2 q^{m1+m2}2^{+1}

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times,

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}q^{m1+m2}2

)_{q(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times.

Proof. If l = 1, by Lemma 5, we have that G(λ m1 e s_2

) = −1 and

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{s∈S}

G(λ^{t1s}_1 )G(λ^{t2s}_2 )λ^{t1s}_1 (b)λ^{t1s}_1 (c),

where S = { (q − 1) j : j = 0,1,...,^{qe−1}_{q−1} − 1 } . In the following, we discuss the value distribution of the exponential sum Ω(b,c) for e = 1,2, respectively.

(1) Assume that e = 1. It is clear that S = {0}. Then

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1)

,b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 ,c ∈ F^∗_q .

(2) Assume that e = 2. Then we have S = {(q − 1) j : j = 0,1,··· ,q}. Hence,

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) q ∑_{j=0}^{G(λ q}

m1 −1

q+1 j

1 )G(λ

qm2 −1

q+1 j

2 )λ

qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 (b)λ

qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 (c)

= −(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + q ∑_{j=1}^{G(λ q}

m1 −1

q+1 j

1 )G(λ

qm2 −1

q+1 j

2 )λ

qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 (b)

×λ qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 (c) ) .

Note that ord(λ

qm1 −1 q+1 1 ) = ord(λ

qm2 −1 q+1 2 ) = q + 1. Now we give the value distribution of Ω(b,c) in several cases.

• If q is even, by Lemma 2 we have G(λ qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 )G(λ

qm2 −1

q+1 j

2 ) = (−1)^{m1+m22} q^{m1+m22} ,1 ≤ j ≤ q.

Then

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m22} q^{m1+m22} q ∑_{j=1}^{λ q}

m1 −1

q+1 j

1 (b)

×λ qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 (c) ) . Let b = α^{s1}_1 ,c = α^{s2}_1 ,0 ≤ s_1 ≤ q^{m1} − 2,0 ≤ s_2 ≤ q − 2. Then we have q ∑_{j=1}^{λ q}

m1 −1

q+1 j

1 (b)λ

qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 (c) = q ∑_{j=1}^{ζ j(s2−s1)}q+1 = { q i f s_2 − s_1 ≡ 0 (mod q + 1), −1 otherwise.

Hence, the value distribution of Ω(b,c) is

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m2}2 q^{m1+m2}2^{+1}

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times,

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}q^{m1+m2}2

)_{q(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times.

• If q is odd and m_1 ≡ 0 (mod 4), we have m_2 ≡ 2 (mod 4) due to gcd(^{m2}_2 ,q − 1) = 1. Since

m_2

2 is odd and^{m1}_2 is even, by Lemma 2 we have G(λ qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 )G(λ

qm2 −1

q+1 j

2 ) = (−1)^{1+ j}q^{m1+m22} ,1 ≤ j ≤ q.

For b = α^{s1}_1 ,c = α^{s2}_1 ,0 ≤ s_1 ≤ q^{m1} − 2,0 ≤ s_2 ≤ q − 2, we have

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m22} q ∑_{j=1}^{(−1)1+ jλ q}

m1 −1

q+1 j

1 (b)

×λ qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 (c) )

= −(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m22} q ∑_{j=1}^{(−1)1+ jζ j(s2−s1)}q+1 ) . For s_2 − s_1 ≡ 0 (mod q + 1), we have q ∑_{j=1}^{(−1)1+ jζ j(s2−s1)}q+1^{= 1} and Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m22} ) . For s_2 − s_1 ≡^{q+1}_2 (mod q + 1), we have q ∑_{j=1}^{(−1)1+ jζ j(s2−s1)}q+1^{= −q} and Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 − q^{m1+m22 +1} ) . For s_2 − s_1 ≢ 0,^{q+1}_2 (mod q + 1), one can see that

ζ^{s2−s1}_{q+1} + ζ^{3(s2−s1)} q+1 + ··· + ζ^{q(s2−s1)}_{q+1} = 0 and ζ^{2(s2−s1)} q+1 + ζ^{4(s2−s1)} q+1 + ··· + ζ^{(q−1)(s2−s1)} q+1 = −1.

This implies that q ∑_{j=1}^{(−1)1+ jζ j(s2−s1)}q+1^{= 1} and Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m22} ) . Hence, the value distribution of Ω(b,c) is

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( 1 − q^{m1+m2}2^{+1}

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times,

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^{m1} −1)(q^{m2} −1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m2}2

)_{q(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times.

• If q is odd and m_1 ≡ 2 (mod 4), we have m_2 ≡ 2 (mod 4) due to gcd(^{m2}_2 ,q − 1) = 1. Since

m_2

2 is odd and^{m1}_2 is odd, by Lemma 2 we have

G(λ qm1 −1

q+1 j

1 )G(λ

qm2 −1

q+1 j

2 ) = (−1)^{2 j}q^{m1+m22} = q^{m1+m22} ,1 ≤ j ≤ q.

For b = α^{s1}_1 ,c = α^{s2}_1 ,0 ≤ s_1 ≤ q^{m1} − 2,0 ≤ s_2 ≤ q − 2, we have

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m22} q ∑_{j=1}^{λ q}

m1 −1

q+1 j

1 (b) )

= −(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m22} q ∑_{j=1}^{ζ j(s2−s1)}q+1^{λ q}

m1 −1

q+1 j

1 (c) ) . For (s_2 − s_1) ≡ 0 (mod q + 1), we have q ∑_{j=1}^{ζ j(s2−s1)}q+1^{= q} and Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m22 +1} ) . For (s_2 − s_1) ≡^{q+1}_2 (mod q + 1), we have q ∑_{j=1}^{ζ j(s2−s1)}q+1^{= −1} and Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 − q^{m1+m22} ) . For (s_2 − s_1) ≢ 0,^{q+1}_2 (mod q + 1), one can see that

ζ^{s2−s1}_{q+1} + ζ^{3(s2−s1)} q+1 + ··· + ζ^{q(s2−s1)}_{q+1} = 0 and ζ^{2(s2−s1)} q+1 + ζ^{4(s2−s1)} q+1 + ··· + ζ^{(q−1)(s2−s1)} q+1 = −1.

This implies that q ∑_{j=1}^{ζ j(s2−s1)}q+1^{= −1}

and Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( 1 − q^{m1+m22} ) . Hence, the value distribution of Ω(b,c) is

Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( 1 + q^{m1+m2}2^{+1}

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times,

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^{m1} −1)(q^{m2} −1) ( 1 − q^{m1+m2}2

)_{q(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times.

Note that the value distribution of Ω(b,c) can be represented in a unified form for e = 2. The proof is completed.

Lemma 7. Let l = 2,e = 1 and other notations and hypothesises be the same as those of Lemma 5. If (b,c) runs through F^∗_qm_1 × F^∗_q , then the value distribution of Ω(b,c),b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 ,c ∈ F^∗_q is given as follows.

Ω(b,c) =

(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( −1 − q^{m1+m2+1}2

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} 2 times,

(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( −1 + q^{m1+m2+1}2

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} 2 times.

Proof. Since l = 2,e = 1, by Lemma 5 we have that

Ω(b,c) =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ∑_{s∈S}

G(λ^{t1s}_1 )G(λ^{t2s}_2 )λ^{t1s}_1 (b)G(λ^{m1s})λ^{t1s}_1 (c),

where S = { 0,^{q−1}_2 } . It is clear that m_1 is odd and m_2 is even. Hence, by Lemma 3,

Ω(b,c) =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( −1 + G(λ^q

m1 −1 2 1 )G(λ

qm2 −1 2 2 )λ

qm1 −1 2 1 (b)G(λ q−1 2 m_1 ) ×λ^q

m1 −1 2 1 (c) )

= (q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( −1 + G(λ^q

m1 −1 2 1 )G(λ

qm2 −1 2 2 )λ

qm1 −1 2 1 (b)G(λ q−1 2 ) ×λ^q

m1 −1 2 1 (c) )

= (q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ( −1 − (−1)^{(p−1)(m1+m2+1)t4} q^{m1+m2+12} λ

qm1 −1 2 1 (b)

λ^q

m1 −1 2 1 (c) )

= (q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( −1 − q^{m1+m2+1}2

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} 2 times,

(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( −1 + q^{m1+m2+1}2

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} 2 times,

where (b,c) runs through F^∗_qm_1 × F^∗_q ,

4. The weight distribution and the locality of C_D

In this section, we will first give the weight distribution of C_D in some special cases. Then we will determine the locality of C_D.

4.1. The weight distribution of C_D

Since the norm function

N_qm_{/q}m_2 : F^∗_qm → F^∗_qm_2 ,x → y = x^q m−1 qm2 −1 ,

is an epimorphism of two multiplicative groups and the trace function Tr_qm_{2 /q} : F_qm2 → F_q is an epimorphism of two additive groups, the length of C_D is equal to

n = | D |=| Ker(N_qm_{/q}m_2 ) | ·(| Ker(Tr_qm_{2 /q}) | −1) + 1 = (q^m − 1)(q^{m2} − q)

q(q^{m2} − 1)

+ 1.

In the following, we determine the weight distribution of C_D. For each b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 , c = 0, let

N_b = ♯ { x ∈ F_qm : Tr_qm_{1 /q}(bN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x)) = 0 and Tr_qm_{2 /q}(N_qm_{/q}m_2 (x)) = 0 } . From [17, Section 4.1], we have

N_b = q^m − 1 q^2 ( 1 − q − 1 q^{m1} − 1 − q − 1 q^{m2} − 1 ) + 1 + 1 q^2

Δ(b). (5)

For each b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 ,c ∈ F^∗_q , denote by

N_{b,c} = ♯ { x ∈ F_qm : Tr_qm_{1 /q}(bN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x)) + c = 0 and Tr_qm_{2 /q}(N_qm_{/q}m_2 (x)) = 0 } .

By the orthogonal relation of additive characters, for each b ∈ F^∗_qm_1 ,c ∈ F^∗_q we have

N_{b,c} = 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈Fqm} ∑_{y∈Fq} ζ^{Trq/p(yTrqm1 /q(bNqm/qm1 (x))+yc)} p × ∑_{z∈Fq}^{ζTrq/p(zTrqm2 /q(Nqm/qm2 (x)))} p = 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈Fqm} ∑_{y∈Fq} ζ^{Trqm1 /p(ybNqm/qm1 (x))+Trq/p(yc)}

p ∑_{z∈Fq}^{ζTrqm2 /p(zNqm/qm2 (x))} p = 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈Fqm} ∑_{y∈Fq} χ_1(ybN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x))χ(yc) ∑ z∈F_q χ_2(zN_qm_{/q}m_2 (x)) = 1 q^2 + 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈F∗qm} 1 + 1 q^2 ∑_{y∈F∗q} χ(yc) + 1 q^2 ∑_{z∈F∗q} 1

+ 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{y∈F∗q} χ_1(ybN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x))χ(yc)

+ 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{z∈F∗q} χ_2(zN_qm_{/q}m_2 (x)) + 1 q^2 ∑_{y∈F∗q} ∑_{z∈F∗q} χ(yc)

+ 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{y,z∈F∗q} χ_1(ybN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x))χ(yc)χ_2(zN_qm_{/q}m_2 (x))

= q^m − 1

q^2 + 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{y∈F∗q} χ_1(ybN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x))χ(yc)

+ 1 q^2 ∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{z∈F∗q} χ_2(zN_qm_{/q}m_2 (x)) + 1 q^2

Ω(b,c).

It is obvious that

∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^χ1^{(ybN}q^m/q^m1^{(x))χ(yc) =} ∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{y∈F∗q}^χ1^{(ybx qm−1qm1 −1 )χ(yc)} = q^m − 1 q^{m1} − 1 ∑_{y∈F∗q} χ(yc) ∑

x∈F^∗_{qm1}

χ_1(ybx)

= q^m − 1 q^{m1} − 1 , and ∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{z∈F∗q}^χ2^{(zN}q^m/q^m2^{(x)) =} ∑_{x∈F∗qm} ∑_{z∈F∗q}^χ2^{(zx qm−1qm2 −1 )} = q^m − 1 q^{m2} − 1 ∑_{z∈F∗q} ∑_{x∈F∗qm2} χ_2(zx)

= −(q − 1) q^m − 1 q^{m2} − 1 .

Then we have

N_{b,c} = q^m − 1 q^2 ( 1 + 1 q^{m1} − 1 − q − 1 q^{m2} − 1 ) + 1 q^2

Ω(b,c). (6)

Theorem 8. Let m, m_1, m_2 be positive integers such that m_1 | m, m_2 | m, where gcd(m_1,m_2) = e = 1, gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1) = l = 1. Then C_D is a three-weight

[_{(qm−1)(qm2 −q)}

q(q^m2 −1) + 1,m1 + 1 ] linear code and its weight distribution is given in Table 1. In particular, C_D is a q-divisible self-orthogonal code if m_1 ≥ 2,m_2 ≥ 2 and q is an odd prime power.

Table 1: Weight distribution of C_D for e = l = 1.

Weight Frequency 0 1 (q^m−1)(q^m2 −q)

q(q^m2 −1) + 1 q − 1 q^{m1−1}(q^m−1)(q−1)(q^{m2−1}−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) q m_1 − 1

(q^m−1)(q^{m2−1}−1)(q^{m1} −q^{m1−1}−1) (q^{m1} −1)(q^{m2} −1) + 1 (q m_1 − 1)(q − 1)

Proof. By Lemma 4 and Lemma 6, we know that

Δ(b) =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1)^2 (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) , and Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m − 1)(q − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) , where gcd(m_1,m_2) = e = 1, gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1) = l = 1. For any codeword

c_{b,c} = ( Tr_qm_{1 /q}(bN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x) ) x∈D + c1 ∈ C_D,

let wt(c_{b,c}) denote its Hamming weight. Case 1. If b = 0,c = 0, then we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = 0.

Case 2. If b = 0,c ≠ 0, then we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n =

(q^m − 1)(q^{m2} − q)

q(q^{m2} − 1)

+ 1.

Case 3. If b ≠ 0,c = 0, then by Equation (5) we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n − N_b = q^{m1−1}(q^m − 1)(q − 1)(q^{m2−1} − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) .

Case 4. If b ≠ 0,c ≠ 0, then by Equation (6) we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n − N_{b,c} = (q^m − 1)(q^{m2−1} − 1)(q^{m1} − q^{m1−1} − 1) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1)

+ 1.

Then the weight distribution follows. The dimension of C_D is m_1 + 1 as the zero codeword occurs once when (b,c) runs through F_qm1 × F_q . In particular, C_D is a q-divisible self-orthogonal code if m_1 ≥ 2,m_2 ≥ 2 by the weight distribution and Lemma 1.

Example 9. Let m = 6, m_1 = 2, m_2 = 3 and q = 3. Then C_D is a 3-divisible self-orthogonal code with parameters [225,3,141] and weight enumerator 1 + 16z^{141} + 8z^{168} + 2z^{225}. It is confirmed to be correct by Magma.

Theorem 10. Let m, m_1, m_2 be positive integers such that m_1 | m, m_2 | m, where gcd(m_1,m_2) = e = 2, gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1) = l = 1, (m_1,m_2) ≠ (2,2). Then C_D is a five-weight linear code with parameters [_{(qm−1)(qm2 −q)}

q(q^m2 −1) + 1,m1 + 1 ] and its weight distribution is given in Table 2. If m = m_1,m_2 = 2 and

q > 2, the minimum distance of C_D^⊥ is 3. If m = m_1 > 4,m_2 = 2 and q = 2, then C_D^⊥ is distanceoptimal according to the sphere-packing bound with minimum distance 4. Besides, C_D is a qdivisible self-orthogonal code if m_1 ≥ 2,m_2 ≥ 2,m_1 + m_2 ≥ 6 and q is an odd prime power.

Table 2: Weight distribution of C_D for e = 2,l = 1.

Weight Frequency 0 1 (q^m−1)(q^m2 −q)

q(q^m2 −1) + 1 q − 1 (q^m−1)(q−1) ( q^{m1−1}(q^{m2−1}−1)−(−1)^{m1+m2}2 (q−1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−1} )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) q^m1 −1 q+1 (q^m−1)(q−1) ( q^{m1−1}(q^{m2−1}−1)−(−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}(q−1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−2} )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) q(q^m1 −1) q+1 (q^m−1) ( (q^{m2−1}−1)(q^{m1} −q^{m1−1}−1)+(−1)^{m1+m2}2 (q−1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−1} )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) + 1

(q^m1 −1)(q−1) q+1 (q^m−1) ( (q^{m2−1}−1)(q^{m1} −q^{m1−1}−1)+(−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}(q−1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−2} )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) + 1 q(q^{m1} −1)(q−1) q+1

Proof. By Lemma 4 and Lemma 6, we know that

Δ(b) =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1)^2 (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) and Ω(b,c) =

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m2}2 q^{m1+m2}2^{+1}

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times,

−(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^{m1} −1)(q^{m2} −1) ( 1 + (−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}q^{m1+m2}2

)_{q(qm1 −1)(q−1)} q+1 times, where gcd(m_1,m_2) = e = 2, gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1) = l = 1. For any codeword

c_{b,c} = ( Tr_qm_{1 /q}(bN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x) ) x∈D + c1 ∈ C_D,

let wt(c_{b,c}) denote its Hamming weight. Case 1. If b = 0,c = 0, then we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = 0.

Case 2. If b = 0,c ≠ 0, then we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n =

(q^m − 1)(q^{m2} − q) q(q^{m2} − 1)

+ 1.

Case 3. If b ≠ 0,c = 0, then by Equation (5) we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n − N_b

=

(q^m−1)(q−1) ( q^m1^{−1}(q^m2^{−1}−1)−(−1)^{m1+m2}2 (q−1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−1} )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) q^m1 −1

q+1 times,

(q^m−1)(q−1) ( q^m1^{−1}(q^m2^{−1}−1)−(−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}(q−1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−2} )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) q(q^{m1} −1)

q+1 times.

Case 4. If b ≠ 0,c ≠ 0, then by Equation (6) we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n − N_{b,c}

=

(q^m−1) ( (q^{m2−1}−1)(q^{m1} −q^{m1−1}−1)+(−1)^{m1+m2}2 (q−1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−1} )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) + 1 (q^{m1} −1)(q−1)

q+1 times,

(q^m−1) ( (q^{m2−1}−1)(q^{m1} −q^{m1−1}−1)+(−1)^{m1+m22 +1}(q−1)q^{m1+m22 −2} )

(q^{m1} −1)(q^{m2} −1) + 1 q(q^m1 −1)(q−1)

q+1 times.

Then the weight distribution follows. The dimension of C_D is m_1 + 1 as the zero codeword occurs once when (b,c) runs through F_qm1 × F_q .

In the following, we will determine the minimum distance of C_D^⊥ with m = m_1,m_2 = 2. Denote

ω_1 =

(q^m − 1)(q^{m2} − q) q(q^{m2} − 1)

+ 1,

ω_2 =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1) ( q^{m1−1}(q^{m2−1} − 1) − (−1)^{m1+m2}2 (q − 1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−1} ) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) , ω_3 =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1) ( q^{m1−1}(q^{m2−1} − 1) − (−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}(q − 1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−2} ) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) ,

ω_4 = ( (q^{m2−1} − 1)(q^{m1} − q^{m1−1} − 1) + (−1)^{m1+m2}2 (q − 1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−1} ) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) · (q^m − 1) + 1,

ω_5 = ( (q^{m2−1} − 1)(q^{m1} − q^{m1−1} − 1) + (−1)^{m1+m2}2^{+1}(q − 1)q^{m1+m2}2^{−2} ) (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) · (q^m − 1) + 1.

By the second,third, fourth and fifth Pless power moments in [18], we have

∑^5_{i=1} ωiAω_i = q^m(qn − n − A^⊥_1 ), ∑^5_{i=1} ω^2_i Aω_i = q^{m−1}[(q − 1)n(qn − n + 1) − (2qn − q − 2n + 2)A^⊥_1 + 2A^⊥_2 ], ∑^5_{i=1} ω^3_i Aω_i = q^{m−2}[(q − 1)n(q^2n^2 − 2qn^2 + 3qn − q + n^2 − 3n + 2) − (3q^2n^2 − 3q^2n − 6qn^2 + 12qn + q^2 − 6q + 3n^2 − 9n + 6)A^⊥_1 + 6(qn − q − n + 2)A^⊥_2 − 6A^⊥_3 ], ∑^5_{i=1} ω^4_i Aω_i = q^{m−3}[(q − 1)n(q^3n^3 − 3q^2n^3 + 6q^2n^2 − 4q^2n + q^2 + 3qn^3 − 12qn^2 + 15qn − 6q − n^3 + 6n^2 − 11n + 6) − (4q^3n^3 − 6q^3n^2 + 4q^3n − q^3 − 12q^2n^3 + 36q^2n^2 − 38q^2n + 14q^2 + 12qn^3 − 54qn^2 + 78qn − 36q − 4n^3 + 24n^2 − 44n + 24)A^⊥_1 + (12q^2n^2 − 24q^2n + 14q^2 − 24qn^2 + 84qn − 72q + 12n^2 − 60n + 72)A^⊥_2 − (24qn − 36q − 24n + 72)A^⊥_3 + 24A^⊥_4 ],

where n =^{(qm−1)(qm2 −q)}

q(q^m2 −1) + 1, m is even and Aω^i (1 ≤ i ≤ 5) denotes the frequency of each weight ωi

in Table 2. Solving the above system of linear equations gives A^⊥_1 = A^⊥_2 = 0,

A^⊥_3 =

(q^m − 1)(q^2 − 3q + 2)(q + q^m + 2q^2 + (−1)^{3m}2 q^m2^{+1} − (−1)^{3m}2 q^m2^{+2}) 6(q + 1)^3 . If q > 2, then A^⊥_3 > 0 and the minimum distance of C_D^⊥ is 3. If q = 2, we can verify that A^⊥_3 = 0 and A^⊥_4 =

(2^m − 1)(2^{2m} − 12 · 2^m − 16(−1)^{3m}2 2^m2 ) 1944 > 0, where m = m_1 > 4. Then the minimum distance of C_D^⊥ is 4 for q = 2 and C_D^⊥ is distance-optimal according to the sphere-packing bound.

The divisibility of C_D follows from its weight distribution and its self-orthogonality follows from Lemma 1.

Example 11. Let m = m_1 = 4, m_2 = 2, and q = 3. Then C_D is a 3-divisible self-orthogonal [21,5,12] ternary code with weight enumerator 1 + 100z^{12} + 120z^{15} + 20z^{18} + 2z^{21}, and its dual has parameters [21,16,3] by Theorem 10. These results are confirmed to be correct by Magma. Besides, we remark that C_D is distance-optimal according to the Griesmer bound and its dual is also distanceoptimal by the database at http://www.codetables.de/.

Example 12. Let m = m_1 = 6, m_2 = 2, and q = 3. Then C_D is a 3-divisible self-orthogonal [183,7,108] ternary code with weight enumerator 1 + 182z^{108} + 1092z^{120} + 546z^{126} + 364z^{129} + 2z^{183}, and its dual has parameters [183,176,3] by Theorem 10. These results are confirmed to be correct by Magma. Besides, we remark that the dual of C_D is distance-optimal by the database at http://www.codetables.de/.

Example 13. Let m = m_1 = 6, m_2 = 2, and q = 2. Then C_D is a [22,7,8] linear code with weight enumerator 1 + 21z^8 + 42z^{10} + 42z^{12} + 21z^{14} + z^{22}, and its dual has parameters [22,15,4] by Theorem 10. These results are confirmed to be correct by Magma. Besides, we remark that C_D and the dual of C_D are both distance-optimal by the database at http://www.codetables.de/.

Example 14. Let m = m_1 = 8, m_2 = 2, and q = 2. Then C_D is a [86,9,38] linear code with weight enumerator 1 + 85z^{38} + 170z^{40} + 170z^{46} + 85z^{48} + z^{86}, and its dual has parameters [86,77,4] by Theorem 10. These results are confirmed to be correct by Magma. Besides, we remark that the dual of C_D is distance-optimal by the database at http://www.codetables.de/.

Theorem 15. Let m, m_1, m_2 be positive integers such that m_1 | m, m_2 | m, where gcd(m_1,m_2) = e = 1, gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1) = l = 2. Then C_D is a four-weight linear code with parameters [^{(qm−1)(qm2 −q)}_{q(q}m_{2 −1)} + 1,m_1 + 1] and its weight distribution is given in Table 3. In particular, C_D is a q-divisible selforthogonal code if m_1 ≥ 2,m_2 ≥ 2,m_1 + m_2 ≥ 5 and q is an odd prime power.

Table 3: Weight distribution of C_D for e = 1,l = 2.

Weight Frequency 0 1 (q^m−1)(q^{m2} −q)

q(q^m2 −1) + 1 q − 1 q^{m1−1}(q^m−1)(q−1)(q^{m2−1}−1) (q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) q m_1 − 1

(q^m−1) ( (q^{m2−1}−1)(q^{m1} −q^{m1−1}−1)+(q−1)q^{m1+m2−3}2 )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) + 1

(q^m1 −1)(q−1) 2 (q^m−1) ( (q^{m2−1}−1)(q^{m1} −q^{m1−1}−1)−(q−1)q^{m1+m2−3}2 )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) + 1

(q^m1 −1)(q−1) 2

Proof. By Lemma 4 and Lemma 7, we know that

Δ(b) =

(q^m − 1)(q − 1)^2 (q^{m1} − 1)(q^{m2} − 1) and Ω(b,c) =

(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^{m1} −1)(q^{m2} −1) ( −1 − q^{m1+m2+1}2

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} 2 times,

(q^m−1)(q−1) (q^{m1} −1)(q^{m2} −1) ( −1 + q^{m1+m2+1}2

)_{(qm1 −1)(q−1)} 2 times.

where gcd(m_1,m_2) = e = 1, gcd(^{m2}_e ,q − 1) = l = 2. For any codeword

c_{b,c} = ( Tr_qm_{1 /q}(bN_qm_{/q}m_1 (x) ) x∈D + c1 ∈ C_D,

let wt(c_{b,c}) denote its Hamming weight. We consider the following cases. Case 1. If b = 0,c = 0, then we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = 0.

Case 2. If b = 0,c ≠ 0, then we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n =

(q^m − 1)(q^{m2} − q) q(q^{m2} − 1)

+ 1.

Case 3. If b ≠ 0,c = 0, then by Equation (5) we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n − N_b = (q^m − 1)(q^{m2} − q) q(q^{m2} − 1)

+ 1.

Case 4. If b ≠ 0,c ≠ 0, then by Equation (6) we have

wt(c_{b,c}) = n − N_{b,c}

=

(q^m−1) ( (q^m2^{−1}−1)(q^m1 −q^m1^{−1}−1)+(q−1)q^{m1+m2−3}2 )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) + 1 (q^{m1} −1)(q−1)

2 times,

(q^m−1) ( (q^m2^{−1}−1)(q^m1 −q^m1^{−1}−1)−(q−1)q^{m1+m2−3}2 )

(q^m1 −1)(q^m2 −1) + 1 q(q^{m1} −1)(q−1)

2 times.

Then the weight distribution follows. The dimension of C_D is m_1 + 1 as the zero codeword occurs once when (b,c) runs through F_qm1 × F_q .

Example 16. Let m = 6, m_1 = 3, m_2 = 2, and q = 3. Then C_D is a 3-divisible self-orthogonal ternary [183,4,99] code with enumerator 1+26z^{99} +26z^{126} +26z^{141} +2z^{183} by Theorem 15. These results are confirmed to be correct by Magma.

4.2. The locality of C_D

In this subsection, we will determine the locality of C_D. The conventional definition of linear locally recoverable codes is presented as follows.

Definition 17. [11] Let C be a linear code over F_q with a generator matrix G = [g_1,g_2,··· ,g_n]. If g_i is a linear combination of at most r other columns of G, then r is called the locality of the i-th symbol of each codeword of C . Besides, C is called a locally recoverable code with locality r if all the symbols of codeword of C have locality r.

In the following, we will use Definition 17 to determine the locality of C_D.

Lemma 18. For the defining set D in Equation (2), if x ∈ D and l ∈ F^∗_q , then we have lx ∈ D.

Proof. The desired conclusion directly follows from the properties of trance and norm functions.

In the following, we determine the locality of C_D.

Theorem 19. Let D be the defining set defined in Equation (2). If q > 2, then C_D is a locally recoverable code with locality 2.

Proof. Let F^∗_qm_1 = ⟨α_1⟩. Then {α^0_1,α^1,··· ,α^{m1−1}_1 } is a F_q -basis of F_qm1 . Let d_1,d_2,··· ,d_n be all the elements in D. Without loss of generality, let d_n = 0 due to 0 ∈ D. By definition, the generator matrix G of C_D is given by

G := 1 ··· 1 Tr_qm_{1 /q}(α^0_1N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_1)) ... Tr_qm_{1 /q}(α^0_1N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_n)) . . ... . . Tr_qm_{1 /q}(α^{m1−1}_1 N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_1)) ··· Tr_qm_{1 /q}(α^{m1−1}_1 N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_n)) .

For convenience, we assume that g_i denotes the i-th column of G, i.e.,

g_i = ( 1,Tr_qm_{1 /q}(α^0_1N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_i)),··· ,Tr_qm_{1 /q}(α^{m1−1}_1 N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_i))

)_T , where 1 ≤ i ≤ n. By Lemma 18, we know that ld_i ∈ D for any l ∈ F^∗_q if d_i ∈ D. Let F^∗_q = ⟨β⟩ and u = β^{−t} ∈ F_q \{0,1} such that gcd(^m_{m1} ,q − 1) | t for 0 < t < q − 1. Then there exists integer s such

that^{sm}_{m1} ≡ t (mod q − 1). Let l := β^s and v = 1 − u. Then u · l^{mm}1 = 1. For any d_i with 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1 and d_n = 0, let d_j := ld_i ∈ D and we can verify that

1 = u + v, Tr_qm_{1 /q}(α^0_1N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_i)) = uTr_qm_{1 /q}(α^0_1N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_j)) + vTr_qm_{1 /q}(α^0_1N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_n)), . . Tr_qm_{1 /q}(α^{m1−1}_1 N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_i)) = uTr_qm_{1 /q}(α^{m1−1}_1 N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_j)) + vTr_qm_{1 /q}(α^{m1−1}_1 N_qm_{/q}m_1 (d_n)).

This means that g_i is a linear combination of g_j and g_n, where 1 ≤ i ≤ n − 1. Since v ≠ 0,1, it is clear that g_n is also a linear combination of g_i and g_j. Then C_D is a locally recoverable code with locality 2 according to Definition 17.

In the following, we will present some optimal or almost optimal locally recoverable codes. According to Inequality (1), for an [n,k,d] locally recoverable code over F_q with locality r, we have

k ≤ min

1≤t≤n/(r+1) { tr + k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − t(r + 1),d) } ≤ r + k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − (r + 1),d). (7)

Example 20. Let m = m_1 = 4, m_2 = 2 and q = 3. Then C_D has parameters [21,5,12] by Theorem 10 and locality 2 by Theorem 19. For n = 21,d = 12,r = 2, by the Griesmer bound, we have

k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − (r + 1),d) = k^{(q)}_{opt}(18,12) = 3,

Then the right hand of Inequality (7) equals 5 and min 1≤t≤n/(r+1) { tr + k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − t(r + 1),d) } = 5.

Therefore, C_D is an optimal ternary [21,5,12] locally recoverable code with locality 2 with respect to the Cadambe-Mazumdar bound.

Example 21. Let m = m_1 = 4, m_2 = 2 and q = 4. Then C_D has parameters [52,5,36] by Theorem 10 and locality 2 by Theorem 19. Note that C_D is a distance-optimal linear code according to the database at http://www.codetables.de/. For n = 52, d = 36 and r = 2, by the Griesmer bound, we have

k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − (r + 1),d) = k^{(q)}_{opt}(49,36) = 4. and k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − 2(r + 1),d) = k^{(q)}_{opt}(46,36) = 2.

Since tr = 2t ≥ 6 for t ≥ 3, for the right hand of the Cadambe-Mazumdar bound we have min 1≤t≤n/(r+1) { tr + k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − t(r + 1),d) } = min_{t=1,2} { tr + k^{(q)}_{opt}(n − t(r + 1),d) } = 6.

Therefore, C_D is an almost optimal quaternary [52,5,36] locally recoverable code with locality 2 with respect to the Cadambe-Mazumdar bound.

5. Concluding remarks

In this paper, based on the augmentation technique, we constructed a family of linear codes by the trace and norm functions. The parameters and weight distribution of the codes were determined in some cases by Gaussian sums. The codes have only three, four or five nonzero weights in these cases. In particular, the codes constructed in this paper have the following interesting properties.

• The codes in Theorems 8, 10 and 15 are all q-divisible codes for large enough m_1 and m_2;

• The codes in Theorems 8, 10 and 15 are all self-orthogonal codes for odd prime power q and large enough m_1 and m_2;

• The codes in Theorem 10 contain two infinite subfamilies of projective codes. In Theorem 10, there is also an infinite family of distance-optimal binary linear codes with parameters [_{2m+2}

3 ,^{2m+2}_3 − m − 1,4 ] for even m > 4.

• If q > 2, C_D is a locally recoverable code with locality 2 by Theorem 19. Some optimal or almost optimal locally recoverable code were also obtained.

We remark that locally recoverable codes with locality r ≪ k are useful in distributed storage systems. The self-orthogonal codes in this paper can be used to construct even lattices by the main results in [10].

Availability of data and materials Not applicable.

Declarations

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest relevant to the content of this article.

References

[1] L. D. Baumert, R. J. McEliece, Weights of irreducible cyclic codes, Inform. Control 20 (2) (1972) 158-175.

[2] V. R. Cadambe, A. Mazumdar, Bounds on the size of locally recoverable codes, IEEE Trans.

Inform. Theory 61 (11) (2015) 5787-5794.

[3] C. Ding, Linear codes from some 2-designs, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 61 (6) (2015) 3265- 3275.

[4] K. Ding, C. Ding, A class of two-weight and three-weight codes and their applications in secret sharing. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 61 (11) (2015) 5835-5842.

[5] C. Ding, C. Tang, Designs from linear codes, 2nd edn, World Scientific, Singapore, 2022.

[6] Z. Du, C. Li, S. Mesnager, Constructions of self-orthogonal codes from hulls of BCH codes and their parameters, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 66(11) (2020) 6774-6785.

[7] C. Li, Q. Yue, A class of cyclic codes from two distinct finite fields, Finite Fields Appl 34 (2015) 305-316.

[8] Y. Wu, Y. Lee, Binary LCD codes and self-orthogonal codes via simplicial complexes, IEEE Commun. Letters 24 (6) (2020) 1159-1162.

[9] Y. Wu, Y. Lee, Self-orthogonal codes constructed from posets and their applications in quantum communication, Math. 8 (9) (2020) 1495.

[10] Z. Wan, A characteristic property of self-orthogonal codes and its application to lattices, Bulletin of the Belgian Mathematical Society-Simon Stevin 5 (2/3) (1998) 477-482.

[11] P. Huang, E. Yaakobi, H. Uchikawa, Binary linear locally repairable codes, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 62 (11) (2016) 6268-6283.

[12] B. C. Berndt, R. J. Evans, K. S. Williams, Gauss and Jacobi sums, Wiley, 1998. [13] R. Lidl, H. Niederreiter, Finite fields, Cambridge university press, 1997. [14] P. Gopalan, C. Huang, H. Simitci, S. Yekhanin, On the locality of codeword symbols, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 58 (11) (2012) 6925-6934.

[15] J. Hao, S. Xia, K. W. Shum, B. Chen, F. Fu, Y. Yang, Bounds and constructions of locally repairable codes, parity-check matrix approach, IEEE Transa. Inform. Theory 66 (12) (2020) 7465-7474.

[16] Z. Heng, X. Li, Y. Wu, Q. Wang, Two families of linear codes with desirable properties from some functions over finite fields, arXiv:2401.01135v2 [cs.IT].

[17] Z. Heng, Q. Yue, A construction of q-ary linear codes with two weights, Finite Fields Appli.

48 (2017) 20-42.

[18] W. C. Huffman, V. Pless, Fundamentals of Error-Correcting Codes, Cambridge university press, 2003.

[19] C. Huang et al, Erasure coding in windows azure storage, Proc. USENIX Annu. Tech. Conf.

Boston, MA, USA, 2012.

[20] M. Kiermaier, S. Kurz, On the lengths of divisible codes, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 66 (7) (2020) 4051-4060.

[21] S. Kurz, Divisible codes, arXiv:2112.11763v2[cs.IT], 2022.

[22] X. Kong, X. Wang, G. Ge, New constructions of optimal locally repairable codes with superlinear length, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 67 (10) (2021), 6491-6506.

[23] X. Li, Z. Heng, Self-orthogonal codes from p-divisible codes, arXiv: 2311.11634[cs.IT]. [24] J. Liu, S. Mesnager, L. Chen, New constructions of optimal locally recoverable codes via good polynomials, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 64 (2) (2018) 889-899.

[25] G. Micheli, Constructions of locally recoverable codes which are optimal, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 66 (1) (2020) 167-175.

[26] D. S. Papailiopoulos, A. G. Dimakis, Locally repairable codes, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 60 (10) (2014) 5843-5855.

[27] M. Sathiamoorthy et al, XORing elephants: Novel erasure codes for big data, Proc. 39th Int.

Conf. Very Large Data Bases (PVLDB). (2013) 325-336.

[28] I. Tamo, A. Barg, A family of optimal locally recoverable codes, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 60 (8) (2014) 4661-4676.

[29] P. Tan, C. Fan, C. Ding, C. Tang, Z. Zhou, The minimum locality of linear codes, Des. Codes Cryptogr. 91 (2023) 83-114.

[30] H. N. Ward, Divisible codes, Arch. Math. 36 (1) (1981) 485-494. [31] H. N. Ward, Divisible codes–a survey, Serdica Math. J. 27 (4) (2001) 263-278. [32] H. N. Ward, Divisibility of codes meeting the Griesmer bound, J. Combin. Theory A 83 (1) (1998) 79-93.

[33] J. H. Griesmer, A bound for error-correcting codes, IBM Journal of Research and Development 4 (5) (1960) 532-542.

[34] Z. Zhou, X. Li, C. Tang, C. Ding, Binary LCD codes and self-orthogonal codes from a generic construction, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory 65 (1) (2018) 16-27.