arXiv:2404.08402v1 [cs.IT] 12 Apr 2024

Galois Self-dual 2-quasi Constacyclic Codes over Finite Fields

Yun Fan, Yue Leng

School of Mathematics and Statistics Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China

Abstract

Let F be a field with cardinality p^ℓ and 0 ≠ λ ∈ F , and 0 ≤ h < ℓ. Extending Euclidean and Hermitian inner products, Fan and Zhang introduced Galois p^h-inner product (DCC, vol.84, pp.473-492). In this paper, we characterize the structure of 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F ; and exhibit necessary and sufficient conditions for 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes being Galois self-dual. With the help of a technique developed in this paper, we prove that, when ℓ is even, the Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are asymptotically good if and only if λ^{1+pℓ/2} = 1. And, when p^ℓ ≢ 3 (mod 4), the Euclidean self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are asymptotically good if and only if λ^2 = 1.

Key words: Finite fields; 2-quasi constacyclic codes; Galois self-dual codes; Hermitian self-dual codes; asymptotic property.

1 Introduction

Let F be a finite field with cardinality |F | = q = p^ℓ where p is a prime and ℓ is a positive integer, let F^× = F \ {0}. Any a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}) ∈ F^n is called a word over F of length n, where n is a positive integer. The Hamming weight w(a) is defined as the number of the indexes i with a_i ≠ 0. The Hamming distance between two words a, a^′ ∈ F^n is defined as d(a, a^′) = w(a − a^′). Any nonempty subset C ⊆ F^n is called a code of length n over F , and the words in the code are called codewords. The minimum distance d(C) := min_{c≠c′ ∈C} d(c, c^′). For any linear

subspace C of F^n, called a linear code, the minimum weight w(C) := min_{0≠c∈C} w(c);

and it is known that w(C) = d(C). The fraction Δ(C) =^{d(C)}_n =^{w(C)}_n is called the relative minimum distance of C, and R(C) =^{dimF C}_n is called the rate of C. A code sequence C_1, C_2, . . . is said to be asymptotically good if the length n_i of

Email address: yfan@mail.ccnu.edu.cn (Yun Fan);

C_i goes to infinity and there is a real number δ > 0 such that R(C_i) > δ and Δ(C_i) > δ for i = 1, 2, . . . . A class of codes is said to be asymptotically good if there is an asymptotically good sequence of codes in the class; otherwise, we say that the class of codes is asymptotically bad.

A linear code C of F^n is called a cyclic code if C is invariant under the cyclic permutation on items, i.e., (c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−1}) ∈ C =⇒ (c_{n−1}, c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−2}) ∈ C. A linear code C of F^n × F^n is called a quasi-cyclic code of index 2, abbreviated as 2-quasi-cyclic code, if C is invariant under the double cyclic permutation on items, i.e., (c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−1}, c^′_0, c^′_1, . . . , c^′_{n−1}) ∈ C =⇒ (c_{n−1}, c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−2}, c^′_{n−1}, c^′_0, c^′_1, . . . , c^′_{n−2}) ∈ C. The Euclidean inner product of words a = (a_0, . . . , a_{n−1}), b = (b_0, . . . , b_{n−1}) of F^n is defined to be ⟨a, b⟩ = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_ib_i. For a code C ⊆ F^n, the C^⊥ = { a ∈ F^n | ⟨c, a⟩ = 0, ∀c ∈ C } is the dual code of C. A code C is said to be self-dual if C = C^⊥. Obviously, the rate R(C) =^1_2 if C is self-dual.

Cyclic codes are investigated extensively in theory and practice, cf. [15]. It is still an open question (cf. [23]): are cyclic codes over F asymptotically good? However, it is well-known long ago that the binary 2-quasi-cyclic codes are asymptotically good, see [5, 6, 17]. Later, Martínez-Pérez and Willems [24] proved the asymptotic goodness of binary self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes. And, [1], [19] and [20] proved that, if q ≢ 3 (mod 4), the q-ary self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes are asymptotically good. Note that “q ≢ 3 (mod 4)” is a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of q-ary self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes, cf. [21, Theorem 6.1]. The proof in [1] is based on Artin’s primitive root conjecture. The arguments in [19] and [20] are self-contained. And the asymptotic goodness of any q-ary 2-quasi-cyclic codes were also proved in [19].

Cyclic codes and 2-quasi-cyclic codes had been extended widely. Let λ ∈ F^× = F \ {0}. A linear code C of F^n is called a λ-constacyclic code if C is invariant under the λ-constacyclic permutation on items, i.e., (c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−1}) ∈ C =⇒ (λc_{n−1}, c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−2}) ∈ C. (1.1) If λ = −1, the λ-constacyclic codes are called negacyclic codes. Further, a linear code C of F^n × F^n is called a 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code if C is invariant under the double λ-constacyclic permutation on items, i.e., (c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−1}, c^′_0, c^′_1, . . . , c^′_{n−1}) ∈ C =⇒ (λc_{n−1}, c_0, c_1, . . . , c_{n−2}, λc^′_{n−1}, c^′_0, c^′_1, . . . , c^′_{n−2}) ∈ C. (1.2)

If q is odd and q ≢ ± 1 (mod 8), the self-dual 2-quasi negacyclic codes over F are proved asymptotically good in [2]. While in [25] for q ≡ − 1 (mod 4) it is shown, based on Artin’s primitive root conjecture, that the q-ary self-dual 2-quasi negacyclic codes are asymptotically good. Recently, for any q and any λ ∈ F^× the 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F are proved asymptotically good, see [10, Corollary I.3].

About the self-dualities, in the semisimple case (i.e., gcd(n, q) = 1), the selfdual cyclic codes over F does not exist. Leon et al. [18] and many references, e.g. [7, 22, 26], devoted to the study on various generalizations, e.g., duadic codes, extended self-dual cyclic codes, etc. On the other hand, Dinh and Lopez- Permouth [9], Dinh [8] studied λ-constacyclic codes, and showed that in the semisimple case the self-dual λ-constacyclic codes exist only if λ = −1.

Extending the Euclidean inner product and the Hermitian inner product, Fan and Zhang [13] introduced the so-called Galois inner products. Recall that |F | = q = p^ℓ. For 0 ≤ h < ℓ, the map σ_ph : F → F , α → α^{ph} , is a Galois automorphism of F , which induces an automorphism F^n → F^n, (a_0, . . . , a_{n−1}) → (a^{ph}_0 , . . . , a^{ph}_{n−1}). The following

⟨a, b⟩_h = n−1∑ i=0 a_ib^{ph}_i , ∀ a = (a_0, · · · , a_{n−1}), b = (b_0, · · · , b_{n−1}) ∈ F^n, (1.3)

is called the Galois p^h-inner product on F^n. And for any code C ⊆ F^n, the following code C^{⊥h} = { a ∈ F^n | ⟨c, a⟩_h = 0, ∀ c ∈ C } (1.4)

is called the Galois p^h-dual code of C. The code C is said to be Galois p^h-self-dual (or Galois self-dual when h is known from context) if C = C^{⊥h}. It is also obvious that R(C) =^1_2 if C is Galois p^h-self-dual. When h = 0 (h = ℓ/2 when ℓ is even, respectively), ⟨a, b⟩_h is just the Euclidean (Hermitian, respectively) inner product, and C^{⊥h} is the Euclidean (Hermitian, respectively) dual code, and Galois p^h-self-dual codes are just the Euclidean self-dual (Hermitian selfdual, respectively) codes. The existence and the structure of Galois p^h-self-dual λ-constacyclic codes are studied in [13].

In this paper we study the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F and their asymptotic properties. The main contributions of this paper are the following.

• We characterize the algebraic structure of the 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes and their Galois p^h-dual codes. We find that the Galois p^h-self-dual 2- quasi λ-constacyclic codes behave very differently depending on whether λ^{1+ph} = 1 or not. In both the cases we obtain necessary and sufficient conditions for 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes being Galois p^h-self-dual.

• We obtain that, if λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1, then the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λconstacyclic codes are asymptotically bad. On the other hand, if ℓ is even and λ^{1+pℓ/2} = 1, then the Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are asymptotically good. And, if p^ℓ ≢ 3 (mod 4) and λ^2 = 1, then the Euclidean self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are asymptotically good (the asymptotic goodness of the Euclidean self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes has been proved in [20]).

• As for methodology, the so-called reciprocal polynomial is a powerful tool for studying the duality property of cyclic codes. It is revised in [20] etc. to the “bar” map of the quotient ring F [X]/⟨X^n − 1⟩, where F [X] denotes the polynomial ring over F and ⟨X^n − 1⟩ denotes the ideal generated by X^n − 1; cf. [14, Remark 6.6(2)]. For any matrix A = (a_{ij} )_{m×n} over F , the Galois p^h-transpose of A is defined to be A^{∗h} = ( (a^{ph}_{ij} ) m×n )_T = (a^{ph}_{ji} ) n×m, cf. Eq.(3.9) below. With the operator “∗h” on matrices, we introduce an operator “∗” on the quotient ring F [X]/⟨X^n − λ⟩, a(X) → a^∗(X), cf. Lemma 4.8 below for details. That operator becomes an useful technique for studying the Galois duality property of λ-constacyclic codes. That is a methodological innovation of the paper.

In Section 2, some preliminaries are sketched.

In Section 3 we characterize the algebraic structure of the 2-quasi λ-consta-cyclic codes over the finite field F and their Galois p^h-dual codes.

In Section 4 we study the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F . Our discussion divide into two cases: λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1 or λ^{1+ph} = 1. In both the cases, we exhibit the necessary and sufficient conditions for a 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code being Galois p^h-self-dual. And we show that if λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1, then Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are asymptotically bad.

In Section 5, the Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes over F are proved asymptotically good.

In Section 6, assuming that ℓ is even, we prove that the Hermitian selfdual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F are asymptotically good if and only if λ^{1+pℓ/2} = 1. And, assuming that p^ℓ ≢ 3 (mod 4), we show that the Euclidean self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F are asymptotically good if and only if λ^2 = 1.

Finally, we end this paper by a conclusion in Section 7.

2 Preliminaries

In this paper, F is always a finite field of cardinality |F | = q = p^ℓ (by |S| we denote the cardinality of any set S), where p is a prime and ℓ is a positive integer; and h is an integer such that 0 ≤ h < ℓ; and n > 1 is an integer. Any ring R in this paper has identity 1_R (or denoted by 1 for short); and ring homomorphisms and subrings are identity preserving. By R^× we denote the multiplication group consisting of all units (invertible elements) of R. In particular, F^× = F \ {0}. If a ring R is also an F -vector space, then R is said to be an F -algebra. In that case, F → R, α → α1_R, is an embedding, so that we write that F ⊆ R.

Let R and S be F -algebras. A map ψ : R → S is called an F -algebra homomorphism if it is both a ring homomorphism and an F -linear map, i.e., ψ(1_R) = 1_S and for any a, b ∈ R and any α ∈ F , ψ(ab) = ψ(a)ψ(b), ψ(a + b) = ψ(a) + ψ(b), ψ(αa) = αψ(a), where the first two mean that ψ is a ring homomorphism, and the last two mean that it is a linear map. Recall that for 0 ≤ h < ℓ, the map σ_ph : F → F , σ_ph (α) = α^{ph} for α ∈ F , is a Galois automorphism of the field F . If ψ : R → S is bijective and satisfies that for any a, b ∈ R and any α ∈ F , ψ(ab) = ψ(a)ψ(b), ψ(a + b) = ψ(a) + ψ(b), ψ(αa) = α^{ph} ψ(a), (2.1) then ψ is called a σ_ph -algebra isomorphism, or p^h-isomorphism for short. Note that the last two equalities of Eq.(2.1) mean that ψ is a p^h-linear map. In particular, if R = S, then ψ is called a σ_ph -algebra automorphism, or a p^hautomorphism for short. And, if ψ : R → S is a p^h-isomorphism, then for any ideal I of R, the image ψ(I) is an ideal of S and dim_F ψ(I) = dim_F I. There are two typical examples as follows.

Example 2.1. (1). For any polynomial f(X) = ∑ i a_iX^i ∈ F [X], we denote f^{(ph)}(X) = ∑ i a^{ph}_i X^i. The Galois automorphism σ_ph : F → F , α → α^{ph} , induces the map σ̃_ph : F [X] −→ F [X], f(X) −→ f^{(ph )}(X), (2.2) which is a p^h-automorphism of F [X]. Let ord(σ_ph ) denote the order of σ_ph . It is easy to check that ord(σ̃_ph ) = ord(σ_ph ) =^ℓ_{gcd(h,ℓ)} .

(2). For the matrix algebra M_n(F ) = { (a_{ij} )_{n×n} | a_{ij} ∈ F } consisting of all n × n matrices over F , the map

σ̇_ph : M_n(F ) → M_n(F ), ( a_{ij} ) n×n −→ ( a^{ph}_{ij} ) n×n, (2.3) is a p^h-automorphism of M_n(F ).

Let λ ∈ F^×. For a positive integer k, we write E_k to denote the identity matrix of degree k. Let P_λ denote the λ-constacyclic permutation matrix of degree n as follows

P_λ = ( E_{n−1} λE_1 ) =

0 1 0 . . . . . . .. . .. . 1 λ 0

. (2.4)

In particular, if λ = 1 then P := P_1 = ( E_{n−1} E_1 ) is the cyclic permutation

matrix. By matrix multiplication, for a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}) ∈ F^n we have that

a · P_λ = (a_0, a_1, a_2, . . . , a_{n−1}) · P_λ = (λa_{n−1}, a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−2}), (2.5)

which is the vector obtained by λ-constacyclically permuting the items of the vector (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}); and that for a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}) ∈ F^n and a^′ = (a^′_0, a^′_1, . . . , a^′_{n−1}) ∈ F^n, ( a, a^′ ) (P_λ P_λ ) = (λa_{n−1}, a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−2}, λa^′_{n−1}, a^′_0, a^′_1, . . . , a^′_{n−2}). (2.6) Thus, we get another description of the λ-constacyclic codes (cf. Eq.(1.1)) and the 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes (cf. Eq.(1.2)) as follows.

Lemma 2.2. (1) Let C be a subspace of F^n. Then C is a λ-constacyclic code if and only if c · P_λ ∈ C, for any c ∈ C.

(2) Let C be a subspace of F^n × F^n. Then C is a 2-quasi λ-constacyclic

code if and only if ( c, c^′ ) ( P_λ P_λ ) ∈ C, for any ( c, c^′ ) ∈ C. In the following we always denote R_λ = F [X] / ⟨X^n−λ⟩, which is the quotient algebra of the polynomial algebra F [X] over the ideal ⟨X^n − λ⟩ generated by X^n−λ. Any residue class modulo X^n−λ has a unique representative polynomial with degree less than n. Hence we can write

R_λ = F [X] / ⟨X^n − λ⟩ = { a_0 + a_1X + · · · + a_{n−1}X^{n−1} | | a_i ∈ F }. (2.7) Further, the Cartesian product

R^2_λ = R_λ × R_λ = {( a(X), a^′(X) ) | a(X), a^′(X) ∈ R_λ } (2.8)

is an R_λ-module. For R_λ and R^2_λ , the following identifications and results will be quoted later in this article.

Remark 2.3. (1). There is a canonical linear isomorphism ι : R_λ^{∼=}−→ F^n, a(X) −→ a, (2.9) where a(X) = a_0 +a_1X +· · ·+a_{n−1}X^{n−1} ∈ R_λ and a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}) ∈ F^n. It is easy to check that ι ( Xa(X) ) = a · P_λ, ∀ a(X) ∈ R_λ. (2.10)

Then any element a(X) of R_λ is identified with the word a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}) of F^n; and by Lemma 2.2(1), the λ-constacyclic codes of length n are identified with the ideals (R_λ-submodules) of R_λ.

(2). For the R_λ-module R^2_λ = R_λ × R_λ, we have the following canonical linear isomorphism

ι^{(2)} : R_λ × R_λ^{∼=}−→ F^n × F^n, ( a(X), a^′(X) ) −→ ( a, a^′ ) , (2.11)

where a(X) = a_0 + a_1X + · · · + a_{n−1}X^{n−1}, a^′(X) = a^′_0 + a^′_1X + · · · + a^′_{n−1}X^{n−1}, and (a, a^′) = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}, a^′_0, a^′_1, . . . , a^′_{n−1}). For ( a(X), a^′(X) ) ∈ R^2_λ ,

ι^{(2)} ( X ( a(X), a^′(X) )) = ι^{(2)} ( Xa(X), Xa^′(X) ) = ( a, a^′ ) ( P_λ P_λ ) . (2.12)

Then any element ( a(X), a^′(X) ) ∈ R_λ × R_λ is identified with the word ( a, a^′ ) ∈ F^n × F^n, and by Lemma 2.2(2) the 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes of length 2n are identified with the R_λ-submodules of R^2_λ.

Remark 2.4. If gcd(n, q) = 1, then the algebra R_λ is semisimple, cf. [4]; and by Ring Theory (e.g., cf. [16] or [14, Remark 2.4]), we have the following two.

(1) For any ideal (R_λ-submodule) C of R_λ, there is an idempotent e_C of R_λ such that C = R_λe_C and R_λ = C ⊕ D where D = R_λ(1 − e_C ). Note that C = R_λe_C is an algebra with identity e_C (but not a subalgebra of R_λ in general because e_C ≠ 1 in general); in particular, C^× makes sense. Moreover, if I = R_λf with f being an idempotent and an ideal C ⊆ I, then I = C ⊕ C^′ with C^′ = R_λ(f − e_C ).

(2) If C and C^′ are R_λ-submodules of R_λ; and φ : C → C^′ is an R_λ-module isomorphism, then C^′ = C, and there is a g ∈ C^× such that φ(c) = cg for any c ∈ C. If λ = 1, there is another identification. By Eq.(2.7), we denote

R = R_1 = F [X]/⟨X^n − 1⟩. (2.13)

Let G = ⟨ x | x^n = 1 ⟩ = {1, x, . . . , x^{n−1}} be the cyclic group of order n. Let F G be the cyclic group algebra, i.e., F G = { ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_ix^i | a_i ∈ F } is an F - vector space with basis G and equipped with the multiplication induced by the multiplication of the group G as follows: (^{n−1}∑ i=0 a_ix^i )(^{n−1}∑ j=0 b_j x^j ) = n−1∑ k=0 ( ∑ x^ix^j =x^k a_ib_j ) x^k .

There is a canonical algebra isomorphism: R = F [X]/⟨X^n − 1⟩^{∼=}−→ F G, n−1∑ i=0 a_iX^i −→ n−1∑ i=0 a_ix^i. (2.14)

Thus, R is identified with the cyclic group algebra F G = { ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_ix^i | a_i ∈ F }. And by Remark 2.3(1), the cyclic codes over F of length n are identified with the ideals of the cyclic group algebra F G. Similarly, 2-quasi-cyclic codes over F of length 2n are identified with the F G-submodules of the F G-module (F G)^2 = F G × F G. With the identifications Eq.(2.14), we have more algebraic preliminaries about R to introduce. Assume that gcd(n, q) = 1, then R is semisimple. Let

e_0 = 1 n n−1∑ i=0 x^i, e_1, . . . , e_m (2.15)

be all primitive idempotents of R. Correspondingly, the irreducible decomposition of X^n − 1 in F [X] is as follows

X^n − 1 = φ_0(X)φ_1(X) . . . φ_m(X), where φ_0(X) = X − 1, (2.16)

such that R = Re_0 ⊕ Re_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Re_m; Re_i ∼= F [X]/φ_i(X), i = 0, 1, . . . , m. (2.17)

Since φ_i(X) is irreducible over F , each Re_i is an extension field over F with identity e_i, and dim_F Re_i = deg φ_i(X). As e_0 =^1_n ∑_{n−1} i=0 x^i, xe_0 = e_0; so

Re_0 = { α+αx + · · · +αx^{n−1} | | α ∈F }, dim_F Re_0 = 1, w(Re_0) = n. (2.18)

For 1 ≤ i ≤ m, we denote

μ(n) := min_{1≤i≤m} deg φ_i(X) = min_{1≤i≤m} dim_F Re_i. (2.19)

Remark 2.5. As mentioned in Introduction, if q ≢ 3 (mod 4) then the self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes are asymptotically good. To state it more precisely, we need the so-called q-entropy function:

h_q(δ) = δ log_q(q−1) − δ log_q (δ) − (1−δ) log_q(1−δ), δ ∈ [0, 1−q^{−1}], (2.20)

which value strictly increases from 0 to 1 while δ increases from 0 to 1−q^{−1}. By [20, Theorem IV.17], for any real number δ with 0 < δ < 1 − q^{−1} and h_q (δ) <^1_4 , there are self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes C_1, C_2, . . . over F (hence R(C_i) =^1_2 ) such that: (1) the relative minimum distance Δ(C_i) > δ for i = 1, 2, . . . ; and (2) the code length 2n_i of C_i satisfies that every n_i is odd and coprime to q, and lim_{i→∞}^{logq (ni)}_{μ(ni )} = 0 (in particular, 2n_i → ∞).

Definition 2.6. Let C ⊆ F^n = F^I with I = {0, 1, . . . , n−1} being the index set. If there are positive integers s, k, t and subsets (repetition is allowed) I_1, . . . , I_s of I with |I_j | = k for j = 1, . . . , s satisfying the following two conditions: (1) for each I_j = {i_1, · · · , i_k} (1 ≤ j ≤ s) the projection ρ_{Ij} : F^I → F^{Ij} , (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}) → (a_{i1} , . . . , a_{ik} ), maps C bijectively onto F^{Ij} ; and (2) for any i (0 ≤ i < n) the number of the subsets I_j which contains i (i.e., i ∈ I_j ) equals t; then we say that C is a balanced code over F of length n, and I_1, . . . , I_s are called information index sets of the code C.

An important result (see [11, Corollary 3.4]) is that: if C ⊆ F^n is a balance code with cardinality |C| = q^k, then |C^{≤δ}| ≤ q^{khq (δ)}, for 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1 − q^{−1}, where h_q(δ) is defined in Eq.(2.20) and

C^{≤δ} = { c | c ∈ C, w(c) ≤ δn }. (2.21)

Constacyclic codes are balanced, see [10, Lemma II.8]. By [11, Corollary 3.4 and Corollary 3.5], we can easily obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 2.7. If A is an ideal of R_λ, then the R_λ-submodule A × A of R^2_λ is a balanced code, hence for 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1 − q^{−1}, |(A × A)^{≤δ} | ≤ q^{2 dimF (A)·hq (δ)}. 3 2-quasi constacyclic codes over finite fields

In this section, we are primarily concerned with the algebra properties of 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F . In the following, we always assume that

λ ∈ F^× and t = ord_F × (λ), (3.1)

where ord_F × (λ) denotes the order of λ in the multiplication group F^×.

Remark 3.1. For F^n × F^n, there are two projections ρ_1, ρ_2: F^n × F^n → F^n as follows

ρ_1(a, a^′ ) = a, ρ_2(a, a^′) = a^′, ∀ (a, a^′) ∈ F^n × F^n.

By the linear isomorphism Eq.(2.11), the projections ρ_1 and ρ_2 are also defined on R^2_λ = R_λ × R_λ: for ( a(X), a^′(X) ) ∈ R^2_λ ,

ρ_1 ( a(X), a^′(X) ) = a(X), ρ_2 ( a(X), a^′(X) ) = a^′(X). For any R_λ-submodule C of R_λ × R_λ, restricting ρ_1 to C, we have an R_λhomomorphism ρ_1|_C : C → ρ_1(C). Observe that the kernel of the restricted homomorphism is

Ker(ρ_1|_C ) = C ∩ (0 × R_λ) = {( 0, c^′(X) ) ∈ C | | c^′(X) ∈ R_λ}. (3.2)

It is known that for λ_1 ≠ λ_2 ∈ F^×, if a linear code C ⊆ F^n is both λ_1-constacyclic and λ_2-constacyclic, then either C = 0 or C = F^n (cf. [8]). Extending the result to F^n × F^n, we get the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Let λ_1, λ_2 ∈ F^× such that λ_1 ≠ λ_2. If a subspace C of F^n × F^n is both a 2-quasi λ_1-constacyclic code and a 2-quasi λ_2-constacyclic code, then either ρ_1(C) = 0 or ρ_1(C) = F^n; and it is the same for ρ_2(C).

Proof. Suppose ρ_1(C) ≠ 0, there is a codeword

(c, c^′) = (c_0, . . . , c_{n−1}, c^′_0, . . . , c^′_{n−1}) ∈ C

with some c_j ≠ 0, j = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1; so we can assume that c_{n−1} ≠ 0. By the double λ_1-constacyclic permutation in Eq.(1.2), then C contains the following word 1 (λ_1 − λ_2)c_{n−1} (( cP_{λ1} , c^′P_{λ1} ) − ( cP_{λ2} , c^′P_{λ2} )) = ( 1, 0, . . . , 0, d^′_0, . . . , d^′_{n−1} ) , for some d^′_i ∈ F , i = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1. Using the double λ_1-constacyclic permutation i times, we see that C contains such words ( 0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0, index i b^′_0, . . . , b^′_{n−1} ) , i = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1, for some b^′_i ∈ F , i = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1. It follows that ρ_1(C) contains a basis of F^n, hence ρ_1(C) = F^n.

By the same argument, either ρ_2(C) = 0 or ρ_2(C) = F^n.

Extending [14, Theorem 3.2] which characterized the algebraic structure of 2-quasi-cyclic codes in the semisimple case, in that case we characterize the algebraic structure of 2-quasi constacyclic codes as follows.

Theorem 3.3. Assume that gcd(n, q) = 1. If C is an R_λ-submodule of R^2_λ , then there are ideals C_1, C_2, C_{12} of R_λ satisfying that C_1 ∩ C_{12} = C_2 ∩ C_{12} = 0 and an element g ∈ C^×_{12} such that

C = (C_1 × C_2) ⊕ ^C_{12}, where ^C_{12} = {( c_{12}, c_{12}g ) | c_{12} ∈ C_{12} } ∼ = C12. (3.3)

Conversely, if there are ideals C_1, C_2, C_{12} of R_λ with C_1 ∩ C_{12} = C_2 ∩ C_{12} = 0 and an element g ∈ C^×_{12}, then C in Eq.(3.3) is an R_λ-submodule of R^2_λ .

Proof. The “conversely” part is obviously true because both C_1 × C_2 and ^C_{12} are R_λ-submodules of R^2_λ, and (C_1 × C_2) ∩ ^C_{12} = 0.

Assume that C is an R_λ-submodule of R^2_λ . We consult the module version of Goursat Lemma (see [14, Remark 3.1]). Take

C̃_1 = ρ_1(C) = {a_1 ∈ R_λ | (a_1, a_2) ∈ C for some a_2 ∈ R_λ},

C_1 = ρ_1(C ∩ (R_λ × 0)) = { a_1 ∈ R_λ | (a_1, 0) ∈ C } , C̃_2 = ρ_2(C) = {a_2 ∈ R_λ | (a_1, a_2) ∈ C for some a_1 ∈ R_λ},

C_2 = ρ_2(C ∩ (0 × R_λ)) = { a_2 ∈ R_λ | (0, a_2) ∈ C } . (3.4)

Then C_i ⊆ C̃_i are ideals of R_λ, i = 1, 2. For any c_1 + C_1 ∈ C̃_1/C_1, there is a unique c_2 + C_2 ∈ C̃_2/C_2 such that (c_1, c_2) ∈ C, hence we have the map

φ : C̃_1/C_1 → C̃_2/C_2, c_1 + C_1 → c_2 + C_2, (3.5) which is an R_λ-isomorphism, and C = { (c_1, c_2) | c_i ∈ C̃_i for i = 1, 2; φ(c_1 + C_1) = c_2 + C_2 } . (3.6)

Since R_λ is semisimple and C_1 ⊆ C̃_1 are ideals of R_λ, there is an ideal C_{12} of R_λ such that C̃_1 = C_1 ⊕ C_{12}; see Remark 2.4(1). Similarly, we have an ideal C^′_{12} of R_λ such that C̃_2 = C_2 ⊕ C^′_{12}. Then C̃_1/C_1 ∼= C_{12} and C̃_2/C_2 ∼= C^′_{12}. The R_λ-isomorphism φ in Eq.(3.5) induces an R_λ-isomorphism φ^′ : C_{12} → C^′_{12} such that φ ( c + C_1 ) = φ^′(c) + C_2 for all c ∈ C_{12}. Thus the image C^′_{12} = C_{12}, and there is a g ∈ C^×_{12} such that φ^′(c) = cg for all c ∈ C_{12}; cf. Remark 2.4(2). In conclusion, we have an ideal C_{12} of R_λ such that C̃_1 = C_1 ⊕C_{12}, C̃_2 = C_2 ⊕C_{12}; and a g ∈ C^×_{12} such that C = { (c_1 + c_{12}, c_2 + c_{12}g) | | c_1 ∈ C_1, c_2 ∈ C_2, c_{12} ∈ C_{12} }.

Obviously, (c_1 +c_{12}, c_2 +c_{12}g) = (c_1, c_2) + (c_{12}, c_{12}g). Thus Eq.(3.3) holds.

Remark 3.4. For a(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iX^i ∈ R_λ, by C_a we denote the ideal of R_λ generated by a(X). Similarly, for (a(X), a^′(X)) ∈ R^2_λ , by C_{a,a}′ we denote the R_λ-submodule of R^2_λ generated by ( a(X), a^′(X) ) . Note that in the semisimple case any ideal of R_λ is generated by one element, cf. Remark 2.4(1). However, some R_λ-submodules of R^2_λ can not be generated by one element. For example, as an R_λ-submodule R^2_λ can not be generated by one element (because any R_λ-module generated by one element is a quotient of the regular module).

Lemma 3.5. Assume that gcd(n, q) = 1. Then for a, b ∈ R_λ, C_a ∩ C_b = 0 if and only if ab = 0.

Proof. If C_a ∩ C_b = 0 then ab ∈ C_a ∩ C_b = 0. Conversely, assume that ab = 0. Note that C_b = R_λ e_b for an idempotent e_b which is the identity of the ring C_b (cf. Remark 2.4(1)). There is an element f ∈ R_λ such that e_b = fb. For any element c ∈ C_a ∩ C_b, we can write c = ra = sb with r, s ∈ R_λ. Then c = ra = rae_b = rafb = 0. Thus C_a ∩ C_b = 0.

Corollary 3.6. Keep the notation in Theorem 3.3. Any R_λ-submodule C of R^2_λ can be written as C = (C_a × C_a′ ) ⊕ C_{b,bg} = C_{a,0} ⊕ C_{0,a}′ ⊕ C_{b,bg} , (3.7) where a, a^′, b ∈ R_λ and g ∈ C^×_b satisfy that ab = a^′b = 0.

Proof. Take C_1 = C_a, C_2 = C_a′ and C_{12} = C_b, hence ^C_{12} = C_{b,bg} . By the above Lemma, we get Eq.(3.7) immediately.

Definition 3.7. For any a(X) = a_0 + a_1X + · · · + a_{n−1}X^{n−1} ∈ F [X] with deg(a(X)) < n, we have an n × n matrix

a(P_λ) = a_0E + a_1P_λ + · · · + a_{n−1}P^{n−1}_λ = a_0 a_1 · · · a_{n−1} λa_{n−1} a_0 · · · a_{n−2} · · · · · · · · · · · · λa_1 λa_2 · · · a_0

, (3.8) whose first row is the vector a = (a_0, a_1, . . . , a_{n−1}), and each next row is obtained by λ-constacyclically permuting the present row (cf. Eq.(2.5)). We call a(P_λ) the λ-consta circulant matrix associated with the polynomial a(X).

Lemma 3.8. Let a(X), a^′(X) ∈ R_λ. Then we have:

(1) C_a is linearly generated by the rows of the n × n matrix a(P_λ). (2) C_{a,a}′ is linearly generated by the rows of the n×2n matrix ( a(P_λ), a^′(P_λ) ) . Proof. (1). Let C_a be the ideal of R_λ generated by a(X), i.e.,

C_a = { f(X)a(X) | | | f(X) = n−1∑ i=0 f_iX^i ∈ R_λ, f_i ∈ F } . Obviously, f(X)a(X) = f_0 · a(X) + f_1 · Xa(X) + · · · + f_{n−1} · X^{n−1}a(X). So C_a is the subspace of R_λ linearly generated by a(X), Xa(X), . . . , X^{n−1}a(X). Eq.(2.10) and Eq.(3.8) imply that a(X) is identified with the row vector a which is just the first row of the matrix a(P_λ); for i = 1, . . . , n − 1, X^ia(X) is identified with the row vector a · P^i_λ , which is just the i’th row of the matrix a(P_λ). Therefore, C_a is linearly generated by the rows of the matrix a(P_λ).

Obviously, (2) is proved in a similar way.

Corollary 3.9. For a(X) ∈ R_λ, the 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code C_{1,a} has a generating matrix ( E_n, a(P_λ) ) . Proof. By Lemma 3.8, the rows of the matrix ( E_n, a(P_λ) ) linearly generate the code C_{1,a}. And the rows of the matrix ( E_n, a(P_λ) ) are linearly independent.

For any matrix A = ( a_{ij} ) m×n with a_{ij} ∈ F , we denote A^{(ph )} = ( a^{ph}_{ij} ) m×n (cf. Example 2.1(2)). By A^T we denote the transpose of A. Let

A^{∗h} = (A^{(ph )})^T = ( a^{ph}_{ji} ) n×m = a^{ph}_{11} · · · a^{ph}_{m1} . . . . . . . . . a^{ph}_{1n} · · · a^{ph}_{mn} (3.9)

be the transpose of the matrix A^{(ph )}. We call A^{∗h} the Galois p^h-transpose of A. If h = 0, A^{∗0} = A^T is just the transpose matrix of A. If ℓ is even and h =^ℓ_2 , A^{∗ ℓ2} is the Hermitian transpose of A.

For B = (b_{ij} )_{m×n}, C = (c_{ij} )_{n×k} and α ∈ F , it is easy to check that

(AC)^{∗h} = C^{∗h}A^{∗h}, (A + B)^{∗h} = A^{∗h} + B^{∗h}, (αA)^{∗h} = α^{ph} A^{∗h}. (3.10)

Hence, if m = n, the operator “∗h” is a p^h-anti-automorphism of the matrix algebra M_n(F ) (compare it with Eq(2.1) and Example 2.1(2)).

With the identification Eq.(2.9) and the operator “∗h”, we can compute the

Galois p^h-inner product on R_λ (see Eq.(1.3)) in a matrix version: ⟨ a, b ⟩ h = a · b^{∗h}, ∀ a, b ∈ R_λ. (3.11)

And for any λ-constacyclic code C (i.e., any idea of R_λ), the Galois p^h-dual

code of C is as follows: C^{⊥h} = { a ∈ R_λ | ⟨ c, a ⟩ h = 0, ∀ c ∈ C } . Similarly, with the identification Eq.(2.11) the Galois p^h-inner product on R_λ^2

is computed in a matrix version: ⟨ (a, a^′), (b, b^′) ⟩ h = ( a, a^′ ) · ( b, b^′ )_{∗h} , ∀ ( a, a^′ ) , ( b, b^′ ) ∈ R^2_λ. (3.12)

And for any 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code C (R_λ-submodule of R^2_λ ), the Galois

p^h-dual code of C is C^{⊥h} = { (a, a^′) ∈ R^2_λ | | ⟨(c, c^′), (a, a^′)⟩_h = 0, ∀ (c, c^′) ∈ C }. If C = C^{⊥h}, then we say that C is Galois p^h-self-dual, or Galois self-dual.

Lemma 3.10. If C ⊆ F^n × F^n is a 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code, then C^{⊥h} is a

2-quasi λ^{−pℓ−h}-constacyclic code. In particular, if h = 0, C^{⊥0} = C^⊥ is a 2-quasi

λ^{−1}-constacyclic code.

Proof. Assume that ( a, a^′ ) ∈ C^{⊥h}. By Lemma 2.2(2), it is enough to prove

that for any ( c, c^′ ) ∈ C we have ⟨ ( c, c ) , ( a, a^′ ) ( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h P_{λ−p}ℓ−h )⟩ h = 0.

Applying Eq.(3.10) and Eq.(3.12) yields ⟨ ( c, c^′ ) , ( a, a^′ ) ( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h P_{λ−p}ℓ−h )⟩ h = ( c, c^′ ) · ( ( a, a^′ ) ( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h P_{λ−p}ℓ−h ))_{∗h}

= ( c, c^′ ) ( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h P_{λ−p}ℓ−h )_{∗h} ( a, a^′ )_{∗h}

= ( c, c^′ ) (( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h )_{∗h} ( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h )_{∗h} ) ( a, a^′ )_{∗h} .

Because (λ^{−pℓ−h} )^{ph} = (λ^{pℓ} )^{−1} = λ^{−1}, it is easy to check that P_λ ( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h )_{∗h} = ( E_{n−1} λE_1 ) ( (λ^{−pℓ−h} )^{ph} E_1 E_{n−1} ) = E_n.

Since P^n_λ = λE_n and ord_F × (λ) = t (see Eq(3.1)), we have P^{nt}_λ = E_n, hence P^{−1}_λ = P^{nt−1}_λ . So ( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h )_{∗h} = P^{−1}_λ = P^{nt−1}_λ . (3.13)

By Lemma 2.2(2), ( c, c^′ ) ( P_λ P_λ )_{nt−1} ∈ C. We get that ⟨ ( c, c^′ ) , ( a, a^′ ) ( P_{λ−p}ℓ−h P_{λ−p}ℓ−h ) ⟩ h = ⟨ ( c, c^′ ) ( P_λ P_λ )_{nt−1} , ( a, a^′ ) ⟩ h = 0.

We are done.

Remark 3.11. We note that λ = λ^{−pℓ−h} if and only if λ^{1+ph} = 1, since λ = λ^{−pℓ−h} ⇐⇒ λ^{ph} = (λ^{−pℓ−h} )^{ph} = λ^{−pℓ} = λ^{−1} ⇐⇒ λ^{1+ph} = 1. If λ = λ^{−pℓ−h} , then for any 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code C, its Galois p^h-dual code C^{⊥h} is still a 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code. Otherwise (i.e., λ ≠ λ^{−pℓ−h} ), Lemma 3.2 implies that, for many 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes, their Galois p^h-dual codes are no longer 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes.

4 Galois self-dual 2-quasi constacyclic codes

In this section we investigate the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F . By Lemma 3.10 and Remark 3.11, any Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λconstacyclic code (i.e., C = C^{⊥h}) is also λ^{−pℓ−h} -constacyclic. We study them in two cases: λ ≠ λ^{−pℓ−h} (i.e., λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1), or λ = λ^{−pℓ−h} (i.e., λ^{1+ph} = 1).

4.1 The case that λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1

Our concern in this subsection is the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ−constacyclic codes over F under the assumption that λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1.

Theorem 4.1. Assume that λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1 (i.e., λ ≠ λ^{−pℓ−h} ). The following three are equivalent to each other:

(1) C is a Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code over F of length 2n. (2) C = C_{1,α} is a R_λ-submodule of R^2_λ generated by (1, α), where α ∈ F^× with α^{1+ph} = −1, and 1, α are viewed as the constant polynomials of R_λ.

(3) C is an F -linear code of length 2n with a generating matrix ( E_n, αE_n ) , where α ∈ F^× with α^{1+ph} = −1.

Proof. Observe that by Corollary 3.9, the statements (2) and (3) are equivalent. Suppose that (3) holds. Then ( E_n, αE_n )( E_n, αE_n )_{∗h} = (1 + α^{ph +1})E_n = 0, which implies ⟨C, C⟩_h = 0, cf. Eq.(3.12). Since the rank of the generating matrix ( E_n, αE_n ) is n, we have dim_F C = n, and so the statement (1) follows.

Therefore, it suffices to show that (1) implies (3).

Assume that (1) holds, i.e., C = C^{⊥h}. By Lemma 3.10, C is both a 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code and a 2-quasi λ^{−pℓ−h} -constacyclic code. Since λ ≠ λ^{−pℓ−h} , we deduce from Lemma 3.2 that either ρ_1(C) = 0 or ρ_1(C) = R_λ. Suppose that ρ_1(C) = 0. Since dim_F C = n, by Eq.(3.2), we have that C = 0 × R_λ, which is impossible because 0 × R_λ is not Galois p^h-self-dual. So, it must be the case that ρ_1(C) = R_λ. By the same argument, we have ρ_2(C) = R_λ.

As ρ_1(C) = R_λ, we can take (1, a) ∈ C with a = a(X)= ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iX^i ∈ R_λ.

Let C_{1,a} be the R_λ−submodule of R^2_λ generated by (1, a). Obviously, C_{1,a} ⊆ C. By Corollary 3.9, C_{1,a} has the generating matrix

( E_n, a(P_λ) ) = 1 a_0 a_1 · · · a_{n−1} 1 λa_{n−1} a_0 · · · a_{n−2} . . . · · · · · · · · · · · · 1 λa_1 λa_2 · · · a_0 n×2n . (4.1)

The rank of the matrix is n, hence dim_F C_{1,a} = n. In a word, C = C_{1,a} is linearly generated by the n rows of the matrix in Eq.(4.1).

Because C is also a 2-quasi λ^{−pℓ−h}-constacyclic code, by the same way we can also get that C is linearly generated by the n rows of the matrix ( E_n, a(P_{λ−p}ℓ−h ) ) . Thus any row of ( E_n, a(P_{λ−p}ℓ−h ) ) is a linear combination of the rows of the matrix in Eq.(4.1). So there is an n × n matrix A such that ( E_n, a(P_{λ−p}ℓ−h ) ) = A ( E_n, a(P_λ) ) = ( AE_n, A · a(P_λ) ) . It follows that A = E_n, and so a(P_{λ−p}ℓ−h ) = A · a(P_λ) = a(P_λ). The latter equality is as follows:

a_0 a_1 · · · a_{n−1} λ^{−pℓ−h} a_{n−1} a_0 · · · a_{n−2} · · · · · · · · · · · · λ^{−pℓ−h} a_1 λ^{−pℓ−h} a_2 · · · a_0 = a_0 a_1 · · · a_{n−1} λa_{n−1} a_0 · · · a_{n−2} · · · · · · · · · · · · λa_1 λa_2 · · · a_0 .

Since λ^{−pℓ−h} ≠ λ, it follows that a_i = 0 for i = 1, . . . , n − 1; hence the polynomial a(X) is a constant polynomial: a(X) = α for some α ∈ F , and C has a generating matrix ( E_n, αE_n ) . Because C is Galois p^h-self-dual, 0 = ( E_n, αE_n ) · ( E_n, αE_n )_{∗h} = E_n + α^{1+αph} E_n = (1 + α^{1+ph} )E_n,

hence 1 + α^{1+ph} = 0. In conclusion, (3) holds.

Corollary 4.2. Assume that λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1. The Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λconstacyclic codes of length 2n exist if and only if the polynomial X^{1+ph} + 1 has roots in F ; and in that case, the R_λ-submodules C_{1,α} of R^2_λ with α ∈ F being a root of X^{1+ph} + 1 are all the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes of length 2n.

Note that in the Euclidean case “h = 0”, λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1 if and only if λ ≠ ±1.

Corollary 4.3. Assume that λ ≠ ±1. The self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F of length 2n exist if and only if q ≢ 3 (mod 4); and in that case, the R_λsubmodules C_{1,α} of R^2_λ with α ∈ F satisfying α^2 = −1 are the all self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F of length 2n .

Proof. The polynomial X^2 + 1 has roots in F if and only if q is even or q is odd and 4 | (q − 1), if and only if q ≢ 3 (mod 4).

As a comparison, the Hermitian self-dual ones always exist.

Corollary 4.4. Assume that ℓ is even and λ^{1+pℓ/2} ≠ 1. Then the Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F of length 2n always exist; and in that case, the R_λ-submodules C_{1,α} of R^2_λ with α ∈ F satisfying α^{1+pℓ/2} = −1 are the all Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F of length 2n.

Proof. If q = p^ℓ is even, then the polynomial X^{1+pℓ/2} + 1 = X^{1+pℓ/2} − 1 always has roots in F . Assume that p is odd. The order of the multiplication group

|F^×| = p^ℓ − 1 = (p^{ℓ/2} + 1)(p^{ℓ/2} − 1),

and 2 | (p^{ℓ/2} − 1). So, there is a subgroup H of the multiplication group F^× with order |H| = 2(p^{ℓ/2} + 1). Then any generator of the group H is a root of the polynomial X^{1+pℓ/2} + 1.

As a consequence, we get the following.

Theorem 4.5. Assume that λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1 (i.e., λ ≠ λ^{−pℓ−h} ). Then the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F are asymptotically bad.

Proof. If the polynomial X^{1+ph} + 1 has no root in F , then Galois p^h-self-dual 2- quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F do not exist, hence Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F are asymptotically bad.

Otherwise, any Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code C_{1,α} has minimum weight w(C_{1,α}) = 2, because any row of the generating matrix ( E_n, αE_n ) has weight 2. The relative minimum distance Δ(C_{1,α}) =^2_{2n} → 0 while n → ∞. So Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F are asymptotically bad.

4.2 The case that λ^{1+ph} = 1

We start with a general result about the λ-consta circulant matrices. As in Example 2.1(2), M_n(F ) denotes the n × n matrix algebra over F . We consider its subset consisting of all the λ-consta circulant matrices of degree n:

M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) = { a(P_λ) | a(X) ∈ R_λ } , where P_λ is defined in Eq.(2.4) and a(P_λ) is defined in Eq.(3.8).

Lemma 4.6. With the notation as above. M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) is a subalgebra of M_n(F ) and the following is an algebra isomorphism:

ν : R_λ −→ M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ), a(X) −→ a(P_λ). (4.2)

Proof. The following is obviously an F -algebra homomorphism: δ : F [X] → M_n(F ), f(X) → f(P_λ). Since P^n_λ = λE_n, the kernel of the homomorphism δ is the ideal ⟨X^n −λ⟩ of F [X] generated by X^n − λ. Note that the quotient algebra F [X]/⟨X^n − λ⟩ = R_λ, see Eq.(2.7). By Homomorphism Theorem, the homomorphism δ induces an injective homomorphism: δ̂ : R_λ = F [X]/⟨X^n − λ⟩ → M_n(F ), a(X) → a(P_λ). The image of this homomorphism δ̂ is exactly M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ), cf. Definition 3.7. Thus M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) is a subalgebra of M_n(F ) and the homomorphism δ̂ induces the algebra isomorphism ν in Eq.(4.2).

In the rest of this subsection we assume that λ^{1+ph} = 1 i.e., λ = λ^{−pℓ−h} , cf. Remark 3.11. By Eq.(3.9), we have the following map τ̃ : M_n(F ) −→ M_n(F ), A −→ A^{∗h}; and by Eq.(3.10), for any A, B ∈ M_n(F ) and α ∈ F , (AB)^{∗h} = B^{∗h}A^{∗h}, (A + B)^{∗h} = A^{∗h} + B^{∗h}, (αA)^{∗h} = α^{ph}A^{∗h}. So τ̃ is a p^h-anti-automorphism of the matrix algebra M_n(F ).

Lemma 4.7. Keep the notation as above. Assume that λ^{1+ph} = 1. Then τ̃ ( M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) ) ⊆ M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ), and the restricted map τ = τ̃ |_{Mn}-_λ-_{circ (F )} as follows is a p^h-automorphism of the F -algebra M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ):

τ : M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) −→ M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ), a(P_λ) −→ ( a(P_λ) )_{∗h} . (4.3)

Proof. Since λ = λ^{−pℓ−h} , by Eq.(3.13) we deduce that

P^{∗h}_λ = P^{−1}_λ = P^{nt−1}_λ ∈ M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ). (4.4)

By Eq.(4.2), any a(P_λ) ∈ M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) is associated with a(X) ∈ R_λ, where a(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iX^i ∈ R_λ, so ( a(P_λ) )_{∗h} = (^{n−1}∑ i=0 a_iP^i_λ )_{∗h} = n−1∑ i=0 a^{ph}_i (P^{∗h}_λ )^i ∈ M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ).

Thus τ̃ ( M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) ) ⊆ M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ). Restricting the p^h-anti-automorphism τ̃ to M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ), we get the p^h-anti-automorphism Eq.(4.3), which is in fact a p^h-automorphism because M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) ∼= R_λ is a commutative algebra.

Next, we introduce an operator “∗” on R_λ, which is the key to obtaining the necessary and sufficient conditions for 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes being Galois p^h-self-dual. With the isomorphism ν in Eq.(4.2), inspiring by Eq.(4.3) and Eq.(4.4), for a(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iX^i ∈ R_λ we define

a^∗(X) = a^{(ph )}(X^{nt−1}) (mod X^n − λ), (4.5)

where a^{(ph)}(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a^{ph}_i X^i, cf. Example 2.1(1).

Lemma 4.8. Assume that λ^{1+ph} = 1. Let a^∗(X), ν and τ be as in Eq.(4.5), Eq.(4.2) and Eq.(4.3) respectively. Then a^∗(X) = ν^{−1}τν ( a(X) ) , ∀ a(X) ∈ R_λ; (4.6)

and the following map is a p^h-automorphism of the algebra R_λ: ∗ : R_λ −→ R_λ, a(X) −→ a^∗(X) . (4.7) Proof. For a(X) ∈ R_λ, by the definition of a^∗(X) in Eq.(4.5) and by Eq.(4.4),

a^∗(P_λ) = n−1∑ i=0 a^{ph}_i (P^{nt−1}_λ )^i = n−1∑ i=0 a^{ph}_i (P^{∗h}_λ )^i = n−1∑ i=0 a^{ph}_i (P^i_λ )^{∗h}

= n−1∑ i=0 (a_iP^i_λ )^{∗h} = (^{n−1}∑ i=0 a_iP^i_λ )_{∗h} = ( a(P_λ) )_{∗h} . That is, ν ( a^∗(X) ) = a^∗(P_λ) = ( a(P_λ) )_{∗h} = τν ( a(X) ) . So Eq.(4.6) holds;

equivalently, the following diagram is commutative:

R_λ^ν−→ M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F ) ∗ τ R_λ −→_ν M_n-_λ-_{circ}(F )

(4.8)

Because τ is a p^h-automorphism and both ν and ν^{−1} are algebra isomorphism, by Eq.(4.6) we see that Eq.(4.7) is a p^h-automorphism of R_λ.

Recall that the 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code C_{a,a}′ generated by (a, a^′) ∈ R^2_λ has been defined in Remark 3.4. For the R_λ-submodules of R^2_λ generated by one element, we have the following Galois self-duality criteria.

Lemma 4.9. Assume that λ^{1+ph} = 1.

(1) The 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code C_{a,a}′ is Galois p^h-self-dual if and only if aa^∗ + a^′a^{′∗} =0 and the rate R(C_{a,a}′ ) = 1/2.

(2) The 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code C_{1,g} is Galois p^h-self-dual if and only if gg^∗ = −1.

Proof. (1) The C_{a,a}′ is Galois p^h-self-dual if and only if ⟨C_{a,a}′ , C_{a,a}′ ⟩_h = 0 and dim_F C_{a,a}′ = n. What remains is to show that ⟨C_{a,a}′ , C_{a,a}′ ⟩_h = 0 ⇐⇒ aa^∗ + a^′a^{′∗} = 0. (4.9) Observe that by Lemma 3.8, C_{a,a}′ is linearly generated by the rows of the matrix ( a(P_λ), a^′(P_λ) ) . Thus ⟨C_{a,a}′ , C_{a,a}′ ⟩_h = 0 if and only if ( a(P_λ), a^′(P_λ) ) · ( a(P_λ), a^′(P_λ) )_{∗h} = a(P_λ) · a(P_λ)^{∗h} + a^′(P_λ) · a^′(P_λ)^{∗h} = 0.

Thus, Eq.(4.9) follows from Lemma 4.8 (cf. Eq.(4.8)) immediately.

(2) By Corollary 3.9, C_{1,g} has the generating matrix ( E_n, g(P_λ) ) . In particular, dim_F C_{1,g} = n, i.e., R(C_{1,g} ) = 1/2. Similarly to the proof of (1), we have ⟨C_{1,g} , C_{1,g} ⟩_h = 0 if and only if 1 + gg^∗ = 0.

In the semisimple case, extending [14, Theorem 4.2], we have the following theorem which characterize the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes. By Corollary 3.6, any 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code C can be written as C = C_{a,0} ⊕ C_{0,a}′ ⊕ C_{b,bg} , (4.10) where a, a^′, b ∈ R_λ with ab = a^′b = 0 and g ∈ C^×_b .

Theorem 4.10. Assume that λ^{1+ph} = 1 and gcd(n, q) = 1. Let C in Eq.(4.10) be any 2-quasi λ-constacyclic code. Then C is Galois p^h-self-dual if and only if the following two hold:

(1) aa^∗ = a^′a^{′∗} = ab^∗ = a^∗b = a^′b^∗ = a^{′∗}b = bb^∗(1 + gg^∗) = 0; (2) dim_F C = n.

Proof. The C is Galois p^h-self-dual if and only if ⟨C, C⟩_h = 0 and dim_F C = n. Note that the inner product ⟨−, −⟩_h is linear for the first variable, and it is p^hlinear for the second variable, but it is not symmetric in general. So ⟨C, C⟩_h = 0 is equivalent to the following ⟨C_{a,0}, C_{0,a}′ ⟩_h = ⟨C_{0,a}′ , C_{a,0}⟩_h = 0, ⟨C_{a,0}, C_{a,0}⟩_h = ⟨C_{0,a}′ , C_{0,a}′ ⟩_h = 0, ⟨C_{a,0}, C_{b,bg} ⟩_h = ⟨C_{b,bg} , C_{a,0}⟩_h = 0, ⟨C_{0,a}′ , C_{b,bg} ⟩_h = ⟨C_{b,bg} , C_{0,a}′ ⟩_h = 0, ⟨C_{b,bg} , C_{b,bg} ⟩_h = 0.

The first line holds obviously. By Eq.(4.9), the second and the third lines are equivalent to that aa^∗ = a^′a^{′∗} = 0 and ab^∗ = a^∗b = 0, respectively. The last line is equivalent to that bb^∗(1 + gg^∗) = 0.

Turn to the forth line which is equivalent to a^′b^∗g^∗ = a^{′∗}bg = 0. Note that C_b = R_λ e_b is a ring with identity e_b which is an idempotent, cf. Remark 2.4(1), hence “g ∈ C^×_b ” implies that gg^′ = e_b for a g^′ ∈ C_b. So a^{′∗}b = a^{′∗}be_b = a^{′∗}bgg^′ = 0g^′ = 0. Similarly, a^′b^∗ = a^′b^∗e^∗_b = a^′b^∗g^∗g^{′∗} = 0g^{′∗} = 0.

The theorem is proved.

5 Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes

In this section, we always assume that ℓ is even and h = ℓ/2, and gcd(n, q) = 1. The map σ_{ℓ/2} : F → F , α → α^{pℓ/2} , is a Galois automorphism of order 2, and

⟨a, a^′⟩_{ℓ/2} = n−1∑ i=0 a_ia^′_i^{pℓ/2} , ∀ a = (a_0, · · · , a_{n−1}), a^′ = (a^′_0, · · · , a^′_{n−1}) ∈ F^n,

is the Hermitian inner product on F^n. In this section we consider R = R_1 = F [X]/⟨X^n − 1⟩ and R^2 = R × R, cf. Eq.(2.13); and prove that the Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes are asymptotically good.

5.1 The operator “∗” on R = F [X]/⟨X^n − 1⟩

Since 1^{1+pℓ/2} = 1, the results in Subsection 4.2 can be quoted freely for R and R^2. In particular, the operator “∗” in Lemma 4.8 is a p^{ℓ/2}-automorphism of R: ∗ : R −→ R, a(X) −→ a^∗(X), (5.1) where a(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iX^i and a^∗(X) = a^{(pℓ/2)}(X^{n−1}) (mod X^n − 1), i.e., a^∗(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a^{pℓ/2}_i (X^{n−1})^i (mod X^n − 1), cf. Eq.(4.5). By Eq.(2.14), we have the identification: R ∼= F G, n−1∑ i=0 a_iX^i → n−1∑ i=0 a_ix^i, where G = ⟨ x | x^n = 1⟩ is the cyclic group of order n and F G is the cyclic group algebra. So the symbol “X” can be identified with the element x of the group G, and we can write a(x) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_ix^i ∈ R, and the expressions x^{−1}, a(x^{−1}) etc.

make sense. Hence x^{n−1} = x^{−1} and

a^∗(x) = n−1∑ i=0 a^{pℓ/2}_i (x^{−1})^i = a^{(pℓ/2)}(x^{−1}), ∀ a(x) ∈ R. (5.2)

Lemma 5.1. The p^{ℓ/2}-automorphism “∗” of R in Eq.(5.1) is of order 2.

Proof. Since x^{n−1} = x^{−1}, for any a(x) ∈ R by Eq.(5.2) we have (^{n−1}∑ i=0 a_ix^i )_{∗∗} = (^{n−1}∑ i=0 a^{pℓ/2}_i (x^{−1})^i )_∗ = n−1∑ i=0 (a^{pℓ/2}_i )^{pℓ/2} ((x^{−1})^{−1})^i = n−1∑ i=0 a_ix^i. Thus the order of the operator “∗” equals 1 or 2. There is an α ∈ F such that α^{pℓ/2} ≠ α. Then in R we have (α1)^∗ ≠ α1. So the order of the operator “∗” equals 2.

Corollary 5.2. If C is a non-zero ideal of R which is invariant by the operator “∗” (i.e., C^∗ = C), then the restriction of the operator “∗” to C induces a p^{ℓ/2}-automorphism of C of order 2.

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, the restriction of “∗” to C is of order 1 or 2. Let c ∈ C with c ≠ 0. If c^∗ ≠ c, then the restriction of “∗” to C is not the identity. Otherwise, c^∗ = c; there is an α ∈ F with α^{pℓ/2} ≠ α; so (αc)^∗ = α^{pℓ/2}c^∗ = α^{pℓ/2} c ≠ αc. In conclusion, the restriction of “∗” to C is of order 2.

Note that “gcd(n, q) = 1” is assumed in this section. Recall from Eq.(2.15) that e_0 =^1_n ∑_{n−1} i=0 x^i, e_1, . . . , e_m are all primitive idempotents of R. Then the p^h-automorphism “∗” permutes the primitive idempotents, i.e., every e^∗_i is still a primitive idempotent. Note that e^∗_0 = e_0. We can reorder the other primitive idempotents e_1, . . . , e_r, e_{r+1}, e^∗_{r+1}, . . . , e_{r+s}, e^∗_{r+s}, (5.3) such that e^∗_i = e_i for i = 1, . . . , r, e^∗_{r+j} ≠ e_{r+j} but e^{∗∗}_{r+j} = e_{r+j} for j = 1, . . . , s, and 1 + r + s = m.

Remark 5.3. (1) For i = 0, 1, . . . , r, we get (Re_i)^∗ = Re^∗_i = Re_i. The restriction of the map “∗” in Eq.(5.1) to Re_i induces a p^{ℓ/2}-automorphism of Re_i of order 2 (cf. Corollary 5.2) as follows ∗|_{Rei} : Re_i → Re_i, a → a^∗. Let d_i = dim_F Re_i. By Eq.(2.17), the ideal Re_i is a field extension over F with cardinality |Re_i| = p^{diℓ}. So a^∗ = a^{pdiℓ/2} for a ∈ Re_i.

(2) For j = 1, . . . , s, (Re_{r+j} )^∗ = Re^∗_{r+j} ≠ Re_{r+j} , and the restriction of the map “∗” in Eq.(5.1) to Re_{r+j} induces a p^{ℓ/2}-isomorphism as follows ∗|_{Rer+j} : Re_{r+j} → Re^∗_{r+j} , a → a^∗. Let d_{r+j} = dim_F Re_{r+j} , then dim_F Re^∗_{r+j} = dim_F Re_{r+j} = d_{r+j} . Denote ^e_{r+j} = e_{r+j} + e^∗_{r+j} , by Eq.(2.17) we have that R^e_{r+j} = Re_{r+j} ⊕ Re^∗_{r+j} = {a^′ + a^{′′} | a^′ ∈ Re_{r+j} , a^{′′} ∈ Re^∗_{r+j} }, dim_F R^e_{r+j} = 2d_{r+j} .

It is easy to check that ^e^∗_{r+j} = (e_{r+j} + e^∗_{r+j} )^∗ = e^∗_{r+j} + e_{r+j} = ^e_{r+j} . So (R^e_{r+j} )^∗ = R^e^∗_{r+j} = R^e_{r+j} . The restriction of the map “∗” in Eq.(5.1) to R^e_{r+j} induces a p^{ℓ/2}-automorphism of R^e_{r+j} of order 2 (cf. Corollary 5.2) as follows ∗|_{R^er+j} : R^e_{r+j} → R^e_{r+j} , a^′ + a^{′′} → a^{′′∗} + a^{′∗}. (5.4) For convenience, in the following we denote ^e_i = e_i for i = 0, 1, . . . , r. Then ^e^∗_i = ^e_i for i = 0, 1, . . . , r + s, and

1 = ^e_0 + ^e_1 + · · · + ^e_{r+s}, ^e_i^e_j = { ^e_i, i = j; 0, i ≠ j. (5.5)

Thus, R can be rewritten as R = R^e_0 ⊕ R^e_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ R^e_r ⊕ R^e_{r+1} ⊕ · · · ⊕ R^e_{r+s}. (5.6) Any a ∈ R is decomposed into

a = a_0 + a_1 + · · · + a_{r+s}, where a_i = a^e_i, i = 0, 1, . . . , r + s. (5.7) The a_i = a^e_i is called the ^e_i-component of a. For a = ∑_{r+s} i=0 a_i, b = ∑_{r+s} i=0 b_i ∈ R, by Eq.(5.5) it is trivial to check that ab = a_0b_0 + a_1b_1 + · · · + a_{r+s}b_{r+s}. (5.8) Keep the notation in Remark 5.3, we have d_i = dim_F R^e_i for i = 0, 1, . . . , r; and 2d_i = dim_F R^e_i for i = r + 1, . . . , r + s. Thus, dim_F R = d_0 + d_1 + · · · + d_r + 2d_{r+1} + · · · + 2d_{r+s} = n, (5.9) where d_0 = 1 and d_i ≥ μ(n) for i = 1, . . . , r + s; cf. Eq.(2.19).

5.2 A class of Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes

Recall that the 2-quasi-cyclic code C_{1,g} of R^2 (defined in Remark 3.4) is Hermitian self-dual if and only if gg^∗ = −1, see Lemma 4.9. So we denote D = { g | | g ∈ R, gg^∗ = −1 }. (5.10) Any g ∈ D corresponds to a Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic code C_{1,g} . Set D_i = { z | z ∈ R^e_i, zz^∗ = −^e_i}, i = 0, 1, . . . , r + s. (5.11) By Eq.(5.5), Eq.(5.7) and Eq.(5.8),

g = g_0 + g_1 + · · · + g_{r+s} ∈ D ⇐⇒ g_i ∈ D_i, ∀ i = 0, 1, . . . , r + s. (5.12) Lemma 5.4. (1) If 0 ≤ i ≤ r (i.e. ^e_i = e_i = e^∗_i ), then |D_i| = p^{diℓ/2} + 1.

(2) If r < i ≤ r + s (i.e. e_i ≠ e^∗_i and ^e_i = e_i + e^∗_i ), then |D_i| = p^{diℓ} − 1.

Proof. (1). By Remark 5.3(1), R^e_i is the field with |R^e_i| = p^{diℓ}. For z ∈ R^e_i, zz^∗ = zz^{pdiℓ/2} = z^{pdiℓ/2+1}. So, zz^∗ = −^e_i if and only if z^{pdiℓ/2+1} + ^e_i = 0. Hence |D_i| equals the number of the roots in F_pd_i ℓ of the F_pd_i ℓ -polynomial X^{pdiℓ/2+1} + 1, where F_pd_i ℓ denotes the finite field with cardinality p^{diℓ}.

If p = 2, then 1 = −1. The order of the multiplicative group F^×_{pdi ℓ} is | |F^×_{pdi ℓ} | | = p^di^ℓ − 1 = (p^di^{ℓ/2} − 1)(p^di^{ℓ/2} + 1). (5.13)

Thus the multiplication group F^×_{pdi ℓ} has a subgroup H of order p^{diℓ/2} +1, and all elements of H are roots of the polynomial X^{pdiℓ/2+1} +1. Hence |D_i| = p^{diℓ/2} +1.

Otherwise p is odd, then p^{diℓ/2} − 1 is even. By Eq.(5.13), we get that 2(p^{diℓ/2} + 1) | | |F^×_{pdi ℓ} |. So F^×_{pdi ℓ} has a subgroup H of order 2(pdiℓ/2 + 1). The elements of H are just all roots of the polynomial X^{2(pdiℓ/2+1)} − 1. Since

X^{2(pdiℓ/2+1)} − 1 = (X^{pdiℓ/2+1} − 1)(X^{pdiℓ/2+1} + 1),

all roots of the polynomial X^{pdiℓ/2+1} +1 are inside F_pd_i ℓ . Thus, |D_i| = p^{diℓ/2} +1.

(2). For r < i ≤ r + s, e_i ≠ e^∗_i and ^e_i = e_i + e^∗_i . By Remark 5.3(2), R^e_i = Re_i ⊕ Re^∗_i . For z = z^′ + z^{′′} ∈ Re_i ⊕ Re^∗_i with z^′ ∈ Re_i and z^{′′} ∈ Re^∗_i , by Eq.(5.4) we have z^∗ = z^{′′∗} +z^{′∗}, and so zz^∗ = (z^′ +z^{′′})(z^{′′∗} +z^{′∗}) = z^′z^{′′∗} +z^{′∗}z^{′′}. It follows that: zz^∗ = −^e_i = −e_i −e^∗_i if and only if z^′z^{′′∗} = −e_i and z^{′∗}z^{′′} = −e^∗_i . We take z^′ ∈ (Re_i)^×, then z^{′′∗} = −z^{′−1} (where z^{′−1} is the inverse of z^′ in Re_i, not in R), hence z^{′′} = z^{′′∗∗} = −(z^{′∗})^{−1} is uniquely determined. Thus, zz^∗ = −^e_i ⇐⇒ z = z^′ − (z^{′∗})^{−1} for a z^′ ∈ (Re_i)^×. (5.14)

Since Re_i is a field with cardinality p^{diℓ}, |D_i| = |(Re_i)^×| = p^{diℓ} − 1.

For any subset ω ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , r+s}, refining the notation in Eq.(5.6) and in Remark 5.3, we define an ideal A_ω of R and an integer d_ω as follows A_ω = ⨁ i∈ω R^e_i, d_ω = dim_F A_ω .

Obviously, ω can be written as a disjoint union: ω = ω^′ ∪ ω^{′′}, where ω^′ =ω ∩ {0, 1, . . . , r}, ω^{′′} =ω ∩ {r+1, . . . , r+s}. Similarly to Eq.(5.9), we have A_ω = A_ω′ ⊕ A_ω′′ , d_ω = ∑ i∈ω^′ d_i + 2 ∑ i∈ω^{′′} d_i. (5.15)

It is known that ([20, Lemma 4.7]) for integers k_1, . . . , k_v, if k_i ≥ log_p(v) for i = 1, . . . , v, then (p^{k1} − 1) . . . (p^{kv} − 1) ≥ p^{k1 +···+kv −2}; (p^{k1} + 1) . . . (p^{kv} + 1) ≤ p^{k1 +···+kv +2}.

(5.16)

Lemma 5.5. For a subset ω ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , r + s}, if μ(n) ≥ log_p(n) (where μ(n) is defined in Eq.(2.19)), then p^{−2}p^{dω ℓ/2} ≤ ∏ i∈ω |D_i| ≤ p^3p^{dω ℓ/2}.

Proof. For 1 ≤ i ≤ r +s, we deduce that d_i ≥ μ(n) ≥ log_p(r +s) since n ≥ r +s. By Lemma 5.4 we have that ∏ i∈ω |D_i| = ∏ i∈ω^′ |D_i| · ∏ i∈ω^{′′} |D_i| = ∏ i∈ω^′ (p^{diℓ/2} + 1) · ∏ i∈ω^{′′} (p^{diℓ} − 1). If 0 /∈ ω, using Eq.(5.16) we get ∏ i∈ω |D_i| ≥ ∏ i∈ω^′ (p^{diℓ/2} − 1) · ∏ i∈ω^{′′} (p^{diℓ} − 1) ≥ p (_∑ i∈ω′ diℓ/2+ ∑ i∈ω′′ diℓ )_{−2}

= p^{−2}p (_∑ i∈ω′ di+ ∑ i∈ω′′ 2di )_{ℓ/2} = p^{−2}p^{dωℓ/2}, where the last equality follows by Eq.(5.15); and ∏ i∈ω |D_i| ≤ ∏ i∈ω^′ (p^{diℓ/2} + 1) · ∏ i∈ω^{′′} (p^{diℓ} + 1) ≤ p (_∑ i∈ω′ diℓ/2+ ∑ i∈ω′′ diℓ )_{+2}

= p^2p (_∑ i∈ω′ di+ ∑ i∈ω′′ 2di )_{ℓ/2} = p^2p^{dω ℓ/2}. That is, if 0 /∈ ω then p^{−2}p^{dω ℓ/2} ≤ ∏ i∈ω |D_i| ≤ p^2p^{dω ℓ/2}. (5.17) If 0 ∈ ω, we set ω̃ = ω\{0}, and so d_ω = d_0+d_{ω̃}, where d_0 = 1. By Lemma 5.4(1), we see that |D_0| = p^{d0ℓ/2} + 1, and ∏ i∈ω |D_i| = (p^{d0ℓ/2} + 1) ∏ i∈ω̃ |D_i|. It follows by Eq.(5.17) that ∏ i∈ω |D_i| ≥ p^{d0ℓ/2} · p^{−2}p^{dω̃ℓ/2} = p^{−2}p (_{d0+dω̃} )_{ℓ/2} = p^{−2}p^{dω ℓ/2}; and that ∏ i∈ω |D_i| ≤ p^{1+d0ℓ/2} · p^2p^{dω̃ℓ/2} = p^3p (_{d0+dω̃} )_{ℓ/2} = p^3p^{dωℓ/2}. Thus the lemma holds.

By Eq.(5.12), |D| = ∏_{r+s} i=0 |D_i|. We have the following at once.

Corollary 5.6. If μ(n) ≥ log_p(n) (where μ(n) is defined in Eq.(2.19)), then p^{−2}p^{nℓ/2} ≤ |D| ≤ p^3p^{nℓ/2}. Any element a ∈ R can be written as a = a_0ê_0 + a_1ê_1 + · · · + a_{r+s}ê_{r+s} (cf. Eq.(5.7)). We denote

ω_a = { i | | a_i = a^e_i ≠ 0} ⊆ {0, 1, . . . , r + s}; d_a = d_{ωa} = dim_F A_{ωa} . Obviously Ra ⊆ A_{ωa} . For a, b ∈ R it is easy to check that

Ra = Rb =⇒ A_{ωa} = A_{ωb} (equivalently, ω_a = ω_b); (5.18)

but the converse is not true in general. Lemma 5.7. For (a, b) ∈ R^2, we denote D_{(a,b)} = { g | | g ∈ D, (a, b) ∈ C_{1,g} }, (5.19) where C_{1,g} defined in Remark 3.4 and D defined in Eq.(5.10).

(1) If D_{(a,b)} ≠ ∅, then Ra = Rb, hence ω_a = ω_b. (2) If μ(n) ≥ log_p(n), then |D_{(a,b)}| ≤ p^5p^{(n−da)ℓ/2}.

Proof. (1). Assume that g ∈ D_{(a,b)}, then gg^∗ = −1 (cf. Eq.(5.10)) and u(1, g) = (a, b) for an element u ∈ R. The former equality implies that g is invertible with g^{−1} = −g^∗. The latter equality implies that a = u and b = ug = ag. We deduce that Rb = Rag = Rga = Ra since g is invertible.

(2). By Eq.(5.7), we write a = a_0 + · · · + a_{r+s}, b = b_0 + · · · + b_{r+s} and g = g_0 + · · · + g_{r+s} with g_i ∈ D_i. By Eq.(5.8), ag = b ⇐⇒ a_ig_i = b_i for i = 0, 1, . . . , r + s. We count the number of such g_i in two cases.

Case 1: a_i = 0, i.e., i /∈ ω_a. Since Ra = Rb, we have that Rb_i = Ra_i = 0, hence b_i = 0. Then any g_i ∈ D_i satisfies that a_ig_i = b_i.

Case 2: a_i ≠ 0, i.e., i ∈ ω_a. There are two subcases.

Subcase 2.1: 0 ≤ i ≤ r. Since R^e_i is a field, a_i is invertible in R^e_i, and so there is a unique z ∈ R^e_i such that a_iz = b_i. We see that there is at most one g_i ∈ D_i such that a_ig_i = b_i.

Subcase 2.2: r < i ≤ r + s. By Remark 5.3(2), R^e_i = Re_i ⊕ Re^∗_i . We can write a_i = α^′ + α^{′′} and b_i = β^′ + β^{′′}, where α^′, β^′ ∈ Re_i and α^{′′}, β^{′′} ∈ Re^∗_i . Since a_i ≠ 0, at least one of α^′ and α^{′′} is nonzero. We may assume that α^′ ≠ 0. Take g_i = z^′ − (z^{′∗})^{−1} ∈ D_i as in Eq.(5.14), then a_ig_i = b_i implies that α^′z^′ = β^′ in Re_i. Hence z^′ = α^{′−1}β^′ is uniquely determined.

In a word, if a_i ≠ 0 (i.e., i ∈ ω_a), then there is at most one g_i ∈ D_i such that a_ig_i = b_i. Thus |D_{(a,b)}| ≤ ∏ i /∈ω_a |D_i| = r+s∏ i=0 |D_i| / ∏ i∈ω_a |D_i| = |D| / ∏ i∈ω_a |D_i|.

By Lemma 5.5 and Corollary 5.6, |D_{(a,b)}| ≤ p^3p^{nℓ/2} / p^{−2}p^{dωa ℓ/2} = p^5p^{(n−dωa )ℓ/2}. We are done.

5.3 Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes are good

Keep the notation in Subsection 5.2. From now on, let δ be a real number satisfying that (where h_q(δ) is the q-entropy function defined in Eq.(2.20))

δ ∈ (0, 1 − q^{−1}) and h_q (δ) < 1/4. (5.20)

And set D^{≤δ} = { g | | g ∈ D, Δ(C_{1,g} ) ≤ δ }; Ω_d = { A | A is an ideal of R with dim_F A = d } . (5.21)

Recall that μ(n) is defined in Eq.(2.19), (A × A)^{≤δ} is defined in Eq.(2.21) and D_{(a,b)} is defined in Eq.(5.19).

Lemma 5.8. D^{≤δ} ⊆ ⋃_n d=μ(n) ⋃ A∈Ω_d ⋃ (a,b)∈(A×A)^{≤δ} D(a,b). Proof. Assume that g ∈ D^{≤δ} . By Eq.(5.21), we have an (a, b) ∈ R^2 such that 0 < w(a, b) ≤ 2δn and (a, b) ∈ C_{1,g} , i.e., g ∈ D_{(a,b)}. From Lemma 5.7(1) and Eq.(5.18), we deduce that A_{ωa} = A_{ωb} ; hence d_a = dim_F A_{ωa} = dim_F A_{ωb} = d_b, and (a, b) ∈ A_{ωa} × A_{ωa} and A_{ωa} ∈ Ω_{da} . If A_{ωa} = Re_0, then 0 ≠ a, b ∈ Re_0, hence w(a, b) = 2n (cf. Eq.(2.18)), which contradicts that w(a, b) ≤ 2δn and δ < 1 − q^{−1} (see Eq.(5.20)). Thus A_{ωa} ≠ Re_0. By the definition of μ(n) in Eq.(2.19), we obtain that d_a ≥ μ(n). So the lemma is proved.

Lemma 5.9. If^1_4 − h_q(δ) −^{logp(n)}_{μ(n)ℓ} > 0 and μ(n) ≥ log_p(n), then |D^{≤δ} | ≤ p^5p^{nℓ2 −2μ(n)ℓ} (_1

4 −h_q (δ)−^{logp(n)}_{μ(n)ℓ} ) . Proof. Note that any ideal A of R is a direct sum of some of Re_0, Re_1, . . . , Re_m (cf. Eq.(2.17)). For 1 ≤ i ≤ m, the dimension dim_F Re_i ≥ μ(n), where μ(n) is defined in Eq.(2.19). Suppose that A ∈ Ω_d where μ(n) ≤ d ≤ n. If Re_0 is not a direct summand of A, then the number of such A is at most m^{dμ(n)} ;

otherwise Re_0 is a direct summand of A, then the number of such A is at most m^{d−1μ(n)} < m^{dμ(n)} . Hence

|Ω_d| ≤ m^{dμ(n)} ≤ n^{dμ(n)} . (5.22)

Applying Lemma 5.8 and Lemma 5.7(2), we obtain |D^{≤δ} | ≤ n∑ d=μ(n) ∑ A∈Ω_d ∑ (a,b)∈(A×A)^{≤δ} |D_{(a,b)}|

≤ n∑ d=μ(n) ∑ A∈Ω_d ∑ (a,b)∈(A×A)^{≤δ} p^5p^{(n−d)ℓ/2},

where the number p^5p^{(n−d)ℓ/2} is independent of the choice of (a, b) ∈ (A×A)^{≤δ} . By Lemma 2.7, for A ∈ Ω_d we have |(A × A)^{≤δ} | ≤ (p^ℓ)^{2dhq (δ)}. So |D^{≤δ}| ≤ n∑ d=μ(n) ∑ A∈Ω_d |(A × A)^{≤δ} | · p^5p^{(n−d)ℓ/2}

≤ n∑ d=μ(n) ∑ A∈Ω_d p^{2dℓhq (δ)}p^5p^{(n−d)ℓ/2} = p^5 n∑ d=μ(n) ∑ A∈Ω_d p^{nℓ2 +2dℓ} (_{hq (δ)− 1} 4 ) ,

where the number p^{nℓ2 +2dℓ} (_{hq (δ)− 1} 4 ) is independent of the choice of A ∈ Ω_d.

Using Eq.(5.22) yields |D^{≤δ}| ≤ p^5 n∑ d=μ(n) |Ω_d|·p^{nℓ2 +2dℓ} (_{hq (δ)− 1} 4 ) ≤ p^5 n∑ d=μ(n) n^{dμ(n)} p^{nℓ2 +2dℓ} (_{hq (δ)− 1} 4 )

= p^5 n∑ d=μ(n) p^{nℓ2 +2dℓ} (_{hq (δ)− 1} 4 )_{+ d logp(n)} μ(n) = p5 n∑ d=μ(n) p^{nℓ2 −2dℓ} (_1

4 −h_q (δ)−^{logp(n)} 2μ(n)ℓ ) .

Note that^1_4 − h_q(δ) −^{logp(n)}_{2μ(n)ℓ} > 0 (since^1_4 − h_q(δ) −^{logp(n)}_{μ(n)ℓ} > 0) and d ≥ μ(n). We further get |D^{≤δ}| ≤ p^5 n∑ d=μ(n) p^{nℓ2 −2μ(n)ℓ} (_1

4 −h_q (δ)−^{logp(n)} 2μ(n)ℓ )

≤ p^5 · n · p^{nℓ2 −2μ(n)ℓ} (_1

4 −h_q (δ)−^{logp(n)} 2μ(n)ℓ ) . That is, |D^{≤δ}| ≤ p^5p^{nℓ2 −2μ(n)ℓ} (_1

4 −h_q (δ)−^{logp(n)}_{μ(n)ℓ} ) . By [3, Lemma 2.6] (or [12, Lemma II.6]), there are odd positive integers n_1, n_2, . . . coprime to q = p^ℓ such that lim_{i→∞}^{logq (ni)}_{μ(ni )} = 0, where μ(n) is defined in Eq.(2.19). Since log_q (n_i) = log_p(n_i)/ log_p(q) = log_p(n_i)/ℓ, we see that there are odd positive integers n_1, n_2, . . . coprime to p such that lim_{i→∞} log_p(n_i) μ(n_i) = 0, (5.23)

which implies that μ(n_i) → ∞, hence n_i → ∞. Obviously, we can assume that μ(n_i) ≥ log_p(n_i) for i = 1, 2, . . . .

Theorem 5.10. Assume that 0 < δ < 1 − q^{−1} and h_q (δ) <^1_4 as in Eq.(5.20). Then there are Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes C_1, C_2, . . . over F (hence R(C_i) =^1_2 ) such that the code length 2n_i of C_i goes to infinity and the relative minimum distance Δ(C_i) > δ for i = 1, 2, . . . .

Proof. Take n_1, n_2, . . . as in Eq.(5.23). There is a positive real number ε > 0 such that^1_4 − h_q (δ) −^{logp(ni)}_{μ(ni )ℓ} ≥ ε for large enough index i. So we can further assume that 1 4 − h_q(δ) − log_p(n_i) μ(n_i)ℓ ≥ ε, i = 1, 2, . . . . (5.24) Taking n = n_i in Corollary 5.6 and Lemma 5.9, and denoting D by D(i), we get |D(i)^{≤δ} | |D(i)| ≤ p^5p^{niℓ2 −2μ(ni )ℓ} (_1

4 −h_q (δ)−^{logp(ni)} μ(ni)ℓ ) p^{−2}p^{niℓ}2 = p^7p^{−2μ(ni)ℓ} (_1

4 −h_q (δ)−^{logp(ni)} μ(ni )ℓ ) . By Eq.(5.24) and that μ(n_i) → ∞, we get that lim_{i→∞} |D(i)^{≤δ} | / |D(i)| ≤ lim_{i→∞} p^7p^{−2μ(ni)ℓε} = 0. Therefore, we can further assume that |D(i)^{≤δ} | < |D(i)| for i = 1, 2, . . . . So we can take g_i ∈ D(i) \ D(i)^{≤δ} . Then C_i = C_{1,gi} is a Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic code of length 2n_i with Δ(C_i) > δ.

6 Hermitian (Euclidean) self-dual 2-quasi constacyclic codes

In this section we prove that if λ^{1+pℓ/2} = 1 (λ^2 = 1 and q ≢ 3 (mod 4), respectively), then Hermitian self-dual (Euclidean self-dual, respectively) 2-quasi λconstacyclic codes are asymptotically good. We first relate R_λ = F [X]/⟨X^n −λ⟩ with R = F [X]/⟨X^n − 1⟩, and then turn to the Hermitian case (h = ℓ/2) and the Euclidean case (h = 0).

Lemma 6.1. Assume that λ^{1+ph} = 1 and gcd(n, t) = 1, where t = ord_F × (λ) as

in Eq.(3.1). Then there is a γ = λ^s ∈ F^× such that γ^n = λ^{−1} and the map η : R −→ R_λ, n−1∑ i=0 a_iX^i −→ n−1∑ i=0 a_i(γX)^i (mod X^n − λ), (6.1)

satisfies the following:

(1) η is an algebra isomorphism.

(2) The weight w ( η(a(X)) ) = w ( a(X) ) , ∀ a(X) ∈ R. (3) ⟨ η(a(X)), η(b(X)) ⟩ h = ⟨ a(X), b(X) ⟩ h, ∀ a(X), b(X) ∈ R. Proof. Since gcd(n, t) = 1, there are integers s, s^′ such that ns + ts^′ = −1. We

deduce that λ^{−1} = λ^{ns+ts′} = λ^{ns}λ^{ts′} = λ^{ns} since λ^t = 1. Take γ = λ^s, then

γ^n = λ^{−1}. The following is a surjective algebra homomorphism: η̃ : F [X] −→ F [X]/⟨X^n − λ⟩, f(X) −→ f(γX) (mod X^n − λ), and η̃(X^n − 1) = γ^nX^n − 1 = λ^{−1}X^n − 1 = λ^{−1}(X^n − λ) ≡ 0 (mod X^n − λ).

Thus the kernel of η̃ is the ideal ⟨X^n − 1⟩, and the surjective homomorphism η̃

induces the isomorphism η in Eq.(6.1). So (1) is proved.

For any a(X)= ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iX^i ∈ R, by Eq.(6.1) we get η ( a(X) ) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iγ^iX^i.

So we see that a_i ≠ 0 if and only if a_iγ^i ≠ 0, hence w ( η(a(X)) ) = w ( a(X) ) . Thus (2) holds.

Let a(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iX^i ∈ R and b(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 b_iX^i ∈ R. Then η ( a(X) ) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iγ^iX^i and η ( b(X) ) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 b_iγ^iX^i. By Eq.(3.11), we have that ⟨ η(a(X)), η(b(X)) ⟩ h = n−1∑ i=0 (a_iγ^i) · (b_iγ^i)^{ph} = n−1∑ i=0 a_ib^{ph}_i · γ^{(1+ph )i}.

Applying the equality γ = λ^s and the assumption λ^{1+ph} = 1, we get

γ^{1+ph} = (λ^s)^{1+ph} = (λ^{1+ph} )^s = 1.

Thus ⟨ η(a(X)), η(b(X)) ⟩ h = n−1∑ i=0 a_ib^{ph}_i = ⟨ a(X), b(X) ⟩ h, which proves (3).

Corollary 6.2. Assume that λ^{1+ph} = 1 and gcd(n, t) = 1, where t = ord_F × (λ)

as in Eq.(3.1). Let

η^{(2)} : R^2 −→ R^2_λ , ( a(X), a^′(X) ) −→ ( η(a(X)), η(a^′(X)) ) , (6.2) where η is defined in Lemma 6.1. Then the following hold.

(1) η^{(2)} is a module isomorphism.

(2) w ( η^{(2)}(a(X), a^′(X)) ) = w ( a(X), a^′(X) ) , ∀ (a(X), a^′(X)) ∈ R^2. (3) ⟨ η^{(2)}(a(X), a^′(X)), η^{(2)}(b(X), b^′(X)) ⟩ h = ⟨ (a(X), a^′(X)),(b(X), b^′(X)) ⟩ h, ∀ (a(X), a^′(X)), (b(X), b^′(X)) ∈ R^2. Proof. (1) For ( a(X), a^′(X) ) ∈ R^2 and f(X) ∈ R, by Lemma 6.1(1),

η^{(2)} ( f(X) · (a(X), a^′(X)) ) = ( η(f(X)a(X)), η(f(X)a^′(X)) ) = ( η(f(X))η(a(X)), η(f(X))η(a^′(X)) ) = η(f(X)) · η^{(2)} ( a(X), a^′(X) ) . Thus Eq.(6.2) is a module homomorphism. Observe that by Lemma 6.1(1), η^{(2)}

must be bijective, hence it is a module isomorphism.

(2) By Lemma 6.1(2), we get w ( η^{(2)}(a(X), a^′(X)) ) = w ( η(a(X)), η(a^′(X)) ) = w ( η(a(X)) ) + w ( η(a^′(X)) ) = w ( a(X) ) + w ( a^′(X) ) = w ( a(X), a^′(X) ) . (3) For (a(X), a^′(X)) ∈ R^2, (b(X), b^′(X)) ∈ R^2, where a(X)= ∑_{n−1} i=0 a_iX^i,

a^′(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 a^′_iX^i and b(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 b_iX^i, b^′(X) = ∑_{n−1} i=0 b^′_iX^i, it is obvious

that ⟨ (a(X), a^′(X)), (b(X), b^′(X)) ⟩ h = n−1∑ i=0 a_ib_i^{ph} + n−1∑ i=0 a^′_ib^′_i^{ph} = ⟨ a(X), b(X) ⟩ h + ⟨ a^′(X), b^′(X) ⟩ h. Then ⟨ η^{(2)}(a(X), a^′(X)), η^{(2)}(b(X), b^′(X)) ⟩ h = ⟨( η(a(X)), η(a^′(X)) ) , ( η(b(X)), η(b^′(X)) )⟩ h = ⟨ η(a(X)), η(b(X)) ⟩ h + ⟨ η(a^′(X)), η(b^′(X)) ⟩ h = ⟨ a(X), b(X) ⟩ h + ⟨ a^′(X), b^′(X) ⟩ h (by Lemma 6.1(3)) = ⟨ (a(X), a^′(X)), (b(X), b^′(X)) ⟩ h. We are done.

Theorem 6.3. Assume that λ^{1+ph} = 1 and gcd(n, t) = 1, where t = ord_F ×(λ)

as in Eq.(3.1). Let η^{(2)} be as in Eq.(6.2). Then C is an R-submodule of R^2 if

and only if η^{(2)}(C) is an R_λ-submodule of R^2_λ. At that case, the following hold.

(1) The rate R ( η^{(2)}(C) ) = R(C).

(2) The relative minimum distance Δ ( η^{(2)}(C) ) = Δ(C).

(3) η^{(2)}(C) is Galois p^h-self-dual if and only if C is Galois p^h-self-dual.

Proof. By Corollary 6.2(1), the map η^{(2)} in Eq.(6.2) is a module isomorphism. So C is an R-submodule of R^2 if and only if η^{(2)}(C) is an R_λ-submodule of R^2_λ . Assume that it is this case.

(1) Since η^{(2)} is an isomorphism, dim_F η^{(2)}(C) = dim_F C, and so R ( η^{(2)}(C) ) = dim_F η^{(2)}(C) 2n = dim_F C 2n = R(C).

(2) It holds by Corollary 6.2(2) obviously. (3) Observe that by Corollary 6.2(3), ⟨ η^{(2)}(C), η^{(2)}(C) ⟩ h = 0 in R^2_λ if and only if ⟨ C, C ⟩ h = 0 in R^2. Further, applying the above conclusion (1) yields that R ( η^{(2)}(C) ) =^1_2 if and only if R(C) =^1_2 . Thus (3) holds.

In the following, we consider the asymptotic property of Hermitian (Euclidean) self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes.

Theorem 6.4. Assume that ℓ is even. The Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi λconstacyclic codes over F are asymptotically good if and only if λ^{1+pℓ/2} = 1.

Proof. If λ^{1+pℓ/2} ≠ 1, then Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F are asymptotically bad, see Theorem 4.5.

Assume that λ^{1+pℓ/2} = 1. Let 0 < δ < 1 − q^{−1} and h_q(δ) <^1_4 . By Theorem 5.10, there are Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes C_1, C_2, . . . over F such that:

• the code length 2n_i of C_i satisfy that n_i is odd and coprime to q and lim_{i→∞}^{logp(ni)}

μ(n_i ) = 0; in particular, μ(ni) → ∞, and hence ni → ∞;

• the rate R(C_i) =^1_2 and the relative minimum distance Δ(C_i) > δ for i = 1, 2, . . . . Let t̃ = max { μ(r) | | r runs over the prime divisors of t}, where t = ord_{F ×}(λ) as in Eq.(3.1). By [20, Lemma II.2],

μ(n_i) = min { μ(r) | r runs over the prime divisors of n_i } . If gcd(n_i, t) ≠ 1, then μ(n_i) ≤ t̃. Since μ(n_i) → ∞, there are only finitely many n_i such that gcd(n_i, t) ≠ 1. Removing such n_i, we can further assume that gcd(n_i, t) = 1 for i = 1, 2, . . . . Thus, applying the isomorphism Eq.(6.2) to C_i yields C̃_i = η^{(2)}(C_i) in R^2_λ , i = 1, 2, . . . . We get the code sequence C̃_1, C̃_2, . . . . By Theorem 6.3, each C̃_i is Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F , and the code length 2n_i goes to infinity, the rate R(C̃_i) =^1_2 and the relative minimum distance Δ(C̃_i) = Δ(C_i) > δ for i = 1, 2, . . . .

For Euclidean case, the “Euclidean self-dual” is referred to as “self-dual”.

Theorem 6.5. Assume that q ≢ 3 (mod 4). The self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes over F are asymptotically good if and only if λ^2 = 1.

Proof. By Theorem 4.5, if λ^2 ≠ 1 then the self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are asymptotically bad. In the following we assume that λ = ±1 .

If λ = 1, it has been shown in [20] (cf. Remark 2.5) that the self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes over F are asymptotically good.

Assume that λ = −1 (i.e., consider the 2-quasi negacyclic codes). Let 0 < δ < 1 − q^{−1} and h_q (δ) <^1_4 . Since q ≢ 3 (mod 4), by Remark 2.5, there are self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes C_1, C_2, . . . over F , such that:

• the code length 2n_i of C_i satisfy that n_i is odd and coprime to q, and lim_{i→∞}^{logp(ni)}

μ(n_i ) = 0; in particular, μ(ni) → ∞, and hence ni → ∞;

• the rate R(C_i) =^1_2 and the relative minimum distance Δ(C_i) > δ for i = 1, 2, . . . . Similarly to the proof of Theorem 6.4, we get self-dual 2-quasi negacyclic codes

C̃_1, C̃_2, . . .

over F such that their code length 2n_i goes to infinity, R(C̃_i) =^1_2 and their relative minimum distance Δ(C̃_i) = Δ(C_i) > δ for i = 1, 2, . . . .

7 Conclusions

The purpose of this paper is to characterize the Galois self-dual 2-quasi λconstacyclic codes, and to investigate their asymptotic properties.

We first showed the algebraic structure of 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes. Then we found that the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes behave much differently according to whether λ^{1+ph} ≠ 1 (λ ≠ λ^{−pℓ−h} equivalently) or λ^{1+ph} = 1 (λ = λ^{−pℓ−h} equivalently). In both the cases, we exhibited the necessary and sufficient conditions for the 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes being Galois p^h-self-dual, see Theorem 4.1 (for the former case), Lemma 4.9 and Theorem 4.10 (for the latter case). And in the former case we proved that the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are asymptotically bad.

Then we focused on the case that λ^{1+ph} = 1. A methodological innovation is that we introduced (in Eq.(4.5) and Lemma 4.8) the operator “∗” on the algebra F [X]/⟨X^n − λ⟩, which is proved to be a powerful technique for studying Galois dualities. An important contribution is that we proved that the Hermitian selfdual (when ℓ is even) and the Euclidean self-dual (when q ≢ 3 (mod 4)) 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are asymptotically good. The proof are divided into two steps. First we proved (in Theorem 5.10) the asymptotic goodness of the Hermitian self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes (the asymptotic goodness of the Euclidean self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes has been obtained in [20]). And then we relate the 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes to the 2-quasi-cyclic codes by an algebra isomorphism which preserves the Hamming weight and the Galois p^h-inner products, see Corllary 6.2; hence the asymptotic goodness of the Hermitian self-dual and Euclidean self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes are derived (Theorem 6.4 and Theorem 6.5).

A question remains unsolved: with the assumption that λ^{1+ph} = 1, are the Galois p^h-self-dual 2-quasi λ-constacyclic codes, except for the Hermitian selfdual ones and the Euclidean self-dual (when q ≢ 3 (mod 4)) ones, asymptotically good? It seems that the existing approaches in this paper are not enough to solve this question. We look forward this question to be solved perfectly in the future.

References

[1] A. Alahmadi, F. Özdemir, P. Solé, “On self-dual double circulant codes”, Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol. 86, pp. 1257-1265, 2018. [2]

[2] A. Alahmadi, C. Güneri, B. Özkaya, H. Shoaib, P. Solé, “On self-dual double negacirculant codes”, Discrete Applied Mathematics, vol.222, pp205-212, 2017. [2]

[3] L. M. J. Bazzi, S. K. Mitter, “Some randomized code constructions from group actions”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 52, pp. 3210-3219, 2006. [27]

[4] Bocong Chen, Hai Q. Dinh, Yun Fan, and San Ling, ”Polyadic constacyclic codes”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol.61(9), pp. 4895-4904, 2015. [7]

[5] C. L. Chen, W. W. Peterson, E. J. Weldon, “Some results on quasi-cyclic codes”, Information and Control, vol. 15, pp. 407-423, 1969. [2]

[6] V. Chepyzhov, “New lower bounds for minimum distance of linear quasicyclic and almost linear quasi-cyclic codes”, Problem Peredachi Informatsii, vol. 28, pp. 33-44, 1992. [2]

[7] C. Ding, V. Pless, “Cyclotomy and duadic codes of prime lengths”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory vol. 45, pp, 453-466, 1999. [3]

[8] H. Q. Dinh, “Repeated-root constacyclic codes of length 2ps”, Finite Fields Appl., vol. 18, pp. 133-143, 2012. [3, 9]

[9] H. Q. Dinh, S. R. Lopez-Permouth, “Cyclic and negacyclic codes over finite chain rings”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 50(8), pp. 1728-1744, 2004. [3]

[10] Yun Fan, Hualu Liu, “Double constacyclic codes over two finite commutative chain rings”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 69, no. 3, pp. 1521-1530, 2023. [3, 9]

[11] Yun Fan, Liren Lin, “Thresholds of random quasi-abelian codes”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 61, no. 1, pp. 82-90, 2015. [9]

[12] Yun Fan, Liren Lin, “Dihedral group codes over finite fields”, IEEE Trans.

Inform. Theory, vol. 67, no. 8, pp. 5016-5025, 2021. [27]

[13] Yun Fan, Liang Zhang, “Galois self-dual constacyclic codes”, Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol.84(3), pp. 473-492, 2017. [3]

[14] Yun Fan, Yuchang Zhang, “Self-dual 2-quasi-cyclic codes and dihedral codes”, Finite Fields Appl., vol. 85, Jan. 2023, Art. no. 102127. [4, 7, 10, 19]

[15] W. C. Huffman, V. Pless, Fundamentals of Error-Correcting Codes, Cambridge University Press, 2003. [2]

[16] N. Jacobson, Basic Algebra I, W. H. Freeman and Company, San Francisco, 1974. [7]

[17] T. Kasami, “A Gilbert-Varshamov bound for quasi-cyclic codes of rate 1/2”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 20, pp. 679, 1974. [2]

[18] J. S. Leon, J. M. Masley, V. Pless, “Duadic codes”, IEEE Trans. Inform.

Theory, vol. 30, pp. 709-714, 1984. [3]

[19] Liren Lin, “Random quasi-abelian codes and self-orthogonal negacyclic codes (in Chinese)”, Ph.D. dissertation, Central China Normal Univ., Wuhan, China, 2014. [2]

[20] Liren Lin, Yun Fan, “Self-dual 2-quasi Abelian Codes”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 68, pp. 6417-6425, 2022. [2, 4, 8, 23, 31, 32, 33]

[21] S. Ling, P. Solé, “On the algebraic structure of quasi-cyclic codes II: Chain rings”, Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol.30, no.1, pp. 113-130, 2003. [2]

[22] S. Ling, C. Xing, “Polyadic codes revisited”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 50, pp. 200-207, 2004. [3]

[23] C. Martínez-Pérez, W. Willems, “Is the class of cyclic codes asymptotically good?” IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 52, no. 2, pp. 696-700, 2006. [2]

[24] C. Martínez-Pérez, W. Willems, “Self-dual double-even 2-quasi-cyclic transitive codes are asymptotically good”, IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, vol. 53, pp. 4302-4308, 2007. [2]

[25] Minjia Shi, Liqin Qian, P. Solé, “On self-dual negacirculant codes of index two and four”, Des. Codes Cryptogr., vol.86, no.11, pp. 2485-2494, 2018. [2]

[26] V. Pless, “Duadic codes revisited”, Congr. Numer., vol. 59, pp. 225-233, 1987. [3]