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Abstract

In this paper, we determine depth spectra of all repeated-root (a 4 7yB)-constacyclic codes of arbitrary
lengths over a finite commutative chain ring R, where « is a non-zero element of the Teichmiiller set of R,
~ is a generator of unique maximal ideal of R and § is a unit in R. We also illustrate our results with some

examples.
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1 Introduction

The derivative is a well-known operator of sequences and is useful in investigating the linear complexity of
sequences in game theory, communication theory and cryptography (see [Tl Bl 6, §]). Etzion [7] first applied the
derivative operator on codewords of linear codes over finite fields, and defined the depth of a codeword in terms
of the derivative operator. He showed that there are exactly k distinct non-zero depths attained by non-zero
codewords of a k-dimensional linear code C, and any k non-zero codewords of C with distinct depths form a basis
of C. This shows that the depth distribution is an interesting parameter of linear codes. In the same work, he
determined depth spectra of all binary Hamming codes, extended binary Hamming codes and first-order binary
Reed-Muller codes. He also established a relation between the depth spectrum of a binary linear code of length
2" and the depth spectrum of its dual code. He also showed that the depth of a binary sequence of length 2"
as a non-cyclic word is equal to its linear complexity as a cyclic word. Later, Mitchell [13] applied the derivative
operator on binary sequences (either finite or infinite), and extended the definition of depth for such sequences.
He showed that the set of infinite sequences of finite depth corresponds to a set of equivalence classes of rational
polynomials, and established an equivalence between infinite sequences of finite depth and sequences of specified
periodicity. He also explicitly determined depth spectra of all cyclic codes over arbitrary finite fields. Luo et al.
[12] showed that depth distributions of linear codes over arbitrary finite fields are completely determined by their
depth spectra. They also studied the enumeration problem of counting linear subcodes with a prescribed depth
spectrum of a given linear code over a finite field. Using these results, they determined depth distributions of all
rth order binary Reed-Muller codes. In another related direction, many important binary non-linear codes are
viewed as Gray images of linear codes over the ring Z4 of integers modulo 4 (see [4, [9, [15]). Since then, codes

over finite commutative chain rings have received a lot of attention.
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Throughout this paper, let R be a finite commutative chain ring with the unique maximal ideal as (). The
main goal of this paper is to determine depth spectra of all repeated-root (a+ v3)-constacyclic codes of arbitrary
lengths over R, where « is a non-zero element of the Teichmiiller set of R and [ is a unit in R.

This paper is structured as follows: In Section 2l we state some preliminaries and derive some basic results
that are needed to prove our main results. In Section [l we determine depth spectra of all repeated-root (a+~0)-
constacyclic codes of arbitrary lengths over R (TheoremsBIland[B.2]). In Sectiondl we mention a brief conclusion

and discuss some interesting open problems.

2 Some preliminaries

Let R be a finite commutative ring with unity, N be a positive integer, and let R be the R-module consisting
of all N-tuples over R. The derivative D : RY — RN~! is defined as D(ag,a1, -+ ,an—1) = (a1 — ag,az —

N
a, - ,an—1 —an—2) for each (ag,a1, -+ ,an—1) € RV.

Definition 2.1. [7] The depth of a vector a = (ag,a1, -+ ,an—1) € RY, denoted by depth(a), is defined as the
smallest integer i (if it exists) satisfying 0 < i < N — 1 and D(a) = (0,0,---,0) € RN~% If no such integer i
exists (i.e., DV ~1(a) # 0), then the depth of the vector a € RY is defined to be N.

It is easy to see that depth(a) = i if and only if D""1(a) = (b,b,---,b) € RN~ for some b(#£ 0) € R.
Further, note that depth(a) = 0 if and only if a = 0.

Definition 2.2. [7] Let C be a code of length N over R. For 0 < p < N, let D,(C) denote the number of codewords
in C having the depth as p. The depth distribution of the code C is defined as the list Dy (C), D1(C), - ,Dn(C).
Further, the depth spectrum of the code C is defined as Depth(C) = {i: 1 < i < N and D;(C) # 0}.

A linear code C of length N over R is defined as an R-submodule of RY. Further, for a unit A € R,

the code C is called a A-constacyclic code if it satisfies the following: (ag,a1,a2, -+ ,an—1) € C implies that
(Aan_1,0a0,a1, -+ ,an—2) € C. Under the standard R-module isomorphism from RY onto R[x]/(x" — \), defined
as (ag,a1, - ,any—1) + ap+a1x + - +ay_12¥ "1+ (2N — \) for each (ag, a1, - ,any_1) € RN, the code C can

be identified as an ideal of the quotient ring R[x]/(z™ — A). Thus the study of A-constacyclic codes of length N
over R is equivalent to the study of ideals of the ring R[z]/ (™ — X) . From now on, we shall represent elements of
the ring R[z]/(x — ) by their representatives in R[x] of degree less than N, and we shall perform their addition
and multiplication modulo % — A. Now the derivative of ¢(z) = ¢o + c1z + - -+ + ey—12V "1 € R[z]/{(zN — \)
is defined as the derivative of the vector ¢ = (co,c1,-++ ,cn—1) € RY. In view of this, the depth of an element
c(r) =co+crz+---+ey_12¥ "t € R[] /(xN — \), denoted by depth(c(z)), is defined as the depth of the vector
c = (co,c1,-++,en—1) € RN. The following two results are useful in the determination of depths of non-zero

codewords of constacyclic codes.

Proposition 2.1. [13] Let 0 < i < N — 1 be fized. For c(z) € Rlz]/(xN — \), let us write (1 — x)'c(z) = do +
diz+dex?® +- - +dy_12V 7 modulo zV — \. Then the ith derivative D*(c(z)) of the element c(x) € R[z]/{zN —\)
is given by

Di(c(x)) = (disdit1,--,dn—1),
i.e., D¥(c(x)) appears as the last N — i coefficients of the polynomial (1 — z)'c(z) modulo ™ — \.

Lemma 2.1. Let c(x) € R[z]/(xN —\), and let £,t be positive integers satisfying (+t < N. If depth((1—x)‘c(x)) =
t, then depth(c(z)) = £+ t.



Proof. As depth((1—x)%c(z)) = t, we have D!~} ((1—xz)’c(x)) = (d,d,--- ,d) € RVN~*! for some d(# 0) € R. Now
by Proposition2.1] we see that the last (N —t+1) coefficients of the element (1—x)!~1(1—x)%c(x) € R[z]/{zN — )
are equal to d. In particular, the last (N —t — £+ 1) coefficients of the element (1 —2)*™*~1c(z) € R[z]/(z™ — \)
are equal to d. By Proposition B again, we note that D***~1(c(z)) = (d,d,--- ,d) € RN~*=**1 which gives
depth(c(x)) = £ 4 t. This proves the lemma. O

However, when ¢ + ¢ > N, Lemma [2.] does not hold. In this case, the depth of ¢(x) may be strictly less than
N. The following example illustrates this.
Ezample 2.1. Let R = Zy, N = 4 and A = —1. Let us take c(z) = x + 222 + 32° € Zy[z]/{z* + 1), and
ci(z) = (1 —2)e(z) = 3+ 2+ 2% + 23 € Zy[x]/(z* + 1). Tt is easy to see that ¢t = depth(ci(z)) = 4 and
depth(c(z)) = 3. Here we note that £ +t =1+t =5 >4 = N and depth(c(z)) =3 <4 = N.

The following proposition plays a key role in the determination of depth spectra of linear codes over finite
fields.

Proposition 2.2. [7] If C is a linear code over a finite field, then | Depth(C)| equals the dimension of C. (Through-
out this paper, |A| denotes the cardinality of the set A.)

In the following proposition, depth spectra of all cyclic codes over finite fields are determined.

Proposition 2.3. [13] Let C be a cyclic code of length N over the finite field F, with the generator polynomial as
g(x). Then for an integert > 0, (z — 1)t||% in Fylz] if and only if Depth(C) = {1,2,--- ,t} U{deg g(x) +t+
1,deg g(x)+t+2,--- ,N—1,N}. Here by (x — 1) x;z;)l in Fy[z], we mean (x — 1)t|””;([;)1 and (x — 1)1 4 %
in Fylz]. (Throughout this paper, deg h(x) denotes the degree of a non-zero polynomial h(x) € Fg[z].)

In a recent work, Zhang [I8, Th. 4] determined depth spectra of all n-constacyclic codes over finite fields
of prime order when 7 # 1. Working in a similar way, this result can be extended to n-constacyclic codes over

arbitrary finite fields, which we state as follows:

Theorem 2.1. Let n(# 1) be a non-zero element of the finite field F, of order q. Let C be a non-trivial n-

constacyclic code of length N over F, with the generator polynomial as g(x). Then we have
Depth(C) = {deg g(z) + 1, deg g(x) +2,--- ,N —1,N}.
Proof. Working in a similar manner as in Theorem 4 of Zhang [I§], the desired result follows. O

From now on, throughout this paper, let R be a finite commutative chain ring with unity, and let v be a
generator of the maximal ideal of R. Further, let e be the nilpotency index of «y, and let R = R/(v) be the residue
field of R. As R is a finite field, we assume that R ~ F,= for some prime p and positive integer m, where F,m is
the finite field of order p™. Further, there exists an element ¢ € R whose multiplicative order is p™ — 1. The set
T =1{0,1,(,---,¢P" =2} is called the Teichmiiller set of R. Let ~ : R — R be the natural epimorphism from R
onto R, which is given by 7 + 7 = r 4 (v) for each r € R. For a unit A\ € R, the map ~ can be further extended
to a map u from Ry = R[z]/(z¥ — \) into Ry = R[z]/(xz" — ) as follows:

N-1 N-1 N-1
E a;xt — E a;x' for each E a;x' € Ry.
i=0 i=0 i=0

It is easy to observe that p is a surjective ring homomorphism from R onto Ry.

Proposition 2.4. [71] The following hold.



(a) The characteristic of R is p®, where 1 < a < e. Moreover, we have |R| = |R|¢ = p™°.

(b) For a positive integer s and a non-zero 8 € T, there exists 0y € T satisfying Ggs =
(c¢) Each element r € R can be uniquely expressed as r = 1o + 17y + 1272 + - + 10171, where r; € T for
0 <i<e—1. Moreover, r is a unit in R if and only if ro # 0.

By Proposition 2.4(c), we see that a unit A € R can be written as A = a + v, where a(# 0) € T and
B e {0}U(R\ (y°71)). Let C be a A-constacyclic code of length N over R, (i.e., an ideal of the ring R,). For
0 <i<e—1, the ith torsion code of C is defined as

Tor;(C) = {u(f()) € Raly'f(z) € C}.

e—1
Theorem 2.2. [T]] If C is a A\-constacyclic code of length N over R, then we have |C| = [] |Tor;i(C)].

=0

From this point on, let A = a+~3, where a(#£ 0) € T and £ is a unit in R. To determine all A-constacyclic codes

of length np® over R and their Torsion codes, we see, by Proposition 24|(b), that there exists ay € T satisfying

of” = a. Further, as ged(n,p) = 1, by Theorem 2.7 of Norton and Salagean [14], we can write 2" — o =

fi(@) fo(z)--- fr(x), where fi(z), fa(z), -, fr(x) are monic basic irreducible pairwise coprime polynomials in
Rz]. In the following theorem, we determine all A-constacyclic codes of length np® over R and their Torsion
codes.

Theorem 2.3. Let C be a A-constacyclic code of length np® over R, (i.e., an ideal of the ring Ry). Then we
have the following:

(a) C= (]I fe(z)*) in Ry, where 0 < ky < ep® for 1 <L <.
=1
(b) For 0 <i<e—1, we have
Tor;(C) = <Hfg(:v)n(i)> in R,
=1
where T¢(i) = min{ (i + 1)p®, ke} — min{ip®, ke} for 1 < £ <r.

Proof. (a) Working in a similar manner as in Theorem 3.1 of Sharma and Sidana [I7] and by applying the
Chinese Remainder Theorem, the desired result follows.

(b) Working in a similar manner as in Theorem 3.5 of [19], the desired result follows.
(]

Note that each non-zero element c(z) € Ry can be expressed as c(z) = v*A(z), where 0 < £ < e — 1 and
A(x) € Ry satisfies p(A(x)) # 0. In the following lemma, we relate the depth of ¢(z) with the depth of u(A(x)).

Lemma 2.2. Let c(z) be a non-zero element of Ry. Let us write c(x) = v*A(x), where 0 < ¢ < e — 1 and
w(A(x)) # 0. Then the following hold.

(a) We have depth(c(x)) > depth(u(A(x))).
(b) When £ = e — 1, we have depth(c(x)) = depth(pu(A(z))).

Proof. (a) When depth(c(xz)) = N, the result holds trivially. Now we assume that depth(c(z)) = ¢t < N.
This implies that v*D*(A(z)) = D'(y*A(x)) = D*(c(x)) = (0,0,---,0) € RVt which further implies that



DY(A(z)) € (v¢=“)N~t. From this, we obtain D!(u(A(x))) = u(D'(A(x))) = (0,0,---,0) € R ", This shows
that depth(u(A(z))) <t = depth(e(x)).

(b) If depth(u(A(z))) = N, then by part (a), we get N > depth(c(z)) > depth(u(A(x))) = N, which gives
depth(c(x)) = N = depth(u(A(z ))) Now we assume that depth(u(A(x))) = k < N. This gives u(D*(A(x))) =
D*(u(A(x))) = (0, ,0) € RV , which implies that D*(A(x)) € (y)N~*. This further implies that D¥(c(z)) =
DF (v A(x)) = 1D’“(A( ) = (0,0,--- ,0) € RV~*. This shows that depth(c(z)) < k = depth(u(A(z))).
From this and by art (a), we get the desired result. O

From now on, we will follow the same notations as in Section

3 Determination of depth spectra of A\-constacyclic codes of length

np® over R

In this section, we shall determine depth spectra of all A-constacyclic codes of length np® over R. Towards

this, we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let A(x) € Rlx] be such that u(A(x)) # 0. If there exists an integer t satisfying 0 <t <e—1 such
that the polynomial x"P" — X\ divides v A(x) in R[x], then x™?" — X divides u(A(z)) in R|z].

Proof. As x"?" — X divides ' A(x) in R[z], we can write ' A(z) = (2" — \)B(z), where B(z) € R[z]. Now
we observe that all the coefficients of the polynomial B(z) lie in (v!). So we can write B(x) = 'V (z), where
V(x) € R[z]. This gives yv*A(z) = v*(z™" — A\)V(z), which implies that v*~'A(z) = 7*~ 1 (2™ — NV (z). As
u(A(x)) # 0, we have u(V(z)) # 0. Next we see that

s

,yefl(xnp _ )\) _ ,yefl((xn — o+ ao)ps _ ags —’yﬁ)

p®—1
e—1/.mn p° e 1 k S—k
AT (2™ = )P g < > —ap)¥ap? 7"

Further, for 1 < k < p® — 1, by applying Kummer’s Theorem, we note that p divides (pl: ), which implies that
(p,:) € (7). From this, we obtain v "1 A(z) = v~ (2™ —ap)?" V (z), which gives v~ (A(z) — (2" — )P V (z)) = 0.
From this, it follows that

which proves the lemma. O

Next by Theorem[Z3|(a), we recall that a A-constacyclic code C of length np® over R is generated by [] fe(z)*
=1

where 0 < k¢ < ep® for 1 < ¢ < r. Further, for 0 < ¢ < e — 1, by Theorem 23(b), we note that Tor;(C) =

<H Fo@™), where 7(i) = min{(i + 1)p*, ke} — min{ip®, ke} for 1 < £ < r. We also recall that deg fo(z) = dq

for 1 < /¢ < r. Let us define
Zd@Tg(e - 1) and SQ(C) = Zd@Tg(e - 1).
Now we shall distinguish the following two cases: (i) A # 1 and (ii) A = 1.

In the following theorem, we consider the case A # 1, and we determine depth spectra of all A-constacyclic

codes of length np® over R.



Theorem 3.1. Let C = (] fe(z)*) be a non-trivial A\-constacyclic code of length np® over R with the ith torsion
=1

code as Tor;(C) = (]] fg(:v)n(i)) for0<i<e—1, where0 < k; < ep® and 7¢(i) = min{(i+1)p®, k¢ } —min{ip®, k;}
=1
for each i and . When X # 1, the depth spectrum of the code C is given by
Depth(C) = {S1(C)+1,81(C) +2,--- ,np°}.

Proof. To prove the result, by Theorem EZ3(b), we see that Tor._;(C) is a A-constacyclic code of length np* over
R. This, by Theorem 2.1 implies that

Depth(Tor._1(C)) = {S1(C) +1,85:1(C) +2,--- ,np°}. (3.1)

We further note that each non-zero codeword c(z) € C N {(y°~1) can be written as c¢(z) = v¢lei(z), where
c1(z) € Ry satisfies p(c1(x)) # 0. This, by Lemma 22(b), implies that depth(c(z)) = depth(u(ci(z))). This gives

Depth(C N (y*~1)) = Depth(Tor._1(C)) = {S1(C) +1,5(C) +2,--- ,np°}. (3.2)

Next we assert that
depth(c(z)) > S1(C)+1 for each c(x) € C\ (v*71). (3.3)

To prove this assertion, let 0 < t < e — 2 be fixed, and let ¢(z) € CN ((v*) \ (¥**1)). It is easy to see that
the codeword c(z) can be written as c¢(x) = y'g(z), where g(z) € Ry satisfies u(g(x)) # 0. This, by Lemma
22(a), implies that depth(c(x)) > depth(u(g(x))). As p(g(z)) € Tor(C) C Tor._1(C), by BI), we see that
depth(c(z)) > depth(u(g(x))) > S1(C) + 1, which proves ([B3).

Now by (82) and (B3)), the desired result follows. O

To illustrate the above theorem, we determine depth spectra of all 2-constacyclic codes of length 18 over Zg.

Ezample 3.1. By Theorem [Z3|(a), we see that all 2-constacyclic codes of length 18 over Zg are given by C; =
(2% — 8)*), where 0 < t < 18. Now by applying Theorem B.1] we have the following:

6 C.] | Depth(Cy) ¢ [lc | Depth(Cy)
0<t<9|3%-2] {1,2...,18} t=141 3% | {11,12,---,18}
t=10 316 | {3.4,...,18} t=15| 36 | {13,14,---,18}
t=11 314 | (56,18} t=16| 3* | {15,16,17,18}
t=12 312 | {7,8,---,18} t=17 | 32 {17,18}
t=13 310 | {9,10,---,18} t=18| 1 0

O

In the following theorem, we consider the case A = 1, and we determine depth spectra of all A-constacyclic
codes of length np® over R. As A = o + 3 with o € 7 and 8 a unit in R, one can easily observe that A\ = 1 if
and only if & = 1, which holds if and only if A = 1 +~3. When X = 1, without any loss of generality, we can take
fi(z) =z — 1.

Theorem 3.2. Let A = 14703, where (3 is a unit in R. Let C = {(x—1)*1 [ fe(2)*) be a non-trivial A-constacyclic
{=2

code of length np® over R with the ith torsion code as Tor;(C) = ((x — 1)™® [] fg(ac)n(i)> for 0 <i<e-—1,
(=2

where 0 < kg < ep® and 7¢(i) = min{ (i + 1)p®, ke} — min{ip®, k¢ } for each i and €. Then the depth spectrum of the

code C is given by

{1527"' 7nps} Zf OS kl <H13X{O, (e_n)ps}a

Depth(C) =
epth(C) { {1,2,---,ep® — k1 } U{p* + S2(C) + 1,p° + S2(C) + 2,--- ,np®} otherwise.



Proof. To prove the result, we see that each non-zero codeword c(z) € C N (y*~!) can be expressed as c(x) =
v¢~tey(x), where ci(z) € Ry satisfies p(ci(z)) # 0. This, by Lemma 22(b), implies that depth(c(z)) =
depth(u(eq(x))), which gives

Depth(Tor._1(C)) = Depth(C N {(y*~*)) C Depth(C). (3.4)

In Ry, it is easy to see that (" — 1)P" = yH(z), where H(z) is a unit in Ry. Let G(x) € Ry satisfy G(z)H(x) =
1 in Rx. Now we shall consider the following three cases separately: (i) 0 < k3 < max{0,(e — n)p®}, (ii)
max{0, (e —n)p°} < k1 < (e — 1)p®, and (iii) (e — 1)p°® < k1 < ep®.

(i) Let 0 <k < max{O (e — n)p®}. Here we have (e — n)p® > 0 and 7i(e — 1) = 0. This gives Tor._1(C) =
<H fo(z )TE(e ), which, by Proposition 23] implies that

Depth(Tore,1(C)) = {15 27 e 7p5} U {pS + SQ(C) + 17p5 + SQ(C) + 25 e 7nps}'
This, by (34), further implies that

For 0 <u < (n—1)p° — 1, let us define
cu(w) = (1) (1 =) [T R
=2
Now as k1 < (e — n)p®, we note that c¢,(x) € C for 0 < u < (n — 1)p® — 1. This implies that

(1—z)(= VP —ue () = (z—1)e~DP° Hfl VP G = ¢ 1Hfg Pec for 0<u<(n—1)p°—1.

Further, by Lemma 2:2(b), we see that

depth((1 — z)™= VP "¢, (2)) = depth(y°~" ﬁfé(;p)Ps) = depth(ﬁ mps) for each w.
=2 =

We also observe that (1 —z)?" [] fg(x)p\ =0in Ry and deg ((1 —2)? ~' [] fg(x)p\) = np® — 1. This, by
=2 =2
Proposition 2.1} implies that

D" ([ Fe@)” ) # (0,0,-+-,0) € R"=D7"+ and D ([ fe@)” ) = (0,0,---,0) € ROV
(=2

which gives
depth((1 —2)" V7" ~ue,(2)) = depth([] fe(@)” ) = p".
(=2
Now by applying Lemma 2] we obtain depth(c,(x)) = (n — 1)p* —u+ p* for 0 < u < (n — 1)p* — 1. This
implies that
{pS + 1,p5 + 27 T 7nps} - Depth(c)

From this and by [33)), we obtain Depth(C) = {1,2,--- ,np°}.



(ii) Next let max{0,(e — n)p°} < k1 < (e — 1)p°. Here we have 11(e — 1) = 0, which gives Tor._;(C) =
(11 f (x)n(e_l)>. This, by Proposition [Z3] implies that
i=2

Depth(Tore,1(C)) = {15 27 e 7p5} U {pS + SQ(C) + 17p5 + SQ(C) + 25 o 7nps}'
From this and by (34)), we get
Depth(CN (y*1) = {1,2,--,p°} U{p° + S2(C) + 1,p° + S2(C) + 2, ,np°} C Depth(C).  (3.6)

For 0 <u < (e — 1)p® — k1, let us define
au(z) = (=D)L -zt H fo(@)?"G(a
Further, we note that a,(z) € C, which implies that
(1= g)le=Dr —h—ug () = 1)1’ Hff )P Gl — el ﬁfé(x)p
=2
Next by Lemma 22(b), we see that

depth((1 — z)(c= VP =F1=ug, (2)) = depth(”ye_lﬁ fe(z)P") = depth(ﬁmps) for each w.

Further, by Proposition 21} we see that depth((1 —z)(¢~VP"~k1=ug, (z)) = depth([] fg(;[;)p ) = p®, which,
=2

by Lemma 2] implies that depth(a,(z)) = (e — 1)p® — k1 —u+p® for 0 < u < (e_— 1)p® — k1. This gives
{P*+1,p°+2,---,ep® — k1} C Depth(C). From this and by [B.6), we see that

{1,2,-+,ep® — k1 }U{p* + S2(C) + 1,p° + S2(C) + 2,--- ,np°} C Depth(C). (3.7)
Now we assert that

Depth(C) € {1,2,---,ep® — ki } U{p® +S2(C) + 1,p° + S2(C) + 2,--- ,np°}. (3.8)
When ep® — k1 > p® + S2(C) + 1, we see that

{1527"' 76ps _kl}U{pS+S2(C) + l,pS—FSQ(C)—FQ, ,nps} = {1527 7nps}7

and hence (38) holds in this case. So from now on, we assume that ep® — k1 < p® 4+ S2(C) + 1. To prove the
assertion ([B), it suffices to prove the following:

either depth(c(z)) < ep®—k; or depth(c(z)) > p°+S2(C)+1 foreach c(x)(#0)eC. (3.9)

To do this, we note that each non-zero codeword c(z) € C can be written as c¢(x) = (1—z)"* ] fo(x)"h(z),
(=2

where hy > kg for 1 < ¢ <r, and h(z) € R[z] is such that p(h(x)) # 0 and h(x) is coprime to 2" —1in Rlx].
Now the following two cases arise: A. hy > ep® for 2 < ¢ < r, and B. there exists an integer ¢ satisfying
2<t<rand h; < ep®.



A. Let us suppose that hy > ep® for 2 < ¢ <r. As ¢(z) € C is a non-zero codeword, we must have hy < ep®.
We further note that

(1—2) M) = 1—x) Hfg Veh(z) = 0 in Ry.

This implies that D" ~"1(c(z)) = (0,0,---,0) € R™ ~?"+hwhich further implies that depth(c(x)) <
ep® — h1 < ep® — ky. This proves ([B3) in this case.

B. Now suppose that there exists an integer t satisfying 2 < ¢ < r and h; < ep®. As h(x) is coprime to
2™ — 1 in R[z], we see that h(x) is a unit in Ry. Further, since hy < ep®, we note that

(L= +52Oc(z) = (1— ) +5 C’”“Hf Vhe) ¢ (@ = D) = {0} i Ry

That is, we have (1 — 2)?"*92(C¢(z) # 0in Ry.

Now as p® + S2(C) + h1 > p® + S2(C) + k1 > ep®, there exist integers u and v satisfying 2 < u < 7,
0<v<e—1,h, < (w+1)p®and hy > vp® for 1 < ¢ < r. So we can write

(1- x)ps+82(c)+h1 H fg(:v)h“ — (_1)111)571)(1 _ x)pS+Sz(C)+h1—va H fg(w)hz—vpsq_[(x)v_

=2 =2

Next we assert that
deg ((1 - :v)szrSz(c)c(x)) > p® + S(0). (3.10)

To prove this assertion, we note that

(1- x)pSJrSz(C)c(x) = (1- )h1+p +82(C) Hf h/zh z) € ((z — 1)eps Hfz(fﬂ)kq = C (say).

Let us take ,
Aw) = (1) (1= 2P SO TT gy () =P H(2) h(x)

so that (1 — )P +52(C¢(x) = vV A(x). Note that u(A(z)) # 0. Now as
(1 -2 t50c(z) = 4" A(z) €y,

we see, by Theorem 23|(b), that

T

H(A()) € Tore1 (1) = (@ — 17 [[ Fol@)

=2

‘r@(efl)>

This implies that deg (u(A(z))) > p® + S2(C), which further implies that
deg (1 -2 +Oc(z)) = deg (1" A(x)) > deg (u(A(x))) > " +S(C).
Further, by applying Proposition 2] and by BI0), we get
DY SO (e(z)) #£ (0,0,---,0) € R—DPT=S2(C)

This implies that depth (¢(x)) > p® + S2(C) + 1, which proves B39). Now by B.8) and (39), we get the
desired result.



(iii) Finally, let (e — 1)p® < k1 < ep®. Here for 0 < i < e — 2, we have 71(i) = p®, which gives

Tor;(C) = <:Jc—1 Hf ”(1>

We also note that 71 (e — 1) = k; — (e — 1)p®, which implies that

Tore,l(C) = <(I’ kl (e—1)p* Hf T@(e 1)>
This, by Proposition 23] implies that

Depth(Tor;(C)) = {p —I—ngn +1,p° —|—Zd47g +2,- ~-,np5} for 0<i<e—2
=2

and that
Depth(Tore—1(C)) = {1,2,---,ep® —k1} U{p* + S2(C) + 1,p° + S2(C) + 2,--- ,mp°}.
Now by B34), we get
Depth(CN(y¢™1) = {1,2,--,ep® — k1 }U{p® +S2(C) +1,p* +S2(C) +2,--- ,np*} C Depth(C). (3.11)
Next we assert that
depth(c(x)) > p* +So(C)+1 for each c(x)€C\ (y¢71). (3.12)

To prove this assertion, let 0 < ¢ < e — 2 be fixed. We note that each c(z) € CN ( Y\ (yt T ) can be
written as c¢(x) = v'g(x), where g(z) € R satisfies p(g(x)) # 0. This, by Lemma [Z2{(a), implies that
depth(c(x)) > depth(p(g(x))). As p(g(x)) € Tor(C), we have

depth(c(z)) > depth(u(g(z))) > p°+ Z dere(t) + 1. (3.13)
=2

Since Tor;(C) C Tor._1(C), we see that (x — 1)F— (=" [T fg(x)n(kl

) divides (z — 1) ] fg(x)n(t) in
=2 =2

R[], which implies that
r o T e r
S den(t) = deg ([ 7:(@) ‘(t)) > deg ([ 7:@) 8 )) = Ydim(e—1) = S(C).
=2 (=2 (=2 (=2

This, by (813), implies that

depth(c(z)) > p° +de +1 > p°+8(0C) +
=2

which proves (312). Now the desired result follows immediately from (BII) and BI2)).

This completes the proof of the theorem. O

To illustrate the above theorem, we determine depth spectra of some negacyclic codes of length 56 over
GR(4,4) in the following example.
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Ezample 3.2. By Theorem 23|(a), we see that all negacyclic codes of length 56 over GR(4,4) are given by
Chy koks = ((x +3)%1 (2% + 222 + = + 3)*2 (2% + 322 + 22 + 3)*3), where 0 < ky, k2, k3 < 2% Now by applying
Theorem B.2] we have the following:

(b1, k2, k3) | |Chiy ko ks Depth(Cr, ka,ks) (b1, ko, k3) | [Chy ko ks Depth(Cr, ka,ks)
(14,12,13) | 22 | {1,2}U{36,37,--- 56} (7.6,5) 9288 {1,2,---,56)
(14,14,11) | 292 (1,2} U {36,37,--- 56} (7,3, 4) 9336 1,2,--- 56}

(14, 16,9) 992 (1,2} U {36,37,--- 56} (16,5,16) | 2182 (33,37, ,56)
(14,10,15) | 292 | {1,2)U{36,37,---,56} | | (10,6,17) | 232 | {1,2,-.-,6}U{36,37,---,56}
(15,16,5) | 2136 (1)U {33,34,-- 56} (4,9,10) 2204 | f19... 12} U{18,19,--- 56}
(15,6,16) | 2124 (1)U {33,34,-- 56} (13,6,10) | 2204 {1,2,3} U {15,16,--- 56}

O

4 Conclusion and Future work

Let R be a finite commutative chain ring with the unique maximal ideal as (). In this paper, depth spectra
of all repeated-root (« 4 v3)-constacyclic codes of arbitrary lengths over R are explicitly determined, where « is
a non-zero element of the Teichmiiller set of R and /3 is a unit in R.

It would be interesting to determine depth distributions of all constacyclic codes of arbitrary lengths over R.
It would be of great interest to explore more applications of depth distributions of linear codes over finite rings

in game theory, communication theory and cryptography.
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