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Abstract

An additive code is an IF j-linear subspace of IF,. over IFgm, which is not a linear subspace over
IFym. Linear complementary pairs(LCP) of codes have important roles in cryptography, such as
increasing the speed and capacity of digital communication and strengthening security by improving
the encryption necessities to resist cryptanalytic attacks. This paper studies an algebraic structure
of additive complementary pairs (ACP) of codes over IFgm. Further, we characterize an ACP
of codes in analogous generator matrices and parity check matrices. Additionally, we identify a
necessary condition for an ACP of codes. Besides, we present some constructions of an ACP of
codes over IFym from LCP codes over IFym and also from an LCP of codes over IF,. Finally, we
study the constacyclic ACP of codes over IF» and the counting of the constacyclic ACP of codes.
As an application of our study, we consider a class of quantum codes called Entanglement Assisted
Quantum Error Correcting Code (EAQEC codes). As a consequence, we derive some EAQEC

codes.

Keywords: Additive codes, Additive complementary pairs of codes, Linear complementary pairs of

codes, Constacyclic IF ;-linear codes.

2020 AMS Classification Code: 94B05; 11T71.

1 Introduction

Linear complementary pairs (LCP) of codes, which were introduced by Bhasin et al. in [22], are
extensively explored for wide application in cryptography (see [2, 6]). Further, we refer to some
papers [1, 7, 11] on the LCP of codes over a finite field, and we point out that complementary pairs
of codes without linearity properties have an essential role in constructing quantum code (see [23]).
Thus, it is a useful context for studying non-linear complementary pairs of codes in coding theory.
In particular, we study additive complementary pairs (ACP) of codes that extend the analogous of
additive complementary dual (ACD) codes. With this point of view, lots of research has been done
for additive complementary dual (ACD) codes (see [24, 25, 26]). LCP of codes is a generalization of
linear complementary dual (LCD) codes. The notion of LCD codes was introduced by Massy in [20]
and later studied in [8, 9, 10, 11, 21].
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Besides, the study of additive codes has gathered significant attention due to their theoretical
significance and practical applications. One prominent application of additive codes lies in quantum
error correction, where they are employed to protect quantum information from errors induced by noise
or other environmental factors. Additionally, additive codes find utility in secret-sharing schemes, where
they facilitate the secure distribution of confidential information among multiple parties, ensuring that
only authorized subsets of participants can reconstruct the original secret [18]. Additive codes represent
a crucial class of codes within coding theory, introduced by Delsarte et al. [13]. Generally, additive
codes are subgroups of the underlying abelian group. Further, Huffman [17] provided an algebraic
structure for additive cyclic codes over IF4. Through ongoing research and exploration, the potential of
additive codes continues to expand, offering valuable insights and solutions in the realms of information
theory, quantum computing, and cryptography (see [14]). Recently, Shi et al. [25] developed a theory
of ACD codes over IFy for trace Euclidean and Hermitian inner products. The authors introduced a
nice construction of ACP codes over IF4 from binary codes in the same paper. They also established
that ACD codes are potentially related to LCD codes. In the same spirit, Choi et al. [12] studied ACP
codes over finite field IFym» with m > 2 in a general setup of trace inner product. They also provided
new construction of ACP codes with respect to trace-Euclidean, Hermitian, and Galois inner products.
This general setup showed that ACD codes are related to LCD codes. In this same paper, they further
computed good numerical examples of ACP codes. Motivated by these papers, we study the theory of
additive complementary pair (ACP) of codes. We further derive some construction of ACP of codes.
This paper establishes a relationship between the LCP of codes and the ACP of codes.

IF,[X IFn[X
q[ ] -submodule of ﬁ

(X7 —X\) (X —X\)
code over IFgm, where A € IF:; and m > 2. In paper [5], the authors studied the algebraic structure

On the other hand, an is a A-constacyclic IF,-linear additive

of A-costacyclic IF-linear additive code over IF;m. In the same paper, they developed a theory for
self-orthogonal and self-dual negacyclic IF-linear codes over I ;. The authors in paper [26] deduced a
theory for additive cyclic and cyclic IFa-linear ACD codes over IF4 of odd length for the trace Euclidean
and Hermitian inner product. They also provided a characterization for subfield subcodes. Inspired
by these papers, we will study the constacyclic IF,-linear ACP of codes and counting of constacyclic

IF-linear ACP of codes.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, firstly, we sketch basic definitions, notations, and
results on IF -linear additive codes over IFym, and secondly, we recall some useful results for our context
from constacyclic IF j-linear additive codes over IF;m. Section 3 deals with the characterization of ACP
of codes with respect to the general inner product on IFgm. Some constructions of ACP of codes are
presented in Section 4. Further, we count a formula for constacyclic ACP of codes in Section 5. Finally,
we show an application on EAQEC codes in Section 6 and obtain some examples of EAQEC codes.

The paper concludes in Section 7.



2 Some preliminaries

2.1 IF,-linear additive codes

Let IF, and IFym be the finite fields with cardinality ¢ and ¢, respectively, and characteristic p (see
for more details [12]). A nonempty subset C' of IFjm (where m > 1) is called an IF,-linear additive
code if C'is an IF-linear subspace of IFjm. Note that an IF-linear additive code of IFjm is an IF -linear

code over IF m of length n. Now, we define a bilinear mapping

B : ]Fgm X IFZm — IF, such that

((al,ag, .. ,an), (bl, bQ, . ,an)) —> B((al, as, ... ,an), (bl, bg, . ,an)) = ZTr(ﬂiaiﬂ'(ba(i))) (1)
=1

where Tr : IFgm — IF, is the trace mapping defined by z — = + 29+ --- + xqmil, m is a field

automorphism on IFgm and o : {1,2,...,n} — {1,2,...,n} is a permutation with corresponding

matrix P such that
1 ifi=0(j);

0 otherwise,

M = diag(pi1, p2; - - -, ) is an nxn matrix over Iym with p; € Iy, and (a1, ag, ..., an), (b1,b2,...,bn) €
IFim. Note that B is not symmetric in general. B satisfies the following property
(a) B is non-degenerate;
(b) Radp(B) = {a € IFym | B(a,x) =0 for all x € Fym} is an IF -linear subspace of IF¢m;
(c) Radr(B) ={a € Fym | B(y,a) =0 for all y € IF}n } is an IFy-linear subspace of IFym.

For an IFy-linear additive code C over IF m, the left-dual of C' is denoted as C*r, defined by
Ctr ={ac IFim | B(a,c) =0 for all c € C'}

and the right-dual of C is denoted as CR, defined by
citr ={ac IFim | B(c,a) =0 for all c € C}.

Note that C+~ and C1% are IF-linear subspace of IFym. It is not difficult to show that Ctr and C+r

satisfy the conditions

dimp, (C) + dimp, (C*F) = nm
dimp, (C) 4 dimp, (C+R) = nm (3)
()t = (Ot =

2.2 Constacyclic IF -linear additive codes

In this subsection, we assume that ged(n, p) = 1. Suppose that ) is an element of IF} with multiplicative

order t. Consequently, ged(nt,p) =1 as t is divisor of ¢ — 1. Now we spell out some notations for our



contexts as follows.
e Set N = nt.

e Denote Ci(b) = {i,ib,ib?,...} (mod N) as the b-cyclotomic coset containing i modulo N where
i€{0,1,...,n— 1} and b is either ¢ or ¢".

e Denote the cardinality of Ci(b) as \Ci(b)\.
We need the following lemma for the enrichment of our context. So, we deliver the lemma as follows.
Lemma 2.1. /5, Lemma 2.1/
(a) If ged(|C\?|,m) = 1, then C\V = 7",
(b) If m is a factor of ]Ci(q)\, then ]Ci(q)] = m]Ci(qm)] and Ci(q) = Ci(qm) U Ci(gm) U...u C}jﬁl, where
o™

il ,0<j <m—1 are pairwise disjoint with same cardinality.

Let X be an indeterminate over IFy». Now consider the quotient ring
S

o BN X
Rox = (X=X ,6:% (pi(X)) ZG:%ICZ :

where X" — X = [] pi(X) with each p;(X) is an irreducible polynomial in IF,[X], corresponding
i=0

IF,[X
g-cyclotomic coset C}‘i_)tj and K; = o q([X)]) for 0 < j < s. Further, consider the quotient ring
J
Rilq ) _ 4 _ q _ 7 (6)
Ve~ Dan D
na = ] Mi(X) wi (X) | ol | W[ X]
where X A = [ M;(X) with each M;(X) is a polynomial in IFym[X]| and Z; = (X)) for
=0 pi
0<j<pwithp=r+(s—r)m=ms— (m—1)r and
(X if 0<i<nr;
i) = { 49 ogiss
Gt (k=1)m+1(X) @t (k—1)m+2(X) - Gryem(X) 1<k <s—r
Here each ¢;(X) is an irreducible polynomial in IF,m[X], corresponding ¢"™-cyclotomic coset Cﬁ)tj for

0 <j <s. Denote F; = @) L, 1 (;—1)m+h, for 1 <i < s —r. For more details to see [5, Section 2].

We next recall that an IF,-linear additive code of length n over IF m is defined as an IF,-linear

subspace of IFjm. In view of the above discussion, we have the following:
Proposition 2.1. [5, Lemma 3/

a) FEach nonempty A-constacyclic IF-linear additive code C' in IF7m can be uniquely expressed as
q q

c=ape.d--Pc.. (7)



where each Cj is a unique K;-subspace of Z;, for 0 < i <r and Cyyy is a unique K;-subspace of
Frap for1 <k <s—r.

(b) Conversely, let D; be an IKC;-subspace of Z;, for 0 < i < r and D,1 be an K;-subspace of Fyik
for 1 <k <s—r. Then the direct sum

D=DiPD: P PDs (8)

is an A-constacyclic IF ;-linear additive code over IF jm .

3 Characterization of ACP of codes

For two IF j-linear additive codes over IFym, C and D, the pair (C, D) is called an additive complemen-
tary pair (ACP) of codes if C' ®p, D = Fym. Equivalently, a pair (C, D) is an ACP of codes if and
only if C'N D = {0} and dimy, (C) 4 dimg, (D) = nm. Then we have following results.

Lemma 3.1. Let C and D be two IF-linear subspaces of Wym. With respect to the inner product B
(see Equation (1)), we have the following:

1) (C+ Dytr =cCtenDhe;
2) (C+ D)*& = C+r N DLR;
3) C*+L + DL = (CND)*E;

4) Ctr 4 Dtr = (C N D)*R.
Proof. 1) Let z € (C + D)*~. Then
B(z,a)=0forallae C+ D = B(z,c+d)=0forall ceC,deD.

If d =0 then B(z,¢) =0 forallc € C = z € C*r.
Similarly If ¢ = 0 then B(x,d) =0 for all d € D, = x € DL,
Hence, z € C*L N DL,

For the other direction, let y € C+2 N DL,
Then B(y,c¢) = 0 for all ¢ € C and B(y,d) = 0 for all d € D. That implies, B(z,c + d) =
B(x,c) + B(x,d) =0 forall c€ C, d € D. Hence, x € (C + D)*r.

2) It can be proved as in 1).

3) C+r 4+ Dt = ((CHe + DJ'L)J'R)J'L (see Equation (4)).
Hence, C+2 + D+t = (C N D)** (follows from 2).

4) It can be proved as in 3).

Then we have the following Theorem.



Theorem 3.2. Let C and D be two IF -linear subspaces of Fym. With respect to inner product B (see
Equation (1)), the followings are equivalent.

1) the pair (C,D) is an ACP of codes;

2) the pair (C+L, DYL) is an ACP of codes;

3) the pair (C+2, DR) is an ACP of codes.
Proof. In order to prove that 1), 2) and 3) are equivalent, it is enough to show that 1) and 2) are
equivalent. Let us assume that the pair (C, D) is an ACP of codes. Then CND = {0} and dimy (C)+
dimp, (D) = nm. That is, C +p, D = IFjm. Then using result in Lemma 3.1[Item 1], we have

Ctrn D4 = {0} and from result in Equation (2), we have dimp, (C1%) +dimp, (D+%) = nm. Hence,
(C+r,D*1) is an ACP of codes.

Conversely, suppose that the pair (C+£, D+2) is an ACP of codes, which gives that Ct2ND+r = {0}
and C*+L +p, D*2 = IF},. From Lemma 3.1, it follows that C' 4+, D = IF}» and CND = {0}. Hence,
(C,D) is an ACP of codes. O

For a matrix G = (g;;) with entries g;; € IFgm, we denote the matrix Tr(G) = (Tr(g;j)) over IF,.

The following theorem presents an characterizion of an ACP of codes.

Theorem 3.3. If C and D are two IF-linear additive codes over IFgm of length n with generator matri-

m(G2)

n, where 7 is a field automorphism on Fgm and o : {1,2,...,n} = {1,2,...,n} is a permutation

G
ces G1 and Ga, respectively. If the pair (C, D) is an ACP of codes, then rank (Tr (M < m(Gh) > P>>

with corresponding matriz P such that

Pij:{ 1 ifi=o(j)

0 otherwise,

M = diag(p1, p2; - - -, pn) s an n X n matriz over I gm with p; € IFym.

m(G)

m(Go

that <TT <M < m(G1) )P)) #T = 0. This gives that (Tr (M ( m(Gh) )P)) 2T = 0 and
7T(G2) 0

0
(Tr (M (Ga) P |z" = 0. That implies B(z,c) = 0 for all ¢ € C and B(x,d) = 0 for all
(G2

d € D, that is z € C*% and € DL, Hence, z(# 0) € C+2 N D2, Then (C+£, D*L) is not an
ACP of codes and that implies (C, D) is not an ACP of codes (see Theorem 3.2). This contradicts the

Proof. Let assume that rank | Tr | M P < n. Then there exists z(# 0) € IF} such

hypothesis that (C, D) is an ACP of codes. Hence rank (Tr (M < ngli ) P)) =n. O
(G2

We can have similar result in terms of parity check matrices as in the following Corollary.



Corollary 3.4. If C and D are two IF-linear additive codes over IFym of length n with parity check ma-

m(Ha)

n, where 7 is a field automorphism on Fgm and o : {1,2,...,n} = {1,2,...,n} is a permutation

H
trices Hy and Ha, respectively. If the pair (C, D) is an ACP of codes then rank (Tr <M ( m(Hh) > P>> =

with corresponding matriz P such that

1 ifi=0(4);
. )
0 otherwise,
M = diag(p1, p2; - - -, pn) s an n X n matriz over Igm with p; € .

In general, the converse of Theorem 3.3 is not correct. The following example illustrates it.

Example 3.5. Take IF, = IFy and IFyn = IFy with 7 is identity automorphism on IFym. Let C and D

1 1 0
be two IFy-linear additive codes over IF4 of length 3 with generator matrices G1 = w w 0 and
w? 0 w?
1 1 1
Gi=| w w w |, respectively, where w is a primitive root of IFy. It is easy to see that CND # {0},
w w 0

G
as (w, w, 0) € CND. Hence (C,D) is not an ACP of codes. However, rank <T7‘ ( Gl )) =3.
2

Now, we present a necessary and sufficient condition for an ACP of codes.
Theorem 3.6. Let C and D be two IF ;-linear additive codes over IF ym of length n with generator matri-

ces G1 and Go and parity check matrices Hy and Hs, respectively. Assume that dimlpq(C)—i-dimIFq (D) =
mn. Then the pair (C,D) is an ACP of codes if and only if rank <Tr <H2M(7r (Gl)P)T)) =

rank(Gy1) and rank <Tr <H1M(7T (Gg)P)T)) = rank(G2) where M and P are defined as in The-

orem 3.5.

Proof. Suppose that rank (Tr <H2M (7 (Gh) P)T>> = rank(G1) and rank (T?“ <H1M (7 (G2) P)T>> =
rank(Gz). To prove (C,D) is an ACP of codes, we need to show that C N D = {0}. Let G; be an



k x n matrix and G be an nm — k x n matrix. If x € C N D then

r = aGy and z = Gy where a € IF), 8 € IFZm_k,
= m(a)n(G1) = w(B)7(G2), where 7 is a field automorphism on IFgm,
= m(a)w(G1)P = w(B)w(G2) P, where o : {1,2,...,n} — {1,2,...,n}

is a permutation with corresponding matrix P such thatP;; = { Lt = U.(j);

0 otherwise,

— M (n(G1)P)" w(a)T = M (x(G2)P) " x(8),

where M = diag(p1, pi2; - - -, pin) is an n x n matrix over IFm with p; € Fym,
— HyM (7(G1)P) " 7(a)" = HoM (n(G2)P) " x(8)" =0,

HM (n(G2)P)" w(8)" = HiM (n(G1)P)" m(a)" =0,

— 7w(a) = 0 as rank (TT (HQM (m (Gh) )T>> = rank(Gy),
T

(G1) P
7(B) =0 as rank <Tr (HlM (m (G2) P) )> = rank(Gs).

Hence, = 0 i.e., C N D = {0}. As by hypothesis dim,(C) + dim, (D) = mn, the pair (C, D) is an
ACP of codes.

Conversely, let us suppose that the pair (C, D) is an ACP of codes. Let rank (TT <H2M (7 (Gh) P)T>> <
rank(Gy). Then there exists x(# 0) € IFy such that <Tr (HQM (m (Gh) P)T)) x' = 0. That implies,
<Tr (HQM (m (zGy) P)T)) = 0. That is, zG; € D. As already, G € C, zG1(# 0) € C N D, which
contradicts the fact that the (C, D) is an ACP of codes. Therefore, rank (TT (HoD7 (Gh) P)T> =

rank(Gy). Similarly, we can prove that rank (TT <H1M (7 (Ga2) P)T>> = rank(Gs). O
Example 3.7. Take IF, = IFy and IFym = IF4. Let C and D be two Fa-linear additive codes over
1 1 0 1 0 1
IFy of length 3 with generator matrices Gy = | w 0 w and Gg = 1 1 1 |, respectively,
0 w w w o w w
where w s a primitive root of Fy. Here, we take M, m and o are all identity. Consider a parity
1 1 1 1 0 1
check matrices Hy = w o ow w and Hy = ( 1 10 of C' and D, respectively. Then
w2 w? 0 w 0 w
1 0 w 0 1 w 0 01
HG] = | 1 w w and H1G = 0 w w? |. Here, Tr(H1Gg) = | 0 1 1 | and
w 0 w? w2 0 0 100
0 01
Tr(HyG{)=| 0 1 1 | which are having rank 3. Hence, (C, D) is ACP over IF4 (see Theorem 3.6).
1 0 1



4 Building-up construction for ACP of codes

We first present some constructions of IF,-linear additive code over IF,m by using a linear code over
IF m. Recall that a linear code over IFym of length n is a subspace of IFyn. Let G be a (k x n) generator
matrix of a linear code C' over IFym. AsIF,m forms a vector space over IF,, consider {1, a, a? .. ,am )

a basis of IF;m over IF,. Denote

am G

It can be shown that G is a generator matrix of an IF -linear additive code, say C, corresponding to
the linear code C over IF m. Next, we will present a construction of ACP of codes from LCP of codes
over IF,m. Towards the LCP of codes, we define a general inner product on IF m, which is the analog

of the inner product B (see Equation (1)), using the bilinear mapping

B IFZm X IF‘gm — IF;m such that

((a17a27"'7an)7(b17b27"'7an))'_>B((abaQ""7an)7(b17b27"'7 Zlulal o‘(z (10)

where p;,0, and 7 are as defined in Equation (1). Notice that, in general, B is not symmetric. A pair
of codes (C’ D) of length n over IF m is called an LCP of codes if C OF,m D =T" gm- That is, a pair of
codes (C, D) of length n over IF m is LCP if and only if CND = {0} and dim (C)+d1m1p (D) =n.
The following proposition presents a characterization of LCP of codes over IF,» with respect to the

inner product B (see Equation (10)).

Proposition 4.1. Let C' and D be two linear codes of length n over IF m with generator matrices G,

Gs and parity check matrices Hy, Ho, respectively. Then the followings are equivalent.

1. The pair ( C’ is LCP.

2. The rank Pl =n.

~ ~ T ~ ~ ~ T ~
3. The rank <(H2D7T (Gl) P> > = rank(G1) and rank <T7‘ <G1D7T (G2> P) ) = rank(Gz).
Additionally, dimp ., (C) + dimp,, (D) =n.
Here, m is a field automorphism on IFgm, o : {1,2,...,n} — {1,2,...,n} is a permutation with

sz{ L ifi=olj);

0 otherwise,

corresponding matriz P such that

and M = diag(p1, pi2, - -, ftn) s an n X n matriz over IFym with p; € Wim as defined in Equation (1).

The proof of this Proposition is similar to the proof of the Theorem 3.6. Now we will present an



ACP of codes from a given pair of LCP of codes.

Proposition 4.2. Let C, D be two linear codes of length n over IFym. Let C, D be the codes constructed
from C, D, respectively, as presented in Equation (9). If the pair (é, [)) is an LCP of codes over IF gm
then (C, D) is an ACP of codes over IF jm.

Proof. Let G1, Gy be generator matrices of the linear codes C, D, respectively. Using Equation 9,
construct G; and G9 which are generator matrices of C', D, respectively. Since (C’,D) is an LCP of
codes, dimp,, (@) + dimp, (D) = n and that implies dimy, (C) +dimp, (D) = mn. We need to prove
that C' N D = {0}. In contrary, assume that there exists a non-zero x € IFy such that x € C'N D.

Then = = 4Gy = JG5 for some v € IF¥ § ¢ ]F;”"_k where k = rank(G1) and mn — k = rank(Gz).

q
Then from Equation (9), we have that x € C'ND. Since z is nonzero vector in IFy, it contradicts that
(C, D) is an LCP. Hence, (C, D) is an ACP of codes. O

Converse of Proposition 4.2 is not correct in general. For this, we demonstrate an example as

follows.

Example 4.1. Toke I, = IFy and Fyn =1IFy. Let C and D be two IFa-linear additive codes over IFy

1 1 0 1 0 1
of length 3 with generator matrices G1 = | w 0 w | and Gy = 1 1 1 |, respectively, where
0 w w w o w w

w is a primitive root of IFy. Here, (C,D) is ACP over IFy. It is easy to see that C N D # {0}, as
(w0 w) € CND. Therefore, (C, D) is not an LCP of codes over TFy.

For a = (a1,as,...,a,) € (]Fgm) and a code C, define
aC := {(a1c1,a2¢c2,...,ancy) | (c1,c2,...,¢, € C)}.

Note that, for a € (]F:;m)n, aC'is an IF;-linear additive code if C' is an IF-linear additive code. Recall
that a linear code C := [n, k, d] over IFym is MDS if d =n — k + 1.

Theorem 4.2. Let C, D be two linear codes of length n over IFym. Let C, D be the codes constructed
from C, D, respectively, as presented in Equation (9). Assume that at least one of codes C.D is MDS

and dimp _,, (C) + dimp ,, (D) = n. Then there exists a € (F;m)n such that a pair (aC, D) is an ACP

of codes.

Proof. Since ¢"™ > 4, by [1, Theorm 5.4|, there exists a € (IF‘Zm)n such that (aC, D) is an LCP of
codes over IF,m. By Proposition 4.2, we obtain that (aC, D) is an ACP of codes. O

Let IF, be a finite field with ¢ > 3, = be transcendental over IF, and P, = {f € IF,z] :
deg(f) < k —1}. For b = (a1,0a2,...,a,) € IFy, where ;s are distinct elements in IF,, let
RSi(b) ={(f(a1), f(a2),..., f(an)) | f € Px} be a k-dimensional Reed-Solomon code which is MDS.
Then RSk(b) is [n,k,n — k + 1] code and RSk(b)* is a [n,n — k, k + 1] code.

Denote RSk(b) be the IF,-linear additive code corresponding linear code RSk(b) over IFym and

—

RSk(b)+ be the IF,-linear additive code corresponding linear code RSy (b)over IF m.

10



Example 4.3. From above discussion, RSk(b) = {(f(a1), f(a2),...,f(an)) | f € P} be a k-
dimensional Reed-Solomon code. Then by Theorem 4.2, there exists a € (IF:;m)n such that a pair
(aRm), Sk(b)1) is an ACP of codes over IFgm.

Let C be a linear code over IF,m of length n with generator matrix G. We define two different

expansions of C as éexl and éem generated by the generator matrices

éem:(g g) andéem:(P’ é),

respectively, where A € IFym, P € IFgm and P'T e IF';m. We now construct an ACP of codes from the

expansions of an ACP of codes.

Theorem 4.4. Let C and D be two linear codes over IF m such that a pair (C~', l~)) is an ACP of codes
(using identity w, o and M in Proposition 4.1). Then there exist A € ]F:;m and P € (IFZm)* such that
the pair (é’eml,bm) is an LCP of codes over IFgm.

Proof. Let C and D be two linear codes over IF ;= with generator matrices G1 and Ga, respectively. Con-

- ~ ~ A P ~ ~
sider the codes Cey, and D.,, with generator matrices Gez, = < 0 G and Geg, = ( PTGy ),
1

respectively, where A € IF;m, non-zero P is an (1xn) matrix over IF;m and P’ is an 1x (n—k) sub-matrix

- . G
of P. Since, a pair (C, D) is an LCP of codes over IF,m, then by Proposition 4.1, rank < él ) =n.
2

rank 0 (31 =n. (11)
PIT G2

Hence,

Let C; be a linear code over IF,m generated by ( 0 Gy > It is easy to see that C; N Dm = {0} by
Equation (11). Since, C} + Doz, € Cop, 4+ Deg,, dimp (C1 + Dey,) < dimp, (Cozy, + Des,)

= dimp, (C~'1)—|—dimlpqm (Dm)—dimﬂ:qm (C1NDey,) < dimp, (C’eml)—l—dimlpqm (bem2)—dimﬂ:q7,L (Cew,N
Dey,) = dimp, (Cegy N Degy) < 1.

- AP
G -
Further, we choose A € IF = such that det < e > = det 0 Gy # 0. Note that there
exr2 P/T é2
exist such A satisfying the condition. Then from Proposition 4.1, we have that (éexl, Eexz) is an LCP

of codes over IF m. O

We denote Cgz, be an IF-linear additive code over IFym corresponding to a linear code éexl over
IFym (see Equation (9)).

Corollary 4.5. Let C and D be two linear codes over IFym such that a pair (é,[)) is an LCP of
codes (using identity w, o and M in Proposition 4.1). Then the pair (Cez,, Dex,) is an ACP of codes

over IFgm.

11



Proof. By Theorem 4.4 with combine Proposition 4.2, we have our results. O

Example 4.6. Let C' and D be two linear codes over Fg with generator matrices

11 1 1 1 1 1
1 w w? W Wt W Ws
1 0 1 b wt wt Wb
Gi=1]1 wb W’ wt W Ww? w and Go = , respectively,
0 1 wb w* ot Wb 1
1 w? wt W ow W WP
1 Wb W w Wb oWt W2

where w s a primitive root of IFg. It can be shown that <C’, l~)> is an LCP of codes over IFg. By Corol-
lary 4.5, (Cexyy Dex,) is an ACP of codes over IFs. However, a generator matrices of C and D of the

W oWl W Wt w w2 10

o 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

0 1 w w? ¥ wt W W wS 1 Wb wt o wt Wh
Jorm Gea, = 0 1 wl W wt W W ow and Gea, = w3 Wb owt wt Wb o1

0 1 w? w' Wb w W W

0 1 W w? w W Wt W

We further derive a construction of ACP of codes over IFym from given m numbers of LCP of codes

over IF, as follows.

Theorem 4.7. Let C; : [n,k;] and D; : [n,n —

a;’s are distinct elements of IFym such that {ao, a1, ..

k;] be two linear code over Iy, for 1 <i <m —1. If

., 1} are linearly independent over I, and

m—1 m—1
(Ci, D;) is an LCP for 0 < i < m — 1, then the pair <Z a;Ci, > aiDi> is an ACP of codes over
i=0 i=0
IFym.
m—1 m—1
Proof. Let C' = ) o;C; and D = ) «a;D;. Now we need to show that dimp, (C) + dimp, (D) = mn

=0 =0
and CND = {0}. From the hypothesis, we have dimp, (C;) 4 dimg, (D;) = n for 0 < i < m—1. Hence
m—1
dimp, (C) + dimg, (D) = mn. To prove the second condition, take z € C'ND. Then z = ) a;c; and
=0
m—1
x =Y. ayd; for some ¢; € C; and d; € D;, where 0 < i < m — 1. Therefore,
=0
m—1 m—1 m—1
Z o;C; = Z aidi - Z (0%} (Ci — dl) = 0. (12)
i=0 i=0 i=0
Since {ag, a1, ..., qn_1} are linearly independent over IFy, ¢; = d;, for all i : 1 <4 < m — 1. Further
as (Cy,D;)isan LCP foralli:1<i<m—1, ¢ =d; =0. Hence, C N D = {0}. O

We next observe the following.

Proposition 4.3. Let C = [n,k], D :=
matriz G of C and a parity check matriz H of D. Suppose that C’eml, Dm are two linear codes with

d ~ . - 1 ¢ -
& ) of Cezy and a parity check matriz Hey, = ( 0 i ) 0f Deg,,

[n.n — k] be two linear codes over IFgm with a generator

a generator matrix éexl = < 0

12



where ¢ € éexl, de éeTxl Let C, D be IF,-linear additive codes over IFgm corresponding to the linear
codes CN'GZE1 and l~)em2, respectively over IFym (as in Equation (9)) If the pair (C, D) is an LCP of codes
(using identity 7w, o and M in Proposition 4.1), then (C, D) is an ACP of codes.

Proof. From Proposition 4.2, it is enough to show that (C’ewl,f)e%) is an LCP of codes. By the
construction of éexl and [)em, we obtain that éexl is a linear code of length n 4 1 over IF m with

dimension k£ + 1 and l~)em2 is a linear code of length n 4 1 over IFym with dimension n — k. It implies

that dim (éexl) + dim (ﬁem) =n -+ 1. Now we have to show that éexl N [?em = {0}.

Let z € éexl N f)exz. This implies = = aéexl = BG9, where o € IF];#ZI, RS IFZEk and Go is a
generator matrix of Dm. This gives that aéemlﬁ;2 =0 as Ggﬁ@w = 0. Then

- - 1 d 1 0 1+de” 0
T _ _ _
aGeleex2—0:>a<oé><dT ~T)—0:>oz< 0 ~~T)_

Since (é, [)) is an LCP of codes (using identity =, o and M in Proposition 4.1), from Proposition 4.1,
we get that rank <éﬁT> = k. Hence as rank <éﬁT> =kanddc' =0, wehavea =0ie,z=0. O

5 Constacyclic IF';-linear ACP of codes over IF';»

This section focuses on counting formulas for constacyclic IF -linear ACP of codes over IF,m. Recall
that two constacyclic IF-linear codes C' and D over IFym form an ACP of codes if C @IFQ D =1Fjm.
Let denote ¢; = ¢%. In the following theorem, we derive necessary and sufficient conditions under
which a pair of constacyclic IF,-linear codes over IF;m form an ACP of codes (using identity =, o and

M in Proposition 4.1).

Theorem 5.1. Let C and D be two A-constacyclic IF -linear additive codes over IFym , whose Canonical
decompositions are given by (7) and (8), respectively. Then the pair (C, D) forms an ACP of codes
(using identity w, o and M in Proposition 4.1) if and only if C; @’Ci D, =1;, for 0 < i <r and
Crik EBICT+k Dy =Frip, for1<k<s—r.

Proof. The proof can be easily derived using Proposition 2.1. O

In order to study constacyclic IF -linear ACP of codes over IFym, we first recall that, |IC;| = q%,

where |C{,,;| = d; for all 0 < i < 5. Further |Z;| = (¢™% = |K;|™, for all 0 < i < r. Also,
|Friil = (@™)%+* = |Kppi|™, where |Ci]+t(r+k)| = dyyp for all 1 < r+k < s—r. This implies

that Z; is an K;-linear space of Ki" for 0 < ¢ < r and Fy4, is an Kyy,-linear space of K, for

m
1 <k <s—r. Itis well known that the number of IF 4;-subspace of IFZ?% is equal to Z [ m =

v=0 v qi

(@ —D)(¢" —q)- (¢ — ¢
v—1

(¢ — (@ —a) (¢ — g

. From the above discussion, we have the following theorem.

13



Theorem 5.2. The number of A-constacyclic ACP of codes over IFym is equal to

. - m vim—v
(|| e
i=1 v=0 q;
Proof. By Theorem 5.1, the pair (C, D) is an ACP if and only if C; Py, D; = Z;, for 0 < i < r and

Crik @’ka pik = Fryk for 1 <k < s —r. Equivalently, (C, D) is an ACP if and only if (C;, D;) is
an LCP for all 0 <i < s. If (C;, D;) form an LCP for 0 < ¢ < s, then the number of choices of C; is

equal to
qi

v=0 v

and the number of choices of D; is equal to

(qzm — qz)( 4q; qu_l) B (q qln 1) — q'm—v.
(@ =)@ =) (g =g
Therefore, the number of ACP of codes (C, D) is
#en) =TT (3| 7| ae
i=1 \v=0 qi
This completes the proof. O

We present a numerical example as follows.

Example 5.3. Take, ¢ = 32 and consider cyclic IF3-linear additive code over IFs2 of length 10. In this
special case, we have p=3,m =2,A=1 and n = 10. Neat, X'© — 1 = Hfzopi(X), where

=1+X+X>4+ X34+ X1
—1+2X + X2 4+2X3+ x4

are irreducible polynomials in I3[ X]. By Theorem 5.2, we deduce that the number of cyclic IF3-linear
ACP of codes over IF32 of length 30 equals

3 3
=11 Z [ ] @) =] @+ 2a) = 4,40,89.
3di i=0

i=0 \v=0

14



6 An application on EAQEC codes

In this section, we construct entanglement assisted quantum error correcting (EAQEC) codes from
IF,-linear ACP of codes. At first we present some basic concepts and notations on quantum codes.
Let C? denote the g-dimensional Hilbert space over the complex field C and K be a finite field with
characteristic p. Any n-qubit state is denoted by [v) = 3", xn Vala) where vy € C with Y, jen |val* =
1 and the set {|la) = |a1) ® -+ ® |an) : (a1,...,a,) € K"}. For any two vectors a = (ag,...,a,)
and b = (b1,...,b,) of K", the corresponding tensor products of n error operators are given by
T(a) =T(a1)®---®T(a,) and R(b) = R(b1)®---®@R(b,). We define the error set £, := {y'T(a)R(b) :

0<i<p-1;a,be€ K"} where 7 is a complex primitive p-th root of unity. E, forms an error group.

Now, T(a)|v) = |v + a) and R(b)|v) = v/ ®P¥) |y} For any error e = v/T(a)R(b), we define
the quantum weight of e as

wq(e) = {i: (ai,bi) # (0,0)}.

A positive integer d is called the minimum distance of g-ary quantum code @, if the following are

satisfied
e for any |u), |v) with (u,v) = 0 such that (ule|v) = 0;
e ec E,(d—1), where E, (i) = {e € E,, : wg(e) < i}.

A g-ary quantum code with parameters length n, dimension k£ and minimum distance d is denoted
by [[n,k,d]];. An EAQEC code represented as [[n, k, d; c]],, encodes k logical qubits into n physical
qubits with ¢ copies of maximally entangled states. The performance of an EAQEC code is evaluated
through its rate % and net rate kT_c, which can be positive, negative or zero. If the net rate of an
EAQEC code is zero then it does not mean that no qubits are transmitted by this code. It actually
means that a number of bits of entanglement is needed that is equal to the number of bits transmitted.
The EAQEC codes with positive net rate are used in Quantum communication where as EAQECCs
with negative net rate are used as Catalytic codes in Quantum computing (See [3, 4, 16] for more
details). When ¢ = 0, the EAQEC code reduced to a standard stabilizer code. EAQEC codes can be

regarded as generalized quantum codes.

A construction of EAQEC codes from the classical linear codes is provided by Wilde and Burne
in [27].

Proposition 6.1. /27, Corollary 1] Let Cy : [n,ki,d1] and Co : [n,ke,ds] be two linear codes with
parity check matrices Hy and Ha, respectively. Then there exists an FEAQEC code [[n,ky + ko —n +

c,min{dy,da}; clly, where ¢ = rank(Hy1Hy ) is the required number of marimally entangled states.

Now, we will present a theorem which will be useful for designing EQECC codes later in this section.

Towards this, for an IF,-linear additive code C' over IFym of length n, we define
Tr(C):={Tr(c): ce C}.

Note that T'r(C) is a linear code over IF, of length n. We call T'r(C) is a Trace code of C. Further, if
G is a generator matrix of C, then Tr(G) (defined in Section 3)is a generator matrix of Tr(C).

15



Theorem 6.1. Let C' and D be two IF-linear additive codes over IF m of length n. If the pair (C, D)
is an ACP of codes over IF m (using identity m, o and M in Proposition 4.1), then (Tr(C),Tr(D))
is an LCP of codes over IFy. In particular, if C is an additive complementary dual (ACD) codes over
IFym (using identity w, o and M in Proposition 4.1), then Tr(C) is an LCD codes over IF,.

Proof. Let G1 and G be two generator matrices of C' and D, respectively. Since, the pair (C, D) is an
ACP of codes over IF ;m (using identity 7, o and M in Proposition 4.1), then by Theorem 3.3, we obtain

T
that rank | Tr 1 = n. This gives that rank r(G1) =n. Since Tr(G1) and Tr(G2) are
G2 TT’(GQ)
generator matrices of Tr(C) and Tr(D), respectively, from Proposition 4.1, we get (Tr(C),Tr(D)) is
an LCP of codes over IF,. O

We have the following theorem deducted from Proposition 6.1.

Theorem 6.2. Let C' and D be two IF ;-linear additive codes over IFgm of length n such that Tr(C) =
[n,k1,d1] and Tr(D) := [n, ke, ds]. Let parity check matrices of C and D be Hy and Hs, respectively .
Then there exists an EAQEC code [[n, ky+ka—n-+c, min{dy,da}; c]], where ¢ = rank(Tr(H,)Tr(Hy)")

is the required number of maximally entangled states.

Corollary 6.3. Let (C, D) be an ACP of codes of Wym such that Tr(C) := [n,ki,d1] and Tr(D) :=
[n, ko, ds]. Let parity check matrices of C and D be Hy and Hs, respectively. Then there exists an
EAQEC code [[n,c,min{dy,da};c]], where ¢ = rank(Tr(Hy)Tr(H3)") is the required number of mawi-
mally entangled states. Moreover, if D = C* with parity check matriz H, then there exists an EAQEC
code [[n, kyi,di;n — killq.

It is well known that rank(Tr(H)Tr(H)") = dim(Tr(C*)) —dim(hull(Tr(C))) where H is a parity

check matrix of C.

Corollary 6.4. Let C be a IF-linear additive codes over IFgm of length n such that Tr(C) := [n, k,d].
Let H be a parity check matriz of C. Then there exists an EAQEC code [[n, k—dim(hull(Tr(C))), dw; cllq
where ¢ = rank(Tr(H)Tr(H)") is the required number of maximally entangled states.

In Table 1, we present some examples of LCD codes corresponding additive code from Theorem 6.1.
In Table 1, we we present some examples of EAQEC codes from Trace code of additive code from
Corollary 6.4.
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No. Generator of additive codes Trace Codes Remark
C:= [n, k,dH]g
w w 0 w 0 .
1 < 0 w o 0 w > [5, 2, 3] not LCD code but optimal
)
2 ( o(; c:} 52 o(; Z 2 > [6, 2, 4] not LCD code but optimal
w 0 w? 0 w w 0 0
3 ( 0w 0 w2 0 w w 0 ) 8, 3, 4] not LCD code but optimal
0 0 w 0 w 0 w w
w 0 w 0 ww 0 0
4 ( 0 w 0 w? 0 w w 0 ) 8, 3, 3] an LCD code but not optimal
0 0 w 0 0 0 w w
5 < ww bww 0 wwl > [9, 2, 6] an LCD code and optimal
0 w w 0 w w 0 w w B
w w0 w 0 w w 0 0
6 0 w w? 0 w 0 w w 0 [9, 3, 3] an LCD code and optimal
0 0 w w 0 w2 0 W w
w 1 0 w 0 w w 0 0
7 ( 0 w1l 0 w 0 w w 0 ) [9, 3, 4] an LCD code and optimal
0 0 ww 0 w? 0 w? w
8 w w0 wwldww w0 [10, 2, 6] an LCD code and optimal
0 w w 0 w w 0 w W w T P
w w 0 0 w 0 w w 0 0
9 0 w w 0 0 w? 0 w w 0 [10, 3, 5] not LCD code and optimal
0 0 ww 0 0 w 0 W w
w w 0 0 w 0 w 0 0 O
10 ( 8 cg Zj g 8 (6) Q?Q (6) g 8 ) [10, 4, 4] an LCD code and optimal
0 00 ww 0 0 w 0 w
11 ( wwleowlwwdwd ) (11, 2, 7] not LCD code and optimal
0 w w 0 w w 0 w w 0 w T
w w 0 0 w w 0 0 w 0 0
12 0 w w 0 0 ww 0 0 w 0 [11, 3, 5] an LCD code and optimal
0 0 ww 0 0 w w? 0 0 w

Table 1: Some LCD codes
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No.

Generator of additive codes

Trace Codes

EAQEC codes from
Corollary 6.4
[[n, k — dim(hull(C)), dm;
n —k — dim(hull(C))]]2

Existing

EAQEC codes

w w? 0
1 (v 2 32 2 B2, 2 1] B, 2, 2 1l
w 1 0 1 w w?
0O w 0 1 1 w
2 1 1 UJ2 1 w 1 [67 47 2] [[67 27 2) 0]]2 [[67 27 2) 0]]2[15]
01 0 w w w?
w21 0 1 1 ?
0O w 0 1 1 w
3 I 1 w? 1 1 ? 6, 5, 2] [[6, 4, 2; 0]]2 [[6, 2, 2; 0]]2[15]
0 1 0 w? 0 w
0 0 0 0 w w?
w 1 0 1 1 w w
0O w 0 0 w 1 w
4 1 1 w2 1 w2 w 1 [77 47 3] [[77 17 37 0]]2 [[77 17 37 0]]2[15]
01 0 w? w w w
w w 0 w w 0 w w 0
6 0w w 0 w w 0 w w 9, 2, 6] 19, 2, 6; 7]]2 19, 2, 6; 7]]2[19]
w w0 w w? 0 w w 0 w w 0 w w o
7 < 0 w o2 0 w o 0 w o 0 w w 0 w w > [15, 2, 10] [[15, 2, 10; 13]]2 [[15, 2, 10; 13]]2[19]

Table 2: Some EAQEC codes




7

Conclusion

In this work, we study the characterization and construction of an ACP of codes of length n over IF jm.

Moreover, we obtain a condition for an additive pairs of codes to be an ACP of codes. Furthermore,

we provide a necessary and sufficient condition for an ACP of codes. Finally, we obtain an ACP of

codes from given linear complementary pairs of codes. In addition, as an immediate consequence, we

exhibited some optimal binary LCD codes and corresponding EAQCC codes.
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