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Sequences of linear codes where the
rate times distance grows rapidly

Faezeh Alizadeh, S.P. Glasby and Cheryl E. Praeger

ABSTRACT. For a linear code C of length n with dimension k£ and minimum distance d,
it is desirable that the quantity kd/n is large. Given an arbitrary field F, we introduce
a novel, but elementary, construction that produces a recursively defined sequence of
F-linear codes C1,Co,Cs, ... with parameters [n;, k;, d;] such that k;d; /n; grows quickly
in the sense that k;d;/n; > k; —1 > 2i — 1. Another example of quick growth comes

from a certain subsequence of Reed-Muller codes. Here the field is F = Fy and k;d;/n;
is asymptotic to 3n¢/+/mlogy(n;) where ¢ = log,(3/2) ~ 0.585.

1. Introduction

Let F be an arbitrary field and let F" denote the space of all vectors of length n
over F. An F-linear code C' of length n is a subspace of the vector space F", see [4,
Section 1.2], and elements of C' are called codewords. Denote the dimension of C' by k.
Given a codeword = € C, the (Hamming) weight of x, denoted by wt(z), is the number
of non-zero coordinates in x. The (minimum) distance of C, denoted d or d(C), is
d(C) = min{d(z,y) | z,y € C,x # y} where d(z,y) = wt(x — y) is the number of
coordinate entries where x and y differ. An F-linear code of length n, dimension & and
distance d is abbreviated an [n, k,d]-linear code. The (information) rate of an [n,k,d]-
linear code C' is R(C) = k/n. We henceforth consider only linear codes.

Let Cy,Cy, Cs, ... be a sequence of F-linear codes where C; has parameters [n;, k;, d;].
We are interested in the question: How quickly can k;d;/n; approach infinity? It is
easiest to understand the growth as a function of one variable, such as k;, d; or n;. Since
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kid;/n; < min{k;,d;} < n; such functions will be at most linear. Asymptotically good
code sequences are ones which satisfy both k;/n; > ¢ and d;/n; > ¢ for some constant
¢ > 0, see [2, (1.1)] and [10], and hence these code sequences achieve linear growth
in n; since k;d;/n; > c¢*n;. Such code sequences have been known to exist since [1],
but they are not well understood, and the existence of asymptotically good cyclic codes
has been a long standing open problem [7,10] related to the uncertainty principle [2].
Other code sequences with reasonably good growth rates include the quadratic residue
codes, see [4, Section 6.6]. These have parameters [p, (p + 1)/2,d] where p is a prime,
and d > /p by [6, p.483, Theorem 1] so kd/n is at least O(y/n). In Example 2.1, we
describe a subsequence of Reed-Muller codes over Fy (c.f. [5]) with faster growth wviz.
kd/n = O(n'e2(3/2)) On the other hand, we might ask about ‘non-examples’, that is,
code sequences for which k;d;/n; does not grow. There are such examples even among
well-known code families. For example, for any fixed prime-power ¢, there is an [Fy-linear
Reed-Solomon code [9] with parameters [n, k,n — k + 1] provided g > n. The family of
all such codes has kd/n bounded as kd/n < min{k,d} <n < q.

We want k to be large (relative to n) to transmit a lot of information, and d to be large
to correct many errors, see Section 2 for more details. For linear codes over a finite field,
the Singleton bound (d < n—k+1) exhibits the tension between & and d, and Maximum
Distance Separable (MDS) codes have d =n — k + 1, see [8]. In Theorem 1.1 we exhibit
an explicit construction for a sequence C4, Cs, Cjs, ... of F-linear codes, where F is a fixed
but arbitrary field, and where C; has parameters [n;, k;, d;] and k;d;/n; = O(Vk;).

THEOREM 1.1. For each field F, there exists an infinite sequence Cy,Cy,Cs, ... of
F-linear codes such that C; has parameters [n;, k;, d;] that satisfy
kid;

=2i>Vk—-1>2i—1 fori>1.

7

The codes C1, Cs, Cs, ... in Theorem 1.1 are described in Definitions 4.4 and 4.6. They
involve a novel construction described in Section 3, and their parameters [n;, k;, d;] are
determined in Theorem 4.7. The codes are F-linear, where [ is an arbitrary field, and their
limiting properties are similar to the well-known Reed-Muller codes, see Example 2.1.

New codes can also be constructed from old codes via “direct sums” and “repetition”.
Both of these constructions fix the quantity kd/n, for suppose that C' is an F-linear code
with parameters [n, k, d], and s is a positive integer. The direct sum code @;_, C' < F"*
has parameters [ns, ks, d], and the quantity (ks)d/(ns) = kd/n is independent of s.
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Similarly, the repetition code diag(P;_,C) = {(u,...,u) | v € C} has parameters
[ns, k,ds|, and again k(ds)/(ns) = kd/n is independent of s. By contrast, repeated
application of the construction introduced to prove Theorem 4.7 allows kd/n to grow
without bound.

2. Further remarks

We represent the vectors in F" by n-dimensional column vectors over F. Let C' be
an [n, k,d]-linear code in F" and let B = (ay,...,a;) be an ordered basis of C'. Let
H = |ay,...,a;] be the n x k matrix formed by this basis. Then the code C' is equal
to the set {Hx | * € F*}, and we regard an element # € F* as an information vector
which is encoded as a codeword Hx. As H has rank k, by permuting the coordinates
of F™ if necessary, we will assume that the k£ x k sub-matrix formed by the first k& rows
of H is invertible. Thus the information vector x is uniquely determined by the first k
entries of the associated codeword Hx and the last n — k entries of Hx may be regarded
as redundancy added to enable transmission errors to be corrected.

The proportion k/n is called the rate R(C') of C, and is a measure of the efficiency
of C' in encoding information. The third parameter, the minimum distance d of C' is
directly related to the error correction capability of C': if strictly less than d/2 entries in
a codeword are changed during transmission then the received n-tuple is closer (in the
Hamming metric) to the original codeword transmitted than to any other codeword, and
hence these ‘errors’ can be corrected and the correct codeword determined. A high value
of d relative to n denotes high reliability in transmitting information correctly.

Both k/n and the relative distance d/n are less than 1: the larger the rate k/n the
more efficient is the code, while the larger the relative distance d/n the more reliable is
the code. The question addressed in this paper is: How quickly can the quantity k;d;/n;
approach infinity? Our construction demonstrates that this quantity kd/n can grow as
fast as vk for codes over any field F.

ExXAMPLE 2.1. A Reed-Muller code RM(m, ) is an Fy-linear code, with parameters
2,377 ((7),277"] by [4, Theorem 1.10.1]. Thus k,d, /n, = 27" 377 () for RM(m, 7).

‘]:
The subsequence (RM(2r + 1,7)),>1 has dim(RM(2r + 1,7)) =k, = > 7, (2’";?1) — 92
and parameters [227t1 22" 2"*1] Therefore k.d,/n., = k. = O(y/n;). It turns out
that the Reed Muller codes RM(2r + 1,7), and the codes C, in the Theorem 4.7 have

k.d,/n, = O(Vk,), and the quadratic residue codes have k,d,/n, at least v/k,.
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A faster growing subsequence is (RM(m, [ ] +1))m>1. It follows from [3, Theorem 2]
that the parameters [n,,, kp, d,] of RM(m, [3] + 1) satisfy kpd.,/n,, is asymptotic to

3 3 m nlr(r)Lg2(3/2) 3
-] = —— h m=2" and | — ] ~ 0.585.
T <2) O ( o, () where n and log, <2> 0.585

3. Bounded linear codes

In this section we present, and investigate, a construction which, given a linear code
as input, produces a linear code with strictly larger length, dimension and minimum
distance. We will be concerned with the extent to which the construction preserves the
property of being bounded, which is defined as follows.

DEFINITION 3.1. Let w be a positive integer, C' an F-linear [n,k,d]-code, and
B = (ay,...,a;) an ordered basis for C. Then C is said to be u-bounded relative to B if
the following three conditions hold:

(i) wt(a;) = u for each j;
(ii) wt(Z?zl a;)=d; and
(iii) w > d(1 +k71).

We say that C'is bounded if there exist u and B such that C' is u-bounded relative to B.

3.1. The construction. Here we present the construction applied to an arbitrary
linear code, and examine when the boundedness property is preserved.

CONSTRUCTION 3.2. We have the following input an output.
INpUT:  Let C an F-linear [n, k, d]-code in F" with ordered basis B = (a4, ..., a).
OutpPuT: The F-linear code Code(B) in F* 1) which is the F-linear span of the se-
quence Basis(B) = (a},...a).,,), where

0 ar ay

aq 0 (45}

! I / _ .
CLl — CLQ 9 a2 — al g ee ey ak+1 — . 9

Qg

Q. Qp—1 0

and 0 denotes the zero vector in F™.
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We show that the output Basis(B) from Construction 3.2 is linearly independent,
determine the parameters of the code Code(B), and find conditions under which Code(B)
is bounded relative to Basis(B).

PROPOSITION 3.3. Let F,C,n, k,d, B be as in Construction 3.2.

(a) Then Basis(B) is an ordered basis for Code(B), and Code(B) is an F-linear [0, k', d']-

code, where
n=(k+1n, K=k+1 andd satisfies d > kd.

(b) Further, if C' is u-bounded relative to B, then d' = (k + 1)d, and, setting u' = ku,
Code(B) is u/'-bounded relative to Basis(B) if and only if u > d(1 + 2k™1).

PROOF. (a) By Construction 3.2, Code(B) has length n’ = (k + 1)n. Further, the
fact that the a; are linearly independent implies that the a;- are linearly independent, so
Basis(B) is an ordered basis for Code(B), and therefore Code(B) has dimension &' = k+1.
It remains to bound the minimum distance d’. An arbitrary non-zero codeword w in
Code(B) has the form w = S ¢! cja; for elements c; € I, not all zero. We will prove that

7=1
wt(w) > kd, whence d' > kd. Write

| Wk+1 |

where each w; € F". Then by the definition of the @} in Construction 3.2,
k
(1) w; = Zci_jaj, for i =1,...,k+ 1, reading subscripts modulo k + 1.
j=1

In particular each w; is a codeword of C'. Thus if each of the w; is nonzero, then

wt(w) = S ¥ wt(w;) > (k4 1)d. Suppose now that, for some i, w; = 0. Since the
a; are linearly independent, it follows from (1) that ¢;_; = 0 for j = 1,..., k. Then since

w # 0, we must have ¢; # 0 so w = ¢;a;, and hence

(2) wt(w) = wt(aj) = Y wt(a;) > kd

j=1

since each a; is a codeword of C' and so has weight at least d. This proves part (a).
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(b) Now assume that C'is u-bounded relative to B. Let w = Zf:ll cja; be an arbitrary
non-zero codeword in Code(B), and define the w; as above so that wt(w) = Zf:ll wt(w;),
and equation (1) holds. If each of the w; is nonzero then wt(w) > (k + 1)d. On
the other hand if some w; = 0, then we showed above that equation (2) holds, so
wt(w) = 2521 wt(a;). In this case, by Definition 3.1(i), we have wt(a;) = u for
each j, and hence wt(w) = ku. Further, by Definition 3.1(iii), v > d(1 + k7'), and
hence wt(w) = ku > (k + 1)d. Thus the minimum distance d' of Code(B) satisfies

d > (k+ 1)d. To see that equality holds, consider the the codeword w obtained
k

j=1
and hence wt(w;) = d by Definition 3.1(ii). Therefore, for this codeword w we have

wt(w) = Zf:ll wt(w;) = (k + 1)d, and we conclude that d’' = (k + 1)d.

by taking ¢; = -+ = ¢x41 = 1. For each 4, equation (1) shows that w; = > ., aj,

Now set v’ = ku. First, from the definition of the a); we have wt(a’;) = S wt(ay),
which is equal to ku = o' by Definition 3.1(i).  Second, we showed in the
previous paragraph that wt(zgll a;) = (k+ 1)d = d'. Third, since v’ = ku and
d(1+ (K)™) = (k+1)d(1+ (k+1)7") =d(k + 2), it follows that v’ > d'(1 + (K')~1) if
and only if u > d(k+2)/k = d(1+2k~'). Thus, by Definition 3.2, Code(B) is u-bounded
relative to Basis(B) if and only if u > d(1 + 2k~'). This completes the proof. O

3.2. Recursive applications of the construction. By Proposition 3.3(a), the
output code Code(B) of Construction 3.2 is always a linear code with ordered basis
Basis(B), and hence Construction 3.2 may be applied repeatedly, producing larger and
larger codes. Moreover, Proposition 3.3(b) implies that, provided the parameter u is
sufficiently large, Code(B) is bounded relative to Basis(B). We investigate how many
times we may apply Construction 3.2 recursively and still obtain a bounded code. To
keep track of these repeated applications of Construction 3.2 we introduce some natural
notation for the output codes and bases.

DEFINITION 3.4. Let ¢ be a positive integer, and let C' be an F-linear code with an
ordered basis B. In terms of the output of Construction 3.2 applied repeatedly to C, B,
for i =1, let

Code(B,1) = Code(B) and Basis(B, 1) = Basis(B),

and for ¢ > 2, define recursively,

Code(B, i) = Code(Basis(B,i — 1)) and Basis(B,i) = Basis(Basis(B,i — 1)).

We examine the parameters and boundedness of Code(B, i) for various values of i.
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PROPOSITION 3.5. Let i be a positive integer, and let C' be an F-linear [n, k,d]-code
with an ordered basis B.

(a) Then Code(B,1i) is an F-linear [n;, k;, d;]-code, where
ni=n]k+j), ki=k+i dz>d[[(k+j-1).
j=1 j=1
(b) Further, suppose that C' is u-bounded relative to B, and u > d(1 + ik™'), that is
i < k(ud™* —1). Then the minimum distance d; of Code(B,1) is

d; = dH(k +7), and setting w; = UH(k‘ +37—1),

j=1 7j=1

Code(B, 1) is u;-bounded relative to Basis(B, 1) if and only if u > d(1+ (i + 1)k71).

PROOF. (a) Our proof is by induction on i. It follows from Proposition 3.3(a) that
Code(B, 1) is an F-linear [ny, k1, dy]-code where ny = n(k + 1),k = k+ 1 and d; > dk.
Suppose that ¢ > 2 and assume that the assertions of part (a) hold for Code(B,i — 1).
Proposition 3.3(a) implies that n; = n;_1(k;—1+1),k; = ki1 +1 and d; > d;_1k;_1. Hence
the assertions of part (a) hold for also for Code(B, 7).

(b) Now suppose that C is u-bounded relative to the ordered basis B. Then
u > d(1+ k™) by Definition 3.1(iii), and by Proposition 3.3(b), the minimum distance
dy of Code(B,1) is d; = d(k + 1); also Code(B, 1) is uj;-bounded, where u; = ku, if and
only if u > d(1 + 2k~!'). Thus part (b) holds for i = 1. Assume now that i > 2 and
i < k(ud™' — 1), and also that part (b) holds for Code(B,i — 1), that is,
i—1 i—1
di_q = dH(l{Z +7), and setting wu;_; = uH(k +5-1),
J=1 Jj=1
Code(B,i — 1) is u;_;-bounded relative to Basis(B,i — 1) if and only if u > d(1 + ik™).
Since we are assuming that the inequality u > d(1 + ik~') holds, we conclude that
Code(B,i—1) is u;_1-bounded relative to Basis(B,i—1). Thus applying Proposition 3.3(b)
to Code(B, i — 1) with Basis(B,i — 1), shows that d; = d;_1(k;_1 + 1) and that Code(B, 1)
is (ui_1ki_1)-bounded relative to Basis(B,i) if and only if w;_; > di_1(1 + 2k ).
Since k;_1 + 1 = k 4 ¢ by part (a), we conclude that d; is as in part (b). Also, since
w1 ki1 =u H;-:l(k +7—1) is equal to u;, Code(B,1) is u;-bounded relative to Basis(B, 7)
if and only if the inequality u;_; > d;_1(1 + 2k; ") holds. Substituting the values above
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for u;_1,d;_1, k;_1, this inequality is
i—1
k+z+1
u k - 1) d| |k
10+ < H +J ) —
7=1
that is, u > dk~'(k+i+1) = d(1+ (i+1)k~'). Thus part (b) is proved by induction. [
REMARK 3.6. We note that, the quantity mentioned in the introduction, namely the

rate times the minimum distance, grows slowly with the number i of applications of
Construction 3.2: for 1 < < k(ud™ — 1) we have, by Proposition 3.5, that

kid; (k—i—i)d_@_l_i_d

n; n n n

4. Explicit instances of the construction

In this section we construct a family of linear codes which are defined as column spaces
of a certain family of square matrices. First we introduce the matrices.

4.1. A family of matrices. As always F denotes an arbitrary field. We introduce
an infinite family of matrices over [F, and explore some of their properties. We denote
the space of m x n matrices over F by F"*": we denote the zero matrix in this ring by
Opuxn, or sometimes just by 0; and if m = n we denote the identity matrix by I,,, and
the determinant of A € F™*™ by det(.A). For a matrix A € F™*" its ij-entry is denoted
A;j, and its transpose obtained by interchanging rows and columns is denoted A7, that
is (AT);; = Aj; for all 4,j. For simplicity of the exposition we will sometimes represent
matrices as block matrices where some (a X b)-block may be an empty matriz, that is
a =0 or b =0 are allowed.

DEFINITION 4.1. For a positive integer ¢, we define matrices A; and B; as follows. For
1 =1, these are

0 —1 1 -1
A = , and B; = ,
1 0 -1 1
and recursively, for i > 1, if A;, B; have been defined, then we let
A B
Aij1 = ' , and By = [Bl Bl} .

BT A
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Our first observations about the family are given in this lemma. The idea behind the
proof of Lemma 4.2 we found in [11, Section 5, Acknowledgements].

LEMMA 4.2. Let i be a positive integer and A;, B; be as in Definition 4.1. Then

(a) B; = [By---By] € F2*%; fora € {1,2} and b € {1,...,2i} we have (B;)g = (—1)2T
and BY A1 B; = BYAT'B; = 0gx5.
(b) A; € F¥*% satisfies det(A;) = 1.

PROOF. (a) A straightforward inductive argument, based on the definition of B;,; in
Definition 4.1 shows that B; = [By - - - By] € F?*? for each i > 1. Then it is easy to see that
(B)ay, = (=1)¢* for all a, b. It follows from B; = [B; - - - By] that Bf A1 B; = Z§':1 B A, By,
and computing we see that BY A;B; = BjA1B; = 055. Hence BY A1B; = 099, and the
final assertion B A;'B; = 0y follows from the fact that A;' = —A;.

(b) Tt is easy to see that det(A;) = 1, and A; € F?*? for each ¢ > 1. Assume that
i > 1, assume inductively that det(4;) = 1, and consider A;,; as defined in Definition 4.1.
Modifying an idea from [11, Section 5], we see by direct computation that

Ay B I, —A'B; Ay 0252 Ay 0ok

—BZT .A, Ogixg [22 —BZT BZT.Al_lB, + .A, —BZT AZ

where the last equality follows from part (a). Since the second matrix on the left side has
determinant 1, it follows that det(A;;1) = det(A;) det(A;) = 1 where the last equality
uses the inductive hypothesis. Thus part (b) follows by induction. O

The next lemma looks at properties of the columns of the A;.

LEMMA 4.3. Let i be a positive integer, and let A; = [ay,aq, ..., as;] be as in Defini-
tion 4.1, where a; is the jth column of A;. Then

(a) wt(a;) =2i—1 forj e {1,...,2i},
(b) agj_1 + ag; = [01><2(j—1)7 -1,1, 01><2(i—j)]T e F?*L for j € {1,...,i},

(c) Z?Z:_ll a; =10,...,0,1]7 € F**1 and in particular, Wt(Z?;l aj) = 1.

PROOF. (a) Part (a) follows immediately from Definition 4.1.

(b) We use induction on i. For i = 1, a; +ay = [—1, 1]7 by Definition 4.1, so (b) holds
in this case (as i = j = 1 and the first and last entries in this vector in (b) are empty
matrices). Now let ¢ > 1 and assume inductively that (b) holds for A; = [aq,. .., as],
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and consider A; 1, = [a],..., a5 ,]. By Definition 4.1 and the structure of B; given by
Lemma 4.2(a), it follows that a} 4+ a) = [—1,1,01y0,]" € F20+DX1 For j € {2,...,i + 1},
it follows from Definition 4.1 that
/ / O2><1

(g1 + Qg5 =

Q253 + Q52

Hence the structure of ay; ; + ay; follows from the inductive hypothesis. Thus part (b) is
proved by induction.

(¢) This part is also proved by induction on i. The case i = 1 follows from
the definition of A;. So assume that ¢ > 1 and that part (c) holds for A;, that is
b= Z?l 11 ag=10,...,0,1]7 € F#*1. Suppose that A; and A;,; have columns a; and aj

as in the proof of part (b). Using the structure of B; from Lemma 4.2(a), the form of
a} + al, above, and the inductive hypothesis, we have

2i+1 1 —1 1
Sd=(d+a)+| 1 | =] 1 |+]|-1|=[0 ..., 0 1] eFe
= Z?:ll Qg O2ix1 b

Part (c) follows by induction. ]

4.2. Codes constructed from matrices. We now construct F-linear codes from
the matrices in Subsection 4.1, noting that the columns of A; are linearly independent by
Lemma 4.2(b) .

DEFINITION 4.4. Let i be a positive integer, let A; = [a1, ag, . . ., as] € F?*% be as in
Definition 4.1, where a; is the jth column of A;, and let C(i) be the F-linear code in F#
with ordered basis B(i) = (ay, ..., a_1)-

We use the results from Subsection 4.1 to determine the properties of C(i), and the
results from Section 3 to study the codes obtained using Proposition 3.5.

PROPOSITION 4.5. For a positive integer i, let C'(i) and B(i) be as in Definition 4.4.

(a) Fori > 2, the code C(i) is an F-linear [2i,2i — 1, 1]-code which is (2i — 1)-bounded
relative to the ordered basis B(7).

(b) For 1 < j < 4i*> — 6i + 1, the code Code(B(i),7), as defined in Definition 3.4, is an
F-linear [n;, kj, d;]-code that is uj-bounded relative to the ordered basis Basis(B(i), j),
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where

J J J
ng=2i [[(2i-140), k;=2i-14j, d;=[]Qi-1+0), andu; = (2i—1) [ [(2i—2+¢).
= (=1 (=1

PROOF. (a) By Lemma 4.2(b), B(7) is an ordered basis for C'(¢). Thus C'(¢) has length
2i and dimension is 2i—1. Moreover, d(C(i)) = 1 as [0,...,0,1]T € C(i) by Lemma 4.3(c).
By Lemma 4.3(a), wt(a;) = 2¢ — 1 for each j < 2i —1, and Wt(Z?z "a;) = 1. To see that
C(i) is (2 — 1)-bounded relative to B(i) for each i > 2 we use Definition 3.1 and note
that 20 —1 > 1+ (2i — 1)7! holds (this is true for ¢ > 2). This proves part (a).

(b) We apply Proposition 3.5(b) to C'(7) and B(i). By part (a) the parameters n, u, k, d
of that result are: n = 2i,u =k =2i —1,d = 1, and we wish to apply Proposition 3.5(b)
with a positive integer parameter j satisfying v > d(1 + (j + 1)k™!), or equivalently
j+1 < k(ud™ —1) = (20 — 1)(20 — 2) = 4i® — 6i + 2. This latter inequality is our
assumption on j, so we may therefore apply Construction 3.2 j times and conclude, by
Proposition 3.5(b), that Code(B(i), ) is an F-linear [n;, k;, d;]-code that is u;-bounded
relative to the ordered basis Basis(B(i), j), where the parameters n;, k;,d;, u; are as in
the statement. This proves part (b). O

In Proposition 4.5(b) we have n; = 2id; and u;(2i + j — 1) = (2i — 1)d;, respectively.
Note that setting j = 0 in the expressions for n;, k;, d;, u; in Proposition 4.5(b), we obtain
the parameters n, k, d, u, respectively, for the code C(i) examined in Proposition 4.5(a).
Thus if we set Code(B(i),0) := C(i), then all the assertions of Proposition 4.5(b) hold
with j = 0. Thus we have constructed explicitly a two-parameter family of bounded linear
codes over an arbitrary field F, namely:

Code(B(i), 7) for all i > 2 and all integers j satisfying 0 < j < 44 — 6i + 1.

We write Coder(B(i),j) and Basisgp(B(i), j) if we wish to emphasize the field F of scalars.
To prove our main result we investigate a one-parameter subfamily of these codes, choos-
ing, for each value of i, the code with the largest value of j. We now replace ¢ with ¢ + 1.

DEFINITION 4.6. For a field F of scalars, and each ¢ > 1, define

C; := Coder(B(i +1),4i* — 2i — 1) and B; := Basisp(B(i + 1), 4i* — 2i — 1).

The following theorem follows immediately from Proposition 4.5.
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THEOREM 4.7. Given a fieldF and an integeri > 1, the code C; is a linear [Ny, K;, D;]-
code over IF, which is U;-bounded relative to its ordered basis B;, where

4i%—2i-1 4i?—2i—1
Ni=20+1) [] @Qi+1+0, K=4G+1)i, D= [[ Qi+1+0),
=1 =1
4i2-2i—1 K.D.
and U; = (2i + 1) H (2i + £). Moreover, ]2\7 * = 2i grows linearly with 1.
=1 !

PROOF. The first assertions follow immediately from Proposition 4.5 by replacing
K;D; 4(i+1)i 9 0
= = 2i.
N; 21

with ¢ 4+ 1. Finally, from these parameters we see that

PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1. By Proposition 4.7 there are [n;, k;, d;]-codes C;, i > 1,
where k;d;/n; = 2i and k; = 4(i + 1)i. A simple calculation shows that

20> \/4i(i+1)—1>V4i2—1=2i— 1. O
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