arXiv:2011.13599v2 [cs.IT] 23 Jul 2021

A Galois Connection Approach to Wei-Type Duality Theorems^∗

Yang Xu^1 Haibin Kan^2 Guangyue Han^3

August 8, 2021

Abstract— In 1991, Wei proved a duality theorem that established an interesting connection between the generalized Hamming weights of a linear code and those of its dual code. Wei’s duality theorem has since been extensively studied from different perspectives and extended to other settings. In this paper, we re-examine Wei’s duality theorem and its various extensions, henceforth referred to as Wei-type duality theorems, from a new Galois connection perspective. Our approach is based on the observation that the generalized Hamming weights and the dimension/length profiles of a linear code form a Galois connection. The central result of this paper is a general Wei-type duality theorem for two Galois connections between finite subsets of Z, from which all the known Wei-type duality theorems can be recovered. As corollaries of our central result, we prove new Wei-type duality theorems for w-demi-matroids defined over finite sets and w-demi-polymatroids defined over modules with a composition series, which further allows us to unify and generalize all the known Wei-type duality theorems established for codes endowed with various metrics.

∗This work has been submitted to the IEEE for possible publication. Copyright may be transferred without notice, after which this version may no longer be accessible. 1Shanghai Key Laboratory of Intelligent Information Processing, School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China.

Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, The University of Hong Kong, Pokfulam Road, Hong Kong, China. E-mail:12110180008@fudan.edu.cn 2Shanghai Key Laboratory of Intelligent Information Processing, School of Computer Science, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China. E-mail:hbkan@fudan.edu.cn 3Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science, The University of Hong Kong, Pokfulam Road, Hong Kong, China. E-mail:ghan@hku.hk

1 Introduction

Throughout the paper, we let Z and Z^+ denote the set of all the integers and all the positive integers, respectively. Furthermore, we let N = Z^+ ∪{0}. For any a, b ∈ Z, we use [a, b] to denote the set of all the integers between a and b, i.e., [a, b] = {i | i ∈ Z, a ⩽ i ⩽ b}. Note that if a ⩾ b + 1, then [a, b] = ∅.

Motivated by applications from cryptography, in 1991, Wei proposed and studied generalized Hamming weights (GHWs) of linear codes. To be more specific, we let F be a field and let C be an (m, k) linear code over F, i.e., C is an F-subspace of F^m with dim_F(C) = k. Following [40, Section II], for any r ∈ [0, k], the r-th generalized Hamming weight of C, denoted by d_r(C), is defined as

d_r(C) = min{|χ(D)| | D is an (m, r) subcode of C}, (1.1)

where for any D ⊆ F^m,

χ(D) = {i | i ∈ [1, m], α_{(i)} ≠ 0 for some α ∈ D} (1.2)

denotes the set of not-always-zero bit positions of D. Note that the definition of GHWs applies to the (m, m − k) linear code C^⊥ (the dual code of C) as well. It has been shown in [40, Appendix] that the GHWs of C^⊥ characterize both the performance of C on the wire-tap channel of type II and the performance of C as a t-resilient function (see [10, 34]). GHWs have been widely used to list decoding from erasures and to gauge the security performances of linear codes for secret sharing, secure network coding or distributed data storage. Relevant work for linear codes can be found in [5, 16, 19, 28], some of which have been further extended to rank metric codes [27, 31].

Wei has proved a duality theorem that establishes an interesting connection between the GHWs of C and those of its dual code C^⊥. To be more specific, it has been proven in [40, Theorem 3] that the following two sets {d_r(C) | r ∈ [1, k]}, {m + 1 − d_r(C^⊥) | r ∈ [1, m − k]}, (1.3) form a partition of [1, m], and consequently, the GHWs of C and those of C^⊥ determine each other.

A closely related study can be found in Forney’s 1994 paper [16]. More specifically, following [16, Section 3], for any l ∈ [0, m], the l-th dimension/length profile (DLP) of C, denoted by K_l(C), is defined as

K_l(C) = max{dim_F (C ∩ δ(J)) | J ⊆ [1, m], |J| = l}, (1.4) where for any J ⊆ [1, m], δ(J) = {α | α ∈ F^m s.t. ∀ i ∈ [1, m] − J, α_{(i)} = 0} (1.5) denotes the set of all the elements of F^m whose positions outside of J are all zeros. Forney has shown that

K_l(C^⊥) = K_{m−l}(C) + l − k for all l ∈ [0, m], (1.6)

from which Wei’s duality theorem can be recovered (see Theorems 2, 3 and 4 of [16] for more details).

Wei’s duality theorem has since been generalized and extended in a number of directions. For codes over finite rings, Ashikhmin proves [2] a Wei-type duality theorem for linear codes over Galois rings. Horimoto and Shiromoto prove [23] a Wei-type duality theorem for linear codes over finite chain rings. For codes with a poset metric (see [9], where “poset” is short for the term “partially ordered set”), Wei-type duality theorems have been proven by Barg and Purkayastha in [3] and by Moura and Firer in [32]. For rank metric codes (see [13, 17, 20, 37]), Wei-type duality theorems have been proven by Ravagnani in [36], by Ducoat in [15] and by Martínez-Peñas and Matsumoto in [31], each in terms of a similar yet different version of generalized rank weights. A Wei-type duality theorem for sum-rank metric codes has been established by Martínez-Peñas in [30].

Wei-type duality theorems have also been proven for some combinatorial notions. In [6], Britz, Johnsen, Mayhew and Shiromoto prove two Wei-type duality theorems for demi-matroids, and as consequences of these results, they further derive Wei-type theorems for matroids, graphs and transversals. In [18], Ghorpade and Johnsen prove Wei-type duality theorems for demi-polymatroids, a generalization of the q-analogue of a matroid defined over vector spaces (see [21, 26, 38]), and as a consequence, they obtain a Wei-type duality theorem for rank metric code flags. A similar approach to [18] for demi-polymatroids has been independently proposed by Britz, Mammomiti and Shiromoto in [7]. Recently, Panja, Pratihar and Hajatiana Randrianarisoa have proved [35] a Wei-type duality theorem for sum-matroids, which is another generalization of the q-analogue of a matroid.

In this paper, we will re-examine Wei’s original duality theorem and more generally Wei-type duality theorems from a Galois connection perspective. Our starting point is the observation that the GHWs and DLPs of a linear code form a Galois connection, for which Wei’s duality theorem holds; and moreover, Galois connections also arise naturally in similar or more general settings, where various Wei-type duality theorems hold.

In Section 2, we show that the GHWs and DLPs of a linear code form a Galois connection, and then we prove our main result Theorem 2.2, which is a Wei-type duality theorem for two Galois connections between finite subsets of Z. This result is of central importance in the sense that it implies all the known Wei-type duality theorems, and moreover, it can be applied to derive new Wei-type duality theorems, as detailed in later sections. In Section 3, as corollaries of Theorem 2.2, we establish Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, two bridging theorems that can facilitate the application of Theorem 2.2. Indeed, Theorems 3.1 and 3.2 can be used to recover known or derive new Wei-type duality theorems via simple substitution.

In Section 4, we prove Wei-type duality theorems for generalized weights and profiles of w-demi-matroids defined over finite sets (Theorems 4.1 and 4.2). These results generalize the corresponding results for demi-matroids in [6]. In Section 5, we prove a Wei-type duality theorem for generalized weights and profiles of w-demi-polymatroids defined over modules with a composition series (Theorem 5.1). Our result generalizes the corresponding results for (q, m)-demi-polymatroids defined over vector spaces in [7, 18].

Sections 6 and 7 are devoted to generalized weights, profiles and Wei-type duality theorems for codes endowed with various metrics, more specifically, Gabidulin-Roth rank metric ([15, 17, 27, 37]), poset metric ([9, 32]), Delsarte rank metric ([13, 20, 22, 31, 36]) and generalized Hamming weights with respect to rank of modules ([23]). Following the framework of [39], we consider codes over modules with a composition series. We show that generalized weights and profiles of such codes can be rephrased in terms of the associated w-demi-matroids or w-demi-polymatroids; and furthermore, dual w-demi-matroids or w-demi-polymatroids are always associated to dual codes. Based on these observations, we prove Wei-type duality theorems for codes endowed with different metrics through a unified approach in Theorems 7.1–7.4, which respectively generalizes the corresponding existing Wei-type duality theorems.

2 Main Result

2.1 Basics on Galois connections

In this subsection, we collect some basic facts on Galois connections between finite subsets of Z with respect to the order ⩽. Here we note that the notion of Galois connection can be defined more generally for posets; see, e.g., [12, Definition 7.23] and [4, Page 124].

Throughout this subsection, we let P and Q be nonempty finite subsets of Z, and we begin by recalling the definition of Galois connection between P and Q.

Definition 2.1. Given φ : P −→ Q and ψ : Q −→ P , (φ, ψ) is said to be a Galois connection between P and Q if the following two conditions hold: (1) Both φ and ψ preserve the order ⩽;

(2) For any (a, b) ∈ P × Q, we have a ⩽ ψ(b) ⇐⇒ φ(a) ⩽ b.

The following basic facts on Galois connections will be used frequently.

Lemma 2.1. Let (φ, ψ) be a Galois connection between P and Q. Then, it holds that:

(1) For any λ ∈ P , φ(λ) = min{b | b ∈ Q, λ ⩽ ψ(b)}; (2) For any μ ∈ Q, ψ(μ) = max{a | a ∈ P, φ(a) ⩽ μ}; (3) Let d_0 = min(Q). Then, φ^{−1}[{d_0}] = {a | a ∈ P, a ⩽ ψ(d_0)}; (4) Let d ∈ Q where d ≠ min(Q), and let v = max{b | b ∈ Q, b ⩽ d − 1}.

Then, for any a ∈ P , we have d = φ(a) ⇐⇒ ψ(v) + 1 ⩽ a ⩽ ψ(d).

Proof. (1) and (2) are special cases of [12, Proposition 7.31]. Moreover, (3) and (4) follow from (1) and (2) via a routine verification.

Remark 2.1. We will show in Section 2.2 that the GHWs and DLPs of a linear code form a Galois connection. As a result, some relevant results on linear codes (e.g., [16, Section III], [19, Lemma 1], [40, Corollary A]) can be reformulated in terms of Galois connections and thereby can be proven by using Lemma 2.1. Moreover, as detailed in later sections, Galois connections naturally arise in other settings, and some relevant results on rank metric codes (e.g., [31, Proposition 14], [36, Theorem 42]) or on (q, m)- demi-polymatroids (e.g., [18, Lemma 12]) also follow from Lemma 2.1 after appropriate reformulation.

We end this subsection with the following lemma, whose proof is straightforward and thus omitted.

Lemma 2.2. For a (possibly infinite) set X, let f : X −→ P , g : X −→ Q such that max(P ) ∈ f[X], min(Q) ∈ g[X]. Define φ : P −→ Q as φ(a) = min{g(u) | u ∈ X, a ⩽ f(u)}, and define ψ : Q −→ P as ψ(b) = max{f(u) | u ∈ X, g(u) ⩽ b}. Then, (φ, ψ) is a Galois connection between P and Q.

2.2 Galois connections arising from GHWs and DLPs

In this subsection, we show that the GHWs and DLPs of a linear code form a Galois connection, which is a key observation underpinning our treatment of Wei-type duality theorems. Recall that in Section 1, for an (m, k) linear code C over a field F, d_r(C) denotes its r-th GHW and K_l(C) its l-th DLP.

Theorem 2.1. Define φ : [0, k] −→ [0, m] as φ(r) = d_r(C), and define ψ : [0, m] −→ [0, k] as ψ(l) = K_l(C). Then, (φ, ψ) is a Galois connection between [0, k] and [0, m].

Proof. By [40, Theorem 2], for any r ∈ [0, k], we have φ(r) = d_r(C) = min{|J| | J ⊆ [1, m], r ⩽ dim_F(C ∩ δ(J))}, where for any J ⊆ [1, m], δ(J) is defined as in (1.5). Moreover, it is straightforward to verify that for any l ∈ [0, m], it holds that ψ(l) = K_l(C) = max{dim_F(C ∩ δ(J)) | J ⊆ [1, m], |J| ⩽ l}. Now applying Lemma 2.2 with f : 2^{[1,m]} −→ [0, k] set to be f(J) = dim_F(C∩ δ(J)), and g : 2^{[1,m]} −→ [0, m] set to be g(J) = |J|, we conclude that (φ, ψ) is a Galois connection between [0, k] and [0, m].

2.3 The central theorem

Throughout this subsection, we let (k, m) ∈ N^2, w ∈ Z^+.

Lemma 2.3. Let (φ, ψ) be a Galois connection between [0, k] and [0, m] such that ψ(0) = 0 and ψ(l) − ψ(l − 1) ⩽ w for any l ∈ [1, m]. Define η : [0, m] −→ Z as η(l) = ψ(m − l) + wl − k. Then, we have: (1) η(0) = 0, η(m) = wm − k;

(2) For any l ∈ [1, m], 0 ⩽ η(l) − η(l − 1) ⩽ w;

(3) There exists τ : [0, wm − k] −→ [0, m] such that (τ, η) is a Galois connection between [0, wm − k] and [0, m]. Moreover, for any u ∈ [0, k], v ∈ [0, wm − k] with φ(u) + τ(v) = m + 1, it holds true that u ≢ v + k ( mod w).

Proof. (1) and (2) follow from straightforward computation, and so we only prove (3). Define τ : [0, wm − k] −→ [0, m] as τ(a) = min{b | b ∈ [0, m], a ⩽ η(b)}.

Then, it can be readily verified that τ is well defined, and (τ, η) is a Galois connection between [0, wm−k] and [0, m]. Now for u ∈ [0, k], v ∈ [0, wm−k] with φ(u) + τ(v) = m + 1, note that τ(v) = m + 1 − φ(u), φ(u) ∈ [1, m], we apply (4) of Lemma 2.1 to (τ, η) and (v, m + 1 − φ(u)) and reach η(m − φ(u)) + 1 ⩽ v ⩽ η(m + 1 − φ(u)), which, together with the definition of η, further implies that ψ(φ(u)) + w(m − φ(u)) − k + 1 ⩽ v ⩽ ψ(φ(u) − 1) + w(m + 1 − φ(u)) − k. Again by Lemma 2.1, we have u ⩽ ψ(φ(u)) and ψ(φ(u) − 1) ⩽ u − 1. It then follows that u + w(m − φ(u)) − k + 1 ⩽ v ⩽ u − 1 + w(m + 1 − φ(u)) − k, which further implies that 1 ⩽ v + k − u − w(m − φ(u)) ⩽ w − 1. (2.1) By (2.1), we conclude that u ≢ v + k (mod w), completing the proof.

Remark 2.2. Lemma 2.3 is largely inspired by [36, Theorem 37], and similar results for rank metric codes and for (q, m)-demi-polymatroids have also been established in [31, Lemma 66] and [18, Theorem 15], respectively.

The following proposition ought to be known, however we are not able to locate a reference and hence a proof is included for completeness.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that (φ, ψ) is a Galois connection between [0, k] and [0, m]. Then, the following three statements are equivalent to each other: (1) ψ(l) − ψ(l − 1) ⩽ w for all l ∈ [1, m]; (2) |φ^{−1}[{l}]| ⩽ w for all l ∈ [1, m];

(3) φ(r) + 1 ⩽ max{φ(r + w), 1} for all r ∈ [0, k − w].

Moreover, if ψ(0) = 0, then φ(a) ∈ [1, m] for all a ∈ [1, k], and (1)–(3) are equivalent to the following (4) φ(r) + 1 ⩽ φ(r + w) for all r ∈ [0, k − w].

Proof. By (4) of Lemma 2.1, we have |φ^{−1}[{l}]| = ψ(l) − ψ(l − 1) for all l ∈ [1, m], which immediately implies (1) ⇐⇒ (2). Next, we prove (1) ⇐⇒ (3). (1) =⇒ (3) Consider r ∈ [0, k−w]. If φ(r+w) ⩽ 0, then φ(r)+1 ⩽ φ(r+w)+ 1 ⩽ 1, which implies (3), as desired. Therefore in the following, we assume that 1 ⩽ φ(r + w). By (1), we have ψ(φ(r + w)) − ψ(φ(r + w) − 1) ⩽ w. By

(1) of Lemma 2.1, we deduce that r+w ⩽ ψ(φ(r+w)), which further implies that r ⩽ ψ(φ(r + w) − 1). Now, applying Definition 2.1 to (r, φ(r + w) − 1), we have φ(r) ⩽ φ(r + w) − 1, which again implies (3).

(3) =⇒ (1) Consider l ∈ [1, m]. If ψ(l) ⩽ w, then by 0 ⩽ ψ(l − 1), we deduce that ψ(l) − ψ(l − 1) ⩽ w, which implies (1), as desired. Therefore in the following, we assume that ψ(l) ⩾ w. It then follows that ψ(l)−w ∈ [0, k−w], which, together with (3), implies that φ(ψ(l) − w) + 1 ⩽ max{φ(ψ(l)), 1}. By (2) of Lemma 2.1, we have φ(ψ(l)) ⩽ l, which, together with l ⩾ 1, implies that φ(ψ(l) − w) + 1 ⩽ l, and hence φ(ψ(l) − w) ⩽ l − 1. Applying Definition 2.1 to (ψ(l) − w, l − 1), we conclude that ψ(l) − w ⩽ ψ(l − 1), which again implies (1).

The remainder of the proposition follows from (3) of Lemma 2.1 and the proven fact that (1) ⇐⇒ (3).

The proof of the following lemma is straightforward and thus omitted.

Lemma 2.4. Assume that wm ⩾ k. For any γ ∈ Z, define the sets U_{(γ)} and V_{(γ)} as U_{(γ)} = {u | u ∈ [1, k], u ≡ γ + k (mod w)}, V_{(γ)} = {v | v ∈ [1, wm − k], v ≡ γ (mod w)}. Then, for any γ ∈ Z, we have |U_{(γ)}| + |V_{(γ)}| = m.

We are now ready to state and prove the main result of this paper.

Theorem 2.2. Let (φ, ψ) be a Galois connection between [0, k] and [0, m] such that ψ(0) = 0 and ψ(l) − ψ(l − 1) ⩽ w for all l ∈ [1, m]. Let (τ, η) be a Galois connection between [0, wm − k] and [0, m]. For any γ ∈ Z, define the sets A_{(γ)} and B_{(γ)} as A_{(γ)} = {φ(u) | u ∈ [1, k], u ≡ γ + k (mod w)}, B_{(γ)} = {m + 1 − τ(v) | v ∈ [1, wm − k], v ≡ γ (mod w)}. Then, the following four statements are equivalent to each other: (1) η(l) = ψ(m − l) + wl − k for all l ∈ [0, m];

(2) η(0) = 0, η(l) − η(l − 1) ⩽ w for all l ∈ [1, m], and for any (u, v) ∈ [1, k] × [1, wm − k], φ(u) + τ(v) = m + 1 =⇒ u ≢ v + k (mod w); (3) For any γ ∈ Z, A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m]; (4) For any γ ∈ Z, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m].

Proof. As detailed below, the proof consists of the following 5 steps. First of all, for any γ ∈ Z, we define U_{(γ)} = {u | u ∈ [1, k], u ≡ γ + k (mod w)}, V_{(γ)} = {v | v ∈ [1, wm − k], v ≡ γ (mod w)}. By Lemma 2.4, for any γ ∈ Z, it holds that |U_{(γ)}| + |V_{(γ)}| = m. (1) =⇒ (2) This follows from Lemma 2.3.

(2) =⇒ (3) Fix γ ∈ Z. For any u ∈ U_{(γ)} and v ∈ V_{(γ)}, noticing that u ≡ v + k (mod w), by (2), we deduce that φ(u) ≠ m + 1 − τ(v). It then follows that A_{(γ)}∩B_{(γ)} = ∅. By Proposition 2.1, we deduce that φ(a) ∈ [1, m] for all a ∈ [1, k], and φ(r) + 1 ⩽ φ(r + w) for all r ∈ [0, k − w], which further imply that A_{(γ)} ⊆ [1, m] and |A_{(γ)}| = |U_{(γ)}|. Applying Proposition 2.1 to (τ, η) with k replaced by wm − k, we deduce that τ(a) ∈ [1, m] for all a ∈ [1, wm − k], and τ(r) + 1 ⩽ τ(r + w) for all r ∈ [0, w(m − 1) − k], which further imply that B_{(γ)} ⊆ [1, m] and |B_{(γ)}| = |V_{(γ)}|. It then follows that |A_{(γ)}| + |B_{(γ)}| = |U_{(γ)}| + |V_{(γ)}| = m, which, together with A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, implies that |A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)}| = m. Finally, using the fact that A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} ⊆ [1, m], we deduce that A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m], as desired. (3) =⇒ (4) This is trivial.

(4) =⇒ (3) Fix γ ∈ Z. From the facts that |A_{(γ)}| ⩽ |U_{(γ)}|, |B_{(γ)}| ⩽ |V_{(γ)}|, |U_{(γ)}| + |V_{(γ)}| = m and A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m], we deduce that |A_{(γ)}| + |B_{(γ)}| ⩽ |A_{(γ)} ∪B_{(γ)}|, which implies that A_{(γ)} ∩B_{(γ)} = ∅, and (3) immediately follows. (3) =⇒ (1) By Lemma 2.3, there exists a Galois connection (ξ, ζ) between [0, wm − k] and [0, m] such that ζ(l) = ψ(m − l) + wl − k for all l ∈ [0, m]. Applying Proposition 2.1 to (ξ, ζ) with k replaced by wm − k, together with Lemma 2.3, we deduce that

ξ(r) + 1 ⩽ ξ(r + w) for all r ∈ [0, w(m − 1) − k]. (2.2)

Now for a fixed yet arbitrary γ ∈ Z, define L_{(γ)} = {m + 1 − ξ(v) | v ∈ V_{(γ)}}. Then, using a parallel argument as in the step of (2) =⇒ (3) (with (τ, η) replaced by (ξ, ζ)), we deduce that A_{(γ)} ∩ L_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ L_{(γ)} = [1, m], which, together with A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅ and A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m], imply that L_{(γ)} = B_{(γ)}. It immediately follows that

f[V_{(γ)}] = B_{(γ)} = L_{(γ)} = g[V_{(γ)}],

where f : V_{(γ)} −→ Z is defined as f(v) = m + 1 − τ(v) and g : V_{(γ)} −→ Z is defined as g(v) = m + 1 − ξ(v). Since both τ and ξ preserves the order ⩽, for any c, d ∈ V_{(γ)} with c ⩽ d, it holds true that f(c) ⩾ f(d), g(c) ⩾ g(d). Noting that by (2.2), g is injective, we infer that f = g, which implies that τ(v) = ξ(v) for any v ∈ [1, wm − k] with v ≡ γ (mod w). It then follows from the arbitrariness of γ that τ(v) = ξ(v) for all v ∈ [1, wm − k]. By (3) of Lemma 2.1, we have τ(0) = ξ(0) = 0, which further implies that τ = ξ. Since (τ, η) and (ξ, ζ) are Galois connections between [0, wm − k] and [0, m], we apply (2) of Lemma 2.1 to reach η = ζ, and (1) immediately follows.

Remark 2.3. With the help of Theorem 2.1, Theorem 2.2 can be used to show the equivalence between Wei’s original duality theorem in (1.3) and Forney’s result in (1.6). More specifically, set w = 1; and as in Theorem 2.1, set φ, ψ to be the GHWs and DLPs of C, respectively; and moreover, set τ, η to be those of C^⊥, respectively. Then, by Theorem 2.1, (φ, ψ) is a Galois connection between [0, k] and [0, m], and (τ, η) is a Galois connection between [0, m − k] and [0, m]. It can then be verified that (1) of Theorem 2.2 boils down to (1.6), and (3) of Theorem 2.2 boils down to (1.3), thereby recovering the equivalence between Wei’s duality theorem and Forney’s result.

Wei’s duality theorem has been extensively studied and extended to other codes or even settings beyond coding theory. To the best of our knowledge, all Wei-type duality theorems, previously known in the literature or newly established in this paper, are special cases of Theorem 2.2 with the two Galois connections appropriately set. In this sense, Theorem 2.2 reveals the essence of Wei-type duality theorems from a Galois connection perspective.

3 Bridging theorems

In this section, to facilitate the application of Theorem 2.2, we prove two bridging theorems that can be used to recover known or derive new Wei-type duality theorems via simple substitution.

3.1 The first bridging theorem

Throughout this subsection, we fix the following notations:

• Y is a nonempty set, m ∈ N, and g : Y −→ [0, m] is a surjective map.

• w ∈ Z^+, k ∈ N, and f : Y −→ [0, k] is a map satisfying the following four conditions:

∀ y ∈ Y, g(y) = 0 =⇒ f(y) = 0; (3.1) ∀ y ∈ Y, wg(y) − f(y) ⩽ wm − k; (3.2) ∀ u ∈ Y s.t. g(u) ⩽ m−1, ∃ v ∈ Y s.t. g(v) = g(u)+1, f(u) ⩽ f(v); (3.3) ∀ v ∈ Y s.t. g(v) ⩾ 1, ∃ u ∈ Y s.t. g(u) = g(v)−1, f(v)−f(u) ⩽ w. (3.4)

• X is a nonempty set, and σ : X −→ Y is a surjective map. Now we define μ : X −→ [0, m] as μ(t) = m − g(σ(t)), (3.5) and define h : X −→ Z as h(t) = f(σ(t)) + wμ(t) − k. (3.6) The following lemma, whose proof is straightforward and thus omitted, lists some basic properties of the functions defined as above. Lemma 3.1. (1) For any y ∈ Y with g(y) = m, it holds that f(y) = k. (2) For any v ∈ Y , we have f(v) ⩽ wg(v). In particular, we have k ⩽ wm. (3) μ : X −→ [0, m] is a surjective map.

(4) h[X] ⊆ [0, wm − k]. Furthermore, for any t ∈ X with μ(t) = m, it holds that h(t) = wm − k.

(5) For any c ∈ X with μ(c) ⩽ m − 1, there exists d ∈ X such that μ(d) = μ(c) + 1, h(c) ⩽ h(d).

Now, with respect to (g, f), we define φ : [0, k] −→ [0, m] as φ(a) = min{g(u) | u ∈ Y, a ⩽ f(u)}, (3.7) and define ψ : [0, m] −→ [0, k] as ψ(b) = max{f(u) | u ∈ Y, g(u) ⩽ b}. (3.8) Similarly, with respect to (μ, h), we define τ : [0, wm − k] −→ [0, m] as τ(a) = min{μ(t) | t ∈ X, a ⩽ h(t)}, (3.9) and define η : [0, m] −→ [0, wm − k] as η(b) = max{h(t) | t ∈ X, μ(t) ⩽ b}. (3.10) Proposition 3.1. φ, ψ, τ, η are well defined. Moreover, we have: (1) (φ, ψ) is a Galois connection between [0, k] and [0, m]; (2) For any b ∈ [0, m], ψ(b) = max{f(u) | u ∈ Y, g(u) = b}; (3) ψ(0) = 0, and for any l ∈ [1, m], we have ψ(l) − ψ(l − 1) ⩽ w; (4) φ(a) ∈ [1, m] for all a ∈ [1, k], and φ(r) + 1 ⩽ φ(r + w) for all r ∈ [0, k − w]; (5) (τ, η) is a Galois connection between [0, wm − k] and [0, m]; (6) For any b ∈ [0, m], η(b) = max{h(t) | t ∈ X, μ(t) = b}.

Proof. Since g : Y −→ [0, m] is surjective and k ∈ f[Y ] by (1) of Lemma 3.1, φ and ψ are well defined. By (3) and (4) of Lemma 3.1, we have wm − k ∈ h[X], and hence τ and η are well defined. To finish the proof, we note that (1) and (5) follow from Lemma 2.2, (2) follows from (3.3), (3) follows from (3.1) and (3.4), (4) follows from (1), (3) and Proposition 2.1, and (6) follows from (5) of Lemma 3.1.

We are now ready to present and prove our first bridging theorem.

Theorem 3.1. (1) For any l ∈ [0, m], η(l) = ψ(m − l) + wl − k. (2) For any γ ∈ Z, define A_{(γ)} = {φ(u) | u ∈ [1, k], u ≡ γ + k (mod w)}, B_{(γ)} = {m + 1 − τ(v) | v ∈ [1, wm − k], v ≡ γ (mod w)}. Then, we have A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m].

Proof. Consider l ∈ [0, m]. Noticing that σ : X −→ Y is surjective, we conclude that {σ(t) | t ∈ X, μ(t) = l} = {u | u ∈ Y, g(u) = m − l}. Thus, by (2) and (6) of Proposition 3.1, we have η(l) = max{f(σ(t)) + wμ(t) − k | t ∈ X, μ(t) = l} = max{f(σ(t)) + wl − k | t ∈ X, μ(t) = l} = max{f(σ(t)) | t ∈ X, μ(t) = l} + wl − k = max{f(u) | u ∈ Y, g(u) = m − l} + wl − k = ψ(m − l) + wl − k, which completes the proof of (1). Now with (1) and (1), (3), (5) of Proposition 3.1, (2) immediately follows from Theorem 2.2.

Remark 3.1. To summarize, we start with the tuple (Y, m, g, w, k, f, X, σ), from which (μ, h) is determined as in (3.5) and (3.6). Then, with respect to (g, f) and (μ, h), we define two Galois connections (φ, ψ) and (τ, η) via (3.7)–(3.10), which leads to the Wei-type duality theorem as Theorem 3.1.

3.2 The second bridging theorem

In this subsection, we focus on a special case of Theorem 3.1, and we begin with the following definition.

Definition 3.1. Let (Y, ⋞) be a poset with the least element 0_Y and the greatest element π_Y , and let g : Y −→ N. Then, the tuple ((Y, ⋞), g) is said to be an abundance if the following three conditions hold: ∀ (x, y) ∈ Y × Y, x ⋞ y =⇒ g(x) ⩽ g(y); (3.11)

∀ u ∈ Y s.t. g(u) ⩽ g(π_Y ) − 1, ∃ v ∈ Y s.t. (u ⋞ v, g(v) = g(u) + 1); (3.12) ∀ v ∈ Y s.t. g(v) ⩾ 1, ∃ u ∈ Y s.t. (u ⋞ v, g(u) = g(v) − 1). (3.13) Remark 3.2. Definition 3.1 is inspired by [24. Proposition 1.1], where it is shown that any finite poset has an abundance of ideals, and we will dwell on this particular case in Section 4.

Now we fix the following notations:

• (Y, ⋞) is a poset with the least element 0_Y and the greatest element π_Y .

• g : Y −→ N such that ((Y, ⋞), g) is an abundance with g(π_Y ) = m.

• w ∈ Z^+, f : Y −→ Z such that f(0_Y ) = 0, f(π_Y ) = k ∈ N, and For any (x, y) ∈ Y × Y : x ⋞ y =⇒ 0 ⩽ f(y) − f(x) ⩽ w(g(y) − g(x)). • X is a set and σ : X −→ Y is a surjective map.

By Definition 3.1, it can be readily verified that g is a surjective map from Y to [0, m] with g(0_Y ) = 0. Furthermore, one can easily check that f is a map from Y to [0, k], and the conditions (3.1)–(3.4) hold true for g, w, k and f. Hence by now, we have the tuple (Y, m, g, w, k, f, X, σ) to which Theorem 3.1 can be applied. Therefore as a consequence of Theorem 3.1, we have proved our second bridging theorem, as detailed below.

Theorem 3.2. Define μ : X −→ [0, m] as μ(t) = m − g(σ(t)), h : X −→ Z as h(t) = f(σ(t))+wμ(t)−k. Furthermore, with respect to (g, f) and (μ, h), define φ, ψ, τ, η exactly in the way as in (3.7)–(3.10). Then, it holds that: (1) For any l ∈ [0, m], η(l) = ψ(m − l) + wl − k;

(2) For any γ ∈ Z, define A_{(γ)} = {φ(u) | u ∈ [1, k], u ≡ γ + k (mod w)}, B_{(γ)} = {m + 1 − τ(v) | v ∈ [1, wm − k], v ≡ γ (mod w)}. Then, we have A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m].

As an application of Theorem 3.2, in the following example, we derive a Wei-type duality theorem for the q-analogue of a matroid (q-matroid). We consider q-matroids defined over an arbitrary complemented modular lattice of finite length (see [26, Section 10], [12, Definitions 4.4 and 4.13]), which include both matroids and q-matroids defined over finite dimensional vector spaces over a field as special cases.

Example 3.1. Let (Y, ∧, ∨, ⋞) be a complemented modular lattice of finite length with the least element 0_Y and the greatest element π_Y . For any v ∈ Y , let len (v) denote the largest cardinality of a chain in (Y, ⋞) containing v as its greatest element. Apparently, len is a map from Y to N, and furthermore, it is straightforward to verify that ((Y, ⋞), len ) is an abundance. We let m = len (π_Y ).

Let ρ : Y −→ Z such that ((Y, ⋞), ρ) is a q-matroid, i.e., the following three conditions hold:

(1) For any v ∈ Y , 0 ⩽ ρ(v) ⩽ len (v);

(2) For any (x, y) ∈ Y × Y with x ⋞ y, it holds that ρ(x) ⩽ ρ(y); (3) For any (x, y) ∈ Y × Y , ρ(x ∧ y) + ρ(x ∨ y) ⩽ ρ(x) + ρ(y).

(1)–(3) imply that ρ(0_Y ) = 0, and for any (x, y) ∈ Y × Y with x ⋞ y, it holds true that 0 ⩽ ρ(y) − ρ(x) ⩽ len (y) − len (x). We let k = ρ(π_Y ).

Now let σ : Y −→ Y be any bijective map such that ∀ (x, y) ∈ Y × Y, σ(x) ⋞ σ(y) ⇐⇒ y ⋞ x. (3.14) By (3.14), we deduce that len (v) = m − len (σ(v)) for all v ∈ Y . Define θ : Y −→ Z as θ(v) = ρ(σ(v)) + len (v) − k. It can be readily verified that ((Y, ⋞), θ) is a q-matroid, which we will refer to as the dual q-matroid of ((Y, ⋞), ρ) with respect to σ (c.f. [26, Definition 7.1]).

Now with respect to (len , ρ) and (len , θ), we define φ : [0, k] −→ [0, m], ψ : [0, m] −→ [0, k], τ : [0, m − k] −→ [0, m] and η : [0, m] −→ [0, m − k] as φ(a) = min{len (u) | u ∈ Y, a ⩽ ρ(u)}, ψ(b) = max{ρ(u) | u ∈ Y, len (u) ⩽ b}, τ(a) = min{len (u) | u ∈ Y, a ⩽ θ(u)}, η(b) = max{θ(u) | u ∈ Y, len (u) ⩽ b}. By Theorem 3.2, we conclude that η(l) = ψ(m − l) + l − k for all l ∈ [0, m]. Furthermore, {φ(u) | u ∈ [1, k]} and {m + 1 − τ(v) | v ∈ [1, m − k]} form a partition of [1, m]. The latter result may be regarded as the Wei-type duality theorem for q-matroids, which also generalizes the Wei-type duality theorems for matroids [6, Theorem 1], for sum-matroids [35, Theorem 12] and for sum-rank metric codes [30, Theorem 2].

4 Wei-type duality theorems for w-demi-matroids

We begin with a brief overview of the notion of demi-matroids. Demimatroids are first introduced by Britz, Johnsen, Mayhew and Shiromoto in

[6] as a natural generalization of matroids (see [33]). In [6], two fundamental Wei-type duality theorems for demi-matroids are established. Later in [5], Britz, Johnsen and Martin show that demi-matroids naturally arise from code flags of linear codes over division rings. Furthermore, it has been proven that the correspondence between a code flag and its dual is represented by demi-matroid duality in a natural way, and generalized weights and profiles of code flags can be recast as those of their associated demi-matroids (see [5, Sections II, III] for more details). In this section, we prove two Weitype duality theorems for w-demi-matroids, a notion which generalizes the notion of demi-matroids. And in Sections 6, we will show that similar to the demi-matroid case, w-demi-matroids arise naturally from code flags over modules.

Throughout this section, we let E be a finite set with |E| = m.

Definition 4.1. For any f : 2^E −→ Z and w ∈ Z^+, (E, f) is said to be a w-demi-matroid if the following two conditions hold: (1) f(∅) = 0; (2) For any A, B ⊆ E with A ⊆ B, 0 ⩽ f(B) − f(A) ⩽ w(|B| − |A|). Remark 4.1. The notion of a w-demi-matroid generalizes that of the well known demi-matroid [5, 6] as a demi-matroid is a de facto 1-demi-matroid.

The proof of the following proposition is straightforward and thus omitted.

Proposition 4.1. For w ∈ Z^+ and a w-demi-matroid (E, f), define h : 2^E −→ Z as h(A) = f(E − A) + w|A| − f(E). Then, (E, h) is a w-demi-matroid with h(E) = wm − f(E). Furthermore, for any A ⊆ E, it holds that f(A) = h(E − A) + w|A| − h(E).

Remark 4.2. Similar to the demi-matroid case ([5, 6, 29]), (E, h) defined in Proposition 4.1 can be regarded as the dual w-demi-matroid of (E, f). Proposition 4.1 implies that (E, f) is also the dual w-demi-matroid of (E, h); in other words, the dual operation for w-demi-matroid is an involution (see [6, Page 5]).

Now we proceed to define generalized weights and profiles for a w-demi-matroid. First of all, we consider a special case of Definition 3.1. For C ⊆ 2^E such that ∅, E ∈ C, we define g : C −→ N as g(A) = |A|. Then, by Definition 3.1, ((C, ⊆), g) is an abundance if and only if the following two conditions hold:

(1) For any A ∈ C with A ⫋ E, there exists B ∈ C such that A ⊆ B, |B| = |A| + 1; (2) For any B ∈ C with B ≠ ∅, there exists A ∈ C such that A ⊆ B, |A| = |B| − 1. For convenience, throughout this section, we will simply say that C is an abundance if ((C, ⊆), g) is an abundance. Now consider D ⊆ 2^E defined as D = {E − A | A ∈ C}. Then, it is straightforward to verify that ∅, E ∈ D. Furthermore, C is an abundance if and only if D is an abundance.

Now we define generalized weights and profiles for w-demi-matroids. Throughout the rest of this section, we let w be a fixed positive integer.

Definition 4.2. Let (E, f) be a w-demi-matroid with k = f(E), and let C ⊆ 2^E such that ∅, E ∈ C, C is an abundance. Then, for any a ∈ [0, k], the a-th generalized weight of (f, C), denoted by d_a(f, C), is defined as d_a(f, C) = min{|B| | B ∈ C, a ⩽ f(B)}, and for any b ∈ [0, m], the b-th profile of (f, C), denoted by K_b(f, C), is defined as K_b(f, C) = max{f(B) | B ∈ C, |B| = b}. Now we state and prove our first Wei-type duality theorem for w-demi-matroids.

Theorem 4.1. Let (E, f) be a w-demi-matroid with k = f(E), and define h : 2^E −→ Z as h(B) = f(E − B) + w|B| − k. Furthermore, let C ⊆ 2^E such that ∅, E ∈ C, C is an abundance, and let D = {E − A | A ∈ C}. Then, it holds that:

(1) For any l ∈ [0, m], K_l(h, D) = K_{m−l}(f, C) + wl − k;

(2) For any γ ∈ Z, let A_{(γ)} = {d_u(f, C) | u ∈ [1, k], u ≡ γ + k (mod w)}, B_{(γ)} = {m + 1 − d_v(h, D) | v ∈ [1, wm − k], v ≡ γ (mod w)}. Then, we have A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m].

Proof. Define g : C −→ Z as g(A) = |A|. Then, ((C, ⊆), g) is an abundance with g(E) = m. Consider f |_C : C −→ Z. Then, we have f |_C (E) = f(E) = k. Furthermore, since (E, f) is a w-demi-matroid, by Definition 4.1, f |_C satisfies the following two conditions: (i) f |_C (∅) = 0; (ii) For any A, B ∈ C with A ⊆ B, 0 ⩽ f |_C (B)−f |_C (A) ⩽ w(g(B)−g(A)). Define σ : D −→ C as σ(B) = E − B. Obviously, σ is a bijective map from

D to C. Now, define μ : D −→ Z as μ(B) = m − g(σ(B)), and consider h |_D: D −→ Z. Then, for any B ∈ D, it can be readily verified that μ(B) = |B| and h |_D (B) = f |_C (σ(B)) + w · μ(B) − k. Now, with respect to (g, f |_C ) and (μ, h |_D), we define φ, ψ, τ, η exactly in the way as in (3.7)–(3.10). Then, by Definition 4.2, for any a ∈ [0, k], b ∈ [0, m], we have φ(a) = d_a(f, C), ψ(b) = K_b(f, C). Similarly, for any a ∈ [0, wm − k], b ∈ [0, m], it holds that τ(a) = d_a(h, D), η(b) = K_b(h, D). Therefore, an application of Theorem 3.2 immediately leads to the desired result.

From now on, we focus our attention to posets over E, and we begin with some notations. For a poset P = (E, ≼_P), recall that for any B ⊆ E, B is referred to as an ideal of P if for any v ∈ B and u ∈ E, u ≼_P v implies u ∈ B. We let I(P) denote the set of all the ideals of P. Furthermore, the dual poset of P, denoted by P = (E, ≼_P), is defined as u ≼_P v ⇐⇒ v ≼_P u for all (u, v) ∈ E × E. The relation between posets over E and the aforementioned notion of abundance is detailed in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.2. (1) Let P = (E, ≼_P) be a poset. Then ∅, E ∈ I(P), I(P) is an abundance, and for any I, J ∈ I(P), we have I ∩ J ∈ I(P), I ∪ J ∈ I(P). (2) Let C ⊆ 2^E such that ∅, E ∈ C, C is an abundance, and for any I, J ∈ C, it holds that I ∩ J ∈ C, I ∪ J ∈ C. Then, there exists a poset Q = (E, ≼_Q) such that C = I(Q). (3) Suppose that E = {1, 2, 3} and C = {∅, {1}, {2}, {1, 3}, {2, 3}, {1, 2, 3}}. Then, we have ∅, E ∈ C, and C is an abundance. Furthermore, for any poset P = (E, ≼_P), we have C ≠ I(P).

Proof. (1) By [32, Proposition 7] or [24, Proposition 1.1], we deduce that I(P) is an abundance. Now the rest is well-known and is also straightforward to verify.

(2) Since E ∈ C and I ∩ J ∈ C for all I, J ∈ C, for any e ∈ E, there uniquely exists H_{(e)} ∈ C such that e ∈ H_{(e)}, and For any B ∈ C, e ∈ B ⇐⇒ H_{(e)} ⊆ B. Now define the relation ≼ on E such that u ≼ v ⇐⇒ H_{(u)} ⊆ H_{(v)} for all u, v ∈ E.

Since C is an abundance, it is routine to check that ≼ is indeed a partial order. Furthermore, by I ∪ J ∈ C for all I, J ∈ C, one can check that C = I(E, ≼). We omit the details of the verification.

(3) It can be readily verified that ∅, E ∈ C and C is an abundance. Noticing that {1}∪{2} = {1, 2} ∉ C, by (1), we conclude that C ≠ I(P) for any poset P = (E, ≼_P).

Based on Proposition 4.2, as a special case of Definition 4.2, we give the following Definition.

Definition 4.3. Let (E, f) be a w-demi-matroid with k = f(E), and suppose that P = (E, ≼_P) is a poset. Then, for any a ∈ [0, k], the a-th generalized weight of (f, P), denoted by d_a(f, P), is defined as d_a(f, P) = d_a(f, I(P)) = min{|B| | B ∈ I(P), a ⩽ f(B)}, and for any b ∈ [0, m], the b-th profile of (f, P), denoted by K_b(f, P), is defined as K_b(f, P) = K_b(f, I(P)) = max{f(B) | B ∈ I(P), |B| = b}. Remark 4.3. Let P = (E, ≼_P) be a poset, and for any B ⊆ E, let ⟨B⟩_P = {u | u ∈ E, ∃ v ∈ B s.t. u ≼_P v} denote the ideal generated by B. Then, for any a ∈ [0, k], d_a(f, P) can be alternatively defined as min{|⟨B⟩_P| | B ⊆ E, a ⩽ f(B)}, and for any b ∈ [0, m], K_b(f, P) can be alternatively defined as max{f(B) | B ⊆ E, |⟨B⟩_P| ⩽ b}. Now we state and prove our second Wei-type duality theorem for wdemi-matroids.

Theorem 4.2. Let (E, f) be a w-demi-matroid with k = f(E), and define h : 2^E −→ Z as h(B) = f(E − B) + w|B| − k. Then, for any poset P = (E, ≼_P), we have:

(1) For any l ∈ [0, m], K_l(h, P) = K_{m−l}(f, P) + wl − k; (2) For any γ ∈ Z, let A_{(γ)} = {d_u(f, P) | u ∈ [1, k], u ≡ γ + k (mod w)}, B_{(γ)} = {m + 1 − d_v(h, P) | v ∈ [1, wm − k], v ≡ γ (mod w)}. Then, we have A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m].

Proof. Let P = (E, ≼_P) be a poset. Then, by [24, Lemma 1.2], we deduce that I(P) = {E − B | B ∈ I(P)}. Now the result immediately follows from Definition 4.3 and Theorem 4.1.

Remark 4.4. As in Theorem 4.2, with w set to be 1, we recover the Weitype duality theorem for demi-matroids [6, Theorem 6]. If we let ≼_P be the trivial (anti-chain) partial order on E, then Theorem 4.2 becomes an analogue of the Wei-type duality theorem for (q, m)-demi-polymatroids [7, Theorem 4].

5 Wei-type duality theorems for w-demi-polymatroids

As combinatorial notions arising naturally from rank metric codes, (q, m)-polymatroids have been independently introduced by Shiromoto in [38] and by Gorla, Jurrius, lópez and Ravagnani in [21], which have been further generalized to the notion of (q, m)-demi-polymatroids by Britz, Mammomiti and Shiromotoin [7], and by Ghorpade and Johnsen in [18]. (q, m)- demi-polymatroids defined over vector spaces over a field have been studied extensively in [7] and [18], and in both papers, Wei-type duality theorems for (q, m)-demi-polymatroids have been established. In this section, we propose and study w-demi-polymatroids defined over modules with a composition series, and prove the corresponding Wei-type duality theorems. And in Section 6, we will show that w-demi-polymatroids arise naturally from codes over modules.

Throughout this section, we let R and S be rings, which are always assumed to be associative with multiplicative identity. Recall that for any left R-module M, M is said to be simple if M ≠ {0} and M has no left R-submodules other than {0} and M. A composition series of M is a chain of left R-submodules {0} = L_0 ⊆ L_1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ L_{t−1} ⊆ L_t = M, where t ∈ N and L_i/L_{i−1} is a simple left R-module for all i ∈ [1, t] (see, e.g., [1, Chapter 3], [11, Section 13], [39, Section 4]). For any left R-module M, P(M) will denote the set of all the left R-submodules of M. We note that all the above notions parallelly apply to right S-modules.

Now we present a notion that is a slight modified version of [39, Section 4, Paragraph 4]. Let Ω be a nonempty collection of simple left R-modules. For any left R-module M with a composition series {0} = L_0 ⊆ L_1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ L_t = M, we define ρ_Ω(M) ∈ N as ρ_Ω(M) = |{i | i ∈ [1, t], ∃ W ∈ Ω s.t. L_i/L_{i−1} ∼= W as left R-modules}|. (5.1)

Similarly, let Δ be a nonempty collection of simple right S-modules. For any right S-module N with a composition series {0} = H_0 ⊆ H_1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ H_{p−1} ⊆ H_p = N, we define λ_Δ(N) ∈ N as

λ_Δ(N) = |{i | i ∈ [1, p], ∃ Z ∈ Δ s.t. H_i/H_{i−1} ∼= Z as right S-modules}|. (5.2)

By the Jordan-Hölder theorem (see [11, Theorem 13.7]), both ρ_Ω(M) and λ_Δ(N) are independent of the choice of the composition series, and hence well-defined. We will show in Section 5.2 that ρ_Ω and λ_Δ are closely related in suitable settings, which will lead to Wei-type duality theorems.

Remark 5.1. If R is a field, which implies that the only simple left R-module up to isomorphism is_RR, then for any finite dimensional vector space M over R, we have ρ_Ω(M) = dim_R(M). Therefore the notion ρ_Ω naturally extends the dimension function of vector spaces over a field. More generally, let R be an arbitrary ring, as long as Ω contains all the simple left R-modules up to isomorphism, ρ_Ω(M) then becomes the length of a composition series of M. We note that similar properties hold for λ_Δ in a parallel fashion.

5.1 Generalized weights and profiles of w-demi-polymatroids

In this subsection, we will focus on left R-modules, and all the discussions remain valid for right S-modules parallelly. Throughout, we let Ω be a nonempty collection of simple left R-modules, and let M be a left R-module with a composition series.

As detailed in the following Lemma, which is a consequence of [39, Proposition 4.1], ρ_Ω maintains some basic properties of the dimension function of vector spaces.

Lemma 5.1. (1) Define g : P(M) −→ N as g(V ) = ρ_Ω(V ). Then, ((P(M), ⊆), g) is an abundance.

(2) For any U, V ∈ P(M) with U ⊆ V , ρ_Ω(V ) = ρ_Ω(U) + ρ_Ω(V/U). (3) For any X, Y ∈ P(M), ρ_Ω(X + Y ) + ρ_Ω(X ∩ Y ) = ρ_Ω(X) + ρ_Ω(Y ). (4) For s ∈ Z^+, (L_{(1)}, . . . , L_{(s)}) ∈ P(M)^s with L_{(s)} ⊆ · · · ⊆ L_{(1)}, and X, Y ∈ P(M) with X ⊆ Y , it holds that 0 ⩽ (∑_s i=1(−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(L_{(i)} ∩ Y ) ) − (∑_s i=1(−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(L_{(i)} ∩ X) ) ⩽ ρ_Ω(Y ) − ρ_Ω(X).

Now we define w-demi-polymatroids over modules.

Definition 5.1. For any f : P(M) −→ Z and w ∈ Z^+, (M, f, Ω) is said to be a w-demi-polymatroid if the following two conditions hold: (1) f({0}) = 0;

(2) For any X, Y ∈ P(M) with X ⊆ Y , 0 ⩽ f(Y )−f(X) ⩽ w(ρ_Ω(Y )−ρ_Ω(X)).

We note that if R is field in Definition 5.1, then ρ_Ω = dim_R by Remark 5.1, and we recover the definition of (q, m)-demi-polymatroids defined over vector spaces (see [18, Definition 1], [7, Section 3]).

Now we define generalized weights and profiles for w-demi-polymatroids.

Definition 5.2. Let f : P(M) −→ Z and w ∈ Z^+ such that (M, f, Ω) is a w-demi-polymatroid with f(M) = k, and let Φ ⊆ P(M) such that {0}, M ∈ Φ and ((Φ, ⊆), (ρ_Ω) |_Φ) is an abundance. For any a ∈ [0, k], the a-th generalized weight of ((M, f, Ω), Φ), denoted by d_a((M, f, Ω), Φ), is defined as

d_a((M, f, Ω), Φ) = min{ρ_Ω(W ) | W ∈ Φ, a ⩽ f(W )},

and for any b ∈ [0, ρ_Ω(M)], the b-th profile of ((M, f, Ω), Φ), denoted by K_b((M, f, Ω), Φ), is defined as

K_b((M, f, Ω), Φ) = max{f(W ) | W ∈ Φ, ρ_Ω(W ) = b}.

Adopting the notations in Definition 5.2, an application of Proposition 3.1 yields the following corollary.

Corollary 5.1. (1) Define φ : [0, k] −→ [0, ρ_Ω(M)] as

φ(a) = d_a((M, f, Ω), Φ),

and define ψ : [0, ρ_Ω(M)] −→ [0, k] as

ψ(b) = K_b((M, f, Ω), Φ).

Then, (φ, ψ) is a Galois connection between [0, k] and [0, ρ_Ω(M)]. (2) K_0((M, f, Ω), Φ) = 0.

(3) K_l((M, f, Ω), Φ) − K_{l−1}((M, f, Ω), Φ) ⩽ w for all l ∈ [1, ρ_Ω(M)]. (4) d_r((M, f, Ω), Φ) + 1 ⩽ d_{r+w}((M, f, Ω), Φ) for all r ∈ [0, k − w].

5.2 Wei-type duality theorems

A necessary step for establishing Wei-type duality theorems for w-demi-polymatroids is to extend the notion of dual space of vector space over a field. To this end, we will use non-degenerated bilinear maps defined for modules (see [1, Theorem 30.1] and [11, Theorem 58.8]). We begin with the following definition, where we follow [1, Chapter 6, Section 24].

Definition 5.3. Let M be a left R-module, N be a right S-module, and U be an R-S bimodule. Fix ϖ : M × N −→ U. Then, ϖ is said to be a bilinear map if for any a, b ∈ M, c, d ∈ N, r ∈ R, s ∈ S, it holds that (1) ϖ(a + b, c) = ϖ(a, c) + ϖ(b, c); (2) ϖ(a, c + d) = ϖ(a, c) + ϖ(a, d); (3) ϖ(ra, cs) = rϖ(a, c)s. Assume in addition that ϖ is a bilinear map. Then, for any C ⊆ M, the right annihilator of C with respect to ϖ, denoted by C^⊥, is defined as C^⊥ = {y | y ∈ N, ϖ(x, y) = 0 for all x ∈ C} , (5.3) and for any D ⊆ N, the left annihilator of D with respect to ϖ, denoted by ⊥D, is defined as ⊥D = {x | x ∈ M, ϖ(x, y) = 0 for all y ∈ D} . (5.4) Finally, ϖ is said to be non-degenerated if M^⊥ = {0},^⊥N = {0}.

Throughout the rest of this subsection, we fix the following notations: • M is a left R-module with a composition series, and N is a right S-module.

• U is an R-S bimodule satisfying the following two conditions:

For any simple left R-module X, Hom R(X, U) is a simple right S-module; (5.5) For any simple right S-module Y , Hom S (Y, U) is a simple left R-module. (5.6)

• ϖ : M × N −→ U is a non-degenerated bilinear map. As a consequence of [1, Theorem 30.1] or [39, Equations (45) and (47)], the right S-module N has a composition series. Furthermore, for any C ∈ P(M), D ∈ P(N), it holds that ⊥(C^⊥) = C, (^⊥D)^⊥ = D. (5.7) From now on, the following two notations are also fixed: • Ω is a nonempty collection of simple left R-modules. • Δ = {Hom_R(X, U) | X ∈ Ω}.

By (5.5), Δ is a collection of simple right S-modules. Furthermore, as a consequence of [1, Theorem 30.1], ρ_Ω and λ_Δ is connected by the following equation:

λ_Δ(D) = ρ_Ω(M) − ρ_Ω(^⊥D) for all D ∈ P(N). (5.8)

Now we are ready to state and prove Wei-type duality theorems for w-demi-polymatroids. Fix f : P(M) −→ Z and w ∈ Z^+ such that (M, f, Ω) is a w-demi-polymatroid with f(M) = k, and define h : P(N) −→ Z as

h(D) = f(^⊥D) + w · λ_Δ(D) − k.

By (5.7) and (5.8), (N, h, Δ) is indeed a w-demi-polymatroid with h(N) = w · ρ_Ω(M) − k. Furthermore, for any C ∈ P(M), it holds that

f(C) = h(C^⊥) + w · ρ_Ω(C) − h(N).

Similar to the w-demi-matroid case Proposition 4.1, (N, h, Δ) can be regarded as the dual w-demi-polymatroid of (M, f, Ω).

We also fix Φ ⊆ P(M) such that {0}, M ∈ Φ, ((Φ, ⊆), (ρ_Ω) |_Φ) is an abundance, and define Θ ⊆ P(N) as Θ = {X^⊥ | X ∈ Φ}. By (5.7) and (5.8), we deduce that {0}, N ∈ Θ, and ((Θ, ⊆), (λ_Δ) |_Θ) is an abundance. Furthermore, we have the following Wei-type duality theorem for ((M, f, Ω), Φ) and ((N, h, Δ), Θ).

Theorem 5.1. (1) For any l ∈ [0, ρ_Ω(M)], K_l((N, h, Δ), Θ) = K_{ρΩ(M)−l}((M, f, Ω), Φ) + wl − k. (2) For any γ ∈ Z, define the sets A_{(γ)} and B_{(γ)} as A_{(γ)} = {d_a((M, f, Ω), Φ) | a ∈ [1, k], a ≡ γ + k (mod w)}, B_{(γ)} = {ρ_Ω(M)+1−d_c((N, h, Δ), Θ) | c ∈ [1, w·ρ_Ω(M)−k], c ≡ γ ( mod w)}. Then, for any γ ∈ Z, we have A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, ρ_Ω(M)].

Proof. Let g = (ρ_Ω) |_Φ. Then, ((Φ, ⊆), g) is an abundance with g(M) = ρ_Ω(M). Consider f |_Φ: Φ −→ Z. Then, we have f |_Φ (M) = f(M) = k. Furthermore, since (M, f, Ω) is a w-demi-polymatroid, by Definition 5.1, f |_Φ satisfies the following two conditions: (i) f |_Φ ({0}) = 0;

(ii) For any X, Y ∈ Φ with X ⊆ Y , 0 ⩽ f |_Φ (Y )−f |_Φ (X) ⩽ w(g(Y )−g(X)). Moreover, by (5.7), there uniquely exists a bijective map σ : Θ −→ Φ such that σ(D) =^⊥D for any D ∈ Θ. Now, define μ : Θ −→ [0, ρ_Ω(M)] as μ(D) = ρ_Ω(M) − g(σ(D)), and consider h |_Θ: Θ −→ Z. Then, by (5.8), for any D ∈ Θ, it can be readily verified that

μ(D) = λ_Δ(D) and h |_Θ (D) = f |_Φ (σ(D)) + w · μ(D) − k.

Now, with respect to (g, f |_Φ) and (μ, h |_Θ), we define φ, ψ, τ, η exactly in the way as in (3.7)–(3.10). Then, by Definition 5.2, for any a ∈ [0, k], b ∈ [0, ρ_Ω(M)], we have φ(a) = d_a((M, f, Ω), Φ), ψ(b) = K_b((M, f, Ω), Φ). Similarly, for any c ∈ [0, w · ρ_Ω(M) − k], b ∈ [0, ρ_Ω(M)], it holds true that τ(c) = d_c((N, h, Δ), Θ), η(b) = K_b((N, h, Δ), Θ). Therefore, an application of Theorem 3.2 immediately leads to the desired result.

We end this section with the following remark, where we use Theorem 5.1 to recover the Wei-type duality theorems for (q, m)-demi-polymatroids defined over vector spaces.

Remark 5.2. Let F be a field, E a nonempty finite set. Set R = S = U = F, M = N = F^E . Furthermore, let ϖ = ⟨ , ⟩ denote the standard inner product on F^E , i.e., ϖ(α, β) = ⟨α, β⟩ = ∑ e∈E α_{(e)} · β_{(e)} for all α, β ∈ F^E ,

and let Φ = P(M). Then, Theorem 5.1 coincides with the Wei-type duality theorems for (q, m)-demi-polymatroids established in [7, Theorem 4] and [18, Theorem 17].

6 Generalized weights and profiles of codes with various metrics

In this section, we will consider codes defined over modules [39, 41] and treat their generalized weights and profiles with respect to poset metric, Gabidulin-Roth rank metric and Delsarte rank metric under the same ambient space. It turns out that given a code, each of the aforementioned metrics gives rise to an associated w-demi-matroid or w-demi-polymatroid, and the generalized weights/profiles of the code can be redefined as those of the associated w-demi-matroid or w-demi-polymatroid. The aforementioned approach was first introduced in [5, 6] for linear codes over division rings, and was then extended to Gabidulin-Roth and Delsate rank metric codes in

[7, 18, 21, 26, 38]. Our presentation will be in terms of left modules, which can be readily translated to one in terms of right modules. Throughout this section, we fix the following notations:

• R is a ring, and M is a left R-module with a composition series. • E is nonempty finite set with |E| = m.

• P(M) and P(M^E ) are the sets of all the left R-submodules of M and of M^E, respectively. Any left R-submodule of M^E will be referred to as a code.

• For any J ⊆ E, the code δ(J) is defined as δ(J) = {α | α ∈ M^E s.t. ∀ i ∈ E − J, α_{(i)} = 0}. (6.1) Rather than a single code, We will treat a family of codes, and hence the following notations are also introduced:

• I is a nonempty set, and (u(l) | l ∈ I) is a family of positive integers. • C = (C(l, j) | l ∈ I, j ∈ [1, u(l)]) is a family of codes such that C(l, u(l)) ⊆ C(l, u(l) − 1) ⊆ · · · ⊆ C(l, 1) for all l ∈ I. (6.2) • Ω is a nonempty collection of simple left R-modules with w ≜ ρ_Ω(M) ⩾ 1. • k ∈ N is defined as k = max {∑_{u(l)} i=1 (−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(C(l, i)) | l ∈ I } . We note that in terms of code flags ([5, 18]), (6.2) says that for any l ∈ I, (C(l, 1), . . . , C(l, u(l))) is a code flag. By Lemma 5.1, we also have ρ_Ω(M^E ) = wm and k ∈ [0, wm].

6.1 Demi-matroids and demi-polymatroids arising from C First of all, we define f_0 : P(M^E ) −→ Z as

f_0(L) = max {∑_{u(l)} i=1 (−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(C(l, i) ∩ L) | l ∈ I } . (6.3)

Next, we define f_1 : 2^E −→ Z as

f_1(J) = f_0(δ(J)) = max {∑_{u(l)} i=1 (−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(C(l, i) ∩ δ(J)) | l ∈ I } . (6.4)

Finally, we define f_2 : P(M) −→ Z as

f_2(W ) = f_0(W^E) = max {∑_{u(l)} i=1(−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(C(l, i) ∩ W^E) | l ∈ I } . (6.5)

With the help of Lemma 5.1, we derive the following proposition via some straightforward computation.

Proposition 6.1. (1) (M^E , f_0, Ω) is a 1-demi-polymatroid with f_0(M^E ) = k. (2) (E, f_1) is a w-demi-matroid with f_1(E) = k. (3) (M, f_2, Ω) is an m-demi-polymatroid with f_2(M) = k.

Each demi-matroid/demi-polymatroid in Proposition 6.1 leads to a corresponding generalized weight/profile of C, as detailed in the following definition.

Definition 6.1. (1) Let Φ ⊆ P(M^E ) such that {0} ∈ Φ, M^E ∈ Φ and ((Φ, ⊆), (ρ_Ω) |_Φ) is an abundance. For any a ∈ [0, k], the a-th Gabidulin- Roth generalized rank weight of (C, Ω, Φ), denoted by d^G_a(C, Ω, Φ), is defined as

d^G_a(C, Ω, Φ) = d_a((M^E , f_0, Ω), Φ),

and for any b ∈ [0, wm], the b-th Gabidulin-Roth profile of (C, Ω, Φ), denoted by K^G_b(C, Ω, Φ), is defined as

K^G_b(C, Ω, Φ) = K_b((M^E , f_0, Ω), Φ).

(2) (M^E , f_0, Ω) is said to be the 1-demi-polymatroid associated to (C, Ω) with respect to Gabidulin-Roth rank metric.

(3) Consider a poset P = (E, ≼_P). For any a ∈ [0, k], the a-th generalized weight of (C, Ω, P), denoted by d_a(C, Ω, P), is defined as

d_a(C, Ω, P) = d_a(f_1, P),

and for any b ∈ [0, m], the b-th profile of (C, Ω, P), denoted by K_b(C, Ω, P), is defined as K_b(C, Ω, P) = K_b(f_1, P).

(4) (E, f_1) is said to be the w-demi-matroid associated to (C, Ω) with respect to poset metric.

(5) Let Φ ⊆ P(M) such that {0} ∈ Φ, M ∈ Φ and ((Φ, ⊆), (ρ_Ω) |_Φ) is an abundance. For any a ∈ [0, k], the a-th Delsarte generalized rank weight of (C, Ω, Φ), denoted by d^R_a(C, Ω, Φ), is defined as

d^R_a(C, Ω, Φ) = d_a((M, f_2, Ω), Φ),

and for any b ∈ [0, w], the b-th Delsarte profile of (C, Ω, Φ), denoted by K^R_b(C, Ω, Φ), is defined as

K^R_b(C, Ω, Φ) = K_b((M, f_2, Ω), Φ).

(6) (M, f_2, Ω) is said to be the m-demi-polymatroid associated to (C, Ω) with respect to Delsarte rank metric.

Adopting the notations in Definition 6.1, in the following remark, we show how Definition 6.1 recovers some known generalized weights/profiles of codes endowed with Gabidulin-Roth rank metric, poset metric and Delsarte rank metric.

Remark 6.1. (1) Following (1) of Definition 6.1, we let F be a finite field. Suppose that R is a finite field extension of F and M = R. Then, any code V ⊆ R^E is a de facto Gabidulin-Roth rank metric code (see [7, 15]). We now let Φ ⊆ P(R^E ) denote the following collection of codes:

Φ = {V | V is spanned by V ∩ F^E as an R-vector space}. (6.6)

Assume that C is a code flag consists of two codes C_1 and C_2 with C_2 ⊆ C_1. Then, it is straightforward to verify that for any a ∈ [0, k], d^G_a(C, Ω, Φ) is equal to

min {dim_R(L) | L ∈ Φ, dim_R(C_1 ∩ L) − dim_R(C_2 ∩ L) = a} ,

and for any b ∈ [0, m], K^G_b(C, Ω, Φ) is equal to

max{dim_R(C_1 ∩ L) − dim_R(C_2 ∩ L) | L ∈ Φ, dim_R(L) = b},

and so d^G_a(C, Ω, Φ) and K^G_b(C, Ω, Φ) coincide with the notions of relative generalized rank weights and relative dimension/intersection profiles of Gabidulin-Roth rank metric codes, respectively (see [27, Definitions 4 and 5] and [15]).

(2) Consider a poset P = (E, ≼_P). First, we assume that C consists of one code, say, C ⊆ M^E . Then, it is straightforward to verify that for any r ∈ [0, k], we have d_r(C, Ω, P) = min{|⟨χ(D)⟩_P| | D ∈ P(M^E ), D ⊆ C, ρ_Ω(D) = r}, where for any D ⊆ M^E , χ(D) ⊆ E is defined as in (1.2) (with F replaced by M). Therefore, for the case that R is a field and M = R, Definition 6.1 coincides with the definition of generalized weights for a code with a poset metric ([9], [32]). Furthermore, with P set to be an anti-chain, Definition 6.1 coincides with the GHWs of C as in (1.1).

Now consider the case that C is a code flag (i.e., |I| = 1), R is a division ring, M = R and P is an anti-chain. Then, Definition 6.1 coincides with the generalized weights and profiles for a code flag ([5, Section III]); if we further assume that C is a code flag consists of two codes C_1 and C_2 with C_2 ⊆ C_1, Definition 6.1 then boils down to the relative generalized Hamming weight and relative dimension/length profile defined in [28]. (3) Assume that E = [1, m], R is a field and M = R^w. With each vector of M in its column form, we identify M^E with the set of all matrices over R with w rows and m columns. Then, a code C ⊆ M^E becomes a Delsarte rank metric code (see [20, Definition 1.1]). Moreover, we set Φ in Definition 6.2 as P(M).

First, we let w = m, I = {1, 2}, u(1) = u(2) = 1, and for a fixed code C, define C(1, 1) = C, C(2, 1) = {θ^T | θ ∈ C}. Then, Definition 6.1 coincides with Ravagnani’s definition for generalized rank weights of C, which is originally proposed by an optimal anticodes approach (see [36, Definition 23], [20, Remark 5.8]).

Second, we consider the case that C is a code flag. Then, Definition 6.1 becomes generalized rank weights of Delsarte rank metric code flags [18, Definition 46]. If the code flag consists of two codes, then Definition 6.1 becomes the relative generalized matrix weights and relative dimension/rank support profiles proposed in [31, Definitions 10 and 11]. If C consists of one code, say, C ⊆ M^E, then Definition 6.1 becomes the generalized matrix weight of C [31, Definitions 10], and moreover, as long as k ⩾ 1, d^R_1(C, Ω, P(M)) = min{rank (θ) | θ ∈ C, θ ≠ 0} is exactly the minimal rank distance of C (see [20, Definition 3.1]), where rank denotes the rank of a matrix.

7 Wei-type duality theorems for codes

In this section, we prove Wei-type duality theorems for codes with Gabidulin-Roth metric, poset metric, Delsarte rank metric and Generalized Hamming weight with respect to rank (see [23]). Throughout this section, we fix the following notations:

• R and S are rings, and U is an R-S bimodule satisfying (5.5) and (5.6).

• M is a left R-module with a composition series, and N is a right S-module.

• E is a nonempty finite set with |E| = m. Furthermore, any left Rsubmodule of M^E or right S-submodule of N^E will be referred to as a left linear code or a right linear code, respectively.

• ϖ : M × N −→ U is a non-degenerated bilinear map.

• ⟨ , ⟩ : M^E × N^E −→ U is the non-degenerated bilinear map defined as ⟨α, β⟩ = ∑ e∈E ϖ(α_{(e)}, β_{(e)}). • Ω is a nonempty collection of simple left R-modules with w ≜ ρ_Ω(M) ⩾ 1.

• Δ is the collection of simple right S-modules defined as Δ = {Hom_R(X, U) | X ∈ Ω}. • I is a nonempty set, and (u(l) | l ∈ I) is a family of odd positive integers.

• C = (C(l, j) | l ∈ I, j ∈ [1, u(l)]) such that (C(l, 1), . . . , C(l, u(l))) is a left linear code flag for all l ∈ I.

• D = (D(l, j) | l ∈ I, j ∈ [1, u(l)]) is defined as

D(l, j) = C(l, u(l) + 1 − j)^⊥ for all l ∈ I, j ∈ [1, u(l)].

We further assume that there uniquely exists k ∈ [0, wm] such that ∑_{u(l)} i=1(−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(C(l, i)) = k for all l ∈ I. (7.1)

Naturally, D can be regarded as the dual of C. Furthermore, with the help of Lemma 5.1, (5.7) and (5.8), we derive the following lemma via some straightforward computation.

Lemma 7.1. For any l ∈ I, (D(l, 1), . . . , D(l, u(l))) is a right linear code flag with ∑_{u(l)} i=1(−1)^{i−1}λ_Δ(D(l, i)) = wm − k. Furthermore, for any l ∈ I and V ∈ P(N^E ), it holds that (∑_{u(l)} i=1 (−1)^{i−1}λ_Δ(D(l, i) ∩ V ) ) − (∑_{u(l)} i=1 (−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(C(l, i) ∩ (^⊥V )) ) = λ_Δ(V ) − k.

Remark 7.1. The assumption “u(l) is odd for all l ∈ I” is essential and cannot be removed, since otherwise Lemma 7.1 (which we heavily rely on) would fail to hold true (see [5, Theorem 10], [18, Proposition 32]).

We note that Ghorpade and Johnsen proposed an alternative approach to establish modified Wei-type duality theorems for Delsarte rank metric code flags of even length in [18, Theorem 33] (in particular, for relative generalized matrix weights; see [31]). Their approach, which is based on Wei-type duality theorems for code flags of odd length, can also be adapted to poset metric and Gabidulin-Roth rank metric (in particular, to relative generalized Hamming weights; see [28]).

7.1 Wei-type duality theorems for Gabidulin-Roth rank metric, poset metric and Delsarte rank metric

Throughout this subsection, we let (M^E , f_0, Ω) and (N^E , h_0, Δ) denote the associated 1-demi-polymatroids of (C, Ω) and of (D, Δ), respectively, both with respect to Gabidulin-Roth rank metric; and let (E, f_1) and (E, h_1) denote the associated w-demi-matroids of (C, Ω) and of (D, Δ), respectively, both with respect to poset metric; and let (M, f_2, Ω) and (N, h_2, Δ) denote the associated m-demi-polymatroids of (C, Ω) and of (D, Δ), respectively, both with respect to Delsarte rank metric.

Proposition 7.1. (1) For any V ∈ P(N^E ), h_0(V ) = f_0(^⊥V ) + λ_Δ(V ) − k. (2) For any J ⊆ E, h_1(J) = f_1(E − J) + w|J| − k. (3) For any L ∈ P(N), h_2(L) = f_2(^⊥L) + m · λ_Δ(L) − k.

Proof. (1) Let V ∈ P(N^E ). Then, by (6.3), we have

f_0(^⊥V ) = max {∑_{u(l)} i=1(−1)^{i−1}ρ_Ω(C(l, i) ∩ (^⊥V )) | l ∈ I } , h_0(V ) = max {∑_{u(l)} i=1(−1)^{i−1}λ_Δ(D(l, i) ∩ V ) | l ∈ I } , which, together with Lemma 7.1, immediately implies (1). (2) For any B ⊆ E, define δ(B) ⊆ M^E as in (6.1), and let ε(B) ⊆ N^E denote the set of all the codewords of N^E whose positions outside of B are zeros. For any J ⊆ E, by (1) and (6.4), we have

h_1(J) = h_0(ε(J)) = f_0(^⊥ε(J)) + λ_Δ(ε(J)) − k.

Noticing that^⊥ε(J) = δ(E − J), λ_Δ(N) = ρ_Ω(M) = w (by^⊥N = {0} and (5.8)) and λ_Δ(ε(J)) = λ_Δ(N) · |J| = w|J| (Lemma 5.1), we conclude that h_1(J) = f_0(δ(E − J)) + w|J| − k = f_1(E − J) + w|J| − k, proving (2).

(3) For any L ∈ P(N), by (1) and (6.5), we have

h_2(L) = h_0(L^E ) = f_0(^⊥(L^E)) + λ_Δ(L^E ) − k.

Since^⊥(L^E ) = (^⊥L)^E , we have f_0(^⊥(L^E )) = f_0((^⊥L)^E ) = f_2(^⊥L), which, together with λ_Δ(L^E ) = m · λ_Δ(L) (Lemma 5.1), immediately implies (3).

Combining Theorem 5.1, (1) of Definition 6.1 and (1) of Proposition 7.1, we have the following Wei-type duality theorem for Gabidulin-Roth rank metric.

Theorem 7.1. Fix Φ ⊆ P(M^E ) such that {0}, M^E ∈ Φ, ((Φ, ⊆), (ρ_Ω) |_Φ) is an abundance, and let Θ = {X^⊥ | X ∈ Φ}. Then, we have (1) For any b ∈ [0, wm], K^G_b(D, Δ, Θ) = K^G_{wm−b}(C, Ω, Φ) + b − k; (2) {d^G_a(C, Ω, Φ) | a ∈ [1, k]} and {wm+1−d^G_c(D, Δ, Θ) | c ∈ [1, wm−k]} form a partition of [1, wm].

Combining Theorem 4.2, (3) of Definition 6.1 and (2) of Proposition 7.1, we have the following Wei-type duality theorem for poset metric.

Theorem 7.2. Let P = (E, ≼_P) be a poset. Then, we have (1) For any b ∈ [0, m], K_b(D, Δ, P) = K_{m−b}(C, Ω, P) + wb − k; (2) For any γ ∈ Z, let A_{(γ)} = {d_a(C, Ω, P) | a ∈ [1, k], a ≡ γ+k ( mod w)}, B_{(γ)} = {m + 1 − d_c(D, Δ, P) | c ∈ [1, wm − k], c ≡ γ (mod w)}. Then, we have A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, m].

Combining Theorem 5.1, (5) of Definition 6.1 and (3) of Proposition 7.1, we have the following Wei-type duality theorem for Delsarte rank metric.

Theorem 7.3. Let Φ ⊆ P(M) such that {0}, M ∈ Φ, ((Φ, ⊆), (ρ_Ω) |_Φ) is an abundance, and let Θ = {X^⊥ | X ∈ Φ}. Then, we have (1) For any b ∈ [0, w], K^R_b(D, Δ, Θ) = K^R_{w−b}(C, Ω, Φ) + mb − k; (2) For any γ ∈ Z, let A_{(γ)} = {d^R_a(C, Ω, Φ) | a ∈ [1, k], a ≡ γ + k (mod m)}, B_{(γ)} = {w + 1 − d^R_c(D, Δ, Θ) | c ∈ [1, wm − k], c ≡ γ (mod m)}. Then, we have A_{(γ)} ∩ B_{(γ)} = ∅, A_{(γ)} ∪ B_{(γ)} = [1, w].

In the following remark, we show how Theorems 7.1-7.3 recover some known Wei-type duality theorems for codes.

Remark 7.2. (1) Let F be a finite field. Suppose that R is a finite field extension of F, and set U = M = N = R = S. Let ϖ denote the multiplication within R. Then, ⟨ , ⟩ becomes the standard inner product of R^E . Now define Φ ⊆ P(R^E ) as in (6.6). By [15, Lemma III.1], we have {V^⊥ | V ∈ Φ} = Φ. Hence, Theorem 7.1 recover [15, Theorem I.3] for Gabidulin-Roth rank metric codes.

(2) Let R be a quasi-Frobenius ring (see [1, 11, 39, 41]), U = M = N = S = R, and ϖ be multiplication within R. Then, ⟨ , ⟩ becomes the standard inner product of R^E. We note that by [11, Theorem 58.6], U satisfies (5.5) and (5.6). Then, Theorem 7.2 recovers [3, Lemma 2.2], [6, Theorem 11] and [32, Theorem 2] which are stated for codes over fields or division rings. Since a Galois ring is quasi-Frobenius, Theorem 7.2 can also be regarded as a poset metric generalization of [2, Theorem 2] for Galois ring linear codes. (3) As in (3) of Remark 6.1, we let E = [1, m], R be a field, U = R = S, M = N = R^w, and ϖ be the standard inner product of R^w. Then, for any two matrices γ, θ ∈ M^E , we have ⟨γ, θ⟩ = tr (γ · θ^T ) ([20, Definition 4.1]). Set Φ = P(M). Then, for the case that C consists of one code, Theorem 7.3 becomes [31, Proposition 65]. If |I| = 1, then Theorem 7.3 becomes the Wei-type duality theorem for a code flag, which alternatively follows from [18, Theorem 39]. If m = w, I = {1, 2}, u(1) = u(2) = 1, and C(2, 1) = {θ^T | θ ∈ C(1, 1)}, then Theorem 7.3 recovers [36, Corollary 38].

7.2 Wei-type duality theorem for generalized weights with respect to rank of modules over finite chain rings

In [23], Horimoto and Shiromoto prove a Wei-type duality theorem for Generalized Hamming weights with respect to rank (GHWR) (see [23, Theorem 3.12]). In this subsection, we study GHWR via a demi-matroid approach, and give a poset metric generalization of their result. This subsection is different from Section 7.1 in that the corresponding demi-matroid will be defined by rank of modules, instead of ρ_Ω or λ_Δ.

Assume that A is a finite chain ring, i.e., A is a finite local ring, and the Jacobson radical of A is a principle left ideal. For any finitely generated left (right) A-module X, we let rank (X) denote the minimum number of generators of X.

Throughout this subsection, we set R = S = U = M = N = A and let ϖ be multiplication within A. Then, ⟨ , ⟩ becomes the standard inner product of A^E . For any A-A-submodule L ⊆ A^E , thanks to [23, Proposition 2.1], the minimum number of generators of L as a left A-module is equal to the minimum number of generators of L as a right A-module. For any

J ⊆ E, we define δ(J) ⊆ A^E as in (6.1). Then, δ(J) is an A-A-submodule with rank (δ(J)) = |J|.

With respect to rank , every linear code gives rise to a demi-matroid, as detailed in the following proposition.

Proposition 7.2. Let C ⊆ A^E be a left (or right) linear code with t = rank (C), and define f : 2^E −→ Z as f(J) = rank (C ∩ δ(J)). Then, (E, f) is a demi-matroid with f(E) = t.

Proof. Since A is a finite chain ring, for any finitely generated left (right) A-module W and A-submodule V ⊆ W , we have

0 ⩽ rank (W ) − rank (V ) ⩽ rank (W/V ). (7.2)

Now without loss of generality, we assume C is a right linear code. Since δ(∅) = {0}, δ(E) = A^E , we have f(∅) = 0, f(E) = rank (C) = t. For any B, D with B ⊆ D ⊆ E, we have δ(B) ⊆ δ(D), which, together with (7.2), yields that 0 ⩽ f(D)−f(B) ⩽ rank ((C∩δ(D))/(C∩δ(B))) ⩽ rank (δ(D)/δ(B)) = |D|−|B|. Therefore (E, f) is a demi-matroid, completing the proof.

Based on Proposition 7.4, we give the following definition.

Definition 7.1. Let C ⊆ A^E be a left (or right) linear code with t = rank (C), and define f : 2^E −→ Z as f(J) = rank (C ∩ δ(J)). Then, (E, f) is called the associated demi-matroid of C with respect to rank. Moreover, given a poset P = (E, ≼_P), for any a ∈ [0, t], the a-th generalized weight of (C, P) with respect to rank, denoted by ~d_a(C, P), is defined as ~d_a(C, P) = d_a(f, P) = min{|J| | J ∈ I(P), a ⩽ rank (C ∩ δ(J))}, and for any b ∈ [0, m], the b-th profile of (C, P) with respect to rank, denoted by ~K_b(C, P), is defined as

~K_b(C, P) = K_b(f, P) = max{rank (C ∩ δ(J)) | J ∈ I(P), |J| = b}.

The following Lemma shows that Definition 7.1 naturally extends the notion of GHWR (see [23, Definition 3.1]).

Lemma 7.2. Let C ⊆ A^E be a left (or right) linear code with t = rank (C), and fix a poset P = (E, ≼_P). Then, for any a ∈ [0, t], we have ~d_a(C, P) = min{|⟨χ(D)⟩_P| | D is a left (right) subcode of C, rank (D) = a},

where χ(D) is defined as in (1.2) (with F replaced by A). In particular, if P is set to be the anti-chain, then ~d_a(C, P) is equal to the a-th GHWR of C.

Now we consider the corresponding Wei-type duality theorem. The free code, i.e., the free A-submodule of A^E , will play a particularly important role in the discussion.

Throughout the rest of this subsection, we let C ⊆ A^E be a right linear code with t = rank (C), and let M ⊆ A^E be a free right linear code such that C ⊆ M and t = rank (M). We note that such M always exists, and moreover,^⊥M is a free left linear code with rank (^⊥M) = m − t.

Let (E, f) and (E, h) be the associated demi-matroids of M and^⊥M with respect to rank, respectively. It turns out that (E, f) and (E, h) are dual demi-matroids in the sense of Proposition 4.1, which, albeit without mentioning demi-matroids, has already been observed in the proof of [23, Theorem 3.12].

Proposition 7.3. For any J ⊆ E, h(J) = f(E − J) + |J| − t.

Proof. Let J ⊆ E. Since M is free, by [23, Lemma 3.11], we have

rank (M ∩ δ(E − J)) = rank (M) + rank ((^⊥M) ∩ δ(J)) − rank (δ(J)).

Note that rank (δ(J)) = |J|, t = rank (M), rank (M ∩ δ(E − J)) = f(E − J) and rank ((^⊥M) ∩ δ(J)) = h(J), the proposition immediately follows.

We are now ready to state and prove the Wei-type duality theorem.

Theorem 7.4. For any given poset P = (E, ≼_P), it holds true that: (1) ~d_a(C, P) = ~d_a(M, P) for any a ∈ [0, t]; (2) ~K_b(C, P) = ~K_b(M, P) for any b ∈ [0, m]; (3) ~K_l(^⊥M, P) = ~K_{m−l}(C, P) + l − t for any l ∈ [0, m];

(4) {~d_u(C, P) | u ∈ [1, t]} and {m + 1 − ~d_v(^⊥M, P) | v ∈ [1, m − t]} form a partition of [1, m].

Proof. (1) This follows from [23, Lemma 3.3 and Theorem 3.4]. We note that although these results were originally stated for GHWR, with the help of Lemma 7.2, one only needs to slightly modify the proofs in [23] for poset metric.

(2) This follows from (1) and Lemma 2.1, since generalized weights and profiles with respect to rank for any linear code form a Galois connection. (3) and (4) These two statements follow from Proposition 7.3 and Theorem 4.2, together with the proven parts (1) and (2).

Remark 7.3. Theorem 7.4 can be alternatively proved by using Proposition 7.3 and the Wei-type duality theorem for demi-matroids [6, Theorem 6], and can be regarded as a poset metric generalization of [23, Theorem 3.12]. We also note that Theorems 7.2 and 7.4 enable us to answer a question raised in [6, Section 3.4], namely, whether it is possible to find a poset metric generalization of Wei-type duality theorems established for codes over Galois rings and chain rings.

References

[1] F. W. Anderson, K. R. Fuller, Rings and Categories of Modules (second edition), Springer, 1992.

[2] A. Ashikhmin, On generalized Hamming weights for Galois ring linear codes, Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 14 (1998), 107-126.

[3] A. Barg, P. Purkayastha: Near MDS poset codes and distributions. In:

A. Bruen, D. Wehlau (eds.) Error-Correcting Codes, Finite Geometries, and Cryptography, American Mathematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island (2010), 135-148.

[4] G. Birkhoff, Lattice Theory, American Mathematical Society. Providence, Rhode Island, 1940.

[5] T. Britz, T. Johnsen, J. Martin, Chains, demi-matroids and profiles, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 60, no. 2 (2014), 986- 991.

[6] T. Britz, T. Johnsen, D. Mayhew, K. Shiromoto, Wei-type duality theorems for matroids, Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 62 (2012), 331- 341.

[7] T. Britz, A. Mammomiti, K. Shiromoto, Wei-type duality theorems for rank metric codes, Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 88 (2020), 1503- 1519.

[8] T. Britz, K. Shiromoto, T. Westerbäck, Demi-matroids from codes over finite Frobenius rings, Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 75 (2015), 97- 107.

[9] R. A. Brualdi, J. S. Graves, K. M. Lawrence, Codes with a poset metric, Discrete Mathematics, 147 (1995), 57-72.

[10] B. Chor, O. Goldreich, J. Hasted, J. Friedmann, S. Rudich, R. Smolensky, The bit extraction problem of t-resilient functions, 26-th Annual Symposium on Foundations of Computer Science, 1985, 396-407.

[11] C. W. Curtis, I. Reiner, Representation theory of finite groups and associative algebras, Interscience, New York, 1962.

[12] B. A. Davey, H. A. Priestley, Introduction to Lattices and Order (Second edition), Cambridge University Press, 2002.

[13] PH. Delsarte, Bilinear forms over a finite field, with applications to coding theory, Journal of Combinatorial Theory, Serias A. 25 (1978), 226-241.

[14] S. T. Dougherty, J. L. Kim, H. Kulosman, H. W. Liu, Self-dual codes over commutative Frobenius rings, Finite Fields and Their Applications, 16 (2010), 14-26.

[15] J. Ducoat, Generalized rank weights: a duality statement, in topics in finite fields. Contemp. Math. 632, 101-109 (2015).

[16] G. D. Forney, Dimension/Length profiles and trellis complexity of linear block codes, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 40, no. 6 (1994), 1741-1752.

[17] E. M. Gabidulin, Theory of codes with maximum rank distance, Problems on Information Transmission, 21 (1) (1985), 1-12.

[18] S. R. Ghorpade and T. Johnsen, A polymatroid approach to generalized weights of rank metric codes, Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 88 (2020), 2531-2546.

[19] V. Guruswami, List decoding from erasures: bounds and code constructions, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 49, no. 11, (2003), 2826-2833.

[20] E. Gorla, Rank-metric codes, arXiv:1902.02650, 2019. [21] E. Gorla, R. Jurrius, H. H. lópez, A. Ravagnani, Rank-metric codes and q-polymatroids, Journal of Algebraic Combinatorics, vol. 52, no. 1 (2020), 1-19.

[22] E. Gorla and A. Ravagnani, Codes endowed with the rank metric, Network Coding and Subspace Designs, 2018, 3-23.

[23] H. Horimoto and K. Shiromoto, On generalized Hamming weights for codes over finite chain rings, Lecture Notes in Computer Science, vol. 2227, pp. 141-150.

[24] J. Y. Hyun, H. K. Kim, Maximum distance separable poset codes, Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 48 (2008), 247-261.

[25] N. Jacobson, Basic Algebra II, W.H. Freeman, San Francisco, 1985. [26] R. Jurrius, R. Pellikaan, Defining the q-analogue of a matroid, The Electronic Journal of Combinatorics, vol. 25, no. 3 (2018), 32 pages.

[27] J. Kurihara, R. Matsumoto, T. Uyematsu, Relative generalized rank weight of linear codes and its applications to network coding. IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 61 (2015), 3912-3936.

[28] Y. Luo, C. Mitrpant, A. J. Han Vinck, Kefei Chen, Some new characters on the wire-tap channel of type II, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 51, no. 3 (2005), 1222-1229.

[29] J. Martínez-Bernal, M. A. Valencia-Bucio, R. H. Villarreal, Hamming polynomial of a demimatroid, arXiv: 1907.09644 [math.co] (2019), 34 pages.

[30] U. Martínez-Peñas, Theory of supports for linear codes endowed with the sum-rank metric. Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 14 (2019), 2295-2320.

[31] U. Martínez-Peñas, R. Matsumoto, Ralative generalized matrix weights of matrix codes for universal security on wire-tap networks, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 64 (2018), 2529-2549.

[32] A. de Oliveira Moura, M. Firer, Duality for poset codes, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 56 (2010), 3180-3186.

[33] J. Oxley, Matroid Theory (second edition), Oxford University Press, 2011.

[34] L. H. Ozarow, A. D.Wyner, Wire-tap channel II, AT &T Bell Laboratories Technical Journal, vol. 63, no. 10 (1984), 2135-2157.

[35] A. Panja, R. Pratihar, T. Hajatiana Randrianarisoa, Some matroids related to sum-rank metric codes, arXiv: 1912.09984v2, 2020.

[36] A. Ravagnani, Generalized weights: an anticode approach, Journal of Pure and Applied Algebra, 220 (2016), 1946-1962.

[37] R. M. Roth, Maximum-rank array codes and their application to crisscross error correction, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, vol. 37, no. 2 (1991), 328-336.

[38] K. Shiromoto, Codes with the rank metric and matroids, Designs, Codes and Cryptography, 87 (2019), 1765-1776.

[39] D. Vertigan, Latroids and their representation by codes over modules, Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, vol. 356, no. 10 (2004), 3841-3868.

[40] V. K. Wei, Generalized Hamming weights for linear codes, IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, 37 (1991), 1412-1418.

[41] J. A. Wood, Duality for modules over finite rings and applications to coding theory, American Journal of Mathematics, vol. 121, no. 3 (1999), 555-575.