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GENERALIZED HAMMING WEIGHTS OF TORIC CODES OVER
HYPERSIMPLICES AND SQUARE-FREE AFFINE EVALUATION
CODES

NUPUR PATANKER AND SANJAY KUMAR SINGH

ABSTRACT. Let I, be a finite field with ¢ elements, where ¢ is a power of prime p. A
polynomial over F, is square-free if all its monomials are square-free. In this note, we
determine an upper bound on the number of zeroes in the affine torus 7" = (F})® of
any set of r linearly independent square-free polynomials over [F, in s variables, under
certain conditions on r, s and degree of these polynomials. Applying the results, we
partly obtain the generalized Hamming weights of toric codes over hypersimplices and
square-free evaluation codes, as defined in [I]. Finally, we obtain the dual of these toric
codes with respect to the Euclidean scalar product.

1. INTRODUCTION

The fundamental parameters of linear codes, such as dimension and minimum distance,
determine the efficiency and error-correction capability of the codes. Another important
property of linear codes is their generalized Hamming weights. The notion of generalized
Hamming weights for a linear code C over F, is defined as follows.

For any F,-subspace D of [n, k] code C, the support of D is defined as
supp(D) :={1 <i<n : z; #0 for some x = (z1,--- ,2,) € D}.
For 1 <r <k, the r-th generalized Hamming weight of C' is defined as
d,.(C) :==min { |supp(D)| : D is a linear subcode of C' with dim(D) = r}.

In particular, the first generalized Hamming weight of C' is the usual minimum distance.
The set of generalized Hamming weights {d;(C'), d2(C),--- ,di(C)} is called the weight
hierarchy of code C'. The notions of generalized Hamming weights for linear codes were
introduced in [2], [I0], and rediscovered by Wei in his paper [3]. These weights completely
characterize the performance of the code on the wire-tap channel of type II, and also the
performance as a t-resilient function. The generalized Hamming weights of various linear
codes have been studied for many years.

Toric codes were introduced by J. Hansen in [I3] and since then have been studied in

[14], [15], [16], [17], [18], [19], [20], [21], etc. Projective Reed-Muller-type code over the

projective torus has been studied in [22], [23], etc. Recently, Delio Jaramillo, Maria Vaz
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Pinto and Rafael H. Villarreal, in [I], introduced affine and projective toric codes over
hypersimplices. The authors computed their dimension and minimum distance. They
also introduced square-free evaluation codes and computed their dimension, minimum
distance and second generalized Hamming weight. They posed the problem of obtaining
formulae for the generalized Hamming weights of these codes. In this note, we determine
the generalized Hamming weights of toric codes over hypersimplices and square-free affine
evaluation code.

The problem of finding the generalized Hamming weights of toric codes over hypersim-
plices can be solved by answering the following question stated in terms of polynomials:

Let s and d be integers such that s > 2 and 1 < d < s. For 1 < r < (S), let

d
fi, fo, -+, f be linearly independent homogeneous square-free polynomials of degree d
in s variables with coefficients in [F;. What is the maximum number of solutions in affine
torus 7' = (F})* of the system f; = fo =--- = f, = 07

In [1I], the answer to this problem is given for r = 1. Our goal in this note is to
solve a more generalized problem where fi, fo,---, f. are linearly independent square-
free polynomials of degree d in s variables with coefficients in F,. To obtain our results, we
follow the footsteps of [6]. Another related question is to solve the above-stated problem
when fi, fo, -, f, are linearly independent square-free polynomials of degree at most d
in s variables with coefficients in I, where 1 <r < Z?:o (f) The answer to this problem
helps us to determine the generalized Hamming weights of square-free affine evaluation
codes. The answer for r = 1,2 is already given in [I]. In this note, we answer these
questions when d 4+ r — 2 < s and as an application, determine the generalized Hamming
weights of these codes.

This note is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall the definition of toric code over
hypersimplices and square-free evaluation codes, as defined in [I]. We also study the affine
Hilbert function. In section 3, we determine an upper bound on the number of solutions
in the affine torus of any set of r linearly independent square-free polynomials over F, of
degree d in s variables, 1 < r < (fl) We also determine an upper bound on the number
of solutions in affine torus of any set of r linearly independent square-free polynomials
over [F, of degree at most d in s variables, 1 <r < Z?:o (f) In section 4, we determine
the generalized Hamming weights of the toric codes over hypersimplices and square-free
evaluation codes in specific cases. In section 5, we conclude the note by determining the
dual of toric codes over hypersimplices with respect to the Euclidean scalar product.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let s and d be integers such that s > 2 and 1 < d < s. In this section, we recall the
definitions of toric codes over hypersimplices and square-free affine evaluation codes. We
also recall the known results on these codes and study the affine Hilbert function.

Throughout this note, we use the notation K :=F,, where ¢ is a power of prime p.
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2.1. Evaluation codes over d-th hypersimplex, [I]. Let S := K[t;,--- ,t,] = @, Sq
be the polynomial ring in s variables over K with standard grading.

Let P be the convex hull in R® of all integral points e; + e;, + --- + e;, such that
1 <4y < -+ <ig < s, where ¢; is the i-th unit vector in R®. The lattice polytope P
is called the d-th hypersimplex in R*. The affine torus of the affine space A® is given
by T := (K*)*, where K* is the multiplicative group of K. The projective torus of the
projective space P*~! over K is given by T := [T, where [T] is the image of T" under
the map ¢ : A*\{0} — P*7! a + [a]. The cardinality of T"is m := (¢ — 1)* and the
cardinality of T is m := (¢ — 1)*~'. Let V; be the set all monomials ¢* := ¢{*¢5? - - - ¢%
such that a € PN 7Z° and let KV, be the vector space over K generated by V;. Thus,
KV, is the space of homogeneous square-free polynomials of S of degree d. Denote by
Py, Py, -+, P, all points of the affine torus 7" of A* and denote by [Q1], [Qa2],- -, [Q]
all points of the projective torus T of P*~!. We assume that the first entry of each Q; is
1. Thus, T = {1} x (F;)s_l.

The affine toric code Cy of P of degree d is defined as the image of the evaluation map
(2.1) vy - KVy = T eva(f) = (f(P), f(P2),---, f(Fm)).
The code Cy has length m. The minimum distance of Cy is given by
0(Ca) == min{ [T\Vr(f)| - f € KVA\I(T)},

where Vr(f) denotes the set of zeroes of f € S'in T.

The projective toric code C% of P of degree d is defined as the image of the evaluation
map

(2.2) evg 1 KVg — By, eva(g) = (9(Q1), 9(Q2), -+, 9(Qum))-
The code CY has length m. The minimum distance of CY is given by
8(Cq) = min{ |T\Vz(g)| : g € KVA\I(T)},

where Vr(g) denotes the set of zeroes of g € S in T.

The dimension and minimum distance of Cy and CY are given by the following theorems.

Theorem 2.1. ([1], Proposition 4.4) Let Cyq and CY be the affine and projective toric code
of P of degree d, respectively. Then

(5). ifqa=>3,
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Theorem 2.2. ([I], Theorem 4.5) Let Cy be the affine toric code of P of degree d and let
d(Cyq) be its minimum distance. Then

q—2)q—1)"1 ifd<s/2, q>3,
q—2)0°"4qg—1) ifs/2<d<s, q>3,
q— 1)S> Zfd =S,

) ifq=2.

and let C% be the projective toric code of P of degree d and let 6(C%) be its minimum
distance. Then

(
5(Cy) = E
1

q—2)q— 1)1 ifd<s/2, q¢>3,
q—2)"g—1)"" ifs/2<d<s, ¢>3,
q—1)51 if d = s,

) ifq=2.

2.2. Square-free affine evaluation code. Let V<, be the set of all square-free mono-
mials of S of degree at most d and KV<; be the corresponding subspace of S<4. If we
replace K'Vy by K'V<,4 in the evaluation map of equation (2.1), the image of the resulting
map, denoted C<y4, is called a square-free affine evaluation code of degree d on 7.

The following results, proved in [I] give the dimension, minimum distance and second
generalized Hamming weight of Cy.

Proposition 2.3. ([I], Proposition 5.2) Let C<4 be the square-free affine evaluation code
of degree d on the affine torus T = (K*)*. Then, the length of C<4 is (¢ — 1)*, and the
dimension of C<q is given by

@+ ++@) fa=3,
1, if g =2.

Theorem 2.4. ([1], Theorem 5.5) If ¢ > 3, then the minimum distance 6(C<q) of C<q is
(q=2)%g—1)"~

dz’mK(C'Sd) = {

Theorem 2.5. ([I], Theorem 5.6) If ¢ > 3 and d > 1, then the second generalized
Hamming weight of C<4 is

(¢—2)"q—1), ifd=s,

52(C§d) = {(q . 2)d(q _ 1>5_d_1q7 Zfd < Ss.

2.3. Affine Hilbert function. In this subsection, we briefly discuss the affine Hilbert
function of an ideal I C K[t,--- ,t,]. For more details on this topic refer to [5] and [12].

Let K[t1,- - ,ts|<u denotes the subset of K[ty,--- ,t] consisting of polynomials of total
degree < w. For an ideal I C K[ty,--- ,ts], we denote by I, the subset of I consisting of
polynomials of degree < wu.
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Definition 2.6. The affine Hilbert function of I is the function on the non-negative
integers u defined by

“HFI(u) = dZmK K[tl,' <. ,ts]gu/lgu = dme K[tl, cee >t5]§u — dme [Su'

Note that if I C J are any ideals of K[t,--- ,t |, then “HF(u) > *HF;(u). Given a
subset X of K*, let I(X) denotes the vanishing ideal of X in K[ty,--- ,t;]. Then the
affine Hilbert function of X, denoted by “HFx(u), is defined as “HFx(u) := “HFyx)(u).

We have the following result on the affine Hilbert function of an ideal of Kt,--- ,t4].
The proof can be found in [5], Chapter 9, section 3.

Proposition 2.7. Fiz a graded monomial ordering < on K|ty,--- ,ts], then

(1) For any ideal I of K[ty,--- ,t], we have “HFy(u) = *HF ;;pa) (u).
(2) If I is a monomial ideal of K[ty,--- ,ts], then “HF(u) is the number of monomials
of degree at most u that does not lie in I.

Another important result is the following proposition which can be found in [12], Lemma
2.1. A similar statement can be found in [I1], Corollary 4.5 and [6].

Proposition 2.8. ([6], Proposition 2.2) LetY C K*® be a finite set. Then, |Y| = “HFy(u)
for sufficiently large u.

3. ZEROES OF SQUARE-FREE POLYNOMIALS IN THE AFFINE TORUS T = (F})® C A®

Throughout this section, we take < to be the standard graded lexicographic order on
S with t, < -+ <ty < ty.

For two distinct square-free polynomials f and g in S of degree d in s variables, the
following two lemmas give an upper bound on the cardinality of the sets Vr(f) and
Vr(f)NVr(g). Lemma 3.2 has been proved in [I], Proposition 4.3. We give another proof
of the proposition. First, we need the following lemma from [I]. We add the proof for the
convenience of the reader.

Lemma 3.1. Let h be a square-free polynomial in S\F,. If h = (t; — a)hy for some
a € Fy and hy € S, then hy is a square-free polynomial in the variables ty, t3,--- 5.

Proof. Let hy = >_.", B;fi where §; € Fy, 1 <@ < wand fi, fo, -, fu are distinct
monomials. Then

(31> hzﬁltlfl+"'+5wt1fw_a51f1_"'_aﬁwfw-

Assume that ¢; divides f; for some 1 < 7 < w and choose j and n > 1 such that ¢} divides
fi and #}*! does not divides f; for i = 1,--- ,w. As h is square-free, by equation (3.1),
the monomial ¢; f; must be equal to f; for some 1 <[ < w, a contradiction because t’f“
does not divides f;. This shows that hy is a polynomial in the variables to, t3,--- , t.
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Hence t1 fi, t1fo, - ,t1fw, f1, fo, -+, [ are distinct monomials. As h is square-free, by
equation (3.1), f; is square-free for i =1, 2,--- jw, i.e. hy is square-free.
O

Lemma 3.2. Let s > 2 and 1 < d < s. For any non-zero square-free polynomial g of
degree d in Fylty, ta,- - ,ts], we have

Vr(g) < (g—1)° = (g —2)%g—1)*""

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction on s. For s = 2, we have either d =1 or d = 2.
When d = 1, we have to show that |Vr(g)| < (¢ — 1). By direct calculations, we obtain
the following table, where A, y1,0 € Fy,

9 Vr(g)|
)\tl + M q — 1
Aty 0

2 0

)\152 + q— 1
)\tl + ,ut2 q— 1
)\tl + ,ut2 + ) q— 2

The first column contains the various choices of polynomial ¢ in two variables t;, t5 of
degree one and the second column specifies the number of zeroes in 1" of the corresponding
polynomial. From the above table, we have |Vr(g)| < (¢ — 1).

When d = 2, we have to show that |Vr(g)| < 2¢ — 3. By direct calculations, we have
the following table, where A, 11,9, p € I},

g Vr(g)]
A1ty 0

Atito + 1 qg—1
)\tltg + /J/tl q— 1
)\t1t2+ﬂt1+5 q—2
)\tltg + Mtz q— 1
)\tlt2+,ut2+5 q—2
)\t1t2+ut1+5t2+p §2q—3

From the above table, we have |Vr(g)| < (2¢ — 3). Thus, the lemma is true for s = 2.
Now, we assume that s > 3. We consider the following two cases:

o If g(a,ty, -+ ,t5) = 0 for some o € [}, then g = (t; — a)h + h; where no term of
hy is divisible by ¢;. Putting t; = «, we get that h; is the zero polynomial. Thus,
g = (ti —a)h. If deg g = 1, then h € F; and

Vr(g)=(g—1)*"<(¢g—1)°" = (g—2)%(g— 1)~
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Therefore, we assume that deg g > 2. By Lemma 3.1, h is square-free polynomial
in ty, t3, -+ ,ts and also we have deg h = d — 1. Let T" := (F;)s_l. Then, by
induction hypothesis

Vr(g)l = [Vr(ty — )| + [Vr(R)| — [Vr(ty — ) N Vr(h)]
= (=1 + (¢ — 2V (h)
<=1+ (q=2g—1)" = (g—2)" (g —1)""
=(q=1)"""+(g=2)(¢—1)"" = (¢g—2)(g —1)**
= (q=1°=(q—2)%qg—1)*".

o If gla,ty, - ts) # 0 for any o € F;, then let F; := {8), By,---, 8,1} For
1 <i<q—1, define g;(ts, t3, - ,ts) := g(Bi, ta, -+ ,ts). We have the following
inclusion

Vr(g) <= U ({B:} x Vi (g:)), a > a.

Therefore |V (g)| < 397! [Vin(gi)|. Foreachd, 1 <i < ¢—1, we have the following

cases.

(1) If each term of degree d in g contains t;, then g; is a square-free polynomial
in s — 1 variables of degree d — 1.

(2) If there exists a term of degree d in g not containing ¢, then g; is a square-free
polynomial in s — 1 variables of degree d.

Now, if each g; is of type (1), then

<(¢—1)°=(qg—2)%g—1)""

as (q—2)7 (g — 1) > (¢ —2)%(q — 1)*~% But if there exists atleast one g; of
type (2), then using the fact that (¢ —1)° — (¢ —2)%4(qg — 1)*"¢ > (¢ —1)* — (¢ —
2)%(q —1)*=%, for d > d', we have
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Lemma 3.3. For s > 2 and d < s, let f and g be two distinct non-zero square-free
polynomials of degree d in F[ty,ta, -+ ,ts]. Then

Vr(f) N Vir(g) < (¢ —1)° —qlg — 2)%(q — 1)* ",

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction on s. When s =2, d = 1 and we have to show
that for any two distinct square-free polynomials f and ¢ in two variables of degree one,
we have |Vz(f)NVr(g)| < 1. For A, i1, 0, «, 8 € F;, we obtain the following table by direct
calculations.

f g9 \Vr(f) N Vr(g)]
)\tl +u atq 0
)\tl +u atoy 0
)\tl +u aty + ﬁ 1
)\tl +u aty + ﬁtz 1
>\t1+ﬂ Oét1—|—5t2—|—(5 Sl
>\t1 g 0
>\t2 g 0
>\t2 + M Oétl + 5t2 1
)\tg—l-,u at1+6t2+6 <1
)\tl + ,ut2 Oétl + ﬁtg + ) S 1

From the above table, we have [V (f)NVr(g)| < 1. Thus, the lemma is true for s = 2. So,
we assume that s > 3. Let 17" := (FZ)S_l. To prove the lemma we consider the following
cases.

o If f=(ti —a)fi and g = (t; — a)g for some a € F;. Note that if d = 1, then f
and g are equal. So, we assume that d > 2. Now by induction hypothesis

Vo (f) N Vr(g)| = [Vr(t — a)| + [Vr(fi) N Vr(g)] — [Vt — a) N Vr(fi1) 0 V(g
= (¢ =1+ (¢ =2V (f1) N Vi (1))
<(g=1D)""H (=g -1 —qlg—2)" (g — 1)
= (=1 —qlg—2)"(g—1)*"".

o If f=(t1 —a)fi and g = (t; — B)g1 for some o, 3 € F; with a # 3. If d = 1,
then fi, g1 € Fy and |[Vr(f) N Vr(g)] =0 < (¢ —1)° —q(g = 2)%(g — 1)*~""". So we
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assume that d > 2, then by inclusion-exclusion principle
\Vr(f) N Vr(g)l = |(Vr(ts —a) UVr(fi1)) N (Vr(ts — 8) U Vr(g:1))]
= [Vr(ty —a) N Vr(g)| + [Ve(ts = B8) 0 Ve(f)l + Ve (fi) 0 V(g1
— [Vr(ts — a) N V(1) N Vr(fi)l — [Vr(te — B) N Vr(f1) N Vr(g1)]
= Ve (g1)| + [V (f)] + (¢ = 3) [V (f1) N Ve (1))
<2q-1)"" = (-2 g ="+ (g -3¢ —1)"
—qlg—2)" g —1)""]

=(¢=1)"= (=2 (¢~ —g-2)
<(¢—-1)°—qlg—2)"(g— 1),

as (¢ —2)" g = 1" —q—2) > qlg—2)*(g — 1)

o If (t, —«a) { f for any a € F; but g = (t; — #)g1 for some 3 € F;, then let
Fy = {B1, Bay-++,Bg1} and for each i, 1 < i < g — 1, set fi(ty, t3, -+ 1) =
f(Bi ta, -+ -ts) and B = f3; for some 1 < j < ¢ — 1. Thus, we have
Vr(£) N Vr(g)| < (U Vi (f) N Ve((t — B)gr)

= [(UZ Vi (£) N Vit = B)] + (V2 Vi (£i) 0 Vir(a)]
— (V1 Vr () N Vi (ty — B) N V(g

q—1

= [V (f) + D V() 0 Vi (go)| = [V () 0 Vi (90)].

=1

Vr (fa)l + (g = 2)|Vrr(g1)|-

(=1 = (=2 —1)"" """+ (qg—2)(g—1)"
—(¢—2)" (g —1)""1]

=(q=1°=(¢=2%g— 1" g—1+1]

=(q—1)° —qlg—2)*(g—1)**"

<
<

o If (f —a) { fand (t — ) { g for any a € F;, then for 1 <7 < g — 1, set
fz(t2> ats) = ( i>t2a"' >t8) and gz(tQa >t8) = g(ﬁiatQa'” >t8)' Thusa we
have

q—1
(3.2) Ve(f) N V() <> Vi (fi) U Vi (g5).
i=1

Now for each i, 1 <7 < ¢ — 1, we have the following cases.

(1) If deg fi = deg gi = d—1.1f d = 1 then f;, g; € F; and |V (fi) NV (gi)| = 0.
So, we assume d > 2. Then by induction hypothesis

Vo (f) N Vip(gi)| < (g — 1) —q(g — 2) (g — 1)L
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(2) If one of f; and g; has degree d — 1. Let us call it g}, then by Lemma 3.2
Ve (fi) V()| < [V (g;) |
<(@-1)""=(@=2" g-1)

(3) If deg f; = deg g; = d and d < s — 1, then by induction hypothesis
Vi (f) N Ve(gi)] < (g — 1)1 —qlg — 2)d(q _ 1)s—d—2'

(4) If deg f; = deg g; = d and d = s—1, then f; and g; are square-free polynomials
of degree d in d variables so the leading monomial of f; and g; are equal. We
construct square-free polynomials f/ and g} as follows.

fi:=fiand ¢, := fi — ﬁgglggz

Then, ¢/ is a square-free polynomial of degree ' < d — 1 in s — 1 variables.
AISO, VT’(fi,Qi) = VT/( 2/797{) Then

Ve (fi) 0V (gi)| < [V (g7)]
<(g—1)"'=(g—2)"(qg— 1)
<(g-1)""=(g—2)"(g—1)"

Therefore, in equation (3.2) we have if d < s — 1 then

—_

q—

\Vr(f) N Vr(g)] < Ve (fi) U Ve (gi)]

(= Dllg— 1" —alg—2)"(g— 1)
(a—1)°—qlg—2)"(qg—1)" "
But if d = s — 1 then from cases (1), (2) and (4), we get

qg—1

Vo (f) N Vr(g)] < Z Ve (fi) UV (i)

=1

VARVAN

<(g—Dlg—1)"=(g—2)"2(¢—1)]
<(g—1)°—=(¢—2)°>(¢—1)
<(¢-1)"=alg—=20""=(¢-1)" —alg=2)"(q— 1),

Extending Lemma 3.2 and 3.3 for three or more square-free polynomials in .S requires
dealing with many cases and is tiresome. Also, these lemmas calculate the cardinality of
the sets when all the polynomials are of degree d. In the remaining part of this section, we
give an upper bound on the number of zeroes in the affine torus 7' = (IF})* of square-free
polynomials of degree d. Then we obtain an upper bound on the number of zeroes in T’
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of square-free polynomials of degree at most d.

Let s > 2,1 <d < sbefixedand 1 < r < (2) Let fi, fo, -, fr € KV<q be
linearly independent polynomials of degree d. We assume that their leading monomials

are distinct. To calculate the number of zeroes of fi, fo, -+, f, in T" we use the ideas of

[6].

We have I = I(T') is the vanishing ideal of T'in S. The set {t'—=1 : i =1,--- ,s}isa
Groebner basis of I. The ideal L := (LT(I)) is generated by the set {t"" : i =1, s}.
Let J := LT(I(Vp(fi, fa,-+, f))) and for i = 1, 2,--+ 7, let t% = ¢{""57% - 45" =
LT(f;). Consider the ideal A := (t77", ¢47' ... ¢2=1 ¢@ o2 ... o) From Proposition
2.7 and 2.8 we have

‘VT(flv' o 7f7‘)‘ = aHFJ(u> < aHF-A(u>7

for all sufficiently large u. Thus, our next goal is to calculate “HF 4(u). Before that, we
introduce the following notations as in [6].

Definition 3.4. Let k := s(q — 2).

(1) F:=({0,1,---,¢—2})* and G := ({0,1})".

(2) Forb:= (by, by,--- ,bs) € F, define deg(b) = by + by---+ bs.

(3) Foru <k, define F,, ;= {be F: deg(b) =u} and F<, :={be F: deg(b) < u}.
(4) (bl, bg,' s ,bs) Sp (Cl, Co, -+ ,CS) Zf and OTlly Zfbl < C1, bg < Co, -+ ,bs < Cs.
(5) For H C F, define shadow of H as

Ve(H):={a€F:b<pa for somebe H}.

Following the idea as in [6], we write A as A = A, +Ay where A; = (#9737 ... 1971
and Ay = (%, t% ... %), Then any monomial t* := t5'¢% . . - that doesn’t belong to
A has b, < g—2, forall i, 1 <i < s. Now, if My, denotes the set of monomials that
does not belong to Ay, then M4, is in bijection with the set F. From Proposition 2.7,
t* € My, will belong to Aj if and only if t% | ¢* for some j, 1 < j < rie. a; <pb. Also,
{a1, as, -+ ,a,} C Gy4. Thus, we have

“HF 4(u) = [F\Vp(ai, -, a,)|,
where u > k. Hence,
(33) |VT(fla o fT’)| S max { |F\VF(CE1, A, aa'r)| LQy, G2, Ay S Gd}
The following lemma gives a lower bound on |Vg({a, as, - ,a,.})| for ai, as, -+ ,a, €
Gg.

Lemma 3.5. Let s > 2, 1 <d<sandl1l <r < (2) If d+r —2 < s then for any
B ={ay, ay, - ,a,.} C Gq with |B| =r, we have

IVe(B)] 2 (q—2)" g =1 (g - 1)~ 1].



12 NUPUR PATANKER AND SANJAY KUMAR SINGH

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction on r. For r = 1, the lemma is clearly true. For
r =2, let B={a,b} C Gy where a = (ay,as, -+ ,as) and b = (by, b, -+ ,bs). Define for
any v = (v, vy, ,vs) € F,

suppv :={1<i<s : v; #0}.
Let A := supp aU supp b and |A| =: e. Then

s

VeB) | =[[te—1—-a)+[J(a—1-b) = [[min(g—1—ai,g—1—b)

i=1 i=1 i=1
=2(¢—2)"¢—1)"" = (¢-2)%(¢— 1)
To prove the lemma for r = 2, we have to show that
2(¢ =2)"(¢ = 1" = (= 2)(¢ = 1)’ > q(g = 2)%(g — 1),
which is equivalent to proving that
(3.4) (@—=2)" (g -1 > (¢ -2)(¢ - 1)
Observe that e > d + 1, so equation (3.4) holds.

Assume that the lemma is true for r—1. We prove it for r. For any B = {ay,- -+ ,a,} C

G,
VF<B) = VF({alv Az, 7a7‘}) = VF({alv g, 7aT—1})U[V({aT}>\VF({a17 g, - 7a?—1}>]'

Therefore

3.5)  [Ve(B)| =[Vr({a,as,- - ar0})| +[V{ar}) \ Ve({ar, ag, -+ ara 3]

We arrange ai,as,--- ,a, in graded lexicographic order. Without loss of generality
assume that a, < -+ < as < a;.

Now, look at ay, find a position p; (1 < p; < s) such that any b € F' with b,, = 0
doesn’t belong to Vg({a;}) but belongs to Vg({a,}). (It may or may not belong to
Ve({ag, - ,a._1}). Next, look at as and find a position p, similarly ( Note that p, may
be equal to p;). Keep on doing this upto a,_;. In this way, we get pi,ps, - ,pr—1. Let
e1,€a, -+ , e, denotes distinct elements from pi,pa, -+ ,pr—1. Then 1 < w <r —1. Let
1 <oy, vo, -+ ,vg4 < s be the positions where a, is non-zero.

Consider b = (b1, by,---,bs) € F with b,, =0 for 1 <i <w and b,, =1 for 1 < j <d.
Then, any such b is contained in Vg({a,}) but not in Vg({as,---,a,_1}). The cardinality
of set of all such b’s is (¢ —2)%(g — 1)*""4 > (¢ — 2)%(q — 1)*~ "+,

By induction hypothesis, we obtain from equation (3.5)
|VF(B)‘ Z (q o 2)d—1(q o 1)s—d—r+2[(q o 1)7‘—1 - 1] 4 (q - 2)d(q - 1)s—d—r+1
=(q—2)" g~ 1) (g - 1) —1].
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O

Now, we state a lemma which will be required in our main result. The proof is similar
to [1], Lemma 3.2.

Lemma 3.6. Let L be a K-linear subspace of S = Klty,--- ,ts| of finite dimension and
let "' ={f1, fa, -+, fr} be a subset of L\{O}. If f1, fo, -+, f» are linearly independent
over K, then there is a set G' = {g1, g2, ,9-y C L\{0} such that

e KF' = K@

e LM(gq1), LM(gs),---,LM(g,) are distinct.

e LM(g;) = LM(f;) for alli.

® g1, G2, -, g, are linearly independent over K.
o Vi (F') =Vr(G).

Proof. We proceed by induction on r. The case r = 1 is clear. Let r = 2. For
F' = {f1, f2} € L\{0} linearly independent set over K. If LM(f;) # LM(fs), then
G' := I" works. Otherwise, define

LO(h)
LC(f2)"™

Then G’ := {g1, 92} C L\{0} such that KF' = KG', LM(g1) # LM(g2) and LM (g;) =
LM(f;) for i =1,2. Also, G’ is linearly independent set over K and Vr(F') = Vp(G').

g1 = fiand g2 := f1 —

Now, assume that r > 2 and LM(f,) < .-+ < LM(fy) =< LM(f;). We have the
following two cases.

o If LM(fy) < LM(f1), then applying induction hypothesis to the set " = {fs, f3, -+, fr}
we obtain aset G"” = {¢2, g3, -+ ,9-} C L\{0} such that KF" = KG", LM (g2), LM(g2)
-+, LM(g,) are distinct, LM (g;) < LM(f;) fori =2, 3,--- ,r and g2, g3, " , g
are linearly independent over K. Also Vp(F") = Vp(G”). Define ¢g; := f; and
G’ := G"U{g1}. This implies KF' = KG'. Since LM(g;) = LM(f;) < LM(f)
for i = 2,3,---,r, the monomials LM(g;), 1 < i < r, are distinct. Also, G’ is
linearly independent over K and

Vr(F') = V(i) 0 Vp(F") = Vi(g) N Vr(G") = Ve (G).

o If LM(fy) = LM(f;), assume that there exists [ > 2 such that LM (f;) = LM(f;)
for i <l and LM(f;) < LM(f,) for ¢ > I. Define

O
"R e

Then LM(h;) < LM(fy) for i > 2 and H = {hg, hg,---,h.} C L\{0} is
a linearly independent set. By induction hypothesis for H, we obtain a set
G" ={92, 93, -+, 9.} C L\{0} such that KH = KG", LM(g;),i =2, 3,---,r
are distinct and LM (g;) < LM (h;) for i =2, 3,--- ,r. Also, G” is linearly inde-
pendent set over K and Vp(H) = Vp(G”). Define ¢y := f1 and G' :== G" U {g1}.
We obtain G' C £\{0} such that LM (g1), LM(g2),---,LM(g,) are distinct. As

fifori=2 3,--- land h; = f; for i > [.
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LM(g;) = LM(h;) < LM(f,) fori =2, 3,---,r, we have LM(g;) < LM(f;) for
i=1, 2,---,r. Also, G’ is linearly independent set. Thus, as

Vr(F') = Vr(fi) N Vr(H) = Vi(g:) N Vp(G") = Vi (G).

Thus, we get our main result.

Theorem 3.7. Let s > 2, 1 <d<sandl1 <r < (2) If d+1r —2 < s, then for any
fi, fo. -, fr € KV<4 of linearly independent polynomials over K of degree d, we have

Vr(fi, for oo Sl < (g —1)° = (= 2)" (g —1)* """ (g — 1) —1].

Proof. Suppose leading monomials of fi, fs,-- -, f. are distinct, then the inequality follows
from equation (3.3) and Lemma 3.5. If the leading monomials of fi, fo, -, f. are not
all distinct, then by Lemma 3.6, we get g1, ¢o,-- -, g, with distinct leading monomials.

If deg g; = d for all i. Then the theorem follows from equation (3.3) and Lemma 3.5. If
atleast one g; has degree less than d, without loss of generality assume that deg g, = d’ < d.
Then,

Vo (fi, for -5 fo)l = V(91,920 -+, 90)
< |Vr(g-)|
<(g=1)°=(g=2)"(¢—1)""
<(qg—=1—=(¢—=2)"g—1)" " (g—1) —1].
]

Now, Let fi, fo, -+, fr € KV<4 be linearly independent. Since the polynomials are
linearly independent, we can assume that their leading monomials are distinct. Following
the procedure as before, we get

(3.6) \Ve(fi, - fr)] <max { |[F\Vg(a1, ag,---,a,)| : a1, az, -+ ,a, € G<q}.

Repeating the procedure of Lemma 3.5, we have the following lemma.
Lemma 3.8. Let s > 2, 1 <d<sandl <r <dim KV4. If d+1r —2 < s, then for
any B ={ay, as,--- ,a,} € G<4 with |B| =1, we have
IVe(B)] > (q—=2)"" (g —1)"""(g-1)" - 1].

Proof. We prove this lemma by induction on r. For r = 1, the inequality holds. For
r =2 let B ={a,b} C G<q where a = (ay,as, -+ ,as) and b = (by,by,--- ,bs). Let
Ay = supp a, Ay := supp b and let |A;| =: e, |As| =: eo. Without loss of generality,
suppose that e; < ey < d. Then

|VF(B)|:H(q—l—ai)+H(q—1—bi)—Hmin(q—l—ai,q—l—bi)

i=1 i=1
_ (q . 2)@1 (q _ 1)5—@1 + (q _ 2)@2 (q _ 1)8—62 _ (q . 2)|A1UA2\(q . 1)5—|A1UA2\.
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To prove the lemma for r = 2, we consider the following two cases as in [1].

e If ¢; = d, then we have to show
(q . 2)d+1(q _ 1)s—d—1 > (q _ 2)|A1UA2|(q _ 1)3—\141UAQ|7

which we have already proved in previous lemma.
e If ¢; < d, then we the lemma holds true using the following inequalities

(q—2)(q— 1) >q(qg—2)%q — 1)1
and (g —2)22(q— 1)%°2 > (q — 2)lA1V42l (g — 1)s=1A0Az],

Assume that the lemma is true for r—1. We prove for r. For any B = {a4, ag, -+ ,a,} C

G<a,
Vr(B)=Vr({ai, a2, -+ ,a,}) = Vr({ai,as,- -, a, 1 })U[V{a })\Vr({ar, az, -, a,1})].

Therefore,

3.7 IVeB)| =IVe{ay,az, -+ a1} + [V({a,}) \ Ve({ar, ag, -+ a1 3]

We arrange aq,as,--- ,a, in graded lexicographic order. Without loss of generality,
assume that a, < -+ < as < a;.

Now, look at ay, find a position p; (1 < p; < s) such that any b € F' with b,, = 0
doesn’t belong to Ve({a1}) but belongs to Vg({a,}). (It may or may not belong to
Vr({asg, -+ ,a,_1}). Next, look at ay and find a position py similarly ( Note that ps may
be equal to p;). Keep on doing this upto a,_;. In this way, we get pi,ps, - ,pr—1. Let
€1,6e9, €, denotes distinct elements from py,po, -+ ,p,—1. Then 1 < w <r —1. Let
1 <y, v, -+ ,u; < s be the positions where a, is non-zero. Note that [ < d. If [ =0,
then a, = (0, -+ ,0) and [Vx(B)| = (g — 1)* > (g — 2)"1(g — 1)*"4"*1[(q — 1)" — 1]. So,
we assume that [ > 1.

Consider b = (by, bo,- -+ ,bs) € F with b, = 0 for 1 <7 <w and b,, =1 for 1 < j <.
Then any such b is contained in Vg({a,}) but not in Vg({a, - ,a,_1}). The cardinality
of set of all such b’s is (¢ — 2)!(q — 1)*"=t > (¢ — 2)%(q — 1)*~ ¢ FL,

By induction hypothesis, we obtain from equation (3.7)
|VF(B)‘ Z (q o 2)d—1(q o 1)s—d—r+2[(q - 1)r—1 - 1] 4 (q - 2)d(q - 1)s—d—r+1
— (=2 g - D lg - 1 - 1

Thus, we get

Theorem 3.9. For 1 <r < dim KVq, if f1,- -, fr € KV<4 are linearly independent
and d+r —2 < s, then

Ve(fi, - )l < (@=1)° = (a=2)" g = )™ (g - 1) — 1].
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4. GENERALIZED HAMMING WEIGHTS OF CERTAIN EVALUATION CODES

Let s and d be integers such that s > 2 and 1 < d < s. In this section, we determine
the generalized Hamming weights of toric codes Cy and C over hypersimplices, as defined
in section 2.1. We also determine the generalized Hamming weights of square-free affine
evaluation code C'<4, as defined in section 2.2.

4.1. Generalized Hamming weights of C; and C’g. For 1 <r < dimgKVy, the r-th
generalized Hamming weight d,.(C5) of C¥ is given by

d.(CEY := min{ |T\|Ve(H)| : H :={f, fo, -, [} € KV, is linearly independent over K}.

Similarly, we define d,.(Cy). (It follows from [I] and [4]).

In this subsection, we find formulae for generalized Hamming weights of codes C; and
C¥ under certain cases.

Theorem 4.1. Let 1 <r < (2) For2d+r — 2 < s, we have

d,(Cq) = (=2 (¢ —=1)"""[(¢— 1)~ 1].

Proof. For any fy, fo, -, f. € KV linearly independent over K, we have

(¢ = DIVelfr, fo-o- f)l = Ve(fi, for - o)l

So, from Theorem 3.7as d+r—2 < 2d+1r—2 < s, we get

Ve(fr, forro  f)l S (@ =1) = (g =2)" (g — 1) "[(g - 1) = 1].
Thus,

d,(Cq)) = (¢ =2)" g =1)""""[(¢ - 1)" = 1].

For the converse, consider the polynomials g1, gs,- - , g, where

gi = (t1 —t2)(ts — t4) - - - (tad—s — toa—2)(toadri—2 — togri—1), for 1 <i <.

Then g1, g2, ,¢9- € KV and are linearly independent over K. Let g := (t; — to)(t3 —
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ts) - (taa—3 — tag—2) and h; := (t2ati—2 — tagsi—1) for 1 <@ <r. Let T = (F;)**~2. Then
\Vr(g1, g2, 5 90)] = [Vr(g1) N Vr(g2) M- N Vr(g,)]

= [Vr(g) U (Vo (hy) N Vr(he) O -+ -0 Vi (hy))|
= |Vr(g) | + | Vr(h1) N Vr(ho) N - - N Vp(hy)|
— [Vr(g) N Vr(hi) N Vp(he) M-+ -0 Vr(h,)|
= (q =122V (g)| + (¢ = 1) = (g = )" > 2V, (g)]
=(¢= 1"+ (¢— D) (g = 1) = 1[Vr (9)]

-1 (“7 - 1)]

(1) — (g T (g - 2 (g — 1) — 1]
= (¢ —1|Ve(g1, 92, -, gr)]-

=(@=1)""+(¢- 1) (g - 1) 1]

Thus,
d.(C) < (g—2)" g —1)"""[(g—1)" —1].

Hence, the result follows. O

Corollary 4.2. Let 1 <r < (;) For 2d +r — 2 < s, we have
d.(Cq) = (¢ —2)" (g = 1) " (g— 1) = 1],

Now, consider the following definition.

Definition 4.3. For a homogeneous polynomial f € S of degree d, we define the polyno-
maal
f*(t17 t27 te 7t8) =1ty 'tsf(tl_lv t2_17 o 7t8_1)’

Then, f* € S and is of degree s — d. Also, (a1, as, -+ ,as) € Vp(f) if and only if
(a1_1> a2_1> e aas_l) € VT(f*)

Theorem 4.4. Let 1 <r < (2) For s < 2d —r + 2, we have
4 (Cy) = (q=2)""g—1)""[(¢—1)" = 1].

Proof. For fi, fao, -, f. € KV linearly independent polynomials, we have
|VT(fla f27 e afT’)| = |VT(ffa f2*a e af:)|

Now, fi, fo, -+, fr € KVs_4. Also, if v = s — d then 2v +r — 2 < s. Thus, by Theorem
4.1, we have
Ve(fis f < (@=1) = (g = 2" (g —=1)"""[(¢ - 1)~ 1].

Therefore,
d,(Cq)) > (g =2 g = )" (g — 1) = 1],
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For the converse, consider the polynomials ¢7, ¢, -, g. where

gy = (t1 — t2)(t3 — ta) - - - (tav—s — tav—2)(t2v—1 — tov)tavtitavta - - - s,

gr = (t1 — ta)(t3 — ta) - - (t2—3 — top—2) (t2vrr—2 — topsr—1)t2o—1t2y - * " totr_stopsy - - - ts.

Then g1, ¢4, - g. € KV, and are linearly independent. Let g := (t1—t2)(t3—t4) - - - (t20—3—
tav—2) and h; := (tapqi—o — tapsio1), for 1 <i <r. Let Ty = (F%)**~2. Then proceeding as
in Theorem 4.1, we get
Vr(g1, 93, 90)l = [Vr(g1) N Vr(gh) N -+ N Vr(g,))]

= [Vr(g) U (Vr(ha) N Vr(he) N - N Ve (hy))

|
= (q _ 1)5—2@+2|VT1 (g)‘ + (q . 1)5—7" _ (q _ 1)3—2v—r+2|vT1 (g)|
= (g = 1) (= ) = 1) 1] [ (~1)! ( _. 1) (4- 1>]

1

=(¢—1)" = (¢— )" (g =20
= (¢ —D)IVr(91, 92, 9,)]
This implies
d,(Cq) < (g =2 Hg—1)""[(g— 1) —1].
This proves the result. O

Corollary 4.5. Let 1 <r < (;) For s < 2d —r + 2, we have

d.(Cq) = (¢ =2 " g— )" (g —1)" —1].

If r = 1, Theorem 4.1, Theorem 4.4, Corollary 4.2 and Corollary 4.5 determine the
minimum distance of Cy and C as in Theorem 2.2. If r = 2, these results determine the
second generalized Hamming weight of C;; and CY for s > 2d and s < 2d. Similarly, if
r = 3, we get the third generalized Hamming weight of these codes for s > 2d + 1 and
s < 2d — 1. We give estimates on the second and third generalized Hamming weights of
Cy and CY, in the rest of the cases.

Note that, for ¢ = 2 or s = d, dimyp,Cyq = dimp, C¥ = 1. Thus, the second generalized
Hamming weight of these codes doesn’t make sense. So, we assume that ¢ > 3 and d < s
when calculating the second generalized weight of these codes. Similarly, we assume that
(2) > 3 and ¢ > 3 when calculating the third generalized weight of these codes.
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Proposition 4.6. For s = 2d, there exists f1, fo € KV linearly independent over K such

that
Ve(fr) WVe(fo)l = (= 1) = (¢ —2)" (g —1)"
Therefore,
dao(Cq) < (¢ =2)" (g —1)"*
and

dy(Cq) < (q—2)" (g — 1)

Proof. Consider the polynomials

V=t — ta)(ts — ta) -+ (taa—s — tad—2)(taa—1 — t2a)
and
5 = (t1 — t2)(tz — ta) - - - (taa—3 — tad—2)t2a.

Then f{, f} € KV, are linearly independent over K. For 1 <i <d, let h; := (to;_1 — t2;).
Then

Ve(f)) O Ve(f)| = |(Ve(hihg - - ha1) U Vr(ha)) O (Ve (hahy -+ - ha1) U Vi (taa))|
\Vr(hihg - - hg_1)]

1)* — (g — 1)>~4+1 (g — 2)¢-1
= DIVa(f) N Va(f5)l-
Thus, for s = 2d,
d2(Cq) < (g —2)" g — 1)1
and
do(Cy) < (q — 2)4 (g — 1)>~4+1,
O

Proposition 4.7. Let s = 2d + 1 and (fl) > 3. There exists fi, fo, f3 € KV, linearly
independent over K such that

[Va(f2) O V() N Va(fo)] = (0 — 1) = (g = 2" g — 1)
Therefore, ds(CF) < (¢ =2 (g — 1)~ and dy(Ca) < (g~ 2 (g — 1)

Proof. Consider the following polynomials
fi:=(t1 —t2)(ts — ta) - - - (t2a—3 — t2d—2)t2d—1,
Jo = (t1 —t2)(t3 — ta) - - - (t2a—3 — tad—2)tod,

and
f3:=(t1 —t2)(ts — ta) - - - (toa—s — toa—2)tods1-
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Let g = (tl — tg)(tg — t4) s (tgd_3 — th_Q). Then,
| Ve(f1) 0 Ve (f2) VVe(fs) | = Vr(g) |

: ( . 1) (g —1)*"

= (=1 = (¢g—=2)" (g — 1)~
= (¢ — D[Vz(fi) N Ve(fo) N Vr(f3)]-

This implies ds(C%) < (¢ —2)* (g — 1)*~% and ds(Cy) < (g — 2)* (g — 1)*~4+1.
U

Proposition 4.8. Let s = 2d and (2) > 3. There exists f1, fo, f3 € KVy linearly inde-
pendent over K such that

Va(f1) N Ve(fo) N Va(fs)l = (g = 1) = (g—2)" (g = 1) [g(qg — 1) —1].
Therefore,
ds(Cy) < (¢ —2)""(qg—1)"?[qlqg — 1) — 1]
and
ds(Cq) < (¢ —2)" (g —1)""[g(g — 1) —1].

Proof. Let Ty := (IF;)*** and consider the polynomials
fii=(t —t2)(ts —ta) -~ (t2a—s — tad—a)(toa—3 — taa—2)(t2a—1 — tad),

fo = (t1 —t2)(ts — ta) - - - (taa—s — toa—a)(tod—s — taa—1)(tad—2 — t2a),
and
fsi=(t1 —t2)(ts — ta) - - - (toa—s — toa—a)(t2da—3 — taa—2)taq.

Let g := (t; — ta)(t3 — t4) - - - (toa—s5 — taq—4). Then,
Vr(fi) N Vr(fo) N Vr(f3)]
= |Vr(9) U Vr(taa—s — toa—1,t2a-3 — taa—2) U Vr(tag—2 — taa, taa—s — toa—2)|
=2(¢ -1 = (¢ =1+ (¢ = 1) **[(¢ = 1)° = 2(¢ = 1) + ]|V, (9)]|
(g = 1) = (g — 1) P 4 (g — 1)5 24— (g — 1)5- 242

+lg =1 [— :<—1>i ("7 %)~ 1>]

=(q—=1°=(¢—=2)"(¢— )" glg —1) —1]
= (¢ — 1)Ve(f1) N Vr(f2) 0 Vr(f3)].

Therefore,
ds(C) < (¢—2)" (g — 1) ?lg(q — 1) — 1]
and
d3(Ca) < (¢—2)" (g — 1) a(g—1) - 1.
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Proposition 4.9. Let s = 2d — 1 and (2) > 3. There exists f1, fa, f3 € KVy linearly
independent over K such that

| Va(fi) N Va(fa) N Va(fs) |= (g = 1) = (g = 2)" (g — 1) **
Therefore,
d3(CY) < (g —2)"2(q — 1)s~4H
and
d3(Cy) < (g — 2)%2(q — 1)*2.

Proof. Consider the following polynomials
fii= (i —t2)(ts — ta) - (toaa—s — taa—a)tag—3t2d2,

fo = (ty — to)(ts — ta) - - - (tag—5 — tag—a)toa—staq—1,
and

f3 = (t1 = t2)(ts — ta) - - (tag—5 — tag—a)loa—ataa—1-
Let g := (t1 —t2)(t3 — t4) - - - (toa—s5 — t2q—4). Then,

[Vr(fi) N Vr(fa) N Ve(fs)l = [Vr(g)]

ZdZ )" 1(di2)(q—1)

=1

= (=1 = (g =2)" (g — 1)
= (¢ — D|V(f1) N Ve(fo) N Vr(f3)].

Therefore, ds(CF) < (¢ —2)47%(q — 1)*~4* and d3(Cy) < (¢ — 2)%72(q — 1)5~ %2,
U

4.2. Generalized Hamming weights of square-free affine evaluation code. For
1 <r < dimgKV<4, the r-th generalized Hamming weight of C'<,; is given by

d,(C<q) == min{ |T\Vp(H)| : H:={f1, fo, -, fr} € KV« is linearly independent over K}.

In this subsection, we determine the generalized Hamming weights of C<,, partially.

Theorem 4.10. Let 1 <r < dimgKV<4. Ford+r —2 <s, we have
d,(Cca) = (q=2)" (g = 1) (g—1)" —1].

Proof. From Theorem 3.9, we have
d,(C<a) > (¢ =2)" g — 1) (g —1)" = 1].

To prove the converse, consider the following polynomials

fi=(—=1D)(ta = 1) (taer — 1) (ta — 1),
fo="0t =1ty = 1) (tag1 — 1)(tapr — 1),

F= (ty = D)t = 1) - (bas = D)(tasrr — 1)
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Then, fi, fi,---,fl € KV<4 are linearly independent over K. Let g = (t; — 1)(ts —
1)« (tg—1 —1). Let T = (F;)*"'. Then,

Ve (fi, fos s I = WVr(@) UVr(ta — 1, tays — 1, -+ tag,—1 — 1)
= (q = 1) WV (gl + (¢ = 1) = (g = 1) |V, (9)]
= (=1 + (-1 g -1 = 1[(g— )" = (¢ —2)"]
=(g=1°—=(¢=2)" (¢ — 1) " (g— 1" —1].

Thus, d,(C<q) < (¢ —2)'(qg — 1)*"*" (¢ — 1)" — 1]. Hence, the result. O

When r = 2, we get do(Ceyq) = q(q —2)%(q — 1)*797! for d < s, which gives us result of
Theorem 2.5 for d < s.

5. DUAL CODE

In this section, we determine the dual code of the toric codes over hypersimplices, using
the ideas of [7] and [§].

Consider the set
(5.1) Ac={(a, az,-+ ,a,) | a; €{0,1}, > a; =d}.
i=1

For (bh b27"' 7bs> € ({07 17 7q_2})87 define (617 6;7 76\8) € ({07 17 7q_2})8 as
" g—1—b ifb; #0.

Let G:={b : be A} and A := ({0, 1,--- , ¢ — 2})*\G. Define

Enr = spang, {t7't5% - - - t2 : (a1, ag,--- ,as) € A’}

Replacing KV, by S in equation (2.1), we define a map

evp : S — F)!
fH(f(Pl)v f(P2>77f(Pm))7

where T = {Py, P5,---, P,} is the affine torus in A®. Then, Car = evp(Ea/) is a
linear code over I, of length m on the affine torus 7". Similarly, we have the code Ca =
evr(Ea) = Cq. From the definition, it is clear that the map evr|g,, is injective. Therefore,
we have

Lemma 5.1. dimy, (Car) = (¢ — 1)* = () = m — dimg, (C4).
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Lemma 5.2. Fora € A and b € A, we have
evr(t).evp (1) = 0,

[y— a a JR—
where we have t* := t7*t5* - - - t% for a = (a1, as, - ,as).

Proof. Fix a primitive element 0 of F, i.e. F; = (¢). For a,b € ({0, 1,---,q —2})°, we

have
s q—2

evp(t?).evp(t° Z %) thi,

7=1 =0
Now, if for some j, a;j =b; =0ora; =q¢—1—10; , then

q—2

S = (g 1) £ 0.

i=0
But if for some j, a; +b; # 0 (mod ¢ — 1), then

q—2 a;+bi\g—1
Zemﬁbzm Ty
=0

eaj +bj _ 1

Thus, evr(t%).evr(t®) # 0 if and only if for each j, 1 < j < 's,a; =b; =0or a; = ¢g—1—b;,
ie.a € Aand b¢ A’'. Hence proved. O

Theorem 5.3. The dual of the code Cy is the code Car with respect to Fuclidean scalar
product i.e. Car = Ci.

Proof. Let f € Ex. Then f can be written as f = >, 1, at” where o, € F,. For any
g S EA’ g = ZGEA Bata’ Ba S ]Fq, we have

evr(g).evr(f) = evr (Z ﬁat“> .evr (Z abtb>

acA be A’/
= Z Z apBaevr(t*).evp(t’) = 0,
aEA be A’

by Lemma 5.2. This implies Cnxs C Cy. From Lemma 5.1, we have dimg, (Car) =
dimg,(Cy ). Hence the result. O

The codes C; and Cas are J-affine variety codes with J= {1, 2,--- s}, as studied in
[7].18],[9], etc. By using Corollary 2 from [7], we can obtain stabilizer codes.

5.1. Dual of Cj. We have T = {1} x (F;)*~'. With A as in equation (5.1), let
Hl = {(a27 asg, - - ,CLS) : (a17 Ag, - -+ ,CLS) S A}
For (027 C3, - 7CS) € ({07 17 U 7q_2})8_17 define (0/57 6\27 U 76\8) € ({07 17 e 7q_2}>8_1

as
o= 0 ifCi:O,
T lg-1-¢ if ¢; # 0.
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Let Ho :={(b, b3, -+ ,bs) : (bo, by, -+ ,bs) € Hq}t. Let U := ({0, 1, -+, q—2})* "\ Ho.

Define Fy := spang, {15°15* - - - t2°

(CLQ, as, - - ,CLS) € U}
Let T":= (F;)*~'. Then |T'| = . Let T" = {R1, Ry,--- , Ry} such that Q; = (1, Ry),
1 <i<m, where Q; € {1} x (F;)S_l, 1 <4 < m, as defined in section 2. Define a map

evp : S = F

Define Cy; := evy/(Ey). Then Cyy is a linear code over I, of length m.

Note that
Cq ={(f(@Q1), -, f(Qn)) : [ €KV}
= {(f(17R1)7 o 7f(17RT?L)) : f S de}
={(9(B1), -, 9(Rm)) : g € Ep,} = evp(Epy),
where Fy,, is the F-vector space generated by the set {t* := ¢3*t5* - - - t% : (aq, as, - ,as) €
Hl}. Then, d’iquCM = (q - 1)8_1 - (2) =m — d’Lqu(Cg)

Following Lemma 5.2, we get
Lemma 5.4. Fora € Hy and b € U, we have

(AVsalt (ta) €U (tb) =0.

We have the final result.

Theorem 5.5. The dual code of C is the code Cyy with respect to Euclidean scalar product
i.e

(Cy)F = Cy.

6. CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this note, we have determined the generalized Hamming weights of toric codes over
hypersimplices. The generalized Hamming weights of square-free affine evaluation codes
are also calculated, under certain conditions. Furthermore, we have determined the dual
of the toric codes with respect to the Euclidean scalar product. It will be interesting to
calculate the remaining generalized Hamming weights of these codes.
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