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ON THE BINARY LINEAR CONSTANT WEIGHT CODES AND THEIR

AUTORMORPHISM GROUPS

MURAT ALTUNBULAK, FATMA ALTUNBULAK AKSU

Abstract. We give a characterization for the binary linear constant weight codes by using the
symmetric difference of the supports of the codewords. This characterization gives a correspondence
between the set of binary linear constant weight codes and the set of partitions for the union of
supports of the codewords. By using this correspondence, we present a formula for the order of
the automorphism group of a binary linear constant weight code in terms of its parameters. This
formula is a key step to determine more algebraic structures on constant weight codes with given
parameters. Bonisoli [Bonisoli, A.: Every equidistant linear code is a sequence of dual Hamming
codes. Ars Combinatoria 18, 181–186 (1984)] proves that the q-ary linear constant weight codes
with the same parameters are equivalent (for the binary case permutation equivalent). We also
give an alternative proof for Bonisoli’s theorem by presenting an explicit permutation on symmetric
difference of the supports of the codewords which gives the permutation equivalence between the
binary linear constant weight codes.

1. Introduction

A binary linear code C of length n is a subspace of the vector space Fn
2 . The support of a non-zero

codeword c = (c1, c2, . . . , cn) in C is the set of its non-zero coordinate positions, i.e. Supp(c) = {i ∈
{1, 2, . . . , n} : ci = 1}. The Hamming weight of c is the number of elements of the support of c. A
binary linear code is called constant weight code if every non-zero codeword has the same Hamming
weight. There is an increasing interest on binary constant weight codes (see [1, 6–11,14–16,19]). The
constant weight codes are building blocks of the Hamming scheme [8]. This specific family of codes
have many applications [6, 15]. A relation between the design theory and the constant weight codes
are investigated in [16]. There in, the supports of the codewords in a constant weight code form
a special packing in the design theory. Inspired by these relations, we consider on the supports of
the codewords in a constant weight code and then by using the repeated symmetric difference of the
supports of the codewords, we give a characterization of the binary linear constant weight codes (see
Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 3.6). This characterization mainly depends on partitions for the union
of supports of basis elements of the given code. By using such partitions for the union of supports,
we give an explicit construction for the binary linear constant weight codes (see Theorem 4.1).

One of the important problems in coding theory is the code equivalence problem. The symmetric
group Sn acts on F

n
2 by permuting the coordinates of elements. Two linear codes C,D of length n

are said to be permutation equivalent if there exists a permutation σ ∈ Sn such that σ(C) = D. In
most cases, it is quite difficult to decide that two given linear codes are permutation equivalent. It is
also very important to find the explicit permutation which gives the permutation equivalence between
these linear codes. In this paper, we give a simple proof for the permutation equivalence of the binary
linear constant weight codes ( see Theorem 4.3) by writing an explicit permutation. We should note
that in [3], Bonisoli proves the equivalence of the q-ary constant weight codes of the given parameters
by an induction argument (see the details in Remark 4.2).

For a linear code C, the subgroup {σ ∈ Sn|σ(C) = C} of Sn is called permutation automorphism
group of C and denoted by PAut(C). For a given linear code C, whenever PAut(C) is non-trivial,
we get many algebraic properties such as being F2G-module where G is a non-trivial subgroup of

Date: April 12, 2023.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 94B05, 11T71, 20B05.
Key words and phrases. constant weight code, permutation automorphism, symmetric difference of supports.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.10267v2


2 MURAT ALTUNBULAK, FATMA ALTUNBULAK AKSU

PAut(C) or being a group code or being a quasi group code (see [2, 4, 5]). The characterization of
binary linear constant weight codes in terms of partitions for the union of supports of codewords is a
key step to calculate the order of the permutation automorphism group of the given code. By using
this characterization, we give a formula for the order of the permutation automorphism group of a
binary linear constant weight code. The formula is expressed in terms of the parameters of the code
(see Theorem 8). For the order of PAut(C), such formulas in terms of parameters of the code is not
common. As an application of this formula and the explicit construction in Theorem 4.1, we calculate
PAut(C) for some specific infinite families of constant weight codes. Moreover, we determine that for
some specific parameters, there is no binary linear constant weight code which is also a group code.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In section 2, we give some basic properties of the repeated
symmetric difference of some family of sets and then we relate these properties with supports of
codewords in a given constant weight code. In section 3, we give a characterization for a given
constant weight code in terms of the symmetric difference of supports of codewords. As a corollary,
we get lower bounds for the weight and the length of a given constant weight code in terms of its
dimension. In section 4, we give a construction for constant weight codes of arbitrary dimension. In
section 5, we give a formula for the order of permutation automorphism group of a given constant
weight code in terms of its dimension, length and weight. We also present some applications of this
formula.

2. Preliminaries

All codes in this paper are assumed to be binary linear codes. For a binary linear code C, the
minimum weight wt(C) of C is defined as min{wt(c) | 0 6= c ∈ C}. A binary linear code C is
called constant weight code if wt(C) = wt(c) for any non-zero codeword c ∈ C. By definition, all
1-dimensional codes are constant weight code. So throughout the paper, when we write constant
weight code, we mean a constant weight code of dimension at least 2. In most cases, whenever length
is fixed, it is not the case that we can find a constant weight code for any dimension. For example,
there is no 3-dimensional constant weight code of length 4. There is also restriction about the weight
of a constant weight code of a given length. For example, if C is a constant weight code of length 4,
then wt(C) = 2 . So it is worthful to investigate the relations between the parameters (dimension,
length, weight). In fact the relations on these parameters are studied in [3] by using Plotkin bound.
Here we get the relations between these parameters as a corollary of a characterization of binary linear
constant weight codes in terms of the symmetric difference of the supports of codewords.

Let c1, c2 ∈ C be any two different non-zero codewords with supports A1, A2 respectively. Suppose
|A1| = w1, |A2| = w2 and |A1 ∩ A2| = m. We may write A1 = {i1, i2, . . . , iw1−m, j1, . . . , jm} and
A2 = {l1, l2, . . . , lw2−m, j1, . . . , jm}. As C is a binary linear code, we have c1 + c2 6= 0. Then
A = Supp(c1 + c2) = {i1, i2, . . . , iw1−m, l1, l2, . . . , lw2−m} which implies that |A| = w1 + w2 − 2m. So
for binary linear constant weight codes, we have the following simple observation on supports of the
codewords.

Lemma 2.1. Let C be a constant weight code of weight w. If dim(C) ≥ 2, then for any different
non-zero codewords c1, c2, we have |Supp(c1) ∩ Supp(c2)| =

w
2 .

Proof. Let c1, c2 be two different non-zero codewords in C. Then wt(c1) = wt(c2) = w. As C is
constant weight code, we have wt(c1 + c2) = w. Let |Supp(c1) ∩ Supp(c2)| = m. Then m is non-zero
(otherwise we have wt(c1 + c2) = 2w) and we have wt(c1 + c2) = 2w − 2m = w. This implies that

m =
w

2
. �

Hence we get a very well known fact on weights.

Corollary 2.2. If C is a constant weight code of dimension ≥ 2, then the weight of C is even.

Note that, we have Supp(c1 + c2) = A1∆A2 whenever c1 + c2 6= 0. Here A1∆A2 is the symmetric
difference of the supports of c1 and c2. If we have k linearly independent codewords c1, . . . , ck, then
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the support of the sum c1 + · · ·+ ck is equal to the repeated symmetric difference of the supports of
c1, . . . , ck.

2.1. Repeated Symmetric Differences. In this subsection, we investigate some properties of the
repeated symmetric difference of sets.

Definition 2.3. The repeated symmetric difference of the sets A1, A2, . . . , Ak or the k-ary symmetric
difference of Ai’s is the set A1∆A2∆ · · ·∆Ak of elements which are in an odd number of sets Ai’s, i.e.,

A1∆A2∆ · · ·∆Ak = {a ∈
⋃

Ai : |{i : a ∈ Ai}| is odd}.

Definition 2.4. LetA1, A2, . . . , Ak be non-empty sets. For a non-empty subset I ⊆ [k] = {1, 2, . . . , k},
we define the set

AI =

(
⋂

i∈I

Ai

)
\



⋃

j /∈I

Aj


 ,

Combining Definitions 2.3 and 2.4, we get the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. For non-empty sets A1, A2, . . . , Ak we have

A1∆A2∆ · · ·∆Ak =
⋃

I⊆[k],
|I| is odd

AI .

Proof. By definition, the set AI contains those elements in ∪Ai which belong to only those Ai’s for i
in I. So if |I| is odd, by definition of k-ary symmetric difference we have AI ⊆ A1∆A2∆ · · ·∆Ak, and
hence we have ⋃

I⊆[k],
|I| is odd

AI ⊆ A1∆A2∆ · · ·∆Ak.

Conversely, if x ∈ A1∆A2∆ · · ·∆Ak, then the number |{i : x ∈ Ai}| is odd, by definition. So x ∈ AI ,
where I = {i : x ∈ Ai} and |I| is odd. Therefore x ∈ AI ⊆

⋃
I⊆[k],

|I| is odd

AI . Hence, we get that

A1∆A2∆ · · ·∆Ak =
⋃

I⊆[k],
|I| is odd

AI .

�

If I = {i1, i2, . . . , il}, then we use the notation Ai1i2...il for AI . The following lemma is an easy
observation. For completeness, we give a simple proof for it.

Lemma 2.6. With the same notation in the definition, the following results hold
(i) If I 6= J , then AI ∩AJ = ∅.
(ii) For any l ∈ [k], we have Al =

⋃
l∈I,I⊆[k] A

I .

(iii) {AI : AI 6= ∅, I ⊆ [k], |I| ≥ 1} form a partition for the set
⋃k

i=1 Ai.

Proof. (i) Assume I 6= J . Without loss of generality we can assume that there exists i0 ∈ I such that
i0 /∈ J . Then by definition, for any x ∈ AI we have x ∈ Ai for all i ∈ I and x /∈ Aj for all j /∈ I. In
particular, x ∈ Ai0 . Since i0 /∈ J , by definition x /∈ AJ . Hence, AI ∩ AJ = ∅.

(ii) Since AI =
(⋂

i∈I Ai

)
\
(⋃

j /∈I Aj

)
⊆
(⋂

i∈I Ai

)
⊆ Ai for all i ∈ I. If l ∈ I, then

⋃
l∈I,I⊆[k]A

I ⊆

Al. Conversely, if x ∈ Al, then we have either x /∈ Ai for all i 6= l, or x ∈ Ai for some i 6= l. As a
result, we have either x ∈ Al or x ∈ Ail. In any case we get, x ∈

⋃
l∈I,I⊆[k] A

I = Al⊔Ail⊔· · · . Hence,

we obtain Al =
⋃

l∈I,I⊆[k] A
I .

(iii) Easily follows from i) and ii). �
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Proposition 2.7. For any 2 ≤ l ≤ k, we have

(1) Ai1 ∩ Ai2 ∩ · · · ∩ Ail =
⊔

I⊆[l],
{i1,i2,...,il}⊆I

AI

Proof. If {i1, i2, . . . , il} ⊆ I, then AI =
(⋂

i∈I Ai

)
\
(⋃

j /∈I Aj

)
⊆
⋂

i∈I Ai ⊆ Ai1 ∩ Ai2 ∩ · · · ∩ Ail .

Therefore,
⊔

I⊆[k],
{i1,i2,...,il}⊆I

AI ⊆ Ai1 ∩ Ai2 ∩ · · · ∩Ail .

Conversely, if x ∈ Ai1 ∩Ai2 ∩ · · · ∩Ail , then x ∈ Aij for all j = 1, 2, . . . , l. Now, we have two possible
cases: either x /∈ Ar for any r /∈ {i1, i2, . . . , il}, or x ∈ Ar for some r /∈ {i1, i2, . . . , il}. In the first
case x ∈ AI , for I = {i1, i2, . . . , il}. For the latter case x ∈ AI for I = {i : x ∈ Ai}, which contains
{i1, i2, . . . , il}. So in any case, x ∈ AI , where {i1, i2, . . . , il} ⊆ I. Therefore,

Ai1 ∩ Ai2 ∩ · · · ∩ Ail ⊆
⊔

I⊆[k],
{i1,i2,...,il}⊆I

AI

Hence, we get the desired equality. �

Let J = {j1, j2, . . . , jl} be a non-empty subset of [k] and A = {A1, A2, . . . , Ak}. We denote
the symmetric difference relative to J as ∆JA = Aj1∆Aj2∆ · · ·∆Ajl . Then by definition of k-ary
symmetric difference of sets we have the following proposition:

Proposition 2.8. In terms of the sets AI , where ∅ 6= I ⊆ [k], ∆JA can be expressed as

∆JA =
⊔

I⊆[k],
|J∩I| is odd

AI .

Proof. If x ∈ ∆JA, then x ∈
⋃

j∈J Aj and |{j ∈ J : x ∈ Aj}| is odd. This implies that x ∈
⋂

j∈J′ Aj ,

where J ′ = {j ∈ J : x ∈ Aj}. By equation (1) we can write
⋂

j∈J′ Aj =
⊔

I⊆[k],
J′⊆I

AI . Since

⊔
I⊆[k],
J′⊆I

AI ⊆
⊔

I⊆[k],
|J∩I| is odd

AI , we get

∆JA ⊆
⊔

I⊆[k],
|J∩I| is odd

AI .

On the other hand, if x ∈
⊔

I⊆[k],
|J∩I| is odd

AI , then x ∈ AI for some I ⊆ [k] such that |J ∩ I| is odd. By

the definition of the sets AI ’s, this means that x ∈
⋂

j∈J∩I Aj and x /∈ Aj for j ∈ J\I. So the set

{j ∈ J : x ∈ Aj} = J ∩ I has odd number of elements. Therefore, x ∈ ∆JA. So

⊔

I⊆[k],
|J∩I| is odd

AI ⊆ ∆JA,

and hence we get

∆JA =
⊔

I⊆[k],
|J∩I| is odd

AI .

�
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Proposition 2.9. Let C be a binary linear code and c1, . . . , ck ∈ C linearly independent codewords
with supports A1, A2, . . . , Ak. Then we have

Supp(c1 + c2 + . . .+ ck) =
⊔

I⊆[k],
|I| is odd

AI

Equivalently,

wt(c1 + c2 + . . .+ ck) =
∑

I⊆[k],
|I| is odd

|AI |.

Proof. As c1, . . . , ck ∈ C are linearly independent we have
∑l

i=1 ci 6= 0 for any l ∈ {1, . . . , k}.

Hence Supp(
∑l

i=1 ci) 6= ∅. We proceed the proof by induction on k. For k = 2, we observe that
Supp(c1 + c2) = A1∆A2. Then by induction argument and associativity of symmetric difference we

get Supp(
∑k

i=1 ci) = A1 ∆A2 ∆ . . .∆Ak. By Lemma 2.5 we get that

Supp(c1 + c2 + . . .+ ck) =
⊔

I⊆[k],
|I| is odd

AI

Equivalent statement follows easily, as the sets AI ’s are pairwise disjoint. �

3. A characterization of constant weight codes

In this section, we give a characterization for the binary linear constant weight codes. As a conse-
quence of this characterization we get the relations between the parameters of a given binary linear
constant weight code.

Proposition 3.1. Let C be a constant weight code of weight w. If c1, c2, . . . , ck are linearly indepen-
dent codewords with the supports A1, A2, . . . , Ak respectively, then we have

(2)

∣∣∣∣∣

k⋂

i=1

Ai

∣∣∣∣∣ =
w

2k−1
.

Proof. We use the induction on k. For k = 2, it follows from Lemma 2.1. Suppose it is true for
l < k, and assume c1, c2, . . . , ck are linearly independent codewords with supports A1, A2, . . . , Ak in a

constant weight code C of weight w. By induction hypothesis we have, |A1 ∩A2 ∩ . . .∩Ak−1| =
w

2k−2
.

Note that, by Proposition 2.7, we have A1∩A2∩. . .∩Ak−1 = A12...(k−1)⊔A12...k. Now, let x = |A12...k|.

Then, |A12...(k−1)| =
w

2k−2
− x. Similarly, for any subset I = {i1, i2, . . . , ik−1} of size k − 1 of

[k] = {1, 2, . . . , k}, again by Proposition 2.7 we can write
⋂

i∈I Ai = AI ⊔ A12...k. So we obtain

|Ai1i2...ik−1 | =
m

2k−2
− x for any {i1, i2, . . . , ik−1} ⊆ [k] .

Consider the subsets I of [k] which have k − 2 elements and start with the simplest one I =
{1, 2, . . . , k − 2}. From Proposition 2.7 we have

A1 ∩ A2 ∩ . . . ∩ Ak−2 = A12...(k−2) ⊔ A12...(k−2)(k−1) ⊔A12...(k−2)k ⊔ A12...k

Comparing the sizes of both sides and using the induction hypothesis we get,
w

2k−3
= |A12...(k−2)|+

w

2k−2
− x+

w

2k−2
− x+ x.

So we have |A12...(k−2)| = x. In a similar way, for any I = {i1, i2, . . . , ik−2} ⊂ [k], we have

|Ai1i2...ik−2 | = x. Continuing like this we have |Ai1i2...ik−3 | =
w

2k−2
−x, |Ai1i2...ik−4 | = x, |Ai1i2...ik−5 | =

w

2k−2
− x, |Ai1i2...ik−6 | = x . . . . At the end of this process, for any i ∈ [k] we have

| Ai |=

{
x, if k is odd
w

2k−2
− x, if k is even
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Now, consider the support of the sum of c1, . . . , ck. By Proposition 2.9, we have

Support(c1 + c2 + · · ·+ ck) = A1∆A2∆ . . .∆Ak =
⊔

I⊆[k],
|I| is odd

AI

So, since we are working on a constant weight code of weight w, and the number of odd size subsets
of [k] is 2k−1, we get

w = wt(c1 + c2 + . . .+ ct) =
∑

I⊆[k],
|I| is odd

|AI | =

{
2k−1x, if k is odd

2k−1(
w

2k−2
− x), if k is even

Hence, in any case we have the desired result:

|A1 ∩ A2 ∩ . . . ∩ Ak| = |A12...k| = x =
w

2k−1

�

In the above proof, we see that if C is a constant weight code of weight w and supports of linearly
independent codewords in C satisfy the condition (2), then the sets in the partition defined above
have the same number of elements. Therefore, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. Let C be a k-dimensional binary constant weight code of weight w. If the codewords

c1, c2, . . . , ck with supports A1, A2, . . . , Ak form a basis for C, then |AI | =
w

2k−1
for any non-empty

subset I ⊆ [k].

Corollary 3.3. Let C be a k-dimensional binary constant weight code. Then weight of C is a multiple
of 2k−1.

Proof. It follows from the fact that the number
∣∣∣
⋂k

i=1 Ai

∣∣∣ = w
2k−1 is a positive integer. �

Now we can easily conclude the following result.

Corollary 3.4. Let k ≥ 3 be an integer. There is no k-dimensional constant weight code of weight 2.

As a corrollary we get the explicit relations between the parameters of a given binary linear constant
weight codes which are also obtained in [3] by using Plotkin bound. Our calculations do not use Plotkin
bound, they just follows from the intersection of the supports of the codewords (see Proposition 3.1).

Corollary 3.5. Let C be a binary k-dimensional constant weight code such that weight of C is 2k−1m
for some positive integer m. Then the length of C is at least (2k − 1)m.

Proof. From the proof of the Proposition 3.1 we know that if the weight of a k-dimensional constant
weight code is w = 2k−1m for some positive integer m, then for any non-empty subset I ⊆ [k],

|AI | =
w

2k−1
= m. Since there are exactly 2k − 1 many such subsets I’s and the corresponding sets

AI ’s are disjoint subsets of the set {1, 2, . . . , n}, where n is the length of codewords, the minimum
length n is at least (2k − 1)m. �

Conversely, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose c1, c2, . . . , ck are linearly independent codewords of the same weight w with

supports A1, A2, . . . , Ak. If every set in the collection {AI | I ⊆ [k], |I| > 0} has
w

2k−1
elements ,

then the codewords c1, c2, . . . , ck generate a k-dimensional constant weight code of weight w.

Proof. Suppose c1, c2, . . . , ck are linearly independent codewords of the same weight w with supports

A1, A2, . . . , Ak satisfying the condition |AI | =
w

2k−1
for all non-empty subset I of [k]. Now, in order to

show that the linearly independent codewords c1, c2, . . . , ck generate a k-dimensional constant weight
code, it is enough to show that the weight of the sum ci1 + ci2 + . . . + cil is w, for any subset
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J = {i1, i2, . . . , il} ⊆ [k]. Since the support of the sum ci1 + ci2 + . . .+ cil is Ai1∆Ai2∆ · · ·∆Ail , by
Proposition 2.8 we have

Supp(ci1 + ci2 + . . .+ cil) = ∆JA =
⊔

I⊆[k],
|J∩I| is odd

AI ,

which implies that

wt(ci1 + ci2 + . . .+ cil) =
∑

I⊆[k],
|J∩I| is odd

|AI |.

By assumption we have |AI | =
w

2k−1
for all ∅ 6= I ⊆ [k]. Since the number of subsets I ⊆ [k] satisfying

the condition “|J ∩ I| is odd” is 2k−1, we obtain the required result

wt(ci1 + ci2 + . . .+ cil) =
∑

I⊆[k],
|J∩I|=odd

|AI | = 2k−1 w

2k−1
= w.

�

Remark 3.7. Note that, the Proposition 3.1 and the Theorem 3.6 together give us a correspondence
between k-dimensional constant weight codes of weight w and length n, and the partitions {AI : I ⊆

[k], |I| > 0} of subsets of {1, 2, . . . , n} with size (2k − 1)
w

2k−1
satisfying the condition |AI | =

w

2k−1
for

all non-empty I ⊆ [k].

4. A construction of constant weight codes up to equivalence

In the next section, we consider an algebraic approach for the binary linear constant weight codes
in terms of their automorphism groups. To determine the permutation automorphism groups of the
codes, we need a list of explicit basis elements.

Theorem 4.1. For any positive integer m, the codewords of length (2k − 1)m defined as

c1 = (

2k−1m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, 1, . . . , 1,

(2k−1−1)m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, 0, . . . , 0), c2 = (

2k−2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

2k−2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0,

2k−2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

(2k−2−1)m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0 ),

c3 = (

2k−3m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

2k−3m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0,

2k−3m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

2k−3m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0,

2k−3m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

2k−3m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0,

2k−3m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

(2k−3−1)m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0 ),

...

ck−1 = (

2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0, . . . ,

2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0,

2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0),

ck = (

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0, . . . ,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1),

generate a k-dimensional constant weight code of weight 2k−1m.

Proof. Clearly, the described codewords are linearly independent (because, c1 + . . . + ct 6= 0). By
construction they satisfy the criteria of the Theorem 3.6. So they generate a k-dimensional constant
weight code of weight 2k−1m: �

Remark 4.2. Note that, by adding the same number of zeroes at the end of each codeword described
in the previous theorem, one can obtain a constant weight code of arbitrary length n > (2k − 1)m.
In [3], Bonisoli proves that two q-ary linear constant weight codes (linear equidistant codes) with the
same parameters are equivalent according to the definition of [13]. In the binary case this equivalence
is the same as permutation equivalence. For the proof he starts with a generator matrix of a linear
equidistant code and uses an induction argument on the dimension of the code to show that the
generator matrix is equivalent to a block matrix formed by Hamming matrices which generates a
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linear equidistant code. For Bonisoli’s result on permutation equivalence, we give a simpler proof by
using the characterization in Theorem 3.6 and by writing an explicit permutation of the supports
of the codeswords which gives the permutation equivalence. As a conclusion, Theorem 4.1 gives all
k-dimensional constant weight codes of weight 2k−1m, (m ∈ N), and length n ≥ (2k − 1)m up to
permutation equivalence.

Theorem 4.3 ( [3]). If C1 and C2 are constant weight codes of the same dimension, weight and
length, then they are permutation equivalent.

Proof. For each k-dimensional constant weight code of weight w and length n, fix a basis c1, c2, . . . , ck,
and denote their supports by A1, A2, . . . , Ak, respectively. By Theorem 3.6, the constant weight code
C is completely characterized by the partition {AI : ∅ 6= I ⊆ [k]} of ∪k

i=1Ai. Now, suppose that C1

and C2 are two k-dimensional constant weight codes of the same weight w = 2k−1m, and of the same
length n ≥ (2k − 1)m. Assume {AI : ∅ 6= I ⊆ [k]} and {BI : ∅ 6= I ⊆ [k]} are the corresponding
partitions. Since AI and BI are subsets of {1, 2, . . . , n} and they have the same number of elements,
we can find a permutation σI ∈ Sn which maps AI to BI and fixes the complement of AI ∪ BI .

Indeed, if AI = {r1, r2, . . . , rm} and BI = {s1, s2, . . . , sm}, where m =
w

2k−1
, then the permutation

σI = (r1s1)(r2s2) · · · (rmsm) is the required permutation. Then the permutation σ =
∏

∅6=I⊆[k] σI

maps the partition {AI : ∅ 6= I ⊆ [k]} to the partition {BI : ∅ 6= I ⊆ [k]}. Hence, it maps C1 to
C2. �

5. Permutation automorphism groups of constant weight codes

Let Sn be the symmetric group on n letters. There is an action of Sn on the vector space F
n
2

given as follows: Let σ ∈ Sn. Then for any v = (v1, v2, . . . , vn), σv = (vσ−1(1), vσ−1(2), . . . , vσ−1(n)).
The stabilizer of C under this action is PAut(C) = {σ ∈ Sn : σ(C) = C}. It is clear that
PAut(C) is a subgroup of Sn. It is called the permutation automorphism group of C. If two codes are
permutation equivalent, corresponding permutation automorphism groups are isomorphic. In fact,
whenever σC1 = C2, the corresponding permutation automorphism groups are conjugate, i.e., we
have PAut(C2) = PAut(C1)

σ. In this section, we consider the permutation automorphism group of a
constant weight code.

Consider the constant weight code

C = {(0, 0, . . . , 0), (1, 1, 0, . . . , 0), (1, 0, 1, . . . , 0), (0, 1, 1, . . . , 0)}.

We have proved that any 2-dimensional constant weight codes of length n and of weight 2 is permu-
tation equivalent to C. So, for a 2-dimensional constant weight code of weight 2 and length n, it is
enough to consider permutation automorphism group of the code C given above. By construction,
it is clear that PAut(C) ∼= H × K, where H and K are the symmetric groups on 3-letters {1, 2, 3}
and (n− 3)-letters {4, 5, . . . , n}, respectively. So the order of PAut(C) is 3!(n− 3)!. This proves the
following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. Let C be a 2-dimensional constant weight code of weight 2 and length n ≥ 3. Then
PAut(C) ∼= S3 × Sn−3.

To find the isomorphism type of the permutation automorphism groups of constant weight codes of
larger weight, we calculate the total number of distinct k-dimensional constant weight codes. Moreover,
we find a formula for the order of permutation automorphism group of a given constant weight code.

5.1. The order of permutation automorphism groups. We prove that the weight of a k-
dimensional constant weight code must be of the form 2k−1m for some positive integer m and its
length n must satisfy the condition n ≥ (2k − 1)m. We also prove that there is a correspondence
between k-dimensional constant weight codes with weight 2k−1m and length n ≥ (2k − 1)m, and the
families {AI ⊆ [n] : I ⊆ [k], |I| > 0 and |AI | = m}.
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The number of such families can be obtained by the following formula

(3)

(
n

(2k − 1)m

) 2k−1∏

i=1

(
(2k − i)m

m

)

Since the order is not important we have to divide this number by k!. On the other hand, the number

of unordered bases of a k-dimensional vector space over F2 is

∏k−1
i=0 (2

k − 2i)

k!
. Hence, the total number

of distinct k-dimensional constant weight codes with weight 2k−1m and length n ≥ (2k − 1)m is

(4)

(
n

(2k−1)m

) 2
k−1∏

i=1

(
(2k − i)m

m

)

k−1∏

i=0

(2k − 2i)

In terms of multinomial numbers the above formula can be written as

(5)

(
n

(2k−1)m

)(
(2k−1)m
m,m,...,m

)

k−1∏

i=0

(2k − 2i)

,

where (
(2k − 1)m

m,m, . . . ,m︸ ︷︷ ︸
2k−1

)
=

((2k − 1)m)!

m!m! . . .m!
=

((2k − 1)m)!

(m!)2k−1

The action of Sn on F
n
2 is linear. For two permutations σ1, σ2 ∈ Sn, if σ

−1
1 σ2 ∈ PAut(C), then

σ−1
1 σ2(C) = C. So σ1(C) = σ2(C) for any two permutations in the same left cosets of PAut(C).

Therefore, if σ1, σ2 are representatives of two distinct left cosets of PAut(C), then σ1(C) 6= σ2(C).
Hence, the number of distinct constant weight codes of the same parameters as of C is the same as
the number of left cosets of PAut(C) in Sn. Thus, by the formula (5) the order of PAut(C) can be
given

(6) |PAut(C)| =

n!

k−1∏

i=0

(2k − 2i)

(
n

(2k−1)m

)(
(2k−1)m
m,m,...,m

) .

Simplifying the right hand side, we obtain the following result.

Theorem 5.2. Let C be a k-dimensional constant weight code of weight 2k−1m and length n. Then
we have

(7) |PAut(C)| = (n− (2k − 1)m)!(m!)2
k−1

k−1∏

i=0

(2k − 2i).

Using a simple induction on k, one can easily show that the product
∏k−1

i=0 (2
k − 2i) is always

divisible by 6 for k ≥ 2. Hence, we have the following result.

Corollary 5.3. If C is a constant weight code of dimension ≥ 2, then the order of its permutation
automorphism group is a multiple of 6.

There are 1-dimensional constant weight codes so that PAut(C) ∼= C2 and PAut(C) ∼= C2 ×C2, for
example for C = {0000, 1100}we have PAut(C) ∼= C2×C2 and for C = {000, 100} has PAut(C) ∼= C2.
For larger dimensional codes, it is quite hard to determine the isomorphism type of PAut(C) of a given
constant weight code C. We also prove the following proposition.
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Proposition 5.4. Let C be a 2-dimensional constant weight code of weight 4 and length n ≥ 6. Then
PAut(C) ∼= S2 × S4 × Sn−6.

Proof. It is easy to see that D = {000000, 111100, 001111, 110011} is a 2-dimensional constant weight
code of weight 4 and length 6. By Theorem 4.3, any constant weight code of the same parameters
is permutation equivalent to D and they have isomorphic permutation automorphism group. So for
any 2-dimensional constant weight code C of weight 4 and length 6 , PAut(C) ∼= PAut(D). So for
such codes it is enough to compute PAut(D). Using the computer program SAGE [18], we compute
PAut(D) and show that it is isomorphic to S2 × S4. Indeed, the permutations σ1 = (145236) and
σ2 = (1324)(56) map D to itself. So the group G = 〈σ1, σ2〉 generated by these permutations, which
is also isomorphic to S2 × S4, is a subgroup of PAut(D). By the formula (4) or (5), the number of
distinct 2-dimensional constant weight codes of weight 4 and length 6 is 15, which is also the index
of PAut(D) in the symmetric group S6. So the order of PAut(D) is 6!/15 = 48. Since the order of G
is also 48 and G ≤ PAut(D), PAut(D) = G. Now, if the length n > 6, then by adding n− 6 zeroes

to the end of each codeword in D, we can extend D to a 2-dimensional constant weight code D̃ of
weight 4 and length n > 6. And by Theorem 4.3, any 2-dimensional constant weight code of weight 4

and length n is permutation equivalent to D̃. By the same arguments as above, one can easily show

that PAut(D̃) = PAut(D)×H , where H is the symmetric group on n− 6 letters {7, 8, . . . n}. Hence,

we get PAut(D̃) ∼= S2 × S4 × Sn−6. �

Theorem 5.5. Let C be a two-dimensional binary linear constant weight code of weight 2m and length
3m where m is a positive integer. Then PAut(C) ∼= Sm ≀ S3, the wreath product of Sm by S3.

Proof. Let D be the code spanned by the set

{c1, c2} = {(

2m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, 1, . . . , 1,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, 0, . . . , 0), (

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
0, . . . , 0,

m︷ ︸︸ ︷
1, . . . , 1)}

By Theorem 4.1, it is clear that D is a constant weight code. Any 2-dimensional binary constant
weight of weight 2m and length 3m is permutation equivalent to D by Theorem 4.3. As permuta-
tion equivalent codes have isomorphic permutation automorphism groups, it is enough to calculate
PAut(D). Clearly, Sm × Sm × Sm is a subgroup of PAut(D) as each block of m-zeroes or m-ones is
fixed under the action of Sm. If we permute the three blocks of c2, we also get either c1, c2 or c1 + c2.
Therefore, the wreath product Sm ≀ S3 of Sm by S3 is also a subgroup of PAut(D). By Theorem (8),
we have | PAut(D) |= 6(m!)3. As | Sm ≀ S3 | is also 6(m!)3, we conclude that PAut(D) = Sm ≀ S3. �

Recall that the wreath product Sm ≀S3 is the split extension (Sm ×Sm ×Sm)⋊S3. For the details
about the wreath product, one can see [ [12], page 38].

Remark 5.6. If we consider the code C with a basis c1, c2, . . . , ck given in Theorem 4.1 we can observe
that whenever m ≥ 3, the group G = 〈(123), (12)〉 is a subgroup of PAut(C). But, it is not true
for the cases m = 1 and m = 2, that is, the group G does not fix the code C. However, for these
cases we can construct explicitly the subgroups of PAut(C) which are isomorphic to S3. For the first
case, where m = 1, note that, the supports of the last two basis elements ck−1 and ck are of the form
Ak−1 = {1, 2, 5, 6, 9, 10, . . . , 2k − 3, 2k − 2} and Ak = {1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11, . . . , 2k − 3, 2k − 1}, respectively.
Clearly, the permutations

σ1 = (23)(67)(10 11) . . . (2k − 2 2k − 1)

σ2 = (123)(567)(9 10 11) . . . (2k − 3 2k − 2 2k − 1)

fix the code C. So the group G1 generated by σ1 and σ2 is a subgroup of PAut(C). Since G1 is not
abelian and it has order 6, it is isomorphic to S3.

For the latter case (m = 2), the supports of the last two basis elements are of the form

Ak−1 = {1, 2, 3, 4, 9, 10, 11, 12, . . . , 2k+1 − 7, 2k+1 − 6, 2k+1 − 5, 2k+1 − 4} and

Ak = {1, 2, 5, 6, 9, 10, . . . , 2k+1 − 3, 2k+1 − 2}.
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By direct calculations one can show that the following permutations

τ1 = (35)(46)(11 13)(12 14) . . . (2k+1 − 5 2k+1 − 3)(2k+1 − 4 2k+1 − 2)

τ2 =

k∏

i=2

(2i+1 − 7 2i+1 − 5 2i+1 − 3)(2i+1 − 6 2i+1 − 4 2i+1 − 2)

fix the code C. So the group G2 = 〈τ1, τ2〉, is a subgroup of PAut(C). Again, since G2 is non-abelian
and has order 6, it is isomorphic to S3. Hence, we just proved the following proposition.

Proposition 5.7. Let C be a constant weight code of dimension ≥ 2. Then PAut(C) has a subgroup
isomorphic to S3.

By Proposition 5.3 we have |PAut(C)| ≥ 6, for any constant weight code of dimension k ≥ 2. So it
is natural to ask for which constant weight codes, permutation automorphism group is isomorphic to
S3.

Theorem 5.8. Let C be a constant weight code of dimension k ≥ 2. Then PAut(C) ∼= S3 if and only
if k = 2, wt(C) = 2 and the length of C is either 3 or 4.

Proof. In Proposition 5.1, we proved that PAut(C) ∼= S3, whenever C is two-dimensional constant
weight code of weight 2 and length 3 or 4. Converse follows from the formula in (8) (|PAut(C)| = 6
only when k = 2, m = 1 and n = 3 or 4). �

6. Concluding Remarks

Let G be a finite group and K a finite field. The group algebra KG is a K-vector space spanned
by G with a ring structure on it. A left G-code (or group code for G) is a left ideal C in KG. The
following theorem is a well known characterization of left G-codes.

Theorem 6.1. [ [2], Theorem 1.2] Let G be a finite group of order n and let C be a linear code in
Kn. Then C is a left G-code if and only if G is isomorphic to a transitive subgroup of Sn contained
in PAut(C).

Whenever a linear code is a left G-code, there are more algebraic tools to understand such codes
(see [5]). By using Proposition 5.1 and Theorem 6.1, it is easy to conclude that there is no 2-
dimensional binary linear constant weight code of weight 2 and length n > 3 which is a left G-code
for any group G. Moreover as we have the formula

(8) |PAut(C)| = (n− (2k − 1)m)!(m!)2
k−1

k−1∏

i=0

(2k − 2i).

for a k-dimensional binary linear constant weight code of weight 2k−1m and the length n ≥ (2k−1)m,
for some specific parameters there is no constant weight code which is a left G-code for any group G.
For example, there is no 2-dimensional constant weight code of weight 4 and length 7 which is a left
G-code for any group G.

Naturally, one can ask the following questions:

Question 6.2. What are the conditions on the parameters of a binary constant weight code C so that
C is a left G-code for a group G?

More generally,

Question 6.3. Which constant weight codes are left G-codes?
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