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Abstract

A linear code of length n over a finite chain ring R with residue field Fq

is a R-submodule of Rn. A R-linear code is a code over Fq (not necessarily
linear) which is the generalized Gray map image of a linear code over R.
These codes can be seen as a generalization of the linear codes over Zps

with p prime and s ≥ 1. In this paper, we present the construction
of linear simplex codes over R and their corresponding R-linear simplex
codes of type α and β. Moreover, we show the fundamental parameters
of these codes, including their minimum Hamming distance, as well as
their complete weight distributions. We also study whether these simplex
codes are optimal with respect to the Griesmer-type bound.

1 Introduction

Let R be a finite commutative ring with identity 1 ̸= 0. We say that R is a
chain ring if its ideals form a unique chain ordered by inclusion. Equivalently,
R is a chain ring if and only if it has a unique maximal ideal that is principal,
that is, it is generated by one element, say γ. In fact, in R, all ideals are of the
form ⟨γi⟩ for i ∈ {0, . . . , s}, where s is the minimum natural number such that
γs = 0, which is called the nilpotency index.

As R is finite, its residue field K = R/⟨γ⟩ is a finite field, so K ∼= Fq for some
prime power q = pr. There is a canonical projection homomorphism from R
onto K. Denote by r̄ the image of an element r ∈ R under this projection. Let
T = {e0, . . . , eq−1} ⊆ R such that ei ̸= ej for all i, j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , q − 1}, i ̸= j.
The set T is a set of coset representatives of K, so K = {e0, . . . , eq−1}. For
convenience, we choose e0 = 0 and e1 = 1. For every r ∈ R, there are unique
r0, . . . , rs−1 ∈ T such that r =

∑s−1
i=0 riγ

i [17].
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We refer to [r0, . . . , rs−1]γ as the γ-adic representation of r.
A code over R of length n is a nonempty subset C of Rn, and a linear code

over R of length n is a code which is a R-submodule of Rn. Given a code C over a
ring R of length n and a distance function dw defined by a weight function w, we
define the minimum distance of C as dw(C) = min{dw(x, y) | x, y ∈ C, x ̸= y}.
We also define the minimum weight of C as w(C) = min{w(x) | x ∈ C, x ̸=
(0, . . . , 0)}. If W (C) denotes the maximum weight of the codewords in C and Ai

denotes the number of codewords with weight equal to i, for i ∈ {0, . . . ,W (C)},
we say that the values A0, . . . , AW (C) are the weight distribution of C for the
weight w. We define the distance distribution of C for a distance dw analogously.
It is well-known that when C is linear, the weight and distance distributions for
w and dw, respectively, coincide.

We are interested in two weights widely used in coding theory, namely, the
Hamming weight and the homogeneous weight. The first one, the Hamming
weight, is wH(x) = |{i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , n} | xi ̸= 0}|, where x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn

and R is a ring. Then, the Hamming distance is defined as dH(x, y) = wH(x−y)
for any x, y ∈ Rn. The Hamming weight distribution of a code C of length n
is often condensed in its weight enumerator, which is the polynomial defined as

WC(X,Y ) =
∑W (C)

i=0 AiX
n−iY i. The second one, the homogeneous weight, is

defined for any finite chain ring R as follows. Given x ∈ R,

wHom(x) =


0 if x = 0,

(q − 1)qs−2 if x ̸= 0 and x /∈ ⟨γs−1⟩,
qs−1 if x ̸= 0 and x ∈ ⟨γs−1⟩.

It is easily extended to Rn component-wise as wHom(x) =
∑n

i=1 wHom(xi),
where x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn. Then, the homogeneous distance is defined as
dHom(x, y) = wHom(x, y) for any x, y ∈ Rn.

As shown in [17], any linear code C over a finite chain ring R of length n is
equivalent, via permutation of columns and multiplication of columns by units,
to a linear code with a generator matrix of the form

It1 A1,1 A1,2 · · · A1,s−1 A1,s

0 γIt2 γA2,2 · · · γA2,s−1 γA2,s

0 0 γ2It3 · · · γ2A3,s−1 γ2A3,s

...
...

...
. . .

...
...

0 0 0 · · · γs−1Its γs−1As,s

 , (1)

where Ai,j is a matrix with entries over R for 1 ≤ i ≤ s, i ≤ j ≤ s, and Iti is
the ti × ti identity matrix for 1 ≤ i ≤ s.

Moreover, since the values t1, . . . , ts are unique [17], we say that the linear
code C is of type (n; t1, . . . , ts). A linear code C of type (n; t1, . . . , ts) has size
|C| = q

∑s
i=1 (s−(i−1))ti . It is worth noting that the type offers a characterization

of free codes, since a linear code C over R is free if and only if its type is
(n; t1, 0, . . . , 0).

Let H be a matrix over Fq. We say that H is a generalized Hadamard (GH)
matrix, H = H(q, λ) = (hij), of order n = qλ over Fq if H is a qλ× qλ matrix
such that, for every i, j, 1 ≤ i < j ≤ qλ, each of the multisets {his − hjs | 1 ≤
s ≤ qλ} contains every element of Fq exactly λ times. A code C over Fq is
called a generalized Hadamard (GH) code if C =

⋃
a∈Fq

(F + (a, . . . , a)), where
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F is a code having as codewords the rows of a GH matrix. A linear code C
over R such that its Gray map image ΦR(C) is a GH code is called a R-additive
GH code. The recursive construction of a family of these codes given in [2] is
of special interest, as the families of codes we want to study are closely related
to it. This notion is of special interest for the case when R = Zps , as simplex
codes over these rings are closely related to GH codes [7, 2] and, in turn, their
Gray map images are closely related to GH codes.

As shown in [19], the success of the original Gray map defined in [12] being
an isometry from Z4 with the Lee distance to Z2

2 with the Hamming distance
cannot, in general, be replicated. That is, there is no isometry f : Zps 7−→ Zs

p

for the metric space (Zs
p, dH) with s > 2. However, other isometries can be

built, such as the generalized Gray maps from Zps to Zps−1

p given in [1, 2, 3, 7,
8, 6, 13].

More generally, in [9], a Gray map for any finite chain ring R is defined as

the function ΦR : R 7−→ Fqs−1

q such that

ΦR(r) = (r0, . . . , rs−1)M
R
s−1, (2)

where [r0, . . . , rs−1]γ is the γ-adic representation of r, and MR
s−1 is a generator

matrix of the q-ary first order Reed-Muller code, RM(s−1, 1), over Fq. In fact,
ΦR(R) is also a linear generalized Hadamard code of length qs−1 over Fq, which
comes from a generalized Hadamard matrix H(q, qs−2), known as the Sylvester
Hadamard matrix [21].

We can extend ΦR to a Gray map on Rn, denoted also by ΦR, applying it
component-wise.

Let C be a linear code over R of type (n; t1, . . . , ts). Then, C = ΦR(C)
is a code over Fq of length n · qs−1 with |C| codewords. We also say that C
is of type (n; t1, . . . , ts). Note that C is not necessarily linear over Fq. We
refer to codes over Fq that are Gray map images of linear codes over R as
R-linear codes. Studying the preimage C of a R-linear code C = ΦR(C) is of
interest, as, for example, the homogeneous weights of the codewords in C are
the Hamming weights of the codewords in C. This is due to the fact that
ΦR : (Rn, dHom) 7−→ ((Fqs−1

q )n, dH) is an isometry [9].
Binary simplex codes are the dual of the well-known binary Hamming codes.

They can also be obtained from binary linear Hadamard codes by considering
just the codewords with 0 in the first coordinate and deleting this coordinate.
As generalizations of the binary case, Z2s-additive simplex codes of type α and
β are introduced in [10, 11], where their Hamming and homogeneous weight
distributions are also studied. In [6], the relation of Z2s -additive simplex of
type α and β with Z2s -additive Hadamard codes is established and the linearity
of their Gray map images is studied. These Z2s -additive Hadamard codes,
and more generally, the Zps -additive generalized Hadamard codes, have been
constructed and studied in [1, 2, 7, 8, 22]. They are linear codes over Zps whose
corresponding Zps -linear codes are generalized Hadamard codes.

The motivation for this paper is to construct and study two families of
linear simplex codes over finite chain rings, generalizing the constructions of Z2s-
additive simplex codes of type α and β. We study their fundamental parameters
and those of their Gray map images. Also, we determine the Hamming and
homogeneous weight distributions of these codes, and then we use these results
to obtain the Hamming weight distribution of their Gray map images. In [14],
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simplex codes of type β over finite chain rings are defined in terms of certain
multisets of points in projective Hjelmslev geometries. We show how our simplex
codes of type β relate to those ones, and provide original proofs for some of the
results given in [14] from a different perspective.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give the construction
of the families of linear simplex codes of type α and β over any finite chain
ring R, denoted by Sα

k and Sβ
k , respectively. In Sections 3, we determine the

minimum Hamming distance and the minimum homogeneous distance for the
codes included in these families, together with their Hamming and homogeneous
distributions. From the homogeneous distributions, we also obtain the Hamming
weight distributions for their corresponding Gray map images, ΦR(Sα

k ) and

ΦR(Sβ
k ). We also study whether these simplex codes are optimal with respect

to the Griesmer-type bound introduced in [20]. In Section 4, we focus on the
particular case when the finite chain ring is R = Zps with s ≥ 1 and p a prime
number. Finally, in Section 6, we discuss some conclusions and further research
on this topic.

2 Construction of linear simplex codes

In this section, we present the construction of two families of linear simplex
codes over finite chain rings, giving a recursive construction for their generator
matrices. They are a generalization of the ones introduced in [10, 11] when
R = Z2s .

We now introduce some notation used in some proofs along the paper. Let
R be a ring. If a vector x ∈ Rn appears as an entry of another vector y, it means
that its coordinates are included as individual components of y. For example, if
x = (1, 2, 3), then y = (x, 4) = (1, 2, 3, 4). Given a vector x ∈ Rn and a positive
integer k, the vector (x, . . . , x), where x is repeated k times, is denoted by x(k).
For example, (1, 2, 3, 1, 2, 3) = (1, 2, 3)(2). The vector x = (a, . . . , a) ∈ Rn is also
denoted by a(n), or just a if the length is clear from the context. For instance,
(1, 1, 1) = 1(3) or just 1.

Let R be a finite chain ring. Recall that T = {e0, . . . , eq−1} ⊆ R is a set
of coset representatives of Fq. We consider that the elements of T are ordered
so that e0 = 0 and e1 = 1. Given x, y ∈ R such that x = [x0, . . . , xs−1]γ and
y = [y0, . . . , ys−1]γ , we say that x ≥γ y if and only if xi > yi as elements in T ,
where i is the highest index such that xi ̸= yi. From now on, we consider the
elements of a finite chain ring R to be {ρ0, ρ1, . . . , ρqs−1}, which are listed in
ascending order. From the order definition, it follows that ρ0 = 0 and ρ1 = 1.

Definition 2.1 Given a finite chain ring R, we define the matrix

Gα
1 =

(
ρ0 ρ1 ρ2 . . . ρqs−1

)
.

Then, for k > 1, we define the matrix

Gα
k =

(
ρ0 ρ1 ρ2 . . . ρqs−1

Gα
k−1 Gα

k−1 Gα
k−1 Gα

k−1 Gα
k−1

)
.

The linear code over R generated by Gα
k , denoted by Sα

k , is called a linear simplex
α code with k generators.
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Another way to build the code Sα
k , without using an iterative construction,

is to consider as its generator matrix the matrix that has as its columns all the
elements from Rk, ordered appropriately to obtain the same matrix Gα

k given
in Definition 2.1. It is immediate to see that this code has length qsk.

Example 2.1 Let R = Z32 . We have that

Gα
1 =

(
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

)
and

Gα
2 =

(
000000000 111111111 222222222 · · · 888888888
012345678 012345678 012345678 · · · 012345678

)
.

Example 2.2 Let R = GR(4, 2) ∼= Z4[x]/(x
2 + x + 1). Consider the elements

of R in ascending order, that is, R = {0, 1, ω, ω + 1, 2, 3, 2 + ω, 3 + ω, 2ω, 2ω +
1, 3ω, 2ω + 2, 2ω + 3, 3ω + 2, 3ω + 3}, where ω is a root of the basic irreducible
polynomial x2 + x+ 1 over Z4. Then, we have that

Gα
1 = (0 1 ω ω + 1 2 3 2 + ω 3 + ω . . . 3ω + 2 3ω + 3),

and

Gα
2 =

(
0(16) 1(16) ω(16) · · · 3ω + 3(16)

01ω . . . 3ω + 3 01ω . . . 3ω + 3 01ω . . . 3ω + 3 · · · 01ω . . . 3ω + 3

)
.

Proposition 2.1 Let ski denote the ith row of Gα
k , i ∈ {1, 2, . . . , k}. Then,

ski =
(
ρ0

(qs(k−i)),ρ1
(qs(k−i)), . . . ,ρqs−1

(qs(k−i))
)(qs(i−1))

.

Proof. For k = 1, the result is trivial, since Gα
1 has only one row that lists

all elements in R. Now, consider k ≥ 2. For i = 1, by the construction of Gα
k ,

we have that sk1 = (ρ0
(qs(k−1)),ρ1

(qs(k−1)), . . . ,ρqs−1
(qs(k−1))). For 2 ≤ i ≤ k, by

construction, we have that ski = (sk−1
i−1 )

(qs). By applying this relation iteratively

i − 1 times, we obtain ski = (s
k−(i−1)
1 )(q

s(i−1)). Therefore, we have that ski =

(ρ0
(qs(k−i)),ρ1

(qs(k−i), . . . ,ρqs−1
(qs(k−i)))(q

s(i−1))). □

Let ⟨γ⟩ = {a0γ, . . . , aqs−1−1γ}, where the elements are in ascending order.
Note that {a0, . . . , aqs−1−1} is a set of representatives of R/⟨γs−1⟩ and a0 = 0.

Definition 2.2 Given a finite chain ring R, we define the matrix Gβ
1 = (1).

Then, for k > 1, we define the matrix

Gβ
k =

(
1 a0γ a1γ a2γ . . . aqs−1−1γ

Gα
k−1 Gβ

k−1 Gβ
k−1 Gβ

k−1 . . . Gβ
k−1

)
. (3)

The linear code over R generated by Gβ
k , denoted by Sβ

k , is called a linear simplex
β code with k generators.
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Example 2.3 Let R = Z32 . We have that

Gβ
1 = (1)

and

Gβ
2 =

(
111111111 0 3 6
012345678 1 1 1

)
.

Example 2.4 Consider R = GR(4, 2) as in Example 2.2, we have that

Gβ
1 = (1),

and

Gβ
2 =

(
1(16) 0 2 2ω 2ω + 2

01ω . . . 3ω + 3 1 1 1 1

)
.

Recall that the columns of the generator matrix Gα
k of Sα

k contain exactly

all the elements of Rk. The construction of Gβ
k is similar but removing some of

the columns of Gα
k , in order to assure that no two columns are multiples of each

other, as we show in the next proposition.

Proposition 2.2 Let Gβ
k , k ≥ 1. Let {gi}1≤i≤n be the set of its columns. If

gi = λgj for i, j ∈ {1, . . . , n} and λ ∈ R, then λ = 1 and i = j.

Proof. It follows from an induction argument on k ≥ 1. For k = 1, it is imme-
diate, as Gβ

1 has only one column. Let k > 1, and assume that the proposition
is true for k − 1. By reduction to the absurd, suppose there are i ̸= j, and
λ ∈ R \ {0, 1} such that gi = λgj . We consider four different cases. First, if

i, j > qs(k−1), as the last k − 1 coordinates of gi and gj are columns of Gβ
k−1

by construction (3), then equation gi = λgj contradicts the induction hypoth-
esis. Second, if i, j ≤ qs(k−1), as the first coordinate of gi and gj is equal to
one, then we obtain that 1 = λ, so gi = gj which is a contradiction. Third, if
i ≤ qs(k−1) and j > qs(k−1), looking at the first coordinate of gi and gj , then we
have 1 = λz, where z is an element of ⟨γ⟩. However, this also means that z is
a unit, which is a contradiction. Finally, we consider the case when i > qs(k−1)

and j ≤ qs(k−1). Since gi = λgj , looking at the first coordinate, we have that
z = λ, where z ∈ ⟨γ⟩. Thus, all the entries in λgj are also in ⟨γ⟩. By induction,

it is easy to see that any column of Gβ
k has at least one entry equal to one. This

means that there is at least one entry in gi equal to one, which is a contradiction.
Therefore, either i = j or λ = 1. □

Proposition 2.3 For k ≥ 1, the linear simplex β code Sβ
k has length

Lβ(k) = q(s−1)(k−1) q
k − 1

q − 1
.

Proof. We prove the result by induction over k ≥ 1. For k = 1, it is true since
the length is Lβ(1) = 1. If k > 1, by construction, we have that

Lβ(k) = qs(k−1) + qs−1Lβ(k − 1). (4)
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Indeed, the first term of (4) comes from the number of columns of Gα
k−1, given

by Proposition 3.1, and the second comes from the number of elements of ⟨γ⟩,
which is qs−1. Assume Lβ(k − 1) = q(s−1)(k−2) q

k−1−1
q−1 . Now, we have that

Lβ(k) = qs(k−1) + qs−1Lβ(k − 1)

= qs(k−1) + qs−1q(s−1)(k−2) q
k−1 − 1

q − 1

= qk−1q(s−1)(k−1) + q(s−1)(k−1) q
k−1 − 1

q − 1

= q(s−1)(k−1) (q − 1)qk−1 + qk−1 − 1

q − 1

= q(s−1)(k−1) q
k − 1

q − 1
.

(5)

□
From Proposition 2.2 and Proposition 2.3, it is direct to see that the code

Sβ
k is permutation equivalent to Sim(k,R), defined in [14] geometrically.

3 Fundamental parameters and weight distribu-
tions

In this section, we calculate the fundamental parameters of the linear simplex
codes Sα

k and Sβ
k over a finite chain ring R, namely their number of codewords

and their types, as well as their weight distributions for the Hamming and
homogeneous weights. These results are a generalization of the ones given in
[10, 11] for Sα

k and Sβ
k when R = Z2s .

The Hamming weight distribution of Sβ
k over a finite chain ring, given in

Theorem 3.3, was previously proved in [14] using projective Hjelmslev geome-
tries. However, we provide an original proof for this result from a completely
different perspective using combinatorial techniques.

Proposition 3.1 The linear simplex α code Sα
k has type (qsk; k, 0, . . . , 0).

Proof. Straightforward from the construction of the generator matrix Gα
k of

Sα
k . Note that Gα

k has as its columns all the elements from Rk, so in particular
it contains the identity matrix Ik. □

Proposition 3.2 The linear simplex β code Sβ
k has type

(q(s−1)(k−1) q
k − 1

q − 1
; k, 0, . . . , 0).

Proof. The length of Sβ
k is given by Proposition 2.3. The matrix Gβ

1 has the

identity matrix of size k = 1. Suppose that Gβ
k−1 contains the identity matrix

Ik−1. Consider the matrix Īk of size k × (k − 1) having all-zeros in the first
row and the identity matrix Ik−1 in the other rows. By construction and the
induction hypothesis, Īk is contained in some columns of Gβ

k . The first column
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of Gβ
k is always (1, 0, . . . , 0) since ρ0 = 0. Therefore, Gβ

k has the identity matrix
Ik. □

In order to determine the complete weight distributions for the linear simplex
codes Sα

k and Sβ
k , we introduce the concept of valuation of elements in R and

some remarks related to ideals in R.
For x ∈ R\{0}, we define the valuation of x, denoted by ν(x), as the max-

imum natural number m such that x = γmβ for a unit β ∈ R∗, so ν(x) ∈
{0, . . . , s−1}. If x = 0, we define ν(x) as ∞ formally. Given that any generator
of ⟨γ⟩ must be of the form γβ for a unit β ∈ R∗, ν does not depend on which
generator of ⟨γ⟩ is selected. In other words, it is associated with the chain ring
itself rather than with a particular generator. Note that we can define a sum
operation “+” over the valuation set Γ = {0, 1, . . . , s − 1} ∪ {∞} in a natural
way: for a, b ∈ Γ, define a + b = ∞ if a = ∞, or b = ∞, or if a + b ≥ s
when summed as integers; otherwise, define a+ b as the usual integer sum. The
elements of Γ\{∞} are ordered as integers and a < ∞ for any a ∈ Γ\{∞}.

From the definition of ν, two basic properties immediately follow. For x ∈ R,
ν(x) = ∞ if and only if x = 0, and ν(x) = 0 if and only if x ∈ R∗. Moreover, it
is easy to see that for x, y ∈ R, ν(xy) = ν(x)+ν(y), ν(x+y) ≥ min{ν(x), ν(y)}
with equality when ν(x) ̸= ν(y), and ν(x) ≤ ν(y) if and only if x | y.

The valuation ν can be extended to elements in Rn as follows. Given x =
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Rn, ν(x) = min{ν(x1), . . . , ν(xn)}. This function is also called
valuation and denoted by ν. It has similar properties to those of the valuation
function for R, that is, for x ∈ Rn, ν(x) = ∞ if and only if x = 0, and ν(x) = 0
if and only if there is some i ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that xi ∈ R∗. Moreover, for a ∈ R
and x ∈ Rn, ν(ax) = ν(a)+ν(x), and for x, y ∈ Rn, ν(x+y) ≥ min{ν(x), ν(y)}
with equality when ν(x) ̸= ν(y).

Remark 3.1 |⟨γj⟩| = qs−j, for every j ∈ {0, . . . , s}. In particular, |R| = qs.

Remark 3.2 Given x, y ∈ R \ {0}, x ∈ ⟨γj⟩ for some j ∈ {1, . . . , s− 1}. Then,
xy = 0 if and only if y ∈ ⟨γs−j⟩.

Remark 3.3 Let λ ∈ R and j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s − 1} such that ν(λ) ≥ j. Then,
⟨γj⟩+ λ = ⟨γj⟩. In particular, R+ λ = R.

Now, we determine the complete weight distributions for the linear simplex
codes Sα

k and Sβ
k , for both the Hamming and homogeneous weights. Due to

the fact that the Gray map ΦR is an isometry using the homogeneous metric
in R and the Hamming metric in ΦR(R), the Hamming weight distributions

of ΦR(Sα
k ) and ΦR(Sβ

k ) are also obtained. Note that the codes obtained af-
ter applying this Gray map satisfy the property that their Hamming weight
distribution coincides with their distance distribution, as dH(ΦR(u),ΦR(v)) =
wH(ΦR(u− v)) for any u, v ∈ R [9].

We begin by computing the Hamming weight distribution for Sα
k . Let s

k
i be

the ith row ofGα
k , i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Clearly, by construction, all rows ofGα

k contain
the same coordinates but permuted, and wH(ski ) = qsk−qs(k−1). Moreover, note
that wH(x) = wH(ux), for any x ∈ R and u ∈ R∗. Thus, we know the Hamming
weight of every generator ski , as well as the Hamming weight of every generator
multiplied by an unit of R. Before tackling the Hamming weight distribution of
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Sα
k , we introduce some results dealing with how multiplying a generator ski by

a zero divisor affects its Hamming weight.

Lemma 3.1 Let ski be the ith row of Gα
k , i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. For all j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s−

1}, γjski has every element of ⟨γj⟩ repeated qj+s(k−1) times.

Proof. By Proposition 2.1, since all rows ski are equal up to a permutation,

we can prove the result by just considering skk = (ρ0, ρ1, . . . , ρqs−1)
(qs(k−1)).

Let v = (ρ0, ρ1 . . . , ρqs−1). Then, we have that γjv has every element of ⟨γj⟩
repeated qj times in its entries. This is a consequence of Remarks 3.1 and 3.2, as
γjx = γjy if and only if x− y ∈ ⟨γs−j⟩. In consequence, γjskk has every element
of ⟨γj⟩ repeated qjqs(k−1) times in its entries, which concludes the proof. □

Corollary 3.1 Let ski be the ith row of Gα
k , i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. For all j ∈

{0, 1, . . . , s− 1}, wH(γjski ) = qsk − qj+s(k−1).

Now, we see that studying the Hamming weight of the codewords given in
Lemma 3.1 is enough, as all codewords of Sα

k are equal to one of those up to a
permutation. We start giving a lemma.

Lemma 3.2 Let C be a linear code over R of type (n; k, 0, . . . , 0) with generator

matrix G. Let {u1, . . . , uk} be the row vectors of G and c ∈ C. If c =
∑k

i=1 αiui

for some αi ∈ R, then ν(c) = min{ν(α1), . . . , ν(αk)}.

Proof. Let η = min{ν(α1), . . . , ν(αk)}. For c = 0, as C is free, c =∑k
i=1 αiui = 0 if and only if αi = 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. In consequence,

ν(αi) = ∞ for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, so η = ∞ = ν(0) and the result is true.

For c ̸= 0, we have that ν(c) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s − 1} and c =
∑k

i=1 αiui with at
least one nonzero αi. By definition of η, we can write every coefficient αi as
αi = γηβi, where βi ∈ R. Therefore, c = γη(

∑k
i=1 βiui), which implies that

ν(c) ≥ η.
By the definition of ν(c), we have that γs−ν(c)c = 0. Again, as C is free and

c =
∑k

i=1 αiui, we obtain that γs−ν(c)αi = 0 for all i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. In particular,
this is true for some index i0 such that ν(αi0) = η. Thus, γs−ν(c)αi0 = 0, which
implies that ν(αi0) ≥ ν(c) by Remark 3.2, so η ≥ ν(c). □

Proposition 3.3 Let c ∈ Sα
k \ {0} and ski be the ith row of Gα

k , i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
Then, c is equal to γν(c)ski , up to a permutation of coordinates, for all i ∈
{1, . . . , k}.

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, it suffices to prove that c is equal to γν(c)ski up to
a permutation for some i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, since all rows of Gα

k contain the same
elements, but permuted. We have that c =

∑r
j=1 αijs

k
ij

for some 1 ≤ r ≤ k and

1 ≤ i1 < i2 < · · · < ir ≤ k, where 0 ̸= αij = γnij βij and nij = ν(αij ). Note
that ν(c) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1} since c ̸= 0. Moreover, ν(c) = min{ni1 , . . . , nir} by
Lemma 3.2. Then, we can write

c =

r∑
j=1

γnij βijs
k
ij = γν(c)(

r∑
j=1

γnij
−ν(c)βijs

k
ij ) = γν(c)c′,
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with ν(c′) = 0. If the statement is true for c′, then the result also follows for
c ̸= 0. Therefore, from now on, we assume that ν(c) = 0.

We prove the result by induction over k ≥ 1. For k = 1, there is one
summand in (3), so the result is trivially true. Suppose that it is true for k− 1.
First, assume that i1 > 1. In this case, c = (

∑r
j=1 γ

nij βijs
k−1
ij−1

)(q
s), so we have

that c is equal to c̄ = (sk−1
1 )(q

s) up to a permutation, by induction hypothesis.
By the recursive construction of Gα

k , we have that c̄ = sk2 , and the result holds.
Now, we assume that i1 = 1. In this case,

c = γn1β1s
k
1 +

r∑
j=2

γnij βijs
k
ij = γn1β1s

k
1 + (

r∑
j=2

γnij βijs
k−1
ij−1

)(q
s).

Since sk1 = (ρ0
(qs(k−1)), . . . ,ρqs−1

(qs(k−1))) by Proposition 2.1, c = (c0, c1, . . . , cqs−1),

where cℓ = c̄+γn1β1ρℓ1
(qs(k−1)) and c̄ =

∑r
j=2 γ

nij βijs
k−1
ij−1

for any ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , qs−
1}. By induction hypothesis, we know that c̄ is equal to γν(c̄)sk−1

1 up to a per-
mutation. Clearly, ν(c) = min{n1, ν(c̄)}, so either ν(c̄) = 0 or n1 = 0. This
allows us to divide the remainder of the argument in two different cases.

If ν(c̄) = 0, then c̄ is equal to sk−1
1 up to a permutation, so c̄ has every

element of R repeated qs(k−2) times. By Remark 3.3, the vectors cℓ = c̄ +

γn1β1ρℓ1
(qs(k−1)) have as well all elements of R repeated qs(k−2) times for any

ℓ ∈ {0, . . . , qs − 1}, so they are equal to sk−1
1 up to a permutation, making c

equal to sk2 up to a permutation.
Finally, if ν(c̄) > 0, then we have that n1 = 0. Since β1 is a unit, up to a

permutation, c is equal to c′ = (c′0, c
′
1, . . . , c

′
qs−1), where c′ℓ = c̄ + ρℓ1

(qs(k−1)).
We can assume that c̄ ̸= 0, otherwise the result follows. We know that c̄
is equal to γν(c̄)sk−1

1 up to a permutation, so c̄ has every element of ⟨γν(c̄)⟩
repeated qν(c̄)+s(k−2) times by Lemma 3.1. Let I = ⟨γν(c̄)⟩ and let vI be a
vector having exactly all elements of I in its coordinates. Note that the vector
(vI , vI+ρ1, . . . , vI+ρqs−1) has every element of R repeated |I| = qs−ν(c̄) times,
since R+ λ = R for every λ ∈ I by Remark 3.3.

Thus, we have that c′ has every element of R repeated qs−ν(c̄)qν(c̄)+s(k−2) =
qs(k−1) times. Therefore, c′ is sk1 up to a permutation.

□

Corollary 3.2 Let c ∈ Sα
k \ {0}. Then, wH(c) = qsk − qν(c)+s(k−1).

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 3.1. □

Corollary 3.3 The minimum Hamming distance of Sα
k is

dH(Sα
k ) = qsk − qsk−1 = (q − 1)qsk−1.

By Corollary 3.2, the Hamming weight of any nonzero codeword c ∈ Sα
k is

determined by its valuation ν(c) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s−1}. We now compute the number
of codewords corresponding to each valuation j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s − 1}; that is, for
each possible nonzero Hamming weight wj = qsk−qj+s(k−1), thereby completing
the study of the Hamming weight distribution for the linear simplex α code Sα

k .
First, we count the number of codewords of each valuation j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}
in any free code over a finite chain ring R.
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Lemma 3.3 Let R be a finite chain ring and C a linear code over R of type
(n; k, 0, . . . , 0) with generator matrix G as in (1). Let j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}. The
number of codewords of C with valuation equal to j is qk(s−j) − qk((s−j)−1).

Proof. Let s1, . . . , sk be the row vectors of G. We have that any codeword
c ∈ C can be expressed as c =

∑k
i=1 αisi for some αi ∈ R. Moreover, ν(c) =

min{ν(α1), . . . , ν(αk)} by Lemma 3.2. Assume that ν(c) = j. Let ℓ be the
number of coefficients αi with valuation equal to j. Note that ℓ ∈ {1, . . . , k}. If
ν(αi) ̸= j, then ν(αi) > j. We have that {λ ∈ R | ν(λ) ≥ j} = ⟨γj⟩ for every
j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}, so {λ ∈ R | ν(λ) = j} = ⟨γj⟩ \ ⟨γj+1⟩. It is easy to see that
|⟨γj⟩| = qs−j and |⟨γj⟩ \ ⟨γj+1⟩| = qs−j − q(s−j)−1. There are qs−j − q(s−j)−1

options for αi such that ν(αi) = j, and q(s−j)−1 such that ν(αi) > j. Therefore,

we have that |{c ∈ C | ν(c) = j}| =
∑k

ℓ=1

(
k
ℓ

)
(qs−j − q(s−j)−1)ℓ(q(s−j)−1)k−ℓ.

This expression is almost a binomial expansion, as only the coefficient for ℓ = 0
is missing. Therefore, it is equal to (qs−j − q(s−j)−1+ q(s−j)−1)k− qk((s−j)−1) =
qk(s−j) − qk((s−j)−1). □

Theorem 3.1 The Hamming weight enumerator for Sα
k is

WSα
k
(X,Y ) =

s−1∑
j=0

Awj
Xqsk−wjY wj +Xqsk ,

where wj = qsk − qs(k−1)+j and Awj = qk(s−j) − qk((s−j)−1).

Proof. Let c ∈ Sα
k . By Corollary 3.2, either c = 0 and wH(c) = 0, or c ̸= 0

and wH(c) = qsk − qν(c)+s(k−1). We have that A0 = 1. Let Awj
be the number

of codewords of weight wj = qsk − qj+s(k−1) in Sα
k , for j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s − 1}.

Since Awj
= |{c ∈ Sα

k | wH(c) = wj}|, where wj = qsk − qj+s(k−1), we can write

that Awj
= |{c ∈ Sα

k | ν(c) = j}|. By Lemma 3.3, Awj
= qk(s−j) − qk((s−j)−1)

and the statement follows. □
Note that summing all the elements of the Hamming weight distribution of

Sα
k given by Theorem 3.1, we obtain the total number of codewords, |Sα

k | = qsk.

That is,
∑n

i=0 Ai = A0 +
∑s−1

j=0 Awj
= qsk. Indeed, A0 = 1 and

∑s−1
j=0 Awj

=∑s
j′=1 q

kj′ − qk(j
′−1), where j′ = s − j. This is a telescoping sum, so we have

that
∑s−1

j=0 Awj = qsk − 1.
Since the study of the Hamming weight distribution has provided extensive

information about the codewords of Sα
k , such as which elements they have and

how many times each of them appears, we can also calculate the homogeneous
weight of any codeword as well as the homogeneous weight distribution of Sα

k .

Proposition 3.4 Let c ∈ Sα
k \ {0}. Then, wHom(c) = qs(k+1)−2(q − 1).

Proof. To determine the homogeneous weight of a nonzero codeword c ∈ Sα
k ,

we have to count how many coordinates of c are zero, and how many of those
that are not zero are in ⟨γs−1⟩. By Proposition 3.3, it suffices to consider the
codewords c = γjskk, with j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}. By Lemma 3.1, we know that c
has qj+s(k−1) zero coordinates, which have weight zero and do not count. We
can easily see that c has (q − 1)qj+s(k−1) nonzero coordinates that belong to

11



⟨γs−1⟩, as |⟨γs−1⟩| = q. These coordinates have homogeneous weight equal to
qs−1. Finally, the remaining (qs−j − q)qj+s(k−1) coordinates have homogeneous
weight equal to (q − 1)qs−2, because |⟨γj⟩ \ ⟨γs−1⟩| = qs−j − q. Therefore, we
have that

wHom(c) = (q − 1)qj+s(k−1)qs−1 + (qs−j − q)qj+s(k−1)(q − 1)qs−2

= qj+s(k−1)(q − 1)(qs−1 + (qs−j − q)qs−2)

= qj+s(k−1)(q − 1)q2s−j−2 = qs(k−1)+2s−2(q − 1) = qs(k+1)−2(q − 1).

Note that wHom(c) does not depend on j, so we conclude that all nonzero
codewords have the same homogeneous weight. □

Corollary 3.4 The minimum homogeneous weight of Sα
k is

dHom(Sα
k ) = qs(k+1)−2(q − 1).

The next result gives us the fundamental parameters and the Hamming
weight enumerator of the Gray map image of Sα

k , that is, for the code ΦR(Sα
k )

over Fq.

Theorem 3.2 The R-linear code C = ΦR(Sα
k ) is a

(qs(k+1)−1, qsk, qs(k+1)−2(q − 1))

code over Fq. Moreover, the Hamming weight enumerator for C is WC(X,Y ) =

AℓX
n′−ℓY ℓ+Xn′

, where n′ = qs(k+1)−1, Aℓ = qsk−1 and ℓ = qs(k+1)−2(q−1).

Proof. The length of ΦR(Sα
k ) is the length of Sα

k multiplied by qs−1, so
qs−1qsk = qs(k+1)−1 by Proposition 3.1. The number of codewords is |ΦR(Sα

k )| =
|Sα

k | = qsk, since ΦR is injective and Sα
k is a free R-module.

We know that ΦR is an isometry from (Rn, dHom) to (Fqs−1n
q , dH).

Thus, the Hamming weight of the codewords of ΦR(Sα
k ) is equal to the ho-

mogeneous weight of the codewords of Sα
k . By Proposition 3.4, for c ∈ ΦR(Sα

k ),
wH(c) = 0 if c = 0 and wH(c) = qs(k+1)−2(q − 1) otherwise. Indeed, the mini-
mum Hamming distance of ΦR(Sα

k ) is the minimum homogeneous weight of Sα
k ,

which is equal to qs(k+1)−2(q − 1) by Corollary 3.4. □

We now aim to apply the same methods to find the Hamming and homo-
geneous weight distributions for Sβ

k . Since these distributions are trivial for

Sβ
1 = R, we will consider only k ≥ 2. We begin with some basic observations

about the rows of Gβ
k . Let h

k
i be the ith row of this matrix, i ∈ {1, . . . , k}. Given

n ≥ 1, we denote as z(n) = (a0γ
(n), a1γ

(n), . . . , aqs−1−1γ
(n)), a vector listing all

elements of ⟨γ⟩ repeated n times. Note that a0γ
(n) = 0(n), since a0 = 0. The

following remark comes from the recursive construction of Gβ
k .

Remark 3.4 Let ski and hk
i be the ith row of Gα

k and Gβ
k , respectively, i ∈

{1, . . . , k} and k ≥ 2. Then, hk
1 = (1(qs(k−1)), z(Lβ(k−1))), and hk

i = (sk−1
i−1 , (h

k−1
i−1 )

(qs−1))
for i ∈ {2, . . . , k}.
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Lemma 3.4 Let hk
i be the ith row of Gβ

k , i ∈ {1, . . . , k} and k ≥ 2. Then, hk
i

has every element of ⟨γ⟩ repeated Lβ(k − 1) times and the remaining qs(k−1)

coordinates are in R∗.

Proof. We show the result by induction over k ≥ 2. For k = 2, we have that
h2
1 = (1(qs), z(1)) and h2

2 = (s11,1
(qs−1)). As Lβ(1) = 1, we have that h2

1 satisfies
the proposition trivially. Since every element in R appears exactly once in the
coordinates of s11, h

2
2 satisfies the property as well.

Now, suppose it is true for k− 1. For hk
1 , the property follows directly from

Remark 3.4. Given i ∈ {2, . . . , k}, we know that hk
i = (sk−1

i−1 , (h
k−1
i−1 )

(qs−1)) by
the same remark. Applying the induction hypothesis and Lemma 3.1, we infer
that every element of ⟨γ⟩ appears qs(k−2) + qs−1Lβ(k − 2) times in hk

i , which
equals Lβ(k − 1) by (4). Finally, we have that there are qs(k−1) coordinates
remaining over R∗, again by equation (4), since |⟨γ⟩| = qs−1. □

Lemma 3.5 Let c ∈ Rn, and λ ∈ R\{0}. If c has every element of ⟨γ⟩ repeated
m times, then λc has every element of ⟨γν(λ)+1⟩ repeated qν(λ)m times and the
remaining coordinates are in ⟨γν(λ)⟩ \ ⟨γν(λ)+1⟩.

Proof. The coordinates of λc corresponding to the n − qs−1m units of c have
valuation equal to ν(λ), so they are in ⟨γν(λ)⟩ \ ⟨γν(λ)+1⟩. The coordinates of
λc that correspond to the elements of ⟨γ⟩ in c have valuation strictly greater
than ν(λ), so they are elements of ⟨γν(λ)+1⟩. As λ = γν(λ)u for some unit u and
γν(λ)uz1 = γν(λ)uz2 if and only if z1 − z2 ∈ ⟨γs−ν(λ)⟩, each element of ⟨γν(λ)+1⟩
in λc corresponds to |⟨γs−ν(λ)⟩| = qν(λ) elements of ⟨γ⟩ in c. Therefore, if there
are m of each element of ⟨γ⟩ in c, there are qν(λ)m of each element of ⟨γν(λ)+1)⟩
in λc. □

Proposition 3.5 Let c ∈ Sβ
k \ {0} with k ≥ 2. Then, c has every element of

⟨γν(c)+1⟩ repeated qν(c)Lβ(k − 1) times and the remaining qs(k−1) coordinates
are in ⟨γν(c)⟩ \ ⟨γν(c)+1⟩.

Proof. Given c ∈ Sβ
k , c ̸= 0, we have that c =

∑r
j=1 γ

nij βijh
k
ij
, where 1 ≤ i1 <

i2 < · · · < ir ≤ k, 1 ≤ r ≤ k, and ν(βij ) = 0 for all j ∈ {1, . . . , r}. By Lemma
3.2, ν(c) = min {ni1 , . . . , nir}. Note that

c = γν(c)
r∑

j=1

γnij
−ν(c)βijh

k
ij = γν(c)c′,

where c′ is also a codeword and ν(c′) = 0. Applying Lemma 3.5 to c′, we have
that if the result is true for c′, then it is true for c. Therefore, we can assume
that ν(c) = 0 for the remainder of the proof.

We prove the result by induction over k ≥ 2. First, consider k = 2. By
Remark 3.4, h2

1 = (1(qs), z(1)) and h2
2 = (s11,1

(qs−1)). Given a codeword c ∈
Sβ
k \{0} such that ν(c) = 0, we show that c has every element of ⟨γ⟩ exactly once.

We have that c = γn1β1h
2
1+γn2β2h

2
2 = (v1, v2), where v1 = γn1β11

(qs)+γn2β2s
1
1

and v2 = γn1β1z(1) + γn2β21
(qs−1). We consider two different cases, depending

on whether n1 = 0 or n2 = 0.
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If n2 = 0, since β2s
1
1 has all elements of R exactly once, we obtain that

v1 = γn1β11
(qs) + β2s

1
1 has every element of ⟨γ⟩ exactly once by Remark 3.3.

Now, for v2 = γn1β1z(1) + β21
(qs−1), as all coordinates of γn1β1z(1) are in ⟨γ⟩

and ν(β2) = 0, all coordinates of v2 are units. In consequence, c satisfies the
desired property.

If n2 > 0, then n1 = 0. For v1 = β11
(qs) + γn2β2s

1
1, we have that all its

coordinates are units. For v2 = β1z(1) + γn2β21
(qs−1), we have that β1z(1) has

every element of ⟨γ⟩ exactly once, and γn2β2 ∈ ⟨γ⟩ since n2 > 0. Therefore,
applying Remark 3.3, v2 contains every element of ⟨γ⟩ exactly once. Then,
again, c satisfies the desired property.

Now, consider k ≥ 3 and that the property is true for k − 1. Consider
c ∈ Sβ

k \ {0} such that ν(c) = 0. We have to prove that c has every element of
⟨γ⟩ repeated Lβ(k − 1) times. We have that c =

∑r
j=1 γ

nij βijh
k
ij
. We consider

two cases taking into account whether i1 = 1 or i1 > 1. First, suppose that
i1 > 1. By Remark 3.4,

c = (
r∑

j=1

γnij βijs
k−1
ij−1, (

r∑
j=1

γnij βijh
k−1
ij−1)

(qs−1)) = (v1, v2).

Here, v1 ∈ Sα
k−1 and ν(v1) = 0, so v1 has every element of R repeated qs(k−2)

times by Lemma 3.1. In particular, this is true for every element of ⟨γ⟩. We

have that v2 is equal to a codeword of Sβ
k−1 with valuation 0, repeated qs−1

times. Thus, by induction hypothesis, v2 has every element of ⟨γ⟩ repeated
qs−1Lβ(k − 2) times. Therefore, c has every element of ⟨γ⟩ repeated qs(k−2) +
qs−1Lβ(k − 2) = Lβ(k − 1) times by (4) and the statement follows.

Now, suppose i1 = 1. In this case, c = γn1β1h
k
1 + c′ = (v1, v2), where c′ =∑r

j=2 γ
nij βijh

k
ij
, v1 = γn1β11

(qs(k−1))+
∑r

j=2 γ
nij βjs

k−1
ij−1 and v2 = γn1β1zLβ(k−1)+

(
∑r

j=2 γ
nij βjh

k−1
ij−1)

(qs−1) by Remark 3.4. Since 0 = ν(c) = min{n1, ν(c
′)}, at

least one of these values is equal to 0.
If ν(c′) = 0, it is clear that v1 has every element of R repeated qs(k−2) times

by Remark 3.3 and Lemma 3.1. In particular, this is true for every element of
⟨γ⟩. For v2, we can argue the following. We know that w =

∑r
j=2 γ

nij βijh
k−1
ij−1

has every every element of ⟨γ⟩ repeated Lβ(k−2) times, by induction hypothesis
and the fact that ν(w) = 0. Now, every coordinate of γn1β1z(Lβ(k−1)) is in ⟨γ⟩,
and v2 is equal to the concatenation of the vectors vz = w + 1(Lβ(k−1))γn1β1z,
for every z ∈ ⟨γ⟩. Applying Remark 3.3, we have that vz has every element of
⟨γ⟩ repeated Lβ(k − 2) times. In total, v2 has every element of ⟨γ⟩ repeated
qs−1Lβ(k − 2) times. The statement follows by (4).

Finally, if ν(c′) > 0, then we have that n1 = 0. Since multiplying by a unit
does not modify the number of elements in ⟨γ⟩, we can assume that β1 = 1.

Thus, we have that c = (v1, v2) where v1 = 1(qs(k−1)) +
∑r

j=2 γ
nij βijs

k−1
ij−1 and

v2 = zLβ(k−1) + (
∑r

j=2 γ
nij βijh

k−1
ij−1)

(qs−1). First, note that every coordinate of∑r
j=2 γ

nij βijs
k−1
ij−1 is in ⟨γν(c′)⟩. Note also that ⟨γν(c′)⟩ ⊆ ⟨γ⟩ since ν(c′) > 0.

The coordinates of v1 are units because they are the result of adding a unit
to an element of ⟨γ⟩. Therefore, there are no elements of ⟨γ⟩ in v1. Now,
consider w =

∑r
j=2 γ

nij βijh
k−1
ij−1 = (w1, . . . , wLβ(k−1)). Since ν(c

′) > 0, we have

that ν(w) > 0. We can permute the coordinates of v2 so that we have (z(1) +
(w1, . . . , w1), . . . , z(1) + (wLβ(k−1), . . . , wLβ(k−1))). For i ∈ {1, . . . , Lβ(k − 1)},
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z(1)+ (wi, . . . , wi) is a permutation of z(1) by Remark 3.3, so each element in
⟨γ⟩ appears once. Therefore, in v2, each element in ⟨γ⟩ appears Lβ(k−1) times.
□

Corollary 3.5 Let c ∈ Sβ
k \ {0} with k ≥ 2. Then,

wH(c) = Lβ(k)− qν(c)Lβ(k − 1).

Proof. It follows from Proposition 3.5 and the fact that 0 ∈ ⟨qν(c)+1⟩ for
every valuation ν(c) ∈ {0, 1, . . . , s− 1}. □

Corollary 3.6 The minimum Hamming distance of Sβ
k with k ≥ 2 is

dH(Sβ
k ) = Lβ(k)− qs−1Lβ(k − 1) = qs(k−1).

Again, since the Hamming weight of any nonzero codeword of Sβ
k is deter-

mined by its valuation by Corollary 3.5, we can apply the same argument as for
Sα
k , given in Theorem 3.1, to determine the Hamming weight distribution for

the linear simplex β code Sβ
k , and we obtain the following result.

Theorem 3.3 The Hamming weight enumerator for Sβ
k with k ≥ 2 is

WSβ
k
(X,Y ) =

s−1∑
j=0

Awj
XLβ(k)−wjY wj +XLβ(k),

where wj = Lβ(k)− qjLβ(k − 1) and Awj = qk(s−j) − qk((s−j)−1).

Note that, while Sβ
k offers less redundancy than Sα

k , since its length is smaller
and both have the same number of codewords, it has smaller minimum distance
as well, as dH(Sβ

k ) = qs(k−1) ≤ qsk−1 ≤ (q − 1)qsk−1 = dH(Sα
k ). Moreover, we

have that dH(Sβ
k ) < dH(Sα

k ) unless q = 2 and s = 1.
Proposition 3.5 also allows us to calculate how many elements of each ideal

of R there are in any codeword of Sβ
k , which gives us the homogeneous weight

of any codeword and the homogeneous weight distribution of the code as well.

Proposition 3.6 Let c ∈ Sβ
k with k ≥ 1. Then, we have that

wHom(c) =


qsk−1 if ν(c) = s− 1,

qsk−k−1(qk − 1) if ν(c) < s− 1,

0 otherwise.

Proof. For k = 1, the result follows from the definition of the homogeneous
weight, as Sβ

1 = R. Now, consider k ≥ 2. We start by proving the case
ν(c) = s − 1. By Proposition 3.5, we have that c has qs−1Lβ(k − 1) zeroes
and qs(k−1) nonzero coordinates in ⟨γs−1⟩. Therefore, in this case, we have that
wHom(c) = qs(k−1)qs−1 = qsk−1.

If ν(c) < s − 1, then we have that s > 1, since ν(c) ≥ 0. This means
that ⟨γs−1⟩ ⊆ ⟨γν(c)+1⟩, and neither ⟨γν(c)+1⟩ nor ⟨γs−1⟩ are equal to {0}.
By Proposition 3.5, there are qs(k−1) coordinates of c that belong to ⟨γν(c)⟩ \
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⟨γν(c)+1⟩. Each of these coordinates has homogeneous weight (q − 1)qs−2, so
the total homogeneous weight is (q − 1)qs−2qs(k−1).

Again, by Proposition 3.5, in the remaining coordinates, each element of
⟨γν(c)+1⟩ is repeated qν(c)Lβ(k − 1) times. Out of the total of qs−1−ν(c) differ-
ent elements in ⟨γν(c)+1⟩, the q − 1 nonzero elements of ⟨γs−1⟩ have homoge-
neous weight qs−1, and the others have weight (q − 1)qs−2. Therefore, we have
that these elements add up to a total homogeneous weight of

(
(q − 1)qs−1 +

(qs−1−ν(c) − q)(q − 1)qs−2
)
qν(c)Lβ(k − 1) = (q − 1)qs−2qs−1Lβ(k − 1).

In consequence, wHom(c) = (q − 1)qs−2
(
qs(k−1) + qs−1Lβ(k − 1)

)
= (q −

1)qs−2Lβ(k) by applying (4). Finally, using that Lβ(k) = q(s−1)(k−1) q
k−1
q−1 by

Proposition 2.3, we obtain wHom(c) = qs−2+sk−s−k+1(qk−1) = qsk−k−1(qk−1).
Finally, if ν(c) > s− 1, then c = 0 and wHom(c) = 0.

□

Corollary 3.7 The minimum homogeneous weight of Sβ
k with k ≥ 2 is

dHom(Sβ
k ) = qsk−k−1(qk − 1).

Using the same arguments as for Sα
k , we obtain the fundamental parameters

of the Gray map image of Sβ
k , that is, of the code ΦR(Sβ

k ) over Fq. Moreover,

like for Sα
k , recall that the homogeneous weight distribution of Sβ

k coincides with

the Hamming weight distribution of ΦR(Sβ
k ).

Theorem 3.4 The R-linear code C = ΦR(Sβ
k ) with k ≥ 2 is a

(q(s−1)k q
k − 1

q − 1
, qsk, qsk−k−1(qk − 1))

code over Fq. Moreover, the Hamming weight enumerator for C is WC(X,Y ) =∑W (C)
ℓ=0 AℓX

n′−ℓY ℓ, where n′ = q(s−1)k qk−1
q−1 and

Aℓ =


1 if ℓ = 0,

qk − 1 if ℓ = qsk−1,

qsk − qk if ℓ = qsk−k−1(qk − 1),

0 otherwise.

Proof. The length of C = ΦR(Sβ
k ) is q

s−1Lβ(k) = q(s−1)k qk−1
q−1 by Proposi-

tion 2.3. The number of codewords is |ΦR(Sβ
k )| = |Sβ

k | = qsk, and the minimum
Hamming distance of C equals qsk−k−1(qk − 1) by Corollary 3.7, since the ho-

mogeneous weight of c ∈ Sβ
k coincides with the Hamming weight of ΦR(c) ∈ C.

Since the Hamming distance distribution of C coincides with the homoge-
neous weight distribution of Sβ

k , we just need to count the number of codewords

of Sβ
k that there are for every possible homogeneous weight. Clearly, the only

codeword of weight 0 is the the zero vector. The codewords of homogeneous
weight qsk−1 are those with valuation s − 1 by Proposition 3.6. By Lemma
3.3, there are qk(s−j) − qk(s−j−1) of them for j = s − 1, so qk − 1. As for the
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codewords of homogeneous weight qsk−k−1(qk−1), we know that there must be
qsk − 1− (qk − 1) = qsk − qk of them. □

To end this section, we check whether the linear simplex α and β codes, Sα
k

and Sβ
k , are optimal from the point of view of the Griesmer bound. This bound

is stated for any linear code C over any Frobenius local finite ring R in [20], so,
in particular, it can be applied to linear codes over any finite chain ring R. We
define k(C) = min{rank(C′) | C ⊆ C′, and C′ is a free submodule of C}. When a
code meets this bound, we say that it is optimal with respect to it.

Proposition 3.7 (Griesmer Bound) [20, Theorem 2.2] Let C be a linear
code of length n over a Frobenius local finite ring R with residue field Fq. Then,

n ≥
k(C)−1∑
i=0

⌈dH(C)
qi

⌉. (6)

Proposition 3.8 The linear simplex code Sα
k is not optimal with respect to the

Griesmer bound for any finite chain ring and k ≥ 1.

Proof. By Corollary 3.3, dH(Sα
k ) = (q − 1)qsk−1. Moreover, k(Sα

k ) = k since
Sα
k is a free module. Therefore,

k−1∑
i=0

⌈dH(Sα
k )

qi
⌉ =

k−1∑
i=0

(q − 1)qsk−1

qi
= (q − 1)

k−1∑
i=0

qsk−1−i

= (q − 1)

k−1∑
i=0

q(s−1)k+i = (q − 1)q(s−1)k
k−1∑
i=0

qi

= (q − 1)q(s−1)k q
k − 1

q − 1
= qsk − q(s−1)k.

(7)

By Proposition 3.1, the length of Sα
k is qsk, so these codes do not meet the

Griesmer bound (6) since qsk − q(s−1)k < qsk. □

Proposition 3.9 The linear simplex code Sβ
k is optimal with respect to the

Griesmer bound for any finite chain ring R and k ≥ 1.

Proof. By Corollary 3.6, dH(Sβ
k ) = qs(k−1). Moreover, k(Sβ

k ) = k. Therefore,

k−1∑
i=0

⌈
dH(Sβ

k )

qi
⌉ =

k−1∑
i=0

qs(k−1)−i =

k−1∑
i=0

q(s−1)(k−1)+i

= q(s−1)(k−1)
k−1∑
i=0

qi = q(s−1)(k−1) q
k − 1

q − 1
= Lβ(k)

(8)

by Proposition 3.1, and these codes meet the Griesmer bound (6).
□
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4 On Zps-additive simplex codes

When R = Zps , we have γ = p, so K = Zp, q = p and the valuation function is
related to the usual p-adic valuation, see [18, p. 112]. In this case, as the struc-
ture of a Zps-module is the same as its abelian group structure, any property in
terms of the valuation of a vector x ∈ Zn

ps can be rewritten in terms of its order

and vice versa, as ν(x) = s− logp(o(x)) or, equivalently, o(x) = ps−ν(x). Recall
that given x ∈ Rn, the order of x, denoted as o(x), is the minimum natural
number m > 0 such that mx = 0.

We show that, for the ring Zps , linear simplex codes Sα
k and Sβ

k are closely
related to Zps -additive GH codes of type (n; k + 1, 0, . . . , 0). Recall that a Zps-
additive GH code H is a linear code over Zps such that it is corresponding Zps-
linear code ΦR(H) is a GH code. The Gray map ΦR, for Zps , is the generalized
Carlet Gray map used in works such as [1, 2, 13].

For any sequence t1, . . . , ts of nonnegative integers such that t1 ≥ 1, we can
construct a Zps-additive code Ht1,...,ts of type (n; t1, . . . , ts), by constructing
a generator matrix, denoted as At1,...,ts [2]. A recursive construction goes as
follows. The starting matrix is A1,0,...,0 = (1), and, if we have A = At1,...,ts , by
constructing

Ai =

(
0 · pi−1 1 · pi−1 . . . (ps−(i−1) − 1) · pi−1

A A . . . A

)
,

we have that Ai = At′1,...,t
′
s , where tj = t′j if j ̸= i and t′i = ti + 1. We consider

that this process is done by first computing At,...,0 for t up to the desired value
t1, then computing At1,t,...,0 up to the desired value t2, and so on. The Ht1,...,ts

code is a Zps -additive GH code, as proven in [2].
By Definition 2.1, for R = Zps , the code Sα

k is defined as the linear code
with generator matrix Gα

k , where

Gα
1 =

(
0 1 2 . . . ps − 1

)
and, for k > 1,

Gα
k =

(
0 1 2 . . . ps − 1

Gα
k−1 Gα

k−1 Gα
k−1 Gα

k−1 Gα
k−1

)
.

It is easy to see that
Gα

k = Ãk+1,0,...,0, (9)

where Ãk+1,0,...,0 is the matrix Ak+1,0,...,0 after removing the last row, the all-
one row. By Definition 2.2, the Sβ

k code is the linear code generated by the

matrix Gβ
k , where Gβ

1 = (1) and, for k > 1,

Gβ
k =

(
1 0 1p 2p . . . (ps−1 − 1)p

Gα
k−1 Gβ

k−1 Gβ
k−1 Gβ

k−1 . . . Gβ
k−1

)
.

In Examples 2.1 and 2.3, we can see the generator matrices Gα
2 and Gβ

2 over Z9.
Next, we give the Hamming and homogeneous weight distributions of the

linear simplex codes Sα
k and Sβ

k over Zps in terms of the order of the codewords.
As corollaries of Propositions 3.3 and 3.5, we obtain Corollaries 4.1 and 4.2,
which are a generalization of the results given by Gupta for linear simplex codes
over Z2s in [11].
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Corollary 4.1 Let c ∈ Sα
k \ {0}. Then, wH(c) = psk − ps

ord(c)p
s(k−1).

Corollary 4.2 Let c ∈ Sβ
k \ {0} with k ≥ 2. Then,

wH(c) = Lβ(k)−
ps

ord(c)
Lβ(k − 1).

The minimum Hamming distance of Sα
k is (p−1)psk−1, which equals φ(psk),

where φ is Euler’s totient function. Stating Theorem 3.1 in terms of the order,
we have that the number of codewords of order pi, i ∈ {1, . . . , s}, that is, of
Hamming weight w̄i = psk−psk−i is Aw̄i = pki−qk(i−1). Since the homogeneous
weight of a codeword of Sα

k does not depend on its order, from Theorem 3.2,
we obtain directly the following result giving the fundamental parameters and
Hamming weight distribution of its Gray map image ΦR(Sα

k ).

Corollary 4.3 The Zps-linear code ΦR(Sα
k ) is a (ps(k+1)−1, psk, ps(k+1)−2(p −

1)) code over Zp, having all codewords of Hamming weight ps(k+1)−2(p − 1),
except the all-zero codeword.

The minimum Hamming distance of Sβ
k is ps(k−1). By Theorem 3.3, the

number of codewords of order pi, i ∈ {1, . . . , s}, that is of Hamming weight
w̄i = Lβ(k) − ps−iLβ(k − 1) is Aw̄i = pki − qk(i−1). Rewriting also the results
given in Proposition 3.6 and Theorem 3.4 for the homogeneous weight of any
codeword of Sβ

k in terms of the order, we can also obtain the fundamental

parameters and Hamming weight distribution of ΦR(Sβ
k ).

Corollary 4.4 Let c ∈ Sβ
k with k ≥ 2. Then, we have that

wHom(c) =


psk−1 if ord(c) = p,

psk−k−1(pk − 1) if ord(c) > p,

0 otherwise.

Corollary 4.5 The Zps-linear code ΦR(Sβ
k ) with k ≥ 2 is a (p(s−1)k pk−1

p−1 , psk,

psk−k−1(pk−1)) code over Zp, having p
k−1 codewords of Hamming weight psk−1,

psk − pk codewords of Hamming weight psk−k−1(pk − 1) and one of Hamming
weight zero.

5 Linear simplex codes over finite noncommu-
tative chain rings

In the previous sections, we have studied linear simplex codes over finite com-
mutative chain rings. In this section, we briefly cover the details needed in order
to extend our results to finite noncommutative chain rings.

Given a finite ring that is not necessarily commutative, we denote the left
module M over R as RM , which is an additive subgroup of R such that rm ∈ M
for every r ∈ R and m ∈ M . The notation for right modules is analogous. A
simple left (right) module over a ring is a module such that it contains no
nontrivial left (right) submodules. For an ideal I of R, we also define a left and
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right ideal analogously, and, when a given set is a left and right ideal, we call it
a two-sided ideal or, simply, an ideal. A finite left (right) chain ring R is a finite
ring such that its left (right) ideals form a unique chain ordered by inclusion.

In the context of noncommutative rings, the Jacobson radical, defined as
J(R) = {r ∈ R | rM = 0 for every simple left (right) module M}, is an
important tool to study their properties. Note that J(R) can be described as
the intersection of all maximal left (right) ideals of R [15, p. 75]. Also note that
defining J(R) in terms of simple left or right modules yields the same ideal, so
J(R) is a two-sided ideal. In this context, we say that a noncommutative ring
is local if it has a unique maximal left ideal, which then turns out to be J(R),
so it has a unique maximal right ideal as well. This is equivalent to R/J(R)
being a division ring, that is, a ring F (not necessarily commutative) such that
F\{0} is a group with respect to the ring’s multiplication.

Proposition 5.1 [4, Lemma 1] If R is a finite ring with Jacobson radical
J(R) ̸= {0}, then the following conditions are equivalent:

• R is a left chain ring.

• The principal left ideals of R form a chain with inclusion.

• R is a local ring, and J(R) = ⟨γ⟩ for any γ ∈ J(R) \ J(R)2.

• R is a right chain ring.

Moreover, if R satisfies the above conditions, then every proper left (right) ideal
has the form J(R)i = R⟨γi⟩ = ⟨γi⟩R for some positive integer i.

Let R be a finite left chain ring. As R is local, the quotient R/J(R) is a finite
division ring, which is always commutative, hence a finite field [15, p. 20]. When
J(R) = {0}, we have then that R is a finite field. Therefore, Proposition 5.1
covers all noncommutative left chain rings. In conclusion, a finite left chain
ring is a right chain ring, and vice versa. Moreover, all right and left ideals are
principal and powers of an element γ ∈ J(R) \ J(R)2.

If R/J(R) ∼= Fq for a prime power q, we define a set T = {e0, e1, . . . , eq−1} ⊆
R of representatives of the classes modulo γ, such that ei ̸= ej for all i, j ∈
{0, 1, . . . , q − 1} with i ̸= j, where r denotes the image of r ∈ R under the
canonical projection onto the quotient R/J(R). Analogously to the commu-
tative case, we define the nilpotency index of a finite left chain ring R as the
minimum positive integer s such that J(R)s = 0. Equivalently, s is the mini-
mum positive integer such that γs = 0.

Proposition 5.2 [16, Theorem 1.1] Let R be a finite left chain ring. Then, for
every r ∈ R, there exist unique ℓi ∈ T and unique ri ∈ T for i ∈ {0, . . . , s− 1}
such that r =

∑s−1
i=0 ℓiγ

i and r =
∑s

i=0 γ
iri.

We refer to [ℓ0, . . . , ℓs−1]γ and [r0, . . . , rs−1]γ as the left and right γ-adic
representations of r, respectively. By Proposition 5.2, |R⟨γi⟩| = qs−i for every
i ∈ {0, . . . , s}. Since left and right ideals are the same sets for finite chain rings,
by Proposition 5.1, a valuation function ν can be defined in the same way as for
the commutative case. For r ∈ R\{0}, ν(r) is the maximum integer k such that
r = uγk. For r = 0, we define ν(0) = ∞. It is easy to check that this function

20



satisfies the same properties as the one defined in Section 3 for the commutative
case. As before, we can extend it to elements in Rn by taking the minimum
valuation of the entries.

In this setting, a code over R of length n is a nonempty subset C of Rn, and
a left (right) linear code over R of length n is a code which is a left (right) R-
submodule of Rn. Any left (right) linear code C over R is isomorphic to a unique
direct sum of the form C ∼= (R/⟨γs⟩)t1 × · · · × (R/⟨γs−(i−1)⟩)ti × · · · × (R/⟨γ⟩)ts
[5], and we say that C has type (n; t1, . . . , ts). We can always choose a generator
matrix G for C with ti rows of valuation i− 1.

We can also define the Hamming and homogeneous weights, just in the same
way as for the commutative case. Moreover, the Gray map ΦR for finite chain
rings constructed in [9] can also be defined in a similar way for the noncom-
mutative case, and it is still an isometry relating the homogenoeus weights of
codewords to the Hamming weight of the images. The Gray map images of left
(right) linear codes over R are also distance invariant codes.

Finally, in the noncommutative case, we also have analogous versions of
Remarks 3.2 and 3.3, and elements of valuation 0 in R are also units. We
also obtain an equivalent version of Lemma 3.2 for left (right) free linear codes.

Therefore, if we define the matrices Gα
k and Gβ

k , for k ≥ 1, with entries over
a finite left (right) chain ring and define the left (right) linear codes Sα

k and

Sβ
k as the codes generated by their rows as left (right) R-modules, we obtain

analogous results for the corresponding weight distributions as the ones derived
for the commutative case in the previous section.

6 Conclusions and further research

In this work, we have determined the complete weight distributions for the
Hamming and homogeneous weights of the linear simplex codes Sα

k and Sβ
k over

any finite chain ring R. We provide explicit formulas in terms of the number
k of generators of the code, the size q of the residue field of R, its nilpotency
index s, and the valuation of the codewords. For R = Zps , we provide these
results in terms of the order instead of the valuation of codewords.

A possible direction for future research is to derive explicit formulas for the
Hamming and homogeneous weight distributions of the linear MacDonald codes
Mα

k,u and Mβ
k,u over any finite chain ring R. These codes, introduced in [6] for

R = Z2s , are obtained by puncturing the corresponding linear simplex codes.
Another potential research avenue is the construction of R-linear GH codes that
generalize the construction given in [2] for R = Zps , while also exploring their
connection with linear simplex codes over R.
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[8] C. Fernández-Córdoba, C. Vela, and M. Villanueva. “On Z8-Linear Hadamard
Codes: Rank and Classification”. In: IEEE Transactions on Information
Theory 66.2 (2020), pp. 970–982. doi: https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.
2019.2952599.

[9] M. Greferath and S. E. Schmidt. “Gray isometries for finite chain rings
and a nonlinear ternary (36, 312, 15) code”. In: IEEE Transactions on In-
formation Theory 45.7 (1999), pp. 2522–2524. doi: 10.1109/18.796395.

[10] M. K. Gupta. “On Some Linear Codes Over Z2s”. PhD thesis. Indian
Institute of Technology, 2000.

[11] M. K. Gupta, M. C. Bhandari, and A. K. Lal. “On linear codes over
Z2s”. In: Designs, Codes and Criptography 36.3 (2005), pp. 227–244. doi:
10.1007/s10623-004-1717-1.

[12] A. R. Hammons et al. “The Z4-linearity of Kerdock, Preparata, Goethals,
and related codes”. In: IEEE Transactions on Information Theory 40.2
(1994), pp. 301–319. doi: 10.1109/18.312154.

[13] Z. Heng and Y. Qin. “Generalized Gray map and a class of p-ary nonlinear
codes”. In: Finite Fields and Their Applications 36 (2015), pp. 81–97. issn:
1071-5797. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ffa.2015.06.006.

[14] T. Honold and I. Landjev. “Linear codes over finite chain rings”. In: The
Electronic Journal of Combinatorics 7.R11 (2000), pp. 1–22. doi: 10.
37236/1489.

[15] B. R. McDonald. Finite Rings With Identity. Lecture notes in pure and
applied mathematics. M. Dekker, 1974.

[16] A. A. Nechaev. “Finite principal ideal rings”. In: Mathematics of the
USSR-Sbornik 20 (1973), pp. 364–382. doi: https://doi.org/10.1070/
SM1973v020n03ABEH001880.

22

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10623-023-01325-2
https://doi.org/10.1109/18.681328
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02992827
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10623-008-9243-1
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1007/s10623-008-9243-1
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2022.3172884
https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2022.3172884
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10623-018-0546-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10623-018-0546-6
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2019.2952599
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1109/TIT.2019.2952599
https://doi.org/10.1109/18.796395
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10623-004-1717-1
https://doi.org/10.1109/18.312154
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ffa.2015.06.006
https://doi.org/10.37236/1489
https://doi.org/10.37236/1489
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1070/SM1973v020n03ABEH001880
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1070/SM1973v020n03ABEH001880
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