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Abstract

This work introduces a decoding strategy for binary self-dual codes possessing an automorphism of a specific type. The
proposed algorithm is a hard decision iterative decoding scheme. The enclosed experiments show that the new decoding concept
performs error correction beyond the upper bound for the code correction capability. Moreover, we prove that the requirements
for the new algorithm hold for any binary self-dual code having an automorphism of the specific type, which makes decoding of
this large group of codes possible.
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I. INTRODUCTION

THE existing general decoding schemes as the nearest neighbor decoding or the syndrome decoding are only applicable

for short-length self-dual codes [1, p.41]1.When increasing the size of the code, the required memory for each of these

algorithms limits their practical applications. For several particular self-dual codes, there exist decoding schemes. For example,

decoding by hand the [24, 12, 8] binary extended Golay code by Pless [2] or decoding binary extremal self-dual code of length

40 by Kim and Lee [3]. Moreover, Gaborit et al. presented decoding schemes for few binary doubly-even self-dual codes of

length 32 [5].

There is no efficient general decoding algorithm for self-dual codes or for a large family of such codes to the best of our

knowledge. This was defined by Pless and Huffman in 2003 as a research problem [1, Research Problem 9.7.8].

Here, we propose a decoding algorithm for a large group of binary self-dual codes, namely self-dual codes having an

automorphism of odd order. The algorithm is a hard decision iterative decoding scheme and can be used for any code of this

group regardless of its length and minimum distance.

We first provide preliminaries with definitions and results used further in this work. Then the idea in our decoding scheme is

introduced. Further, we prove that the proposed algorithm is a valid algorithm for any self-dual code possessing an automorphism

of odd order. Next, three examples of extremal and optimal self-dual codes are presented together with the simulation results

for our decoding scheme. Two of these codes are known, whereas the third one is new and constructed to illustrate that the

codes, which can benefit from the new decoding scheme, are a large group. At last, we discuss some open questions, possible

applications, and limitations of the proposed decoding scheme.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present first the terminology related to self-dual codes in general and afterward related to self-dual codes

with automorphisms of odd order.

A. Self-dual Codes

Let Fn
2 be the standard n-dimensional vector space over the binary field F2 and C be a k-dimensional subspace of Fn

2 . Then

C is a binary [n, k] code. The Hamming weight wt(v) of a vector v ∈ F
n
2 is the number of the nonzero coordinates of v. If d

is the minimum weight of all the nonzero codewords of C, then C is called a binary [n, k, d] code and d - minimum weight

of the code. Hamming distance between two vectors in F
n
2 is the number of coordinates where they differ.

The inner product in F
n
2 is given by u · v = u1v1 + u2v2 + · · ·+ unvn for u, v ∈ F2

n. Two vectors are orthogonal if their

inner product equals to 0. Then, the orthogonal of the code C is C⊥ = {v ∈ F
n
2 | u · v = 0, ∀u ∈ C}.

If C ⊂ C⊥, the code C is called self-orthogonal and if C = C⊥, C is called self-dual. It is know that the weight of any

codeword of a self-dual code is even. A binary self-dual code C is called doubly-even if the weight of every codeword is

divisible by four, and singly-even if there is at least one codeword of even weight not divisible by 4, i.e., weight ≡ 2 (mod 4)
[1, p.11].

1In the optimal case, for a binary [n, k] code both decoding schemes could use a lookup table with 2n−k elements in F
n
2

.
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Upper bounds for the minimum weight of a self-dual [n, n/2, d] code are given in [?]:

d ≤ 4⌊
n

24
⌋+ 4, if n 6≡ 22 (mod 24), (1)

and

d ≤ 4⌊
n

24
⌋+ 6, if n ≡ 22 (mod 24). (2)

Stricter bounds are known for some specific lengths, like for n = 78 the maximum d is 14 instead of 16 [6]. Self-dual codes

which reach the minimum weight bounds are called extremal whereas self-dual codes with the highest minimum weight for a

given length among the known such are called optimal. In [7], it is proven that binary extremal double-even self-dual codes

do not exist for lengths n > 3 928.

Two binary codes are equivalent if one can be obtained from the other by a permutation of coordinates. That is, if there

exist a permutation σ, σ ∈ Sn (Sn- the symmetric group of degree n), such that σ(C) = C′. If σ(C) = C for some σ ∈ Sn,

then the permutation σ is an automorphism of the code C.

B. Self-dual Codes and Automorphisms of Odd Order

Following the notations in [8], a permutation of order L, having f fixed points and t1 cycles of length a1, t2 cycles of

length a2, . . . , th cycles of length ah, with 1 < a1 < a2 < · · · < ah, is called a permutation of type L-(t1, t2, . . . , th; f).
In this work, we only consider permutations of type L-(t1; 0), where L = pr, for p and r being odd primes. That is, σ is

of order pr and has only cycles of length pr and no fixed points. Thus, without loss of generality σ can be represented as:

σ = Ω1Ω2 . . .Ωt1 , (3)

where Ωs is a cycle of length pr for 1 ≤ s ≤ t1.

Let further C be a binary self-dual [n, n/2, d] code with a generator matrix G and σ be an automorphism of C.

If v ∈ C, then v can be presented as

v = (v|Ω1, v|Ω2, . . . , v|Ωt1),

where v|Ωi = (v0, v1, . . . , vpr−1) denotes the coordinates of v in the i−th cycle of σ. Then, the image of v, σ(v), is a vector

obtained from v by cyclic shift in each of v|Ωi. From another side σ(v) ∈ C since σ is an automorphism of C. Thus, all

vectors obtained from v by cyclic shifts of the coordinates in each Ωi are also codewords. Therefore, a matrix in the form
(

G1 G2 . . . Gt1

)

, (4)

where Gj is a circulant matrix of length pr, generates codewords and then it can be considered as a sub-matrix of G.

Further, we follow the notations in [8] adjusted to out particular type of automorphism (Eq. (3)). The sets Fσ(C) and Eσ(C)
are defined as:

Fσ(C) = {v ∈ C| vσ = v} (5)

and

Eσ(C) = {v ∈ C| wt(v|Ωi) ≡ 0 (mod 2), 1 ≤ i ≤ t1}, (6)

where v|Ωi is the restriction of v on Ωi.

It is known that Fσ(C) and Fσ(C) are subcodes of C. Moreover, C = Fσ(C)⊕Eσ(C), where ⊕ stands for the direct sum of

linear subspaces [9]. Then a generator matrix of our self-dual code C can be decomposed as:

G =

(

X
Y

)

, (7)

where X is a generator matrices of Fσ(C) and Y is a generator matrix of Eσ(C).
If a map π for our particular type of automorphism is defined as

π : Fσ(C)→ F
t1
2 , π(v|Ωi) = vj , (8)

for some j ∈ Ωi, i = 1, . . . , t1, then the image π(Fσ(C)) is a binary [t1, t1/2] self-dual code [9].

Let P denote the set of even-weight polynomials in R = F2[x]/(x
pr − 1) and map ϕ be the following:

ϕ : Eφ(C) → Pt1 ,

where v|Ωi = (v0, v1, . . . , vpr−1) is identified with the polynomial ϕ(v|Ωi)(x) = v0 + v1x + · · · + vpr−1x
pr−1 in P for

1 ≤ i ≤ t1.

An inner product in Pt1 is defined as:

〈g, h〉 = g1(x)h1(x
−1) + · · ·+ gt1(x)ht1 (x

−1) (9)
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for every g, h ∈ Pt1 .

The image ϕ(Eσ(C)) is a self-orthogonal code [8, Lemma 1], i.e.,

u1(x)v1(x
−1) + · · ·+ ut1(x)vt1 (x

−1) = 0, (10)

for ∀u, v ∈ ϕ(Eσ(C)).
This orthogonality and the cyclic structure of Gi in Eq. (4) are used in the decoding strategy described next.

III. HARD-DECISION ITERATIVE DECODING ALGORITHM

Let C and σ be defined as before. Let also a codeword c ∈ C be transmitted and r = c+ e be received where e is the error

vector. In polynomial representation this is: (r1(x), r2(x), . . . , rt1(x)) = (c1(x), c2(x), . . . , ct1(x)) + (e1(x), e2(x), . . . , et1(x)),
where ri(x), ci(x), ei(x) are in R = F2[x]/(x

pr − 1).
We denote by w the inner product of the received r with any minimum weight codeword b ∈ C:

w(x) = 〈r, b〉 =

t1
∑

i=1

ri(x)bi(x
−1) mod(xpr − 1)

Since r = c+ e it follows that:

w(x) = 〈r, b〉 =

t1
∑

i=1

ci(x)bi(x
−1) +

t1
∑

i=1

ei(x)bi(x
−1).

The term
t1
∑

i=1

ci(x)bi(x
−1) is equal to zero if c, b ∈ ϕ(Eσ(C)). In Section IV, we prove that this term is zero for any two

codewords. Here, we only formulate the statement.

Lemma 1. Let C be a binary [n, n/2, d] self-dual code possessing an automorphism σ of type pr-(t1; 0), where p and r are

odd primes and n = prt1. Then, Eq. (10) holds for every u, v ∈ C.

Thus, in the expression for w only the last term remains:

w(x) = 〈r, b〉 =
t1
∑

i=1

ei(x)bi(x
−1) mod(xpr − 1).

It is clear that if the error vector r is zero, i.e., ei(x) = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ t1, then w is also zero.

Let the support of b1(x), supp(b1(x)), be the set {β1, β2, . . . , βd} which means that b1(x) = xβ1 + xβ2 + · · ·+ xβd . Then

w can be written as:

w(x) =
t1
∑

i=1

ei(x)bi(x
−1) mod (xpr − 1)

= e1(x)b1(x
−1) +

t1
∑

i=2

ei(x)bi(x
−1) mod (xpr − 1)

= e1(x)x
−β1 + e1(x)x

−β2 + · · ·+ e1(x)x
−βd+

+
t1
∑

i=2

ei(x)bi(x
−1) mod (xpr − 1)

If e1(x) = xǫ1 + xǫ2 + · · ·+ xǫr , then the expression for w can be further reorganized as:

w(x) = xǫ1−β1 + xǫ2−β1 + · · ·+ xǫr−β1+
xǫ1−β2 + xǫ2−β2 + · · ·+ xǫr−β2+
xǫ1−β3 + xǫ2−β3 + · · ·+ xǫr−β3+
...

xǫ1−βd + xǫ2−βd + · · ·++xǫr−βd+

+
t1
∑

i=2

ei(x)bi(x
−1) mod (xpr − 1),

(11)

where all ǫi − βj are in mod(pr).
Eq. (11) can be seen as: the first row contains all error positions of e1(x) shifted by −β1 positions; the second row - all

error positions of e1(x) shifted by −β2 positions and so on, the dth row- all error positions of e1(x) shifted by −βd positions.

The rest can be considered by the same way regarding the error positions of e2, e3, . . . , et1 with shifts corresponding to the
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supports of b2, b3, . . . , bt1 . Note that many of these terms can be canceled out since these shifted error positions can be the

same for different eibi.

If we multiply w by xβ1 , the first row of xβ1w(x) in Eq. (11) will become exactly e1(x). Multiplying w with xβ2 , the

second row in Eq. (11) will become exactly e1(x) and so on.

Thus, each of the polynomials:

xβ1w(x), xβ2w(x), . . . , xβdw(x) mod(xpr − 1) (12)

contains e1(x), xβj−βse1(x), and xβj

t1
∑

i=2

ei(x)bi(x
−1) mod(xpr − 1), which are the original and shifted error positions of

e1(x) and shifted error positions of ei(x), i = 2, 3, . . . , t1. Some of the original or shifted error positions of e1(x) can be

canceled out with some of the shifted error positions of e2(x), e3(x), . . . , et1(x). If in all polynomials xβsw(x) in Eq. (12),

we count the number of 1s in each position 1, 2, . . . , pr, it is expected some of the error positions to have higher frequency

than the rest of the positions. The same process can be repeated for

e2(x)b2(x
−1), e3(x)b3(x

−1), . . . , et1(x)bt1(x
−1).

In general, if we consider es(x)bs(x
−1), where supp(bs(x)) = {β

(s)
1 , β

(s)
2 , . . . , β

(s)
d }, then the polynomials:

xβ
(s)
1 w(x), xβ

(s)
2 w(x), . . . , xβ

(s)
d w(x) mod(xpr − 1) (13)

contain error positions and shifted error positions of es(x) and shifted error positions of ei(x), i = 1, 2, . . . , t1, i 6= s. Therefore,

when counting the number of 1s in each position from 1 till pr in the polynomials in Eq. (13), a higher number of 1s will be

an indicator for an error in this position. The polynomials in Eq. (13) are created for every s, 1 ≤ s ≤ t1 and the number of

1s in each position in included in Φ
(s)
j defined latter.

Let C has L cyclicly different minimum weight codewords. In our case cyclically different codewords means that one cannot

be obtained from the other by applying σt, for some t, that is, b 6= σt(c) for 1 ≤ t ≤ pr − 1, ∀b, c ∈ C. The counting of 1s

in each position from 1 till pr in the cycles Ωj is repeated for the polynomials in Eq. (13) for all cyclicly different minimum

weight codewords b. The number is denoted by Φ
(s)
j :

Φ
(s)
j =

L
∑

l=1

∑

i∈supp(b
(l)
s (x))

w
(l)
i+j mod pr ,

j = 0, 1, 2, · · · , pr − 1, s = 1, 2, . . . , t1,

(14)

where w
(l)
i+j mod pr is counted in position j since the shift of w(x) by −i moves the position i+ j mod pr into j.

As it was mentioned, a higher number of 1s in a position from 1 till pr in the polynomials in Eq. (13) is an indicator for

an error in this position. Thus, an error is expected in the j−th position in cycle Ωs if Φ
(s)
j has a higher value than the sum

for any other position in the same cycle Ωs and than the sum on any position in the other cycles.

Note that the idea of shifting and counting 1s in each coordinate position is introduced in [10], and it is specifically and

only for cyclic codes. The presence of the cyclic cells in the generator matrix of the code C and moreover, the orthogonality

in polynomial representation of each two codewords make it possible to use shifting and counting in a similar way.

Since w(x) = 〈r, b〉 =
t1
∑

i=1

ri(x)bi(x
−1) mod(xpr − 1), one can determine the coefficients wi of the polynomial w(x) as

linear combinations of the coefficients r
(t)
i of ri(x) and the supports of bi(x) for 1 ≤ i ≤ t1.

Here, we define our decoding strategy. We suppose that C and σ are defined as before and G is a generator matrix of C. As

noted above, a high value of Φ
(s)
j indicates an error in position j of Ωs.

Decoding Scheme 2

1) generate all or almost all cyclically different codewords of weight d or d + o for some small o, for example 2 or 4

or 6. Denote the set by D1;

2A pseudocode of the decoding scheme is provided in Appendix A.
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2) for the received vector r compute rG. If rG = 0, then r belongs to the code C → end, otherwise → 3);

3) split r into t1 polynomials of F2[x]/(x
pr − 1), i.e., r = (r1(x), r2(x), . . . , rt1(x));

4) for r = (r1(x), r2(x), . . . , rt1(x)) compute:

• w(x) = 〈r, b〉 = r1(x)b1(x
−1) + r2(x)b2(x

−1) + · · · +rt1(x)bt1(x
−1) mod(xpr − 1)

for ∀ b ∈ D1, b = (b1(x), b2(x), . . . , bt1(x))

• xβ
(1)
i w(x) mod(xpr − 1) for ∀ β

(1)
i ∈ supp(b1(x))

xβ
(2)
i w(x) mod(xpr − 1) for ∀ β

(2)
i ∈ supp(b2(x))

...

xβ
(t1)
i w(x) mod(xpr − 1) for ∀ β

(t1)
i ∈ supp(bt1(x))

Note first that, for the chosen code C if r ∈ C, then w(x) = 0 and second, the products xβ
(s)
i w(x) are cyclic shifts of w

with number of positions which values are from the support of bs(x).

5) compute Φ
(s)
j defined in Eq. (14) for j = 0, 1, · · · , pr − 1, s = 1, 2, . . . , t1;

6) determine Φmax = max{Φ
(s)
j | j = 0, 1, · · · , pr − 1, s = 1, 2, . . . , t1} and find the position with the value Φmax,

i.e., find the cycle s1 and position(s) j1 such that Φ
(s1)
j1

= Φmax;

7) flip the coordinate of rs1 (x) by adding xj1 to rs1(x), i.e., rs1 (x) becomes rs1 (x) + xj1 ;

8) for the modified r repeat from 2).

In this algorithm, we could use set of cyclically different codewords of weight d or weight slightly higher than d. It is

because if in the first set the codewords have only 0 coordinates in some of the cycles of σ, it is clear that no error in this cycle

can be corrected. Also, if the first set is very small, the algorithm does not perform error correction close to the error-correction

capability of the code. Therefore, experiments are required for finding a suitable number of low weight codewords that have

good decoding performance. In Section V we give three examples and the decoding performance of different sets of codewords.

IV. PROOF OF LEMMA 1

To prove Lemma 1, we first prove that Eq. (10) holds for every u, v ∈ Fσ(C), then for every u ∈ Fσ(C) and every

v ∈ Eσ(C), and at last, the statement in the lemma, for ∀u, v ∈ C.

Proposition 1. Let C be a binary self-dual code having an automorphism σ of type pr − (t1; 0). Let each u ∈ Fσ(C) be

presented as u = (u1(x), u2(x), . . . , ut1(x)). Then, for u, v ∈ Fσ(C) it follows:

u1(x)v1(x
−1) + · · ·+ ut1(x)vt1 (x

−1) = 0. (15)

Proof. The codewords of the subcode Fσ(C) can be seen as one row circulant matrices in Eq. (4). Moreover, the coordinates

of a fixed codeword are constant in each pr cycle, i.e., v|Ωi = (0, 0, . . . , 0) or v|Ωi = (1, 1, . . . , 1) for v ∈ Fσ(C), 1 ≤ i ≤ t1.

If a map π is defined as in Eq. (8), then π(Fσ(C)) is a binary [t1, t1/2] self-dual code.

Therefore, t1 must be even and the weight of each element in π(Fσ(C)) must also be even. Thus, each fixed codeword in

C has an even number of v|Ωi = (1, 1, . . . , 1). This written in polynomials in F2[x]/(x
pr − 1) is:

each g = (g1(x), g2(x), . . . , gt1(x)) ∈ Fσ(C) has an even number of coordinates gs(x) of the form 1 + x+ x2 + · · ·+ xpr−1.

If 1+ x+ x2 + · · ·+ xpr−1 is denoted by g0(x), then it is clear that g0(x
−1) = g0(x) mod (xpr − 1) and g0(x)g0(x

−1) =
g0(x) mod (xpr − 1).

Thus, we can conclude that Eq. (15) holds for two codewords in Fσ(C) if they intersect in even positive number of cycle

positions with full one vector or, they intersect in 0 cycle positions with full one vector.

Let we assume that there exist two codewords v, v′ ∈ Fσ(C) that intersect in odd number of cycle positions with full

one vector and this odd number is z. Since the length of the cycles is pr, then the regular inner product of v and v′,
v.v′ = v1v

′
1 + v2v

′
2 + · · · + vprt1v

′
prt1

mod (2), will be equal to zpr, where z is odd and p and r are odd primes. Thus,
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v.v′ = zpr ≡ 1 mod(2), which is a contradiction to C being a self-dual code. Therefore, Eq. (10) holds for any two codewords

in Fσ(C).

Let now u ∈ Fσ(C) and v ∈ Eσ(C), where u = (u1(x), u2(x), . . . , ut1(x)) with coordinates ui(x) = 0 or ui(x) =
1 + x+ x2 + · · ·+ xpr−1, and v = (v1(x), v2(x), . . . , vt1(x)), where vi(x) ∈ P .

Since the weight of π(u) is even, then u contains even number of coordinates equal to 1 + x + x2 + · · · + xpr−1. Let

ui(x) = 1 + x+ x2 + · · ·+ xpr−1 for i ∈ {α1, α2, . . . , α2s}. Then, 〈u, v〉 and 〈v, u〉 are:

〈u, v〉 =
t3
∑

i=1

ui(x)vi(x
−1) =

=
∑

i∈{α1,...,α2s}

(1 + x+ x2 + · · ·+ xpr−1) vi(x
−1) =

=
∑

i∈{α1,α2,...,α2s}

xpr−1
x−1 vi(x

−1) =

= xpr−1
x−1

∑

i∈{α1,α2,...,α2s}

vi(x
−1)

〈v, u〉 =
t3
∑

i=1

vi(x)ui(x
−1) =

=
t3
∑

i=1

vi(x)ui(x) =

= xpr−1
x−1

∑

i∈{α1,α2,...,α2s}

vi(x)

Thus,

〈u, v〉 ≡ 0 mod(xpr − 1) if and only if
∑

i∈{α1,α2,...,α2s}

vi(x
−1) ≡ 0 mod(x− 1)

and (16)

〈v, u〉 ≡ 0 mod(xpr − 1) if and only if
∑

i∈{α1,α2,...,α2s}

vi(x) ≡ 0 mod(x− 1).

Let us discuss the coordinates vi(x) of v ∈ Eσ(C)). By definition Eσ(C) = {v ∈ C| wt(v|Ωi) ≡ 0 ( mod 2), i = 1, . . . , t1},
which implies that the weight of vi(x) is even for 1 ≤ i ≤ t1. When vi(x) has even number of nonzero coefficients, then

vi(1) = 0 in F2, which means 1 is a root of vi(x). Therefore, x− 1 divides vi(x) for 1 ≤ i ≤ t1.

From this one can conclude that
∑

i

vi(x) ≡ 0 mod(x− 1)

for any i and in particular, this will also be satisfied for i ∈ {α1, α2, . . . , α2s}, which means that
∑

i∈{α1,α2,...,α2s}

vi(x) ≡ 0 mod(x− 1). (17)

Is
∑

i∈{α1,α2,...,α2s}

vi(x
−1) ≡ 0 mod(x − 1) also true?

The polynomial vi(x
−1) ≡ vi(x

pr−1) ∈ F2[x]/(x
pr − 1).

Since x ≡ 1 mod(x − 1) it follows that xpr−1 ≡ 1 mod(x− 1) and then, xpr−1 − 1 ≡ 0 mod(x− 1).
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From above, x− 1 divides vi(x) for 1 ≤ i ≤ t1. Thus,

vi(x) = (x− 1)v′i(x)

and then,

vi(x
−1) = vi(x

pr−1) =

= (xpr−1 − 1) v′i(x
pr−1) ≡ 0 mod(x− 1)

for 1 ≤ i ≤ t1.

In particular, it also holds for i ∈ {α1, α2, . . . , α2s} and therefore
∑

i∈{α1,α2,...,α2s}

vi(x
−1) ≡ 0 mod(x− 1). (18)

Combining Eqs. (16), (17), and (18), we derive the following proposition.

Proposition 2. Let C be a binary self-dual code having an automorphism σ of type pr− (t1; 0). Then u ∈ Fσ(C), v ∈ Eσ(C)
are orthogonal, namely 〈u, v〉 ≡ 0 mod(xpr − 1) and 〈v, u〉 ≡ 0 mod(xpr − 1).

Summarizing Proposition 1, Proposition 2, and [8, Lemma 1], we can prove Lemma 1.

Proof. Let u, v ∈ C, where C = Fσ(C)⊕ Eσ(C).Then,

u = u′ + u′′, v = v′ + v′′,

where u′, v′ ∈ Fσ(C) and u′′, v′′ ∈ Eσ(C). The inner product of u and v is

〈u, v〉 = 〈u′ + u′′, v′ + v′′〉 =

= 〈u′, v′〉+ 〈u′, v′′〉+ 〈u′′, v′〉+ 〈u′′, v′′〉.

The first term 〈u′, v′〉 = 0 according to Proposition 1. The next two terms are also 0 because of Proposition 2. The last term

〈u′′, v′′〉 is also 0 because ϕ(Eσ(C)) is a self-orthogonal code [8, Lemma 1]. Therefore, 〈u, v〉 = 0 for any u, v ∈ C.

Remark 1. In case the binary self-dual code C has an automorphism γ of odd prime order p with c cycles and no fixed

points (type p− (c, 0)), the fixed subcode Fγ(C) is also self-dual [11] and, the image ϕ(Eγ(C)) of the even subcode Eγ(C)
is also self-orthogonal [12]. Following the proofs of Proposition 1 and Proposition 2, one can conclude that they also hold

for p instead of pr. Therefore, Lemma 1 is also a valid statement for self-dual codes with an automorphism of type p− (c, 0).
With this, the group of the self-dual codes that can be decoded by the new decoding scheme is expanded.

V. EXAMPLES

The decoding algorithm is applied on three examples of self-dual code with the required structure, where two of the codes

are known, whereas the third one is new. The last is constructed to demonstrate that self-dual codes with automorphism of the

particular type exist and it is not hard to generate them when their minimum weight is not close to its upper bound Eq. (1)

and Eq. (2).

A. Decoding of a Binary [90,45,14] Self-dual Code

Example 1. Let D be a binary [90, 45, 14] self-dual code with an automorphism φ of type 15 − (6; 0). Note that it is an

optimal code since the upper bound for the minimum distance is 16. The code D holds the conditions in Lemma 1 and therefore,

the decoding Algorithm 1 is applicable to it. The number of errors which D is capable to correct is t ≤ ⌊d−1
2 ⌋ errors, i.e.,

maximum 6 errors.

In Appendix B, the construction of the generator matrix of the code D, defined in Eq. (7) is included.

The code D has 375 codewords of weight 14, 11 745 of weight 16 and 215 915 of weight 18. The rank of these sets is 45,

44, and 45, respectively. The cyclically different codewords are isolated and the sets are denoted by B14, B16, and B18, where

|B14| = 25, |B16| = 783 and |B18| =14 399 (Table I).
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TABLE I
SETS OF CODEWORDS IN THE [90, 45, 14] S-D CODE D

weight i Ai rank cyclically different in simulations

14 375 45 B14, |B14| = 25 D1, |D1| = 25

16 11 745 44 B16, |B16| = 783 D2, |D2| = 450

18 215 915 45 B18, |B18| =14 399 D3, |D3| = 340

In simulations, we use three different sets of cyclically different codewords and compare their performance. The sets are

D1, D2, and D3, which are also given in Table I.

We perform simulations on 2 000 random error vectors and random encoded messages for each number of errors t, for

t = 1, 2, . . . , 8. The simulation steps are:

• generate a random error vector e of length 90 and weight t;
• generate a random message vector m of length 45;

• encode the message vector m into c = mG;

• compute r = e+ c;
• decode the received vector r using the iteration steps 2 till 8 of Algorithm 1;

The results of the simulations are presented in Table II. They show that the set D1 of the cyclically different codewords of

weight 14 is too small for a good decoding performance. The decoding algorithm, using each of the other two sets, D2 and

D3, reaches the error correcting capability of the code and corrects 100% of the errors, where errors are in the range up to 6.

Moreover, these two sets in the experiments correct 99.95% and 95.35% of the cases with 7 errors, and 96.8% and 60.35%
of the cases with 8 errors.

The results of the experiments indicate a high error-correcting capability of our new algorithm, a capability beyond the upper

bound for t.
Note that the rank of the set of weight 16 codewords is 44 which means that it is possible in step 4) to obtain a vector r(x)

such that the corresponding w(x) = 0 but rG 6= 0. That is the reason we consider also the set D3 that has rank 45, and the

described exception is not possible.

TABLE II
DECODING PERFORMANCE OF THE [90, 45, 14] SELF-DUAL CODE D

Decoding set D1, |D1| = 25 Decoding set D2, |D2| = 450 Decoding set D3, |D3| = 340
t tested corrected % t tested corrected % t tested corrected %
1 90 90 100 1 90 90 100 1 90 90 100
2 2 000 1 932 96.6 2 2 000 2 000 100 2 2 000 2 000 100
3 2 000 1 928 96.4 3 2 000 2 000 100 3 2 000 2 000 100
4 2 000 1 955 97.75 4 2 000 2 000 100 4 2 000 2 000 100
5 2 000 1 930 96.5 5 2 000 2 000 100 5 2 000 2 000 100
6 2 000 1 829 91.45 6 2 000 2 000 100 6 2 000 2 000 100
7 2 000 1 268 63.4 7 2 000 1 999 99.95 7 2 000 1 907 95.35
8 2 000 560 28 8 2 000 1 936 96.8 8 2 000 1 207 60.35

B. Decoding of a Binary [78,39,14] Self-dual Code

Example 2. Let T be a binary [78, 39, 14] self-dual code with an automorphism φ1 of type 39 − (2; 0). Note that T is an

extremal code [6]. Since d = 14, the number of errors which T is capable to correct is up to 6. As in the previous example,

the conditions in Lemma 1 are satisfied for the code T and therefore, the decoding Algorithm 1 is applicable to T .

A generator matrix of T is available in Appendix B.

This particular example has 3 081 minimum weight codewords and 46 116 codewords of weight 16. The rank of the sets is

39 and 38, respectively. Among them the cyclically different are 79 with weight 14 and 1 644 with weight 16.

The set of 79 elements is denoted by T1 and the set of 79 elements of weight 14 together with 244 elements of weight 16
is denoted by T2 ( Table III). The sets T1 and T2 are used in the decoding simulations.
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TABLE III
SETS OF CODEWORDS IN THE [78, 39, 14] SELF-DUAL CODE T

weight i Ai rank cyclically different in simulations

14 3 081 39 B14 , |B14| = 79 T1, |T1| = 79

16 46 116 38 B16 , |B16| = 1 644 T ′

2
, |T ′

2
| = 244

14,16 49 197 39 B14 ∪ B16 T2 = T1 ∪ T ′

2

Similarly to the first decoding example, for both sets T1 and T2, for each t, 1 ≤ t ≤ 8, we perform simulations on 2 000

random error vectors and random encoded messages. The simulation steps are the same. The results are included in Table IV.

TABLE IV
DECODING PERFORMANCE OF THE [78, 39, 14] SELF-DUAL CODE T

Decoding set T1, |T1| = 79 Decoding set T2,|T2| = 323
t tested corrected % t tested corrected %
1 78 78 100 1 78 78 100
2 2 000 2 000 100 2 2 000 2 000 100
3 2 000 2 000 100 3 2 000 2 000 100
4 2 000 2 000 100 4 2 000 2 000 100
5 2 000 2 000 100 5 2 000 2 000 100
6 2 000 2 000 100 6 2 000 2 000 100
7 2 000 1 974 98.7 7 2 000 1 995 99.75
8 2 000 1 530 76.5 8 2 000 1 725 86.25

The values in Table IV show that the set of 14 weight codewords are sufficient for the complete decoding of 6 errors which

is the upper bound for the error capability of this code example. Differently from the first code, here both, the set T1 and T2,

have a high error-correcting performance beyond the upper bound for t.

In both decoding examples, the complete set of 16 (or 16 and 18) weight cyclically different codewords is not considered.

There is a trade-off between the speed and memory of the decoder from one side and the decoding performance of the algorithm

from another side. To achieve decoding up to d−1
2 errors for the first example it is sufficient to use set D3 with 340 codewords

and for the second example, set T1 with 79 codewords.

C. Decoding of a Binary [266,133,36] Self-dual Code

Example 3. Let B be a binary [266, 133, 36] self-dual code with an automorphism φ2 of type 133− (2; 0). It is an optimal

code since the upper bound for d is 48 (Eq. (1)) and, to the best of our knowledge, there is no example of a self-dual

[266, 133, d ≥ 36]. The code B has error correcting capability of 17 errors. Since the code possesses the specific automorphism

of type pr − (t1; 0), then the conditions in Lemma 1 are satisfied and the decoding Algorithm 1 is applicable to B.

First, the construction of the code is presented and then the decoding experiments.

The code B possesses and automorphism φ2 of type 133− (2; 0). Then:

1) B = Fφ2(B)⊕ Eφ2(B);
2) the fixed subcode π(Fφ2(B)) is a binary [2, 1] self-dual code, and

3) the vectors of the image ϕ(Eφ2(B)) are from P2, where P ⊂ F2/(x
133 − 1).

From 2) it follows that the generator matrix of Fφ2(B) is X =
(

l l
)

, where l = (1, 1, . . . , 1) is the full one vector in

F
133
2 .

Applying 3) by computer check an example for the generator matrix Y of Fφ2(B) is obtained:

Y =







y1,1 y1,2
...

...

y9,1 y9,2






,

where yi,j are right-circulant 3× 133 cells for the first 2 rows in Y and yi,j are right-circulant 18× 133 cells for the next 7

rows. The first rows of these circulant matrices are given in Table IX in Appendix B.

For the code B only part of the codewords with weight 36, 38 and 40 are generated. They are denoted by L36, L38 and

L40, respectively (Table V). For decoding of code B we use two sets, M1 and M2, of cyclically different codewords. Both of

them contain elements of L36, L38 and L40. Details are given in Table V.
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TABLE V
SETS OF CODEWORDS IN THE [266, 133, 36] S-D CODE B

weight i cyclically different rank

36 L36, |L36| = 16 16

38 L38, |L38| = 58 58

40 L40, |L40| = 2 616 132

36 M1,36 ⊂ L36, |M1,36| = 13 13

38 M1,38 ⊂ L38, |M1,38| = 22 22

40 M1,40 ⊂ L40, |M1,40| = 1 455 132

40 M2,40 ⊂ L40, |M2,40| = 2 594 132

36,38,40 M1 = M1,36 ∪M1,38 ∪M1,40 133

36,38,40 M2 = L36 ∪ L38 ∪M2,40 133

As in the previous two examples, for the sets M1 and M2 and each number of errors t, in this case 13 ≤ t ≤ 18, we

perform a decoding experiment on 2 000 received encoded messages with t errors. The simulation steps described in V-A are

followed, where the length of the error vector is 266 and the length of the message is 133. The results of the simulations are

provided in Table VI.

TABLE VI
DECODING PERFORMANCE OF THE [266, 133, 36] SELF-DUAL CODE B

Decoding set M1, |M1| = 1490 Decoding set M2,|M2| = 2614
t tested corrected % t tested corrected %

13 2 000 2 000 100 13 2 000 2 000 100
14 2 000 1 945 97.25 14 2 000 2 000 100
15 2 000 1 635 81.75 15 2 000 2 000 100
16 2 000 1 075 53.75 16 2 000 1 476 73.8

17 2 000 543 27.15 17 2 000 10́40 52
18 2 000 350 17.5 18 2 000 404 20.2

Code B has error-correcting capability of 17 errors. The results in Table VI show that set M1 is too small for decoding

via the new algorithm since only 13 errors are 100% corrected whereas 17 errors are corrected in only 27.15% of the cases.

When using the set M2 the new decoding Algorithm 1 corrects the errors upto 15 in 100% of the cases and 16 errors in almost

74%. The algorithm reaches the error-correcting capability of the code B in only 52% of the cases. To increase the error-

correction performance, a larger number of cyclically different codewords of weight 36 and close to 36 have to be generated

and included in the decoding set. Note that L36, L38 and L40 are only part of the sets of codewords with weight 36, 38 and

40. We expect that if the decoding Algorithm 1 uses all the cyclically different codewords of weight 36 and 38 together with

a subset of L40, then it will reach the error-correction capability of the code in 100% of the cases.

VI. OPEN QUESTIONS AND LIMITATIONS

The proposed decoding algorithm opens some questions about its possible applications. One of those questions is if a

programming implementation can reach the speed requirements for any of the current decoding applications. Is an efficient

hardware implementation possible, for example an efficient very large scale integrated (VLSI) implementations of en/decoder?

Another open question is if this algorithm is suitable for use in the decryption process of Code-based cryptosystems.

Since the algorithm uses a subset of the minimum weight, or close to the minimum weight codewords, it implies a limitation

for a large length extremal or optimal self-dual codes. This is because this set of codewords first has to be generated, which is

computationally expensive (infeasible) for a large length and minimum distance. Moreover, extremal self-dual codes are only

known for a length up to 130.

Regardless of the questions above, we proposed an efficient decoding algorithm for a large family of self-dual codes.

Moreover, it is well known that the automorphism groups of one of the best self-dual codes have a very large order. For

example, the extended Golay code G24 - Mathieu group M24 of order 210 ·33 ·5 ·7 ·11 ·23 = 244 823 040 or extended quadratic

residue code QR80- PSL(2, 79) of order 24 ·3 ·5 ·13 ·79 = 246 480. This is an indicator that the new decoding scheme would

be applicable for a large set of self-dual codes with as high as possible error correcting capability.
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APPENDIX A

DECODING ALGORITHM

Algorithm 1 gives the pseudocode of how to decode self-dual codes having an automorphism.

Algorithm 1: Decoding self-dual codes having an automorphism

1 Generate the set D1 of all or almost all cyclically different codewords of weight d or d+ o for some small o (2, 4, or 6)

2 Compute rG.

If rG = 0 (r ∈ C) → end,

else → 3);

3 Split r into t1 polynomials of F2[x]/(x
pr − 1), i.e., r = (r1(x), r2(x), . . . , rt1(x))

4 Compute:

• w(x) = 〈r, b〉 = r1(x)b1(x
−1) + r2(x)b2(x

−1) + · · ·
+rt1(x)bt1(x

−1) mod(xpr − 1)

for ∀ b ∈ D1, b = (b1(x), b2(x), . . . , bt1(x))

• xβ
(1)
i w(x) mod(xpr − 1) for ∀ β

(1)
i ∈ supp(b1)

• xβ
(2)
i w(x) mod(xpr − 1) for ∀ β

(2)
i ∈ supp(b2)

•
...

• xβ
(t1)
i w(x) mod(xpr − 1) for ∀ β

(t1)
i ∈ supp(bt1)

5 Compute Φ
(s)
j defined in Eq. (14) for j = 0, 1, · · · , pr − 1, s = 1, 2, . . . , t1;

6 Determine Φmax = max{Φ
(s)
j } and, the cycle s1 and position(s) j1 such that Φ

(s1)
j1

= Φmax

7 Compute rs1(x) + xj1 .

rs1(x) ← rs1(x) + xj1

8 Repeat from 2) for the modified r.

APPENDIX B

GENERATOR MATRICES FOR THE EXAMPLES

This section provides generator matrices for the examples as discussed in Section V.

A. Example V-A

Let D be the binary [90, 45, 14] self-dual code of Example V-A. The generator matrix of D defined in Eq. (7) requires the

matrices X and Y generating the subcodes Fφ(D) and Eφ(D), respectively.

For X a possible choice is

X =





l o l o o o
o l o l o o
o o o o l l



 ,

where l = (1, 1, . . . , 1), o = (0, 0, . . . , 0), i.e., the full one vector and the zero vector in F
15
2 .

http://arxiv.org/abs/2001.02956
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The subcode Eφ(D) it generated via its image ϕ(Eφ(D)). A full description of how the subcode ϕ(Eφ(D)) is constructed

is available in [13]. Here, we present one example of generator matrix of ϕ(Eφ(D)), namely:

A′ =

































e1(x) 0 0 0 µ1(x) µ2

1(x)
0 e1(x) 0 µ1(x) µ1(x) µ12

1 (x)
0 0 e1(x) µ2

1(x) µ12

1 (x) µ8

1(x)
e2(x) 0 0 0 µ2(x) µ2(x)
0 e2(x) 0 µ2(x) µ2(x) 0
0 0 e2(x) µ2(x) µ2(x) µ2(x)
0 µ3(x) µ3(x) e3(x) 0 0

µ3(x) µ3(x) µ3(x) 0 e3(x) 0
µ3(x) 0 µ3(x) 0 0 e3(x)
e4(x) 0 0 0 0 µ4(x)
0 e4(x) 0 0 µ2

4(x) 0
0 0 e4(x) µ2

4(x) 0 0

































,

where ei, µi for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4 are given in Table VII. All the polynomials in A′ are even weight polynomials of F2[x]/(x
15− 1).

TABLE VII
ELEMENTS OF F2[x]/(x15 − 1)

e1 x14 + x13 + x12 + x11 + x9 + x8 + x7 + x6 + x4+
x3 + x2 + x

e2 x14 + x13 + x12 + x11 + x9 + x7 + x6 + x3

e3 x12 + x9 + x8 + x6 + x4 + x3 + x2 + x

e4 x14 + x13 + x11 + x10 + x8 + x7 + x5 + x4 + x2 + x

µ1 x11 + x10 + x6 + x5 + x+ 1

µ2 x14 + x13 + x11 + x9 + x8 + x5 + x+ 1

µ3 x14 + x10 + x7 + x6 + x4 + x2 + x+ 1

µ4 x13 + x12 + x10 + x9 + x7 + x6 + x4 + x3 + x+ 1

The corresponding generator matrix of the subcode Eφ(D) is

Y =







y1,1 . . . y1,6
...

. . .
...

y12,1 . . . y12,6






,

where yi,j are right-circulant 4× 15 cells for the first 9 rows in Y and yi,j are right-circulant 2× 15 cells for the last 3 rows.

The first rows of these circulant matrices are corresponding to the given polynomials in matrix A′.

B. Example 2

Let T be the binary [78, 39, 14] self-dual code with an automorphism φ1 of type 39− (2; 0) considered in V-B.

The the matrices X and Y of the generator matrix of T defined in Eq. (7) are:

X =
(

l l
)

,

where l = (1, 1, . . . , 1) is the full one vector in F
39
2 and

Y =









y1,1 y1,2
y2,1 y2,2
y3,1 y3,2
y4,1 y4,2









,

where yi,j are right-circulant 12× 38 cells for the first 3 rows in Y and yi,j are right-circulant 2× 39 cells for the last row.

The first rows of these circulant matrices are given in Table VIII.

TABLE VIII
COEFFICIENTS OF POLYNOMIALS IN F2[x]/(x39 − 1)

y1,1 000100110100101101110101100111110111111
y1,2 110011010100011111000101000011010111100
y2,1 100111101011000010100011111000101011001
y2,2 011111101111100110101110110100101100100
y3,1 011010000010001101000001000110100000100
y3,2 011111111111101111111111110111111111111
y4,1 011011011011011011011011011011011011011
y4,2 011011011011011011011011011011011011011
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C. Example 3

TABLE IX
COEFFICIENTS OF POLYNOMIALS IN F2[x]/(x133 − 1)

y1,1 111010011101001110100111010011101001110100111010011
101001110100111010011101001110100111010011101001110
1001110100111010011101001110100

y1,2 000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000000000000

y2,1 000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000000000000

y2,2 100101110010111001011100101110010111001011100101110
010111001011100101110010111001011100101110010111001
0111001011100101110010111001011

y3,1 000100110101111001100111101010010011100101111111110
110011001011100001011110101100010101111111010111000
1111000011100100110010101000000

y3,2 000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000000000000

y4,1 100111011100110111010101010100101001111010000100000
100100001111001100100101010010110010111011010011011
1010110010010000101110010000011

y4,2 000000010101001100100111000011110001110101111111010
100011010111101000011101001100110111111111010011100
1001010111100110011110101100100

y5,1 011110111000111111000100111011101011010000100000111
011001011100111011010011101010100110000010100101110
0111110100110010111101001110100

y5,2 100111011100110111010101010100101001111010000100000
100100001111001100100101010010110010111011010011011
1010110010010000101110010000011

y6,1 111000001001110100001001001101011101100101101110100
110100101010010011001111000010010000010000101111001
0100101010101011101100111011100

y6,2 000101110010111101001100101111100111010010100000110
010101011100101101110011101001101110000010000101101
0111011100100011111100011101111

y7,1 011011011010001010001100010110011101000011100101011
001111000011110110110000001011011100101110110011011
0001101011110101010011111011011

y7,2 100011011100010100100111010101000000100000101010011
111110101101110110010101100110000001111111001011110
1111110101011000011101011010111

y8,1 111101011010111000011010101111110111101001111111000
000110011010100110111011010111111100101010000010000
0010101011100100101000111011000

y8,2 011011011111001010101111010110001101100110111010011
101101000000110110111100001111001101010011100001011
1001101000110001010001011011011

y9,1 011111111111111111101111111111111111110111111111111
111111011111111111111111101111111111111111110111111
1111111111110111111111111111111

y9,2 100110111000010111010011011100001011101001101110000
101110100110111000010111010011011100001011101001101
1100001011101001101110000101110


	I Introduction
	II Preliminaries
	II-A Self-dual Codes
	II-B Self-dual Codes and Automorphisms of Odd Order

	III Hard-decision Iterative Decoding Algorithm
	IV Proof of Lemma 1
	V Examples
	V-A Decoding of a Binary [90,45,14] Self-dual Code
	V-B Decoding of a Binary [78,39,14] Self-dual Code
	V-C Decoding of a Binary [266,133,36] Self-dual Code

	VI Open Questions and Limitations
	References
	Appendix A: Decoding Algorithm
	Appendix B: Generator matrices for the examples
	B-A Example V-A
	B-B Example 2
	B-C Example 3


