arXiv:2108.09184v2 [cs.IT] 3 Feb 2022

New binary self-dual codes of lengths 56, 62, 78, 92 and 94 from a bordered construction

J. Gildea, A. Korban and A. M. Roberts Department of Physical, Mathematical and Engineering Sciences University of Chester Exton Park Chester CH1 4AR United Kingdom

A. Tylyshchak Department of Algebra Uzhgorod National University Uzhgorod Ukraine

Keywords: Binary self-dual codes, Bordered constructions, Gray maps, Extremal codes, Best known codes

2020 MSC : 94B05, 15B10, 15B33

Abstract

In this paper, we present a new bordered construction for self-dual codes which employs λ-circulant matrices. We give the necessary conditions for our construction to produce self-dual codes over a finite commutative Frobenius ring of characteristic 2. Moreover, using our bordered construction together with the well-known building-up and neighbour methods, we construct many binary self-dual codes of lengths 56, 62, 78, 92 and 94 with parameters in their weight enumerators that were not known in the literature before.

1 Introduction

The study of self-dual codes over finite fields and rings is an active area of research in coding theory. This is mainly due to their connections to other areas in mathematics such as combinatorics, design theory and number theory. In [1], it is shown that one can produce interesting designs using self-dual codes over fields. In [3], it is shown

E-mail addresses: j.gildea@chester.ac.uk (J. Gildea), adrian3@windowslive.com (A. Korban), adammichaelroberts@outlook.com (A. M. Roberts), alxtlk@bigmir.net (A. Tylyshchak) that one of the most powerful techniques for producing optimal unimodular lattices uses self-dual codes over rings. Moreover, as seen in [29], the well-known proof of the non-existence of the projective plane of order 10 used the theory of binary self-dual codes.

Finding methods for constructing self-dual codes, classifying self-dual codes and determining the largest minimum distance among all self-dual codes are open problems in coding theory. Many researchers have employed different techniques to construct self-dual codes. For example, in [18], the authors establish a strong connection between group rings and self-dual codes. They prove that a group ring element corresponds to a self-dual code if and only if it is a unitary unit and they use this fact to construct many new extremal binary self-dual codes of length 68. In [35, 36, 37, 38, 39], the authors employ a particular technique which guarantees that the constructed self-dual codes have a fixed automorphism of odd prime order.

A powerful method for finding new binary self-dual codes is to consider bordered matrix constructions. There exist several papers in which such constructions are used to obtain binary self-dual codes of different lengths with new parameters in their weight enumerators. Examples of bordered constructions can be found in [15, 14, 20]. In this work, we continue in this direction and we present a new bordered matrix construction that we employ to obtain many binary self-dual codes of lengths 56, 62, 78, 92 and 94 with weight enumerators that were not known in the literature before. Moreover, we present the necessary conditions that the construction needs to satisfy in order to produce a self-dual code over a finite commutative Frobenius ring of characteristic 2.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we give the standard definitions and results on self-dual codes, the alphabets we use, Gray maps and some special matrices that we use in this work. In Section 3, we present the main construction and show under what conditions it produces self-dual codes over a finite commutative Frobenius ring of characteristic 2. In Section 4, we present our computational results. Namely, we tabulate all new binary self-dual codes that we obtain by a direct application of our main construction together with the building-up and neighbour constructions. We finish with concluding remarks and directions for possible future research.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Self-Dual Codes

Let R be a commutative Frobenius ring (see [8] for a full description of Frobenius rings and codes over Frobenius rings). Throughout this work, we always assume R has unity. A code C of length n over R is a subset of R^n whose elements are called codewords. If C is a submodule of R^n, then we say that C is linear. Let x, y ∈ R^n where x = (x1, x2, . . . , xn) and y = (y1, y2, . . . , yn). The (Euclidean) dual C^⊥ of C is given by C^⊥ = {x ∈ R^n : ⟨x, y⟩ = 0, ∀y ∈ C}, where ⟨·, ·⟩ denotes the Euclidean inner product defined by ⟨x, y⟩ = n∑ i=1 xiyi

and we say that C is self-orthogonal if C ⊆ C^⊥ and self-dual if C = C^⊥.

An upper bound on the minimum (Hamming) distance of a doubly-even (Type II) binary self-dual code was given in [31] and likewise for a singly-even (Type I) binary self-dual code in [32]. Let dI(n) and dII(n) be the minimum distance of a Type I and Type II binary self-dual code of length n, respectively. Then dII(n) ≤ 4⌊n/24⌋ + 4 and dI(n) ≤ 4⌊n/24⌋ + 2, if n ≡ 0 (mod 24), 4⌊n/24⌋ + 4, if n ≢ 22 (mod 24), 4⌊n/24⌋ + 6, if n ≡ 22 (mod 24).

A self-dual code whose minimum distance meets its corresponding bound is called extremal. A self-dual code with the highest minimum distance for its length is said to be optimal. Extremal codes are necessarily optimal but optimal codes are not necessarily extremal. A best known self-dual code is a self-dual code with the highest known minimum distance for its length.

2.2 Alphabets

In this paper, we consider the alphabets F2 , F2 + uF2 , F2 + uF2 + vF2 + uvF2 and F4 + uF4 .

Define F2 + uF2 = {a + bu : a, b ∈ F2 , u^2 = 0}, then F2 +uF2 is a commutative ring of order 4 and characteristic 2 such that F2 +uF2 ∼= F2 [u]/⟨u^2 ⟩. Define F2 + uF2 + vF2 + uvF2 = {a + bu + cv + duv : a, b, c, d ∈ F2 , u^2 = v^2 = uv + vu = 0}, then F2 + uF2 + vF2 + uvF2 is a commutative ring of order 16 and characteristic 2 such that F2 +uF2 +vF2 +uvF2 ∼= F2 [u, v]/⟨u^2 , v^2, uv+vu⟩. Note that F2 +uF2 +vF2 +uvF2 can be viewed as an extension of F2 + uF2 and so we can also define F2 + uF2 + vF2 + uvF2 = {a + bv : a, b ∈ F2 + uF2 , v^2 = 0}. We define F4 ∼= F2 [ω]/⟨ω^2 + ω + 1⟩ so that

F4 = {aω + b(1 + ω) : a, b ∈ F2 , ω^2 + ω + 1 = 0}.

Define F4 + uF4 = {a + bu : a, b ∈ F4 , u^2 = 0}, then F4 + uF4 is a commutative ring of order 16 and characteristic 2 such that F4 + uF4 ∼= F4 [u]/⟨u^2 ⟩ ∼= F2 [ω, u]/⟨ω^2 + ω + 1, u^2, ωu + uω⟩. Note that F4 + uF4 can be viewed as an extension of F2 + uF2 and so we can also define

F4 + uF4 = {aω + b(1 + ω) : a, b ∈ F2 + uF2 , ω^2 + ω + 1 = 0}.

We recall the following Gray maps from [10, 17, 30, 12]:

φ_{F2+uF2} : (F2 + uF2 )^n → F^{2n}_2 a + bu → (b, a + b), a, b ∈ F^n_2 , φ_{F4+uF4} : (F4 + uF4 )^n → F^{2n}_4 a + bu → (b, a + b), a, b ∈ F^n_4 , ϕ_{F2+uF2+vF2+uvF2} : (F2 + uF2 + vF2 + uvF2 )^n → (F2 + uF2 )^{2n} a + bv → (b, a + b), a, b ∈ (F2 + uF2 )^n, ψ_{F4} : F^n_4 → F^{2n}_2 aω + b(1 + ω) → (a, b), a, b ∈ F^n_2 , ψ_{F4+uF4} : (F4 + uF4 )^n → (F2 + uF2 )^{2n} aω + b(1 + ω) → (a, b), a, b ∈ (F2 + uF2 )^n and we note that these Gray maps preserve orthogonality in their respective alphabets (see [30] for details). If C ⊆ (F4 + uF4 )^n, then the binary codes φ_{F2+uF2} ∘ ψ_{F4+uF4} (C) and ψ_{F4} ∘ φ_{F4+uF4} (C) are equivalent to each other (see [17, 30] for details). The Lee weight of a codeword is defined to be the Hamming weight of its binary image under any of the previously mentioned compositions of maps. A self-dual code in R^n where R is equipped with a Gray map to the binary Hamming space is said to be of Type II if the Lee weights of all codewords are multiples of 4, otherwise it is said to be of Type I.

Proposition 2.1. ([30]) Let C be a code over F4 + uF4 . If C is self-orthogonal, then ψ_{F4+uF4} (C) and φ_{F4+uF4} (C) are self-orthogonal. The code C is a Type I (resp. Type II) code over F4 + uF4 if and only if φ_{F4+uF4} (C) is a Type I (resp. Type II) F4 -code if and only if ψ_{F4+uF4} (C) is a Type I (resp. Type II) (F2 + uF2 )-code. Furthermore, the minimum Lee weight of C is the same as the minimum Lee weight of ψ_{F4+uF4} (C) and φ_{F4+uF4} (C).

The next corollary follows immediately from Proposition 2.1.

Corollary 2.2. Let C be a self-dual code over F4 + uF4 of length n and minimum Lee distance d. Then φ_{F2+uF2} ∘ ψ_{F4+uF4} (C) is a binary self-dual [4n, 2n, d] code. Moreover, the Lee weight enumerator of C is equal to the Hamming weight enumerator of φ_{F2+uF2} ∘ ψ_{F4+uF4} (C). If C is a Type I (resp. Type II) code, then φ_{F2+uF2} ∘ ψ_{F4+uF4} (C) is a Type I (resp. Type II) code.

We also have the following proposition from [13]:

Proposition 2.3. ([13]) Let C be a self-dual code over F2 + uF2 + vF2 + uvF2 of length n and minimum Lee distance d. Then φ_{F2+uF2} ∘ ϕ_{F2+uF2+vF2+uvF2} (C) is a binary [4n, 2n, d] self-dual code. Moreover, the Lee weight enumerator of C is equal to the Hamming weight enumerator of φ_{F2+uF2} ∘ ϕ_{F2+uF2+vF2+uvF2} (C). If C is a Type I (resp. Type II) code, then φ_{F2+uF2} ∘ ϕ_{F2+uF2+vF2+uvF2} (C) is a Type I (resp. Type II) code.

2.3 Special Matrices

We now define and discuss the properties of some special matrices which we use in our work. Let a = (a0, a1, . . . , an−1) ∈ R^n where R is a commutative ring and let

A = a0 a1 a2 · · · an−1 λan−1 a0 a1 · · · an−2 λan−2 λan−1 a0 · · · an−3 . . . . . . . . . . . λa1 λa2 λa3 · · · a0 ,

where λ ∈ R. Then A is called the λ-circulant matrix generated by a, denoted by A = circ_λ(a). If λ = 1, then A is called the circulant matrix generated by a and is more simply denoted by A = circ(a). If we define the matrix

P_λ = ( 0 In−1 λ 0 ) , then it follows that A = ∑_{n−1} i=0 aiP^i_λ. Clearly, the sum of any two λ-circulant matrices is also a λ-circulant matrix. If B = circ_λ(b) where b = (b0, b1, . . . , bn−1) ∈ R^n, then AB = ∑_{n−1} i=0 ∑_{n−1} j=0 aibj P^{i+j}_λ . Since P^n_λ = λIn there exist c_k ∈ R such that AB = ∑_{n−1} k=0 c_kP^k_λ so that AB is also λ-circulant. In fact, it is true that

c_k = ∑ [i+j]n=k i+j<n aibj + ∑ [i+j]n=k i+j≥n λaibj = x1y_{k+1}

for k ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}, where xi and yi respectively denote the i^{th} row and column of A and B and [i + j]n denotes the smallest non-negative integer such that [i + j]n ≡ i+j (mod n). From this, we can see that λ-circulant matrices commute multiplicatively and in fact the set of λ-circulant matrices over a commutative ring of fixed size is itself a commutative ring. Moreover, if λ is a unit in R, then A^T is λ^{−1}-circulant such that A^T = a0In + λ ∑_{n−1} i=1 an−iP^i_{λ−1} . It follows then that AA^T is λ-circulant if and only if λ is involutory in R, i.e. λ^2 = 1.

Let Jn be an n × n matrix over R whose (i, j)^{th} entry is 1 if i + j = n + 1 and 0 if otherwise. Then Jn is called the n × n exchange matrix and corresponds to the row-reversed (or column-reversed) version of In. We see that Jn is both symmetric and involutory, i.e. Jn = J^T_n and J^2_n = In. For any matrix A ∈ R^{m×n}, premultiplying A by Jm and postmultiplying A by Jn inverts the order in which the rows and columns of A appear, respectively. Namely, the (i, j)^{th} entries of JmA and AJn are the ([1−i]m , j)^{th} and (i, [1 − j]n)^{th} entries of A, respectively. Note that [i + j]n corresponds to the (i + 1, j + 1)^{th} entry of the matrix JnV where V = circ(n − 1, 0, 1, . . ., n − 2) for i, j ∈ {0, . . . , n − 1}. For a λ-circulant matrix A of size n × n, it is easy to see that the sum of entries in the i^{th} row of A is equal to the sum of entries in the (n − i + 1)^{th} column of A. Thus, for ξ = (ξ, ξ, . . . , ξ) ∈ R^n, we have ξA = ξA^T Jn. 3 The Construction

In this section, we present our technique for constructing self-dual codes. We will hereafter always assume R is a finite commutative Frobenius ring of characteristic 2.

Lemma 3.1. Let X = ( AC B B^T C A^T ) , where A = circ_λ(a), B = circ_λ(b) and C = circμ(c) with a, b, c ∈ R^n and λ, μ ∈ R : λ^2 = μ^2 = 1. If CC^T = In, then XX^T = I2n if and only if AA^T + BB^T = In. Proof. Since λ^2 = 1 by assumption, we have that A and B as well as their transpositions all commute with one another multiplicatively. We have

XX^T = ( AC B B^T C A^T ) ( C^T A^T C^T B B^T A ) = ( x1,1 x1,2 x^T_{1,2} x2,2 ) , where x1,1 = ACC^T A^T + BB^T , x1,2 = ACC^T B + BA, x2,2 = B^T CC^T B + A^T A and since CC^T = In by assumption, we get x1,1 = AA^T + BB^T , x1,2 = AB + BA = 2AB = 0, x2,2 = B^T B + A^T A = AA^T + BB^T .

Therefore, XX^T = I2n if and only if AA^T + BB^T = In. Theorem 3.2. Let n ∈ Z^+ such that n is odd and let G = ( v 0 ξ3 ξ4 I2n X v^T v^T ) , where X = ( AC B B^T C A^T )

where v = (ξ_1, ξ_2) with ξ_i = (ξi, ξi, . . . , ξi) ∈ R^n for i ∈ {1, 2} and ξ3, ξ4 ∈ R also with A = circ_λ(a), B = circ_λ(b) and C = circμ(c) for a, b, c ∈ R^n and λ, μ ∈ R : λ^2 = μ^2 = 1. If CC^T = In, then G is a generator matrix of a self-dual code of length 2(2n + 1) if and only if AA^T + BB^T = In, 4∑ i=1 ξ^2_i = 0,

ξj (ξ3 + ξ4 + 1) = 0 j ∈ {1, 2}, and the free rank of (ξ_1A + ξ_2B, ξ_1B + ξ_2A, ξ3, ξ4) is 1.

Proof. First, let us determine the conditions required for G to be a generator matrix of a self-orthogonal code. We have

GG^T = ( v 0 ξ3 ξ4 I2n X v^T v^T ) v^T I2n 0 X^T ξ3 v ξ4 v = ( g1,1 g1,2 g^T_{1,2} g2,2 ) , where

g1,1 = vv^T + ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4 , g1,2 = (ξ3 + ξ4 + 1)v, g2,2 = XX^T + I2n + 2v^T v

so that GG^T = 0 if and only if g1,1 = 0, g1,2 = 0 and g2,2 = 0. Since R is of characteristic 2 and n is odd, we have

g1,1 = vv^T + ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4

= n(ξ^2_1 + ξ^2 ) + ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4 = ξ^2_1 + ξ^2 + ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4 ,

so g1,1 = 0 if and only if

∑_4

i=1 ξ^2_i = 0. We also have 2v^T v = 0, so g2,2 = 0 if and only if XX^T = I2n. Since CC^T = In by assumption, it follows from Lemma 3.1 that XX^T = I2n if and only if AA^T + BB^T = In. Finally , we see that g1,2 = 0 if and only if ξj (ξ3 + ξ4 + 1) = 0 for j ∈ {1, 2}.

Assume now that G is a generator matrix of a self-orthogonal code. We need to prove that the free rank of G is 2n + 1 if and only if the free rank of (ξ_1A + ξ_2B, ξ_1B + ξ_2A, ξ3, ξ4) is 1. The free rank of G is unchanged by elementary row (or column) operations and premultiplication (or postmultiplication) by an invertible matrix of appropriate size. Let G̃ = GM where

M = I2n X v^T v^T 0 I2n 0 0 0 I2 .

Let rank() denote the free rank of a matrix over R. It is clear that M is invertible and hence rank(G̃) = rank(G). We have that

GM = ( v 0 ξ3 ξ4 I2n X v^T v^T ) I2n X v^T v^T 0 I2n 0 0 0 I2 = ( v vX v(v^T , v^T ) + (ξ3, ξ4) I2n 0 0 )

= ( v vX (vv^T + ξ3, vv^T + ξ4) I2n 0 0 ) . Let r = rank((vX, vv^T + ξ3, vv^T + ξ4)). Then rank(G̃) = 2n + 1 if and only if r = 1. We see that

vX = (ξ_1, ξ_2) ( AC B B^T C A^T )

= ((ξ_1A + ξ_2B^T )C, ξ_1B + ξ_2A^T ) and (vv^T + ξ3, vv^T + ξ4) = (ξ3 + ξ^2_1 + ξ^2 , ξ4 + ξ^2_1 + ξ^2 ).

Since G is a generator matrix of a self-orthogonal code, we have

∑_4 i=1 ξ^2_i = 0 so that ξ^2_1 + ξ^2 = ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4 . By elementary column operations we obtain

r = rank((vX, vv^T + ξ3, vv^T + ξ4))

= rank((vX, ξ3 + ξ^2_1 + ξ^2 , ξ4 + ξ^2_1 + ξ^2 ))

= rank((vX, ξ3 + ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4 , ξ4 + ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4 ))

= rank((vX, ξ3 + ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4 , ξ3 + ξ4))

= rank((vX, ξ3 + ξ^2_3 + ξ^2_4 + (ξ3 + ξ4)^2, ξ3 + ξ4)) = rank((vX, ξ3, ξ3 + ξ4)) = rank((vX, ξ3, ξ4)).

We also have that CC^T = In so that C is invertible. We also recall that ξ_2A = ξ_2A^T Jn so that ξ_2AJn = ξ_2A^T and likewise ξ_2BJn = ξ_2B^T . Thus, we get

r = rank((vX, ξ3, ξ4))

= rank(((ξ_1A + ξ_2B^T )C, ξ_1B + ξ_2A^T , ξ3, ξ4)) = rank((ξ_1A + ξ_2BJn, ξ_1B + ξ_2AJn, ξ3, ξ4)) = rank((ξ_1A + ξ_2B, ξ_1B + ξ_2A, ξ3, ξ4))

and so rank(G) = 2n + 1 if and only if rank((ξ_1A + ξ_2B, ξ_1B + ξ_2A, ξ3, ξ4)) = 1.

4 Results

In this section, we apply Theorem 3.2 to obtain many new best known, optimal and extremal binary self-dual codes. In particular, we obtain 8 singly-even [56, 28, 10] codes, one [78, 39, 14] code, 3 [92, 46, 16] codes and 43 [94, 47, 16] codes.

We also apply the following well-known technique for constructing self-dual codes referred to as the building-up construction.

Theorem 4.1. ([11]) Let R be a commutative Frobenius ring. Let G^′ be a generator matrix of a self-dual code C^′ of length 2n over R and let ri denote the i^{th} row of G^′. Let ε ∈ R : ε^2 = −1, δ ∈ R^{2n} : ⟨δ, δ⟩ = −1 and γi = ⟨ri, δ⟩ for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Then the matrix

G = 1 0 δ −γ1 εγ1 r1 −γ2 εγ2 r2 . . . . . . −γn εγn rn is a generator matrix of a self-dual code of length 2(n + 1) over R.

By applying Theorem 4.1, we obtain 3 singly-even [56, 28, 10] codes.

Remark 4.2. Two binary self-dual codes of length 2n are said to be neighbours if their intersection has dimension n − 1. Let C^∗ be a binary self-dual code of length 2n and let x ∈ F^{2n}_2 \ C^∗. Then C = ⟨⟨x⟩^⊥ ∩ C^∗, x⟩ is a neighbour of C^∗, where ⟨x⟩ denotes the code generated by x.

Table 1: Hexadecimal notation system for elements of F_2 + uF_2 , F_2 + uF_2 + vF_2 + uvF_2 and F_4 + uF_4 .

F_2 + uF_2 F_2 + uF_2 + vF_2 + uvF_2 F_4 + uF_4 Symbol

0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 u u w 2 1 + u 1 + u 1 + w 3 − v u 4 − 1 + v 1 + u 5 − u + v w + u 6 − 1 + u + v 1 + w + u 7 − uv wu 8 − 1 + uv 1 + wu 9 − u + uv w + wu A − 1 + u + uv 1 + w + wu B − v + uv u + wu C − 1 + v + uv 1 + u + wu D − u + v + uv w + u + wu E − 1 + u + v + uv 1 + w + u + wu F

Using Remark 4.2, we obtain one new [62, 31, 12] code as a neighbour of a [62, 31, 12] code constructed by applying Theorem 3.2.

We conduct the search for these codes using MATLAB and Magma [4] and determine their properties using Q-extension [5] and Magma. In MATLAB, we employ an algorithm which randomly searches for the construction parameters that satisfy the necessary and sufficient conditions stated in Theorem 3.2. For such parameters, we then build the corresponding binary generator matrices and print them to text files. We then use Q-extension to read these text files and determine the minimum distance and partial weight enumerator of each corresponding code. Furthermore, we determine the automorphism group order of each code using Magma. We implement a similar procedure for Theorem 4.1. Magma is used to search for neighbours as described in Remark 4.2. A database of generator matrices of the new codes is given online at [23]. The database is partitioned into text files (interpretable by Q-extension) corresponding to each code type. In these files, specific properties of the codes including the construction parameters, weight enumerator parameter values and automorphism group order are formatted as comments above the generator matrices. Partial weight enumerators of the codes are also formatted as comments below the generator matrices. Table 1 gives the hexadecimal notation system we use to represent elements of F2 + uF2 , F2 + uF2 + vF2 + uvF2 and F4 + uF4 .

4.1 New Self-Dual Codes of Length 56

The possible weight enumerators of a singly-even binary self-dual [56, 28, 10] code are given in [27] as

W56,1 = 1 + (308 + 4α)x^{10} + (4246 − 8α)x^{12} + · · · ,

W56,2 = 1 + (308 + 4α)x^{10} + (3990 − 8α)x^{12} + · · · ,

where α ∈ Z. Previously known α values for weight enumerators W56,1 and W56,2 can be found online at [34] (see [27, 19, 20, 33, 22]).

Table 2: Code of length 54 over F_2 from Theorem 3.2 to which we apply Theorem 4.1 to obtain the codes in Table 3, where ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3, ξ_4).

C^′_{54,i} a b c ξ

1 (0100111100101) (1111101111010) (1011001111110) (1010)

Table 3: New singly-even binary self-dual [56, 28, 10] codes from applying Theorem 4.1 to C^′_{54,j} as given in Table 2 with δ = (0, δ_0).

C_{56,i} C^′_{54,j} δ_0 W_{56,k} α | Aut(C_{56,i} )|

1 1 (000101100101100011111000101) 1 −55 1 2 1 (001000100111010111011101110) 1 −47 1 3 1 (110101100010101111001101100) 2 −50 1

We obtain 11 new best known singly-even binary self-dual codes of length 56 of which 6 have weight enumerator W56,1 for

α ∈ {−z : z = 45, 47, 49, 50, 54, 55} and 5 have weight enumerator W56,2 for α ∈ {−z : z = 50, ..., 53, 55}. Of the 11 new codes, 3 are constructed by first applying Theorem 3.2 to obtain codes of length 54 over F2 (Table 2) to which we then apply Theorem 4.1 (Table 3); 6 are constructed by applying Theorem 3.2 over F2 + uF2 + vF2 + uvF2 (Table 4) and 2 are constructed by applying Theorem 3.2 over F4 + uF4 (Table 5).

4.2 New Self-Dual Code of Length 62

The possible weight enumerators of a binary self-dual [62, 31, 12] code are given in [6] as W62,1 = 1 + 2308x^{12} + 23767x^{14} + · · · ,

W62,2 = 1 + (1860 + 32α)x^{12} + (28055 − 160α)x^{14} + · · · ,

where α ∈ Z. Previously known α values for weight enumerator W62,2 can be found online at [34] (see [25, 6, 35, 36, 38]).

Table 4: New singly-even binary self-dual [56, 28, 10] codes from Theorem 3.2 over F_2 +uF_2 + vF_2 + uvF_2 , where ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3, ξ_4).

C_{56,i} λ μ a b c ξ W_{56,j} α | Aut(C_{56,i} )|

4 1 9 (B03) (39D) (344) (7EBA) 1 −54 2^2 · 3 5 F 1 (331) (8F9) (EE3) (DEBA) 1 −50 2^2 6 1 3 (D52) (F95) (700) (9EAB) 2 −55 2^2 · 3 7 1 5 (DB9) (D45) (88D) (D654) 2 −53 2^3 · 3 8 1 1 (31F) (54D) (00F) (D6DC) 2 −52 2^3 · 3 9 1 F (FA7) (FB5) (C47) (76AB) 2 −51 2^2

Table 5: New singly-even binary self-dual [56, 28, 10] codes from Theorem 3.2 over F_4 + uF_4 , where ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3, ξ_4).

C_{56,i} λ μ a b c ξ W_{56,j} α | Aut(C_{56,i} )| 10 1 1 (48D) (5F2) (CC9) (6F67) 1 −49 2 · 3 11 D 9 (B5D) (D61) (900) (6F67) 1 −45 2

Table 6: Code of length 62 over F_2 from Theorem 3.2 to which we apply Remark 4.2 to obtain the code in Table 7, where ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3, ξ_4).

C^∗_{62,i} a b c ξ 1 (000000100100101) (000011101110111) (100000000000000) (0110)

We obtain one new extremal binary self-dual codes of length 62 which has weight enumerator W62,2 for

α = 2.

The new code is constructed by first applying Theorem 3.2 to obtain a code of length 62 over F2 (Table 6) and then searching for neighbours of this code using Remark 4.2 (Table 7).

4.3 New Self-Dual Code of Length 78

The possible weight enumerators of a binary self-dual [78, 39, 14] code are given in [9, 24] as W78,1 = 1 + (3705 + 8α)x^{14} + (62244 − 24α + 512β)x^{16} + (774592 − 64α − 4608β)x^{18} + · · · , W78,2 = 1 + (3705 + 8α)x^{14} + (71460 − 24α)x^{16}

+ (658880 − 64α)x^{18} + · · · , where α, β ∈ Z. Previously known (α, β) values for weight enumerator W78,1 can be found online at [34] (see [9, 2, 24, 16, 40, 37, 20]).

We obtain one new optimal binary self-dual codes of length 78 which has weight enumerator W78,1 for

β = 0 and α = −76.

The new code is constructed by applying Theorem 3.2 over F2 (Table 8).

Table 7: New binary self-dual [62, 31, 12] code from searching for neighbours of C^∗_{62,j} as given in Table 6 using Remark 4.2 with x = (0, x_0).

C_{62,i} C^∗_{62,j} x_0 W_{62,k} α | Aut(C_{62,i} )| 1 1 (1111001101001110100110000100110) 2 2 2^2

Table 8: New binary self-dual [78, 39, 14] code from Theorem 3.2 over F_2 , where ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3, ξ_4).

C_{78,i} a b c ξ 1 (0100101010100001000) (1111101101011010000) (0010101111111101101) (0101)

Table 8: (continued)

C_{78,i} W_{78,j} α β | Aut(C_{78,i} )| 1 1 −76 0 19

4.4 New Self-Dual Codes of Length 92

The possible weight enumerators of a binary self-dual [92, 46, 16] code are given in [9] as W92,1 = 1 + (4692 + 4α)x^{16} + (174800 − 8α + 256β)x^{18} + (2425488 − 52α − 2048β)x^{20} + · · · , W92,2 = 1 + (4692 + 4α)x^{16} + (174800 − 8α + 256β)x^{18} + (2441872 − 52α − 2048β)x^{20} + · · · , W92,3 = 1 + (4692 + 4α)x^{16} + (121296 − 8α)x^{18} + (3213968 − 52α)x^{20} + · · · , where α, β ∈ Z. Previously known (α, β) values for weight enumerator W92,1 can be found online at [34] (see [7, 17, 26, 39, 21, 22]).

We obtain 3 new extremal binary self-dual codes of length 92 which have weight enumerator W92,1 for

β = 0 and α ∈ {807, 862, 1038}.

The new codes are constructed by applying Theorem 3.2 over F2 + uF2 (Table 9).

Table 9: New binary self-dual [92, 46, 16] codes from Theorem 3.2 over F_2 + uF_2 , where ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3, ξ_4).

C_{92,i} λ μ a b c ξ W_{92,j} α β | Aut(C_{92,i} )| 1 1 1 (02223003031) (02321323010) (22232222222) (2301) 1 807 0 2 · 11 2 1 1 (22101022322) (33123310002) (02101130201) (1201) 1 862 0 2 · 11 3 1 1 (21200233200) (31233320122) (22232222222) (2310) 1 1038 0 2^2 · 11

4.5 New Self-Dual Codes of Length 94

The possible weight enumerators of a binary self-dual [94, 47, 16] code are given in [28] as W94,1 = 1 + 2αx^{16} + (134044 − 2α + 128β)x^{18} + (2010660 − 30α − 896β)x^{20} + · · · , W94,2 = 1 + 2αx^{16} + (134044 − 2α + 128β)x^{18} + (2018852 − 30α − 896β)x^{20} + · · · , W94,3 = 1 + 2αx^{16} + (134044 − 2α + 128β)x^{18} + (2190884 − 30α − 896β)x^{20} + · · · , where α, β ∈ Z. Previously known (α, β) values for weight enumerator W94,1 can be found online at [34] (see [28]).

We obtain 43 new best known binary self-dual codes of length 94 which have weight enumerator W94,1 for

β = −69 and α ∈ {46z : z = 78};

β = −46 and α ∈ {46z : z = 69, 70, 76, 78, 79}; β = −23 and α ∈ {46z : z = 62, 63, 65, ..., 79}; β = 0 and α ∈ {46z : z = 57, ..., 65, 67, ..., 75, 77, 79}. The new codes are constructed by applying Theorem 3.2 over F2 (Table 10).

5 Conclusion

In this work, we presented a new bordered construction for self-dual codes. We gave the necessary conditions for our method to produce self-dual codes over a finite commutative Frobenius ring of characteristic 2. Using our new bordered construction together with the well-known building-up and neighbour constructions, we were able to construct the following new singly-even binary self-dual codes:

Codes of length 56: We were able to construct new singly-even binary selfdual [56, 28, 10] codes which have weight enumerator W56,1 for: α ∈ {−z : z = 45, 47, 49, 50, 54, 55} and weight enumerator W56,2 for: α ∈ {−z : z = 50, ..., 53, 55}. Code of length 62: We were able to construct a new binary self-dual [62, 31, 12] code which has weight enumerator W62,2 for: α = 2. Code of length 78: We were able to construct a new binary self-dual [78, 39, 14] code which has weight enumerator W78,1 for: β = 0 and α = −76.

Table 10: New binary self-dual [94, 47, 16] codes from Theorem 3.2 over F_2 , where ξ = (ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3, ξ_4).

C_{94,i} a b c ξ

1 (10001010001010111110101) (01000001011100010110100) (00111001110111000101110) (1001) 2 (10011110100001000100100) (00011011100101010111010) (00111010111010011111000) (0110) 3 (00101010100010100100010) (11100001010001000001101) (11111111000100100011010) (1010) 4 (00000100011100110110010) (00011111001000001101111) (00010101100111100100000) (0110) 5 (10011000101101011101110) (10110011100000101011110) (11100010011010111010101) (0110) 6 (01000001110110010100101) (11100010110101000111000) (10010110110010111001011) (1001) 7 (11100100101101110010101) (11001101011001100101010) (00100111000000010110011) (0101) 8 (01001110101010101000110) (01110011110110110001110) (11010001000011101111110) (1001) 9 (01110111111000111010001) (11000000111010011100011) (10001100101100101001000) (1001) 10 (00011101100001100010000) (10011101010000001110000) (10011011010001111100011) (0101) 11 (11111111110101011110101) (11010011100101011111101) (10001011101100011111001) (0110) 12 (01000100110100111011001) (10110111110000110101101) (00001011111100101101110) (1010) 13 (10010111000100001000011) (01111100011110001100100) (10101011110110000101101) (0101) 14 (11100001111011111011011) (00101000010110010100011) (10101110101100100011110) (1010) 15 (00111000011101010101010) (01000111100000001111001) (01011011110011100111000) (1010) 16 (10110010010001101000110) (01100011101110101000100) (10111110010111010100100) (1010) 17 (01111110110101010010100) (00100010010010101110000) (10000011010000001011011) (0110) 18 (10011001010010000100000) (10110110000111011111001) (11001011101011100000111) (0110) 19 (10111110111001000111001) (00011100011101100010101) (10001110111001110001110) (0101) 20 (11100000011100111000111) (01011101000011000010100) (10001001101011101010111) (0101) 21 (11000100000010010011001) (10011111110011000001011) (00010110110011100011111) (1001) 22 (01000000000001111111111) (11101101110111111011110) (00111110100100101011101) (1010) 23 (11101110101111101010001) (00111000100001100101110) (11011010101111011000010) (1010) 24 (10111110010111110101001) (00001100100001100110111) (00010001001010011010011) (0110) 25 (01101011111100100101100) (10011111010101001011000) (10100111101000111111000) (0110) 26 (00110001110000010000100) (01000110110110010010001) (01001110000110001011000) (1010) 27 (11111100110100101000011) (01100110011000101111010) (10000011111011010010111) (1001) 28 (10111000111101100010111) (10111011110011100110110) (10101010001001000001101) (1001) 29 (01110010100111101110101) (01101110001001100110001) (00110100000010110111000) (0101) 30 (01101001100010111101111) (11101000101110111111001) (01101001110110011101001) (1010) 31 (01100100110000110010010) (01110111110111011110010) (01011011010000110111101) (0110) 32 (00111110101010110101110) (11010100110110100100100) (01110101000101100111101) (1010) 33 (11010001010100000110111) (00010111100111001101111) (10010011000011011101111) (0110) 34 (00011101000001110100111) (00110000101010111100001) (00110000111001000011010) (1010) 35 (11010110011101000101011) (01001110111001101001100) (11100011000011101110110) (0101) 36 (10010001001001011011010) (10100110101000001110110) (00000011101111110001111) (1001) 37 (00010011001011000010101) (01100100010011101111010) (00111111011100000011110) (0110) 38 (01100001111100111001010) (10101111000011101100101) (11111010010101100010110) (0110) 39 (11001101110110000000111) (11101011010011000101011) (11100011011101000110011) (0110) 40 (10111110110110010101000) (01110001000111110000111) (00101101110000010111111) (1010) 41 (00000001001010101111101) (01011000110110010010011) (01111011101101010001001) (1010) 42 (01110110010010100011011) (01000011111001101101011) (01000000101101110000011) (0101) 43 (11101100100110110001001) (01101011011000000000011) (01000000000000000000000) (1010)

Table 10: (continued)

C_{94,i} W_{94,j} α β | Aut(C_{94,i} )|

1 1 3588 −69 23 2 1 3174 −46 23 3 1 3220 −46 23 4 1 3496 −46 23 5 1 3588 −46 23 6 1 3634 −46 23 7 1 2852 −23 23 8 1 2898 −23 23 9 1 2990 −23 23 10 1 3036 −23 23 11 1 3082 −23 23 12 1 3128 −23 23 13 1 3174 −23 23 14 1 3220 −23 23 15 1 3266 −23 23 16 1 3312 −23 23 17 1 3358 −23 23 18 1 3404 −23 23 19 1 3450 −23 23 20 1 3496 −23 23 21 1 3542 −23 23 22 1 3588 −23 23 23 1 3634 −23 23 24 1 2622 0 23 25 1 2668 0 23 26 1 2714 0 23 27 1 2760 0 23 28 1 2806 0 23 29 1 2852 0 23 30 1 2898 0 23 31 1 2944 0 23 32 1 2990 0 23 33 1 3082 0 23 34 1 3128 0 23 35 1 3174 0 23 36 1 3220 0 23 37 1 3266 0 23 38 1 3312 0 23 39 1 3358 0 23 40 1 3404 0 23 41 1 3450 0 23 42 1 3542 0 23 43 1 3634 0 2 · 23

Codes of length 92: We were able to construct new binary self-dual [92, 46, 16] codes which have weight enumerator W92,1 for:

β = 0 and α ∈ {807, 862, 1038}.

Codes of length 94: We were able to construct new binary self-dual [94, 47, 16] codes which have weight enumerator W94,1 for:

β = −69 and α ∈ {46z : z = 78}, β = −46 and α ∈ {46z : z = 69, 70, 76, 78, 79}, β = −23 and α ∈ {46z : z = 62, 63, 65, ..., 79}, β = 0 and α ∈ {46z : z = 57, ..., 65, 67, ..., 75, 77, 79}. A suggestion for future work would be to consider our bordered construction with the λ-circulant matrices A, B and C being replaced with some other matrices, for example, matrices that come from group rings. This would give one many more possible choices for the matrices A, B and C which could lead to finding more new binary self-dual codes of different lengths.

References

[1] E. F. Assmus, Jr. and H. F. Mattson, Jr. New 5-designs. J. Combin. Theory, 6 (2):122–151, 1969. doi: 10.1016/S0021-9800(69)80115-8.

[2] A. Baartmans and V. Yorgov. Some New Extremal Codes of Lengths 76 and 78. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 49(5):1353–1354, 2003. doi: 10.1109/TIT.2003. 810653.

[3] E. Bannai, S. T. Dougherty, M. Harada, and M. Oura. Type II Codes, Even Unimodular Lattices, and Invariant Rings. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 45(4): 1194–1205, 1999. doi: 10.1109/18.761269.

[4] W. Bosma, J. Cannon, and C. Playoust. The Magma Algebra System I: The User Language. J. Symbolic Comput., 24(3–4):235–265, 1997. doi: 10.1006/jsco.1996. 0125.

[5] I. G. Bouyukliev. What is Q-extension? Serdica J. Comput., 1(2):115–130, 2007.

[6] R. Dontcheva and M. Harada. New Extremal Self-Dual Codes of Length 62 and Related Extremal Self-Dual Codes. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 48(7):2060– 2064, 2002. doi: 10.1109/TIT.2002.1013144.

[7] R. Dontcheva, R. Russeva, and N. Ziapkov. On the binary extremal codes of length 92. “Proceedings of the International Workshop Optimal Codes and Related Topics”, Sunny Beach, Bulgaria, pages 53–58, 2001.

[8] S. T. Dougherty. Algebraic Coding Theory Over Finite Commutative Rings.

Springer International Publishing, Cham, Switzerland, 1^{st} edition, 2017.

[9] S. T. Dougherty, T. A. Gulliver, and M. Harada. Extremal Binary Self-Dual Codes. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 43(6):2036–2047, 1997. doi: 10.1109/18. 641574.

[10] S. T. Dougherty, P. Gaborit, M. Harada, and P. Solé. Type II Codes over F2 +uF2 .

IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 45(1):32–45, 1999. doi: 10.1109/18.746770.

[11] S. T. Dougherty, J.-L. Kim, H. Kulosman, and H. Liu. Self-dual codes over commutative Frobenius rings. Finite Fields Appl., 16(1):14–26, 2010. doi: 10. 1016/j.ffa.2009.11.004.

[12] S. T. Dougherty, B. Yildiz, and S. Karadeniz. Codes over R_k, Gray maps and their binary images. Finite Fields Appl., 17(3):205–219, 2011. doi: 10.1016/j.ffa. 2010.11.002.

[13] S. T. Dougherty, B. Yildiz, and S. Karadeniz. Self-dual codes over R_k and binary self-dual codes. Eur. J. Pure Appl. Math., 6(1):89–106, 2013.

[14] S. T. Dougherty, J. Gildea, A. Korban, A. Kaya, A. Tylyshchak, and B. Yildiz.

Bordered constructions of self-dual codes from group rings and new extremal binary self-dual codes. Finite Fields Appl., 57:108–127, 2019. doi: 10.1016/j.ffa. 2019.02.004.

[15] S. T. Dougherty, J. Gildea, and A. Kaya. Quadruple bordered constructions of self-dual codes from group rings. Cryptogr. Commun., 12(1):127–146, 2020. doi: 10.1007/s12095-019-00380-8.

[16] P. Gaborit and A. Otmani. Experimental constructions of self-dual codes. Finite Fields Appl., 9(3):372–394, 2003. doi: 10.1016/S1071-5797(03)00011-X.

[17] P. Gaborit, V. Pless, P. Solé, and O. Atkin. Type II Codes over F4 . Finite Fields Appl., 8(2):171–183, 2002. doi: 10.1006/ffta.2001.0333.

[18] J. Gildea, A. Kaya, R. Taylor, and B. Yildiz. Constructions for self-dual codes induced from group rings. Finite Fields Appl., 51:71–92, 2018. doi: 10.1016/j.ffa. 2018.01.002.

[19] J. Gildea, A. Kaya, A. Tylyshchak, and B. Yildiz. A Group Induced Four-circulant Construction for Self-dual Codes and New Extremal Binary Self-dual Codes, 2019. https://arxiv.org/abs/1912.11758.

[20] J. Gildea, A. Kaya, A. Tylyshchak, and B. Yildiz. A modified bordered construction for self-dual codes from group rings. J. Algebra Comb. Discrete Struct. Appl., 7(2):103–119, 2020. doi: 10.13069/jacodesmath.729402.

[21] J. Gildea, A. Korban, A. Kaya, and B. Yildiz. Constructing self-dual codes from group rings and reverse circulant matrices. Adv. Math. Commun., 2020. doi: 10.3934/amc.2020077.

[22] J. Gildea, A. Korban, and A. M. Roberts. New binary self-dual codes of lengths 56, 58, 64, 80 and 92 from a modification of the four circulant construction. Finite Fields Appl., 75, 2021. doi: 10.1016/j.ffa.2021.101876.

[23] J. Gildea, A. Korban, A. M. Roberts, and A. Tylyshchak. Generator matrix database, 2021. https://amr4-f6sxz49ktd.netlify.app.

[24] T. A. Gulliver, M. Harada, and J.-L. Kim. Construction of new extremal selfdual codes. Discrete Math., 263(1–3):81–91, 2003. doi: 10.1016/S0012-365X(02) 00570-8.

[25] M. Harada. Construction of an Extremal Self-Dual Code of Length 62. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 45(4):1232–1233, 1999. doi: 10.1109/18.761274.

[26] M. Harada and T. Nishimura. An extremal singly even self-dual code of length 88. Adv. Math. Commun., 1(2):261–267, 2007. doi: 10.3934/amc.2007.1.261.

[27] M. Harada and K. Saito. Singly even self-dual codes constructed from Hadamard matrices of order 28. Australas. J. Combin., 70(2):288–296, 2018.

[28] M. Harada, M. Kiermaier, A. Wassermann, and R. Yorgova. New Binary Singly Even Self-Dual Codes. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 56(4):1612–1617, 2010. doi: 10.1109/TIT.2010.2040967.

[29] C. W. H. Lam. The Search for a Finite Projective Plane of Order 10. Amer.

Math. Monthly, 98(4):305–318, 1991. doi: 10.1080/00029890.1991.12000759.

[30] S. Ling and P. Solé. Type II Codes over F4 + uF4 . European J. Combin., 22(7):

983–997, 2001. doi: 10.1006/eujc.2001.0509.

[31] C. L. Mallows and N. J. A. Sloane. An Upper Bound for Self-Dual Codes. Inf.

Control, 22(2):188–200, 1973. doi: 10.1016/S0019-9958(73)90273-8.

[32] E. M. Rains. Shadow Bounds for Self-Dual Codes. IEEE Trans. Inform. Theory, 44(1):134–139, 1998. doi: 10.1109/18.651000.

[33] A. M. Roberts. Constructions of extremal and optimal self-dual and Hermitian self-dual codes over finite fields using circulant matrices. Master’s thesis, University of Chester, Chester, UK, 2020. https://drive.google.com/file/d/ 1CMjnuBvQtrXOY8foy6 gfXOcFFuHAaFs/view.

[34] A. M. Roberts. Weight enumerator parameter database for binary self-dual codes, 2021. https://amr-wepd-bsdc.netlify.app.

[35] R. Russeva and N. Yankov. On binary self-dual codes of lengths 60, 62, 64 and 66 having an automorphism of order 9. Des. Codes Cryptogr., 45:335–346, 2007. doi: 10.1007/s10623-007-9127-9.

[36] N. Yankov. Self-dual [62, 31, 12] and [64, 32, 12] codes with an automorphism of order 7. Adv. Math. Commun., 8(1):73–81, 2014. doi: 10.3934/amc.2014.8.73.

[37] N. Yankov and D. Anev. New self-dual [78, 39, 14] codes with an automorphism of order 13. “Proceedings of the Eighth International Workshop on Optimal Codes and Related Topics”, Sofia, Bulgaria, pages 128–133, 2017.

[38] N. Yankov and D. Anev. On the self-dual codes with an automorphism of order 5.

Appl. Algebra Engrg. Comm. Comput., 2019. doi: 10.1007/s00200-019-00403-0.

[39] R. Yorgova and A. Wassermann. Binary self-dual codes with automorphisms of order 23. Des. Codes Cryptogr., 48(2):155–164, 2008. doi: 10.1007/ s10623-007-9152-8.

[40] T. Zhang, J. Michel, T. Feng, and G. Ge. On the Existence of Certain Optimal Self-Dual Codes with Lengths Between 74 and 116. Electron. J. Combin., 22(4), 2015. doi: 10.37236/5213.